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Abstract: Micropore structure characterization of organic matters in the coal measures due to bioconversion is of great significance
in understanding reservoir reformation by microorganism and revealing the storage and enrichment mechanism of biogenic gas in
the coal measures. Pore structure evolution of organic matters in the coal measures degraded by microbe was analyzed using field
emission scanning electron microscopy (FE-SEM), high-pressure mercury intrusion porosimetry (MIP), low -pressure N, gas

adsorption pycnometry and fractal dimension FHH theory in this study. Considering the measuring range of pore size distribution
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(PSD) and combining the characteristics of microbial ecology, the pore structure type of coal and shale in coal measures is divided

into three types. They are micropore (PSD>>5 pm), micro-nanopore (5 pm—100 nm), and nanopore (2— 100 nm). The PSD and

micropore pore volume (PV) of coal and shale samples increase, and the specific surface area (SSA) and micro-nanopore and

nanopore PV decrease after bioconversion. The surface fractal diameter (D,) and pore structure fractal diameter (D,) of coal and

shale samples decrease after bioconversion, showing that the inner surface of pore becomes smooth and pore structure gets simple

due to microbial action. The reformation of pore structure due to bioconversion is benefitial to the migration and enrichment of free

gas in the coal measures.

Key words: organic matters in the coal measures; pore structure; fractal dimension; bioconversion; biogenic gas; coal bed methane.
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al., 2013, 2016; Wang et al., 2017a; ¥ 75 1 % ,
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25 AL L 3R 1 AR R L B % 3B T A R A AR R AU
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TR W o 9 T A )T RO b T AR 4 K L B
FRAE (P8 B SC5:, 20055 HAESE, 2012).

IO 2R AR R R AR AR R AR
TR CE AR HLE DL KR 0T A 2 L B 45 A T b A5
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Table 1 Data of coal and mudstone basic parameters and biogenic methane yields
b i HAORM BAE (R, s 20) A& (TOC, %) H1 e 4 (pmol/g)
YZ-2 . 1.58 15.0 21
g
YZ-2-2° / 13.2 -
YZMO7 2.50 / 150
s
YZMO7-2? / / _

TE 0 DR W R AR SR BORE & 5 /R SER R I 5 — S TR A8 3~4 DR, e A A a0k ) o W, 5 T o A L S e, Y TR IT O

T-(Bao et al., 2016). AR KK I VEHL 123 K .

{13 7 1 4% W) 22 B AR 77 B89 Gemini-SEM 4 4%
02 23 BT SR S R DA AR LB R /N B IR
I A FR AR, 92 80 2% 4F 8 2 R EE 45 °C IR
3550 . L B 45 4 43 B A 4k 43 ) A 56 [ 8 A A
i) PoreMaster GT-60 [k 7 {% #l NOV A4200e fL Lt
2 1 BUFL B 43 B A b 58 B, T S 0 A o S R
GB/T 21650.1-2008 #t 47 , £ i UKL K /N BF B =
1~2 mm, & & % A JE 97 2 200 MPa. J5 # 55 5 iy
FHAR S A, 4 B iR S AU B (77 KO 52
B o B . E e e LA N X RE L E AT TR AL
B R EE 60 C L, W H] 2 hy $5F ok XA A AT B
BB AR B R D 70 °C L i) 12 h fe s EAT
W i S 45 ik 00 2 . A SIS T K 3 A b
ST AR 23 A b 58

BE T T SR B S 6 I 3K i L AR STl
BET (multi-point Brunauer-Emmett-Teller; Brunau-
er el al., 1938) . DFT (density functional theory;
Seaton ez al., 1989) #1 BJH(Barrett-Joyner-Halenda;
Barrett ez al., 1951) B B Y 53 5 % 52 56 4 i 191G
F AR AL FLLAE KN A AT 1A
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AR 35 0 2 STE B 2 o 00 A7 it 20K
B FL B 485 # 23  R 2, BIFLBR B 42 K T 100 nm (1)

% Wi LA L B AR /N T 100 nm A9 W FfEFL (Shi and
Durucan, 2005; Bk 5k 45, 2006) , FHo A iz fff L
Bl E— 2 405 R FLBR B AR /T 10 nm B B FL AT AL
B A2 A F 10~100 nm A9 1 FL (Yao ez al., 2008).
Fie B PR e 5 0 AR 2% B 25 (TUPAC) X AL B
o5 K 4y 25 07 ks 2 AL R4y S %2 4L (PSD >
50 nm) . fL (2 nm<<PSD<C50 nm) F1 i fL
(PSD<<2 nm) , X Fp oK k0 Z M H T LA
i) fL B 45 #9 43 2% (Ross and Bustin, 2009; Labani
et al., 2013). 7 SCHR 48 = R R AR & 00 B
D32 T7 75 09 R A DL B UZE W A A SR R AE R B R
5004 W AR VR R G I HILE LR 45 2 R 4y
325 BIFLBR B AR KT 5 pm AU ROK AL, FLER B 42
4 F 5 um~100 nm AL FL , LA B FLBR B A2 /N T
100 nm K F 2 nm B4 K FL (£ 2).
2.2 FE-SEM

FE-SEM A DL 1 422 W 4% £L B 28 AU A AL B K
AN R R A HL AL R 2R R AT D43 o
A LR CRE ] L Rz P9 LA A L) i A fL R
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A SEM XF b &, il B 1 AT A (YZMO07) L
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AP AE AR A SRR A RGO, 2 R
1 1) 1 ZE AP 1 AR RS YZMO7-2) . J5 AR Y8 LA R
i (YZ-2) 808, FLBR IS A Lok ] £L ok 32, 34l ok
LB A & & L AR W VR R U8 0 A AR R
W 8 AT ML KL B LK B, AR oK 9 FL B A A
MR AR M(E 1R YZ-2-2).
23 BEERIENZHE

FIFH R R R T A S 56 G A 5 R T B
FL 5 v AL AL B 45 44 1E A7 D03 R — Rl oA A ATz
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VT2 R 1 R R 5 2 6 3 &85 SR AR 4l % 3 v SR %K
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Table 2 Pore volume (PV), specific surface area (SSA) and pore size distribution (PSD) based on pore structure classification by

MIP, N, physisorption for coal and shale samples
HE T MIP s 89 oK FL 5 5 4L

BTN W B 14 44 K AL

PV BJHPV BET SSA DFT PV
i , SSA (m?/g) , PSD" (nm)
AT (em?/100 g) (em®/100g)  (m%/g)  (ecm?®/100 g)
i PSD* (pm)
=5 pm 100 nm~5 pum =100 nm 2~100 nm
YZ-2 R 30.51 8.74 4.62 0.34 2.63 17.43 0.28 6.87
e =y
YZ-2-2 34.49 7.47 2.45 0.68 2.16 9.12 0.07 7.84
YZMO7 48.67 8.37 1.23 1.85 0.37 0.96 0.01 14.78
YZMO7-2 67.40 3.79 0.74 3.85 0.36 0.80 0.006 16.20

TE :PSD Syl i FEoR PR A4S 1497 B 9L AR, "PSD MR 4 BIH i % 43 37 45 i 28 3 3145 2P 24 fLA%

1 BERA LA BUEE YRR TS FE-SEM I
Fig.1 FE-SEM micrograph of coal and mudstone effected with microbe

P X 4 A 5 B FLBR LA 5 LB 43 A AR L2 43
SR, & 2a AT A1, 5 U A FE AL BR B AR 4
A1 B AS e U B — A e 0 S BLAE 6~133 pm, 2R
TN R g BLAE 100 nm~6 pm, [R] B 0 kR
i 28 AW AR ) R i T L A K /N LB AR DR/ T L
KGR AL B AR K BB 2, BT 9 oK 9
P B L BB T T TR Y LR B 1 AN K
DI 3L B B 0 0 1 FE B ST 1N GOK 900 O 3L B
PR T A A B W R A AE S LA AL
B AR v W ) o) A s A% T L AL BRI B 16 B Ak
A X8 e R 0 B AR AT 25 57, TUE & Tl

AW R i e LA AL R AR /0 el L 2b T S
IR B R S 2 AR W R AR L R AL BR
LA X L2 1 ST R B S AR Ak A, A gk 2
W, A 8 A ) A O L2 TR i JEOR 1
FUBR A Jp AL B, B 23 pm 28 28 57 pm, 1 38 00 2+
B 28 AR W W A i AL 25 Tk el Dk 1 R AL BR
32 TTRRAE S /AL B R =, Bk L 2k 2
SRR AR FH A FLBR B4R 78.9 pm 28 2 28.4 pm. {H J2
T A 0 6 A I 1 R 5 08 BT 1 - 35 L B B AR AR
R 38 W R W A B TS KL & &
TUAT/MUBRES .
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Table 3 Data of pore frequency and pore volume based on MIP for coal and shale samples
YZ-2 YZ-2-2 YZMO7 YZMO7-2
LB AR BERFE S dV/d o fLBER #RE  dv/d  fLBRER HEoRA S dv/d o fLBREAR #ERE S dv/d
(nm) (%) (gd) (nm) (%) (lgd) (nm) (%) (1gd) (nm) (%) (gd)
206 900 0.14 0.04 206 900 0.40 0.05 223100 0.72 0.05 204 400 0.00 0.06
126 900 3.08 0.09 126 900 4.05 0.11 130 800 3.24 0.10 133 100 3.47 0.21
92 570 5.22 0.35 92 570 4.45 0.19 83490 4.46 0.14 95470 6.72 0.50
78 980 9.34 0.55 78 980 3.65 0.23 71 450 1.71 0.16 72 280 11.63 0.79
66 510 9.74 0.45 66 510 4.17 0.25 54 690 3.57 0.19 57 080 12.56 0.89
53 050 9.30 0.36 53 050 6.78 0.32 46 760 2.55 0.24 47 100 10.37 0.89
44 520 6.82 0.30 44 520 6.45 0.39 41030 2.70 0.31 39 370 9.40 0.81
38 350 4.31 0.26 38 350 6.29 0.42 36 120 3.34 0.36 34 870 5.66 0.74
33 790 3.44 0.23 33 790 5.70 0.45 32 050 3.35 0.42 30920 5.27 0.72
30 080 2.90 0.22 30 080 5.62 0.47 28 410 4.63 0.56 27 660 4.90 0.69
27 180 2.32 0.20 27 180 4.82 0.45 25440 5.09 0.65 24 870 4.09 0.57
24 060 2.66 0.19 24 060 5.56 0.41 23 050 5.20 0.73 22 360 3.35 0.46
21510 2.20 0.17 21510 4.39 0.35 21030 5.07 0.70 20 250 2.42 0.38
19 540 1.72 0.15 19 540 3.10 0.28 19 020 4.99 0.63 18 430 2.11 0.36
17 670 1.50 0.14 17 670 2.51 0.24 17 230 4.48 0.57 16 830 1.92 0.33
16 040 1.52 0.15 16 040 2.36 0.22 15730 3.74 0.54 15 440 1.54 0.27
14 650 1.39 0.13 14 650 1.89 0.19 14 460 3.38 0.50 14 180 1.32 0.24
13 530 1.08 0.12 13 530 1.36 0.15 13 270 2.97 0.44 13 140 0.92 0.19
12 510 0.97 0.11 12 510 1.09 0.13 12 220 2.70 0.42 12 140 0.87 0.18
11 590 0.88 0.10 11 590 1.04 0.13 11 300 2.29 0.36 11 310 0.74 0.16
10 830 0.78 0.10 10 830 0.86 0.11 10 540 1.75 0.33 10 550 0.70 0.16
10 180 0.70 0.10 10 180 0.65 0.10 9852 1.72 0.37 9 786 0.77 0.15
9624 0.56 0.09 9624 0.56 0.10 9267 1.76 0.36 9176 0.47 0.12
9122 0.52 0.08 9122 0.48 0.08 8715 1.52 0.32 8 680 0.44 0.13
8 541 0.57 0.08 8 541 0.55 0.08 8192 1.51 0.31 8220 0.4 0.12
8061 0.55 0.09 8061 0.42 0.07 7753 1.20 0.26 7788 0.39 0.12
7670 0.53 0.10 7670 0.37 0.07 7 366 0.92 0.25 7418 0.33 0.12
7299 0.52 0.09 7299 0.34 0.08 7027 0.88 0.25 7036 0.40 0.11
6 874 0.63 0.09 6 874 0.52 0.08 6 626 1.06 0.23 6 690 0.32 0.10
6463 0.56 0.08 6463 0.47 0.08 6238 1.08 0.23 6 327 0.32 0.09
6128 0.45 0.08 6128 0.45 0.08 5909 0.88 0.21 5999 0.29 0.09
5839 0.42 0.07 5839 0.45 0.08 5568 0.87 0.17 5691 0.28 0.08
5507 0.42 0.06 5507 0.39 0.05 4434 2.47 0.14 5146 0.31 0.05
4443 1.15 0.05 4443 0.88 0.04 2748 4.58 0.10 3600 1.03 0.05
2 868 2.61 0.05 2 868 1.81 0.04 1248 3.99 0.05 1881 1.72 0.04
1420 3.87 0.05 1420 2.70 0.04 49 2.21 0.02 770 1.37 0.02
568.8 4.39 0.04 569 4.11 0.05 236 0.77 0.01 349 0.64 0.01
259.4 3.07 0.03 259 3.56 0.04 142 0.26 0.01 201 0.24 0.01
149.3 1.49 0.02 149 1.69 0.02 96 0.10 0.00 134 0.13 0.00
99.63 0.89 0.02 100 0.79 0.02 71 0.01 0.00 98 0.04 0.00
72.85 0.67 0.02 73 0.47 0.01 56 0.00 0.00 76 0.02 0.00
56.92 0.46 0.02 57 0.33 0.01 50 0.00 0.00 61 0.00 0.00
50 0.35 0.02 50 0.24 0.01 50 0.00 0.00
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% 0.68 um A1 M 1.85 pm A8k & 3.85 pm, fLAEHE K
W RE 3 — A, T L 3% T AR CRL A6 BOK L 5 gl L) A2
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gI/NE 0.74 m*/g, W/NEEE L — 5 (R 2) . A S
U8 5L K FL(PSD>>5 um) L 25 28 18 A= Wy ¢ fi
P JE AL AR K i S48 FL (PSD<C5 pm) B FL 25
BEA AR /K 3 2 H T BB TR A A ) RN
3.4~5.0 pm ZE 47, 4 R R FLBR S A ) EEAE T
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585U I OR 9 (L 38 TOK AL 5 e L) fLBR B

BAWMAEY R RAE R, HAL BT e 3 T AR 4 9K
45 /0N, HAB 43 ) i 4.62 m?/g /N & 2.45 m?/g AT
1.23 m*/gl/NE 0.74 m*/g(F£ 2).
24 RERS WM LG
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S S 2 R (R 3 ORTEL 4) AH 2 el 1R A AL
149 B 4 O SRR D, A A0 2 1 B R BRF 4 SR e Wi 53
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al.(1985) M3 415 0 W Bt 45 I 2 1 T AR 4] 43t 6 i £L
PR 25 1 RPN & 3a TR, 3 Bl B BL 42
A3 AN A7 A W B B8 A K00, B A AR X T (P/
Py #I Tt W i AR P/ P> 1 I T KOF X A2k
TUAAE D 55 (14 43 )2 v ml O i L3 R sz B 0 2 i
A (limiting uptake ) A2 32 Sl FL 25 2 il L 10 A 32 FL Y N
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Fig.2 Relationships between PSD and pore frequency (a), as well as PV (b) determined from MIP method
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Fig.3 Sorption isotherm types (a) and hysteresis loops (b) according to [UPAC classifications
i Sing et al.(1985)
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Fig.4 N, adsorption-desorption isotherms of coal and shale samples

Fm AP LA 2 R ST 3a Il R, X S —Fh
(1 TG FL B R LW B A5 R 4R, U & 2R T H B
Gy F R — 250 F R W, P 8 B R 4y 2 R B
52 MM 22 4 1 J2 W BREF 4 55 3 Rl 2R R & 3a lll BT
7, B ) b A i A T R S A o il (A R
P/Py) 1 HBAT 455 5 B, 3 156 BH 0 B 7] R4 0 B <
A Z 1) HL A A H B (R AR 55 0 A BLVE D, X R
W B B G AR A0 DL, AN L B 2R 0 B K FE R
W B T 1 A AR T L

B AR SRR R A A D R
U H v 5 4 T g B A R 2 1B 3alV TR, & —
Tl TR 4 v FL A AR W B 5 SR, AF E W B R R
& T8 2 2 5 )2 WM, 76 AR XK R B
BL AT A B, 78 A R B B, A2 PR
o TA R S, R AL R O e S
IR ARVAN & 3a V T, £7 75 L B & 5 F AR iy 9L
SRR T2 A 4 2 b 7E F AE A K R B B g B
R, AN AR TE B, 3 TR 5 0 Bl 0 B AR
Z [A) A7 TE 555 1Y AR AR T 56 6 Fh 28 284 4 51 3a VI
JE 7R, 3K 2 — Bl RR iR 1 22 491, s e B AR 2R 2 Ay
)2 W A R 1Y TG LA T SR AT .

MR TUPAC 432 75 1 (K 3b) | 13 A= P 5% fidk iy
Jei BB 5 U8 DU A o W B R RS R AR L 40 H3
R3S Y OFARCIR JURE 2 A B AR B R 11 2 e A
fLBR (Sing ez al., 1985). i B i A= 9 09 AR A FHAS
AR L BRSSO /N R AL BR AR R AR
SR B A R e I 5 R A W R A S B R LS
it A W B 0/ (BT 4, H e A R A
W BFF e 9/ W B O A R o 1 O A A R

XF He BIH L 28 28 £k 45 A XRD i 328 45 5 n] 1, X
W TRIUAFEMS TR L Y& B2 90k g4l
Wit 1 B b ZE 1 FH 51 1 WA A T I

JS A BIH B R AE i B/ T 2 nm (9 L B A AE
FLBR A% 3.8 nm &b Y BRI 0 1Y [n) | 3 A7 AE IR
M (Groen er al., 2003) ,{H J& BJH & &1 2 53 #r h
FL A RE L BR AR S A0 e 3E A R N e )T T
B (Lowell ez al., 2004) . RIS JB/R T Ha 5 W
P AL SR A O R B A, X AL A R
FETTEAE M ILE KR/ 2 nm 4, Rz
Hh, fLAR S 4~10 nm Y L X B A £L 25 5T kR Ik
AR B SRR R T AR YRR RS A LS
BE R AR AL AL N T

IR R 2L W Bk &6 2R 3= B, X 40 K AL
(PSD 41 F 2~100 nm ) L B o Bt , 4 5 U 01 25 L B
B A W VR S L AL R AR A A 1S, BIH
LA RS AT D/ L T B DE T B 8000 45 7 B 8 50 4
FLAF 2 A W D AL 25 U #8808 /N AP 2 0/ ) s
BE A K, ik 5 fL BR B AR Y AR Ak R A5, B A
DFT #5 8RN 35 H T B A W S 9 A AL A
FLERZE M A8 4 M2 BET He 36 i AR 28 1 A W B fi
VE R G 35 300 38/ | 1T 8 0T 5 9 BET L 3% 1
FEUH B A R 1 e AN, U B B AR A X Ul DA ok
FL(2~100 nm) fif |2 & A= 7 5 B8 203 E i
HE AR A R i el v AR
25 FLERGHOREHS T

O3 T8 R — Fh e i 4 R B 2% 1 AL IR 2% 1 R
FL B 45 B R AR 9 T AR A L AE 2~3 Z ]
(Cai et al., 2013). 3 F =R W Fff 45 3 26 , Langmuir
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Fig.6 Plots of InV vs. In(InP,/P) reconstructed from N, adsorption isotherms

F A n-BET # #  FHH #% #Y (Frenkel - Halsey -
Hill) . FRDA J7 # (Fractal Analogue of Dubinnin -
Astakhov) F# g J1 % vk © @ T o0 IR 45y it
B (Fripiat et al., 1986; Yin, 1991; Cai et al.,
2013) .1 EabixX 2875 i 2, FHH 5 B G0N 0 &
BT 43 T8 4 B0 A R I e AT 58 ) ik 2 — (Yao et
al., 2008). 7€ InV 55 In(InP,/P) #H % & I (& 6) , iR
P A1), AT RIS B 2 A RER (A RTA,) L 53
AR /N (D FI D) 5 HAR AL

FHH 7 B R h

In(V/V,) = AX[In(InP,/P)) ]+#%, (1)
X, VIR AR AR M 1 PR R SR S T W
I3 AR ORTD R B HIL R AE SC Y B 8 AR 5, P 2
A TR

O T8 4E B0 (D, A D,) AT AR#E A X D,=3A,+3
#H D,=A,+3 (n=1, 2; Yao et al., 2008 ) 1F *H %}
JE 73 0~0.5F1 0.5~1.0 3 [l N 3158, — R A X
D =A,+3 5 W 48w £, W R 545 2 1Y 4y
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Table 4 Fractal dimensions derived from fractal FHH model
BB 4 2 000 e P EESTE
A, D, R E(RY) A, D, R R HU(R)

YZ-2 —0.2254 2.774 6 0.995 3 —0.3639 2.636 1 0.996 0 A
YZ-2-2 —0.309 2 2.690 8 0.992 7 —0.482 4 2.5176 0.999 6 A%
YZMO7 —0.462 5 2.5375 0.997 6 —0.393 4 2.606 6 0.988 1 A%
YZMO7-2 —0.486 6 2.5134 0.997 8 —0.442 0 2.558 0 0.992 7 A%
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o 4t BB AE 2~3 Z [0 A 45 & SEBr . B, AR 5 A
X D,=A,+3, 3 B4 HH A 45 Rk 4 s,
i 2% 4 AT, B0 W KR S 0 RS U8 T A R T
I3 I8 e85 (D, ) F AL R 45 14 53 8 4E %5 (D, ) ¥ 1 B id
B0 53 T 4 B0 /0N, U8 B Bl 2k 9 e AR A A
F T A HLE A2 LR S5 R 0y o, LB 3% 1 AR 15
DU N R IR R S TIRE

R 4 280 S L R/ i W S5 T £ KR AOE RN R 3R R R
(P 4) B A= W B A 1 s 0 00 5 008 00 R B 90 ) T
AZE(Fe4) . Torp B2 1 45 T 4 v i B W 78 2RO An e
T I S, 26 WA %) LI 4 R S T8 T i AR 2R T
HAEM AL (2~100 nm) R AR LA M A F , £ 2%
L2 6 b g S TR AR U BT OB AL (2~
100 nm) L 25 K /NI /N T U8 015 19l FL L 25 KDy
EHEN R ATH G R IUE N ARG K
U A O3 8 4 BOR TR 43 8 4R 5, R W e
UL LB 25 0 b2 5T 2 1 22

3 MAYBESLB A IR TE
ESip Al

BT AE B A 0 I o A A OB R AR A S 38
KB, A WA R A LR B A B A R R Y
YA R AL R B, 107 /N FL A RLAL B 2 ok
JIT ARG, REE A L FL 2 1 I, FL Bt ) 322 3 A 4 i, 3
AR T B R SR8 a2 5 () IR i) £L E 2 ik B
S AT ) RS2 AR I B (S840 K45, 2014).
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