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Abstract: Shale pore characteristics are important part of shale reservoir research. Based on the shale samples from Taiyuan
Formation and Shanxi Formation in the S-1 well of Qinshui basin, the morphology of the pores was analyzed by argon ion polis-
hing scanning electron microscope (Ar-SEM) . and the pores of the Ar-SEM micrographs were quantitatively characterized by
pores and cracks analysis system (PCAS). The results show that the pore types of the samples are mainly organic matter
pores, intergranular pores, and intragranular pores. The pore sizes are mostly less than 100 nm, accounting for 72.70% —
82.13% , and the mesopore ratios are 39.76 % —45.48% , which is favorable for pore connectivity and gas migration. The pore
structure becomes increasingly more complex with the increase of depth; but the deeper the layer, the more slowly the struc-
tural complexity increases with the increase of pore area.There is an inflection point in the vicinity of R, ..« =2 for the pore
structure complexity. In the high maturity stage, the complexity of the pore structure gets increasingly lower with the increase of the
maturity, and the structure complexity is lower as the pore area is larger; in the over mature stage, pore structure is increasingly more
complex with the increase of maturity, and the larger the pore area, the greater the structural complexity.

Key words: Qinshui basin; Carboniferous-Permian; pore structure characteristics; form factor; fractal dimension; probability

entropy; resource geology.
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VU i 2 B R AL AR B B AR AR AR AL AL 2R B
BER AR Wi AL B b AR B IRAEIR 2 T HL A A R
M o ) £L B 5 AW o 1) B9 A 5 AR (Curtis,
20023 Javadpour et al., 2007; Gensterblum et al.,
20155 Mendhe et al., 2017) . IE # NP T4 A9 LR
SER RIS DU it R AL B | A ) S5 4 38 T R AE
A AS0A] SR 1 SR 2 DU A AU 2
B ) 2K

BEE B K, Z M eV E B EOR T BUH
TR L BT A5 A R AR 40 2R A S o 4T A L B (fo-
cused ion beam scanning electron microscopy.,FIB-
SEM) . 5 B ¥ R 49 4 ¥ % (broad ion beam scan-
ning electron microscopy, BIB-SEM) | i & T il 3%
44 B B (argon ion scanning electron microscopy s
Ar-SEM) i I H - f fll % (transmission electron
microscopy, TEM) | Jit ¥ J7 & fl # (atomic force
microscopy  AFM) H & 14 Fl 2 5 i 19 L B 4 R
iR (Curtis et al., 2012; Loucks and Reed, 2014;
RPNV S, 20155 SR AKMESE, 20155 Sun et al.,
20165 #7Kk K45, 20165 F I ®AE,2017) AL mi R fiE
% 553 Ry T WL S WA ) 1S ) i R AE B L B 25 4
HARL BERE ML pm AL EEE , RE M %E nm 211
L BT LR I AN BB 2 R AE AL B 45 1 P AIE. &
JE 7R Chigh pressure mercury injection, MICP) . &
N, FLCO, W B /N b 7 U 45 T T LR Y 8
w41k (Clarkson et al., 2013; Wang et al., 2015;
Zhang et al., 2015; Sun et al., 2016) , HAk 55 2 e
i 3 1 RAE LA 43 A R AE L FL AR L T AR L LB
JEAF SR, B IR N BE DU S AL B 45 A 2 A DL K
LR ABAE ST W ER.

BT AT IR AR FR AR B A 30 R X 8 o3 Bt
AT A B b Y AL B BE AT E i R R, B R A
(2007) LA 4= TAR 56 R+ 5541 P 45 Ak 1 g S A L #35F
THIHA] SEM & Jr 3R A5 4 19 £L BE 45 1 2 B0 7 v
Sezer et al.(2008) 7B 5 B 12 £5 XoF A Ak 7K & H 1 il
Wi F T Qwin 84X 43 BE A SEM IR R v i fL
BRE4T € /50T 5 Loucks et al.(2009) F T T4 Ar-
SEM & Jr . F| ] TMicrovison H 4 %} FL B 48 J&8 17
B e, SR 5 D i fL A i B 4 2800 Klaver e al.
(2016) 5 F & & 7 A 414l fL B (BIB-SEMD) 8 i
PR R A, 9 A MATLAB X8 R A i 4L
BRIEFT E B G 1T; Yang er al.(2016) 3T FE-SEM
HER R Tmage T #PE R FL PR 3547 28 B RAE , 3045
TALAL B AL BILJ AL B A S 4

Liu et al (2011 JF % T — 3R FE T 5 o B 4 I
FrfLABA BT R G2 AT (PCAS) . Jiao et al.(2014)
IR 77 1 A 8 D% 4H 005 FIB-SEM M R, 8%
PCAS B T U LB 5 3R AR, 2R 13 1 LB £k
it FLAR 3 A R AL B RE 55 2 80 DL ALBRE AR
T I AR R S A A S R e T LR S
FEAR PR 7~ 2Z 6] Y 56 2%

PLEREAR N 3375 AMTHESE T TOCR s~
B B 2 % LB 45 # B L 40 Strapoc et al.
(20100 KK TOC 5 G ALK BUA R 1Y ¢ & 5[] i
R, >1.15 B TOC 5K 4 4y 38 [7) 57k i AL 1
1 ;Chalmers and Bustin (2007) 1A K Bl % 204 B (19 338
IR PaRe s e L LR IR N ARTEN i ek by N i D 2
PRI A I T R FL B Y 45 A R AE , B 5T R B, 43
TEYEEL 5 FLARR L 2% 1 AR 1 B A B A DG (Bu
et al., 2015; Sun et al., 2016; Yang et al., 2016).

A LB A X A AL ALAR AR A BIL B LA Sy
RIS 35 B B 52 (Curtis et al., 2012; Modica
and Lapierre, 2012). K5t £, GHLEFL L H
ARSI HAEBAR A U I (5 <<0.920)
ABLBTALA KT 2T TE AR XS B 1Y B A AL
LA K& & (Loucks et al., 2009; Bernard et
al., 20125 Curtis et al., 2012).Sun et al.(2016) X}
1b CABE (R, >>2.7 %60 (4 8 IR 4 B 3% 20 0 A e AT ot
€, 0L 5B R 5 B A HIL T AL B AR B 2 ) Y
KA R AL LAY B, DUA A BT AL B B i 2
R 3 a0 R B 2 ST A0 s 1)

AR YW 58 0 7K 45 i B 2 AR BRI R R
S-1 R JE AL RN L VG 4L 7 A BT AR A R Ar-
SEM X fL BUIE S 4 Ak BEAT 0028 1 i, 3 ff B PCAS
AR SEM B8 7 rp i FLBREAT T 5 f RAE , 78 I
Bt b PR R LR e 55 ML JT PR 28 X LA K E 1L B
AR T 70 T8 4 550 A A0 A4 52 0, Ry oK D2 Ll PG 21
U PR K5 S R BS54

1 FER S

1.1 EWHEmH

0 7K A b A LU PG A8 R R S b A 3 A R AT
B R R Sl R A ) &, B R O AR E (B B A
1999, 2008; F5 EHH L, 2005; A fe X4, 2006; F
PEESE, 2015) REEH S-1 FH 07 T I /K 254 oh 3B 4
Zx (B 1), o Il PG R R B AR LR R
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Fig.1 Columnar drilling and sampling locations of the study area

SEETIFR 1480.04 m, SEEZ 0K I A R G AR B 4L
TR, KR — L PG 4 55 126,67 m, APk 35 84
TUA AR TS Bk T 0 DA A R K
o H B R ORBURE S 7 A (B To) KR i T B AR S Y
1 & TOC N 0.80% ~ 2.82%., -3 N
2,120 AR S MA LT & & o KA ] R
Y EIMTRIER s R oo N 1.87 % ~2.31% , B {H K
2.05% (CHo SF-7 LT & 2= 50, oA B A 20 ik
Bs) Ak T — i G B (B 1),

1.2 MR

BB X I A L AL RRAE HEAT T 43 A AE U
St 1R Ar-SEM X AR S 1 TR 55 5 AE 32E 47 I 4%
FEFFH PCAS Bk H b 47 7 5 £ AE.

FE-SEM 5256 38 BN P RE i, 28 5 B 1 il Ot Ak
B, R Quanta 250 FH B B 0B #E 1T 03 4
BT o A8 TP 3 R 24 (JE 50 58 %, Br i FE-SEM ]
s R PCAS B X AL B 1T 2 1t 43 BT . PCAS 4K
IR Liu et al. (2011) #fF & B9 F T3 55 2 B R
SEM & H- o W FL B &5 44 1 &l 8 1 o B R 3 i
FH TR 7 W S 24 B s A LT D s AL Bt Y 5
IR (Liu e al., 20135 Jiao et al., 2014).

1.3 HIFEFREK
PCAS JEF 4 Jay B (8 ¥ , 560 &5 43 HF % 5 ik

A7 AL LI A3 FL B 5 8 o, Dy ol 2 N Ry i 22 L ok
JH 22 U ST 180/ 301 Y948 09 J7 8 % L B R AT 40 A
W 7 2 PR L LB TLART PR 3R A TR i) a5 2 4 ol 7
2% A7 (Liu et al., 2013; Jiao et al., 2014) . % H
PR AT DA B AL R AL R R KL TR
AEH LA B AL BT AR TR 7 45 2 850, JHE v K 5 R S i )y
[ {fi ] Feret B4R (Sezer et al., 2008) HE X, 5L PR
T AR (S O FEEBR A (C O v DIAR $E AR Z i AL GO M
BERK (OMALRD MR HTESE.R R

BARE.
S.=s/R*, (D
C.=c/R. (2)

TR Cf ) B AL IR 30 2 i MLRE 72 32, e K
fHA 1 (D, 0.785 CIE /) (Liu et al., 2011,
20135 Jiao et al., 2014) {8 /N R WAL B 30 2% ok
R O =1 = i v (1

ff=dmns/c". (3)

HER A0 CHD > 5 A6 AL B A 5 ) 7k Hoe o

H=— >P,log,P, . (4)
1

Horr. P, LB AE — 3 J7 1) A IR AE 2%, HE SR ECAEL
0~1,4 H=0 0}, Ir 5 fLB & & W F —J7 m L,
M H=1H8,fLB %X & J WL 57 (Soroushian
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and Elzafraney, 2005).

I3V 4 BT T 4 3 S BT — i Y N Y R A
BE (Liu et al., 2011, 2013; Jiao et al., 2014) , BI%k
P AR B B e A O OGS H HE 2 o s L
ZARY T b s HE SR -

log(c) =Df/2 « log(s) + ¢y (5)
He LB A G AT #

log(ff) = (1 —Df)log(s) — 2c; + log(4m) , (6)
KO AT HAL R

ff=a s, 7
Hioey N a=dn 10 5 Df AL HEEL
N 1~2 N Ay LU BE A L B AR Y

B FEAR TR 5 32 8 0 /0 o B Lt i AR R L B 45

2 PSR

2.1 FLBERARYHE

GUAFLBR 43 S A LT AL T HL BT AL L R BR 3
Fofr s b JE AL T £L 43 o ki 8] £L FORL P9 FL (Loucks ez
al., 2009, 2012) AR 4k 4 # Ha B WL ¢, o0 LB L
BRE LA VAL R LA 3 R A & F D kL
WAL (A 2). FL#E £ <1 pm, % 4r fL 4% Bk ik 2
10 pm R (E2D AW 2 2 BB B, 545

Bl 2 MBETUS P FLBIE & RE
Fig.2 Morphology characteristics of pores in black shale
OM.A HLJT ; InterP. K7 [H] £L ; IntraP. RL 4 4L ; Clay. K + ; Pyrite. £k 5°
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Table 1 Parameters of pores obtained by PCAS

S8 SF-1 SF-2 SF-3 SF-4 SE-5 SF-6 SF-7
LA 696 442 432 325 367 337 491
FLBLEE () 3.88 3.76 2.37 1.34 2.09 2.29 4.25
HRALHE R (pm?) 0.42 1.38 0.75 0.33 1.21 1.46 2.39
LT AR (pm?) 0.017 0.026 0.017 0.013 0.018 0.021 0.024
S A A (nm) 608.79 704.64 628.01 523.46 597.04 658.84 687.69
NGRS 0.45 0.41 0.41 0.43 0.41 0.37 0.36
e RFLEK (nm) 2 238.84 2167.59 4202.38 1271.35 2585.43 2232.72 3397.72
- (nm) 223.73 243.25 233.68 173.25 189.41 201.79 217.71
i KALAZE (nm) 684.33 1458.67 523.65 742.33 772.48 1342.65 1712.91
FHFLARE (nm) 85.59 89.98 78.54 81.88 84.60 94.67 87.80
] 0.85 0.81 0.8 0.73 0.77 0.73 0.76
VamiE 2 1.19 1.19 1.18 1.12 1.18 1.12 1.14

16 0.04~1 pm ([ 2a. 2e, 21, 2k) , FLBE S 285 Jy O
T, 220 B KR SR L SR AL AT — 3B 2
AL Ak A e A R A LR S B0 kAR
P A i AL TTALAL LAORLIR AL O £, LA B TE
K £ )2 ) KOk 79 5 s gk 1 12 o 1L £
PRI 2 A 5 ) 5 42 fil 1 A7 (B 2b, 20 , A
— B BL R WA R (& 2¢,2d,20) , 6] B & 4 /b HokL
DAL CEL 25, 2k) B FLRE 31 2k A 6 S T8 1 % ok L (&l
20) s FE S TR B O R E R 2 B A TR M Y
DU BE , Horp SF-5 il bk B . W9 20 130 pm.,
K2 300 pm A MG [ 38 k0 B (L 2) , BERD &b
TR BB TR 0 W 4G e 45 10 2 AR ] fL
JE R (& 2h).

22 FLEEHMEERM

T PCAS #PFX 44 i B2 B A E AT 50 47 5 4
AR b 8 SRR [ 8 R A B0 R R 10 3k L BCR A5 E0Ch
50 000 fif, ¥ BB MR F S K/ K 5.83 nm, 1E
PCAS # A fe /e 2 0042 0 23.32 nm, BIA
WA 5T BES PUN Y S /NFL AR Ol 23.32 nm, 20 35
B 3 Fro, 18 B Photoshop ¢ Coreldraw
AEAR A SRR R CRE 1 SF-1) #EAT JE Al AL 31 (18] 3a) ,
SRJGia H PCAS X I Fr #E4T A4k (18 3b) « 5 Jig Xf
TAH AL G AT 5 A B 4> EFLBR L 15 B R A K
15 CE v 3 Sy B AL 2R s T X4 R Tl R/ 1Y
FLEE (F 30).

A TFBE S A e S 50 3k 1 TR, o B ALK
10 3% BB R SR, At S B0 o OF 3 S K
HIERE TR 0.34~0.45, &b T RBAL A, T B AL
Bl Sk S5 A R 52 2% R Ol 0.73~0.85, ib F —
AN 55 1 1) L R BAALBR & B 7 M AR AL L B
HeHh 1.12~1.19, b FE — D8 E K F, R TALBR Y

B3 KT PCAS HAF 0y FL IR 3 Hr 45 1
Fig.3 Results of pore analysis by PCAS

T 25 Lk Myt Hy B 2
3 e

HR A AN [R] 8 FL A 1 [T 254 & 1 L B o A3 iR AT
it KRBALAE EZEPTE 100 nm LA (E 4a) , 7
B 72.70% ~ 82.13%., ¥l 79.19%
(F 4b) . Hd 0~50 nm [ FLBR R & 39.76% ~
45.48%0 P32 41.39 % . H1 T Be U0 14 e /ML AR
h 23.32 nm, I DAAR 95 [ B 4104k 2% v Ak 2= A
2 (TUAPO LB 43 2 5 % (2~50 nm R A HL) , X
AL A AL, AL K R B O AL B Y 3% TR
PEREXEE, GH TR LB R
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Fig.4 Effects of depth and R,.,.x on the pore parameters
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kAR 45 28 (7D AT, AU 4 J2 A7 Bt ALt T AR ) 3 K
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MR HESE (2015) % New Albany BU% (R o N
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5 R o I KGN G 8 S BAE R
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1.87%~2.31%) s Hr L HE B0 B R ... 1 1 K 58 1Y
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S P R A T e A e 1 sk R P s T A, 3R
FHAE i BB B 4 28 398 i s L I T R R AL
Wl 45 g S A B AT 5 7 2o AU B B 204 s A B 48 o
B LBt 1o R R L BR 25 4 52 24 AR B KB R
R 388 0 AL AR ke B A, K bR SR B N (B 4D, 3R
AH i 5 A b R 1 1 v LB ROk s T IR O
BERI S R o IR R ﬂ%#ﬁlzl%rfﬁ R o, max 1Y 3
jt%f'aij:f:vaz AN R =R W
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B, Bt 45 1320 B ) 8 0m AL B 235 ) 4 2 R R OB i K

4 énlb

(DAL L - A HLBTL Rz E] fL R AL
LA PUTAL R AL 2 8RR s BDE , R R L
Z B, LR EEAE TR 100 nm PLF LB & I
Bk 72.70 % ~82.13 % , Her /v L L2 39.76 %6 ~
45.48 %0, A FL I K it K B X LB Y 3% 58 1 G E
AN TRIEN B .

(2) Bl TR B2 (0 3 0 AL B 45 1) B B A2 . HLBR R
(A T2 AL o AL 4 34 T, LB 45 ) 52 24 T 398 174
g LR 2 B 0 5 1) 4 Bl 3 R A 3 R AEAE P . 2
TE 1330 m FFFIT . <C1 330 m Bifi 35 BE 385 hm 7 1) 2k ik ke
A, =1 330 m TR 394 0 5 i A R ek 55

(D FLBRZEHY S A2 FEEAE R .o = 2 BT FEAE S
RS TE 5 B Y B 5 B R BE 1 I L BR 45 4l &2 S R
JEE R A AR AT o ALt T B A R L 25 4 B 2 R AL
TE 3 A B, Bt B 22 B 1% 184 0im L Bt 25 4 5 A R
R e, L T RRUBR G S5 A 5 e R R K

B . RMELFREFRIXRBENETTHERE
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