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[1] The interaction among water molecules, guest gas molecules, salts, and mineral particles determines the
nucleation and growth behavior of gas hydrates in natural sediments. Hydrate of tetrahydrofuran (THF) has
long been used for laboratory studies of gas hydrate-bearing sediments to provide close control on hydrate
concentrations and to overcome the long formation history of methane hydrate from aqueous phase
methane in sediments. Yet differences in the polarizability of THF (polar molecule) compared to methane
(nonpolar molecule) raise questions about the suitability of THF as a proxy for methane in the study of
hydrate-bearing sediments. From existing data and simple macroscale experiments, we show that despite
its polar nature, THF’s large molecular size results in low permittivity, prevents it from dissolving
precipitated salts, and hinders the solvation of ions on dry mineral surfaces. In addition, the interfacial
tension between water and THF hydrate is similar to that between water and methane hydrate. The
processes that researchers choose for forming hydrate in sediments in laboratory settings (e.g., from gas,
liquid, or ice) and the pore-scale distribution of the hydrate that is produced by each of these processes
likely have a more pronounced effect on the measured macroscale properties of hydrate-bearing sediments
than do differences between THF and methane hydrates themselves.
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1. Introduction
[2] Gas hydrate is a crystalline compound consisting of guest gas molecules encaged in water
molecules. In nature, gas hydrates occur in the
Copyright 2007 by the American Geophysical Union

sediments of permafrost regions and continental
margins, and methane is the most common guest
molecule. The stability of gas hydrate depends on
temperature, pressure, salinity, and other factors
(e.g., soil characteristics). The difficulty of main1 of 10
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taining recovered natural samples at in situ temperatures (usually 0 to 25°C) and fluid pressures
(typically 5 to 25 MPa) has been one of the key
challenges in studying natural gas hydrate-bearing
sediments. At the same time, the analysis of
measurements obtained in hydrate-bearing provinces during borehole logging or exploration geophysical surveys (e.g., seismic prospecting) has
been limited by the lack of high-quality calibrations of physical properties on synthetic laboratory
samples with well-characterized lithology, hydrate
saturation, and confining pressures.
[3] Numerous laboratory studies have used sediments containing synthetic gas hydrates to investigate mechanical, thermal, and electromagnetic
properties of both pure crystals and hydrate-bearing
sediments [Cameron et al., 1990; Waite et al.,
2002; Ebinuma et al., 2005; Priest et al., 2005;
Santamarina et al., 2005; Winters et al., 2005; Yun
et al., 2005, 2007]. Unfortunately, the controlled
synthesis of methane hydrate in sediments is challenging owing to methane’s low solubility in water
and the prolonged time required to form hydrate
from aqueous phase methane, which is the way that
gas hydrate probably forms in deep sediments that
are within (not at the boundaries of) the gas hydrate
stability zone [e.g., Buffett and Zatsepina, 2000;
Spangenberg et al., 2005]. Forming methane
hydrate in this way requires a source of methane
within the sediment (e.g., microbes) and/or transport
of methane via diffusional or advective processes.
[4] Several alternative methods have been proposed to produce methane hydrate-bearing sediments, including flushing methane gas through
partially saturated sediments, exploiting preexisting ice cages, and using surfactants to increase
the availability of the methane gas in water [Handa
and Stupin, 1992; Stern et al., 1996; Zhong and
Rogers, 2000; Waite et al., 2002, 2004; Lin et al.,
2004]. Each of these procedures produces different
pore scale growth patterns [Zhong and Rogers,
2000; Ebinuma et al., 2005; Spangenberg and
Kulenkampff, 2005] and differences in the macroscale behavior of sediments containing these
hydrates [e.g., Yun et al., 2007].
[5] Tetrahydrofuran (C4H8O, hereafter THF) has
long been used as a substitute for methane in
laboratory studies [e.g., Leaist et al., 1982; Handa,
1984; Rueff and Sloan, 1985]. The main advantage
of THF relative to methane is THF’s complete
miscibility in water, which enables relatively rapid,
homogeneous synthesis of THF hydrate in sediments and close control of the hydrate volume
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fraction. THF hydrate, unlike methane hydrate, also
has the advantage of being stable at atmospheric
pressure and easily achieved temperatures, making
possible the use of standard soil cells and loading
frames for laboratory experiments [Bondarev et al.,
1996; Santamarina et al., 2005; Yun et al., 2005,
2007]. Finally, because THF hydrate does not
dissociate to a gaseous phase, poroelastic complications associated with the formation of highly
mobile, compressible gas can be avoided.
[6] In recent years, the use of THF as a proxy for
methane in studies of hydrate-bearing sediment
properties has also been a source of controversy
[Doyle et al., 2004], particularly owing to the polar
nature of the THF molecule compared to the
nonpolar nature of the methane molecule. This
paper examines the differences and similarities
between the interactions of methane and THF with
water, salt, and mineral grains, the major components of natural sedimentary systems in which gas
hydrate occurs.

2. Comparison of Known Properties
[7] The properties of THF and methane molecules,
their hydrates, and water ice are compiled in Table 1.
We first compare the properties of methane and
THF, the hydrate guest molecules (Figure 1).
Methane, an alkane, consists of a carbon atom with
four attached hydrogens that form a tetrahedral
structure. As a cyclic ether, THF has ether oxygen
as part of the ring. The THF molecule is 1.5 times
larger than the methane molecule and is completely
miscible in water. Methane is a nonpolar molecule
(dipole moment of zero), but the dipole moment of
THF is as high as that of water. Yet the permittivity
of THF is very low relative to water and approaches
a value comparable to that for nonpolar fluids.
[8] In terms of hydrate properties, THF hydrate
forms as Structure II, with THF filling only large
cavities. In contrast, methane hydrate most commonly occurs as Structure I with methane filling
both large and small cavities. Despite these structural differences, a comparison of the macroscale
mechanical and electrical properties and some
thermal properties (e.g., heat capacity, thermal
conductivity) of the two hydrates reveals gross
similarities (Table 1), particularly when each property is considered within the range of values
attained in marine or permafrost sediments. On
the other hand, there are important differences in
thermal expansivity, the heat of dissociation, and
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Table 1. Properties of Methane and THF, Their Hydrates, and Water Ice
Property
Molecular formula
Chemical structure
Molecular size, Å
Dipole moment, D
Molecular polarizability, Å3
Permittivity
Density, kg m3, at 293.5 K
Viscosity, cP, at 298.5 K
Surface tension, N m1, at 293.5 K
Solubility in water at 293.5 K

Hydrate structure
Hydrate cavity diameter, Å
Ideal hydrate stoichiometric ratio
Slope of phase transformation boundary
at 10 MPa, K MPa1

Methane

Tetrahydrofuran
(THF)

Properties of Guest Molecule
CH4
C4H8O
see Figure 1
see Figure 1
4.36 (1)a
6.3 (2)
0 (3)
1.63 (4)
2.6 (5)
7.9 (6)
1.7 (7)
7.5 (4)
N/A
888 (4)
N/A
0.46 (4)
0.00676 at 140K (8)
0.028 (4)
0.04  103 [mole
miscible (7)
fraction] (9)
General Characteristics
I
II
7.9, 8.66 (1)
7.82, 9.46 (1)
CH4.6H2O
C4H8O.17H2O
+0.96 (1)
0.08 (10)

Water Ice
H2O
see Figure 1
1.8 (1)
1.85 (3)
1.5 (5)
80 (3)
1000 (3)
0.89 (3)
0.0728 (3)
N/A

n/a
n/a
n/a
0.01 (11)

Thermal Properties of the Frozen State
2.07 (12)
2.07 (13)
2.10 (13)
Heat capacity, kJ kg1 K1, at 270 K
Heat of dissociation, kJ kg1, at 273 K
338.7 (12)
262.9 (13)
333.5 (14)
Thermal conductivity, W m1 K1
0.5 @ 270 K (15)
0.5 @ 270 K (16)
2.2 @ 263 K (1)
Thermal diffusivity, m2 s1
3  107 @ 270 K (15) 2.8  107 @ 270 K (17) 8.43  107 @ 273 K (18)
Thermal linear expansivity, K1, at 200 K
77  106 (1)
52  106 (1)
56  106 (1)
Density, kg m3, at 273 K
Interfacial Tension, J m2
Adiabatic bulk compressibility, Pa, at
273 K
Isothermal Young’s modulus, Pa, at
268 K
Shear wave speed Vs, m s1
Compressional wave speed Vp, m s1
Strength, MPa
Electrical conductivity, S/m
Dielectric constant at 273 K

Mechanical Properties of the Frozen State
910 (1)
910 (1)
0.017 (19) 0.032 (20)
0.016 – 0.031 (21)
14  1011 (1)
14  1011 (1)

917 (1)
0.029 (19) 0.032 (20)
12  1011 (1)

8.4  109 (1)

8.2  109 (1)

9.5  109 (1)

1950 (22)
3370 (23)  3800 (22)
2 to 10 (26)

1890 (23)
3670 (23)
0.9 to 44 (27)

1950 (24) 1990 (25)
3890 (24) 3910 (25)
0.6 to 1 (26)

Electrical Properties of Frozen State
0.01 (28)
0.01
2.5 (28)
4.3

0.01 (29)
2.8 (29)

a

The number in parentheses corresponds to the following reference or other source information: 1, Sloan [1998]; 2, Dyadin et al. [1999]; 3, Lide
[2003]; 4, Smallwood [1996]; 5, Atkins [1978]; 6, Davidson et al. [1986]; 7, Carey [1987]; 8, Upstill and Evans [1977]; (9) at 0.1 MPa and 278.15 K
from Handa [1990]; 10, Circone et al. [2003]; 11, Florusse et al. [2004]; 12, Handa [1986]; 13, Handa et al. [1984]; 14, Petrenko and Whitworth
[1999]; 15, deMartin [2001]; 16, Ross et al. [1981]; 17, thermal diffusivity of tetrahydrofuran hydrate is estimated from published thermal
conductivity and heat capacity values; 18, Hobbs [1974]; 19, Uchida et al. [2002]; 20, Anderson et al. [2003]; 21, estimated from data of
Zakrzewski and Handa [1993] assuming cylindrical and spherical geometry; 22, Helgerud et al. [2003b]; 23, Kiefte et al. [1985]; 24, Helgerud et al.
[2003a]; 25, Gagnon et al. [1987]; 26, at 50 MPa confining pressure and 270 K for methane hydrate and the same confining pressure and 260 K for
ice, from Durham et al. [2005]; 27, measured with no confinement and at 276 K by Ohmura et al. [2002]; 28, Galashev et al. [2006]; 29, Shi et al.
[2005].
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Figure 1. Ball-and-stick representations of the molecular structure of (a) methane (CH4), (b) tetrahydrofuran
(C4H8O), and (c) water (H2O). Oxygen atoms are red, hydrogen are white, and carbon are gray.

the degree to which equilibrium temperature
depends on pressure for the two hydrates.

3. Dipole Moment Effects
[9] The polar nature of the THF molecule (relatively large dipole moment) compared to the nonpolar methane molecule has led to concerns about
the potential interaction of THF with water and
THF hydrate with sediments. We next discuss each
of these issues in detail.

3.1. THF-Water Interaction
[10] As mentioned above, the dipole moment of the
THF molecule is similar to that of water, but its
permittivity is much smaller. The molecular dipole
moment m [Debye = C  m] is determined by the
geometric arrangement of charges in a molecule
while the permittivity is a measure of macroscale
polarizability per unit volume [Santamarina et al.,
2001]. The orientational polarization P [C m2]
reflects m and the number of molecules per unit
volume N, as well as the competing effects
between the externally imposed electric field
E [N C1] and the randomizing thermal motion
at temperature T [K]. The relationship among
these parameters is captured in [Atkins, 1978]
P¼

N m2
E ¼ eo ðk0  1ÞE;
3kT

which is captured by N in (1), must be considered
in conjunction with the molecular dipole moment
for the analysis of the macroscale behavior of THF.
[11] Hydrogen bonds between water molecules are
responsible for the interaction between water and
other fluids (e.g., THF) and for the activity of
water, which is closely related to phase equilibrium
conditions [Luck, 1973]. Among organic compounds, alcohol and ether form hydrogen bonds
with water, which explains the high miscibility of
these fluids. As a cyclic ether, the oxygen of a THF
molecule uses one of its unshared electron pairs to
accept a proton from a water molecule to form a
hydrogen bond [Carey, 1987]. However, the interaction between THF and water molecules is relatively weak compared to water-water interaction,
and water clusters formed by the hydrogen-bonded

ð1Þ

where k is Boltzmann’s constant [1.38  1023
J K1], eo is the permittivity of free space
[8.854  1012 F m1], and k0 is the relative
permittivity. The permittivities of water and THF
are related as
k0water  1 Pwater Nwater mwater 2
¼
:
¼
PTHF
NTHF mTHF 2
k0THF  1

ð2Þ

Using values from Table 1, the polarization ratio is
Pwater/PTHF ﬃ 11, which is similar to the ratio of
measured permittivities (k0water  1)/(k0THF  1) = 12,
as shown for microwave complex permittivity
spectra in Figure 2. Therefore molecular size,

Figure 2. Frequency-dependent electrical properties of
liquid water (red) and liquid THF (green): (a) permittivity and (b) electrical conductivity. The conductivity of
THF is below the detection limit for the instrumentation.
4 of 10
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0.65 cp at 298.5 K, surface tension of 0.0289 N m1
at 293.5 K, and solubility of 0.18 (mole fraction) in
water at 293.5 K [Atkins, 1978; Smallwood, 1996;
Yoshida et al., 2005].

Figure 3. Ball-and-stick representation showing the
relative sizes of the (a) sodium chloride; (b) tetrahydrofuran; and (c) water molecules, with interatomic
distances on the same absolute scale for the different
molecules. Color scheme: green, chloride; blue, sodium;
gray, oxygen; red, hydrogen; yellow, carbon.

water network are preserved around THF molecules [Fukasawa et al., 2004; Ohtake et al., 2005;
Takamuku et al., 2003]. Thus THF’s capacity to
form hydrogen bonds does not play a crucial role
in hydrate formation, and THF molecules essentially behave as nonpolar molecules.

3.2. Fluid-Salt Interaction
[12] Salts are often present in natural systems as
precipitates in sediments or in a dissolved phase in
pore fluids. Polar solvents like water can dissolve
ionic compounds through thermal agitation and
ion-dipole interactions, even though the ion-dipole
interaction is weaker than ion-ion interaction. The
dissolution of salts by water starts with the alignment of the polar water molecules near ions, with
H-ends toward anions and O-ends toward cations.
The small water molecules gradually position
themselves between surface anions and cations,
weaken the ion-ion attraction forces, and eventually
pull ions away from the crystal. This sequence of
events shows the relevance of polarity and molecular size for the ability of a fluid to dissolve salt. For
reference, Figure 3 illustrates the relative sizes of
the sodium chloride, tetrahydrofuran, and water
molecules.
[13] A key question is whether fluids that contain
large polar molecules (e.g., THF) can also dissolve
salt. We devised a simple, yet robust, experiment to
evaluate the effect of molecular polarity and size on
the ability of a fluid to dissolve salt. Three fluids
were considered for the study of salt-fluid interactions: water (small polar molecule, high permittivity), THF (large polar molecule, low permittivity),
and benzene (nonpolar molecule, low permittivity).
The relevant properties of benzene are molecular
size of 5.36 Å, zero dipole moment, molecular
polarizability of 10.32 Å3, permittivity of 2.28,
density of 879 kg m3 at 293.5 K, viscosity of

[14] Table salt (7g of NaCl) was thoroughly mixed
in 50 ml of each liquid. The mixture was then
filtered through P5 (5–10 mm) filter paper, and the
retained salt was oven-dried and weighed. Within
the precision of these measurements, the results
show that THF (k0 = 7.52) and benzene (k0 = 2.28)
do not dissolve NaCl (>99% of the salt retained in
solid form) while water (k0 = 80) dissolves NaCl
completely (no salt retained).
[15] Under the microscope, the salt crystals that
had been mixed with benzene had intact crystal
surfaces (Figure 4b), indicating that the benzene
did not react with the salt. The crystal surfaces of
the salt mixed with THF showed flakes of precipitated butylated hydroxytoluene (BHT, C15H24O),
which is added to THF at 0.2g/L to prevent
peroxide formation during storage (Figure 4c),
but revealed no indication of dissolution. To confirm whether the observed flakes were BHT, the
same experiment was repeated with excess BHT
(250 g/L) added to the THF, producing extensive
BHT precipitation on salt grains (Figure 4d).
[16] These results suggest that the case of dispersed
ions surrounded by oriented THF molecules is not
entropically favored over a salt crystal surrounded
by randomly oriented THF molecules. Yet, while
THF cannot dissolve ionic crystalline compounds
like salt, there is evidence that THF can solvate
pre-existing free ions [Nishinaga et al., 2003]. This
implies ion-dipole interaction that is much weaker
than the ion-ion interaction in the salt crystal, yet
possibly stronger than the Debye interaction of ion
to polarized molecule in the case of free ions and
methane.

3.3. Fluid-Mineral Interaction
[17] Understanding the interaction of fluids with
mineral surfaces is critical for the study of hydratebearing sediments. Hence we extended the previous experiments to examine the solvation of ions
on dry minerals by the three selected fluids.
[18] Charged mineral particles and absorbed ions
near mineral surfaces lower the activity of water
[Hobbs, 1974]. The formation of electrical double
layers on mineral surfaces reflects the balance
between the thermal activity and the electrical
forces that develop among fluids, ions, and charged
mineral surfaces. The characteristic scale of the
5 of 10
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Figure 4. Optical microphotographs of NaCl salt: (a) oven-dried, (b) mixed with benzene and oven-dried; (c) mixed
with THF and oven-dried; and (d) mixed with THF with excess BHT and oven-dried.

double layer is determined by the ionic concentration of pore fluids co [mol m3], ionic valence z,
temperature T [K], and permittivity k0 [Mitchell
and Soga, 2005]. The thickness of a double layer is
sﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃﬃ
e 0 k k0 T
;
q¼
2e0 2 Nav c0 z2

ð3Þ

where Nav is Avogadro’s number [6.022  1023 mol1]
and e0 is the elementary charge [1.602  1019 C].
Thicker double layers imply higher interparticle
repulsion forces for a given interparticle distance
and lower probability of particle aggregation by
van der Waals attraction [Santamarina et al.,
2001].
[19] We investigated the interaction between each
of the three fluids and mineral surfaces using two
indirect experimental methods. The first was a
sedimentation test, a low solid-fraction experiment
that provides insight into incipient fabric formation. The second is the standardized liquid limit
test, which is a high solid-fraction experiment

frequently used in geotechnical testing to elucidate
the effect of the pore fluid character on the interaction among mineral particles in sediments. Both
tests were run with bentonite because of its high
specific surface (226 m2 g1). Particle-to-particle
interactions in high specific surface substances are
controlled by electrical forces, which in turn reflect
fluid-mineral interaction.

3.3.1. Sedimentation
[20] Particle-fluid interaction can be inferred from
the settling behavior of sediment suspensions.
While Stokes sedimentation of single particles is
controlled by particle size and fluid viscosity, the
sedimentation of suspensions composed of submicron-sized particles such as bentonite is governed
by electrical interparticle forces.
[21] Bentonite (2.5 g) was thoroughly mixed with
each fluid (50 ml) in graduated cylinders, and then
left to rest. The height of the suspension-water
interface and sedimentation characteristics were
monitored with time, as shown in Figure 5. Sedi6 of 10
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penetrates the soil paste until it comes to rest. The
test is repeated for different fluid mass fractions.
The liquid limit is the fluid content at which the
cone penetrates 20 mm.
[25] As shown in Figure 6, small changes in fluid
content produced large variations in cone penetration depth when mixtures were prepared with either
THF or benzene. The results for water, THF, and
benzene were 302%, 69%, and 57%, respectively.
This confirms the nonpolar, benzene-like interaction between THF and bentonite.
Figure 5. Sedimentation curves for water-bentonite
(black), THF-bentonite (green), and benzene-bentonite
(red) mixtures.

mentation ended within 102 s in benzene and in
THF, with only a few fine particles remaining in
suspension for longer time in THF. In contrast,
bentonite remained suspended in water even after
106 s.
[22] Using the evaluation criteria of Palomino and
Santamarina [2005], the observed sedimentation
behavior clearly contrasts dispersed sedimentation
in water with aggregated sedimentation in THF and
benzene. In water, the suspended particles are
dispersed due to the large double layer repulsive
forces between particles. In THF and benzene,
unsolvated, adsorbed ions shield the clay charge,
van der Waals attraction prevails, and particle
aggregation occurs followed by fast sedimentation.
These results indicate that despite the polar nature
of the THF molecule, its interaction with minerals
and its ability to solvate ions on mineral surfaces
resemble those of nonpolar molecules such as
benzene.

[26] The soil-fluid pastes were oven-dried after the
liquid limit tests, and the cohesiveness of the dried
specimens was assessed by indenting them with a
blade. The dried water-bentonite mixture was
strong and behaved like stiff cemented soil, whereas
the dried THF-bentonite mixture maintained its
shape but readily crumbled into powder when
disturbed. The dried benzene-bentonite mixture
had changed back to powder. The cohesiveness
of the oven-dried water-bentonite paste suggests
that ionic bonding had developed between particles
by sharing of dissolved ions while in wet conditions. On the other hand, the slight bonding that
remains in the dried THF-bentonite paste might
reflect minor interaction among THF, ions, and
mineral surfaces, or more likely, the contribution
of the precipitated BHT.
[27] Overall, the evaluation of sedimentation characteristics, liquid limits, and dry paste strengths for
the bentonite-liquid mixtures confirms that the
interaction of THF with fine particles much more
closely resembles that of benzene (nonpolar) than
that of water (polar). These observations support

3.3.2. Liquid Limit
[23] The liquid limit test is used to determine the
water content associated with changes in the rheological behavior of a paste from that of a viscous
liquid to a plastic solid. The liquid limit is affected
by the specific surface of particles, fluid-mineral
interaction, and the resulting soil fabric. High specific surface, thick double layers, and flocculated
fabrics lead to higher liquid limits.
[24] The liquid limit of bentonite mixed with each
of the three liquids was determined using the
standardized fall cone test, which consists of a
free-falling stainless steel 80 g cone with a 30°
apex into the specimen [British Standards Institute,
1990]. The cone is released at the soil surface and

Figure 6. Fall cone penetration lines for waterbentonite (red), bentonite-THF (green), and bentonitebenzene (black) mixtures. The vertical yellow line
indicates the displacement (20 mm) at which liquid limit
is assessed.
7 of 10
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the contention that THF behaves like methane
(nonpolar) in the presence of sediment particles.

4. Hydrate Formation in Sediments
[28] After nucleation, the evolution of gas hydrate in
porous media is prescribed by the Young-Laplace
and the Gibbs-Thompson equations [Clennell et al.,
1999]. Within experimental variability, the interfacial tension between hydrate and water is similar for
both THF and methane hydrate (Table 1), implying
that similar growth patterns should be expected in
water-saturated sediments. Beyond these similarities, guest molecules and cavity types can affect
mechanical properties of hydrate-bearing sediments
[Durham et al., 2005]. In practice, though, factors
such as thermodynamic parameters (e.g., cooling
rate, diffusion rate for heat of transformation and
excluded ions, and, for methane hydrate, the rate of
guest molecule diffusion) and the spatial distribution of hydrate in the pore space have a greater
impact on measured mechanical properties.
[29] The distribution of hydrates in pore space
depends strongly on hydrate formation history.
For example, water in partially saturated sediments tends to accumulate near contacts (pendular
regime); therefore flooding with gas to trigger
hydrate formation [e.g., Handa and Stupin, 1992]
in such a system leads to preferential hydrate
formation at contacts [Waite et al., 2004; Winters
et al., 2004; Ebinuma et al., 2005; Masui et al.,
2005]. The version of the ice seed method used by
Priest et al. [2005] involves the introduction of ice
and melt prior to pressurizing, making it close to
the unsaturated method, and produces a similar
effect. On the other hand, the Stern et al. [1996]
ice-seeding method causes hydrate to preferentially
replace ice [Ebinuma et al., 2005] in pore space,
even though water from melting ice may also
migrate to grain contacts if hydrate formation takes
place at a rate lower than ice melting [Valiullin and
Furo, 2002; Priest et al., 2005]. In contrast, THF
hydrate forms from the combination of dissolved
THF molecules and water molecules, much as
methane hydrate probably forms in deep sediments
under natural conditions [Buffett and Zatsepina,
2000]. Previous studies with THF hydrate in watersaturated porous media suggest that nucleation
occurs at particle surfaces and that hydrate crystals
then grow into the pore space [Yun et al., 2005].
[30] The differences in the spatial distribution of
hydrates induced by different formation histories

10.1029/2006GC001531

affect the stiffness and strength of sediments as
well as the bulk conduction properties. For example,
the small-strain stiffness and shear strength increase
dramatically even with small hydrate saturations in
sediments in which hydrate is synthesized by gas
flooding sediments with initially low water saturation [Waite et al., 2004; Winters et al., 2004]. From
the discussion above, the ice-seeding method produces different results depending on its implementation [Ebinuma et al., 2005; Masui et al., 2005;
Priest et al., 2005]. The small-strain stiffness does
not increase significantly at low hydrate concentration in sediments when hydrate is synthesized
by flushing water containing aqueous phase methane [Spangenberg and Kulenkampff, 2005]
through initially saturated sediments or by forming hydrate from dissolved THF [Yun et al., 2005,
2007]. Thus it appears that the hydrate formation
method is likely more important than the hydrate
former in controlling some of the properties of the
hydrate-bearing sediment.

5. Conclusions
[31] Despite a dipole moment close to that of
water, THF has permittivity as low as that of
nonpolar molecules owing primarily to the large
size of the molecule. In turn, molecular size hinders
THF from hydrating salts or mineral surfaces;
therefore the overall behavior of THF in sediments
resembles that of a nonpolar fluid. The fact that
THF is a polar molecule while methane is not
appears to have little relevance for assessing the
differences between sediments containing THF
hydrate versus those containing methane hydrate.
[32] Despite its polar nature, THF forms weaker
hydrogen bonds with water than the water molecules form with each other, meaning that THF has
only limited impact on the hydrogen-bonded water
network. The available data also indicate that the
interfacial tension, a factor important in hydrate
growth in pore space, between water and either
THF or methane hydrate is similar.
[33] Laboratory formation history and ensuing
pore-scale spatial distribution likely have a more
pronounced effect on the macroscale mechanical
properties of hydrate-bearing sediments than differences between THF and methane hydrates themselves. Nevertheless, the analysis of results gathered
with THF hydrate-bearing sediments as a proxy for
methane hydrate-bearing sediments should still
take into consideration the inherent differences
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between these hydrates, particularly with regard to
kinetics.
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