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GO/NO-GO DECISION POINT: The data collected and analyzed in Phase I is 
sufficient to perform a quality prospective storage resource assessment 

and the project should proceed to Phase II.

Note: Task 1.0, Project Management and Planning, extends throughout the entire program period. 
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DCSB Destin Dome



Depth Converted Structural Cross Sections, DeSoto Canyon Salt Basin
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West Florida Shelf-Escarpment
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Prospective EGOM Sinks



South and Mid-Atlantic planning areas

 Total of six exploration wells, on Georgia/Florida shelf

 Major depocenters in Carolina Trough and Blake Plateau Basin



Prospective Mesozoic Section
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Data Coverage

Over 1,000 lines and 34 wells (only 5 offshore) were 
selected for the study of the Mid-Atlantic Region.

Areal Coverage Method:

 Line/grid Spacing: Regional, Semi-
Regional, Exploration scale

 Location of offshore wells outside 
the study area. Presence of 5 
exploration wells at the North of 
the region. 

Results:

Unlike the sparse distribution of well 
data, the seismic data collected on 
the Mid-Atlantic margin is of 
sufficient density to perform the 
interpretation task.
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Quality Analysis 

Over 1,000 lines and 34 wells (only 5 offshore) were 
selected for the study of the Mid-Atlantic Region.

Quality Assessment Method:
 Resolution: frequency analysis, data 

stacked or migrated
 Survey Design: source volume and 

cable length
 Benefit of reprocessing: identify lines 

of poor quality and potentially 
reprocess if needed

Results:
The quality varies from fair to poor and is 
better for more recent data. Offshore 
wells were QC’d to improve their quality.


