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Fig. 1 The physical model of vertical well acid fracturing in heterogencous fractured reservoirs
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Fig. 2 Morphology and fluid flow characteristics of different matrix blocks
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Fig. 3 Position relationship between crack and matrix, investigation and contours of pressure
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Table 2 Input parameters of well testing model

Efe,  HEHERE/,  REIERE/ EPRm A/ FERRE G/ fLBE/ BB/

) I J Y )
m (m? *MPa™ 1) MPa BERS m? % % 1073 pm?
KEETTI ay 20 000 50 13.2 0.02
KE T ar 20 000 50 10. 9 0.02
0.084 15 3 0.4
INBET R by 200 43 12.1 6.86
INEEJRTHE by 200 57 8.6 6.86
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