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Abstract

Seismic hazard due to fluid invasion in hydraulic fracturing, wastewater disposal, and enhanced geothermal systems have become

a concern for industry and nearby residents. Some of the challenges associated with the fluid-induced seismic hazard are the

estimation of the spatial effects of these industry operations as well as the presence or absence of aftershock triggering. In

some cases (e.g. Geysers, California, Hoadley gas field of Alberta), aftershocks triggering do occur, while in other cases (e.g.

Soultz-sous-Forêts, France), this is not the case. First, to address the spatial effects, using several previously published high-

resolution well-log data, we first show that there is a tendency that porosity within the basement resembles fractional Gaussian

noise (fGn), while above the basement it resembles fractional Brownian motion (fBm). Based on this observation, we introduce

a novel conceptual model of the fluid-induced seismicity in disordered porous media by integrating the notion of fluid diffusion

and invasion percolation with spatially correlated permeability and porosity. We find that our model does not only capture the

observed variations in frequency-magnitude distribution of seismic events but it also exhibits a much slower decay in seismic

activity at large distances for fBm compared to fGn. Second, to address the presence of aftershock triggering, we also introduce

nonlinear viscoelastic effects in our model to augment the failure mechanics. This allows us to test whether the presence or

absence of aftershocks is coupled to the validity of a time scale separation between fluid dynamics and nonlinear viscoelastic

response, for example. Our findings can be directly incorporated in the seismic hazard assessment related to fluid injections.
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KEY POINTS
Spatial correlations in permeability can control the spatial localization of fluid-induced seismicity.

Spatial correlations in permeability tend to be different within the basement and above basement.

The variability in the migration profile of fluid-induced seismicity is affected by the permeability
field.

The presence or absence of aftershock triggering in fluid-induced seismicity could be coupled to
the validity of the time scale separation between fluid propagation and viscoelastic seismic
response.

 

INTRODUCTION
 

Research questions:

1. Can We Model Spatial Footprint of Fluid-induced Seismicity? 

(Goebel and Brodsky, 2018) examined the spatial distribution of induced earthquakes from injection wells. They found that
one can group the different field data into two classes: The first group exhibits mostly near-well seismicity with an abrupt
decay at larger distances, while the second group displays longer-ranged seismic activity with a much slower decay at larger
distances. The observed behavior correlated well with distance to basement, with the first group largely corresponding to
injections within the crystalline basement, while the second group largely corresponded to injections above basement. Here,
we show that the spatial properties of the underlying porosity and permeability fields, which guide the propagation of the
injected fluids, can explain this behavior.

2. What controls the presence or absence of aftershocks triggering in the context of fluid-induced seismicity?

The presence of interevent triggering is well established in tectonic earthquakes [Gu et al., 2013]. But, in context of Fluid-
induced Seismicity, in some cases (e.g. Salton Sea of California, Hoadley gas field of Alberta) aftershocks do occur ]
[Martnez-Garzon et al., 2018] [Maghsoudi et al., 2018], and in other cases (e.g. Soultz-sous-Forets, France) aftershocks do
not occur [Langenbruch et al., 2011].

(X. Zhang and Shcherbakov, 2016) and (Baro and Davidsen, 2018) showed that nonlinear viscoelasticity can play a critical
role in the gen-eration of aftershocks. Thus, we introduce the nonlinear viscoelastic effects in our model to augment the
failure mechanics that give rise to realistic aftershock behavior in earthquakes.

 

 

WELL-LOG DATA
 

Spatial correlations in porosity and log(permeability) can be captured by the power spectrum
 [Leary et. al, 2012].

We have used the neutron and/or porosity measurements for estimating β.

There is a tendency that porosity within the basement resembles fGn, while above basement it resembles fBm.

Based on this observation, we introduce a novel conceptual model of fluid-induced seismicity with
spatially correlated permeability. We find that our model not only captures the observed frequency-
magnitude distribution of seismic events but it also exhibits a much slower decay in seismic activity at
large distances for fBm compared to fGn. In particular, it can quantitatively explain the different spatial
decay exponents observed in real-world fluid-induced seismic catalogs.  

 

MODEL
 

Short Description of video:

Modeling Fluid induced seismicity:

1. Fluid invasion and propagation

2. Rock fracture (with and without nonlinear viscoelastic effects)  

 

RESULTS
 

1. Stress Released Distribution:

2. Seismicity Density

3. Spatiotemporal Migration of Events

4. Aftershock decay rates for the model with nonlinear viscoelastic effects:

CONCLUSION & ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
Conclusion

In summary, we have introduced a novel conceptual model of fluid-induced seismicity in disordered
porous media by integrating the notion of fluid diffusion and a local stick-slip dynamics with or without
nonlinear viscoelastic effects. The stick-slip dynamic is described by the Mohr-Coulomb friction
condition. The model accounts for spatially correlated heterogeneities in hydraulic properties as well as
fluctuations in local yielding thresholds. The latter feature, along with a fracture propagation rule, leads
to a scale-free statistics associated with stress released and event size, while the former feature largely
controls the algebraic decay associated with the density of scattered seismic activities away from the
injection point and the spatio-temporal migration patterns. The model behavior is consistent with field
observations of seismicity density and provides an explanation for the observed behavior. In addition, we
have studied the decay rate of aftershocks when considering the nonlinear viscoelasticity and found a
relationship among the power law exponent of the Omori-Utsu law and the nonlinear exponent. Our
results should allow an improved seismic hazard assessment for fluid injections in the future.
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ABSTRACT
Seismic hazard due to fluid invasion in hydraulic fracturing, wastewater disposal, and enhanced geothermal systems have
become a concern for industry and nearby residents. Some of the challenges associated with the fluid-induced seismic hazard
are the estimation of the spatial effects of these industry operations as well as the presence or absence of aftershock triggering.
In some cases (e.g. Geysers, California, Hoadley gas field of Alberta), aftershocks triggering do occur, while in other cases (e.g.
Soultz-sous-Forêts, France), this is not the case. First, to address the spatial effects, using several previously published high-
resolution well-log data, we first show that there is a tendency that porosity within the basement resembles fractional Gaussian
noise (fGn), while above the basement it resembles fractional Brownian motion (fBm). Based on this observation, we introduce
a novel conceptual model of the fluid-induced seismicity in disordered porous media by integrating the notion of fluid diffusion
and invasion percolation with spatially correlated permeability and porosity. We find that our model does not only capture the
observed variations in frequency-magnitude distribution of seismic events but it also exhibits a much slower decay in seismic
activity at large distances for fBm compared to fGn. Second, to address the presence of aftershock triggering, we also introduce
nonlinear viscoelastic effects in our model to augment the failure mechanics. This allows us to test whether the presence or
absence of aftershocks is coupled to the validity of a time scale separation between fluid dynamics and nonlinear viscoelastic
response, for example. Our findings can be directly incorporated in the seismic hazard assessment related to fluid injections.
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