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Introduction 4. Validation by modeling
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The results are displayed below in terms of percentage change in || A first comparison between a geothermal model (MOCDENS3D, [4])
resistivity. The geothermal plume is detected at the location of the || and the geophysical results 48 hours after injection shows that the plume
injection well as an increasing negative anomaly, in agreement with is well recovered, but enlarged. This can be easily explained by the
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