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B = Formation volume factor
D = Diffusion coefficient
P = Pressure
q = Volumetric flow rate
R = Residual
S = Saturation
t = Time
V = Volumetric concentration
z = Gas super compressibility factor
v = P T/Ts
A = Mobility
r = Sorption time constant
H &
E = Equilibrium
g = Gas property
w = Water property
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Fig. 1. Description of simulation system.
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