Numerical models of lower crustal flow
explain Yellowstone's "tectonic parabola”

Jonathan Perry-Houts - Nov. 12, 2020 _
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Fig. 13. Inferred crustal model across the eastern Snake River Plain. The datum for

istal model is 1.2-km elevation.
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Fast-axis intersection density

(A) Crustal fast-axis & M;;itle Vp [%] (B)
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(A) Crustal fast-axis & Mantle Vp [%] (B) Fast-axis intersection density
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+ Credits

A: (-118.50, 46.76) | B:(-116.67, 45.11) | Length: 231.82 km | Thickness: 26.20 km | Pitch: 0.00 ® | Ruler: 1.35 km
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1 (Wang & Currie, 201-7.)
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Active reorganization at major divide breach
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Relief differences across drainage divides
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Swath Across Numerical Model Swath from Idaho Falls, ID to Thopson Falls, MT
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