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A HEAT PRODUCTION MODEL FOR STABLE CONTINENTAL
LITHOSPHERE BY THE INVERSION OF THE SURFACE HEAT
FLOWS

RONG QIANG WEI

ABSTRACT. Obtaining the heat production (HP) in the lithosphere has always been a
challenge for the geotherms and evolution of continents. By transforming the nonlin-
ear stable heat conduction equation into a linear Poisson’s potential one, we propose a
method to infer the HP in the stable continental lithosphere. This method estimates the
HP through the inversion of the corresponding heat flow (HF) observations. Either the
distribution of HP within the lithosphere or geometry of HP interfaces (even the both)
can be inverted. Herein we focus on the inversion of the geometry of the HP interface.
An analogical Parker-Oldenburg formula, which is often used in the inversion of poten-
tial field, is deduced for this purpose. This analogical formula is based on a relationship
between the Fourier transform of the corresponding HF observations and the sum of the
Fourier transform for the powers of the interface geometry. When the mean depth of
the HP interface and the HP contrast between the two media are given, one to three-
dimensional geometry of the HP interface can be iteratively calculated. As a case study,
we construct a HP model for the lithosphere of the Ordos geological block and its adja-
cent area in China, in which three-dimensional geometry of the upper crustal HP interface
is estimated. It is found that the geometry of this HP interface distribute uneven in a
magnitude of dozens of km. With this HP model, the geotherms for the Ordos geological
block and its adjacent area is calculated further, which fit the constraints from the studies
on the xenolith and tectonics well.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Heat production (HP) is one of the key parameters for the calculation of the geotherm
of the continental lithosphere. Previous studies showed that HP accounts for more than
30% of heat loss through the continents (e.g., Pollack and Chapman, 1977; Artemieva and
Mooney, 2001; Hasterok and Chapman, 2011). Therefore it is necessary and important to
obtain the distribution of the HP within the continental lithosphere. However, by common
geophysical and geochemical exploration methods, it is difficult to obtain measurements of
HP at depths greater than a few hundred meters. The scientific deep drilling holes, e.g.
Kola (Russia, Popov et al., 1999), KTB (Germany. Clauser et al., 1997), Cajon Pass (USA.
Williams et al., 1988), and CCSD (China. He et al., 2008), provide direct measurements
of HP at deeper depths, but there is only a few and sparse deep drillings in the world.
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These facts result in that HP is one of the least constrained physical parameters in the
continental lithosphere.

Except scientific deep drilling holes, there are two other ”direct” approaches to estimate
the distribution of the HP in the lithosphere. One is to study the HP distribution in the
titled section of the deep crust that exposed on the surface. For example, Vredefort base-
ment in Kaapvaal craton (South Africa), exposes almost 15 km thick vertical section of
the Archean crystalline crust due to overturning of Vredefort granitic basement because
of palaeo-geotectonic processes. It offers an opportunity of studying the deep crustal HP
(Hart et al., 1981). Similar section includes Northeastern Baltic shield (Europe. Kremenet-
sky et al., 1989), Hidaka Metamorphic belt (Hokkaido, Japan. Furukawa and Uyeda, 1989),
Nissho Pluton, Hidaka Terrain (Hokkaido, Japan, Furukawa and Uyeda, 1989), and Dhar-
war Craton (Southern India, Ray et al., 2003). Another is to study simultaneously the
HP and geobarometry data on rocks, in which the space information is inferred from the
geobarometry data (eg., Brady et al., 2006). Likewise, they are limited to specific areas.

To obtain the distribution of the HP in the lithosphere, lots of indirect methods have
been adopted. Some authors attempted to estimate the HP from the seismic velocity
structure using the empirical relationship between the heat production value and seismic
velocity (Rybach and Buntebarth, 1982, 1984; Cermédk and Rybach, 1989). This approach
provides the possibility of constructing a three-dimensional HP distribution in the litho-
sphere through the lithospheric three-dimensional seismic velocity structure. But because
of the large scatter of heat production values for the rocks with the same seismic velocities,
and the great non-uniqueness of the HP of any given rock, the empirical relationship has
large errors (Kremenetsky et al., 1989).

Because of the difficulty in determining the three-dimensional HP distribution in the
lithosphere, a typical HP model in which the HP varies with depths, is often used as
both a reference and/or a starting model to calculate the geotherm of the continental
lithosphere. Some of these HP models are estimated from the linear relationship observed
between HF and HP at the surface (Birch et al., 1968; Roy et al., 1968; Lachenbruch, 1968;
Turcotte and Schubert, 2014). A step, a linear decreasing, an exponential decreasing,
and a modified exponential decreasing model of HP were suggested from this relationship
(e.g., Lachenbruch, 1970; Zang et al., 2002, 2005). The exponential model is considered to
be the preferable because it is the only one that preserves such a linear HF-HP relation
under differential erosion (Lachenbruch, 1970), and this exponential depth dependence is
also consistent with magmatic and hydrothermal differentiation precesses (Turcotte and
Schubert, 2014). But none of the published data from boreholes penetrating deeply into
the crystalline continental crust show clear evidence for a systematic variation of heat
production with depth, neither linear nor exponential (Clauser et al, 1997).

With the accumulation of the observation data and measurements, many other HP mod-
els for the crust or the lithosphere were suggested. Based on the variation in crustal HP
with crustal age, a HP model for the crust was presented (Jaupart and Mareschal, 2003).
Another HP model estimated upper crustal HP from surface HP measurements constrained
by a heat budget (e.g., Chapman,1986; Artemieva and Mooney, 2001), or from xenolith
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P-T conditions (Rudnick et al., 1998; Rudnick and Nyblade, 1999). Moreover, HP distribu-
tion was presumed based on the petrological structural model for the lithosphere together
with HP measurements (e.g., Kremenetsky et al., 1989; Chi and Yan, 1998). Vild et al.
(2010) studied the variability of some common lithological groups from a compilation of
a total of 2188 measurements, and presented a layered HP model for a standard crustal
column according to Wedepohl (1995). Hasterok and Chapman (2011) proposed a layered
HP model for continental lithosphere, based on the petrology of the lithosphere, HP mea-
surements of surface and xenolith samples, and tectono-thermal constraints. Huang et al.
(2013) constructed a reference Earth layered model for the HP constrained by geoneutrino
experimental results. This is a new way to obtain the distribution of the HP in the litho-
sphere. More and detailed HP models can be found in a recent review by Jaupart et al.
(2016) which summarized information extracted from large data sets on HP.
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Fig. 1: (a) The sketch map of a three-layered heat production (HP) model for the stable continental
lithosphere. The geometry of L1 is to be inferred by inversion of the surface HF. For this purpose, model
(a) is then decomposed into a superposition of model (b) and (c). A1, A2, A3 are the HP of the upper crust,
lower crust, and lithospheric mantle, respectively. ko is the coefficient of thermal conductivity measured at
a reference temperature Tp. Moho is the interface between the lower crust and lithospheric mantle.

The HP models above are deterministic function. However, on the other hand, some
researchers represented the HP as a stochastic quantity. For example, Nielsen (1987)
assumed that HP can be stated as the sum of an average term and a small, zero mean
perturbation, when he studied the heat conduction in a heterogeneous medium. Srivastava
and Singh (1998) took HP as a known mean value and a Gaussian correlation structure
when they studied the temperature variations in sedimentary basins.

Geoscientists get much benefit from these HP models to estimate the geotherms of the
lithosphere. A reasonable HP model for the continental lithosphere should fit both the
observation of the surface HF and the measurements of the HP of the rocks at least. Here
we propose such a probable layered HP model by the inversion of the measurements of
surface HFs. The related theory and methodology will be given in section 2l Because this
method is only available for stable continental lithosphere, the Ordos geological block and
its adjacent area is taken as a case study. Its HP model for the lithosphere is constructed
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in section [Bl Based on this HP model, in the section Ml we calculated the geotherms of the

lithosphere for this geological block and its adjacent area. Some conclusions are drawn in
the section [Bl
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Fig. 2: (a) Location of the Ordos geological block and its adjacent area in China (the area shown within
a box). (b)Map of the study area. The names of the geological blocks are shown in bold fonts. The
dash-dotted line are boundary of the geological blocks. The Ordos block is separated by four grabens which
consist mainly of faults in different geology age (Zhang et al. 2003). Two solid lines are the location of
the cross-sections studied in this paper. Two black triangles are the locations of the xenolith outcrop. S1

(112.5°E,40.5°N) and S2 (105.5°E, 34.5°N) are the two sites where the one-dimensional geotherm will be
calculated.

2. THEORY AND METHODOLOGY

2.1. Theory. We start from the three-dimensional equations of the steady heat conduc-
tion,

(1) V- [(K(T)VT] + A=0
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where T' = T'(x,y, z) is the temperature, k(7T') the coefficient of thermal conductivity
which depends only on the T, A = A(x,y, z) the HP.
By Kirchoff transform as follows,

T !
(2) U(T) = / %dT’

where Ty is a reference temperature, and ko the coefficient of thermal conductivity
measured at Tj.
We can transform equation () into (3))

(3) V32U + Ay
ko

Equation (@) is Poisson’s equation. A special solution U(r) of this equation is,

A’y ,2")d
Ur)=U(z,y,2) :47r1k0fV e )T

[r—ro]
1 f A(m,7y/7zl)dv
drko JV [(w—a')2+(y—y')2+(2—2")2]1/2

(4)

where r is the radius vector of the field point (x,y, z), ro is that of the source point
(2,4, 2"), V the volume of the entire HP distribution.
Further, we can get (Bl from ({l),

ou 1 A2y, 2 (z = 2)dV
o 9z A /v [(@ =22+ (y—y)? + (2 — )22

Moreover, according to Kirchoff transform, i.e., equation (2), we have,

ou ou oT
iy
(6) = Tko 0z
- _ 4
=7
where ¢ is the HF.
At the surface z = 0, ¢ = —qg where g is the surface HF, and we can get,
oUu qo
7 - -0
( ) az ’z:O kO

It can be seen from equation (Bl and (7)) that A can be estimated by the inversion of
the measurements of qq.
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Fig. 3: (a) Surface HF for the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas (Data is from Goutorbe
et al.(2011)) (b) Surface HF calculated from the HP model obtained in this paper (Figure [Ik). (c) The
histogram of relative error.

2.2. Methodology. For simplicity, herein we assume a HP model like that shown in Figure
k. This HP model consists of three layers: the upper crust (HP is A;), the lower crust
(A2), and the lithospheric mantle (As); L1 and Moho are the upper-lower crustal HP
interface, and the lower crust-lithospheric mantle HP interface, respectively. The bottom
of this HP model is at infinity downward.

Like the problem in the usual inversion of potential field, the variation of the surface
qo/ko can be attributed to Ay /kg, As/ky and As/kg, or the geometry of L1 and Moho,
or both above. At present we have no a good method to distinguish between them. Here
we assume that the second case holds, namely, the variation of the surface gg/ko is only
due to the geometry of L1 and Moho, and the HP within the interfaces is constant, i.e.,
Ay, Ao, As, ko are constant. Further, we will only infer the geometry for L1 from the
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Fig. 4: (a) Depths for L1 for the Ordos geological block and adjacent areas, which are inferred from the
inversion of the corresponding variation of the surface go/ko. (b) The depths of the Moho discontinuity
from CRUST1.0 model (Data is from Laske et al. (2013)), which are used directly the HP interface between
the lower crust and the lithospheric mantle.

corresponding variation of the surface qo/ko. While the Moho will be replaced directly by
the Moho discontinuity from the seismology. The reason is that the upper crustal HP has a
significant effect on the geotherm of the lithosphere, and the deviations from average lower
crustal and lithospheric mantle HP can be easily masked by upper crustal HP uncertainties
(Hasterok and Chapman, 2011).

In the inversion of potential (gravity or magnetic) field, there are many methods to obtain
the geometry of physical interface from the anomalies observed. Here we use a method
similar to the Paker-Oldenburg approach (Parker, 1973; Oldenburg, 1974). Parker (1973)
presented an expression that the Fourier transform of the anomalies observed is the sum
of the Fourier transforms of the powers of the physical interface causing the anomalies.
Oldenburg (1974) rearranged the Parkers expression to determine the geometry of the
physical interface by iteration.

Following the Parker’s expression (Parker, 1973), we consider the %—g(:—k%) from a layer
of HP of constant A, whose lower boundary is the plane z = 0, and whose upper boundary
is defined by the equation z = h(r). We have,

oU A NS
ZI\

(8) Fl=~] = —5—exp(—|k|20)
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Fig. 5: The histogram of relative error. (a)zo has a change of -10% relative to zo in Figure @ (b) 2o has a
change of 10%

where F[] denotes the Fourier transform, k is the wave number, h(r) the depth to the
interface (positive downwards) and z often the mean depth of the h(r).

To obtain the causative HP geometry or topography h(r), equation (8) is rearranged
according to the scheme of Oldenburg (1974) as follows,

(9) P =~ 20 P2 ) — 32 B L
n=2

)

Equation (@) allows us to determine the topography of the HP interface h(r) by an
iterative inversion procedure, if the corresponding variation of the surface go/kg is known.
Because Equation (@) is only for computing the gg/kq effect caused by a subsurface HP
anomaly or topography, the model in Figure [[lh should be decomposed into a superposition
of model in Figure [(b) and (c) to infer the geometry or topography of the L1. This
decomposition is valid and reasonable because equation (B)) is linear.
Thus, for the HP model in Figure [I, the outline to infer the geometry or topography of
L1 is:
e Estimate the surface {2, caused by Moho using forward model (Equation (8,
and Figure [Ik).
e Estimate the surface f2|,, generated from L1 by subtracting the [, from the
surface £ observed (Figure [h).
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Fig. 6: Depths for L1 for the Ordos geological block and adjacent areas inferred from different zo. (a)zo
has a change of -10% relative to z¢ in Figured (b) zo has a change of 10%.

e Estimate the geometry of L1 by inversion of the z—g| ., (Equation (@), and Figure
b)

There are many open-source codes can be used for the forward and inverse modeling
here based on Equation (@) after a little modification. For example, the matlab code
3DINVER.M by Goémez-Ortiz and Agarwal (2005), or the forward and inverse Fortran
programs by Shin et al. (2005). All of these codes are based on Parker-Oldenburg method
and can be performed in three dimensional space.

It should be pointed out that the methodology for a single layer here can be easily
applied to multi-layer cases as well, but the HP model is more complicated than that in
Figure [l On the other hand, there are also many ways to estimate the distribution of
the A/kqg (sources) by the inversion of the variation of the surface qo/ko, like inferring
the distribution of the density or the magnetic intensity by inversion in the gravity and
magnetic problem (e.g., Stocco et al., 2009; Camacho et al., 2011).

3. GEOMETRY OF L1 FOR THE ORDOS GEOLOGICAL BLOCK AND ITS ADJACENT AREAS

Because our start point is equation (II), the methodology to infer the geometry of L1
described in section (2)) is only available to the stable areas. Here we apply this method
to the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas in China as an example (102° —
116°E,32° — 43°N), as shown in Figure 2l The Ordos geological block is located between
the Tibet plateau and the North China plain. There are no active tectonic events such
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Fig. 7: 1-D geotherm for two sites (a) S1 (112.5°E, 40.5°N); (b) S2 (105.5°E, 34.5°N). Solid circles in the
figure are the temperature and pressure values for equilibrium mineral assemblages in cenozoic xenoliths
discovered near S1 and S2, respectively.

as an uplift of the upper mantle, active Quaternary faults or large earthquakes within the
Ordos geological block (Deng et al. 1999). Therefore the Ordos geological block is stable
in tectonics and the methodology in section 2] can be used.

3.1. Data. The Data required in the inversion are the following,

1. The surface HF

The surface HF is critical to the inversion of the geometry of L1. Although this inversion
can be used in any scale, here we only infer the geometry of L1 on a grids of 1° x 1°, because
the HF measurements are sparse and cover only a limited surface of the study areas. We
use the surface HF distribution shown in Figure Bh for the Ordos geological block and its
adjacent areas, which is a part of the global data set from Goutorbe et al. (2011). In this
dataset the surface HF for grids without measurements are estimated based on multiple
geological and geophysical proxies. Here for these grids, surface HF measured inferred from
the similarity method are used, for its better accuracy in cross-validation tests. To decrease
the boundary effects, in the inversion we use a broader range (100° — 120°E,30° — 50°N)
in which the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas are included.

2. The HP model and HP

We use the HP model in Figure [Th, i.e., a three-layered one for the Ordos geological
block and its adjacent area, in which the HP is A; = 1.50pWm™ in the upper crust,
Ay = 0.45pWm ™3 in the lower crust, and A = 0.02¢Wm™3 in the mantle (Hasterok
and Chapman, 2011; Furlong and Chapman, 2013). In this model, the geometry (three
dimensional depths) of L1 is to be estimated. The Moho is replaced directly by the Moho
discontinuity in CRUST1.0 (Laske et al., 2013), which is shown in Figure @b.

3. 2o and kg
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2o is a key parameter for the inversion geometry of L1. For the study area, zg = 18.4km,
which is the mean depth of the upper crust from CRUST1.0 (Laske et al., 2013).
ko = 3.0Wm'K~! (eg., Turcotte and Schubert, 2014).

3.2. The geometry of L1 for the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas.
We first take a look at the fitness between the surface HF observed (Figure Bh) and that
calculated from the HP model obtained in this paper (FigureBb). It can be observed that
they are almost the same. At most of the grids the relative error is less than 1% (Figure
Bc). The maximum relative error is 13%. These above show that the HP model obtained
here satisfied the constraints of the surface HF.

Figure [@h shows the depths or the topography of L1 (1° x 1°) for the Ordos geological
block and adjacent areas. It can be found that this HP interface distributes unevenly. It
is shallower in the south and deeper in the north part of the study areas. From Figure
and Figure [h it can be seen that this HP interface is shallower where surface HF is high,
and deeper where surface HF is low. For the Ordos geological block, this HP interface is
deeper in the interior than that in the boundary zones. On the other hand, this interface
is shallower than the Moho discontinuity (Figuredb), but there has no a clear relationship
between them.

To show the effect of 25 on the inversion results, Figure Bh and Bb shows the depth
or tomography of L1 when zy has a change of +10.0% relative to that in Figure Hh,
respectively. It can be observed that L1 shallow when zy decreases, otherwise L1 deepens,
but the tendency of the tomography of L1 is similar to that in Figure [Fh. From Figure
we know that most of the relative error is about +10.0%. Therefore, how to determine a
reasonable zg, or how to present constraints on zg is important to the methodology here.

At the end of this section, it should be noted that the geometry of L1 is probably one of
the multi-solutions, as most of the inversion problems have. As pointed out in the previous,
we do not know whether the variation of the surface HF is due to the distribution of the
HP (sources), or geometry of the HP interface, or both. Here we tend to the geometry
of the HP interface for simplicity, but we do not mean that there is no contribution from
the other two cases. Therefore, our HP model for the Ordos geological block is only the
one of the models that fit the observation of the surface HF. So does the geotherm in the
lithosphere based on this HP model for the Ordos geological block in the following.

4. GEOTHERMS FOR THE ORDOS GEOLOGICAL BLOCK AND ITS ADJACENT AREAS

With the HP model obtained here (hereafter we call it Model (a)), we can study the
geotherms for the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas. For comparison, a layered
HP model similar to Hasterok and Chapman (2012) (Model (b)) in which the bottom of
the HP upper crust is the same to that from the CRUST1.0 (Laske et al., 2013), and a
modified exponential decreasing HP model (Zang et al., 2002, 2005)(Model (c)) will be
used. The procedure for calculating the gerotherm is similar to Zang et al. (2002, 2005)
and Hasterok and Chapman (2011).



12 RONG QIANG WEI

A YC-INT grabens Ordos Shanxi grabens North Ch Al
| | |

-50 ,‘/\
800

Depth(km)
5

-200 T T T T T . 1300
1200
1100
1000
900
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100

Detph(km)

-100

Depth(km)

-150 -

-200

106 108 110 112 114
Longitude(°E)

Fig. 8: Geotherm for a cross-section AA1. Dash-dotted line is the bottom of the thermal lithosphere.

4.1. 1-D geotherm for two sites. Figure[fh and b show the one-dimensional geotherm
for S1 (112.5°E,40.5°N) and S2 (105.5°E, 34.5°N), respectively. It can be observed that
Model (a) has somewhat higher temperature than Model (c), while the latter has higher
temperature than Model (b). In Figure [[b and at z = 100km, the temperature is about
1200°C in Model (a) but about 1000°C in Model (b). Also plotted on this figure are the
cenozoic xenolith P-T points near these two sites. All geotherms of three models come
close to matching the xenolith P-T points in Figure [fh, but Model (b) produces lower
geotherm than that defined by the xenolith P-T points in Figure [@b. If the xenolith P-T
points are assumed to represent present-day thermal conditions, the geotherm from Model
(a) is reasonable.

For model (a), its geotherm is also reasonable even when zy has a change of +10%
relative to that in Figure @l When zq increases, L1 deepens, and temperature decreases;
Otherwise, L1 shallows, and temperature increase. The detail change of the temperature
at some different depths can be found in Table [1I

4.2. Geotherm for two cross-sections. Figure8and@show the two-dimensional geotherm
for two cross-sections of AA1 and BB1 in Figure 2] respectively. It can be seen from Figure
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Fig. 9: Geotherm for a cross-section BB1. Dash-dotted line is the bottom of the thermal lithosphere.

Table 1: Temperatures at some depths for different HP Model (a) at S1 and S2.

S1 S2
Depth(km) To(°C) T, (°C) error(%) 15 (°C) error(%) To(°C) T, (°C) error(%) T, (°C) error(%)
10.0 212.0 212.0 0.0 212.0 0.0 218.6 219.0 0.2 218.6 0.0
20.0 387.8 391.7 1.0 385.1 -0.7 438.1 449.3 2.6 429.0 -2.1
40.0 624.6 641.2 2.7 608.5 -2.6 732.3 759.6 3.7 707.3 -3.4
60.0 836.0 865.6 3.5 806.0 -3.6 966.0 1008.0 4.3 926.1 -4.1
80.0 1042.2  1082.5 3.9 1000.1 -4.0 1176.3  1228.3 4.4 1125.2 -4.3
100.0 1232.4  1280.2 3.9 1181.5 -4.1 1364.3 14225 4.3 1305.9 -4.3

Note: Ty: Temperature when z¢ is that in Figure Imab;TJ7 T, : Temperature when zo has a change of £10% relative to
that in Figure [h, respectively. S1 (112.5°E, 40.5°N); S2 (105.5°E, 34.5°N.)

that Model (c) has higher temperatures than Model (a) and Model (b), while Model
(a) has somewhat higher temperatures than Model (b). For example, in Ordos geological
block, at about depth of 70 km, the temperature is about 1000°C in Model (c), but this
temperature is at about depth of 80 km in Model (a) and 100 km in Model (b). The
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maximum depth for the bottom of the thermal lithosphere is at about 100 km in Model
(¢), but at about depth of 130 km in Model (a) and 150 km in Model (b).

It can also be seen from Figure[§that geotherms from Model (a) define a more reasonable
trendency in tectonics than Model (b) and Model (¢). The temperatures are high and have
a dramatic variation in the grabens (YC-JNT and Shanxi grabens) where the tectonics is
active. However, the temperatures are relatively low and have a gentle variation in the
Ordos geological block. Similar properties can be seen from the distribution of the bottom
of the thermal lithosphere, also from Figure [@ This tendency can also be clearly found
from the geotherms of Model (b), but such a tendency is not obvious in geotherms of Model
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Fig. 10: Subfigure of a,b and c are temperatures at the Moho from Model (a), Model (b) and Model (c) ,
respectively.

4.3. Geotherms at the Moho in Ordos block and its adjacent areas. Figure
shows the temperatures, and Figure [Tl heat flows, at the Moho from Model (a), Model (b)
and Model (¢) (1° x 1°) , respectively. Overall it can be seen that Model (a) has higher
temperatures and HFs than Model (b), and Model (c) has lower temperatures and HFs
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than Model (b); The temperatures and HFs at the Moho from Model (a) distribute un-
evenly: The southern and western part has relative higher temperatures and HF's than the
northern and eastern part; Higher temperatures and HF's often distribute in the boundaries
(grabens) and their adjacent areas, while the interior of the geological block has relative
lower temperatures and HFs. These properties are clear in Model (a), then in Model (b).
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Fig. 11: Subfigure of a,b and ¢ are heat flows at the Moho from Model (a), Model (b) and Model (c) ,
respectively.

In Model (a), there are some areas where the temperatures at the Moho are less than
700°C, and HFs are less than 20 mWm™2. These areas may be the most stable. And there
also are some active areas where the temperatures at the Moho are greater than 800°C,
and HFs are greater than 30 mWm™2. The properties above are partly preserved in Model
(b), but less in Model (c), which means that the temperatures in Model (b) and Model
(c) are flattened, especially in the latter. From the view of geotherm and this distribution
trendency of temperatures and HF's at the Moho, Model (a) reflects most of the tectonics
in the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas.

In the end, it should be pointed out that the geotherm in Model (a) is almost dependent
on the surface HF, because both the HP and HF boundary condition are from this obser-
vation. If the surface HF is reasonable, so does the geotherm. This is different from the
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geotherm in Model (b) and (c), in which the geotherm seems to be smoothed and surface
HF is not the dominant.

5. CONCLUSIONS

We propose a method to infer the geometry of the HP layers in the stable continental
lithosphere by inversion of the corresponding HF observation on the surface. If the mean
depth of the HP interface and the HP contrast between the two media are given, the
geometry of the interface is iteratively calculated quickly.

Based on Hasterok and Chapman’s HP model for the continental lithosphere (Hasterok
and Chapman, 2011), we infer the geometry of the bottom of the HP upper crust for Ordos
geological block and its adjacent area in China. Most depths for this bottom are between
10 ~ 20 km.

Base on the HP model we obtained, the geotherm for the Ordos geological block is
calculated, and compared it with those from other two HP models. The geotherm based
on our HP model fit better the constraints from the studies on the xenolith and tectonics.
Most of the temperatures at the Moho are between 600 ~ 700° C, and the heat flows are
between between 20 ~ 40 mWm 2.

Case study in Ordos geological block shows that our method has an important parameter,
20, the initial mean value of the geometry for the inversion interface. Different zg will cause
different HP model. Once zg is determined, only surface observation of HF required. One
to three dimensional HP model can easily be obtained with this method. So this method
is an alternative one for inferring the HP within the stable lithosphere.

References

Artemieva, 1., Mooney, W., 2001. Thermal thickness and evolution of Precambrian litho-
sphere: a global study. J. Geophys. Res. 106, 16387-16414.

Birch, F., Roy, R. F., Decker, E. R., 1968. Heat flow and thermal history in New England
and New York. In: E-an Zen, White, W.S., Hadley, J. B., Thompson, J.R. (Eds.), Stud-

ies of Appalachian Geology: Northern and Maritime, Interscience, New York, pp.437-
451.

Brady, R. J., Ducea, M. N., Kidder, S. B., 2006. The distribution of radiogenic heat
production as a function of depth in the Sierra Nevada Batholith, California. Lithos 86,
229-244.

Camacho, A. G., Ferndndez, J., Gottsmann, J., 2011. The 3-d gravity inversion package
growth2.0 and its application to tenerife island, spain. Computers & Geosciences, 37(4),
621-633.

Cermék, V., Huckenholz, H. G., Rybach, L., Schmid, R., 1982. Radioactive heat generation
in rocks. In: Hellwege K. (Eds.), Landolt-Bornstein Numerical Data and Functional



A HEAT PRODUCTION MODEL FOR STABLE CONTINENTAL LITHOSPHERE BY THE INVERSION OF THE SURFACE HEAT FL

Relationships in Science and Technology, New Series, Group V. Geophysics and Space
Research, vol. 1, Physical properties of rocks, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, New
York, supvolume b, pp. 433-481.

Chapman, D., 1986. Thermal gradients in the continental crust. In: Dawson, J., Carswell,
D., Hall, J., Wedepohl, K. (Eds.), The Nature of the Lower Continental Crust: Geol.
Soc. Spec. Pub., No. 24, pp. 63-70. Denver.

Chi, Q. H., Yan, M. C., 1998. Radioactive elements of rocks in north China platform and the
thermal structure and temperature distribution of the modern continental lithosphere.
Chinese J. Geophys. 41(1), 38-47.

Clauser, C., Giese, P., Huenges, E., Kohl, T., Lehmann, H., Rybach, L., Safanda, J., Wil-
helm, H., Windloff, K., Zoth, G., 1997. The thermal regime of the crystalline continental
crust: implications from the KTB. J. Geophys. Res. 102, 18417-18441.

David Gémez-Ortiz, Agarwal, B. N. P.; 2005. 3DINVER.M: a MATLAB program to in-
vert the gravity anomaly over a 3D horizontal density interface by Parker-Oldenburg’s
algorithm, Computers & Geosciences, 31, 513-520.

Deng, Q. D., Cheng, S. P., Min, W., Yang, G. Z., Ren, D. W., 1999. Discussion on Ceno-
zoic tectonics and dynamics of Ordos Block, Journal of Geomechanics, 5(3), 13-21 (in
Chinese).

Du, W., Han, B. F., Zhang, W. H., Liu, Z. Q., 2006. The discovery of peridotite xenoliths
and megacrysts in Jining, Inner Mognolia. Acta Petrologica ET Mineralogica, 25(1),
13-24.

Fields, B. D., Hochmuth, K. A., 2006. Imaging the earths interior: the angular distribution
of terrestrial neutrinos. Earth, Moon, and Planets, 99(1), 155-181.

Furlong, K. P., Chapman, D. S.; 2013. Heat flow, heat generation, and the thermal state
of the lithosphere. Annual Review of Earth & Planetary Sciences, 41(1), 385-410.

Furukawa, Y., Uyeda, S., 1989. Thermal state under the Tohoko Arc with consideration of
crustal heat generation, Tectonophysics, 164, 175-187.

Goutorbe, B., Poort, J., Lucazeau, F., Raillard, S., 2011. Global heat flow trends resolved
from multiple geological and geophysical proxies. Geophysical Journal International,
187(3), 1405-1419.

Hart, R. J., Nicolaysen, L. O., Gale, N. H., 1981. Radioelement concentrations in a deep
profile through Archean basement of the Vredefort structure. Journal of Geophysical
Research 86, 10639-10652.

Hasterok, D., Chapman, D. S., 2011. Heat production and geotherms for
the continental lithosphere, Earth and Planetary Science Letters, 307, 59-70,
d0i:10.1016/j.epsl.2011.04.034.



18 RONG QIANG WEI

He, L. J., Hu, S. B., Huang, S. P., Wang, Y., Wang, J. Y., Yuan, Y. S., Yang, S. C.,
2008. Heat flow study at the Chinese Continental Scientific Drilling site: borehole tem-
perature, thermal conductivity, and radiogenic heat production. J. Geophys. Res. 113,
B02404.

Huang,Y., Chubakov, V., Mantovani, F., Rudnick, R. L., & Mcdonough, W. F., 2013. A
reference earth model for the heat-producing elements and associated geoneutrino flux.
Geochemistry Geophysics Geosystems, 14(6), 2003-2029.

Jaupart, C., Mareschal, J. C., 2003. Constraints on crustal heat production from heat flow
data. In: Rudnick, R. (Ed.), Treatise on Geochemistry: the Crust., Vol. 3. Elsevier, pp.
65-84. Ch. 2.

Jaupart, C., Mareschal, J. C., Iarotsky, L., 2016. Radiogenic Heat Production in the Con-
tinental Crust, LITHOS, doi:10.1016/j.1ithos.2016.07.017.

Kremenetsky, A. A., Milanovsky, S. Y., Ovchinikov, L. N., 1989. A heat generation model
for continental crust based on deep drilling in the Baltic Shield. Tectonophysics 159,
231-246.

Lachenbruch, A. H., 1968. Preliminary geothermal model of the Sierra Nevada. Journal of
Geophysisical Research 73, 6977-6989.

Lachenbruch, A. H., 1970. Crustal temperature and heat production: implications of the
linear heat-flow relation. Journal of Geophysical Research 75, 3291-3300.

Laske, G., Masters., G., Ma, Z. and Pasyanos, M., 2013. Update on CRUST1.0 - A 1-degree
Global Model of Earth’s Crust, Geophys. Res. Abstracts, 15, Abstract EGU2013-2658.

Nielsen, S. B.,1987. Steady state heat flow in a random medium and the linear heat flowheat
production relationship. Geophysical Research Letters, 14(3), 318-321.

Oldenburg, D. W., 1974. The inversion and interpretation of gravity anomalies. Geophysics
39 (4), 526-536.

Parker, R. L., 1973. The rapid calculation of potential anomalies. Geophysical Journal of
the Royal Astronomical Society 31, 447-455.

Pollack, H., Chapman, D., 1977. Mantle heat flow. Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 34, 174-184

Popov, Y., Pevzner, S., Pimenov, V., Romushkevich, R., 1999. New geothermal data from
the Kola superdeep well SG-3. Tectonophysics, 306, 345-366.

Ray, L., Senthil Kumar, P., Reddy, G. K., Roy, S., Rao, G. V., Srinivasan, R., Rao, R. U.
M., 2003. High mantle heat flow in a Precambrian granulite province: Evidence from
southern India, J. Geophys. Res., 108, 2084, doi:10.1029/2001/JB000688.

Roy, R. F., Blackwell, D. D., Birch, F., 1968. Heat generation of plutonic rocks and conti-
nental heat flow provinces. Earth and Planetary Science Letters 5, 1-12.

Rudnick, R., McDonough, W., O’Connell, R., 1998. Thermal structure, thickness and
composition of continental lithosphere. Chem. Geol. 145, 395-411.



A HEAT PRODUCTION MODEL FOR STABLE CONTINENTAL LITHOSPHERE BY THE INVERSION OF THE SURFACE HEAT FL

Rudnick, R., Nyblade, A., 1999. The thickness and heat production of Archean litho-
sphere: constraints from xenolith thermobarometry and surface heat flow. In: Fei, Y.,
Bertka, C., Mysen, B. (Eds.), Mantle Petrology: Field Observations and High Pressure
Experimentation: a Tribute to Francis R. (Joe) Boyd. Special Pub: Geochem. Soc., 6.

Rybach, L., Buntebarth, G., 1982. Relationships between the petrophysical properties,
density, seismic velocity, heat generation and mineralogical constitution. Earth Planet.
Sci. Lett. 57, 367-376.

Rybach, L., Buntebarth, G., 1984. The variation of heat generation, density and seismic
velocity with rock type in the continental lithosphere. Tectonophysics, 103, 335-344.

Shin, Y. H., Choi, K. S.; Xu, H., 2006. Three-dimensional forward and inverse models
for gravity fields based on the fast fourier transform. Computers & Geosciences, 32(6),
T727-738.

Srivastava, K., & Singh, R. N., 1998. A model for temperature variations in sedimen-
tary basins due to random radiogenic heat sources. Geophysical Journal International,
135(3), 727-730.

Stocco, S., Godio, A., Sambuelli, L., Modelling and compact inversion of magnetic data: a
matlab code. Computers & Geosciences, 35(10), 2111-2118.

Turcotte, D. L., Schubert, G., 2014. Geodynamics (3rd ed.). Cambridge University Press.

Vila, M., Fernandez, M., Jiménez-Munt, 1., 2010. Radiogenic heat production variability of
some common lithological groups and its significance to lithospheric thermal modeling.
Tectonophysics, 490,152-164, doi 10.1016/j.tecto.2010.05.003.

Wang, J. Y., Li, J. P., 2003. Geochemical characteristics and geological implications of the
Cenozoic kamafugites from Lilian County, West Qinling. Acta Petrologica ET Miner-
alogica, 22(1), 11-19.

Wedepohl, K. H., 1995. The composition of the continental crust. Geochimica et Cos-
mochimica Acta 59, 1217-1232.

Williams, C. F.; Anderson, R. N., & Broglia, C., 1988. In situ investigations of thermal
conductivity, heat production, and past hydrothermal circulation in the cajon pass
scientific drillhole, california. Geophysical Research Letters,15(9), 985-988.

Zang, S. X., Wei, R. Q., Liu, Y. G., 2005. Three-dimensional rheological structure of the
lithosphere in the Ordos and its adjacent area. Geophys. J. Int., 163 (1), 339-356.

Zang, S. X., Liu, Y. G., Ning, J. Y., 2002. Thermal structure of the lithosphere in North
China. Chin. J. Geophys. 45 (1), 56-66.
Zhang, P. Z., Deng, Q. D., Zhang, G. M., Ma, J., Gan, W. J., Min, W., Mao, F. Y., Wang,

Q., 2003. Active tectonic blocks and strong earthquakes in the continent of China.
Science in China (Series D), 46(suppl.), 13-24.



20 RONG QIANG WEI

COLLEGE OF EARTH SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF CHINESE ACADEMY OF SCIENCES, BELJING, PRC,
100049
FE-mail address: wrq1973@ucas.ac.cn



	1. Introduction
	2. Theory and Methodology
	2.1. Theory
	2.2. Methodology

	3. Geometry of L1 for the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas
	3.1. Data
	3.2. The geometry of L1 for the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas

	4. Geotherms for the Ordos geological block and its adjacent areas
	4.1. 1-D geotherm for two sites
	4.2. Geotherm for two cross-sections
	4.3. Geotherms at the Moho in Ordos block and its adjacent areas

	5. Conclusions

