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Fig. 1 Regional location and structure map of the study area
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Fig. 2 Lithological and physical characteristics of the reservoir in the study area
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Fig. 3 Simulation of radial basis function interpolation process
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Table 1  Influencing factors and influence mechanisms of the distribution of remaining oil

WEAE MR . W HLIE WERM s
P . b;ﬂ;)fﬁ:\@Wm%%ﬂﬁlZLﬁﬂﬁiﬁifﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁlﬁ]%ﬂﬂ THAME . e

3 o R P A 2 0 55 55l 2 0 5 72 I B £ £ ) 8 2 5% B Rl
o o W L1 S FE . o]
VIRV TURBOI i A A TR0 5 B e IR

VA I T 1o B 53 90 R A i T 2

N I=g5:

DHRE N 3 82 - B T A 4 0.23 Bk

AR E VTR P T T A KB 0 22 5% 0t 1 R A
b 16 T IR IR B FE T AR SRR 1 22 57 2l 1 78 ) 7 2% Y .
- ARRE B 30 1 o5 5 40 A 5 0.4z fRH
- AL BRE 52 T 4 80 0 0 55 B3 (9L 1 B A
AL B LT 0 55 . A 9 026 IR

\ A 5 15 1 U2 0 T 24 T 3 1 T 7 A F i 1
BE R N (R
BiEH e 15 40 1 5 2 0.38  fRH
PR I 1 e VK E 0 R R T 0.3 BE
i VE R IR VE RSB /N SRR L T AR £ DL R4 T —0.32 fRE
— BRI KL R A A T A6 B b 2 030 #m

"

DEFME BEMAEE RIUR IR ROR K T A A A o BE
SRR MR L B SRS (B A i 4 .31 E
X R 07 SN T A T o1 BE

3.2 EMEMERNEE
3.2.1 PHFEEMIFMNAYE L
D WRERE X
5 M) 7K OIS TOUR TR A i A A ) E R R B INER U, MIIFEHR R U, . # PN N FEh .
U={U,.U,} = (MR ITENE) . (2)
KRR RE U, = {uswsur w0 IMRR DI 28 M i AL & A SR BB R RN
R U, = {uoy sty sty sty stns suns b5 23 ACGRTE SRS I 0 58 2 L B K A% 80, RBUS A B, RR
PRI EL 25
2) N E X
VEAN AR V250 00 4 1 40 A RS R R PP A5 R 2 & AR 8 Sk [ 22-23 TR BIF , 16 B8 8 A9 L9073
HEE,
V="Av,v,,v3,0,505} (3)
A IR R o) IR v, PER v RER 0 EN v,
3.2.2 SR B SR BORT AR {1 B 2
D) SR & FE K H
g B B AR RIEWIRE Loy R Z IR0 E K & S80S & KR X Y ¢ R SR 81T ok B,
MW 52 DI BT A BR300 53Ry 5 A B K TR AR & 7K [0, 5 %0 T R & K (5% ,40 % ] & 7K (40 %%,



« 54 . L AMBRKRFFROERFAFZ RO 2026 4% 1 #

702 ]\ B K (702,90 %0 VRe iR 3 K (90 20,100 26 1o R B AR &5 /K FIIR 75 7K & 75—, o 4 i 7 /K 90U
SR 3 9 PO 5 KR DK RLIX G0 K M RE R 22 57 . DA D Rt G801 45 DR 3 A 454 15 K R IX ] 9 73
Aiv o 353 325 PR A SR HE AL (36 2) 5 20 Sl it 57 M R T 4 DR 3R Y B PR3 A 4 e

R2 FARAMEREMNREER

Table 2 Membership degree values for different microfacies types
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Table 5 Sand formation grid data
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Table 6 Evaluation index of geological and development factors

R 432 FHE Uy Uy Vs Uy Us
U, 0.10 0.07 0.12 0.23 0.48
U, 0.02 0.02 0.10 0.15 0.71
Hb 5T A 3
U, 0.07 0.05 0.08 0.15 0.65
Uy, 0.08 0.12 0.15 0.23 0.42
U,, 0.11 0.09 0.13 0. 20 0.47
U,, 0.04 0.03 0.07 0.18 0.68
) U, 0.03 0.04 0.07 0.12 0.74
& H %
U,, 0.04 0.04 0.08 0. 20 0. 64
U,; 0.03 0.04 0.11 0.21 0.61
Uy 0.09 0.12 0.13 0.25 0.41

F A A FPTE A R R SR HTINASCP 2 R Z5 5 PR B B — A <R 45 3 4l J5t 4 3 10T % N R OB 258
R

0.10 0.07 0.12 0.23 0.48
0.02 0.0Z2 0.10 0.15 0.71
B, =W, °R,=[0.06 0.54 0.25 0.15]¢
0.07 0.05 0.08 0.15 0.65
0.08 0.12 0.15 0.23 0.42
=[0.046 3 0.0455 0.1037 0.1668 0.637 7], 14
[0.11 0.09 0.13 0.20 0.47]
0.04 0.03 0.07 0.18 0.68
0.03 0.04 0.07 0.12 0.74
B,=W,°R,=[0.08 0.23 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.21]°
0.04 0.04 0.08 0.20 0.64
0.03 0.04 0.11 0.21 0.61
10.09 0.12 0.13 0.25 0.41]
=[0.0489 0.0537 0.0850 0.1375 0.5189], (15

ARy BRI AR R, A TT R N ZAF M M B, MBI RGN 4551, B, WIT RN ER
LRA VPGSR . MR B ISR L SO B4 A0 2 SR 0 A L % 10 A RS A S T R A R AR N



BUUERSE A TR AT A O 12 100 2K SR 9 R A% Jih R AE 5 0 ¢ 57

4.1.2  HEEWZEA TR
M — T M a5, DU SR 2 TF R R 3o 9 R AR 4 T 4
~ [0.0463 0.0455 0.1037 0.1668 0.6377
- {o. 0489 0.0537 0.0850 0.1375 0.518 9} ’
SN FZHHERELEU=(U,.U,}) ={MFEHE FFLHE) MNERED=[D, D,]=[0.5 0.5],%%
B Z QAR 2

(16)

{0. 0463 0.0455 0.1037 0.1668 0.637 7}
B=D:R =[0.5 0.5]¢

0.0489 0.0537 0.0850 0.1375 0.5189

=1[0.047 6 0.049 6 0.094 35 0.15215 0.578 3]. an

FE S KR /INT 90 6 1Y DX 35 A 555 7K, A B AU TE A 25 SR b Sl B E 1R bR X RS PE R SR

PEAT IR AR, A5 B AR 1) i D' —[d d, dy d, d;1=[1.5 1.0 0.5 0 07, %5 5l X i 7 % Jih1 97 90K 350 2R DA 4

PIZE A8 0 ARG 23 RO H 2R R (E
c= Zb,dj —0.047 6X1.540.049 6X1.040.094 35X0.5+0.152 15X0+40.578 3X0=0. 120 575,

(18)
WFFEIX 29 H Ed, 1141 1 /N2 OB AL BRI 5 A 3F 0 45 51 8 0. 120 575, 3 W47 72 5] A i (1 4 3¢
K 12.057 5%,
4.1.3 TR0 I R A (RBF) 1Y o8 50 (5
T e i 22 J2 B 5 A PR AR R L A5 245 JE A TR A Tih B AR MR L SR S (0 AR 1) i R RO 3 I
{BLHFE AT 2 1) 4 1 o 4 (50 235 58 ] LA 900 it 5 )R8 80 S i 100 20 A R o A8 ] 6 R 8C4A L ) AR it L A At
— T A AR s A G % 2k R R, L R

F<x>—2w¢<ux—1 . (19)

P F () BFRER B4 R Rs L8« KLE’JI’J SRR PR s N RO SR SR e, A
FRAARALE s o — o, [ BN AL - BIFE AL, BRI B s (o) NI RE AR 1] L PR B 0, S X B 55 4
IR RER AL E R

Ry R R LR A8 1) pR R B AR S S BOF 9 X Ed, T1-3-1 J2 19 32 I8 4 S I 2 48 76 A8 [R] Y
R T (N =286) AR AL S HOT %) e =F % WL RBF l‘ﬁ%ﬁlﬂ‘ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ‘é(%‘z V. AR d AL
W SEHHEBEEEN 1.0<<d <1.4 km, i & ¥ — 2 X% iE (leave-one-out cross-validation,
LOOCV) #EAF 3% . e 0058 d =1. 2 km , JEIR S8 e =0. 84,

x7 TEERHOXLLWE

Table 7 Comparative experimental results of different basis functions
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Fig. 4 Oil saturation distribution and proportion statistics in Ed,1I-3-1 and Ed,II-4-2 sub-layers
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Fig. 5 Comparison and validation of remaining oil probability distribution and
production well water cut in the sub-layers of the study area
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Fig. 6 Relationship and correlation between comprehensive water cut and calculated oil saturation
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