
_________________________________________________________ 
* Correspondence: yuhe.wang@tamu.edu 
**This brief note is based on the author’s Chinese Patent CN112396230B and is intended to make the content more accessible to  

   the relevant community.  

  

 

RESERVOIR STATIC PROPERTY ESTIMATION USING NEAREST-NEIGHBOR 

NEURAL NETWORK  

 

 

Yuhe Wang1,2,*,**  

 

 
1 National & Local Joint Engineering Laboratory for Big Data Analysis and Computing Technology, 

Beijing 100190, China 
2 Institute for Scientific Computation, Texas A&M University, College Station, Texas 77843, USA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

September 3, 2024 

 
Abstract. This note presents an approach for estimating the spatial distribution of static properties in 

reservoir modeling using a nearest-neighbor neural network. The method leverages the strengths of neural 

networks in approximating complex, non-linear functions, particularly for tasks involving spatial 

interpolation. It incorporates a nearest-neighbor algorithm to capture local spatial relationships between data 

points and introduces randomization to quantify the uncertainty inherent in the interpolation process. This 

approach addresses the limitations of traditional geostatistical methods, such as Inverse Distance Weighting 

(IDW) and Kriging, which often fail to model the complex non-linear dependencies in reservoir data. By 

integrating spatial proximity and uncertainty quantification, the proposed method can improve the accuracy 

of static property predictions like porosity and permeability.  
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Background. Reservoir modeling is a critical process in the development of subsurface reservoirs, such as those found 

in oil and gas fields [1, 2]. Its primary objective is to characterize the spatial distribution of key reservoir properties, 

including porosity and permeability, which are essential for assessing reservoir reserves, evaluating properties, and 

determining overall potential [3, 4]. By integrating data from core samples, well logs, seismic surveys, and other 

sources, reservoir model offer a detailed representation of the spatial relationships between the essential reservoir 

properties. This modeling process is not only fundamental for understanding the current condition of the reservoir but 

also serves as the foundation for subsequent numerical simulations [5, 6] and the development of effective 

management strategies [7, 8].   

 

Spatial interpolation is a widely used technique in reservoir modeling, involving the estimation of reservoir property 
distributions across a reservoir based on observations at discrete points [9]. In addition to reservoir modeling, spatial 

interpolation are extensively applied across various domains, including geographic information systems [10], 

hydrology [11], and climatology [12]. In the context of reservoir modeling, spatial interpolation estimates unknown 

property values by extrapolating from known data points, such as porosity measurement from well logs and core 
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sample analysis. Numerous spatial interpolation algorithms have been developed, each varying in complexity and 

accuracy [13].  

 

Inverse Distance Weighting (IDW) is one of the earliest and most straightforward interpolation methods, initially 

designed from two-dimensional data interpolation [14]. Although it has been extended to three-dimensional 

applications, IDW’s reliance on distance as the sole determinant of spatial relationships limits its capacity to accurately 

model complex reservoir structures. The method’s simplicity often leads to an oversimplification of spatial 

dependencies. In contrast, Kriging offers a more advanced approach by incorporating spatial correlations between data 

points [15]. As a linear unbiased estimator, Kriging employs a weighted average based on spatial covariance or 

variograms. However, it typically assumes a static spatial covariance structure across the entire region of interest, 

which may not adequately capture the inherent variability of geological processes. Additionally, Kriging and other 

geostatistical techniques often depend on assumptions of linearity and Gaussian distributions, which may not hold 

true in practical scenarios [9, 16]. These limitations restrict the ability of traditional methods to effectively model the 

complex, non-linear relationships that frequently characterize the spatial distribution of reservoir properties. 

 

In recent years, advancements in machine learning have opened new avenues for tackling the complexities of spatial 

interpolation. Deep neural networks, in particular, has shown exceptional promise in approximating complex, non-

linear functions, making them well-suited for modeling intricate spatial relationships. This potential has been 
harnessed in a variety of spatial information related tasks, such as groundwater salinity mapping [17], regional climate 

analysis [18], well connectivity evaluation [19], pressure and motion field estimation [20], and water saturation 

distribution prediction [21]. In these applications, neural networks have proven highly effective at capturing the non-

linear dependencies that are often inherent in spatial data, thereby offering a more accurate and flexible approach 

compared to traditional methods. However, in the reservoir modeling context, interpolating reservoir properties 

presents several challenges, including the limited number of data points typically available in reservoir modeling and 

the inherently constrained dimensionality of the data [22]. Observation data is often sparse, with measurements 

obtained at limited number of locations and at resolutions much lower than what is required for accurate reservoir 

modeling, resulting in significant gaps in spatial coverage. Moreover, the reliance on only a few key features – 

primarily spatial coordinates and known property values – further limits the overall quality and accuracy of the 

resulting reservoir models.   

 

Given the limitation of traditional approaches, there is a pressing need for a better approach that can address the above-

mentioned challenges. The method should be capable of handling low-dimensional, sparse datasets while accurately 

modeling the complex, non-linear spatial relationships within the reservoir. Moreover, it should provide a means to 

quantify the uncertainty associated with spatial interpolation, thus offering a more reliable framework for reservoir 

modeling. To this end, this note describes a new kind of method for estimating the spatial distribution of static 

properties in reservoirs, based on a neighboring neural network approach [23]. This method leverages the strengths of 

neural networks in modeling non-linear relationships while incorporating spatial proximity data to improve estimation 

accuracy. Additionally, by quantifying interpolation uncertainty, this approach address the shortcomings of traditional 

geostatistical methods, offering a more robust solution for reservoir modeling.  

 

Method. Given a specific reservoir section where the spatial coordinates and the corresponding static property values, 

such as porosity and permeability, are available at a limited number of locations, each location can be defined by its 

spatial coordinates (x, y, z) and associated static property values. In geostatistics, it is well known that fully utilizing 

information from nearby locations is essential. To this end, a nearest-neighbor algorithm [23] is employed to identify 

neighboring locations for each location of interest (can be either location with or without known static property values). 

For example, assuming there are N total locations of interest, the nearest-neighbor algorithm can be used to assign 

each location m neighboring locations. It is noted that in building the neural network model, the locations with known 

static property values are used as inputs, whereas during estimation, the goal is to estimate static property values at 

unknown locations.  

 

In a basic neural network architecture, random layer is introduced before the existing layers following the input layer 

to incorporate an element of randomness into the model. The random layer adds variability to the network’s outputs, 

enabling the generation of multiple realizations of outputs through repeated randomization. By profiling these output 

realizations, the model can be adapted to quantify the uncertainties associated with the spatial interpolation, providing 

a more robust and reliable estimation.  
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Figure 1. The workflow for estimating reservoir static property using nearest-neighbor neural network 

 

 

Figure 1 provides the workflow for reservoir static property estimation using nearest-neighbor neural network. In the 

process of training the neural network, the training dataset is composed of the known spatial coordinates of the i-th 

location, the known spatial coordinates of the m neighboring locations of the i-th location, and the known static 

property values of these m neighboring locations, i = 1, 2, 3, …, N. As an example of estimating two-dimensional 

porosity distribution, the training dataset can be expressed as: 
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X1, X2, …, XN represent the samples in the dataset. (xi, yi) denotes the spatial coordinates of the i-th location, for i = 1, 

2, 3, …, N. The spatial coordinates of the j-th neighboring location to the i-th location are represented as (𝑥𝑖
𝑗 , 𝑦𝑖

𝑗
), and 

𝜙𝑖
𝑗
 denotes the porosity of the j-th neighboring location of the i-th location. For the spatial interpolation of different 

static properties, different input feature should be considered. In this example of estimating the spatial distribution of 

porosity, only the porosity of the location and its m neighboring locations are included as the input feature.  

 

A portion of the dataset is then randomly selected to form the training set, while the remaining samples make up the 

validation set. Typically, 80-90% of the samples are used for training, with the remaining reserved for validation. The 

training samples are used as inputs to the neural network model, and the model’s parameters are updated using the 

stochastic gradient descent method. After certain number of iterations of parameter updates, the validation samples 

are input into the trained model. Then, a ten-fold cross-validation is applied for more comprehensive evaluations.  

 

Once the neural network is trained, the optimal model is used to estimate the distribution of static properties at 

unknown spatial locations within the selected reservoir section. Let the spatial coordinates of the unknown location 

be denoted as (x, y). The nearest neighboring algorithm, previously employed, is used to identify the m nearest 

neighboring locations to the unknown location. The spatial coordinates of the unknown location, along with the spatial 

coordinates and static property values of its m neighboring locations, are then input into the optimal neural network 

model to estimate the corresponding static property value for the unknown location. To obtain the full distribution, 
this estimation process is repeated for each unknown location in the selected reservoir section. And multiple 

realizations can also be generated for uncertainty quantification through the random layer.  
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Example. A simplified square-shaped model is used as an example for illustration to represent a certain layer of a 

three-dimensional reservoir. The objective is to estimate the porosity (𝜙) distribution within this layer. In this example, 

it is assumed that porosity measurements are available at 100 locations, as shown in Figure 2. Thus, the known dataset 

for this scenario can be written as: 

 

(𝑥1, 𝑦1, 𝜙1), (𝑥2, 𝑦2, 𝜙2),⋯ , (𝑥100, 𝑦100, 𝜙100) 

 

Assuming that 15 nearest locations are identified for each known location, then the sample dataset is: 
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Following the steps in Figure 1, with an average validation error toleration of 0.5%, the obtained porosity distribution 

is shown in Figure 3.  

 

 
Figure 2. The locations with known porosity values 

 

 
Figure 3. Estimated porosity distribution 
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Summary. The presented method for estimating reservoir static property distribution uses a nearest-neighbor neural 

network. This approach effectively captures the non-linear spatial relationships inherent in reservoir geology. As a 

result, it can improve the quality and robustness of spatial interpolation. The method also introduces multiple 

randomization processes to quantify the uncertainty in interpolation. This leads to more comprehensive estimation of 

reservoir static property distributions. However, the current method still only uses spatial coordinates of locations with 

known property values as input features for the neural network. Incorporating domain-specific knowledge related to 

spatial interpolation could further enhance its performance, as shown in [24].       

 

References 

1. Ringrose, P. and Bentley, M., 2016. Reservoir model design (Vol. 2). Berlin, Germany: Springer. 

2. Mi, L., Yan, B., Jiang, H., An, C., Wang, Y. and Killough, J., 2017. An Enhanced Discrete Fracture Network 

model to simulate complex fracture distribution. Journal of Petroleum Science and Engineering, 156, 

pp.484-496. 

3. Pyrcz, M.J. and Deutsch, C.V., 2014. Geostatistical reservoir modeling. Oxford University Press, USA 

4. Cipolla, C.L., Lolon, E.P., Erdle, J.C. and Rubin, B., 2010. Reservoir modeling in shale-gas reservoirs. SPE 

reservoir evaluation & engineering, 13(04), pp.638-653. 

5. Wang, M., Cheung, S.W., Chung, E.T., Vasilyeva, M. and Wang, Y., 2020. Generalized multiscale 

multicontinuum model for fractured vuggy carbonate reservoirs. Journal of Computational and Applied 

Mathematics, 366, p.112370.  

6. Yan, B., Mi, L., Chai, Z., Wang, Y. and Killough, J.E., 2018. An enhanced discrete fracture network model 

for multiphase flow in fractured reservoirs. Journal of Petroleum Science and Engineering, 161, pp.667-

682.  

7. Cipolla, C.L., Fitzpatrick, T., Williams, M.J. and Ganguly, U.K., 2011, October. Seismic-to-simulation for 

unconventional reservoir development. In SPE Reservoir Characterisation and Simulation Conference and 

Exhibition? (pp. SPE-146876). SPE. 

8. Zhang, F., An, M., Yan, B., Wang, Y. and Han, Y., 2019. A novel hydro-mechanical coupled analysis for the 

fractured vuggy carbonate reservoirs. Computers and Geotechnics, 106, pp.68-82.  

9. Remy, N., Boucher, A. and Wu, J., 2009. Applied geostatistics with SGeMS: A user's guide. Cambridge 

University Press. 

10. Oliver, M.A. and Webster, R., 1990. Kriging: a method of interpolation for geographical information 

systems. International Journal of Geographical Information System, 4(3), pp.313-332. 

11. Ly, S., Charles, C. and Degré, A., 2013. Different methods for spatial interpolation of rainfall data for 

operational hydrology and hydrological modeling at watershed scale: a review. Biotechnologie, agronomie, 

société et environnement, 17(2). 

12. Dobesch, H., Dumolard, P. and Dyras, I. eds., 2013. Spatial interpolation for climate data: the use of GIS in 

climatology and meteorology. John Wiley & Sons. 

13. Atkinson, P.M. and Lloyd, C.D., 2021. Geostatistical models and spatial interpolation. In Handbook of 

regional science (pp. 1813-1827). Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg. 

14. Shepard, D., 1968, January. A two-dimensional interpolation function for irregularly-spaced data. 

In Proceedings of the 1968 23rd ACM national conference (pp. 517-524). 

15. Oliver, M.A. and Webster, R., 1990. Kriging: a method of interpolation for geographical information 

systems. International Journal of Geographical Information System, 4(3), pp.313-332. 

16. Kelkar, M., Perez, G. and Wu, J., 2002. Applied geostatistics for reservoir characterization. Society of 

Petroleum Engineers.  

17. Cui, T., Pagendam, D. and Gilfedder, M., 2021. Gaussian process machine learning and Kriging for 

groundwater salinity interpolation. Environmental Modelling & Software, 144, p.105170. 

18. Kadow, C., Hall, D.M. and Ulbrich, U., 2020. Artificial intelligence reconstructs missing climate 

information. Nature Geoscience, 13(6), pp.408-413. 

19. Du, S., Wang, R., Wei, C., Wang, Y., Zhou, Y., Wang, J. and Song, H., 2020. The connectivity evaluation 

among wells in reservoir utilizing machine learning methods. IEEE access, 8, pp.47209-47219. 



 
RESERVOIR STATIC PROPERTY ESTIMATION USING NEAREST-NEIGHBOR NEURAL NETWORK 

 

 
 

6 

20. Du, S., Zhang, J., Yue, M., Xie, C., Wang, Y. and Song, H., 2023. A novel sequential-based hybrid approach 

incorporating physical modeling and deep learning for multiphase subsurface flow simulation. Gas Science 

and Engineering, 118, p.205093. 

21. Zhang, Q., Wei, C., Wang, Y., Du, S., Zhou, Y. and Song, H., 2019. Potential for prediction of water 

saturation distribution in reservoirs utilizing machine learning methods. Energies, 12(19), p.3597. 

22. Ganguli, S.S. and Dimri, V.P., 2024. Reservoir characterization: State-of-the-art, key challenges and ways 

forward. In Developments in Structural Geology and Tectonics (Vol. 6, pp. 1-35). Elsevier. 

23. Wang, H., Guan, Y. and Reich, B., 2019, November. Nearest-neighbor neural networks for geostatistics. 

In 2019 international conference on data mining workshops (ICDMW) (pp. 196-205). IEEE.  

24. Zhang, C., Du, S., Song, H. and Wang, Y., 2024. A hybrid framework for spatial interpolation: merging 

data-driven with domain knowledge.  arXiv preprint arXiv:2409.00125. 

 

 


