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Fig. 1. Location M
ap of Surat Basin show

ing m
ajor structures w

ithin Surat Basin 
displayed on the  Phanerozoic SEEBASE depth to basem

ent m
ap (Oz SEEBASE, 2005)

Fig. 2. Surat Basin Stratigraphy and structural events history

Fig. 5. In situ stress and fracture orientation w
ith 

perm
eability (Flottm

an et. al 2013)
Fig. 3. Regional W

est –
East seism

ic section (BM
R84-14) show

ing com
plex Bow

en structures and subtle 
deform

ation w
ithin Surat Basin.  

Fig. 4. Exam
ples of “keystone” features observed w

ithin eastern part of the Surat Basin. The 
pink squares on the location m

ap are the keystone features locations and brow
n points are 

fault intersection points at base Surat level.
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