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Reply to comment by S.F. Þráinsson on “Carbon Capture and 
Storage: From Global Cycles to Global Solutions” by Oelkers and 
Gislason, 2023 

Eric H. Oelkers (University of Iceland)  
Sigurdur R. Gislason (University of Iceland) 

Reply to comment              doi: 10.7185/geochempersp.12.4 

Our October 2023 Geochemical Perspectives article (Oelkers and Gislason, 2023) contained a 
short section ‘4.7 Money Changes everything’ where we describe how one of the original partners 
of the CarbFix consortium, Reykjavík Energy first trademarked the CarbFix name under their sole 
ownership, then created a subsidiary called Carbfix without the consent or prior knowledge of the 
academic partners.  
 
Reykjavík Energy and the Carbfix Company challenged the above in a critical comment in 
Geochemical Perspectives. Below is our reply. We will address each issue made in the comment 
one at a time. 
 

1. Section 4.7, p. 294: Sævar Freyr Þráinsson, the CEO of Reykjavík Energy, 
hereafter called SFÞ and RE, claims we are incorrect when we stated that much 
of the funding for the CarbFix project from 2008 to 2019 was obtained by academic 
partners in collaboration with RE.   

 
In this case, SFÞ is mistaken. The EU projects that are referred to in the comment, CarbFix, 
CarbFix2, and GECO were co-written and co-submitted to the EC by academic partners and 
Reykjavík Energy. When writing these projects Reykjavík Energy agreed to be the coordinator of 
the project, and thus received that largest share of the funds from these projects. In addition, 
numerous academic projects including EU-funded MIR, Min-GRO (MC-RTN-35488), CO2-
REACT (EC Project 317235) coordinated by Oelkers; Nordic fund project 11029-NORDICCS and 
the Icelandic GEORG geothermal research fund (09-02-001); and the U.S. Department of Energy 
DE-FE0004847 coordinated by Columbia University funded CarbFix research. The total funding 
of these academic lead projects was in excess of 10 million Euros. It should also be noted that 
the current CEO of the Carbfix Company performed her thesis focussed on the CarbFix injections 
using academic funding. The same is also true for several other current Carbfix employees.  
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2. Section 4.7, p. 295: SFÞ discusses but does not deny that Reykjavík Energy 
trademarked the CarbFix name and logo for themselves in 2018 on their own 
without knowledge of the CarbFix academic partners.  

 
We do not disagree with the facts recalled by SFÞ in this instance. During our Zurich 2018 meeting 
we did indeed discuss the need to trademark the CarbFix name and logo as it was becoming 
increasingly valuable given the success of the project. Edda Sif Aradóttir (ESA) volunteered to 
take care of this. It was never discussed or agreed between the partners that only one of the 
partners, that is RE, should be the sole owner of the trademark. The first application for the 
trademark was registered by RE on its own 6 days later, January 25th, 2018, with the Icelandic 
Intellectual Property Office with RE as its sole owner. This registration was finalised in March 
2018. We were then sent an email from RE on March 28th (Annex 1) with the following text: “Hi 
everyone. CarbFix is officially a registered trademark now (logo included). Happy Easter”. As 
clear in this e-mail, no mention is made of the fact that the registration was made in the name of 
RE only. We were only informed of the ownership of the trademark at the following CarbFix2 
partners’ meeting in September 2018 in Reykjavík, Iceland.  
 
SFÞ continues by implying that sharing ownership of the patent for the CarbFix1 injection 
method sufficiently honours the original CarbFix consortium agreement. This statement by 
SFÞ is in direct contrast to statements made by the Carbfix Company’s CEO, in a memorandum 
made on November 11th, 2021, in advance of the RE board meeting November 22nd, 2021 (and 
reproduced in Annex 2). This memorandum states: the trademark (Carbfix) can be considered 
the most important asset of the company, it will have significant impact on its future income, 
far more than whether the company manages to get patents for the CarbFix methods registered 
or not.  
 

3.  Section 4.7, p. 295: SFÞ uses a sentence telling the reader that Edda Sif Aradóttir, 
the current CEO of Carbfix Company, and hereafter referred to as ESA, was 
coordinator of the CarbFix EU project grants, to suggest that we have overlooked 
the work of female researchers.  

 
This suggestion is groundless. We are fortunate to have worked with many highly talented female 
scientists over the past 30 years and featured many of their contributions in our Geochemical 
Perspectives issue. Notably, the scientific research contributions of ESA are presented and 
discussed in detail in Section 4.4.4 pages 263-266. The contributions of numerous of our other 
female collaborators are highlighted throughout the volume. In total we republished 27 figures 
from “CarbFix articles” we published with collaborators and where the collaborators were first 
authors. In total, 14 of the figures were reproduced from articles where a female was first author 
and 13 of the figures were reproduced from articles where a male was first author.  
 
We acknowledge that we did not describe the management nor the engineering contributions to 
CarbFix in this volume. This Geochemical Perspectives issue is focussed on the scientific 
development of the carbon cycle and carbon capture and storage. As pointed out by SFÞ, we 
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detailed the contributions of CarbFix managers and engineers in a previous publication (Gislason 
et al., 2018). 

 
4. Section 4.7, p. 295: SFÞ discusses but does not deny that Reykjavík Energy 

established a subsidiary with the name Carbfix, fully owned by Reykjavík Energy 
without our prior knowledge.  

 
In his comment, SFÞ is correct that the first announcement by RE was made on November 27th, 
2019, which is several days earlier than we stated in the Geochemical Perspectives article. That 
announcement stated that the “board of RE has decided to establish a subsidiary around the 
carbon storage method of CarbFix, fully owned by RE”. He also mentions and that the company 
started operating in January 2020.   

 
SFÞ continues by stating that Siggi presented at a town hall meeting on December 11th, 
2019. Siggi presented the broad perspective of “the Global Carbon Cycle and the CarbFix 
project”. Siggi chose not to publicly address the founding of the subsidiary at that time. This choice 
was made because he was not able to discuss this issue with RE prior to the presentation as the 
announcement was made only two weeks prior. 

 
5. Section 4.7, p. 295: SFÞ discusses what our role was in CarbFix after Reykjavík 

Energy launched the Carbfix subsidiary, suggesting that our role did not change 
as a result of their action.  

 
In our opinions the role of the partners of the CarbFix academic/industrial project changed 
dramatically once one of the partners trademarked the name of the project and launched a 
subsidiarity. Prior to this time, we were working together in the name of CarbFix to generate 
solutions to mitigate global carbon emissions. Afterwards, one of the partners owned the name 
and the logo. This abuse of trust changed completely the dynamics of the partnership. It is worth 
noting that in the memorandum from the Carbfix CEO of November 11th, 2021, which is 
reproduced in Annex 2, it is clearly stated that as a result of the registration the Carbfix trademark 
in Iceland and abroad no one can use or exploit the trademark in any way except those that have 
been granted permission from the Carbfix Company. Hence, by registration of the trademark, the 
Carbfix Company could limit any of the original members of the CarbFix consortium to use their 
expertise or profit from their efforts. 

 
6. Section 4.7, p. 295: SFÞ discusses but does not deny that the University of Iceland 

currently holds less than 0.1 percent of the Carbfix Company.  
 
It should be reemphasised here that the University of Iceland was only allowed to purchase a 
small fraction of the Carbfix Company after Siggi brought up this situation to the Rector of the 
University. It is also worth noting that neither we nor any of the academic partners of the CarbFix 
consortium have ever received renumeration to date from this project.  
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7. Section 4.7, p. 295: SFÞ suggests that the statement ‘The naming of the 
company Carbfix was likely intentional to give the impression that the company 
generated the technology on their own from the beginning’ is an unfounded 
innuendo.  

 
First it should be noted that this statement does not appear in the final printed nor in the final on-
line version of the Geochemical Perspectives issue. This statement in the final version of the 
manuscript reads ‘The naming of the company Carbfix gives the impression that the company 
generated the technology on their own from the beginning’. Second, although SFÞ suggests here 
that using the name Carbfix for their subsidiary was not chosen to give the impression they 
generated the CarbFix technology, naming the company Carbfix most certainly does give this 
impression. This is further underscored by the fact that the Carbfix Company recently 
trademarked the phrase ‘Carbfix, turning CO2 into stone since 2012’1 despite the fact that the 
Carbfix Company only started operating in January 2020. 

 
8. Section 4.7, p. 296: SFÞ rejects our statement that academics should be wary of 

the behaviour of private sector partners once significant profit may be involved 
and accused us of inaccuracies, misrepresentations and a long list of factual 
errors.  

 
These accusations are without evidence. Truth and honesty are the basis of science hence, these 
accusations are an attack on the credibility of both our work and our careers. Such accusations 
are inappropriate and unprofessional. Here we have shown that these accusations by SFÞ and 
RE are unfounded. 

 
Despite the tension this has caused, we remain confident that telling the facts and details of the 
events during 2018 to 2021 once it became apparent that carbon removal via subsurface 
mineralisation could be a highly profitable business, is essential for our community. The private 
business sector plays by very different rules than the academic community, and our scientific 
community needs to be made aware of this. 
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1 https://www.carbfix.com/purpose and https://www.hugverk.is/leit/voerumerki?textfield=carbfix 

https://www.carbfix.com/purpose
https://www.hugverk.is/leit/voerumerki?textfield=carbfix
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Annex 
 
Annex 1. CarbFix is now a registered trademark. Email by RE on March 28th, 2018. 
 

 
 
 
Annex 2. Meeting minutes from the RE board meeting November 22nd, 2021 (thereafter), and Carbfix 
Company CEO’s memorandum November 11th, 2021, on page 10 of the documents available at 
https://www-new.or.is/documents/1170/Fundur_312_22.11._2021_me%C3%B0_fylgiskj%C3%B6lum.pdf  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www-new.or.is/documents/1170/Fundur_312_22.11._2021_me%C3%B0_fylgiskj%C3%B6lum.pdf
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