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Acoustic characterization for creep 
behaviors of marine sandy 
hydrate‑bearing sediment
Yanlong Li 1,2,4, Qiaobo Hu 1,2,3, Nengyou Wu 1,2*, Hongbin Wang 1,2, Xiaofeng Sun 3, 
Gaowei Hu 1,2, Zhiwen Sun 1 & Yujing Jiang 4*

Marine natural gas hydrate (NGH) is a promising substitutive low‑carbon energy resource, whereas 
NGH‑production induced geoengineering concerns remain challenging. Advanced forecast of 
possible geoengineering risks is the fundamental for eco‑friendly NGH exploitation. Reservoir 
creep deformation is an early symptom of the geoengineering risks. However, whether the creep 
deformation behaviors of the NGH‑bearing strata is predictable remains controversial. In this study, 
a series of multi‑step loading creep test are conducted for sandy gas hydrate bearing sediment 
(GHBS) samples, during which the ultrasonic responses are recorded simultaneously. The acoustic 
velocity, compression‑to‑shear velocity ratio, Poission’s ratio, main frequency, and main frequency 
amplitude are used to characterize creep failures of the GHBS for the first time. Combining analyses 
of the creep behaviors and acoustic responses yield the following conclusions. Firstly, the long‑
term strength derived from creeping test is 0.45–0.60 times of the shear strength derived from 
triaxial shearing. Ignoring the creep effect might underestimate the scale and intensity of possible 
geoengineering risks during long‑term NGH exploitation. Secondly, the acoustic velocity increases 
gently and then decreases continuously during creeping. Once the accelerated creep appears, the 
acoustic velocity plummets significantly, together with a sudden decrease in the compression‑to‑
shear velocity ratio, and fluctuations in the main frequency and its amplitude. Furthermore, the main 
frequency and its amplitude shall fluctuate abruptly prior to the emergence of the accelerated creep. 
Therefore, we anticipate that the combination of abnormal fluctuations of main frequency and its 
amplitude can be used as early‑warning indicators for possible creep failure of the GHBS. The results 
might have great significance for in‑situ detection and prediction of possible reservoir failure during 
long‑term NGH exploitation.

The global energy demands are increasing steadily with the ongoing prosperity and development of the human 
society, whereas the willingness for a cleaner living environments and the urgency of tackling climate change 
force the energy suppliers to upgrade the conventional energy  chains1,2. However, the development of renewable 
energies (e.g. wind power, tidal power, solar power, hydrogen energy, biofuels) are currently far to regulate the 
immense contradictions between the energy supply uncertainties and the climate changing concerns, although 
they could act as good  complements3. The fossil fuels shall remain the dominant role in the world’s energy supply 
chain in the coming  decades4, among which natural gas is the most promising substitutes to realize a diversified, 
decarbonized energy supply chain.

Natural gas hydrate (NGH), as one of the primary sources of natural gas, is a kind of caged compound formed 
from water and natural gas (mostly methane in nature) under relatively high-pressure and low-temperature2,5. 
NGH is widely distributed in nature, mainly in the permafrost regions (< 10%) and subsea sediment in the 
continental margins (≥ 90%) such as the South China  Sea6, Greenland shelf  margin7, Krishna–Godavari  basin8, 
eastern part of the Korean  Peninsula9, and Cascadia  margin10. It is anticipated that NGH accounts for thousands 
of trillions of cubic feet of methane gas, although the specific estimated amount range over several orders of 
 magnitude11 and the recoverable amount remains even uncertain. With the proposal of the zero net-carbon 
emission ambitions, the NGH is widely accepted as a promising alternative energy resource by the Asian-Pacific 
countries such as China, Japan, India, and South  Korea11,12. At the same time, the interactions between NGH and 
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global climate change also attracts tremendous  attentions13–15, since the NGH is undoubtedly the most important 
carbon sink on this planet and the change in NGH system would inevitably influence the Earth’s carbon cycle.

Therefore, exploiting the marine NGH in an eco-friendly way is the emerging demand to compromise the 
contradictions between fossil fuel supply and global  changes16. However, great challenges such as poor reser-
voir characterization, immature exploration and exploitation techniques, possible geoengineering risks and/or 
 disasters17,18 pose significant uncertainties for the safe and effective exploitation of NGH. Among these chal-
lenges, the geoengineering risks are highly related to the deformation characteristics of the gas hydrate-bearing 
strata (GHBS)17,19.

Geoengineering risks related to marine NGH exploitation includes but are not limited to sand  production20,21, 
reservoir  instability22, seafloor  subsidence23,24, uncontrollable  CH4  emission25, and possible slope  failure26,27. All 
these geological risks are anticipated to be related to the time-dependent plastic deformation (i.e. creep) of the 
non-diagenetic marine  GHBS28,29, since the NGH dissociation would undoubtedly deteriorate the  strength30 and 
change the pore  structures31 of the GHBS. However, quantitative relationships between creep characteristics and 
geoengineering risks during NGH exploitation remain unclear to some  extent32.

Geoengineering-based techniques such as pressuremeter  test33 and flat dilatometer test (DMT)34 could obtain 
failure behaviors of the GHBS directly. However, these emerging techniques are limited to laboratory experi-
mental verifications to date. The triaxial shearing test plays a leading role in the creep test of GHBS from the 
laboratory experimental  perspectives35. Based on the triaxial shearing test, Miyazaki et al.36 found that the creep 
of GHBS is much larger than that of water-saturated sand that is free of hydrate. Li et al.37 stated that the GHBS 
would be damaged rather than remain in the stable-creep stage when the deviator stress exceeds the quasi-static 
strength. Afterwards, Nakashima et al.38 pointed out that the creep behaviors of GHBS change depending on the 
loading method and stress rate. Zhou et al.39 distinguished the time-dependent deformation caused by effective 
stress rise from that induced by NGH saturation loss. Most recently, our experiments observed three typical creep 
stages of deceleration creep, stable creep, and accelerated creep for GHBS by deploying the multi-step loading 
 method40. These findings provide significant guidance to understand the mesoscopic creep behaviors of GHBS, 
whereas the possibility of field monitoring for creep of GHBS remains unknown.

Compared with the geoengineering-based techniques, geophysical-based methods could obtain the reser-
voir information in a non-invasive, wide-coverage, and field-applicable  way41,42. There were a few attempts to 
characterize the deformation behaviors of the marine GHBS via the onboard geophysical-based methods. For 
example, a large-scale flow-like deformation within the GHBS at the east coast of New Zealand was identified 
with the utilization of high-resolution multichannel seismic refection (MSR)28. In 2017–2018, the International 
Ocean Discovery Program (IODP) Expedition 372 used the logging while drilling (LWD) technique to identify 
relationships between NGH and sediment creep  deformation43,44. These trials enlighten us that the acoustic-
based geophysical techniques (e.g. MSR, LWD) could be of significant help in field monitoring of GHBS creep, 
whereas careful indoor feasibility test are required before field application.

Bridging the geophysical-based observation and geomechanical-based detection method is essential to fully 
characterize the time-dependent deformation of GHBS, to accurately formulate a generally applicable constitu-
tive model, and to narrow the gaps between laboratory results and field applications. Therefore, we developed a 
device to test time-dependent deformation and the ultrasonic response of the GHBS under high pressure and 
low temperature. This paper reports the first set of integrating test results for sandy GHBS under multi-step load-
ing conditions. Creep characterization of the GHBS are comprehensively conducted based on the relationships 
between acoustic signals and deformation data. The results shall provide references for accurate prediction of 
GHBS deformation and reservoir creep monitoring during long-term NGH exploitation.

Experiments
Experimental device
The diagram and photo of the experimental device are shown in Fig. 1. A detailed description of the device can 
be found in our previous  publication45. The high-pressure vessel is able to synthesize artificial GHBS samples 
with a height of 120 mm and a diameter of 39 mm. The high-pressure vessel is able to withstand a pressure up 
to 30.0 MPa. During creep test, the axial loading control system can apply constant load on the sample, with a 
control accuracy of ± 0.002 kN. Axial strain is detected by the axial-loading sensor with a displacement accuracy 
of ± 0.001 mm. The volumetric strain is measured by the changes in the amount of confining-pressure liquid.

The ultrasonic transducers equipped at both ends of the GHBS sample record both shear wave (S-wave) 
and compression wave (P-wave) during loading. This process is realized by the combination of a Twave40612 
high-frequency arbitrary waveform generator, an AG1016 power amplifier, an EVOC industrial computer, an 
ultrasonic transducer, an ultrasonic channel switching device, an oscilloscope, and a supporting software pro-
gram. It is noted that ultrasonic signals filtering and  denoising46,47 are required before the original data is used 
to characterize creep behaviors of GHBS.

As a result, both the geomechanical-based data (i.e. time-stress–strain) and the geophysical-based data (i.e. 
acoustic signals) could be obtained during the creep test for GHBS. The former is a direct indicator of creep 
behaviors and can be used to derive macroscopic creep parameters such as long-term strength. The later can be 
used as an appendix to explain possible creep failure mechanisms. Combination of these data enables us to model 
geophysical responses of creep behaviors for the reservoir during long-term NGH exploitation.

Experimental procedures
In this study, sandy sediment with a grain-size range of 0.15–1.0 mm is used as host sediment for artificial 
methane hydrate. The average porosity of the sediment is 38.8%. Methane with a purity of 99.9% and deionized 
water are used to synthesize hydrate.
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The sample preparation initiates by mixing a certain amount of pure water and sediment. The mixture is 
transferred into the rubber sleeve and pressed into a column sample within the high-pressure vessel. The step 
is followed by injecting methane into the sediment and increasing the confining pressure simultaneously. This 
process is continued until the pore pressure reaches 7.0 MPa. Afterwards, the pressurized vessel is kept standstill 
for around six hours at ambient temperature for possible leakage check. Then, the temperature control system 
is switched on and set as 1.0 ℃ to cool the vessel. It is noted that the effective confining pressure should be 
maintained constant (i.e. 0.5 MPa) during the aforementioned pressurization and cooling processes. Methane 
hydrate shall be synthesized during cooling, leading to pore-pressure decrease. Once the pore-pressure remains 
stable for more than six hours, it is assumed that all water molecules inside the sediment are crystallized into 
hydrate, indicating the finalization of sample preparation. The average hydrate saturation (Sh) is controlled by 
the amount of water added into the sediment, and it is set to be 20%, 30%, and 40%, respectively, in this study.

The pore pressure is adjusted to be 6.1 MPa when the sample preparation is finished, whereas the effective 
confining pressure is set to be 1, 2, and 3 MPa, respectively. The multi-step loading method is applied in the 
experiments. Take the samples with an average hydrate saturation of 30% as an example, the specific loading 
paths for the creep tests are listed in Table 1. To laterally compare the creep failure characteristics under different 
confining pressure, the loading value is normalized into stress level in Table 1. The stress level is defined to be 
the ratio between the current load and the static shear strength of the sample obtained from triaxial shearing. 
According to Miyazaki et al.48, the static strength for sandy methane-hydrate bearing sediment (Sh = 30%) is 4.50, 
7.93, 9.53 MPa, when the effective confining pressure is 1, 2, 3 MPa, respectively.

Firstly, a relatively low axial load (i.e. level 1) is applied to the GHBS sample. Then both the strain and the 
acoustic signals are recorded continuously. A higher axial load (i.e. level 2) is applied when the transient defor-
mation rate is decreased below 0.003 mm/h. The duration for each loading level lasts for 24 h at least and 5 days 
at most, which is determined by the transient deformation rate. The creep test is finished when an accelerated 
creep stage is observed.

Creep behaviors
Strain curves
Figure 2 shows the measured axial strain and volumetric strain under different loading paths (see Table 1) when 
average hydrate saturation is 30%. The loading paths are presented as pink dot-dash lines in Fig. 2a–c. Three 
different deformation stages of deceleration creep, stable creep, and accelerated creep can be identified from the 
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Figure 1.  Photograph of the experimental device (left) and 3D diagrams of the high-pressure vessel (right). 
The system is composed of a data-collection system, a confining pressure control system, a step-in temperature 
control system, a methane supplier, an axial loading system, and a high-pressure vessel. The high-pressure 
vessel is the main space for hydrate-bearing sample preparation and creep test. The time-stress–strain curves are 
obtained by the axial loading module. Additional ultrasonic transducers are equipped at each side of the sample 
in the height-direction to measure acoustic signals during hydrate formation and creep test.

Table 1.  Creep test loading path for sandy hydrate-bearing sediment when the average hydrate saturation is 
30%.

Loading path

1 MPa 2 MPa 3 MPa

Load /MPa Stress level Load /MPa Stress level Load /MPa Stress level

Level 1 2.4 0.53 3.0 0.38 2.7 0.28

Level 2 2.6 0.58 3.4 0.43 3.3 0.35

Level 3 2.8 0.62 3.8 0.48 3.9 0.41

Level 4 3.0 0.67 4.0 0.51 4.2 0.44

Level 5 – – 4.3 0.54 4.5 0.47

Level 6 – – 4.5 0.57 4.8 0.50
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axial strain curves. The deceleration creep and the stable occur successively at each of the loading level. The dura-
tion of deceleration creep is much shorter than that of the stable creep. However, the accelerated creep, which is 
a symbol of complete sample failure, appears only at the last loading level.

Negative volumetric strain values are observed in Fig. 2d, indicating an obvious shrinkage of the GHBS sam-
ples at the early stages of deformation. The maximum volumetric shrinkage reaches 0.12% when the effective 
confining pressure is 1.0 MPa (Fig. 2a). Such a shrinkage trend is suppressed by increasing effective confining 
pressure, and there are no obvious negative value for volumetric strain when the effective confining pressure is 
increased to 3.0 MPa (Fig. 2d). Under the same effective confining pressure (e.g. 1.0 MPa), the volumetric strain 
transfers into positive value and increases nonlinearly at the middle-later stages of loading, indicating dilation of 
the sample. The shrinkage of the volumetric strain complies with the results obtained from triaxial  shearing30,49, 
and shall be attributed to the changes in the internal pore space of the sample.

Long‑term strength
In the multi-step loading creep test, the axial loading at which the accelerated creep appears is 3.0, 4.5, and 4.8 
MPa, respectively, when the effective confining pressure is 1, 2, and 3 MPa. This implies that the creep failure 
of GHBS would somehow mitigated with the increase of confining pressure. Such effects can be quantitatively 
evaluated by the long-term strength (Sc), which is defined as the maximum axial load under which the sample 
is able to remain stable during long-term  loading50,51. Here, the transitional creep  method52 is introduced to 
predict the long-term strength. The ratio of the shear strength to the long-term strength can be defined as the 
normalized failure stress.

Creep rate is another symbol to characterize the creep behaviors of GHBS. An example of the transitional 
creep rate evolution behaviors for sandy GHBS is shown in Fig. 3. The data in Fig. 3 is derived from Fig. 2a, when 
average hydrate saturation is 30% and effective confining pressure is 1 MPa. It could be seen from Fig. 3a–c that 
the creep rate decreases rapidly during the deceleration creep stage, and then decrease moderately during the 
stable creep stage. The transitional creep rate curves exhibit an “L” shape when the axial load is less than the 
long-term strength. On the other hand, it could be seen from Fig. 3d that the transitional creep rate becomes 
a “U” shape, once the axial load exceeds the long-term strength. Hence, such a U-shaped creep rate curve is a 
symbol of sample failure. As a result, we define the critical axial load at which the transitional creep rate curves 
transfers from L-shape into U-shape as the long-term strength. It could be concluded from Fig. 3 that the long-
term strength (represented as Sc) for GHBS (Sh = 30%) should be 2.8 MPa ≤ Sc < 3.0 MPa, when the effective 
confining pressure is 1 MPa. The long-term strength predicted for the other experiments are depicted in Fig. 4.
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Figure 2.  The evolution behaviors of axial strain, volumetric strain during creeping for sandy GHBS and the 
corresponding loading paths (dash-dotted line) when the average hydrate saturation is 30%. The relationship 
between volumetric strain and axial strain in (d) is extracted from (a) to (c).
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A comparison among the long-term strength, the failure stress level, and the shear strength is depicted in 
Fig. 4. It could be seen that both the shear strength and the long-term strength decay with the decrease in either 
effective confining pressure or average hydrate saturation. The long-term strength ranges 0.45–0.60 times of the 
shear strength under the same effective confining pressure and the same hydrate saturation. This enlightens the 
importance of taking the long-term creep effect into consideration during geoengineering risks estimation. The 
conventional risk-evaluation method, which ignores the creep effect but solely depends on shear strength, might 
underestimate the scale and intensity of possible geoengineering risks during long-term NGH exploitation.

Besides, the normalized failure stress decreases with the increase in effective confining pressure, enlarging 
the gap between the shear strength and the long-term strength (Fig. 4a). However, the influence of hydrate 
saturation on the normalized failure stress seems to be negligible (Fig. 4b). This indicates that hydrate saturation 
might affect the failure mechanisms of GHBS under long-term loading (i.e. creep) and rapid shear (i.e. triaxial 
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Figure 4.  Influence of effective confining pressure (a) and hydrate saturation (b) on the shear strength obtained 
from triaxial shearing, long-term strength, and the normalized failure stress under creeping. The shear strength 
is cited from Miyazaki et al.48. The normalized failure stress is the ratio of the shear strength to the average of 
long-term strength.
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shear) equivalently. It is anticipated that the hydrate saturation influences the shear strength by changing either 
the bulk  density53 or hydrate  morphologies54 from the microscopic perspectives.

However, the influencing mechanisms of effective confining pressure on creep and triaxial shear vary signifi-
cantly (Fig. 4b). The confining pressure mainly affects the shear strength by enhancing the interlocking forces 
among  particles55. However, the long-term loading might induce minor phase changes at the contacting interfaces 
of different  particles31,56. Then a thin fluid layer might be formed at the contacting interfaces, although the amount 
of pressure-melting NGH is negligible regarding saturation change. The fluid layer might act as a lubricant for 
the relative movement of particles, alleviating the interlocking forces among particles.

Acoustic characterization
Acoustic velocity
The acoustic signals are acquired throughout the hydrate formation process and the creep test. The acoustic 
responses during hydrate formation have been well-stated in the previous publications (e.g.  references46,47), and 
the acoustic signals remain constant with time when hydrate formation is finished in this study. During creep 
test, both the compression wave (P-wave) and the shear wave (S-wave) are acquired and the head wave of the 
acoustic signals are extracted. The P-wave and S-wave velocities for GHBS with an average hydrate saturation 
of 30% are shown in Fig. 5a–c. It could be seen that the velocities of both the P-wave and S-wave witnessed a 
sudden plummet at the end of loading. The plummet occurs simultaneously with the occurrence of accelerated 
creep (see Fig. 3). Therefore, the plummet of acoustic velocity can be used as a prominent identification for 
creep failure of GHBS.

Besides, the velocity curves increase gently at the early stages of creep and then decrease continuously at the 
middle-later stage. Hence, a maximum velocity value exists on the velocity–time curves. Generally speaking, 
the increase of acoustic velocity is induced by structural compression, whereas the decrease of acoustic veloc-
ity represents dilation for a single-phase homogeneous medium. However, a comparison between Fig. 5 and 
Fig. 2d implies that the changing point of volumetric strain from negative into positive value appears much 
earlier than the appearance of the maximum velocity value. This implies that the structural changes within the 
HBS are much more complex than the single-phase homogeneous medium. There is no doubt that the GHBS is 
a multi-phase inhomogeneous medium. The evolutionary behaviors of the acoustic velocities for such a multi-
phase inhomogeneous medium might be a combing result of the aforementioned pressure melting, contacting 
interface changes between different phases, and failure mode (i.e. compaction or dilation).

The difference between the aforementioned maximum acoustic velocity and its initial value is used to charac-
terize the acoustic response sensitivity during creeping. The velocity differences under different effective confining 
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pressure and different hydrate saturation are shown in Fig. 5d, e. It could be concluded from the Figures that the 
P-velocity is more sensitive to the creep deformation than S-velocity. The P-velocity difference decreases linearly 
with the increase of effective confining pressure, whereas the S-velocity difference increases and then decreases 
with the increase of confining pressure.

Compression‑to‑shear velocity ratio
The compression-to-shear velocity ratio (Vp/Vs) is widely used to characterize the GHBS in the geophysical 
communities. The Vp/Vs during creep loading are shown in Fig. 6. It could be seen that the Vp/Vs would witness 
a sudden plummet once the accelerated creep appears, although the reduction degree differs for different experi-
ments. It seems safe to conclude that the sudden plummet of the Vp/Vs can be used as a prominent identifica-
tion for creep failure of GHBS. The reduction degree of the Vp/Vs is speculated to be related to the creep failure 
intensity or fracture mode. The joint application of digital-based technologies (e.g. X-CT) is required to uncover 
the relationships between creep failure mode and acoustic responses in future work.

The uncertainties in the Vp/Vs evolutionary behavior lie in the time intervals prior to the occurrence of accel-
erated creep. In Figs. 6a (i.e. Pc = 1 MPa, Sh = 30%), 6b (i.e. Pc = 2 MPa, Sh = 30%), and 6d (i.e. Pc = 1 MPa, Sh = 20%), 
the Vp/Vs increases gradually either in a linear mode or power-functional mode during the time intervals prior 
to the occurrence of accelerated creep. However, a slight decreasing trend in the Vp/Vs is observed in Figs. 6c 
(i.e. Pc = 3 MPa, Sh = 30%), 6e (i.e. Pc = 1 MPa, Sh = 40%). We could primarily anticipate that the Vp/Vs increas-
ing trend occurs under relatively low hydrate saturation and/or low confining pressure conditions, whereas the 
Vp/Vs decreasing trend occurs under relatively high hydrate saturation and high confining pressure conditions.

Generally speaking, the plummet in the Vp/Vs indicates the occurrence of creep failure, whereas the gradual 
changing of the Vp/Vs in the early stages can be viewed as a symbol of pore structure regulation. Compared with 
the S-wave velocity, it has been proven that the micro pore-structure changes are sensitive to P-wave  velocity57. 
This could be also inferred from the aforementioned Fig. 5d, e. The Vp/Vs decreases once the pore structure is 
compacted, and vice versa. Under certain axial load, the shrinkage of the pore structure shall be hindered by 
either high hydrate saturation or confining pressure. This might be the inducement of the minor decreasing 
trend in Fig. 6c and Fig. 6e.

Poisson’s ratio
The acoustic signals are important identifications for elastic parameters of the GHBS, such as dynamic Poisson’s 
ratio and dynamic Young’s modulus. However, these acoustic-based elastic parameter prediction methods are 
based on the assumption that the reservoir remains in a steady state. The Poisson’s ratio can be predicted via 
Eq. (1), which is a function of the P-to-S velocity  ratio58. If the GHBS is damaged under long-term loading, the 
predicted results shall become anomalous or even become negative. Under these circumstances, the calculation 
results from Eq. (1) cannot be used to characterize the properties of the GHBS. However, the sample changing 
processes from steady state into failure state might be reflected by the changes in Poisson’s ratio. Therefore, we 
still use the Poisson’s ratio here, trying to figure out an identification for creep failure of GHBS.
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where, Vp is the P-wave velocity, m/s. Vs is the S-wave velocity, m/s.
The change behaviors of Poisson’s ratio under different effective confining pressure and hydrate saturation 

are displayed in Fig. 7. Under the initial state (i.e., when the time duration is 0 h), the Poisson’s ratio decrease 
with the increase in either hydrate saturation or confining pressure (see Fig. 7c, d). This is consistent with the 
previous findings from both the geophysical  interpretation59 and triaxial shearing  test30,48,60, which confirms the 
reliability of the current experiments.

Besides, the Poisson’s ratio of the GHBS remains stable (i.e., ranges randomly within an acceptable narrow 
range) throughout the loading processes under all hydrate saturation conditions when the confining pressure is 
1.0 MPa (see Fig. 7b). This indicates that the Poisson’s ratio is unable to reflect the creep failure processes under 
such conditions. However, the Poisson’s ratio shows abrupt decrease once the accelerated creep stage appears 
under relatively high confining pressure (see Fig. 7a, Pc = 2 MPa, 3 MPa). The predicted Poisson’s ratio even 
drops to negative when confining pressure is 3 MPa. A more interesting phenomenon is that the Poisson’s ratio 
increases continuously during the loading interval prior to the occurrence of accelerated creep when Pc = 2 MPa. 
However, the changing tendency comes in the opposite direction when Pc = 3 MPa. This confuses us in the 
current stage, since we are unable to give a confident answer and further comprehensive studies are needed to 
clarify mechanisms.

Main frequency
Both the changes in the main frequency and its amplitude may imply structural changes within the sample, 
although relationships between these parameters and geotechnical properties were rarely reported and the 
response mechanisms remain unclear. The acoustic-source main frequency of the Twave40612 high-frequency 
arbitrary waveform generator is 50 kHz. The main frequency and its amplitude for the GHBS during creeping 
can be obtained through Fourier  transformation61 of the received acoustic waves. Main frequencies of both the 
P-wave and S-wave during long-term loading are shown in Fig. 8. It is noted that the abnormal fluctuation in 
Fig. 8b around t = 50 h (Sh = 30% and Pc = 2 MPa) is a result of an unexpected power outage in the lab. The main 
frequency returns to a normal state within a short interval once the power is plugged in, and thus, the influence 
of power outage is negligible.

It could be concluded from Fig. 8 that the changes in the main frequency usually occur in the blink of an eye, 
without obvious transitional duration. When such a change appears, we cannot observe any noticeable changes 
in the axial strain curves (see Fig. 3). Such distinct differences in geophysical signals (i.e. acoustic main frequency 
amplitude) and geoengineering responses (i.e. axial strain) give us significant insights to predict deformation 
behaviors of the GHBS from diverse perspectives. The abrupt changes in acoustic signals might be ascribed to the 
micro-structural changes of the GHBS, which are unable to be detected by the strain gauges. Furthermore, most 
of the changes in the main frequency occur at the state when the axial load approaches or exceeds the long-term 
strength (see Fig. 4) of the sample. Namely, the sudden changes in the main frequency usually occur prior to 
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the appearance of accelerated creep stage (see Fig. 2). This is quite crucial as it implies that the main frequency 
would somehow be used as an early-identification for creep failure of the GHBS.

There are two very puzzling phenomena in Fig. 8. Firstly, the changes in the P-wave main frequency usually 
don’t occur simultaneously with the changes in the S-wave main frequency. The P-wave main frequency remains 
constant when the S-wave main frequency changes, and vice versa. Theoretically, it is possible that different types 
of structural changes or failure fractures would appear in the GHBS during creeping. The aforementioned phe-
nomenon proves that the sensitivity of main frequencies of P-wave and S-wave are different for different micro-
structural failure modes. Secondly, whether the main frequency increases or decreases seems to occur randomly. 
This is another evidence that the creep shall induce different micro-structural failure modes within the GHBS.

However, the main frequency remains constant throughout the creep test under some special experimental 
conditions (e.g. Sh = 30% and Pc = 1 MPa, marked in blue color in Fig. 8). This seems to indicate that there are 
some unknown factors remaine exposed, which suppresses the main frequency changes induced from micro-
structure changes for GHBS. This causes trouble for creep failure prediction and characterization. Therefore, 
additional criteria, such as main frequency amplitude, are needed for these cases. The following section would 
focus on the evolutionary behaviors of the main frequency amplitude for those cases when the main frequency 
remains unchanged.

Main frequency amplitude
The main frequency corresponding to the aforementioned main frequency is shown in Fig. 9. It could be seen 
that the main frequency amplitude could rarely keep constant throughout the creep test, implying that the micro-
structures change and regulate dynamically during the long-term loading. The increase in the confining pressure 
seems to amplify the fluctuations of the main frequency amplitude (Fig. 9a and b), whereas the changes in the 
hydrate saturation have little influence on the fluctuation amplitude of the main frequency amplitude (Fig. 9c 
and d). It is anticipated that the main frequency amplitude is more sensitive to the increase of confining pres-
sure (equivalent to pressure drop) than the decrease of hydrate saturation (equivalent to hydrate dissociation) 
during field NGH exploitation.

There are two abrupt changes in each of the main frequency amplitude curves during long-term loading. 
The first abrupt change appears when the axial load reaches the long-term strength. The abnormal fluctuation 
of the main frequency amplitude appears prior to the occurrence of the accelerated creep, and this abnormal 
fluctuation can also be used as an effective symbol for early forecast of creep failure. The second abrupt change 
occurs when the accelerated creep appears. At this point, the P-wave main frequency amplitude plummets, except 
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Figure 8.  A comparison of loading path and acoustic main frequency for sandy hydrate-bearing sediment 
during creeping. The loading paths are depicted in dot line, and the main frequency is presented in marked solid 
line. (a) and (c) Compare the evolutionary behaviors of the main frequency of the compressible wave under 
different experimental conditions. (b) and (d) Compare the evolutionary behaviors of the main frequency of the 
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for the case when Sh = 30% and Pc = 1.0 MPa (Fig. 9a). At the same time, the S-wave main frequency amplitude 
plummets or increases sharply.

As a result, the combination of the sudden changes in the P-wave and S-wave main frequency amplitudes 
could be used as an early forecast symbol of reservoir creep failure during NGH exploitation. However, it is 
worthy of noting that the aforementioned general fluctuations of the amplitude might be caused by either the 
changes of main frequency or the structure changes of the GHBS. Only the fluctuations induced from structure 
changes could be used as a secondary indicator for creep deformation. In another word, the aforementioned 
abrupt changes of the main frequency is the first indicator for advanced forecast of creep failure of the GHBS. 
The main frequency amplitude could be used as the secondary indicator for advanced forecast of creep failure 
of the GHBS only if the main frequency remains stable.

Discussions and perspectives
During the long-term loading, the changes in acoustic signals (e.g. velocity, P-to-S velocity ratio, main frequency, 
and main frequency amplitude) are a result of the internal micro-structure change of the GHBS samples. There-
fore, the acoustic responses during creeping could be used to explain the deformation mechanisms, as well as to 
monitor and characterize failure processes of the GHBS during NGH exploitation.

From the failure processes monitoring and characterization perspectives, the acoustic velocity, compression-
to-shear velocity ratio and Poisson’s ratio evolve continuously before the sample is destroyed. The sudden drop of 
the acoustic velocity or compression-to-shear velocity ratio appears almost simultaneously with the occurrence 
of the accelerated creep stage. Therefore, they can be used as indicators for the failure of GHBS, while they can-
not be used as early warnings for the coming creep failure. On the other hand, both the main frequency and its 
amplitude exhibit abnormal changes under the condition when the axial load approaches the long-term strength 
of the GHBS or when the accelerated creep appears. Therefore, the fluctuations of the main frequency and its 
amplitude could be used as indicators for both early warnings and failure characterization for GHBS. Typical 
changing modes for the main amplitude and its amplitude obtained from sections “Main frequency” and “Main 
frequency amplitude” are summarized in Table 2. However, some of these indicators remain constant (marked 
with ‘NA’ in Table 1) under some certain conditions and are unable to predict or characterize creep failure. 
This might be attributed that some acoustic signals are not sensitive to some certain failure modes. Therefore, 
it is difficult to predict the creep failure of GHBS by solely deploying only one of these abnormal changes. The 
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Figure 9.  A comparison of loading path and acoustic main frequency amplitude for sandy hydrate-bearing 
sediment during creeping. The loading paths are depicted in dot line, and the main frequency is presented in 
marked solid line. (a) and (c) Compare the evolutionary behaviors of the main frequency amplitude of the 
compressible wave under different experimental conditions. (b) and (d) Compare the evolutionary behaviors 
of the main frequency amplitude of the shear wave under different experimental conditions. Typical changes 
marked with red-edged circles occur when the axial load reaches the long-term strength, whereas that marked 
with light blue-edged circles occur at the moment when accelerated creep appears.
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combination of the main frequency and main frequency amplitude of both S-wave and P-wave is essential for 
advanced forecast of creep failure of GHBS.

As was stated above, main frequency is the first indicator for advanced forecast of the coming creep failure. 
The secondary indicator (namely the main frequency amplitude) is valid only if the main frequency remains 
unchanged. Those invalid fluctuations of the main frequency amplitude are marked with “/” in Table 2. It could 
be seen that the main frequency shows two fluctuation modes of either sudden plummet or sharp increase, 
whereas the main frequency amplitude plummets in all cases.

From the perspective of creep failure mechanisms, only the transmitted signals could be detected in the test, 
whereas the others are either scattered or  reflected62. The main frequency amplitude represents the strength of 
acoustic  energy63. The increase in the main frequency amplitude implies the enhancement of acoustic conduc-
tivity and homogeneity of the sample, whereas the decrease in the main frequency amplitude indicates damage 
and structural disorder inside the  sample64. Therefore, the fluctuations for the main frequency amplitude might 
indicate the amount of fractures or the propagation scales of fractures within the HBS. Before the axial load 
reaches the long-term strength, the main frequency amplitude for both P-wave and S-wave remain relatively 
stable, whereas the changing trends for P-velocity and S-wave velocity remain parallel (see Fig. 5). This indicates 
that the HBS remains undamaged during this stage, however, micro-structural adjustments such as particle 
rotation and movement occur dynamically.

Regarding the influence of fracture orientations on acoustic responses within marine hydrate reservoirs, Lee 
and  Collett65 proved that hydrate saturation estimated from P-wave velocities assuming vertical fractures agree 
well with those from the pressure cores. Afterwards, Wang et al.66 anticipated that the P-wave is more sensitive to 
fractures that are parallel or sub-parallel to the normal stress, whereas the S-wave is more sensitive to fractures 
that are perpendicular or sub- perpendicular to the normal stress. This gives us significant implications that 
whether the main frequency fluctuations occur on the P-wave or S-wave can be used as an indicator to identify 
the failure orientations. However, further careful work and emerging technics are needed to quantitatively evalu-
ate the relationships between fracture orientations and main frequency fluctuations for GHBS.

All in all, the creep failure mechanisms of GHBS are completely different from the homogeneous single-phase 
geomaterials. The combination of different acoustic parameters provides an effective way for qualitative early 
warnings, as well as multi-dimensional characterization for creep failure of GHBS. However, we believe that 
the qualitative characterization and prediction of the creep failure processes for GHBS are far to be well-solved. 
A more advanced testing method that coupling the micro-tomography techniques is needed to disclose these 
mysteries.

Conclusions and suggestions

1. In this study, creep behaviors of the sandy GHBS and their acoustic responses are jointly analyzed through 
multi-step loading creep test. It is proved that the GHBS undergoes three different deformation stages of 
deceleration creep, stable creep, and accelerated creep during long-term loading. Under the same effective 
confining pressure and the same hydrate saturation, the long-term strength derived from creep tests is proved 
to be 0.45–0.60 times of the shear strength derived from triaxial shearing. Geoengineering risk prediction 
and evaluation methods that ignore the influence of the creep might underestimate the scale and intensity 
of possible geoengineering risks during long-term NGH exploitation.

2. It is proved that the acoustic signals could give insightful information to characterize the creep failure pro-
cesses of the GHBS. The velocity increases gently at the early stages of creep and then decreases continuously 
at the middle-later stage. The P-wave velocity, S-wave velocity, and the P-to-S wave velocity ratio plummet 
suddenly at the moment when accelerated creep stage appears. Therefore, the plummet of acoustic velocity 
and P-to-S wave velocity ratio can be used as prominent identifications for creep failure for GHBS, whereas 
Poisson’s ratio fails to indicate creep failure of the GHBS in most cases.

3. The abnormal fluctuation of main frequency and its amplitude usually appear prior to the occurrence of the 
accelerated creep stage. On one hand, this highlights the reasonability to detect internal structure changes 
for GHBS via acoustic signals, especially for those micro-changes that are unable to be detected by the strain 
gauges. Most importantly, it enlightens us on the possibility of advanced forecast of creep failure for GHBS. 

Table 2.  Main frequency and its amplitude abnormal fluctuation modes prior to the emergence of accelerated 
creep for sandy HBS. Note: ‘NA’ indicates that this parameter remains unchanged at when the axial load 
approaches the long-term strength. Two changing modes are observed in this study for main frequency, 
namely plummet and sharp increase. ‘/’ indicates that this parameter is invalid for advanced forecast of the 
coming creep failure. The main frequency amplitude decreases in all cases.

Main frequency Main frequency amplitude

P-wave S-wave P-wave S-wave

Sh = 30%, Pc = 1.0 MPa NA NA Plummet Plummet

Sh = 30%, Pc = 2.0 MPa NA Sharp increase Plummet /

Sh = 30%, Pc = 3.0 MPa Plummet Plummet / /

Sh = 20%, Pc = 1.0 MPa NA NA Plummet NA

Sh = 40%, Pc = 1.0 MPa Sharp increase NA / NA
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However, the sensitivity of main frequencies of P-wave and S-wave is different for different micro-structure 
failure modes. A combination of abnormal fluctuations of main frequency and its amplitude is essential for 
advanced forecast of creep failure.

4. This study recognized the main acoustic indicators for both real-time characterization and early-warnings 
of possible creep failure during long-term NGH exploitation, and proved the possibility of in-situ non-
destructive advanced forecast and detection of creep failure for GHBS via the application of geophysical 
techniques. One of the main challenges in characterizing the creep failure of GHBS is to characterize the 
fracture propagation direction and its geometric shapes. A more advanced testing method that coupling the 
micro-tomography techniques is needed to determine these uncertainties.

Data availability
The datasets used and/or analyzed during the current study available from the corresponding author on reason-
able request.

Received: 27 July 2023; Accepted: 8 December 2023

References
 1. Yu, Y.-S., Zhang, X., Liu, J.-W., Lee, Y. & Li, X.-S. Natural gas hydrate resources and hydrate technologies: A review and analysis 

of the associated energy and global warming challenges. Energy Environ. Sci. 14, 5611–5668. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ d1ee0 2093e 
(2021).

 2. Sloan, E. D. Fundamental principles and applications of natural gas hydrates. Nature 426, 353–359. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ natur 
e02135 (2003).

 3. Caspeta, L., A., N., Buijs, A. & Nielsen, J. The role of biofuels in the future energy supply. Energy & Environmental Science 6, 
1077–1082, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ C3EE2 4403B (2013).

 4. Perera, F., Ashrafi, A., Kinney, P. & Mills, D. Towards a fuller assessment of benefits to children’s health of reducing air pollution 
and mitigating climate change due to fossil fuel combustion. Environ. Res. 172, 55–72. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envres. 2018. 12. 
016 (2019).

 5. Majid, A. A. A., Wu, D. T. & Koh, C. A. A perspective on rheological studies of gas hydrate slurry properties. Engineering 4, 321–329. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. eng. 2018. 05. 017 (2018).

 6. Wang, X. et al. Mineralogy and pore characteristics of marine gas hydrate-bearing sediments in the northern South China Sea. 
Mar. Petrol. Geol. 141, 105711. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpe tgeo. 2022. 105711 (2022).

 7. Cox, D. R., Huuse, M., Newton, A. M. W., Sarkar, A. D. & Knutz, P. C. Shallow gas and gas hydrate occurrences on the northwest 
Greenland shelf margin. Mar. Geol. 432, 106382. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. margeo. 2020. 106382 (2021).

 8. Moridis, G. J., Reagan, M. T., Queiruga, A. F. & Boswell, R. Evaluation of the performance of the oceanic hydrate accumulation at 
site NGHP-02-09 in the Krishna-Godavari Basin during a production test and during single and multi-well production scenarios. 
Mar. Petrol. Geol. 108, 660–696. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpe tgeo. 2018. 12. 001 (2019).

 9. Yeon, S.-H. et al. Abnormal methane occupancy of natural gas hydrates in deep sea floor sediments. Energy Environ. Sci. 4, 421–424. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ c0ee0 0355g (2011).

 10. Lu, H. et al. Complex gas hydrate from the Cascadia margin. Nature 445, 303–306. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ natur e05463 (2007).
 11. Boswell, R. & Collett, T. S. Current perspectives on gas hydrate resources. Energy Environ. Sci. 4, 1206–1215. https:// doi. org/ 10. 

1039/ c0ee0 0203h (2011).
 12. Li, Y. et al. A sand-production control system for gas production from clayey silt hydrate reservoirs. China Geol. 2, 1–13. https:// 

doi. org/ 10. 31035/ cg201 8081 (2019).
 13. Feng, J.-C. et al. Interactions of microplastics and methane seepage in the deep-sea environment. Engineering https:// doi. org/ 10. 

1016/j. eng. 2022. 08. 009 (2022).
 14. Kim, B. & Zhang, Y. G. Methane hydrate dissociation across the Oligocene-Miocene boundary. Nat. Geosci. 15, 203–209. https:// 

doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41561- 022- 00895-5 (2022).
 15. Ketzer, M. et al. Gas hydrate dissociation linked to contemporary ocean warming in the southern hemisphere. Nat. Commun. 11, 

3788. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41467- 020- 17289-z (2020).
 16. Cui, Y. et al. Review of exploration and production technology of natural gas hydrate. Adv. Geo-Energy Res. 2, 53–62. https:// doi. 

org/ 10. 26804/ ager. 2018. 01. 05 (2018).
 17. Ning, F., Yu, Y., Kjelstrup, S., Vlugt, T. J. H. & Glavatskiy, K. Mechanical properties of clathrate hydrates: Status and perspectives. 

Energy Environ. Sci. 5, 5. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ c2ee0 3435b (2012).
 18. Wu, N. et al. Sand production management during marine natural gas hydrate exploitation: Review and an innovative solution. 

Energy Fuels https:// doi. org/ 10. 1021/ acs. energ yfuels. 0c038 22 (2021).
 19. Priest, J. A. & Hayley, J. L. Strength of laboratory synthesized hydrate-bearing sands and their relationship to natural hydrate-

bearing sediments. J. Geophys. Res. Solid Earth 124, 12556–12575. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2019J B0183 24 (2019).
 20. Li, Y. et al. Gravel sizing method for sand control packing in hydrate production test wells. Petrol. Explor. Dev. 44, 1016–1021. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S1876- 3804(17) 30114-3 (2017).
 21. Li, Y. et al. Optimization and analysis of gravel packing parameters in horizontal wells for natural gas hydrate production. Energy 

2021, 119585. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. energy. 2020. 119585 (2021).
 22. Wan, Y. et al. Coupled thermal-hydrodynamic-mechanical–chemical numerical simulation for gas production from hydrate-bearing 

sediments based on hybrid finite volume and finite element method. Comput. Geotech. 145, 1046. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. compg 
eo. 2022. 104692 (2022).

 23. Yan, C. et al. Geomechanical issues in the exploitation of natural gas hydrate. Gondwana Res. 81, 403–422. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. gr. 2019. 11. 014 (2020).

 24. Jin, G. et al. Seafloor subsidence induced by gas recovery from a hydrate-bearing sediment using multiple well system. Mar. Petrol. 
Geol. 107, 438–450. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpe tgeo. 2019. 05. 008 (2019).

 25. Misyura, S. Y. Developing the environmentally friendly technologies of combustion of gas hydrates. Reducing harmful emissions 
during combustion. Environ. Pollut. 265, 114871. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. envpol. 2020. 114871 (2020).

 26. Mienert, J. et al. Ocean warming and gas hydrate stability on the mid-Norwegian margin at the Storegga Slide. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 
22, 233–244. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpe tgeo. 2004. 10. 018 (2005).

 27. Bojanowski, M. J. et al. Slope destabilization provoked by dissociation of gas hydrates in the Outer Carpathian basin during the 
Oligocene: Sedimentological, petrographic, isotopic and biostratigraphic record. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 123, 104585. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. marpe tgeo. 2020. 104585 (2021).

https://doi.org/10.1039/d1ee02093e
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02135
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02135
https://doi.org/10.1039/C3EE24403B
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2018.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2018.12.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2018.05.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2022.105711
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.margeo.2020.106382
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2018.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0ee00355g
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature05463
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0ee00203h
https://doi.org/10.1039/c0ee00203h
https://doi.org/10.31035/cg2018081
https://doi.org/10.31035/cg2018081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2022.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eng.2022.08.009
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41561-022-00895-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41561-022-00895-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-17289-z
https://doi.org/10.26804/ager.2018.01.05
https://doi.org/10.26804/ager.2018.01.05
https://doi.org/10.1039/c2ee03435b
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c03822
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019JB018324
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1876-3804(17)30114-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2020.119585
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compgeo.2022.104692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compgeo.2022.104692
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gr.2019.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gr.2019.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2019.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.114871
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2004.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2020.104585
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2020.104585


13

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2023) 13:22199  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-49523-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 28. Mountjoy, J., Pecher, I., Henrys, S., Barnes, P. & Plaza-Faverola, A. In EGU General Assembly 2013 (Vienna, Austria, 2013).
 29. Wu, N. et al. Prospect of marine natural gas hydrate stimulation theory and technology system. Natural Gas Ind. B 8, 173–187. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ngib. 2020. 08. 003 (2021).
 30. Li, Y. et al. Influences of hydrate layered distribution patterns on triaxial shearing characteristics of hydrate-bearing sediments. 

Eng. Geol. 2021, 106375. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. enggeo. 2021. 106375 (2021).
 31. Lei, L., Gai, X. & Seol, Y. Load-bearing characteristic of methane hydrate within coarse-grained sediments—insights from isotropic 

consolidation. Mar. Petrol. Geol. 121, 104571. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. marpe tgeo. 2020. 104571 (2020).
 32. Chen, M., Li, Y., Zhang, Y., Qi, M. & Wu, N. Recent advances in creep behaviors characterization for hydrate-bearing sediment. 

Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 183, 113434. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. rser. 2023. 113434 (2023).
 33. Li, Y. et al. Undrained shear strength evaluation for hydrate-bearing sediment overlying strata in the Shenhu area, northern South 

China Sea. Acta Oceanol. Sin. 38, 114–123. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s13131- 019- 1404-8 (2019).
 34. Li, Y. et al. “Ladetes”—A novel device to test deformation behaviors of hydrate-bearing sediments. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 93, 12. https:// 

doi. org/ 10. 1063/5. 01202 05 (2022).
 35. Chen, M. et al. Numerical simulation of failure properties of interbedded hydrate-bearing sediment and its implications on field 

exploitation. Ocean Eng. 274, 144030. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ocean eng. 2023. 114030 (2023).
 36. Miyazaki, K., Yamaguchi, T., Sakamoto, Y. & Aoki, K. J. I. J. O. T. J. Time-dependent behaviors of methane-hydrate bearing sedi-

ments in triaxial compression test. Int. J. JCRM 7, 43–48 (2011).
 37. Li, Y. et al. Creep behaviors of methane hydrate-bearing frozen sediments. Energies 12, 251. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ en120 20251 

(2019).
 38. Nakashima, K. et al. Compressive characteristics of methane hydrate-bearing sands under isotropic consolidation. Soils Found. 

61, 506–519. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. sandf. 2021. 01. 011 (2021).
 39. Zhou, J. et al. Dissociation-induced deformation of hydrate-bearing silty sand during depressurization under constant effective 

stress. Geophys. Res. Lett. 48, e2021GL09286 (2021).
 40. Hu, Q. et al. Study on creep behaviors and nonlinear creep constitutive model for sandy marine hydrate-bearing sediments. Ocean 

Eng. 286, 1157. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ocean eng. 2023. 115717 (2023).
 41. Chen, M. et al. Review on the test methods and devices for mechanical properties of hydrate-bearing sediments. Sustainability 14, 

6239. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ su141 06239 (2022).
 42. Li, Y. et al. Hydrate formation and distribution within unconsolidated sediment: Insights from laboratory electrical resistivity 

tomography. Acta Oceanol. Sin. 41, 1. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s13131- 021- 1972-2 (2022).
 43. Barnes, P., Pecher, I. & LeVay, L. Expedition 372 scientific prospectus: Creeping gas hydrate slides and LWD for Hikurangi subduc-

tion margin. Sci. Prospect. 2017, 372 (2017).
 44. Pecher, I., Barnes, P. M. & LeVay, L. J. P. Creeping gas hydrate slides. Proc. Int. Ocean Discov. Program 2019, 372 (2019).
 45. Hu, Q. et al. Integrating test device and method for creep failure and ultrasonic response of methane hydrate-bearing sediments. 

Rev. Sci. Instrum. 94, 2. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1063/5. 01331 98 (2023).
 46. Bu, Q. et al. Effect of hydrate microscopic distribution on acoustic characteristics during hydrate dissociation: An insight from 

combined acoustic-CT detection study. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 10, 1089. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ jmse1 00810 89 (2022).
 47. Bu, Q. et al. Acoustic characteristics and micro-distribution prediction during hydrate dissociation in sediments from the South 

China Sea. J. Nat. Gas Sci. Eng. 65, 135–144. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jngse. 2019. 02. 010 (2019).
 48. Miyazaki, K. et al. Triaxial compressive properties of artificial methane-hydrate-bearing sediment. J. Geophys. Res. 116, 6. https:// 

doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2010J B0080 49 (2011).
 49. Yoneda, J., Hyodo, M., Yoshimoto, N., Nakata, Y. & Kato, A. Development of high-pressure low-temperature plane strain testing 

apparatus for methane hydrate-bearing sand. Soils Found. 53, 774–783. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. sandf. 2013. 08. 014 (2013).
 50. Trzeciak, M., Sone, H. & Dabrowski, M. Long-term creep tests and viscoelastic constitutive modeling of lower Paleozoic shales 

from the Baltic Basin, N Poland. Int. J. Rock Mech. Min. Sci. 112, 139–157. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ijrmms. 2018. 10. 013 (2018).
 51. Innocente, J. C., Paraskevopoulou, C., Diederichs, M. S. J. I. J. & Sciences, M. Estimating the long-term strength and time-to-failure 

of brittle rocks from laboratory testing. Int. J. Rock Mech. Min. Sci. 147, 104900 (2021).
 52. Lyu, C., Liu, J., Ren, Y., Liang, C. & Liao, Y. Study on very long-term creep tests and nonlinear creep-damage constitutive model 

of salt rock. Int. J. Rock Mech. Min. Sci. 146, 104873. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ijrmms. 2021. 104873 (2021).
 53. Priest, J. A., Rees, E. V. L. & Clayton, C. R. I. Influence of gas hydrate morphology on the seismic velocities of sands. J. Geophys. 

Res 114, 11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2009J B0062 84 (2009).
 54. Li, C. et al. Investigation on the multiparameter of hydrate-bearing sands using nano-focus X-Ray computed tomography. J. 

Geophys. Res.: Solid Earth 124, 2286–2296. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2018j b0158 49 (2019).
 55. Xu, X., Li, Q., Lai, Y., Pang, W. & Zhang, R. Effect of moisture content on mechanical and damage behavior of frozen loess under 

triaxial condition along with different confining pressures. Cold Reg. Sci. Technol. 157, 110–118. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. coldr 
egions. 2018. 10. 004 (2019).

 56. Krabbendam, M. Sliding of temperate basal ice on a rough, hard bed: Creep mechanisms, pressure melting, and implications for 
ice streaming. The Cryosphere 10, 1915–1932. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5194/ tc- 10- 1915- 2016 (2016).

 57. Tao, S. et al. Evaluation of soil moisture and shear deformation based on compression wave velocities in a shallow slope surface 
layer. Sens Basel 19, 3406. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ s1915 3406 (2019).

 58. Lipsett, A. W. & Beltzer, A. I. J. T. J. Reexamination of dynamic problems of elasticity for negative Poisson’s ratio. J. Acoustic. Soc. 
Am. 84, 2179–2186 (1988).

 59. Lee, M. W. & Collett, T. S. Elastic properties of gas hydrate-bearing sediments. Geophysics 66, 763–771. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1190/1. 
14449 66 (2001).

 60. Dong, L. et al. Strength estimation for hydrate-bearing sediments based on triaxial shearing tests. J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 184, 106478. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. petrol. 2019. 106478 (2020).

 61. Johnson, D. L. Theory of frequency dependent acoustics in patchy-saturated porous media. J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 110, 682–694. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1121/1. 13810 21 (2001).

 62. Tournat, V., Pagneux, V., Lafarge, D. & Jaouen, L. Multiple scattering of acoustic waves and porous absorbing media. Phys. Rev. E 
70, 026609. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1103/ PhysR evE. 70. 026609 (2004).

 63. Song, Y. et al. Vibration and sound properties of metamaterial sandwich panels with periodically attached resonators: Simulation 
and experiment study. J. Sound Vibr. 489, 115644. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jsv. 2020. 115644 (2020).

 64. Mousavi, M., Holloway, D., Olivier, J. C. & Gandomi, A. H. Beam damage detection using synchronisation of peaks in instantane-
ous frequency and amplitude of vibration data. Measurement 168, 108297. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. measu rement. 2020. 108297 
(2021).

 65. Lee, M. W. & Collett, T. S. Gas hydrate saturations estimated from fractured reservoir at Site NGHP-01–10, Krishna-Godavari 
Basin, India. J. Geophys. Res. 114, 87. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2008j b0062 37 (2009).

 66. Wang, Y., Li, X., Hu, R. L., Li, S. D. & Wang, J. Y. Experimental study of the ultrasonic and mechanical properties of SRM under 
compressive loading. Environ. Earth Sci. 74, 5023–5037. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s12665- 015- 4529-x (2015).

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ngib.2020.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2021.106375
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.marpetgeo.2020.104571
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2023.113434
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13131-019-1404-8
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0120205
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0120205
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2023.114030
https://doi.org/10.3390/en12020251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sandf.2021.01.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2023.115717
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14106239
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13131-021-1972-2
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0133198
https://doi.org/10.3390/jmse10081089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jngse.2019.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JB008049
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JB008049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sandf.2013.08.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrmms.2018.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijrmms.2021.104873
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JB006284
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018jb015849
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coldregions.2018.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coldregions.2018.10.004
https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-10-1915-2016
https://doi.org/10.3390/s19153406
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1444966
https://doi.org/10.1190/1.1444966
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2019.106478
https://doi.org/10.1121/1.1381021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.70.026609
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsv.2020.115644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.measurement.2020.108297
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008jb006237
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-015-4529-x


14

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2023) 13:22199  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-023-49523-1

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Acknowledgements
This study was jointly supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 42076217, 
41976074), the Laoshan Laboratory (Grant No. LSKJ202203506), the Taishan Scholars Program, China Scholar-
ship Council (Grant No. 202008575032).

Author contributions
Y.L.: conceptualization (lead) and writing—original draft (lead); Q.H.: formal analysis (equal), experiments 
(equal); N.W.: project administration (lead), visualization (equal), supervisor; writing—review & editing (equal). 
H.W.: writing—review & editing (equal). X.S.: writing—review & editing (equal). G.H.: writing—review & edit-
ing (equal). Z.S.: methodology (equal). Y.J.: validation (equal) and supervisor.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to N.W. or Y.J.

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/

	Acoustic characterization for creep behaviors of marine sandy hydrate-bearing sediment
	Experiments
	Experimental device
	Experimental procedures

	Creep behaviors
	Strain curves
	Long-term strength

	Acoustic characterization
	Acoustic velocity
	Compression-to-shear velocity ratio
	Poisson’s ratio
	Main frequency
	Main frequency amplitude
	Discussions and perspectives

	Conclusions and suggestions
	References
	Acknowledgements


