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HANA KL — b OERGEFEZ H# 5 % Firi, Flow assurance® V) A7 XA TJ A Y MR AN F
L — b OMEEFHEMBAE R ECTEETH L. AN, FL— FOLEEBEEDO—DTH 5 %L
FHERWBIRTH ), FEBROTEFEN T2 0HTH L. TOMME L TIIBAERBEED, IGHE
mORKE SRMWE - IRl Ek A RERDPEZET 2 ietkd & <, Fl—4& o R LEREY
LENDDTOT =Y DERPNETH LI ENEZONL. EXLIIIONIEICHY A
FCHEMHR AN, FL— FOBERERZITV, BEVTANA FL— NOBARMEICEES &
TETWVD. KT, FEEZOLOTNV—THFEDTEIRA Y TN ETFANETHHANA
FL— MOBARERZBBIL, H— 2N FL— bOBEED2S, BEFTANL FL—NOA
EBOBRE D7 T LU TEBRMREPOME LBER 7T ZA0REL, 5BOBEIZOV
T3,

Studies on the nucleation behavior of methane and propane hydrates

Tsutomu Uchida', Ren Sugibuchi’, Masato Hayama®, and Kenji Yamazaki'

For controlling the gas hydrate formation process is important for risk management in flow assurance and the
development of industrial applications of gas hydrates. The nucleation process, the initiation of the gas hydrate
formation process, is a stochastic phenomenon, but its experimental approaches is rather poor. This is likely due to
its high sensitivity to various factors, such as the size of the reactor, reaction temperature and pressure conditions,
making it difficult to collect data, and due to the requirement for repeated experiments under identical conditions to
obtain the quantitative data. The authors have been working on this research, conducting nucleation experiments on
various single-gas hydrates and expanding their research into mixed-gas hydrate nucleation. In this paper, we provide
an overview of our nucleation experiments on gas hydrates using methane and propane as guests, and summarize the
results of experiments on the nucleation of single-gas hydrates and mixed-gas hydrates. We then propose a nucleation
process based on the experimental results and discuss future challenges.
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1. Introduction

HANA FL— ME— MK (FA M) EFA(FA L)
PEE AT ZRET, R - SESRNT CRERWE
Thb. TOFTANL FL— 1M, BEOHT R EKREH
VT TV MEIBWT, WEKOMERZBIIRIEDD S
WHE & L TR IR 2B REMEENTE TS
(Sloan and Koh, 2007). =9 L 72371, FHEOKFMEZ
FEAETARERBETH 5720, HANA FL— bOW%E
O TH EE LML L THAET LS  OWIEMHET S
NnTwh. (e.g., Sloan, 2003; Masuda et al., 2016)

=0, HANA FL—FOEWT A AR i &
OREZ R L7z, BANBRESLEFRFEINTE TV S,
HADUELEDFEE NS, RIKFT A D% - FrdiEke L
TOFMR, WERRT A OWFREAE L TOFM I
FENTw% (e.g, Horiguchi et al., 2011; Takeya et al., 2017;
Veluswamy and Linga, 2021). F7:BHFROKE EN 5, XK
Wb BEGEHIARE L TOMMAMRFE I TS (eg,
Castellani et al., 2014). = 9 U72EEHMICHT ANA, FL—
FERHT 5 720120%, ARGEREZRAE ST 2 UESD 5.
HANA R — b OEFGERIE, KE T TRAER &
B DR 5 MR S 2 5. M EOREX, BE
OB NARECTHILTERTES. LaL, BAER
WSHERIBIS TdH % 728 (Bishoi and Natarajan, 1996), 4]
DAREMICHETH 2. TR A FKROY 6, KEEE
v P =7 TR ENS 720, KREFRMIZEESRMTIC
LT T CIBAERTHIRTIE R L, #EH (B2 ik
FN) &) IREDSHEIY R <t < (RESM T TR
WGE 5 F CORR A, "HEH R (induction time) 7 & IE5).
INFE TR SN T BIRESIT D —21%, W% T
KL7zh REARE, BEAAE HREERE), FEE
HHIEOWBEEZBIML72) LT, HREKEDEMERE %L
B2 3B T d % (Uchida et al., 2022).

b9 ol FANA FL— oK E V5 L
WHEIWNE K DL 0) [XE) —FR]OFHTH 5.
COAEY—HRDOAH=ZALLLTIE, FANS FL—
b DR A E DR T 5 L v ) 3 (Makogon 1981;
Lederhos, et al., 1996) 2351 TH b (FD/z2D, [ AFY) —
R EMRENTZ). MK TH o THRERHEA Y bT—2
DBHAEL, FEINA FL— MEEEAO XS 2GR TR
AV NI = BRETLLEV)TENEZLNTVWE
B, ZO [FEEHEEREN] AN RHoO—DTHS. L
L BMIRERE L v b7 —7 0 [Hik] oFaie
aAWF = —Thsr7HD, N FL— FDOEKEFETH

B RSk, I SRR

1 @ AN RL—ME R FE 82 8 % X (Uchida et al., 2022)
HV: BTEA4, S: BRI, SB: ##IIR, TB: HilAl, TC: #4
B (K type) , PG: EJFE, R: GedkaT B: AR X, VI LF 2
L—=% =7

Figure 1: Experimental apparatus for hydrate formation (Uchida et
al., 2022)

HV: high-pressure vessel, S: electromagnetic stirrer, SB: stirring
blade, TB: constant temperature bath, TC: thermocouple (K type), PG:
pressure gauge, R: recorder, B: gas bomb, V1: gas regulator valve.

WMSNZHEREOF — 5 — OB ZBEEHIT 501
WHETH 5. Zh T THMOKTIZIRE § 28 2 B L
9k, BeREBEIRASNTVEAS (B ZiFBuchanan
etal,2005), B2 RIIHON T dol WK
Machida® ® 7 )V — 725, £3I 27 5 AL —hNA KL —
b ORISR A & b N D R % T SRR
(Machida et al., 2018) R HHE O XH/N A L (Machida et
al,2020) THWHL, 2TV —ZhEL OBRYEZHE L7z
A NSRRI K R A S BB S 2 R IX AR T
IDVBNEEZONDLD, REHEEREI L T4
N EBHRGHRE L CER STV 5.
CRIZHLTH AN, FL—F+DF A b 3F2 Bk
THbHI NS, AE)—FROERE LTI OHHFE
HADKIIERE ST 720 THDET D [HABEER] 2
Il =¥ YD HIRE S 7z (Roger, 2000). AR
NA FL—bOEEREZ I 2= L2EZ A, 4
FHALTHARRIZ S A M F Bl b 720, #Efafl
REEE LD RTWVWEEZSNS (e.g., Yagasaki et al., 2014;
Bagherzadeh et al., 2015).
FEHELOMFEIN =TI, TANAL FL— s OffEEK
H ] Y B BT &% (Ultra-Fine Bubbles : UFBs) A%F
952 &2 EBRMICHERT 5 & & HIZ, UFBsOAFIEDS
AR =B OAF LB 2 & &R L7z (Uchida et al.,
2016; 2018; 2020; 2021; 2022; 2024). % LT, UFBsAS/KH
IFAET 5 2 & THHT O 7 A b T B HRRE A — &1
BfR72 5 2 &, SUaAH A5 & U TR A b
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Figure 2: Measured temperature and pressure during one run in the
high-pressure vessel. (Uchida et al., 2022)

tiq - induction period

22D 9 WD H L LSS, TNEFTOXEY —
WRDBEREFLDNA T v FIgRAGEDO—>2 & L TR
ENb X927 o 72 (Maeda, 2018; Wei and Maeda, 2023).
AETIE, EHESOTN—THRINT TIro TE 0%
DL, RRATADEWGTHDBRAY » (CH,) & 7usy
(CHy) 2o 727 ANA FL— MEARIC BT 5 BRI
R F LD/ WPICCHANA FL— b, CGHNA ML —
b DG B EE O W E#E T & #R A L, UFBsO R4 AL SR EE
ANORPZDONWTE L DB, RICCH, + CHIR A H ANA
KL — b OBERBHEOWEM R EMNA L, EBRGHIH
AR AT T B L UFBsO R & D LI 2 AT 5.
REBIZINSOMIEN LEBEINDER 7T R IZON
THANL, SHOBEELBRRD.

2. B—HIANARL—rORERSEEAEE
UFBs®D315R

2.1 B—HZANA RU— bOREREENE

BABGBAR I AR E W ICHERMBIR TH 5705, XEY) —%)
BATHIY T 5354 7 ZAEEHNW 8T % (Sowa and Maeda,
2015). ENERFHIT 5720100, BHEBRSGGEZZE5 2
T, 10RO R UFERPS VL 2 5. FBERK
WCRAZTERIZIZAI D), FFICFEBREEARAEEAS KR
EVEEZOLNTWD, 20720, HDHFEEE» IS
ENTH, TOMREERWITMOMEHH THET S
CEHPWEETH D, ) LAEBROWEES D, ZhET
MRS 22 RN AIARENDH E DL RVER
EroTWwd, FEFLIE, TRIRT I ) EHEMH -

T, BIREMTERT A2 LT, EREEORMANE (B
K- BUKPERERE@O MY 2 &) R ATED#ENZ L B
TR R R TR OE N F O 2§ T REZ L
7o FMUERKEZHRYDLELMES) 2 & T, REMKRLS
& Ml L 7= FEER & 4T - 72,

W78 & WA (HY) OBEE 2 1R, W
32322 om™ T, ALIAAIKE S0 em’T—E E LT
W5, ZOREEA T EEAE R OATR (TB) HiZitd %
ZLIZk D, 03KLINTIRERMB L CTwa, F A%
fil % AL % 7o O BRI OB F 22 TB Y (S~
SB), HIFEMEER300 ppmTHE— L7z, T OFEREHERE
fli> T, CH, =% (CHy), CH, “MfLi# (CO,) @
H—H 21, FL— s OEBEBEIT> 72 (Uchida et al.,
2016; 2018; 2020; 2021; 2022). T D& %, F AFM D K
ZLRTWVEDIZ, ARIREIZRH274KT—E L L7

ELHIFKROWEEZA 25720, 1REHEI#DL T
LICASRETIY LTRSS, HiLvildekz i
W UL Tl R LEBREITo72. ZLTHANA N
L— bOARGEMIE L ZRA 25, FNTHANA K
L — AR L CHE 2 A0 - BIEATED 5 - &
TOWE] % induction time  (7,,) & L CRHI L 72 (X2). %45
RiZB VT, RIKTH 10D &L EREZ T, —ER
W (RIFFETIE300055) DA AR S 2 WA [RZER R L]
ELTEBREHRR LA LT, 6,28 OEICERTHE
RO 2R L, AR 0 A & UCTT L 72, ol
e 7 L OBAT A R d o 12856y, TR D, T U
EEAENILE D EHIIILTWD

HANA FL—ME, 7 AN T ORI X > TR
SR EI B, B ZIFIRE2T42KIC BT ACH N, FL—
b O fE#EE L, P2F Hydrate Calculator (Kunneman and Sum,
2025) % flio TEEET B £2.90 MPaZi7s, CHo A KL —
F OFFEEEIX0.20 MPak 72 5. SN HEL L A AROMER
I T 720, —DOOEEE LT, s RiEfE ok
oV EOTH L HMMNEs (X (1) 2—FI2 L TR
L7

o=P /P (T)—1 (1)

S ITP(TE, METICBITS, ZOFANL FL—1
DOIfEEIEE$5. BEEHELTP-PENLILLD
D, ZOHAE (1) XTE—E &R 5L, TR
AR TR L 72,

HERAIESP,E, CH YA F L — b id5.0MPa, CH,
NA KL — MZ045MPak L7z, CHm A b L3\
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A EE 43 A (Uchida et al., 2022127 — 738 L7=9)

Figure 3: Nucleation probabilities of simple gas-hydrates with pure
water

Circles: CH, hydrate, diamonds: C,H; hydrate (some new data are
added to previous data: Uchida et al., 2022)

7280, KR EHZBDICAMEIRETH 2. EER
B ORARE TOM, HEOWME - AL LD
WCEALT 5 (K2). & L CTEBREBIEAERT 2 £ TORH
MR D720, WE - JEIIPERIC L > TRE BHEH
Hb FITHOLNIT—F 2T 5720, BAERL
7N B BIREE (T), I (P) 2EHAIL, @faflEs,
ROz EBRORFMEE LT, ZRZROFIH S
AT w7
BONLBERBEES X, B30I IChs 2O
M5, CH VA FL— MIHERTCHN, FL— DR
BB, 08, TabbBARLIZ W LR
b7z, CH A FL— N A%24KH] (144045 IICIEIE
EERLTWLDIIZx L, FORM TIRCHNA FL— 1
IBERRSEHBE TH D, TBER LR TSOH%RE
72 B AR R 230502 2 B IER (1,,”) B, CH A FL—
b A%24.5 minTH 5 DIZHxT L, CHNA FL— MEZEDH
80f5IZ D %2 5.
COMAERBIE ST D7 5 712X (2) ORI %E
T4 YT A v rEEDHIET, BRSPS L offset time 1,
ZRFEL A EATE S (Takeya et al., 2000; Toschev et al.,
1972).

) =1-exp[ —J(1-1)] 2

T4 v T4 v 7%, Origin Pro®IERIEHA 7 4 v 7 1
> 2" (MnMolecular fitting) % JJ\ 72, ZD#EF %2 LR T.
LB, EBT— YT T -2 ICH G LN
7 — % %M A TR L7

(A)

B

4 : 7)—R757F ¥ L7 Ak (FFTE) TEKL72 (A) CH N
FL—1(B) C;H M FL— O fiREfE K UFBO ML TEMIE. R —
Wox—ix (A) 500 nm (Uchida et al., 2016), (B) 100 nm (Uchida
etal, 2020) 2739, 4 (A)H, (a) , (b) (SFRER 1R O EEK,
(c) , (d)1fFHERI I DIFHEK DB D

Figure 4: Typical TEM images of UFBs in the replica (A) after CH,
hydrate dissociation. (a), (b) One hour after dissociation. (c), (d) Three
hours after dissociation. Each scale bar shows 500nm. (Uchida et al.,
2016) (B) after C;H, hydrate dissociation. Each scale bar shows 100
nm. (Uchida et al., 2020)

2.2 B—HZANA RU— bOfEREKPUFBs &
ZORERIBER

R B TR BGREE & P77, Z O RO 5
T ARBEKIC L > TED X HITEALT % A7z (Uchida
et al,, 2016; 2020; 2022). AR I N/ K HTANAL FL— |
ZERILL, 100mLOFMAKTIZS ~ 10 g A L THML, fif
BEk (DW) & L7z, ZoOfflikE 7)) —A7527F %17
) A CHES BT O L 7)) Ak &2 % L (JEOL, JFD-
9010), % :H%IE 7585 (TEM : JEOL, JEM-2010F) TH#i%s
L7z (FFTi#).

[K4alZ 7R$TEME D X 912, CH YA B L — bfREEK
FIZIZZEL oY 73Izarr—5—0 [R] PMEELTW»
7z (Uchida etal., 2016). [FFEICCHNA B L — kN OBk
IZD2WThH, Mabd X9 HBIEK R %72 (Uchida et al,
2020). IS DFEFA 5 Uchidas (%, fREEKTIZIZUFBs



CH, - CHg N1 F L — + O A R E)

RK1IIERE T4 v T4 Y 72X BEANRBE, offset time? F,
%3 b (Uchida et al., 2022 X v FE14E)

Table 1: Fitting results of nucleation probabilities of CH, and C,H;
hydrates from pure water (PW) (recalculated for some additional data
on Uchida et al., 2022)

gas CH, C,Hy
T,[K] 274.5+0.3 273.7+0.2
P,[MPa] 4.90+0.12 4.90+0.12
o 0.64+0.04 1.21£0.15
t,d 5 [min] 24.6 1939.7
J[x10” min™] 4.5+0.9 0.033+0.004
7, [min] 0.21%1.8 —195+172
R’ 0.95 0.92

G BERERS0% & 72 B,

R2 I T 4 v 74 ¥ 7T L BHABHEE, offset time?
% Y (Uchida etal., 2022)

Table 2: Fitting results of nucleation probabilities of CH, and C;Hy
hydrates from dissociated water (DW) and UFB containing water
(UW) (Uchida et al., 2022)

gas CH, C;Hg
P, [MPa] 5.0 0.45
o 0.72 1.1
water DW Uw DW Uw
lod” [min] 6.4 14 348 276
tod ™ tod 0.26 0.57 0.25 0.20
J[xlO min'] 43+0.5 | 6.1+1.4 |0.11120.029 | 0.196+0.029
JIJ, 1.1 1.6 2.9 5.1
7, [min] 32452 [-0.54+1.8| —279+117 | —76.9+35.5
R? 0.91 0.90 0.85 0.95

DW: dissociated water, UW: UFB water, ,,,”*, and .J,: 50%-probability
induction time and nucleation rate with pure water, respectively

PEBHAELTD xR LA HoldEFloo
TEM{& % f# T L, UFBOIEEE & PR AESRER & & D
WZEDXHITENT B0 EMIz. TOfRKE, UFBOKE
B LTI EEAEEEum, BEEIZ10° mL 0%+ — & —
Thh, RELEDIIW-LDERESSIVEARL, BE
EWBATHIENbro7z. ZORREIE T AR
IoTKRELIZED Doz, FTRBEEOLEATKE L
Tid, A SRS L TBWTH10°~ 10" mL ' F — 5 —
THRE L7, 2 BUFBOKHI TOLELIZOWTIERTH#
Fi ASHE T % 25, TEMEHZE O f 3 %> 5 IZUFBIE + 258
WREZ IR, REICHEL TVD I LATRENT.

Wiz k pEkHL Bl L 7-fdEEK (DW) % #4950 cm’
RERIICAN, FH A% HVTHADOR: L R C4&MET
IR AT - 7. K512, (a) CH,, (b) CHO K H A %
HO7BoOEREED 7S 7% K3, 2L THX 2) %
TA T4y 73, JepkROIERTF2ITRT. %

DOpure water
adissoc water
Eg,a «UFB water A ®

(a) 1 10 100 1000
Induction time [min]

Eo,z Adissoc water
oA - ¢+ 0 ®UFB water
’ A DO DOpure water
0 — S—
(®) o041 1 10
Induction time [h]

i (a) CH/MRL—PR, (b) CHo N FL—b R4 A B 55
Z’ﬁ (Uchlda et al., 2022 and 2020, respectively). offl: ik (PW) ﬁ
H, A R (DW) 1, 4 UFBE A K (UW) .
Figure 5: Probabilities of nucleation of various simple-gas hydrates,
(a) CH,, and (b) C,H;. Open squares (0): with pure water (PW), solid
triangles (A ): with dissociated water (DW), and solid diamonds (4p):
with UFB-including water (UW). (Uchida et al., 2022 and 2020,
respectively)

72K (PW) & Al o 72 BE Ol (1) LIS 2720, 1,k
JIZoOWT, ZolbRL7.

E 512 [UFBAH X, "M FL— MEEZRERL T
WRWKTHABRERE (XY %R EFSEOMEH)
MWESNLZOTIEZVH] EWIRF % T, UFBKE M
W EER % 4T - 72 (Uchida et al., 2020; 2022). UFBJ§
AEE, IO~ A4 72 a7 3gdE (Aura tech, type
OM4-GP-040) %My, 10°mL"'% — % —DUFBAYEA T &
55 (7 AJE250 kPaZefF T, ILOMIKZ IRFFIEER S
&%) T 72 fEEEK & W BICFFTE CTUFBO £
B B LR, IR & MR O UFBAYE
FNTWDE I EEMER L. K52iE, ZOUFBK (UW)

EHOWTETANA FL— b OEEEREIT- 7285 R D
WETWD

BISICRT LI, EFANA FL— k& bftikzHn
TR OB E () (\ZHX, DW & 78 S (A)
UWZ H w7248 (@) AR~ 7 P LTB Y, Bk
&ﬁﬁﬁéﬂfvé:tﬁb#% F 7z, MK TR
K E B AS100% 123 L 22 W & A5CH,, CH, TR 57
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25, UFBEAKEZHWAL L ZOMRLEL D I EDbe
%5. CH A FL— MiZowTid, JOHEIPWEH T ) ZE
HORWEICHZ LD, Kba% o & BA DA A
Bl FH N FINCER LTV AET-2%0 % %, Sloan and Koh
(2007) DFFENTIC X 2 [HERMTEE OWA ] ITHY T2 L%
AOoN5E. ThbbEEERIC X DAL, 5
RICBI 2B IOMMER BRI HELLEE2 5. £
72CHN A FL— MBI LTI, Jone & 412,05
fi, AAEBRMEROBME VI X HITETITB W TR
MRES N2 b hb. Tabb, [HEUKHIZUFB
NEINTVBEI L] TAEY) —REIRIT 52 L %25
L7

Uchida 513, UFBJKZSH ANA B L — kIR % e
BLTOWARWKTHLI END, AT —MEORHAT
BN DY [RE SRS AL X 0L, (A RAEBAER] 0 FAs
FHCThrolwzERLZ ZLTHERFTOTN AN
& L CUFBA % V), UFBHMHAET 5 Z & TRIAYHIZ
HEHIREEZ R TWDH EE R, ZLTAEY =38R
&, FRICHIK D S O ERICHERI AT 2 5 CHN A B L —
FD XD %, SIFEE ToS T RE SN R WAL FL—
MIELTHERTHALESZASH. Willflow assurance D[ &
DX, N FL— MEREIHT2LEOD 554
I S ORER R IZERALETH S ).

3. X9V - PONVESGHANA RL—RD
RERBERAIE

WIS, TNETOHE—F A %Mo 720758 % — i,
RIKTADERSTHHCH,ECHEFRAE LT AEH
TN, FL— MERERZITV, BETAZHWZE &
AR —TT AN, FL— b DR EERTED LS
WZBALT 2 iRz,

INFE THAEMICET 2 ERIVIEER, 3LAH—
HANA KL —MIIHT5HDTH o7 (Khurana et al.,
2017). RAEHF A& WIBERER L L T, Slaon
and Fleyfel (1991) »%Falabella (1975) ®CH,+ C,H, (HLELL
90:10) #HWAERTFT—F 2MITL, K+5HRICB
V Tinduction timedSIFIT W E 2 ffiE L TWwW5b. —F
Skovborg et al. (1993) (&, [H UCH,+C,H, GHLEELE90 : 10)
REAAZHNT, 27495 K, 2.05 MPad 5 F ($74b
LK +5AMR) Tl ~ 2.5 @induction timehsdh - 72 2 &
S L TWwb. T 7zMenezes et al. (2019) 1%, CH,+C,H, (il
192 1 8) & WV TR THIE M ST (RaEaFiEEe)
ST OERZIT- 72 M5 3GERICE T % BT 134T -

B RS, I SRR

TWa\wAS, Uchida etal. (2024) T3S 07— % % iR
L7z,

CITIE, FEOSDITN—=THToTETW AR
DWT, WO IZHIBARLEYE (Uchida et al., 2025) (22 W THE
T 5. HWT, HWBREHBE I ST X =5 THDLHET
RIEOEIZOVT, WA T 5.

3.1 X9V - FONVESHANA RU— MOZER
SERE DFARKTEME (Uchida et al., 2025)

EERF L, 21 ERMICFETH B, EBRICH Wz
KA F VL HKT, HAREMECH,H A L CHA A
(WFNRHTT - r—F —jE¥ - ERT AR %, EER
M D H ADPMIIENINC % B X HWHEZFEL T
7. HHRKIELCH, : C;Hy=100: 0 ~ 0 : 1000 #ipH CT47 - 77
BCH, : CHy=99 1 IOPAEH ZIIDOWTIE, FEIC K
B AN L EBHOBENIRKREL L>TLE ) 720,
WA A (T - o — 7 — N - EET AR 2w
72. GHNA FL— FDF— %1%, SE47F% (Uchida et al.,
2020) ©HOEGIH L7z HIEAMREEIZT =274 £ 0.5 KiZ
E L, #HHEJ1 b P2F Hydrate Calculator (Kunneman and
Sum, 2025) & V3R> 5B Z DK O FHTE P24 (3
Lbhb#ffEs=1) [ZL7. CH/ Y FL—HMlZDoWVT
&, 2BETRLZT— 2 L3RS, =1L %25 X5 ST
ZROT, FrRZT—FZRHE LTS, FL5ETHR
BEEIMWET A DM ZE IE L Gl 2 720, FEERBIIG
MOBERBTH A Z LR T 7L, AAZ70< b
2757 4 — (Shimadzu, GC-2014) | THUESHT &2 1T - 72.

T, = 274.7+0.4K, #BEIFIEo, = 0.99+0.18 D5 TH
TR 34T B 2 FE B BE 53 A % 58 L 725 2R % X612k
T MWoTEE LT, H3TRENIZCHNA FL—
b ECH N A R L — b OB BB EE 53 Al O B IRA A A
NA RL— s OBERHEIAPINE S EEZ Tz F
6IRTEBY, CH+CHREFANA FL— oA
AR A 1X, CHIRED W &, AV NS W) 12y 7
FLTBY, BERMEESEN TSI L 2R L. CH
NA FL— | OBERBE AL, BET AN FL—
~ DR B BE 53 AT ORI EO LR FI2H Y, KD
to SR KA E AN E Do 72 LA LRSS, CHg
2310% LLF OCH,-richZe A& A4 K L — b OFA AR
JESp AL, CHNA B L— N OREE R BE 53 A (2 HXC g
P oz, ThbblbROCHMNEENTWVEHA
DD, HKECH, A AN AR THA AL AE S 7z,

X612 (2) 27 1 v 74 ¥ 78R THLNIZIDHEAM
FEERTIOR L7z, BMMERE - L, o=1L7%5
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Figure 6: The nucleation probability distributions of CH, + C;H,
mixed gas hydrates of various composition conditions at fixed
temperature and supersaturation conditions (Uchida et al., 2025)

FHCTHEBREZRIB L7205, R E TORIZEBRE O M
W BEDZALE 0 HIPE - EADPENTHZEdH), 55
NIZAERITHK T DofEIZ T ANA FL— b DBAER L7z L

EOMBE - JEC X DEE Lz, Z2oRE, EEIZL Do,

DAEA0.76 ~ 0.98D M TLEBY L7z, oDMAEBREHET L
¥ 2 ERMIET 57280, hikd A584THI%E (Uchida
etal, 2024) THELN2TE ok DRIREX (5) 2 W TIOEE
o= IOSMITHIE L72<I> b R 72,

<>/ J=(1 ), 3)

Z ZCEFMm=2.6% I\ 72 (Uchida et al., 2024) .

K7LV, CHZ&LHPTIE, CGHOFENEL 25
FEIDNEL B BERDBE SNz, Z L TCHANA FL—
T, FAICCHA 1% & 5 &0 & ) i/ S wJo
flix 7 >72. $72CH/{ FL— b ECHNA FL—1 %
B < CH,+ CHGREH ANA FL— MIBIT B</>E XM
FRE & DOBIRITREBIB IR > TE Y, CHOMKIL
Ex &3 bE

<J>=1.1x10"? exp( — 0.034x), (4)

EWVIBRDH DB EDbrol (R =090). 2o
JERROIER 5, Z OBRRILCH N A FL— M2k
B3 5D, CH AL FL— OISR L 0 A S w»
HIZ A 2 EDbh oz,
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SHRCRLTZ

Figure 7: Nucleation probability J (open circle) and o-corrected
probability <J> (solid diamond) depending on C;H; concentration in
CH, + C,Hg mixed gas hydrates (Uchida et al., 2025)

3.2 X9V - FONVESHANA RU— MOZER
SEE DEHIKTFM (Uchida et al., 2024)

WIZ, RIRF A RN VEVHLRCH, @ C;H=90 : 10125
WL A (T - 7 — 7 — PR - R AR %
AL, IREE274KIC B U A% A O BE 0 11 ) AR A7 1 % §R
Nz R L 727 A OME TIE274.2KIC B 2 FlfE TP,
730.55MPa k 5141 C& % (P2F Hydrate Calculator, Kunneman
and Sum, 2025). ZZ CTHHIETI % 1.1 ~ 2.5 MPad i T
AL S, BEAEH] ~ 36D TEREIT- 72, &
B O#MPIE, CHAR742KTHAL L e WA EIC 2 B
FELTEAL KIZEITMETH S O L F UMK
(PW : BRIIE =15 MQ cm) & 72,

FHEONTHELUFBOMEZMRL720, ZOR
EHNABMEHLUTHEE LT AN, FL— b %170KEL T
DRETHEICLTHINL, BRRTZFO—# (Wlog) %
50 e’ DHMKHUIHEA L TRl S 2723k (DW) &, =
DREH A% <A 7 AN TIVFAEZHA L (Aura Tec,
OM4-MDG-045, 250 kPa), 1IKJEBREA S & TR L7z
UFB/K (UW) % iV 72 Bk b 47 - 72.

BONTRERBEES DS, ThZho Bl Eell
B BEAERMEI Y 7 4 v T4 ¥ 7 TRD, JOALFM:
ZRID L) IZRDIZ PW: o). TOHNS, JOfIZoD
NREFIHHALTHIMLTWDZ EPbh o,

1l

{
=i

J=Ko", (5)

R IRAT DG H, K ERIIK = 55107, n=2.6X o 72
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Figure 8: Supersaturation o dependence on nucleation probabilities
J of CH,+C;Hg mixed-gas hydrates (CH,:C;Hg = 90:10) with pure
water (PW: @). Dotted line shows the regression line of these J data.
J values with dissociated water (DW: A) and with UFB containing
water (UW: 0) are also shown at o= 1.1.

(R®°=0.98). ZBHERBESAAD 7 4 v 714 ¥ ZHICH
FHZRD BN B IO TIE, BRFIEIZIEE A SIKEE
7, i‘“(lminﬁlﬁ'@%ot.

SE4THF42 (Natarajan et al., 1994; Kashchiev and Firoozabadi,
2003) T, H—HANA FL— kDt Afugacity (f) TR
SN D KRR EDERE ) (ff., — 1) (A LTI
WHEL Y, E62& /NS b IEDIRENTVS
ANZECTIEEREY I & L CTlugacity Tld e < EHZ W TWw
A%, YR —3 L7z, % 7-Natarajan et al. (1994) |
H— 24 F L — N ORA BB BT % ﬁ’ﬂﬁﬂfia
DARAENEDS (5) RDORRITREFETH O DI ND &V ) FEER
KE W RHEGE2SEL L, 2F ) KBIEOM R,
e & DR L 72 JDARAENE DS, R LTHILD 2D
ZEwRL.

F2BBITRT L DI, MK (PW o) VL XITkE
~, fi#Ek (DW : A), UFBK (UW : o) Z vz & &1
JOWEHRKEL L oTWVAHIENL, RETAN, FL—
2BV T HUFBIZ & B BABRER) RD3d 5 2 & b3
oLz, RELEETANL FL—OYEZOR
ERROKE S, B—FT AN, FL— oA LR
5%, CHNA FL— MIEWHEHN/NSWETH S Z
EWGpdr o7z, SHUSSIER L7240 2 DM AICH -rich
PolzZ LITERT 20 L,

Z U CTHK %2 v 72 o0 s Sl BEARAE 1V & HEB LT
% &, UFBIZ X B § 2 B ARER R IE, HET AN
A FL—=FOofAFEL D RS VER LBV DD
ol ThbLo=LIOFNHETREAN AN, FL— 1%
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B9 : CH, + C;Hy (HLLH95:5) IEHANARL— D REDT, o5t
T N TORE A5G (Uchida etal., 2025) &%, 3% (2) %
TAVT AT EETAERETR Y. BFEBRGMHILUT 3.

(1) CH,:CHg=93:7,T,=275.4K, 6,=0.96

(2) CH,:CH;=93:7,T,=2754K, 06;,=0.77

(3) CH,:C,Hg=96:4,T,=2743 K, 5,=0.98

(4) CH,:CHy=92:8,T,=274.2K, 6,=0.82

Figure 9: The nucleation probability distributions of CH, + C;H,
(composition 95:5) mixed gas hydrates at various 7, oconditions
(Uchida et al., 2025). Each solid line shows the regression line with
equation (2). Each experimental condition is shown below:

(I)CH, : C;Hg=93:7,T,=2754K, 6,=0.96

(2)CH,: C;Hg=93:7,T,=2754K, 0,=0.77

(3)CH, : C;Hy =96 :4, T,=274.3 K, 5,= 0.98

(4)CH,: C;Hg=92:8,T,=2742K, 5,=0.82

AT H X0, MHENZ B Tor s 7275
B, BAERRESHRIRKEVE VW) ZEbhroT 4
HBUFBE A K Z M L 72 EB & R 2e o 728 B2
THGEL, TOREMZHRLLENHH7259).

3.3 X9V - FONVESHANA RU— MOER
SEE DREMRTF M (Uchida et al., 2025)

T, BERBEIOMIZEN, T745bbEiafEeC
RAE LTINS % 2 L AYRE N7z (Uchida et al., 2024). &
DWA NG — B L TERE T o 7275, IEO#E NI
Lo TR ENIEZT EIDMENED B HIZDWT, CH,: CHj
~ 95 15D A ZAHIFNZ DV T274.3K & 275.4K D20 D i Ji
WORTIEDHZAMEL, FFFICENORE D 2TV,
TReDEFIZ X z)Jd)Nl: IOWVTHEZT- 72

EERGRM L, BONTERBES MO, BIY
T4 YTA ‘/71“1?%?&7:1\7;—571@ iZonwT, #3k
FolCF &/, THRODRENS, EDTIKED 721
ToDMEZIZIZRACICL THIOMAIUT L B b Z L b
ol LALTFRICKLT, mEIEWIBIOMAK
EL rodz, BREAETED &, MEFEVE D oD
INEL BB DT, FiE TR S N2oRFECIREE ORI %
ANBZENRTELRVWZ LAURENT. HBHURETH
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FR3 I CHACH, (95:5) RGN ANA FL— b OFHAKS
M L BAEHBIE AT DT 4 v T 4 ¥ 27785 2 —% (Uchida et al.,
2025) % HEERE 51E, KOPOF TGS B

Table 3: Summary of average formation conditions and fitting
parameters for CH,+C,H; mixed-gas hydrates at various P, T
conditions (Uchida et al., 2025) Each experimental number (1*
column) corresponds to the number shown in Fig. 9.

Exp. | Composition| P; T; o J <J> ) &
CH, |CHy | MPa| K x10” min” |x10” min" | min

M| 93 7 1170275410963 | 273 301 -0.9210.923

2)| 93 7 | 1.53 1275410770 | 44.8 88.4 -3.710.938

(3)| 9 | 4 |1.50|2743]0980| 7.50 791 -21 {0.956

4| 92 | 8 |137]2742]0822| 136 226 | -10310.950

DW: dissociated water, UW: UFB water, ,,,”*, and .J,: 50%-probability
induction time and nucleation rate with pure water, respectively

E, cDEAVNEVIE ) DBIDEANE T EDB, (5)
RFEEITR Y Lo T 5,

U ED X912, CH+CHRAEN ANA FL— F B4
BB OWMERE LD S, DT Ebhsi.
CREFTANA FL— FOBAERIE, MBI > Tl S
nas
- AR OBREY ) GREE, D) (SRR 2 K

IFTAY, HEAEE L TEE0L I LIZREETH D
- UFBOBA: BARER) RAZIRA A ANA L — s OB
THMERSIND, EBEHOEY (RIIEEOWREG—E
W - —EHUL T TOENOE W) 12X BBEREED
S A s AN A d: T N

INHOHME2S, WETIEHTANL FL— OB
BT H A AN DO WTHRE EATS .

4. BEHANA RL—FORERTOER

BB A B = Z 2200 TR, TRE TR OIS
NTE&Tw5b (BlzI1XEnglish & MacEloy, 2015; Ripmeester
& Alavi, 2016; Khurana et al., 2017). Sloan & (Sloan &
Fleyfel, 1991; Christiensen et al., 1994) X% 2 47T D JEPH
W2 — VIR Z KRG FHE B 2 LN OEERDGE 5
&4 % [Labile Clusterfi(ii | Z42M L72. RICZDET V%
Ko R TR 234 & UCIE S &7 [T
& (Nucleation at Interface Mechanism) | 254/ & 172 (Long
et al., 1994; Kvamme et al., 1996). Z 7-Labile Claster{ii i} &
FHZ, TR ST ORI FEET L L)
[T S LM (Local Structure Mechanism) | H $2f8 S
72 (Radhahnshna and Trout, 2002). S XV d H—
HANA FL— FOBEREET VLT 5 bDTH -7z

LU SN2 7 X8 =034 L CHERIE T 5 BRI
RAMETOFEESLEL LD EVH) REBEHIN
TWa. =, TENVT 7 AMPORERPHBEL LT
5 [Blob{li( 3] 5L X 72 (Jacobson et al., 2010a; 2010b).
EHIS, TENT 7 A OGRS NS B 2BRE A
BE )V (Vatamann et al., 2010; Lauricella et al., 2014; He et
al., 2017) %, IS E L TR Z % & 3 % Multipathway
Nucleation Model (Bai et al., 2012) 7 & JHEE I N TV 5B
CNSFRETANA FL— MIO#EISTHERET VT
B DN, EBEOAED» HRIEHEERETH L.

CH,+CHJRERE T ANA FL— M, CHA%1% T
b & F NAUEPHCIREE CTldsIiEE 127 5 DT (Smith et al.,
2017), ABFZETHONIzNA FL— MERIZCHANA F
L= MUAE SR Tz & 5L ER N5, Lal,
W 1 D RV 5 2 O sTHE5E 12 72 2 EIE RS &, CH,
+CHR AT ANA FL— T+ OBABIZ§ % FEER AT
JE1x % E RS, AN ST & s & S AfE 5
5L BSH ASNTW5 (Uchida et al., 1990; Schicks et
al., 2006; Uchida et al., 2007; Schicks and Luzi-Helberg, 2015;
Klapproth et al., 2019, de Menezes et al., 2019; Li et al., 2021).
—=hHyIalb—a VIIROBRY 5, CHIREED W
13 ERA R AR { 72 A (Zhang et al., 2020), C;HNA R L —
FOBBAZIE T A PSR — VOB E EHIZEr—Y
DD FEHETH 5 (Chen et al., 2020), CH,+ C,HiBEH
ANA F L — P TRECH,D5 7 — 2 45 A5s I 3 o 4 i
WX L5 (Chenetal, 2021), R EDOBELTHISNT
Wb, ZBOT— Y O BB IZ B W TEHE
TH5HZ L1E, BlobRFTd LRI N TS (Jacobson et
al, 2010b). ZZ CTAWIEDELEL LT, FA My T osll
HEENOWERE O DS, A B 2 #5200 T
F IR Z LT,

SIS TIRCH M T2V S 557" (L) 77— T,
5% (Sy) r—VoNEH D, CHIES, Liifor — 24
BEh) b, FLCHJIICH LY HERMIINAL FL—

MRS IS A TN DM E D, fE o> TCHD MK
AR %5138, $§4bbCHOFAGBL R L5613
E ST —VoEEREITRoTwEERZLND. K
TS, CHOMIBILA R 213 EINNS L RB T L
BbholzDT, JOMES,r — Y DEDOEEFHZ L L
NS B EF 2T SARDKITHE T 5 T IRRE T S,
r — Y CH, 5 A #0,% P2F Hydrate Calculator (Kunneman and
Sum, 2025) TEIEL, JOCHGRERLEHD 75 7 (47) &
HRTHL L, JOEOEDOMENE L —HLTnwEZ
Ehbhotz (K10). I ZTODCHGURE kA7 % ]
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Figure 10: Comparison of J or <J> and 0y (calculated by P2F
Hydrate Calculator (Kunneman and Sum, 2025)) depending on C;Hy
concentration x (revised from Uchida et al., 2025)

@74y 74 7 hE, X6 TERPTE S (RP=097).

05 = 66.8x107 exp(-2.5x), (6)

ThbbJext OMFR (K @) b CIHEEETEMT
XH2E00, WP RYTHLEEZT. DF ), CH,
+CHREA ANA FL— b (sIfiE) OO S (13,
FIXEOr — VORBBRRICHEERINTVEDTH S
9. bHHACHDEIEGDE L 1, DEGEMTIE, sTkE
DN FE - Tsl-likel AT S I, £ OHE U
2%, EENLWREEERETE 2. KI0IZBWT,
JOCHGA K FARAE M & 0,0 il & O F N AMKC,HGR E C
RKEVWDIL, ZORENID L.

KD EBRZRTE 212, CGHDS 6 r — Y oihz HE
5T 05, Ly-cage LikeZp M 3 A3 #1222 %€ V2T K
ENLZEPRBGEINS, CHIES, Lilir—Y 2 5L
) AHDT, CHO A X BRI IIIRER A2 5 &
EZHNA. ERECHNA FL— FOERGREIZBWTIE,
s 1256 o Tsll-like 2 R DSTEL S B Z & 25, FEBR
B2 & B & LTV B (Schicks and Luzi-Helberg, 2015). %
D7 DCH, + CHIREH ANA FL— FTlE, CHDSHE
X N 72L,-cage like® & V) IZCH,Z T 238 S, sll-like7z
Blob2S LK S N5 & W) AR 70t A0 HETE
5. TDOH, BAERII,H2 LR E L TIECHG O
BB E TOM D ICCH T TAE S NS 71t X2h
MLHEEHOME LTELZLND. CHMMEILA L 2 5
EE, WEOMRMIZEL 22725, BEOHMPEL 22

B RS, I SRR

ERBEENS. L2 CHAMEE S il ks A b okt
BLET LD, [HDr—2 ] 2B T 57012138574
B7ANOBRENLEE L0, BEOHEIEL &
LTHA). TOI LD, CH+CHIREHT ANA KL —

N OBA B E SR BBIFICIK T LT 2 &2 EH
HIZF S 5.

—JfCH N A FL— MZH~NTCH, : CH,=99 : 14
HANA R L — b OBARBHEDR IR E W E V) FHE,
5, GHG T, THbESUETS A N84 L ThE
EFNTVDHD, BAEREZRETLZ LV ZEbro
72, Wil X ) iCsEE 2 AT ACH N FL—MICB
Wb, AERBENCIES?r — Y OCHIZN 2 Tsll-like 72
Hikg &5 2 ENERNITIRENT WS, ZD72HCHS
T DR DKGTDL-cage like R ffiikz & DT WVWEEZ
b, sz KT 512137 DRk % 56 -cage like 7z 1
FBCTMR L2 TR 5 v, ZOBCHG T DTS
Iy, FoEr L o7 F IBlobfEEMET 5 2 At
TENME, BERICh»LEMAEMEIND 2 LTl
END. THbBCHG T ACH T OFE % Blobd % 5t
e LTHDTIERWAES I H». CH,: CH=99 : 1D
S EHEETICH BIRE A ANA FL— M OMBIEP2F
Hydrate Calculator (Kunneman and Sum, 2025) DFIEIZ L 5
LCH, : CHg=68 : 32TH 5. F 7b bk i A ke X
CHASy 7 — ¥, CGHH Ly — I % 5T BRI HK
VLI BHETHD., o TTXr A MG TORBEICE T
e & N BBlobD ik b B ZEICRDEMNTHD EE R
SN, BARBENRDRKREL Bo/DTE BV L
WM.

PLEASCHACHJR A T ANA FL— b AR 7o+
AETFINTH LA, T CHRAEBBEDET] - MR
WZOWTHEZRITNE RO, AN FL— O
RGBRE A H 2 BB, IR R BIER T 58T X —
7 & L CHRA 18 R*)S3% 5 (Ankiam and Firoozabadi,
2004).

R*=2vyv, /4u, (7)

TV IENA FL— MEOKDOEGE VR, vidA
WHRHEIRS], AuJ3KDILERT V¥ v VEZRT. Au S
BHEROBE I THEZ L EELZDL, TOXND, ot
KREVIEFERDNESLRY, BAERSEIVRT %S
EEZ N, BAEBEEOEIMRGEEA E I3 T
&5, Fryofib @B TIERL, EHOEEZZ L
ERHSN TS, Naeijietal. (2019) 12X 5 &, H—F 2
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THREHTATDH, HADIENHP LS LyD A /ME L
GhIEMNREINTVED., o THEIFERDE HIT/M
LB, XOBAERLR T 2270/ KE L &
bEEZLN, KNROMREZ EHWITLRFTSL. 2L
TR ET VL L CBlobiiii = EET 5 &, TELVT 7
ZHNCEET 27 A MG T OREENBEEI LR 2
CENIEEND DT, TAIVF— I EERBlobZ K
FTAMERPEE L7259 LS 5.

L2 LiREARAEYEIC D W TIE, #5 R LERE) ) o % 52 2
LI RE 572 Tk T5E91C, X)) 25
RFORE ZIFMEIEHVITEREL LY, TAVF =N
VT b I EFTHENS (Keetal, 2019). 2
ARWFFERER L ZHEOMIAITH L. ZOLEN ZFE T
L7z, FEEHEE R L7z R TI R &
LT, RNTHLEEOROREAERL, £
RIMED LAIFHCTEZREEZERL TV L. DT
O Z ORI, BARERZT TR, v

IR EBRBEOM T2 EATWLEEEZT. T DL
WA BN, BRBOERICET 28I Tidn
{, MMOBEERREITEZEOLEMICET L0
THLIENEZONS. BEADHITANAL L — M
RO ARBEEELBRETH LI LS, HiRITE

WNT O A5 LR EENICEST S, $0E

OFAR BB L Tld, kil L7-BloblRi#i% %83 %
L, EIRIE BB T B B BlobN T D4~ 0 TR B EE S
By, TR I AVFEF—WICRELREICZED
HLZENTELUREMEH A, 7B, Uchida et al. (2025)
TR S NIRRT EARAEYE % RO 2 EERTld ko 72
2%, ERMNGZHERETAICEATSTH DI EIIFE
BEVLETH D, TNTHIKBED@E N TIOMHNT 7238
WIZEALT A2 L, EHRWICREOR R EEZEL T
BLLEVD 5.

4. FEHESHEDRE

FHE I, HANA FL— 1 Off#EKHICUFBE 5 A
(Uchida etal., 2016) L CLIE, #ANA FL— Ok
RWIEOH TR ENTWIZRETH - 7 BAE R ORFZEIC
Y MAED Iz, TRFETIE, [RERIHERNLHE 2
DT, BT 5L IIRETH 5L E 2TV D7EN,
10 DL B ) R UFERRT— 5 2 RAERDL &, BARH
AL VI TERILIEASTED Z &b roTET
bHAAI0E X Y1001 O FANEEILEE 25, RBIERH
ZOTHRM LT Lo S 2RI EN L D ICAI %

PVEETDEHOTH L0, 100 ZREROEEE LT
#%E LT 5 (Uchida et al., 2018).

A ANA FL— OWZEs 5, UFBIC & 2 %L
SRS A T A MG TTHEPD LN N, I
ETIEAEY —RPROZEPRE & LT TUFBFH] 25384
N5 X )% 572 (Maeda, 2018; Wei and Maeda, 2023). L
AL, UPBBBED L) ITHAREIREL TV EHIZon
T, RO Z BTV v, JHICUFBO R AA -
WRETHDL DD, TIHPBEEIA Mk oTw
LR D B, L LENEEBRGISHRT 5581
T EBICIEE S T e v, UFBOBEA AR ER)HF K
ERFEMIIBVT, UFBBHURIEZ 2L E LR EDLL

EHEN S 2 FREOMESLERES ).

WREHAANA FL— FOBAEBEEX B0 PRI
KLT, =T ANA FL—bDbDEYKREL D%
Hhss R &N, CHONA FL—1F XD A LCH, & A
PHADFDRAER LR T WE W) T RIS
NTWR, EHELOMEICI ) ERMIZIRZ B LI
W L7z, —Ji CUFBOBE AR F s, AR =
AR ARG IR TAMRIC R o722 8 b, EEL
BRTHol. TbLUFBOMAERILER R L, REY

2N L DA R MEN R L L, BAeb 702 ATHLT

REMEAVRIE S N7z, 4181, UFBORIHIZOWT X 1)
ICHRET T 2 DD 5.

AETIE, RIRTADERSTHHCH,ECHIZHER %
BT MfsE = Al L7z, S RIEFARIZCH, + CHIR & 7

ﬁ%(ﬂ+@H+@ﬂ%ﬁ@ H AT EZHR S

T, BAER T ZDEALE TR LEBH D725 9.
%tcm+gm%uﬂ%%%itbfkéﬁ,m&mio
T lEsIf 3 % B % (Subramanian et al., 2000; Uchida et al.,
2002) &, NVIEEROREMOENT D LMD,
A BB CIRIER M T ADRE L TnWBE Z &8
FHRENDL, ZH LT RAEZFOREBTEL L)
Gt FBREZEALT, EBRNRIET Y A% 252D
O, FHEEY I 2V —Ya v it s hn
OBAR AN Z AL ZWHOLNPI LTV LEEHLEAH
9. F9 31U, UFBOAERMEERREZ T 2500
ONDBNH Litk\wn,

T

AWFZEI, 20224F BEACHEE 7 A KA IE AR HIE [BrR5E
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