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Abstract: This article reviews contributions and influences of seismic stratigraphy to sequence stratigraphy, and theoretical ac-
cumulations of sequence stratigraphy; and points four problems as followings: sequence boundaries (subaerial unconformities
and their correlative conformies) spanning boundaries of Erathem, System. Series and Stage; “transgressive-regressive” cycles
as base of original sequence stratigraphic models inducing to adjust sequence boundaries at least three times, base-level curve
delaying transgressive-regressive (T-R) curve, and the purely geometric correlative conformity (c.c) obstructing theoretically
sequence stratigraphy. Meanwhile this paper points four aspects as followings. (1) Stillstand normal regression (SNR) repla-
cing highstand normal regression is used to avoid the non-periodicity hiding in sequence stratigraphy due to the unreasonable de-
sign of highstand normal regression. (2) Based on the character of remnant maximum flooding surfaces potentially closed to or
in accord with the boundaries of chronostratigraphic units or even the lower boundaries of stage (GSSP), sequence stratigraphy
is necessary to establish compound sequence boundary composed of remnant maximum flooding surfaces (RMFS) and their cor-
relative unconformities (CSU), and to use the RMFS component to solve the problem that current sequence boundaries have

been spanning the boundaries of chronostratigraphic units. (3) It may be applied the one-to-one tracing style (one RMFR to one
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CSU) from basin to land in compound sequence boundary to the problem that current sequence boundaries have been adjusted
many times, i.e., they were placed to base of T-R, base of lowstand systems tract in three-divided model or base surface of
forced regression, and top of forced regressive wedge systems tract, due to one-to-many tracing style (one subarial unconformi-
ty to many potential correlative conformities) from basin to land in existing sequence stratigraphic models. (4) The term “cor-
relative unconformity” should be reduced to a lower rank as boundary of systems tract so as to solve the problem about “doubly
defined correlative conformities” in existing sequence stratigraphic models. Respectively, Hunt and Tucker (1992)’s correlative
conformity is replaced by extension of subarial unconformity (ESU) from correlative subaerial unconformity component of
compound sequence boundary, and is as base of lowstand systems tract and partially as subarial unconformable base of trans-
gressive systems tract; whereas, Posamentier and Allen (1999)’s correlative conformity is replaced by the resumed term basal
surface of forced regression (BSFR) above compound sequence boundary, and is as base of falling stage systems tract. Moreo-
ver, regressive surface of marine erosion (RSME) as the synonymous term for basal surface of forced regression does not com-
pletely represent marine and nonmarine settings.

Key words: sequence stratigraphy; shoreline trajectory; stillstand normal regression; remnant maximum flooding surface; cor-

relative unconformity; extension of subarial unconformity; sedimentology.
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7K 12 (transgression) | 7K iB (regression) ¥ 7] F T i
AH 5 A VAR 2 T 5 B8y A R R S U T TR X
T ] K AR BOKGR IS AR TR B R T DL R A
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Wagoner et al.,1987; Van Wagoner et al., 1988;
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(ISSC E i Z % TAE4H , 2007).Catuneanu et al.
(2009) 44 A JZ 7 Hb )2 25 bm E AL R 1T 38 5 AN G 4 G
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Hi 2 2FHT FE B9 AR 5% 75 Sangree and Mitchum 111
(1995 R I B KNS I Z )5 . 2 T2 U 3
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Fig.1 Bottom times of 3rd sequences in Haq et al/.(1987)’s curve are not consistent with that of chronostratigraphic units, but

with that of maximum flooding surface
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Fig.3 Base level curve delaying R-T curve is modified from Catuneanu (2002) ; non-marine setting may also develop falling

stage systems tract
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() Ry KR T TE B 7K R 7 D Sy 5 o T - S8 ] Y K
iB (Posamentier et al.,1992) ; — & 53 3@ T 7 430
2 3 1) TR M0 1) 2 Bl A ik, 8 BRIV A 2 T LA
It ifk Oy 3 i) SRR T 2R AT 1) R-T £ RIAH
B2 L 2 ] R G 2k G B AS L HE 0] 43 B
AH AU K74 i AL =% 0 2 AS* = AH” +
AL BT ] pREURE R 2k (¢, AS) T il
2 f G AH)FIR-T MZe f (o ALD BLZH 7] — Ji
W10 27 2 A e b R AN = R TE —
TR AN 1 BE o M 22 L R-T it £ (R AE — JR
HBVE RN L R — i B i & S R-
T i (& 3D, HOE il 2 77 b 2 2 238 [n) 331 1Y 8
] B )22 1 b 22 2 AL R I 4 0 2 T[] 0 o R v 1D
(HIES I B Q=N A NS N N TR NS - A AR N =
IKAZAK 2 38 (Catuneanu ez al.,2009; & 4;P4) , 1 %
TR L ) 43 & R— T #h £ 0948 L 4 i (0]
ik, SR JHHIT R GE A 5 AR 3 8 A8 Al g SUIR A T 5 7K
iB . E v IE & /KB (Catuneanu er al.,2009; & 18;
P13) H 28 IE # 7K 18 X fift B Ol 1 2 Ak W U5 #b &5
b T A R R B A HE i (Catuneanu et
al.,2009; 8 2;P3). J7 L LM 1] 73 & R-T i &8 nl
PLF T il e KGR (i A7 1E 7K L 1B 598 38 KGR AR T
WAGE) — KB M BB E L AR A
il M 1) o i R-T ph 2k 1 4% B B (i Ao 1 % K
B R E AGR IR E KGR KR 5 I ) 43 R
7 T 2 T AR 4 R B o o A R T R B A &R
B AR AR R B K AR AR R 0 Z 8] B — — A X R G
F ORI B A v o il e i 0 1 R 4 DR X
JO7 (P& 3). E %5 16 % {3 1E % 7K B HNR Chighstand
normal regression) BB A G B, HAE & 2 5 W BEE
RUF| — A A H# A R 5 9 H2 (Catuneanu et al.,
2011) 5 PR Ay fie KKIZ W 22 J 15 1 T 40k 2 el ke | T 1Y
o T B bR R Kz TR B R A 2 1 K R T
i R R A X R IR AD 25 BE AR T/ R 58

A s MEA fie RO IZ A 22 5 T TR G L CRRlse
B TERED) AT LA Y U5 25 S B0 e ) At L D
1k TE B KGR (R 1% L 2012) . TR i e 1k 1F KGR
B R 02 1E B KGR B RE A e i o Tt e R R-T
i 23X — J2 Ml J2 27 0 45 ) 8, A T A1 Ry o A G
B KR T M4k 22 WK ; Exxon 23 8] [ 5 7 1k &
Sl R X - T 2R A AT DA SR A, T ) 22
KA IR Z ATy 1R 22 5L il TAE M #.

XT3 A B AR 78 B < BR T 2 AR
Catuneanu(2002) Ji ¥ 7F 3 1 AH H 2 B A R0 AR
FAI I AR A AR M2 A TR BRI AR R B A
e XF RGBT 3 ZE M 58 1 e 3 4 & 38 an 0 2k 2
1 2 T T AR SR T I S o A R D N AT Sk D A
i AF LU PG ZH IS PR AL 25 1 D A LR A A T 2 I R B
I F R0 LA B Ve I 4 b\ T VS 20 IG5 | PR 2
b 0 B v 2H IS AR D o A 1 O R R AR R B
I (20000 75 AR 8 M1 B & 30T a8 300 4% 2%, i L e
bR 22 1) UE A 2 W I VA b )23 b BRI AA R 0
BT [ 235 i A B, E S04 (1996) A 5 AR A A7 fik £
(2000) \ R FDEAE(2010) X FSST ¥4 i ik o H %=
R A5 (2009) BHIFE H A T Catuneanu( 2 /5 H#b )2 2
3R )— A5, A PRI T R 2 2 S BT A
0T E IR0 43 )2 Y M2 SR S 0 AR 2
M {H.

[ AL 4 AR R 4K AT co BRH. 5 2 7 U2 24T
BT 2R N FE 1 WX LG A 2 A X R B 5 T ce R
TR A2 BBE AL AE R R AR R WUIR S (Posamentier
and Allen, 1999) . F [ ] #& 2 48 T6 5 ( Hunt Al
Tucker,1992) iR 2R AU cc 1ERZIF A R A A
LT SU 5 ARXS N B G T ce & I 58 A X AN
AT co HBUAE)Z 7 12 2 b5 AL & 0] O 28
(Catuneanu et al.,2009) , # X} B #& A i cc X — &
A RUH GE SCI AR BV A7 1E B KGR B R 2] 5
18 7K AR % AR 1 Hb J2 B 1T (Posdamentier et al.,1988;
Posamentier and Allen, 1999; Catuneanu et al.,
2009) 53 38 7K iB B A 2 1) I 1E /KGR B A2 1
JZ A1 (Hunt and Tucker,1992; Catuneanu er al.,
2009) B TGS AR (1 b 2

(1) 2 L] 27 Ja& P (4 A5 X R B 5 T8 ce A 7] HL.
IR Ok A, Hb AR Hb )2 5 A 37 Z HT Wheeler
(1964) T 28 358 s [0] 850 5 A7 181 A L DAAS 8 45 T Ry ¢
5327 A FZTY B, AN HE A T AE {2 A7 X 0 19 4
B co F7EXIRHZF K B2 P A+ 2y B=
2 KUE 4, Z 82875 B 43 #| arbitrary cut-off”.
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Fig.4

B4 REEREZRT (@ MR H)Z R ()
Subaerial unconformity-bounded sequence (a) and time-stratigraphic (chronostratigraphic) framework (b)

P Wheeler(1964) B3 s 2 1 7™ th A B T A€ T LA AR U R I 2= R EFZ P K=2F A+)2F B

Mitchum ez al.(1977) B 9K LAAS 5 & 17 S H A 0 iz
AW E LEF, HE E I R Wheeler (1964)
i 4k B0 s 2 B8 Wheeler 1 7 3 1] LK Mithum
et al (19T WIERRI 500 7 A2 )T itk A 2 1 )2
JP LRI 82 1.

PIAH HC B XEE Y, Wheeler B fi#  Mitchum [#]
fift 3 ) & TN A TV [ A [ 2 L ART 2 435 b
TR a2 i 17 R JF 6T o 118 4 AR 468 I 4 J A7 AR AiF 7 THD
(Y38 5 i ok FH M 2 2B i 4 Ok L R A 0k 5 35 T
AR [ 2 35 (Van Wagoner et al.,1987), X5 % T
O T RE R ;% 5 THT AR BEE A8 SC, PR IR R )2 ) b 2
SN B W B Al L] o T M 3 B A B R SE SC L AR
XTI BT co BT B [ bR 2 e b 2 2 R T
TR MR 5 A 25 DAy 2 B0 2 78 22 7 e B R T 1)
VEBE AL N A IS M LB 2 T M 2 RR R A CAn gk B A
KoKz, B 5 EELFRE) SASARG (A
5 EGARGH) Y& R EE P (B4 E.2010).

(2) R XTI HE A co % 32 0T B8 HL 52 R )2 7 b )2
AR EAL. 1994 AECHE PR Z e ) RZ 5. A T
i 5 2 b 2 2 A R L N 32 5 0L 1995 4R
I 6 o b 2 25 51 25 48 8 1 B 1 2 22 03 25 T ) [ s
EX) 35y 23 2 Ty Hi 2 TAE4L (ISSC Working Group

on Sequence Stratigraphy) i J2 ¥ #1 )2 2% 1F #i 1k
T A (Catuneanu et al.,2009) ; & 1999 4E /4 & 4y
i B BE L2 Y b 2 2% R 15 38 B — B (Christie-
Blick,2007) 52002 4E 3 H T4 4023 A 158 45 18 Fr
2 P ML 2 AR A RN AR B A SR AL T R R B B TE
IR B e A R R T8 2 1. B 24 A T £ ) B ]
FOVE K il 2 O ik 25 R J RN L (IR SF AR 2005).
ISSCWGSS TAE4H (1995—2002) §4 [a] [ br Hb J2 %
A2 BRI 5 AN 56 TR X R 2 A T 1)
SFAR 5 2005) A0 45 AH X G T XL AR E L TR
Wy A TR B AR A5 SRR R E 1Y, Salvador
(200D - (1) Hb AR J2 7 24 FZ ¥ b 2 2 6 T )=
JP 5 SCH B R X % A T R DA IE S8 Tk S R i
M7 (2) MR Hb 22 T2 P #2221 2 P AR A
AT A 2 2 % U 190 T AR Xt o % A 1T A A R A R 1
N7 i J2 24 LR B2 52 2 7 L2 2 B (0 KR R 107 2645 T
X —ARiG.

AH X IV B G T AN 1l 2 2 R R BE 2 32 1 TR e
JZ ¥ 2 2 BB U X R R 2 Y 2 bR
HEfL, 245 ANRE S — b2 2T 2 BT (se-
quence stratigraphic units) 7€ S . #f A E bR )2 35
B2 AR R KL 5 O G i R B R R



2320 HERBLY:  http://www.earth-science.net 42 4
5 AT , A .
LA K T G (7] Wr
B
,‘l B
w| o i
%28 5
A
1
I 100km
N R i 3 R i N
Sk R0 0 R R 2K T TG 1] Wt LA B K T
B | A8 2 , 4 -
= 7D ) 1
3,
L Bk 2K 1) 7 T— >
L LELL LI LD LTIV T T I VT L] ] e s — K B
& 5 — R — A
E}—aﬁA BEER — s — A B 2 1]
gl Naaskns T T T TS LB 5k 2K 4
b 34 e i — I i
L T _——
—— T
| 1T00km }
N A5 i e : A5 i ‘A
5 Wheeler(1964) A% 4 i 5 % J2 5 (I 6 F4K) Al Mitchum ez al. (1977) A% 4 7 K FLAR X 17 8 A i A 58 10 )2 )% 1 3 AR

i 2 A A AR AR F T

Fig.5 Generalized stratigraphic and chronostratigraphic sections of sequence bounded by subaerial unconformities ( Wheeler,

1964 ; blue fronts), and sequences bounded by subaerial unconformities and their correlative conformities (Micthum et

al., 1977)
SR AT AE R )2 7 Hb )2 25 R ST A 58 0 2 2% TR 7R 109 V8 7 1) %
(#& Mitchum et al.(1977) 32 HR Wheeler(1964) J7 &0

[ =t

B

KoKz

AT Callostratigraphic units)”, “ AN % & FL & B
(unconformity-bounded units)”, {i & T 1983 4 i
A JZ B ), S5 R INR IR R “ 5 7 1 (allo-
group)”. “ 7 ¥ A (alloformation)” . “ 5% ¥ B (al-
lomember)”; J5 & T 1994 3t ACHE PR ZF5F ),
LR RV IR R “HB P (supersynthem)” . “JF (syn-
them)” . “ . (subsynthem)”. H 1/ “ 2 7 #h )2 8
L7 B &I WAL H5 “#8 )2 J¥ (supersequence)” . “ 2 ¥
(sequence)” . “WJZ F (subsequence) ”[ 1 & 18, (sys-
tems tracO) T 0 A3 17 19 925 5 1 1 535 IR
— 2 M2 B E S R R T BE HE A B
JZFE R )58 = s Catuneanu et al.(2011) K BL A4
B RSy, 7 W bRt J2 2 5t 25 1SSC B 7 FIE T ¢
T2 P L 25 5 R RUOR T Y SCEE AR SR BUE A X
I RE 5 TH T A AN T 58— 12 7 2 B
73— MMERRER S, B 1SSC B 7 i AU
S22 RN ) — 45 i 2010 4F B Ratcliffe fl Zaitlin
i 4 3 AL G 2 BRI B b )22 48 7 D)UY 4 HE )2 )5
JRAEITET R E TR S M R S T R
SRR b ) A T U )2 2 U5 1A 7 4§ s Donovan

AT ) JBCAAR o [3 8 5 T 117 -5 R 8 5 T (5% €0 3L [R] 55 J2 1) T RE

(201004 )2 7 Hb J2 2% 5 IR 19 DT B2 P b B
“ONRUBE S HE ST RUE B T-R BER M 7 (0] 5k 2 R
b 22 3 O R S AR 2 R 5 38 KGR | IE E K IR
U P A n) RE R B, T DA O EOR BB A
SE S XA SRR B AR SO — O HE ] R-T il 2600 A
T-R M R pr e, By HA5 R-T il 45 3 o 1w
£ VCBE A RE A B8 A D 22 7 b )23 2 A F M, 8 —
2P HLZ 3 AN UURZ F I IR R AL R 2 AL = 4
BRI HZE 2, T-R 2P R TST-RST (HST-
FSST-LST) Hy & =t

3 DIUIBUZR P AR R ¥ 1= 2410
A i 18 -

ARSCHE Y 4 A ) () RO | ) Q) ) D
By R )25 i B R, b, 2R 3 5 (SU A+ co) 15 5
R .G AR Z A R IE RS2 T )R
“T-R7HEBHLE IR 5 (GUBD J2 77 i KR W7 i 4 2
T8 g AR L A X R B G T co 8 4R 2 HE E 4 5 ) A
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O 7 £ by B v 1D 2 il 5 R-T 48, U2 ik 3
A 0] A I Sk —— 2 2 2 B A AR SR A (22
ZR IR ANETIE A7 - 201 1) I I 0] LGBk 9 J2 7 1 J= 2
Ak R P 2 3 LR )

(1) & 1k 1IF % K38 SNR (stillstand normal re-
gression, B 7B &AL IE % 7KiE HNR Chighstand
normal regression) (ZEZ 8, 2012) , fit Pt B & i 1F
KGR R Y L TE 2 R R-T i Zeix — 2 )7
o2 22 B B AE JE A 0] . Catuneanu et al.(2009)
KT R MR dbtara Jr Z b s ik 5 Rk 6
i R R T D R TS AT A E R 51 R 7 &
22 SR — AR [ 4 R AOC T B R AL T F T 5 [1)
P AR T 22 AR A i) 25 A PR I AT SR T 2 2k 3 4% i
Tr1] 3 ek B T T 2 SCA5 I R J2 7 B HE PR PR AR R
R4y R 2l 1] 4> & R-T #h £t kS 5 H v,
R A o Tt 2 CTF LB R R-T it e (R Bt W)
) — [ ¥ BRI 6] P 510 4G 90 Tk 6 Fbth 28, B 2 e
o B R AT A JE A 6 Al 2k 14 o A R A

40 . #5 5 Hunt and Tucker (1992) #H X} i F
26 (Catuneanu et al., 2009, & 4, P4; & 23,
P16) . 45 WoR HE e mi fh £ 5 R-T fhZk 1/6 A

B, 45 M )2 T Ml 2 e Al I 4 ) R (2 2 R B
AN .2011, & 4,P109). BRF 24 i B AT, i 56 3 3
1 B AW AR E R= R VA % N - 2 N = BN T 7 Rt =998
1 3% o A I 5 T 3R LT 1 v o7 4% R R i i R
1o 07 AR ZR 38K, DA i 2 o 206 30 286 Al JR) 03 4 ) R (2= 4
FERBL AR, 20115 P115) 7 Ak & 01 v & v w8 0 1E %
KGR B R A B | Y, G IR A A IR R e
BT 5 v 67 1E H KGR Gl [ fig A B A K IR
PerE 200 T 20 1 & 07 1F & 7K 3R 1 25 3 & 407 4
F ISR A UL R T Hb 2 2 B s R TR e R R R
T (2R B A, 201D 8 X R RIF R 2011
A6 ALt E B2 7 2 = S B P a4 AT
KL LE A 1k T KGR U R L E KGR IR FE R &
oY E B T A FEAE RS T (AT %)
BERUUR T AT — SO IR R I R KGR B
A IE R KB B A (ZEH . 2012).

(2) 5% B8 Joe KK 1z T 55 L AH X AN A T
BT PR RM OS2 — B ERK
IKIZ T 5 A AR M 2 R B 2k (— B0 B, Haq
et al (1987 LR F WL B /R T = )2 Iy il 5t 5 4F
R b 2 BT B 2L T = )2 I e KK 2 T AT I 4

boundary of stag
(GSSP)

Esy 2 YB3 IR
ESU Superstratum

J2 B e

Substratum

6 ARAUHLZ P LR BT A S Z TR VT G HY AR B R OROKIZ T

Fig.6 Boundary of stratotype for a chronostratigraphic unit and its potentially matching remnant maximum flooding surface

bounded sequence stratigraphic unit

i Salvador(1994) & T & 0 1 25 4T 1 2 e )2 27 R IE AR T
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B (of flap) 7 2837 48

& 7 BT R TE KGR O TR AL 1 KB A 2 e 2k ) 0
Fig.7 Based on stillstand normal regression (SNR) replacing highstand normal regression (HNR)
F T 5 A% B 5 KoK 2 16 RMFS 5 H AR AR 4 41 CSU A2 )2 HST(SNR)-FSST(FR)-LST(LNR)-TST(T) K H & R S Hk A K
B KRN R HST. & ALk R 48 FSST. T MK 2 48l LST AR AL R 48 ; TST. K 42 7K 22 3805 SNR.# 1k 1F 3 /KGR 5 FR.R 38 /KR ; LNRAR AL
IEH KR TR AR RMFS il CSU — 4% B fic KK IZ 17 B AR XS 0 R %% 4 T s BSFR. 3838 KGR JIC At s ESULAR B £ 1801 4E ff s MRS, i KRR T 5 cc ™
HAXE 3% 4 1 ) Posamentier and Allen(1999) sec ™ * X 3 % 45 11 i) Hunt and Tucker(1992)

AR )Z AL 2 R W 2T ML Z 2= A 5 AR
b2 B LAY G B L % S AT DL T4
“JRTHLZ AL E X AR 1995 AE IR R )T
HbJZ 25 0E AR K Sk 1 B o Ak IR 2 1 BB 58 B 24 AR
H 5 s QUL #5258 B e KoKz 1 W] W 7 1 5
CE PR 278 YGSSP FL ek (—F) 523t Salvador
(1994) 3= gt 1« ] B i1 J2 48 7 ) RILAE 42 3K A2 2 AL |
Il & GSSP B (19 # & (i WL Salvador, 1994 ; [&] 2;
P27 4 E3 5 A48, 2000; B 2;P16) , dnfie I8
IS N =R R U N AN N (i 2 S M 3 S S
GSSP Z B i Jig St 0 T 8035 422 31 5 KoK iz T (& 6
T#F) ; Gelogical TimeScale Foundation M % 31
9 GSSP 15 B - 4 M B0 19 & 5T 7 0 T i KoKz
1] S FL I A 45 - AR B /B89 2 B GSSP (K, . Bt
B i %, FEED TR/ E B R B GSSPA, .
Ly i S D IR BIRBY /B IEBY GSSP (], 5 B8R
FERFRR . B ED VBT By /& SR By GSSP (T, 2 X
Wi B KD EA LR (C) /PP R (C)
GSSP(4EiE, £ ED . T/P H L (K% A, T ED.
O; /0, FEE G i) JE R, D 48, B340 T 5%
B 5 KROK Iz T B

(3) T 43 I I 5% B Fie KoK 1z T -5 JHAH X A iy 44
BT FUE 2T PR S A R o AT R R
R e s JLIF

B B i ROKAZ TR IR H A A R RA R
WK JZ e b J2= B 5 AR A M 2 57 A5 Ml )2 B Y
P Jm e BT R RS RE L R B e ROk Iz T
AR JZ i JZ= L FE A B 2 8 W) B9 B 3 (B
B B KK 32 THI T AR L — BT 25 O A = B R
20 B TR TR 2 N ER L B B R ROk T AR
X I AN B 5 THARL 45 A I BE A DR BRAT )2 i A
B[R]

D5k B e K oKIZ 17 -5 HA AN B A& 5 1 5 =
J o JLBR B i ROK 2 T30 23 AT DL g ke BRAT )2 P 1
5 AR AR J2= B SR IR R )R 3B )2 2 S B A AT
HAOMZ AT RE T Z AR B E T
A1 32 B A AR AR S T 5 A0 M R B B A
N RS SR AR Z A A R AL AR
) 55 [ AF A3 J2= 07 9 R 2 TR IHORE S A Ml )= B Ar
RV NERR DRk, —ERE LG T REF
15 AR AR B S A )L B S v ) [R] — X
(T AL L B S A A = L, R R P ROH B
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BRRE R R RS IS 2323

(4 J2 7 300 25 5 K M Bk CBRAT T 1 A 2 I 0 A 1 A
PR CEENTTDIE A o= VK i e T =Y ) = R v
BT T CE PR R B —FE AT B2 )T i 5t
B BLAEAT A B 5 DA i DX it 2 3R v

VE Ry 2 5 300 5 20 1808 43 1 5% B e KoK 2 18, AT
A p b A s A ) f D Rk 8 Sk S4B O T UE A - 1L
PG MDA B B SRE rh 24 BT 8 A e — 8 RS
HAHBE R HZE AR AR R K R 4T S I A
PR TE A R R A (T0R & & A W Ak A 1 1 2 K
B HR B B ROKZ D) (TST) VKR4 B REAR =4
MATZ e A (HST) LIl P 4 b 2 W /0 2 (FSST). %
3 3 2400 43 LA AE 25 98 120 25 IS B0 43 K D e/ L v 4H
Bek, B o a 7K B I B BSFR (Hunt #1 Tucker,
199 FE N Ak 28/ — B B2, 5L bR b2 LA A
J2 B AR A AR b 2 B 2R e L
WHYBATZ P 5 CF IR R BUR R D 548
M2 A R — SRR B, B ZE R e
2o JFA A R AL KRR E Co-Prr AR
BT 5 7 LA AR A A 2 R B B KoKz T R AL
AR A HL R CTST) R Ry Cor s b 78 Bl AH 3 2
(HSDRIHZZ& R P (aJL7E PR EM L AP\
Sl BRI BT 0 R D 2 T % B e KKz T R e
A b2 BT AR AR M2 B RS, BRI AR AR b
BRI C/P FLER X — S0 3 B 2 0% b 23 2 3%
e KOKIZ AR N 2 7 300 5 21 G 43 T DA g e B A T
J2 i s A AR 2 A [ R AR AR M 2 2
SCAT LU F AR 2 AR AR, H 2 7 2 2
W T2 .

@ F% B i KKz T 55 HAH XS AN N % G T AL B Y
HAAE 5, AR RS 3% 41 A% o 5 4 4k K
Mitchum et al.(1977) {4 bifi & AN B 5 THAE R )2 7 i
) SRR AR 2, 3% B B KK THT B A3 W00 Ry 4 28 ) 300 B
(B Dol ik — 2 45 J2 7 30 FEFR 568 IUK )2 7 i
SR SR =R R AR T DO AE T2 i A R
7 T SR AH L, 0 Fy AT 174 Bty 5% S 5 45 T 0 2k P9 R ke
o7 B THT P 38 B S IRTRE Sy PN R B e R Kz T W i 2
EXF IO AN 5 THT 1438 B 5 U gl A2 o o ok 1 41— X &2
TR S 2R 50 ), 5 AR Ay ol 2w Bl A S 2 )
TR A I — X — AN s 2P B e AR T T
B =R 2P i SR B i 2 A8 A T (Vail et
al.,1977) . XBUE AH T W 3 4 H (Hunt and Tucker ,
1992 ;Posamentier and Allen,1999).

P& B0 = W2 7 i A & E Sloss 2

¥ Ay 3 O A T E Y RN T-R 7 5| i 51 4l

Ml 2 2 RN B W 5 K e TE T R R (D 5 —
WIREE , Vail et al (197D RN G W Z F 1) =%
ROBE“T-R” AL AHZ P 3 50 5T T s Gaifir
TURD T (R B4 AL TR TS, 7R B 5 62 30 AR
B AR AL DO AL Z . (2) 58 R L R P ik
ST Exxon = 43 B AR A7 /& £ 88K #8 (HST/
LST), #H4 F Exxon ¥ % P4 7 155 51 L1 4% 47 1k 5=
SRR R (ELST/LLST). (3) 45 =W, J2 77 30 AL
TR A R B FSST T A (FSST/LST). X =K
J2 7 320 5 8 R 55 AR 1 JE A AR G B e B
28 W AR AL AR TOURS L AR 3 B - 201 B TOUE o AR 435 O ol
RN 3 X272 P .

75 Pl i ) 2 Sy ol ) B A 2R 0T 2 3B B T I
B B8 i R /K 2 T 5 R AR 6 S G T DL A K
S 7 2 IS R AR AT LA )2 b )2 2 R
JEDIH 3 IR —X 27 2 11 5t ) .

@5 B e KK 2 10 -5 HCAH X AN 7 25 T A4 i 1Y
SEG RIS H b (8 AR O 0 B S T A3 T 28N
Ay A4 4 FE M1 ESU (extension of subaerial uncon-
formity, Z=Z4 & ,2010; & 7)), vl DL F 98 % H &
PRAT R BUE S 2 A FHXF R 2 A 1”8 58 o 8UE L
“ORH XS N R T N 2 A TR G AR R
T & 1T A 20 43X — i A2 1 H B )2 7 4 2 o7
RIS K R A AR AR U, A B G SE i ESU 0L |
5 Hunt and Tucker(1992) i “ A X} if 4 & 7 — 5
757 B b 7 8 5 T B HG AR X 0 %% 45 T 52
U3 f f X)) 3 4 i ; Catuneanu et al., 2009), A #f
P E S5 3a 7K R B ke 2 ) IR AL 1E # /KR # A2
A2 B (Catuneanu et al.,2009) , F4K4E K
O3 R Y L SRR A Y FSST/LST R AAJRA TST
S B3 (B 7D TTRUE SCHY 53— FH R 0 B 5 T
(Posamentier and Allen, 1999), % F H £ Haq
et al . (1987) M£k T & 22 3R B AE 0 J2 )5 3 5 5 4F
AR 2 57 T2 B B AN BRSO T
AR H y Hunt and Tucker $2 Hi 58 38 7K B K
S TE | o o S ER G =R AT S SERTOR A S
AR S 78 SRk T R KGR S AR 2 e i aE 7K
IR S A U AR A b 2 T (B 7D 5 A7 R H Plint
(1988) #& 4 1Y g AH 17 1k 7K 3R 1 RSME (regressive
surface of marine erosion) B R A AY Hunt and
Tucker(1992) £2 th i 58 38 AR JIE A A 53l A
VR b 22 A 1 BT VA b 2 A A PR
RS2 5830 KGR R R TEAE A T R A R U B
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(OULRZ Iy R N . 27 A (SUAco) 5
FRGE LA R B R e R R, R P 2
2 CT-R7 AT HL IS 5L Al 5 DT RUZ P i A4S I o 2 2
PRI J aek i, AFDRE N 5 THT e A% A g FR I8 T8 A8
45 = H Y5 RE I FOBOE A O IR Sk A s o Tt 2
e R-T M2k, B2 7 2 24 B i Al a3 1k 3 9
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