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ABSTRACT

Sustainable development involves meeting the needs of the present without compro-
mising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs. At the core of this
issue is the utilization of the various natural resources, including the worlds’ energy
resources. Geothermal resources have the potential of contributing significantly to
sustainable energy use in many parts of the world. The terms renewable and
sustainable are often mixed up. The former concerns the nature of a resource while
the latter applies to how a resource is utilized. In many cases several decades of
experience have shown that by maintaining production below a certain limit a
geothermal system reaches a kind of balance that may be maintained for a long time.
A definition is reviewed, which argues that sustainable geothermal utilization
involves utilization at a rate, which may be maintained for a very long time (100-300
years). Examples are also available where production has been so great that
equilibrium was not attained. Such overexploitation mostly occurs because of poor
understanding, due to inadequate monitoring, and when many users utilize the same
resource without common management. Two case studies are presented where
reservoir modelling is used to analyze sustainable management of the corresponding
resources. One is a small low-temperature geothermal system in Iceland, where
modelling based on long-term monitoring has been employed to estimate the
sustainable potential of the system. The second case example involves a high-
temperature geothermal system in Iceland, which is utilized for combined production
of thermal energy for space heating and electricity for the national grid. Modelling
indicates that the current rate of utilization can’t be maintained in a sustainable
manner for 100-300 years. The impact appears to be reversible, however, and the
field may likely be utilized at a reduced rate, in a sustainable manner, following a
30-year period of excessive utilization.

1. INTRODUCTION

The utilization of geothermal energy in the world was limited through the centuries but has grown
rapidly during the last hundred years and presently geothermal utilization is found in more than 50
countries. The understanding of this energy source has grown hand in hand with the development. Old
primitive ideas on the origin of the heat and the fluid supply of the geothermal resources and its nature
based on limited knowledge have been confronted with extensive new data from exploration, drilling
and production of numerous geothermal field throughout the world.

Today geothermal energy is recognized as a renewable energy source. Its basis is the heat flux from
the interior of the Earth which has been accessible to mankind through hot springs, fumaroles and
other surface manifestation. Present utilization is, however, almost entirely by tapping the geothermal
resources through boreholes, typically less than 2.5 km deep. The geothermal energy is produced from
the wells as hot fluid, either liquid or steam or both. If the resource temperature at 1 km depth is higher
than 200°C the geothermal resource is classified as a high temperature field but as a low temperature
field if the temperature at 1 km depth is less than 150°C.
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The high temperature geothermal resources are associated with volcanic activity where hot magma
bodies in the upper crust supply heat to the geothermal system and fractured and porous igneous rocks
supply permeability and storage for the geothermal fluid (liquid and/or steam) at shallow (<3 km)
depth. The low temperature fields are, on the other hand, often associated with permeable sedimentary
layers at great depth (2-3 km), or hot igneous fractured rocks at intermediate (1-2 km) depth in
tectonically active areas. The high temperature fields have mainly been utilized for electricity
generation and an installed geothermal capacity of 8900 MW, was reported at WGC2005 in Turkey in
April 2005 (Bertani, 2005) summing up to an energy generation of 57000 GWh per year. The low
temperature fields on the other hand are utilized to provide hot water for a various uses, the most
important being; space heating, fish farming, industrial drying, bathing etc. The direct uses of geother-
mal in 2005 are estimated to correspond to almost 28000 MWy, (Lund et al., 2005) more than three
times the installed electric power. The energy used per year is about 72000 GW or similar to the
electric energy generation. This is due to a much lower load factor for the direct uses compared to the
electric power plants that are operated almost all year around.

Sustainability has come into focus regarding human activity concerning the environment and the
natural resources (living or dead) of the world. Geothermal resources have the potential of contribut-
ing significantly to sustainable energy use in many parts of the world. There exist geothermal systems
of various sizes. Ranging in area extent from a few km® to a few hundreds of km”. The production
capacity of the systems is therefore quite variable and different systems respond differently to
utilization depending on their setting and nature.

Some five years ago the sustainability of geothermal resources was analysed, discussed and defined in
several meetings of a specialist group set up at Orkustofnun in Iceland (now divided into Orkustofnun
and ISOR). The group was headed by Valgardur Stefansson and Gudni Axelsson who have later
published the definitions, findings and the conclusions of the group and other relevant thoughts in
several publications (Axelsson et al., 2001, Axelsson and Stefansson, 2003, Axelsson et al., 2005 and
Stefansson and Axelsson, 2005).

In this presentation for the Kenya seminar 2005 the sustainable use of geothermal energy resources
will be discussed in view of how geothermal systems respond to production. Consequently, the
principal factors of sustainable geothermal management will be discussed and relevant examples given
of few geothermal systems that have been under exploitation for few decades.

2. DEFINITIONS OF SUSTAINABILITY AND RENEWABILITY.

The concept sustainable development is fairly new. It was first put forward in the Brundtland report in
1987 (World Commission on Environment and Development, 1987) and became immediately a very
popular concept. In the Brundtland report, sustainable development is defined as development that
meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their
own needs. This definition is clearly vague and ambiguous and must be looked at as a political
declaration or goal rather than a scientific definition of this concept. Do we know the needs of
generations to come? If we reverse the question and look back few generations the answer is probably
that our ancestors had little idea of what our needs would be today. It is therefore understandable that
the concept of sustainable development has been interpreted differently by different persons. It seems,
however, generally accepted that sustainable development is a development or a process that spans a
long time compared to economical time constants in project developments.

Axelsson et al. (2001) suggest 100-300 years to be a reasonable time constant for sustainable geother-
mal development compared to the 20-50 years amortized life span of geothermal power plants and
other constructions. They proposed the following definition which has been adopted by the geothermal
community in Iceland:

For each geothermal system, and for each mode of production, there exists a certain level of maximum
energy production, Ey, below which it will be possible to maintain constant energy production from
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the system for a very long time (100-300 years). If the production rate is greater than E, it cannot be
maintained for this length of time. Geothermal energy production below, or equal to E,, is termed
sustainable production while production greater than E, is termed excessive production.
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FIGURE 1: A schematic figure illustrating the difference between sustainable
and excessive production.

This definition is explained schematically in figure 1. The level of sustainable production, Ey, depends
on the nature of the geothermal system in question (size, porosity, temperature, fluid state and
saturation and recharge rate) and how the field is operated (artesian flow, pumping, injection, periodic
production etc). The definition does not take into account economical or environmental aspects which
might change during the life of the development.

It is clear from the definition that a sustainable geothermal resource must be renewable. In the
discussions on the nature of geothermal resources the distinction between the concepts renewable and
sustainable is, however, often unclear. Our understanding of these concepts is that sustainable depends
on how the resource, the geothermal system, responds to utilization and describes to which degree the
system is utilized. Is the utilization moderate or is it excessive. The concept renewable describes on
the other hand the ability of the geothermal resource to replace the energy which is withdrawn from
the system. It is therefore a property of the resource. To clarify this Axelsson et al. (2001) proposed
the following definition of a renewable energy resource.

The energy extracted from a remewable energy source is always replaced in a natural way by an
additional amount of energy and the replacement takes place on a similar time scale as that of the
extraction

3. SUSTAINABLE USES

The value of Eg in the definition of sustainable production is not know prior to utilization but will
gradually become known in time when exploration and production data become available. Of special
importance are data on how the geothermal resource responds to utilization. Drastic long term changes
suggest that the production from the resource is excessive whereas changes which stabilize in time
suggest that the production from the field is less than E,. It is obvious that utilization which is limited
to the natural discharge (which is equal to the natural recharge) will be sustainable. Production in
excess of the natural recharge does not necessary mean over-exploitation as the natural recharge might
increase when reservoir pressures drops due to production. Figure 2 shows such an example for the
Laugarnes geothermal field in SW-Iceland, where production was increased by an order of magnitude
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in the sixties, through the introduction of down-hole pumps (Axelsson and Gunnlaugsson, 2000). This
resulted in a reservoir pressure drop corresponding to about 120 m of water level. Production and
water level have, however, remained relatively stable during the last three decades. This indicates that
the reservoir has found a new semi-equilibrium, with ten times the natural recharge.

_100 LI R i LA ; L B E TR i EE A § L LN i T 20
e §
i  Water level i ‘o
R 5 i N g
;; G P \ i 1b -+
o i \//\___f i -
e F N~ ]S
N~ - M\"J’ ) E/
o 100+ =10
2 . | .
o <———— free—flow ———-—><-——— down-—hole pumps ————> 3
N a
= 200+ I N L~ -5 T
" Yearl rod | i ~ 3
- y prod.) 12
- — i
T *“éfn AN IO T8 AU T S SO O SO S Y S AU TR N IOE W00 O

300 = - - 0
1930 194G 195G 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000

FIGURE 2: Production and water-level history of the Laugarnes geothermal system in Iceland.

An example where production has been so great that equilibrium was not attained is the Geysers
geothermal field in California.
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FIGURE 3: Production- and reinjection history of The Geysers geothermal field
in California (Barker, 2000).

Twenty geothermal power plants, with a combined capacity of more than 2000 MW,, were con-
structed in the field. A drastic pressure drop in the reservoir caused steam production to be insufficient
for all these power plants and production declined steadily from 1985 to 1995, as shown in Fig. 3. A
relatively stable production has been maintained since 1995, partly through reinjection. The recharge
to the Geysers field, therefore, appears to limit the production that can be maintained in the long run.

Even though geothermal resources are normally classified as renewable energy sources, because they
are maintained by a continuous energy current, such a classification may be an oversimplification.
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Geothermal resources are in essence of a double nature, i.e. a combination of an energy current
(through heat convection and conduction) and stored energy. The renewability of these two aspects is
quite different as the energy current is steady (fully renewable) while the stored energy is renewed
relatively slowly, in particular the part renewed by heat conduction. The semi-equilibrium reached in
Laugarnes may reflect the renewability of the corresponding geothermal resources. The renewable
component (the energy current) is greater than the recharge to the systems in the natural state,
however, because production has induced an additional inflow of mass and energy into the systems
(Stefansson, 2000). In the case of Laugarnes it may have increased by a factor of 5-10.

4. CASE STUDIES

The remainder of this paper is devoted to two case studies related to sustainable management but more
examples will be mentioned during the lecture in Kenya. One of the case studies is the Hamar low-
temperature geothermal system in Central N-Iceland, where modelling based on long-term monitoring
has been employed to estimate the sustainable potential of the system. The second study concerns the
Nesjavellir high-enthalpy system in SW-Iceland, which is utilized for large-scale thermal- and electri-
cal energy production.

4.1 The Hamar Geothermal Systems N-Iceland

The Hamar geothermal field in Central N-Iceland is one of numerous low-temperature geothermal sys-
tems located outside the volcanic zone of the island. The heat-source for the low-temperature activity
is believed to be the abnormally hot crust of Iceland, but faults and fractures, which are kept open by
continuously ongoing tectonic activity, also play an essential role by providing the channels for the
water circulating through the systems and mining the heat (Axelsson and Gunnlaugsson, 2000). This
small geothermal system has been utilized for space heating in the near-by town of Dalvik since 1969.
Two production wells, with feed-zones between depths of 500 and 800 m, in the basaltic lava-pile, are
currently in use and the reservoir temperature is about 65°C. The average yearly production from the
Hamar system has varied between 23 and 42 1/s, and the total production during the 33-year utilization
history has amounted to 32 million tons. This production has caused a very modest pressure decline of
about 3 bar (30 m).

Careful monitoring has been conducted at Hamar during the last two decades and Fig. 4 shows the
most significant of these data, the production and water-level data. These data have been simulated by
a lumped parameter model, which has been updated regularly, as also shown in the figure. Such
models have been successfully used to simulate the pressure response of numerous geothermal
systems worldwide (Axelsson and Gunnlaugsson, 2000).

The Hamar system appears to have been utilized in a sustainable manner during the last three decades.
The production history is too short, however, to establish whether the current level of utilization is
sustainable according to the definition above. Therefore, the sustainable production capacity of the
system (E,in the definition) has been estimated through modelling. A simple method of modelling was
used in which pressure- and temperature changes were treated separately.

The lumped parameter model, already mentioned, was used to predict the pressure (water level)
changes in the Hamar geothermal system for a 200-year production history. The results are presented
in Fig. 5 for a 40 kg/s long-term average production. The model used is actually a semi-open model
where the response is in-between the responses of the extreme cases of a closed system and an open
one. It may be mentioned that the two extremes indicate that the uncertainty in the prediction is only
about £30 m at the end of the prediction period. The results also show that the system should be able
to sustain more than 40 kg/s, with down-hole pumps at above the current maximum operation depth of
200-300 m.
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FIGURE 4: Last two decades of the production history of the Hamar geothermal
system, the water-level history having been simulated by a lumped-parameter model
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system for a 200-year production history.

The eventual temperature draw-down in the Hamar system, due to colder water recharge, is estimated
through using a very simple model of a hot cylindrical (or elliptical) system surrounded by colder fluid
(Bodvarsson, 1972). This model is used to estimate the time of the cold-front breakthrough. The size
of the system, which is highly uncertain, has been estimated to be at least 0.5 km®, on the basis of
geophysical data. The principal results are presented in Fig. 6 below for a few production scenarios,
and for two different volumes. Reservoir porosity between 5 and 15% is assumed.

This analysis shows that it should be possible to maintain constant production temperature in the
Hamar field, at 40 kg/s average production, for more than 200 years, assuming the conservative
reservoir volume. It may also be mentioned for comparison that it only takes about 15-45 years to
replace the water in storage in the conservative reservoir volume at a production rate of 40 kg/s.
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FIGURE 6: Estimated cold-front breakthrough times for the Hamar geothermal system.

The above results clearly indicate that the long-term production potential of the Hamar geothermal
reservoir is limited by energy-content rather than pressure decline (lack of water). We can also
conclude that the sustainable rate of production is > 40 kg/s and that E, > 11 MW, (assuming a
reference temperature of 0°C). It should be mentioned that new developments in field management,
such as tapping fluid at greater depth, will increase the accessible reservoir volume and hence Ey.

4.2 The Nesjavellir High-Enthalpy Systems, SW-Iceland

Assessing the sustainable potential of the many high-enthalpy geothermal systems, utilized for
electricity production throughout the world, is more complicated than for low-temperature case such
as the Hamar case introduced above. This is because of the more complicated interaction between
changes in pressure conditions and energy content (i.e. through phase changes) in high-enthalpy
situations. Such work is under way, however, in Iceland, but only preliminary results are available as
of yet. Here we’ll present some results, and speculations, for the Nesjavellir geothermal system in SW-
Iceland, which has been extensively studied and modelled in recent years.

The Nesjavellir geothermal system is part of the Hengill volcanic system located on the boundary
between the North American and European crustal plates in SW-Iceland. It is characterized by a
highly permeable system of NNE trending normal faults, continuous earthquake activity, frequent
magma intrusions and intense surface activity. The geothermal potential of the region has been studied
extensively since the late 1940’s (Steingrimsson et al., 2000; Bjornsson et al., 2003). More than
twenty deep (1-2 km) wells have presently been drilled at Nesjavellir and the reservoir temperature is
250-340°C.

Utilization of the Nesjavellir geothermal system started in 1990 with the commissioning of a 100 MW,
thermal power plant, which supplied Reykjavik, the capital of Iceland, with hot water for space
heating. In 1998 electricity production was initiated at Nesjavellir with the installation of two 30 MW,
turbines. At the same time thermal energy production was expanded to 200 MW,. In the year 2001 the
electrical capacity of the Nesjavellir power plant was expanded to 90 MW, and the fourth 30 MW
turbine came on line in September 2005. At the present mass extraction at Nesjavellir is of the order of
540 kg/s. Since 1985 reservoir pressure at Nesjavellir has dropped by about 7 bar.
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Extensive modelling activity involving Nesjavellir, with the purpose of evaluating and assessing the
geothermal system, has been ongoing since the middle of the 1980’s (Steingrimsson et al., 2000). A
detailed three-dimensional numerical model developed in 1984-86 has been continuously revised and
updated and during 2001-2003 a model covering all of the Hengill volcanic system was developed
(Bjornsson et al., 2003). In addition, a simple lumped parameter model (see above) was recently
developed to simulate pressure changes in the Nesjavellir reservoir (Axelsson, 2003).

The principal results of the lumped parameter modelling study are presented in Fig. 7 below. These are
simulated pressure decline data (measured as water level) from a centrally located observation well
(NJ-15) and pressure decline predictions by an open (optimistic) and a closed (pessimistic) lumped
model, for a 120 MW, future production scenario.
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FIGURE 7: Pressure decline data (measured as water level) from an observation well
(NJ-15) at Nesjavellir simulated by a lumped parameter model and pressure decline
predictions, calculated by an open (optimistic) and a closed (pessimistic) model, for a
120 MW, future production scenario. Also shown is the total mass extraction from the
field.

The results in Fig. 7 show that the production needed for the 120 MW, generation of electricity, about
540 kg/s, will cause a pressure draw-down of the order of 30 bar up the year 2035. This is not
considered too drastic. The results indicate, however, that production at this rate can’t be sustained for
a period of 200 years because of continuously increasing pressure draw-down. In addition some
reservoir cooling may be expected because of colder boundary recharge. An ultra simple estimation,
similar to the one presented above for Hamar, indicates that significant cooling will start to take place
within 60-100 years. In addition some boiling induced cooling may be expected. It may be mentioned
here that the pressure decline predicted (Fig. 7) shows that properly planned reinjection should be
beneficial for the operation of the Nesjavellir field. Such reinjection needs care, however, if emphasis
is placed on maintaining the planned 120 MW, electricity production.

This situation has been studied further by Bjornsson and Hjartarson (2003). Firstly, they predict almost
the same pressure draw-down as the lumped parameter model, which indicates that the pressure
decline predictions presented are fairly reliable. Secondly, they use the Hengill-model to study how
reservoir conditions (pressure and temperature as well as mass and energy) may recover after the 30-
year period of large-scale production, if production is stopped. In other words, they study how revers-
ible the effects of this production are.
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Bjornsson and Hjartarson (2003) calculate the recovery for a period of several hundred years. This is
not commonly included in conventional reservoir modelling studies. The work of Pritchett (1998)
comes to mind, however. The principal results are presented in Fig. 8, which shows changes in reser-
voir pressure and temperature at Nesjavellir during the 30-year period of intense production, as well as
for the following 250 years of recovery. The figure shows that pressure, which should be accurately
calibrated, recovers on a time-scale comparable to the time-scale of production. According to the
model, temperature recovers on a much longer time scale. This is not unexpected considering the
physics involved, yet it should be mentioned that the temperature changes are not well calibrated in
the model because of limited data on temperature changes. An important point, however, is that the
model only predicts a small temperature change at the end of the 30-year period, or 4-5°C, which is
about 1,5% of the reservoir temperature.
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FIGURE 8: Calculated changes in reservoir pressure and temperature at Nesjavellir
during the 30-year period of intense production (Fig. 7), and for the following 250 years

of recovery (production stopped in 2036). Based on Bjornsson and Hjartarson (2003).

The principal result of the work of Bjornsson and Hjartarson (2003) is that the effects of intense, or
even excessive, production at Nesjavellir until 2036 should be reversible. Also that after a recovery
period of approximately the same length as the production period sustainable utilization at a reduced
rate of production could follow. Such a production pattern is more along the lines proposed by
Lovekin (2000).

The lumped parameter model for Nesjavellir (open version) has been used to extend the predictions
presented in Fig. 7 for a 200 year production history, as in the case of Hamar.

This was done to estimate roughly the possible rate of production following the period of intense
production ending in 2036. The results are presented in Fig. 9. If it is assumed that a pressure drop of
the order of 30 bar or less is acceptable then it shows that the average production will have to be
reduced to 180 kg/s or less, which corresponds to 1/3 of the production up to 2036.

Several issues concerning Fig. 9 should be noted. Firstly, that the limit of a 30 bar pressure maximum
draw-down (300 m water level drop) may be too conservative. Secondly, that considerable changes in
energy content may occur in the Nesjavellir system during this 200 year period such that it will
become less suitable for electricity production. Energy production for direct uses will, however, most
likely be feasible the whole period. Thirdly, that if the system is allowed to recover after 2036, as
discussed above, production well above 180 kg/s (perhaps 400—500 kg/s) may be started again for a
period of 30-50 years. This would constitute a kind of periodic production pattern. We must
emphasize, however, that this work is still in progress and that sustainable management of the Nesja-
vellir system needs further study.
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FIGURE 9: Predicted pressure changes (presented as water level changes) in the Nesja-
vellir systems during a 200-year production history with intense/excessive production
(540 kg/s) up to 2036.

5. CONCLUDING REMARKS

To conclude, the following should be emphasized: Sustainable geothermal utilization involves energy
production at a rate, which may be maintained for a very long time (100-300 years). This requires effi-
cient management in order to avoid overexploitation, which mostly occurs because of lack of know-
ledge and poor understanding as well as in situations when many users utilize the same resource,
without common management. Energy-efficient utilization, as well as careful monitoring and
modelling, are essential ingredients in sustainable management. Reinjection is also essential for
sustainable utilization of geothermal systems, which are virtually closed and with limited recharge.

Two case studies have been presented involving geothermal resources, of highly contrasting nature. It
is proposed that both of them may be managed in a sustainable manner. The Hamar low-temperature
geothermal system in N-Iceland is an example where modelling based on long-term monitoring has
been employed to estimate the sustainable potential of a geothermal system. The results indicate that
the long-term (200 years) production potential of the system is limited by energy-content rather than
pressure decline (lack of water). The sustainable rate of production at Hamar is estimated to be greater
than 40 kg/s, corresponding to more than 11 MW,.

Production from the Nesjavellir high-temperature geothermal field, inside the volcanic zone in SW-
Iceland, is planned at 120 MW,, and 400 MW,, for the next decades. Preliminary results indicate this
production can’t be maintained in a sustainable manner for 100-300 years. The effects of this intense
production should be reversible, however, according to a modelling study. After a recovery period of
approximately the same length as the production period, sustainable utilization at a reduced rate of
production could follow. It must be emphasized that these are only preliminary results and that further
work is required.

It must be emphasized that the estimates for sustainable potential presented here are believed to be
considerably greater than the recharge to the systems in the natural state. This is, firstly, because they
are based on a period of 100-300 years, which is a very short period compared with the geological
time scale. It is, however, an appropriate timescale when considering human endeavours but very long
when considering economic aspects in a market economy. Secondly, reinjection adds to the recharge
where it is applied.



Steingrimssson et al. 11 Sustainable use

REFERENCES

Axelsson, G., 2003: A simple lumped parameter model of the Nesjavellir geothermal system —
Pressure response predictions. Orkustofnun, report GAx-2003/04 (in Icelandic), Reykjavik, 6pp.

Axelsson, G. and E. Gunnlaugsson (convenors), 2000: Long-term Monitoring of High- and Low-
enthalpy Fields under Exploitation. International Geothermal Association, World Geothermal
Congress 2000 Short Course, Kokonoe, Kyushu District, Japan, May 2000, 226pp.

Axelsson, G., A. Gudmundsson, B. Steingrimsson, G. Palmason, H. Armannsson, H. Tulinius, O.G.
Flovenz, S. Bjornsson and V. Stefansson, 2001: Sustainable production of geothermal energy:
suggested definition. /GA-News, Quarterly No. 43, January-March 2001, 1-2.

Axelsson, G., V. Stefansson, G. Bjornsson. and J. Liu, 2005: Sustainable Manament of Geothermal
Resources and Utilization for 100-300 Years. Proccedings World Geothermal Congress 2005
Antalya Turkey, 24-29 April 2005.

Barker, B., 2000: The Geysers: Past and Future. Geothermal Resources Council Bulletin, 29, 163-171.

Bertani, R., 2005:. World Geothermal Generation 2001-2005: State of the Art. Proccedings World
Geothermal Congress 2005 Antalya Turkey, 24-29 April 2005.

Bjornsson, G. and A. Hjartarson, 2003: Reservoir model for the Hengill geothermal systems and future
predictions for 120 MW electrical production at Nesjavellir and Hellisheidi. 1celand GeoSurvey
(ISOR), report ISOR-2003/009 (in Icelandic), Reykjavik, 150pp.

Bjornsson, G., A. Hjartarson, G.S. Bodvarsson and B. Steingrimsson, 2003: Development of a 3-D
geothermal reservoir model for the greater Hengill Volcano in SW-Iceland. Proceedings of the
TOUGH Symposium 2003, Berkeley, California, May 2003, 12pp.

Bodvarsson, G., 1972: Thermal Problems in the siting of Reinjection Wells. Geothermics, 1, 63-66.

Lovekin, J., 2000: The Economics of Sustainable Geothermal Development. Proceedings of the World
Geothermal Congress 2000, Kyushu-Tohoku, Japan, May-June 2000, 834-848.

Lund, J. W., D. H. Freeston. and T. L. Boyd, 2005: World-Wide Direct Uses of Geothermal Energy
2005. Proccedings World Geothermal Congress 2005 Antalya Turkey, 24-29 April 2005.

Pritchett, J.W., 1998: Modeling post-Abandonment electrical Capacity Recovery for a two-phase
Geothermal Reservoir. Geothermal Resources Council Transactions, 22, 521-528.

Steingrimsson, B., G.S. Bodvarsson, E. Gunnlaugsson, G. Gislason and 0. Sigurdsson, 2000:
Modeling studies of the Nesjavellir geothermal field, Iceland. Proceedings of the World
Geothermal Congress 2000, Kyushu-Tohoku, Japan, May-June 2000, 2899-2904.

Stefansson, V., 2000: The renewability of geothermal energy. Proceedings of the World Geothermal
Congress 2000, Kyushu-Tohoku, Japan, May-June 2000, 883-888.

Stefansson and Axelsson, 2005: Sustainable utilization of geothermal resources through stepwise
development. Proccedings World Geothermal Congress 2005 Antalya Turkey, 24-29 April 2005.

World Commission on Environment and Development, 1987: Our Common Future. Oxford
University Press, Oxford, 400pp.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


