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Fig.2 The differences of the elevation of the floor and the division

of the blocks after the tectonic movement in different periods
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Table 1 The differences of reservoir pressure in different blocks after multi stages tectonic movement
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Table 2 The differences of reservoir permeability in different blocks after multi periods tectonic movement( continue)
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Fig.4 Evaluating results about favorable blocks
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Favorable sections optimization about coalbed methane

on developing fault blocks in central of Qinshui Basin
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Abstract ;: Finding out favorable CBM development sections in developing fault areas can deploy wells place-

ment accurately and reduce the blind investment.According to the data on the southern of Shizhuang area,
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the floor traces were recovered about 3% coal seam after tectonic movement like stage of Yanshan,the early
stage of Himalayan and the late stage of Himalayan by tectonic leveling method and wave superposition
theory,the areas were divided into 18 blocks.According to the gas/water differentiation phenomenon, struc-
tural curvature method, coal structure observation method,the differences about the coal reservoir pressure
and permeability after the tectonic movement effects were obtained. Then the favorable block and favorable
block of CBM development were evaluated. The results show that:the escaping gas and formed coal near
normal faults are the main reasons for low gas production.The relative high value blocks in the floor eleva-
tion in faults interval zones are of low permeability and low reservoir pressure,and gas potential is small;
the relative low value blocks in the floor elevation in faults interval zones are of low permeability and rela-
tively high reservoir pressure,and gas potential is medium;the relatively middle value blocks in the floor
elevation in faults interval zones are of better permeability,and gas potential is better. The actual gas pro-
duction about CBM wells verified the accuracy of theoretical analysis.The studying results can provide idea
and reference for optimum favorable segments in developing fault areas.

Key words: Tectonic dynamic condition;Coalbed methane;Developing fault area; Permeability
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