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Abstract

Fluvial sandbody is a kind of important reservoir type. According to outcrop, modern sedimenta-
tion, logging and seismic data, sand structural unit of different-stage meandering rivers are di-
vided into four types which are multilateral bifurcation type, multilateral combined type, single
type and lateral digestion type based on combination types of planar morphology and structural
characteristics of abandoned channel. Sand structure of fluvial sandbodies is influenced by hyper-
plasia style within the channel and value of A/S. The research shows that hyperplasia style of
channel includes three types which are lateral migration, downstream migration and tracebility
migration. With the increase of the value of A/S, type of meandering river sandbodies changes
from flaky texture to dotted texture.
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Figure 1. Section and sketch of point bar outcrop in Liulin, Lvliang City, Shanxi Province
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Figure 2. Crescent abandoned channel and hemispheric point bar
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Figure 3. Three-dimensional distribution pattern of abandoned channel
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Figure 4. Sandbody correlation diagram of well E1-E2-E3-E4-ES5 in Q oilfield
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Figure 5. Overlay mode profile of fluvial sandbody of different stages
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Figure 6. Sandbody correlation diagram of well D1-D2-D3 in Q oilfield
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Figure 7. Sandbody correlation diagram of well C1-C2-C3 in Q oilfield
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Figure 8. Distributary channel outcrop of meandering river delta in Yanhe section, North Shaanxi Province
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Figure 9. Sandbody correlation diagram of well HI-H2-H3-H4-HS in Q oilfield
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Figure 10. Relation graph of channel width and point bar span
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Figure 11. Result of NmlI-3 point bar prediction
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Table 1. Table of single meandering belt division result
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Figure 12. Example of downstream migration point bar in 3-D model
and satellite image
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