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Abstract: Coalbed methane (CBM) well drilling and logging data together with geological data
were adopted to provide insights into controlling mechanism of gas content in major coal seams
and establish gas accumulation models in the Gujiao area, Northwest Qinshui Basin, China. Gas
content of targeted coals is various in the Gujiao area with their burial depth ranging from 295 to
859 m. Highly variable gas content of coals should be derived from the differences among tectonism,
magmatism, hydrodynamism, and sedimentation. Gas content preserved in the Gujiao area is divided
into two parts by the geological structure. Gas tends to accumulate in the groundwater stagnant
zone with a total dissolved solids (TDS) value of 1300–1700 ppm due to water pressure in the Gujiao
area. Reservoir properties including moisture content, minerals, and pore structure also significantly
result in gas content variability. Subsequently, the gray correlation statistic method was adopted to
determine the most important factors controlling gas content. Coal metamorphism and geological
structure had marked control on gas content for the targeted coals. Finally, the favorable CBM
exploitation areas were comprehensively evaluated in the Gujiao area. The results showed that the
most favorable CBM exploitation areas were in the mid-south part of the Gujiao area (Block I).

Keywords: gas content; geological factors; reservoir properties; gray correlation evaluation;
Gujiao area

1. Introduction

Coalbed methane (CBM) as an unconventional natural gas is a key energy resource, and its
recovery can reduce both greenhouse gas emission and mining explosions [1,2]. With the increase in
gas demand, CBM has been paid more attention, so an evaluation of gas resources and gas controlling
factors has been required [3].

Gas content in coal seams is critical for gas resource assessment during CBM exploration and
exploitation. The generation, migration, and accumulation of CBM in coal seams are affected by
multiple factors including coal rank, geological structure, burial depth, hydrological condition, coal
properties, and reservoir characteristics [4–8]. A heterogeneous gas content distribution originates
from composed controlling factors. Geological factors, hydrological factors, and reservoir properties
affecting gas content in coals have been normally interlinked [9,10]. For instance, gas content in
the eastern Surat Basin did not simply increase with burial depth or hydrostatic pressure. Methane
adsorption capacity changed in a “U-shape” with the increase in coal rank [3,11,12]. In contrast, gas
content may increase first and then decrease sharply when coal rank reaches anthracites, as found
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in coal samples from 160 coalmines of China [13]. Thick coal seams extend the path of gas transport,
as is the case when gas diffuses from inside coals to the roof or floor, which is conducive to gas
preservation [14]. A negative relationship was found between inertinite and gas content, but vitrinite
and gas content had a positive one [12]. Methane adsorption capacity showed linear [15,16] or
non-linear [17] decreases with increases in moisture. Unexpectedly, ash yield has no significant
relationship with gas content, whereas coal with high ash yield tends to reserve more gases [18].

Gas in the Qinshui Basin assumes approximately 3.28 × 1012 m3. This basin is a well developed
CBM area in China. The gas content from anthracites with vitrinite reflectance of 2.2–4.5% in the
southern Qinshui Basin (SQB) is relatively high [19,20] and varies with geological structures and
hydrodynamics [21,22]. The CBM reservoir has relatively low permeability (0.047–1.337 mD) [23],
which will significantly affect CBM production performance [24]. Studies [19,21,25–27] on tectonic and
sedimentary evolution, CBM reservoir characteristics, and CBM potential have been conducted in the
SQB. However, few works have been conducted in the northern Qinshui Basin in terms of geology,
reservoir, or gas potential, especially in the Gujiao area. The Gujiao area is located in the northwestern
Xishan coalfield, lying in the north of the Qinshui Basin, which is becoming a CBM commercial pilot
site with resources of approximately 82 billion m3 [28]. Previous studies in the Gujiao area have
covered the pressure system of CBM reservoirs [29], key factors affecting gas production [30,31], coal
facies and structures [32–34], and CBM potential evaluation [35]. Until now, little research on factors
controlling gas content in the Gujiao area has been done [36,37], and the quantitative evaluation on gas
content was neglected. Therefore, the geological and reservoir factors (among other factors) controlling
gas content in different coals need to be determined. This study is meant to establish a more detailed
quantitative evaluation of CBM enrichment vertically and regionally in the Gujiao area.

This work begins with a mini-review of the geologic background in the Gujiao area and of the
factors affecting gas content. Furthermore, the gray correlation method is adopted to quantitatively
determine the key factors affecting the gas content of coal seams in the Gujiao area. Finally, gas
accumulation models of different coal seams were established. The results are expected to have several
implications for CBM exploration and development in the northern Qinshui Basin.

2. Geological Setting

The Xishan coalfield is located in the northern Qinshui Basin, which is generally controlled by
an extended syncline that presents an “inverted pear” in geomorphology. The Qinshui Basin is a
large-scale inclined basin with an NNE–SSW strike, which originated from the late Paleozoic Craton
basin. The overall structure of the basin is relatively simple and has well developed folds and fewer
faults. Large faults have developed along the basin edge [25].

The Gujiao area is located in the northwestern Xishan coalfield, which contains three coalmines:
Malan, Tunlan, and Dongqu. Due to early Yanshanian Northwest-Southeast compressional stress,
strata was uplifted and eroded, and folds with axial striking of N–S in the Gujiao area formed. Until
the early Himalayan NW–SE tensile stress developed, the Gujiao area produced a series of normal
faults with NE–SW axial striking [38]. The folds are mainly distributed in the middle and west of the
Gujiao area. Malan syncline (L1) is widely spread with a steep west wing and a gentle east wing that
traverses the Gujiao area (Figure 1), which controls the tectonic framework in the western Gujiao area.
Faults extended in the middle and eastern area (Figure 1). A series of faults, including the Gujiao fault
(F1), the Tounanmao fault (F2), the Lijiashe fault (F3), and the Wangfeng fault (F4), developed. The
southern Gujiao area mainly developed the Yuanxiang fault (F5). These faults (F1, F2, F3, F4, and
F5) are mainly composed of high-angle normal faults that distributed in the forms of terrain, such as
graben or ladder. For instance, a graben developed in the middle Dongqu mine (Figure 1).
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Figure 1. Location of the Gujiao area in the northern Qinshui basin, North China. (a) The general
position of the Gujiao area in China. (b) Topography and river system of research area and its adjacent
areas. (c) Geological structures, river systems, and well sites are distributed in the Gujiao area and
along section lines X–X’ and Y–Y’.

The Pennsylvanian-Permian strata in the Gujiao area include the Pennsylvanian Benxi (C2b),
Taiyuan formations (C2t), the Permian Shanxi (P1s), lower shihezi (P1x), upper shihezi (P2s), and
Shiqianfeng (P2sh) formations. The main coal-bearing strata in the Gujiao area are the upper
Pennsylvanian Taiyuan formation and the lower Permian Shanxi formation [25,39]. The Shanxi
formation (P1s), with a thickness of ~53 m, is composed of sandy mudstone, mudstone, medium and
fine sandstone, and coal seams, including the stable targeted No. 2 coal seam (Figure 2), which formed
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from a delta environment with shallow water. The Taiyuan formation (C2t), with a thickness of ~104 m,
is mainly composed of sandy mudstone, fine sandstone, siltstone, limestone, and variable coal seams,
including targeted Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams. Coastal plains and lagoon environments led to marine
carbonate beds in the Taiyuan formation [40].
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Figure 2. Lithology of the coal-bearing strata from Upper Carboniferous to Lower Permian in the
Gujiao area.

3. Experiments and Methods

3.1. Samples and Experiments

Logging and drilling data of ~600 CBM wells from the Xishan Lanyan CBM Limited Company
unveiled well locations, strata distribution, and CBM reservoir properties. Coal samples from Nos. 2,
8, and 9 coal seams were directly collected from the CBM wells. Field works included coring and gas
desorption, after which laboratory works were carried out. The works were as follows: (1) Gas content
was determined in accordance with U.S. Bureau of Mines (USBM) direct measurement protocol [41,42].
Total gas content consists of lost gas, desorbed gas, and residual gas. Lost gas content can be obtained
by plotting the square root of time against cumulative gas desorbed for initial measurements with
sealed canisters from the field desorption test [42]. Subsequently, the canisters were delivered to the
laboratory to complete gas desorption, which takes about one month in this work. Residual gas was
measured by crushing all samples in the canister to approximately 8 mesh (2.4 mm maximum particle
size), performing a second desorption analysis. In this work, gas content is expressed in terms of a
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dry ash-free base at standard temperature and pressure (STP). (2) Gas composition was analyzed in
accordance with the China National Standard GB/T 13610-2003 of natural gas composition analysis in
gas chromatography, to obtain CH4, CO2, N2, and other hydrocarbon concentrations. (3) Proximate
analysis (moisture, volatile matter, ash yield, and fixed carbon) followed the ASTM standard D7582-10.
In addition, the adsorption capacity of coals was obtained by CH4 isothermal adsorption experiment
with the Langmuir adsorption model:

V =
abP

1 + bP
(1)

where V is the volume of adsorbed gas per unit mass on solid surface under a constant temperature of
T (K) and a constant pressure of P (MPa) (mL/g); a is the ultimate adsorption capacity on dry ash free
basis of coal (m3/t); b is an adsorption constant (MPa−1).

3.2. Principle of Grey Correlation

The principle of the gray correlation method is to determine the similarity of two array curves
to establish the correlations [43,44], which has been widely and successfully applied to various
systems [1]. For CBM, the gray correlation method has been used to evaluate the factors controlling
CBM production [24,30,44], coal deformation [45], and gas content [46]. This method has some
advantages in less specific requirements [44].

In this work, the gray correlation method is adopted to evaluate the factors affecting gas content in
the Gujiao area. Gas content is a parameter that is affected by various factors, which can be considered
as a gray system. Here, the gas content is made as the reference sequence (controller sequence) x0, and
factors affecting the gas content are considered as the comparison sequence (sub sequence) xi.

x0 = {x0(1), x0(2), . . . , x0(k)} (2)

xi = {xi(1), xi(2), . . . , xi(k)} (3)

where x0(k) is the gas content of the coal seam corresponding to the k-th sampling site, and xi(k) is
the value of the i-th geological factor at the k-th sampling site, (k = 1, 2, . . . , 10: i = 1, 2, . . . , 8). The
controlling factors consist of geological structure, burial depth, roof thickness, coal metamorphism,
hydrodynamics, coal thickness, moisture, ash yield, and reservoir properties. Finally, the key factors
affecting gas content can be evaluated. The specific steps are as follows:

(1) Normalized treatment. This paper deals with the raw data by means of the homogenization
method. The formula is as shown in Equation (4):

x′i(k) =
xi(k)

1
N

N
∑

k=1
xi(k)

(4)

where x′i(k) is transformed from xi(k), i = 1, 2, . . . , 8: k = 1, 2, . . . , 10. xi(k) is the value of the i-th
geological factor at the k-th sampling site.

(2) Acquisition of the correlation coefficient. The correlations between controlling factors and gas
content in the Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams at different sampling sites are obtained by Equation (5).

εoi(k) =
min

i
min

k
|x0(k)− xi(k)|+ ρ max

i
max

k
|x0(k)− xi(k)|

|x0(k)− xi(k)|+ ρ max
i

max
k
|x0(k)− xi(k)|

(5)

where εoi(k) is the correlation coefficient between the gas content and the i-th controlling
factor at the k-th sampling site, |x0(k)− xi(k)| is the absolute value acquired from the reference
sequence and the comparison sequence; max

i
max

k
|x0(k)− xi(k)| and min

i
min

k
|x0(k)− xi(k)| are

the maximum absolute difference and minimum absolute difference between the reference
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sequence and the comparison sequence, i = 1, 2, . . . , 8: k = 1, 2, . . . , 10; ρ is the resolution
coefficient, in the range of 0–1, and 0.5 is normal.

(3) Evaluation of the correlation degree. For comparison, the average correlation coefficient of the
reference sequence can be calculated by Equation (6), whereby the correlation between each
influencing factor and gas content is obtained. Furthermore, the order of correlation can be
provided in the order of large values to small values.

roi =
1
n

n

∑
k=1

εoi(k) (6)

where roi is the degree of correlation between the gas content and the i-th influencing factor, and
n is the number of samples.

4. Results and Discussion

4.1. Gas Content

Through the above-mentioned experiments, gas content, and CH4 concentration of Nos. 2, 8,
and 9 coal seams in the Gujiao area are listed in Table 1. Generally, the gas content of the No .8 coal
seam is the highest; the No. 2 coal seam has the lowest (Figure 3), which are consistent with the
previous study [36]. Gas content presents strong heterogeneity in different areas, and Tunlan area has
the highest (Figure 3). The CH4 concentration is generally high (~90%), which indicates favorable
conditions for CBM preservation. The gas content distribution in the main coal seams is shown in
Figure 4, which increases from the north to the south part in the Gujiao area. In the southwestern
Gujiao area, the gas content shows the relative low gas content compared with that in the middle and
eastern Gujiao area, which varies from 4 to 8 m3/t. Normally, the gas is enriched in the deep burial
area. For instance, the gas content in the axis of Malan Syncline (L1) is mainly between 9 and 14 m3/t.
Generally, gas content is widely affected by sedimentologic, structural, petrologic, geothermal, and
hydrogeologic variables [9,47]. Therefore, geological factors and reservoir properties controlling gas
content are summarized in the following sub-sections.
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Table 1. Statistical gas content and composition of the main coal seams in the Gujiao area.

Coal Seam Sample Number
Gas Content (m3/t) Cas Composition (%)

Maximum Minimum Average CH4 CO2 N2

2 26 13.05 4.13 7.37 92.11 0.87 6.61
8 45 16.46 3.97 8.74 93.01 1.04 5.51
9 36 14.59 3.74 7.84 90.84 1.17 7.55

4.2. Geological Factors Affecting on Gas Content

4.2.1. Geological Structure

The Gujiao area is divided into two geological units: western folds and eastern faults. In the
western part, the Malan syncline (L1) goes through the research area from north to south. In the
eastern part, a series of normal faults develop along the northeast–southwest axis. Synclines can be
advantageous for CBM preservation due to the gas held by fluid pressure [25,48]. In section Y–Y’, the
east wing of the Malan syncline (L1) is deeper and gentler, where the gas content of the three targeted
coal seams in wells M2, M3, and M4 is much higher than that in well M1 in the west wing. Vertically,
the gas content of No. 2 coal seam is slightly increased in the axis and the deep wing of L1, commonly
lower than 8 m3/t, whereas the gas content of Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams grows intensely, up to ~10 m3/t
(Figure 5). There is a possible gas enrichment in Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams in the south of L1 due to the
maximum burial depth and high fluid pressure (Figure 4).
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The secondary gas enrichment area is located between the Tounanmao fault (F2) and Lijiashe
fault (F3) in the Gujiao area. In terms of fault sealing, as two plates of the fault move, the mudstone, as
the caprock, may smear amid normal faults, which can cause a strong vertical sealing ability [49,50].
In section X–X’, the gas content of the downthrown side of the normal fault is higher than that of the
upthrown side in the F2 faulting area (Figure 6), which means that the downthrown plate is more
seriously damaged than the upthrown plate, which makes gas escape difficult.
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X–X’ in Figure 1.

4.2.2. Burial Depth of Coal Seams

The burial depth of No. 2 coal is in the range of 295–780 m and gradually increases from the east
to the west (Figure 4). The depth of No. 8 coal is in the range of 425–859 m, ~86 m below the No. 2 coal
seam. The depth of No. 9 coal is in the range of 428–869 m. The depths of No. 8 and No. 9 coal seams
show similarity since the distance between them is only about 10 m, increasing from north to south
and from the sides to the middle. The burial depth of the three coal seams is basically controlled by the
Malan syncline (L1) and changes rapidly in the western part and gently in the eastern part. The gas
content of the three coal seams generally correlates well with burial depth (Figure 7). The maximum
values are distributed at a depth of ~500 m for the No. 2 coal seam and ~620 m for the No. 8 and No. 9
coal seams, which are in accordance with the geological structure. The results show that the burial
depth has a far lower influence on gas content than do geological structures.
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4.2.3. Roof Lithology and Thickness

Lithology of reservoirs is controlled by sedimentary environment, which will change the gas
transport and preservation. The No. 2 coal seam was deposited under the peat swamp, which produce
thick and stable coals. The roof and floor formed in the natural levee and floodplain environment,
which were mainly composed of sandstone and sandy mudstone as shown in Figure 2. The No. 8
and No. 9 coal seams were formed in the lagoon-tidal flat-barrier island environment, and the roof of
the No. 8 coal seam was mainly composed of the Miaogou limestone that deposited in a carbonate
platform environment [29]. The roof of the No. 9 coal seam developed from the sand flat environment,
which was mainly composed of sandstone and siltstone with inferior sealing capability (Figure 8).
Therefore, roof lithology could be one of the reasons for the relatively high gas content in the No. 8
coal seam. The roof thickness of the No. 2 coal seam ranges from 1 to 6.54 m, with an average of 2.4 m,
which is thicker than the roofs of No. 8 (0.91 m) and No. 9 (0.98 m) coal seams. In this work, the roof
thicknesses of Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams and gas content have a relatively subtle correlation.
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4.2.4. Coal Metamorphism

Coal metamorphism is also an important factor for CBM generation and storage [51]. In the Gujiao
area, formations were once dominated by plutonic metamorphism and then, during the Yanshanian,
subjected to several magma intrusions with magmatic thermal metamorphism [52]. The magma
intrusions are located in Huyan in the west and in Qixian in the southeast Xishan coalfield [52], and
caused a banded change in coal metamorphism that varied from high volatile bituminous coals to
semi-anthracites. These intrusions increase from the northwest to the southeast (Figure 9). In the
Gujiao area, the maximum vitrinite reflectance of No. 2 coal is 0.99–1.54%, with an average of 1.29%,
and of No. 8 and No. 9 coals are 1.03–1.78% and 1.18–1.80%, with averages of 1.38% and 1.42%,
respectively. The coals in the study area are locally affected by the magma intrusions. There is a sharp
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increase in vitrinite reflectance in the southwestern Gujiao area due to the magma intrusion at Huyan
Mountain (Figure 9).Energies 2018, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW    11 of 20 
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Figure 9. Maximum vitrinite reflectance (Ro,m) of Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coals in the Gujiao area and the
maximum vitrinite reflectance of the circumjacent Xishan coalfield [52].

In the Gujiao area, gas content of coals from Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams has positive relationships
with coal metamorphism (Figure 10). The enlargement in micropores and specific surfaces from lignites
to bituminous coals cause gas adsorption capacity of coals grow. Normally, the area with the maximum
vitrinite reflectance indicates the CBM enrichment [12].
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4.2.5. Coal Thickness

Although the thick coal seams can extend the path of gas transport, for example, in the diffusion
of gas from the inside coals to the roof or floor [14], there is no obvious correlation between coal
thickness and gas content in the Gujiao area. The average thicknesses of Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams
are 2.33, 3.39, and 1.77 m, respectively. The gas content in coal seams varies largely under the same
thickness, which indicates that coal thickness less effectively controls gas content in the coal seam.

4.2.6. Hydrodynamics

In the Gujiao area, the flow of groundwater is driven by topography. The strata in the Gujiao
area are tilted in the north, and the burial depth gradually increased southward. The groundwater
recharges in the area located in the north and west Xishan coalfield with precipitation and surface
water to supply. The total dissolved solids (TDS) of the groundwater for Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coals in
the Gujiao area are in the range of 638–1713 ppm, with NaHCO3 [29]. The relationship between
hydrodynamics and gas content shows that gas content of No. 2 coal steeply grow with increasing TDS
to the Malan syncline (L1) core in the X1–X1’ profile and the X2–X2’ profile (Figure 11), the same for the
No. 8 and No. 9 coals. L1 controls the flow of groundwater presented with various TDS values [9,21].
For the parts away from the Malan syncline core, the lower gas content is the same due to hydrologic
flushing and gas solutions [47], though with high Ro,m as shown in the X1–X1’ profile and the X2–X2’
profile. Therefore, the hydrological conditions have an influence on gas content in the Gujiao area.
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4.3. Factors of CBM Reservoirs Affecting on Gas Content

4.3.1. Moisture and Ash Yield

The average moisture content of Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coals in the Gujiao area is 0.68%, 0.67%, and
0.7%, respectively. Gas content has a roughly negative relationship with moisture content in a broad
strip (Figure 12). Moisture in coals has marked effects on gas adsorption capacity, which can compete
with gases at the adsorption point in coals to expel CBM out of the pores [53]. The moisture may have
a greater or lesser effect on methane adsorption due to the contiguous moisture in each coal. It is
difficult to isolate moisture influence on gas content possibly associated with coal composition and
metamorphism [54].

In the Gujiao area, the average ash yield of Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coals is 20.76%, 20.76%, and 21.46%,
respectively. Ash yield from the three coal seams presents negative correlations with gas content in
general (Figure 12). In addition, ash yield also reflects inorganic matters, such as clay minerals [22],
which may affect the macropore structure in coals resulting in low gas content.
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4.3.2. Porosity and Permeability

The average porosity for the Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams in the Gujiao area is 5.43%, 5.63%,
and 5.74%, respectively. The average permeability of the Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams in the Gujiao
area is 0.18, 0.38, and 0.11 mD, respectively [29,55], which is attributed to the low permeability CBM
reservoirs in general. In the Gujiao area, the porosity, specific surface area, and permeability of coal
seams gradually increase from the west to the east [55]. These parameters were markedly influenced
by geological structures. The porosity and permeability are obviously reduced around the Malan
syncline in the western part due to compressive stress. In the eastern part, normal faults develop well,
which can improve pore connectivity and permeability. In addition, the permeability of coal seams in
the southern areas showed a downward trend with increasing burial depth. The eastern faulting area
should be favorable for CBM production due to the preferable permeability and higher gas content.

4.3.3. Adsorption Capacity of Coals

Adsorption capacity of coals can be measured, which is directly related to gas content [28].
The Langmuir volume (VL) of Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coals in dry air base is 19.35 m3/t, 25.64 m3/t, and
21.34 m3/t, and the Langmuir pressure (PL) is 2.72 MPa, 1.93 MPa, and 2.71 MPa, respectively [28,32].
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The No. 8 coal has the largest Langmuir volume and the lowest Langmuir pressure, which indicates
maximum CH4 adsorption capacity. Interestingly, the Langmuir volume of the No. 9 coal is relatively
small, followed by the No. 2 coal. The middle No. 8 coal seam has the greatest average Langmuir
volume, which implies that coal composition also has significant effects on the CH4 adsorption capacity
of coals in the Gujiao area.

4.4. Gray Correlative Evaluation of Factors Affecting Gas Content

4.4.1. Evaluation Results

Gray correlation was used to quantitatively evaluate the correlation between controlling factors
and gas content in the three coal seams. Evaluation indices including multiple factors (e.g., geological
structure, hydrodynamics, coal thickness, and reservoir properties) affecting gas content were adopted
to quantitatively rank the key factors controlling gas content in coal seams. The effects of geological
structures, including folds and faults, and TDS on gas content were semiquantitatively evaluated by
assigning specific values (e.g., 4 for a syncline axis, 3 for a gently inclined zone, and 2 for a steeply
inclined zone). For faults, they are assigned values from 1 to 4 according to the assemblage of faults;
for example, 1 is assigned to horsts, and 3–4 to garbens (Table 2).

Table 2. Basic parameters for evaluating factors controlling gas content.

Well
ID

Coal
No.

Geologic
Structure

Depth
m

Roof Thickness
m

Ro,m
%

TDS
mg/L

Coal Thickness
m

Mad
%

Aad
%

Gas Content
m3/t

M1

2

2 679.91 1.80 1.08 1430 2.60 0.65 9.24 5.36
M2 4 692.41 1.35 1.19 1510 2.66 0.85 17.52 6.84
M4 3 674.16 1.17 1.20 1370 2.64 0.56 25.94 6.23
M7 2 547.45 1.70 1.38 1350 1.70 0.93 21.48 5.11
M8 2.5 593.19 1.35 1.07 1310 1.43 0.90 39.19 6.53
T4 3 367.84 2.57 1.47 1020 2.35 0.59 13.10 5.41
T6 4 513.62 2.27 1.48 1490 2.40 0.73 7.47 13.05
T7 3 525.52 4.76 1.31 1300 2.31 0.69 24.54 9.04
T1 1 389.45 2.49 1.34 930 3.90 0.78 24.50 4.13
D2 3 419.73 3.49 1.54 1350 1.45 0.44 12.88 8.81

M1

8

2 771.98 0.19 1.08 1430 4.03 0.81 31.03 4.74
M2 4 783.47 0.74 1.33 1510 4.40 0.90 13.07 12.09
M4 3 759.83 0.79 1.39 1370 4.56 0.47 15.28 12.59
M7 2 620.61 0.31 1.29 1350 3.22 0.70 13.97 6.22
M8 2.5 672.65 0.48 1.33 1310 3.15 0.86 28.87 6.31
T4 3 446.56 1.09 1.68 1020 3.26 0.52 12.67 12.03
T6 4 593.25 0.40 1.55 1490 1.36 0.75 10.19 13.94
T7 3 609.12 0.50 1.51 1300 2.10 0.65 16.87 16.46
T1 1 472.25 0.61 1.23 930 3.45 0.69 28.88 7.45
D2 3 502.63 1.24 1.75 1350 3.40 0.48 12.52 12.10

M1

9

2 786.33 1.33 1.25 1430 1.76 0.68 14.25 3.74
M2 4 793.68 0.85 1.36 1510 1.8 0.86 34.31 8.38
M4 3 769.16 0.54 1.37 1370 1.44 0.49 21.35 10.94
M7 2 626.61 1.00 1.31 1350 0.77 0.78 15 5.48
M8 2.5 681.3 0.58 1.47 1310 1.8 0.82 15.22 5.74
T4 3 458.93 1.65 1.78 1020 2.07 0.5 7.76 12.31
T6 4 622.01 2.44 1.64 1490 1.48 0.77 10.58 14.59
T7 3 633.95 1 1.59 1300 1.94 0.74 37.28 7.62
T1 1 485.25 1.02 1.22 930 1.83 0.83 39.28 4.41
D2 3 514.93 0.68 1.80 1350 4.16 0.53 12.57 12.53

Table 3 shows that the correlations between controlling factors and gas content of the three coal
seams are all above 0.55, indicating that both geological factors and reservoir properties have effects
on gas content. The values of factors affecting the gas content in No. 2 coal is 0.61–0.73, and for
Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams, they are in the range of 0.59–0.72 and 0.61–0.69, respectively. Based on the
evaluation result in Table 3, the main factors affecting the gas content in the No. 2 coal seam are coal
metamorphism, followed by burial depth and ash yield. For the Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams, the geological
structure has the greatest effect on gas content, followed by moisture content and ash yield.
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Table 3. The correlation degree between the reference sequence and the compared sequence associated
with an ordering of correlation degree for Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams.

Coal
Seam Degree/Order Geologic

Structure Depth Roof
Thickness Ro

Hydrologic
Condition

Coal
Thickness Mad Aad

2 Degree 0.62 0.71 0.61 0.72 0.67 0.62 0.66 0.68
Order 6 2 8 1 4 7 5 3

8 Degree 0.72 0.60 0.60 0.62 0.61 0.59 0.67 0.66
Order 1 6 7 4 5 8 2 3

9 Degree 0.69 0.62 0.61 0.63 0.67 0.62 0.63 0.63
Order 1 6 8 3 2 7 4 5

Note: Mad, moisture content, air-dry basis; Aad, ash yield, air-dry basis.

4.4.2. Classification of Gas Enrichment

Based on the quantitative results (Table 3), faults and folds in the Gujiao area significantly control
gas content in the Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams. The favorable CBM enrichment regions are in the axis of the
Malan syncline (L1) and the normal faulting area with good sealing. Coal metamorphism associated
with burial depth has marked control on gas content in the No. 2 coal seam. The unfavorable CBM
enrichment regions with low gas content shows in the eastern faulting area with shallow depth in the
No. 2 coal seam.

The gas content is classified into three blocks: Block I has favorable CBM enrichment with
the highest gas content, and Block III has the lowest gas content due to different gas enrichment
mechanisms (Figure 13). For the No. 2 coal seam, the main gas enrichment mechanism in Area
I is preferred coal metamorphism and burial depth due to L1. Blocks II and III with unfavorable
CBM enrichment with a lower gas content result from a shallow depth associated with low coal rank.
In addition, a hydrologic condition is disadvantageous due to the groundwater flows.
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For the Nos. 8 and 9 coals (Figure 14), the main gas enrichment mechanism should be geological
structures including L1 and normal faults with good sealing capacity. In addition, low moisture content
and ash yields of the No. 8 coal are favorable for gas preservation. In Blocks II and III, the main CBM
enrichment mechanisms of roof lithology and hydrodynamics for Nos. 8 and 9 coal seams are far from
effective to CBM preservation.
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5. Conclusions

The Nos. 2, 8, and 9 coal seams in the Gujiao area have great potentials on CBM exploration and
production. Gas content significantly varies from place to place. For the three major coal seams, the
No. 8 coal seam has the highest gas content followed by the No. 9 coal seam and the No. 2 coal seam.
The gas content variability derives from many geological factors and the nature of CBM reservoirs.
Main conclusions can be made as follows:

(1) The highly variable gas content of different coal seams in the Gujiao area reflects the differences
among tectonism, magmatism, hydrodynamism, and sedimentation. The geological structure
divides the Gujiao area into two parts: synclines and normal faults. The three targeted coal seams
have experienced two stage magmatic activities. The gas content of coal seams distributes along
the groundwater flow from the north to the south, accumulating in the mid-south part of the
Gujiao area.
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(2) The correlations between controlling factors and gas content are quantitatively evaluated by the
gray correlation analysis. The main factors affecting gas content vary in different coal seams.
Although many synthetic factors affecting gas content, the coal metamorphism, and geological
structure should be the common main factors controlling gas content for these three targeted
coal seams.

(3) In the Gujiao area, the most favorable area for CBM enrichment is Block I, which is controlled by
the different gas concentrations between No. 2 coal and Nos. 8 and 9 coals. A moderate burial
depth (~500–800 m) and a relatively high coal rank (~1.25–1.55%) could effectively promote gas
enrichment in the No. 2 coal seam. However, for Nos. 8 and 9 coals, the presence of a syncline
and normal faults with good sealing capability together with low moisture content (~0.4–0.8%)
can become a favorable area for CBM enrichment.
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