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1. Contact Angle Results of Haynesville, Utica, 2. Mercury Injection Porosimetry Results of Utica Shale
and Fayetteville Gas Shales Using Various Fluids
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(A) Nano fractures of 25-50 nm. (B) Intercrystalline porosity within
= =Y pyrite framboids with pore sizes
between 20 and 100 nm.
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(C) Abundance of nano-pores with A

size of 5-100 nm and occupy 40- N -
DI 50% of the organic matter body. It is (D) Intraparticular or mineral porosity
FRW-18 named “Kerogen porosity”. with opening throat is about 5 nm.
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