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Abstract: Exploring the compressibility of the deeply buried marine shale matrix and its controlling
factors can help achieve efficient petroleum production. Taking ten sets of deeply buried marine shale
core samples from Ning228 wells in the Yanjin area as an example, the matrix compressibility and
pore characteristics of deeply buried marine shale reservoirs were investigated by applying mercury
intrusion porosimetry (MIP) and nitrogen adsorption/desorption isotherms at a low temperature
of 77 K. Mathematical models (based on MIP and nitrogen adsorption/desorption isotherms) were
established to analyze the effects of TOC, mineral components, and pore structure on matrix com-
pressibility. The relationship between the compressibility coefficient and the brittleness index was
also established. The results show that the compressibility of the shale matrix is significant when
the mercury injection pressure ranges from 8.66 to 37 MPa. For deeply buried marine shale, the
matrix compressibility is in the range of 0.23 x 1074-22.03 x 10~% MPa~!. The influence of TOC and
minerals on matrix compressibility is mainly reflected in the control effect of pore structure. High
TOC content decreases the overall shale elastic modulus, and high clay mineral content enhances
shale stress sensitivity, resulting in a significant matrix compressibility effect. For the effect of pore
structure on compressibility, the pore content in shale has a positive effect on matrix compressibil-
ity. In addition, the pore-specific surface area is critical to the effective variation of shale matrix
compressibility, indicating that the complexity of the shale pore structure is a key factor affecting
matrix compressibility.

Keywords: marine shale; matrix compressibility; mercury intrusion porosimetry; low-temperature
nitrogen adsorption; brittleness index

1. Introduction

Shale is a kind of heterogeneous and organic rock composed of matrix and pore
fractures [1,2]. Its matrix has a solid particle structure with many micro-pores, and there is a
pore fracture system within or between the matrices. The large number of pore spaces serves
as the main bearer of shale gas fugacity, which is closely related to shale gas generation
and storage capacity. Since shale gas reservoirs are mostly dense porous media with low
porosity and ultra-low permeability, conventional natural gas extraction methods cannot
achieve commercial exploitation of shale gas. Therefore, hydraulic fracturing technology
is often used to artificially fracture shale reservoirs to form more fracture networks in the
reservoirs [3,4], thus increasing the transport channels for shale gas seepage. The pore
structure and seepage capacity of shale are both highly stress sensitive. As part of the
shale gas exploitation process, changes in stress will lead to changes in shale reservoir and
matrix volume, which in turn will cause changes in matrix permeability, influencing the
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effect of hydraulic fracturing and shale gas production [4-6]. Due to the complexity of
shale reservoirs, such changes in volume data are usually not directly available but can be
estimated by matrix compressibility.

Two effects can be attributed to the change in volume of the shale reservoir ma-
trix due to stress: the pressure induced effect characterized by matrix compressibility
and the desorption effect characterized by shrinkage of the matrix [5,7]. There have
been many studies on the effects of matrix shrinkage. However, relatively few studies
have been conducted with pressure-induced matrix compressibility in shale reservoirs.
Mercury intrusion porosimetry (MIP) is commonly applied to verify pore structure
characteristics of shale reservoir, including pore distribution and pore volume [8-10].
In the process of the MIP experiment, the higher mercury injection pressure will cause
the destruction of the primary pores of the shale and the compression of the matrix,
resulting in a larger amount of incoming mercury than the actual number of pores in
the shale, causing a large error [11,12]. Many scholars tend to use the matrix compress-
ibility to calibrate the MIP data [12-14]. Within a certain pressure range, the matrix
deformation caused by compression belongs to elastic deformation [10,15], and the
deformation caused by compression is linearly correlated with the pressure increment in
MIP experiments. Based on this principle, scholars have deduced the calculation formula
of the matrix compressibility coefficient for the quantitative study of reservoir matrix
compressibility [11,14,16]. Many remarkable and effective results have been achieved
in the research process. Previous studies have shown that when the injection pressure
of mercury is higher than 10 MPa [14,16,17], the reservoir matrix can be compressed,
which also indicates that the data measured by MIP in the high pressure section contain
information about the compressibility of rock samples. Li et al. proposed and verified
the feasibility of using fractal dimensions to distinguish the matrix compressibility from
the pore filling effect in the high-pressure stage of MIP [11]. Guo et al. showed that the
effect of different pressure levels on the matrix compressibility is quite small and rather
negligible [13]. Han et al. indicated that the matrix compressibility and pore filling
effect existed simultaneously at pressures of 10-206 MPa, with the matrix compressibil-
ity dominating [10]. Cai et al. determined that the compressibility of the coal matrix
varies as the rank of coal changes by applying MIP with the N, adsorption isotherm
at 77 K [14]. Shale reservoir matrix compression involves lithology, microscopic pore-
fracture structure, and fluid characteristics. Previous studies in this area have tended
to focus on coal of different ranks and different regions. The quantitative characteri-
zation and control factors of the matrix compressibility of marine shale have not been
as well covered, and the current status of research in this area is still relatively weak.
In particular, deeply buried marine shale has become an important target for shale gas
exploration and development in China [18]. Therefore, based on the experience and re-
sults of previous studies on the compressibility of the coal matrix, we apply the kerogen
vitrinite reflectance test, the total organic carbon (TOC) test, X-ray diffraction whole-rock
quantitative analysis, mercury intrusion porosimetry (MIP), and low-temperature liquid
nitrogen adsorption experiments to achieve quantitative characterization and qualitative
analysis of the matrix compressibility of deeply buried marine shale and its influencing
factors by using marine shale core samples from the Ning228 well in the southwestern
Sichuan basin, China.

This paper proposes a theoretical method for assessing the matrix compressibility
of shale reservoirs and establishes the interrelationship between organic matter, mineral
fraction, pore structure, and shale matrix compressibility, with the goal of providing
some theoretical basis for efficient shale gas production. Distinguishing features of this
work include the following: (1) the evaluation of matrix compressibility of deep marine
shale; (2) the microscopic pore structure assessment of shale using MIP combined with
the N, adsorption isotherm at 77 K; (3) factors that influence the compressibility of the
deep marine shale matrix.
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2. Samples and Methodology
2.1. Regional Overview and Sample Analysis

Yanjin is a key area for the exploration and exploitation of shale gas in Yunnan
Province. It lies on the southwestern edge of the Sichuan Basin, in a restricted—semi-
confined paleogeographic pattern formed by the combination of the Chuanzhong Uplift,
the Qianzhong Uplift, and the Kangdian Archicontinent (Figure 1a). Under this pattern,
transgression and regression events have occurred successively; then, the black shale of
the Lower Silurian Longmaxi Formation, which has a broad distribution, and is thick
and rich in organic matter, has been studied [19,20]. The Longmaxi Formation is dis-
tributed in the area north of Zhenxiong and Yiliang counties, and its stratigraphy has
been subjected to different degrees of uplift and denudation due to late tectonic move-
ments. In general, the Longmaxi Formation in the Daguan—Yanjin-Suijiang region has a
relatively small denudation area, more outcrop distribution, and less and sparse distribu-
tion of faults and folds; it is an essential area for research and development of shale gas
reservoirs [20-22] (Figure 1b). The Yanjin area focuses on the development of two series
of marine shale from the Lower Paleozoic, the Lower Cambrian Qiongzhusi Formation,
and the Upper Ordovician Wufeng Formation-Lower Silurian Longmaxi Formation. The
main formation discussed in this paper is the Longmaxi Formation of Lower Silurian in the
Yanjin Ning228 well.

h] o
I & -
0 20 40km (Sumaug’ g N
_ | >
1
han,,-?
e

Yongs
"

Qianzhong

Liupanshuie

lift

Lithofa
~ | boundary :
r Fossil l:lmcu ocean l’a]cu \mllﬂ
Yanjin

l'mcmlc Arca ) Aren |2

Geographical N
Name

; :
o)
[
/ Yy Province Boundary Anticlinal Axis
p
170 .
,/J Fracture Synclinal Axis
/ (

Figure 1. Palaeogeography map [19] (reproduced with permission from author, Journal of Palaeo-
geography, 2021) (a) of the Late Ordovician—Early Silurian in southwestern Sichuan Basin and the
structure distribution map [22] (reproduced with permission from author, Natural Gas Geoscience,
2015) (b) of the Yanjin block.

The samples were collected from the Ning228 well in the Yanjin block, and ten sets of
shale core samples were selected from the Longmaxi Formation in the depth range of 3365 m
to 3465 m. According to the SYT 5124-2012 standard procedure [23], the GB/T 19145-2022
standard procedure [24], and the SY/T 5163-2010 standard procedure [25], the basic ex-
perimental tests, including the kerogen vitrinite reflectance (R, m) test, the total organic
carbon (TOC) test, and X-ray diffraction (XRD) whole-rock quantitative analysis were
conducted, respectively. The Ry m test was conducted by using the vitrinite reflectance
tester model QDI302 produced by Craic. The kerogen was first prepared from the original
shale core; then, the vitrinite reflectance analysis was conducted with the measurement
point of asphalt. The TOC test is based on the principle of the combustion method using
C-744 carbon and sulfur analyzers. Before starting, the shale sample was crushed to a
particle size of less than 0.2 mm, and after removing the inorganic carbon from the sample
with dilute hydrochloric acid, the sample was burned and oxidized at high temperature
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to convert the organic carbon into CO,. Then, the CO, volume was detected with a ther-
mal conductivity detector, and the TOC value of shale samples can be converted. The
X-ray diffraction whole-rock quantitative analysis was performed with a Rigaku Ultima
IV X-ray diffractometer with an operating voltage of 20 kV-40 KV and a scanning current
of 10 mA—40 mA, which were mainly used to determine the mineral species based on the
crystal structure of the scanned samples and to determine the level of phase content based
on the strength of the diffraction peaks. Here, the basic information of the samples was
obtained, as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Sample information and basic parameters of the selected Longmaxi shale.

Mineral Content (%)

Sample Depth Rom (%) TOC (%)
No. (m) ’ Quartz  Feldspar  Calcite  Dolomite  Pyrite Clay Minerals

N228-1 3365.10 4.45 1.456 27.10 9.00 20.00 3.90 0.60 39.40
N228-13 3376.81 4.10 1.46 25.00 6.30 28.00 3.50 0.90 36.30
N228-24 3387.99 4.18 2.055 28.30 4.30 3.60 0.00 1.00 62.70
N228-35 3398.71 4.40 1.729 30.10 6.90 18.10 4.20 0.80 39.90
N228-46 3409.93 420 1.973 35.60 5.40 8.90 0.00 1.70 48.40
N228-57 3420.96 4.38 1.531 36.20 5.80 6.10 0.00 0.60 51.50
N228-67 3431.09 4.18 1.783 35.60 10.90 10.90 0.00 0.80 41.70
N228-78 3442.25 4.60 1.642 42.40 11.40 10.30 1.60 0.80 33.30
N228-88 3452.79 4.32 4.248 34.00 4.40 9.00 0.00 1.40 51.10
N228-100 3465.08 4.60 4.233 63.30 3.90 11.40 2.40 1.40 17.60

2.2. Mercury Intrusion Porosimetry and Nitrogen Adsorption/Desorption

Mercury intrusion porosimetry (MIP) is a conventional pore characterization technique
that is widely used to determine the size distribution of pores in porous materials. It is
suitable for conventional and unconventional reservoirs, which can obtain pore data such as
pore volume, pore size distribution, and pore throat connectivity of samples [10,14,26]. The
MIP analysis was conducted using an American Autopore 9500 Instrument (Micrometrics,
US) in accordance with the standard procedure of GB/T 29171-2012 [27] at Sichuan Koyuan
Engineering and Technology Testing Center. The experimental pressure can reach up
to 228 MPa, and the measurable pore size range is 5 nm to 1000 um. At each pressure
point, when the capillary pressure equilibrium is reached in the rock samples, the injected
pressure and the inlet mercury data are recorded at the same time; then, the sample pressure—
mercury curves can be plotted [28]. The MIP curves of ten groups of shale samples were
obtained, as shown in Figure 2. Based on the Washburn equation [29], it is possible to
calculate the pore size of shale samples by combining mercury injection parameters. Here,
we take the contact angle between the sample surface and the mercury vapor to be 140 °C,
and the surface tension of mercury is fixed at 0.48 N/m in the experiment. In addition, the
low-temperature N, adsorption/desorption experiment is a more common technique for
testing pore structure both domestically and internationally. Different from the mercury
pressure experiment, the former tests a broad range of pore sizes, which is suitable for
reflecting the distribution of medium and large pores, while the low-temperature N,
adsorption/desorption experiment can measure pores with a smaller pore size range and
is suitable for characterizing the structural parameters of micropores. The low-temperature
(77 K) N, adsorption/desorption experiment was performed using the Micromeritics ASPA
2460 system at Sichuan Keyuan Engineering Technology Testing Center, following the
standard GB/T 19587-2017 procedure [30]. The range of pore sizes tested is 1.7 to 300 nm.
Its basic principle is that under the condition of constant temperature, the adsorption
capacity V is a function of nitrogen relative pressure (equilibrium pressure P/saturation
vapor pressure Py) when nitrogen reaches adsorption equilibrium on the shale surface.
Therefore, the amount of nitrogen adsorption can be determined by the magnitude of the
relative pressure, so the pore structure parameters such as pore volume and pore specific
surface area of all samples are known. The N, adsorption/desorption curves of all samples
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at 77 K were acquired as shown in Figure 3. Compared with conventional reservoirs, the
pore size of the shale reservoir is extremely small, with more complex pore size distribution
and pore genesis. Its pore structure also has strong non-homogeneous characteristics, so
there is still no unified standard terminology system for the classification of shale gas
micro-reservoir space. In this paper, the shale reservoir space is divided into micropores
(<2 nm), mesopores (2-50 nm), and macropores (>50 nm) by IUPAC (1982) [31].
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Figure 2. MIP curves of different buried depths.
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Figure 3. N, adsorption/desorption at low temperature (77 K) of different buried depths.

2.3. Shale Matrix Compressibility

For rocks, mercury is a fluid that is non-wetting phase. It is only when the pressure
applied to mercury is greater than or equal to the capillary pressure of the pore throat
that mercury is able to overcome the capillary resistance to penetrate the pore [28]. When
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applying the Washburn equation [29] to obtain the pore radius, it is generally assumed that
the pore shape of the sample is cylindrical. The calculation is shown in Equation (1):

2
p.— ocosf

1
- M
where o represents the surface tension of mercury (N/m); 6 is the wetting contact angle
from the sample to mercury (°); P. is the inlet pressure of mercury (MPa); and r. represents
the radius of the capillary (um) at the respective pressure. Here, we set ¢ to 0.48 N/m and
6 to 140°. The equation can be simplified as

p. — 0.735 o)

Ic

Based on Equation (2), the corresponding pore radius can be obtained from the mercury
injection pressure. Then, the pore volume of the corresponding pore diameter can be
analyzed according to the amount of mercury injection.

If mercury compressibility is neglected, the shale matrix compressibility can be defined
as [10,11]

dVm
where dV,, /dP is the volume change of the shale matrix as a function of pressure, Vi, is
the shale matrix volume, and P is the fluid pressure.

The shale matrix volume V, can be defined as

1
Vm:E*VT (4)

where p is the density of shale samples (g/cm?), which represents the reciprocal of the total
volume of the shale sample; and Vr (em3/ g) is the BJH pore volume [32], which represents
the total pore volume of shale samples and can be calculated from low-temperature nitro-
gen adsorption experimental data. The BJH theory is based on the theory of multilayer
adsorption by BET and the phenomenon of gas-phase capillary coalescence in porous
materials [32]. In order to obtain the BET pore area, BJH pore volumes, and pore size
distributions of the shale samples, nitrogen adsorption and desorption isotherms were
measured over the relative pressure range of 0.01-0.99 MPa.

In MIP, with increasing mercury intrusion, significant compression can be detected in
shale. In the case of compressible porous solids, a relation like Equation (5) exists:

AVmercury = AVpore + AVcompaction ©)

where AV mercury is the mercury injection volume, AV pore is the pore volume, and AV compaction
is the matrix compression volume. This formula indicates that the observed mercury volume
increment comes from pore filling AVpore and solid compression AV compaction, respectively.
Drawing on the experience and achievements of previous studies on the compressibil-
ity characteristics of the coal matrix [11,14,16], the pressure is set in the range of 8.66 MPa to
37 MPa, corresponding to the interstitial interval of 170 nm to 40 nm (Equation (2)). It can be
found that when the experimental pressure is 8.66-37 MPa, the mercury injection volume
and pressure show a better linear relationship that is approximately linear by observing
the curve of cumulative mercury volume at different pressures (Figure 2). The shale pore
fracture space is filled with incompressible mercury. Prior studies have demonstrated that
for shale samples with a pore size of diameters < 200 nm, neither sample size nor particle
size has a significant effect on the evaluation of pore structure. Therefore, we can assume
that the ratio of mercury injection volume to pressure is constant N in this pressure section,
while the volume change of pore-filled mercury at this stage can be approximated by the
pore volume with the pore diameter ranging from 40 to 170 nm. Therefore, the change
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in mercury injection volume observed at this stage is equal to the sum of the compressed
volume of the shale matrix and the pore-filled volume with a pore diameter of 40-170 nm.
Thus, we can approximate Equation (6):

AVcompaction N igg?nm AVpore ©)
AP AP

When the pores of the sample remain constant during the compression process,
AV mercury/ AP or AV compaction / AP is valid. Assuming that AV mercury /AP or AV compaction/ AP
is independent of pressure, we can replace dVm/dP with AV compaction /AP and combine
Equations (3) and (6). The equation for the shale matrix compression coefficient can be

obtained as 0
_ 1 40nm. A Vpore
Cm = Vin (N AP @

2.4. Brittleness Index Calculation and Lithofacies Classification
2.4.1. Shale Brittleness Index

The brittleness characteristics of the shale reservoirs have significant implications for
shale gas development. Typically, the brittleness index is used to quantitatively calculate
and describe the brittleness characteristics of shale. There are numerous methods for
calculating the brittleness index, while mineral components are often used to evaluate rock
brittleness in China [33-35]. Not only do the type and content of brittle minerals such as
quartz, feldspar, and dolomite affect the brittleness of the shale, but they are also related
to the ease of fracturing at the final extraction step [36,37]. The better the brittleness of
the shale reservoir, the easier a fracture network can be formed during fracturing and the
higher the shale gas productivity. On the contrary, the worse the brittleness is, the more
obvious the plasticity of the shale will be, which will lead to poor fracturing effects. The
evaluation of brittleness using rock mineral fraction characteristics is a method proposed
and developed by the Weatherford Company [38], which mainly determines the sample
mineral fraction using the whole-rock XRD experiment. Taking quartz as the main brittle
mineral, the rock brittleness index can be calculated using XRD data. The calculation
formula is shown in Equation (8). This practical method is relatively narrow, and it was
later promoted and extended by scholars using the ratio of quartz, feldspar, and brittle
carbonate minerals to the total amount of minerals as the brittleness index. Its calculation
is shown in Equation (9). This type of method is more comprehensive in characterizing
the brittleness characteristics in shale with more complex mineral composition. Therefore,
Equation (9) is used to calculate the brittleness index of shale samples in this study.

V uartz
BRIT = . ®)
unartz + Vealcite + Vclay minerals

where BRIT is the brittleness index (%) and V is the mineral content (%).

BRIT — unartz + erldspar + Vearbonate minerals

)
Vtotal minerals

where Vielgspar is the sum of potassium feldspar and plagioclase mineral content (%) and
V carbonatite minerals 1S the sum of calcite and dolomite mineral content (%).

2.4.2. Shale Lithofacies Classification

Shale lithofacies are important for studying shale reservoirs. Scholars often analyze the
depositional environment and depositional processes of sedimentary rocks by lithofacies
classification. This paper mainly uses lithofacies classification to characterize lithological
characteristics of shale. There is still no unified standard for shale lithofacies classifica-
tion. This work mainly draws on the three-terminal element method of shale formation



Processes 2023, 11, 2136

8 of 21

lithofacies classification proposed by Wang et al. to petrographically delineate the shale
samples of the Longmaxi Formation in the Ning228 well [39]. This method mainly uses
data from the whole-rock XRD experiment to establish a triangular plate composed of
quartz + feldspar, carbonate (e.g., calcite + dolomite), and clay. Then, based on sedimentary
petrological classification criteria, the shale lithofacies are divided into six petrographic
zones according to the principle of equal probability of the same pattern, e.g., siliceous
shale, clay shale, calcareous shale, clay siliceous mixed shale, clay calcareous mixed shale,
and calcareous siliceous mixed shale. The latter three are all mixed shale facies. The specific
criteria for the division are shown in Table 2.

Table 2. Classification scheme of lithofacies types of marine shale.

Percentage of Shale Mineral Components (%)

Lithofacies Types
Quartz + Feldspar ~ Carbonate Clay
Siliceous shale 50~75 <30 10~50
Clay shale 25~50 <30 50~75
Calcareous shale <30 50~75 25~50
Clay siliceous mixed shale 30~50 <33 30~50
Mixed shale  Clay calcareous mixed shale <33 30~50 30~50
facies Calcareous siliceous 30~50 30~50 <33

mixed shale

3. Results
3.1. Shale Characteristics

The ten sets of shale core samples from the Ning228 well in the Yanjin area are all
marine over-mature hydrocarbon source rocks, and their maximum vitrinite reflectance
is greater than 4%. Previous studies have shown that the maturity of shale in the Lower
Paleozoic in southern China is generally high, with R, i, varying from 2% to 5%. Even
though their thermal evolution is high, they still maintain a certain degree of porosity [40].
Samples with high maturity can still be used for matrix compressibility studies. The
organic matter abundance of all samples is large, with a TOC content between 1.456%
and 4.248%, in a mean of 2.211%. With the increase of burial depth, it shows that the
typical characteristics in the lower section are high, and in the upper section, they are
low, which is mainly related to the sedimentary background of the Longmaxi Formation
in the Yanjin area [20,41,42]. The mineral fraction varies widely, with the highest content
of clay minerals ranging from 17.6% to 62.7% with a mean of 42.19%; the quartz content
is the second highest, ranging from 25% to 63.3%, with an average of 35.76%; calcite
and feldspar (potassium feldspar and plagioclase) are less abundant, ranging from 3.6%
to 28% and 3.9% to 11.4%, respectively, accounting for 12.63% and 6.63% of the total
proportion. In addition, there is some dolomite and pyrite.

Both quartz and pyrite show a good dependence on TOC from the vertical upward.
Figure 4 shows that the TOC content increases significantly with the increase of quartz
and pyrite content. Meanwhile, the quartz and pyrite contents show an overall increas-
ing trend with increasing burial depth. Closer to the bottom of the Longmaxi Forma-
tion, the quartz and pyrite contents increase steeply with larger TOC values to reach
the peak. Previous studies have shown that both silica-rich and pyrite-rich mineralog-
ical characteristics indicate a reductive deep-water depositional environment favorable
for organic matter enrichment [43], suggesting that a set of high-quality silica-rich hy-
drocarbon source rocks were deposited in the lower part of the Longmaxi Formation in
the Ning228 well.

3.2. Pore Structure Characteristics from Mercury Intrusion Porosimetry

The experimental analysis shows that mesopores are the main component of the pores
in the Longmaxi Formation shale of the Ning228 well (Figure 5). The volume fraction of
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mesopores ranges from 29.64% to 73.75%, with a mean of 55.33%. The average pore volume
fraction of macropores is 44.67%. The size of shale pores tends to decrease with increasing
burial depth, with the number of mesopores gradually increasing and the number of macro-
pores gradually decreasing. This is mainly related to the special ‘three high’ formation
environment of deep reservoirs, namely, high ground stress, high formation temperature,
and high reservoir pressure [44]. This special geological environment has a great influence
on the pore-fracture structure of shale. The results of mercury injection pore structure
analysis of all shale samples at different burial depths are shown in Table 3. The porosity of
the shale samples at different burial depths is found to be highly variable, between 1.04%
and 7.01%. The maximum mercury saturation and mercury withdrawal efficiency also vary
widely, ranging from 7.63% to 31.58% and 25.64% to 77.65%, respectively. This is obviously
related to the development of macropores and microfractures in shale. Previous research
has revealed that the mercury withdrawal efficiency can effectively reflect the connectivity
of pores and fractures, thus affecting the permeability of the shale reservoir. In general,
the higher the mercury withdrawal efficiency, the more uniform the pore structure and the
better the connectivity, which is conducive to the diffusion and infiltration of the shale gas.

4.5 - 4.5 1
B Quartz content ] Pyrite content
404 Fitting line of quartz content 4.0 Fitting line of pyrite content
3.5 4 3.5
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Figure 4. Variation of TOC with quartz and pyrite content. (a) Significant positive linear correlation
between TOC and quartz content. (b) Positive linear correlation between TOC and pyrite content.
Table 3. Pore structure characteristics of shale with different buried depths by MIP.
Maximum Mercury Total Pore Perce.ntage Content ,Of Poores in Mercury
Sample No. Porosity (%) Mercury Withdrawal Volume Different Pore Sizes (%) Injection
Saturation (%) Efficiency (%) (x10-3 cmd/g) <2 nm 2-50 nm >50 nm Curve Type
N228-1 2.01 19.39 37.52 7.74 0.00 37.72 62.28 I
N228-13 1.04 26.00 25.64 3.95 0.00 29.64 70.36 I
N228-24 2.00 21.85 72.82 7.66 0.00 70.44 29.56 I
N228-35 2.64 10.56 64.86 10.25 0.00 62.22 37.78 I
N228-46 1.81 20.53 71.67 6.98 0.00 70.76 29.24 I
N228-57 1.86 18.28 67.56 713 0.00 62.84 37.16 II
N228-67 1.36 31.58 51.54 5.20 0.00 47.62 52.38 II
N228-78 1.17 18.87 57.57 4.49 0.00 62.91 37.09 II
N228-88 7.01 7.63 77.65 29.68 0.00 73.75 26.25 I
N228-100 1.22 15.28 31.62 4.83 0.00 35.40 64.60 I

In addition, the mercury intrusion curves for all samples are highly variable (Figure 6).
Previous studies have shown that the different mercury intrusion curve patterns reflect the
variability of pore connectivity and pore size distribution in the shale reservoir. The mercury
intrusion curves for all shale samples presented in this paper are further subdivided into
three typical types based on the shape of the mercury injection curve.
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Figure 5. Pore volume distribution of selected shale samples at different sizes from MIP data.

There are three samples of the type (I) curve, accounting for 30% of the total number
of samples. The mercury injection curve is a three-stage distribution of “front steep-middle
slow-back steep”. When the pressure is less than 1 MPa, there is a steeper oblique section;
when the pressure is between 1 and 2 MPa, it is a slower oblique section; when the pressure
is greater than 2 MPa, there is a steeper oblique segment. Its maximum mercury saturation
is between 15.28% and 26.00%, and the mercury withdrawal efficiency is generally about
31.58%. In addition, when the pressure is less than 0.05 MPa, the curve is approximately
a straight line, indicating that mercury is almost not introduced at this stage. The pore
structure of the shale reservoir represented by the type (I) curve is extremely unevenly
developed, and the connectivity between pores is common.

There are five samples of the type (II) curve, accounting for 50% of the overall number
of samples. The mercury injection curve is a two-segment type of “steep at the front and
slow at the back”. This means that when the pressure is below 30 MPa, there is a steeper
obliquity segment, and when the pressure is greater than 30 MPa, it shows a gentle slash
segment. The maximum mercury saturation is 18.28-31.58%, and the mercury withdrawal
efficiency is generally about 64.23%. When the pressure is less than 1 MPa, the curve
is approximately linear, indicating almost no mercury is introduced at this stage. The
pore structure of the shale reservoir represented by the type (I) curve is better developed,
with better connectivity. Its micropore content is significantly higher compared with the
previous type of mercury intrusion curve.

There are only two samples of the type (III) curve, accounting for 20% of the overall
number of samples. The overall mercury injection curve is a nearly smooth curve, indi-
cating that the mercury injection is slow and stable. Its maximum mercury saturation is
7.63%-10.56%, in general, and the mercury withdrawal efficiency is about 71.26%. The
pore development of shale samples with such curves is uneven, and their micropores are
more developed with good pore connectivity.
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Figure 6. Three different types of mercury intrusion curves of selected shale samples. (a) The
type (I) curve is a three-stage distribution of “front steep—middle slow-back steep”, accounting for
30% of the total number of samples. (b) The type (II) curve is a two-segment type of “steep at the
front and slow at the back”, accounting for 50% of the overall number of samples. (c) The type (III)

curve is a nearly smooth curve, accounting for 20% of the overall number of samples.
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3.3. Pore Structure Characteristics from N, Adsorption/Desorption at 77 K

Figure 3 shows that the selected shale samples in this experiment all form hysteresis
loops. There is no overlap between the adsorption and desorption curves of the samples in
the P/Pj > 0.5 relative pressure part. The formation of hysteresis loops denotes that the
pores in the Longmaxi Formation shale reservoir within the study area are mostly open
pores, which are mainly cylindrical pores, conical pores, and parallel plate-like pores with
both ends open [45-47]. The adsorption curves have the characteristics of both the type
H3 loop and the type H4 loop recommended by IUPAC, which show that the adsorption
curves are steep near the saturation vapor pressure and the desorption curves are steep at
medium pressure. The rising rate of the adsorption curves is closely related to the openness
of the open pores, and the steeper adsorption curve indicates a greater degree of pore
opening. None of the samples reaches saturation adsorption at relative pressures close to 1,
indicating that capillary condensation occurs [48]. At a relative pressure of 0.5, there is a
clear inflection point on the adsorption curve, indicating the presence of a certain amount
of fine-necked vial pores in the sample.

The results from the low-temperature N, adsorption experiment show that the pore-
specific surface area of the selected samples ranges from 10.0153 to 20.5537 m? /g, with an
average specific surface area of 12.4607 m?/g. With the increase of buried depth, there is a
tendency for the specific surface area of the shale samples to increase and then decrease.
Shale samples vary in pore volume from 0.0163 to 0.0263 cm?/g, with a large variation
in pore volume among different samples. Figure 7 shows that the specific surface areas
of mesopores and micropores account for 81.99% and 17.23% of the total specific surface
area, respectively. As shown in Figure 8, the pore volumes of mesopores and macropores
account for 79.28% and14.54% of the total pore volume, respectively. Mesopores provide
the majority of the shale gas storage space, which means that mesopores are the main
component of the pores in the Longmaxi Formation shale of the Ning228 well. However,
the average pore volume of mesopores measured by MIP is 55.33%, which is 23.95%
different from the measured value of the low-temperature N, adsorption experiment.
This is a big difference. The main reason is that the matrix pores of shale reservoirs are
easily damaged under high pressure due to the matrix compressibility, resulting in lower
accuracy of pore characterization below 50 nm in mercury intrusion porosimetry [49].
The low-temperature nitrogen adsorption has no destructive effect on pores, and it has
an excellent characterization effect on nano-scale pores. This shows that the MIP and
low-temperature N, adsorption have their own advantages and complementarity in shale
pore structure characterization.
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Figure 7. Specific surface area distribution of selected shale samples with different buried depths.
(a) Histogram of pore volume distribution of shale samples with different pore types. (b) Pore volume
distribution of shale samples with different pore size ranges.
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Figure 8. Pore volume distribution of selected shale samples with different buried depths. (a) Histogram
of pore specific surface area distribution of shale samples with different pore types. (b) Distribution of
pore specific surface area of shale samples with different pore size ranges.

3.4. Calculated Shale Matrix Compressibility

Consistent with the MIP and low-temperature N, adsorption/desorption data, the
matrix compression coefficients of the ten shale samples with pore sizes of approximately
40 to 170 nm were calculated, as shown in Table 4. In the pressure interval of 8.66-37 MPa,
the mercury injection volume of all samples shows an obvious linear relationship with the
pressure. The values of the constant N can thus be obtained by fitting the slopes of the
linear relation as presented in Table 4. Then, based on Equation (7), it is possible to acquire
the shale matrix compressibility for all samples. The calculated shale matrix compressibility
is within the range of 0.23 x 10~* t0 22.03 x 10~* MPa~!, which varies greatly with the
buried depth.

Table 4. Calculation parameters of the shale matrix compressibility at different depths of Longmaxi
Formation in the Ning228 well.

Sample No. Rom (%) Vi (cm®/g) N (x10—4) PV (x10-3,cm%/g)  Cp (x1074, MPa1)

N228-1 4.45 0.37 6.00 14.49 242
N228-13 4.10 0.36 4.00 11.10 0.23
N228-24 4.18 0.37 10.00 11.13 16.60
N228-35 4.40 0.37 7.00 10.92 8.48
N228-46 4.20 0.37 8.00 13.20 9.14
N228-57 4.38 0.36 7.00 11.27 8.28
N228-67 4.18 0.36 9.00 11.47 13.62
N228-78 4.60 0.37 5.00 10.46 3.57
N228-88 4.32 0.39 13.00 12.27 22.03
N228-100 4.60 0.38 5.00 10.82 3.14

Note: Vyn—shale matrix volume; Cr,—shale matrix compressibility; PV—pore volume.

The calculation results of the shale matrix compressibility indicate that in the pressure
band from 8.66 to 37 MPa, the shale matrix has already started to produce a shrinkage
phenomenon under the influence of pressure changes. Thus, matrix shrinkage is also bound
to occur at pressures greater than 37 MPa. Therefore, it can be concluded that when the
mercury injection pressure reaches 8.66 MPa or more, the shale produces a matrix shrinkage
phenomenon in the mercury intrusion porosimetry. It makes the mercury intrusion volume
greater than the original pore volume, causing the pore volume measured by mercury
injection data to be larger than the actual original pore volume. Therefore, in order to
guarantee the correctness of the experimental conclusions obtained later when considering
pore structure as an influencing factor for correlation analysis, full-aperture pore data are
needed in order to study the effect of pore structure on shale matrix compressibility. Based
on previous research results and the quantitative analysis of the pore structure of shale
samples above, we use low-temperature N, adsorption experimental data to quantitatively
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characterize micropores and mesopores. Quantitative characterization of macropores is
performed using MIP data. On this basis, the influence of the shale pore structure on matrix
compressibility is investigated below.

3.5. Shale Brittleness and Lithofacies Characteristics

Based on the results of XRD test analysis of all samples, the mineral brittleness index of
the shale in the Ning228 well in the Yanjin area ranges from 36.2% to 81%, with an average
of 56.78% by combining with the Equation (9). The empirical brittleness index in North
America is 40%, which indicates that the brittleness of Longmaxi Formation shale in the
Ning228 well in the Yanjin area is better than that in North America. This implies that the
Longmaxi Formation shale in the Yanjin area can form complex network fractures rapidly
during fracturing operations, which is conducive to shale oil and gas development.

According to the three-terminal element method of shale formation lithofacies classi-
fication, ten groups of shale samples can be divided into clay siliceous mixed shale, clay
calcareous mixed shale, clay shale, and siliceous shale as shown in Figure 9. Among them,
clay siliceous mixed shale is more distributed, which is more common in the study area. It
is mainly distributed in the middle and upper parts of the selected Longmaxi Formation
section, with an average TOC content of 1.4%. The mineral composition of this shale litho-
facies is dominated by clay minerals, ranging from 36.3% to 48.4%, followed by siliceous
minerals (including quartz and feldspar), ranging from 33.3% to 46.5%, and carbonate
minerals (including calcite and dolomite) being the lowest. The clay calcareous mixed
shale is mainly distributed in the upper part of the selected Longmaxi Formation section,
with less distribution in the region. The clay shale is mainly distributed in the middle and
lower parts of the selected Longmaxi Formation section, with a high clay mineral content,
averaging 55.43%. The siliceous shale is mainly distributed in the lower part of the selected
Longmaxi Formation section, with a high siliceous mineral content and abundant organic
matter. Based on the above characteristics of shale samples, it can be found that there
is a positive correlation between siliceous content and TOC content, indicating that the
main siliceous body is biogenic and the early depositional environment of the Longmaxi
Formation shale in the Ning228 well may be a deep-water shelf at a high sea level.
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Figure 9. Lithofacies classification of Longmaxi Formation shale in the Ning228 well. (a) Three-terminal
element method of shale formation lithofacies classification. (b) Lithofacies classification results for ten
sets of shale samples.
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4. Discussion
4.1. Effect of TOC on Shale Matrix Compressibility

Discarding the two excessive TOC anomalies, Figure 10 shows that the overall shale
matrix compressibility is positively correlated with the increase of TOC content. We
conclude that the effect of TOC in shale on the shale matrix compressibility can be regarded
as a pore material filling problem. The high TOC content in shale enhances the softening
effect of pore filling material on the shale skeleton, decreasing the overall shale modulus of
elasticity and making the shale matrix susceptible to deformation due to pressure changes.
Thus, it results in an increase in the shale matrix compressibility. Meanwhile, the high TOC
content also indicates that the shale is rich in organic matter. Previous studies have shown
that organic-rich shale often develops a large number of organic matter nanopores [50,51].
On the one hand, the rich organic matter provides a lot of space for the development
of organic matter pores. On the other hand, the higher the organic matter content in
the shale, the more organic acids and hydrocarbon gases will be generated during the
maturation process, thus providing a large number of organic matter pores for the shale,
which will lead to an increase in porosity and specific surface area. The rich pore space
greatly enhances the compression effect of the shale matrix. Therefore, the effect of TOC on
matrix compressibility mainly lies in the control of shale pore structure by organic matter.
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Figure 10. Relation between TOC content in shale and shale matrix compressibility.

4.2. Effect of Minerals on Shale Matrix Compressibility

As shown in Figure 11, the compressibility of the matrix is positively correlated
with clay mineral content and negatively correlated with brittle mineral content and
carbonate mineral content. These results agree with previous research that the higher
the clay content, the stronger the corresponding shale stress sensitivity, causing the greater
shale matrix compressibility. In addition, the relationship between shale lithofacies and
matrix compressibility shows that clay shale and clay siliceous mixed shale with higher
clay content tend to have higher matrix compressibility, while siliceous shale samples tend
to correspond to lower matrix compressibility. It further validates the positive correlation
between clay minerals and shale matrix compressibility. Meanwhile, previous studies
have shown that clay minerals can be combined with organic matter to form organic clay
complexes, in which a large number of organic matter pores are developed [50,52]. In the
process of late diagenetic transformation, organic matter and clay mineral transformation
promote each other, forming more intergranular pores of clay minerals. This will lead to the
increase of porosity and specific surface area in shale and also affect its matrix compression
characteristics. The role of minerals on the matrix compressibility of shale is also certainly
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determined by various factors, such as whether the minerals fill the pore space, the state
of mineral fugacity within the pore space, etc., which all influence the control effect of
minerals on matrix compressibility.

2> M Brittle mineral n
o — Fitting line of brittle mineral
T 20
[29
S 184
T
S 16
214
E 12
2
S 10
£
5 87
o
% 6
j=)
< 4
=
2
0 T T T
0 20 40 60
Brittle mineral content (%)
(a)
24 4
22 Carbonate mineral
= 20 ] — Fitting line of carbonate mineral
£
> 18
T
S 164
2144
E 12
Z R?=0.43
S 10
£
5 81
o
%67
B
< 4
=
24
0 T T T
0 10 20 30
Carbonate mineral content (%)
24 4
224 ©® Clay mineral Y
el Fitting line of clay mineral
18 4
16 4
14

Matrix compressibility (10*MPa 1)

24

¥
1

04

Clay mineral content (%)

(¢)

Figure 11. Relations between three types of mineral composition and shale matrix compressibility.
(a) Brittle mineral and matrix compressibility. (b) Carbonate mineral and matrix compressibility.

(c) Clay mineral and matrix compressibility.
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4.3. Effect of Pore Structure on Shale Matrix Compressibility

The effect of pore structure on shale matrix compressibility is mainly reflected by
porosity, specific surface area, total pore volume, and pore size in this work. Figure 12a
shows that there is a positive correlation between shale matrix compressibility and porosity.
The higher porosity of shale indicates that the matrix has more pore space. On the one
hand, when the pressure increases, these pore spaces are more susceptible to compression.
On the other hand, these empty pore spaces may be filled with organic matter or clay
minerals, thus reducing the overall elastic modulus of shale and resulting in enhanced
stress sensitivity of shale, which in turn leads to enhanced shale matrix compressibility.
Figure 12b shows that the shale matrix compressibility overall has a more obvious positive
correlation with specific surface area. The larger specific surface area indicates that the shale
is more heterogeneous and the pore structure is more complex. This may imply that the
shale with more complex pore structure has stronger matrix compressibility. The positive
effect of specific surface area on shale matrix compressibility is stronger than porosity.
Figure 12c shows a weak positive correlation between shale matrix compressibility and
total pore volume. This means that specific surface area and porosity are the critical
parameters that affect the compressibility of the deep marine shale matrix. Figure 12d
indicates the effect of different pore sizes on matrix compressibility. The shale matrix
compressibility has a significant positive correlation with micropore content, a positive
correlation with mesopores, and no obvious relationship with macropore content. It can
be synthesized to show that the pore content in shale has a positive effect on the matrix
compressibility, especially the effect of micropore content. The larger micropore content
in shale corresponds to larger porosity and specific surface area, indicating that the shale
matrix is more easily compressed.
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Figure 12. Relations between pore structure and shale matrix compressibility. (a) Porosity and matrix
compressibility. (b) Total pore volume and matrix compressibility. (c) Specific surface area and matrix
compressibility. (d) Pore size and matrix compressibility.
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4.4. Relationship between Brittleness Index and Matrix Compressibility

Figure 13 shows that shale matrix compressibility is somewhat negatively correlated
with the brittleness index. This indicates that with greater rock brittleness, the shale matrix
is more resistant to volume compression caused by pressure change. Matrix compressibility
is defined as the amount of change in matrix volume per unit mass sample at unit incremen-
tal pressure, which is an elastic deformation. As for oil and gas reservoirs, rock brittleness
is generally defined as the ease of transient changes before rock fracture [53,54]. Macro-
scopically, the larger the brittleness index is, the easier it is for the rock to form fractures,
making the microscopic rock matrix less susceptible to its internal compressibility. This
view is consistent with our understanding of rock brittleness and matrix compressibility.
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Figure 13. Relationship between brittleness index and shale matrix compressibility.

5. Conclusions

When applying the MIP combined with the low-temperature N, adsorption/desorption
experiment to evaluate the pore structure of shale, it is necessary to consider the matrix
volume compression changes caused by mercury intrusion into pore fissures. Factors that
affect the shale matrix compressibility were also discussed herein. We determined that
the matrix compressibility of shale from Ning228 in the Yanjin area varies in the range of
0.23 x 107*t022.03 x 10~* MPa ! as the buried depth changes. The following conclusions
were drawn.

(1) The shale of the Ning228 well in the Yanjin area consists of all marine, over-mature,
hydrocarbon source rocks, but it still maintains a certain degree of porosity. Its organic
matter content is typically high in the lower section and low in the upper section, with
increasing burial depth, which is mainly related to the depositional background of the
Longmaxi Formation in the Yanjin area. Mesopores are the main components of shale
pores in the Longmaxi Formation of the Ning228 well in the Yanjin area, which is the main
occurrence site for shale gas.

(2) The average mineral brittleness index of Ning228 well shale in the Yanjin area
is 56.78%, which implies that the Longmaxi Formation shale in the study area can form
complex mesh fractures rapidly during fracturing operation. The shale here can be divided
into clay siliceous mixed shale, clay calcareous mixed shale, clay shale, and siliceous shale.
Among these, clay siliceous mixed shale is more distributed in the study area. The main
siliceous body of the Longmaxi Formation shale in the Ning228 well is biogenic, indicating
that its early depositional environment may be a deep-water shelf with high sea level.
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(3) The shale matrix compressibility is positively correlated with the increase of TOC.
The high TOC content in shale can enhance the softening effect of pore filling material on
the shale skeleton, decreasing the overall shale modulus of elasticity and making the shale
matrix susceptible to deformation due to pressure changes. The matrix compressibility
is positively correlated with clay mineral content and negatively correlated with brittle
mineral content and carbonate mineral content. The higher the clay mineral content, the
stronger the corresponding shale stress sensitivity, causing greater shale matrix compress-
ibility. The influence of TOC and minerals on the compressibility of the shale matrix is
mainly reflected in the control effect on the pore structure.

(4) The pore structures of shale—including porosity, specific surface area, total pore
volume, and pore size—are all positively correlated with matrix compressibility. The pore
content in shale has a positive effect on the matrix compressibility, and the pore specific
surface area is critical for effective changes in shale matrix compressibility, indicating that
the complexity of shale pore structure is the key factor affecting matrix compressibility.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.C. and Y.Q. (Yongkai Qiu); methodology, J.C.; software,
Y.Q. (Yujing Qian); validation, Y.Q. (Yujing Qian) and X.E,; formal analysis, J.C.; investigation, ].C.;
resources, Y.Q. (Yongkai Qiu); data curation, Y.Q. (Yujing Qian) and X.F.; writing—original draft
preparation, J.C.; writing—review and editing, ]J.C. and Y.Q. (Yongkai Qiu); visualization, X.F;
supervision, Y.Q. (Yongkai Qiu); project administration, Y.Q. (Yongkai Qiu); funding acquisition, Y.Q.
(Yongkai Qiu) All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos.
42102227 and 42130806).

Data Availability Statement: Restrictions apply to the availability of these data. Data are available
from the authors with the permission.

Acknowledgments: The authors all greatly appreciate Cai Yidong for his great help in the conception
and writing of this paper. This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of
China (Grant Nos. 42102227 and 42130806).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Zhang,]J.; Zeng, Q.Q.; Yin, X.Y,; Li, H.B,; Jiang, R.; Huang, ].Q.; Zhang, L.Q.; Zhang, G.Z.; Gu, Y.P. Multiple-porosity variable
critical porosity model and pore structure characterization. Chin. J. Geophys. 2021, 64, 724-734.

2. Sun, L.D;Liu, H; He, WY,; Li, G.X,; Zhang, S.C.; Zhu, RK,; Jin, X.; Meng, S.W.,; Jiang, H. An analysis of major scientific problems
and research paths of Gulong shale oil in Daqging Oilfield, NE China. Pet. Explor. Dev. 2021, 48, 527-540. [CrossRef]

3. Tang,].P; Qi, T; Dai, S.H.; Pan, Y.S,; Lu, ].W. Experimental study on crack propagation of coal shale under stress transformation
of cyclic water injection based on acoustic emission energy. J. Exp. Mech. 2020, 35, 639-649.

4. Zhuang, Z,; Liu, Z.L.; Wang, Y.L. Fundamental Theory and Key Mechanical Problems of Shale Oil Gas Effective Extraction. Chin.
Q. Mech. 2015, 36, 11-25.

5. Cao,C,;Li, T.T,; Zhang, L.; Gao, C.; Wang, H. Shale gas dual porosity-dual permeability model with matrix shrinking. Nat. Gas
Geosci. 2015, 26, 2381-2387. [CrossRef]

6. Liu, D.M,; Yao, Y.B.; Wang, H. Structural compartmentalization and its relationships with gas accumulation and gas production
in the Zhengzhuang Field, southern Qinshui Basin. Int. ]. Coal Geol. 2022, 259, 104055. [CrossRef]

7. Shi, J.T,; Zhang, L.; Li, Y.S.;; Yu, W.; He, X.N; Liu, N.; Li, X.E;; Wang, T. Diffusion and Flow Mechanisms of Shale Gas through
Matrix Pores and Gas Production Forecasting. In Proceedings of the Forecasting, SPE Canadian Unconventional Resources
Conference, Calgary, AL, Canada, 5-7 November 2013.

8. Zhang, N.; Wang, S.D.; Xun, X.J.; Wang, H.Y.; Sun, X.M.; He, M.C. Pore Structure and Fractal Characteristics of Coal-Measure
Sedimentary Rocks Using Nuclear Magnetic Resonance (NMR) and Mercury Intrusion Porosimetry (MIP). Energies 2023, 16, 3812.
[CrossRef]

9. Wang, X.M,; Jiang, Z,; Jiang, S.; Chang, ].Q.; Zhu, L.; Li, X.H.; Li, J.T. Full-Scale Pore Structure and Fractal Dimension of
the Longmaxi Shale from the Southern Sichuan Basin: Investigations Using FE-SEM, Gas Adsorption and Mercury Intrusion
Porosimetry. Minerals 2019, 9, 543. [CrossRef]

10. Han, B.B.; Qin, Y.; Zhang, Z.; Wang, G.; Yu, P. Study on coal compressibility and correction of compression amount based on

compressibility of mercury injection test. Coal Sci. Technol. 2015, 43, 68-72.


https://doi.org/10.1016/S1876-3804(21)60043-5
https://doi.org/10.11764/j.issn.1672-1926.2015.12.2381
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2022.104055
https://doi.org/10.3390/en16093812
https://doi.org/10.3390/min9090543

Processes 2023, 11, 2136 20 of 21

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.
28.

29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.
39.

40.
41.

Li, YH.; Lu, G.Q.; Rudolph, V. Compressibility and Fractal Dimension of Fine Coal Particles in Relation to Pore Structure
Characterisation Using Mercury Porosimetry. Part. Part. Syst. Charact. 1999, 16, 25-31. [CrossRef]

Peng, S.; Zhang, TW.; Loucks, R.G.; Shultz, J. Application of mercury injection capillary pressure to mudrocks: Conformance and
compression corrections. Mar. Pet. Geol. 2017, 88, 30-40. [CrossRef]

Guo, X.Q.; Liu, D.M,; Yao, Y.B; Cai, Y.D.; Li, J.Q. Influence of Pressure on Application of Mercury Injection Capillary Pressure for
Determining Coal Compressibility. Appl. Mech. Mater. 2013, 295, 2726-2731. [CrossRef]

Cai, Y.D,; Li, Q.; Liu, D.M.; Zhou, Y.F,; Lv, D.W. Insights into matrix compressibility of coals by mercury intrusion porosimetry
and N adsorption. Int. J. Coal Geol. 2018, 200, 199-212. [CrossRef]

Liu, S.; Harpalani, S. Compressibility of sorptive porous media: Part 1. Background and theory. AAPG Bull. 2014, 98, 1761-1772.
[CrossRef]

Guo, X.Q.; Yao, Y.B.; Liu, D.M. Characteristics of Coal Matrix Compressibility: An Investigation by Mercury Intrusion Porosimetry.
Energy Fuel 2014, 28, 3673-3678. [CrossRef]

Toda, Y.; Toyoda, S. Application of mercury porosimetry to coal. Fuel 1972, 51, 199-201. [CrossRef]

Wang, Y.; Liu, L.; Zheng, S.; Luo, Z.; Sheng, Y.; Wang, X. Full-scale pore structure and its controlling factors of the Wufeng-
Longmaxi shale, southern Sichuan Basin, China: Implications for pore evolution of highly overmature marine shale. J. Nat. Gas.
Sci. Eng. 2019, 67, 134-146. [CrossRef]

He, JW,; Xie, Y.; Hou, M.C;; Liu, ].Q.; He, L.; Lu, Y.F. Geochemical characteristics and geological significance of the Silurian
Longmaxi Formation shale in Yanjin area, southwestern Sichuan Basin. J. Palacogeogr. Chin. Ed. 2021, 23, 1174-1191.

Wang, Z.F.; Zhang, Y.F; Liang, X.L.; Cheng, F; Jing, Q.H.; Liu, W.; Zhang, H.B.; Li, H.P. Characteristics of shale lithofacies formed
under different hydrodynamic conditions in the Wufeng—Longmaxi Formation, Sichuan Basin. Acta Pet. Sin. 2014, 35, 623-632.
Guo, W,; Liu, H.L,; Li, X.B.; Xue, H.Q. Reservoir characteristics and factors controlling gas-bearing capacity of black rocks in the
northeastern Yunnan province. Nat. Gas Ind. 2012, 9, 22-27.

Zhang, X.; Liu, C.L.; Zhu, YM.; Wang, Y.; Fu, C.Q. Geological Conditions Evaluation and Favorable Areas Selection of the Shale
Gas from Longmaxi Formation in the Northeast of Yunnan. Nat. Gas Geosci. 2015, 26, 1190-1199.

SY /T 5124-2012. Method for Determining the Reflectance of Specular Body in Sedimentary Rocks. China National Petroleum
Corporation: Beijing, China, 2012.

GB/T 19145-2022. Determination of Total Organic Carbon in Sedimentary Rocks. China National Petroleum Corporation:
Beijing, China, 2022.

SY/T 5163-2010. X-ray Diffraction Analysis Method of Clay Minerals and Common Non-Clay Minerals in Sedimentary Rocks.
China National Petroleum Corporation: Beijing, China, 2010.

Cai, Y.D,; Liu, D.M,; Pan, Z].; Che, Y.; Liu, Z.H. Investigating the Effects of Seepage-Pores and Fractures on Coal Permeability by
Fractal Analysis. Transp. Porous Med. 2016, 111, 479-497. [CrossRef]

GB/T 29171-2012. Determination of Rock Capillary Pressure Curve. China National Petroleum Corporation: Beijing, China, 2012.
Yu, Y.X; Luo, X.R.; Wang, Z.X.; Cheng, M.; Lei, Y.H.; Zhang, L.K,; Yin, ].T. A new correction method for mercury injection capillary
pressure (MICP) to characterize the pore structure of shale. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 2019, 68, 102896. [CrossRef]

Washburn, E.W. The Dynamics of Capillary Flow. Phys. Rev. 1921, 17, 273. [CrossRef]

GB/T 19587-2017. Determination of Specific Surface Area of Solids by Gas Adsorption BET Method. China National Petroleum
Corporation: Beijing, China, 2017.

IUPAC. Reporting physisorption data for gas/solid systems with special reference to the determination of surface area and
porosity. Pure Appl. Chem 1982, 54, 2201-2218. [CrossRef]

Barrett, E.P; Joyner, L.G.; Halenda, PP. The Determination of Pore Volume and Area Distributions in Porous Substances.
I. Computations from Nitrogen Isotherms. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 1951, 73, 373-380. [CrossRef]

Jarvie, D.M.; Hill, R.J.; Ruble, T.E. Unconventional shale-gas systems: The Mississippian Barnett Shale of north-central Texas as
one model for thermogenic shale-gas assessment. AAPG Bull. 2007, 91, 475-499. [CrossRef]

Meng, F.Z.; Wong, L.N.Y.; Zhou, H. Rock brittleness indices and their applications to different fields of rock engineering: A review.
J. Rock Mech. Geotech. 2021, 13, 221-247. [CrossRef]

Qin, Z.Y.; Wen, X.T.; Pan, S.L.; Chen, ].Y.; Gou, Q.Y. Study on selection and direct inversion method of brittleness index for shale
reservoir. Acta Geophys. 2023, 71, 1-12. [CrossRef]

Sui, L.L.; Yang, YM.; Yang, W.G.; Liu, P; Zhang, S.C.; Han, Y.L. Comprehensive evaluation of shale fracability in Dongying
subsidence zone of Shengli oil-field. J. China Coal Soc. 2015, 40, 1588-1594.

Kahraman, S.5.Y.C.; Altindag, R. A brittleness index to estimate fracture toughness. Int. J. Rock Mech. Min. 2004, 41, 343-348.
[CrossRef]

Diao, H.Y. Rock mechanical properties and brittleness evaluation of shale reservoir. Acta Petrol. Sin. 2013, 29, 3300-3306.

Wang, YM.; Wang, S.F,; Dong, D.Z; Li, X.J.; Huang, ].L.; Zhang, C.C.; Guan, Q.Z. Lithofacies characterization of Longmaxi
Formation of the Lower Silurian, southern Sichuan. Earth Sci. Front. 2016, 23, 119-133.

Cheng, P.; Xiao, X.M. Gas content of organic-rich shales with very high maturities. J. China Coal Soc. 2013, 38, 737-741.

Liang, PP; Wang, H.Y,; Zhao, Q.; Zhang, Q.; Wang, N.; Xiao, Q.H. Accumulation condition for Wufeng-Longmaxi Formation
shale gas of Yanjin-Gongxian area. Chin. |. Eng. 2016, 38, 224-231.


https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1521-4117(199905)16:1&lt;25::AID-PPSC25&gt;3.0.CO;2-T
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2017.08.006
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMM.295-298.2726
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coal.2018.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1306/03241413133
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef5004123
https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-2361(72)90080-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jngse.2019.04.020
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11242-015-0605-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jngse.2019.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.17.273
https://doi.org/10.1351/pac198254112201
https://doi.org/10.1021/ja01145a126
https://doi.org/10.1306/12190606068
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrmge.2020.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11600-022-00923-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrmms.2003.07.010

Processes 2023, 11, 2136 21 of 21

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

Lu, L.F; Liu, W.X.; Wei, Z.H.; Pan, A.Y.; Zhang, Q.Z.; Teng, G.E. Diagenesis of the Silurian Shale, Sichuan Basin: Focus on pore
development and preservation. Acta Sedimentol. Sin. 2022, 40, 73-87.

Wu, Y.J.; Wang, Y.; Li, J. Sedimentary characteristics and main reservoir control factors of deep shale in the Sichuan Basin: A case
study on the Longmaxi Formation in the eastern Weiyuan area. Nat. Gas Ind. 2021, 41, 55-65.

Yuan, ].Z.; Ye, YH.; Xu, EH.; Fang, L.Y.; Chen, H.; Ma, S.G.; Jiao, K. Lithofacies and pore characteristics of Wufeng—Longmaxi
deep buried shale gas reservoirs in western Chongging-southern Sichuan area, China. Mineral. Petrol. 2022, 42, 104-115.

Liu, C.; Ding, W.G; Zhang, ].; Chen, X.; Wu, P;; Liu, X.Q.; Li, Y.B.; Ma, L.T.; Hu, W.Q.; Kong, W.; et al. Qualitative-quantitative
multi scale characteristics of shale pore structure from Upper Paleozoic coal-measures in Linxing area. Coal Geol. Explor. 2021,
49, 46-57.

Ning, C.X,; Jiang, Z.X.; Gao, Z.Y,; Li, Z.; Zhu, RE; Su, S.Y,; Li, TW.; Wang, Z.; Huang, R.Z.; Cheng, L. Quantitative evaluation of
pore connectivity with nuclear magnetic resonance and high pressure mercury injection: A case study of the lower section of Es_3
in Zhanhua sag. J. China Univ. Min. Technol. 2017, 46, 578-585.

Zhang, D.Z. Characterization of microscopic pore structure of tight sandstone reservoirs through nitrogen adsorption experiment:
Case study of Shahezi Formation in Xujiaweizi Fault Depression, Songliao Basin, China. Nat. Gas Geosci. 2017, 28, 898-908.
Howard, ].J. Porosimetry measurement of shale fabric and its relationship to illite/smectite diagenesis. Clay Clay Miner. 1991,
39, 355-361. [CrossRef]

Zhao, D.F,; Guo, YH.; Mao, X.X.; Lu, C.G,; Li, M.; Qian, F.C. Characteristics of macro-nanopores in anthracite coal based on
mercury injection, nitrogen adsorption and FE-SEM. |. China Coal Soc. 2017, 42, 1517-1526.

Shi, D.S.; Xu, Q.C.; Guo, R.L,; Liu, ER.; Zhu, D.S.; Wang, Y.H.; Wang, B.Q.; Ouyang, Z.Y. Pore structure characteristics and main
controlling factors of Permian organic-richshale in Lower Yangtze Region. Nat. Gas Geosci. 2022, 33, 1911-1925.

Mastalerz, M.; Schimmelmann, A.; Drobniak, A. Porosity of Devonian and Mississippian New Albany Shale across a maturation
gradient: Insights from organic petrology, gas adsorption, and mercury intrusion. AAPG Bull. 2013, 97, 1621-1643. [CrossRef]
Cao, T.T.; Deng, M.; Luo, H.Y;; Liu, H.; Liu, G.X.; Hursthouse, A.S. Characteristics of organic pores in Middle and Upper Permian
shale in the Lower Yangtze region. Pet. Geol. Exp. 2018, 40, 315-322.

Rickman, R.; Mullen, M.].; Petre, ].E.; Grieser, W.V,; Kundert, D. A Practical Use of Shale Petrophysics for Stimulation Design
Optimization: All Shale Plays Are Not Clones of the Barnett Shale. In Proceedings of the SPE Annual Technical Conference and
Exhibition, Denver, CO, USA, 21-24 September 2008.

Sondergeld, C.H.; Newsham, K.E.; Comisky, ].T.; Rice, M.C.; Rai, C.S. Petrophysical Considerations in Evaluating and Producing
Shale Gas Resources. In Proceedings of the SPE Unconventional Gas Conference, Pittsburgh, PA, USA, 23-25 February 2010.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1346/CCMN.1991.0390403
https://doi.org/10.1306/04011312194

	Introduction 
	Samples and Methodology 
	Regional Overview and Sample Analysis 
	Mercury Intrusion Porosimetry and Nitrogen Adsorption/Desorption 
	Shale Matrix Compressibility 
	Brittleness Index Calculation and Lithofacies Classification 
	Shale Brittleness Index 
	Shale Lithofacies Classification 


	Results 
	Shale Characteristics 
	Pore Structure Characteristics from Mercury Intrusion Porosimetry 
	Pore Structure Characteristics from N2 Adsorption/Desorption at 77 K 
	Calculated Shale Matrix Compressibility 
	Shale Brittleness and Lithofacies Characteristics 

	Discussion 
	Effect of TOC on Shale Matrix Compressibility 
	Effect of Minerals on Shale Matrix Compressibility 
	Effect of Pore Structure on Shale Matrix Compressibility 
	Relationship between Brittleness Index and Matrix Compressibility 

	Conclusions 
	References

