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Experimental study on the gas 
desorption law in coal affected 
by dynamic water injection
Tianwei Shi , Aiwen Wang *, Lianpeng Dai  & Gang Wang 

Water from hydraulic technology affects the desorption of gas from coal seams. Gas desorption 
behavior is critical information for gas control in coal mines. In this study, a designed coal seam water 
injection simulation experimental device was utilized to conduct dynamic water injection experiments 
on coal samples at different adsorption equilibrium pressures, analyzing the gas desorption law 
under dynamic water injection, as well as the role of water replacement, water imbibition and water 
blockage in gas desorption. The results showed that water altered the gas desorption rate in coal, 
causing fluctuating attenuation of the desorption rate of a water-injected coal sample (WCS). Under 
the same adsorption equilibrium pressure, the relationship between the desorption rate of the WCS 
and the non-water-injected coal samples (NCS) underwent a transition in desorption time. In contrast 
to the NCS desorption curves, the WCS desorption curves lacked a rapid growth phase and exhibited 
only a slow growth phase and a stopping phase. Water imbibition and water replacement promoted 
the desorption of gas in the non-wet area during the water injection process, while it inhibited the 
desorption of gas in the wet area. Under the effects of water imbibition, water blockage, and water 
replacement, the discharge rate of WCS is greater than the desorption rate of NCS, indicating that 
water injection increases the total amount of gas desorption. The study results have significant 
implications for gas extraction and the prevention and control of coal and gas outbursts.

List of symbols
Qt  Cumulative gas desorption amount at time t, mL/g
A  Desorption constant
B  Desorption constant
Q∞  Maximum desorption amount of the coal sample as time approaches infinity, mL/g
C  Desorption constant
D  Desorption constant
ηd  Desorption ratio of the coal sample, %
Q  Methane content of the coal sample, mL
ηw  Water injection discharge ratio of the WCS, %
Qw1  Amount of methane displaced during water injection, mL
Qw2  Total desorption amount after water injection, mL
ηf   Discharge ratio of free gas, %
Qd  Amount of free gas driven out during water injection, mL
Qf  Amount of free gas in a coal sample, mL

Gas is a type of clean energy with a high combustion value, and it is a hazard in coal mines. Over 70% of the coal 
seams in China are characterized by a high gas content and low permeability, which makes it difficult to extract 
gas for effective  utilization1. When deep mining begins in China’s major mining areas, the gas content in the 
coal seams increases, intensifying the associated risks and hazards caused by gas-related  incidents2–4. To reduce 
the impact of gas on mine safety, a combination of hydraulic technology and gas extraction is often adopted as 
a control  measure5,6. Hydraulic technology can improve the permeability of coal seams and enhance the effect 
of gas extraction from coal  seams7,8. However, the water used in hydraulic technology has a great impact on the 
desorption of gas, which is directly related to gas extraction and gas-related  disasters9–11. Therefore, it is important 
to study the influence of water on gas desorption from coal seams.
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According to the time sequence of water and gas entering the coal body, water entry can be divided into two 
types, defined here as “early water intrusion” and “late water intrusion”. In early water intrusion, water enters 
the coal body before gas; that is, the coal is first wetted by water and then adsorbs gas. In late water intrusion, 
gas enters the coal body before water; that is, the coal first absorbs gas and then is immersed in water. Studies 
of gas desorption related to early water intrusion have reported that water enters the pores and fissures of coal 
samples and blocks the gas desorption paths, reducing the gas desorption rate and  amount12–17. The adsorp-
tion capacity of water is stronger than that of  methane18,19. Water occupies adsorption sites before gas does, 
resulting in a reduction in the gas adsorption amount. Therefore, in the case of early water intrusion, the higher 
the moisture content of the coal is, the smaller the gas desorption amount, and the slower the desorption rate. 
This situation is different from that when using hydraulic technology in a coal seam. In the field, the coal seam 
initially contains gas, and the water used in the hydraulic technique soaks into the coal seam afterward, which 
corresponds to late water intrusion. Zhang et al.20 studied the influence of late water intrusion on gas desorption 
characteristics. Their experimental results showed that water displaces gas. When the moisture content of coal 
increased from 0 to 1.8%, the total gas desorption amount of the coal samples decreased by 26.65%, and the 
initial diffusion coefficient decreased by 38%. Li et al.21 found that the displacement effect of late water intrusion 
increased the total gas desorption from coal samples compared to that of dry coal samples. Wu et al.22 found 
that at first, water inhibited the gas desorption rate from coal samples, but after a long desorption time, the dis-
placement effect increased the gas desorption amount. Ni et al.23 found that static pressure fracturing and low 
pressure-low frequency pulsating fracturing inhibited gas desorption, while low pressure-high frequency, high 
pressure-low frequency and high pressure-high frequency pulsating fracturing promoted gas desorption from 
coal samples. Xiao et al.24 experimentally investigated the impact of late water intrusion on gas desorption and 
found that although displacement occurred, water still inhibited the desorption rate and desorption amount. 
In studies of the influence of late water intrusion on gas desorption, water reduced the gas desorption rate, but 
when the displacement effect of water is considered, there are two completely opposite conclusions about the 
influence of water on the gas desorption amount. In studies of late water intrusion, water is generally injected 
into the adsorption tank after the adsorption equilibrium pressure is stable while the exhaust port is closed, and 
following the gas readjustment inside the adsorption tank, the exhaust port is opened to allow depressurization 
and  desorption24–30. During the injection of water, the exhaust port is closed, and the gas fluidity is limited. In 
fact, during the process of water intrusion into a coal seam, free gas can flow forward along the pores and fis-
sures of the coal  seam31. Additionally, after hydraulic measures are implemented, water retained within the coal 
seam undergoes capillary action leading to water  imbibition32,33. The water imbibition can induce displacement 
and adsorption of gas. Indeed, the existing experiments on water intrusion lack the simulation of the dynamic 
process of gas displacement by water within coal seams, and fail to consider the combined effects of retained 
water imbibition and displacement on gas desorption.

Based on the above analysis, this study first conducted an experiment where water replaced gas to study the 
displacement effect of water on gas. Second, a newly designed water injection device was utilized to experimen-
tally simulate dynamic water injection and investigate its impact on gas desorption from coal samples. Moreover, 
the effects of water sealing, displacement, and imbibition on gas desorption were also explored. The study results 
have significant implications for gas extraction and the prevention and control of coal and gas outbursts.

Methods
Preparation of coal samples
Coal samples were taken from the Pingmei No. 11 mine, Pingdingshan City, Henan Province. The coal seam 
mined in Pingmei No. 11 mine is identified as an outburst coal seam. As the coal used in this study is soft, a 
briquette (size of approximately ø 50 × 100 mm) was used in the experiment to study the dynamic water displace-
ment of gas. The collected coal blocks were crushed, and standard sieves were used to screen out pulverized coal 
with particle sizes of 1–3 mm and 0.25–0.38 mm. Water was added as a binder to pulverized coal with a particle 
size of 0.25–0.38 mm, after which the sample was mixed evenly and put into a briquette-making device. The 
device was pressurized to 100 MPa on a hydraulic testing machine and unloaded after 30 min of steady pressure. 
The briquettes and pulverized coal with a particle size of 1–3 mm were placed in a drying oven at 60 °C for 24  h34. 
The pulverized coal with a particle size of 1–3 mm was used to study the replacement of adsorbed gas by water.

Experimental device
Experimental device for studying the replacement of gas by water
In order to explain the law of the effect of water on gas desorption, the phenomenon of water replacement of 
adsorbed gas was first explored. As shown in Fig. 1, the experimental device for studying the replacement of gas 
by water included an adsorption tank with a built-in water storage tank, water bath, vacuum pump, and other 
components.

Experimental device for the simulation of water injection
The use of hydraulic technology to inject water into coal seams is taken as an example. As shown in Fig. 2, 
water flows from end I to end O along the flow direction during water injection, and gas is driven out from end 
O along the flow direction. Therefore, when using hydraulic technology, dynamic water flow can wet the coal 
while displacing gas.

According to the above analysis, an experimental device was designed to simulate the dynamic water displace-
ment of gas as shown in Fig. 3. The device was composed of an adsorption tank, vacuum pump, temperature 
controller, constant-flux pump, axial and confining pressure loading equipment, gas collection equipment, and 
other components. The constant-flux pump connected to the water inlet at the air inlet end of the adsorption tank 



3

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2023) 13:22407  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-49607-y

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

controlled the water injection pressure. The maximum water injection pressure and maximum water injection 
flow of the constant-flux pump were 40 MPa and 10 mL/min, respectively. The pressure control valve connected 
to the discharge end at the exhaust end of the adsorption tank controlled the pressure at the discharge end. The 
pressure control valve regulated the pressure in the range of 0–2.5 MPa. The axial pressure and surrounding 
pressure in the experiment were controlled by the hydraulic oil pump and hydraulic water pump, respectively.

Experimental procedure
Experiment of the displacement of gas by water
A total of 400 g of pulverized coal with a particle size of 1.0–3.0 mm was placed into the adsorption tank. The 
water storage tank was placed on the pulverized coal. The weight of water in the tank was 40 g. After the equip-
ment was assembled, the outlet of the water storage tank was closely connected to the cover of the adsorption 

Figure 1.  Experimental device for studying the replacement of adsorbed gas by water.

Figure 2.  Water flow in coal seams.

Figure 3.  Water injection simulation experimental device.
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tank, and a waterproof cloth was placed between the tanks to reduce the effect of water evaporation on the 
adsorption equilibrium. High-pressure helium was injected into the experimental device to check the integrity 
of the tank. Then, the vacuum pump was connected for degassing until the vacuum level was less than 10 Pa. 
The gas cylinder was connected, 99.99% pure methane was injected, and adsorption stopped when the change 
in pressure in the adsorption tank was less than 0.01 MPa after 2 h. The adsorption tank was repeatedly inverted 
to cause the water in the water storage tank to flow out and wet the pulverized coal. The gas pressure in the 
adsorption tank was recorded at intervals.

Dynamic water injection simulation experiment
Desorption experiments of anhydrous coal samples and dynamic water-injected coal samples under different 
adsorption equilibrium pressures were performed in this study. The injection pressure of dynamic water in the 
experiment was 4 MPa. The pressure at the discharge end of the coal sample was equal to the adsorption equi-
librium pressure of the coal sample so that the gas discharged during water injection was caused by water. The 
experimental steps were as follows.

1. Check for airtightness. The axial and confining pressures of the coal sample were loaded to 8 MPa. High-
pressure helium was injected to check the airtightness of the experimental device. And the pipeline volume 
was measured at both ends of the adsorption tank.

2. Gas adsorption. After vacuum degassing, the gas storage tank and the adsorption tank were connected to 
start gas adsorption. The temperature of the adsorption tank was set to 20 °C, and adsorption time was about 
6 h.

3. Gas desorption. Start the desorption experiment by opening the exhaust end until the exhaust volume at the 
exhaust end is less than 0.1 mL/min.

4. Water injection. Step (2) was repeated, and water injection was started until there was water discharged from 
the exhaust end before stopping. Then, the desorption experiment was started.

The amount of gas obtained from the experiment was converted to the amount of gas in the standard state.

Results
Replacement effect
As shown in Fig. 4, after the pulverized coal was wetted with water, the methane pressure in the adsorption tank 
gradually increased, but the rate gradually decreased. Since a built-in water storage tank was used, the volume 
of free space in the adsorption tank did not change during the whole process of wetting the pulverized coal. 
Therefore, the increase in gas pressure in the adsorption tank was caused solely by the increase in gas volume, 
which could only have come from adsorbed methane. Therefore, the experiment indicated that water replaced 
methane in the adsorption tank.

After the contact of water with pulverized coal, the surface tension made the water spread gradually in the 
pulverized coal. And the expansion of areas wetted by water in the pulverized coal led to the increase of replace-
ment areas. The stronger adsorption force of coal to water made the adsorption sites of coal occupied by water, 
and a large amount of adsorbed methane in coal converted into free gas. With the weakening of water diffusion 
and the decrease of adsorbed methane in the water wetted area, the displacement amount of methane decreased. 
The rate of increase of gas pressure in the adsorption tank gradually decreased. This showed that the amount of 
gas replacement was related to the adsorption amount of methane.

Figure 4.  Gas pressure change after pulverized coal wetting.
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Effect of water injection on the moisture content of coal samples
After the experiment, the moisture content of coal samples at different adsorption equilibrium pressures increased 
to 8.0% (0.30 MPa), 8.4% (0.59 MPa), and 9.0% (0.93 MPa). The moisture content of the coal samples increased 
with increasing adsorption equilibrium pressure. The greater the adsorption equilibrium pressure was, the greater 
the pressure at the discharge end and the smaller the pressure difference between the two ends of the coal sample. 
According to Darcy’s seepage law, the smaller the pressure difference between the two ends of the coal sample 
was, the smaller the water seepage velocity, resulting in a longer time for water to pass through the coal samples 
and a wider range of water diffusion, which increased the moisture content of the coal samples.

The water injection times of the coal samples with adsorption equilibrium pressures of 0.30 MPa, 0.59 MPa 
and 0.93 MPa were 10 min, 12 min and 15 min, respectively. When other experimental conditions were the same, 
the moisture content of the coal samples reached 11.8% after a long water injection time. Therefore, the moisture 
content of the coal samples under the experimental conditions in this study did not reach the saturated moisture 
content. This was also illustrated by the distribution of visible wetted areas inside the coal samples as shown in 
Fig. 5. In observing the flow behavior of water in coal samples with nuclear magnetic resonance spectroscopy 
(NMR), Pan et al.35 found that water first flowed along multiple dominant paths in the coal samples and then 
gradually entered other pores and fractures. The short water injection time during the experiment prevented 
water from fully entering all the accessible pores, making the moisture content of the experimental coal sample 
less than the saturated moisture content of the coal sample. The variation in the moisture content and the dis-
tribution of visible wetted areas inside the coal sample also indicated that water effectively passed through the 
coal sample and the water injection process was successfully simulated.

Desorption rate
The desorption rates of NCS and WCS increased with the adsorption equilibrium pressure, as shown in Fig. 6a 
and b. The desorption rate of NCS decreased continuously with time, while the desorption rate of WCS decreased 
in a fluctuating manner with time. For NCS, no water blocked the methane seepage channels, which caused the 
methane to percolate regularly along the flow channels, and the methane desorption rate continuously decayed. 
The presence of water in the methane seepage channels of WCS affected the flow of gas, which in turn changed 
the methane discharge  behavior36,37.

Figure 5.  Internal moisture of coal sample after the experiment.

Figure 6.  (a) Desorption rate of NCS. (b) Desorption rate of WCS.
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As shown in Fig. 7a–c, the curve of desorption rate can be divided into three stages within the desorption 
time. In the first stage, the desorption rate of NCS was higher than that of WCS. In the second stage, the desorp-
tion rate of NCS was approximately the same as that of WCS. In the third stage, the desorption rate of NCS was 
less than that of WCS. The duration of each stage was different at different adsorption equilibrium pressures. The 
times for the first stage were 1–30 min (0.30 MPa), 1–20 min (0.59 MPa) and 1–13 min (0.93 MPa). The times 
for the second stage were 1 min (0.30 MPa), 21–30 min (0.59 MPa) and 14–30 min (0.93 MPa). The third stage 
was from 30 min until the end of desorption. As the adsorption equilibrium pressure increased, the duration 
of the first stage decreased, and the duration of the second stage increased. At the same adsorption equilibrium 
pressure, the desorption rates of coal samples with a higher moisture content decayed more slowly. The rapid 
desorption rate of NCS during the early stage caused the methane content of the coal samples to decrease quickly. 
In contrast, the desorption rate of WCS was smaller and decayed more slowly, and water replacement of methane 
occurred at the same time, which caused the graphs of the desorption ratios of NCS and WCS to cross.

Desorption amount
Figure 8a and b show that the change trend in methane desorption with time from WCS was significantly dif-
ferent from that for NCS. The gas desorption amount of NCS increased rapidly, and it was divided into three 
stages: a rapid growth stage, slow growth stage, and stop stage. The methane desorption curves of WCS increased 
slowly, and there were only two stages: a slow growth stage and stop stage. Water makes coal samples release gas 
slowly, which explains the decrease in gas concentration at the working face of water-injected coal seams during 
mining  operations38,39.

The trend of coal desorption with time has many forms, such as the Barrel  type40,41, Venter  type42, Bolt  type43, 
and Qin  type44. According to the fitting results in this study, the change trend of the gas desorption amount of 
NCS conforms to the Qin type, as shown in Fig. 9a.

Figure 7.  (a) Desorption rates of WCS and NCS at an adsorption equilibrium pressure of 0.30 MPa. (b) 
Desorption rates of WCS and NCS at an adsorption equilibrium pressure of 0.59 MPa. (c) Desorption rates of 
WCS and NCS at an adsorption equilibrium pressure of 0.93 MPa.
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where Qt is the cumulative gas desorption amount at time t in mL/g; and A and B are desorption constants.
The methane desorption trend of WCS differed from that of NCS and conformed to the Bolt type with a 

goodness of fit greater than 0.99. As shown in Fig. 9b, the maximum desorption was estimated based on the 
fitting results.

where Q∞ is the maximum desorption amount of the coal sample as time approaches infinity in mL/g; and C 
and D are constants.

Comprehensive influence of water injection on gas desorption behavior
The desorption ratio is defined as the ratio of the amount of methane desorbed from a coal sample to the content 
of methane in the coal, which is:

where ηd is the desorption ratio of the coal sample in %; and Q is the methane content of the coal sample in mL.
As shown Fig. 10, the gas in the pipeline was considered in the calculation of the desorption ratio of NCS. 

However, the gas in the pipeline was not included in the calculation of the desorption ratio of WCS because 
this gas was driven out after water injection. As shown in Fig. 10, the desorption ratio of the coal samples fol-
lowed the same trend as the desorption amount. The desorption ratio of NCS increased with the adsorption 

(1)Qt =
AB

√
t

1+ B
√
t
,

(2)Qt = Q∞
(

1− CeDt
)

,

(3)ηd =
Qt

Q
× 100%,

Figure 8.  (a) Gas desorption amount from NCS. (b) Gas desorption amount from WCS.

Figure 9.  (a) Fitting results of NCS. (b) Fitting results of WCS.
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equilibrium pressure. However, the desorption ratio of WCS did not differ significantly at different adsorption 
equilibrium pressures, indicating that water injection caused the gas desorption amount of the coal samples to 
vary in a consistent manner.

The water injection discharge ratio is defined as the ratio of the sum of the displacement amount during water 
injection and the desorption after water injection to the methane content in coal. That is,

where ηw is the water injection discharge ratio of the WCS in %; Qw1 is the amount of methane displaced during 
water injection in mL; and Qw2 is the total desorption amount after water injection in mL.

In Fig. 11, the desorption ratio of WCS at the adsorption equilibrium pressure of 0.59 MPa was less than that 
of NCS at the same adsorption equilibrium pressure, and the desorption ratios of WCS at adsorption equilibrium 
pressures of 0.30 MPa and 0.93 MPa were larger than those of NCS at the same adsorption equilibrium pressures, 
which indicated that displacement occurred during the WCS desorption process. In the desorption process, when 
the displacement effect was greater than the inhibition effect of water, the WCS desorption ratio was greater 
than the NCS desorption ratio at the same adsorption equilibrium pressure; when the displacement effect was 
less than the inhibition effect of water, the WCS desorption ratio was smaller than the NCS desorption ratio. 
At different adsorption equilibrium pressures, the NCS desorption ratio was less than the WCS water injection 
discharge ratio, indicating that water injection promoted the discharge of gas from coal.

After depressurization desorption, the residual methane content in NCS at different adsorption equilibrium 
pressures should be approximately equal, so the greater the adsorption equilibrium pressure was, the greater 
the desorption ratio of the coal samples, as shown in Fig. 11. According to the change in moisture content of the 
coal samples after the experiment, the greater the adsorption equilibrium pressure was, the greater the moisture 
content of the coal sample, which caused a greater adsorption equilibrium pressure, and the larger the surface 

(4)ηw =
Qw1 + Qw2

Q
× 100%,

Figure 10.  (a) Desorption ratio of NCS. (b) Desorption ratio of WCS.

Figure 11.  Desorption ratios and discharge ratios under different adsorption equilibrium pressures.
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of the coal sample wetted by water. Water displaced methane at the coal surface. The larger the wetted surface 
was, the greater the displacement amount. In addition, the greater the moisture content of the coal sample was, 
the greater the amount of free gas driven from the coal sample. Therefore, the WCS desorption ratio and the 
discharge ratio increased with the adsorption equilibrium pressure.

Discussion
According to the above analysis, water injection reduced the gas desorption rate at the early stage of gas absorp-
tion, while water displacement improved the gas desorption rate at the late stage of gas absorption. And the 
replacement effect of water was greater than the inhibition effect. Therefore, water injection promoted the gas 
discharge.

After water is discharged from the exhaust end, the pipelines at both ends of a coal sample are filled with 
water. The gas discharged during the water injection process includes the gas in the pipelines at both ends of a 
coal sample, the free gas driven out of a coal sample, and the replacement gas. Due to the short water injection 
time, the amount of replacement gas is small. Without considering the amount of replacement gas, the discharge 
ratio of free gas is defined as the ratio of the amount of free gas driven out to the amount of free gas in a coal 
sample. That is

where Qd is the amount of free gas driven out during water injection in mL; and Qf is the amount of free gas in 
a coal sample in mL.

As shown in Fig. 12, the discharge ratio of free gas is relatively small, indicating that water only enters a small 
part of the pores and fissures in the coal samples. After desorption, the moisture content of the coal sample is 
similar to that of the coal sample after long-term water injection, which indicates that the water at both ends of 
the coal sample enters more pores and fissures of the coal sample through imbibition during desorption. In the 
process of imbibition, water replaced the adsorbed gas and promoted the desorption of  gas22,45. However, the 
gas desorption in the wet area formed during water injection was  inhibited20,24,46. And considering the amount 
of free gas discharged, the total amount of gas desorption is increased by water injection. In the field, the gas 
emission still increased for a long time after the hydraulic measures were  stopped47–49. This is consistent with 
the experimental results.

The experiment was stopped when there was water discharged from the exhaust end, resulting in a short time 
for water injection. The simulated conditions of the experiment accord with the conditions of the water injection 
area far away from the water injection borehole. In the coal seam area near the water injection borehole, the coal 
is immersed by dynamic water for a long time. Therefore, the gas desorption law of coal seams with long-term 
water injection needs to be further studied.

Conclusions
In this study, an experimental device designed to simulate water injection were used to conduct experiments. 
The influence of water on gas desorption was analyzed. The conclusions are as follows.

1. The immersion of water into the pulverized coal after adsorption equilibrium leads to the phenomenon of 
water replacing gas, and the amount of methane displacement decreases as the diffusion of water weakens 
and the adsorbed gas amount in the wetted region decreases.

2. During the water injection process, the wetted area of the coal sample was relatively small. However, during 
the desorption process, the occurrence of capillary imbibition resulted in the water content of the coal sample 

(5)ηf =
Qd

Qf
× 100%,

Figure 12.  Discharge ratio of free gas under different adsorption equilibrium pressures.
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approaching its saturation water content. This, in turn, increaseed the gas displacement and enhanced the 
gas discharge during the water imbibition process.

3. The gas desorption amount of NCS changed greatly, and the corresponding change curve can be divided 
into three stages: a rapid growth stage, slow growth stage, and stop stage. The amount of methane desorbed 
from WCS changed gently, and its change curve had only two stages: a slow growth stage and stop stage. 
The variation in NCS desorption amount conformed to the Qin type, and the trend for the WCS desorption 
amount conformed to the Bolt type.

4. The water blockage in the early stage of desorption reduced the desorption rate, while in the later stage, the 
replacement and imbibition effects of water increased gas emission. In combination, the NCS desorption ratio 
is less than the WCS water injection discharge ratio, demonstrating that dynamic water injection promotes 
gas desorption. Utilizing the effects of water at different stages can be employed for gas hazard control and 
gas extraction promotion.

Data availability
The data used to support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding author upon request.

Received: 20 August 2023; Accepted: 10 December 2023

References
 1. Zhang, C. et al. Dynamic evolution of coal reservoir parameters in CBM extraction by parallel boreholes along coal seam. Transp. 

Porous Media 124, 325–343 (2018).
 2. Li, W. et al. Addressing the CO2 emissions of the world’s largest coal producer and consumer: Lessons from the Haishiwan Coal-

field, China. Energy 80, 400–413 (2015).
 3. Li, H. Major and minor structural features of a bedding shear zone along a coal seam and related gas outburst, Pingdingshan 

coalfield, northern China. Int. J. Coal Geol. 47, 101–113 (2001).
 4. Cao, J. et al. Experimental study of the impact of gas adsorption on coal and gas outburst dynamic effects. Process Saf. Environ. 

Prot. 128, 158–166 (2019).
 5. Zhao, F., Liu, M., Pang, X. & Liu, G. Rapid regional outburst elimination technology in soft coal seam with soft roof and soft floor. 

Saf. Sci. 50, 607–613 (2012).
 6. Zhao, Y., Lin, B., Liu, T., Li, Q. & Kong, J. Gas flow field evolution around hydraulic slotted borehole in anisotropic coal. J. Nat. 

Gas Sci. Eng. 58, 189–200 (2018).
 7. Wang, W., Li, X., Lin, B. & Zhai, C. Pulsating hydraulic fracturing technology in low permeability coal seams. Int. J. Min. Sci. 

Technol. 25, 681–685 (2015).
 8. Tian, K. & Zheng, J. The application of hydraulic fracturing outburst prevention measures. Procedia Eng. 26, 495–500 (2011).
 9. Li, X., Nie, B., Zhang, R. & Chi, L. Experiment of gas diffusion and its diffusion mechanism in coal. Int. J. Min. Sci. Technol. 22, 

885–889 (2012).
 10. Liu, T. et al. Dynamic diffusion-based multifield coupling model for gas drainage. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 44, 233–249 (2017).
 11. Li, C., Nie, Y. & Ma, Y. Effects of particle mixing on characteristics of gas desorption and non-constant dynamic diffusion in coal. 

Energy Sourc. Part A Recovery Utiliz. Environ. Effects 2019, 1–16 (2019).
 12. Joubert, J. I., Grein, C. T. & Bienstock, D. Sorption of methane in moist coal. Fuel 52, 181–185 (1973).
 13. Bai, X., Wu, C., Liu, X. & Li, Y. Analysis of the tempo-spatial effects of hydraulic fracturing by drilling through underground coal 

mine strata on desorption characteristics. Energy Sci. Eng. 7, 170–178 (2019).
 14. Day, S., Sakurovs, R. & Weir, S. Supercritical gas sorption on moist coals. Int. J. Coal Geol. 74, 203–214 (2008).
 15. Zhang, S. & Sang, S. Physical chemistry mechanism of influence of liquid water on coalbed methane adsorption. Procedia Earth 

Planet. Sci. 1, 263–268 (2009).
 16. Bergen, F. V., Spiers, C., Floor, G. & Bots, P. Strain development in unconfined coals exposed to CO2, CH4 and Ar: Effect of 

moisture. Int. J. Coal Geol. 77, 43–53 (2009).
 17. Nie, W. et al. Experimental analyses of the major parameters affecting the intensity of outbursts of coal and gas. Sci. World J. 2014, 

185608 (2014).
 18. Zhu, H. et al. Thermodynamic characteristics of methane adsorption about coking coal molecular with different sulfur components: 

Considering the influence of moisture contents. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 94, 104053 (2021).
 19. Sui, H., Zhang, F., Wang, Z., Wang, D. & Wang, Y. Effect of kerogen maturity, water content for carbon dioxide, methane, and their 

mixture adsorption and diffusion in kerogen: A computational investigation. Langmuir 36, 9756–9769 (2020).
 20. Zhang, K. et al. Pore morphology characterization and its effect on methane desorption in water-containing coal: An exploratory 

study on the mechanism of gas migration in water-injected coal seam. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 75, 103152 (2020).
 21. Li, P. et al. Influence of water injection on the desorption characteristics of coalbed methane. Energy Sci. Eng. 8, 4222–4228 (2020).
 22. Wu, J., Yu, J., Wang, Z., Fu, X. & Su, W. Experimental investigation on spontaneous imbibition of water in coal: Implications for 

methane desorption and diffusion. Fuel 231, 427–437 (2018).
 23. Ni, G., Dong, K., Li, S. & Sun, Q. Gas desorption characteristics effected by the pulsating hydraulic fracturing in coal. Fuel 236, 

190–200 (2019).
 24. Xiao, Z. & Wang, Z. Experimental study on inhibitory effect of gas desorption by injecting water into coal-sample. Procedia Eng. 

26, 1287–1295 (2011).
 25. Ni, G. et al. Kinetic characteristics of coal gas desorption based on the pulsating injection. Int. J. Min. Sci. Technol. 24, 631–636 

(2014).
 26. Zhao, D. Y. Z. & Feng, Z. Laboratory experiment on coalbed-methane desorption influenced by water injection and temperature. 

J. Can. Petrol. Technol. 50, 24–33 (2011).
 27. Hu, Y. & Wu, X. Research on coalbed methane reservoir water blocking damage mechanism and anti-water blocking. J. China 

Coal Soc. 39, 1107–1111 (2014).
 28. Ping, W., Le, W. & Ke, W. Experimental study of moisture content influences on permeability of coal containing gas. J. China Coal 

Soc. 39, 97–103 (2014).
 29. Chen, X., Li, L., Cheng, Y. & Qi, L. Experimental study of the influences of water injections on CBM exploitation. Energy Sourc. 

Part A Recovery Utiliz. Environ. Effects 44, 1033–1044 (2022).
 30. Guo, H., Cheng, Y., Wang, L., Lu, S. & Jin, K. Experimental study on the effect of moisture on low-rank coal adsorption charac-

teristics—ScienceDirect. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 24, 245–251 (2015).



11

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2023) 13:22407  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-49607-y

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 31. Ibrahim, A. F. & Nasr-El-Din, H. A. Effects of formation-water salinity, formation pressure, gas composition, and gas-flow rate on 
carbon dioxide sequestration in coal formations. SPE J. 22, 1530–1541 (2017).

 32. Yuan, X., Yao, Y., Liu, D. & Pan, Z. Spontaneous imbibition in coal: Experimental and model analysis. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 67, 
108–121 (2019).

 33. Ibrahim, A. F. & Nasr-El-Din, H. A. Effect of water salinity on coal wettability during CO2 sequestration in coal seams. Energy 
Fuels 30, 7532–7542 (2016).

 34. Liu, S., Li, X., Wang, D. & Zhang, D. Investigations on the mechanism of the microstructural evolution of different coal ranks 
under liquid nitrogen cold soaking. Energy Sourc. Part A Recovery Utiliz. Environ. Effects 2022, 1–17 (2022).

 35. Guo, H. et al. Effect of moisture on the desorption and unsteady-state diffusion properties of gas in low-rank coal. J. Nat. Gas Sci. 
Eng. 57, 45–51 (2018).

 36. Zhao, D., Li, D., Ma, Y., Feng, Z. & Zhao, Y. Experimental study on methane desorption from lumpy coal under the action of 
hydraulic and thermal. Adv. Mater. Sci. Eng. 2018, 3648430 (2018).

 37. Pan, Y., Tang, J. & Li, C. NMRI test on two-phase transport of gas-water in coal seam. Chin. J. Geophys. 51, 1620–1626 (2008).
 38. Cheng, W. et al. Research and practice on fluctuation water injection technology at low permeability coal seam. Saf. Sci. 50, 851–856 

(2012).
 39. Yang, W. et al. Mechanism of water inhibiting gas outburst and the field experiment of coal seam infusion promoted by blasting. 

Fuel 251, 383–393 (2019).
 40. Barrer, R. M. Diffusion In and Through Solids (Cambridge University Press, 1941).
 41. Smith, D. & Williams, F. Diffusion models for gas production from coalsApplication to methane content determination. Fuel 63, 

251–255 (1984).
 42. Winter, K. & Janas, H. XIV International Conference of Coal Mine Safety Research (2023).
 43. Bolt, B. A. & Innes, J. A. Diffusion of carbon dioxide from coal. Fuel 38, 333–337 (1959).
 44. Qin, Y., Wang, J., Luo, W. & Wang, Y. Experiment of dynamic gas desorption under constant pressure. J. Liaoning Tech. Univ. Nat. 

Sci. 31, 581–585 (2012).
 45. Yue, J., Wang, Z., Shi, B., Dong, J. & Shen, X. Interaction mechanism of water movement and gas desorption during spontaneous 

imbibition in gas-bearing coal. Fuel 318, 123669 (2022).
 46. Chen, X., Chen, Y. & Wang, L. Experimental study on the inhibition of injection water to the gas desorption of coal. J. Min. Saf. 

Eng. 30, 296 (2013).
 47. Lu, T., Yu, H., Zhou, T., Mao, J. & Guo, B. Improvement of methane drainage in high gassy coal seam using waterjet technique. 

Int. J. Coal Geol. 79, 40–48 (2009).
 48. Shen, C., Lin, B., Zhang, Q., Yang, W. & Zhang, L. Induced drill-spray during hydraulic slotting of a coal seam and its influence 

on gas extraction. Int. J. Min. Sci. Technol. 22, 785–791 (2012).
 49. Liu, J., Li, Z. & Li, S. Protection against outburst mechanism of hydraulic extrusion measure in the front of coal road heading face. 

J. China Coal Soc. 31, 183–186 (2006).

Author contributions
Writing—review and editing, T.S. and A.W.; visualization, T.S. G.W. and L.D. ; funding acquisition, A.W. and 
L.D. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding
This study was funded by the General program of National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 51974150); 
the Department of Science and Technology of Liaoning province (2023-BS-083). The authors also thank anony-
mous colleagues for their kind efforts and valuable comments in improving this work.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to A.W.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Experimental study on the gas desorption law in coal affected by dynamic water injection
	Methods
	Preparation of coal samples
	Experimental device
	Experimental device for studying the replacement of gas by water
	Experimental device for the simulation of water injection

	Experimental procedure
	Experiment of the displacement of gas by water
	Dynamic water injection simulation experiment


	Results
	Replacement effect
	Effect of water injection on the moisture content of coal samples
	Desorption rate
	Desorption amount
	Comprehensive influence of water injection on gas desorption behavior

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	References


