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Kol ANV BE&H BEAZHRT Ak BAZ L AAA FuU Y A%
A gut BEdZHolgtE FolM Aozt gith o AdFAME FFez 4

olst7 53] AMAHHYF SAFATe EAFHA EAY ¥E Aol(Chombart, 1960:
Tateishi, 1967) 8 Z&E F & HAHY NN I} BAAZT E4 WS 54
2 HZ BAYY o8 d5d TAY AAEF FAd ¢ HYEA W AFTE €8

e

sheith. U4 248 W, A/MAY, PREsols 53 U PR&EE ddoz AF
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A ESFAEAY A A7 BAYR F A5 2LAEE

HAZ2E84L 9= Geologging AH9) Micrologger A% 71 Al2d& AHE8td 24-6 m/min
W9le Sonde ol FLHER ¥ (up mode) 22 HEARI S5HIL o|2FH HE, Py
2% 9 uAgo] dojAT Y5 HEIZH FolM FE o139 HAFHZ, AvpAvtAS
TN Y SHHE ZMo] oYY EFAH QM E A2 calibration®d A 7wl EA
o] AAFHATY. SHAF YoM FHEAIRAZT A4 AAYSAASEAE @
st WS A1Eddn AEARY HElE Viewlog softwared AbE3td 8 53

a
on ey ojFHF Y AAsA NgH2Z 11944 1517441 9] gho] AHEH U

12 FAY Yopy) S4g Ao dod HAZSEALFH oA #e AAG Aotk
Aol ASoE 45 M FAAEAAN P oS N B A= FFES
)‘C-:]% E]—Oﬂs],l— }\—o——

'
Ueldoh ASEANE VpSEFA, 2EFAAN F3, A 99 =
g AEAY FHE AN Qs 4 32 dAge FERE HAskd A

Table 1. Comparison between core and well log properties obtained in Pungam basin

o Vplm/s) Resistivity(ohm-m) Density(g/cm®)
Division

Core Log Core Log Core Log

Shale 478 494 883 743 2.68 2.73

Sandstone 4.99 5.04 893 1240 2.74 2.71

Granulite 5.29 534 1838 1738 2.66 2.70

E 204 E AY, A 2 gaggeR TAHE #IF ADAdAMe AAE 30 N9 =
AR ZAAYS} HAE2ARE v Aol E 1AM AL wANAR AFEALH

FolBAel $& YAE HolT AUtk E 29 A A wAFL WP v
2249 G4 A2 ALY FBS BAAFA TSl s ARG SEoE
g8 A3 2o124 AR MLt SolsA FRE BT
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Table 2. Comparison between core and well log properties obtained in Gabsan Formation

‘ Vp(km/s) Resistivity(ochm-m) Density(g/cm®)
Division
Core Log Core Log Core Log
Sandstone 5.35 541 990 - 2.72 2.79
Shale 5.46 5.38 451 - 2.82 2.84
Limestone 6.32 6.45 8335 - 2.74 2.80

gutA oz BEFEA AILHE FoAEE Ht AU Hrsd dHes 3@
& oz B & gt o9 o] 4T F UM FrrA e B&HA FHE
= e E3eiE 993 ¢t AeEolAe B FAA 2HASFH
o ¥std A vElg F dE 8 ok dEEC PAEEY AfoE dRH2E X
Zugo] 2SHE A AHE Fol&Ert UFoE FAe] Sy fste e
U z7+2e] ool H#stEo] UeuE(Brock,1986) AE&xe Hlatd o 6% AA e
UE ez @A Aok @8 gutelM 9 $¥o| FoloA EHa L Az W nE
o 8k(Brock,1986) & FojolAlel BAG ZAa 29922 AAE F Ut ZAAEAR FH 9
sampling 740l F wolE IXEAL ¥ Fgdg Fx Ao ol¢ Zo] EE T
BE A ALY £E oy FAEAF AFZEAUY Sl AY HIa=
Zol H 5 USs RAoZ A" F Utk flMe A ol dido] AdAY FHA
B HRATGNA A8 Aog B F o FY 7Y Io Ik FAFPA C=HITH
S HEZF 1Y 10 I L2 dojtt. F, U=HAZTAAMY d¥ HE e AT A3
Foldege AHT Jon, F o AXFHA BAWYS YAGA IFAFAHY ASH
DA o 95%S) FEAA AAtT AT T F Yok
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4. EEAF Azs FdAF

i Bk gloiN Tl WY YANEAY A ¥ A& FLAF(LE
EAZTEE, 1974)e) FLolth FLAF(FDE PN ToIEE(Ve)sh BN
EE(VHRZEH 89 Ao oo FsiAn

Fl(sonic) = 1 - (V{/Vc)?
GoAe] EA vy AFAE #A¢sd AZZAVeE: FIAFE Fie W FET fle
Aoz velgd = 19 27 2 AF2AM o 95% A FEEEE FE VeRdn 7
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AN HS SEE VIE & dojx FEAFY £XE EAFEY 149 394 2
EAZAAMY RE3(p )F BRD(y )#(HFs A71F, 1999) 22 RE tFo o8 F3
dEAFTE SAASTLERE 73 #dAFTS @A AAGL oS dHYFHAAZTLER
g g el EA vastd.

Fl(density) = 1- (p -p min) / (p max -p min)

FI(BRD) = 1 - (¥ max -r ) / (¥ max -7 min)
Sy Y@ EREH 78 FEAFTA AZE Aol YAHIL Jow AWrHgoR
BRD#toll &A% #EAF7E Al fo] Ao g F#dEE Ag 3 £2 JAAAE B
oj ATH(LH 4).

504 «

AL H AL LS E2dsE HAY AHoA FoEAH AT 249 T
A& HE £MT A vAYY Zede FAFAHA vEvt o8& Aoy s Py
29 Agde A £ 3BE BT FZol 2xe £xd AFFHAA #7] dF
T2 HAR B U39 95% ol F¥ste AFAVE et 7 739 HSARERH
intact rock®] BA#E AFsA AAsed A & HJUDh ZAEZR in situ EA
Zbol g wXE FF oo st HAH By FeYo] @ Ayl AFEA
o] HAagezre HEgo o] e XL Ao EAFG dAA Tt Sl A=
el on o] Axte]l A HAFAEN 4Fd #IXNFE 7T F AYG B A7A
AL E dafol FAA) vas £ Aaes iy ez dy €451 e o4&
o g #EAFETGE YEHFT FAHAAM A Lol BRDARE <& #EAF7}
Bo Az g6 548 Aoz Y glo] FF Bk B AEZRFAAMY FAH
g&o] 7ldrh

g

B A

A} A}
o] A7 g&FATAGe] iR Ad A AAFAAA A3 A9 As+x A% %
g 5o A dF9 7 REOR o]FojF
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Fig. 1. Comparison of density obtained from core log with

that of geophysical log.
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Well Name: Jechon
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Fig. 2. Fracture

index obtained from sonic log velocity
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Well Name: Jechon
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Fig. 3. Comparison of fracture indices obtained from geophysical logs.
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Well Name: Jechon
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Fig. 4. Comparison of fracture indices with the borehole televiewer image.
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