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Synthetic Data Set — Benchmark

Synthetic input = forward simulation
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Simulation Strategy
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Simulation Strategy
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Experiment
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Synthetic Data Set — Benchmark (History match)gp_
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Development of DPE SCAL simulator
Conventional laboratory analysis

O Analytical data evaluation =
insufficient

O Analysis done in sequence causing
inconsistent results

U Different representations for

complex saturation functions

L Uncertainty modeling = robust
input to stochastic RE modeling
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*Example: Estaillades Carbonate
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Development of DPE SCAL simulator
Conventional laboratory analysis
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*Example: Estaillades Carbonate
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