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Abstract According 1 the characteristics of high tmperature (g4 3°C ) and Pw Pemeability of reservoirs in the
Shuanghe V bock of the Biyang Sag popin ers| 30 s and ZL 1with diflerent degrees of hydosis are sefec. ©d for
an experinenton 0j] disPlacenent efficiency Thanks 10 its hig€h viscoelastic iy disPhcement efficiency of hi8h
concentratpn popmers s chviously higher than hatof pw concentratpn popmers However considermg he cost

polmers of 1 gno—2 0op M&/ L. is Proposed for use An additional experinenton disPlacanent efficency of differ
ent sjug sizes § conduced ©O The results show that the d sPlacen ent efficiency of hi&er poimer sug is hRBher
than thatof smaller popmer slug However te ncramenfa] diPlacament efficiency s msignificantwhen the sjug
size exceeds(, 5 PV Therefor’e the sugBested size of s|ug should be betwveen 4 PV andg 5 PV Canparing the
experinent results hefore and after thematuring of the popiners we find thatpPobimeryg3g swih low degree of hy
drolysis ismore favorahle for this high tmperatre resewvoir
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Tablep Camparison of oildisPlacement efficiency of Pomer pefore and after m aturaton
/ / / / 0 E o
(mPa- s ml, ml. (103 pme E, % % EOR %
1630 ¢ Hg ( ) 485 10. 55 7. 60 550. 4 551 73.0 17.9
H3s¢( ) 77. 8 10. 20 7. 30 502. 5 24. 7 52.8 28 1
7L Hi1¢ ) 53.9 9. 84 6. 85 458 1 48 1 68.7 20. 6
’ H3e( ) 73. 4 9.74 7.30 503. 0 23. 3 48.0 24. 7
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Table3z Influence of sjug sizes on enhanced oj] recovery
¢ % PV E, % E.% FOR
Hi9 25. 71 0.2 41. 78 59. 49 17.71
Ho0 25. 24 0. 4 40. 15 60. 72 20. 57
M1 25. 33 05 43,56 65.30 21.74
130)) 25. 12 0.6 44. 78 67.28 2250
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