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DISCUSSION ON THE PROBLEMS OF THE
MEASUREMENTS AND INTERPRETATION OF MERCURY
WITHDRAWN CAPILLARY PRESSURE CURVES

Liu Yulong
( North China Petrleum Workers-Staff College )
Abstract

In this paper, the influence of the lower pressure limit of .the instru-
ment on the efficiency of the mercury withdrawn under low expulsion pre-
ssure is discussed, based on the experimental data combined with theoreti-
cal analysis, Thereafter, the author points out the problems in the mea-
surement of size distribution of pore throats using mercury withdrawn
curves and proposes a new method of mercury re-pressure curves to deter-
mine the size distribuion of pore throats, Finally, a simplified method

of “sequentially reducing pressure mercury withdrawn curves” is presented,



