Crustal structures in the Coromandel Volcanic Zone (CVZ) and Hauraki Goldfield, New Zealand:
Insight from Qualitative and Quantitative Potential Field Analysis
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1. Introduction and aim 4. Anomaly gradients and crustal lineament analysis 6. Key Findings
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Figure 1: (A) The structural architecture of the North Island of New Zealand showing ~ * Coromandel Group Andesit and D g anomalies over the extensively altered southern CVZ.
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These maps depict anomalies that can be related to upper-crustal geological features.
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