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 Background 
 

In 2015 and 2016 interpretations of several well tests related to the Bay du Nord project were 
performed. The initial interpretations were based on preliminary petrophysical and PVT data from the 

exploration phase of the project. In conjunction with the project progressing towards SSVP in late 2018, 

the test data have been re-interpreted based on updated petrophysical and PVT data.  
 
The following tests have been re-evaluated: 

- Bay du Nord L-76z DST and FTWT 
- Bay du Nord C-78 and C-78z mini-DST 

- Bay de Verde F67z FTWT 

- Baccalieu F-89 FTWT 
 
This document only contains a summary of the updated results. For more information on the specifics of the 
analyses, the interpretation reports for the different tests should be consulted ( [1], [2], [3], [4] and [5]). 

For the DST in Bay du Nord L-76z, a numerical 2D model has been created, in addition to updating the 
existing analytical models. 
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 Bay de Verde, F-67Z 

2.1 Introduction 
One FTWT was performed in the F-67Z well in January 2015. The FTWT report [2] gives a full overview 
of the available data, data quality, correction of rate data, interpretation strategy and discussion of the 

results. This summary gives updated results with the most recent PVT and petrophysical input. 
 
 

2.2 Main results 
Due to poor data quality in the data measured by the quartz and strain gauges from the sampling 

interval, the guard interval gauges were used for the interpretation (see Section 3.2 and 3.3 in [2]). 
Because of this, the interpreted skin has no physical meaning, and has not been included in this report. 
 

The data were matched with several multi-zone linear composite models (see table 3-3 and Figures 3-
19 to 3-22 in [2]), representing different realisations of an elongated reservoir. Four different models 

were presented in the original interpretation, showing that no unique result could be found for the 

reservoir geometry. With updated input (see Section 2.3 for table of updated input), the general shape 
of the model is kept from the original interpretation, but the distances to the boundaries varies. For 
simplicity, only two of the models has been updated with the new input, these two models are referred 

to as the Channel ML mid model and the U ML mid model. 
 

There is a reduction in the kh-product in the updated interpretation, relative to the original interpretation, 

due to a reduction in the viscosity value used. The kh-product found in the original interpretation was 
6000 mD, the updated interpretation reduces it to 5200 mD. The thickness has been reduced from 4.6 
m to 4 m for the base case, and the interpreted horizontal permeability is the same as in the 2015 

report. The distances to boundaries are reduced due to updated values for porosity and total 

compressibility, where a doubling of the total compressibility is significantly reducing the radius of 
investigation. The results are presented in Table 2-1. 

 
As the producing thickness is uncertain, a sensitivity was made for a case with a thinner (2.9 m) and 
thicker (5.3 m) producing thickness for the Channel ML mid model. The results are presented in Table 

2-2. 

 
The interpretation is based on the guard interval quartz gauge, placed at 3119.77 m MD RKB. The 

pressure has not been corrected to reservoir depth. 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 



 

 

 

Page 6 of 32 

Classification: Internal   www.equinor.com 
 

 
 

  
 

Table 2-1 Updated results, base case (4 m producing thickness) 

Table 2-2 Updated results, sensitivity to producing thickness  

0.5 / 0.5 
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2.3 Input data  
The updated PVT input, petrophysical properties and producing thicknesses is presented and compared 

to the original interpretation in Table 2-3. 

 

Table 2-3 Input 

  
 2015 

value 

2018 

value, 

base 
case 

2018 

value, 

thinner 
sand 

2018 

value, 

thicker 
sand 

Viscosity (cp) 1.45 1.255 1.255 1.255 

Porosity (%) 0.205 0.24 0.248 0.215 

Water saturation (%)  0.12 0.1 0.21 

Water compressibility (bar-1)  3.97·10-5 3.97·10-5 3.97·10-5 

Oil compressibility (bar-1)  7.8·10-5 7.8·10-5 7.8·10-5 

Pore compressibility (bar-1)  9.9·10-5 9.9·10-5 9.9·10-5 

Total compressibility (bar-1) 0.8·10-4 1.72·10-4 1.73·10-4 1.69·10-4 

Producing thickness (m, TST) 4.6 4 2.9 5.3 
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 Bay du Nord L-76Z DST 
 

3.1 Introduction 
In the L-76Z well, two DSTs and four FTWTs were performed in August 2015. The DST report [4] and 

FTWT report [3] gives a full overview of the available data, data quality, correction of rate data, 
interpretation strategy and discussion of the results. This summary gives updated results with the most 
recent PVT and petrophysical input. 

 

3.2 Main results  
 

3.2.1 Ti2, DST 1 
 

The data collected during the DST in the Ti2 formation, indicates an elongated system (see Table 3-5 

and Figure 3-19 in [4]), which provided a very good match to the data (see Figure 3-17 and 3-18 in [4]). 

 
With updated input, Table 3-3, the general shape of the model is kept from the original interpretation, 
but there is a small change in the total kh-product, increased slightly from 130 Dm to 135 Dm. The 

horizontal permeability is increased from 6.8 D to 7.4 D and the distances to boundaries are slightly 
reduced. The updated results are presented in Table 3-1. 

 

The change in kh-product from the original interpretation is caused by the change in the viscosity and 
formation volume factor. This, in addition to a change in the producing thickness gives a change in the 
interpreted horizontal permeability. The change in distances to no flow boundaries are caused by the 

change in interpreted permeability as well as by the change in porosity and total compressibility. 
 

The numerical modelling gives the same kh-product and permeability as the analytical interpretation, but 

a numerical 2D model was build based on the mapped reservoir geometry. For details on the numerical 
modelling see Section 3.4. 
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Table 3-1 Updated results Ti2 from analytical modelling 
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3.2.2 Ti3, DST 2 
The data collected from DST in the Ti3 formation, indicates an elongated system (see Table 4-5 and 

Figure 4-13 in [4]), which provided a very good match to the data (see Figure 4-11 and 4-12 in [4]). 
 

With updated input, see Table 3-3, the general shape of the model is kept from the original 

interpretation, but there is a change in the total kh-product (increased from 37 to 48 Dm), an increase in 
horizontal permeability, and the distances to boundaries are reduced. The updated results are 
presented in Table 3-2. 

 

The change in kh-product from the original interpretation is caused by the change in the viscosity and 
formation volume factor, of which the change in viscosity is the most important. This in combination with 

a change in the producing thickness gives a change in the interpreted horizontal permeability. The 
change in distances to no-flow boundaries are caused by the change in interpreted permeability as well 
as by the change porosity and total compressibility. The total compressibility is increased by 50% from 

the 2016 interpretation. 

 
The numerical modelling gives the same kh-product and permeability as the analytical interpretation, but 

a numerical 2D model was build based on the mapped reservoir geometry. For details, see Section 3.5. 
 
 

 

Table 3-2 Updated results, Ti3 
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3.3 Input data 
The updated PVT input, petrophysical properties and producing thicknesses is presented and compared 

to the original interpretation in Table 3-3. 
 

 

Table 3-3 Input 

 Ti2/DST1 Ti3/DST2 
 2016 value 2018 value 2016 value 2018 value 

Viscosity (cp) 1.2 1.248 1.2 1.565 

Formation volume factor (m3/Sm3) 1.126 1.131 1.126 1.127 

Porosity (%) 0.27 0.28 0.244 0.275 

Water saturation (%)  0.05  0.06 

Water compressibility (bar-1)  3.97·10-5  3.97·10-5 

Oil compressibility (bar-1)  8.19·10-5  8.04·10-5 

Pore compressibility (bar-1)  3.7·10-5  7.1·10-5 

Total compressibility (bar-1) 1·10-4 1.17·10-4 1·10-4 1.49·10-4 

Producing thickness (m, TST) 19 18 8/11 9/11 

 
 

Two different producing thicknesses has been used for the test in Ti3. The interval 3053 – 3069 m MD 

was perforated. The upper part of this interval has a log derived permeability that is significantly lower 
than the lower part (see Figure 3-1 CPI of Ti3). The log derived permeability in the section from 3058 to 
3068 m MD is in the range 1 – 10 Darcy, whereas the log derived permeability in the upper section from 

3053 to 3055 is between 10 and 100 mD, and will contribute significantly less. 3055 to 3056 m MD has 

an even lower permeability. Thus there are two likely producing thicknesses: 
- Only the lower thick sand (9 m TST) 

- The lower thick sand including the sand at 3055 (11 m TST). 
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Figure 3-1 CPI of Ti3 
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3.4 Ti2, DST 1, numerical 2D model 
The elongated system described in the original interpretation from 2016 [4] does not match the mapped 

reservoir geometry (see Figure 3-20 in [4]).  
 

A numerical 2D model has been constructed based on the expected reservoir geometry, as presented 

in Figure 3-2. 
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Figure 3-2 Map of expected reservoir geometry 
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Including only the outer boundaries, as presented in Figure 3-2 does not provide the boundary response 
observed in the derivative, as the derivative is decreasing rather than increasing at late time. This 

indicates that near well boundaries must be added. 

 
Adding the two nearest no-flow boundaries from the map improves the match on the log-log plot, but the 

response is a bit too late, and depletion is observed, see Figure 3-4.  

 
 

The best match was obtained by moving the boundary to the North closer to the well, adding more 
internal structure to the reservoir segment and increase the volume, as presented in Figure 3-5. This 
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Figure 3-3 Log-log plot with type curve model of numerical model as 
presented in Figure 3-2 
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Figure 3-4 Adding the two nearest boundaries as no flow boundaries improves the match on the 

log log plot 
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model is not a perfect match of the late time behaviour of the derivative, and it is not a unique model. It 
does, however, illustrate that the elongated sand body interpreted with an analytical model can also be 

modelled as a system with shorter extension and several internal boundaries. The pore volume of the 
model presented in Figure 3-5 is 6.86·106 m3.  

 

No depletion is observed in the derivative, and the volume cannot be determined from the test. The 
reason for this is that the model is not unique. 
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Figure 3-5 Model where internal structure is added, and the pore volume is increased to 6.86·106 m3  



 

 

 

Page 16 of 32 

Classification: Internal   www.equinor.com 
 

 
 

 

 

 

3.5 Ti3, DST 2, numerical 2D model 
 

The elongated system described in the original interpretation from 2016 [4] does not match the mapped 

reservoir geometry (see Figure 4-14 in [4]).  

 
A numerical 2D model has been constructed based on the mapped reservoir geometry, as for the test in 
Ti2 in Section 3.4, but the well location is moved to the South relative to the location in Ti3, see Figure 

3-6 Map of reservoir geometry and well location of well in Ti3. 
 

 

Including only the outer boundaries, as presented in Figure 3-6 does not provide the boundary response 
observed in the derivative, as the derivative is decreasing, showing depletion, rather than increasing at 
late time, see Figure 3-7. This indicates that there are near well boundaries, which is similar to what was 

observed in the test in Ti2. 
 

Well location 

Figure 3-6 Map of reservoir geometry and well location of well in Ti3 
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Including the internal boundaries in the segment improves the match to the derivative for the first 0.3 

hours, see Figure 3-8. To get a better match at late time, more no-flow boundaries are required. 
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Figure 3-7 Log-log plot with type curve model of numerical model as 

presented in Figure 3-6 
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Figure 3-8 Adding the mapped internal boundaries as no-

flow boundaries improves the match on the log-log plot 

for the first 0.3 hours 
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The best match to the data was obtained by adding additional internal boundaries in the segment and 
decreasing the segment volume, see Figure 3-9. With this model, the log-log plot and history plot were 

both reasonably well matched. The volume removed from the model is presented as removed area in 
Figure 3-10.  

 

As was the case for the test in Ti2, the model is not unique, and the volume cannot be determined from 
the test. 
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Figure 3-9 Model where internal structure is added, and the volume is reduced 
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Figure 3-10 Volume removed from the segment in the model presented in 
Figure 3-9 is coloured blue 
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 Bay du Nord L-76Z FTWT 
 

4.1 Introduction 
In the L-76Z well, two DSTs and four FTWTs were performed in August 2015. The DST report [4] and 

FTWT report [3] gives a full overview of the available data, data quality, correction of rate data, 
interpretation strategy and discussion of the results. This summary gives updated results with the most 
recent PVT and petrophysical input. 

 
There were performed several FTWTs in the L-76Z well. Two of the tests (at 3036.1 m MD and 3366.6 

m MD) were performed in the Ti3. The lower test in Ti2 was performed inside the DST interval. Several 

tests were also performed in the Ti2, all inside the DST interval. 
 

4.2 Main results 
 

4.2.1 Test in Upper Ti3, 3036.1 m MD 
The original report [3] presented two models based on the sample interval and one model based on the 
guard interval. 

 
The data collected from the sample interval during the FTWT in the Upper Ti2 formation, indicates an 

elongated system (see Table 4-2 and Figure 4-10 in [3]), which provided a very good match to the data 

(see Figure 4-6 to 4-9 [3]). The updated results are presented in Table 4-1. 
 
The data collected from the guard interval did not overlay with the data from the sample interval, and a 

separate model was made for these data. The updated results using the new input is presented in Table 
4-2. 

 

The change in kh-product from the original interpretation is very small, as the change the viscosity is 
small. A small change in the producing thickness gives a change in the interpreted horizontal 
permeability, which is slightly decreased. The increase in distances to no flow boundaries are caused by 

the change in interpreted permeability as well as by the change in input used for porosity and total 

compressibility. 
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Table 4-1 Updated results for FTWT in Upper Ti3 FTWT based on sample interval 

Table 4-2 Updated results for FTWT in Upper Ti3 FTWT based on guard interval 
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4.2.2 Test in Lower Ti3, 3066.6 m MD 
 

The data quality for the FTWT in the Lower Ti3 was poor. The kh-product was evaluated from semi-log 
plots and the average of several build-ups was used to evaluate an average kh-product in the original 

report [3]. Three boundaries were interpreted from all the build-ups, but the distance to the boundaries 

were varying between the different build-ups. A maximum and minimum size of an open-ended 
rectangle was interpreted in the report from 2016 (see Figure 5-16 and 5-17 in [3]). 
 

Updated results using new PVT and petrophysical properties (see Table 4-5 for updated input) are 

presented in Table 4-3. 
 

The significant increase in kh-product from the original interpretation is caused by the change in the 
viscosity, which is significantly increased. This, together with a change in the producing thickness, also 
gives a change in the interpreted horizontal permeability. The change in distances to no flow boundaries 

are caused by the change in interpreted permeability as well as by the change in input used for porosity 

and total compressibility. 
 

 

There was a response in the observation probe for the test in the lower Ti3. Trying to match the delay 
between the start of the build-up in the producing interval and the observation probe it was found that a 

value for kv/kh in the range 0.1> kv/kh>0.01 gave the best match to the data. The less certain results 

from the response in the guard interval indicated that a value of kv/kh of kv/kh≥0.1 would give the best 
match. 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 

Table 4-3 Updated results for FTWT in Lower Ti3 FTWT  
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4.2.3 Test in Ti2 
 

There were several FTWTs in the Ti-2 sand. Several attempts were made in the lower Ti-2 before a 
successful test was performed at 3176.79 m. The upper test in Ti-2 was performed at 3159.13 m. It is 

assumed that both tests see the same interval, and that this interval coincides with the producing 

thickness of 18 m from the DST (19 m used in interpretation from 2016 [4]). 
 
The data quality was very poor, due to the good reservoir properties. The kh-product was evaluated 

from semi-log plots and the average of several build-ups was used to evaluate an average kh-product. 

A multi-linear model was used to match the derivative. The updates results are presented in Table 4-4. 
 

There is a small increase in both kh-product and horizontal permeability, due to an increase in viscosity 
and reduction in producing thickness. The distances to the interpreted boundaries are increased, mainly 
due to a reduced value of the total compressibility. 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

Table 4-4 Updated results for FTWT in Ti2 
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4.3 Input data 
The updated PVT input, petrophysical properties and producing thicknesses is presented and compared 

to the original interpretation in Table 4-5. 
 

 

Table 4-5 Input 

 Ti2 Ti3 
 Upper Ti2 Lower Ti2  

 2016 

value 

2018 

value 

2016 

value 

2018 

value 

2016 value 2018 value 

Viscosity (cp) 1.6 1.565 1.2 1.565 1.2 1.248 

Porosity (%) 0.2 0.22 0.25 0.275 0.25 0.28 

Water saturation (%)  0.14  0.06  0.05 

Water compressibility (bar-1)  3.97·10-5  3.97·10-5  3.97*10-5 

Oil compressibility (bar-1)  8.1·10-5  8.04·10-5  8.19*10-5 

Pore compressibility (bar-1)  3.7·10-5  7.1·10-5  3.7*10-5 

Total compressibility (bar-1) 2·10-4 1.46·10-4 2·10-4 1.48·10-4 2*10-4 1.17*10-4 

Producing thickness (m, TST) 3 3.5 8/11 9/11 19 18 

 

 

It is assumed that the test in Lower Ti2 sees the same producing thickness as the DST in Ti2, see 
Section 3.3 for CPI and discussion. 
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 Bay du Nord C-78, C-78z 

5.1 Introduction 
In September 2013, four mini-DSTs were performed in the C-78 well, while one mini-DST was 
performed in the sidetrack C-78z. The full mini-DST report gives a complete overview of the available 

data, data quality, interpretation strategy and discussion of the results [5]. This summary gives the 
updated results with the updated PVT and petrophysical input. 
 

5.2 Main results 
As is often the case for mini-DSTs there was some uncertainty in contributing net thickness for several 

of the tests performed in C-78/C-78z. The results are presented in Table 5-1. 
 

Table 5-1 Main results C-78 and C-78z 

Well/test C-78 Test 1 C-78 Test 2 C-78 Test 3 C-78 Test 4 C-78z Test 1 

 2015 2018 2015 2018 2015 2018 2015 2018 2015 2018 

Formation Ti-3 Ti-3 Ti-2 Ti-2 Ti-3 

kh (mDm) 3570 3570 78 78 650 612 46000 43000 113 120 

Net pay, (m) 5.8 6 2.8/4.7 5.7 3.1 
3.2/10.

2 
32 30.2 1.9 1.6 

Permeability (mD) 615 595 28/16 13.7 210 190/60 1430 1420 70 75 

kv/kh 0.15 0.27 1 1 0.0015 
0.0013
/0.154 

- - - - 

Boundaries 
20m, 

35m 

20m, 

30m 
- - - - - - - - 

 
Comments 

- C-78 test 1: Clear radial flow observed, observation probe response is consistent with the main 
probe response. Well defined net pay. 

- C-78 test 2: Clear radial flow observed, delay in observation probe response. Uncertain net pay. 

- C-78 test 3: Minimum kh defined, no response in observation probe. Uncertain net pay. 
- C-78 test 4: Noisy data due to high mobility, no clear kh-product. Uncertain observation probe 

response. Well defined net pay. 

- C-78z test 1: No clear radial flow, increasing kh away from the well. Uncertain net pay. No 
response in observation probe. 
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5.3 Input 
The updated PVT, petrophysical properties and producing thicknesses are presented and compared to 

the original interpretation in Table 5-2. 
 

 

Table 5-2 Input parameters C-78 and C-78z 

 C-78 Test 1 C-78 Test 2 
 2015 value 2018 value 2015 value 2018 value 

Viscosity (cp) 1.63 1.63 1.68 1.63 

Porosity (%) 0.287 0.27 0.184 0.2 

Water saturation (%)  0.09  0.24 

Water compressibility (bar-1)  3.97*10-5  3.97*10-5 

Oil compressibility (bar-1)  7.34*10-5  6.85*10-5 

Pore compressibility (bar-1)  3.5*10-5  3.5*10-5 

Total compressibility (bar-1) 1.13*10-4 1.05*10-4 1.04*10-4 9.66*10-5 

Producing thickness (m, TST) 5.8 6 4.7 5.7 

 

 

 C-78 Test 3 C-78 Test 4 C-78z Test 1 
 2015 

value 

2018 

value 

2015 

value 

2018 

value 

2015 

value 

2018 

value 

Viscosity (cp) 1.3 1.21 1.21 1.21 2.27 2.27 

Porosity (%) 0.257 0.22 0.295 0.29 0.182 0.185 

Water saturation (%)  0.13  0.07  0.22 

Water compressibility (bar-1)  3.97*10-5  3.97*10-5  3.97*10-5 

Oil compressibility (bar-1)  7.69*10-5  8.07*10-5  6.14*10-5 

Pore compressibility (bar-1)  3.5*10-5  3.5*10-5  3.5*10-5 

Total compressibility (bar-1) 1.15*10-4 1.07*10-4 1.2*10-4 1.13*10-4 9.68*10-5 9.16*10-5 

Producing thickness (m, TST) 3.1 3.2 32.2 30.2 1.9 1.6 
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 Baccalieu F-89 

6.1 Introduction 
Two FTWTs were performed in the F-89 well in May 2016. The full FTWT report [1] gives a complete 
overview of the available data, data quality, interpretation strategy and discussion of the results. This 

summary gives updated results with the most recent PVT and petrophysical input. 
 

6.2 Main results 

6.2.1 Main results test 1, sample interval 3218.6 – 3221.3 m MD RKB 
 

There was no communication between the sample and guard interval in test 1 (see Section 2.2 in [1]). 
The sample interval results are presented in this section. There was a short flow and build-up in the 

guard interval, which is reported in 6.2.2. 
 

The response in the sample interval of test 1 was interpreted as a system with increasing kh-product 

away from the well (a radial composite model). The type of model is the same with the new input (see 
Section 6.3 for updated input), and the interpreted kh-product is the same. There is an increase in the 
permeability because the assumed producing thickness in the near well area is lower for the updated 

input. The distances to the changes in kh-product are not significantly altered. 
 

This model is made with an assumed producing true vertical thickness of 2.3 m of the sample interval. 

This could be true near the well. The increase in kh-product away from the well is likely to be due to 
increased thickness, but the distances given to the changes in kh-product assumes a constant 
thickness. 

 
The main results are presented in Table 6-1. 

 

The interpretation is based on the production interval quartz gauge, placed at 3128.8 m TVD RKB. The 
pressure has not been corrected to reservoir depth. 
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Table 6-1 Updated results, test 1 sample interval 
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6.2.2 Main results test 1, guard interval 3217.3-3218.1 m MD RKB 
 

There was a short flow and build-up in the guard interval, which was interpreted as a separate test in 
[1]. The result was a 2-zone radial composite model where the kh-product is increasing away from the 

well. 

 
The permeability is increased with the new input (see Section 6.3 for updated input) due to a lower 
assumed producing thickness. The distance to the change in kh-product is increased. 

 

This model is made with an assumed producing thickness of 0.7 m (TST of guard interval). This could 
be true near the well. The increase in kh-product away from the well is likely to be due to increased 

thickness, but the distances given to the changes in kh-product assumes of a constant thickness. 
 
The main results are presented in Table 6-2. 

 

This interpretation is based on only one build-up, interpreted with the guard interval quartz gauge 
located at 3125.0 m TVD RKB. The initial pressure presented is uncertain.  

 
 

 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 
 

 

Table 6-2 Updated results, test 1 guard interval 
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6.2.3 Main results test 2 
 

The response in the sample interval of test 2 was interpreted as a system with increasing kh-product 

away from the well (a radial composite model). The type of model is the same with the new input (see 
Section 6.3 for updated input), and the interpreted kh-product is the same.  
 

There is an increase in the permeability relative to the original report because the assumed producing 
thickness in the near well area is lower for the updated input. The distances to the changes in kh-

product are not significantly altered. 

 
This model is made with an assumed producing true vertical thickness of 2.3 m in the sample interval. 
This could be true near the well. The increase in kh-product away from the well is likely to be due to 

increased thickness, but the distances given to the changes in kh-product assumes of a constant 

thickness. 
 

The main results are presented in Table 6-3. 
 
The interpretation is based on the production interval quartz gauge, placed at 3138.5 m TVD RKB. The 

pressure has not been corrected to reservoir depth. 

Table 6-3 Updated results, test 2 
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6.3 Input data 
The updated PVT input, petrophysical properties and producing thicknesses are presented and 
compared to the original interpretation in Table 6-4. 

 

 

Table 6-4 Input 

 Test 1 Test 2 
 Sample interval Guard interval Sample interval 

 2017 
value 

2018 
value 

2016 
value 

2018 
value 

2016 value 2018 value 

Viscosity (cp) 1.153 1.153 1.153 1.153 1.153 1.153 

Porosity (%) 0.189 0.197 0.189 0.197 0.189 0.197 

Water saturation (%)  0.227  0.227  0.227 

Water compressibility 

(bar-1) 

 3.97·10-5  3.97·10-5  3.97·10-5 

Oil compressibility 

(bar-1) 

 9.6·10-5  9.6·10-5  9.6·10-5 

Pore compressibility 

(bar-1) 

 3.1·10-5  3.1·10-5  3.1·10-5 

Total compressibility 

(bar-1) 

1.06·10-4 1.14·10-4 1.06·10-4 1.14·10-4 1.06·10-4 1.14·10-4 

Producing thickness in 

near well area (m, 
TST) 

2.7 2.1 0.8 0.7 2.7 2.1 
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