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A Chance To Look Over the Horizon
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A Chance To Look Over the Horizon
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Questions:
A Where do we find running room in a crowed

landscape?
g A Project spacing? How close is too close?
t A Does containment depend on regional seals?

A What is the play for saline storage?
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Finding Running Room
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Wells are not evenly distributed

~14000 wells, but also ~1

-

‘t‘_‘-’::':'_'—.:”‘!' ‘{T’ bs

. Structural closure

|:| Fetch area (prospect)

[] salt
\, Fault

® Well

Moy

= BUREAU OF

E Feonomic 10 20 30 40, .
§F Grotocy | Seoirasran L Kilometers After Bump and Hovorka, 202




A Play for Migration Loss
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Modelled Plume Stabilization
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Focus on the Fetch

Regions of coherent buoyant flow
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Project Spacing: How Close is Too Close?
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Storage Prospect Example
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Area of Review EASIT0O)

A. 100m net reservoir B. 400m net reservoir C. 400m net reservoir, 2 wells
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Pressure Interference
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Demonstrated Large Storage Capacity

Geological CO> Sequestration
Atlas of Miocene Strata,
Offshore Texas State Waters

Edited by R. H. Trevino and T. A. Meckel

Bureau of Economic Geology
Scott W. Tinker, Director
The University of Texas at Austin
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Boundaries NOT open at Regional Scale

SUPERCRITICAL

Miocene

Depth (km)

-~ Oligocene
After Bump et al, 2021
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Injection zone boundaries
A Updip: Freshwater

A Downdip: Overpressure
A Above and below: seals
A Along strike: basin edges




Pressure Interference = Local Boundaries

Emissions Sources

Storage Projects
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What If we pressured it all up?

Figure 5.8. COy isocapacity maps (kgim) for (3] total
stuch area and (b) OTSUV. Met capacity method of Vallsce
et al (2014) was uikzed.
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Calculating Pressure-based Storage Capacity
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