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Operations

Tracer Operations: Utah FORGE L

LPRODUCTION

DRILL 1ST WELL CREATE PERMEABILITY DRILL 2ND WELL
INJECTION

Stage s Stage 4 Stage 3 Stage 2 Stage 1
* Perforated only * 8958'-8962', 8995'-8999’, * 9,508-9,512’, 9, 0
= 8,774"-8,778', 8,834'-8,?38'. 9,026"- 9352’6'-933;' an?s 999 * 9389'9393.! 9343'9347’! 3;;9.3323"99::3;.9;47;’, * 9769"9773'1 9756"9760',?
9,030 and 9,054- 9,058". 9054'-9058' MD. 9265-9269’ MD  { 9,429-9,433' MD 9745'-9749', and 9690'-9694’ MD
OOO0OE Vertical inte . e o e e
frac stages pumped in g g $ g § 3. g g
E3 z f 2 = w ~
Frac plug g Rl & s3 & 32
ol _Q_L @ - e - -

Production Well 16B:
Circulation Test

) rrsrs

9 freteed

Stage9
Stage8
Stage7 A

Stage 6

Stage 5

Staged

Stage3
Stage 2
Stage 1

TVILNIAIINOD

10,570 ftMD
10,787 ftMD
10,887 ftMD
10,987 ftMD

10,072 ftMD
10,095 ftMD

Injection Well 16A:
Clean up

S 10130 ftMD
e

16A(78)-32

12

+ One cluster
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Stage 7

Chﬁ TRACER INJECTION PROFILES ‘ { ¥ m |
* Tracers injected continuously through Calfrac liquid additive system —T | ﬂ_

05.apr. 2024 00:00 05.apr.2024 02:24 05.apr.2024 04:48 05.apr.2024 07:12 05.apr.. 2024 09:36

—8—gal/1000 Tracer Concentration —@— bbl/min Calculated Clean Rate

* Targeting stable concentration

L. o vor i T s =

* Deviations: ; n s .
. Run out of tracer in stage 5 due to extension of stage y N : “

. Stopped tracer dosage in Stage 6A and 6B when the stages did not frac » . “

* In addition: 4 pulsed tracers in: pad, 0.5ppa, 1.25ppa & 1.5ppa stages

—®—¢al/1000 Tracer Concentration  —@— bbl/min Calculated Clean Rate

added during ~3 minutes though blender .

Stage 9 . zz
Stage Total amount added Avg. dosed concentration o © ) % .
0.70 gpt o 0 .

IFE-WT-17 0.86 kg 560 ppb o w ;

Stage 5

02 04.2pr.202400:14  04.apr.202400:57  04.2pr.202401:40  04.apr.202402:24  04.pr.202403:07  04.apr.2024 03:50

1.76 gpt 01

1409 b N 0 Stage 6A
p p 06.04.2024 00:00 06.04.2024 02:24 06.04.2024 04:48 06.04.2024 07:12

—8—gal/1000 Tracer Concentration —@—bbl/min Calculated Clean Rate 20

177 gpt 3.5 12

IFE-WT-61 0.88 kg 1417 ppb Stage 10 K "
1.27 gpt . N g

IFE-WT-101 0.12 kg 1000 ppb . . | 6
& & 25 25 03 ;‘

1.24 gpt 0 o

—e—gal/1000 Tracer Con —e—bbl/min Calculated Clean Rate

2,6-NDS 1.0 kg

I F E'WT'].OZ O. 12 kg . 2 20 04.apr.2024 06:0004.apr.2024 07:1204.apr.2024 08:2404.apr.2024 09:3604.apr.2024 10:4804.apr.2024 12:00

1000 ppb

2,7-NDS 0.60 kg gfj’ pg;’; .

0 X 49 g pt 06.apr.2024 20:24 Os_a:r_lﬂlldlzolozi 06. acpr 202‘4 2‘1 50 Oﬁ_a._prZ::lA ZZ’KS ‘ U‘Sla:rjﬁlbl :3‘15 16 16
IFE-WT-66 0.83 kg o / / ¥ :
0.42 gpt v .
IFE-WT-60 0.67 kg I . :
IFE-WT-109 0.72 kg 1.51 gpt . 0

1209 p p b 04.apr.202413:26  04.apr.2024 14:24  04.apr.202415:21  04.apr.2024 16:19  04.apr.2024 17:16

15 —@—gal/1000 Tracer Concentration —8— bbl/min Calculated Clean Rate

0 Stage 6B

s 2 20

[y

—@—gal/1000 Tracer Concentration —@—bbl/min Calculated Clean Rate



= GEOTHERMAL TRACER CHEMISTRY DEVELOPMENT

Chemistry

 Commercial delivery consisted of 8 tracers (increased on-site from designed 7 based on addition of Stage
10)

* |In addition to this 11 new geothermal tracers were tested in different stages

* 2 added as extra mass balance tracers in Stage 9
e 8 added as pulses in Stage 8
* 1 added as extra mass balance tracer in Stage 6

* |n addition to this:

e 3 tracers had previously been utilized in the project
e 2 tracers were reserved for EGI to utilize for circulation tests

e Additional tracers pending final QA for Utah FORGE conditions: for a total of 24 tracers pumped

* Results from circulation test in Jul/Aug will be essential to evaluate longer term stability

« RESMAN is continuing to develop new HT tracers and we have 6 new tracers that has passed lab test
available for next circulation test

* This will enable zonal tracing on commercial geothermal wells with high stage count

resmanenergy.com 5

TVILN3IAIINOD



RESMAN Energy Technology

Stage Contribution Quantitative PLT | FDI Characterization

Quantify flow contributions

= Detect frac stage contribution
during flowback / early production

= Tracer injected with stimulation
fluid

= Quantify perf or stage efficiency

Measure while producing
"PLT in a Bottle"

H_EN - - - e o N e— = .
e i B . B L)- li:-_]_l:.
] T I ———

G lyllll-jq'_l_l_'-ll
L .I-|.|-|:ﬁii’.].‘l.lﬂ

M -zonal Oil Production [ = Zonal Water Cut

Tracer-based production profile
Undisturbed production
No Intervention

Monthly bottles
= MONTHLY PLT LOG
=4D PLT

Characterize Fracture
Driven Interactions (FDlIs)

Fracturing Treatment

eeeeeeeeeeeeeee
Connections. . Connections

rrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrrr

eeeeeeeeeeeeee

oooooooooooooo

Characterize stimulated
flow paths

Planar Branched Complex

Fracture Fracture Fracture Network
rrrrrrrrrrrrrr s)  (primary,

-t E

|dentify flow connections
Determine FDI type

Quantify FDI flow allocation
Monitor connection durability
Visualize connections across field

= Directly measure flow paths to
enhance treatment optimization

= Fracture complexity
(planar, branched, complex)

= Quantification of effective
stimulated reservoir volume

resmanenergy.com 6



Utah FORGE — Executive Summary

Measure while producing Characterize Fracture
. . . "PLT in a Bottle" Driven Interactions (FDls)
e Resman tracers confirm direct fracture connections between —
16A and 16B from all stages nnTI
» Spikes in cleanup data associated with 16B operations i |
e Alltracers being detected from during circulation test =T DAL | © o ko ko
“ . " . z - = No Intervention . Quarltify FDI f|0YV allocatic?p
e “PLT in a Bottle” provides stage and cluster flow contributions o0 roet L
e Completion and Stimulation implications:
o Consistent results with and without 16B stimulation B LT I,
 No negative impact from no proppant in stages 6 and 7 in 16A
 Highest flow allocation using 8 clusters per stage in 16A 15 % of water n 168
(since only 3 frac hits in 16B, suggests these benefited from treatment ‘ o TITes
cluster runaway with more proppant) .
e Fracture circulation volume estimated from initial circulation test

Stage 10 Stage9 Stage8 Stage7 Stage6 Stage5 Stage4 Stage 3R
1cluster 8clusters 8clusters 3 clusters 2 clusters 1cluster 1cluster 1

e Results suggest the existence of open fractures 10 o

16B: Proppant placed

resmanenergy.com 7
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Strong Fracture Communication for All Stages

= All Resman stimulation tracers observed from injection well 16A cleanup and production well 16B circulation test

= Tracers confirm fracture connections and flow path communication

Injection Well 16A: Cleanup

e Spikes in cleanup data associated with injection well
16B operations

Production Well 16B: Circulation Test June 2024

e Tracers detected from all production well stages during
circulation test

* Reveals direct flow path connections e Short-term, fracture communication maintained

Production curves of tracers from all stage ;
4
1000 e —e@— Cofft. Stage 10 (ppb) —@— Conc. Stage 9 (ppb) —®— Conc. Stage 8 (ppb) 40 :I
—@— Cor. Stage 7 (ppb) —@— Conc. Stage 6 (ppb) Conc. Stage 6 (ppb) o -
90.0 —@— Corlt. Stage 5 (ppb) ~—@— Conc. Stage 4 (ppb) ~—@— Conc. Stage 3R (ppb) oo --®-- Stage 10 o Stage 9 ?I
’ —e— Corl{. stage 8 Shallowest (ppb) —e— Conc. Stage 8 Shallow (ppb) —e— Conc. Stage 8 Deep (ppb) o _. Y
ol stage 8 Deepest (ppb) X b4 ;\ ~o-Stage 8 o Stage 7 :
\ -
800 ° | --o--Stage 6 o Stage 5 ;
30 [0©°o8° ° 4 :
E‘ . --@--Stage 4 o--Stage 3R
70.0 = o8 . .
2 Lo '\ ® —e—Circulation test
S be® % \ Bg
60.0 S 8 \b"’l \
2 e JoN
) o i R TR Y
50.0 k g 20 80 o 8 6 %\-‘“
°-
ot -8.__ - (@] (o]
i g |peet n0 088
\
40.0 4 [ L @-@-@-e
. A | o [ 0,
) o &
30.0 ﬁ 10
R o P Y ) :
20.0 \ X "r/,,‘ { - ""i F‘ I 9
. 2 " - . i
' r | I
10.0 w &) = ! P
\ ) —"
{ l &‘; A‘ A \ ' 0 ..-._._._./L\.-.=.—.
0.0 e N Rea, & 0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

0.0 10000.0 20000.0 30000.0 40000.0 50000.0 60000.0 70000.0 80000.0 90000.0

Cumulative produced volume [bbl]

O Discussions/Request: Flowback data (rate/event/cooling water) to ensure quantitaive interpretation. Was water from pit used?
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il RELATIVE CONTRIBUTION TO 16B FLOW PER STAGE IN 16A

Flow - Rate

* The tracers injected continuously per Production Well 16B: Circulation Test June 2024
stage, observed at 16B give the
proportion of fluid moving from 16A to 40% 40 % of water in 16B i
“ . PLT in a Bottle
16B per stage from stage 9 in 16A
 Aclear relation is seen between this
contribution and the number of clusters 30%
per stage (larger contribution for stages
with many clusters 15 % of water in 16B
: . 20% / from stage 7 in 16A
e Consistent results with and &

without 16B stimulation

* Perforated only (stage 10
y (stage 10) 0%

consistent with clusters stimulated 16B: only 16B: perforated
from 16A (stages 4, and 5); all 1 perforated and fractured
cluster cases
* Implies good connection to 16B 0%
without stimulation from 16B °
Stage 10 Stage9 Stage8 Stage7 Stage6 Stage5 Stage4 Stage 3R
 No negative impact from 0 prop 1 cluster 8 clusters 8 clusters 3 clusters 2 clusters 1 cluster 1 cluster 1 cluster

16A: No Proppant resmanenergy.com ‘ 9

16B: Proppant placed
Production Well 16B
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= PRODUCTION LOG IN 16B FROM TRACER INJECTED IN 16A

Flow - Rate

PLT from 16A vs. tracer "PLT in a bottle"

 Known, constant concentrations 40% R Injection PLT in 16A
were added to frack stages in ‘ X

16A. Tracer PLT in 16B

=

30%

* By adilution analysis and mass
balance this yields effectively a II
production allocation in 16B. 50% I
One estimate per sample (PLT in
a bottle)

e No PLT in 16B but can use the 10%
chemical tracer PLT to compare
to injection PLT in 16A

0% |
Stage 10 Stage 9 Stage 8 Stage 7 Stage 6- Stage 1
1 cluster 8 clusters 8 clusters 3 clusters 5 clusters

e Tracer data re-organized to
correspond to injection PLT in
16A

resmanenergy.com ‘ 10

Production Well 16B
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= PRODUCTION LOG IN 16B PER CLUSTER IN 16A

Flow - Rate

e Contribution per 16A cluster, 10%

estimated from the tracer production
assessmentin 16B

* The contribution per cluster is
remarkably constant, with a 5%
contribution of 3-5% per cluster

mnn-

# clusters 0%

Flow
contribution [%]

PLT from 16A vs. tracer "PLT in a bottle", normalized by #clusters

Stage 10
1 cluster

Stage 9
8 clusters

Stage 8
8 clusters

Stage 7 Stage 6- Stage 1
3 clusters 5 clusters

resmanenergy.com ‘ 11
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P RELATIVE CONTRIBUTION TO 16B FLOW PER CLUSTER IN 16A

Flow - Rate

+  The tracers injected continuously per Production Well 16B: Circulation Test June 2024

stage, observed at 16B give the
proportion of fluid moving from 16A
to 16B per stage

10%

|sssggsssdansesaands ¢ i3

EEEEEEEEEE R LR ki

e Aclear relation is seen between this
contribution and the number of =i
clusters per stage (larger contribution 16B: only

for stages with many clusters co; perforated
(o]

16B: perforated
and fractured

* If based on 3 clusters per stage
in 16B, then Highest flow
allocation from stages 8 and 9
with 8 clusters per stage in 16A

e Each gave 3 frac hits in 16B; 0%

suggests these stages benefited Stage 10 Stage9 Stage8 Stage7 Stage6 Stage5 Stage4 Stage 3R

fr(.)m treatment cluster runa_way 1 cluster 8 clusters 8 clusters 3 clusters 2 clusters 1 cluster 1 cluster 1 cluster
with more proppant placed in

dominant fractures

16A: No Proppant resmanenergy.com ‘ 12

16B: Proppant placed
Production Well 16B
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=" RELATIVE CONTRIBUTION TO FLOW: CLEANUP VS CIRCULATION

Flow - Rate

60% o
hge)
i --@--Stage 10 O Stage9 O Stage 8 O Stage 7
) ) ) o -O--Stage 6 O Stage5 -@--Stage 4 -O--Stage 3R
* The contribution per stage during I @ o
0] - O
o o
clean-up is given from C(t)/ £ 40% | _ 060000
C;,,; where C;,,; is the constant 5 - o %o
) l.n] ny ) g | 00008 Operations in 16B
injected concentration IS I QOOOOQOOOOOO o
E 0®®
. T TR 2 i o
Some variability initially converges 5 50% ® -0 O
towards constant value before S 5 00
. . (@]
impact of 16B is seen i P i 9@80000000000000 0
gpese e O ©oo0o000 «
¢ Stages 8 and 9 contribute | AN AR A e A
e 0% Q-0:-0==@=cp=i@r=s@roq-@oammconooys ‘ ‘
significantly more than the other 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000 45000 50000
clusters Cumulative produced volume [bbl]

40% -+
30% -:
20% |
10% -:

Stage 10  Stage 9 Stage 8 Stage 7 Stage 6 Stage 5 Stage4  Stage 3R
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B RELATIVE CONTRIBUTION TO FLOW: CLEANUP VS CIRCULATION

Flow - Rate

10%
-@--Stage 10 O Stage9 O Stage 8 O Stage7
i -O--Stage 6 O Stage5 -@--Stage 4 --O--Stage 3R

* The contribution per 16A cluster 2 > o

during clean-up is given from 3 - ©

C(t)/Cl-nj where Cjy; is the g - erations in 16B

N . c

constant injected concentration S 5% oeq L
* Some variability initially converges 5 /8'0

towards constant value before S g

impact of 16B is seen 68
¢ Normalization by the number Of 00/ -I‘-I‘_ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

(o] T T T T T T | I I

clusters show that all stages have 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000 45000 50000

uniform contributions, with the Cumulative produced volume [bbl]

exception of Stage 6 6%

5% -
4% A
3% -
2%

1% -
14

0% -

Stage 10  Stage9 Stage 8 Stage 7 Stage 6 Stage 5 Stage 4  Stage 3R
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Flow - Rate

RELATIVE CONTRIBUTION TO FLOW:

Tracer data from clean-up and from
circulation test provides a chemical "PLT per
bottle"

Injection Well 16A

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Tracer PLT per bottle in 16A and injection PLT

=

[WRRRNARNARARTTT ]
Stage 8 Stage 7

.

Stage 10

Stage 9 Stage 1-6

CLEANUP VS CIRCULATION

* Per stage contribution is remarkably
consistent for circulation test and clean-up

Production Well 16B

Tracer LT per bottle in 16B and injection PLT

A

Stage 10 Stage 9
1 cluster 8 clusters

40%

30%

20%

10%

Stage 7
3 clusters

0%

Stage 8
8 clusters

Stage 6- Stage 1
5 clusters

resmanenergy.com 15



57 FRACTURE COMMUNICATION VOLUME

Volume

Production Well 16B: Circulation Test June 2024

= Total connected fracture volume: From 160
circulation tracer injected in (16A) and
sampled in (16B) <

-------------------------
-
o=
-
’f

= The estimated volume of 3560 bbl is the 120 g === Tracer model fit
average volume explored by the tracer
(and hence typical volume contacted by
injected water)

/ - Circulation tracer

80 /

= Fitted model: 1-d advection dispersion
equation solution corresponding to I y 3560 bl
continuous injection of tracer (Bear, 40 /
1972). Cumulative produced volume i /
used as proxy for time - o0

Concentration [ppb]

= Excellent fit of data. Final volume 0 Amese®®®

estimate to be updated as circulation 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000 9000 10000
test sampling continues Produced volume [bbl]

* Initialdata ... Model (Pending physical data from Sept circ test)

resmanenergy.com ‘ 16

Production Well 16B



Volume

The average flowing volume can be
distributed per stage and per cluster

It represents an estimated average
volume experienced by water from 16A,
travelling through the network per stage,
eventually ending up in 16B

1400

1200

1000

800

600

400

200

Flowing network volume per 16A stage and cluster

FRACTURE NETWORK VOLUME CONTRIBUTION TO FLOW PER STAGE: 16A

Production Well 16B: Circulation Test June 2024

M Per stage

Per cluster

Stage 10 Stage9 Stage8 Stage7 Stage6 Stage5 Stage4 Stage 3R
1 cluster 8 clusters 8 clusters 3 clusters 2 clusters 1 cluster 1 cluster 1 cluster

resmanenergy.com ‘ 17

Injection Well 16A
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eyl RESMAN TRACER - QUANTIFY ‘EFFECTIVE’ FRACTURE SURFACE AREA

Heat transfer in the fracture networks is impacted by

Thermal Decline Type Curves

Heterogeneity in ‘ uf T, JURI——— T T
& . ;’
flow rate per fracture g - puc ' VM
P ‘H P o (D05 1 2 4 el
20% ‘0‘-’ OB o R =
AL an) | :
10% ’— 1
al g
Stage8 Stage7 Stage6 St g a “’g 0-6 B ]
e dule C = specific heat capacity -
e I o
in] K = thermal conductivity
- " 044 T
%1: '_g Q = total injection rate
. n = number of fractures —
Circulated fracture @ _ :
f b 0 H = fracture height
;;;;; a _ , B i
surface area : e z L = fracture length
@ ~ .
(Hl Ll, cesy Hn Ln), £ o uzJ o P to g g errnl NI S EATS N N RS
E = -1 2 3
& _ S 10 ! 10 2 19 10
circulation volume DIMENSIONLESS TIME, th= Lecmd™ (2)" 4
Sl T [ “wPrte 17

from tracer response

Fig. 3. Dimensionless water outlet temperature versus dimensionless
time showing effect of fracture spacing.

- - Source: Gringarten et al, 1975
Heterogeneity in local flow rates and effective 8

lengths of flow paths within fractures

resmanenergy.com 19



-4 Utah FORGE: Fracture Circulation Efficiency

Surface Area

SRV from Microseismic

Hydraulic Fracture Geometry

- AFc
E Fc ™
PF

cture Area

O Request: fracture geometry as reference for Efc

TVILN3dIINOD



-4l VOLUME AND AREA ASSESSMENT

Surface Area

F racture CI rcu Iatio n Effl Cie n Cy EStl mates Estimated Fracture Circulation Efficiencies
(Tota | VOI ume Of 3 5 60 b b I ) : 1,400,000 B Mass of Proppant Pumped per Stage for 16A + 16B (Ibml)49% M Area Efficiency based assuming fracture L=2 x H 160%
. 132% 140%
* 9% of Clean Volume of Frac Fluid: 2%~6% 20000
1,000,000 111% 120%
% of Proppant Porosity Volume: 130%~1200% 800,000 845% 85% 100
PP y 78%
’ . 74%  80%
. 600,000 °%
* % of Estimated Fracture Surface Area: 69~149% 60%
400,000 40%
* Not trending with proppant mass 200,000 I 20%
. 1 EE_EEEN
y SuggeSts CirCUIation through open fraCtures itsliitlec: SS:Iigsiegrs Ss;ﬁ.lgsiesrs 3Sctligset3e7rs Zsct:JgsieGrs szfsetesr 152?5;; :E:TLgJ:ters

* Channeling
= D u n i ng _, _ il SRVfrom Microseismic

* Multiple, Complex Fracture Networks i scure ooy
(basement rock often exhibits | .m . WF -

different fracture planes for L
stimulation and production)

njection Well 16A

resmanenergy.com 21
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WAY FORWARD DISCUSSIONS

CIRCULATION TEST PROPOSAL
AND RECOMMENDATIONS



NEXT CIRCULATION TEST

Important to capture the rest of the response
from the previous circulation test tracer

Important to have undisturbed results from
frac tracers to gain as much information as
possible

Avoid re-circulation to the furthest

Inject new tracer pulses to increase
understanding of flow system

40

--0--Stage 10 o Stage 9
~0--Stage 8 o Stage 7
--0--Stage 6 o Stage 5
30 --o--Stage 4 o--Stage 3R
S —e—Circulation test
= o
S LA
%20 Ko
€ o
(] O
o e
o
(@]
10
L) @
0 ee-0-0-0-0Z Yo-0—=0—0—"
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Cumulative produced volume [bbl]
Well 16B(78)-32 Circulation Test Response
o 500 —Injection Rate 20.00
20 =
N et 16A(78)-32 —Discharge Rate 18.00
2 E 400 W 16.00
253 { | 14.00
~L 350 \ A
2 £ 300 1 | || 12.00
- E) 250 P 1 10.00
3 & 200 ; \ 8.00
cyg ! \
'g 2 150 163(78)-32 ’ | 6.00
é 100 ’ l 4.00
= 50 =1 2.00
! ; | |
0 0.00
0 100 200 300 400 500 600
Time (minutes for 12:27:47 April 27, 2024)

IVIINJdAIdNOD




TENTATIVE TRACER PROGRAM

Avoid re-circulation to the furthest

Inject new tracer pulses to increase understanding of
flow system

Distribution of 6 tracers suggested with objective

* Tracer 1: check of system at low rate after long shut-in

 Tracer2

* Tracer3:
* Tracer4:
* Tracer5:
* Tracer6:

: Check effect of rate 5 BPM on communication

Check effect of rate 7.5 BPM on communication
Check effect of rate 10 BPM on communication
Check durability at 10 BPM
Check durability at 10 BPM

Tentative pumping program (from webcast)

Cumulative Incremental | Cumulative Well
Rate Volume ) )
(bpm) ) Volume Time Time 16B(78)-32
P bbl da da Status
0 0

Shut-In
n 3,600 3,600 1.0 1.0 Shut-In
o 0 3,600 0.33 1.33 Shut-In
n 2.5 1,200 4,800 0.33 1.67 Open
Bl 3,600 8,400 0.5 217 Open
n 7.5 7,200 15,600 0.67 2.84 Open
7 B 391,104 406,704 27.16 30.00 Open
8 0 0 406,704 TBD TBD Shut-In
| Step | Tracer Injection type
“ #2 Pulse half-way through step
n #3 Pulse half-way through step
#4 Pulse 12 hour into step (@stable prod rate)
7 #5¢ Pulse on day 4 of injection
#6 Pulse on day 20 of injection

Continuous

through all stages EGI (1,5-NDS) Continuous

24
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CONTINUED LEARNINGS — DISCUSSIONS
EGS TRACER INNOVATION DEVELOPMENT ...

Additional information for advanced

Circulation test

interpretation

QO Plan proposed for September circulation test
Summary of information required
O Confirmation on 16B perforations

) Data Request: Flowback data (rate/event/cooling water) to
ensure quantitaive interpretation. Was water from pit used?

Additional Tracers Development

L Request: fracture geometry as reference for Efc
»  Fracture geometry from simulations O R&D in work for additional tracer development as required
*  Propped fracture width
*  Frac height
*  Fracture half-length & Propped half-length
*  Fracture closure time

Next Production well: INFLOW Tracers

O Consider inflow tracer in the next production well

9332399949992209949 ¢ § gapadiii g

s RBAE § i§§ i

25
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THANK YOU |
SEEING IS BELIEVING RESMAN

T: +479167 1333

L: Strindfjordvegen 1
N-7053 Ranheim
Norway

eeeeeeeeee gy.com
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