EASITool: An Enhanced Analytical Simulation Tool for Storage Capacity Estimation
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1. Introduction

3. Analytical Simulation
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2.3 Brine Extraction 6. Conclusions
1.Analytical model is a reliable tool for preliminary capacity estimation of saline aquifers.
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precipitation, and rock geomechanics, allows better injectivity estimates.
2t 3 3.Brine extraction enhances the storage capacity and controls the pressure buildup.
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