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1. Introduction

3. Experimental result analysis

» Hydraulic fracturing of intact granite samples
- Compared to continuous injection, cyclic injection can help to reduce
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4. Summary & Next plan

Next plan
- Use CT data and 3D carving to prepare fractures with similar surface roughness

Under the specified test conditions applied in this study:
- For the quasi-static shear slip, the maximum slip rate can be reduced

by cyclic injection, compared to continuous injection - Apply moditied injection schemes
- Slip rate could increase during a shut-in stage, accompanying (or
can be predicted by) larger/faster fluid pressure drop. This indicates oo | | — ﬁ
that fracture permeability Is enhanced by the shear slip & KICT TN NANYANG
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- Continue Iinjection after the unstable shut-in stage has the potential
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to induce rapid fracture slip with larger slip rate Demonstration of soft simulation treatments  and BUILDING
of geothermal reservoirs TECHNOLOGY
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