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Recent analysis of radar data from NASA’'s Magellan mission suggests that volcanic activity is ongoing on Venus
[1], providing evidence that the planet's evolution and present-day state has been dominated by volcanic
processes. Venus's geodynamics and tectonics seem to be well characterized by the so-called “plutonic-squishy CONSTRAINTS ON VENUS T 901
lid” regime, where part of the melt that is formed in the interior rises to the surface but a significant part remains MAG MAT'C STYLE =3
trapped in the crust and lithosphere magmatic intrusions [2]. These intrusions strongly influence the mantle’s f"i A
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Intrusions affect the temperature, viscosity, and velocity across the mantle. The case with intrusions the mantlg compgsmons of Venus that explain the B e s B R
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