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Abstrac:t The drivin€ m echanisms of the fractured vugly units are classified mto four tpes cpsed elastic drivg
elastic drive with water invaspn elastic drive with closed aduifr and elastic drive with boh closed adu ifer and
water nvasion A materja] balance equation s established for each tpe of drivenmechanism These equatpns take
the characeristcs of fractured. vwuggy carhonate reservoirs nto ful] consideratiop and thus are diffrent fram the
fomer equations Th# Paperputs forward severa] indexes {or evaluating the energy of fractured. vuggry unifs ncju
ding the elastic production rate the volune ofwater mvasion and mulgPle of ¢ Josed aquife,r and P roposes amethod
for evajation of fractured vuggy cathonate reservoirs Thismethod can detemine the energy characterjstics of frac
tured. vuggy un its and drive mechanigns and can he used to quantijtative y cajcupte He energy and jnvasion water
volune The ca]culated results show that the established metod can he used t0 evaluate the eneigYy characeristcs
of fractured vuggy units
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Fig. 3 Schematic diagram of Unit S86
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Fig. 5 Schematic diagram of Unit S48
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Fig. 4  Static pressure vs. cumulate production in Unit S86
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