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DEMONSTRATING NOVEL MONITORING {08
TECHNIQUES AT AN ETHANOL
180,000-MT/YR CCS PROJECT IN NORTH DAKOTA
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Schematic illustrates permanent fiber installed
- sl in the injection well, deep monitoring well, CO,
flowline, and groundwater-monitoring wells and
the relative positions of the surface orbital
vibes (SOVs). SOVs and permanent fiber
Installations provide a sustainable monitoring
solution at the RTE site.
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