
Haynesville: Time Zero Decline Restricted Wells 

Haynesville Shale - Restricted Wells
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Normalized Average Barksdale Dickson 37-1 Barksdale Grayson 24-1 Barksdale Grayson 25-1 Barksdale Henderson 33-1 Coushatta Albritton Cattle 10 #1

Coushatta Bourdon 23-1 Coushatta Briarwood 35-1 Coushatta Carmody 24-1 Coushatta Huckabay 31-1 Coushatta Matthews 16-2 Coushatta Matthews 17-1

Coushatta Matthews 18-1 Coushatta Matthews 19-1 Holly Dehan 15-1 Holly DeSoto Police Jury 26-1 Holly Stevenson Douglas 16-1 Plantation Martin 26-1

Plantation Moon 27-1 Plantation Tullos 17-1 Wallace Lake Peacock
Family 20-1

Heflin Loe 15-1 Heflin Madden 6-1

22 Wells  on 14/64 choke
All producing > 100 days 

Oldest well producing for 365 days
Current rate~ 4 MM/d 
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Haynesville Shale - Restricted Wells
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Normalized Average

Low IR=8.6 MMcf/d Di=55% b=0.9 EUR=8.6 Bcf

Mid IR=8.6 MMcf/d Di=50% b=0.9 EUR=9.9 Bcf

High IR=8.6 MMcf/d Di=45% b=0.9 EUR=11.5 Bcf

Well count

Average from 22 Wells on 14/64 choke
>100 days on production

Haynesville: Normalized Decline Restricted Wells 
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Haynesville: ~10 BCF Restricted Rate Example

� Restricted well in Wallace Lake

� First year decline 50%

� b factor of 1.0 fits data well 

� EUR = 10 Bcf matches analytical model forecast

Internal Petrohawk well data and estimates
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Haynesville:  ~15-20 BCF Restricted Rate Example

� Restricted well in Plantation

� First year decline 25% (or less)

� Data can be fit equally with b factor of 1.0 or 0.5 
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Internal Petrohawk well data and estimates



Haynesville: Type Well Comparison
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Cumulative Production - Unrestricted Well
Cumulative Production - Restricted Well
Production Rate - Unrestricted
Production Rate - Restricted Well

HV Type Well
Conventional

IP = 18 Mmcf/d
b=1.1

D initial = 83%
EUR = 7.5 Bcf

Make up Time ~ 1 year

HV Type Well
Restricted Well
IP = 8.6 Mmcf/d

b=0.9
D initial = 50%
EUR = 10 Bcf

Internal Petrohawk well data and estimates
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Haynesville: EUR over time
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� Strong trend of increasing EUR over time

� Strong trend also seen in just unrestricted wells

� Other factors contributing to improved EUR’s

Date of First Production

EUR (Mmcf) Non-Restricted Rate

Restricted Rate
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