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California’s Central Valley is the most promising and one The Sacramento Basin has two prospective depositional systems: Full-basin model will be used to help assess and manage
of the few options for sedimentary GCS in the western US Kione/Forbes/Pre-Forbes & Mokelumne/Starkey/Winters risks of rapid scale-up of geologic carbon storage
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N-S Generalized Cross Section of the Sacramento Basin. Source: Morrison, R.R., Brown, W.R., Edmonson, W.F., Thomson, J.N., and Young,
R.J., 1971, Potential of Sacramento Valley gas province, California, in Cram, I.H., ed., Future petroleum provinces of the United States
their geology and potential: American Association of Petroleum Geologists Memoir 15, p. 329-338.
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California Department of Geologic Energy Management.
o Simplifications were made to this first iteration of the model
B iR W High Range including the exclusion of faults and merging formations that are
200 - not part of the storage complex.
10rme, D. A., & Graham, S. A. (2018). Four-dimensional model of Cretaceous depositional geometry and sediment flux in the northern
150 - Great Valley forearc, California.
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DISCLAIMER: This presentation was prepared as an account of work sponsored by an agency of the United States Government. Neither the United States Government nor any agency thereof, nor any of their employees, makes any warranty, express or implied, or assumes any legal liability or responsibility for the accuracy, completeness, or usefulness of any information, apparatus, product, or process disclosed, or represents that its use would not infringe
privately owned rights. Reference herein to any specific commercial product, process, or service by trade name, trademark, manufacturer, or otherwise does not necessarily constitute or imply its endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the United States Government or any agency thereof. The views and opinions of the presenter do not necessarily state or reflect those of the United States Government or any agency thereof.
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