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Hydraulic fracturing was also accompanied by passive seismic recording for  This work is funded by the National Energy Technology Laboratory through the Field Monitoring Team and the National Risk Assessment Partnership.
microseismic analysis. The data were acquired and processed by Schlumberger, | | Grateful appreciation goes out to the Oak Ridge Institute for Science and Education for program support.
but are being re-analyzed in depth for this study.  Matlab code and mentoring provided by the Lawrence Berkeley National Lab, particularly Jonathan Ajo-Franklin, Tom Daley, and Pierpaolo Marchesini.

e Extensive use is made of utilities from Seismic Unix, the creation of the Colorado School of Mines and now supported by John Stockwell.
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