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Technology Has Played a Role, but More Science is Required
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The Consortium

A Challenge

I Efficiency vs. effectiveness

I Only 64% of clusters contributing

I Solution that fits existing workflows

A Approach

I Evaluate laterals using new
technologies

I Compute Reservoir Quality &
Completion Quality

I Optimize completion to maximize
production

I Share data among the consortium

A Evaluation
I Compare production results of
Engineered vs. Geometric
Completions
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