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Upper Jurassic carbonates in the central part of the North Alpine Molasse Basin (DE/AT)
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Upper Jurassic carbonates in the Molasse Basin-Carpathian Foredeep transition zone (AT/CZ)
GBA: Clemens Porpaczy

Carboniferous carbonates in (a) Lough Allen Basin and (b) Dublin Basin (IE)

GSI: Beatriz Mozo, Russell Rogers & Brian McConnell

Dinantian carbonates at the flanks of the London-Brabant Massif (NL/BE)

TNO: Hans Veldkamp

Upper Triassic to Middle Eocene carbonates of the Po Basin (IT)

ISPRA: Chiara D’Ambrogi; RER-SGSS: Fabio Carlo Molinari

Triassic carbonates of the Krsko-BreZice sub-basin (Sl)
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Miocene and Triassic carbonates of Zagreb Geothermal Field (HR)
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Triassic carbonates of the Pantelleria-Linosa-Malta rift complex (MT)
MFE-CSD: Charles Galea

Eocene carbonates of the Emporda Basin (ES)
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Disclaimer

All information provided in this report and eventually via the
EGDI dissemination platform serves as a link between the
geosciences community and policymakers, authorities and
the interested public. It is made available to inform about
HotLime’s results for the convenience of interested persons
and organizations. Albeit the HotLime consortium believes
the information to be reliable, mechanical or human errors
remain possible. The HotLime consortium, thus, cannot
guarantee the accuracy or completeness of the information
provided. Neither the HotLime consortium nor any of the
sources of information shall be liable for errors or omissions,
or for the use of this information, including any liability or
expense incurred, claimed to have resulted from the use of
the HotLime reports. The information in this report and as
eventually provided via EGDI web services is subject to the
usual uncertainties of research and shall not be relied on as
the basis for doing or failing to do something.
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Heat in Place

in HotLime’s 11 case study areas
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The assessment of the quantity of stored heat, i.e. the maximum
theoretically extractable heat energy in the reservoir, is one of the
principal outcomes of HotLime’s mapping and characterization of
carbonate reservoirs at depths. For its direct comparison, this map
shows the volumetric Heat in Place expressed in GJ/m? (10° J/m?)
calculated for 500m x 500m reservoir gross-thickness [m] volumes
and the reference temperature Tref = 18 °C.
—For more details on the Heat in Place calculation refer to the
factsheet and the corresponding HotLime Deliverable 3.1.
-' 2300 GJ/ I'Tl2 = PJ[‘ki’T\2

500 GJ/m? = PJ/km?

-- 400 GJ/m? = PJ/km?

--300 GJ/m? = PJ/km?

-- 200 GJ/m? = PJ/km?

- 100 GJ/m? = PJ/km?

-0 GJ/m? = PJ/km?

- Select an case study area by clicking it.

Geothermal base assessment at a glance:

£ :
3 Ll | g0odg:
| 3350 vs
£irely LePubin, Unitey s
nlehd s e'gK"’Qdom
Y s
P £ }

Bay of Biscay

X
A

|

Y\
RigsLaty\?
I,

PRl g,

Wwarsaw

-
poland

‘N/. _Prague | N\ 4

- A
Czech Republi

o
)
= Spain
8
7
o B
o, 4
PR S
\I‘f/
y Sy
AL

N

P I . £
Insets not to scale: smaller areas exaggerated’. |
< = ks

= L

Vatican $i
Ty

Algiers, Lk -y
e IR T £ A s
7 (/ / s VB!|‘|€“J
< : /
& 1 ) R J‘I‘—u— / 3
35N

HotLime
Geo€RnA

GEO-ENERGY

1: Upper Jurassic carbonates in the central part of the North
Alpine Molasse Basin (DE/AT)

2: Upper Jurassic carbonates in the Molasse Basin-Carpathian
Fore-deep transition zone (AT/CZ)

3: Carboniferous carbonates in (A) Lough Allen Basin and (B)
Dublin Basin (IE)

4: Dinantian carbonates at the flanks of the London-Brabant
Massif (NL/BE)

5: Upper Triassic to Middle Eocene carbonates of the Po Basin
(Im

6: Triassic carbonates of the Kriko-BreZice sub-basin (Sl)

7: Miocene and Triassic carbonates of Zagreb Geothermal Field
(HR)

8: Triassic carbonates of the Pantelleria-Linosa-Malta rift
complex (MT)

9: Eocene carbonates of the Emporda Basin (ES)

10: Triassic carbonates of Tuscan, Umbria and Marche nappes in
the Umbria Trough (IT)



