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Abstract: Isostatic response function is a commonly-used
method to obtain the value of lithosphere effective elastic
thickness of the continent, but there are some influence
factors affecting the reliability and applicability of the method.
Therefore,a discussion is held on the influence factors with
the model analysis, and the theoretical basis of the observed

data selection, processing and application are given.
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Fig.3 Comparison of isostatic response function for model 2 and model 3
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