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CO2 sequestration is a kind of technology that can effectively mitigate the greenhouse effect, and the wellbore integrity of the
storage system is the key issue to ensure successful CCUS. Failure to timely diagnose tubing leakage in offshore gas wells with
high CO2 will lead to annular pressure risk and wellbore corrosion problems. The annular pressure caused by tubing leakage is
characterized by high pressure and rapid rise rate, resulting in wellhead jacking, gas leakage, and wellbore structure corrosion,
which has become the main cause of wellbore integrity failure in offshore gas wells. Therefore, a model of heat and mass
transfer and distribution in offshore gas wells was established firstly, and the physical process of gas leakage and accumulation
was described based on the pinhole model and the principle of gas PVT characteristics and volume compatibility. The results
show that the depth and equivalent size of the leakage point are two important factors affecting the pressure rise process and
leakage rate. Taking case well parameters as an example, after inversion calculation, the annulus pressure in case well was
23.0MPa, the leakage point equivalent diameter was 2.3mm, the maximum leakage rate was 0.30m3/min, and the wellbore
safety risk is relatively high. Mechanical repair and chemical plugging agent are recommended to seal the tubing leakage. These
risk assessment technologies provide reference for wellbore integrity design and management to reduce CO2 leakage risk
caused by wellbore integrity failure.

1. Introduction

With the development of offshore oil and gas industry, most of
the offshore gas well production faces high temperature, high
pressure, and high corrosive gas containing downhole environ-
ment, and the phenomenon of abnormal pressure carrying in
the annulus column was gradually increasing [1–6]. According
to the U.S. Bureau of Mines, up to 60% of gas wells have annu-
lar pressure buildup phenomenon, and the failure of oil casing
column leakage accounts formore than 50%, becoming the pri-
mary factor. Once a tubing leak occurs, the tubing-casing
annular pressure rises sharply, accompanied by corrosive
media such as hydrogen sulfide gas and carbon dioxide gas in
the natural gas of the marine well fleeing into the annulus,
the degree of leakage expands, and the wellbore barrier fails.
If the annulus gas with high CO2 leaks to the surface, it not only
causes the CO2 pollution and makes environmental problems
but also leads to wellbore scrapping and endangers the lives

and property of personnel. At present, continuous annular
pressure analysis mainly focuses on the casing annular pressure
caused by cement sheath failure [7–10], usually using forma-
tion gas as the source of leakage, using the cement sheath as
the transport channel, using the PVT conservation relationship
to calculate the pressure value, and controlling the annular
pressure by optimizing the cement sheath system. Some
scholars have also conducted studies on the characteristics of
pressure changes under gas-driven recovery tubular column
puncture [11–14] and completion tubular column leakage
[15–18]. However, the annular pressure caused by tubing leak-
age is different from the pressure caused by cement sheath
integrity failure, which is mainly reflected in the difference of
gas leakage source, leakage, and gathering process, which is
not conducive to carry out relevant risk prediction and control
measure research. Therefore, how to use production data such
as wellbore pressure, temperature, flow rate, gas components,
and liquid level to make accurate judgments on the extent of
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tubing-casing annulus leakage through surface diagnostic tech-
niques has become a research challenge. This paper predicts the
depth of the leak point based on the pressure balance principle,
describes the pressurization process of gas leakage using a
small-hole leakage model, analyzes the influence of leak point
parameters on the change pattern of annular pressure, and
summarizes four types of typical pressure initiation patterns
of tubing-casing annular pressure by combining the character-
istics of annular pressure relief recovery test curves. It provides
technical support for the integrity evaluation of offshore pro-
duction wells, well repair, oil recovery operations, and theman-
agement of CO2 leakage risk.

2. Wellbore Heat Mass Transfer and
Temperature-Pressure Coupling Model

The difference in temperature and pressure inside and outside
the tubular column of an offshore production well is the initial
driver of gas leakage. Due to the relatively high temperature of
the fluid extracted from the formation, during the upward
transport along the wellbore, the high-temperature formation
fluid will continue to dissipate heat to the low-temperature
medium around the wellbore, resulting in a constant change
in temperature within the production tubular column with
well depth [19]. As shown in Figure 1, a microelement body
of length dz is taken within the tubing column and the conser-
vation of momentum and compliance with the energy conser-
vation relationship within the microelement, and the two
conservation equations are shown in

dp
dz

+ ρfg sin θ + f
ρfv

2
f

dtn
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where p is the pressure (Pa), ρf is the gas density in the tubing
(kg/m3), g is the gravitational acceleration (m/s2), θ is the well
slope angle (°), f is the friction coefficient (factorless), vf is the
gas flow rate (m/s), Cf is the gas-specific heat capacity (J/
(kg-°C)), T f is the gas temperature (°C), wf is the gas mass flow
rate (kg/s), and Q is the wellbore radial heat flow rate (J/s).

The friction coefficient in Equation (1) is calculated as
shown in the following equation:

f −0:5 = −2 log
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3:715dtn
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,
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where Ra is the oil pipe roughness (m), dtn is the oil pipe
inner diameter (m), Re is the Reynolds number (dimension-
less), and μ is the gas viscosity (Pa-s).

The heat transfer within the wellbore and between the
wellbore and the formation is in accordance with the princi-
ple of radial heat flow conservation [20, 21], as shown in

dQ = dQrw = dQrf , ð3Þ

dQrw = T f − Th
Rto

dz,

dQrf =
2πλe Th − Teð Þ

TD
dz,

8>><
>>: ð4Þ

where Qrw is the radial heat flow rate from the center of the
tubing to the edge of the wellbore (J/s), Qrf is the radial heat
flow rate from the edge of the cement sheath to the formation
(J/s), Th is the temperature at the edge of the wellbore (°C), Rto
is the radial heat transfer thermal resistance in the wellbore
(m-°C/W), λe is the formation thermal conductivity (W/
(m-°C)), Te is the formation temperature (°C), and TD is the
dimensionless stratigraphic temperature (dimensionless).

Combining Equations (3) and (4) yields the radial heat
flow rate as shown in

dQ
dz

=
2πλe Te − T fð Þ
TD + 2πλeRto

: ð5Þ

The transient factorless temperature in Equation (3) is
shown in
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tD =
tαe
rw2 , ð7Þ

where tD is the dimensionless time (dimensionless), ω is the
ratio of borehole-specific heat capacity to formation-specific
heat capacity (dimensionless), t is the time (s), αe is the for-
mation heat spreading coefficient (m2/s), and rw is the bore-
hole radius (m).

Substitute Equation (5) into Equation (1), and substitute
the conservation of momentum relationship into the conserva-
tion of energy relationship; at this time, the pressure and tem-
perature along the direction of the tube column are shown in
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There is a coupling relationship between the temperature
and pressure fields inside the oil pipe column. Therefore, a
spatial segmentation method is used to obtain the temperature
and pressure distribution within the tubular column. Firstly,
the tubing is divided into segments of length △z along the
direction from the bottom of the well to the wellhead, and
the temperature and pressure are kept constant within the seg-
ments, and Equation (9) is obtained from Equation (8).
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where A is the calculated parameter, as shown in

A =
wfCf TD + 2πλeRto½ �

2πλe
, ð10Þ

where i is the segment number, i = 1, 2, 3⋯⋯ (dimension-
less), and △z is the segment length (m).

According to the PVT nature of the gas and the law of
mass conservation, the velocity change and the gas density
within each segment are shown in
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The compression factor Zg is temperature-pressure depen-
dent and can be expressed by Ehsan’s equation as shown in
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where A1, A2, A3, A4, A5, A6, A7, A8, A9, and A10 are the con-
stants (dimensionless); pr is the proposed comparison pressure
(dimensionless); Tr is the proposed comparison temperature
(dimensionless); and γg is the relative density of gas
(dimensionless).

The gas viscosity is closely related to the temperature
and can be expressed by the Sartland formular as shown in

μ

μ0
=

273:15 + T f
273:15 + T0

� �1:5 273:15 + T0 + B
273:15 + T f + B

, ð14Þ

where μ0 is the measured viscosity of the gas (Pa-s), T0 is the
temperature corresponding to the measured viscosity (°C),
and B is the constant, taken as 110.4.

3. Physical Model of Gas Leakage

After the failure of the tubular column of the offshore gas well
under the effect of its own gravity, high temperature and pres-
sure, and fluid corrosion, the gas enters the tubing-casing
annulus through the leakage point of the tubular column, leaks
from the inside of the tubular column to the outside annulus
under the effect of the temperature and pressure difference
between the inside and outside, and then floats and transports
to the top of the annulus through the protective fluid of the
annulus, forming a gas cavity (as shown in Figure 2). The
whole physical process can be divided into three stages: tube
column failure leakage, gas floating transport, and cavitation
gathering and pressurization, as follows:

(1) After completion of a natural gas well, the annular
wellhead pressure Pco should be zero, excluding the
effect of wellbore temperature

(2) When a leak occurs in the production tubing col-
umn, driven by pressure, high-pressure oil and gas
will flow into the annulus from the inside of the pro-
duction tubing column. At the same time, this fluid

Tf
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Tf + d Tf
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Figure 1: Schematic diagram of the physical process of heat transfer in the wellbore.
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will compress the existing fluid in the annulus, caus-
ing the annulus wellhead pressure Pc1 to rise

(3) And when the production pipe column and the pres-
sure of the annulus on both sides of the leak point
are balanced, the leak stops and the annular pressure
Pc2 rises to a steady state

(4) The wellbore pressure-depth distribution diagram
shows that as fluid continues to leak into the annu-
lus, the annular pressure profile gradually shifts to
the right until the annular pressure PCL at the leak
point is equal to the production tubing column pres-
sure PTL

Therefore, the following modeling assumptions are
made before the calculation:

(1) There is only one-dimensional stable fluid flow in
the tubing

(2) Heat transfer in wellbore and between wellbore and
formation conforms to the principle of conservation
of radial heat flow

(3) The fluid thermodynamic properties of tubing are
consistent at the same depth

(4) The leak point below the liquid column in the annu-
lus and the height could be measured by surface
equipment

(5) The model involves only one leak point

The temperature and pressure inside the tubing column
are higher than the outer sleeve annulus, so the gas inside the
column will leak into the sleeve annulus upon failure of the
column integrity. The failure of the tubing column that
causes sustained annular pressure is small, so the small-
hole leakage model can be used to describe the leakage pro-
cess of gas through the failure location. The small-hole
model treats the flow as noncritical and critical, where the
noncritical flow is related to the pressure inside and outside
the leak point, while the critical flow is related to the internal
pressure at the leak point only, as shown in
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The critical pressure CRE is shown in

CRE =
2

kg + 1

 !kg/ kg−1ð Þ
, ð16Þ

where QLg is the leak rate (nominal) (m3/s), Co is the flow
coefficient (dimensionless), pfL is the pressure inside the leak

point (Pa), AL is the equivalent area of the leak point (m2),
ρgs is the nominal density of the gas (kg/m3), kg is the adia-
batic index of the gas (dimensionless), Mg is the molar mass
of the gas (kg/mol), Zg is the compression factor (dimen-
sionless), paL is the pressure outside the leak (Pa), T fL is
the temperature at the leak (K), and CRE is the critical pres-
sure ratio (dimensionless).

According to Equation (15), the leak rate is related to the
pressure inside and outside the leak point of the tubing col-
umn. The pressure inside the leak point is the internal pres-
sure of the tubing column, while the external pressure
consists of the pressure in the annulus and the pressure gen-
erated by the fluid inside the annulus, as shown in

paL =
pan + ρgaghL, hL ≤ hg,

pan + ρgaghg + ρLg hL − hg
À Á

, hL > hg,

(
ð17Þ

where pan is the annular pressure (Pa), ρga is the density of
gas in the annulus (kg/m3), and ρL is the density of liquid
in the annulus (kg/m3).

The gas density is lower than the annulus liquid, so it
will float up from the leak point to the wellhead and finally
gather in the annulus, so only the floating of the gas in the
tubing-casing annulus liquid belongs to the intermediate
process, and the final distribution state of the gas in the
annulus is the factor that determines the size of the annular
pressure. After the gas enters the annulus, it floats upward
from the leak point to the wellhead and finally collects in
the upper part of the annulus, in which the tubing-casing
annulus conforms to the volume compatibility principle.
Therefore, the volume relationship after the leak is shown in

Vag +VaL + ΔVaL = Van + ΔVan, ð18Þ

where Vag is the volume of gas column in the annulus (m3),
VaL is the initial volume of liquid column in the annulus
(m3), △VaL is the volume change of liquid column in the
annulus (m3), Van is the volume of annulus (m3), and △

Van is the volume change of annulus (rigid in the annulus
(m) and space is zero (m3)).

In the above equation, the volume of the annulus gas col-
umn is affected by temperature and pressure. Since the temper-
ature of the annulus varies along the depth of the well, the gas
volume is calculated by using the method of segment superpo-
sition, and the gas temperature within the segment is the same
when the length is small enough. According to the PVT law for
gases, the volume of the entire gas column is shown in

Vag =
Vg

M
〠
M

n=1

psTagn

pagnTs
, ð19Þ

where Vg is the cumulative gas leakage (standard condition)
(m3), M is the number of segments (dimensionless), n is the
annulus segment number (dimensionless), ps is the standard
condition pressure (Pa), ps is the standard condition
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temperature (K), Tagn is the annular temperature (K), and pagn
is the pressure in the annulus (Pa).

The volume change of the liquid occurs under the
combined effect of temperature and pressure, as shown in

ΔVaL =VaL ΔTaLαp − 10‐6panKT
À Á

, ð20Þ

where △TaL is the average temperature change of the annu-
lar liquid (°C), α is the liquid isobaric expansion coefficient
(°C-1), KT is the liquid isothermal compression coefficient
(MPa-1), and pan is the annular pressure (Pa).

Equations (19) and (20) in the gas volume and liquid
volume are affected by the change in the temperature of
the annulus. According to the principle of radial heat flow
conservation, the average temperature of the inner and outer
sides of the annulus is taken as the annulus temperature, and
the annulus temperature is shown in

Ta = T f −
Rao + Raið Þ T f − Thð Þ

2R
,

Th =
TDT f + 2πλeRtoTe
TD + 2πλeRto

:

8>><
>>: ð21Þ

Correspondingly, for the average segmentation of the
annular fluid, the average temperature change is shown in

ΔTaL =
∑N

y=1 TaLy − Tesy
À Á

N
, ð22Þ

where Ta is the annulus temperature (°C), Rao is the annulus
outer to tubing thermal resistance (m-°C/W), Rai is the
annulus inner to tubing thermal resistance (m-°C/W), Tes
is the annular initial temperature (°C), y is the annular liquid
segment number (the no factor), and N is the total number
of annulus liquid segments (no factor).

After obtaining the temperature, pressure distribution
and variation, and gas leakage, substituting Equations (19)

and (20) into Equation (18) constitutes an equation for the
annular pressure. In this case, there is a coupling between
the annular gas leakage rate and the annular pressure in
the relationship. For this reason, the total amount of gas
entering the annular, when the pressure is unchanged for a
shorter period of time, is shown in

Vg =Vgs + 〠
sj

j=1
QLgjΔt, ð23Þ

where Vgs is the initial gas volume in the annulus (standard
condition) (m3), sj is the number of time segments (dimen-
sionless), j is the time step number (dimensionless), and △t
is the time step (s).

The analysis shows that there is a coupling relationship
between the temperature and pressure field inside the oil pipe
column, and the total pressure and gas in the tubing-casing
annulus also changes with time. Therefore, a spatial segmenta-
tion and time iteration method is used for the solution. Before
a leak occurs, the liquid within the annulus undergoes thermal
expansion to generate the confined annular pressure. There-
fore, the initial conditions are shown in

t = tL,

T1
f tLð Þ = Tesb,

p1f tLð Þ = pb,

Δv1f = 0,

pan tLð Þ = ptap tLð Þ,

8>>>>>>>><
>>>>>>>>:

ð24Þ

where tL is the time when the leak occurred (s),Tesb is the tem-
perature at the bottom of the well (°C), pb is the pressure at the
bottom of the well (Pa), and ptap is the pressure generated by
thermal expansion of the annular fluid before the leak (Pa).

After obtaining the initial conditions, the gas physical
parameters under the temperature-pressure conditions of

(a) No Leakage (b) Leakage (c) Steady State (d) Production casing and 
annular pressure profile 
before and after leakage
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Figure 2: Physical model of the gas leakage process.
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segment i are used to calculate the pressure temperature of each
subsegment of segment i + 1, and then, the gas physical param-
eters of segment i + 1 are recalculated, and the difference
between the two calculated rates is used as the rate change
value, and then, the temperature pressure of the new segment
i + 1 is solved, and the error analysis is performed with the pre-
vious one, and the calculation of the next subsegment up to the
wellhead is continued after meeting the error. Then, calculate
the leak rate according to the location of the leak point, obtain
the volume of gas inside the annulus, and then solve for the
annular pressure, after which make time continue and cycle
the calculation until the ratio of pressure difference inside
and outside the leak point reaches a predetermined value.

4. Case Study

The case well is a high-temperature and high-pressure well
with gas reservoir temperature of 150°C, CO2 content of
45%, and CO2 partial pressure of 20.5MPa. There is obvious
sustained annular pressure in tubing-casing annulus. In
order to avoid the damage to people and property which
caused by the CO2 leakage from the annulus, it is necessary
to find an accurate diagnosis method for downhole leakage.
The relevant calculated parameters are shown in Table 1.

As shown in Figure 3, the annular pressure and gas
volume rose gradually after the leakage occurred, but the ris-
ing rate slowed down gradually. The tubing-casing annular

Table 1: Calculated parameters.

Parameters Numerical value Parameters Numerical value

Ground temperature gradient 0.02°C/m Stratigraphic density 2.35 g/cm3

Production layer temperature 150°C Stratigraphic thermal diffusion coefficient 11:7 × 10−7 m2/s

Production layer pressure 115MPa Thermal conductivity of strata 5.1W/(m-°C)

Circumferential liquid density 1.2 g/cm3 Oil pipe roughness 1:6 × 10−5 m
Thermal conductivity of annular liquid 0.62W/(m-°C) Isobaric expansion coefficient of annular liquid 0.00013°C-1

Isothermal compression coefficient of annular liquid 0.00040MPa-1 Thermal conductivity of gases 0.025W/(m-°C)

Specific heat capacity of produced gas 2310 J/(kg-°C) Relative density of produced gas 0.75

Daily gas production capacity 40× 104m3/d Output gas viscosity 1:55 × 10−6 Pa-s
Adiabatic index of gas 1.29 Gas constants 8.3414

Cement sheath thermal conductivity 0.52W/(m-°C) Casing thermal conductivity 50.5W/(m-°C)

Stratigraphic specific heat capacity 890 J/(kg-°C) Leak point depth 3000m

Space step 1m Time step 20 s

Annulus pressure (MPa)

Leakage rate (m3/min)

Gas volume (m3)
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Figure 3: Circumstance pressure, leakage rate, and gas volume versus time after a leak occurs.
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pressure rose to 21.24MPa within 1400min, of which the
rate of pressure rise was faster in the first 500min, and the
volume of annulus gas grew faster. This shows that the con-
tinuous annular pressure can lead to the accumulation of a
large amount of gas in the annulus, and the risks caused by
gas accumulation should be paid attention to in the field
operation. At the same time, the gas leakage changes with
time from critical leakage to noncritical leakage, and the
leakage rate remains high and basically unchanged during
the critical leakage stage and gradually decreases during the
noncritical leakage stage.

As shown in Figure 4, the depth of the leak point influences
both the process of pressure rise in the annulus and the rate of
leakage. At the early stage of pressure generation, the rate of rise
of the annular pressure caused by different depth leak points is
basically the same, after which the sustained annular pressure
caused by shallow leak points has the characteristics of fast rise
rate, long pressure rise period, and high-pressure value. The
shallow leakage point has the characteristics of rapid annular
pressure rise, long pressure rise period, and high-pressure
value, which is caused by the long duration of noncritical leak-
age phase of shallow leak point. Taking the four curves of

1000m, 2000m, 3000m, and 4000m depth leak points in
Figure 4 as an example, the highest-pressure value at the leak
point is 23.3MPa and the lowest is 15.2MPa, respectively.
The above analysis shows that the sustained annular pressure
caused by the shallow leak point is more hazardous than the
deep leak point.

As shown in Figure 5, the highest values of the sustained
annular pressure under different leak point aperture condi-
tions did not change, but the sustained annular pressure in
the case of larger apertures rose quickly and had a short rise
period, and the initial value of its leakage rate was large and
fell quickly. The above analysis shows that the increase in
leak point orifice diameter will not change the final pressure
value but will lead to a significant increase in the leak rate
and pressure rise. The above analysis shows that the increase
in the diameter of the leak point will not change the final
pressure value but will lead to a significant increase in the
leak rate and pressure rise rate.

According to the above analysis, the depth of the leak
point and the hole size are two important factors that affect
the pressure rise process and the leak rate. According to the
depth of the leak point and the size of the leak point

Table 2: Characteristics and risks of different annulus starting pressure modes.

Number
Leakage point pore

size
Leakage point

depth
Maximum pressure

value
Pressure rise

rate
Pressure rise

cycle
Accumulated gas

volume
Risks

1 Big Light (color) High Fastest Shorter Big High

2 Small Light (color) High Slow Longest Big Medium

3 Big Deep Low Soon Minimum Small Medium

4 Small Deep Low Slowest Longer Small Low
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Figure 6: Annular pressure relief/recovery testing curve of case well.

8 Geofluids



pressure, the pressure mode of the annulus can be divided
into four categories: small-hole shallow leakage, small-hole
deep leakage, large-hole shallow leakage, and large-hole deep
leakage. As shown in Table 2, the four modes in the pressure
value, pressure rise speed, pressure rise cycle, and amount of
gas accumulation in the annulus have differences, taking
into account the high-pressure value that affects the reliabil-
ity of the wellbore safety barrier and pressure rise speed.
Considering that a high-pressure value affects the reliability
of the wellbore safety barrier, a fast pressure rise rate and a
short rise period are unfavorable for early warning and con-
trol, and a larger volume of accumulated gas makes it more
difficult to release the spray. The risks of the four models
were evaluated qualitatively. Among them, the shallow leak-
age of large holes has the characteristics of high-pressure
value, fast speed, and high gas volume, and its risk is the
highest. In contrast, the small-hole deep leakage has the low-
est risk. Therefore, extra attention should be paid to the
integrity of the upper production tubular column of offshore
gas wells to enhance its corrosion, tensile and compressive
properties, and gas tightness to reduce the probability of
shallow leakage from large boreholes.

Since the case well was put into production, the annulus
sleeve pressure continued to rise. Testing was carried out using
the annulus with pressure surface diagnostic device, and the
components of annulus sample testing were basically the same
as the gas phase components of the reservoir, so it was initially
determined that the tubing was leaking. According to the con-
struction requirements of B-B test, the annular pressure relief
process was operated, as shown in Figure 6. The well annular
pressure start-up pattern was consistent with the “small-hole
shallow leakage” type characteristics, and the annular pressure
was stable at about 23.0MPa, with relatively high wellbore
safety risk. Through fitting calculations, it was diagnosed that
the pore size at the leak point of the well was 2.3mm and the
maximum leak rate was 0.30m3/min, which was lower than
the critical standard of 0.42m3/min [16].

Due to the high difficulty of deep gas well annular pres-
sure management and expensive well repair costs, the well-
adopted ultrafine calcium carbonate leak plugging agent
was used to reduce the degree of annular pressure fracture
and regular injection of annular protection fluid to prevent
stress corrosion and other methods to comprehensively
manage annular pressure. The well has been able to ensure
the smooth and safe production of gas.

5. Conclusions

(1) A model was developed to calculate the sustained
annular pressure in the annular space of tubing-
casing of an offshore high-temperature and high-
pressure gas well with high CO2. The analysis shows
that the temperature and pressure differences
between the inner and outer annuli of the tubular
column provide the driving force for gas leakage
generation. After the integrity failure of the tubular
column, the annular pressure and gas volume gradu-
ally increase, but the rate of increase gradually slows
down. As the pressure difference between the inside

and outside of the leak point decreases, the leak rate
gradually decreases, and the risk caused by gas accu-
mulation should be considered in field operations

(2) The depth of the leak point and the hole diameter are
two important factors that affect the pressure rise
process and the rate of leakage. Circumferential pres-
sure rise mode is divided into four categories: small-
hole shallow leakage, small-hole deep leakage, large-
hole shallow leakage, and large-hole deep leakage.
Among them, large-hole shallow leakage has the
characteristics of high-pressure value, fast speed,
and high gas volume, and its risk is the highest, while
small-hole deep leakage has the lowest risk. There-
fore, extra attention should be paid to the integrity
of the upper production tubular column of the off-
shore gas wells to enhance its corrosion resistance,
tensile and compressive properties, and gas tightness
to reduce the probability of shallow leakage from
large boreholes

(3) The model involves only one leak point calculation
method; in the actual working conditions, there
may be multiple leak points in the oil pipe column,
which will lead to more complex calculation of leak
point depth, size, and leak rate; this model can be
used as the superposition effect of multiple leak
points and provide the judgment basis for the diag-
nosis of annular pressure on a macrolevel
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