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k- vertical permeability

k./ ky. vertical to horizontal permeability ratio

n number of samples
pi initial reservoir pressure
q flowrate

Yinv radius of investigation

e probe radius

Sp probe skin factor

t time

w weight

X arithmetic mean

Xi samples
GREEK LETTER

U fluid viscosity

@ porosity

A difference operator
SUPERSCRIPTS

i number of samples

n all number of samples



SUBSCRIPTS
inv investigation
P probe
sc standard condition
t total
w water
x x-direction
y y-direction

z-direction
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