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Fig. 1 Schematic view of test system.

Table 1  Storage capacity of the apparatus.
Confining pressure 5MPa 10MPa 15MPa 20MPa

Flow pump method 5.74E-04 | 6.62E-04 | 5.46E-04 | 4.246E-04

Transient pulse method | 2.91E-05 | 2.42E-05 | 2.42E-05 | 2.27E-05
(Unit cm?
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