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In contrast to the values given by the global scaling
models and the catastrophic model, which are too high
(and not consistent with the observed geology) and too
low respectively (because they would rule out any tectonic
or volcanic activity), the results due to a consideration of

the transport capacities of the separate mechanisms
seem to be a reasonable estimation of the global mean
surface heat loss on Venus at present and in a good
agreement with the observed surface features.
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