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Table 1 Information on samples used in this work.
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Fig. 1 The changes in peak area of CO, and N, along with analysis number
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Fig.2 The variations in measured carbon and nitrogen isotope ratios of STD1 samples with different
combustion transformation capability (CTC)
(a) Carbon isotope ratios VS. the CTCs of carbon; (b) Nitrogen isotope ratios VS, the CTCs of nitrogen
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Fig.3 The curve showing the correlation
of the measured 6" C values with the

given values of the standard samples
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Table 2 Comparison of measured §C values

with the given values of the standard samples
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