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*  Further research will elucidate the features of fractures which control the
temperature gradient from the surface

¢ We installed HOBO MX-2303 dual-thermistor data loggers to measure rock
surface and fracture temperature in situ at exposures on the escarpment (Fig. 3a,
3b) and in dolostone blocks under controlled outdoor conditions (Fig. 3c)

e Temperature was recorded in 1-minute intervals to examine short-scale thermal
stress and long-term freeze-thaw cycles.
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