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Table 1. Hydraulic parameters obtained by injection slug test analys.

T(m2/sec) by
K (m/sec) by H [K (m/sec) by B-R C-B-Pp S by C-B-P
BO-12 3.175E-06 2.792E-06 1.186E-04 1.000E-01
BO-19 3.930E-06 3.485E-06 3.946E-04 1.416E~02
BO-20 1.757E-06 1.376E-06 9.692E-05 1.000E-01
L MA-1 2.065E-05 1.701E-05 6.419E-04 2.265E-02
I MA-13 3.618E-06 3.041E-06 2.734E-04 1.244E-03
oc-1 2.149E-06 1.838E-06 1.971E-04 1.000E-01
SA-12 7511E-06 5.948E-06 2.100E-04 1.000E-04
Min. 1.757E~-06 1.376E-06 9.692E-05 1.000E-04
Max. 2.065E-05 1.701E-05 7.802E-04 1.000E-01
Mean 6.120E-06 5.070E-06 2.958E-04 4.831E-02
Median 3.618E-06 3.041E-06 2.100E-04 2.265E-02
Standard deviation 6.676E-06 5.466E-06 2.356E-04 4.896E-02
Skewness 2.254 2.279 1.777 0.281
Kurtosis 5.251 5.408 3.365 -2.677
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Table 2. Hydraulic parameters obtained by withdrawal slug test analys.

T(mZ/sec) by
K (m/sec) by H |K (m/sec) by B-R C-B-p S by C-B-P

BO-12 2.659E-06 2.302E-06 1.049E-04 1.000E-01

| BO-19 ] 4.311E-05 3.688E-05 4.352E-03 1.416E-02

BO-20 1.540E-05 1.394E-05 6.612E-04 1.000E-01

MA-1 2.649E-05 2.247E-05 1.187E-03 2.266E-02

’_ MA-13 4.030E-06 3.401E-06 2.811E-04 1.244E-03

oc-1 7.685E-06 6.516E-06 3.206E-04 1.000E-01

SA-12 5.680E-06 4.581E-06 3.219E-04 1.000E-04

Min 2.659E-06 2.302E-06 1.049E-04 1.000E-04

Max 4.311E-05 3.688E-05 4.352E-03 1.000E-01

Mean 1.501E-05 1.281E-05 1.033E-03 4.831E-02

Median 7.685E-06 6.516E-06 3.219E-04 2.265E-02

Standard_deviation 1.492E-05 1.278E-05 1.507E-03 4.896E-02
Skewness 0.99405 0.99709 1.45836 1.0134
Kurtosis 1.356 1.346 2.36 0.281
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Fig. 1. Normalized head versus time for a series of coupled injection and withdrawal
slug test at well BO-19.
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