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Abstract: Over a 100-year period, methane has a global warming potential 30 times that of carbon dioxide on a per-molecule basis.
As a potent greenhouse gas, methane stored in the ocean accounts for 95% of the global total reserves, and the processes of
methane sources and sinks directly influence global climate change. In this paper, the spatial distribution pattern and transport and
diffusion mechanism of global marine methane leakage are systematically investigated through literature research and data analysis,
and the environmental effects are quantitatively assessed by combining the measured data of typical case areas such as the South
China Sea and the Gulf of Mexico. The global methane seepage shows significant spatial differences, with the most active seepage
in the Pacific Rim, followed by the Arctic and Atlantic coasts, and the lowest in the Antarctic Rim. This distribution pattern is
primarily controlled by tectonic activity, conditions within the hydrate stability zone, and the supply of sedimentary organic matter.
The actual seepage activity in high-latitude regions such as the Arctic may be underestimated, representing a major source of
oceanic methane in the atmosphere. Approximately 70% —90% of seafloor methane seepage is oxidized and consumed by
microorganisms, but 1.5% —4% enters the atmosphere directly, contributing 6—12 Tg per year. Seafloor methane seepage has
significant impacts on the global environment through ocean acidification, ecological restructuring, and greenhouse gas emissions.
Dynamic monitoring and research and development of methane negative emission technologies should be strengthened to serve the
dual carbon goals and global climate governance.

Key words: methane leakage; spatial distribution; multidimensional transport and dispersion; global ocean; environmental effect;

environmental geology.
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HBE A hy — s 350U 28 AR I 2 BRI A2 1k
Py OGS A €8 AR IS [ O ) SR AR AL T
12 B2 (IPCC) 5 TR AN A 7S YT Ak i, T e 14
A BRI TR ST 20 4R RUBE N 2908 T4 fl Bk B9 83
¥, 16 100 4F RO N 2928 30 /% (Adopted, 2014). H
St R ST 3 B 0.61 W/m®, 29 ALk = 2
— AR T — E A B 5 R R A R AR
I, 7 4 3O i 2 1Y A A RE 00 T R B AR
(Etminan ez al., 2016). 3T 453k , KA 4 09 H Le 4F HE
JR A 3k 3 1983 4F FF 4y 22 458 W I DAk 1) B e 7K F L %
42 BRI % 00 1 TTBR R i =43 Z — (Feng ez al.,
2022). W9t 3= 22 HE I A 45 18 M ROk L K I B
(TR Ak A7 SRR B A= 7 I 3% ) A= W R e L LA K b
32 Ui o B B K 38R I VA (Saunois et al.
2020). WREE R P HF a4 948, F @l 5
FREEH AR BN L R AR WA DL S R T
F8) 2 o7 45 38 72 95 75 [ ( Thanwerdas et al., 2019) , A
KAk P B GE#E Mt s 181 1 s

TV AR A b K A R H e it L H B R AR
NGB i Ak T v AR AR I P e i 2 ek
HJe ™= A B Y 30 %0, X R AR H 6 1Y BT R ATk
1.5%~4% (Cicerone et al., 1988;Judd et al., 2002;
Reeburgh, 2007). ¥ 5% 7 4t & 1 1 55 22 10 H b ok U3
Z— W UL B A 1 KRB % B S ik S G
4 I AR DL R AT L JEE K B LK 0 38 IR IS 38 1, O
A 3R B A 0 oA Ak &R H 58 (Ludf and Wallmann,

2003; Brown et al., 2005). £ R IX, LA KRR G
P e IR R SR TR E TR TP R E R
MM AEMESRGEZ —, KA EEGEF] 10'~10" 1/
cm’(Michaelis et al., 2002; Treude et al., 2007). 1F
X 2 PR B, e PR 4 4R A (anaerobic oxidation of
methane, AOM) F #% fiR £ i i (sulfate reduction,
SR)FEGJE FE MR & AR it A8, i e R AR ey
B (anaerobic methanotroph, ANME) F1 #7 fig £k 18 Ji
2l 1 (sulfate-reducing bacteria, SRB) L[] 4 5 (Nie-
mann ez al., 2006; Schreiber ez al., 2010). A It ,
AOM 2 T2 J2 1 7 i 11 B 1 FBe I, A 31 R 4R W] i FE
WIS 29 300 T g W b . 6 JFE TR ) R i 2 R B 1Y
FH Be ik 80 %0 7 3 1 HiT Bl AL Ak , AN RO 2% T i
AP BB HER, LR T T B U Y RS AR
%) (Reeburgh, 2007).

T IS o DA TR 2 7K G 0 DX ) R AR 2 G A
AR AR A Y MR AL 2 e R L OR B AR TR
By BE , 2ok AR Z K G o i, 4 B8Rl K B
AR 300 2 YU AR W Y R e B CRE 29 O 0.01~0.05 Gt €
a ' AR KA S BB 1%~5% (Cicerone
et al., 1988;Dickens, 2003). TEE E UL Y H , re H
Lot o B A Z AR R AR AR O e, FE A S
TR Sl iR AR W TR o3 i W e F — A Ak B =B
Fr AR A SR AR R ] SR R AR AR R AR
FBE s B BRE 3 SR a4, ) WY AL IS ) B Ak 500A i
R e (BRI A, 2022; EIBAR A, 2024) % R &
g i H e 1Y S B AR ML R R ER ER AR A 19 AOM i
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AT BN Bl B TR A E £ Sk R A R R JE R AR (O Sk RN A ARy R R L R i Y i 51 Clais
et al.(2014) ;Reay ez al.(2018)

i, i ANME 5 SRB £ 8 #2 £ — F b 5% e 7 (sul-
fate methane transition zone, SMTZ) % ¥ [6] 58 K%
( Boetius ez al., 2000 ; Knittel and Boetius, 2009 ;
Chen et al., 2023a). K850 B B ££ 00 BLY) i 22
AOM 1E FI 8 IR A4 AL, A i ik A b 3 K AR S P
A EEE AL R 1) R ASORE T A DG B R (Valen-
tine et al., 2001 ; Knittel and Boetius, 2009). & 1%
TE X S8 38 FEHL ], 8 43 K A ATS s B HR o o A R 3
SR TR ALHE TR S8 T R AR B AL S
41 T 2% 55 (Damm e al., 20105 3K 5 55 %, 2020;

Wang et al., 2021;Li et al., 2024).

E 4 R AR W2 AN S5 S 35 5 TR e
BB RS TS RS R
TRAE R (Joung et al., 2022; Nisbet, 2022) . ¥ i H
ot 15 U 15 0 AT R A R K R AL R B B A X TR
TR BE A UL 25 2R 48 40 2 45 g VR BR B 0], JF: AT
SUNEIDSTR 1@ | B W17t | 75 T B N B A =
T VE P e X6 RS 4 DT R R AN ALV E M
S N 25 0 . 4 I g S R — R T A R

% {4 (paleocene- eocene thermal maximum, PETM)
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FW, B S AR R 1 Y B Y HE R, R R e
T AT | e 4 B ) B0 A A8 Al R A 35 &R e B R AR
i (Li et al., 2022a;Kim et al., 2025). 1F 4= BR 48 %
FUNZETE B el i 5 50T L WV b R ST i 22
Pl - (1) 4% b 0o 26 B g WK & R i L&, 7]
fHE filh & JC HLBL H g B il (Shakhova ez al., 2010) ;
(2) R FIFE I R AT e MK G R etk R H
TR 5 8 T 3 0 i K B W AR B DR AURE I RT L 22
& A3 (Joung et al., 2022) 5 (3) I 7 R £k A1 ik 42 7]
AE I 55 10 A 9 S AL BE B (Gelesh er al., 2016). B4R
Mo BT E A PETM 45 RS HT e 1 15 55t 5 24
HIH S AFAE 0 3% 25 7 (X SRR T H Be— <
e & G v TR 1 JE e M e i A Il 5t XU (Ruppel
and Kessler, 2017).

A S ok FR S8R SCER R B 2 R BRGSO
B 1 A K W e 8 U 2 6] 4 A L 456 e T L B8 VT
AV A R 245 A BT I IS HY e DA TR A )2 B R
SRR R VRAL TR R S R s B
FILAEE AR . A B S e T H e 2 e s [
1A 5 s B T BOHL ] A BRI DA, TRAK X BR BT R A
ARBRON () BB L SR U AR A A B O A R HE e itk Y
W2 ) 27 S

1 BRI W Be 8 e =5 18] 20 A R ik

1.1 £R/RZEEHMEHIE

A BRI VEH BE B T 2 00 0 A ) S L 22
F| Z= 45 1 45tk (Mogollon et al., 2011) < 5 48 1k
(Sultan ez al., 2020;Serov et al., 2023) F H#h 5t 11 3
(Hiruta and Matsumoto, 2023) 45 £ Fh [H & 52 W .
Gelesh ez al.(2016) 75 3¢ [E & & 77 16 09 ) B J& v v
LGS B, 2715 P A0 5 28 v 19 TR e L i 22 (R AE AR
FEHE & . Sultan ez al.(2020) 78 6 A% 78 7 LR T RE &
HEAT B 7 P S 36 R0 AR ) L B A TIE 52, W 0 W 3
SR P g A HE T 5 B2 SR 3 Ferre ez al. (2020)
FEAL VK B 5T & B, 6 IR K AR SR G i Bl L TR
W A5 B s> 1 o HE . S ] A AR
IR IRV b DX PR3 BRI AR B o s R 46 TR 2 &R
BREER T W biis % 0 ol i, Bk &
BR 88 e o T BRI TR 3 — A6 RV R VE R A
a2 oK G S A R Tz R F BT R E T
ot 18 U A 3T AT SR B X b A b XA 1) 2 AR P AR R
T S 18 7K R i 22 | WL 0 3 B 32 DX I TR e 3 T S
Pr EAEHIEER, 2 2B KA S i HEOR B X Z —

(Shakhova et al., 2010,2015;Serov et al., 2023) .4
Fb 2, 20 AR ol DX PR R K BR B AR I AR 4
BARR A VLB AL LG 8 e i Sl A XA 55

SRy A THI 48 78 1 VE TP GE B TR ) A BR A3 A A R F
NIRRT IR KA Y X H 5EE s i 5L
Tk LA K KR A R T (ODP/TODP) 28 %048 |, 4k i 4
R RFECIW P b2 sl A5 B (NI
etal., 2025) 2z T A BRI Lt 8 i = 8] 3 A B
(E 2). B8 wos , 28k 2R3 KRR SOK & PR AF
X3k 24 8 4 BRI ALY 1090, Hod 7096 DL B4y AR
TE A9 38 i B X IR IR 1 2% . 2 3R KRR SOK B Wik 1e
G311 B T B2 e o0 A B 30, RIVTK G
53 % TR IR e 38 £ 1Y) B 2 ST R IR AR L X — 4
A1 B A Sy T A ke A K Bl R A VS AE B e XU
DXL T AR

25 8] o3 A A o, HBe B e sl EEE PR
Fili 48 340 25 RV R P i g b Aly |, R S0l 2 A U R VR VE b
g R M DX DL K BR RTS8 R B Y
fi Hh BIRAE S S RASAERKRE L2
B IE A& (R = 0.86, RMSE= 1.38) (Ni
etal., 2025) XM I Al GEWE /8 1L ) 1 2 X K
SREK G W ta e v BB B 0 2 e . — 5 I, T
it AR G0 I I U T A R ) g 1R Y T IS I R AR
1k, T RE il & K G W A i 0 BE B I ( Mienert
et al., 2005). 53— J5 i , 58 7 JL 7™ A5 1Y IS JZ 59 D) B
J1 R 3 HE 3l AT e el AR WY GE Y ds B I 42 (Plaza-
Faverola ez al., 2017). I Ak, 3 U 45 il 0% ¥ IS T 2
Wy 53 A1 4 Jr 36 T BE 52w A HIL BT At 25 RN A 1
Lt 36 M, T B — 20 U T W ke 1Y A SRR i
(Graves ez al., 2015). 8K, 7 i 5 W 6 8 U 43 A 1)
AH Ot T RE S 4 VR TOUL I e 25 , 3 B U B AR AT
T2 2 Bh 2 25 58T ol Je ol 2 A G KB RO, A DG AL
] PR 6 AT 5 A A8 T 22 e R B R IR A A5 0
B4 (Ruppel and Kessler, 2017). 1L 4, 36 4% i X
B 15 U 04 (e %% BE A3 A e Bl N B X T RE S A Bk
5 W T B K A TR Rl AR R IR B K S R R
A O, IF AT RE HE— 28I R AR AR Y TE B AL I
(Serov et al., 2017 ;Shakirov et al., 2020).
1.2 RI=E 5 hEHIE

BT A BRI Ry, AN [ B B 2 T A 25
i) %25 B A B R R A TR A5 A5 O T R I R X
B 22 S 3K A M TR R R R R R B AR RN
DORR I B2 A R A VR R 0 (1A 3) . RLAB AR 2R 74 47 )
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Fig.2 Spatial distribution map of methane leaks in global oceans (Ni ez al., 2025)

W KRS R, i X IRR e B s MR 5 245
U TR KA YRR E AT T BRIG TS AR B I &R
B BEAH 6 (Stotler ez al., 2010). B imE X FH
2 I Ry e 7K A v 5 A SO HE R S Y e PR, B
T B AT IR BT OREE E B EOK W8 U SO B e
ik &= KA R R, LUK IS B4R 0 3~5 mm
1y e SO AR BT AR b B AR R E L R ) A
e 5 i ad K AR A AL 2 E AT SR T X R IR A B
e R 2 S AT AR AU e T DX R Ry 4 3k /b B g
T S 39 A B3 5 e DR PR e vk T2 1Y X 8 2 — (Shak-
hova et al., 2010, 2017 ;James et al., 2016).

U R TGP UT R W B2 e 1 o) — B X, K
FH ot % 2 55 55 D 20 Dk 0 R 40 T 38 R K )1 e 5
ol i VA O . TR I B Storegga T 3 Y e B L
TR, i s A ) ok BA A P s AR R AR
T8 BT R A0SR P s R 4 (Biinz ez al.,
2003; Karstens ez al., 2023). 25 bl #9 B e 15 o) th 1
PRAE I3 A% == 7 FS Ity 3 R0 2% R =2 2 M i 2, LT e B
T3 A B2 AR T OBt DOk 09 K 1 4R T A S
W4 %5 113 B (Talling ez al., 2014). LAk, % 9% 2 B i
W LR U 7 M 44 4> 3l R DO AR 43 B 1 s R W
i & 4R (Hilligsoe et al., 2018) , ik — A 31F 52
G BRI L5 U A A 3 A B BRARRAE

R OF 7 Ml DX 4 R 6E 2 T A R I BRI X
B2z — A P ARV L I 3 1 DA 9 B O TR

[ M e 2011 4E FI 2014 4E 9 R S H A7 R B, 1%
DX 3 WG A7 7 TR 7K Ml P 267 I i = R S R i N
P BT, L2 43 A B R IRSOKE W B AR 53 R B B
i) B ke 2 T 2 (Kessler e al., 2011; Skarke ez al.,
2014) . 3X B PR AK B S AL A 08 T SR KK Be i &
FORE (Hu et al., 2012). 76 3 B MM MG E/V 5
G 925 B 2 R RE R ) 2 AL E BR O H B TR A
(Levin et al., 2016). 7£ V5 KV, H A ¥ 75 L34 19
KA UL AR 2 K6 W) 2 v 24 BT I e
%5t % W IE #% ( Vereshchagina ez al., 2013; Aoyama
and Maeda, 2021) , & W] 35 K P VE 44 36 1 2047 38 i
FEAE NG BR 0 e 5 U i 2

A VR TR U TR e 38 U I O O A0 X AE
Fili ¢ D7 ) 3 A 2 b i % R D AR FR O B e
B PR A S 2 S SS AbH B D R 3 AR
T M BRI 4 b e 2 R it TMT R A b 0 0 A
2 5 I R R PLIR I, OV IR R T T B L B A OE
M HRRE B Sl T, 3R A2 TR AR AR AR R K S
W o3 itk 52 e O B e e HY e B I (O A N AR
2008 ; /i E MESE , 2018 st LA, 2018) . BRVL H &
Hh AR R R AR AOK B s (RS,
2009; T A AR 45, 20105 VDB AR, 20155 AL 5E,
2016) , Bl 3 )7z K B BOK B A R R M i
(Zhu ez al., 2025) , PG & 1 B0 “ U5 5 7V S5 2 9D
T A W G A H B 02 T ORI U (SR R A, 2017 X



2300

HiERFL#  hitp://www.earth-science.net

%51 %

SRR E B I 2 XX E

TLRUE K RCH M4 5

BRI B R OR

EMEHRAN

N

¥ i

CH,(mol *m * »

o
T |

«CH,

-

é i [} ¥1140.193 87

(NN THATIRAT \
0 2000 4000
IR (m)

0 >z
30° 60°

8000 m

-60° -30° 0°

90° 120° 150" ~150-120°-90° ~60’

ERBEEAS

—
=

CH,(mol;m‘z cal)
W

<

-90" -60° -30°

ENFEEDS

[*CH]

- Y1£0.179 3

|
0 2000 4000
TR (m)

[=CH,

H1#0.175 32

2000
TR (m)

| =CH,

1 1£0.073 49

i \
0 2000 4000
IR (m)

-90°-60" -30° 0° 30° 60°

90° 120°

4000m

3 BRIUETE S I 2 XX L

Fig.3 Comparison of global methane seepage zones
L A 2% DX AT AR ZE 0 A M v g e BE 3 A1 5 e [B] g T SMUT 4 B Al B0 0 R 462 15 T 3 il K 728 £ (B A A S 7K TR (m) , A A CHLGE
B /mol-m =2+ a™) s 4 M Ay A Bk e 98 0 25 1 23415 . 51 11 Ni ez al.(2025)



6 1

5 B4 VR T BB B L B PR B 5 A B 5 0k e 5 PR 2301

&, 2020). A5 V4 R BB U B B DT
Py £L B K rp R ik B 5K 1~10 mM, JiS )2 i K ok
9 5~50 nM, JZ 5 5 X3 1 10~100 45 . i IX S8l 6 iR
R T R P, CH, #4985 8] A7 & (8°C) A
—60%~—75% , & W7 7E 38 Z0 Y £E W B IR 7 HY e
1 #2 (Chuang er al., 2010; Chuang et al., 2013; Hu
etal., 2017) . AT 5, 7 1 L X A B 98 48 78 134
S5 43 M v W BE 2 T 1 22 RE PR RRAE , O B VS KO
TG 3 1 2l DX e 0 P 1R T DG BRI

2 IR P e oA T i s AL

T DG PP e 1 ke U TR A7 T 2 B G Il Kk R R K
4 T TR AR A TR TR O A0 B Y A 0 ) R L Vg
B T 5 T A A W s DR A TR b R R (Lollar
et al., 2006; Stolper et al., 2015). 4= ¥y i F F J¢ 76
R IR R BT o A W o3 i A LB A,
i FUE SR AL LR S IR RN P S A AR AR R
BIE B, 38 WA T 1 2 DA v 5 38 BT HE s D)
TE o il o R AR A AL R AR, R EAATE T
R i 22 v (T 4) L 3 8 i B 38 4% 52 0 AR PR B8 i
TR LR A R DU B e T A LT SR

F2 B B ARAF S5 A, BT 52 0l A 7 R e B IS ) ik
255 TR U I A2 R 9 5 b B A 32 DU 4 IR R — R0 4%
PE IR AR G2 B 30 T8, VR S U v R A B A 4 AR A
FBETE 1, 12 J2 A0 R B 458 0 A7 1) 1 A= 0 i A HR e 5
A PR TR K 2 3 Bl R T 30 2 S5 AN T A 3k — TTT
FRAT S5 T 00 B e ol PR BIL ) 52 3 B 8 22 5 (Whiticar,
1999; Milkov and Etiope, 2018). F 5 W ¥ JiE 1] |35
7 MR 32 3 22 F AL A R 45, B A KA W4 i
by J5TF 3 TG B AR AR A AR L A FE AR IR UK
(SRS S 7 = B | R T o ¢
KGR EW B, 51 K& T XM By F e R s o
(K 4a) (Portnov et al., 2013).

A= W) o B R e 2 v 2 T R DLAR ) h CHLAY 322
i (Maltby ez al., 2016; Wallenius ez al., 2021).dt
W I DURR Y & & I U R W Bk, & U W) O i R
gL 4 A ) W e O o5 32 2 M A (Shakhova
et al., 2010). £ ¥y Be R e B AT 35 1 ) 067 3%
ik, Heg 1) 67 R (87C) M 18 W B 8%, — R AE — 609~
—110%, X & P 2 A= 0 78 AR i 72 b A o A
FHEC, 5 B4 B W ke b PC By A X R R
(Blair, 1998; Zhang er al., 2002; Wang et al.,
2024 ) . AR BE FOR IR FITE 1A% A, A2 W B Y e Tl

P4 e R S B 5 s R &
Fig.4 Schematic diagram of methane sources and paleoclimatic events
a. AR YUK U 5 DX CAn A B ) 4 R e 95 T e A R A Sk R I ] 8 5 b A PR G B TE A AR 5 e B PR R T e R 5
Sluijs ez al.( 2007) ; Dickens( 2003 ) & H £ 1l
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43 Sk J AR R R AR R A I 2T A AR A g e PR R
S0t 19 Al 5 B 9 3 b 2 o 1 T MR AT ML (o R
A BT T AR ) FI R B # T B AR (Rice and Claypool,
1981; Tori ez al., 1999). ¥k A= AL A= ) 1 IR Y e 1) i
T8 D0 e Y5 R b 2 b i) R B BIL T, A AR AT
A AR R AR AL 4 (Co R 28, I 2 ke T e 55
Wi KA R IRIAR N R KA BB T R &
TR 0 o i i 35 I 2B B (Lai e al., 2021).

O PR R e 1 2B R S B R A AR TR R L R TR
PR v 25 B BT M R B SR BT OK I 2 R
BT & 120~150 °C LA b A5 A AL & 2 i
J I, 322 7 Ak R o R At Ja 2 SR (An 18] de T
7). 5 A R R e AN TR AR R E B Y 614C A AH
X, HOEEA 2k T e AF R 41 43 (Milkov
et al., 2005). 7E A P ARF vl | 245 77 S5 1 38 1% BR IX
0, TR Ml I R R R T 2 R TR AR T Bk TR HR
Bt W 1 . A8 15 1 Bl o B e 1) B RS AT Ol BRI A R
L UEAh RIS Y R R AT TR T AR AT 43 i
i K & CH . (Adler er al., 2011; James et al.,
2016).

Vi VS T AR 1 B ot T L SE L R A A X
A RE IR X 1] 17 )i B % 0T e Ak AR B T L b B R
I Bl R GRS B e #2177 ) 132 B8 1% 3@ 1E (Clotoli
et al., 2020) . 1E MR ST vhaly 7 5K A5 B I 5 T 12 4
P 35 76 R IX 2K, b 2 AR T LN T AR AR B R A R
HWTZE AR RS X W2 RV FEERIZ
Ui 2R S, A RBGE HE T TR ER IR G ) T
BRAT A2 T U 0 Y e 0 R RO R R e Y 1B 78 0E
3 T2 ATV SR A5 RN AU S A Rl v A A P el o 4
T GG T A KR 5 3 2 e DA 5 A< B X
e i | TH(Sloan ez al., 2007). [ 25K & WA
Bk FE s BIE A ATER D EUE ST (kM
BRI JIC ¥ ) TTRE K A K A U R ) R A A
iz AHIK G YA i #% o F2 bl R 2 IR A5 12 1R
1M 3 3% 23 % (Sultan ez al., 2004).

PN R B5AE B A B v TR A R R e i e
TR I A /R AR A ) TR R e B B R TR
17K A W R A B BOK A 90, R g PR DT R 5
st S5 R L (&L 5)

A 7 A X T S R e Yk T ) S e 3 UK R A
T B R R 7 7 A A B AR FAB800 AR R B IR L —
J5 1, 4 BRI T B0 KR B BT AT 8 H K A
Yy 1 AT 25 AR A K B a3 i S R e AR RTK

(Kretschmer ez al., 2015; Yu et al., 2021). % —J7
[T W 7t - v T 2 | R 3 U I
&1, #ie AR T BEK A Y1 AR € (Brown
et al., 2005;Bohnhoff ez al., 2024). 8k , & & 43 #F
M AR E L TF 1 °C XK A W AR I B IR AE
JAEB NS B3 T WA o G i N 7 DA AR = 9
N (Sultan ez al., 2020). 3t H Hb DX 08I E 52, 165 S
T B Tt IE S BUK S Wi E W B, B bR ik R
4 Jin(Westbrook ez al., 2009).

3 WBe KR i Ry B o 2

3 HRERRERMEBIE

FEWE S TR Y b, F o8 DR 2 B2 ) 2 B IXC 1]
TR S A8 B F Bl = Ay R (K 6) 4 F
P AB TR I X S . T OR T
TEVLRR Y h e B A 1 i % J7 2 15 0 28 1 e 1 Wk 32
T BE Hy R I ) A 2 18 T B L IR 4 4 kL DT
o G E RO Y EOE R a0, EAE B AR T
AP I STV iy 4 0 g v R K A ML, DT RR ) A R B &R AR
H 107 ~10" " m*/s. FEX PP B FE RGP,
ot NESCE KR TR 0 7= W BE 232 B 28 ¥ I AL 18 38
BT 287 AF B el & R (Bakunov e al.,
2023). 24 W g A B 2% 88 0 B 0T R R, H b
S37E SMTZ DL Pt BUR I IE 1 | i AR, DT #%
A5 g B B s

B A B B b B By AL S U
Py v HY B Ve J3E R ok ik R A BR B AL RS R )
i U G B A4S SR W T ik o I AR LA B X
W IE R AFAE (Cahill ez al., 2018). X L8 AEIF J1
JE IR FE R B4 ) 0y 3 W 8K 3 T, U B AH T %
B LB M 2 ] Fas e S B AR RN Ak 3 B
A T UURR Y 0 L BR 45 4 2 37 P A0 A AU A
FERURL TR W) (Cneb 5t )22 Ry b 22 ) v, e 18 i M A
B B T R AR T A R EG )2 L KB s
BERWMZEY, FEH L CERBEZEZ

) 1 45 5 B4 6T Az AT G S i e FR B Y AT AR
% (Wood and Sanei, 2016). 24 Hb JZ v BT o £ g ok
ok PReEl R ) AR IR B i B I, HY b 23 1 W A i
TE AR A PRI . P 27 ) T8 RN kb 3K Ak 27 3500 T SO
e 95 T 1 0T 24 985 4R IX T R 6 BR, SR AR AR DR Y
4 3 1% 211 % V) A & (Daigle and Dugan, 2010). 7€ /4
T b S i 33 R A VYRR A M, O A R K R
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BV H, ERE TR RE K, FEEZ DR M L ] 155 98 325 P 1 R KL J2 R T 24 3 A D g oy Y e PR
By 26 SR R R TORRRE i 32 5% B 4% (Gorchov TR FAGE I .

Negron ez al., 2020;Ye et al., 2019). 75 7= AE 2443 4 32 SMTZEHRREHBHXFR

il 22 0 S Y X, B S AR R AR R E 515 SMTZ J2& 1 ¥ DU W v 1 — A OC B 1 3k Ak 27
B 38 T, B 70 R T AR 0 BT A0 Sy T e 2 T B A S, 7 W e G B RS U B b by v A O
WA PR PR AEF (Jia ez al., 2023). 3 (GGREHFE, 2018) . SMTZ i iR £k 6 J5 1 AOM 3 72
325 ) 1) PR T o s e Y b T e TE) PN CBCAE R AT 1 S AL L AOM S 45 76 Bl 480 5 55 v, o H e S A6
AR ) TR A J2 2 3 3k 0 IS B 1D, TP B R B TR AR AR K R 5 R SMTZ 19 IR B 7E AN [ 15 1 34
T s PR, WY BE A2 DA v 1Y 38 7% 0 4 1) 52 B Birh 2% 5 W 3 AR JCURER P e ok R 0 R KB,
By, [6) i 52 42 T U W 18 3 1 22 S A 36t i SMTZ % B 3 2 W T U0 Bl R A AL T % i
Gy AT ARIE A PR AR DT R S BE B, Az 1 T e 3 B R I R BT SMITZ 38 A T 1 IS LA
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Fig.6 Schematic representation of the primary mechanisms of methane migration in marine sediments
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OB oK B ECE KR TR B T AE Bl SR R A DX B
T U R S A AL & e £ F , SMTZ IR
AN B e, W LR MR DL R BOCK EECH RV R
A Z T A TR ER H e 8 T 19 1% BR Y8 R IX, [n]
R S b R IR S SMTZ B35 B Rl IR
2, VR AT AR LT BT JE K E 80K (Chen
et al., 2023b). 38 I 4 BT 4= BR W FE P9 0 BdE 2 B
SMTZ ¥R BB % , 38 5 % I 2 8 e ) R Be v2 e i o
T 7E TR B8 Y o 308 k258 ey 14 375 BR VB T X, 5 200 1% T e
WO OK 3 SMTZ [ ifg % & 2 48 7, T ik 2
SMTZ, I 1F bifi = 58 £ B9 AOM 1 F A& 1R &k 71 FE
(Hu ez al., 2023) . 3 Fr 8 W e 5005 4 47 16 K LA T
T R ER M S L 4 QA FH (Hu ez al., 2022) . A
B, SMTZ ¥R BE 2 46 78 W8 i H e 78 T 3 2 1 8 80
BR AL 2 F8 A5 - SMTZ ¥, 45 7~ B9 7 b i o 4
SMTZ B 5 e 2, D) 2 B VR0 FH Joe AAk 25 3 PR =
AT IRB N .

AOM 33 F2 1 Jsz I 3 56 3 B2 5 P S R T2 66 114
WA O, 2 e R 1R & 04 W 32 B /=1 B, AOML AR
FH R Z 3 FE TR B R kA R R PR (B R
&5, 2024). R SMTZ AL F W7 F Be 2 1 5 B2 1Y)
6 b L I S PR A TV HY B8 A0 PR R YOG HE L AR,
SMTZ (1) J& B2 A A7 I AR [ A28 i 02 52 31 2
& R sh AR, ARG DR R A AL & P e
A 7E bl X, SMTZ f: A 0 42 3 g
JE T, 3 AN T e 12 T 1 T REME L 8 1T R
SHA AR R R A T K, TE T 5 T RS b g R A

& % 4t (Boetius et al., 2000; Peckmann and Thiel,
2004 ; Suess, 2014).

ETR2ke RMP kgl X ot ERY,
SMTZ % JE 5 W e & T i & 2 18] f7 7 3% 59 A
Xk F& (Egger et al., 2018) . 76 1% BR & IR X, 58 ZU 1Y
TRES HBE I 25 i SMTZ 46 F+ 2K IR 2 E B 5 i
B MR R SMTZ (HLBCTE I 1% LR B0 oK 2
TR I RER B TP B8 T s, X — RS
AT HH ot 38 f 1) BT R TT 20N T R U e Y
A RORE T 2 AR TP AR R Bl AR K XN BR VS R R
Gt , ik e X Bk A R 2 SMTZ & ¥ il e 1) s B Y
K Bt B (Weber et al., 2019).

SMTZ B9 i 8 3 252 $5F 1) b i Y e 188 4 A
]~ HCRY B R R 5 2 [E] 5y P A (Niewohner
et al., 1998) i =t K & 4 o0 fifk 7= A2 9 TR e i o 3
FhHL i2 78 - 3 2 DO v i 4 19 1 LB K %
fift iz ¥ , DL K TR 2 v i B A AR O BT
(Boetius and Wenzhofer, 2013). X =Fi5 % 1Y
HREBIEACEMB IR EEFERELER B0 T
B T ke ) s B8 s R 248 KES 4 7R DUR
Yy 2% 2 R Y e IR 4804 AR VR T #E (Valentine,
2011). T4 e 78 16 JVS 43 A 55038 3, FHY 65 92 T 3 %
Hf“aﬁﬂfﬂn&jt(l«:tlope 2012). 24 B e LA MR FiniE

PSRRI E =R iayid VR TR M ey 2 A N I
(@ﬁf@ﬁt‘%ﬂfxﬁi H e AR i 7 (Greinert ez al.,
2006) , 3% 2 S AT 38 ok 22 kPR A I R 58 B IS
Jir A YO0 ) 2B A L T s A O 1 e
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BETKAA 100 52 0 9 — A< S THD 104 HY I 3¢ 4 30 &
3.3 KEFRREREEY HLE
331 HIREBKFHOBEBUE P bR K T
B A G R E A LTS RS T O TR IR BE R
A K (Zhao et al., 2024). >4 B J5g WA IS i U i
N TKAR 16 e A Vs il ok F2 B o 5 0 KA 42 fik i
(i) 6000, A k% T 3K B P L R R L A —
TE L BE T SRR TR 0 I i S A SR TP i
JERCIE e CiE TR OB 0~30 °C L K J1 0.1~
10.0 MPa . £k £ 0~40 PSU 4 i /K PR 55 ) . X} F H
TE I K B A, T e v i B ROR AR
C=FkH X P, (1)

K (DA, CH B, PR W B 5y R B, kH R = )
A

Tk B X5 H o A T K TR 0 T A B S TR
(Dickens and Quinby-Hunt, 1994). B & & B ) F
fe W GE 4 1 Rz gl il 43 8] /Y AR BAE D
U5, % 3 B e 7 T K R A R AR L ER R Y
Tt 25 AL e 7E 96 7K Hp ) 5 A B (Tishchenko
et al., 2005). 7K H i 8 I3 S A5 R A,
XS B 2 5K A M EARE D AR K 4y F S5
AR BT, A A5 HY e 43 SR 3 A K 3 - B9 TE] L, DA
T RS T FR e 1 3 i

R 7 I B AER BE AN, R 6 H e A T K R i
fiff FE A A TS ) E DRI PR R B B T K IR
B 3G, 3G O, F e AR Y K R R I i R A 23 A
N3N (Zhao et al., 2022) . 46 g i 385 4 Y Jog B At
IR SR B A 2k R, DA T 0 AT R At A5 AR
MR, T Be B A AR I A Bt R 2 3 e
R B TR 7).

FJGE 75 K A b B9 9 0 B 32 SR A 0K
A it 4 B FOE 20, B AR 6] #Y i A RO
BE 51T 6 B e 1 43 A R i B8 A AN ) R 1 AR
3 T HUR BT 3z gt 51 0 1) 5 E 7%
M, W B KR Y R AT A Z — R
AE v —E

J=—D—, (2)
(2) L 4 ,%%?&Eﬁ%rﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁ
B BRI T 42 T4E A TP 0 5 R e

TEV i Ui 32 2 PR U IR Y SRR
S 8 A i ZUE A K AR P 5T, DT i s v K
VSRV GO T /NS W [
Jt=—KdxdC, (3)
K3 H ok i T HGH &, Kb i iy iR 5, H
K/IN B T i U %) 5 B R RO BRU(E L 4 F 9 R
D RBZ , daedC e B FE .
TE 5 T S0 R R RIR AR TR KA 14 i U 5 J32 3
K i i AR R Bt 25 i E B OR 9 AN A A5 Y RS
) FR o it T = A2 v 5 R v A RN I YR 5 A ) i T
BT BOH B AR R B N T REE] T R Y U R
(Huetal., 2012).
332 SASREMEBIG B2 3
J5 2K BRSO T R R R
U . 3 SE R ML A2 B0 BE R ) T AR R R B
A= W3 B A 2 R R B 52 0 (Wuebbles and Hay-
hoe, 2002). f£ S I Fhad F2 v, FLo B 52 77 ) L BHL
07 R T iy 2 W AE T 2 el 28 (Kulkarni and
Joshi, 2005). LAY 52 PRAT o BUHR T 1 71 300 -5 %
S 3500 22 1) P80 K 3R 55 A TR K BRI HR A A AR
At £ 5, KA/ ( R <<5~10 mm) 7F |-
FIL+ 2 LA K G 58 2% W T K & 1 (Rehder ez
al., 1999; Greinert ez al., 2010). #H b 2 F KA
( H AR =>10 mm) BRI S v i, B Bl @ v
JE T REAR S | R 0 B2 ik %0 e 3, TR 45 & B 3K g 1
( Leifer and MacDonald, 2003).
Vi IV R T TR ot A B as B ok AR b 2 R
E A UK BE 0 AR B AE , Rusakov and Kutas(2018) 76 22
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HRe B B W R AIR  James ez al. (2016) 3 i X K 7 v
22 A~ DX UL 0 #E — 204, HBE H IS BSOS
[Fi) i A2 31 5 B IR G 5 7K F S iz 1 52 5 e Tk
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e Ab , Shakhova ez al. (2017 ) £ b vK 7 B 48 X & #X,
7 1 T K R AL 23 S BOK 3 WY e AT IS RS i, T A
JKAE Th I B S Y e R R B
e <0 T K Hh i b o ek AR AR A i 4R e
WAaXGEHFRWRAMHT , HIHE Re<<1 /NI
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AT LAERIR
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.
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Fig.7 Distribution and flux of free gases in the water column
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Schmale ez al.(2011). 3 T 7E £ 2 000 m KB
DX 35 1 FR e 00 A 9 (181 8) e 3, HR e A< 7 7R K A
T Y R L 53 A0 A2 B W A EE RN K S W R E T Y

SRR S KL B, IR AR R 8h T 3h

T 52 bR e PR B b, BB SO0 Y b T A 2
S K UL BE R BE R ) DA R I A TR R S e 45
T, ¥ KR Y T o BEAICHE G B , DA Bk AL
B b T R 5 v A 0 2% 52 e O Y b T B il

R A B8 . 7E 55 7 BRI 0 F e it O S R T IR
PE R AR <t 1y b T AR S B i, O R
T H 5P HGE B (Solomon ef al., 2009a).

R WAE LS Brhie Sk E - R Y H
A AL L AR T e B N BB B A L TR i
Rrp, S AT B A A i SR B T 4 i L R
JE T3 AN By sl AU G BE I ik 5 1R T O DN T A<
[F1] f) 1 5 F0RIE 3 (Leifer ez al., 2002b). 3% $E 4T 0 45
AR W GE TE K A4 R 18 43 A R B8 AR T b 2

S GZAE ST 2 dE B KA e B e Y R &
f%mmrmzwau\s-wa@%w JESE T A
B AT ELA Sh 25 8 AR 1 is B R

VR JFC R R 1 FEY e E KA T ) B T e, R A2
TR TR 7K TR 0GR W A T Bl A o A R T DXk
(ZKIR<T100 m) , Jo H 2w & 2w X, H e 0
Al E B B R R )ZE IR A KRR (MceGinnis ef al.,
2006) . 1M 7 ¥ ¥ 20 58 (K% =600 m) Hr , H e iz B
TR W Ry 52 4% A W e K & W fa e S, il 38
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Fig.8 Methane solubility curves and equilibrium phase diagrams in seawater
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H E# & E 50165 & 2 A& (Leifer ef al.,
I A U i R 5 LR

2006).

DRI H e

MR

B (Chen et al.,
] 78 25 Y0 LA BR (H i A i 9 B 2R X X

2024b). )R

X 2 i 5 B AR A S

ﬂiﬁfﬁ&%@ﬁWEﬁkm%ﬁEﬂE‘ﬂ]*ﬁﬂé(Gremert
et al., 2010) AEF5 1 =AY A2 , R B0t X B, A5G
BB 4 H e A0 R A R E R K IR IR AR B R KR
(McGinnis et al., 2006) ,iX ¥ %52 % T R EE
A K A )RR T A o R Y B B LR 4 4R (Sun
etal., 2018;Fuetal., 2021).
34 B-SRERRIZH

IR bt g LBUZ MUK IR 2 B g )G ,
LB R — B . A KR ) R S HE R A Y b i
w2 N 2.2~6.3 Tg/a(Weber et al., 2019). Horp |
TR i U 38 (K R <<50 m) B3 R A o g 1 T R 24
3% AH TTHR T 43K v Y B HE A B 9 24 50 %,
T Y BE B 1Y) 32 2 BT R X (Weber ez al., 2019).
FEHT 5o Xk, B ot 3 2 O B mOrE 22 08 R,
T b 5T R 3 0 BR 48 IR R G0, WY b DAL AU B0 A A8
PRI RS O LT S OB 2~ 3 ki
2% (Regnier ez al., 2011). 7E K BB X BB I X, j(
b e U L 2 AT LA i KR R AR

B 2 Ak P S BR  a] Z Y 52

IPCC B IFAN 4R 45 (1990) 45t i 7 Y A
HE) KA R 0~9 Tgea "(F 1) BR% —
UCPEAG 42 5 (1996) 41 FU\IPCCa*EzﬁbﬂJHJtt;Eﬁ
PARS R (L RS Tgea ), 5 Kvenvolden
et al.(2005) i 4 Tgea ' MR SLA W) & 3% — 4
XK B STER T Wi is B i 2 A
Wy b R AL 2 THAEHL ] . KA Wit 2 38 A T R R T
T2, 53 i B W B 7 1) b B I 8 S8 78 SMTZ
B IR AR AE R B AR, i A KR IS 48 D 4 4]
o AL A B i B, S BUR A B8 — SR
D8 HY e LE AR /0 . SR T A B R 2 fE 2R
PETM & 9 ME 2 =5 140 & A= B, K& 90 43 fif o] e Wik
KA e 1 32 2 0 ok U, 51 R 3 I S R
(Archer et al., 2009;Ruppel et al., 2017).

1E IPCC 1y 435 48 K G W 43 il 1 R SOH b
) — A ATRER IR, 1 Je 2 H IR BK & Wi 2 h B A7
(0 TR e B Ll 3R R g AL A iR 2



2308 HERBL2E  http://www.earth-science.net

51 %

R 1 IPCCHBFEKEMMMERXASBRMBEBEN I RHE

Table 1 Historical estimates by the IPCC of fluxes released into the atmosphere following the decomposition of marine hydrates
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Jot HlE il X K
IPCCMERE EES% R
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(Tga ' CH,)
45— IPCC #45 (1990 5 Bk A9 5 43Rk S (Kvenvolden, 1988)
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45 K IPCC 45 (1995) 794 IR AR A G LT
95 =R IPCC 45 (2001) 5
S5 UK IPCC 445 (2007)
( )

55 TR IPCC 41 45(2013

SR BEAE R = LR 2538 (Fung ez al., 1991)
5 R ) AR A, 2007 47 S A AR fh 25 A i 5 (Bernstein ez al., 2008)
6 FIH R AL Sh A A A T 00 KR SR A 0 L 25 3 S8 & BRI 28 (Dickens, 2003)

ARG 338 T X P v 20 A AROR BRI KT B/ 5 A (OMZ)IY CH G AR 3. 24 OMZ L FF IR 453
75 6T I 30 T XA AT ™ B R A K 4 R A A CHL 3B G AR LSS, 2024)

HANWIPCC #R45(2021)  54(33~75)

JE, IPCC 1 #2257 O AR 32 3 KR SR 5 W53 1l 7= A=
A HR e 1) RACHE IR o e AR KRR AR B WA 57
e I R I e B UC R RNt VE R B H BT AR A
TEF8 2 B 3 Ffok & W >k I 09 F e K B0k K2,
B B 3K KRR I B T AR 2 WY R e R SH A
BB S (3R 1) AR Y J AR AT L VR KA W) F
K TR X5 RS e Y B2 BT R SR A RR L E
TE A SRR 5 G 1Y I 3X 2 R 48 1 LR W AE A
i S HRE S A2 AR 1Y s BE B0 (Ruppel er al.,
2017; Dean et al., 2018). A It , AN e A 24 24 Hi i &
INEN R IK B Y R EORE S AR AR, B =
HX R G AE T E R B ff i, B AR E P X
A AR Ak R B SRR, A B R R R D e R
Y 22 B KE 3 22 — (Archer ez al., 2009).
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1717 VA JFS b T J0) 48 i) FR e 98 T a0 A A B T i
7 (E9). sk SR Z A B AR, IEF e T H b e 1l
T IR 5E v i 0 A REAE RN IS B R AR
41 YEEZR

Vg AR B R B B R 5 ) FR G A R R YOG B I
T T e I e A VK A R
KR BT 1 °C, T RE T R R AR L 3% ~4 %
(Tishchenko et al., 2005). T J& 84 in [6) #f 5 200 it
FETR R DR, 7R ARG AR R R AR b v e, H e

ik J3E R T A R 5 T A T B g R R B A i ek, R e
B MK A v 3 il S i A R e 43 - #E Sl
JE 7 2R RO R, e RO T PR o B 6% P L
B KAWL (Xu ez al., 2001). 75 pe I I35 i i 255
BE 15 1 X ek, B2 2 g il 10 5 22 W g LA AR X BT
T AE ] T A5 0R A A X, T 32 0 R B 1) J 20722 4k
S BT JoE VSR R N AR R B 3 A N s 2
(Rehder ez al., 2001) . %F T W e , 15 7K %% B
JE 7 LRl P i e B TR AT Sy M i 4 v i L T
JK 5 1 ORI AU g AR ) b T R AR
JE 7 3G R A A A R W 4[] B o528 G T R A
R ERERE (MRS REE) D, 5
B v R DA RO Ay JE S R R A A HY B
e b Th o v & 5 B2 AR R R — IR B ) it iR
(Reeburgh, 2007) , & 43I £ 2 76 2 3K 1 & 7 58
iy oy

i R R R Y b KSR A T B s Y 32 2 5
739 RE 5 4 Y be AT K R B KT s | R
3 e | i O VR B R R S VR L i H b 10 i
JER TP U o R G B Y= R UL A R N
AR B R ERE (Hofmann ez al., 2010). i VR 8% 7
R 7 A 1 A9 3 R RE T K i) R e 48 i 3 R
BRI — A e AR A T TR BB 1 Y O R T
B, W BE ) i — s i ] R
42 HFEAEXR

Vs ik S R AL I TR H 6 4 o A T B Y AR
e TEA E AT 4 A T e AL T (aerobic
methane-oxidizing bacteria, MOB) f# 1k H % & 4k K
AR A L 3X e R KA T e ik R AR Y L
il (Kotelnikova, 2002). % ki J5t i A7 %58 I 19 25 B4
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AR TG Y PR AT FIE RS T AR AR I L rR A3 DX 3
F e S A A b 1 K e B0 A 2 1 (RN R AR 25
T E R T ) 5 B R A SR R Y e i
By . ln, s R B 12 5 W KA A Al 72
THFEH BeJf = A AL & (Timmers ez al., 2016).

Ak i8 JiL L i (oxidation -reduction potential,
ORP) 1y My 1 K AR AL I8 JFOIR S 1Y o B 4, 5
F e 14 4810 LI 3% 5 DIAR O . 850 e 9 S A D R A7
T T R A K A B AT A B SRR AT R T Y e Y
ARSI HEAT AR X R IR, B b BE 8 T A 5 M
WA A AR BR AR, T D T B e 7R K A4
5 IS A M A — S SR T X, T
IR TR A OB BV A SR SR TR W B, 4R I D
P e, P8 A ok 4 X I A A A A B I e
BRI A2 2] T BRI BRI (Li ez al., 2022b). 7E
IR S 3 S FL A7 Y e 2 i PR SR K A, H e S AL K
R MR AR, T o DR T A A AR r R 315 0 v A E
S il ik T EORO i J7  Eas A
43 EYEE

Tl 2R W A R e 1) S AL TH FE Bz % ad 1R P R Ok
SHEAE . e ST BT AR F e A D e J5RT E L
K W e S Ak g — & Ak Bk (Caldwell er al., 2008). %
A=y B4 AT Bl g 2 A0 A PR 05 9 Al s P o, B2
Wiy FRY S5 10 35 ik JBE R HICR B T e AT T T e SR

e 2 53 i i W e 5 48 i (methane mo-
nooxygenase, MMO) B AL A/E T, # H e i 28 4 1k
oy HVRE WS CHIR |, i 255 Ak — S Kk (Lawton
et al., 2016) . 7E 3 X I8, KR 5 KA 22 i %,
VOSSR R TR e SR TR Y TR PR AR L fiE
W A5 R 2 AL B BE (Liebner ez al., 2011). 15 BB 1
TRIZ KA dy T A, IR AR H o 4 Ak Tl o 5
iR h 3 D TR A S A VR D B HY B AL TR] T AR K
7 B B BR 5 (Cheng ez al., 2022). 35 A Wy 76 AR
b AR o 2 AR ) R, X B W) R RE 6% W R T
Bt B A FR e 1 7 130 3R B, DA T 0 2 HR o A K AR
f 4 B B (Alperin ez al., 2010;Ruff ez al., 2013)

AV R tie By i EE Lz
— KAy Canfa 28 R AR W) I AT S T Sl )
Bt A8 B 0™ AR ) BB W 28 I B B 1R K AR B
By, A Y BE 1 4 B RS AR T DL IR I R
S TR S TCRR ) Hh 42 A R o RS 3 i AT R
23 U U RR W) 235 4 R AL BT B, 1717 52 o Y 5 7 TT0 AR
Wb BB R IE B (Miller ez al., 2002) . 7F — 23] ]
DI, KLY DL 2SR 28 06 Bl B, il 15 0% IX B
49 R J5E AT AR 0 1) A A 1) e Tk 3 RS W o T A
X 35 (Bonaglia et al., 2017).
44 HMREER

T IV 1l JE 1l 350 2 52 e R e i e A0 AT R s 7S
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%A Y TR B AR VS AT A R DX B, B
Sy BRI ML 38 18 12 7% 1 I LU A R D AT g
BH 5% F ¢ 19 97 8% ( Tryon et al., 2002). & 2% ) #b JE
AT B e fE KR s B8 R AR S S L 4R
T, — L6 YA B 30T & A b J5T 44 38 3 2, 40 Al B o
M= A AT RE S B e K S W o i AT B R R e
IR v L AR B AR T RS B 2 OB i R A
WA, Oy W s B AR AL T A A DG 5T 3R B i
LTG0 A0 Ly 3 1 PR e o 32 B S v T ] LA, 3R
TS X S5l A7 AE P e ik T s, L PR o ok v 1 ) B A
FfLBE ) F 328 8 (Iyer ez al., 2012; Polonik et al.,
2024).

T IS b B 1 3 B2 AR AR 23 %8 H e Y A S
A2 S A 3 RE ORI T VS DI, Y SO TE B
ot R Z B R E A T EROR, S BUOE N B g
KA R IR B — o R R A, H e R
B b T AR 25 1 3 B AR A O 1 5t (R A Y B AE
5 K P R P 0 B & AR B2 (Leifer et al., 2002a,
2002b; Liu et al., 2022) . i< 0 A2 AR 38 23 52 i ¥ 7K
YL B, 1 TR e YR Y 02 A . TR HE ISR AR BRI
X3, T 7K 23 T8 SR 2% 08 B L A I0S I, K 2B K it £
G L A SR N U U AP SR A G AR R ) [| =R/ S
TR HOE R AR K IBKIE R T 24 R #3Hi,
H ot 72 X S SR AR T, i 7% B A 52 30 S 40 )
BB, P850 B Az 2] 1 8 3 5 W (Liang et al.,
2012) . LAy B R E LR S5 AR Ok T e W A A
ia A E S AR DU LR N W e
PR s R LR AL R K A T H ey iz
# (Duan et al., 2023).

5 TR o itk s ) B B R

50 AENEANEBER/RE

T JIG 5 AN L T R AR SR 4 A v IS R T e
SR AT LI 0 RS A R B %) O B T B, IR L T 2 A
Py B A2 R AR AR IR | e 8% ST B AR IRCHT o Tt D
D3 1Y) 2% A 2 50 R, . 7E mE U I S B 3 A PR e i
WL e, R A Z2 38 5 3 3 #) T 4X (acoustic doppler
current profiler, ADCP)#% i F Wi ¥ 7 A9 22 1k, &
IRV T 1) D R A ) ok Y B A BT TR R AR A
# 1 E W (Chen et al., 2024a). 7 fif S0 15 2% T
BT Al o S L S e ) B T K b A AR TR S
A, BT T A F o8 7E 7K M Y S R RS B o AR
TE 55 VG 55 7 A R o T e DX, VS Al A A R %) U

A W, B A T e Wk B Y T R L A RO
BEAS, # 7n T H e 40 fk X K 1R 3 R A1 52 )
(Ayasse et al., 2022 ;Trakulis-Loitxate et al., 2022).

FIH A FE XK T HLAT 48 (autonomous underwa-
ter vehicle, AUV ) Fil#& # /K N HL#F A (remote oper-
ated vehicle, ROV) #5245 Fft {2 Jg i , BE A% X 11 Jog it
T DX 38 E AT o G B 2 N AUV By 3 30
1T RE T, W] Fag M8 0015 AT 2 6 R i AR St AT A A
IO ot Ve B T K L 5 R R B A 2 8RR A ) 43 A
B (Aguzzi et al., 2019;Radziejewska et al., 2024 ;
Wohleber ez al., 2025 ). 75 6 5 it 358 %) H o 1t U F 52
L AUV 2 006 i s DX R A7 3000, 22 1 T A
(49 R Joe e B2 43 A1 11, S R 9 I 0 IR A i 1
i ZJ I (Fallati ez al., 2023). ROV I AT 78 4 £ A
DRI R R 0 R A0 e itk Y 2R AT A e
LI TSR A 8 BBCCHE v ) 1 Y o i O A B

AR, 3R TR TR TR 3 HY e 92 T 10000 4 R T X
57 R [N R VE M BT R A R SR ALY BT
XFEEVE H e B IR G R ok B2, R G T IS DL AR
Yy 27K 0 e v i — 78— s B LR IO, AT
T R — AR — KRR )2 Y e A A
e D E AR AR Z (B 10) iz R R A4 - (1) T TUAR
FLBR K K 507 R B R, w] S B JIE LA R 8 m )
T 1) 34 2 UL 5 (2) T % TP B 38 T A0 3l = A5 — Ol
A5 DU i L R | 255 22 R PR WA R DG 2% AR S R i
i RE 3 A B 5 (3) 7K M H Joe Bl R TR A W 0 4 R 3
aof B N7 A 1 i ST BR 1 500 m S VKT 0L 5 (4)
T — SCF T o A2 4 i 1Y 3% 2 N SR 1 s R A
K A B R X B R 1y R R K AR SRS
Priat R 45 H R TR R AL 7 W R B HE B T IR
T H e WD B8 ) 9 8 FE (Dier al., 2023 ; Liang
etal., 2025).

SR, B0 AT W I 7 R o A7 76 W1 I 7 Jm B . 7
DN 2 R 5 T, FE e v 5 A 6 f 00 47 T OIS B R
I E AR B PR % SRR g A AR MR RS S ()
RS Vi) S0 00 00K R A A PR e AN AL S TR 1Y
DX 30 AR 1 AN 52 3% 3k LR B I Al R [R]E 25 1
BE 19 5T B L ] (Erland ez al., 2022; Lin et al.,
2023 ). TR B ) e AR SRS DL S SR 2% Y b O
A, X U 5 A 0 TR RE R R A R AR TR
SR I INT A W R RN GE B i UL I A% Y g
T A b7 R A A E — g PR DL S A
(i) RS [T A 2 8 O, S S0 2 UL 0 85 AN
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AT — B R RT Y B S ] (Xe et al.,
2022) . W B E 2l R N A RS R S
JE S R RRE ARG B R R RS
Gy U R . RSN A R S A A% O 4, SR R R
JEE AN B4 4 5 A B, BB 8 7K 52 55 ik 100 MPa Y R
J1 RO R U i R A 45

TESEB BTE Oy T, R A AR Bk REEMER
FHEEX P EY AW R T 2L,
R S A — AN AR AR R ) CER R
WA A AR B R A TR R T
LEA R 2 Yk da B i BRI B R LR T (Gamwo
et al., 2010;Xu ez al., 2022) . F FH B 37 W0 I 5 38 %+
LAY AT 9 0E , WA b UK S BRI R FH e T i X
) O 0 5 A A B o kR LU A AR LU R R
S5 S BB AT AL AR W DU AR R 09 25 > i A E s
B U RV AT LA SE B B T 4 )R A5 (]
Gy A 43T (& 1)

PSR G I 30 Ao S, 4 L ] T AN [ it s 1 5 T
Bt i B A BRI S0 BT, kg W B AR P A R BT 4 %
il 7 B8 HER 2E A BB R RLRT 25 A 2 RO U R 5
B FFSEAa] |V R RN R0 S 2 Ah SR, T
H e 7K A T i) = 238 R 9 R A8 B v FE I 25 43
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g 8 T A A BRI A 26 00 T 22365 i
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