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Abstract The meandering river sand bodies exhibit rapid lateral variability and feature complex and
heterogeneous internal architectures. In this study, ground-penetrating radar ( GPR) was employed in
conjunction with a combined plan-view and cross-sectional approach to investigate sedimentary patterns in
gravel-dominated meandering river segments of the Hutubi and Irtysh Rivers in Xinjiang. Interpretations of
GPR profiles were supported by modern sedimentological observations, UAV imagery, and remote sensing
data. Four distinct GPR facies were identified;: (1) continuous subparallel low-to-medium amplitude re-
flections corresponding to floodplain deposits; (2) continuous flat-topped to convex-based low-to-medium
amplitude reflections indicative of abandoned channels; (3) continuous inclined medium-to-high ampli-
tude reflections characteristic of point bars; and (4) discontinuous inclined high-amplitude reflections
associated with lag deposits. Through an integrated analysis of the vertical and lateral sedimentary evolution
and their interactions in gravel-bed meandering systems, a multi-phase depositional model was developed.
This model supports the construction of a three-dimensional geological framework, providing refined archi-
tectural configurations and quantitative geological information that offer valuable guidance for reservoir pre-
diction and modeling in meandering fluvial systems.

Key words gravelly meandering river, GPR ( ground penetrating radar), sedimentary microfa-
cies, sedimentary model, Hutubi River, Irtysh River, Xinjiang
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Hh [ 9 R R AR AT e SR 2 O T, TR
TSR Z G Lo, NS s i . ANl g, JE I
IR 3t AR WY ] 2 A 4 2 BT R A A R AR
& (WE X5, 20145 R 145, 20185 7 ik A
8F, 2022), G EJF AR 42.6% (EKI4E,
2007), BAEEZFFES SO L

Hy TR S R A A S GE , DU Ak
HRIE AR IR A R A W AE AL, S B RIS R
oM (BHEIESE, 2022) o AT & R T
Bt AT wk e, 5 iR Py B 0RO 25 18] A2 A A
TR AT ARG AN . 85 Sk DL AL RE AR I i 35 3t
TR E R, ELAR 3 Ml DX Sk R 34 el A
R E (FRBLAE, 2023); P35 550 %0 BT e
P oy 3 5 1) A 1) ) A R, EORR 1 i S 22
KA B H DR (Ni et al., 2023) ;5 HBFE ¥t
BRI ELE MR R RS, (R ah 2 . A
JEAR, AR LAV 2 i 4 3B 2 A5 R, A7 A(E 2 Rk
CSRIERESF, 2022) 5 JKAEIURRAR UL 52 56 T 38 1 75

AR AL TAK 4 (Bathurst et al., 2002; Nelson and
Morgan, 2018), fH i THLACH /N H I —IEAK R A58
B, XEVLIA LGS HAH (Lunt et al., 2004)
L (GPR) HA#EE . TTHHEN
HIEZ UG R e, I R BE 4 e 1 R 1] 48000 15 6L
M (Gizzi and Leucci, 2018) ., 9\ [ 4 ¥ %
ATRLAE] 10 em, fif 2R T 4% 58 352 TR BEROR AL
BT, X TR A BT S 2 X E 2 (Guo
et al., 2022) , [A]ifH 58 IR 1 O F0I I TR (6]
AEZMRR . HAT, GPREARBE R Z N T
T M ( Hugenschmidt, 2000; Lahouar and Al-
Qadi, 2008) . # iy (Himi et al., 2016; Malagodi
et al., 1996) . Bk HHEHFE (Hickin et al., 2009;
Beauprétre et al., 2013) ZE 3R AWM S5k, 78501k
T HAE R A [F] A Jot 2 52 45 48 Iy 1 1) B RV T
20 2t K GPR 5 ¥k g I T il 9 ¥ 50 AR A B B 5
AT Ty BE A B E (Bridge et al., 1995) o 1Rl
LT VR T B B ST A T T T8 R LAY
GPR AHHFAE I 20 #7116 A [6] U0 B BR B8 1 19 22 5%
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( Vandenberghe and Overmeeren, 1999; Kostic and
Aigner, 2007), {H@FFE BUAE R, K EEEAR, MoK
564 M LR ALl . GPR 9 FH T i B ) IR UL
Y maE 2 R F 45 ¥ B AE ( Dara et al., 2019)
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Fig. 1  Geographical location and data distribution of Hutubi River and Irtysh River in Xinjiang
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(86°05" ~87°08' E), 4 K 258km, i & m 2
10255 km® (Hk 05 04 25, 2005) . % /K 55 7 9 f F
B[R ZE LI Bk B (85°517~91°06'E) , v [E b Ay %
fifi 633 km, I BN 57000 km® (55K % - Wy
i, 2022) (P 1-a), AWHE5TH9 GPR M A&
T NHL . BT RUGE S8 3R UL B 43 5057 T 37 5 4
KA R XM R R B 147 B3 O F O KR
(86°48'42.56", 44°3'34.50") (] 1-b, 1-d) #I
Pl d Z2 5 V9 B A3 (87°4631.22", 47°23'42.78")
(K 1-¢, 1-d, 1-e, 1-1),

2 Fik
2.1 GPR I HEHRXE

GPR F A — Fh ] FH v A0 FEL 0 3 R 1 72 9 Joi
VAL TR S5 A1 KL ) b 3K ) B 5 HG B A gk 2% S
Hi A FL B2 S R T A R RO AR S DT AR 26
B S HEE G o AN TR AL B B A G (Van and
Schlager,2000 ; Kowalsky et al., 2001) ,

AR YR R A A T 8 R A) IDS 24 W) AR 77 Y RIS-
K2 PR ok, LB 4 MRIMX (K 1-d,1-e) o #]
e 1 R T T 200 MHz 400 MHz X 2 Fh A4S 6]
AR, T e AR 9B P 8 3 R R 2 R A
JBT AR A R BOR T 0T 4 2 PR B b 5 K Ml 2 2 n
GPR {55 Y 3298 (I 41 SR 557 ,2003) . 400 MHz i %
RWOREE 22, 0P UM 36 Y S i B BT BR o DR, 25

7% T [ I R B N 23 B R de & e 4 200 MHz
REIAR, RAER 7 128 ns, B 1R A 2L BCR
S12 4>, Gl B AR 50 cm (I 0 10 53 A R

SO NN B T Bl Wi S & T O S DA NS4
Um/'s 2547 32 PRt 8, DLk 20 A3 Bk 3l it O 14
AR5 AT A o 00 9 S AR P e v B AR
b, LUl B 20 AR BB (3R 1) 6

2.2 GPR ##EAE

GPR % 4f 4k ¥ H i J2 s i b s 3R KA 3
A 05 A A T AR Bl A5 TR R A A R SR AT AR
G e TORHE M LG, DUGE BN b B R B 4
AR RHAL A RRAL AR S 3 B ) S0 RE 08 vl o A T e
JafERE(Gu et al., 2019)

AR YR A b R R A IDS 2w BE R Y
GRED #ff ., & 5 47 B d i 74k 21, £ 45 B8l &
F IR TC BB A e e — 5 e, B S EAT
TETRSCHE 1) 15 5 496 iR R MR 75 40 o) AL PR A A . B R
B (ZBRE ) (R AW KPS E IR Ak B
DL R R 1 AT 4 4

3 #R

3.1 GPR#H

GPR AHZE AL T M 52 A1, i 1 — &R 91 J& P & X
(Roksandié, 1978 ;Sangree and Widmier, 1979) , 1 4%

®1 FEFEETSHARFHTGPRALER
Table 1 GPR profile survey line information of Hutubi River and Irtysh River in Xinjiang

A A R 2 IRy
GPR il KB/ m
e KR e KR
HITH A, 44°3'35.46" 86°48'46.71" 44°3'34.48" 86°48'46.72" 30
HITH A, 44°3'34.88" 86°48'46.92" 44°3'34.88" 86°48'46.32" 12
HIT B, 44°3'35.47" 86°48'40.90" 44°3'35.47" 86°48'41.88" 20
HITH B, 44°3'35.94" 86°48'41.79" 44°3'35.35" 86°48'41.79" 18
I C, 44°3'33.88" 86°48'38.42" 44°3'32.52" 86°48'38.41" 40
HIm C, 44°3'33.41" 86°48'38.09” 44°3'33.41" 86°48'38.68" 13
Hm D, 47°26'31.84" 87°40'18.00" 47°26'31.84" 87°40'10.60" 154
HITE D, 47°26'30.99" 87°40'18.00" 47°26'31.00" 87°40'10.60" 154
HH D, 47°26'30.16" 87°40'18.00" 47°26'30.14" 87°40'10.60" 154
wlm D, 47°26'29.29" 87°40'18.00" 47°26'29.29" 87°40'10.60" 154
HlH Dy 47°26'31.84" 87°40'18.00" 47°26'29.29" 87°40'18.00" 79
FIT Dy 47°26'31.84" 87°40'15.04" 47°26'29.29" 87°40'15.02" 79
Hlm D, 47°26'31.84" 87°40'10.60" 47°26'29.29" 87°40'10.60" 79
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PSSR RE LR LRI | SR A R
5% (Shan et al., 2015) . F H] 7 ik J= 7 09 H 9 2
PUIRFAE GPR A, JF 45 5 55 %€ /9 T0 AR B 558 AH 56
1, #F 1 3@ of GPR W 5 1 & T LB 8% ( Vanden-
berghe and Overmeeren, 1999) ., GPR A5 Ui B4 4H
Z 1A B 5 22 B R A, 9 A0 B 2k B R IR 6
AR 25 (B 2R SF 4 G O & (Neal ,2004) | 1
f& GPR AH 5 TUAR AR JC R 3 1 0 0 9K 2% o

GPR 4 i % b R Z 5 L m Mt U2 e 5 90
FRY L IO 0] 5 40 25 ) 1) 22 AL A 5%, X 288 L 5 A
S v AR g (it oK) SO A e AR AR
WGER) 4 5%, T B 1 LRy GPR SUSHES 4

ARWWFFE IR H 4 F GPR AH, B GPR AH T |
GPR #1 1l .GPR A1 I #1 GPR #I IV , 43 X 57 4 Fh ijt
U = T8 R R T | R L R DORR (81 2)
3.1.1 GPR#I

16 GPR &I I I A 5 904 R 3% 2 1 0P A7
I — v P i S 5, B 5 0 AT A AL 8 L R
g, WA 2L, JRE N 0.5~0.8m (& 2-a) . B
ARTTAR Azl 2R WK AR ik s
£ P RD A B B 15 O U o AT DL/ R EOIR 2 B
IKPBUZ )T SR SAE IR R & A TE A
TURUA R e B AF (B 2-b) o 8% 3k DU 41 (8 % fi% 41
e E A D BTe 5 o T, el 2 AR A 5 ok A
Wa, RE VAT E BB KV ZE B, B3R K
(B 2-c) o P EREACR, v BB EE A2 4k (& 2-d,
2-q)

XA GPRAHFHE I B 3 2 5 H N A B4k 5
— S PE SR A 5% (Rucsandra et al., 2001) . 0]
S PN WY S ) bR AR R e, S T K Bl ) A A
55 HUTR B BE R € M RHAE , 275 20 B GPR AR 1 Sy ]
& W ( Wooldridge and Hickin, 2005; Yue et al.,
2019) .
3.1.2 GPR#I

1E GPR | | % 1A 52 BRAR AR i S 55, 30 AL T+
& Y ST B A, N PR 2 IR 0.5~ 1 m,
JIEHR HE B 2 2 v Pk i S 5 (I 2-e) o BLARTUAR
o, HORH S TEORL R 2 A, 32 S TR AR e
A HEA B, K T 10 18 M F ER , 528 X AR OE IR
PLAIRL TR Ry 3, & RRER A, 45 0 i BEAR, 2
B —UE AR, BURL R 2R 2, 20 B4 25 (18] 2-6) ¢
#a Sk B O R A G b a o £, kK AT

IFBLINRY iy d X (Ao e WUURL LY T B R 7 W o7 e
SR A2, 22 5 OB IR B BIR AR R /ZNAS
2y BT A 1] bR REAS /N (] 2-g) o

JIG AR AN 32 25 v I W S e 1 Y AR T AR K ) R
A1, 2B R R REUE K 7 ¥ o B TR 8% 3k 1y
BORIERLF 4544 ,2D 19 GPR B b B8 52 5 5 oy
HESE (K 2-e)  fa7n 1 PTG AL b oK 3l g 8 0 55
A IR 080 B TURRARAE , 256 70 Bt GPRAH I I 57
[ i ( Vandenberghe and Overmeeren, 1999 ; Hugenho-
Itz et al., 2007) , PRI IE - BHEE" IT 28
B, IX E A R TIOR8, TUBUT 9 b e R
e o - = = e o RV A1 o Sl i
H— R o S b R A AR O A (B 2-q; BT 3-
a) . GPR T b v] WL %€ 21 Btk (4 I 5 100 38 40 42 0
TR 5 J] F DR ) 1) o B 1T ( Skelly et al., 2003),
TN (] 2-hs K 3-¢) .
3.1.3 GPR#HII

7 GPR 1 i |8 A 52 BUBUAREAR = B Wt 52 388, 7
R ST BN 1~ 1.5 m, fy 2 [R] 7 1) {6 22 A4
SR B S e A (I 2-1) , 5 0 53 ) 3 ~F- 1T b A
o BUARTUR D M E 2R F K bR S S
Ve b Ze ik, HAT 1] |78 20 1) 25 0 A L, kA S 6] i
Blif. BEWREE TR KZ B, RAHZH
O o] P17 R R RARAE (& 2-5) o FER BT 1] 5
IR TRVIRGAY % TR TR & ot o 110 I B UK SN o
W S0 11 O A OB S T A A2

% Sk AT UL p o O B A 2 R, AR T e AR
LIE BBV T )Z | KRR S T2 B AARCAR 22 B
JZRCE 2-k) o #E _E GPR AH I &2 BLE2AR , F-1i |
LB HIE (8 2-1,2-q) , th 20> ) 132 #7728 40 1 1E
RLF 20 18, #8735 T 7K Bl 7 2% 4 ik 5 0 A8 B i DT R
FHIE, Z5 5 70 M GPR A I g 53 300 ( Yue et al.,
2019) ,

R R L ISR S S S e
LS m, f R K AR 8R4 8R4 5 1R
Rz . WERER A IUZ RS, & & T REUZ Atk
RSS2 B, B At - T 1) b 35 O 16) {6 30° 22
AL HETUIRM G . BRI B AT L IR R, Bk T
/N B BE R AT (] 4-a,4-b) ¢

STE b, s IOUAT UL B Bk A 5 ) M IR HE B
(& 4=c) F8 7 s 0RO 1] o AR 1] T 9 G % L B
LI R B FR B 2 (1B 4=d) o 30000 B4 B 4
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a.e i.m—GPR A 2D K0 5 b £ g n—%f B TR B B9 BUAR BT 5 ¢ gk o— X RE TR 75 Sk (MEME /R MBI IR B R 5T 4 5
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Fig. 2 Comprehensive interpretation of typical GPR facies in gravelly meandering river of Hutubi River and Irtysh River in Xinjiang

WY, T SR BR AE S
3.1.4 GPR#EI

15 GPR I 7 b 8 R 52 BUABTARPR /N8 ] o U i
ANEELE R JREE D 0. 2~ 1 m, 4i 8 35 38 5 T ] ) i

T UL B S TR S A (] 4-e) o B K HAE
RN b R BEK R BE 4 AE 19 )™ 4 (Hagstrom et al.,

2018) , 7 Bt K T 1k it vh 48 T2 B, O i B ek oK GE
(ERZE5,2018) o i 36 50 25 il , B 1E {6 A K
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a— R FFIE 5 GPR HRINALE 5 b— % 5 1 i FHE 2 8 5 —200 MHz R 5 GPR & [ff
R 3P L S A
Fig. 3 Abandoned channel formed by “chute cutoff” of Hutubi River

SEICEF I, B R A E . GPR ML IV 3@ % 78 & 35 3
T IR (F 2-m) o BARTTR R, BE AR A7 T il
AR A &R B B IR, Bk AR KR Z N 0.1 ~
0.5m, JEEZHE, /e MR R 8 2% . RZIILRY
T A8 UL TR E 1) R, 85K A1 it ~F- T8 {850 16 Y0 3 T~ 90
J5 1o, A A 2 T A 1) (B 2-ns 8] 4-c) o B2k
PR TR E IS A LR B R R T A AR TORR
KB W (B 2-0) o P F, HEBUSAS 1% 221 /)N
TR R R EEAE (18] 2-p,2-q; &l 4-¢) L5500
#F GPR #H IV 2y #f B8 T 1 ( Zuk, 2011 ; Korus et al.,
2020) ,

3.2 GPR Z|H4HE
3.21 =1

fE A 1 Bk BURFAEPE GPR Fl i A, (K E
31m) 5 A, (KB 12m) sl gt R P4 2 407 10

RAE,2.5m LU SO 2% L B J0 kA o TR

M3, ARG E 2.5 m (& S)

GPR FTE A, F1 A, TUAR A7 & 3 (GPR AH 1)
R AR MR S, S e B i 2, D IR
R S, JREBE 0.5 m, ] SN AE fif 52 S 45 AIE S
e b AR AROR S5 MR AR X X9 57, 7K 3l T S5 PR AR A 85588
UURBREEF3 5E (Dara et al., 2019) . 7E[ {8 ¥ 75
PUI 2 A /INBSTHF JE ™ 1Y) 52 55 45 4, P9 8 i 2
UYL R 0.2~0. 3 m, B 33k (& S-a) o 7ET
YNGR S S o i e G B RS S RTA No A
DU, ERRBL A 1 2R EA YRS 4085 , 4
B 5 fie gk /K 17 3k 19 ( Srisunthon and Choowong,2019)
(& 5-b),

fe GPR B A, F1 A, 60 B 35 9 i (GPR
AL ), & B AE I8 M T J7 , S5 i 4 AR 5 TP i
M HNEREAT, R AR B Sk, 5 ] U Y)
AR SO A SRy 1 m (& 5-b) . GPR
B e A 48 7 T AR G R R K 3l g 3% M 085 1 A
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Fig. 4 Lateral migration and planar sedimentary characteristics of gravel point bar in Hutubi River

ik, b FB YA Y o 20 8L HL 4 5T ( Yue et al., 2019), MITCGPR H L) 5 0% 37 38 A 45, & A ] i
P S T8 5 A A TR DR A 22 00 AR L BER R MR O, RO A R R R BURDIR , B e A 3 2 1
Th] 1 ER 3 B R U JREEEN T~ 1.5m (& 5-b) . GPR S HFAE S Bk
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a—gl 1 TAWLEB S CPR ML AL AL E ; b—GPR #16 A, BSUf%; c—GPR #H A, &
&S IR BERERM AR 1 B ABLEAR S GPR F) T i R 14
Fig. 5 UAYV image and GPR profile interpretation of Point 1 in Hutubi River

T UG UURRBAR 1Y & & B2 , K I8 B ) R 4
5B PR 1] B i TG — AR Z b A S —
S Th A 8 55,2008 )

TE R VN BRI B LA /N R AN 28 sl Y
ST, 5 20 dy JUAS A [F) R BE 1A 3% 22 W 2 i, 3 1A
EMARHRE 7E2 B E R A SR & E, REX
BEON 2 SO IR R 7 A 52 2 HYE A 3 (EL
P T 30 v AR E SR X, X F S iR R
M S G T NHUFEAR , TE 5 A8 I A WL 4% 31 3 7%
MIERE (B S—a) ,DLRR Y AL E W] AL T 40 . 3 B A2
T A5 YA AT FSC Y 2R 391, 7K 2l g 7 0 9 583 O B
i, i B R B BRI Z (Yue et al., 2019)

fir B UUB (GPR AH IV ) AS BLARE I3 A 72 I 35 1 18
IS IUREHR , J5E B 5 R B e ML o e B I R A A
TE TR 5] 18 A U8 i # v, BT K iz A FR
L B R A B A i B RIS, NI AE GPR 1 T | 3R
SNE) T 5 R B AR 0 AR 6] B9 0 4R 0 S5 (Smith
et al., 2009) ,

3.2.2 F2
TR 2 b R IR B R 5900 3 A AEME R GPR

I B, (K JE20m) 5 B, (KB 18 m) , 20 S AP ¥
JLT7 1R A BARIIRIE 2.5 m (] 6) o

A2 BB MECGPR A1 1) MHAT 44 1,78 GPR
vl TG A5 DR R O O L S I O 4 B T 4, AR 2
DRI 18 FE ik K Bl g vk 2% e A 18, DU o 2 H
¥ (K 6-b) .

PEFFIIE (GPR A1 I ) & B ALTE R T J7, )8
N 0.5~ T me W47 3 22 S o 32 B0, 1l B
FrTE P ORI, D R e R 2R FE ) IE
(ZEWEA S5E,2017) o T3 b &R 0 AR 4 14 L 2 722 1k
INEE LW O L, R E AR 1~ 3em /NER A
(K 6-a) . JRFMIERMREELEA S~8cm K
RERAT , 53 W7 2 AR BE K = i K A7 3k S 20 38 By
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Fig. 6 UAV image and GPR profile interpretation of Point 2 in Hutubi River
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3.2.3 =3

A3 ORIEAE K H L R A AL, GPR T C,
(KBE42m) 5 C,(KEE 13m) , 75l s AL AR o4 2
AT7 SRR A BRI BE 2.5 m (] 7).

GPR i C, F1 C, R Wl 3H 5 A K I, #R0
DX KRR, S B IR D B ) A A5 T

ST UURBU Y PRI (Neal ,2004) 75 BRI S22 1
AT R 1ML, 2 i B 2 L

TR A ) 18 3 (GPR A 1), F 8 e 20 1 2, )R
J£0.2~0.4m ([& 7-b,7-c) . S 1 MG 2 ML,
A3 BRI I R /N LSS I 2 B O L, A I
KA YA BT, DUR IR HLAR B vk i (5T
=4 ,2007) .
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v IR BT BT B R R BURIR SR EEZY 1 S m,
1E GPR FlTHI C, Hpnl W% 2 JL 2 3% 1 MR By 19 i ik
i S ST D 2N ZE A LR B (B T—c) , 7E SR TL
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2 HAG FI R, o b i i a3 A BEKCS oK i B
RHEFFEEI (] B, T BOBLAR 3R A B 1 HE 51 B
3.2.4 =4

FEA 4 EERURFAE GPR i Dy (K 154 m)
5 Dy (KEE79m) , Jp i Bt RV 2 S TJ7 1 R4
ARARMEIZ 2.5 m (K 8)

mARBIA TR (CGPR M 1) K FREA
0.5 m, 5 HAHRI SR Le A, Y BE T S W] A e
VO A 4 T3 R TR e A K 6L 5 SR 3 = 1,
BT B BEREAR (& 8-Db) .

AR 2= i A UTR

JEFWE (GPR AT I ) RBNE L) T m, ST
LR AR 5 TP T L P 2 0 2 AU IR S A
2, 5 TR A W] R S St (B 8-, 8-
o), UL IUTRR I A A [E K 3y, 305 8 B TR Y
R JEZS (Yue et al., 2019)

GPR i b 350 49 m 3 (GPR A ) 5 % 540
TEARFE , RO B e Sy R 1~ 1. 5 m 1
FA AR PN B — R A B R 34 2 IR I S R
RS B MBI ZE o BT D, U Y R B
AR 22 S, o3 T e FLUTRR I B Sy K A TR
A KB 1 K/NAS — , 3 17 5 e T IR e RN T
FUSEE (1 8-b) o

TE s 3ULAT Y] T8 A A R S A 0 i R D0 )
(GPRAHIV ), 52 AN 3% 20 vy 4 s B Ik e 4 o A IR 5 3]
TEFR SO EE B S Y R L R R R S S A Dy
L R B IR 22 OB EE 22 S R, R 28 3 TR A DO AR O
S AE (& 8-b,8-c)
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o PSSR RAES BN T & Bk 00 & 1T /Y
$1IL 45 (Deb et al., 2012; 5% 4245 ,2020) , L T
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BRE(S) « T RALE 2 AL I8 K
WA R HE, AKX KRR Ny S=L/AD, K
L=AD Jgial i 1K BE L AD SRy Tl 2 10K BE

M (C) : FRFBAEWEMW S M ARE, HAK
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Olo E>1, ULWIWGEALL TP 5K E<1, BLHIIE
T SUH . AL E=AD/2R,

XL L5 (1988—2024 4 ) E"J‘ﬂiﬁilzﬁ%
MRAESH, fONTE R . WIE SR AT & 5580t
(% 2), BAHEEMAE.

BrBe 1 2 1988 4E WL ri 78 J& 2 AR (] 9-a),
I Sl ] 25 R N HAR T ok, R Bk
FRAR o

BrBe 1L 2 1999 48 WL g 8 S5 4R (18] 9-Db) ,
I Sl ] 16 25 R A R HAE TR, (K
FBBIN o U T 5 2 2 7 A A R }F

AR AXSFRAR . s B W AR WS BTk
ST BT A

BB L 2y 2007 48 WL g 38 &S AR (K 9-¢)
15 Bl I 2 R R B R HAL TR, YTk R
BO o R IS T S A A A, 2
ANXSFRAR IO 30 AR i ST K

BrEc IV g 2013 48 WL 0 S8 1R (&1 9-d)
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Fig. 9 Sedimentary evolution process of Point 5 in Irtysh River
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RE 3FMWESNMIE ., 15 shwiE 125w Bk
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Table 2 Plane structure characterization parameters

of Irtysh River observation point

B Bt R il % ik R MINTE 1 18
/Ay (S) () (E) / km B
1 /1988 1.90  0.50 1.53 0.27 1
/1999 263 0.55 1.18 0.29 1
10 /2007 3.48  0.59 1.17 0.46 1
2.41 0.60 1.37 0.31

V/2013 2
2.04  0.84 1.05 0.15
4.00 038 1.01 0.35

V /2018 2
2.04  0.56 1.37 0.23
314 0.44 1.50 0.59

VI/2024 1.54  0.29 0.98 0.08 3
235 035 0.96 0.25

Eonp R RO TIE . BBV BB BE YV, 2 Z& 0 S
AL A T, IHIEY 5K R B — 2w, BriTiE
Pk RBOZEHTIE K . B Be V2B B VIR K 438
AN SRR RS RUCE R VR W 5 RGBT S =& RTUBI K7
KARCE>T, RGNl e )5 W %8 ka7,
MG & B 2 ZMEY KAME<L, mkF%
BE AL, h A A HE R C>0.4,
PIRALE>T IR, fIM S ke kT
PIkRL (E) W/NFBIET 1, f3UkH 20
ZOFEMAEE; FEMR C<0.4, kR
E<l i, midUE T ik .

4 Ttig

4.1 #5A i R T AR 4R E

B DX G 0B R AR AR 3 BN e i), RS
TPk 2 A Al 2, AT S RYIE e [0l P 4] o BRARY
S8 BEH TR W o3 416 IDUY b R 2% 2 R — b —
e (BhefesE, 2002) , fHE o HF 5T X AR BEAR
DB R R, B AR AEREN, SO0
e, BRI TE AR AU, RV AT Y it
T B R TR o T X A B 557K 8l ) Ry i
WYUIMSE . ks ks, BRIy E (ZEA
&, 2018), SEMHIITIXIE AL 7 IX A LUK A1 8 R
HHZ.

A IVUPA R L€ BB A1 73 16 22 A0 oy DU B &2
PEZHEHRES Lm, #F05—E WA HE] (& 10-

a, 10-b) . GPR [ b AT WLokL BE AR £ 1 43 fish 1T 5%
BN SR I ST (ERSE, 2016) (8] 10-¢) . Ut
LG TR 30 R) 2 — YR Mt 7k A v A S0 oA i
REBRAT, AR EEAE T BURHR 1 40 H6L e
PARD (ERAE, 2021) . FiFEHKZHIFHER, K
2 B, DUBLUT R B B 4R A2 0 2 )
M 1 X A IE B [ 8 (fmIr 4, 2019)

4.2 =5 &3 AE A E L

GPR ) T H LS 2] /Y s 3003 7 T ¥l 38 B o
J 2 LR AH [R]85 £ 7 1 o 3 6 BH RS IR i )
i B [ IE R % VI A 5% (Kostic and Aigner, 2007 ;
Hickin et al., 2009; Yue et al., 2019) . ;& 3k &
A 1] ST RS T BT U T AR FR Y & % 1 (Dara
et al., 2019) o DI 4 (K 1-e) N, #Ff75EH
Tf Y] ol T ) O AR P R AR A K R R
(Davies and Gibling, 2010), &5 31& 482 E I
I AR A AR o KO R R BT, IR A R
AL (K 1-a), ZHEERE R, 7EMF
PR ZERILG, T E — R KU A2 BE U IR, %
MR (Wkos 25, 2020) o[RS, ZKOUR AT i
] R, JTIE N R FE K AR BR 2 R R ((Nan-
son, 1980) , 7E XA XS R i A F 0 55 U0z g 4
AT, MR, BB (Hickin, 1974),
BRI ZE , AR E N A R DU, AP
BRI 11-b) o

J 3 1400 3 A PR M R Ak T T b v R B T
M ARSL . XF FR BAS X FR YRR AR (Kostic and
Aigner, 2007) ., J& 3% 38 N0 S5 o AR 55, T
5 T L T AR 5 B M R BT (Hickin et al.,
2009; Srisunthon and Choowong, 2019), H F &[>
T3 BAGMEAE HISZ 0, TR KA T3 25 gl 3 0 0 1) 1 4%
W e (Yao et al., 2018), [ 1H &5 il B2 4 K,
SECERK R eIy, A Aoy SOE B OB Y T
W, M s R ok, MO R S (2R
S, 2011) (& 11-a), JEEF, M0FER A 45
1k, SREALKR (FBIEESE, 2012), HA1E
HEIK W S 25 A A0 B K i R ST i, R
BENKARRER B (BT SE, 2010), DIEFR4
PR Je AR BRER A S A ANKL TR, R BUK S
T JE GURRORL BE LG J) L D0 AR W kL B2 40 (AL LS 5%
2012) (H 11-b),
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