Estimating uncertainties on oa-ejection corrections relevant for the apatite (U-Th)/He method using nano-CT
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* Xradia Versa XRM-520, Zeiss, Dublin, CA. Energy settings: 40V, 3.0W,; air filter; 3,201 projections; 2.5-2 sec exposure time to achieve ~5,000 intensity values; source (-4.3mm), detector (4.9mm).
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