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6. Example Results Continued
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Figures 13, 14, & 15: Different example marginal Tensleep play DIDA results; DIDA tool parameter changes to Figure 12
query results are circled in red.

Below right (Fig. 16). Early model results evaluating multiple reservoirs and not prioritizing marginal plays. This figure is
presented again as direct comparison to marginal Tensleep DIDA case study.
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BHB Case Study /. Conclusions DIDA Tool

e For a marginal Tensleep play, fields on east side of
basin appear more favorable than on west side of
basin. Frannie, Black Mountain, Spence Dome

e Successful as screening tool

 Limited by factors such as unknown completions methods

» Data confidence and uncertainty still an issue, e.g. por & perm
appear particularly favorable data limitations, wells reporting little or no water production are

 Better porosity and permeability data confidence is suspicious; ease of weighting helps handle this uncertainty
needed « start-to-finish comparison of early probability modeling to

* Next step would be correlating well logs and dynamic modeling shows CONSIDERABLE time savings
investigating individual fields with DIDA tool
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