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Fig. 1 Intrusive and withdrawal mercury curves
of different pore structures
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Table 1 Parameters of microscopic pore structures

REE memn, UGk wray o TIER
1 23.2 1.2 0.35 3.61 22.14
6 24.8 9.94  0.27 3.59 24.16
9 22.7 11.22 0.32 3.63 21.47
12 25.2 11.21 0.28 3.63 24.20
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Table 2 Results of microscopic oil displacement simulation test
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PAN- 1 26. 91 36. 16 37.11 38. 47 40.33
PAN- 2 30. 11 41. 62 43. 85 47.47 48. 48
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Fig.2 Relationship between invertive
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FORMATION OF NON- TECTONIC
FRACTURES IN MUDSTONES IN GULONG DEPRESSION

Ding Wenlong'  Zhang Bowen®  Li Taiming’

(1. China University o Geosciences, Wuhan, Hubei ; 2. China Petroleum Exploration
and Development Corporation, Beijjing ; 3. Daging Petroleum College, Qinhuangdao, Hebei)

Abstract: Gulong depression in Songliao basin is a major hydrocarbon generating area, where the mudstones have
well- developed fractures and abnormally high fluid pressure. Some of these fracture reservoirs have produced com-
mercial oil and gas. Drilling results reflect that the lateral distribution of these mudstone reservoirs in Cretaceous
Qingshankou Formation is neither related directly to growth of faults, nor related to the fold curvature ; the vertical
distribution of these mudstone fracture reservoirs is not corresponding to the stress in the formation, too. These fea
tures indicate that fractures would not be the result of tectonic force. After modeling geological processes concerning
the sedimentary burial history and the fluid generation, it is concluded that these mudstone fractures in Gulong de-
pression are non— tectonic fractures , including the shrinking rocks caused by clay mineral de— hydration and pressure
boost fracturing caused by heating of hydrocarbon. And these fractures have continuously been developed and expand-
ed further by fluid overpressuring during Mingshui period, and some new fractures have also been produced in this pe-

riod.
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PORE STRUCTURE AND OIL DISPLACEMENT EFFICIENCY
IN PANHE FAULT- BLOCK AREA

Xiong Min"? Wang Qin’[ian2

(1. China University of Mining and Technology , Bejing;
2. Linpan Oil Production Factory in Shengli Oilfield, Linyi, Shandong)

Abstract: Panhe fault— block area is located in the western part of central uplift zone in Huimin sag. The pore struc-
ture of reservoir in the 3rd member of Shahejie formation can be divided into four types. The reservoir with super—

high permeability, super— large pore and coarse throat pore structure has the highest oil displacement efficiency dur-
ing the high water— cut stage; the simulation test can be as high as 70%~ 90%. However, the test run in actual rock
sample, the oil displacement efficiency seem to be reduced (40%~ 75%) , due to the non— homogeneous structure.
The reservoir with high permeability, large pore and coarse throat pore structure has high oil displacement efficiency,
which is usually 60%~ 80%. The reservoir with medium permeability, large pore and medium throat pore structure
has relatively low oil displacement efficiency of about 40%~ 60%; and the reservoir with low— permeability, medi-
um pore and fine throat has the lowest oil displacement efficiency, 30% ~ 50%. However, the pore system in the
reservoir does not consist of only one of the above— mentioned 4 pore structures, it is exactly the composition of sever-

al types of pore structures.

Key words: reservoir ; pore; oil displacement efficiency; Panhe fault— block
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