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A numerical approach of sensitivity analysis of dimensionless parameters in gas hydrate reservoir phys-
ical simulation is proposed by analyzing the sensitivity factor defined as the relative variation ration of a
target function with respect to the relative variation of dimensionless parameter. With this approach, the
dominance degree of all the dimensionless parameters can be quantitatively evaluated and the dominant

ones can be singled out conveniently. Taking a 1-D experiment of gas production from hydrate reservoir
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by depressurization as an example, we find that the order of sensitivity factors ranges from 10> to 10°.
The most dominant dimensionless parameter is the dimensionless initial temperature of hydrate reser-
voir and the dimensionless phase equilibrium pressure of gas hydrate, which just reflects that the con-
sumed energy for hydrate dissociation comes from the energy contained in formation and the driving
force for hydrate dissociation is very important in hydrate dissociation by depressurization.

© 2012 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

Gas hydrate is regarded as a kind of future energy due to its tre-
mendous reserve [1] and widespread deposition [2]. With the con-
tinuous researching development on gas hydrate, the commercial
production of gas hydrate is probably becoming a reality. Some
theoretical and experimental works were carried out on how to ex-
ploit nature gas from hydrate reservoir by the safe, commercial and
efficient methods. A lot of laboratory experiments have been car-
ried out to study gas hydrate dissociation [3-8]. However few lit-
eratures have reported experiment based on the principle of
similarity. The reasons may be that the hydrate dissociation pro-
cess involves some complex mechanism which now cannot be
clearly explained. Therefore, most experiments intended to reveal
those kinds of unknown mechanisms. On the other hand, few insti-
tutes can obtain the nature samples of gas hydrate. Moreover, the
measurement values for the same parameter may be with the dif-
ference of several orders which implies the lack of common view.
Physical simulation obeying the principle of similarity is an impor-
tant approach to reveal mechanism of gas hydrate dissociation
which is helpful for filed design and optimization of development
programs. Compared with field tests, physical simulation seems to
be cheaper, time-saving and easier to implement.
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There are so many dimensionless parameters in physical simu-
lation of hydrate reservoir exploitation because gas hydrate disso-
ciation associates with such complicated factors as multiphase
fluid flow in porous media, kinetic and endothermic process of hy-
drate dissociation, heat convection and conduction. According to
the similarity of principle [9], each field prototype should theoret-
ically exist a fully similar model which satisfies all the dimension-
less parameters. However, it is very difficult or sometimes even
impossible to keep all the dimensionless parameters identical in
the laboratory experiment. To tackle this kind of problems, an effi-
cient and practical way out is to single out the dominant parame-
ters and to relax the secondary ones in laboratory experiments.
Theoretical and experimental arranging all the dimensionless
parameters in the orders of importance is not easy or even impos-
sible to realize. In our work, a set of scaling criteria of gas produc-
tion from hydrate reservoir by depressurization is firstly derived
from the mathematical models. Then a numerical approach of sen-
sitivity analysis of dimensionless parameters is proposed based on
the scaling criteria of gas hydrates exploitation. With this ap-
proach, the dominance degree of the dimensionless parameters
can be quantitatively evaluated and the dominant ones can be sin-
gled out conveniently.

2. Sensitivity analysis of dimensionless parameters

It is not realistic for us to estimate the role of each dimension-
less parameter on experimental results by physical simulation,
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because too many dimensionless parameters are involved in gas
hydrates exploitation experiment. Therefore, we propose a numer-
ical approach to evaluate the effect of each dimensionless param-
eter on a target function. The sensitivity factor of a given
dimensionless parameter 7; is firstly defined as follows

o(mi/ip)

It denotes the relative variation ratio of a target function with re-
spect to that of the dimensionless parameter r;. Here m;, is the the-
oretical value of the given dimensionless parameter; f is the target
function of the physical model of gas hydrate reservoir which is de-
fined as the function of all the dimensionless parameters and the
dimensionless time Tp. The detail expression can be written as
follows

T
f:/ R(my, 7, .., i, .., T, Tp)dTp (2)
0

in which R(7ty, 73, ..., ;, . . ., 7, Tp) is the dissociation ratio of gas hy-
drate defined as the ratio of dissociated gas hydrate to all hydrate
bearing in formation. So the f means the surrounding area of the
axis of the dimensionless time and the dissociation ratio of gas hy-
drate as the dashed line shown in Fig. 1.

fp is the target function of the hydrate reservoir prototype and
can be defined as

T
fp:/ R(my, 72, ..., Thip, ..., T, Tp)dTp 3)
0

in which subscript p denotes the gas hydrate reservoir prototype. So
the f, denotes the surrounding area of the axis of the dimensionless
time and the dissociation ratio of gas hydrate as the solid line
shown in Fig. 1. In numerical scheme, the sensitivity factor can be
written as in the following form

Afi/fy
S = 4
" wi @
in which

o T — TC,'p
wi = —77-'ip (5)

representing for the relative distortion of the ith dimensionless
parameter.

Afi = [y IRy, Mo, .. T, T, Tp) — Ry(T1, o, .., T, Tp)|dt
means the difference of dissociation ratio of gas hydrate between
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Fig. 1. The comparison of dissociation ratio of gas hydrate dissociation of a
prototype with a partially similar model, in which the ith dimensionless parameter
is given a small deviation from the prototype.

partially similar physical model that the ith dimensionless param-
eter is relaxed and prototype.

3. Mathematical model

Let us consider one-dimensional hydrate-bearing porous med-
ium of length L. The production well is located at x =0, where
the bottom pressure is fixed below the phase equilibrium pressure
of gas hydrate. To reasonable simplify the physical problem some
assumptions are introduced as follows: (1) gas hydrate in our as-
sumed reservoir is methane hydrate; (2) water phase contains only
water, gas phase contains only methane; (3) Darcy’s law is valid for
water and gas phases; and (4) the diffusion and the dispersion are
neglected in mass transportation. With these concerned, the trans-
port equations governing hydrate dissociation and the flow of gas
and water in the porous media are

2 (pgkg %> i, = 2(9Ps8%)

Ox \ U, OX ot
O (Puwkw OPw\ | ) O(BPwSw)
ox ( u, Ox ) M =""5¢ )
ok 76(¢phsh)
iy = SO0 ®)

The energy conservative equation is written as

0 0 kw op, ke Opg
&(CtT) = % KPWCWMW X ngngTg Ox T
0 oT .
“r& <Kt a) — mhAH (9)

in which
Ce = ¢(PwSwCw + P4SgCvg + P1SnCh) + p,Cr(1 — @)
Ki = ¢pswKw + ¢sgKg + ¢psiKp + (1 — p)K,
The relationship of saturations satisfy
SwSg+5h=1 (10)

The water and gas pressures are related by the following
expression

DPe =Dw — Dy (11)

The water and formation state equations are as follows when
considering the slight compressibility.

Puw = Puwo(1 + Cw(Pw — Pwo)) (12)
9= go(1+c, (R Pe Puo TP (13)
2 2
With the boundary conditions
X:07 p:pgp’ T:Tgp
g 9Py o OT _
x=1, 5—07 &—0 (14)
and the initial conditions
px,0) =p;,  su(x,0) =sp, Swi(x,0) =swi, T(x,0)=T; (15)

the governing equations are closed.

Here pg, pw and pj, are gas, water and hydrate densities, respec-
tively; ¢ the porosity; sg, S, and s, the saturations of gas, water and
hydrate phases, respectively; p,, and p, the water and gas pres-
sures, respectively; kg and k,, the gas and water phase permeabil-
ities, respectively; my, mg and m,, the mass rates of gas hydrate
dissociation, gas and water production per unit formation volume,
respectively; Cy, Cy, G, Cyg and G, the specific heats of water, hy-
drate, rock, the constant volume and pressure specific heats,
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respectively; Ku, Kg, K and Kj, the coefficients of thermal conductiv-
ity of water, gas, rock and hydrate, respectively; c,, and c, coeffi-
cients of compressibility of water and porous media,
respectively; pwo andpg the reference water and gas phase pres-
sures, respectively; ¢o the porosity corresponding to pyo and pgo;
Pgp and T, the pressure and temperature at the bottom of the pro-
duction well, respectively; p;, Spi, Swi and T; the initial pressure, hy-
drate saturation, water saturation and temperature of the hydrate
reservoir, respectively; AH is the enthalpy variation of hydrate
dissociation.

3.1. Gas hydrate dissociation kinetic model

The Kim-Bishnoi model is adopted to evaluate the local mass
rate of gas generated by hydrate dissociation as follows [10]

1y = kaAs(feq — fo) (16)

Here, kq is the dissociation kinetics constant; f; the local gas fugac-
ity; feq the gas equilibrium fugacity; A is the specific surface area of
porous media bearing gas hydrate and its variation relationship
expression with time satisfies with Koznery-Carman model [11]

05
As = (92/2k) (17)
in which ¢, is effective porosity and is defined as

be = (1 —sn) (18)

3.2. The phase equilibrium model of gas hydrate

The phase equilibrium pressure p.q is evaluated by [12]
10g10Pe = a(T — To) + b(T — To)* + ¢ (19)

where peq is in Pa and T in Kelvin. Ty is 273.15 K. a, b, c are empirical
constants depending on the hydrate composition. Using a least
square fit [13], yields

a=0.0342K"', b=0.0005K2, c=6.4804

3.3. Endothermic model of gas hydrate dissociation

The process of hydrate dissociation is an endothermic phase
change process. The latent heat for gas hydrate dissociation per
kilogram of hydrate in J/kg is given by [14]

AH = AT +B (20)
where A, B are constants given by

A=-1050]/(kg K), B=3,527,000]/kg

3.4. The state equation of gas

The state equation of gas is

PV = 1 ZRT (21)
where Z is the gas deviation factor, M the mass of the gas, V the gas
volume, R the universal gas constant. Basing on Eq. (21), we obtain
the gas compressibility ¢, as follows

d
oLy (1 1dz 22)
Pgdp;  \P; Zdp,
For methane gas, in our concerning range of temperature and pres-

sure, the compressibility is nearly proportional to the pressure [15],
thus

92 _ 754107 (23)
dp,

3.5. Particular definition of some parameters of gas hydrate reservoir

The pore space varies with hydrate saturation which leads to
the variation of permeability of formation. Presently, no well
known absolute permeability model is presented [16], the empiri-
cal relationship expression used by Yousif [17] is adopted based on
the experimental results of Berea sandstone.

r {5.51721(¢‘,e)°-86 ¢ < 0.11
4.84653 x 10%(¢,)°" ¢, = 0.11

In which the effective porosity is defined as ¢.(t)=¢[1 — s, (t)],
which implies the variation of the porosity space with time.

Note that, s,, and s, solved from the governing equations are
based on the total pore volume occupied by fluid phases and hy-
drate. However, when dealing with the capillary force and the rel-
ative permeability of water and gas phases, we revise water and
gas saturations by defining them as effective water and gas satura-
tions according to the following expressions

Sw = Sw/(1—Sh) (25)
sy =Sg/(1 =) (26)

So, s, and s; denote the water and gas saturations based on
effective pore volume, respectively.

(24)

4. The scaling criteria of gas hydrate exploitation
4.1. The scaling criteria and their physical meaning

To derive the scaling criteria, the dimensionless independent
variables are first defined as follows

Xp :)f tp = L = Mhmaxt = pgptkd \/Tg
L’ Te  ShidoPn  ShidoPn \ 2kmax

in which L is the characteristic length of hydrate reservoir.
The dimensionless dependent variables are defined as follows

P Py - Sg — Srg Sg — Sig
pgD = y Pwp = ’ Sg = =
Py, Py, 1 —Sew — Sig As
_ Sw—Sew - Sh T
Sw = Sh = -, TD = —
As As T,

So the scaling criteria for 1-D hydrate exploitation by depressuriza-
tion can be derived from the governing equations by inspection
analysis.
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From the physical point of view, 7; denotes the normalizing rel-
ative permeability of gas phase, namely, the ratio of the relative gas
permeability under certain gas saturation to the relative gas per-
meability k.,g under irreducible water saturation; 7, the normaliz-
ing relative permeability of water phase, namely, the ratio of the
relative water permeability under certain water saturation to the
relative water permeability kg, under residual gas saturation; 73
the dimensionless absolute permeability, in which kp.y is the abso-
lute permeability after hydrate fully dissociating; w4 and 75 the
density ratios of gas hydrate and rock to natural gas under stan-
dard condition; 7g the density ratio of water to gas hydrate;
17,mg and 79 the ratios of coefficients of thermal conduction of
gas, hydrate and rock to water, respectively; 7o, 711 and 7 the
ratios of specific heat of gas, hydrate and rock to water, respec-
tively; w3 the dimensionless latent heat of hydrate dissociation;
T14, T15 and 7, the ratios of phase equilibrium pressure of gas hy-
drate, initial gas pressure and reference pressure of water to the
production pressure, respectively;m;; the dimensionless initial
temperature; 7;g the dimensionless initial gas saturation; mygand
Tyo the volume variation ration of water and rock under the condi-
tion of bottom pressure of production well, respectively; 7,; the
initial gas hydrate saturation; 7,, and 7,3 the residual gas satura-
tion and irreducible water saturation, respectively; 7,4 the poros-
ity after hydrate fully dissociating, namely the maximum
porosity of formation; 7,5 the ratio of the water mobility under
residual gas saturation to the gas mobility under irreducible water
saturation; 7, the ratio of gas mass rate flowing through per unit
area to gas mass rate produced by gas hydrate dissociation per unit
area; 7,7 the ratio of hydrate energy transferring by heat conduc-
tion to the energy contained in dissociated hydrate per unit time;
Ti»g the ratio of capillary pressure in average pore radius to the bot-
tom pressure of the production well.

4.2. The dimensionless governing equations
The dimensionless governing equations containing aforemen-
tioned 28 dimensionless parameters can be written as follows.

The dimensionless mass balance equation of gas phase is given
as

0 OPgp
TCZG PgpT3T1 = X + ng
1 — Tl — T023 OpPgpSe T2 O (PpPep
_ e 7 27
T2 otp < Ty + Ty Otp \| T4 @7

The dimensionless mass balance equation of water phase is gi-
ven as

1 -7y — Ty 0

_ T3
o oty (pT6PupSw) + — T Oty (¢D 6Pwp)
19}
= TlyeTM5T4Tlg —— oXp (waTC3TC2 ;)WD) + 6. 75ng (28)

The dimensionless mass balance equation of hydrate phase is
given as

1- Ty — T3 7]

2 (don) (29)

—7.75gp =

The dimensionless energy conservative equation is given as

0 9 ap
8TD(CtDTD) T26 55— %0 (PgpT3T1 10 axg; Tp) + Tas5 26 T4 g
9 OPwp 0 dTp
BX (wa 372 OXp To )+ OXp (K[D 8XD)

— 7751, AHp (30)

in which
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Here, Z, is the gas deviation factor, pg is the standard atmospheric
pressure.
The dimensionless saturation relationship satisfies

Sg+Sw=1 (31

The dimensionless state equations of water and formation are

Pwp =1+ T19(Pwp — Pwon) (32)
¢p =1+ T20(Pwp — Pwop) (33)

The dimensionless capillary pressure can be rewritten as

Peo = Pgp — Pwp = T28/ ép/T3J (Sw) (34)
The dimensionless boundary condition satisfies

Xp=0, pp=1 Tp=1 (35)
_ apgD _ ITp _

Xp = ]7 % = 0, (,)—XD = O

The dimensionless initial conditions are as follows
TD(XD,O) = T,'D (36)

Pep(XD,0) = Pgip,  Sn(Xp,0) = Spi,  Sg(Xp,0) = Sgi,

4.3. The solution of dimensionless governing equations

The governing equations are discretized using finite difference
scheme with the convection term discretized using upwind
scheme. hydrate saturation is firstly solved by explicit method.
After the pressure is solved by implicit method the water satura-
tion can be solved. Finally, the temperature is obtained by implicit
method. The detail procedure is as follows.

The explicit discretized scheme of hydrate saturation is written
as

_ _ T17.75 g Atp

SH»H =3 _ &b 37
i 1T - (gp)] 37)
where

) 1= (1 =Ty — T23)50)° >

gy — \/( ( 2’2<D 23)Sh) 7,4 D)

The implicit discretized scheme of gas pressure is derived as

APgpi 1 + CcPgpi + DDgpii1 = Spn + Sm + Spe =+ Spn (38)
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where

a=dgp +Aawp, b= bgD +Abyp, c.= CegD +ACowp, Spn = CCgszgDi +AC£WD2p;D1'

Spe = A(@wpPepi—1 + CawdPepi + DwpPepi1),Sm = —Tilgp — 6.75AtMgp

n _ en+l
Pgpi 1 —Ttp3 — Mg PpiPyi S} — Sy
= h=
TtaTl6 Pypi P T2 T4 Atp
T2 (pgpﬂjsﬂfn)i,% (PupTt3 77:2)17%
dgp = —————5—Quwp = M26T25 T4 g ————5
X5 X4
Di Di
) T (Pgp 3T )1 b S (PupT3T2)1.y
D =5 Dwp = Mo Ma5 T4 g ———5———
Axj; Axj;
CCgD = chm + chDZ 3 chD1 = 7(agD + bgD)
op. 1 1-np-7 s 1
5D 22 23 - 22
Cegp2 = — | &pi| 5= | + PgpiT20 7<75i+7)7
¢ ( \Opp ), Pro 21 & ) Atp
Ceowd = Cawp1 + Cewz,  Ceown1 = —(Awp + bup),
1T — T3 _ T3\ 1
Cowp2 = —T6(PpiT19 + PypiT20) | —————Swi +—— | —
cwD2 G(d)Dl 19 ﬂwD, 20) ( a1 wi o Atp

The implicit discretized scheme of energy conservative equa-
tion is derived as

Cn+.1
(ksp + kpp)Tpir1 — (kep + kpp + kap + Aﬂ;; )Tpi + kepTpi
_ _Soipn 7 7550 AH 39
= At pi + /-/oMgpAhp (39)
where
k . (pgDn1n3CVgD)i—%(pgDi — Dgpi-1)
AD = T027
AX%,
(PupT173); 3 (Pwpi — Pwpi-1)
+ ToeT25 T4 Tlg 5
Axp;
K . (PgpTh nZCng)H%(pgDm — Dgpi)
BD = T027
Axg;
© T TS TTaTL (waTC1 7-1:3)1'4%(wai _wai+1)
26TT2574 76 A,
Kipi Kipiyy
kep = —2,kpp = 2
Axp; Axp;

To verify the mathematical model and numerical solution, the
numerical results of 1-D hydrate dissociation systems by depres-
surization were compared with experimental results obtained by
us in Guangzhou Center for Gas Hydrate Research, Chinese Acad-
emy of Sciences. These experiment systems consist of such seven
parts as the stable liquid and gas supplying, the hydrate formation
and dissociation vessel, the environment simulation, the backpres-
sure regulator controlling, computation and data acquisition. The
detail description of experimental system and procedures can be
found in the literature[18]. The main physical variable values used
in 1-D model in numerical simulation are listed as Table 1 in which
the values were determined by experiment. Figs. 2 and 3 show the
comparisons of cumulative gas volumes and pressures of numeri-
cal and experimental results for 1-D gas hydrate dissociation sys-
tem under depressurization condition. We can see that the

Table 1

Main physical variable values determined by experiment.
Physical variable values 1-D system
Absolute permeability (d) 1.11
Porosity 0.328
Initial pressure (MPa) 3.584
Initial temperature (°C) 2.08
Backpressure (MPa) 1.94
Initial water saturation 0.193
Initial hydrate saturation 0.254
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Fig. 2. Comparison of cumulative gas volumes of numerical and experimental
results for 1-D model.
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Fig. 3. Comparison of pressures of numerical and experimental results for 1-D
model.

numerical results agree well with the experiment which completes
the validation of the mathematical model and numerical code
employed.

5. Results and discussion

The values of main physical variables in hydrate reservoir pro-
totype are listed in Table 2. Then the values of all dimensionless
parameters can be calculated as follows.

74 =1260.5, 75 =35014, me=1.11, m;=0.125,
g =6.07, 7o =536, me=0524, my; =0427,

T, =0199, w5 =52, me=52, m7;=1, mg=0.126,
Te=125x1073, mp=2x1073, 7y =062, 7, =0.035,

T3 =0.256, T =0.1, 75 =9.32x107, 76 =1.0172 x 1074,

M7 =1.143 x 107>, 75 = 0.0374

The others are dimensionless functions. Set 1% variation for
each dimensionless parameter and keep the others identical
between the partially similar model and the prototype. The
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Table 2

The values of the main physical variables.
Variables Values Variables Values
pi (MPa) 13 C, (J/K kg) 840
DPep (MPa) 25 K, (W/m K) 0.07
Ty (K) 288 K, (W/mK) 34
T; (K) 288 K,, (W/mK) 0.56
Swi 0.257 K, (W/mK) 3
Shi 0.5 pw (kg/m?) 1000
kq (kg/m? Pas) 44 %1016 pn (kg/m?) 910
Cyg (J/K kg) 2206 pr (kg/m?) 2500
Cw (J/K kg) 4211 bo (%) 18.8
Cr (J/K kg) 1800

sensitivity factor of each dimensionless parameter can be calcu-
lated and shown in Fig. 4.

We can see from Fig. 4 that the order of sensitivity factor ranges
from 107> to 10°. Apparently, the larger the sensitivity factor, the
more important of the corresponding dimensionless parameter.
The most sensitive dimensionless parameters with the sensitivity
factor order around 10° are

T4 = —
DPgp

The more sensitive dimensionless parameters which sensitivity
factor order are around 10~! are as follows

n T;

17 =7,
T

p

k k
=2 g X g P g P g Pw
k k ) ) )
cwg max Pgo Pgo P
C, AH Dgi
TC]Z:?’ T3 =C.T. 7'515=P*7 T21 = Shi; 23 = Scw;
w wip &p
ng kmax kCWg 2kmax
g = ¢g, Tog =— 3
L*ugkq o

Actually, the most dominant dimensionless parameter is the
dimensionless initial temperature of the hydrate reservoir. The
reason can be that the energy consumed by hydrate dissociation
in depressurization mainly comes from the formation and the sur-
roundings because of no other thermal source in the hydrate reser-
voir. Therefore, the initial temperature of the hydrate reservoir is
dominant factor to control the amount of hydrate dissociation.
The dimensionless phase equilibrium pressure is also the dominant

2.0

1.5 H

1.0

Sensitivity factor

0.5 -

0.1

143

one because the driving force of hydrate dissociation is the differ-
ence between the phase equilibrium pressure and gas pressure.
Thus, the phase equilibrium pressure exerts more effect on hydrate
dissociation. These two dimensionless parameters just reflect the
principle of gas production from hydrate reservoir by depressuriza-
tion. Moreover, normalizing relative permeability of gas phase,
dimensionless absolute permeability of formation, the density ra-
tios of hydrate and rock to gas, the density ratio of water to hy-
drate, the specific heat ratio of rock to water, the dimensionless
latent heat of hydrate dissociation, the dimensionless initial gas
pressure and hydrate saturation, irreducible water saturation and
the ratio of gas mass rate flowing through per unit area to gas mass
rate produced by gas hydrate dissociation per unit area are relative
dominant ones. The dominance degree of these dimensionless
parameters implies that the parameters such as hydrate density,
latent heat, phase equilibrium pressure and initial hydrate satura-
tion are relative dominant for gas hydrate. For gas phase, the gas
relative permeability, initial gas pressure and the ratio of gas mass
rate flowing per unit area to gas mass rate produced by gas hydrate
dissociation per unit area are relative dominant. For water phase,
such parameters as irreducible water saturation and water density
are relative important; For rock, such parameters as absolute per-
meability, density, specific heat and porosity are important. So in
laboratory experiment, these dominant ones should be satisfied
firstly when they are contradictory with other secondary dimen-
sionless parameters.

6. Conclusions

There are too many dimensionless parameters for hydrate
exploitation experiment to keep all dimensionless parameters
identical in one experiment. Therefore, we must know which one
is dominant that should be satisfied with and which one is the sec-
ondary that can be relaxed. In our research work, we derive a set of
scaling criteria for hydrate exploitation physical simulation. A
numerical approach of sensitivity analysis of dimensionless
parameters is proposed based on the analysis of the sensitivity fac-
tor defined as the relative variation ration of a target function with
respect to the relative variation of dimensionless parameters. We
find that the order of sensitivity factors ranges from 107> to 10°.
With this approach, the dominance degree of the dimensionless
parameters can be quantitatively evaluated and the dominant ones
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Fig. 4. The comparison of sensitivity factors of all the dimensionless parameters.



144 Y. Bai et al./Energy Conversion and Management 67 (2013) 138-144

can be singled out conveniently. The most dominant dimensionless
parameter is the dimensionless initial temperature of the hydrate
reservoir and the dimensionless phase equilibrium pressure of
gas hydrate, which just reflects that the consumed energy for hy-
drate dissociation comes from the energy contained in formation
and the driving force for hydrate dissociation is very important
in hydrate dissociation by depressurization.
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