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Seafloor hydrocarbon seepage is a natural fluid releaseprocess that occursworldwide
on continental shelves, slopes, and in deep oceanic basins. The Vestnesa sedimentary
ridge in the eastern Fram Strait hosts a deep-water gas hydrate system that became
chargedwith hydrocarbons ~2.7 Ma and has experienced episodic seepage along the
entire ridge until a few thousand years ago, when seepage activity apparently ceased
in the west but persisted in the east. Although it has been documented that faults and
fractures play a key role in feeding the seepswith thermogenic gases, themechanisms
controlling seepage periodicity remain poorly understood. Here we integrate high-
resolution P-cable 3D seismic and Chirp data to investigate the spatial and temporal
evolution of high-resolution fractures and fluid flow features in the west of the
Vestnesa Ridge. We characterize sediment deformation using a fracture density
seismic attribute workflow revealing two highly deformed stratigraphic intervals
and associated small-scale pockmarks (<20m diameter). Chronostratigraphic
constraints from the region show that these two highly deformed intervals are
influenced by at least three major climatic and oceanic events during the last
1.2 million years: the Mid-Pleistocene Transition (~1.25–0.7 Ma), the penultimate
deglaciation (~130 ka) and the last deglaciation (Heinrich Stadial 1: ~16 ka). These
periods of deformation appear associated with seismic anomalies potentially
correlated with buried methane-derived authigenic carbonate and have been
sensitive to shifts in the boundary of the free gas-gas hydrate interface. Our
results show shifts (up to ~30m) in the depth of the base of the gas hydrate
stability zone (GHSZ) associated with major changes in ocean bottom water
temperatures. This ocean-driven effect on the base of the GHSZ since the Last
Glacial Maximum coincides with the already highly deformed Mid-Pleistocene
Transition sedimentary interval and likely enhanced deformation and gas leakage
along the ridge. Our results have implications for understanding how glacial cycles
impact fracture formation and associated seepage activity.
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1 Introduction

The release of gas-rich fluids to the oceans and the atmosphere is
a natural process that occurs worldwide inmarine settings, including
at sites of gas hydrate accumulations (Hovland, 1988; Anderson and
Bryant, 1989; Mazurenko and Soloviev, 2003). Such fluid release is
often associated with hydrocarbon leakage pathways that are
detected in seismic data as vertical zones of deteriorated strata
(Arntsen et al., 2007; Hustoft et al., 2007; Gay et al., 2012;
Cartwright and Santamarina, 2015; Ma et al., 2021). These ‘gas
chimneys’ (or pipes) are sedimentary disturbances formed through
hydrofracturing (Moss and Cartwright, 2010) when the excess fluid
pressure exceeds the effective least principal stress plus the tensile
strength of the medium (Alfaro and Wong, 2001). The subsequent
fluid flow through fractured zones depends on the fluid pressure,
which is governed by two critical thresholds: the ‘shut-in pressure,’
which stops the flow, and the ‘re-opening pressure,’ which allows it
to restart (Sano et al., 2005). Hydrofractures are known to develop at
the base of the gas hydrate stability zone (GHSZ) where overpressure
exists at the free gas-gas hydrate interface (e.g., Elger et al., 2018).
When fluids migrate vertically towards the seafloor—preferably
along gas chimneys during hydrogeological pumping—a cycle of
pressure build-up and release occurs (Powers, 1967) leading to the
formation of collapse features (Ligtenberg, 2005; Judd and Hovland,
2007; Løseth et al., 2009; Moss and Cartwright, 2010). These seafloor
features were first described in the literature by King and Maclean.
(1970) as pockmarks, and typically range in size from a few meters
to >1 km (Andreassen et al., 2007; Rise et al., 2015). The presence of
pockmarks is associated with fluid release related to various
geological processes (i.e., compaction and dewatering/degassing,
active faulting/tectonics, or gas hydrate dissolution and
dissociation (Sultan et al., 2014)). These different geological
processes are expressed in the seismic data in different ways and
are highly dependent on the resolution of the dataset. Seepage can be
episodically active, before slowing down and/or becoming dormant
(e.g., Gay and Berndt, 2007) due to a shifting balance between gas
pressure build up, and fluid migration from beneath the base of the
GHSZ, over geological time scales (Gay and Berndt, 2007; Etiope,
2015).

Such periodic seepage through existing permeable pathways
have been documented globally, including across the North Sea
(e.g., Hovland, 2008), the mid-Norwegian margin (Plaza-Faverola
et al., 2012) Canterbury basin (Bertoni et al., 2019), and Arctic
margins (Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015; Himmler et al., 2019). In
formerly glaciated domains episodic seepage events are known to
span millennial time scales, hypothetically driven by the changing
pressure, temperature and tectonic-stress conditions associated with
the repeated growth and retreat of continental-scale ice sheets
through the Late Quaternary (Crémière et al., 2016; Serov et al.,
2017; Himmler et al., 2019; Vachon et al., 2022), evidenced by
subsurface pockmarks and buried authigenic carbonate concretions
at multiple stratigraphic levels (e.g., Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015, 2011;
Moss et al., 2012; Riboulot et al., 2014; Chand et al., 2017; Himmler
et al., 2019).

Despite documentation of periodic gas release through vertical
pathways at numerous continental margins, the exact mechanisms
controlling the periodicity remains poorly investigated. So far, it is
known that the slightest pressure perturbations may drive local

seepage events (Wiprut and Zoback, 2000). However, it is not known
whether the reactivation of pre-existing faults and fractures
triggering the seepage are dependent on very small pore-pressure
or stress changes (Oye et al., 2022), with a time-transgressive
understanding of seepage pathways and periodicity in marine
environments primarily limited by the frequency of
(i.e., conventional) seismic acquisition and the inattention to data
conditioning in seismic post processing.

Here, we conduct integrated analyses of high-resolution (6.25 x
6.25 m) P-cable 3D seismic and Chirp data to constrain deformation
structures and fluid flow features at an unprecedented level of detail
along the Vestnesa Ridge, an active deep-water gas hydrate and
seepage system in the eastern Fram Strait. We pay close attention to
the small (<20 m) geological features in the post-stack processing
(see Supplementary Appendix SA) and maintain a high signal-to-
noise ratio to avoid removing key information in the seismic data.
Our results reveal new insights into spatial and temporal variations
in the amount of sediment deformation and associated gas
migration related to episodic seepage events since the start of the
Mid-Pleistocene Transition [~1.2 million years ago (Ma)]. The
integration of advanced seismic attributes with
chronostratigraphic information from this region also allows key
time intervals of enhanced sediment fracturing to be constrained.
We discuss the influence of gas hydrate and glacial dynamics on
sediment deformation and seepage periodicity, and how key
transitions in the climate and ocean systems have potentially
impacted sub-seafloor fracture formation and seepage activity at
Arctic deep-marine fluid flow systems.

2 Study area

2.1 The Vestnesa Ridge

The Vestnesa Ridge is a 100 km long and 3–5 km wide
contourite drift in the eastern Fram Strait at ~1,200–1700 m
water depth. Located approximately 100 km to the north of the
Molloy Transform Fault (MTF), the Vestnesa Ridge lies between the
ultra-slow spreading Molloy Ridge and the Knipovich Ridge
(Figure 1). Beneath the contourite drift lies a young (<20 Ma)
relatively hot oceanic crust (Vanneste et al., 2005; Bünz et al.,
2012). Young oceanic crust has higher geothermal gradients,
which leads to more buoyant fluid and more active flow.
Geothermal gradients increase from 70°C/km over Vestnesa
Ridge to 115°C/km closer towards the MTF (Crane et al., 1991;
Vanneste et al., 2005). The Knipovich Ridge is the northernmost
extension of the Mid-Atlantic Ridge system that propagated
northwards and is now buried by thick contourite deposits in the
study area (Crane et al., 2001; Vanneste et al., 2005). Extensional
faults propagate northwards from the Knipovich Ridge, changing in
orientation (~N–S to NW–SE) further from the Knipovich Ridge
spreading center towards the southern rim of the Vestnesa Ridge
(Crane et al., 2001; Vanneste et al., 2005; Hustoft et al., 2009; Plaza-
Faverola et al., 2015).

The Vestnesa Ridge has a sediment thickness of ~5 km
(Lebedeva-Ivanova et al., 2019) on the ridge and decreases in
thickness to hundreds of meters towards the Knipovich and MTF
(Breivik et al., 1999; Ritzmann et al., 2004; Bünz et al., 2012). The
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reflection characteristics of the seismic sections are typical of a slope-
sheeted drift, as described in the area northwards, towards the north
east of the Spitsbergen Fracture Zone (Osti et al., 2019). The drift is
influenced by bottom current controlled sediment activity that
began during the opening of the Fram Strait during the middle
and late Miocene (Eiken and Hinz, 1993; Osti et al., 2019). Three
main stratigraphic units are defined for the Yermak Plateau and the
Vestnesa Ridge: YP-1, YP-2, and YP-3 (Eiken and Hinz, 1993). The
base of the youngest unit (of main interest for this study), YP-3, is
associated to an age estimate of 2.7 Ma, constrained by the Ocean
Drilling Program Leg 151 on the Yermak Plateau (ODP Hole 912
(Mattingsdal et al., 2014)). The boundary between YP-2 and YP-3
thus marks the transition of pure contourite deposition to the
deposition of glacially transported sediments (Knies et al., 2018;
Osti et al., 2019). Characteristic sediments of YP-3 include extensive,
regional ice-rafted debris (IRD) (Howe et al., 2008; Sztybor and
Rasmussen., 2017) and laminated silty turbidites (Jessen et al., 2010),
attributed to an increase in sediment supply from beneath fast
flowing ice streams during periods of rapid melting.

The Vestnesa Ridge consists of an eastern segment with a
narrow peak forming an anticline that strikes NW–SE, parallel to
the MTF. The ridge crest flattens towards the west and extends E–W
towards the Molloy Ridge (Figure 1A). Gas hydrates are an
important component of the Quaternary sedimentary system
along the entire ridge. A widespread bottom-simulating reflection
(BSR) has been mapped and it extends from the ridge crest towards

the ridge flanks (e.g., Plaza-Faverola et al., 2017). Gas hydrates have
been sampled as thin, small flakes and as more massive several cm-
long concentrations from sediment cores within the upper 6 m at
sites on the eastern end of the sedimentary ridge (e.g., Panieri et al.,
2017; Sultan et al., 2020). Head space gas samples along the ridge
indicate the presence of methane and heavier hydrocarbons with a
thermogenic signature in addition to microbial methane (Plaza-
Faverola et al., 2017; Pape et al., 2020).

Hydrocarbon migration modelling at the Vestnesa Ridge
suggests large scale fluid migration started around 6 Ma and
reached the seafloor around 2 Ma (Knies et al., 2018; Daszinnies
et al., 2021). High-resolution P-Cable 3D seismic reveals multi-
stage buried pockmarks indicating that recurrent seepage events
have occurred episodically with the onset of northern hemisphere
glaciations ~2.7 Ma (Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015). Several periodic
events of seepage have also been reported via paleontological
proxies since the Last Glacial Maximum (LGM) (Panieri et al.,
2014; Consolaro et al., 2015; Sztybor and Rasmussen, 2017;
Schneider et al., 2018; Himmler et al., 2019). Seepage has
remained active along the entire ridge until a few thousand
years ago (Bünz et al., 2012) when high flux seepage ceased in
the west but remained active in the east (Plaza-Faverola et al.,
2015). Despite the absence of acoustic flare activity in the west,
piezometer data reveal shallow (<10 m) high-pressured
sediments (e.g., Sultan et al., 2020) suggesting the presence of
gas in the near-surface sub-seafloor.

FIGURE 1
Location map of the Vestnesa Ridge in the eastern Fram Strait (A) with IBCAO (200 m x 200 m) bathymetry; the orange line (A) corresponds to the
maximum extent of the Barents Sea ice sheet during the Last Glacial Maximum (LGM) adapted from Patton et al., 2015a. Study area (B) displays the HR3D
seismic bathymetry (white box); a HR2D line connecting the chronostratigraphy from the east of the Vestnesa Ridge and the Chirp data (black lines);
7 sub-volume selections for fracture density attribute work (black boxes), 1 K1 attribute sub-volume selection (cyan box) (Figure 6); 3 HR3D and
Chirp composite lines (orange, lilac and white lines). Overlying the IBCAO bathymetry (A) is the higher resolution (25x25 m) bathymetry (B) available from
the region (e.g., from Mareano, and UiT multiple surveys) which overlaps the HR3D bathymetry (B). The seafloor was converted to depth using the water
column velocity (CAGE 18-4 cruise report: Bünz, 2022).
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Pockmarks are widespread on the present day seafloor (e.g.,
Vogt et al., 1994). All pockmarks at the Vestnesa Ridge are seafloor
expressions of focused fluid flow identified as chimneys and pipes in
subsurface seismic data (Petersen et al., 2010; Bünz et al., 2012). Gas
hydrate and fluid flow studies at the Vestnesa Ridge have largely
focused on the active pockmarks in the east. Two large (ca. 500 m in
diameter) pockmarks (i.e., Lunde and Lomvi), have been used to
study paleo-methane seepage and methane transport mechanisms
(Smith et al., 2014; Panieri et al., 2017; Dessandier et al., 2019; Yao
et al., 2019; Hong et al., 2021; Sauer et al., 2021; Domel et al., 2022).
Previous studies suggest that the regional stress regime is the main
external factor controlling the long-term pattern of gas seepage here
(Plaza-Faverola and Keiding, 2019). However, shorter periodicity
seepage is not included in these studies. To the west of the Vestnesa
Ridge, pockmarks are more widespread, yet less well studied. Here,
they are referred to as inactive or dormant because gas bubbles have
not yet been observed in echosounder data, despite decades of
acoustic surveying (Bünz et al., 2012). The inactivity of
pockmarks in the west, however, does not rule out the possibility
that seepage is occurring as micro-seepage or intermittently. Recent
studies suggest that seepage periodicity at the Vestnesa Ridge may be
related to pressure changes induced by sea-level changes or other
external mechanisms able to generate seismicity (Domel et al., 2022);
other studies suggest that external pressure is generated by sediment
compaction, gravity sliding, and glacial isostatic adjustment
(controlled by varying ice sheet thicknesses) (Himmler et al.,
2019; Vachon et al., 2022).

3 Data and methods

A high-resolution 3D (HR3D) seismic data volume is the
primary dataset for this study. The data were acquired and
processed on board the RV Helmer Hanssen in July 2018 during
the Centre for Arctic Gas Hydrate, Environment and Climate
(CAGE) 18-4 cruise (Bünz, 2022), using the P-cable seismic
system (e.g., Planke et al., 2009; Petersen et al., 2010).

The HR3D volume covers an area of ~2 x 7 km. Data were
acquired using 14, 25 m long streamers, with eight channels per
streamer. The source consisted of 2 mini-GI guns (30/30 in3 and
15/15 in3) firing every 6 s at a ship speed of 4-5 knots and with a
sampling rate of 0.25 s. Onboard processing included geometry
assignment, bandpass-filtering with a frequency of 18-25-
400–500 Hz, spherical divergence, noise attenuation, de-
ghosting, CDP binning at 6.25 x 6.25 m, static corrections,
NMO correction, stacking and 3D post stack Stolt migration,
using a stacking velocity of 1,480 m/s. The lateral resolution after
migration is given by a bin size of 6.25 x 6.25 m, and the vertical
resolution is ~4–5 m at the seafloor (calculated as λ/4 using a
water velocity of 1,480 m/s and for a dominant frequency of
138 Hz).

A high-resolution (20–300 Hz) 2D (HR2D) seismic line was
collected along the crest of the ridge (Figure 1B) documented in
Plaza-Faverola et al. (2017). The HR2D line is used in this study to
establish chronostratigraphic constraints based on previous studies
(Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015; Plaza-Faverola et al., 2017; Knies et al.,
2018; Himmler et al., 2019; Alexandropoulou et al., 2021; Dessandier
et al., 2021).

Chirp data was acquired during the CAGE 19-3 cruise on board
the R/V Kronprins Haakon (Knies and Vadakkepuliyambatta, 2023)
(Figure 1B). The data were acquired using the hull-mounted
Kongsberg SBP300 (MK2) with frequencies between 2.5 and
7 kHz. Instantaneous amplitude was applied during the recording
of the processed sequence. The frequency sweep of the Chirp source
pulse suppresses source ringing and enhances the vertical resolution
(Quinn et al., 1998). The maximum vertical resolution of the system
is 0.3 m, and the bin size is approximately 10 m, given the average
distance between traces.

3.1 Seismic attributes

Seismic attribute analyses allow us to extract additional
information from seismic data, leading to enhanced seismic data
interpretation and understanding of subsurface geological processes
(e.g., Li and Zhao, 2014). A ‘fracture density’ attribute workflow
(Supplementary Appendix SA2; Figure 2, section 3.1.3) is used in
this study on multiple sub-volumes of HR3D seismic data (areas
outlined in Figure 1B) and interpreted in conjunction with two
additional seismic discontinuity attributes (section 3.1.2): ‘variance’
(Supplementary Appendix SA1, SA2) and ‘most positive principal
structural curvature (K1)’ (e.g., Al-Dossary and Marfurt, 2006)
(Supplementary Appendix SA1, SA2).

3.1.1 Data conditioning
Post stack seismic data should be optimally processed prior to

the computation of seismic attributes. This is referred to as data
conditioning or image enhancement (e.g., Al-Dossary and Marfurt,
2006; Chávez-Pérez and Vargas-Meleza, 2008). Despite high-
resolution static corrections applied in the pre-processing, some
residual statics remained in the datasets, revealing an undesirable
acquisition footprint. Without footprint removal, artifacts are
enhanced in further data conditioning steps and problems arise
during the detection of real amplitude discontinuities (Chopra and
Marfurt, 2013). In this study, the seismic data is first conditioned
with geostatistical filtering using the M-GS Destriping (see
Supplementary Appendix SA2) which removes the acquisition
geometry footprint from the post stack cube. In addition to
geostatistical filtering, a recommendation in structural
interpretation is to apply a structure-oriented filter (Fehmers and
Höcker, 2003) or dip-steered median filter prior to fault
characterization (e.g., Ashraf et al., 2020; Acuña-Uribe et al.,
2021). In our fracture density attribute workflow, dip estimation
was calculated using the dip steered median filter (DSMF) (principal
component analysis (PCA) + median filter (MF)) (Supplementary
Appendix SA2). The DSMF decreased the random noise and
smoothed the seismic reflectors slightly, keeping the desired
geological features intact.

3.1.2 Seismic discontinuity
Coherence and curvature-related seismic attributes are referred

to as discontinuity attributes in this work (see Supplementary
Appendix SA1). Coherence measures the similarity between
waveforms on neighboring traces, while curvature measures
lateral changes in dip and azimuth. Both these attributes are
widely used as edge detection methods for fault and fracture
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characterization (e.g., Lisle, 1994; Bahorich and Farmer, 1995;
Marfurt et al., 1999; Roberts, 2001; Hart, 2002; Al-Dossary and
Marfurt, 2006). They may also be used to detect subtle stratigraphic
features (e.g., channels and turbidites, Blumentritt et al., 2003).
Falsely interpreted features caused by velocity pull-ups and push-
downs and apparent faulting created by noise contamination may
also be present (Roberts, 2001).

A plethora of different coherence algorithms exist, and their
availability varies between various software packages. In this study
we used ‘variance’ which is the inverse of coherence
(Supplementary Appendix SA1). High variance (low coherence)
can suggest faults or high fracture intensity. Coherence will fail
when the offset (or difference in waveform) is below the seismic
resolution, causing the seismic reflector to appear continuous
(Gao, 2013). Most positive and most negative curvature-related
attributes are known to provide some of the best illumination of
faults and fractures over other discontinuity attributes (Chopra

and Marfurt, 2007). To extract as much detail as possible from the
HR3D dataset we use most positive curvature, in the fracture
density attribute workflow (Supplementary Appendix SA2;
Figure 2) and qualitatively compare the result with the
variance and K1 attribute. Most positive curvature is computed
on the full HR3D dataset followed by fracture density in separate
sub-volumes. K1 was computed on a single sub-volume that
areally encompasses the fracture density sub-volumes (Figure 1B).

3.1.3 Fracture density
The fracture density attribute is used to highlight regions of high

density fractures. It improves the visualization of potential fracture
anomalies by computing the ratio of the number of traces classified
as being fractures to the total number of traces present (e.g., Klokov
et al., 2017; Ashraf et al., 2020). A radius for scanning is required for
the computation and a discontinuity attribute as input to define the
fracture anomalies. Most positive curvature was used as the attribute

FIGURE 2
Seismic attribute workflow detailing steps used in the fracture attribute processing prior to horizon extraction. The input for the attributes consists of
the original seismic volume after removing the residual statics (MGS-destriping). The fracture density (FD) attribute volume requires the calculation of
most positive curvature first, prior to calculating FD. A set of horizons were extracted from the FD volume, after seafloor flattening (see Supplementary
Appendix SA2 for information on parameters used in the workflow).
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input, with a radius of scanning set to 20 m (Supplementary
Appendix SA2).

Prior to horizon extraction, the fracture density volume was
flattened to the seafloor (Figure 2). To verify that the resulting
fracture density trends were robust we divided the whole volume
into 7 fracture density sub-volumes (Figure 1). These sub-volumes
were selected with the aim of covering key areas with seafloor
structures of relevance (e.g., potential weakness zones associated
with major faults in the region; zones mainly free of large fluid flow
structures and areas of minimum velocity seismic disturbance for
ease of horizon mapping). 24 fracture density horizons were
extracted from each 7 sub-volumes with a total of
168 extractions. The 24 horizons represent the ~170 m interval
from the seafloor to the base of the GHSZ. For a more quantitative
approach, the mean fracture density was extracted for each horizon.
The mean was then multiplied by the respective sub-volume surface
to calculate the weighted mean value, giving an overview of fracture
density for each horizon.

3.2 Extraction of seafloor and buried
pockmark diameters

The shape of the pockmarks was systematically extracted from 5
(10 x 10 m) digital elevation model (DEM) surfaces (H0, H0.3, H1,
H2, H2.25), using a rule-based GIS methodology, which defines the
pockmark perimeter by analysis of closed-contour properties
(Patton et al., 2015). A 1 m contour interval was used, as well as
a minimum depth threshold of 2 m for defining pockmarks; other
default parameter values remained unchanged. Reflection sags from
velocity push-down effects were also extracted from the DEM data
and investigated. The size and shape of the pockmarks can provide
information about the strength of the fluid flow at each selected
horizon and the directionality of the flow if the pockmarks are
elongated.

3.3 Chirp data analyses

Chirp data was used to validate fine-scale structures revealed by
the various attributes from the HR3D seismic data. The Chirp data
provides a higher vertical resolution than the HR3D by a factor of
~20, in the upper 40 m of the sedimentary column, while the HR3D
seismic data provides better penetration (~200 m i.e., beyond the
base of the GHSZ). The high vertical resolution in the Chirp aids the
interpretation of fine <0.5 m layering, displayed as the reflection
strength, referred to as the envelope of the acoustic wave (Schock,
2004; Zhang and Digby, 2013). The envelope display highlights
geological features, such as gas accumulation and faults with only
positive values, where peaks reveal high impedance and troughs low
impedance.

3.4 Gas hydrate stability zone modelling

To constrain the range of variability of the GHSZ and its effect
on fluid dynamics along the investigated transect of the Vestnesa
Ridge we ran a 2D transient heat equation model with the

temperature and pressure of hydrate-phase equilibrium calculated
at each time step using the van der Waals and Platteeuw model
(Sultan et al., 2020). We implemented the approach by Sultan et al.
(2020) using constraints from cross-disciplinary studies in the area
for the last ca. 35 ka (i.e., the constraints for bottom water
temperatures and sea-level changes for the Fram Strait are
restricted to ca. 33 ka which is the length of available analysed
sedimentary records (Ezat et al., 2014; Sessford et al., 2018). Our
initial model is an 8-layer model constrained using porosities,
thermal conductivity and corresponding sea-level (Peltier and
Fairbanks, 2006; Daszinnies et al., 2021) (Supplementary
Appendix SB). We generated a simplified bottom water
temperature function for the last 35 ka by integrating the data in
El bani Altuna et al. (2021), Ezat et al. (2014) and Ezat et al. (2021)
(Supplementary Appendix SB). We used an average geothermal
gradient (GTG) of 90°C/km (Plaza-Faverola, 2020). Sensitivity tests
for reasonable variations in the GTG, bottom water temperatures
and salinity conducted for a BSR model along the entire Vestnesa
Ridge shows that modelling uncertainties at our study site is in the
range of −/+ 20 m (Plaza-Faverola et al., 2017). To compare the
modelled BSR depth with the observed BSR, the seismic transect was
depth converted following the approach in Plaza-Faverola et al.
(2017). For this area they used P-wave interval velocity constraints
from two ocean bottom seismometers (OBSs) located >20 km apart
from each other along the Vestnesa Ridge used by Petersen et al.
(2010). Their sensitivity test for a range of interval velocities showed
that the estimated depth of the reflections may have an uncertainty
of −/+ 8 m (Plaza-Faverola et al., 2017).

These experiments provide a sense of the shift of the BSR depth
in response to the simultaneous effect of changing pressures (sea-
level) and temperatures (ocean bottom temperatures) during major
climatic transformations (i.e., glacial-interglacial transitions) within
the last 35 ka. Gas hydrate dissociation may have occurred after the
LGM initiated by elevated bottom water temperatures during
oceanic warming (i.e., Heinrich Stadial 1: ~16 ka) in the last
deglacial period (El bani Altuna et al., 2021). We use the BSR
behaviour modelled for this period as a reference to discuss the
magnitude of changes that can be expected during other comparable
major paleoclimatic events and the implications for understanding
sediment deformation processes.

4 Results and interpretation

4.1 Seafloor morphology and outcropping
sedimentary faults

The depth of the bathymetry for the HR3D survey area ranges
from 1,217 to 1,264 m and deepens gradually from east to west
(Figure 1B). The investigated sedimentary sequences extend to ca.
1,400 m below the sea surface. The deepest interpreted surface
(H2.25) is closest to the gas hydrate related bottom-simulating
reflection (BSR) (section 4.2).

There are two main faults (F1 and F2) that display large
depressions along the strike (Figure 3, Figure 4B, Figure 1B),
located in the center of the survey area. A third major fault (F3)
lies 1.6 km to the east of F2 with the same strike (~NE–SW)
orientation. F1 and F2 are located between bathymetric highs
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BH1 and BH2 which have their long axis in line with the orientation
of faults F1 and F2 respectively (Figure 4B, Figure 1B).

4.2 Gas hydrate and fluid flow indicators

We observe typical direct hydrocarbon indicators (DHIs) as
amplitude anomalies due to the presence of hydrocarbons in the
sediments. The first prominent indication of sub-seabed fluid flow
dynamics is the presence of the BSR that can be imaged within the
entire area at depths ranging from ~1875–1915 ms TWT
((~165–170 m beneath the seafloor (mbsf)) (Figure 3). The BSR
is characterized by anomalously high amplitudes and a phase
reversal with respect to the seafloor polarity indicating the
presence of free gas trapped beneath gas hydrate bearing strata
(Figure 3). The BSR gets shallower westward with respect to the
seafloor (Figure 3, Figure 4A) and is most clearly defined where it
cross cuts stratal reflections (Figure 3). In sections, the high
amplitude reflections are punctured and locally disturbed creating
a discontinuous BSR (Figure 3). The disturbances extend vertically
through the seismic data and terminate at the seafloor. They are
interpreted as vertical focused fluid migration features
(i.e., chimneys or pipes, Løseth et al., 2009; Bünz et al., 2012).
The distribution of the chimneys is reflected on the seafloor as
pockmarks (Figure 1B, Figure 3, Figure 4).

We observe bright spots (Figure 4A) inside some of the
chimneys potentially indicating trapping of fluids at preferential
sedimentary or structural features or representing real
morphological features such as buried authigenic carbonate

domes or infilled buried pockmarks often documented from
other margins (e.g., Løseth et al., 2011; Heggland, 2005; Hustoft
et al., 2007; Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015).

Gas chimneys provide evidence for gas transport and release
into paleo and present day seafloors. The present day seafloor is
characterized by two types of fluid seepage indicators. Type 1: large
pockmarks (<50 and >250 m width and 5–10 m deep) (Figure 4B)
and type 2: small-scale pockmarks (<20–50 m width and very
shallow ~1–3 m deep/minimum resolution of seismic) (Figures 5, 6).

The large pockmarks (type 1) (e.g., pockmarks P1–P8) are
distributed within the investigated 3D volume area (Figure 4B)
with some of them following structural lineaments and faults
(Figure 4B). The pockmarks with the largest areal surfaces are
prominently expressed within F1, in the center of the 3D
volume. Here several pockmarks have merged forming irregular
shapes (Figure 1B; Figure 4B).

The chimneys vary in character throughout the sedimentary
column. The areal surfaces of the chimney structure at each horizon
are highly varied in many cases (e.g., P3, P4 and P7: Figure 4B). The
seismic disturbance zone sometimes displays narrowing at the
surface compared to a much broader buried surface at depth
(e.g., P3: Figures 4A, B). Some chimneys display a pull-up effect
(e.g., P2: Figures 4A, B) resulting in an apparent pockmark extracted
from the DEM surfaces, offset from the central chimney (Figure 4B).
The velocity pull-up effect at the P2 chimney starts nearby horizon
H2 and affects the seismic below until the BSR. Above horizon
H2 the only true pockmark is revealed on the seafloor (Figure 4B).

The variation in the areal extent of the chimney area is shown
most clearly in pockmark P3 (Figures 4A–C). A broadened chimney

FIGURE 3
HR3D composite seismic section displays faults F1, F2 and F3 (vertical black lines) and the base of the gas hydrate stability zone (GHSZ) revealed by
the bottom-simulating reflection (BSR) (enclosed in the cyan box). Where the bathymetry dips downwards towards the WNW the dipping lithology
intersects the BSR indicated by the upward dipping black arrows also marking vertical disturbances (i.e., gas chimneys) originating from beneath the BSR.
The magenta line beneath the BSR marks the ~1.5 Ma chronostratigraphic event used to calculate sediment ages marked as horizon H3. The
magenta line (horizon H3) beneath the BSR marks the ~1.5 Ma chronostratigraphic event used to calculate sediment ages (between ~0.4 and ~1.5 Ma),
(see Figure 8). Chimneys/pipes and type 1 buried (paleo) and present day, pockmarks are indicated. Velocity pull-up features are expressed in the seismic
above, at, and below the BSR (revealed most clearly at Fault F1).
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unit is represented by horizon H1 while chimney narrowing is
represented by horizons H0 and H2 (Figure 4C). Another notable
characteristic is the high level of variance at horizons H0.3 and
H2.25 (Figure 4C). The chimney typically broadens at more laterally
disturbed seismic reflections and narrows at more laterally
continuous seismic reflections (possibly related to the type of
sedimentary deposit).

4.3 Sub-seismic scale indications for
fracturing and fluid flow

The small-scale pockmarks (type 2) are widely distributed in the
seismic volume yet vary in size and density between stratigraphic
units (Figure 5). It is difficult to interpret the character of each type

2 feature on a large scale, owing to their small size (<20 m) and high
density. However, patterns are observed in variance maps (Figure 5,
Figure 6). Higher densities of type 2 features are observed within and
at the outer limits of fault zones (Figure 6). In some instances, type
2 features form circular rings, they may be elongated or aligned
forming short chains (Figure 5B).

The approach used to visualize only the positive peaks of
curvature represented in the seismic (referred to as anticlinal
flexures), (relating to both large-scale and small-scale features),
was to use fracture density and K1 attributes. The fracture
density attribute reveals where fractures intersect, or where there
are a high number of them. The anticlinal flexures of the K1 attribute
fill in the white spaces (high coherence) between the small-scale
pockmarks (type 2) in the variance attribute. We therefore use the
three attributes combined, to understand the distribution of small-

FIGURE 4
(A)Depth converted HR3D vertical sections (a—a’, b—b’, c— c’, d— d’, e—e’) across 7 present day, type 1 pockmarks on the seafloor (see Figure 1B for
the HR3D seafloor bathymetry). Five horizon surfaces (H0/Seafloor, H0.3, H1, H2 and H2.25) above the base of the gas hydrate stability zone/bottom-
simulating reflection (BGHSZ/BSR), are indicated. (B) Extracted pockmarks from 5 (10 x 10 m) digital elevation model (DEM) surfaces (H0/Seafloor, H0.3,
H1, H2, H2.25) using a rule-based GIS methodology (Patton et al., 2015). Bathymetric highs (BH1 and BH2) as well as faults (F2 and F3) are indicated
together with extracted seafloor and buried pockmarks. (C) Variance surface extractions at pockmark P3 (H0/Seafloor, H0.3, H1, H2 and H2.25) show
differences in fluid activity at each horizon surface.
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scale pockmarks (type 2) and their placement, with respect to
fractures and faults (Figure 6).

The K1 attribute demonstrates an enhanced curvature inside of
the main fault F1 at horizon H0.3 and slightly less outside of the fault
zone (Figure 6C). Similar spatial trends can be observed also in the
fracture density and the variance attributes (Figures 6A,B). All three
attributes document a high degree of disturbance along
H0.3 interpreted as small-scale deformation. Along horizon H1
(Figures 6D–F), the three attributes clearly show the fault zone
belonging to F1 as deformed, with high variance (low coherence)
and curvature. However, the strata outside of it is much less
disturbed than it is at H0.3. The key difference between the
horizons containing high fracture anomalies and those of an
overall low fracture anomaly is the lateral spread of deformation
(reflected by an increase in small-scale pockmark intensity
(Figure 4C H0.3 and H2.25, Figure 5A, Figures 6A–C). HR3D
horizons displaying less defined small-scale pockmarks (e.g., H1)
display weaker fracture density anomalies and a thinner main fault
zone (Figures 6D, E, F). Those horizons displaying the most defined
fracture density anomalies (e.g., H0.3) display strongly defined
small-scale pockmarks that extend outwards from the thicker
main fault zone and appear connected to the change in the
strength of the fluid activity (Figures 6A–C).

Considering that the pattern of discontinuity in the K1 attribute
map appears as interconnected joints (best represented in Figure 6C)

and that high anomalies are similarly represented in all the
discontinuity attributes (Figures 6A–C), we choose the fracture
density anomalies to indicate the most likely deformation by
‘fracturing’ and identify sedimentary intervals that are ‘highly
deformed’ (from hereon, also referred to as ‘highly fractured’).

There are two highly deformed intervals (HDIs) located, 1) near
the seafloor surface at ~20 to 30 mbsf (Figures 7, 8) and 2) at
20–40 m above the present day BSR (~170 mbsf) (Figure 8). Of the
24 interpreted horizons in our study, there are three that are
contained within the upper highly deformed interval. Between
the seafloor and horizon H1, there are three fracture density
peaks (I–II, III and IV) (Figure 7); and between horizon H1 and
the base of the GHSZ, there are also three fracture density peaks V,
VI and VII (Figure 8). Between the two highly deformed intervals
(HDIs; Figure 8) there is a significantly less deformed interval (LDI;
Figures 6D–F, Figure 8). Fracture density values remain consistently
at lower ranges within the less deformed interval. Fracture density
peaks contained within the highly deformed intervals are
characterized by highly discontinuous seismic responses relative
to the less deformed units (Figure 5A, Figure 7D).

The sub-volumes used in the fracture density study (Figure 1B)
were positioned across the major fault (F1). As expected, the sub-
volumes in close range of the fault are among those displaying the
highest fracture density peaks (Figure 8). In the upper highly
deformed interval (HDI), the three sub-volumes (closest to F1)

FIGURE 5
(A) Seismic inset from a HR3D inline after seafloor flattening illustrating changes in the seismic character of the fluid flow system. Key seismic
horizons are displayed for reference. The insets to the right correspond to fracture density and variance extracted along the indicated horizons. Notice
the vertical change in the seismic response across the three indicated regions. (B)Chair views, zoomed in on the same inline (88) as in (A)with (left to right)
horizontal variance volume slice (Z: 1720.50), horizontal fracture density (Z: 1720.50), and cartoon combining features observed in the original
amplitude, variance and fracture density volumes.
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show a higher overall average of fracture density than the sub-
volumes located in a completely fault free zone. However, the
fracture density trend with depth matches for each 7 sub-
volumes. The varying trends resulting from repeating the
approach along given horizons for each sub-volume confirms the
veracity of the fracture density patterns.

Highly deformed intervals extend to the present day seafloor. This is
evidenced by abundant acoustic masking in the Chirp data (Figures 7A,
B). Columnar masking is abundant within the upper ~30 mbsf. There
are narrow (single tomultiple trace; 10–20 m) and broad (~50 mwide x
~10 m depth) masking events that have either significantly reduced the
acoustic energy from the seafloor or from a specific depth (Figures 7A,
B, C). The broad events, referred to as acoustic voids or vertical
disturbances, are confined within a series of stratigraphic units. The
base of the acoustic void appears within the highly reflective unit A1
(Figures 7B–D).Within the same series of fracture density peaks (I-II to
III; Figure 7B) there is a <10 m fracture to the east of F1 (Figure 7C).

The fracture is displayed on the crest of an acoustic reflection. We may
be unable to identify fracturing through displacement if the seismic is
disturbed, however we can infer fracture presence from curvature on the
edges of acoustic disturbance zones. The disturbance zones are
represented in the HR3D variance maps (Figures 5A, B, Figures 6B,
E) as small-scale pockmarks.

We argue that the highly deformed events are highly fractured
and give way to fluid expulsion forming small-scale (<20 m
diameter) pockmarks. The distribution of the small pockmarks
also varies between stratigraphic intervals (Figure 5A, Figure 6)
providing additional evidence for sporadic fluid discharge. We treat
the pockmarks and faulting revealed in the different attributes
(i.e., seismic anomalies) to be genetically related and consider the
probability of fluid seepage based on fracture density. Within the
highly deformed interval, fluid flow mechanisms significantly alter
and revert to widespread deformation. The small-scale pockmarks
(Figure 6) appear associated with this widespread deformation. The

FIGURE 6
Above: HR3D composite seismic section displaying fault
F1 indicating location of 2 horizons H0.3 and H1. Below: Comparing
three surface attribute extractions (see Figure 1B for location of the
area) for both horizons H0.3 (A–C) and H1 (D–F). Fracture
density: H0.3 (A) and H1 (D); variance H0.3 (B) and H1 (E) and most
positive structural principal curvature (K1) H0.3 (C) and H1 (F).

FIGURE 7
(A) Intersecting composite HR3D and Chirp lines to compare
seismic character between the two separate datasets and locations of
horizons H0.3 and H1. Acoustic voids and small-scale fractures (red
arrows in (C) display offset) are clearly revealed in insets (B) and
(C) either side of fault F1. Fracture density peaks, specifically (II-IV) (see
Figure 8) are marked in the Chirp section in (B) and in the sampled
HR3D vertically exaggerated seismic section in (D). The fractures
indicated by the vertical broken black line (C) are visible only in the
Chirp dataset. Highly fractured units (A1, A2) (indicated by sub-vertical
red lines which disrupt the manually traced (purple) horizon (D)) are
also marked by the white square brackets in the Chirp section (C). The
acoustic void (center of inset B) is contained within the highly
fractured unit A1. Horizon H0.3 is at the base of unit A1. Unit B1 (C), (D)
contains more continuous seismic reflections and less interpreted
fracturing, indicated by fewer sub-vertical (white) lines.
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more significant the deformation (as displayed in the fracture
density and K1 attribute) the higher the density of the small-
scale pockmarks (as seen in the variance attribute) (Figure 5A,
Figure 6). This is notable in horizons H0.3 (Figure 4C, Figure 5A,
Figure 6B) and H2.25 (Figure 4C) for both major deformation
events.

It is possible that the observed deformation features may
represent a stage of fracturing that precedes polygonal
deformation (Berndt et al., 2003; Cartwright and Santamarina,
2004; Gay and Berndt, 2007) captured at the edge of the
resolution of the available seismic data.

5 Discussion

5.1 Chronological framework of sediment
deformation and seepage at the Vestnesa
Ridge

We identify two major deformation events (HDI: Figure 8) as
fluid-leakage-prone intervals that correspond to at least two key
climatic events (not yet considering the ocean-driven warming

effect, section 5.3) based on existing chronostratigraphic
constraints. The HR3D/2D and Chirp surveys were tied to
available chronological markers along the Vestnesa Ridge (e.g.,
Mattingsdal et al., 2014; Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015;
Alexandropoulou et al., 2021; Dessandier et al., 2021). We
continue the chronostratigraphic reflections marked at drill sites
MeBo 125 and MeBo 126 (Dessandier et al., 2021) from the east of
the Vestnesa Ridge to the west. In addition, we also continue the
1.5 Ma reflection (Mattingsdal et al., 2014; Alexandropoulou et al.,
2021) that dips beneath the base of the GHSZ within our HR3D
study area.

The youngest highly fractured interval corresponds to
~140–70 ka (Figure 8) and coincides with the start of a major
seepage event inferred by Dessandier et al. (2021) that began at
the end of the penultimate glacial period (Late Saalian) through to
the last interglacial period (~130 ka). The oldest highly fractured
interval corresponds to ~1.2 Ma—0.8 Ma (i.e., coinciding with the
Mid-Pleistocene Transition e.g., Head and Gibbard, 2005) and it is
situated above the present day base of the GHSZ (Figure 8, Figure 9).
Between these two major climatic periods, there is a gap in
deformation, where the sediment appears less impacted (LDI:
Figure 8).

FIGURE 8
(A) Depth converted HR3D composite line with chronostratigraphic markers (black lines) (~130 ka, ~0.2 Ma, ~0.4 Ma and 1.5 Ma). The purple line
(168 m below sea floor (mbsf)) indicates the depth to the present day (0 ka) base of the gas hydrate stability zone (BGHSZ), and the blue line (137 mbsf)
indicates how much the BGHSZ has shifted from the present day to the peak oceanic warming during Heinrich Stadial 1 (HS1) following the Last Glacial
Maximum (LGM)) (see Figure 9). (B) Two highly deformed intervals (HDI) interpreted from the peaks in the fracture density plots, correspond to two
significant climatic periods (the penultimate deglaciation and the Mid-Pleistocene Transition (MPT). Between the two major climatic events is a low
deformation interval (LDI). Horizon ages are calculated based on rates of sedimentation using established seismic chronostratigraphy. Carbonates are
present during the penultimate deglaciation (~130 ka) (Himmler et al., 2019) coinciding with the (younger) HDI. Fracture density peaks are indicated by
filled grey circles.
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5.2 Seepage evolution from the Mid-
Pleistocene Transition to the present day

The correlation of highly fractured sedimentary intervals
characterized by high density pockmarks with two major climatic
events (i.e., the Mid-Pleistocene Transition and the penultimate
deglaciation) is in line with studies that associate paleo-seepage in
the region with regional glacial dynamics (Consolaro et al., 2015;
Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015; Portnov et al., 2016; Schneider et al.,
2018; Walmann et al., 2018; Himmler et al., 2019; Plaza-Faverola
and Keiding, 2019).

Assuming that the documented fracturing was
contemporaneous with the transition from glacial to interglacial
periods, we can elucidate the history of glacially influenced
Quaternary deformation and associated seepage along the
Vestnesa Ridge (Figure 9).

Various studies have suggested that seepage episodes inferred
from sedimentary proxies were related to glacial isostasy at the
forebulge region of the Barents Sea ice sheet (Schneider et al., 2018;
Himmler et al., 2019; Dessandier et al., 2021).

Kinematic fault modelling on land shows that post-glacial
rebound transfers stresses to the near-surface and triggers fault
reactivation and deformation (e.g., Lund et al., 2009). Whether the
same mechanism is valid in offshore regions beyond the ice sheet
edge remains to be proven. However, recent glacial stress models
show that the Vestnesa Ridge lies in a lithospheric zone (i.e., the
forebulge) prone to considerable uplift and subsidence during glacial
transitions (Vachon et al., 2022). We propose that the highly
fractured sedimentary intervals documented here are evidence of
glacial stress transfer to the Quaternary sedimentary succession
during maximum uplift and initiation of the subsidence.

The best constrained time intervals and seepage events in the
region are over the last ~130 ka (e.g., Consolaro et al., 2015; Sztybor
and Rasmunssen, 2017; Schneider et al., 2018; Himmler et al., 2019)
because that is where sedimentary proxies are available.
Nevertheless, it is sensible to assume that similar mechanisms
would have favored fracturing and seepage at older major glacial
transitions.

From bottom to top, the first major glacially induced fracturing
and associated seepage event in our model is the Mid-Pleistocene
Transition (Figure 9). This significant climatic period represents a
time of glacial expansion and increasing ice sheet volumes across the
Eurasian Arctic that is tied to a general shift in the duration of glacial
cycles from 41 kyr to 100 kyr (Knies et al., 2009; Hjelstuen and
Sejrup, 2021; Panieri et al., 2023). The shift towards larger
continental-scale ice sheets may have also affected the Vestnesa
Ridge, with greater isostatic loading imposing greater mantle uplift
in shelf-adjacent forebulge areas (Vachon et al., 2022).

The second and best constrained fracture-controlled seepage
event in our model (Figure 9) is that at ~130 ka, around the
transition period between the penultimate glacial maximum and
the last interglacial (i.e., the penultimate deglaciation). This seepage
event has been recognized at the mid-Norwegian margin (Plaza-
Faverola et al., 2012) and on the eastern Vestnesa Ridge segment,
where buried authigenic carbonate dating confirmed paleo-seepage
events in this area for the first time (Himmler et al., 2019).

For each of the above periods we envision a cyclic process including
fracturing, gas seepage, carbonate precipitation, self-sealing, burial,
reactivation. Similar processes have been inferred from observations
along the mid-Norwegian margin (Hovland, 2002; Hovland et al.,
2010). During a period of glacially induced fracturing and sustained
methane flux, carbonate precipitation would be expected, as observed

FIGURE 9
A three-stage sequence (left to right) depicting two types of fracture expression: vertical blue columns highlight zones of vertical fluid flow
(i.e., chimneys/pipes) that reach the present day seafloor, and horizontal fractures (irregular yellow shapes) that propagate outwards from the chimneys
during significant climatic-oceanic events (i.e., during the Mid-Pleistocene Transition (MPT), followed by the penultimate deglaciation, and the significant
oceanic warming period (i.e., Heinrich Stadial 1 (HS1)) during the last deglaciation (post-LGM). In the younger sequences (~130 ka and post-LGM),
enhanced fracturing promoted gas transport, seepage and methane-derived authigenic carbonate formation (yellow filled semi-circles). The older
sequences (MPT fractured intervals) are disturbed possibly a second time by localized pressure changes at the free gas zone due to the upward shift of the
base of the gas hydrate stability zone (GHSZ) post-LGM, (i.e., blue line). The calculated base of the GHSZ for today (i.e., present day BSR) is represented by
the purple line.
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and sampled at present day from this and other margins (e.g., Hovland,
2002; Crémière et al., 2016; Mazzini et al., 2017; Himmler et al., 2019).
The high fracture density intervals documented here might reveal
fractures that have formed after the extensive growth of the
carbonates, which have subsequently changed the property of the
sediments. Post-glacial fracture development preconditions the
system for carbonate growth, and carbonate precipitation eventually
seals the sediments, changing the sediment permeability, as
demonstrated for vertical fluid migration systems along other
margins (e.g., mid-Norwegian margin, Hovland, 2002). This model
is relevant to explain why the highly deformed events are confined to
specific stratigraphic intervals. Sediment deformation may be reflected
by an enhanced precipitated carbonate environment.

Based on this model and the observations of abundant
pockmarks on the present day seafloor, we envision that a major
seepage event similarly followed the Last Glacial Maximum in the
region (Figure 9), with evidence provided from foraminiferal data
indicating seepage from 14 to 8 kyr (Consolaro et al., 2015). Today,
no active seepage has been observed and the system is believed to be
at hydrostatic pressure equilibrium (Ramachandran et al., 2022).

The intensification of glacially induced fracturing would also
provide a pathway for a sudden release of gas (Greinert et al., 2001).
We suspect that an increase in the density of the small pockmarks is
linked to an increase in fluid flow, but it is difficult to determine whether
the fracturing forms before, after, or during the release. Despite this
uncertainty, we infer that the high fracture density anomalies reveal a
high probability of fluid flow at the time of their formation.

5.3 Gas hydrate dynamics during glacial/
interglacial transitions

The Vestnesa Ridge has been charged with significant amounts
of thermogenic gas since at least 2 Ma (Knies et al., 2018; Daszinnies
et al., 2021). A gas hydrate system was already in place at the Mid-
Pleistocene Transition at 1.2 Ma. Therefore, gas hydrate dynamics
were likely to play a role in enhancing glacially induced seepage in
the area.

The effect of isostasy resulting from ice sheet growth and
collapse is considered to contribute to shifts in the gas hydrate
system (e.g., Wallmann et al., 2018). Stress modelling suggests that
the Vestnesa Ridge, which is located on the peripheral forebulge of
the Barents Sea and Greenland ice sheets, has experienced uplift and
a more tensile stress regime during glacial maximums, and
subsidence following ice sheet retreat (Vachon et al., 2022).

The highly deformed interval corresponding to theMid-Pleistocene
Transition exists today at the boundary of the base of the GHSZ
(Figure 8, Figure 9), and is most susceptible to hydrofracturing by gas
hydrate recycling at the base of the GHSZ (e.g., Haacke et al., 2007;
Plaza-Faverola et al., 2012).We imply an adjusted position of the base of
the GHSZ in the three-stage sequence (Figure 9), as sediment
progressively accumulated from the Mid-Pleistocene Transition (first
stage) until the penultimate deglaciation and last deglaciation (second
and third stages). In addition, the thickness of the GHSZ fluctuated a
few meters in response to the balanced effect of hydrostatic pressure
(affected by sea-level changes, sedimentation, and isostasy) and
temperature (Ruppel and Kessler., 2017; Serov et al., 2017;
Wallmann et al., 2018; Daigle et al., 2020; Trivedi et al., 2022).

Our transient 2D modelling accounts for the balanced effect
of sea-level and temperature changes. It shows that during the
last deglaciation, elevated and rapid changes in bottom water
temperatures (5.5 °C) that initiated ~16 ka during Heinrich
Stadial 1 (HS1) (El bani Altuna et al., 2021) resulted in a
maximum upwards shift of the base of the GHSZ by
approximately 30 m (Figure 8, Figure 9). However, this
model does not account for the effect of isostasy tied to the
collapse of the Barents Sea and Greenland ice sheets. This
(~30 m) maximum shift was thus potentially partially
compensated by the effect of post-LGM forebulge subsidence,
though at 16 ka BP the surrounding ice sheets were still in
relatively advanced positions (Vachon et al., 2022).

Nonetheless, even small fluctuations at the base of the GHSZ
associated with the HS1 oceanic warming would have affected the
already deformed sediments above the base of the GHSZ (Figure 9),
as well as impacted near-surface sediments through further
authigenic carbonate precipitation after gas hydrate dissolution
and gas release (e.g., Sultan et al., 2020) (Figure 9). Additionally,
as the system is critically stressed, small increases in free gas
amounts beneath the base of the GHSZ would have been enough
to trigger gas release through pre-existing fractures within the GHSZ
along the Vestnesa Ridge (Ramachandran et al., 2022; Plaza-
Faverola et al., 2023). This process reconciles the observation of
small-scale buried pockmarks at highly deformed intervals (Figure 4,
Figure 5, Figure 6).

The gas beneath the base of the GHSZ may have become
depleted after a period of sustained methane flux. The low
fracture density observed in the period between the two highly
deformed intervals could therefore be a response to gas saturation
build up, which will depend on the rate of gas generated from
beneath the base of the GHSZ and on the permeability of the
sediments that controls the gas flow out (Jung et al., 2012;
Ramachandran et al., 2022). We propose that gas may have been
depleted after theMid-Pleistocene Transition interval. Following the
Mid-Pleistocene Transition, gas saturation build-up was potentially
required before the fracture criterion could be reached, to re-fracture
younger authigenic carbonate intervals. This could explain why we
do not see more highly deformed intervals associated with younger
glaciations after the Mid-Pleistocene Transition and before the Late
Saalian period (~0.7 Ma–140 ka).

Our study focuses on widespread, small-scale sediment
deformation; however, we do not disregard the advective flow
(i.e., vertical expulsion) through gas chimneys originating at or
beneath the base of the GHSZ. The presence of the larger
pockmarks at various stratigraphic intervals (Figure 4B) indicates
that the vertical migration of fluids has been important in this
segment of the Vestnesa Ridge in the past as suggested in previous
studies (e.g., Plaza-Faverola et al., 2015). The size of the lateral chimney
disturbance zones (Figure 4C) may also reflect the strength in the
migration of fluids from beneath the GHSZ or a contrast in sediment
properties.

6 Conclusion

We integrate multiple resolution acoustic data sets and available
cross-disciplinary observations to constrain the spatial and temporal
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evolution of highly deformed Quaternary sedimentary strata along
the Vestnesa Ridge in the eastern Fram Strait. A new high-resolution
3D seismic attribute workflow to quantify sediment deformation
reveals both large- and small-scale fluid flow features mapped out at
5 horizons (seafloor to ~1.2 Ma). In addition, we supply
chronological constraints for the main 5 horizons, that align with
major climatic events over the past ~1.2 Ma.

The variance attribute clearly displays large faults that correlate well
with large (~50 m to >200 m) pockmarks and chimneys. However, the
smaller pockmarks (<20 m) are more difficult to connect to potential
smaller fractures if we consider only variance. We are unable to match
specific small-scale fluid flow features to a unique set of fractures and
can only deduce that our choice of attributes reveals fluid flow
associated with fractures at a much smaller scale.

The most positive curvature-related attributes provide information
where coherency does not; furthermore, the fracture density attribute
which is based onmost positive curvature (with a 20 m scanning radius)
helps to delineate weakness zones susceptible to fluid flow. We indicate
that the fracture density anomalies highlight focal points of disturbance.

The fracture density attribute is used to detect where deformation is
most pronounced in the sedimentary column. Chronological markers
constrain high fracture density peaks following the end of the penultimate
glacial (~130 ka deglaciation) and during theMid-Pleistocene Transition.
We propose that high fracturing that occurred during the Mid-
Pleistocene Transition was initially triggered by extensive glacial build
up, and accompanied by methane-derived authigenic carbonate growth,
further disturbing sediments. The highly fractured sediments may have
reactivated during subsequent tectonic events related to younger glacial
isostatic adjustment. We also imply re-deformation of highly fractured
sediments found ~30m above the base of the GHSZ within the Mid-
Pleistocene Transition interval. While our first (oldest) process links the
formation of authigenic carbonate to deformation during, or after,
extensive glacial build up and seepage; the second (youngest) process,
considers a pumping mechanism attributed to the shift of the base of the
gas hydrate stability zone associated with bottom water temperature
variations during the last deglaciation. We suggest that highly fractured
sediments at the Mid-Pleistocene Transition may also be affected by
climatic-oceanic events during the last deglaciation.

Our results help to advance the current understanding of the
effects and interplay of glacial dynamics on sub-seabed deformation,
gas hydrates and associated fluid migration systems in Quaternary
sedimentary strata at an Arctic margin.
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