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A corrected version of Fig. 6 appears below. The new material in insert (a) replaces the corresponding section in the original figure. The
rest of the figure is unchanged. The original Fig. 6a illustrated how pockmarks 50 m diameter and 4 m deep lie along a fault on the margin of
the Blake Ridge salt dome shown in Fig. 6b, but it was misleading because it appeared to be an interpreted seismic section (data), and it was
not. This corrected version replaces the previous part (a) with the interpretive sketch published by Paull et al. (1995). It presents the data
more clearly than the original, and it is clearly an illustration of an interpretation.

Fig. 6. The Geological context of gas venting at Blake Ridge. A salt diapir at Blake Ridge is capped by a small fault (b) which may have
initiated gas venting. The low frequency seismic disturbance that now surrounds this fault is interpreted to be a gas chimney (Taylor et al.,
2000). The chimney becomes complex near the surface. Gas is actively seeping from parts of the fault, and pockmarks ~4 m deep and 50 m
wide have formed along the fault (Paull et al., 1995). Biogenic gas may be moving along the margins of the salt dome to feed the fault, as Paull
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et al. suggest in (a). The BSR rises near the salt diapir, reflecting the temperature perturbation caused by the diapir. The BSRs some distance
from the salt dome lie at similar depths as the BSR at ODP Site 997 (c) 98 km to the southwest (e.g., at ~0.56 s two-way travel time below the
seafloor). Fig. 6a and b is from Paull et al. (1995); Fig. 6c is from Matsumoto et al. (1996).
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