PRIME Sample Case — Natural Depletion Reservoir
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Fig. 1.1. Current Production Map over Structural Map
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Fig. 2.1. Average Deliverability Map over Transmissibility Map
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Fig. 1.2. Cumulative Production
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Fig. 2.2. Max Deliverability Map
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Fig. 3.1. Formation Pressure Map over Recovery Map

Fig. 3.2. Cumulative Water Cut I
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Fig. 3.2. Vertical Flow Profile ove
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Fig. 4.1. Production History Graphs
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Fig. 5.1. Recovery History
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Fig. 6.1. WOR Sweep Diagnostic
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Fig. 4.2. Production Forecasts
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Fig. 5.2. Recovery Forecasts
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Fig. 6.2. WOR Drawdown Diagn


http://nafta.wiki/x/UIf4AQ
http://nafta.wiki/x/YIf4AQ

GOR GORgm GOR Go

500 500

o 400 o 400
E E
o Py
£ E

£ 300 £300
oh o
o oo
o] <]
(&) (]

& 200 & 200
o <]
o o

100 100

5 10 15 25 30 35 4 45 S0 55 60 65 70 75 B0 85 5 0 15 25 30 3t

Oil Rate, m3 / day

Fig. 7.1. GOR Diagnostic Fig. 7.2. GOR Diagnostic
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