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Fig. 1 Palaeostress contour of buried hill
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Fig.2  Fractural porosity contour of buried hill
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Fig. 4  Fractal dimension contour of buried hill fractures
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Table 1 The classification criterion of original model

of fractured reservoir
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Table 2 The quantitative evaluation criterion of buried hill

fractured reservoir
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QUANTITATIVE ASSESSMENT OF FRACTURED RESERVOIR:

take the basement rock reservoir of Qijia buried hill in Liaohe Oilfieds as an example

Yin Zhijun' Peng Shimi' Gao Rongjie®
(1. Petroleum University, Bejin; 2. Liaohe Oilfields, Parjing, Liaoning )

Abstract: Paleostress value, fractural porosity and fracturel fractal dimension could be used to demonstrate the basement
rock reservoir of Qijia buried hill in Liaohe Oilfields. The paleostress value determined the development of the resorvoir
fractures. Use bilateral log curves to recognize fractured interval and calculate fractural porosity and then use 3-D date
to predict the distribution of fractured zone. Finally use paleostress value, fractural porosity and fracture fractal dimen-
tion to evaluate fractured reservoir. The result indicates that I ~ 1I type fractures developed well, could forme favourable

Teservolr.
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THE REASON OF RESERVOIR BLOCKAGE IN CO, SWALLOWING
SPITTING TEST

Qian Siping' Du Peimin' Qiao Baolin' Zhou Xuhuang' Zhang Xiugiong' You Xiaomiao®> Mo Bing'
(1. Research Institute f Exploration and Development, Zhongyuan Oilfield Company, Puyang, Henan;
2. Department o Science and Technology, Zhongyuan Oilfield Company, Puyang, Henan )

Abstract: In the test of CO; swallowing-spitting made in Zhongyuan Oilfields, a new problem of reservoir blockage near
wellbore area has arisen. The test result of Wen 6584 Well in Zhongyuan Oilfields suggests that unknown mud-like
matter and inorgamic matter CaCO3 could not cause the reservoir blockage, the dialysis of heavy organic materials
( paraffin, bitumen) caused by CO, injection and the drop dwon of temperature is the real reason of the reservoir block-

age.
Key words: CO,; swallowing spitting test; heavy organic matter; oil reservoir blockage, Zhongyuan Oilfields





