














Figure I-9

Correlation Plot for Ni vs Fe, Areas [ and II
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Figure I-10

Correlation Plot for Cu vs Fe, Areas I and I
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Figure I-11

Correlation Pilot for ZIn vs Fe, Areas [ and II
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Figure [-12

Correlation Plot for Mg vs Ca, Areas I and II
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Figure I-13A

Equilibrium Constant for HC03' vs T

Figure I-138
Solubility Product of Calcite (CaCO;) and Strontianite (SrCO3) vs T
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Figure I-14

Concentration of Mg vs Concentration of Na for Areas I and II
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Figure I-15

Concentration of X vs Concentration of Na for Areas I and II
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Figure I-16

Concentration of Sr vs Concentration of Na for Areas I and [I
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Figqure 1-17

Concentration of Ca vs Concentration of Na for Areas I and II
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Figure [-18

Concentration of Li vs Concentration of Na for Areas I and [1I

110



40

30

60

50+

401

30

SIVdWVS 40 HISWNN

Iy

20+

10

ppm

Si0,



Figure II-1

Histogram of Silica Concentration in Spring Waters
of Areas I and [I Combined
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Figure [I-2

Histogram of Silica Geotemperatures of Spring Waters
for Areas I and II Combined
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Figure II-3

Histogram of Surface Temperatures of Spring
Waters for Areas [ and II Combined
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Figure [I-4

Contour Map of Heat Flow
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Figqure III-1

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Fe, Areas I and II
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Figure III-2

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Mn, Areas I and Il
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Figure III-3

Cumutative Frequency Curve for In, Areas I and II
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Figure II1-4

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Ba, Areas I and II
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Figure III-5

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Sr, Areas [ and II
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Figure [11-6

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Ni, Area I
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Figure III-7

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Co, Area I
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Figure 111-8

Cumulative Frequency Curve for Cu, Area I
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Figure III-9

Cumutative Frequency Curve for pH, Area I
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Figure III-10

Cumulative Frequency Curve for PO,, Area II
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Figure III-11

Solubility Product of Barite (83504) and
Celestite (SrSO4) vs Temperature
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Figure III-12

+
Ba * Concentration vs Ca++ Caoncentration
For Quachita Spring Waters of Area I
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Figure III-13

Ba™ Concentration vs Ca’" Concentration
For Quachita Spring Waters of Area II
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Figure [II-14

Ba++ Concentration vs Sr++ Concentration
For Quachita Spring Watars of Areas [ and II
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Figure III-15

Ba'" Concentration vs Specific Conductivity
For Quachita Spring Waters in Areas I and II
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Figure 1I1-16

Sr++ Concentration vs Ca++ Concentration
For Quachita Spring Waters in Areas I and II
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