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 LEGAL NOTICE This research report was prepared by the Energy & Environmental 
Research Center (EERC), an agency of the University of North Dakota, as an account of work 
sponsored by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) National Energy Technology Laboratory 
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trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise does not necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement 
or recommendation by the EERC. 
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8 

not reflect the true natural characteristics of the injection zones at a particular CO2 source 
location. As the next step in optimizing the potential storage resource, the aggregated CO2 
sources will be separated into 25 source points. Each of these new source points will be shifted 
geographically to coincide with the more promising geologic properties as depicted by the 
geologic model. In addition, more injection wells will be modeled at each of these new locations.  
 
 The successful exploration of the study for CO2 storage in the basal saline system of 
central North America provides a basic guideline to address evaluations of large-scale CO2 
storage demonstration projects. Specifically, the efforts help to answer questions regarding 
reservoir pressure buildup over the injection and postinjection periods and track the CO2 
movement. These play a crucial role in the whole process of CO2 monitoring, verification, and 
accounting for such a large-scale case of CO2 storage estimation. 
 


