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Abstract: Recently, CO2 geologic storage (geologic sequestration) has been
concerned as one of methodologies for reducing greenhouse gas. We expect
that geophysical approach plays an important role in the site selection,
characterization, and monitoring during COZ2 injection or post—injection.
Especially we believe that monitoring and verification technologies such as
surface and borehole geophysical methods are an important part of making CO2
geologic storage an acceptable method.
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Fig. 1. Proposed plan for CO2 storage R&D.
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Fig. 2. Measured P—wave waveforms and their spectrum(a), amplitude
change (b) for verrea sandstone during CO2 injection (Park et al., 2009).
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Fig. 3. Geology identified from hot
borehole logs in Gyeongsang Basin.
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Fig. 4. Semi—3D view of MT data
inversion results in Uiseon area.
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Fig. 6. Decision tree for CO2 geological storage.
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