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This report presents a series of maps depicting our interpretation
of the heat flow within the conterminous United States based on all the
data available to the U.S. Geolbgical Survey (USGS) as of August 1970,
Sources include all published data and about a hundred new USGS vaiues
currently being readied for,publicatién.

Figure 1 shows the distribution of points. The dots are USGS
values, and the circleé, those published by other institutions. For
completeness, points in northern Mexicd, southern Canada, and the
Pacific coastal waters are included. A few points were left off the
map. These included sites where the temperatufe profile showed curva-
ture not related to changes in thermal conductivity and sites within a
3-km radius of hot springs or other currently active hydrcthermal
manifestations. Because of problems associated with the scale of the 
map, we have occasionally generalized one.vélue from a number within a
small area. In other instances where a sharp transition occurs over a
short distance; one point is offset to show clearly the control for the
transition. .

In'FigureVZ, observed heat-flow data (q) are shown as coded symbols
with state bbundaries and latitudes and longitudes as points of reference.
| Figure 3 shows our interpretation of the heat-flow field as a
contour map. Our aim was to produce a map that was as objectiﬁe as
possible, and in general, we were guided by the heat flow alone without

reference to other geological or geophysical quantities; however in



drawing the contours in areas of spotty control, we were guided by
.thermal criteria such as the presence or absénce of hot springs.
Figure 3a shows the contours for the entire continental United Stafes,
and Figure 3b, for the western part of the country where most of the
thermal structure . is found.:
Figure 4 shqws the reduced heat flow (qr) plotted on é base adapted
from the physiographic map of Fenneman (1946). The reduced heét flow
.(see e.g., Roy and others, 1972} is defined by q. =4 - DAO where
q = surface heat flux, AO, the obsewed radioactivity, and D, an empirically
determined constant for a given heat-flow province. ‘For the United

States west of the Great Plains, D is 10 km and for eastern United

States, D was taken as 7.5 km (cf. Roy and others, 1968a; Birch and
others, 1968). Figures 2 and 4 represent an updating and revision of
Figures 9 and 10 of Diment and others [1975). ‘The sources of individual ‘ i;
points (with the exception of the unpublished USGS data wﬁich are now |

being readied for publication) may be obtained from Table 1 which lists

published data by state, physiographic province, and geographic locatiom.




TABLE 1. locations, heat flow (q, HFU) and heat production (A, HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4
q A
UySehs =~ ALABAMA
AL aP TD1 TALLADEGA RO 68 33-16 B6-01 8.95
U.SeA. ==~ ARIZONA
A? BR SRM SANTA RITa MTS. AT19 RO 88 31=50 L10waS 2206
AZ BR HV] HELVETIA A729 RO 68 31=52 110-48 - 1.78 1.8
AZ BR CNY CONTINENTAL A9TZ RG €8 31«53 111=-00 2,47
AZ BR YB2 TWIN BUTTES a940 us 71 31-53 111-02 1,58
AZ BR TB3 TWIN BUTYTES aéle US 71 31«83 11)=-02 1.88 . S5.30
AZ BR SR1 SIERRITA MTS, RO &8 31=53 1il«08 240 Ta?
AZ BR TB4 TWIN BUTTES A%11 Us ¥1 31~54 11102 1,98
AY BR YRS TWIN BUTTES Aé4s US 71 3154 111=-03 2,10 5.3
AZ BR HP| HELMET PEAK AS545 Us 71 31-58 111-0% 2ulb
AZ BR HNL MISSION 108 RO 58 31«5% 111-04 2,98
AZ BR DR1 DRAGOON UCSD 4 WA 69 32-02 110=04 P56 3.1
A7 B8R DR1 DRAGOON ULSD 4 Wa 69 32«02 110-04 1.8 3.1
AZ BR AJ1 aJO RO #8 32=06 112+45 244 640
AZ BR KCL TUCSON KCL~7 US. 71 32«11 l11=-07 2,56
AZ BR SBI SILVER BELL OLSlL RO 6B 32«25 111-32 2,136
AZ BR RR1 RED ROCK [~9s7 US 71 32«36 111=36 10,85
Al BR SM2 SAN MANUE( LO 48 32-37 110-39 1,2
AZ BR OR]1 ORACLE UCSD=3 WA 6% 32-37 11048 1.85 5,7
AT BR SM1 ‘SpAN' MANUEL . US 71 32«40 110-42 1.54 6,00
- AZ BR YUZ YUMA LCRPwI3 US 71 32asl )14=-37 2.10
AZ BR YU3 YUMA LLCRP=24 US 71 32=i4 114«37 1,92
‘AZ BR EL1 ELOY O=T=p US F1 32=-47 111-29 1.30
AZ BR CH1 CHRISTMAS MINE SM~l Us 71 33=02 11041 l.60 1,50
! - AZ BR RWl RAINBOW VALLEY UCSDe? Wi 49 3311 1le~39 . 24k}
E AZ BR BCl BUCKEYE HILLS UCSD=) WA 69 323=17 112-38 3,62
AZ BR MGl RIGLEY Dwl<6 US 71 33=19 111=43 1,70
AZ BR TH1 TEMPE A=l=3 Us 71 33-25 112-01 1,10
- ) : AZ 8R PH1 PMOENIX 5T-} US 71 33-32 [12-20 3.00
i AZ BR QI1 QUARTZSITE RO 68 33-38 114-20 2.4 1047
3 © . Al BR BG2 BAGDAD 1364 RO &8 34=135 113-11 lebte
E AZ BR BG] BAGDAD 8-62 RO &8 34=36 113-12 1.6 846
AZ BR ALl HUALAPAI MTS, RO 48 3508 113-49 Zala 2.0
AZ BR WHL WHITE HILLS RO 68 35=43 1l4-22 2.82
U,S.h, == CALIFORNTA
Cr 'SB ET1 EL CENTRQ PO HE 68 32-36 116-36 0,80
Ca SB ET2 EL CENYRO QU HE 88 32-37 L186=45 1,00
Ca SB ET3 EL CENTRO Ja HE &8 32-40 116-07 1.50
Ca SB ET4 E| CENTRO LO HE &8 32-4]1 116=22 1420
CA SB ETS EL CENTRO Cw ME 68 32«43 115+57 l.90
/Ca BR IV1 IMPERYAL VALLEY -UCR 127 " €0 71 32~46 115-1& 2.6
“CA BR IV2 IMPERIAL VALLEY UCR 116 €0 71 32«47 115+15 Ly
CA B TIVI TMPERTAL VALLEY ULR 123780 71 32247 116<1% "3, 8
Ca BR TV4 IMPERTAL VALLEY UCR 122 €0 71 J2-48 115+15 3.3
Ca BR IVS IMPERIAL VALLEY UCR 124 CO T1 12~48 115-15 249
Ca BR IVé& TMPERTAL VALLEY UCR 125 €0 71 Ja~=49 L15=14 241
Ca BR-IVT IMPERIAL VALLEY UCR 126 €O 71 32«50 115=~1% 249
Ca FS ET6 E|, CENTRO Sv HE 68 32~82 11&8-34 1410
Ca FS AZ1 aNZA A=l HE 68 33-30 116=35% 1,87 3,80
CaA F5 AZ2 ANZA A-3 . HE 68 33=32 116=34 .76 2.80
CA SB AZ] ANZA A=2 HE 68 33+32 L16-48 1,46 2420
CA BR CK1 EAGLE MT, CK-3 Us 71 33~52 [15-26 1,29 4,00
Ca FS LB] L, &+ BASIN LB=1 US 71 33-53 118-02 : 1.7%
CA FS ACL SANTA ANA ACe] Us 71 331-58 117-38 1,60 3,40
CA FS SB?2 SaN BERNADINO S5Ba2 HE 68 34-+15 117-19 1,63
Ca FS SBI S4N BERNADIND SB=10 ‘HE 68 34-i5 117-20 1.58 3.70
! Ca FS S84 SAN BERNADINO SB-5 HE 68 34-16 1§7-20 1,08
4 CaA BR LC1 LUCERNE VALLEY Lv~} HE 6B 34=37 116=43 1.45 2,
3 CA BR BRW BARSTOW M1D11 RO 68 34239 [1&=4l b6
3
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TABLE 1. Locations, heat flow [q, HFU) and heat production (A, HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

FS LH3
F5 LM2
F5 LHL
FE YEIL
FE TE2
FE TE3J
FE TE&
FE TES
FE TEG
FE TET
FE EH]
FE EHZ2
FE EH3
FE EH4
FE EHS
FE EH&
FE EHT
F¥ T51
FE wBl

. BR CO3
Fi HT3

FM HT5
Fw HTL
FW HT4
FW HT6
i HTZ2
Fu HYY

SN JB)

SN SJR
SN HC1
SN ST1
FE PRM
BR DSP
FE SE)
FE MP]
FE DM
BR 8RX
FE TR1
FE MST
SN OM]
SN WR1
SN (0]
SN ALl
5N ADM
SN LK1
SN GR1
SN 5J3
FE FBG
FE WIL
CR EGY
CR .EGB
B5 MLV

U.S.hs ==

RM TI1

TRMUHETT

HM SHR
CP DVl
CP DY2
RM SN1
RM QU]
RM MAK

LAKE HUGHES | H=1

LAKE HUGHES LH=-2

LAKE HUGHES LH=)
TEHACKAP] MY, DH15A
TEHACKAPT WY, DH=T0
TEHACHAP] MT, DHai4
TEHACHAR] MT, DH=43
TEJOM RANCH DHw43 :
TEHACHAPT MT, DH=65+67
TEJON RANCH DOHwdE.6T4+6

CELK HILLS 382-3¢%

ELK HILLS 34324
ELK MILLS 344-35%
EtK HILLS 372+35R
ELK HMILLS 326-28R
ELK HILLS 385-242
ELK HILLS 366=242
La PANZA TS~1

WEST OF BAKERSFIELD
COSQ AREA
FOLLISTER HO<T
HOLLISTER HOuwS
HOLLISTER HO=-]
HOLLISTER HO=4
HOLLISTER HO=6&
HOLLISTER HO=2 & 7
HOLLISTER HO=8
JOSE BASIN

SaN JOAQUIN EX, RANGE
HELMS CREEK
SHERMAN THOMAS
PERMANENTE

DEEP SPRINGS
SUNNYVALE C=3
MENLO PARK Mp=}
DUMBARTON S.Fs BaAY
BLACK ROCK

TRACY DOHw2
BFRKELEY MSTW
OMO RANCH

WRIGHT S LAKE
LOCMIS

BLODGETTY

AUBURN DAM

LOON LAKE

GRASS VALLEY

54N JUAN RIDGE
FORT BRAGG
WILLITTS EC»1

COTTONWOOD GLADE EG=7T

COLD CREEX EG5=-8
MOONLIGHY VALLEY
COLORADO
TRINIDAD 41
HESPERUS DOH=1
SUMMITVILLE DDH+5M31
DOVE CREEK DDH=8,9
DOVE CREEK DDM=K1
SILVERTON

QURAY DDH=1

MARY AL ICE- CREEK

34«39
Ageis]
Jb=t4
=51
34=52
Au=52
J4n53
J4«8)
J4=56
J4e54
as=16
R LTBY
3517
15«17
I5=17
IS-18
15«18
A5=26
i5=-28
16-0D

TAEaN2

16=13%
Jhedd
Jb=4B
3650
165
Jb=55
37-06
I¥=06
3708
Jr=10
3Tl
b
IP=-27
At-27
3T=29
I7=b]
AT=-48
A7=52
k1:Ehk]
Ap-50
Jn=50
Jg-52
1«52
38~59
J9-12
1924
J9=-2é&
ELERLY
39e42

"39-42

40=13

3713
37-21
37426
It=4?
AT=47
AT7=4B
=56
J8-03

118=-29
118+38
118-24
118=lka
118=48
118~45
118=48
L1Bwag
11B=49
11B=49
119~23
119=24
119=22
119-28
119=-31
119-33
11934
120-30
L19=45
117=46

13vgg

12]1=27
121-24
121=20
121=17
121=35
120-%58
119=23
119~bé
118-59
120=04
122=07
118=00
122=02
122-10
122~08
118=22
121=3S
122«15
12034
120~-15
121=}¢
12039
121023
120~19
121~03
12052
123=44
123w07
122-48
122483
J20~48

106=43

108«04
106=34
108=48
108-5]
lo7=-237
107~40
107+30

q

1.68
1.56
le?2
le4B
2421
2.0
2.02
§.83
1.30
1,36
1.26
l.12
l.20
130
ie26
1.20
1.00
2.21
1.29
1043
S Y1
1,90
1.71
230
2,20
170
140
0.77
[(PY. 3}
1430
DadS
2.20
1.80
2.02
216
2425
2.00
0,96
2400
D.72
0.8
0.42
l1.06
0,70
1.25
0,69
0.49
2.00
1.85
1.20
1.50
1.53

by 69
2,08
2946
2417
2499
2,22
3.7

EPEL]

S.40

3,60

4470
1.80
6200

6.8
3.20
1,70

2.80
240
10,50



TALLE 1. Locations, heat flow {q, iI") and heat production (A, HGT)
or nublished values plotted on IN'ipures i through 4 (continrtiod)

8] A
g CO RM NE1 NELLIE CREEK RE 75 38-04 107-23 3,07
4 ) CO RM WJ)] WESTCLIFFE (DDHw3s4s9¢l OB T4 38208 105=27 1462
. CO CP AT1 ATKLUSON MESA RE T8 33-12 10849 1,38
CO RM WY1 WETMORE w1 RE 75 3g=-14 105=05 1,23
CO AM GK1 GEM PARK 0ODH=344 D8 T4 3a-16 105-32 1,87
€O CP wWSM WILD STEER MESA © RE 75 3B-26 10846 1433
CO AM CCY CANON CITY DDH=1. RO 68 138-30 105-20 184
€O RAM CUP CUMBERLAND PASS DDH=CF2 DB 74 J=41 L0a=30 t.86
CC RM BVA BUENA VISTA RE 75 38=47 106=10 2.13
L0 GP REC HED CREEK 7 B 50 3H«49 [04=49 1.4
] CO RAM CBE CRESTED BUTTE RE 75 38-5% }07-07 2a840
E: €0 CP GL1 GLACE PARK DDH=10+11414 DB 74 3I8=S57 [0Re3T 1.45
f o AM PDY PARADISE PASS ODHPP-2 RO 68 39-00 0704 1.5%
CO AM KO1 KOKOMOQ DDH~1201 N8 T4 39-26 106-08 2.8
0 RM SPK SOUTH PARK RE 15 39«28 }08wa7 2.33
CO RM RB1 ROBERTS TUNNEL RO 6B 35«30 10550 2446
P CC RM RDI REDCLIFFE RE 75 393} 10622 2. bh
j CO RM GMN GILMAN DDH E324 RO 68 3933 106=24 2,25
g €0 RM URY URAD DDH-CX111s124 DB 74 39=46 105-50 2450
CO CP TG2 R0 BLANCD 16243 US T1 39«46 108-09 1.50
€O RM GDI GOLDEN DOH=] RO 6B 39«47 105=16 1.52
CD RM CRY CENTRAL CITY RE 75 39«48 10535 2420
€O RM RHA RDCKY MT, ARSENAL US 71 39=5]1 104-3) 2.00 3,90
CO RM APX APEX DOH=1T78BH DB T4 29-52 106=-33 1e87
CO CP RF1 RIFLE 2B~1 & l4= RC &8 39«57 108-23 ke2h
CO CP YC2 YELLOW CREEK CH=2 US 71 39«53 108-28 1Y
CO CP.YC1 YELLOW CREEK CH=] US 71 40=03 10820 1.50
CO0 CP BRU BARCUS GREEK BC~1 - US 7} 40«03 J08«3} 2.00
€O CP YC3 YELLOW CREEK CH=3 US 71 40«03 108-21} 1,56
3 : CO RM AM1 ADAMS TUNNEL B 50 40«15 10S5=40 1.7
. U.5.8: == DIST OF COLUM
BC AP DCY DRB=1 OW 64 39-00 77-00 1.12
USA == FLORIDA :
FL CN 001 NEAR ORLANDO : KI 72 28-28 81-i3 0.52
UsS,A, == GEORGIA -
GA CN LRI LA GRANGE DR 63 33« 85 1.0
GA CN GHL GRIFFIN DR 63 33«13 B4=15 0.97
U,S,A, == IDAHO )

) 10 CU LDl PT. PICKED OFF MaP RO 72 44e0b 11Se4d 3.0
3 : ID AM WAl WaLLACE ’ ‘WS T1 4729 115258 2,30
b 10 RM SRI SILVER SUMMIT RO 68 47«30 116=02 2,25
i ID RM CM] CRESCENT MINE RO 68 47+30 116~05 2.22

UsSeA, == TLLINOIS Co
IL IP €Y1 CRESCENT CITYs TADEN 1 CO 78 40~45 B7=47 1etid
‘ [L IP CY2 CRESCENT CITYs F, WESSEL €O T80 40~46 B7=48 1439
b IL 1P CY3 CRESCENT CITYs CONDUIT | CO 70 40=49 B87e54 1e42
3 IL IP AN1 ANCONAs MUSSER | CO 70 4]1-01 B8-54 1.0l
UeSoehe == INDIANA
IN IP RO1 ROYAL CENTER S~3g,38 CO 70 40=-53 86-28 1.40
: IN IP ROZ ROYAL CENTER S~55 CO 70 40=55 B&=27 1.39
F IN IP RO3 ROYAL CENTER S=4g CO 70 40«55 B86-28 Latel
; IN 1P MIt{ MONROEVILLEs» L. WELL CO 70 40-89 Ba&=S52 0497
IN [P LFi LINKVILLE FIELD CO 10 41-23 86=-14 1,28
UySeAy == [OWA -
1A IP CIO CAlROy P, HUTCHINSON 2 €O 70 41«12 91=-20 1.47
IA 1P KE1l KEOTAs L, VOGEL 1 CO 70 4)=22 91-55 1449
1A IP KE2 KEOTA» J. ANDERSON 1 CO Y0 41=233 9le55 1,49
IA 1P RL] REDFIELDs BODK 1} CO 70 4)=34 B4aib 1a17
[A IP RL2 REOFIELD» BRODERICK 1 CO 70 41=-40 94wl lalf
1a IP RLI REDFIELDs PRICE 1 CO 70 41=42 94eln 1.6
Ia IP VI1 VINCENT: ANDERSON 143 CO 70 42-38 94«01 Ga%l

P
ol
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TABLE 1. Locations, heat flow (q, HFU) and heat production (A, HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

1a 1P VIZ
1A IP SPE
UsSslly ==
K5 1P SYR
KS [P LYI
WeSaly ==
Ml CS LS1
MI €5 L52
M1 CS5 L53
MI C5 LS54
UeSeh, ==
ME AP CAQ
ME AP BLU
UeSshe =~
MA AP BWl
Ha AP CBR
MA AP MF)
MA AP CHME
UeSehy ==
H1 IP LEN
Ml IP Nv2
HMT IP NV1
MT 1P BP1
MI IP QL1
Ml IP OL}
M1 IP OL1
HI 1P MUT
M1 IP BGY
MI IP AUl
MI IP EEL
MI 1P MOl
MI 1P MO2
MI IP HMO3
MI 1P HO4
MI CS WP]
M1 C5 CJi
MI CS§ DOwW)
UeSehy ==
HN ¢S wTl
MN C5 W12
MM CS W13
MHN £S5 EY}
UsSehy ==
MO 1P ITi
Mo [P BDI]
MO IP BF]
MO IP LVY
UuSsh, ==
MT RM CN]
MT RM DN]
MT RM NBI
MT RM VG1
HT RM VG2
MT RM SD1
MY RM WLL
MT RM SF1
MT RM BJ1
MY RM SH1
BT RM DG
KT RM PG
MT RM UN]

VINCENTs HOFFMAN 1-0LSON

SPENCER

KANSAS

SYRACUSE

LYONS MOLE 142

LAKE SUPERIOR
STATION B

STATION S

STATION &

STATION 7

MATNE

CASCO

BLUE HILL
MNASSACHUSETTYS
BREMSTER

CAMBREDGE

MILLERS FALLS
CHELMSFORD

MICHIGAN

LENEY 1956
NORTHVYILLE 106
HORTHVILLEs N=203
BURNIPSy S5«503~E
OVERISEL 150
OVERISEL 157
OVERISEL 162
HMUTTONYILLE 2
BILLINGSLEY 1
AUSTIN=MAREK )

E. BREGGS 2

MARION 972

MARION 965

MARION 829

MARION 192

HHITE PINEs N=S55,65
CALUMET

DELAWARE

MINNESOTA

ROY CITES WILLTAMS T1
ROY CITES WILLYAMS T1
ROY CITES WILLIAMS T1
ELY 344

MISSOURT

TRONTON K=13

BOSS USA=7

BOURBON Be20

LEVASY

MONTANA

COOKE CITY 1.2
DILLONW

NYE BASIN HOLE NB=2
VERDIGRIS CREEK M=22
VERDIGRIS CREEK M=19a
SILVER STaR
WHITEHALL

SILVER BOW

BUTTE DDH 8=21

SELK PARK

DEER' |.ODGE
PHILIPSBURG
UNTONVILLE -

Lo
RO

a1
us

HS
HS
H5
HS

RO
RO

47«38
k3-10

37-57
38=-23

47=11
47=3%
4T=49
4B=02

44=03
bheph

41=45
4223
4237
L2138

Hg=06
h2a26
6226
42-43
4244
LT
LY Y'Y
w@eid
43232
43~32
43=50
LY T k)
Hip=04
4ae09
h4y=12
LheiS
4r=17
4 T=24

4454
46-06
47409
47wkl

37-30
37=39
38-09
J39=05

45-03
45-19
4522
45-23
45=23
45=43
45455
45-97
46=03
bEalB
46-23
46~28
442G

F4=03
96wl

141~45
98«10

91=1%
88~13
BR=54
Bo-1lu

TO-3T
68=27

70005

Ti=07
72-217
T1=25

Blwpl
83«34
8334
45m49
86=00
86~00
B6=00
B2=id
a5 s
85~16
65=35
85«45
B5=05
85-00
BSw1}
B934
85=-28
88«01

33-12
9An42
§5ul2
Gl=43

90=u0
9i=10
91=1%
Q4«10

109=57
112-53
109~49
10654
L05=5%5
1i2=-20
112=-01
112=42
112=~33
112%27
11235
113-2%
112=07

q

0.95
[

1.%5%
1.50

0,30
079
0.75
0,87

1,80
1atede

1«18
1420
1,47
1463

0,8

.20
1,39
1.07
0.90
0.90
0490
D8O
1.00
1.20
le20
1.10
1.30
1.20
1.10
1.05
¢,93
6499

1415
1,03
0+89
0,82

le24
lla

1.24
117

1.31
1.5
1.39
1.63
led]
1.94
1.8
2.0
241
1.98
1.93
1,81
1.92

A

12,9

1146

1s%

5.50
S.5¢
§.50
5.2

4.8
8,6
Te0



TABLE 1. Locations, heat flow (q, U} and heat production (A, HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures

011

NH1
L1
LE1
CX1
KNL
CE)
IN]
RK 1
FF1
HH1
Yh]
Y1
oLt
PM1
PHM2
P4
5K1
GFG
MHT
851
po1
Bg2
€61
SV1
HAY
RY1
PTH
LNL

HY1
PS5}
Fvi
LSY
Fv2
GRY
PNC
Fv3l
YR1
YR2
5C1
MV1
561
wWH]
 TE)

551
ME1
cv1
RT1
5P)

R.¥C1

Lwl
WH1
EK1
LL!
GAP

EMPIHE CREEK ODHw=1S

COEL

OTTOWA GULCH DOMa1+2
WOODCHGPRPER Gy DOM~4 48

CONTINENTAL OIVIGE OOHE B8 73

BALD BUYTE DOH=9,10=13"

METHART 3k437

LINCOLN 1,29

LIsgY

CONRAT

KEVIN-SUNBURST

NEVaDA

CRESCENT PEAK 1

INDIAN SPRy VALLEY Tw=&
ROCK YALLEY TW<5
FRENCHMAN FLAT Tw=3
HAMPEL HILL Tu=F

YUCCA MT, Tw=8

YUCCA FLAT Tu-E
DOLOMITE HILL

PAHUTE MESA PH=1

PAHUTE MESA PHMeZ
TEMRLUTE

SILVER PEAX

GOLOFTELD

HANHATTAN GAR

BRISTOL RANGE ESp=1
PIOCHE B=]1 & B-3
BRISTOL RANGE ESP=}
CROW SPRINGS 2,4,T+8L10
STONE CABIN VALLEY UCF=2
Hall. MINE 87 & 90
ROYSTON

PILOT MTS, DH=1»2 & 3
LUNTHG M=4 .
HALSTON VALLEY UCE~1
ROT CREEK VALLEY UCE«18
PATTERSON PASS PP=2 & 3
FI5H LAKE VALLEY UCE=10
LITTLE SMOKEY VA, UCE=14
FISH LAKE VALLEY UCE~%
GARONERVILLE

PINE NUT CANYON PN=19
FI1SH LAXE YALLEY UCE«12A
YERINGTON

YERINGTON

$CHURZ

MONITOR VALLEY UCE«2
SINGATSE RANGE

WARD MT,

JAYLOR CANYON
JSAND SPRINGS

MONTE CRISTO 9 & 14
SILVER CITY C¥=1
RUTH

SPRING VALLEY
VIRGINIA CITY C~&3.

LOUSETOWN

WASHINGTON HILL VCwa
EUREK A

LOVELOCK

GOLD ACRE PIT

.A9=05

Gfaiyd

4T=02
4B-1k
48=20
hBusS

I5=Z8
3436
3e-38
3oakb
J4=48
Jg-ud
37«03
37-11
37-17
27e2)
37-38
37443
A7 =44
37=54
38=04
3p=-05

- 38006

3g=1%
38«18
38=19
38«19
38wl9

. 38=2%

Ap~3%
3835
18=3%
JB~bl
38=43
dg=49
3851
dg-5g
1g~55
3B=85
18=-56
3857
38~58
3«56
39=04
i9-12
39+=14
39=35
39=-16
39=17

A9=18.

35.23
39=28
3930
L0-02
4016

1 through 4 (continued)

T

g A
Le-hh 11219

118-08 2,33 7.90
115247 2.17

L] 2,00
11552 2420
116-07 . 1.8}

I} 4=24 Sl
116=00 0,70
116=12 1,90
11626 1,00
116=34 1+50
118=33 1.10 5,40
117w4? 1.90
i17=12 2430 10,30
F14=36 1.74
11434 1469
114=27 192
114=36 le74
117-3) 2.0
V1 16=35 1430
117=18 2.52
117=31 1.68
11752 1,95 2,7
LiB=12 Ta20...
116=56 179 4,40
11&~12 1.28 +
11awid 1.22
116+28 l.20
118=02 1450
116=27 120
119-45 1e18
11928 2445 5,00
116=20 1,40
119=04 2436
119=04 1,84
118-38 1.88 5.30
116~-38 2,00
119=16 1.56
114=55 2405
1la4l 8,32 .
ll8«22 1.5 1J.20
11534 2.l4
119=40 1.931 5,70
11459 1482 1.70
114=21 1.8
119=39 i T2 00 e b0
119~38 2+80
119=38 2.10
116=00 0485 4,50
118=1% 2.50
116~45 2450 4460




Vit s, sl

TABLE 1. Locations, heat flow (q, HFU) and heat production (A, -HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

q A
NY BR TN2 TENABOQ US 71 40«18 116=40 3.53 441
NV BR LD! LANDER US 71 40-20 118=43 3,00
NY BR IRC IRON CANYON | US 71 40~33 117-06 T 3,50 4,3
NV BR BM] PANTHER CANYON BM3I & 37 US 71 40=33 11T7+14 3,80
NV BR BT) BATTLE MT, RO 68 40«33 117=14 2:006
NY 8/ BUK BUCKINGHAM Be& & 11 US T1 40«37 117=04 2,70 T.80
NY BR ECl ELDER CREER EC=4 . US 71 40+41 117=04 3.20 2,90
NY BR GY1 ADELAIOE GvV=1 US 71 40«50 117-32 3,40 6,3
NV BR WEl WHITE ELEPHANT BUTTE US 71 4153 11505 3,30
U.Suhe =~ NEW HAMPSHMIRE
NH AP FWl FITZWILLIAM RO 68 4247 7T2<04 1.3 9,6
NK AP DUl DURHAM RO &8 43=07 7T0~55 1.08 13,8
NH AP CCD CONCORD RO 88 43=12 71=32 1.73
NH AP HX] BRADFORD RO 68 43=16 71-59 1.59
NH AP W¥l WATERVILLE RO 68 43«56 T]e=32 2.15 21,2
NH AP KAl KANCAMAGUS RO 4B &44-02 T1-29 2427 2047
NH AP NC1 NORYTH CONWAY RO. 68 4u»04 Ti-10 1,89 1T7.8
NH AP NR1 NORTH HAVERKILL RO 8B 4bw06 T2=00 1,3% T.8
U.5,4, == NEW MEXICO
NM BR HI)1 HACHITA . - D5 75 31«51 108-t8 2440 4,5
NH BR LT1 LITYLE HACHET MT, RE 75 3)«54 108268 2430
NM BR CDY1 CORNUDAS DS 75 32«01 105+2% 2400
NM BR GGl GRANITE GaP RE 75 12«07 108w56 - 1,22
NM BR SI1 SYEINS RE 75 32«10 l09-02 2+92
NM 1P 3SU) SUPERJOR KO, 1 HC S5 32=14 104=07 1.20
NM BR WSy WHITE SANDS w2 RE 75 32«17 l0&-24 2e28
NM 1P MW] MARLAMDSOHIO W) HC 5& 32«18 103=45 1,00
NM BR LG] LORDSBURG DS 75 33«20 108=47 1.70 2.30
NM BR MR1 HIRAGE o BE_ T8 32222 107=40 9:68
MM TE B8] BLUEATRO #1 HC 58 12«24 104~16 0.90
NM B8R 0G1 OROGRANDE DS 7% 32«24 10607 3,00 5,10
NH BR CG2 ORCGRANDE UCSD=6 WA 49 32=26 106~06 2420 6,70
NM BR WS$2 WHITE SANDS #3 RE 75 32«26 106=27 ZeQ8
KK BR CON1 ORGAN DDH-1 DB T4 J2r2Y 106-38 2.76
NM BR ON2 QRGAN DS 15 .32-27 106=36 2480 .40
NM BR 0G3 ORODURANDE NORTH RE TS5 32=30 106=00 1.75
NM [P GCl GETTY M7 DOGLEY HC 56 12«31 10409 1400
NM BR WS3 WHITE SANDS wa RE 75 32=32 106u2S 2.18
NM B8R CPX CDOKS PEAK 05 75 32=22 10T=4] J.60 2,40
NM BR WG] WHITE SIGNAL RO 48 37«32 108=2] 2,06
NM IP SAH SANDBURG AND MLILLS #) HC 56 32=238 106«14 1.20
NM BR TY! TYRONE UCSD=S WA 69 J2w4( 10829 2,16 7.10
NM BR LAK LAKE VALLEY ' DS T5 32«43 107=35 260 4,90
NM IP CRO CAP ROCK OIL AND GAS # HC 56 32=47 103-48 1.2
NM BR SRA SANTA RITaA DS 75 32«48 )08=04 1,80 4,20
NM BR BK1 BITYER CREEK RO 48 12=54 109=02 2717
NM BR AP1 ANIMAS PEAK RE 75 22~58 107=32 1.79
NM BR CF) CLIFFE RO 88 33=03 108=3C 2+5¢
N4 BR TTY T OR € NORTH RE 75 33=17 107=16 2.20
NM BR CI) CHLORIDE #1 & 2 RE 75 23=19 107=-42 2492
NM BR SA! STERRA BLANCA RE 75 33«28 L05=47 1.77
NM BR RS1 RAILROAD CaN, SOUTH RE 75 33=3) '108=11 1.98
NM BR MC1 MONTICELLC CAN, Ml & 2 RE 7% 33=34 107=3& 3,36
NM BR FT1 FORY CRAIG RE 75 33«37 107=08 2,81
NM BR CZ1 CARRIZO/Nw RE 75 1Ml=i& 106=02 1ab4
NM BR BN) BIG RED CaNYON RE 75 33=4é4 107-21 1.28
NM BR R52 RAILROAD CAN., NORTH RE 75 233=45 107+4% 1475
N4 BR BH] BINGHAM SQUTH | RE 75 33+%3 l06~2] 1,58
NM BR 8HZ BINGHAM NE RE 79 33=57 106~17 146
NM BR NY! NORTH BALDY RE 78 34«02 J0T=13 2+48
NM BR- LDt CHUPADERA MESA RE 715 24=06 106=-48 2.+20



TABLE 1. Tocations, heat flow (q, HFU) and heat production (A, HGU}
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

o] A
NM BR MOl MAGOALENA WEST RE 79 34=07 107~17 2e01
NM BR MGZ MAGDALENA NW RE 79 34=09 107=18 1451
NM BR NK1 NORTH LaKE RE 75 34=1&4 107=238 1.91
NM BR IS1 INDIAN SPRINGS RE 75 34=18 107-24 1.9%
NM BR PI1 PIE TOWN NORTH RE 7% 34-19 L0GB=0T 1485
HM BR OS] QUEMADO SOUTH RE 7% 34-20 1068=30 1:%8
NM BR PI2 PIEYOWN Nv RE 79 14%23 108-13 Lot
MM BR 5Y1 SILVER CITY RE 75 34=47 l0B~14 2:3]
Nd BR AQ)l ALBUQUERQUE #) & 2 HE TS5 34w56 106=32 1.5%0
NM BR ZP1 ZUMI PIA MESA ' " RE 75 34«50 108-4% 2.96
N4 BR CF1 CLINES CORNERS RE 75 35=00 J05=37 0.02
NM BR WWl WAGON WHEEL RE 7% 35«00 105+43 1,81
NH BR MYE HORIARTY EAST RE 75 35400 10554 1.82
NH BR AUZ ALBUCERQUE RE 7% 35-03 106«31 1.08
NM BR G5] GRANTS RE 18 1507 10746 1,68
MM BR KW} HOLMEG RE 75 15«09 106=1% 1458
MM BR RUL R10 PUERCG #2 RE 75 33<12 1071-01 2e27
NM BR RU2 RIO PUERCO #2 RE 5 35-12 107~0% 2ob8
NM BR RU3 RIO PUERCG #1 RE 75 35«13 147-0! 3.08
NM BR BBG BIBO MORTHsSOUTH RE 78 38«13 107=19% 2236
NM BR SPR SaAN PEDRO #] & 3 HE 7% 35415 10&w=1] 132
WM BR MI] MARQUEZ SE RE 19 3518 107-13 2.1
. WM BR MIZ MARQUEZ RE 75 35«17 10715 2.04
NK BR SFP SAN FELIPE RE 75 18«18 10&6~15 1486
NH BR 021 ORT1Z MT. RE 1% 35420 10&-11 1.78
NM BR SHO SAN MATEQ MESA RE 75 235-20 107=-37 1.68
N BR GIY GALISTEC RE 7% 35«25 10&«00 L&A
NH BR C51 CERRILLOS RO &8 35«28 104=07 1.22
NH BR GW1 GALLUP WEST RE 75 35+33 l0B=46 2494
W4 BR QM2 GALLUP WEST @2 AE 75 35435 108w5] 1,68
NH BR MK1 MARIANG LAKE RE 75 15«34 .108~-19 2.35
N4 BR GW3I GALLUP WEST #2 RE 7% 35=38 lo9-02 1s27
NM BR-GWG GALLUP ’ DB T4 3539 108431 1.61
NH BR CW]l CROWH POINY RE 75 35-40 108-08 L
NM BR CW2 CHOWN POINT EAST RE 78 I%=42 107-G& 2,04
NM BR CS1. CHACO SLOPE RE 75 35-5] 10T=24 1.49
NM BR BU} BUCKMaAN ‘ RE 75 35-52 106~09 1.91
NM BR GT] LOS ALAMOS GT=i PD 73 35 S4 108 40 3.4
NM BR RA] RED MT, RE 75 35=55 107~49 1,70
NN BR CWH CHACO WASH RE 7% 35«56 107=48 1.63
‘NM BR CYN CHACO CAN, RE 79 16«02 L07~5S4 1,54
Wi BR OX) OIXoN . - RE 79 36=13 10S=48 . 5e25
HHCHRTGAV GAVIETAN EASY RE 75 4«22 10654 1.51
NM BR TAl TIERA AMARILLA RE 75 Jg=23 106 21 2v 34
NM BR TO1 Ta0S ¥l RE 75 36«27 105=35 2429
N BR EY) EL YADO SW RE 75 36«32 106=51 1480
NH BR GB2 GOBERNADOR SOUTH RE 75 16=36 107=21 1+35
N4 BR MUl HUNDZ CREEK RE 75 3436 107=25 1.29
NM BR TAB TABLE MESA W1 & 2 RE 75 34-37 108=-37 2,30
N BR TRP TRES PLEDPAS RE 78 34-35% 105459 2s66
NM BR CZK CARRIZO CREEK RE 75 3639 107-40 1,26
NM BR GBl GOBERNADOR GB+) US 71 38=4]1 107T=12 2,01
N4 BR QU] QUESTA EAST RE 78 34=42 105«28 2:04
NW BR QU2 QUESTA RO 68 36«42 10531 1.53
NM BR BOY BLANCO EAST &2 RE 15 16=42 107=43 1,33
NM BR RY! RED RIVER DDH=-) 0B 74 35=063 105-24 1,90
NM BR VJI VERMAJO RIVER RE 75 36=45 104«53 1.93
NM BR BO2 BLANCO EASY #] RE 75 3645 107+43 1431
NM BR RNL RATTLESNAKE RE 75 J4=45 106m=48 1446
NM BR NG NO aGUA RE 75. 36=46 L105«58 3,02
NM BR BO3 BLANCO NORTH RE 15 3g«47 10T7«50 1.72



TABLE 1. Tocations, heat flow (q, HFU) and heat production (A, HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

g A
NM BR AEL AZTEC ME RE 75 3@=%0 107055 1liss¥
MM BR VJ2 VERMAIO PARK RE 75 3p+Bh 184-565 286
HNid BR AEZ 42YEC NURTH RE 78 Jte%4 10820) 1,48
NHM BR CHW CEDAR HILL WEST RE 75 3487 10739 1,51
UoSake we NEW JERSEY
NJ AP FR1 FRANNY IM-QGUENSIURG UR T1 41406 F4=35 0.91
UeSeho we NEW YORK
NY AP WK1 WATKINS GLEMN WOLE Z2 UR T1 42-8% 7Va=54 1.72
NY A# GAl GILBOA B-1,2 UR ¥l 4227 Th=24 1.00
NY AP HY] WEST VALLEY HOLE-) UR 71 42-2T Tb-38 1.19
NY AP HiM] MIMROD HMoT7:8 UR 71 42«34 7697 1,55
NY AP LU LACKAWANNA: BUFFLLD HOLE UR T1 42okB  T8<5] 1620
HY AF NF] NIAGARA FALLS whL=] UR 7Y 43+0% 7900 1.18
NY AP MT)] MIUDLEPORT FiHCs) UR 7Y 43012 71878 1.18
HY AP GHI GLENN FALLS RO 6B 4#3wl8 TF3=37 1,65
NY AP E2] ELYZABETHTOWN RO #8 44=13 TI=32 Be8) Goh
NY AP WD1 WaADHAKS RO 88 &44e]14 TI=ZB 0u79 ot
NY (S BI1 BaLMAT : UR 71 %awcld T5«25 1022
NY AP 5G1 SARANAC LAKE AR B8 4Liw2d Téslé DBl Gede
NY AP RK]1 RIVERVIEW © RO 68 4635 T3=54 1422 5.8
UsBuh, «= HORTH DAKOTR
NO IP LJ] LONE TREE BL 69 &4A18 19 ki 1.4
N IP CHY CARRIE HOVEAND Wi CC Y0 2R=S% 10228 2.20
HO IP ENI E L.Ko #] NELSON CO 70 4B<%6 100-50 2.20
UeS,k, wm OKLAHOMA
O iP PCY PICHER 43~CyPeS RO &8 36-899 G457 et Tob
UuS.h, ue OREGUN
OR BR KL1 KUAHMATH CO, BL 49 42al2 17]a50 luth
or CU all ALVORD J9«3:32 BO T3 42=17 }ld=k] 2ol
OR BR TX} THOMAS CR, IT=16514 BO 73 42022 1Z0-27 3,2
o QR CU BRS BURNS BL 4% 43227 118«06 2q0
ORf CU GY1 GRASSY MY, 2j<43536 80 T3 43-a) [17=23 1.5
N OR CU VEL YALE Bl 6% 43~46 11Fe22 1a8
el OR CU CB] CHALK BUTYE 1945526 80 T3 43%Z 11Fell 3,6
-8R CU CBZ CHALK BUTTE [9-45825 BO 71 43-33 117=09 L
OR CU CBI CHALK BUTYTE 1 9=45522" B0 ¥4 4353 (1¥-1]" 3.3
QR U B4 CHALK BUTYE 19=458)4 BO T3 -43=%& 11¥=)0 S8
OR._CU_CBS CHALK BUTTE 19=4851) . . BO T3 43=55 119=10. . . 5.t
WeSah, w= PENNSYLVANIA
Ph AP MHI MT. HOLLY SPRING UR 71 48«06 TT=1} 6,57
P4 AP RP) READING -OQLEY UR T1 40w22 TS250 0?0
PA AP RUY RIEGELSVILLE UR T1 40=34 TS«12 0.89
: Pa AP LUL LEMIGH P,C.00, #) JC 40 40=%9 B0=0B 142
k. Pa AP SXI SaBULA UR T1 41«12 78=3% 131
5 FA AP ERL E.N.CLAIR #1] JO B0 41=52 TA=00 1.31
Pa &P Bt} EARL Ac HILL W1 JO 40 bl=58 FTo51 1atsT
UuSehs = SOUTH CARODLINA R
SC Ch AK1 AIKEN DI 65 33=17 8)1=40 1.06
UoSah. we SOUTH DAKOTA
SO [P AS] ASSMAN W1 CO FO 43=15 lop=12 2010
SO P MOO MOONSHINE GULCH NEHw2 US 71 44«08 103e43 0,50
S50 [P dFS WINDY FLATS NBH=) US Tl 44=18 103=40 050
S0 IP LM] LEARD=YATES BL 67 4&=21 103c45 1.9
SO IP DYl DaCY R¥M=} US 71 4422 103=53 1.90
UsSeh, =~ TENNESSEE
TN AP QOF) DAK RIDGE DR 61 35-55 B84«]9 0.82
UeSsh, = TEXAS .
TX [P UV1 NFAR UVALDE KI 72 25=07 99=4] a1l
TX BR SZ) SHAFTVER ' 0S8 TS 2968 104<Pi 1.5 3.5
E TX IP GJl GULF #1 NORYHRUP HC 56 31«10 103=14 1el
- TX [P BEl BIG LAKE #i-B BC 45 31=12 10129 2.0
-
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TABLE 1. Locations, heat flow (q, HFU) and heat production {A, HGU)
for published values plotted on Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

q A
TX [P BE2 B1G6 LAKE=UNIVERSYTY HC 50 31-15 101-28 1.1
TX IP DEE DONNELLY AND GERKE % HE 58& 3123 10168 161
TX IP VH1 VaN HORN D5 V4% 31«27 104s53 1.0
TX 1P STP STANDARD POTASH 42 TEST HC 58 31438 108-15 1,2
UoSaAy == UTAH
UY B8R CC2 CEDAR CITY Hug US 71 37«30 113.2% 2419
UT B8R €C1 CEDAR CITY DE HOLES US 71 3742 11218 2012 Bc50
UT CP HB1 MORSE RAMGE MESa RE T8 3769 10903 Tkl -
UT CP LAL LA SAL HR 66 36-15 10917 1a2
U7 BR KDL MILFORD . RO 68 38229 113-00 2022 102
UT CP DBYL BALSLEY #i=C : SP 64 38¢46 109-38 TR
UT LP HEL MYDE &1 &P 64 3BoB) 109=30 1.01
UT ¢P-RE] REED.s CRESC, EAGLEs BR, $P 64 38-55 109~G0 Ped2
UT 8R $01 SPOR MOUNTATH U 86 3Ge63 113=13 2B
UT BR GC1 GOVERWHENT CANVON OLuifA RO 63 30a52 112ab] 1,90
U7 DR EAL EUREKA ET«S(a) RO 68 39057 112-03 2.0
UT CP CUR QURAY W=EXwl US Tl 3959 10934 1.30
UY BRft BIY BINGHAM NEC=124 RO 68 ¢«0e31 112-09 1:91
UT BR BIZ BINGHAM D~142 CH 73 44e32 112-09 2,3
UY 8R JY1 JORDAN VYALIEY WR &5 40=4F 113«04& 1.8
UsSuhe == YERMONY
VT AF LZ1 LOWDONDERRY RO 63 &3w15 72«50 1023
VT AP HWH1 UESTON RO 63 4317 Tawi4d l.22
VY AP NSY NORTH SPRINGFIELD RO 68 43=20 72.33 1,20
UaSahe w~ VIRGINIA
VA 4P CRY CRIPPLE CREEK RE 73 14-49 Bi=00 Tof3
Va AP ARAL ALBERTA DI 65 3632 7TV<84 lod
VYA AR BOL1 GRUNDY RE 73 37020 82«00 lo70
UeSufis o= WASHINGTON
YA CU RZ1 RICHMLAND DHel US Y1 44w2) 218«L7 1,50
Lo . Ha BC RAE RANDLE DL T4 44<R1 12206 18
Ha CU BOI BENTON CITY BL 89 &dopd 1§0«38 1.7
i Ha CU RIS RATTLESMAKE HILLS US T1 4GeE6 119a4Y 1,38
il Ha PC CHH CHEMALIS Us Tl 46e=32 L2850 0483
WA CU RZd WILLA  OHe] US 71 46+35 11943 1.52
Wa PC WAL WESTPORY Bl 74 46+51 124w08 069
WA PC MO MOCLIPS Bl 80 4712 12406 1al
HA CU 0D2 QDESSA AL 74 47220 118=55 17
WA PC WUl WENATCHEE BL T4 47022 120=18 1%
HA PC HD1L NORTH BEND L 49 &1e30 12)=22 | Ped)
Ua CU REQD REARDON BL T4 47052 ll8-0V 21
HA CU WX} WILBUR N0 66 &8<06 11B=62 1.68
HA RM RMY NESPELEM BL T4 &fep2 118.51 1.7
WA PC AG1 ANACORTES 8l T4 4823 12238 0,9
Ha PC MEL BMAZAMA BL T4 43-37 120<23 1.7
Ua RH RUT REPUBLIC Bl Y¢ 40e60 11845 1.8
WA AY TOl TOHASKIT 8L T4 443 119231 1.8
WA R HIE METALINE RO &8 48v55 11720 2092
Ha 1 LOYL LEADPOINT BL 69 4835 117=1% 2,96
Ha RM.CUY CURLEY BL 7% 4900 118=36 1a7
Ha RM OVY OROVILLE BL T4 $£9=00 119<29 1.7
UoSehe == UEST VIRGINIA
HY AP LYW LEYTS MANWELL #itef JO 60 39017 Bledd lo22
Hy AP GX1 M0, GOFF #) JG 40 39-18 B0=l4 1.0
HY AP JL1 J.He LAKE 41 JO 60 39028 30=05 1:20
HY AP MUO MORGANTOLN UR 71 39«40 T9=59 1,12
UeSehy wn WYOHMING )
HY RM GZY GREEN RIVER GR1-j US 71 4132 109=25 1.80
WY R RNIE ROCK R. FIELD BL 69 41«40 106-07 1e2
WY RM FDY FERRIS FIELD BL 69 4210 107=08 both
Wy M PEY PINEDALE DHPW US 7)1 4pesh 109uls La30 4,30
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TABLE 1. Locations, heut fiow (q, HFU) and heat production p’\, fIC1)
for published values plotted cn Figures 1 through 4 (continued)

q A

WY RM PE] PINEDALE DHPW US Tl 42x586 100w34 1.30 4,30
WY HM BY1 6816 MUDOY FIELD 8L, 69 4251 1{6e5p a8
WY IP LOF LANCE CK. FIELD Bl 69 43=iify 10438 2.0
WY IP SCF SALT CK, FIELD Bl 69 43=35 106wy 1,8
WY RM GE|, GERO FIFLD ) BL &% 43~L8 10814 1.6
WY RM MEE MEETEETSE RO 60 43«52 10917 1498
WY RM LID LITTLE SAND DRAM FIELD 6L 69 Gomp2 10900 13
WY RM 0B1 OREGON BASIN FIELD 8L 69 44922 1085 1.3

3.49

WY RM YS1 YELLUWSYONE WH &5 4427 110=-8p

1

BB 73 Blackwell and Baag, 1973
BC 45 Birch and Clark, 1943 .
B 47 Benfield, 1947
BI S0 Rirch, 1950
BI 54 Bivch, 1954
BL 67 Blackwell, 14967
BL 69 Blackwell, 1968
BL 73 Rlackwell and Robertsen, 1973
BL 74 Blackwell, 1974
BO 73 Bowen, 1973
CL 57 Clark, 1957
o0 70 Combs, 1970
B (see also Combs ang Sinmons, 1573)
o 71 Combs, 1971
co 78 Cowhs, 1975
W 73 Costain and Wright, 1973
DB 74 Decker and Birch, 1974
(see also Decker and Seithson, 1973)
DI 65 Diment et al., 1965a, 1965h
DR &3 Diment and Robertson, 1963
DS 75 Decker and Smithson, 1975
W 64 Diment and Werre, 1964
IC 56 Herrin and Clavk, 1956
1IE 68 Henyey, 1268; Henyey and Wasserburg, 1971
HS 65 Hart and Steinhart, 1965
JB 73 Judgre and Beck, 1973
JO 60 Joyner, 1960

KI 72 King and Simmons, 1972
: LE 56 Leney, 1956
. 10 48 Lovering, 1948

PO 73 Potter, 1973

RE 65 Reiter et al., 1975

RO 68 | Roy et al,, 1968a, 1968b

B 72 Roy et al., 1972

5P 64 Spicer, 19064

LR 71 Urban, 1970: Diment ot al,, 1972

13 68 Sigs et al., 1968
Us 71 Sass et al., 1971
WA 69 Warren et al,, 1369

WH 65 White, 1965
WR 66 Wright, 1966

(see also Costain and Wright, 1973)
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Figure la. Locations of heat-flow determinations in the western United
States. Dots are USGS values, open circles, those published by other
investigators.
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Figure 1b. Locations of heat-flow determinations in the eastern United
States. Dots are USGS values, open circles, those published by other
investigators.
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Observed heat flow (q) in the United States. Physiographic boundaries (Figure 4) have
been generalized from Femneman (1946).

1 HFU = 1 x 1075 cal/cm?sec = 41.8 mW/m?
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Figure 3Za. A,generalized representation of heat flow (q) in the United States. Contours
are conjectural in places and will undoubtedly change with additional measurements.

1 HFU = 1 x 10 ® cal/cm’sec = 41.8 mw/m?
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Figure 4. Reduced heat flow (q*} in the United States. Physiographic provinces after Fenmeman (1946).

T HFU = 1 x 10 ® cal/om®sec = 41.8 miW/m”
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