2015 % %39 % FE G EKFFIR(ERAFR) Vol.39 No. 1

%1 M Journal of China University of Petroleum Feb. 2015
XERS.1673-5005(2015)01-0033-10 doi:10.3969/j. issn. 1673-5005. 2015. 01. 005

SR N H UG WL g 5
U USRI R B B 52

WEE, HAE, GHED, PR, KR,
5B 7 &% F' KBk

(1. PR R FRFHFERRFR, L AEFH 266580; 2. ¥ B FHFEHIF H FH LA, LK 100081 ;
3. P ERAHFZRT L HAFNELEER T, LT 100081)

TR TSR ARG IR IR A I RUVE TS BALBRESE R 34T, 456 H e RN — S8 A BRAE V8 T i A v e S8 TR B S5, ot
I A2 T BUE AR B AE EA TS R0 BUE SR IL R, S5 R SRR AR B A i R TR BT £
FESLBRZH AL B R L LR IR BET HE 2 AR B BTk HY B¢ Langmuir W B ek BERLFL Ho 2 i A SR
TACFLOR AR A I i, P S AR DG [R) I 32 B BAL R/ N A B2 M) s 7E i P25 PF R 1 B Langmuir 75 72 AT 3T
RIFELA R IR B A S S0 5080 , 1M AE A0 A 33 FL FE 2 ( Dubinin Radushkevich , D—-R+K ) 115 S BHASAL X A8 A — 48 A B I
WAE RIS A0 5 28R B 5 IR R0 PT B 32 2 LA L SE B0 7 XA TR L oA W B 2 i AR s ]

KT FLBREEH ; HIG S ; Langmuir 772 ; Dubinin Radushkevich J5 72

RES %S TE 135 ERERAERD A

SIARE X268, Pl SR A SRR AR R DA OWSL BR A5 5 DUA A IR B F ST [0 ] o Al R
e ASABEA IR, 2015,39(1) :33-42.

LIU Shengxin, ZHONG Jianhua, MA Yinsheng, et al. Study of microscopic pore structure and adsorption isothermal of car-
boniferous shale, Eastern Qaidam Basin[ J]. Journal of China University of Petroleum ( Edition of Natural Science) ,2015,39
(1).:3342.

Study of microscopic pore structure and adsorption isothermal
of carboniferous shale, Eastern Qaidam Basin

LIU Shengxin', ZHONG Jianhua', MA Yinsheng’”, YIN Chengming’",
LIU Chenglin®?, LI Zongxing”, LIU Xuan', LI Yong', LIU Xiaoguang'

(1. School of Geosciences in China University of Petroleum, Qingdao 266580, China;
2. Institue of Geomechanic, Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences, Beijing 100081, China;
3. Key Laboratory of Shale Oil & Gas, Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: By analyzing pore structure of the carboniferous shale, Qaidam Basin, the isothermal adsorption features of shale
gas under supercritical conditions were studied using shale gas high-pressure isothermal absorption experiments, and then
the adsorption mechanisms of shale gas were discussed. The results show that mud shale is characterized by multi-scale
pore structures, pore development, and larger contribution from micropore specific surface area; increasing methane ad-
sorption quantity with the increase of pore specific surface area, or micropore volume has a positive correlation in between;
under supercritical conditions, simple Langmuir equation can fit the experimental data of methane adsorption in general ,
but modified pore filling model ( Dubinin Radushkevich, D-R+K) fit the data of supercritical adsorption of methane and
carbon dioxide absorption best; adsorbed gas may exist in the form of pore filling, and micropore is the main reservoir for

the adsorbed gas.

Y #s F#1.2014-06-05
EE£TA . E 4P KA 2L A58 285 H (12120113040000-3)
EE B . X FE(1978-) , 5 L0 A, FE AR B SR £ 5T . E-mail ; liushengxin2007 @ sina. com,,



- 34 - T E G HKFFIR(ERAFR)

2015 %2 A

Keywords : pore structure; supereritical adsorption; Langmuir equation; Dubinin Radushkevich (D-R) equation

Je v AW BT R UA U A O
FEVESR N DR & AP A | TR A A
WA wE A E X, E NS C AR
TR0 5 W BT IR E AT T 4R, JFiE 20
TEVE ST FE ) E R VAN AR, S T
A AT R B I BRI , B N AT HEB AR, |
TUA M BRS S o R R, W0 B i R 2 B AL
B &5 (TOC) R WOULFL BR & 4, 5 7K 8 25 (A
ESibE A RN BV P ALt L TS E YO )
HLHI BTSRRI IR AN w5, R ] B =
FUPEMZ R RAR A NI e, JE TR R BTN
KGALB Z FLA B, HAEHJZE S0 T U Y i 2
T SR LA L S i S, DI s <
WE SR SRAE DK G 2 AL o P A R I S I B, 22
TERTABEFE R LA _E , RS T 00 B FLBR S5 F A
T TSV T B ROULFL B 2548 5 0 o A5 T R B
ZIE] AR SRR 5 IO R s 55 WA S B 0 A 2R Xt 512 6 A
AL R R S M FRHATL ]

1 SEEEAi

1.1 FEmiEE

TR A T 5% 2 BH S8R R i A 7k R ISR A A 1
AR IR 0T REIE WA ¢ FR IR, A SRR AR A
HbAT 7 ZR IR UR IS T AR, 2 T AT U R 2 A
(R AT T BRI S G A S A R L AR
VP &Y NI =B O o ol N ) S Al T = =
13 Y, W2 A R S v A, A KA b DX AL
HF (5 ZK) BE 5L 11 He &R 2% (DL) BFAMEE & 2
e XEH R 4 Bt R RE ST e A A T 1Y) 4
T R B S5
1.2 BEERMAEREBERSWHEE

F T2 181 5K 77 B9 ST SR X 22 B A 2 AR e
P R [ AR 1 12 A £ R 90°, T AN & 1 A
REDEABEMARFL, W5 RAELA E W E S FIRAZ LA
B FF 1 25 v | B4 b 35 0 R ) B RE SR AR A M
BHEFLH = AR AFLI/INRUIT I ) iU L
R RASCHE DN 1 5 /N FLAR (L B - d5e K TAE g, AR
S RN e K T AE 7324 200 MPa, fL#2°4 6.0 ~
340000 nm,, 3 I I 0 BRI SE IR A Y
He R H A S FLAR oA, #E v A I K2 (A6 ) Bk
BIFRCSE g 3 AT, RS AU T 3R 1H 1
BRI , 7E— 2 FE 1T, Bl R i 2 T AR IR T X

MG R B R e )
T AP R B R R B AR R SR R I RE S A L
FAFVRIFLAR 430 5 5 ) BRI B AT G 1 3 i
1.3 TUEHRRM L

SR B S R Sk A I b A
P T (AR Ak, 5 B R 7 A B TR T
FUEMER i 32 05 BiR 25, SL & s S/
LSS U e R I B (75 SHCR-SC) o X 4 4~
FE At 1 H o0 55 1 I B S 6, X ZK - 192 K i i —
AR SR S S5 Y BER SR 40 €, 5
PR () SE B R BE R 45 °C, SER R K TAEE 18 20
MPa, U U1 F B i B 5, 07 53 2 0. 180 ~ 0. 250
mm, T ADTF 3 o B THRE,

2 FiRMRHRE

2.1 Langmuir I i1&5
Langmuir M F-ALFR A« BL53 1 J2 W B, 248 X6 1%
B AT AR Ny

n.p
n,=——, (1)
pLtp

Kb n, HTEETT p M, mmol/g;n, A Lang-
muir %’(I}ﬁi, mmol/g; p ﬂ\j/—j\ﬁi}j?ﬁ, MPa; p, K
Langmuir &5 , MPa, Langmuir 07 FE BT A A B W
RF A HAR A I 2R | B T A AR B B AH A
WRARIRE TR Z 1
2.2 BlESRREE

TR FHEE LA b, WA A T BEAFE TR B RS
TANZE SR AT & LS, Sakurovs S5
Xf D-R JrRRHEAT B, IR B AR 2 B AU A 250K
F Ty, S B AR R, DT L et
T R BRI S DX, i 80 W B B A A 285 B 1Y
PR, [FI IS T — TR 2R SUARTE A HILBT A 7
IR ko, SEAEKA Y

2

n,, :no(l _ng exp{—Dln [p"':| } , (2)
p. P,
P p. |’

nexzno(l —gj exp{—Dln[“} } +hyp,. (3)
p. P, .

by A FRIEE, m® /0, i T mmol/
go K TR IT N R RS FR R D-R 5 R
M D-R+K i,

[F]FE Sakurovs SR IZ B BTV I3 Langmuir
JiReE AR R



£39% %14 WEE F RALRAEZTERUILREHNE TEAFRARAR +35.
P. P LN IRY
= (18] 4 4 BERMTESIHE
P./)PLTP
Ilsed:
nex=nl(l—pg) P hp. 5y 41 FLEREE RS> T
p. )PP, 4.1.1 3LiE5Hk

X H1,p, A Langmuir AEFE kg/m*, 2 T iR Tr
R FIRIT R RN L TR L+K 7

3 SEEHBE

A SCH R Peng—Robinson equation of state ( P—
R)RA TR U B

Po_ | a(T)p,
PRT 1=p.b RT[1+(1-/2)pb]1[1+(1+/2)p,b]
(6)
Hr
0.457535a(T)R*T2
a(7)= S DRL,
Pc
. 0. 077 796RT,

9

Pc
a(T)=exp[ (A+BT,) (1-T¢"*) 1.
A, pe AT 43500 A i S Al AL 7= T/
T, WIREEW; A B.C.D . E RHEEL, 5300 2.0,
0.8145.0.134.0.508 . —0.046 750 J9 43 5 i L> Fl
TR B SRR 1, LIRS TR
I SR, S5 TR A B B AR, e i AR
At 2 B T 25 SR A 1, R 4 ik 40 <C
45 C,
®1 SEHwESE

Table 1 Physical parameters of gas

Ak I Sk 3 i 77 5 F AL
Pk T./K p./MPa HF o
CH, 190. 67 4. 64 0.0115
CO, 304. 17 7.3787 0.225
800f Pt
-
-
a -
= 600} P
oo
< / A T
. /
400+ /
= /
& / L
= 200 ’ \
r R )
L L
’/ ___________
N
Yt et l
0 5 10 15 20
[ 77 P/MPa

1 —SUmiPRSEZEERENNTLER
Fig.1 Variation trend of carbon dioxide and methane

gas density with pressure

dv/dD(Hedr  dv F dD 43 51 R 5 FLEBR AR FR AN AL
B AR 50 5 dV/dD R LB AR R B2 1 S50
REA RSB TIAL R A L8 53 A FRAE  (H 23 38 55 K AL
45 5, T dV/dLogD (LogD “AFLER EAZHI LA 10 Ky
JEE XA ) IE 45 22 AR s, B P 2 %o 400 W o A
FER A BIR R [R 0 J5 2 BT AL R &5 4 . &1 2 (a)
BoR T RAWRMHEALE A FRAE, /T LAE TR T
LR A B 2% B ASTR], 2R A At AR TR, 06
AL FEAEPTE 2 ~3 nm, KX G BN L
MR R K, HAE S AL L R B . FES T3
FLBREARTE 2 ~ 14.7 nm,F3{HN 9. 85 nm, R TUA
FELBR EALE R AL E N, B 2(b) 4 TR
DAL ATRRAE o FLIR 3 A7 5 A 122 30 X0 1) R
U/ INIEE 53 AR R AN [R)RE A% G 500 FL AR 1) 43 AT X
] KW FLIE A2 N 10 ~ 100 wm, £ 2 R I8 0T
A RAL , /NEFLBRFLIE 42 10 ~ 100 nm, EEH
PTTUA PR HFLARAL, M H 100 pm L K EAFTE,
S AR i v e DU FLBRZE K A, LR G K 2
FNHORGALIR I A 530, B 2 REFLIR S,
4.1.2 #ILe AR @A fo i AR

SEG R B, BE A BET Fo 1m0 A7 1,52 ~
9.57 m*/g, ¥ N 5.47 m*/g; AL L F im0 A
0.67 ~5.65 m*/g,FYE N 2. 6 m*/g, ThFLILF M
TR E 43 N 24.0% ~69.3% ,F-31{H N 52. 6% ,
AL L IALAR XS T R AFLFIAFLAT DA 1Y) L3R T AR BTk
R, FLERAFH 9 0.005 ~0.035 em’/g, FHI1H N
0.0131 em’/g, H S FLIAF A 0. 000 322 ~0. 0023
em’/ g, FEHME A 0. 001 146 em’/ g, LA E 23 1
H2.9% ~18.7% ,F34°8 9. 1% , VLA FE TUA Th i
FURFHSTERAR /N 55 18 2 FTLAE Y, AR 5 1 S
P HAK BALARRUE 2 s/, E R H N A #
22 P AN AR AT B H S A R R R R L
TR T R AR IR ALBE 5 o — 5 TR AF A B T
B BRI 2 (R ) KT 2. 0, (A AL H Y ik
FLI >, B3 (a)  (b) FPLr 6 [ R 3 R U8 00 1 i
FLH R BFMALATZ R R B 3 (a) BAT7
P78 BET WK LM BET AR Z Bl &,
B3 ] LUF Y fcfL b2 i BRI B FL AR R S AR A 1
LRPESC R M EPEIR R 0.99. HEL AL AR ER
REA AL LR TH R A F- 324 E 43 L 29 8 T LAR R BT



- 36 - T E G K F PR RHFR) 2015 %2 A

o E T Ry 6 7% RWIBEE AL I, L e SLABAH R e i AU R] J2 9 7E 0 ~ 2 nm B AL
R 2RI, LB T RO, ARV, SRR A B2 R L LR AR, AL
K3 (a) ™ BET LRI BET (AR IEADOCHE,  RBUNERmABOC, E—B0RY, B/ T
MXRFREAR, RUEMTCRE R, AL 2 nm MHEAL RS BET R M STk TR,

. 0.10[ (b) —m— DL-211 —®— ZK-112
0.00351  (8) (®) —8— DL-031 —&— ZK-166
ZK-043 -@— 7K-184
~ 0.0030 \ N, 2 0.08 ¥ ZK-093 —9— ZK-192
&0 —s— DL-211 —*— ZK-098 koo 7ZK-094 — ZK-202
3 0.00251 —o— DL-031 —*— ZK-112 2 —d— ZK-095 —>— ZK-206
o 7ZK-095 —*— ZK-166 < 0.06 7K-098 —K— ZK-022
= 0.0020 —v— ZK-110 —*— ZK-184 2% .
% 7K-022 —+=— ZK-192 E -/\.
3 00015} SISZEA00 - e EE-20 -f: 0.04 [ EAEER
N N
2 0.0010F =
0.02f
0.00015 -
0 e ——— ] 0 RPN T 143 Il
1 10 100 1 10 100 1000 10000 100 000
LR E 2D/nm fLBRE 2D/nm
2 RTEMILESH
Fig.2 Pore distribution of shale
[ (a) Ross D ] K,2009 50[ (b) Ross D J K,2009
10 |
0 451
g o o ~ a0k §=-0.0983+3711.97
~ " R*=0.99
T . [
g §=-1.775+291.56¥ I
E 6 R=0 77 > 30[
S = 251
=, f;’
® R 20 F
A ~
2 ® 157 A
0 BETH & [ B FIBETHA 10 o AL b 2 i BUR G AL AR AR
o fik AL bl 2 T AR AN Gl AL AR AR — WEZ%
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

1 ]
0 0.005 0.010 0.015 0.020 0.025 0.030 0.035 0.040  0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.010 0.012  0.014
LAV (cm®g™) FLERAA BV (cm>g™)

B3 RALLRERSERNES L Z EHXFE

Fig.3 Relationship between percentage of micropore specific surface area and micropore volume
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Table 2 Formula fitting parameters for shale dataset
D-R+K Ji#t L+K Jift
il n,/ p./ ka/ A n,/ P/ o/ A
(mmol - g™') (kg-m™@) (m®-th) B (mmol - g™!) (kg m™) (m®-t") EXi
c 7ZK-184 0.08477 0.077 64 380 0.1093  0.99 0.0770 15.95 380 0.1534 0.980
H,
ZK-192 0.16140 0.076 05 380 0.2099  0.99 0.1491 15.40 380 0.2859 0.990
CO, ZK-192 0. 88530 0.06371 980 0.1044  0.95 0.8910 38.13 980 0.1188 0.943
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and adsorption amount of shales samples
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