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o Well Test Interpretation
o e The work presented by Drs. Blunt and Gringarten ignores generally accepted well test
Dr, Bl interpretation practices and techniques. Moreoever, Dr. Blunt ignored actual events that [ pessre calculstion on the
i nd . BN L pe Jrce our caleulmed average
by b took place at Macondo and therefore his analysis is unreliable. e indicated by Dr. Gringarten
warlumg % 5 4 2 ~ .
e Itisa fundamental tenet of well test analysis that one must account for the specific rate
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schedule that occurred just prior to the test. Here, Dr. Blunt has completely ignored the
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rate variation that occurred just prior to shut-in as the choke valve closed. and Dr.
Gringarten has not given adequate explanation as to how he handled this rate variation. [Re—

o
MMSTH represents the 50
percentile valte.

Dy, Gringarten's ol released are pnrelinhle because his
calculation of bottam hole pressires is incorrectly assumied to be independent of the rate
profile. In addition, his reliance on Mawed MDT permeabilities cannnt be justifisd,

» Wealso show that the amount of hydrocarbon pore voltme present in the reservoir bused
on aur own valies s well as Drs “'“‘"»# and BP's internal expents are SECTION L RATE PREDICTIONS THROUGH THE CAFPING STACK

consisten with one snother; rmnging from 250 nullion to 264 million reservoir bamels
These reservoir bamrels can be canverted 1o standard conditions using initial B, For

example, using a By of 2.14 ;\lud* pore kolume estimate of 259
million barrels we derive an orfginal oll 0 place bt upproximately 121 MMSTR,

Wl Test Interpretation
. e W presenited by Drs. Bl andd Cringzas

Tnn oue original repon, we caleulated Mow rates through the capping stack as the well was
ssively shut by closing a choki valve, md concluded th flow from the well on July
4,000 STB/duy. I adldirion calculated the rates throwgh the kil line
during the same time period and obtained similar mates. None of the reports submiticd by
defendants directly challenge our ow rate caleulations throu; ¢l
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