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ABSTRACT

An Intelligent Portfolio Management Approach to Gas Storage Field
Deliverability Maintenance and Enhancement

Kazim A. Malik

The main goal of this thesis is to modify and apply the state-of-the-art intelligent,
optimum portfolio management to the gas storage field in order to optimize the return on
investment associated with well remedial operations. It continues the development of a
methodology for candidate selection and stimulation design and optimization using

Artificial Intelligence techniques.

The project used the data of an actual gas storage field to test the results. The project data
include Well-bore, Completion, Perforation, Stimulation, Well-test and Reservoir Data.
The software developed in parallel with this selection methodology includes an easy to
use interface that allows the user to edit the data for a gas storage field, perform well-test
analysis and use neural networks in association with Genetic optimization tool. The
software ranks the well according to maximum change in skin value for a well and thus a

decision to re-stimulate the well or not is made accordingly.
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1  Neural Networks
1.1.1 Background and characteristics

In 1943, Warren McCulloch and Walter Pitts designed what are generally regarded as the

first neural networks [9]. Neural Networks are very refined modeling techniques capable

of modeling extremely complex functions. An artificial neural network (ANN) is also

commonly reffered as neural network (NN) and is an interconnected group of artificial

neurons that uses a mathematical or computational model for information processing

based on a connectionist approach to computation [7]. Sometimes an ANN is adaptive

like a system that changes its structure in reply to an external or internal information that

flows in the network. More practical term that can be used for neural networks are non-

linear statistical data modeling tools. They have the ability to find complex relationship

between inputs and outputs .

They bear a resemblance to brain in following ways:

- They use learning process to acquire Knowledge as our brain keeps the record of our
past

- Similar to brain they store knowledge by changing the inter-neuron connection
strengths known as synaptic weights

Neural systems may be found in many diverse forms, but there are certain features that

are common to all:

- They have parameters called weights, which are attuned to generate learning and have
many interrelated units called nodes

- They use a learning rule like supervised or un-supervised learning rule to describe the
flow of information in the network

- They aim to minimize or maximize a cost function or a combination of functions thus

can be regarded as optimization tools
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Figure 1.1 A Motor Neuron [7]

While designing a Neural Network a designer takes into account many considerations,

which can be categorized as following:

1- NN Architecture
2- Setting the Weights / Learning paradigms

3- Activation Functions

1.1.2 NN Architectures

The arrangement of neurons into layers and the connection patterns within and between

layers is called the net architecture [8]. Neural nets are frequently classified as

1. Single layer or
2. Multi-layer
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Figure 1.2 Example of Multi layer Neural Net [7]

In formatting the number of layers, the input units are not counted as a layer, because

they perform no calculation or function evaluation

1.1.3 Setting the Weights / Learning paradigms

However interesting the neural nets may be in designing , the thing that has attracted the
most attention is their possibility of learning [7]. They learn by changing the values of
their weights betweens two layers. The main categories of training supervised and un-

supervised are discussed below: [7]

Supervised learning: In supervised training a sequence of training vectors or patterns is
presented with an associated target output vector. The weights are then adjusted
according to a learning algorithm [8]. Supervised learning algorithm is used mostly for

pattern recognition or classification, regression, speech and gesture recognition [7].

Unsupervised learning: Unsupervised learning self-organizing neural nets groups

similar input vector together without the training data and without specifying to which



each group each vector belongs [8]. Thus the input vector is provided with no specified
target vector. Unsupervised learning algorithm is used mostly for estimation problems,

clustering and filtering. [7].
1.1.4 Activation Functions

Artifical neuron sum the weighted input signal and applying an output, or activation
function. In the design of most Neural nets mostly linear activation function is used. The

examples of some of the activation functions is below:

1) Identity function :

f(x)=x forallXx.

i) Binary step function (with threshold 0):

1 ifx>0
f(x)= .
0 ifx<@

1i1) Binary Sigmoid:
3 1
1+exp(—oX)

f(x)

v) Bipolar sigmoid:

_l—exp(-oX)
900= 1+exp(—oX)

1.1.5 General Regression Neural Network (GRNN)
Generalized Regression Neural Networks (GRNN) is modification of the Radial Basis

Function (RBF) network [6]. Weights of theses networks can be calculated analytically.

In regression problems, characteristically only a single output is predicted.

GRNN is used universally for smooth functions, so it can solve any smooth function-

estimation problem given enough data.



Figure 1.3 Architecture of GRNN [6]



1.2  Genetic Algorithms

1.2.1 Genetics

C. Darwin has put the fundamental principle of natural selection together long before the
finding of genetic mechanisms. He was ignorant of the basic inheritance principles but
intelligent enough to propose that blending of offspring’s from parents is due to a mix of
fluids in the offspring organism. Near 1900 Genetics was fully developed by T.Morgan
and his collaborators, who proved experimentally that chromosomes are the main carries

of hereditary information [2].

During the last three decades there has been an increased interest in algorithms, which
rely on analogies to natural processes like Artificial Intelligence Neural Nets, and Genetic
Algorithms. The emergence of massively parallel and fast computers made these
algorithms of practical interest which otherwise would have been very difficult to

perform.

1.2.2 Algorithm

The Genetic Algorithm is a model of machine learning, which derives its behavior from
the processes of evolution in nature [4]. The beginnings of genetic algorithms can be
traced back to the early 1950s when several biologists used computers for simulations of
biological systems [1]. However, the work done in late 1960s and early 1970s at the
University of Michigan under the direction of John Holland led to genetic algorithms, as

they are known today.

There are many problems for which no reasonably fast algorithm has been developed yet.
Many of them relate to the optimization of a function. To find such an efficient algorithm
that provides approximately optimal solution is very difficult but not impossible. In

general, any conceptual task to be performed can be thought of as solving a predicament,



which, in turn, can be perceived as a investigation through a space of prospective
solutions. Zbigniew Michalewicz [2] (pg 15) said, “Genetic algorithms are a class of
general purpose (domain dependent) search methods which strike a remarkable balance

between exploration and exploitation of the search space”.

A genetic algorithm for a particular problem must at least have the subsequent

components [2]:

1- A genetic representation for potential solutions to the problems

2- A way to create an initial population of potential solutions

3- An evaluation function that plays the role of the environment, rating solutions in
terms of their “fitness”

4- Genetic operators that alter the composition of children during reproduction

5- Values for various parameters that the genetic algorithm uses (population size,

probabilities of applying genetic operators, etc.)

In [3] the authors discuss different categories of selection procedures for new generation.
They divide selection procedure into dynamic and static methods — a static selection
requires that selection probabilities remain constant between generations (for example
ranking selection), whereas a dynamic selection doesn’t have such requirement (e.g.,
proportional selection). Furthermore, some selection procedures are pure in the sense that
parents are allowed to reproduce in one generation only. Some selections are
generational in the sense that the pair of parents is fixed until all the offsprings replaces

their parent right away.

The Algorithm starts by initializing the set of solutions represented by chromosomes
called population. The population is evaluated to a fitness function and a new population
is created by mutation and crossover. Better the fitness value more is the chance to have
an offspring. The new population is thought to have better solution than the old or at least

equal in fitness value.



The intuition behind the applicability of the crossover operator is information exchange
between different potential solutions. Mutation operator on the other hand introduces

some extra variability into the population.

Chromosome: A binary string represents chromosome. A chromosome should in one
way or another contain information about solution that it represents [5]. One can also
encode directly integer or real numbers instead of binary numbers depending on the
dimensionality of the problem. Each bit in the string can represent some qualities of the

solution. A chromosome with binary coding will look like this:

Chromosome 1 1101100100110110

Chromosome 2 1101111000011110

Crossover: Crossover as evident from the name operates on parent chromosomes and
creates new offspring. The crossover point is randomly chosen and everything before this
point is copied from the first parent similarly then everything after this point is copied
from other parent. Crossover operation can be exemplified as follows: ( | is the crossover

point):

Chromosome 1 | 11011]00100110100

Chromosome 2 | 11010| 11000011110

Offspring I | 11011] 11000011110

Offspring2 | 11010] 00100110100

Mutation: The technique of mutation is intended to prevent all solutions in the
populations from converging to local optima instead of universal optima. Mutation takes

place after crossover and randomly changes the resulting offspring. In crossover a



randomly chosen bit is flipped from 1 to 0 or from O to 1. Mutation can be shown as

follows:

Original offspring 1 | 1101011000011100

Original offspring2 | 1101100100110110

Mutated offspring 1 | 1101111000011110

Mutated offspring 2 | 1101101100110100

1.2.3 Parameters of GA

There are four basic parameters of GA
1- Crossover probability
2- Mutation probability
3- Population size
4- No of Generations

Crossover probability: It determines how often crossover will be performed. If there is
no crossover, offspring will be exact copies of parents. If crossover probability is 100%,
then all offspring are made by crossover from parent population. Crossover is done in
hope that new chromosomes will contain superior element of old chromosomes thus the
new chromosomes will improve. Nevertheless, it is good ideas to leave some old
population survive to next generation so that a mix of old and new population is kept for

the new generation.

Mutation probability: It defines how often parts of chromosome will be mutated. If
there is no mutation, offspring are generated directly after crossover without any
modification. If mutation is performed, one or more parts of a chromosome are changed.

If mutation probability is 100%, entire chromosome is changed, if it is 0%, nothing is



changed. Mutation prevents the GA from falling into local maxim but too much mutation

changes the chromosomes so much that the GA converts into random search.

Population size: This characteristic determines as to how many chromosomes are in
population. If there are too few chromosomes, GA has few possibilities to perform
crossover and mutation and only a small part of search space is explored. On the other

side too many chromosomes will slow down the GA.

No of Generations: This identifies the number of times the new populations are created.
If No of generations are low and so is the population size then the GA might not find the
universal optimum. On the other hand increase in Population size slows down the GA. So

an optimum value for population size and GA has to be balanced out.
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1.3 Gas Storage

Natural gas is a very important commodity, which can be stored for indefinite period of
time. Usually the producing regions and the consumption area are not the same so when
the gas reaches its destination it might not be readily used. Instead it can be stored. The
gas storage facility if made for the Liquefied Natural Gas (LNG) can cost nearly $ 10 per
MMscf but using natural way of storage i.e. in underground reservoirs might cost nearly

50 cents per MMscf.

Natural gas can be stored underground in three major ways:
1- Depleted reservoirs in oil or gas fields
2- Aquifers
3- Salt Cavern

Some research is still going on to determine suitability of gas storage in abandoned mines

and hard rock caverns.

.- w o .- y

Zalt Caverns

B Mlines
T Aquifers
D Depleted Reservoirs
Source: FBR-EBB, Inc. E Hard-rock Caverns

Figure 1.4 . Types of Underground Natural Gas Storage Facilities
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The first time natural gas was successfully stored underground occurred in Weland
County, Ontario, Canada in 1915 [12]. It was a depleted natural gas well that had been
converted to a storage field. By 1930, the United States had six storage fields, all in

depleted reservoirs.

Depleted Reservoirs: Formation that has already been tapped of all their recoverable
natural gas or oil [12]. As the formation already has a geological formation capable of
sealing the reservoir and tested to hold up to at least the discovery pressure and surface
and distribution facilities are already established thus this form of storage is the most
cheapest and economical to maintain. The factors that determine if a depleted reservoir
will make a suitable gas storage field dependent on geology as well as geography.
Geologically it should have both porosity and permeability. Porosity for gas storage
capacity and permeability for gas deliverability (injection and production rate)
Geographically it should be located near the gas pipelines and consuming areas. One
advantage of the depleted gas field is that they already have the cushion gas stored in

them so no extra gas has to be injected for this purpose.

Aquifers: Aquifers are underground permeable rock formations that act as natural water
reservoirs [12]. They have some advantages like high natural gas withdrawal rate for

peak consumption seasons but generally are not desirable due to following reasons:
1- Geological features may not be meticulously known

2- Capacity of formation is not known and can be verified only when the aquifer has

been developed into a storage field
3- Surface facilities and drilling of well has to be done
4- Sufficient high pressure to push down the water is required
5- Retention capability of aquifer is less than a depleted reservoir
6- Dehydration of gas may be required

7- More cushion gas has to be injected as the original reservoir had no gas bearing

formation

12



8- More restrictions by Environmental protection Agency (EPA) to protect fresh

water contamination

Salt caverns: Salt caverns are another type of underground formations that can store
lesser amount of natural gas as compared to depleted fields but offer very high
deliverability. Thus they are more suited for peak load requirements. Once a salt
formation is identified it is leached to make a cavity for gas storage. The cost for
developing salt cavern storage field is high but one can achieve good returns per
injection and withdrawal cycle. Figure 1.5 shows the location of the three types of

storage facilities discussed.

Consuming West

Consuming East

+ Depleted Fields
& Salt Caverns
& Aguifers

Producing

Sowrce: EnergyInformation &drministration (ELA), EI& GasTran Geographic Infonmation Systerm Underground Storage Data Base.

Figure 1.5 . Underground Natural Gas Storage Facilities in Lower 48 States
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1.4 Gas Well Test Analysis

Gas well test analysis can be considered as a branch of reservoir engineering. Pressures
and flow-rates are the most valuable data in reservoir engineering. Commonly, gas well

test analysis is conducted for following intention [13]:

e To obtain reservoir parameters
e To determine the producing zone
e To estimate Skin or damage to a gas well so that based on its magnitude a

decision regarding well stimulation can be made

Generally speaking, there are two types of gas well testing. The first kind, deliverability

testing and other includes draw-down or buildup testing.

The main aim of deliverability testing is to find the well performance parameters and of
build-up test is to find reservoir parameters like Skin factor (S) and formation thickness
(kh). In this report we will concentrate on deliverability testing as it is very closely
related to gas storage field maintenance. Permeability is usually known for such wells
and deliverability well tests can be used to determine an estimate of well-bore skin using

LIT Analysis.

1.4.1 Well Deliverability Tests

Back Pressure test/Simplified test analysis: Rawlins and Schellhardt observed that a plot
of (62 —P,;°) versus g, would yield a straight line on a logarithmic plot with slope 1/n

for a stabilized flow. The backpressure equation known as simplified analysis equation is

written as [13, pg 154]:

A, =C(p =Py’

14



Where;

d, = Flow-rate, McfD

B = Closed average formation pressure, psi
p,s = Stabilized flowing sand face pressure, psi

n = Turbulence exponent
C = Flow co-efficient

Once the value of n has been determined from the plot, the value C can be calculated by

using data from one of the test that falls on the straight line by following formula:

C=—0%—"— % -
(P =Py )"

For wells in which flow is affected by turbulence the value of slope is greater than 1
(1/n>1) or in other words n approaches 0.5, whereas for wells in which turbulence is
negligible the value of n approaches 1. So generally n obtained from the well-test will fall
between 0.5 and 1. Also exponents of n<(0.5 may be caused by liquid accumulation in the

well-bore.

A parameter usually used to compare wells is the flow rate that would occur if p,, could

be brought to zero. This is called Absolute Open Flow (AOF) and given by following

equation:
—2 2\n
AOF =C(p -0

Another parameter used to compare wells is the flow rate at a peak pressure
difference A°p = (62 —p,:)- This pressure is different for every field and for the gas

storage field from which the data was used for analysis it is 250,000 psi’. Thus in

equation form

15



PDRate = (C x 250,000)"

If in a back-pressure test the p,, is zero then that test is called Open-Flow Test and if it

is kept at a back-pressure like separator pressure or distribution line pressure then its

called Single Point Test.

Isochronal Test: In 1955, Cullender [14] proposed a series of flow tests at different rates
for the same length of time. The resulting plot of A’P versus Qsc, would have the same
slope as the stabilized back pressure performance curve. Then, extending the last flow-

rate to reach stabilized pressure P and imposing the slope onto the stabilized point

—2 . . . o
(p  —P?), one could obtain an approximate performance curve without stabilizing the

pressures except for the last flow-rate. Figure 1.6 shows a typical isochronal well test.
Formula for the slope is :

-2 2 -2 2
1:10g(p —Pus )y —log(P —Pus ),

n logq, —logq,

16



UER |
Extended flow rate

qs

Flow rate

qz

q:

Pressure

¢ P
: i Pufs

Time, ¢

Figure 1.6 Isochronal well test [13]
Modified Isochronal Test: This type of testing is the same as isochronal well testing
except that instead of (B) the preceding shut-in pressure is used to obtain Ap. The shut

in pressure to be used for stabilized point is (E) , the true stabilized shut-in pressure. The

pressure and flow-rate characteristics of the modified isochronal test are shown in Figure
1.7. More information and greater accuracy can result from proper conducting and

analysis of tests.

17



q4 Extended flow rate

g2

Flow rate, g,

qr .

Pressure

Time, ¢

Figure 1.7 Modified-Isochronal well test [13]

Laminar Inertial Turbulent (LIT): Analysis of data from isochronal type test using
Laminar Inertial Turbulent (LIT) flow equation will yield considerable data. This method
can also be used to find skin of a well from single-point test when the value of

permeability of reservoir is known from prior multi-point test. The LIT equation is

written as [13, 164]

A!// = !/7R WV = aqsc +quZC

v |

—® Pressure drop due to
Pressure drop due to laminar inertial-turbulent flow
flow and well conditions

Procedure for calculating Skin from LIT analysis for known permeability (k) value is

below:

18



1.

Calculate a; and b from equations below:

> Y0 -Ta. > Ay

_ qsc

N= Number of data points

a =
t quszc_zgsczgsc
AY
NZA\P_qucZT
b= sc

quszc _zgsczgsc

Plot (A‘P - bqszc) VS.q,. on a logarithmic scale. The transient data points should

form a straight line. If they don’t form a straight line, calculate a;and b again

with the data which forms the straight line

Calculate Skin (S) with the formula [16]

K
S=— | ax10°—— o
0869 " 1.632x10°T g[

Where:
k: effective permeability to gas, md
h: net pay thickness, ft
T: Temperature of the reservoir, °R
Iw: well-bore radius, ft

S: skin factor, dimensionless

Wf_r _ j+ 3.23}
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1.5 Well Stimulation

After years and years of operation from storage well the flow-rates become too low to
permit required high demand of natural gas in the market. Actually after many injection
and withdrawal cycle the reservoir conditions near the well bore deteriorate. If the storage
formation is sandstone then many small sand particles might obstruct the pore space in
the formation thus requiring more pressure differential to flow. Sometimes hydrates

might be formed in case the storage field was developed from a depleted oil field.

BREAKDOWN
PRESSURE

PRESSURE FOR
FRACTURE GROWTH

PRESSURE

PUMPING RATE

Figure 1.8 Pressure profile while a Fracture job [15]

Fracturing is a way to stimulate gas flow rates. Figure 1.8 shows the pressure profile
during a normal stimulation job. Well bores connected to gas storage field are pressurized
with fluid to the extent that rock fractures, admitting large volumes of fluids. Sand or
other synthetic solids may be mixed with fluid so that the fractures remain open and gas
can flow through them. The pressure required to cause fracturing is normally in the range

of 0.8 to 1.1 psi per foot of depth [14, pg, 303]
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Fracturing in the earlier times used to be done with thickened gasoline, diesel fuel,
kerosene and other such type of fluids. The first chemical used to thicken the fracturing
fluid used in the late 1940s, was the war surplus napalm, which contains large amounts of
aluminum. In the late 1960s cross-linked gel and guar gum was a common fracture fluid.
Nowadays Nitrogen and Carbon dioxide are also used in the fracture job due to their low
specific gravity and high expansion energy, which helps to remove the debris left after

the fracture job.
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW AND BACKGROUND

2.1 Well-Test Analysis for Gas Wells

The first known Well Test analysis method was developed by Schellherdt and Rawlins
[13] published in their well known Monograph 7: Back-pressure Data on Natural Gas
Wells and Their Application to Production Practices (1936). It was based on empirical

method applicable to very porous and permeable reservoirs. They showed that plot of
(62 —p,;’) versus g, would yield a straight line on a logarithmic plot with slope 1/n.

After that there has been numerous work done to analysis well-test of fractured wells.
Fractured wells are significantly different from un-fractured wells. Their pressure
transient analysis depends on end of well-bore storage and linear flow regime. This

analysis requires a very meticulous conductance of well-test and data recording.

Steady state Analytical model was first published by Muskat to describe behavior of
naturally fractured wells. The hydraulically fractured well behave comparable to natural
fractured well in their pressure and flow rate response. After that Prat et al gave a concept
of effective well-bore radius, which is a function of fracture length and dimensionless

conductivity.

Unsteady state behavior of infinite conductive vertical fractures was studied by Russell
and Truitt. They showed the usefulness of semi-log analysis for fractured reservoirs if the

fracture length is much smaller than the drainage radius.

Linear flow technique was first used by Clark, Millheim and Cichowicz. They discovered
that a Cartesian graph of pressure versus square root of time yields a linear relationship.

Cinco and Samaniego’s work on finite conductivity fractures revealed that log-log graph
of delta pressure versus time would have a quarter slope. Agarwal et al. extended the
work of Cinco et al. to produce type curves to find solution of finite conductivity fracture

flow. In 1955, Cullender [14] proposed a series of flow tests at different rates for the
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same length of time, which came to be known as isochronal well-test. A slightly modified

version of this called modified-isochronal well-test is widely used in petroleum industry.

2. 2. Candidate Wells Selection

Operator companies spend millions of dollars each year around the world to increase the
performance of gas storage wells. There are many tools available for candidate selection.
Usually the companies have to rely on change in AOF’s and Peak day rates coupled with

the storage potential of (kh) to make theses decisions.

Almost all of methods for hydraulic fracture optimization use of fracture simulators that
require extensive reservoir data. Due to the inherent geology and behavior of Clinton
sandstone this data is very difficult to get. Usually the companies make the candidate

selection in four steps.

In first step they use reservoir simulators to predict the expected flow-rate at wells. From
this they can identify the under performing wells. Secondly, to keep every thing in
perspective they look at the history of its flow-rate. If it coincides with their results they
go to third step and use hydraulic fracture simulators to determine required fracture
length and conductivity to achieve that well performance. Once the stimulation slurry is
designed their fourth step is to use cost optimization tools to select the wells for

stimulations. It’s a step-by-step tedious process and has many chances of error.

Candidate well selections using intelligent tools have been previous used to predict the
production rates and hydraulic fracture optimization but never has it been used for
storage wells using skin as the optimization parameter. Skin is fundamentally the most

important parameter in storage candidate well selection.
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2.2  Gas Storage Fields And Stimulations

Gas storage fields maybe selected with some criteria. The first and foremost criterion is
the existence of a suitable geo-structure [14]. It should have a sealing mechanism. Second
is the depth of storage field. For gas storage 1000 ft, which represents a pressure of 433
psi, is considered to be a minimum depth. High permeability and porosity in a reservoir
are strongly desirable. The Clinton sandstone represents one such good example but the

heterogeneity of this parameter makes Clinton sand storage reservoir very unpredictable.

Nearly all fracture stimulation treatments, both historically and today in the Appalachian

basin, have several standard components. Some of them are discussed below:

Pad or Cushion: A pad, or cushion is used to initiate and create the fracture. It is usually
a viscosified liquid or foam

Viscosified fluid: Viscosified fluid (liquid or foam) to carry proppant (sand)

Proppant: Sand or beads as a proppant to hold the fracture open

Flush: Flush (liquid or foam) to displace the sand-laden fluid down the well bore and into

the fracture.

In addition, the majority of the fracs have some sort of acid spearhead (HCL, mud acid,
etc.) that is pumped ahead of the pad. And some fracs, and not very many, have had
some sort of alcohol, usually methanol, pumped prior to the job as a miscible surface-
tension reducing agent. The vast majority of the fracs in the storage field are water-based
fracs. There are several types of water-based fracs that have been used:

1. Linear gel ("water-N2", "water-gel", "Hydra", "water")

2. Crosslinked gel ("borate crosslink", "Delta", "Viking x-link", "Lightning", "Wide-
Frac")

3. Foam ("Foam" and others)
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A linear gel is a mixture of water and a gelling agent, typically guar gel. The fluid itself
would look like cloudy, thick water. It has a viscosity of around 7 to 11 Centipoise (cp)
depending upon how much gel is added to the water in pounds per 1000# (Ib/Mgal).
Many linear gel fracs, but not all, have nitrogen added in during frac to provide additional
energy for cleanup. A typical job may have up to 20% nitrogen in the fluid. Historically,

some have nitrogen in them and some don't.

A cross-linked gel frac is simply linear gel that has had a cross linking agent added to the
mixture. The cross linker has the effect of joining the ends of the guar molecules which
creates substantially more viscosity. A typical cross-linked gel has viscosities ranging
from several hundred to several thousand centipoise. These cross-linked fluids also have
a chemical breaker added to later break the bonds between the guar molecules, which
reduces the viscosity down below the base gel. These chemicals have time-dependent
mechanism that allow them to be pumped and then flow the excess fluid back out of the
well while leaving the sand in place after the frac closes. Typical breakers are usually
organic enzymes that "digest" the gel or are oxidizers that chemically alter the fluid.
Most, but not all, cross-linked gel fracs have nitrogen added to the mixture to provide

additional energy for cleanup. A typical job may have 20% nitrogen in the mixture.

A foam frac is defined as a frac where the majority of the fluid pumped is a gas. Foam is
formed when the gaseous phase is between 55% and roughly 95% of the total mixture by
volume. The other part of the mixture is usually a linear gel or sometimes a cross-linked
gel along with a foaming agent/surfactant (soap). Foam is usually used for the pad, as a

carrier for the sand, and to flush the sand to the formation.
In the old days, typically the late-1950's and early-1960's, there were some fracs pumped

that were hydrocarbon-based. These include the old "Petro-gel" and "Viso-frac". The oil-

based fluid is typically kerosene
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3. METHODOLOGY

3.1 Problem statement and our approach

To make an intelligent decision about the candidate well selection we need to have a
judgment whether the stimulation was good or bad. To make that decision we collected
all the relevant data and put it in a database so that we can manipulate it the way we like
to look at it. To make candidate selection either of three parameters can predict the
effectiveness of the stimulation. One in Peak Day rate second is Absolute open flow and
third is change in skin provided permeability values don’t vary much. Permeability
analysis was done for all the wells in the storage field and frequency graph was plotted to

check the variability of permeability values in the field which is shown in Figure 3.1.

Gas Permeabilty Distribution

100

920

80

70

60

50

No of Wells

40

30

20

5-50
50-100
100-200

Permeability Range (md)

Figure 3.1 Permeability Analysis done on the storage wells

Almost more than 140 (more than 94%) wells that had permeability values, the range of
permeability was from 5md to 100 md. The Peak Day rate and Absolute Open Flow
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parameters for this field didn’t give us desired results to make an intelligent decision so

change in skin was used to make candidate selection.

The well-test data found was very less so a software containing tools to analyze the well-
tests by simplified and LIT analysis was developed. Another tool to find permeability
from an extended build-up test was added later. With this data a neural network was
trained to predict the non-linear relationship of skin after the stimulation. Now when we
can predict skin from any stimulation we made a Genetic Optimization tool that uses
genetic algorithm to find the optimum stimulation parameters. As we have got the best
stimulation parameters for each well and its corresponding predicted skin we can now

rank the wells and select candidate wells.

- oed
il
i * v =~J
Dat;-l;e Well-Test Analysis
Valid Stimulations * e
IntelligentSTORAGE
ﬁpwﬂk‘.f &
‘ LA -'"‘.,ILE.‘
Neural Networl (senetic Optimization

4

Rank the Candidate wells

* Skin value iz known prior and after the stimulation

Figure 3.2 Flow chart of our problem solving approach
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Following is the flow diagram of the well test analysis procedure and the type of values

that we get from the data.

Well-Test Analysis
FLOW DIAGRAM

| If k7 iz given

A nalyze & caloulate R

¥ES ¥ES

Oxe Side of Stimulation

Tlag Biox - Do you weant

to continue ?
: YES
[0 ] Distance larger -
s}
ht least At et than 2 ys Contitus
ong
[7Es ]
[n=1] [Shoplified Analyss | [Simplified Aralysis | | [n=1] [Simplified Analysis |
[IT Evalyss LIT Aralyss
— ( Find )
O 5,A0F,PDR.
EXIT

Figure 3.3 Flow Diagram of Well Test Analysis procedure
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Characteristics of the reservoir: The data used in this study was taken from a gas
storage field in Ohio. The gas storage formation was Clinton sandstone and it properties

are shown in Table 3.1.

STORAGE RESERVOIR CHARACTERISTICS VALUE

Specific gravity of gas 0.585
Porosity 14 %
Average formation depth 2000 ft
Max Allowable Pressure 1150 psi

Del pressure squared for Peak Day rate calculation 250,000

Average thickness of storage formation 10 ft

Table 3.1 Storage Reservoir Characteristics

Valid Stimulations: For intelligent candidate selection of wells it is very important that
only valid data is given to the Neural Network (NN) for training. Valid data is one, which
if given to NN for training and contains no empty or null value otherwise it will degrade

the neural network. Following is the criteria for a valid stimulation:

Valid Stimulation — It should have skin value before & after stimulation
Valid perforation —  perforation just before the stimulation
Valid Completion — the smallest size completion run before stimulation

Valid Well-test — well-test having skin value just before or after the well-test
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3.2 Database preparation

Visual Basic v 6.0 was used to code the software and interact with the accompanying

database. This software uses MS Access to store large amounts of data required for this

software. MS access was chosen due to its versatility to make queries, edit data and due

to the fact that it is available to almost everyone. The data could be segregated into five

main tables, each relating to specific characteristic features of the gas storage wells and

one table for the cost of materials and other of reservoir characteristics. Following are the

main tables:

1- Well-bore data
2- Completion Data
3- Perforation Data
4- Stimulation Data
5- Well-Test Data
| Gas Storlage Field
Well-bore data Completion data §

+ Total Vertical
Depth
+ Formations

B

Stimulation data %
i

Break d
Avg, Tre.
Pressure
* EH Rate
+ Fluid valume
+ Proppant Type
+ Proppart (Ibs)
* Mitrogen

+ ISIP

Perforation data Well Test Data §

+ Field Pr Extend
# Flaw ing Pr Extend
* Rate Extend
*nValue

+ CWalue

+ kh

= Skin

* True Skin

# Mon Darcy Co-
efficient

= Delta P squared

Figure 3.4 Database chart showing information in each table
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3.2.1 Well-bore data

It includes basic features of the well like location, depth, well name ... etc. Data about
well bore was retrieved mostly from well schematics and well summary reports. The data
already provided by Columbia Transmission Corporation was also verified. The complete

list of the data type retrieved is below

API Number
Field Name

Well

Lease Name
Classification
Latitude (Lat)
Longitude (Long)

Section

A S AR B e

Township

[S—
e

County

—
[a—y

State

[S—
N

Operator

[S—
(98]

Total Vertical Depth

_‘
o

Formation

The tables contained many minor mistakes like wrong Well API number length and many

spelling mistakes:
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Graphical Analysis of Raw Data vs. Refined Data
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Figure 3.5 Data addition and refinement for Well-bore Data
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3.2.2 Completion Data

Completion data mostly relates to the type and depth of casing/liner/tubing run in the gas

storage wells. The data type retained for the database includes following

—

API Number

Field Name

Well Name (Well)
Completion Description (Des)
Date Tubing Run (Dt Tm Rn)
Outer Diameter (OD)

Top of Casing

Bottom of Casing (Bot)
Casing Weight (Weight)
Casing Grade (Grade)

A e A i

[S—
S

Unfortunately the data was mostly in an excel file and had to be verified with well
schematic drawings. This led to the most unusual step in this project as it lead to
reduction of valuable data available to us. This was due to the erroneous and multiple
data entry originally in the completion table. Identification of the multiple entries and
their removal from table was the most focused act of cleaning the data, as omission of
desirable records was unacceptable. Following pictures show one of such flawed multiple

data entries, which were removed.
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Figure 3.6 Multiple Data Entries in Completion Table

In the completion table the following notations used as casing description were discarded

to have a standard definition

NOTATION KEFPT IN DATABASE

Swrface casing

NOTATIONS DISCARDED

Dirive pipe

Driver Pipe

mwedge
Two stage

Table 3.2 Changed notations in completion table
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Analysis of Raw Data vs. Refined Data

Please note that multiple data entry was the major reason for the reduction in the refined

data from the initial

COMPLETION DATA
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Figure 3.7 Data addition and refinement for Completion Data
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3.2.3 Perforation Data

This data set contains mostly all the information relating to the perforations done on the
gas storage well like perforation top & bottom depth and shots per feet. Following are the

data types included in this type of data set are below.

Following are the data types included in this type of data set:

Well API Number

Field Name

Well Name

Completion Type

Perforation Date (Perf Date)
Perforation Top (Perf Top)
Perforation Bottom (Perf Btm)
Shot Type

Shot Per feet (Shot Per ft)

A S A R A e
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Analysis of Raw Data vs. Refined Data

PERFORATION DATA
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Figure 3.8 Data addition and refinement for Perforation Data




3.2.4 Stimulation Data

Stimulation data is the one of the most significant dataset about the storage wells.

Because of this it was very important that we have maximum records of stimulations.

Following data type is used to represent stimulation

[a—

API Well Number
Well Name

Size of String
Stimulation From
Stimulation To
No Of Shots
Fractured by
Stimulation Type

A A AR A

Stimulation Date

_
S

Water
Acid
Gel

—_ =
N =

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.

Foam

Nitrogen

Alcohol

Cushion

Flush

Sand Quantity

Sand Type

Injection Rate

Total Fluid
Breakdown Pressure

ISIP

Unfortunately initially we didn’t have much data about the stimulations being done in

this Storage field. With this in mind every record with the company was carefully

examined. The largest source of stimulation data came from the thousands of microfiche

with some data being found in well summary reports. Following is a picture of data in

well summary reports.

All the steps taken to retrieve data from microfiche are explained in a flow in Figure 3.9.
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MICROFICHE TO DATABASE

Each Microfiche contamed dozens of
documents from mvoices to valuable
stmulation and well-test data

Mhicrofiche were read by digital
IMicrofilm scanners
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Frnts were taken of the

documents contamning data
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Figure 3.9 All the steps taken for retrieving data from microfishe
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During the data entry different sign conventions and unit conversions were carried out as

follows
MEASURED TNITS IV UNITS USED IN
QUANTITY RECORDS DATABASE
SAND 1 zack 100 1
1 sks
NITROGEN 521 52,000 3CF
LIQUID 1 kbl 42 gal
PERFORATIONS  2000-2005 ft, 10 shots 2 shots fft
10/5

Table 3.3 Unit conversions done in data

The following notations were used in place of different notations being used in the tables

NOTATIONS | WATER PETRO FOARM NITRO | WATER/MN2 WATER | 1020

USED IN EL GEL FRAC SsHOT | FRAC FRAC SAND
FRAC FRAC

DATABASE

iFelled Petrl gel Foam =hot Water /T2 water 1020

water
NOTATIONS frac
THAT Water | Petro Gel | foam Water M2 mand
WERE i3el Frac Fracture 10420
REPLACED Petro gel foam WWater nitrogen

fracture | fracture

Wyater/MZ assist

Water Fracture

w2 agsist

Table 3.4 Notations replaced in stimulation table
All records of Nitro-shots were discarded for this database as they have no stimulation

parameters on record and are part of history now plus they also damage the well. Above

all they will tend to degrade the Neural Network.
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3.2.5 Well Test Data

Well-test data is the most extensive dataset that I worked on. It has the max amount of

records nearly 3365 and 29 data types that control every aspect of a well-test. The data

type selected for a well-test representation consists of following

1. Well API Number
2. Field Name

3. Test Date

4. Test Type

5. Time 1

6. Field Pressure 1

7. Flowing Pressure 1
8. Rate 1

9. Time 2

10. Field Pressure 2
11.  Flowing Pressure 2
12. Rate 2

13. Time3

14.  Field Pressure 3
15. Flowing Pressure 3

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

Rate 3

Time Extended

Field Pressure Extended
Flowing Pressure Extended
Rate Extended

kh

Skin

True Skin

Non Darcy Co-efficient
n Value

C Value

Delta Pressure Squared
Peak Day Rate
Absolute Open Flow

Lot of data was missing in this dataset so it was decided that values of n, C, Peak Day

rate & AOF will be interpreted manually and on the other side work on software will

continue to automatically do this interpretation procedure with little input from user. This

program will be discussed in great detail latter.
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Graphical Analysis of Raw Data vs. Refined Data
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Figure 3.11 Data addition and refinement for Well-Test Data
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3.3 Software Implementation

After the database was prepared software was made to not only show all the data but also
to add/edit well data in the database and choose the data that you want to look at, for a
selected well. It also has a Well Test Analysis tool which calculates the well
deliverability parameters like n, C, Peak Day rate & Absolute Open Flow and perform
LIT analysis. Candidate Selection module of this software incorporates the Neural Net
and Genetic Optimization tool. Screen shot of the software developed for this study is

shown below:

¢ Gas Storage Technology Consortium @

File Help

MAIN MENU

Edit Well Data Yiew Well Data ‘

Canditate Selection ‘

| f West Virginia University

7428/ 2006 3:03 A

Figure 3.12 Main Screen of software
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3.3.1 Well-Test Analysis module
Simplified Analysis: In this part of software the user can perform a simplified well-test
analysis. The user selects the points to be drawn on the log-log plot of Flow rate vs. AP

and draws the line that passes through these points. The slope of the line is calculated by

—2 —2
1 _ 2 _1 _ 2
formula: L 08P ~Pur ), ~10g(P ~Pur ) And C from the formula: C = _zq—g
n logq, —logq, (P = p,2)

with AOF = C(B2 —0°)" & PDRate = (C x250,000)". The values calculated can be saved

in the database. Figure 3.13 shows the screen shot of one such calculation done between

61 and 7" well-test.

¥ Well Test Analysis

Selected Well Tests
b - 41841966 : Open-Flow
v b . T 4/24/7969 ; Open-Flow
vl C-9/29/1969 - Open-Flow
o
om
[N
&
o
]
Hemove Points | Draw Points = Clear === |
Slope of line << Calculate n Rate (McfD)
n= 092532424

Well Deliverability Parameters Calculated

Selected Well-Test C value | PDrate [MciD] |  ADF [MciD]
B - 4/24/1969 ; Dpen-Flow 0.021912406538 2185 10115
e - 3/23/1963 : Open-Flaw 0.021208529143 2096 3790
»
Save Rezults iCalculate C, PDR , ADF: Close

Figure 3.13 Simplified analysis done in the software
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LIT Analysis: The data in the well-test analysis had very few skin calculations So this
tool is useful if the permeability value is known for a well. With the known permeability
assuming it be same and selecting well-tests that were performed near (approx 2 years) to
one and another so that our assumption of same skin for LIT remains valid. Then using

LIT method as discussed earlier we interpreted skin values for different well tests

6

as S:; a, x10 kh ——log K - |+3.23|. Figure 3.14 shows one of the
1.632x10°T PuC

0.869

LIT analysis done on well-test # 8 of a well in the gas storage field.

¢ Well Test Analysis
Selected Well Tests %
8 - 7A122004  Mulbi-Point
7 -9/29/1969 : Open-Flow
(]
2 %
=
=
i
o
o
Hemove Points | Draw Points = Clear ==
lig"“’E of line ™7 | 2 Calculate n k Rate (MMciD)
n iy
well Deliverability Parameters Calculated
Selected Well-Test At |  k[assumed] | Skin

15.6441128623 12.3

Close

Save Results

Figure 3.14 LIT analysis done in the software
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3.3.2 Neural Network as Skin Predictor

The Neural nets are very powerful in predicting non-linear relationships. As the
relationship between skin and stimulation parameters is non-linear and very complicated
thus neural nets are used which are very good at it. With skin values before and after the
stimulation calculated and stimulation parameters known we can now use these valid
stimulations to train the Neural Network to use it as a prediction tool. Intelligent Data
Evaluation and Artificial Network IDEA® software by Intelligent Solutions Inc. was
used to design the neural network. This software is very versatile in making different nets
with different training algorithms. Generalized Regression Neural Net (GRNN) was used
to train the neural net. The net had 11 inputs and 1 output as skin. The source of data for

the neural net is given in Table 3.4.

Inputs Source
Lat Database
Long Database
Sum Fluids sutn of item
5,6,7.8
Prior-kh Database

Water (bbls) 34

Acid (bbls) Gh

Gel (bbls) (34
Foam (bbls) XY

N2 (Mcf) Gh

Sand Quantity (lbs) [EEXS

After-Test Type G4
3- Multi- Point
2- Single-Point
1- Open-Flow

Table 3.5 Neural Network Inputs and their source
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Out of the 78 valid stimulations available, the Neural net was trained on 60 data items
while 14 were used as calibration data while 4 as verification data. The Neural network

showed very good results for all three types of data. The screen shot taken from the IDEA

software for training of the neural net is shown in Figure 3.15.

FA GRNN Network Name's : GSTC-May 9 kS - 3

Design T Results

e
=] [(&] |
i A A A e T e R -

Paitition
| C &l Cases
| (& Training
| € Calibration
" Yerification
[ Graph Type
| (& Scatter Plok
| C Cross Flot
C Error Plot
| ) Freq. Error Plat
Mo, Bins:[ 5
| Draw Option
| I% Include Marker
| ™ =% (Error Plats)

Control Button
Draw Graph|)

(]
i R

After-Skin
o

| i
o L S
Shag,

[ S

B
*
Ve
%
f’
- *
{*
o
—1-.1"
"
-
.,
e
X
>
R
= ?
-
e
it e b e e

Texr
Promm

] 5 10 5 il % an 36 40 45 50 56 80 .RSquara:
: 0.95334

| Co.Coeff:

0.9767

Figure 3.15 Accuracy of training data for the Neural net

The calibration and verification of the Neural net is shown in Figure 3.16 and Figure 3.17

respectively. After the accurate results of this GRNN the software was updated to use the

GRNN generated files to be used in the Genetic algorithm.
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BGRNN Network Name's : GSTC-May 9 -kS - 3

Design T Results

After-Skin

Calthration

 Output

| _ Partition
| C &l Cases

| ' Training

| & Calibration
| O Yerification

“‘Graph Type

| (@ Scatter Plat

| C Cross Plot

| € Error Plot

| C Freq, Error Plat

Mo, Bins:[ 5
[ Draw Option
| X Include Marker

[ %% (Error Ploks)
|” Control Button

| RSquare:

| T0.R3545

| Co.Coeff:
0.94843

Figure 3.16 Accuracy of calibration data for the Neural net

[!GRNN Network Name’s : GSTC-May 9 -kS - 3

Design

Wirtual

After-Skin

Venfication

(il
Fotual

30 15 4.0

Partition

| C all Cases

| Training

| C calibration

| @ Yerification

[ Graph Type
| @ Seatter Plot

| (T Cross Plob

| T Error Plot

| T Freq, Error Plot

Mo, Bins:[ 5

Draw Option

| P Include marker
| I % (Error Plots)
| Control Button

[ Rsquare:

0.97884

| Co.Coeff:

0.9976

Figure 3.17 Accuracy of verification data for the Neural net
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3.3.3 Optimization of Stimulations

Genetic Algorithm was written to optimize the stimulation parameters used in the neural
net. Out of the 11 input parameters 7 can be varied to obtain optimum skin. The range of
these variables was calculated and accuracy desired was determined to design the length
of the chromosome of Genetic Algorithm (GA) that will be required. The calculation is

shown in the table . for the chromosome length if all the parameters are selected.

GA Imput Accuracy Accuracy Chromosome Min Byte Max Byte
Parameter T3 ge  Required Size Size Size size size
Water (hhls) 0 345 345 1 1 345 9 | 278 =136 2M9=512
Acid (bh ks 0 119 2n10
CERAL ’ 189 0.01 100 1190 11 | =1024 27 1=204%8
Gel(hhls) 0 235 235 1 1 235 10 | 2r9=512 2M0=1024
Foam (hh ks) 0 1.7 1.7 0.0l 100 170 g | 277 =128 2Me=256
N2(Mcf) 0 368 368 1 1 368 9| 278 =156 29=512
Sand Quantity (hs) 0 30000 30000 100 0.01 300 9| 278 =156 29=512
Afier-Test Type
3 Mulii-Point _ _
2. Single-Point 1 3 3 1 1 3 2| 2M=2 g =4
1- Open-Flow

Table 3.6 Calculations to determine the length of chromosome

The length of chromosome came out to be 9 + 11 +10 +8 + 9 + 9 + 2 = 58.

The GA characteristics that were used are shown in Table . These were the best but can

be changed as desired to suit other neural nets in the future.

GA CHARACTERISTICS VALUE
Crossover rate 60 %
Mutation rate 10 %
Population size 500
No of Generations 10
Next Generation criteria Top 30 % ranked from previous generation
Crossover criteria Top 25 % has 75 % chance of Crossover

Table 3.7 GA characteristics
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There are two optimization methods made available in this software. One is optimization
just based on skin and other based on both skin and cost. The optimization objective
function is calculated using the following formula and GA minimizes this optimization

objective function.

Skin—Skin . < Skinweight + Cost—Cost .

P x Cost weight
Skin_ —Skin ;. Cost,, —Cost ;.

Optimization Objective Function=

Software compatibility and variability: In the software user has been given many
options to accommodate the particular situation that he has and data availability if

different from the data that we have used to verify the results from this software.

‘$ Material Cost

Cost
Select controlable parameters ’7
according to availability Water Injection §/bbls P94
Acid $/bbls |10
- e Gel $/bbls  |3570
i o Foam %/ bbils |—I|:|_ ]
o i r ~$ Nitrogen S/ Mel [qg_',i
Optimization
I Ge r P Sand Quantity  $/lbs [u_q
Options R B
e SandGuaniiy r - - Dpen Flow Test $/Job ﬁLIf.ILILI
r Select GA Inpl.ll:—]'ﬁs—_L___P ML,
Material Cost | Single Point Test 5, Job Eﬂﬂﬂ
Import Nhiet | Muitl Point Test $/3ob 10000
Niet Irnpuk Values |
A Characteristic ! | Gave 1 Default | S |
GA Charaterictics Export the Grid To Excel |
Select Wel-TestType |
[T —————
Population Size S00 |
Well-Test Type
Cross-over Rate % P T
B0 ¢ Open-Flow
Mutation Rate % ; ]
1o  Single-Poirt

Mo of Generations 11[; | I~ Multi-Foint

|

Figure 3.18 Different options in the software that make it versatile

One of such variability introduced is that the software can use any other neural net if it is
required. The option menu of the optimization screen has the option to import any other

neural network. Plus there is an option to select the available controllable parameters for
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the GA. For example if the user does not want to use or does not have foam and nitrogen
then he can unselect them as shown in Figure 3.18. The length of GA will change

according to the selection.

As the Neural Net has ‘Well-Test Type’ as its input so the ‘Select Well-Test Type’ menu
option gives the user an option to choose the test the user wants the neural net to interpret
the well-test. With changing price of hydro-carbons the petroleum industry is going
through fluctuating material cost. The stimulation material prices change frequently and
are a factor of demand and supply in that region. The software has the option to change

the price of the stimulation material before applying the GA to the available data.
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4. Results and Discussion

The software was tested on the available data and due to the variability of parameters that
can be changed for optimization for intelligent candidate selection we tried to come up
with the best combination of GA characteristics that are shown in Table 3.6 and Neural
Network that has been discussed in previous chapter, but we may like to add that it might
not be the best combination but surely one of the best for the data available to us.. We did
analysis on two runs. One in which skin was given 100% weight age in the optimization
meaning that we did not cared about the cost but only the skin. Even if several thousand
dollars have to be spend to have a slight increase in skin and the other in which skin was

given 50% weight age and rest 50% to cost in the final result.

RUN RUN REFERED IN
NUMBER FIGURES AS
RUN -1 Skin 100 — cost 0 Skin weight age is 100% - Cost weight age is 0%
RUN -2 Skin 50 — cost 50 Skin weight age is 50% - Cost weight age is 50%

RUN DESCRIPTION

Table 4.1 Description of the two runs done for analysis

The Summary of results for these runs is shown in Table 4.3 while Figure 4.1, Figure 4.2,
show the comparison between the actual and predicted optimized stimulations results by

the two runs:
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COSTinUS $

Skin

AVERAGE SKIN COMPARISION

6.0

55

-5.059

-4.870

5.0

45

4.0

3.5

3.0

25 -

Skin 100 - cost 0
Skin 50 - cost 50

Actual Skin

-2.0

15 -

-1.0

05 -

00 -

B Actual Skin B Skin 100 - cost O B Skin 50 - cost 50 |

Figure 4.1 Comparison of Average skin after the stimulations

AVERAGE COST COMPARISION
900,000

$ 796,086
800,000

700,000

600,000

500,000

$ 386,841

400,000
$22,132

Skin 100 - cost 0

300,000 -

200,000

|
Actual Cost

100,000 -

Skin 50 - cost 50

| B Actual Cost B Skin 100 - cost 0 M Skin 50 - cost 50 |

Figure 4.2 Comparison of average cost per stimulation
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COMPARISION OF TOTAL COST OF STIMULATIONS

60,000,000

§ 56,522,000

50,000,000

40,000,000 -|

§ 27,465,000

30,000,000 -

Skin 100 - cost 0

COSTinUS $

§ 1,571,000

20,000,000

Actual Cost

10,000,000 -

Skin 50 - cost 50

| B Actual Cost B Skin 100 - cost 0 B Skin 50 - cost 50 |

Figure 4.3 Comparison of Total cost of Stimulations

From Table 4.3 it is clear that the skin - after optimization (GA Skin) in run #1 for skin
100 — cost 0, is always less than the skin prior stimulation (prior Skin). Only in one case
for well # 61 it came very close to the actual skin, indicating that the stimulation already
done on the well # 61 was excellent resulting in maximum improvement in skin
otherwise all stimulations to some degree have chance of improvement. The stimulation
slurry predicted in run # 2 for skin 50 - cost 50 was very similar to the one used except

that the optimization in order to reduce cost compromised the skin from —5.91 to —5.723

instead.
Water Acid Gel Foam H2 SumFluids | SandGuantity | After-TestType | GA After-Skin
Actual 14851 1169 53343 .02 36656 £31 ES 28834 54 1 -5410
Skin 50 - cost 50 293 41 1142 052 052 218.M 31057 041 1 1 5723

Table 4.2 Comparison of actual & predicted skin for Well # 61
Figure 4.1 shows that the GA optimized the skin and shows that there is potential in the
wells to be stimulated again. Figure 4.2 and Figure 4.3 show that the GA has optimized
the stimulation cost and the user can stimulate the wells economically. Table 4.3 lists all
the results for skin weight age of 100 %. The wells can be ranked for any weight age
using the software, thus candidate selection can be made based on their rank and skin

weight age.
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Ekin 100 -cost 0

Rank Well Ho. | GA After-Skin Prior-Zkin Del Skin
1 63 -5.4TE 1.410 -B.GE6
2 Sl -5.046 -2.113 -2.667
3 15 -5.65E -5062 -2.5T4
4 42 -5.043 -2.525 2221
5 G -SG50 AL -2.107
<] 1 =505 -2.360 -2.053
T &0 -5.59E -5LE02 -2.046
-] 63 -5.045 -505E -2.010
3 T8 -5.047T -5 117 -1.330
10 66 -5.523 -5.605 -1.324
1 23 -5L0ET -5.197 -1.540
12 65 5504 -5.ATd -1.550
15 15 5680 -4.064 -1.816
14 4 -4.461 -2.661 -1.501
15 55 -5.001 -G.2a0 -1
16 13 -5.013 R 1] -1.651
T 13 -5.043 -5.595 -1.654
1 36 -5.045 -5d13 -1.626
13 40 -L0f2 -5.a99 -LE1S
20 63 -5.043 -Gdd43 -1.600
21 24 -4.544 ~G2Td -1.570
22 22 -5.046 =551 -1.52T
23 28 5023 -5.503 -1.514
24 12 -5.050 -5.54T -1.503
25 T -S04 -3.5853 -1.430
26 16 -5.046 -5.560 -1.457
27 3T -4.917 -G5S -1.593
25 3 -5.045 -5.661 -1LE5T
23 41 -5.045 -G3.661 -1.554
30 i -4.462 -5.06S -1.573
i | 33 -4.754 -5416 -LE5E
52 5 -4.533 -5.616 -1.253
33 44 -4.564 -G.E15 -1.266
34 20 5044 R s -1.251
35 5 -5.047T -SLEET -1.210
36 45 -4.971 SGTE2 -l.203
3T 45 -4.362 A | -1411
i 17 5052 iRt ko) -1.1535
33 43 -4.535 -G 76 1127
40 26 -5.042 -5.921 -1.121
41 2 -4.365 -5.E5E -1.110
42 30 -5.046 =555 -1.1085
43 I -5.050 -GA62 -1.053
44 23 -5.044 -5A6T -1.07T
45 55 -5.046 -4.001 -1.045
46 21 -5.02T -5.830 -1.05E
47 0 -5.041 -4.016 -1.025
43 14 -5.041 -4.027 -1.014
43 31 -5.044 -4.045 -0.333
50 T4 -5.043 -4.055 -0.331
| -] -5.043 -4.076 -0.973
52 52 -5.046 -4.035 -0.351
53 2T -5.023 -4.034 -0.323
54 5T -5.056 -4 115G -0.31E
55 ) -5 -4.525 0551
56 54 -5.047T -4.214 S0LEEE
5T S0 -4.976 -4.144 -0.E52
5 T -5.043 -4.241 -0.E05
53 6 -5.050 -4. 256 -0.734
&0 BT -5.047T -4.265 -0.752
&1 1 -5.050 -4.270 0750
G2 25 -4.362 -4.212 -0.TT0
B3 I -5.015 -4.745 -0.7TEE
64 45 -4.361 -4.134 -0LTET
65 33 -4.542 -4.054 0755
66 53 -5.04:5 -4.501 -0.T47
&T 43 -5.043 -4 366 -0.BSS
1] 35 -5.042 -4.405 06357
63 T3 -5.310 -5.2TE -0.652
T [+ -4 G6355 -4.265 -0.552
i | 52 -5.050 -4.515 -0L55T
2 56 -0 -4.553 -0.455
3 T2 -5.050 -4.553 -4 61
4 5 -5.050 -4.650 -0.400
5 4T -5.028 -4.755 -0.245
6 53 -5.047T -4 555 -0.064
iT 62 -5.043 -5.006 -0.044
T &1 =5.310 -5.310 0.000

Table 4.3 Results of Optimized Skin and cost
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5. Conclusions

The main aim of the study was to find the re-stimulation candidate wells with the given
data without trying to spend thousands of dollars on well-test and gas reservoir
simulators. Detailed analysis of well-tests performed on the storage field was done and
intelligent tools like Neural networks to predict the Skin and Genetic Algorithms to
optimize the stimulation were used to select the best stimulations for a well. The

following conclusions can be drawn from this research:

1 The Artificial Intelligence Tool can predict Skin with high confidence.

2 The Portfolio Management for re-stimulation candidate well selection with the
software made during this research study can be very cost effective.

3 This software is the first successful attempt to combine Data editing, Well-

Test analysis and Artificial Intelligence in one software package.

5.1 Future Work

The future work recommended is related to the improvement in the software so that it can
make a simple reservoir model and simulator that can match the pressure profile of the
well-test and predict permeability. With the reservoir characterization module this

software’s capability can be greatly enhanced.
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This document will introduce you to the latest software application for gas storage field data
entry, well-test analysis and stimulation optimization. The software application is called

‘Intelligent Storage’.

From this software user can edit the data and retrieve the data for different wells according to
location or stimulation year. This software can do analysis for typical gas storage well-tests like
well-deliverability parameters and well-bore skin. One of the capabilities of this software is that
if we get more data or data from different field, and train different Neural Networks, we can still
use this software to import and apply Genetic optimization to the well stimulations. It has been
developed in a modular form so that more modules can be added as and when required to make it

more robust.

¢ Gas Storage Technology Consortium @

File Help

AIN MENU

Edit Well Data | View Well Data ‘

Canditate Selection ‘

f West Virginia University

”.é;iéggghé .? R
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This software is very simple to use and follows three main steps which are also indicative of the
first three buttons that you will see when you start the software. First you Add/Edit the data that
you want to use, this includes performing Well-test analysis, Secondly you can select any well
according to some specific criteria and look at its data, and in last, perform candidate selection.

All of these steps will be explained in detail latter.

When you first start the software the interface is the one shown in the picture in next page. All
the operations are controlled by Main Menu screen. The software organization is very clear from
the interface. It is a step-by-step approach, which makes it really easy for the user to follow the

software.

<%

Gas Storage Technology Consartium E]
Help

MAIN MENU

H“H""‘ﬁ-..
H“""‘LE

First Step
N

Second Step
L~

Edit well Data view well Data *

Canditate Selection S

S
r = .
"~ West Virginia University Third Step

1282006 8:03 AM
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Complete list of items and sub-items in the above command buttons is shown below:

0 Create Template

0 Import Data from filled-out Template
0 Remove all data from database

o Exit

0 User Manual

0 Formulas

0 About
e Edit Well Data
Well bore
Completion
Stimulation
Perforation
Stimulation
Well Test

= Well Test Analysis Tool

O O O O O o

0 Reservoir
o0 Find a Well
e View Well Data
0 Select State & county
0 Select Wells
0 Selection Options

0 Select Well Data

e (Candidate Selection



File

The file menu can be accessed from the top left corner of menu bar. It contains four options.
0 Create Template

0 Import Data from filled-out Template

0 Remove all data from database

(0]

Exit

Help
Create Template

Import Data From filled-out Template
Femove all data from database

Exik

Edit Well Data View Well Data 1

Canditate Selection 1

- -

J, West Virginia University

2EEPM

£/15/2005

Create Template

This option if selected will ask the user to select the location on the hard drive where the user
wants to save the Template and latter after filling the data import that template instead of

entering the values one by one from the software.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium

port Data from 1E
Remove all data from database
Exit
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Select the place in the hard drive where you want to create the Template.

F

Create Template

Save in; IwLocaIDisk (C) Ll &= cf EZ-
[C)DELL

@Documents and Settings
My Recent () drvrtmp

Dacuments | pp | aserdet 2300

(=) kazim Ali Malik
[CMATCH

Desktop |)Program Files

[Csies0

@ wedg

(2 WINDOWS

iy D ocuments e

¢ Rjie

@

tdy Computer

File name: Template-Test ;I Save

|_see |
Cancel |
Al

My MNetwark Save as type:
laces

1
&£

Once the Template is successfully created in the hard drive the following message will appear

indicating the user that the template file has been created.

.—--I
Gas 5torage Technology Consortium B|

. ) Template file has been created

Following is the screen shot of the Template file showing the Well bore data.
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B3 Microsoft Excel - Template-Test

i3] Fle Edit View Insert Fomat Tools Data  Window Help  Adobe POF Type a question for help [+ _ & X
P 3O R T B8R 98 LR @ [ Tehoma -8 R - 0
TB3 5 b

B D E A L T T e ey o) 1] oo e e PR [ s
API_Mumber|FieldName|  Well L ificati Lat Long Section | Township | County State Operator | T icalDepth i

% 0 T %

Please donot edit ar change nurmber
of Titles in all the waorksheets or
wiatksheet names

Flease enter
- only unique 'API_Number' in worksheet
Wiellbore!

7=

63 [ v
1 4 » »\wellbore_Data / Perf Data { Completion_Data 4 Stimulation_Data { WelTest_Data / Reservor_Data /. < >
ibaw- g Agoshopes- N N IO dgrBld S -Z-A-==Zdaag

It has six worksheets, each representing the table in the database of the software.
0 Well bore Data

Completion Data

Stimulation Data

Perforation Data

Stimulation Data

Well Test Data

0O O O O o o

Reservoir Data
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B Microsaft Excel - Template-Test

o 2 question for be 81| 1€

i

el Adobe POF Type & questi
A8 LR M n e B Thoma st B U EEM S % s AR oA

E RS O PR D R DR T S R v nof o [ F [ o [ ® | = ¢
- Loss | feavion | Township | Cowary | Basre | Opssser |Foamaicd

Please donot edd or change number
of Tilles in all the worksheets or
workaneet names

A

ot d s

0 ) e

n

=t

L =) 1 ]
[ 4 v W wellbore_Data | Perf_Data [ cmw:ﬂ Stimtation_Data [ WellTest_Data [ Reservor_Data /. I+ 3
i Tp——— e p——— 1 —

1. These are the fields of the table. Each field represents one characteristic of the table and
each row is one record. If the user is not clear about any field then he/she can drag the
screen cursor to that field name and the comment will appear like in the picture below
where it will give a little explanation, its format and an example so that the user

understands what sort of data to enter in each field

A B | ¢ | D
API_Number e Kazim:
Unigue APL number of the well
Format: ##-3#3-g3s2
Example: 12-345-67890

I fan| poa| =
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2. This section has two set of warnings for the user entering data. One is to not edit or
change number of Titles in all the worksheets or worksheet names and other to add
only unique 'API Number' in worksheet "Well bore Data' and all dates in worksheets
where required should be entered.

This has been done as the data is retrieved from the template according to some
specific format and non presence of any data in elementary field might stop program
from using that record. All the elementary fields’ background is orange/red while

others are in green.

3. This section shows all the worksheets in the Template file.

Import Data from filled-out Template

% Gas Storage Technology Consortium

If this option is selected from the file menu then the program will ask the user to select the filled

Template file from the location. The new data will be appended to the existing data.
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Remove all data from database

If the user doesn’t want to append the data to previous database but instead want to up-load a
whole new data then there is an option in file menu as highlighted in the snapshot below. This
option will remove all data in the previous database. After removing the data from previous

database the user can up-load the updated data from the template or enter it in the software.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium

Exit

The program can be exited by two options. One is to exit by using the file menu and selecting
‘Exit’ while other is to select the cross on the top right corner as in normal windows based

applications.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium FE

Exit Options— | MAIN MENU

¥ Gas Storage Techrology Consortium

Edit Well Data view Well Data

Canditate Selection

A

i West Virginia University

8152006 453 P
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Help

Another option that can be accessed from the menu bar on top of the main menu screen is the

Help menu option.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium @
File sl

User Manual

Farmulas “ M E “ U

About R E

i

Edit WellData |  View Well Data |

Canditate Selection |

-

i ; West Virginia University

el e 006 AM

It contains three types of information one is the User Manual for this software and second is the
Formulas used in this software and third ‘About’ form which shows the system information and

software contributors.
¥ X

- West Virginia University

By

Peatroieum & Vatural Gas fnginesing

Wersion 1.0

GAS STORAGE TECHNOLOGY CONSORTIUM

Fraject: Gaz Storage Field Deliverability Enhancement
Froduct: Gas Storage “Wellz information Databaze and Candidate Selection

Funded By: 1.5, Department af Enengy

Contribwtors; oK.
F.azim kalilk, B azi Gazkan, Shahab 0. Mohaghegh

Copyright: ezt Yirginia Lniversity 2006
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Edit Well Data

The objective of this interface is to Edit the database and do well-test analysis for each well

based on the data entered or already saved.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium %

l < <--- Main Menu ‘

| First Well |Previuus\'n'e!|‘ Next Well I Last Well

-4 F
] 1 A_ddl‘iewl i ) { Inde ‘
AP Number ‘Well Count
1234567830 | Well # 2 of 432 Edt | Delete | Fnd |
‘wellbore T Completion T Perforation 2, T Stimulation T Well Test| T Reservoir Char
Well T | WelTest # 7 of 8
ell Test - . :
Field Pr. [psi] Flow Pr. [psi] Rate [MefD] _
First Reading [ 890 [ 845 [ 328 Field Name[aéED
i ) T
ThidReadng  [T075 [ 872 [ 720 [ 635 o HPET
Extended Time [ % [ 72 [ 709 [ o Test Type ]Mult:-Pamt
kh [md-ft] ] 123 NmDarcyEnffif 1 DeltaP # [psi®] 250000 (® FD Rate

) AOF

Skin [T163 nValue [ 0860 PDRate[McD] | 608 O Skin
True Skin 1 C Value E 016411 ADF [MciD] 1853 O All'well Tests
.
| Well Test Analysis |

| First WellTest lPre‘viuus WeEITestl Next WellTest i Last welltest [

1. To move to the first well, previous well, next well & the last well in the record the user
has to click on the button assigned to it. The wells are assorted in ascending order
according to well API Number which is itself displayed in the ‘textbox’ below the ‘API
Number’ label.

The ‘progress bar’ gives a visual aide to know the relative position of the well in database
as the user browse through the database it will add or reduce the blue segments indicating

current well position in the well bore database.

Below the ‘well count’ label the position of well out of the total records is indicated.
2. These are six tabs which represent six different tables in the database.

1- Well-bore
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2- Completion
3- Perforation
4- Stimulation

5- Well-Test

6- Reservoir Char

3. The user can edit/view the data in these text boxes. They correspond to the value of that
parameter in the database. The Well-bore tab is used to create a new well and then data is

entered one by one in all the following tabs. If you press other tabs, they will open up as

in the pictures below
"'f Gas Storage Technology Consertium = ¥ Gas Storage Technology Comsartium =
[ restwen | Previous wel] mewtwell | Lastwen |
AP Nusiost el Caurd
- wawzam [ ] o | ool |
wellbore I Comglton | FPolwsion | Swwdwen | wWielTesl | AesereaDha Welbon | Completion ] Peorsion | Shmudson | WelTedt | Raservos Cha
N’ o
[T Covpleienzmiaiz
Lende  [mER el i Ul
AFWelNo [I33EET0 e . fis
Longtade [E227 Opewtor  [i5C T
FeldName [ipin i Ha T op ] =73
Secton I
A e wH [ bucin [ Loy e —
Lease Harme ﬁ ' - £ Y floui] '—"
Formation  [Cireen Dae TbngRun 1150971
Courty  [ARHLAAD 2 ! F
Claasfosion o i Giade -
Sine oH
[ e ot T tomgietion| sent Comgtetion | et Comgpletion |

¥ Gas Storage Technology Comsartium

¥ Gas Storage Technology Cansortism

‘well Count

T wmEzaim | [ peee | god |

welborn Completion Fraleaaime Stmdsion | WeklTeit | Reveros Ch Welbos | Comgleton | Pelesttion | Steudston el Teall -
Fadotion 813 2 Wellest 87 ol 8
oeell Tt Tine PP ol FowPful  AsmBeD] | [
Frit Fisadng o e [oe [ 2w e
Fiekd N - T T 1
m i metted sl Lo Sedfiesdn  [57- [@ - [ [ | wewe B
i ThiiReadng o [&m [ [ &= TesDate [712/2004
£ [FET] Pesfioe stion Bottom [K] |20 E T . & = = Tedt Tyoe [l bPor
Dipaniudes
it Shot Type e 40 Whlodh] [ T35 MerDwoyCos| 7 DebeP?fpat [ 250000 & FORm
S [ 181 mVae UEE0  FORsieMeD) [ 606 ‘,MF
Pastoraion D ata L Skin
POTTY e 1
ey Shets e ot ] TreSkin | 1 CVakm Q15411 ADF Mci] 1253 o AlWel Teat
|' est. perhor ation 1 revious Perforal E mpeffuuum] Lask Pesforation | [ mestwenrest | previovs wetltest | sestwenest [ vostwemest |

In the end of each tab except Well-bore and Reservoir Char there are browsing buttons for each tab.

Browsing buttons for Well Test tab are shown in the picture below
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First WellTest Previous YWellTest Mext WellTest Last Welltest

If you want to move to the first Well Test, previous Well Test, next Well Test n or the last Well Test
in the record, click on the button assigned to it. All the records are assorted in ascending order

according to time.

4. With these command buttons you can add, edit, save, delete, undo & find a record. Where

. < < --- Main Menu . .
ever ‘Main Menu’ command button appears in this software means

that if you select it, it will take you to the Main Menu interface.

Controls in section 1, 2 & 4 are same for all the tabs. If you want to add a new well then
‘Well-bore tab’ should be active and similarly if you want to add stimulation then

‘Stimulation’ tab should be active.

Note: The only way you can add a new well in the database is when you press ‘Add
New’ button while the ‘well-bore’ tab is active. This way a new well will be
created with corresponding Reservoir Char data and you can enter data in all the
rest four tabs. Otherwise ‘Add New’ will only add new completion, perforation,

stimulation or well-Test depending on which tab is active.

When a completely new well is being added in the database, all the tabs except Well bore tab
will become inactive and the background color of all text boxes of Well Test tab will be yellow,
indicating that they are ready for entering data. Notice in the following two pictures with all the
tabs are inactive except ‘Well bore’ and ‘Well count label’ reading ‘Adding New Well-bore data’
and that all the textboxes are empty with yellow background. After entering the data ‘Save’

button is selected.
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¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium @
‘Add New’ Selected

| First well || yious W -III Nexst wWell I Last Well l >
ﬁm:'l Numbser ( -"’-"""'-'WD T l o |

‘Well Count
PRt N | Adding New Well-bore data
WT 1 | s 1

Latitude
AP well Mo, ]—
Longtitude Operator
Field Mame 1;
Section
Wwhell No. VD[R]
Township
Lease Name
County ,— Formation
Classification 17

State

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium g‘ﬂ

“Save’ Selected
| First well |prevjuuswell[ Next well ! Last well |

; [ o Do ]

AP Number ‘Wwell Count b >
1234567852 | el # 2 of 432 | edt | peete | End |

Completon |  Peforston |  Stulston | WellTest | Reservoi Char

Latiude  [2pg22
Longtitude  [.52 27 Operstor  |aRC

APIWellNo. [17.345.67850

Field Name  |ARCD
Section 10
‘Well No. {1 234 TVD [ft] 2938
Township  [EFG
Leaze Name w7
Formati ;
County  [ASHLAND T 2 | Clrkon
Classification SPECIAL
State OH
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Instead of selecting ‘Save’ button if the user doesn’t want to save the changes or add new well

then ‘Undo’ button can be selected. It will cancel the previous Add new or edit command.

Note: The dates for completion, perforation, stimulation & well test should always be
entered as the output of the software is directly dependent on the chronology of
events. The format of date is also specified for the user where required. A close

picture of that format is below

Perforation 0 ate 114061971

MM DDA

You need to enter API well no only once in the well-bore tab and it will be automatically copied
in the rest of tabs and procedure is the same for editing. The format for entering well API

Number is below

AP Well No. 19234567830

If wrong format or well API number is not entered for a new well then you will be greeted with

the following message

Gas 5torage Technology Consortium

1 ) APT well Mumber Format is nok correck Correct Formak: 22-FRR-2Rees

If the well API Number that you tried to enter is already in the database then you will be greeted

by following message

Gas 5torage Technology Consortium [z|

‘\11) This APT Well Mumber is already in Database
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Find a Well

If you know the well API Number and want to find that well then ‘Find’ command button will be of
great help to you. Just click it and new screen will pop-up. Enter the well ‘API number’ in the text

box or scroll the well API Number list box and double click the well for which you want the data to

be retrieved.

| Edit jgeleten Find ||

[addtew] oo inis | 4+—>5elect ‘Find’ button

Start Typing 'well Mumber
|3¢-m35-a2420

|34-[IEE-EI‘: 272 ~

34.005.02887
34-005-02839
34-005.02897
34-005-02901
3400502907
34-005-02909
3400502911
34-005-02960
34-005. v

Diouble chck ho select

There are 430 Wells
| Cancel

¥ Gas Storape Technobopy Comartivm

| rirstwel | previous well| nestwen | Lostwen |

=== ain Mena

= [ new | [ uee ]
AP Hurnbes Vel Courd
WaR2a &0 [ T |

Wellbore | Complsion | Pedorstion | Stdsior | WelTest | Fesereos Ches

Laside =3

AP el Mo, [30 00 02420

Field Name  [LLICAS
Sechon i

Lease Mame  [EDip LAND

Classific ation M'ln't

Seale OH

Logiiude [g228 Dpstobt  [Cohurina Gaa
welMe i@ VO (]

Comty  [iSHianD D Chnien
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Show

If you want to see the Peak day rate, Absolute open flow, Skin Values and All Well Tests performed on

a well verses time then the ‘Show’ button should be selected with the respective graph from the option

buttons as shown below.

¥ Gas Storage Techsolegy Cemadtium [5| % s Siorage Technology Corsetiom
STRAILATION & WELLTEST DATA - WELL # 12345676030 STRMULATION & WELLTEST DTA - WELL # 1 3. 455780
= Py Doy Maby = ‘Trwdafion - ADF = Simadaton
3000 —— 15000
200 E -
i '- :
000 = W00 ay
LECURS &
E plo gm
00 A é N
] L e N N s .
g & § § & £ 3= § ® § 3 T § B 3 & 2 § § 8 3
= > -] 1 * 3 = - = £ £
F 0§ ¢ OE FE o3 o: o8 £ B i 8 8 3 B §F B B 8 ® %
Date Dhatis

m Date Win [ignes  Date Ma(370008 Viewr I Fnest Dale M (5160364 Dale Man |77 Yiew I
m LAY MM MM HMATYEY

Well Test Tab

EECETE e

wetos | Comgean, | Paswatan

F sl Wi
eRTed el e e
EretPaatiyg | &N = e
Yewdfend [G7 [w w7
Tt Pt [ [es ]
L LT I =
i [ Sl | et ]
B [ avas [ams 1o e ] |
Toain] 1 Cwse (G a0

¥ G |l ¥ Gas Storage Technslogy Convoriium

STIRAULATION & WELLTEST DiATA : WELL # 12-345-67530
- Ve = Srueon - e fiee e Srgedont o Mulifort = Srson
o
& E : s + a *
[F 3 § 3 5 - 3
Py — —¥ : T S p e :E g
w8 |5 & % i 3 =
§ z
= A% ey
H S
£ a0
&
15
N i & & 2 = & 3 & E & 3
- i 1 §: F 3 ¥ § § § § § &£ %
Date Wl Test Diate
Hasel Diabe MWim [cme Dol Me(3000570 Biewet Dote Man [57151354  Dote Mas 772005 iew I
Cloia LAY MHEAYY Choam MR MRS
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Well Test Analysis

The user can do three types of Well Test Analysis in this software:
1- Simplified Analysis (for calculating n, C, PD rate & AOF)
2- LIT Analysis (for calculating Skin if ‘k’ is known)
3- Build-up Test Analysis (If Detailed Multi-Point Test data is available)

F Gas Storape Techmalogy Consortium

| mirstwen | previous well]  meawen | vsstwen | e e e

u o] R
AP Humber Wiel Cound
BT warzaaR 0 I BT
‘wokbors T Comgintion T Pratongton I Strmebation T fufeil Test | Foeaannos Chae
[ waTenRiog
s T oot Time L L T —
Fust Fopading [ oms &= [ e [ == F BELD
.......... 21 S el 4 o -
sesdbene [ om ([ W e | [ ) aee BED | well Test Analysis
ThdResda [0 [&2 [ 7= &% L.
Teat Tyma |
EendedToe [ = [e= [ = [E= LT ek Poirt
Khinett] [ 723 MWorDwcpCoe| 7 DeraPafpnd) [ 25000 gmmu
Sn [163 Ve 0BG  FDRas(McD] | 605 C
T Sk || 1 I e 'R [ 4] AOF [McfD] | 1853 Alwlell Tasty

wei vest amaiysms 1] | —=2n ]

First wellTest | Previous wellTest | mest welllest | Lost Weltest |

The analysis tools are very similar for Simplified and LIT Analysis except were mentioned. The
interface below will appear when you select ‘Well Test Analysis’ button. It will give you a

glimpse of what has happened on the well since it was drilled.
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¢ WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890

Well Tests Simplified Analysic LIT Analysis
AP|_Mumber  |Date [TestTupe |kh  |Skin | PeakDayRate| 20F | Detailed MP Data
1] 1234567330 5/11/1965 OpenFlow 288 195 1033
2| 1234567830 5/12/1965 OpenFlow 3.3956 1624 13885
3| 1234567830 11/8/1965 OpenFlow 3.3956 1579 13499
4| 1234567830 4/18/1966 OpenFlow ame2 2807 13292
6| 1234567330  4/24/1969 OpenFlaw 327152 2164 10247
6| 1234567830 9/23/1963 OpenFlow 33222 2068 5752
7l 1234567830 7A12/2004 MuliPoint 123 163 B06 1853 YES

Double click the well test in the Grid that you want bo select for “Simplified Analpsis' or LT Analysis’
2 Singhe click in the ‘Detaled MP Data’ column to estimate permeabiliy for the wel-test where *(ES' is witten

—3¢— Open-Flow & Single-Point B Muli-Paint % SelectedTest == Stimulation?

e

i ot

3

K

3 3 .-
= =1 (=1 =] — — = (=1 (=1 = [=]
2 £ g B 2 = 2 g = ] N
i § 3§ & § § & §# § § ;%

Wel-Test Date
= S ——
| &)
1. This sections contains all the data in a grid form with API Number, Date of well test, Test

Type, kh value, Skin value, Peak Day rate, Absolute Open Flow and information in
‘YES’ or ‘NO’ form if the Detailed Multi-point data (Pressure profile & flow-rate vs.
time) is available for a given test or not. The back color of selected well-test is yellow

while of stimulation is purple. The first well-test is selected by default.
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2. This section contains instructions as how to select well-tests for analysis. Single click on
any well-test will make it the current well-test with background changed to yellow and by
double click it will be selected for Simplified and LIT Analysis. If the Detailed MP Data
for a well-test is given then it can be selected for permeability analysis (build-up test) by
single click on the cell where ‘YES’ is written. This way the build-up test analysis

module will show up.

3. This section shows the time of different well tests which are indicated by three types of
markers and stimulations on a well which are represented by straight blue vertical lines.
The selected well have the similar marker according to its test-type but its color is dark

green.

Once any well-test is double clicked, it is selected and added in the list box of simplified and LIT
Analysis.
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1- Simplified Analysis
The screen shot of Simplified Analysis tab is below with Well-test # 2 to # 7 selected for

analysis.

Y WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890
Wel Tests 1 Simplified Analysis LIT Analysis

Selected Well Tests
By

W 2 12 34E b Ba - B 201 966 OpereFlow
w| 3. 1234567890 - 11/81965 ; Open-Flow
v 4 1234567890 - 4797966 Open-Flow
=Ly 15-3£§-§?§ﬁ- 4??4&553 : OpereFlow
o) B 12-345-67830 - 97291963 | OpenFlow
o7 12-345.67890 - 7252004 - Mudb:-Poant

2 4

log Delta-P sgr
-~
(o)
ut

log Rate (Mol

Clear >> o Slope of line << Calculate i

well Deliverability Parameters Calculated from above value of 'n '
Selected Well-Test C value |  PDrate [McfD] |  ADF [McID] =

3 e

Calculate C, PDR , ADF

Save Results

O Selecied Test  e—Stmulstiond

&  Single-Point

—p— Open-Flow

R

2

e

g

2 =8
[=] =1 ) [=1 —_ L [=1 =) [ [=1 =)
& & ] L] = - 2 o = e =1
= 3 = = - = = B = 2 =
g 4 = ] 2 g 8 3 g S 2

Wiel-Tesi Date

1. This sections contains the list box which has the entire well-tests selected for an analysis.
Any test now again can be selected or de-selected by using the check-box in front of it.

Once the well-tests are selected then they can drawn on log-log graph of Flow-rate
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(McfD) vs. Delta Pressure Square (Delta P sqr) by selecting the ‘Draw Points’ button.

This graph can be cleared by selecting the ¢ Clear>>" button also if the well-tests drawn

need to be changed.

. When the data points have been drawn the user can draw a line in the picture box keeping

left mouse button held down like shown below

nplified Analysis 1
=3
w LT
o !
B
= 7
=
=
log Rate (MoiD)
A | P |

Select ‘Calculate n’ button to find the slope of the drawn line. The slope will be

calculated in front of ‘n’ text box.

. Now the user can select the well-tests in the list box to which he/she wants to apply this
calculated slope. Like in the snap shot as the slope was drawn between well-test points 2
and 3 thus the same were selected and the ‘Calculate C, PDrate, AOF’ button was
selected. The values of C, Peak Day Rate and Absolute Open Flow will be calculated and

shown in the grid as shown in the picture shot on next page. Theses results can be saved

in the database by selecting the *Save’ button.
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¢ WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890

el Tests 1 LIT dnalysis
L =
w| 21 12-345-678590 - 51241965 : Open-Flow )
v 31 12-345-67890 - 11/8/1965 : Open-Flow
5:12-345-E7890 - 4/24/1969 : Open-Flow ;-_;‘ 4
G : 12-345-67890 - 9/23/1969 : Open-Flow o T
70 12-345-67890 - 71 2/2004 : Multi-Paint = %
3 7
[
]
=
[u] die
7 o Fate (MciD
B i Slope of line
Remove Points | Draw Points =2 Clear =2 n= 127700430 < Calculate n
i ili o of ' !
Selected Well-Test C value | PDrate [MciD] |  ADF [MciD]
2 12-345-67890 - 512/1965 : Dpen-Flow 0.000:222817039 1641 13665
3: 12-345-67830 - 11/8/1965 : Dpen-Flow 0.000213591333 1618 13467
i s
Save Results Calculate C, PDR , ADF |

Note: If there is only one well-test before or after the stimulation then the value of n can be
assumed and written in the textbox in front of label ‘n’ as shown in the picture below. The value
of ‘n’ cannot be assumed for more than one well at a time so if there is more than one well-test

for which the value of ‘n’ has to be assumed then they should be selected one by one.

“ WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890
Wel Tests [ Simplified Analysis LIT Analysis

Selected Well Tests

 12-34567830 - 51 21965 . Open-Flow
1234567590 - 11/8/1965 : Open-Flow
- 12-245-67390 - 4/18/1966 : Dpen-Flow
+12-34567890 - 4/24/1963 : DpercFlow
: 12:345-67890 - 9/23/1969 : Open-Flow

e e et

1234567890 - 5/11/1965 : Open-Flow

2
3
4
5
&
1

log Defta-P sqr
s

7 Tog Fiate (MciD)

Remove Points | Draw Points == | Clear == | ne 5|1IJPE o e << Calculate n

FDrate [MciD] ADF [MciD]
1:12-34567890 - 5/11/1965 : Ope 0000781533248 195 1034

Selected Well-Test
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2- LIT Analysis

The screen shot of the LIT analysis is below:

% WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890
Well Tests 1 Simplifed Analysis LIT Analysis

Selected well Tests

v 2 1234567890 - 5712715965 . OpenFlow 3

W 3 12-345-67090 - 117871965 - Open-Flow
4 - 12345-67590 - 4/15/1965 : Open-Flow

v 50 12-345-67890 - 4/24/1969 : Open-Flow

1

@ 2 %

log Dalta mip)- bg2

log Rate (MciD)

I Remove Points | Draw Points >> Clear >>

LIT Parameters Calculated

Selected Well-Test At | klassumed] | Skin
-0.0252621877 12.3 41124

Save Results

1. This section is the same as for Simplified Analysis.

2. In this section the well-test points are drawn on log — log plot of ‘Flow rate (MMcfD)
vs. Delta pseudo pressure — bq”” . There is no need to draw a slope line in this plot.
Instead the points can be selected by visual inspection that they form a straight line
and that they were conducted preferably with-in 2 years. In the snap shot above well

test points 2,3 and 5 have been selected to calculate Skin.
3. When the ‘Calculate’ button is pressed the program uses the permeability value ‘k’

from the nearest well-test and calculates skin. The new value of skin can be saved in

the database by selecting ‘Save Results’ button.
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Note: Multi-point test points give erroneous calculations if selected with other well-tests as they
are recorded one flow after another simultaneously not like Open Flow and single point tests

which are recorded once a year.

If the selected well-tests are not with in 2 years then the following message will appear giving

the user choice either to select other well-tests or continue with the well-tests selected.

WELL TEST AMALYSIS --->= 12-345-67890

\:,.:j The time between the well-tests is more than 2 vears, Do you wank to continue 7

Yes | Mo |
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3- Build-up Test Analysis

If any Multi-point well test has a detailed data (pressure and flow-rate profile vs. time) then the
‘Detailed MP Data’ column in front of that test will show ‘YES’. It means that the data for this

well-test can be analyzed to estimate a value of permeability.

Y WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890

well Tests [ Simplfied Analysis LIT Analysis
AP1_Humber | Date [TestType |kh  [Skin | PeskDayRate| A0F | Detaded MP Data
1| 12-345-67830 5/M11/1965 OpenFlow 298 195 1033
2| 1234567830 5M12/1965 Open-Flow -3,35956 1624 13885
3| 1234567890 11/8/1965 OpenFlow -3.3956 1579 134599
4| 1234567890 4/18/1965 Dpen-Flow -3.2152 2807 13292
B| 1234567890 4/24/1969 OpenFlow -3.2182 2164 10247
B| 1234567890 9/29/1369 Open-Flow 3322 2068 9792 e—
7| 12-345-67830 7112/2004 MuliPaint 123 1,63 E0B 1 YES
Double click the well test in the Grid that you want to select for 'Simpliied Analysis’ or LIT Analysis'
Single click in the ‘Detaled MP Data' column to estimate parmeabiity for the well-test where “'ES" iz wiitten
—3— Open-Flow & Single-Point B Mutti-Point [0 Selected Test = Stimulation
;E —L e
E
o
€ |
b =
= =1 =1 [=] —_ - [=] “= =1 = =
] 1] ] - =] b = o = tn =
E & § 3§ 8 § § &8 &8 §8 ¢
Well-Test Date
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If the cell with value ‘“YES’ is selected the software will read the data from the excel file and
progress bar will become visible like in the picture shot above showing that the data is being
read.

After the complete data has been read by the software the following screen will appear showing

the pressure profile of the well-test.

?F WELL TEST ANALYSIS -—-==>12-345-67890

Input Data
tp (o production time) hrs 2 Temperature [F) 75
Whellbore R adius [f) 15 Specific Grawvity 0,535
Parozity [%] 014 Thickneszs [ft] 10

Fressure

Time (hrs)

Select the Extended Buid-up Test with left mousze button down

All the Input data is retrieved from the database and if is not found then default values are

inserted. The value ’tp (flow/production time’ is 2 hrs by default but can be changed by the user.
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The Extended build-up test for 2 or more hours should be selected by keeping the left mouse

button down. The green lines will indicate portion of build-up test selected.

¢ WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890

T Permeability analyziz
tp [Flowdproduction time] hrs 2 Temperature [F] E
‘wellbore Radius (i) 158 Specific Gravity 0.R35
Forozity [%] 014 Thicknessz [ft] 10
[k}
5
o
ol
z
o
Tirne (hrs)
Select the Extended Buid-up Test with left mouze button dawn

If by mistake draw-down data is selected then the following message will appear informing the

user to select build-up data again.

o | } Select Build-up Test
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After the portion of build-up data has been correctly selected the permeability analysis tab will
show following graphs. The first one is the log-log diagnostic plot between ‘Del Pressure’ and
‘Del Time’. The user should select the first point which does not fall on the unit slope line drawn
by holding the left mouse button down. The initial pressure ‘Pi’ and flow rate text box values
will be selected from the build-up portion of the extended well-test selected. The graphs will be
drawn again with a green line drawn on the Horner plot indicating the end of well-bore storage

(tewbs).

¢ WELL TEST ANALYSIS --->> 12-345-67890

Input Drata Permeability Analysis
Diagnostic Plot

s

-~

Select the first point
which does not fall on a
unit slope line

Log Del P

Del T (hrs)

Click the firzt point which does not form a unit slope line
Pi [psil |71967 Flows Rate McfD] |25

| Redraw Diagnostic Plot

Horner Plot

a1}

=

(]

o

z

o

= Slope shquld be drawn to

o - . .

& the left of this line

Lag Harner Time (hrs)

Gl ] Ii Draw slope on the left side of green line | T,
Permeability [md] Skin | |I3Ia|::ulate skin Save |

The slope should be drawn on the Horner plot on the left side of the end of well bore storage line

shown in green on Horner plot.
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V WELL TEST ANALYSIS ---== 12-345-67890

[nput Data Permeahility Analyzis
Diagnostic Plot

Log Del P

Cel T (hrs)

Click the firzt point which does not form a unit zlope line

Pi [ps] |719E7 Flow Rate [McfD] (525

| Redraw Diagnostic Plot |

Horner Plot

Draw Slope by holding left
mouse button down

a1}
=
(2]
oy
a1}
=
(=]
=
= B
b ﬂ"m., .
o Press after slope is drawn
Log Homer Time (hrs) l
e |7-5EI43EI1? Ciraw slope on the left side of araen line ‘, R

Skin[1.719

Claculate Skin

Save

Permeability [md) [40.g2

After the slope is drawn the user can select ‘Calculate Skin’ button to find the skin of the well.

The respective graphs can be redrawn any time by selecting the ‘Redraw Diagnostic Plot’ or

‘Redraw Horner Plot’.

The value of permeability and Skin can be saved in the database by selecting ‘Save’ button.
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View Well Data

One of the capabilities of this software is that user can query data according to location and
stimulation year. In this module the user can search for the well data in database according to

following criteria’s

1- State
2- County
3- Stimulation year

4- Off-set wells

And then choose the parameters like (well number, location, completion date, AOF value, etc ....)

to view. The picture of this module is below

Y Gas Storage Technology Consortium

SELECT WELL DATA TO VIEW

~SELECT —— i ~SELECT WELLS 1 SELECTION OPTION 1
STATE COUNTY APl Well Number [
[]12-345-67330 T
[]34-005-M 272

(] 34-005-02420
[]34-005-02887
[]34-005-02589
[]34-005-02897
[]34-005-0230
[]34-005-02307
|| 34-005-02309
(] 34-005-02311
[]34-005-02360
[]34-005-10044 e

""" " Stimulated between year | and r_-'
& os K Off-set wiells

| Select Wells g |

Reset g

<-- Main Menu

Select Well Data
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¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium

SELECT WELL DATA TO VIEW

[EoELECT s SELECT WELLS ; 70 SELECTION OPTION
STATE COUNTY APl Well Number

[ 112-34567830
(] 3400501272
(] 34-005-02420
(] 34-005-02887
1 (] 34-005-02889

ST

(] 34-005-02901
(] 34-005-02907
(] 34-005.02909
(] 3400502511
(] 34-005-02960
(] 34-00510044 v

{~  Stimulated between year and
| Reset | { ey & (05 Kmiffsstwels

Select Well |
< <-- Main Menu 4 Select Well Data | : Emashuaikband

1. In this section there are two list boxes with labels which read ‘STATE’ and ‘COUNTY".
You can select the location like state & then the county of well. When a state is selected
from the list box on the left then all the counties of that state in the database will be
shown in the list box in the right. The labels of both list boxes will change to show the

selection made as shown in the picture below

SELECT

[oHio ASHLAND]
|

RICHLAND

Reset

Note: If a wrong selection is made or you want to see all the wells after a selection has

been made, press the ‘Reset’ button.
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2. This list box is named ‘API Well Number’ and as you change the selection in any of the
two list boxes on the left the API well Numbers in this list box will change accordingly.
There will be a small check box in front of all the well numbers. To select the wells you
can select on the check boxes or if you want to select all of them then click ‘Select All’

command button in the lower side of the list box.

SELECT WELLS OUT OF 356 WELLS

AP Well Number

12:345.:67890
3400501,

3400502

34005021

34005021

34005021

300502 2

3400502

34-005.02"

3400502

3400502

34-005-101

34-005-10¢ ¥

|| Select All I'

3. This frame is labeled ‘Selection Option’ and contains two search options in the form of

option buttons. One is by stimulation year and other by off-set well. The picture on the
top of this frame shows the north eastern part of United States. You can click anywhere

on this picture as an alternative to selecting states from the list box in 1.
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SELECTION OPTION

Note: ‘Select Wells” command button should be pressed when either of the two search

options has been selected to see the result.

If any value is entered in text box A or B then the first option i.e. by stimulation year will

be selected. This will change the interface on the left and sectionl will become hidden as

search by stimulation years doesn’t take into account state or county of the well.

Following is the screen shot when selection by stimulation year between 1992 and 1996

1s made.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium

SELECT
DHIO ASHLAND

SELECT WELL DATA TO VIEW

APl Well Humber & Year of Stimulation
34-005-921

3400593 1995
34-005-600 1335
34.005-200 1932

Wells Selected — 34-005-60; . 1934

34-005-600 1936
34-005-60; 1336
34-008-60; 1933
34-008-600 1936
3400522 1333
34135200 1953
34.005-220 1934

| Resek |

| < «-- Main Menu |

Select All

| Select Well Data | Select Butrﬂ;;lvll

SELECTION OFTION

»  Stimulated between year {1992 and 1995
= lns rm LItz

% Enter Stimulation|years
Select Wells | ]
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If you want to search by off-set wells then you can either enter value in text box marked
as C or select the option button next to it. This option button is always selected and the
value in text box C which is off-set distance is 0.5 when the interface loads. A well must
be selected from the API Well Number list box for which we want to know the off-set

wells.

Note: If a well is not selected then a message informing you of that will appear and the

software will not execute your command

‘select Well [X]

Select a el

4. This button should be pressed when you have selected the wells in the API Number list
box for which you want to see the data. If you press it another screen will appear with six

list boxes showing parameters of following six tables

1- Well Bore Data
2- Completion Data
3- Perforation Data
4- Stimulation Data
5- Well-Test Data

6- Reservoir Data
Select the parameters by clicking the check box in front of it or if you want to select all

parameters then press command button D in the bottom of each list box accordingly as explained

in the following picture
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Table Names

% Gas Storage Technology = Saartium

WELL BORE DATA COMPLETION DATA PERFORATION DATA STIMULATION DATA WELL-TEST DATA

FieldH ame [W]CompletionT ype m TestD ate -~
[l [] DtTmRun [ PerfDate ] StirnFram & TestType | Parasity
|| LeazeMame 10D [ PerfTop [ StmTa Time1 [ Temperature
[ ] Clagsification [ ] TapCasing [ PerfBottamm [ MalfShats FieldPress1 [ ] GasGravity
Lat [ | Bat ] 5hatT ppe [ Fracturedby || Thickness
[ 'wieight ] ShotPerft [ Type
] 5ection [ ] Grade []5tmDate &
[ 1 Township [/ ater 4
[ ] County [ &cid = | JField12
[ ]5tate [ Gel [ Rate?
[ Dperator | Faam ] Time3
] TatalerticalDepth Mz "] FieldPress3
|| Formatiarn [ Alcghal [ ] FlovwingPress3

[ Cushicn [ Rate3

D | Flush ] TimeE stended
[]SandQuantty — || FieldPressExt
[ FlowingPressE st
g.miem FateE st
______-—-""’:: T ctalFluid

e —
Select all well-bore I |5elecl all Enmplelionl |Select all Perfnlatinnl |5e|ecl all Slimulalinnl | Select all WellTest I | Select all Heservoir I

| << Select Well I Beset I Show Well Data II

Press ‘Show Well Data’ command button when the parameters have been selected. This will
bring you to the following form which displays the wells & their parameters selected. The Screen

shot on the next page shows the data selected above for API Well # 12-345-6789.

SELECTED WELL DATA

API_Murber | FieldMame |Lat |L0ng |TestDate |TestType |Time1 |FieIdPress1 |FIOwingPres| Fiatel
12-345-67890 | ABCD 2062222 -B2.27472 9/29/1969 | Open-Flow 1138 0
12-345-67890 | ABCD 2062222 -B2.27472  4A18/1966 | Open-Flow 679 0
12-345-67830 | ABCD 2062222 6227472 11/8/1965 | Open-Flow 1070 0
12-345-67890 | ABCD 2062222 -B2.27472  BAZA9E5 | OpenFlow £33 0
12-345-67830 | ABCD 2062222 6227472 BANA1965 | Open-Flow 465 1]
12-345-67830 2062222 -B2.27472  4/24/1969 | Open-Flow 522 0
12-345-67830 2062222 -B2.27472  FA2/2004 | Muli-Point | 075 230 245

<< Select Parameters Export to Excel
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If user select ‘Select Parameters’ button, you will be taken back to the previous form of this
module from where you selected the parameters. User can export the grid to MS Excel by

selecting the ‘Export to Excel” button.
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Candidate Selection

This module will appear on selecting the ‘Candidate Selection’ button from Main Menu.

¥ Gas Storage Technology Consortium @

File Help

MAIN MENU

‘ Edit Wwell Data Yiew Well Data

‘ Canditate Selection

i ::: West Virginia University

772842006 203 AM

For intelligent candidate selection of wells it is very important that only valid data is given to the
Neural Network (NN) for training. Valid data is one which will not degrade the performance of

the NN and is useful in NN training.
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“ Optimization

Options
0. |API_Mumber | FieldMarme |wel | LeaseMame | Classification] Lat [Long |Section |
12-345-67890 FABCD (1234 by SPECIAL 77 52222 TTAVATE 10 |
34-005-10517 10817 L &E. JEMF ACTINE F0333 285 9 1
34-005-10527 10627 E. b DAHL ACTMNE 075 2R3 N
34-005-10543 106419 Za0a GUTH ACTIVE 58472 1811 17
34-005-10552 10652 Wi . SCHA ACTIVE 1222 224441
34-005-10575 10675 ZELLABITT ACTIVE Foa72 2525 11
34-005-10657 10657 JOHM THOF ACTIVE 54472 a0e11 32
34-005-10676 10676 BERMARD | ACTINE 1 53833 29306 9
34-005-10735 10795 ROGER F. £ ACTIVE 74889 2raie 2F
1] 34-005-10833 103393 FOREST E. ACTMNE F277a .a0345 32
1 34-005-11023 11029 OHIO FUEL ACTME 72773 22T A
2 34-005-20202 7369 E. HUMGEF ACTMNE 57694 .J3BEY 19
3 34-005-20370 25419 H. 0. EEYSI ACTIVE sB917 3375 13
4 34-005-20373 2533 ESTHER HIL ACTIME 578E1 33633 19
5 34-005-20338 8317 C.C LEIBO ACTME f1806 a1134 &
F ANNR2NRAT Lo wa A947 M HIMFS 8 ATCTIVF _.. FARAT e I -
—— |
Type of Analysiz Optimization Method
(] { ]
w Al'wels 2 (® Ga based on Skin 3 Apoly GA
) Single wel (" G based on Cost And Skin
<£-- Main Menu
[[Seteot et | o o

When this module is loaded each row in this section of the grid represents a valid

stimulation as shown in figure above. Following is the criteria for valid stimulation

selection:

Valid Stimulation — It should have skin value Dbefore & after
stimulation

Valid perforation — perforation just before the stimulation

Valid Completion — the smallest size completion run before stimulation

Valid Well-test — well-test having skin value just before or after the well-test
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Two types of analysis can be done on the wells. One option is to apply Genetic
optimization on wells one at a time and other is to apply it on all wells. If the ‘All Wells’
option is selected then the ‘Select Well’ button will be enabled and the user can select the

well the same way as shown in the previous section of the user Manual for — Find a well.

|‘¥: Type Well Number to find EJ

Start Typing “Well Humber

- -5 7290
([ype of Analysis 00510517
Al'wels 34-005-106527
- 34-005-10549
g 34-005-10852
I Select Well I 338821832?
34-005-10676
4-005-10795
34-005-10898

34-005-11029 M

Double chek to zelect

| There are 81 Wells

Cancel

This section of module relates to the Optimization methods available. User can optimize
the stimulations according to only change in skin criteria or may choose to select the ‘GA
based on cost and skin’ option where he/she can give different weight ages to cost and

skin.

Optimization Method
(") GA bazed on Skin

(WG4 bazed on Cost And Skiné

Cozt Skin I_
Wieightage % Wieightage % all
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Options Menu

This software can cater for many varied situations. This all options can be selected from the

‘options’ menu bar on the top of the form. It contains following items:

e Select controllable parameters
e Material cost

e Import NNet

e NNet Input values

¢ GA characteristic

e Export the Grid to Excel

e Select Well-Test Type

Following is a screen shot of the items in the Options menu tool bar.

Optimization

Cptions

Select controlable parameters Eel I
Makerial Cost
Irnpart Miet 517
MMet Input Values 7
G4 Characteristic 9
Expart the Grid To Excel
Select Well-TestType i 7

| v e wme - DBSF

Material cost can be changed by the user as the prices fluctuate. These prices can be saved in the
database by selecting *Save’ button and Default values can be retrieved by selecting © Default’
button. The screen shot of material cost is shown below and price is just an estimate and can be

changed by user.
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¥ Material Cost

Cost

[<]

Water Injection %/bbls 94

Acid %/bhls
Gel %/bbls
Foam %/bhls
Nitrogen %/ Mcf

Sand Quantity $/lbs
Open Fow Test $/Job 10000

Single Point Test $/Job

T

Multi Point Test $/Job  [10000

|| Save Default Close

Mo. | AP|_Mumber [Lat [Lang [ ater [ cid | Gel | Faam [W2 | SumFluids | SandQuanti| Priorkh | After- TestTy
1 12-3451 ] 222 72 285 1.2 131 0 50 12100 123 Open-Flow
2 34-005- ] 333 i 255 1.2 131 0 50 12100 123 Open-Flow
& 34-005- ] 75 133 285 2.4 136 1.6 80 13600 395 Open-Flow
4 34-005- ] 472 oo 1.2 75 0 0 5000 378 Open-Flow
b 34-005- ] 222 144 265 2.4 140 0.2 85 13650 100 Open-Flow
4 34-005- ] 372 ] 1.2 130 0 45 3500 523.3 Open-Flow
7 34-005- ] 472 il 48 375 0.1 125 13100 362 Open-Flow
8 34-005- ] 333 06 234 24 129 0.2 &0 11000 210 Open-Flow
9 34-005- ] 389 72 0 48 155 0.3 837 13300 557 Open-Flow
10 [34-005- ] 778 M5 0 24 435 01 75 24400 1374 Open-Flow
11 [34-005- ] 778 w70 5 435 0.1 75 20000 288 Open-Flow
12 [34-005- ] 394 7 0 0 0 0 0 2000 793 Open-Flow
13 [34-005- ] 317 w0 1.2 24 0 2000 134 Open-Flow
14 [34-005- ] El 339 0 0 0 0 0 2000 120 Open-Flow
15 [34-005- ] 306 194 0 1] 0 0 0 1700 141 Open-Flow
16 [34-005- ] 383 |3 0 1] 150 0 0 2000 1210 Open-Flow -

If the user wants to look at the Neural Network inputs being used then ‘NNet Input’ option will
take the user to a new form as shown above where all the inputs are shown. Keep in mind that

this grid can only be seen once and that only after the Genetic optimization has been applied.
If some material is not available for stimulation then still the user can optimize the stimulation by

de-selecting that material from the ‘Select controllable parameters’ option. The materials not

enabled are the ones that are not being used by the Neural Network in use.

102



Select controlable parameters
according to availability

[ [v Foarn
v ater [w M2
v Acid B

v Gel

-
[w SandQuantity [
-

Close

A new Neural Network can be used if the data is changed or appended by importing its ‘ida’ file.
When a new Neural Network is imported it might change the optimum GA parameters. The user
can change them from ‘GA characteristic’ option. The default values are always loaded at startup

as shown in figure below but can be changed by user.

GA Charaterictics

Population Size lﬁ
Cross-over Rate % [en
Mutation Rate % [10
Mo of Generations  [1np

Close

As one of the input for Neural Net also includes ‘Well-Test Type’ after the stimulation so option

has been given to the user to select the well-test they want to use for optimization.

Well-Test Type

{* Open-Flow
" Single-Faint
" Multi-Point

Close
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When all the parameters for GA have been selected and user selects the ‘Apply GA’

Apply BA button then the screen below will appear showing the values of optimized

stimulation slurry and change in skin due to this stimulation. The picture below shows the GA

optimization done on well # 12-345-67890.

Options

No. Lat [Long  [water [Acid  [Gel [Foam  [N2 | SumFluids| SandQuar| Priorkh | AfterTestTyl| Gé AfterSkitl GA Cost [ Del Skin
1| 2082 E227 202 11 2437 165 29022 24848 35225 123 1 -4.901 854678 1.921

<]

<<-- Back / Stop

Ga OPTIMIZATION : WELL # 12-34:3-67530

_4.392 o430
-4.452 - 4452

i e 4
e
 -4632 e - 4532
g - 4692 - 4692
4752 - - 4752
4812 \H -4812
- 4872 - 4872
-4.832 - 4832
-4.992 - 4.992
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If the optimization is applied to all the wells then we can rank the wells according to the change
in skin by selecting ‘Rank the wells’ from Options menu bar on the top left corner of the form as

shown in snapshot below.

Y Candidate Selection

[wwiater  [Acid [ Gel [Foam  [mM2 | SumFluids| SandDua Priorkh | Aler-TestTyg| GA After-Skit| GA Cost | Del Skin
2 675  11.34| 12165 163 25277 14157 46967 123 1 5024 458092 -2.044
2a 6 068 1052 161.08 1.7 16204 17397 5107.63 395 1 -4.959 595277 11013
3 8 2 338 617 15375 166 27294 16496 BM051 378 1 5048 575179 1.3871
4 71 22 405 1121 10303 003 4603 11832 2383562 100 1 -4.457 389857 1.7965
5 bl 25 108 571 7845 17 20596 9666 3287.67] 5233 1 -4.882 301995 1.2657
6 B4 K] 0 967 12447 17 31543 13584 88063 362 1 5048 470491 0.9724
7 07 23 1215 646 23481 163 13755 25606 117.42 210 1 5.04 855608 1.4872
8 75 2 27 814 1025 1.67 16348 11502 78693 557 1 4797 387383 05144
E] 73 31 27208 11.89) 43459 0.03 35648 7185 2864971 1374 1 5782 1598780 0.859
10 73 33 27 1135 13283 169 22757 14858 111546 268 1 5042 496186 1.0263
11 8 34 108 245 189.32 17 24701 20427 2407.05 793 1 505 699456 0.7801
12 7 34 5.4 257 211.28 17 19516 22095 1819.95 134 1 5,049 774901 1.5019
13 8 34 N4 378 21808 17 4105 23504 5107.63 120 1 5,049 793018 1.654
14 72 K] 8.1 701 21128 169 10946 2807 217221 141 1 5039 770906 1.0117
15 73 32 10397 11.88 44662 04 3644 56287 29647.75] 1210 1 5699 1637575 26374
16 72 33 8.78 956 14434 164 177.88 16432 598826 233 1 5,043 536900 1.4835
17 73 K] 27 7.75 18252 167 22325 19463 146771 40 1 5026 673442 11274
ﬂ 1a e 7 i 180 2R 11 33 447 71 nR2 ART 9R FAN A3 290R0 RT 1770 1 R A7? 1R4ARATR 1 AnA?

The wells are ranked according to change in skin as shown in the figure below. These ranked
wells and the optimized stimulation data now can be exported to excel by selecting ‘Export to

Excel’ in the Option menu of Candidate Selection module.

Wells Ranked according to Change in Skin
V Candidate Selection

Options

No. Lat [Long  [water [Acid  [Gel [Foam  [N2 | SumFluids| SandQual Priorkh | After-TestTyg| Ga After-Gkir| GA Cost | Del Skin
64 17 ES 0 03 2437 167 2665 24841 389863 957 1 5.049 802877 6,459
35 167 23 1.35 584 16421 17 22477 1731 81018 105 1 5,045 510744 28672
15 173 32 10397 11.88  #46E2 04 3644 5287 2964775 1210 1 5E99 1637579 26374
43 166 23 203 165 19245 169 33343 19782 17613 3087 1 5,048 713794 22202
65 171 37 20457 1187 4712 019 34273 E87.82 293412 1712 1 5879 1727323 21033
i 7 28 675 1134 12185 163 25277 14157 46967 123 1 5.024 458093 -2.044
61 171 36 14246 1175 50781 007 34712 E6209 2835616 1880 1 5894 1855764 2.0423
69 171 35 7.43 926 22273 169 7202 24116 410.9 576 1 5,048 809417 20098
78 17 34 0 652 23481 17 15051 24304 146771 100 1 5,047 856437 1.9297
24 0.7 23 7.43 269 21233 165 8458 22403 399217 100 1 5.027 774084 1.8304
18 174 A1 18026 1133 44871 053 36256 640.83 2906067 1770 i 5872 1646971
4 171 22 405 1121 103.03 003 4603 118.32 2383562 100 1 4,457 389857
66 172 36 26128 1185 45603 11 3536 73027 2612524 1317 1 5747 1673867
59 1.74 el 338 882 17208 166 29598 1869 228963 17 1 5 B4007
9 172 23 1.35 371 20553 167 27222 21226 ] 122 1 5.024 75735
3 168 34 1148 are 21808 1.7 4105 23504 E10763 120 i 5.049 73301
7 169 23 338 244 26515 167 1487 27263 117.42 209 1 5,045 96381

L] mn 1RA ki N RR nna 243 RY 17 RRRY 4R N4 734 AR R 1 R N4q 1240Mm
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