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Abstract

:

The exploration and development of conventional oil and gas resources are becoming more difficult, and the proportion of low-permeability reservoirs in newly discovered reservoir resources has expanded to 45%. As the main focus of the oil industry, the global average recovery rate of low-permeability reservoir resources is only 20%, and most crude oil is still unavailable, so our understanding of such reservoirs needs to be deepened. The microscopic pore structure of low-permeability reservoir rocks exhibits significant complexity and variability; reservoir evaluation is more difficult. For elucidating the internal distribution of storage space and the mechanisms influencing seepage, we focus on the low-permeability sandstone reservoir of the Shahejie Formation, located on the northern slope of the Chenjiazhuang uplift, Bohai Bay. Employing a suite of advanced analytical techniques, including helium expansion, pressure pulse, high-pressure mercury intrusion (HPMI), and micro-computed tomography (micro-CT) scanning, we examined the main pore–throat size affecting reservoir storage and seepage in the reservoir at both the micrometer and nanometer scales. The results reveal that pores with diameters exceeding 40 μm are sparsely developed within the low-permeability reservoir rocks of the study area. However, pores ranging from 0 to 20 μm predominate, exhibiting an uneven distribution and a clustered structure in the three-dimensional pore structure model. The pore volume showed a unimodal and bimodal distribution, thus significantly contributing to the storage space. The main sizes of the reservoir in this study area are 40–80 μm and 200–400 μm. Micron-sized pores, while present, are not the primary determinants of the reservoir’s seepage capacity. Instead, coarser submicron and nano-pores exert a more substantial influence on the permeability of the rock. Additionally, the presence of micro-fractures is found to enhance the reservoir’s seepage capacity markedly. The critical pore–throat size range impacting the permeability of the reservoir in the study area is identified to be between 0.025 and 0.4 μm.
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1. Introduction


As conventional reservoir exploration and development become more difficult, traditional oil resources are no longer sufficient to meet the demand. Low-permeability oil and gas resources, widely distributed, have become the replacement of oil and gas resources [1]. In recent years, the proportion of newly discovered low-permeability reservoirs has risen to 45% [2]. Global low-permeability reservoirs account for about 38% of the total oil and gas reserves [3]. Low-permeability reservoirs exist both at sea and on land, and early deposition is an important factor affecting the heterogeneity of the reservoir. For example, the lithology of the reservoir in northwest Borneo is affected by the sedimentary process of the massive sandstone [4]. In China, the study on low-permeability reservoirs started late, and low-permeability reservoirs have been found in Ordos Basin, Songliao Basin, and Bohai Bay Basin [5]. It is difficult to exploit low-permeability reservoirs, and the global average recovery rate is only about 20% [6]. Insufficient understanding of the reservoirs’ microscopic pore structure restricts the development of the low-permeability reservoir. Clear reservoir hole–throat characteristics are very important, such as those of the dense oil reservoir discovered in 2010, the Ordos Basin, with seven long reservoirs, which was discovered through a series of experimental studies. It is concluded that the micron hole, the nanopore, is an important storage space, providing a theoretical basis for further research [7].



The northern slope of the Chenjiazhuang uplift is notable for its rich oil and gas reservoirs, with the Shahejie Formation serving as a critical hydrocarbon-bearing horizon. This formation is a focal point in our study due to its low-permeability sandstone reservoir, which is characterized by suboptimal physical properties, low permeability, pronounced heterogeneity, and poor sorting. These characteristics are primarily attributed to the earlier sedimentation and compaction processes [8,9,10]. Consequently, understanding the microscopic pore structure and its influence on seepage capacity within this formation is crucial for improving hydrocarbon recovery strategies.



Reservoir seepage capacity has a weak correlation with porosity but is significantly influenced by pore structure characteristics; small pores and narrow throats create substantial resistance to petroleum migration and accumulation, making it challenging to predict geological reserves accurately within such reservoirs using conventional methods; thus, the micro-pore structure of reservoir rocks is a critical factor affecting oil and gas storage capacity [11,12,13,14]. The reservoir space is composed of a complex pore network with numerous micro- and nano-pores. It is crucial for effective reservoir development to explore the reasons of the differences in seepage capacity from a microscopic perspective [15,16].



Previous studies have shown that the micro-pore structure is the primary factor influencing reservoir seepage capacity, including pore–throat size, distribution, and connectivity [17,18,19]. The pore–throat structure of low-permeability sandstone reservoirs is relatively complex. Current methods for characterizing micro-pore structures can be divided into two categories: direct observation and indirect measurement methods. Direct observation methods, including casting thin sections and scanning electron microscopy, can provide strong visual information, but it is difficult to obtain three-dimensional pore structure parameters. Indirect measurement methods, including mercury intrusion experiments, nuclear magnetic resonance, and gas adsorption, can offer high precision in pore structure parameters but lack strong visual representation [20,21,22,23]. With the emergence of digital core technology, three-dimensional scanning, and X-ray technology for reconstructing pore–throat structures in rock samples, the rapid, non-destructive, and detailed characterization of internal microstructures in reservoirs is now achievable [24,25,26,27]. These methods provide information on the morphology, size, and distribution of pore–throat structures but are limited by the range of pore size measurements. Therefore, multiple methods are typically combined in research processes to understand the complex pore structures in low-permeability reservoirs [28,29].



Pore–throat characteristics are important evaluation factors for reservoirs. Wu et al. [30] combined mercury intrusion and nuclear magnetic resonance to characterize the pore structures of tight sandstones in the Ordos Basin, concluding that complex pore–throat structures reduce the storage space and permeability of the reservoir, with reservoir space and seepage capacity being primarily controlled by large pore throats. Ma et al. [31] analyzed pore structures in reservoir cores from the Ordos Basin using casting thin sections, scanning electron microscopy, and mercury intrusion experiments, classifying reservoirs into four categories based on throat size and identifying medium-throat macro-pores and fine-throat meso-pores as having better pore structures. Cao et al. [32] combined mercury intrusion experiments and scanning electron microscopy to analyze the relationship between tight sandstone reservoirs and pore structures, concluding that large pore throats determine reservoir permeability and fluid flow. As unconventional oil and gas development becomes a focus, experimental data prove that small pore throats can also serve as primary storage spaces and migration pathways. Bai et al. [33] used nano–micro multi-scale CT three-dimensional imaging to characterize the micro-pore–throat structure of tight sandstone reservoirs comprehensively, identifying nano-scale tubular micro-pores as having dual functions of throats and pores. Bi et al. [34] combined casting thin sections and high-pressure mercury intrusion to analyze the differences in micro-pore structures of low-permeability reservoirs, concluding that pore–throat structures are the main factors affecting reservoir storage and seepage. Low-permeability reservoirs have fewer large nano-scale pore throats, which significantly impact seepage capacity, while small pore throats are more prevalent and mainly contribute to storage space. Therefore, further experiments are necessary to clarify the mechanisms affecting seepage in low-permeability sandstone reservoirs.



Low-permeability reservoir storage and seepage capacity are controlled by micro-pore structures. Among current observation methods, the helium expansion method can accurately measure pore sizes larger than 2 nm [35,36], high-pressure mercury intrusion can measure pore structure parameters with a diameter greater than 50 nm [37,38], and micro-CT scanning can obtain micron-level rock pore distribution characteristics. This study used the low-permeability sandstone reservoir of the Shahejie Formation in the Chenjiazhuang area as an example, combining helium expansion, pressure pulse, high-pressure mercury intrusion, and micro-CT scanning technologies to clarify the micro-pore structure characteristics of low-permeability sandstone reservoirs and explore the impact of pores at different scales on reservoir seepage capacity.




2. Regional Geology


The Chenjiazhuang uplift is centrally situated within the Jiyang depression, extending longitudinally from east to west. It is bounded to the north by a gentle slope zone transitioning into the Zhanhua sag, while the southern boundary is delineated by the Chenan fault adjacent to the Dongying sag. To the west lies the Wudi uplift, and to the east, the Qingtuozi uplift (Figure 1). Notably, significant hydrocarbon reservoirs have been identified within the Shahejie and Dongying formations along the northern slope of the uplift. The central region hosts the Chenjiazhuang Oilfield within the Guantao Formation, with additional reservoirs discovered in both the western and eastern sections of the Shahejie and Guantao formations. Moreover, shallow gas reservoirs have been identified in the Guantao and Minghuazhen formations at relatively shallower depths [39].



This study focuses on the northern segment of the Chenjiazhuang uplift, characterized by well-developed Paleogene and Neogene strata. Hydrocarbon-bearing reservoirs in this area are primarily situated within the Guantao, Dongying, and Shahejie formations, which predominantly consist of deltaic and fan-deltaic deposits. The lithology of the Shahejie Formation reservoirs mainly comprises sandstone, siltstone, and argillaceous sandstone, with porosity values ranging from 0.9% to 36.9% and permeability ranging from 0.014 to 3301.8 mD [40]. The third sedimentary period of the Shahejie Formation experienced the lake basin expansion stage, with abundant material sources and high abundance of organic matter. With the compaction, cementation, and dissolution of the diagenesis process, the reservoir rock particles become tight, resulting in the reduction of porosity and permeability. These reservoirs demonstrate rapid lithological variability and pronounced heterogeneity, presenting significant challenges for conventional reservoir evaluation methods. The pronounced pore–throat variations in low-permeability reservoirs are particularly noteworthy, and a comprehensive understanding of these characteristics is crucial for guiding the development of these reservoirs.
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Figure 1. (a) Map illustrating the geographical location of the Chenjiazhuang uplift in the Bohai Bay Basin. (b) The Chenjiazhuang uplift is situated in the northeastern part of the Jiyang Depression. (c) Map of the Jiyang Depression, indicating the specific study area location. (d) Serigraphic profile, as shown in Figure 1c (modified from [39,41,42,43]). 
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3. Samples and Experiments


3.1. Samples


A total of thirty samples (2.5 cm in diameter and approximately 5 cm in length) were collected from wells Chen 311 and Chen 372 in the central region and Ken 119, Ken 71, Yi 98, Yi 137, Yi 633, and Luo 353 in the eastern sector of the study area. Sampling depths ranged from 1250 m to 1450 m in the Guantao Formation and 2335 m to 2777 m in the Shahejie Formation (Table 1). The predominant lithologies encountered were sandstone and siltstone. The porosity and permeability of the thirty samples were determined using the gas measurement method, as depicted in Figure 2. Porosity spans ranged from 0.85% to 23.53%, with an average of 8.05%, while permeability ranged from 0.03 to 391 mD, with an average of 0.18 mD, excluding anomalously high values, indicating a reservoir characterized by low porosity and low permeability.



A positive correlation between porosity and permeability was observed, with permeability generally increasing alongside porosity, consistent with prior studies [44,45]. However, some samples with high porosity exhibited low permeability (Figure 2). Four representative samples were selected for high-pressure mercury intrusion and micro-CT scanning experiments (Table 2, Figure 3), complemented by the gas measurement method to characterize the pore structure of low-permeability samples quantitatively and investigate the pore–throat sizes affecting rock sample permeability.




3.2. Experiments


3.2.1. Helium Expansion Method


The gas expansion method, grounded in Boyle’s law, measures pressure changes during gas expansion to determine pore volume and calculate porosity. This method is commonly used to assess the interconnected porosity of core samples. Helium, nitrogen, and other inert gases are typically employed as filling gas. In this study, helium, the smallest non-adsorptive gas molecule, was used for its accuracy in measuring core porosity. The method is straightforward, quick, and minimally impacts the samples, allowing for their reuse in subsequent experiments.




3.2.2. Nitrogen Pressure Pulse Method


The pressure pulse decay method is a transient technique frequently utilized to measure the permeability of low-permeability cores. By applying a pressure pulse differential to the core and recording the pressure difference and time at both ends as the pressure propagates through, permeability is calculated. Nitrogen gas is used as the medium, making it suitable for low-permeability cores, offering short measurement time and high accuracy.




3.2.3. Micro-CT Scanning


CT scanning technology employs X-rays to penetrate objects, with X-ray attenuation varying according to the object’s density, in accordance with Beer’s law. Recording the attenuated X-rays yields a non-destructive density distribution image of the object, used to distinguish pores, rock frameworks, and mineral components. This technology provides detailed characterization of rock samples and is a vital three-dimensional pore characterization technique for reservoirs. Due to the high resolution of CT scanning, sample sizes are relatively small. Micro-CT scanning accuracy must reach micron levels to distinguish pores and mineral matrices effectively, with scanned rock sample sizes at the millimeter scale. This study utilized the nanoVoxel-3502E CT scanner. The scanned images underwent median filtering to eliminate noise, and image processing techniques such as threshold control were used to binarize the grayscale images, resulting in binarized images that distinguished the pores and reconstructed the three-dimensional digital core corresponding to the rock sample.




3.2.4. High-Pressure Mercury Intrusion Method


The high-pressure mercury intrusion method involves the gradual intrusion of mercury into pores under increasing pressure, adhering to the Washburn’s equation. As pressure increases, mercury penetrates finer pore throats, thus delineating the pore size distribution characteristics of the samples. The samples used in this experiment were those tested by gas measurement, which were oil-washed, dried, and vacuum-treated before high-pressure mercury intrusion testing. The testing was conducted, under conditions of 24.6 °C and 16% RH.






4. Results and Discussion


4.1. Pore–Throat Characteristics


4.1.1. Micron-Scale Pore–Throat Characteristics


CT scans of four representative samples revealed porosities of 3.11%, 1.18%, 3.79%, and 2.54%, which are notably lower than those measured by gas methods. Particularly, the porosity of sample 4-Z obtained from CT scanning is an order of magnitude lower than that determined by gas measurements. For samples 6 and 6-Z, the discrepancies between the two measurement techniques are minimal (Table 3). Helium porosity measurements encompass a broader range and are closer to the true values, whereas micro-CT primarily measures micron-scale porosities, indicating the presence of numerous nano-scale and isolated pores within the rock core [46]. The distribution of micron-scale pores (Figure 4) reveals that the primary pore size range for the four samples is 0–20 μm. Sample 4-Z exhibits significantly fewer pores in the 0–10 μm range compared to the others, while sample 6 contains more large pores, and sample 6-Z has a higher concentration of small pores.



Regarding pore volume distribution (Figure 5), sample 4 shows a relatively uniform distribution across different pore sizes, with the largest proportion (16.82%) found in pores sized between 40–80 μm. Sample 4-Z exhibits a bimodal distribution in pore volume, with peaks at 40–80 μm and 400–600 μm, accounting for 24.2% and 16.13% of the total volume, respectively. Pores in the 0–10 μm range in sample 4-Z constitute only 2.38% of the total volume. Samples 6 and 6-Z display unimodal distributions, primarily featuring pores sized between 200–400 μm pores, constituting 41.79% and 32.64% of the volume, respectively, with other pore sizes distributed more evenly. Although large pores are fewer in number, they significantly contribute to the total pore volume and serve as the principal storage spaces within the reservoir [47]. The dominant pore diameters contributing to storage are 40–80 μm for samples 4 and 4-Z and 200–400 μm for samples 6 and 6-Z.



The helium expansion method is accurate in measuring core porosity and the results are closer to the true values, whereas micron CT primarily measures micron-scale porosities.



The 3D visualization models from CT scanning (Figure 6) depict the transparent rock matrix, with pores highlighted in red, providing insights into the quantity, size, and distribution of micron-scale pores [48]. Sample 4 shows minimal variation in pore sizes and a uniform distribution. In contrast, sample 4-Z exhibits significantly fewer pores with larger size variations and an uneven distribution, characterized by sheet-like fractures containing small pores and isolated pores surrounding these fractures. Samples 6 and 6-Z display similar pore morphology and distribution patterns, with sample 6 containing more large pores and sample 6-Z featuring more small pores. Both samples exhibit clustered distributions with isolated pores interspersed. The 3D pore structure models indicate that sample 4 possesses the most favorable pore structure, followed by samples 6 and 6-Z, whereas sample 4-Z exhibits the least favorable structure.




4.1.2. Nano-Scale Pore–Throat Characteristics


Figure 7 illustrates the relationship between capillary force and mercury volume/saturation, providing insights into the pore structure characteristics of sandstone reservoirs. As pressure increases, mercury penetrates smaller throats to enter the pores, showing three distinct stages on the curve. Initially, mercury enters larger pores at relatively low pressures. The second stage features a segment where pressure changes minimally while mercury saturation significantly increases, indicating intrusion into medium-sized pores. In the final stage, at higher pressures, mercury enters smaller pores [49,50,51,52]. During the first stage, samples 4 and 4-Z exhibit significant mercury intrusion at relatively low pressures (1.362 MPa and 1.365 MPa), corresponding to larger pore throats, whereas samples 6 and 6-Z require higher pressures (5.504 MPa and 5.501 MPa), indicating smaller pore throats. In the second stage, the flat sections of the mercury intrusion curves for samples 4 and 4-Z align with larger pore throats, showing mercury increments of 27% and 30%, indicating less-developed pore throats. Samples 6 and 6-Z exhibit longer flat sections during mercury intrusion, with mercury increments of 66%, indicating more extensive pore–throat development, which enhances rock permeability. Although the pore throats in samples 6 and 6-Z are smaller, their development is more extensive. In the third stage, the curves for samples 4 and 4-Z show longer sharp peaks, with a significant increase in intrusion pressure, yet less than 5% mercury intrusion. Despite some mercury entering capillaries at this stage, resistance is high, resulting in minimal mercury intrusion. These smaller pore throats have a limited impact on rock permeability, with some not participating in the flow. Conversely, samples 6 and 6-Z display shorter, sharp peaks, indicating that small pores remain developed and actively participate in storage and flow.



The maximum mercury intrusion saturation reflects the storage and flow capacity of the reservoir. At maximum pressure (200 MPa), mercury intrusion saturation exceeds 90% for samples 6 and 6-Z, whereas it remains below 50% for samples 4 and 4-Z. As mercury enters the rock, it fills the pores and throats. During mercury extrusion, some mercury remains in the pores, where the extruded volume often corresponds to the throat volume. The difference between the intrusion and extrusion volumes indicates the pore volume. Therefore, the intrusion and extrusion curves also provide insights into the pore and throat volumes within rock samples [53,54]. In comparison, samples 6 and 6-Z exhibit larger pore and throat volumes, with pore volumes of 59.4% and 34.8%, and throat volumes of 58.8% and 37.8%, respectively. Conversely, samples 4 and 4-Z display steeper extrusion curves indicative of smaller throat volumes. Sample 4 has pore and throat volumes of 36% and 7.6%, while sample 4-Z shows volumes of 30.5% and 6.2%, respectively.



The pore–throat distribution diagrams obtained from high-pressure mercury intrusion experiments are depicted in Figure 8. All four samples exhibit unimodal distributions of pore–throat radii. Samples 4 and 4-Z show limited development of pore throats, primarily in the range of 0.063–0.4 μm, with minimal development of pore throats smaller than 0.063 μm. In contrast, samples 6 and 6-Z display a wider range of pore–throat sizes, spanning from 0.004 to 0.1 μm, predominantly centered around 0.016–0.04 μm, indicating finer pore–throat sizes overall. The permeability contribution images shift to the right compared to the frequency distribution of pore throats. Larger pore throats, although less frequent (accounting for less than 10% of the distribution), contribute significantly to permeability (up to 40%). In contrast, smaller pore throats, despite higher distribution frequencies, contribute less to permeability. For instance, pore throats ranging from 0.16–0.4 μm in samples 4 and 4-Z contribute over 95% to permeability, whereas those ranging from 0.025–0.1 μm in samples 6 and 6-Z also contribute over 95%, with smaller throats making negligible contributions. In summary, samples 4 and 4-Z feature larger nano-scale pore throats primarily in the 0.063–0.4 μm range, albeit with smaller volumes and less developed throats. Conversely, samples 6 and 6-Z exhibit smaller nano-scale pore throats mainly between 0.016–0.04 μm, with larger volumes and better-developed throats.



The pore and throat systems within reservoir rocks are often interconnected in a complex network. Parameters derived from mercury intrusion experiments can elucidate the distribution characteristics and connectivity of pore throats (Table 4). The maximum pore–throat radius (Ra) signifies the dimension of the throat at which mercury first penetrates the pore network, serving as the primary filtration conduit. The sorting coefficient (SP) denotes the degree of concentration in pore–throat size distribution; a smaller SP indicates more uniform pore throats, manifesting as a flat section on the intrusion curve. Skewness (SKP) and kurtosis (KP) describe the relative position and steepness of the pore–throat frequency distribution mode. A positive SKP indicates coarser skewness, while a negative SKP indicates finer skewness. Kurtosis reflects the steepness of the distribution curve; a higher KP signifies a steeper curve, indicating a higher frequency of pore throats. The homogeneity coefficient (a) assesses the uniformity of the pore–throat distribution; within the 0–1 range, a larger value suggests a more uniform distribution [23,55,56,57]. Samples 4 and 4-Z exhibit relatively coarser pore throats, with a flatter frequency distribution and finer skewness. Conversely, samples 6 and 6-Z display finer pore throats, with a sharper frequency distribution and coarser skewness. Considering the overall development of pore–throat sizes, samples 6 and 6-Z are inferred to possess more uniform pore–throat distributions. Displacement pressure (Pcd) represents the capillary pressure when mercury continually infiltrates the rock sample, corresponding to the maximum pore–throat radius. Maximum mercury intrusion saturation (Smax) and final residual saturation (Sr) reflect the storage and flow capacities of the rock sample. The structural coefficient indicates the tortuosity of the pore throats; a higher value signifies greater tortuosity [58,59]. Samples 4 and 4-Z exhibit lower displacement pressures—aligning with coarser pore throats—and lower maximum mercury intrusion saturations, with extrusion efficiencies of only 17.412%. The throats are highly tortuous, as suggested by the larger structural coefficients, indicating poorer storage and flow capacities, with more hourglass-type pore structures. In contrast, samples 6 and 6-Z display higher displacement pressures, generally finer pore throats, maximum mercury intrusion saturations exceeding 90%, and extrusion efficiencies approaching 40%, suggesting less tortuosity. Hence, samples 6 and 6-Z possess superior nano-scale pore structures compared to the poorer structures of samples 4 and 4-Z.





4.2. Permeability Characteristics


4.2.1. Pore–Throat Distribution


Porosity and permeability are pivotal parameters in reservoir characterization, exhibiting a strong interrelationship. Test results from samples in the Chenjiazhuang area demonstrate instances of low permeability, even in rocks with relatively high porosity. In gas measurement experiments of four representative samples, samples 4 and 4-Z exhibit porosities of 7.85% and 11.74%, respectively, with corresponding permeabilities of 0.0369 mD and 0.0834 mD, indicating a significant disparity. Conversely, samples 6 and 6-Z, with smaller porosities of 4.62% and 4.69%, exhibit higher permeabilities of 0.0764 mD and 0.0964 mD, respectively. Micro-CT scan images reveal that sample 4, despite having a porosity of 3.11% and well-developed micropores with good distribution, possesses a permeability of only 0.0369 mD. In comparison, samples 6 and 6-Z, with similar porosities of 3.79% and 2.54%, exhibit pore diameters primarily within 10 μm and a pore volume distribution frequency mainly between 200–400 μm, reflecting an uneven distribution and the presence of many unconnected pores. Nonetheless, their permeabilities are significantly higher, at 0.0764 mD and 0.0964 mD, respectively. This suggests that micropore structure alone does not account for the differences in permeability.



For samples 6 and 6-Z, the nano-scale pore structure data from high-pressure mercury intrusion experiments exhibit remarkable similarities. The intrusion and extrusion curves display only subtle differences, and the distributions of pore–throat sizes and their contributions to permeability are consistent. It is inferred that the development of nano-scale pore structures has a minor impact on the differences in porosity and permeability. Micro-CT scan images reveal that sample 6 possesses more-developed coarse pores and throats at the micro-scale, with larger volumes. Pores with diameters of 80–300 μm account for 62.33% of the volume, while those smaller than 10 μm account for only 10.75%. Conversely, sample 6-Z shows more developed fine pores and throats at the micro-scale, with 80–300 μm pores accounting for 45.85% of the volume and those smaller than 10 μm comprising 23.16%. Both samples display numerous isolated pores in the images, likely resulting from relatively closed pores due to compaction. Nevertheless, small etched pores within rock particles can serve as efficient transport channels, enhancing reservoir filtration [60]. The abundant 10 μm pores and throats in sample 6-Z can connect larger pores, thereby improving permeability, making it superior to sample 6 in conditions where there is minimal difference in the development of nano-scale pores and throats. In low-permeability reservoirs, larger pores may significantly reduce their contribution to permeability due to compaction, while well-developed small pores can act as transport channels between larger pores. Thus, in addition to nano-scale pores and throats, fine pores at the micro-scale can enhance permeability.




4.2.2. Capillary Pressure


High-pressure mercury intrusion experiments more accurately depict the development characteristics of pores and throats at the nano-scale and above. A comparison of the capillary pressure curves for samples 4, 6, and 6-Z reveals substantial differences in the smooth sections of the curves. For sample 4, there is a sharp inflection appears when mercury saturation reaches 40%, indicating that pore–throat sizes have minimal impact on permeability. The area between the intrusion and extrusion curves further indicates that sample 4 has a small pore and throat volume, particularly a small throat volume, resulting in a low extrusion efficiency of only 17.412%. This leads to the phenomenon of high porosity yet low permeability. Samples 6 and 6-Z exhibit mercury saturation of more than 90%; when the pressure is large, mercury can still enter the throat; hence, the development of its permeability is superior. In low-permeability reservoirs, a complex pore network is often present. Pores provide excellent storage spaces, while throats are crucial for reservoir flow. The absence of flow-contributing throats in the reservoir rock leads to the development of large-pore–micro-throat structures, which weakly contribute to permeability. The development of sub-micron and nano-scale pores and throats significantly enhances reservoir flow capacity [61,62].




4.2.3. Micro-Crack


The micro-CT scan results for sample 4-Z reveal a suboptimal distribution of pores and throats in its structure, characterized by a sparse and uneven network of pores and throats. Pores within the 0–10 μm range are relatively fewer compared to the other three samples, suggesting poor connectivity. However, the three-dimensional images show numerous micro-cracks. The mercury intrusion experiment indicates a paucity of nano-scale pores and throats in this rock sample. The maximum mercury intrusion saturation is 36.733%, slightly lower than the 43.622% observed in sample 4, with a residual mercury saturation of 30.53%. Throats with radii of 0.25–0.4 μm contribute over 90% of the permeability. In comparison, sample 4-Z exhibits better development of coarser nano-scale pores and throats. Considering the pore structure parameters, the connectivity of pores and throats in sample 4 is superior to that in sample 4-Z, with sample 4-Z showing a permeability of 0.083 mD, better than sample 4 of 0.037 mD. In low-permeability reservoirs, the presence of micro-cracks significantly impacts permeability.






5. Conclusions


By integrating gas measurement experiments, high-pressure mercury intrusion techniques, and micro-CT scanning, a comprehensive analysis was conducted on the micropore structure of low-permeability sandstone reservoirs from the Shahejie Formation, situated on the northern slope of the Chenjiazhuang uplift. This paper explores the impact of pore and throat dimensions on reservoir storage capacity and permeability at both micro- and nano-scales. Four representative core samples from the region underwent meticulous examination to characterize the number, structural distribution, and pore parameters of micro- and nano-pores, yielding the following findings:




	(1)

	
Reservoir pores in the study area exhibit significant heterogeneity, characterized by predominantly small pore sizes, clustered distributions, and numerous isolated pores. Micro-scale pore diameters range from 0 to 600 μm, with a majority falling within 0–20 μm and few exceeding 40 μm. The distribution curve of pore diameters reveals two distinct types: a unimodal distribution concentrated in the 200–400 μm range, conducive to hydrocarbon accumulation, and a bimodal distribution peaking at 40–80 μm and 400–600 μm. Nano-scale pore distribution spans 0.004 to 0.4 μm, displaying a unimodal curve that significantly contributes to reservoir storage capacity.




	(2)

	
Large micro-scale pores within the reservoir require small throats to establish effective flow channels. However, the presence of well-developed micro-scale pores is not the principal factor influencing reservoir flow. In rocks with well-developed micro-scale pore structures, permeability remains low. Mercury injection experiments indicate that in low-permeability reservoirs, sub-micron- and nano-scale pores predominantly govern permeability. Well-developed nano-scale pores with favorable structures serve as efficient flow conduits. Critical pore–throat sizes influencing filtration range from 0.025 to 0.4 μm, representing a relatively coarse category within nano-scale pore throats. Additionally, micro-cracks within the reservoir rock notably enhance permeability.













Author Contributions


S.Z.: Methodology, Supervision, Validation, Visualization, Writing—original draft, Writing—review and editing. Y.C.: Methodology, Supervision, Validation, Visualization, Writing—original draft, Writing—review and editing. Q.H.: Conceptualization, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Methodology, Project administration, Supervision, Writing—review and editing. H.Y.: Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation. W.C. (Weiyan Chen): Methodology, Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation. Y.Z.: Methodology, Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation. W.C. (Wenchao Chen): Methodology, Data curation, Formal analysis, Investigation. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.




Funding


This research was funded by the Shengli Oilfield Science and Technology Project (Grant No. 30200020-22-FW2022-0001).




Institutional Review Board Statement


Not applicable.




Informed Consent Statement


Not applicable.




Data Availability Statement


The full data are provided in the in text tables.




Acknowledgments


We would like to thank Jianbing Zhu and Hongmei Li for their help in the fieldwork.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Zou, C.N.; Yang, Z.; Zhu, R.K.; Zhang, G.S.; Hou, L.H.; Wu, S.T.; Tao, S.Z.; Yuan, X.J.; Dong, D.Z.; Wang, Y.M.; et al. Petro China research institute of petroleum exploration & Development. Acta Geol. Sin. 2015, 89, 979–1007. [Google Scholar]

	



Sun, Z.; Wang, J. Analysis of reservoir damage and microscopic seepage simulation in low permeability oil and gas reservoirs based on pore topology structure. J. Eng. Res. 2024, in press. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, N.; Zhu, S.; Li, Y.; Zhao, J.; Long, B.; Chen, F.; Wang, E.; Feng, W.; Hu, Y.; Wang, S.; et al. Fracturing-flooding technology for low permeability reservoirs: A review. Petroleum 2024, 10, 202–215. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jamil, M.; Siddiqui, N.A.; Usman, M.; Wahid, A.; Umar, M.; Ahmed, N.; Haq, I.U.; El-Ghali, M.A.K.; Imran, Q.S.; Rahman, A.H.A.; et al. Facies analysis and distribution of Late Palaeogene deep-water massive sandstones in submarine-fan lobes, NW Borneo. Geol. J. 2022, 57, 4489–4507. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Jia, C.; Zheng, M.; Zhang, Y. Unconventional hydrocarbon resources in China and the prospect of exploration and development. Pet. Explor. Dev. 2012, 39, 129–136. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ma, N.; Li, C.; Wang, F.; Liu, Z.; Zhang, Y.; Jiang, L.; Shu, Y.; Du, D. Laboratory Study on the Oil Displacement Process in Low-Permeability Cores with Different Injection Fluids. ACS Omega 2022, 7, 8013–8022. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, H.; Chen, G.; Zhu, Y.S.; Dang, Y.C.; Chen, J.; Wang, H.L.; Si, Y.; Bai, C.; Li, X. Quantitative characterization of microscopic pore throat structure in tight sandstone oil reservoirs: A case study of Chang7 reservoir in Xin’anbian oil field, Ordos Basin. Pet. Geol. Exp. 2017, 39, 112–119. [Google Scholar]

	



Feng, Z.; Yin, C.; Lu, J.; Zhu, Y. Formation and accumulation of tight sandy conglomerate gas: A case from the Lower Cretaceous Yingcheng Formation of Xujiaweizi fault depression, Songliao Basin. Pet. Explor. Dev. 2013, 40, 696–703. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zou, C.; Yang, Z.; Hou, L.; Zhu, R.; Cui, J.; Wu, S.; Lin, S.; Guo, Q.; Wang, S.; Li, D. Geological characteristics and “sweet area” evaluation for tight oil. Petrol. Sci. 2015, 12, 606–617. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Qiao, J.; Zeng, J.; Jiang, S.; Feng, S.; Feng, X.; Guo, Z.; Teng, J. Heterogeneity of reservoir quality and gas accumulation in tight sandstone reservoirs revealed by pore structure characterization and physical simulation. Fuel 2019, 253, 1300–1316. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Xi, K.; Cao, Y.; Haile, B.G.; Zhu, R.; Jahren, J.; Bjørlykke, K.; Zhang, X.; Hellevang, H. How does the pore-throat size control the reservoir quality and oiliness of tight sandstones? The case of the Lower Cretaceous Quantou Formation in the southern Songliao Basin, China. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 2016, 76, 1–15. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, W.; Lu, S.; Chen, X.; Li, X.; Li, J.; Tian, W. A new method for grading and assessing the potential of tight sand gas resources: A case study of the Lower Jurassic Shuixigou Group in the Turpan-Hami Basin, NW China. Pet. Explor. Dev. 2015, 42, 66–73. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kong, X.; Xiao, D.; Jiang, S.; Lu, S.; Sun, B.; Wang, J. Application of the combination of high-pressure mercury injection and nuclear magnetic resonance to the classification and evaluation of tight sandstone reservoirs: A case study of the Linxing Block in the Ordos Basin. Nat. Gas Ind. B 2020, 7, 433–442. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, Y.; Yang, S.; Zhang, Z.; Li, Q.; Deng, H.; Chen, J.; Geng, W.; Wang, M.; Chen, Z.; Chen, H. Multiscale pore structure characterization of an ultra-deep carbonate gas reservoir. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2022, 208, 109751. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Clarkson, C.R.; Freeman, M.; He, L.; Agamalian, M.; Melnichenko, Y.B.; Mastalerz, M.; Bustin, R.M.; Radliński, A.P.; Blach, T.P. Characterization of tight gas reservoir pore structure using USANS/SANS and gas adsorption analysis. Fuel 2012, 95, 371–385. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gu, X.; Pu, C.; Khan, N.; Wu, F.; Huang, F.; Xu, H. The visual and quantitative study of remaining oil micro-occurrence caused by spontaneous imbibition in extra-low permeability sandstone using computed tomography. Fuel 2019, 237, 152–162. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Loucks, R.G.; Reed, R.M.; Ruppel, S.C.; Jarvie, D.M. Morphology, Genesis, and Distribution of Nanometer-Scale Pores in Siliceous Mudstones of the Mississippian Barnett Shale. J. Sediment. Res. 2009, 79, 848–861. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Katz, A.J.; Thompson, A.H. Fractal sandstone pores: Implications for conductivity and pore formation. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1985, 54, 1325. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ramstad, T.; Berg, C.F.; Thompson, K. Pore-Scale Simulations of Single- and Two-Phase Flow in Porous Media: Approaches and Applications. Transp. Porous Media 2019, 130, 77–104. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sheng, J.; Yang, X.X.; Li, G.; Xu, L.; Li, Y.N.; Wang, J.R.; Zhang, C.Y.; Cui, H.D. Application of Multiscale X-CT imagine digital core technique on observing Micro-pore structure of carbonate reservoirs. Geoscience 2019, 33, 653–661. [Google Scholar]

	



He, B.; Wu, W.; Yang, M. Evaluation of pore structure of low permeability glutenite reservoir by 3D digital core technology. Unconv. Oil Gas 2023, 10, 15–21. [Google Scholar]

	



Du, S.; Shi, Y. Concise extraction and characterization of the pore-throat network in unconventional hydrocarbon reservoirs: A new perspective. Petrol. Sci. 2023, 21, 1474–1487. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wei, J.; Zhou, X.; Shamil, S.; Yuriy, K.; Yang, E.; Yang, Y.; Wang, A. High-pressure mercury intrusion analysis of pore structure in typical lithofacies shale. Energy 2024, 295, 130879. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Reingruber, H.; Zankel, A.; Mayrhofer, C.; Poelt, P. Quantitative characterization of microfiltration membranes by 3D reconstruction. J. Membr. Sci. 2011, 372, 66–74. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Iraji, S.; De Almeida, T.R.; Munoz, E.R.; Basso, M.; Vidal, A.C. The impact of heterogeneity and pore network characteristics on single and multi-phase fluid propagation in complex porous media: An X-ray computed tomography study. Petrol. Sci. 2024, 21, 1719–1738. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Vergés, E.; Tost, D.; Ayala, D.; Ramos, E.; Grau, S. 3D pore analysis of sedimentary rocks. Sediment. Geol. 2011, 234, 109–115. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fu, J.; Thomas, H.R.; Li, C. Tortuosity of porous media: Image analysis and physical simulation. Earth-Sci. Rev. 2021, 212, 103439. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lai, J.; Wang, S.; Wang, G.W.; Shi, Y.J.; Zhao, T.P.; Pang, X.J.; Fan, X.C.; Qin, Z.Q.; Fan, X.Q. Pore structure and fractal characteristics of Ordovician Majiagou carbonate reservoirs in Ordos Basin, China. AAPG Bull. 2019, 103, 2573–2596. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Saafan, M.; Ganat, T.; Mohyaldinn, M.; Chen, X. A fractal model for obtaining spontaneous imbibition capillary pressure curves based on 2D image analysis of low-permeability sandstone. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2022, 208, 109747. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wu, Y.; Liu, C.; Ouyang, S.; Luo, B.; Zhao, D.; Sun, W.; Awan, R.S.; Lu, Z.; Li, G.; Zang, Q. Investigation of pore-throat structure and fractal characteristics of tight sandstones using HPMI, CRMI, and NMR methods: A case study of the lower Shihezi Formation in the Sulige area, Ordos Basin. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2022, 210, 110053. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ma, B.; Chen, S.; Yan, W.; Lin, C.; Zhang, H.; Sun, Z.; Zheng, J.; Wu, S.; Wang, J. Pore structure evaluation of low permeability clastic reservoirs based on sedimentation diagenesis: A case study of the Chang 8 reservoirs in the Zhenbei region, Ordos Basin. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2021, 196, 107841. [Google Scholar]

	



Cao, B.; Sun, W.; Li, J. Reservoir petrofacies—A tool for characterization of reservoir quality and pore structures in a tight sandstone reservoir: A study from the sixth member of Upper Triassic Yanchang Formation, Ordos Basin, China. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2021, 199, 108294. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bai, B.; Zhu, R.K.; Wu, S.T.; Yang, W.J.; Gelb, J.; Gu, A.; Zhang, X.X.; Su, L. Multi-scale method of Nano(Micro)-CT study on microscopic pore structure of tight sandstone of Yangchang Formation, Ordos Basin. Pet. Explor. Dev. 2013, 40, 329–333. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bi, L.; Xiao, L.; Wang, M.; Yang, Y.; Lei, N.; Zhang, H.F. Microscopic pore structure and seepage characteristics of Chang 3 reservoir in Chenghua area of Ordos Basin. Pet. Geol. Eng. 2024, 38, 13–19. [Google Scholar]

	



Labani, M.M.; Rezaee, R.; Saeedi, A.; Hinai, A.A. Evaluation of pore size spectrum of gas shale reservoirs using low pressure nitrogen adsorption, gas expansion and mercury porosimetry: A case study from the Perth and Canning Basins, Western Australia. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2013, 112, 7–16. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Clarkson, C.R.; Solano, N.; Bustin, R.M.; Bustin, A.M.M.; Chalmers, G.R.L.; He, L.; Melnichenko, Y.B.; Radliński, A.P.; Blach, T.P. Pore structure characterization of North American shale gas reservoirs using USANS/SANS, gas adsorption, and mercury intrusion. Fuel 2013, 103, 606–616. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, J.; Wu, S.; Li, Q.; Zhang, J.; Guo, Q. Characterization of the pore-throat size of tight oil reservoirs and its control on reservoir physical properties: A case study of the Triassic tight sandstone of the sediment gravity flow in the Ordos Basin, China. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2020, 186, 106701. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, F.; Jiang, Z.; Sun, W.; Li, Y.; Zhang, X.; Zhu, L.; Wen, M. A multiscale comprehensive study on pore structure of tight sandstone reservoir realized by nuclear magnetic resonance, high pressure mercury injection and constant-rate mercury injection penetration test. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 2019, 109, 208–222. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Peng, C.S. Differentiation of mechanisms and models of hydrocarbon accumulation in Chenjiazhuang uplift and its north slope. Pet. Geol. Recovery Effic. 2011, 18, 16–20. [Google Scholar]

	



Wang, C.Y. Favorable Reservoir Distribution Regulations ofPalaeogene in Northern Slope of Chenjiazhuang Uplift. Master’s Thesis, China University of Petroleum (East China), Qingdao, China, 2016. [Google Scholar]

	



Jonathan, C. Evenick. Evaluating the lacustrine Shahejie Formation source rock potential in the Bohai Bay Basin using a simplified regional basin model. J. Nat. Gas Geosci. 2023, 8, 279–291. [Google Scholar]

	



Song, M.S. The exploration status and outlook of Jiyang depression. China Pet. Explor. 2018, 23, 11–17. [Google Scholar]

	



Tian, R.; Xian, B.; Wu, Q.; Shu, Q.; Liu, J.; Zhang, W.; Wang, Z.; Li, Q.; Rahman, N.U.; Gao, Y.; et al. Turbidite system controlled by fault interaction and linkage on a slope belt of rift basin: Zhanhua depression, Bohai Bay Basin, China. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 2023, 155, 106377. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lala, A.M.S.; El-Sayed, N.A.A. Controls of pore throat radius distribution on permeability. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2017, 157, 941–950. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chen, X.; Zhou, K.; Jiang, P.; Zhao, X.; Yao, G. Identification, characterization, and up-scaling of pore structure facies in the low permeability reservoirs: Insight into reservoir quality evaluation and sweet-spots analysis. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 2024, 162, 106646. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yang, Y.; Xiao, W.; Zheng, L.; Lei, Q.; Qin, C.; He, Y.; Liu, S.; Li, M.; Li, Y.; Zhao, J.; et al. Pore throat structure heterogeneity and its effect on gas-phase seepage capacity in tight sandstone reservoirs: A case study from the Triassic Yanchang Formation, Ordos Basin. Petrol. Sci. 2023, 20, 2892–2907. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Xiang, M.; Xu, S.; We, Y.; Gou, Q.; Li, B. Influence of tectonic preservation conditions on the nanopore structure of shale reservoir: A case study of Wufeng-Longmaxi Formation shale in western Hubei area, south China. Petrol Sci. 2024, 21, 2203–2217. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Blunt, M.J.; Bijeljic, B.; Dong, H.; Gharbi, O.; Iglauer, S.; Mostaghimi, P.; Paluszny, A.; Pentland, C. Pore-scale imaging and modelling. Adv. Water Resour. 2013, 51, 197–216. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, M.; Yu, Q. Pore structure characterization of Carboniferous shales from the eastern Qaidam Basin, China: Combining helium expansion with low-pressure adsorption and mercury intrusion. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2017, 152, 91–103. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Li, K. Analytical derivation of Brooks–Corey type capillary pressure models using fractal geometry and evaluation of rock heterogeneity. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 2010, 73, 20–26. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, L.; Lei, X.; Zhang, Q.; Yao, G.; Sui, B.; Chen, X.; Wang, M.; Zhou, Z.; Wang, P.; Peng, X. Experimental study of the effects of a multistage pore-throat structure on the seepage characteristics of sandstones in the Beibuwan Basin: Insights into the flooding mode. Petrol. Sci. 2024, 21, 1044–1061. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gong, Y.; Liu, S.; Zhu, R.; Liu, K.; Tang, Z.; Jiang, L. Lower limit of tight oil flowing porosity: Application of high-pressure mercury intrusion in the fourth Member of Cretaceous Quantou Formation in southern Songliao Basin, NE China. Pet. Explor. Dev. 2015, 42, 745–752. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wu, H.; Zhang, C.L.; Ji, Y.L.; Liu, R.E.; Cao, S.; Chen, S.; Zhang, Y.Z.; Wang, Y.; Du, W.; Liu, G. Pore-throat size characterization of tight sandstone and its control on reservoir physical properties:a case study of Yanchang Formation, eastern Gansu, Ordos Basin. Acta Pet. Sin. 2017, 38, 876–887. [Google Scholar]

	



Yang, F.; Ning, Z.F.; Hu, C.P.; Wang, B.; Peng, K.; Liu, H.Q. Characterization of microscopic pore structure in shanle reservoirs. Acta Pet. Sin. 2013, 34, 301–311. [Google Scholar]

	



Zhao, X.; Sun, M.; Ukaomah, C.F.; Ostadhassan, M.; Cui, Z.; Liu, B.; Pan, Z. Pore connectivity and microfracture characteristics of Longmaxi shale in the Fuling gas field: Insights from mercury intrusion capillary pressure analysis. Gas Sci. Eng. 2023, 119, 205134. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



King, H.E., Jr.; Eberle, A.P.R.; Walters, C.C.; Kliewer, C.E.; Ertas, D.; Huynh, C. Pore Architecture and Connectivity in Gas Shale. Energy Fuel 2015, 29, 1375–1390. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, F.; Yang, K.; You, J.; Lei, X. Analysis of pore size distribution and fractal dimension in tight sandstone with mercury intrusion porosimetry. Results Phys. 2019, 13, 102283. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Cai, Y.; Li, Y.; Ge, S.L.; Ding, Y.C. The microscopic pore structure characteristics of ultra-deep low permeability clastic reservoirs—By taking the lower member of Kepingtage Formation in Shuntuoguole Region of central Tarim Basin for example. J. Oil Gas Technol. 2014, 36, 12–17. [Google Scholar]

	



Li, H.Y.; Yue, D.L.; Zhang, X.J. Characteristics of pore structure and reservoir evaluation of low permeability reservoir in Sulige gas filed. Earth Sci. Front. 2012, 19, 133–140. [Google Scholar]

	



Liu, X.; Wang, J.; Ge, L.; Hu, F.; Li, C.; Li, X.; Yu, J.; Xu, H.; Lu, S.; Xue, Q. Pore-scale characterization of tight sandstone in Yanchang Formation Ordos Basin China using micro-CT and SEM imaging from nm- to cm-scale. Fuel 2017, 209, 254–264. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yang, Z.; Tang, Y.; Guo, X.; Huang, L.; Chang, Q. Diagenesis and reservoir space types of alkaline lake-type shale in Fengcheng Formation of Mahu Sag, Junggar Basin, China. Arab. J. Geosci. 2021, 14, 2356. [Google Scholar]

	



Cai, L.; Xiao, G.; Lu, S.; Wang, J.; Wu, Z. Spatial-temporal coupling between high-quality source rocks and reservoirs for tight sandstone oil and gas accumulations in the Songliao Basin, China. Int. J. Min. Sci. Technol. 2019, 29, 387–397. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Jmse 12 01496 g002] 





Figure 2. Relationship between porosity and permeability of sandstone reservoirs from Shahejie and Guantao formations. 
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Figure 3. Photographs of core samples. From left to right: sample 4 (well 199-14, 2529.6 m; 2.5 cm in diameter and approximately 5.2 cm in length); sample 4-Z (well 199-14, 2529.6 m; 2.5 cm in diameter and approximately 3.8 cm in length); sample 6 (well 199-8, 2370 m; 2.5 cm in diameter and approximately 5.3 cm in length); sample 6-Z (well 199-8, 2370 m; 2.4 cm in diameter and approximately 4.3 cm in length). 
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Figure 4. Distribution of pores of different diameters in the core samples via micro-CT scanning. 
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Figure 5. Volume ratio of pores with different diameters in the core samples via micro-CT scanning. 
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Figure 6. Micro-CT scanning model of pore structure: (a) sample 4; (b) sample 4-Z; (c) sample 6; (d) sample 6-Z. 
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Figure 7. Mercury injection and extrusion curves derived from high-pressure mercury intrusion (HPMI) analysis. 
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Figure 8. Relationships between permeability contribution and pore–throat size distribution derived from high-pressure mercury intrusion (HPMI) analysis. 
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Table 1. Basic physical parameters of 30 core samples.
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Well

	
Number

	
Depth

	
Formation

	
Lithology

	
Diameter,

mm

	
Length,

mm

	
Density, g/cm3

	
Porosity,

%

	
Permeability,

mD






	
K119-14

	
1–4

	
2529.6

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
25.1

	
52.18

	
2.539

	
7.85

	
0.0369




	
1–4–Z

	
2529.6

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
25

	
38.08

	
2.428

	
11.74

	
0.0834




	
1–32

	
2529.6

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
37.89

	
40.52

	
2.541

	
0.85

	
0.04079




	
K119-2

	
1–1

	
2181.8

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
25

	
59.3

	
2.516

	
7.68

	
0.1358




	
K119-8

	
1–6

	
2370–2377

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
25

	
53.48

	
2.593

	
4.62

	
0.0764




	
1–6–Z

	
2370–2377

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
24.5

	
43.14

	
2.582

	
4.69

	
0.0964




	
1–13

	
2370–2377

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
37.86

	
55

	
2.587

	
1.61

	
0.04489




	
K71-1

	
1–2

	
1439.5–1449.5

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
25.26

	
40.1

	
2.563

	
2.05

	
0.1309




	
1–2–Z

	
1439.5–1449.5

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
25.12

	
60.1

	
2.571

	
2.49

	
0.0384




	
1–8

	
1439.5–1449.5

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
25.24

	
34.25

	
2.574

	
1.56

	
0.0624




	
1–25

	
1439.5–1449.5

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
38

	
54.18

	
2.587

	
2.16

	
0.0358




	
1–20

	
1439.5–1449.5

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
38.1

	
54.8

	
2.545

	
2.75

	
0.0756




	
1–21

	
1439.5–1449.5

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
38.16

	
42.74

	
2.585

	
2.96

	
0.21734




	
C 311

	
2–1

	
1250.5

	
Ng

	
siltstone

	
24.421

	
48.635

	
2.538

	
6.665

	
7.2046




	
C 372

	
2–2

	
1248.7

	
Ng

	
siltstone

	
24.283

	
50.855

	
2.614

	
2.34

	
0.0607




	
2–3

	
1254.6

	
Ng

	
sandstone

	
24.578

	
43.595

	
2.55

	
3.392

	
0.2034




	
2–4–1

	
1256.7

	
Ng

	
siltstone

	
24.561

	
44.235

	
2.594

	
2.302

	
0.0914




	
2–4–2

	
1256.7

	
Ng

	
siltstone

	
24.574

	
43.895

	
2.612

	
2.278

	
0.0845




	
C 98

	
2–5

	
2773.2

	
Es3

	
siltstone

	
24.299

	
43.27

	
2.215

	
14.308

	
4.3016




	
2–6

	
2776.5

	
Es3

	
siltstone

	
24.479

	
50.485

	
2.275

	
13.135

	
0.9793




	
2–6–Z

	
2776.5

	
Es3

	
siltstone

	
24.459

	
13.42

	
2.201

	
16.024

	
0.2379




	
2–6–1

	
2776.5

	
Es3

	
siltstone

	
24.462

	
45.425

	
2.296

	
15.425

	
0.8464




	
2–6–2

	
2776.5

	
Es3

	
siltstone

	
24.454

	
12.855

	
2.245

	
14.845

	
0.8742




	
C 137

	
2–7

	
2353.6

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
24.273

	
43.735

	
1.998

	
20.884

	
113.598




	
2–8

	
2335.6

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
23.982

	
43.4

	
2.058

	
19.146

	
391.196




	
Y 633

	
2–9

	
2734.3

	
Es3

	
mudstone

	
24.576

	
48.635

	
2.393

	
8.597

	
6.5225




	
2–9–Z

	
2734.3

	
Es3

	
mudstone

	
24.384

	
21.715

	
2.429

	
6.947

	
0.0389




	
2–10

	
2731.25

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
24.263

	
24.66

	
2.405

	
7.657

	
0.5902




	
L 353

	
2–11–1

	
2433.9

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
24.127

	
26.905

	
1.997

	
23.531

	
47.167




	
2–11–2

	
2433.9

	
Es3

	
sandstone

	
24.215

	
25.985

	
2.035

	
22.845

	
50.134











 





Table 2. Basic physical parameters of four representative sandstone samples.
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	Sample
	Density/g/cm3
	Porosity/%
	Permeability/%





	4
	2.539
	7.85
	0.0369



	4-Z
	2.428
	11.74
	0.0834



	6
	2.593
	4.62
	0.0764



	6-Z
	2.582
	4.69
	0.0964










 





Table 3. Comparison of the porosity results tested via the helium expansion method and micro-CT scanning.
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	Sample
	Lithology
	Porosity/% (He)
	Porosity/% (CT)





	4
	sandstone
	7.85
	3.11



	4-Z
	sandstone
	11.74
	1.18



	6
	sandstone
	4.62
	3.79



	6-Z
	sandstone
	4.69
	2.54










 





Table 4. Sandstone reservoirs in northern slope of Chenjiazhuang Uplift.
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	Sample
	Ra
	Rp
	SP
	SKP
	KP
	ɸ
	a
	Pcd
	Smax
	Sr
	We





	4
	0.540
	0.176
	2.497
	−1.000
	0.490
	8.253
	0.326
	1.362
	43.622
	36.027
	17.412



	4-Z
	0.538
	0.239
	2.628
	−1.000
	0.467
	10.018
	0.443
	1.365
	36.733
	30.530
	16.888



	6
	0.134
	0.035
	1.311
	0.206
	1.302
	0.092
	0.261
	5.504
	94.182
	59.357
	36.976



	6-Z
	0.134
	0.037
	1.307
	0.167
	1.202
	0.082
	0.275
	5.501
	96.578
	58.773
	39.145







Ra: maximum pore–throat radius; Rp: average pore–throat radius; SP: sorting coefficient; SKP: skewness; KP: kurtosis; ɸ: structural coefficient; a: homogeneity coefficient; Pcd: displacement pressure; Smax: maximum mercury intrusion saturation; Sr: final residual saturation; We: exit efficiency.
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