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Due to increased drilling for unconventional natural gas in Pennsylvania and New York State, these areas have benefited from the
compilation of data from over 8,000 new wells containing valuable temperature-depth (BHT) information. These were used to create a

set of maps showing subsurface thermal gradient, surface heat flow, depth to the 80°C and 150°C, as well as expected temperatures at

any depth to 10 km.  Even though the
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70 Figure 3. Estimated LCOH and total generating capacity for all communities in New York
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Figure 4. Cross sections for line B — B’ (red line in figure 3) with 95% Contact Information

confidence intervals. Andrea Aguirre — gaa48@cornell.edu  Erin Camp — erc85@cornell.edu

Figure 5. Cross sections for Precambrian Basement (dashed line in figure 3) with Tim Reber — tr255@cornell.ed Jeff Tester — jwt54@cornell.edu
95% confidence intervals.




