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EXN B4R oty FAEAE A(field)S AA3zA Fioh
dutyg oz FAEHAEL TIHTFEE(og normal distribution)E YeEle &
F~(random variable)2 ¥ & Qlth(Alabert, 1989). T E HZE Ho| AL H
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AEZE EAISE 9% AH(inverse method)ZE old¥ 7] ¥(annealing
method)& AM&dtgod, 3 EA438 7% 3F &4 HEE Hdstd EAgE o
WAy A F A 23 A(secondary production) AYA F8F ¥ L = E =3
Al ZH(breakthrough time)€ &3tz 2 AR(E A A

3.1 o1dy G4y

oldd 7igold Fojd A FldA FHFH HH s (global optimum solution)E
2= HAAF 71 F9 soltt, FoA HGZA(constraint) S Y #FFH FAHILY
apolQl Z g (objective function)2 YUEPH F FPE vtForl FHPS @&
ZolmaN FFHoE AFzA A 43 AHE e 7ot

ERYS(E) = | 2% - 95 & | (5)

oldg Aio) AR EHE EXHIdsE AuMeadl BT FRHAE FAF
Fg& 2RSS0l ARHo2 HF EHYFE olF F EHIAFY For Yl
9l tH(Sagar, 1995).
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Table 1 N values in coordinate transformation Table 2 Input data of areal system

for global scale anisotropic reservoir for reservoir simulation
Parameters Data
Reservoir Size 350 ft x350 ft
NX X NY 10 x10
v Thickness 10 ft
or 0.7 Porosity 30.0 %
a,/ay Initial Oil Saturation 80.0 %
0.2 (400/2000) 3~4 Initial Res. Pressure 2000 psia
0.3 (600/2000) 4~5 Injection Rate 400 B/D
0.4 (800/2000) 6 > Production Rate 50 B/D
0.6 (1200/2000) 6 > Oil Viscosity 04 cp
Water Viscosity 1.0 cp




(ApniS ase9) uonezijeal pajejnwis
pue ased aseq Jo SaAljeALap ainssald pue sainssaid jo uosiedwo?) | 614

JUIBJISUOD 1S9)-||9M VS| *§ weibouea (q)

(1y) swy

Z2+31 4431 0+31 -3t <3k €31

TITE N boaig (TSN ORI (TN lwa oy

~z

A
\

uoyezieas pajejUIS - - -

£-11} @sed asey

T TTT7T
g 8 8 ¢ °

T
g
(Junsd) saneauap aunssald

(1y) awn

g
o~

Z+31 L+31 0+34 313 Z3k €3

TTIRE N B T e Loy vl oy Lseri s o

e

=7 uonezies) pajenuis - - -

A\

¢-11| aseo aseq

| T
§ 8

T
§
(1sd) souasayip ainssaid

g

Ajuo pajuiessuod weiboueA (e)

(1y) awy
Z+31 L+31 0+31 1-31

IR TTTUR IR (1T R AN R 1T TN

-3l €3

uoljezjea) pajeinuis

€111 @seo aseg

(1y) awn
z+31 1431 0+31 =8

SN TN Duarns o butiee

[4=13 €3

lopsn sy

uonezijeal paje|nuIs

€-|1| 8sed sseg

g 8 8 8 8 °
(dunsd) aanjeaap ainssaid

g
N

g8 § 8
(1sd) souasayip ainssaid

g



800

o gemi-variogram only
= 700 == a» = gemi-variogram & ISA
s L
o
E 600 - I
5 L |
] )
.'C: 500 ]
X i
® I
0 400 ~
e },
ERE ] u": T o W w0 110 true case
(a) Base case 300
Case Studty
20
— lrue case
15
- L
[4]
=
S 10
o
I
- N
5
R T N T T TR +
n(®
0 A T l

(b) Simulated distribution 1
350 400 450 500 550 600 650

2 breakthrough time (hr)
—_— lrue casa
15
H o L
Q
c
10 |
o
e
5 —
B o % 4o % © ® 0 % w 1o
xim -
(c) Simulated distribution 2
o i. [ 1 L L
350 400 450 500 550 600 650
breakthrough time (hr)

Fig.2 Base case and simulated permeability ] L
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Fig.4 Distributions of pressure and water saturation
after 200 days (case study)



