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Fig. 1 Division of structural units and comprehensive stratigraphic column of Xihu Depression
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Table 1 Sample information and mineral content in study area

cmain s TS RO SNEDEC G R LR

m d/pm (So) (K (R g o Jrmer mzn BL09  GURRE BRG BGG S1E
SO01 W01l 3 682.95 Ps 186. 4 4,06 0.41 1.11 79.90 10.30 3.50 6. 30 39.00 25.00 4,00 32.00
S02 W01 3 696.60 Fs 206. 2 2.64 0. 36 1.21 68.80 22.10 0.30 8. 80 45.00 50. 00 5.00
S03 W02 3 984.98 Fs 184.2 3.09 0.35 1.20 76.80 15.50 0.70 7.00 58. 00 19. 00 23.00
S04 W02 3 987.98 Fs 194. 4 2.90 0. 40 1.28 70.00 21.50 8.50 38.00 33.00 29.00
S05 W02 4 325.20 Ps 163.9 3.18 0. 39 1.24 67.50 24.60 7.90 35.00 29.00 36. 00
S06 W02 4 333.00 Ps 146.0 3.21 0.38 1.25 80.00 13.00 7.00 36.00 35.00 29.00
S07 W02 4 334.30 Fs 198.5 2.54 0.35 1.34 71.10 21.00 7.90 38. 00 32.00 30. 00
S08 W02 4 339.50 Sal 202.0 2.86 0.47 1.49 65.00 19.20 15. 80 36.00 60. 00 1.00 3.00
S09 W03 3531.75 Sal 72.0 2.72 0.14 1.35 44.80 25.30 9.80 3.30 16. 80 29.00 23.00 48.00
S10 W03 3533.10 Fs 77.7 2.38 0.27 1.30 54.10 28.80 4,50 2.20 10. 40 33.00 22.00 45,00
S11 Wo04 3 962. 36 Fs 239.8 2.44 0.37 1.38 74.60 14.20 3.40 7.80 41,00 32.00 27.00
S12 W04 3 966. 36 Fs 246.8 2.64 0. 36 1.19 81.50 10.00 8.50 44, 00 26.00 30. 00
S13 W05 3 657.78 Sal 155.3 2.82 0.41 1.42 71.20 16.00 12. 80 25.00 24,00 9.00 42.00
S14 W06 4 322.80 Ps 48.2 12. 88 0.18 1.26 71.80 21.80 0.90 5.50 44, 00 24.00 32.00
S15 W06 4 326.60 Ps 193.0 4.00 0.54 1.27 81.60 13.80 0.60 4,00 32.00 34.00 34.00
S16 W07 4 609.63 Fs 202.8 2.37 0.38 1.41 70.20 18.90 0.90 10. 00 14. 00 30. 00 56.00
S17 W08 4 681. 30 Ps 255.5 3.04 0.42 1.18 89.00 8.60 0.70 1.70 21.00 28.00 7.00 44.00
S18 W08 4 684.50 Fs 248.8 2.64 0.45 1.42 80.80 13.30 5.90 35.00 31.00 34.00
S19 W09 4 298.76 Fs 214.2 2.23 0.31 1.50 65.10 26.00 0.80 8.10 36. 00 35.00 29.00
S20 W09 4 305.65 Sal 73.3 4,03 0.31 1.19 67.60 19.40 0.90 12.10 21.00 30. 00 49,00
S21 W09 4 475. 30 Fs 244.1 2.31 0.37 1.44 67.50 24.80 0.40 7.30 29. 00 39. 00 32.00
S22 W09 4 478.79 Fs 177.8 2.76 0.39 1.39 65.70 24.10 10. 20 10. 00 42.00 48.00
S23 W10 4 333.47 Fs 133.6 2.53 0.35 1.25 68.30 19.40 0.60 11.70 14.00 35.00 3.00 48.00
S24 W10 4 339.10 Fs 214.2 2.41 0.34 1. 36 48.80 27.20 11.20 12.80 39.00 32.00 29.00
S25 W10 4 507.27 Fs 218.5 2.76 0. 39 1.33 70.20 15.40 14. 40 26.00 27.00 47.00
S26 W10 4 614. 26 Fs 164.6 2.75 0.37 1.28 69.10 17.00 0. 80 0.70 12. 40 17.00 31.00 1.00 51.00
S27 W11 3125.73 Fs 228.1 2.76 0. 44 1.50 82.00 6.10 0.90 11.00 42,00 24,00 17.00 17.00
S28 Wi1 3 125.83 Fs 231.3 2.57 0. 36 1.26 64.20 27.00 2.50 6. 30 45. 00 25.00 15.00 15.00
S29 W11 3 130.57 Fs 201.8 3.24 0.54 1.51 85.20 5.10 1.60 7.70 36. 00 25.00 26.00 13.00
S30 W11 3 132.47 Fs 219.9 2.83 0.55 1.65 79.50 14.10 0.70 5.70 31.00 24.00 23.00 22.00
S31 W11 3 137.55 Fs 256.5 2.64 0.52 1.67 85.50 5.70 0.90 7.90 37.00 27.00 17.00 19.00
S32 W11 3 144. 66 Sal 174. 4 2.65 0.43 1.62 76.50 10.50 13.00 20. 00 22.00 18.00 40.00
S33 W11 3972.32 Sal 159.6 2.58 0. 38 1.54 62.20 24.40 0.70 12.70 27.00 39. 00 3.00 31.00
S34 Wi1 3 975.40 Fs 182.6 2.52 0.33 1.33 59.40 29.70 0.70 10. 20 32.00 39. 00 29.00
S35 W11 3 986.50 Fs 229.0 2.45 0.32 1.24 65.40 25.10 0.90 8. 60 23.00 34.00 43.00
S36 W12 3 768.60 Fs 231.6 2.61 0.55 1.47 77.60 9.10 6. 40 6.70 54.00 27.00 19. 00
S37 W13 4 289.50 Fs 115.6 2.55 0. 34 1.26 62.60 27.00 0.60 0. 80 9. 00 28. 00 31.00 41. 00
S38 W14 3 917.20 Fs 156.7 2.54 0.31 1.21 75.40 15.20 0.20 9. 20 25.00 49. 00 26.00
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Fig. 2 Core photos, micrographs, mineral composition and particle size distribution characteristics of typical
samples in study area
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Fig. 3 Rock type discrimination and comparison diagram of sorting coefficient of sandstone in study area
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Fig. 4 Microscopy images of sandstone pore types in study area
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