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Abstract
On 29 July 1968, there was a violent reactivation of Arenal volcano. The resulting westward-directed lateral blast eruption left 
two villages destroyed and 78 people dead. The activity continued as a long-lasting, open-vent eruption that evolved into seven 
recognisable phases reflecting changes in magma supply, explosive activity and cone evolution, and ended in October 2010. 
Here, we review this activity, the geophysical approaches applied to understanding it and the open questions resulting from these 
insights. The eruptive dynamics were characterised by almost constant lava effusion, degassing, strombolian and vulcanian 
explosions and infrequent pyroclastic density currents. In this study, the total rock dense equivalent volume of lava and tephra 
erupted is calculated at 757 ± 77  Mm3, while the volume of the lava flow field is 527 ± 58  Mm3. Typical seismic activity included 
harmonic and spasmodic tremors, long-period events and explosion signals with frequent audible “booms”. The decline of the 
eruptive activity started in 2000, with a decrease in the number and size of explosive events, a shift from long to short lava flows 
along with the collapse of lava flow fronts and the subsequent formation of downward-rolling lava block aprons, the frequent 
growth of dome-like structures on the summit and a gradual decrease in seismic energy. Multiple geological and geophysical 
studies during this 42-year-long period of open-vent activity at Arenal resulted in many advances in understanding the dynamics 
of andesitic blocky lava flows, the origin and diversity of pyroclastic density currents and seismic sources, as well as the role of 
site effects and rough topography in modifying the seismic wavefield. The acoustic measurements presented here include two 
types of events: typical explosions and small pressure transients. Features of the latter type are not usually observed at volcanoes 
with intermediate to evolved magma composition. Explosions have different waveforms and larger gas volumes than pressure 
transients, both types being associated with active and passive degassing, respectively. This body of data, results and knowledge 
can inform on the type of activity, and associated geophysical signals, of open-vent systems that are active for decades.
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Resumen
El 29 de julio de 1968 se produjo una violenta reactivación del volcán Arenal. La explosión lateral dirigida hacia el oeste dejó 
dos pueblos destruidos y 78 personas muertas. La actividad continuó como una erupción de larga duración a conducto abierto 
que evolucionó en siete fases reconocibles, las cuales reflejaron cambios en el suministro de magma, la actividad explosiva 
y la evolución del cono, y terminó en octubre de 2010. Aquí revisamos esta actividad, los enfoques geofísicos aplicados para 
entenderla, y las preguntas abiertas que resultan de este conocimiento. La dinámica eruptiva se caracterizó por una efusión de 
lava casi constante, desgasificación, explosiones estrombolianas y vulcanianas, e infrecuentes corrientes de densidad piroc-
lástica. En este estudio, el volumen total de lava y tefra erupcionada en equivalente de roca densa se calcula en 757 ± 77  Mm3, 
mientras que el volumen del campo de lavas es de 527 ± 58  Mm3. La actividad sísmica típica incluía tremores armónicos y 
espasmódicos, eventos de largo periodo y señales de explosión con frecuentes bums audibles. El declive de la actividad eruptiva 
comenzó en el año 2000, con una disminución del número y el tamaño de los eventos explosivos, un cambio de coladas de lava 
largas a cortas, junto con el colapso de los frentes de colada de lava y la subsiguiente formación de abanicos de bloques de lava 
que se desplazaban ladera abajo, el crecimiento frecuente de estructuras tipo domo en la cima, y una disminución gradual de 
la energía sísmica. Los múltiples estudios geológicos y geofísicos realizados durante este período de 42 años de actividad a 
conducto abierto en el Arenal, dieron lugar a muchos avances en la comprensión de la dinámica de las coladas de lava blocosas 
andesíticas, el origen y la diversidad de las corrientes de densidad piroclástica y las fuentes sísmicas, así como el papel de los 
efectos de sitio sísmicos y la topografía accidentada en la modificación del campo de ondas sísmicas. Las mediciones acústicas 
presentadas aquí incluyen dos tipos de eventos: explosiones típicas y pequeños transitorios de presión. Las características de 
este último tipo no suelen observarse en volcanes con una composición de magma intermedia o evolucionada. Las explosiones 
tienen formas de onda diferentes y volúmenes de gas mayores que los transitorios de presión, y ambos tipos están asociados con 
la desgasificación activa y pasiva, respectivamente. Este conjunto de datos, resultados y conocimientos puede enseñarnos sobre el 
tipo de actividad y las señales geofísicas asociadas, de los sistemas a conducto abierto que permanecen activos durante décadas.

Introduction

Persistent activity at open-vent volcanoes can provide excellent 
field laboratories to study the dynamics and evolution of differ-
ent processes such as (i) the shallow conduit dynamics spanning 
from mafic lava lake-bearing to more evolved dome-forming 
systems (e.g. Harris 2008; Miwa et al. 2013; Scharff et al. 2014), 
(ii) the degassing and outgassing balance and its implications for 
understanding and modelling the magma feeding system (e.g. 
Aiuppa et al. 2010; Beckett et al. 2014; Edmonds et al. 2022) and 
(iii) transitions and controls on explosive–effusive volcanic erup-
tion styles (e.g. Woods and Koyaguchi 1994; Ripepe et al. 2005; 
Cassidy et al. 2018). Open-vent volcanoes also allow calibration 
and association with characteristic geophysical signals allowing 
a better understanding of the conduit and source dynamics of 
explosive and effusive eruptions or modelling the plumbing sys-
tems (e.g. Ripepe et al. 2017; Magee et al. 2018; Gottschämmer 
et al. 2021). Such volcanoes are typically basaltic like Erta Ale, 
Etna or Stromboli (e.g. Allard et al. 1994; Clocchiatti et al. 2004; 
Sawyer et al. 2008), but can also be andesitic like Sakurajima or 
Colima to dacitic like Santiaguito (e.g. Mora et al. 2002; Harris 
et al. 2003; Miwa et al. 2013). Here, we take the period of per-
sistent open-vent activity that occurred at Arenal between 1968 
and 2010 to illustrate (i) the activity evolution and dynamics, (ii) 
the associated geophysical signals and (iii) the insights regard-
ing the eruptive process behind the observed signals, while (iv) 
reviewing the literature for this long-lived and well-documented 
phase of open-vent activity at a basaltic-andesitic system.

On the morning of 29 July 1968, a new eruptive phase 
(VEI = 3) began at Arenal volcano, after several centuries of 
dormancy (Melson and Sáenz 1973; Borgia et al. 1988; Soto 
and Alvarado 2006). Although there are doubtful reports of 
possible minor eruptive activity in 1915 and 1922 (Soto et al. 
1996), it is clear that the previous major explosive eruptive 
period occurred around 1430–1460 AD and that an effusive 
stage occurred around the same time. The volcano may 
even have remained active for several decades, or even into 
the seventeenth century (Soto and Alvarado 2006). Arenal 
has had highly explosive eruptions (plinian, subplinian and 
violent strombolian) every 200–600 years, alternating with 
minor eruptive phases, periods of inactivity and voluminous 
cone-building effusive phases (Soto and Alvarado 2006). 
The maximum Holocene eruption (VEI = 4) was subplinian 
to plinian type (Soto and Alvarado 2006).

Arenal is the volcano that has caused the most deaths in 
Costa Rica (82 in total, Alvarado et al. 2007) and the only one 
that has emitted lava flows in historical times. According to 
Soto and Sjöbohm (2005), the expected short-term hazards 
are tephra fall, pyroclastic density currents and small volcanic 
debris avalanches. In contrast, the long-term hazards are 
plinian eruptions, voluminous lava fields, mid- to large-volume 
volcanic debris avalanches and seiches in Arenal lake. A seiche 
is a standing wave in closed or partially closed body of water of 
finite length (Wilson 1972). This hazard was studied in Arenal 
by Hidalgo (1997) by modelling a pyroclastic density current 
or major rockslide entering the lake.
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The open-vent activity at Arenal volcano (1968–2010) was 
particularly important for Costa Rica and thereby worthy of 
review, as the development of the capacity to measure, under-
stand, track and monitor eruptive events led to the creation and 
evolution of a volcano observatory system. In 1974, the Instituto 
Costarricense de Electricidad (ICE) began monitoring Arenal 
and created an observatory that today is called the Observa-
torio Sismológico y Vulcanológico del Arenal y Miravalles 
(OSIVAM). During the 1980s, two other volcano-monitoring 
entities emerged. First, in 1983, the Red Sismológica Nacional 
(RSN) was founded following an agreement between Instituto 
Costarricense de Electricidad and the Universidad de Costa 
Rica (UCR). It then became a research programme within the 
UCR. In 1986, the Observatorio Sismológico y Vulcanológico 
de Costa Rica (OVSICORI) was founded at the Universidad 
Nacional Autónoma de Costa Rica (UNA). During the nearly 
42 years of the eruption, Arenal became a natural laboratory for 
the study of volcanic processes in open-vent systems, making 
it the most studied volcano with the most complete eruptive 
record in Costa Rica.

The aim of this work is, therefore, to perform a retrospective 
analysis of the evolution of Arenal eruption (July 1968–October 
2010) from a volcanological and geophysical point of view. We 
take advantage of the wide spectrum of geophysical, geologi-
cal and geochemical studies carried out at Arenal volcano over 
the last 50 years, and in particular our own direct observations 
and field work carried out over the period 1990–2010. Informa-
tion from local reports and publications was compiled and then 
integrated with unpublished geological field observations and 
geophysical data (seismological and acoustic) to allow a com-
prehensive view of the eruption. The new material presented 
and discussed here includes a summary of new geological 
observations on the emplacement of lava flows, the collapse of 
lava flow fronts and related block aprons and pyroclastic density 
currents, the provision of a revised map of the extent of the 
1968–2010 deposits, a recalculation of the erupted volume and 
a reinterpretation of the evolution of the eruption. We also pro-
vide a preliminary analysis of volcano-tectonic seismicity and 
a recalculation of the seismic site effects. Finally, we provide 
an analysis of acoustic data obtained in 2005 that leads to new 
insights into the explosive mechanisms operating at Arenal. Our 
review is fundamental for proper hazard assessment and risk 
management at Arenal and may be useful for monitoring and 
understanding similar open-vent systems.

Geological setting

The Quaternary volcanic front of Costa Rica trends from 
north-west to south-east, 150-km inland of the Mid-Ameri-
can Trench. Subduction beneath Costa Rica is highly com-
plex due to variations of the Cocos slab angle, morphology 
and petrological characteristics, as well as its interaction 

with the Caribbean plate and Panama microplate (e.g. von 
Huene et al. 1995; Barckhausen et al. 2001; Gazel et al. 
2021). The Costa Rica volcanic front overlies a Mesozoic 
oceanic basement of Pacific and Caribbean plate origin and 
a Cenozoic volcano-sedimentary cover (Gazel et al. 2021). It 
is partitioned into three segments (Fig. 1a): the Guanacaste 
volcanic range at the north-western end, the Tilarán volcanic 

Fig. 1  a Simplified tectonic framework of Costa Rica and location 
of Arenal volcano. Abbreviations are: Guanacaste volcanic range 
(GVR), Tilarán Volcanic Range (TVR), Central Volcanic Range 
(CVR), the Central Costa Rica Deformed Belt (CCRDF) accord-
ing to Denyer et al. (2013), Panama Fracture Zone (PFZ) and Nazca 
plate (Np). Black continuous and dotted lines represent faults. Trian-
gles denote reverse faulting and points towards the overriding plate. 
Bathymetry and topography from Ryan et  al. (2009). b Arenal vol-
cano topographic surface and main features: in circles the old crater 
(D) and craters generated during the onset of the eruption, 29–31 July 
1968 (A, B, C) and extension of the resulting 1968–2010 lava field 
(blue contour). Main labelled faults (red colour) are: Aguacaliente 
River fault (ARF); Danta fault (DF). The dotted lines represent the 
fault traces covered by the lava field. Instituto Geográfico Nacional 
provided the Arenal digital elevation model based on 2014–2019 
images. Local coordinates EPSG 5456 Lambert North
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range and the Central volcanic range at the south-eastern 
end. The youngest volcanoes along the Tilarán volcanic 
range are Los Perdidos andesitic dome complex (86–83 ka), 
Chato volcano (48–3.7 ka) and Arenal volcano (7 ka to the 
present). They are aligned along a zone of crustal weakness-
oriented NNW–SSE (Gillot et al. 1994; Soto and Alvarado 
2006; Alvarado and Gans 2012).

Arenal is located at the NW end of the Tilarán volcanic 
range, within a ~ 70-km zone of decreased Holocene vol-
canic activity that coincides with a change in the morphol-
ogy and subducting angle of the Cocos plate (Fig. 1a). The 
subducting slab has a smooth surface and steeper angle off 
the north Pacific coast and a seamount domain off the central 
Pacific coast with an oceanic crust overprinted by Galápagos 
tracks (e.g. Stoiber and Carr 1973; Wade et al. 2006; Dinc 
et al. 2010; Gazel et al. 2021). Different studies agree that 
crustal thickness beneath Arenal ranges from 35 to 40 km 
(Matumoto et al. 1977; MacKenzie et al. 2008; Lücke 2014).

Arenal was formed within a tectonic depression with 
a Mio-Pleistocene volcanic basement, filled with lacus-
trine and alluvial deposits and regional tuffs, with an age 
of ~ 20 ka possibly from the Chato volcano (Soto and Alva-
rado 2006). Arenal's edifice construction started with the 
deposits of a phreatomagmatic eruption (AR-1) around 7 ka, 
which were emplaced on a well-developed lateritic paleosol 
(Soto and Alvarado 2006). This was followed by 21 explo-
sive eruptions of VEI ≥ 3 (AR-2 to AR-22), and the emplace-
ment of at least five lava flow fields up to 1968, building the 
present cone (Borgia et al. 1988; Soto and Alvarado 2006).

Review of the eruption and associated 
activity

The July 1968‑ October 2010 eruption: timeline

Arenal's 42-year-long eruptive phase was part of six long-
lasting (> 30 years) eruptions in Central America spanning 
the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, together with San-
tiaguito, Fuego, Pacaya, Izalco and San Miguel volcanoes 
(Alvarado et al. 2007). This long-lasting activity began on 
29 July 1968, when Arenal awoke violently from its dor-
mancy with an explosive eruption that lasted three days in 
an event characterised by an initial lateral blast followed by 
pyroclastic density currents, ashfall and ballistics. The open-
ing phases of the eruption have been widely documented by 
Melson and Sáenz (1968, 1973) and Minakami et al. (1969), 
as well as by Alvarado et al. (2006), with the eruption itself 
continuing until October 2010 and following seven stages. 
The location of the vents along a radial fissure is consistent 
with the west-directed blast during the onset of the eruption 
(Melson and Sáenz 1968; Melson and Sáenz 1973; Alvarado 
et al. 2006) and the direction of maximum horizontal com-
pressive stress (López 1999; Alvarado et al. 2006).

Stage 1 July–September 1968

A lateral blast opened three new vents, roughly aligned 
east–west (Figs. 1b and 2a), and called A (~ 1060 m a.s.l.), 

Fig. 2  Schematic E–W cross 
sections showing four main 
stages of Arenal evolution: a 
1968, b 1974, c 1987–2000 ( 
adapted from Fig. 2 of Almen-
dros et al. 2014) and d 2000–
2010 (adapted from Fig. 8b of 
Valade et al. 2012). Dark grey 
represents the pre-existing cone 
and light grey is the new cone 
formed since 1974. Yellow to 
orange colours represent the 
volcanic conduits and brown 
colour colder lavas
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B (~ 1160 m a.s.l.) and C (~ 1400 m a.s.l.) (Melson and 
Sáenz 1968, 1973; Minakami et al. 1969). It is not possi-
ble to determine whether their formation was simultane-
ous or successive to the initial blast (Alvarado et al. 2006). 
The block ejection reached over 5 km away from the lower 
crater A (Melson and Sáenz 1968). The pre-existing crater 
was called crater D (Figs. 1b and 2a). The violent explo-
sive phase was followed by small explosions and declining 
fumarolic activity through August and mid-September, until 
stronger explosions occurred between 13 and 18 September 
(Alvarado et al. 2006).

Stage 2 September 1968‑August 1973

The opening phase was followed by a five-year-long period 
of effusion of basaltic–andesitic lavas from crater A. This 
proceeded at a typical dense rock equivalent discharge rate 
of 0.93  m3  s−1 (Wadge et al. 2006). In this review, we define 
discharge rate as the volume flux averaged over a given time 
period (Harris et al. 2007).

Stage 3 August 1973‑March 1974

This period marked a seven-month hiatus during which 
almost no effusion of lava occurred. Fumarolic activity did, 
though, continue, especially in crater C from which lava flow 
effusion resumed in March 1974. This marked the onset of 
Stage 4 (Fig. 2b).

Stage 4 March 1974‑mid‑1984

As part of Stage 4, the focus of eruptive activity shifted from 
crater A to crater C (Wadge 1983). Blocky lava flows were 
almost continuously emitted. An explosive event generated 
a pyroclastic density current in June 1975 (Matumoto and 
Umaña 1976; Van der Bilt et al. 1976; Alvarado and Soto 
2002) and small explosive phases occurred in August 1980 
(Güendel and Malavassi 1980) and May–June 1981 (Chemi-
née et al. 1981). The dense rock equivalent discharge rate for 
the first three years was as for Stage 2, i.e. 0.93  m3  s−1, but 
they dropped in 1977 to 0.25  m3  s−1 and remained at these 
levels for the remainder of Stage 4 (Wadge et al. 2006).

Stage 5 mid‑1984–1987

In mid-1984, Arenal entered an explosive phase. This was 
accompanied by an increase in the dense rock equivalent dis-
charge rate to 0.61  m3  s−1 (Wadge et al. 2006). Continuous 
effusion of lava flows continued into 1987 (Fig. 3a and b).

Stage 6 1987–2000

Stage 6 was marked by the accumulation of lava inside crater 
C which, although becoming capped by a thick stable crust, 
fed longer reaching lava flows (≥ 0.7 km-long) (Fig. 2b and 
Fig. 3b and c). The longest lava flow reached 3.2 km in 1992. 
Stage 6 was also marked by major pyroclastic density cur-
rents (2–3.2 km long) associated with crater wall collapse 
(Alvarado and Soto 2002), intense explosive activity and the 
formation of strombolian “hornitos” associated with short-
lived low lava fountains in August 1996 (Soto and Arias 
1998), April 1999 and September 1999 (Arroyo et al. 1999). 
The dense rock equivalent discharge rate ranged between 
0.24 and 0.31  m3  s−1 (Soto and Arias 1998; Wadge et al. 
2006). During the 1980s and 1990s, the lava flows were con-
tinuous bodies of lava enclosed by debris or levées and fron-
tal zones composed of a distal accumulation of blocks and a 
protrusion of lava that emerged from the debris (Linneman 
and Borgia 1993). The vertical section of the lavas consisted 
in a bottom of debris followed by an unvesiculated core and 
a top of debris (Cigolini et al. 1984).

Stage 7 2000‑October 2010

Stage 7 was marked by the effusion of shorter (< 0.6 km 
long) lava flows and the building of a complex structure 
over crater C (Fig. 2d). After 2000, the lava discharge rate 
dropped to 0.1  m3  s−1 and remained at such low levels until 
October 2010. Stage 7 was also associated with reduced 
explosive activity, formation of small dome-like structures 
and occasional strombolian “hornitos” (Fig. 3d-i).

During the last stage of the eruption, a decrease in seis-
mic activity was also observed. The real-time seismic energy 
measurement (RSEM) gradually decreased until July 2010 
when it dropped to background noise levels (Fig. 4a). Only 
a few long-period events were observed after October 2010, 
and the last harmonic tremor was recorded on 30 October 
2010 at 15:14 UTC. Furthermore, the dominant frequency 
remained stable around 3 Hz until March 2010 when it grad-
ually decreased up to 2 Hz (Fig. 4b). The last explosions 
were witnessed on 7 October 2010 (Fig. 3i) and lava effusion 
stopped by late October. Thereafter, the activity consisted 
of falling blocks from the inactive lava flow front until early 
2011 (Fig. 3e).

Evolution of crater C

Morphology

During the onset of the eruption in July 1968 (Stage 1), three 
craters (Figs. 1b and 2a) were formed. Crater A remained 
active (with lava effusion until August 1973 and then only 
fumarolic) until March 1974, when activity migrated to 
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crater C, which was about 400 m higher than crater A (Stage 
4). Crater A was later covered by the lava flows emitted from 
crater C. While the morphology of crater A is not known 
in detail, crater C and the cone it grew on were described 
more extensively throughout the eruption. Melson and Sáenz 
(1968) and Melson and Sáenz (1973) roughly drew both 
craters having an elliptical geometry oriented N 80° W. The 
major and minor axes of crater A were ~ 400 and ~ 240 m, 

respectively, whereas the major and minor axes of crater 
C were ~ 160 and ~ 80 m, respectively (Melson and Sáenz 
1968; Melson and Sáenz 1973).

The almost continuous emission of lava flows from cra-
ter C since 1974 progressively built a parasitic cone C, 
which grew from ~ 1400 m a.s.l. up to 1580 m a.s.l. in 1986 
(Fig. 5a). There are no much descriptions of this growth, 
but for crater shape and dimensions in the early 1980s. The 

Fig. 3  a Typical lava flows from cone C on the W side, with well-
developed channels, lateral levees and block-rich fronts, dividing in 
two or more lobes. Photograph from 29 October 2007. b Arenal from 
the W. In the foreground, the deposits of the block-and-ash flow of 
30 July 1968. In the middle, blocky lava flows from the 1980s and 
1990s, with different vegetation covers, according to age. In the back-
ground, the cone C, with blocky lava flows (dark grey) and block 
aprons (light grey). Photograph from 22 June 2009. c Blocky lava 
flow from 1995 on the W side of Arenal in the foreground, 1968 
pyroclastic density currents deposits and recent epiclastics with gul-
lies in the middle, and the Arenal reservoir in the background. Pho-
tograph from 6 March 2007. d Lava flows, block aprons and gullies 
developed on the N side of Arenal, covering the dense forest. Photo-
graph from 27 February 2008. e Arenal seen from the NNW. On the 
far left, part of Chato volcano. Cone D is on the left and cone C on 

the right. The lava flows and block aprons are in grey colour. Pho-
tograph at the very end of the eruption, on 7 October 2010. f Arenal 
degassing seen from the S. Cone D on the right, covered by dense 
vegetation. Photograph from 30 January 2008. g Pyroclastic density 
currents developed from a lava front collapse towards the SW flank 
of Arenal on 1 December 2008. Photograph courtesy of Luis A. Mad-
rigal (Instituto Costarricense de Electricidad). h Close-up of the top 
of the SW side of cone C. Vigorous degassing from the lava pond, 
very short and slow lava flows on a steep slope (so-called dome-like), 
and development of block aprons by collapse of the lava fronts. Pho-
tograph from 6 March 2007. i One of the very last ash and gas explo-
sions with weak and short ash columns. Photograph taken at 16:39 on 
7 October 2010, from the E, near La Fortuna town. All photographs 
but g were taken by Gerardo J. Soto
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cone grew faster once the explosive activity resumed in 
1984, making it wider and higher, and transforming it from 
a parasitic cone to a twin-cone composed by lava flows and 
pyroclastics, and then, transforming Arenal from a simple-
cone edifice to a sub-cone edifice (Fig. 3e-f) (cf. Grosse 
et al. 2009).

In 1982, crater C had a 60-m-diameter circular shape 
and was filled with lava (Cigolini et al. 1984). By 1988, it 
doubled in diameter (~ 120 m), while the extension of the 
summit complex was ~ 250 m north–south and ~ 170 m from 
east to west (Cole et al. 2005). Alvarado and Soto (2002) 
suggested that crater C was funnel-shaped to explain the 
crater widening, but the dimension of the vent at the floor 
of the crater is not known. The collapse of the crater rim 
that occurred in 1993 led to a major pyroclastic density 
current on 28 August and left a horseshoe-shaped opening 
about 80 m deep (Alvarado and Soto 2002). In 1998, the 
C cone was ~ 250 m north–south and ~ 170 m east–west, 
and the crater was ~ 120 m in diameter (Cole et al. 2005). 
In March 2000, crater C was ~ 150 m diameter and had a 
shallow amphitheatre morphology open to the west (Cole 
et al. 2005). Between 2000 and 2010, the development of the 
active cone was complex, being dominated by an accelerated 
growth (mainly during 2002–2005, Fig. 5a). In May 2016, 
the summit crater measured ~ 100 m north–south and 150 m 
east–west (based on Google Earth imagery).

Wadge et al. (2006) indicated that crater C reached a 
final elevation of 1715 m in 2005 (Fig. 5a). However, the 
topographic map provided by the Costa Rican agency for 
mapping Instituto Geográfico Nacional (IGN), based on 
images taken between 2014 and 2019, reveals that cone C 
reached a final elevation of 1670 m a.s.l. This means that 
the total growth of the new cone was 270 m since 1974. 
Furthermore, considering that crater C and crater D were 
almost at the same level in 1989 (Linneman and Borgia 
1993), it is possible to normalise the data of Wadge et al. 

(2006). For this purpose, linear trends were obtained from the 
original data of Wadge et al. (2006) and from that between 
the elevation of cone C reported in 1989 by Linneman and 
Borgia (1993) and in 2014 by the National Geographic 
Institute. The difference between the two lines was then 
obtained and subtracted from the Wadge et al. (2006) data. 
We can observe that the growing trend of cone C is less 
accelerated than reported by Wadge et al. (2006) (Fig. 5a).

Dynamics

During the 1980s, crater C was described as a nearly circular 
pit filled with basaltic–andesitic lava (Cheminée et al. 1981; 
Global Volcanism Program 1981; Cigolini et  al. 1984; 
Alvarado and Soto, 2002) from which pulsating glows were 
observed (Barquero, 1980). The lava overflowed from the 
crater rim (Fig. 2b) and moved down along the northern and 
south-western flanks of the volcano (Cigolini et al. 1984; 
Alvarado and Soto, 2002). Between June 1979 and April 
1980, Cheminée et al. (1981) and Global Volcanism Program 
(1981) described that crater C was plugged with lava forming 
a dome-like structure from which lava effused and gases 
escaped through radial fissures. In March 1981, violent 
degassing of the upper part of the vent expelled large plumes 
of vapour, sometimes including tephra and bombs, which 
fell 100 m from the crater rim (Cheminée et al. 1981; Global 
Volcanism Program 1981). This activity was accompanied 
by loud detonations. Moreover, Cheminée et al. (1981) and 
Global Volcanism Program (1981) reported that, once the 
dome was deflated, the fissures sealed, building up pressure 
and generating small explosions ~ 0.2 km high. A similar 
behaviour was observed at Lascar volcano between 1984 and 
1995 (e.g. Openheimer et al. 1993; Matthews et al. 1997; 
Wooster and Rothery 1997). Direct observations of the crater 
surface (Cheminée et al. 1981) described a uni-directional 
flow from the side of the crater with intense degassing, 

Fig. 4  Seismic activity recorded at ARE1 station from Red Sis-
mológica Nacional (located 1.6  km westward from the active cra-
ter) from June 2005 to December 2010. a Real-time seismic energy 
measurement (RSEM, De la Cruz Reina et al. 2001). b Dominant and 
maximum frequencies following Carniel and Iacop (1996). All esti-
mates were carried out within the range 0.5–10.5 Hz and using a 60-s 

sliding window. Results were smoothed using a moving average to 
obtain a point every 15 days. Shaded grey vertical lines enclose peri-
ods with no data due to instrument failures. In June 2006, the seis-
mometer was changed from a Lennartz LE-3Dlite to a Guralp 6TD 
30 s
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upwelling and bursting towards the opposite direction from 
where lava flowed out of the crater and downslope. This is 
similar to what has been observed at Halema'uma'u, Kīlauea 
(Patrick et al. 2019) and Villarrica (Lev et al. 2019). In 
addition, there were areas of profuse gas emission and bubble 
bursting (Cigolini et al. 1984). In 1983, another expedition 
to the crater C described gas emission along its edge (Benoit 
and McNutt 1997).

Between 1984 and 2000 (stages 5 and 6), the molten lava 
hosted inside crater C continued to form a cap which in 
turn generated frequent explosive activity (Melson, 1989; 
Cole et al., 2005; Alvarado 2011). During that period, the 
walls of crater C collapsed outward several times generating 

pyroclastic density currents and subsequent lava overflow 
(Alvarado and Soto 2002; Cole et al., 2005). After one 
of these episodes, in August 1993, the lava effusion point 
shifted from south to north (Wadge et al. 2006). In addition, 
multiple vents along the crater rim were commonly observed 
with different eruptive activities. In October 1994, there 
were two pyroclastic cones in the crater, one in the north 
from which lava effusion occurred, with profuse degassing, 
and another in the south that produced minor and moder-
ate explosions and soundless ash emissions (Soto, 1997). In 
1996, at least two vents were observed, one of which was 
the source of lava flow and over which a 30-m-high spatter 
cone was formed, and the other was the source of explosive 

Fig. 5  Eruptive activity of Arenal in 1986–2010. a Discharge rate 
(black) based on data obtained from Soto and Arias (1998), Wadge 
et  al. (2006) and estimations by one of the authors (GJS) for the 
period 2005–2010. Crater C elevation changes (red) from Wadge 
et al. (2006) and normalised (blue). b Number of explosions per hour 
(bars) recorded at the reference station FOR (located 3.5 km E from 

the active crater) from Observatorio Sismológico de Arenal y Mirav-
alles and ash fall collected at 1.8 km from the active crater (red line) 
from 1992 to 2006 (data from Soto 1998) and Vargas et al. 2006). c 
Number of pyroclastic density currents per year (bars) and maximum 
length (blue circles and lines). d Documented descending flanks of 
the pyroclastic density currents
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activity generating plumes ~ 2 km high and ejecting blocks 
reaching 1 km high (Soto and Arias 1998). Occasionally, 
intense pulsating glows (every ~ 40 s) could be also observed 
over the crater without explosive activity (Soto and Arias 
1998). According to our observations, between 2000 and 
2010 (Stage 7) crater C became a growing summit complex 
characterised by multiple small vents, formation of dome-
like structures and spatter cones (“hornitos”), punctuated by 
a mild explosive activity (Fig. 2d).

The hosted lava within crater C: a lava pond?

The molten basaltic–andesitic lava hosted inside crater C 
and located directly over the underlying conduit was com-
monly described as a “lava pool” (e.g. Alvarado and Soto 
2002; Alvarado et al. 2003, 2010; Cole et al. 2005; Lesage 
et al. 2006; Bertolino et al. 2009). The term of lava pool 
or pond has been used in the context of basaltic volcanism 
to describe an accumulation of lava within a topographic 
depression (e.g. Tazieff 1994; Head and Wilson 1989; 
Vergniolle and Mangan 2000; Wolff and Sumner 2000). 
Lava ponds can be generated by lava fountains where lava 
is trapped at the vent by the walls of a developing spatter 
or cinder cone (e.g. Head and Wilson 1989; Vergniolle and 
Mangan 2000; Wolff and Sumner 2000), or located adja-
cent to, or down flow from, the source vent resulting from 
the lava flowing into a previously formed depression (e.g. 
Wilson and Parfitt 1993, Stovall et al. 2009; Harris 2008; 
Patrick et al. 2011). Such features are better known as inac-
tive or passive lava lakes in which there is no convection and 
lava remains within the confining pit to stagnate and cool in 
place (e.g. Harris et al. 2005; Harris 2008; Lev et al. 2019). 
An example of an inactive lava lake was the ‘Alae pit crater 
in Kīlauea (Swanson et al. 1972). Therefore, it seems that 
lava pool or pond is not a proper term to describe the hosted 
lava within crater C. Several interpretations of this feature 
can be considered: 1) crater C could have hosted an active 
lava lake such as Masaya, Ambrym, or Erta Ale (e.g. Duf-
fell et al. 2003; Harris et al 2005; Allard et al. 2016), or 2) 
it was just the uppermost part of a conduit as has been sug-
gested for Erebus (Vergniolle and Bouche 2016; Vergniolle 
and Métrich, in revision, this issue) and Villarica (Witter 
et al. 2004), or 3) it was a flank feature sitting over an active 
vent and feeding further discharge such as the effusive vents 
observed during the 2002–2003 flank eruption at Stromboli 
volcano (Calvari et al. 2005). This is still an open question.

A convective regime allows a lava lake to remain active 
(e.g. Tazieff 1994; Harris 2008; Lev et al. 2019) and has 
been invoked to explain the unbalance between the large vol-
umes of magma degassed and the small volume of magma 
erupted at persistently degassing volcanoes such as Izu-
Oshima, Villarrica or Erta Ale (e.g. Kazahaya et al. 1994; 
Harris et al. 2005; Palma et al. 2011). Comparisons of  SO2 

petrological budget (based on melt inclusions) and  SO2 flux 
(correlation spectrometry, COSPEC) were made at Arenal 
by William-Jones et al. (2001) and Wade et al. (2006). Wil-
liams-Jones et al. (2001) obtained a petrological emission 
of ~ 0.41 Mt based on clinopyroxene- and plagioclase-hosted 
melt inclusions which was 3–9 times lower than the 1.3 Mt 
in average obtained from COSPEC (and as high as 3.9 Mt, 
considering windspeed and other caveats). However, Wade 
et al. (2006) considered that the melt inclusions of Williams-
Jones et al. (2001) were dacitic and hence considerably more 
degassed than the ones expected from a basaltic-andesitic 
eruption. Instead, Wade et al. (2006) considered their mafic 
to intermediate inclusions to be more representative of the 
modern Arenal magma and obtained  SO2 estimates between 
500 and 1500 ppm, which is within the range of those 
obtained with COSPEC by Williams-Jones et al. (2001). 
In general, this suggests that Arenal is being continuously 
supplied by fresh hot undegassed magma (Williams-Jones 
et al. 2001). Thus, there is probably no apparent unbalance 
between degassing and magma erupted. However, these 
results should be taken with caution as there is not enough 
data to characterise in more detail the  SO2 flux variations 
throughout the entire eruptive stage of Arenal and further 
analysis should be carried out in this respect. Other obser-
vations like the uni-directional flow (Cigolini et al. 1984), 
glowing, “hornitos” and spatter cones are not conclusive of a 
convective regime as they are also observed during lava effu-
sion (e.g. Head and Wilson 1989; Vergniolle and Mangan 
2000; Calvari et al. 2005). While magma convection may 
operate in low-viscosity basaltic systems, this mechanism 
may not be important in more evolved volcanic systems, due 
to the extensive degassing-induced crystallisation in the con-
duit (Edmonds et al. 2022). Further research and modelling 
is needed to better constrain the properties and dynamics of 
the so called “lava pool” and the conduit at Arenal.

Explosive activity

The explosive activity during the 1968–2010 eruption is 
poorly understood in terms of mechanisms, products and 
temporal variations. The products of the 29–31 July 1968 
explosive onset are described by Alvarado et al. (2006), 
while available information of the open-vent phase regard-
ing eruptive column heights and ballistics can be found in 
Table S1 (Supplementary Material 1), and the few textural 
descriptions of explosion products can be found in Barquero 
and Alvarado (1989a), Dellino and Alvarado (1992) and 
Cole et al. (2005).

The main explosive phase that occurred between 29 and 
31 July 1968, which is the onset of the 1968–2010 erup-
tion, had a VEI of 3 and fed columns up to 10 km in height. 
This opening phase continued until mid-September, but the 
VEI dropped to 1–2 and lava effusion began (Alvarado et al. 
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2006). Thereafter, the eruption was mostly effusive until 
1984, except for brief periods of explosive activity in 1975, 
1980 and 1981. Frequent explosive activity started in mid-
1984 and varied between one and six explosions per hour 
according to monitoring data collected between 1986 and 
2004 (Fig. 5b). Cole et al. (2005) reported 250  gm−2  day−1 of 
tephra emitted in 1989, reflecting intense explosive activity 
that generated ash plumes reaching 1.5–2 km between 1984 
and 1989 (Table S1, Supplementary Material 1). Tephra fall 
was collected by Observatorio Sismológico y Vulcanológico 
de Arenal y Miravalles at a site located 1.8 km west (735 m 
a.s.l.) of the active crater between 1992 and 2006 (Soto 1998; 
Vargas et al. 2006). This collection system showed a peak in 
August 1996 at 64  gm−2  day−1 and another in June–August 
1997 at 54  gm−2  day−1. These peaks were associated with 
frequent and stronger explosions that produced 1–1.5-km-
high ash-laden columns and ballistic blocks. The mass of 
tephra was < 10  gm−2  day−1 from 1998 to May 2006, when 
the last samples were obtained (Fig. 5b). From 2006 to 2010, 
the quantities recorded at the collecting site were only traces 
amounts. The ballistics ranged from 0.5 to 4 m in diameter 
and reached distances of 0.5 to 2.1 km from crater C between 
1984 and 1992. These generated impact craters, with widths 
and depths of 0.8–2 m and 0.2–4 m, respectively (Table S1, 
Supplementary Material 1).

Melson (1989) and Barboza and Melson (1990) provided 
a detailed description of the explosive activity carried out 
from 1 to 13 April 1989, based on the types and intensity 
of the sounds and the associated products. On this basis, 
they distinguished three types of events: 1) explosions, 2) 
“whooshes” and 3) “chugs”. The explosions were the most 
intense events and had a short energy release (< 2 s). They 
were accompanied by blocks and bombs, 0.3–1-km-high 
plumes with low volumes of tephra and infrequent pyro-
clastic density currents. The strongest explosions occurred 
after a long quiescence time (~ 2 h). “Whooshes” were small 
sustained events that generated jet engine sounds with emis-
sion of blocks and bombs, also described as bomb fountain 
by Melson (1989), and fine tephra. “Chugs” were rhythmic 
gas emissions that sounded like a steam locomotive and 
with or without ejection of small amounts of tephra (Mel-
son 1989; Barboza and Melson 1990; Benoit and McNutt 
1997). “Chugging” has also been observed at other vol-
canoes such as Karymsky and Sangay (Johnson and Lees 
2000), Reventador (Lees et al. 2008) and Fuego (Lyons et al. 
2010). “Whooshes” frequently preceded the chugging, as has 
also been observed in the Karymsky, Sangay and Reventador 
(Johnson and Lees 2000; Lees et al. 2008).

The explosive activity at Arenal has been described as 
strombolian by most authors (Barquero et al. 1984; Barquero 
and Alvarado 1989a; Dellino and Alvarado 1992; Williams-
Jones et al. 2001; Szramek et al. 2006). In contrast, few 
authors interpreted the explosive activity as vulcanian (Cole 

et al. 2005; Mora et al. 2013). Johnson (2004) and Alvarado 
(2011) considered that Arenal explosive activity could be 
both strombolian and vulcanian. To date, there is no con-
sensus on whether the Arenal explosive activity was purely 
strombolian or vulcanian. We will address this aspect later 
in the discussion.

Pyroclastic density currents were also common at Are-
nal (Fig. 3g). For this review, we completed and revised 
the catalogue of pyroclastic density currents obtained by 
Alvarado and Arroyo (2000) by carefully reviewing the 
eruptive activity reports from the local observatory net-
work and reports published by the Global Volcanism Pro-
gram, as well as the studies of Alvarado and Soto (2002) 
and Cole et al. (2005). This updated catalogue is given as 
Table S2 in Supplementary Material 2. From 1986 to 1991, 
pyroclastic density currents occurred mainly by column col-
lapse at a rate of < 20 events per year and with run-outs of 
0.5–1.5 km towards the NW and S flanks (Fig. 5c and d). 
Between 1991 and 2001, the largest pyroclastic density cur-
rents (on 28 August 1993, 5 May 1998, 23 August 2000 
and 24–26 August 2001) were generated by the collapse the 
crater C wall combined with the overflow of the lava pond 
(Alvarado and Soto 2002; Alvarado et al. 2003, 2010). The 
run-outs and velocities of these large pyroclastic density cur-
rents were 2–3.2 km and 11–33 m  s−1, respectively, while 
subsequent lava flows reached velocities between 30 and 
125 m  day−1 and distances from 700 to 500 m the first day 
(Alvarado and Soto 2002).

Lava front collapses produced block-and-ash-type pyro-
clastic density currents during the last stage of the eruption 
(Stage 7: 2000-October 2010). Once the lava flow front col-
lapsed, a depressurisation flow interior occurred, to gener-
ate the pyroclastic density current (e.g. Rose et al. 1976; 
Fink and Kiefer 1993; Harris et al. 2002). Consequently, 
the event changed from a rocky slide to a pyroclastic den-
sity current, over a very short period of time (less than one 
or two seconds). Similar mechanisms have been observed 
from the dacitic lava flow of Santiaguito in Guatemala (Rose 
et al. 1976; Harris et al. 2002; Rhodes et al. 2018) and the 
dacitic dome of Unzen in Japan (e.g. Suto et al. 1993; Yama-
moto et al. 1993; Cordonnier et al. 2009). The pyroclas-
tic density currents resulting from lava front collapses had 
run-outs < 1 km and were very frequent in the period 2001 
to July 2010. From 2001 to 2005, pyroclastic density cur-
rents associated with flow front collapse flowed towards the 
N-NNE and NW, whereas from 2005 to 2010, the pyroclastic 
density currents flowed to the SW, S and SSE, depending on 
the direction of the lava flows.

Lava flow descriptions

The almost continuous effusion of lava from 1968 to 2010 
at Arenal, resulted in a 4 km long and 4.5 km wide lava 
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field that became part of the group of historical basaltic 
and basaltic–andesitic lava fields, along with other cases 
such as Kilauea and Mauna Loa, Etna and Piton de la Four-
naise, among others (Kilburn 2000). This made Arenal a 
field laboratory for studying the morphology and dynamics 
of andesitic lava flows as it is evidenced by several studies 
such as Bennett and Raccichini (1977), Borgia and Cigo-
lini (1980), Borgia et al. (1983), Cigolini et al. (1984), and 
Linneman and Borgia (1993). These studies provided fun-
damental information for modelling the morphology and 
dynamics of lava flows and lava flow fronts in terms of rhe-
ological and topographic constrains as well as understand-
ing the developing of lava fields, particularly those of ‘a’a 
and blocky flows (e.g. Baloga and Pieri 1986; Dragoni et al. 
1986, 2005; Kilburn and Lopes 1991).

Between 1990 and 2010, extensive mapping of the lava 
flows was done with binoculars and benchmarks previously 
set as references above the elevation of 900 m, which is 
the steepest and most dangerous area of the cone. Below 
this elevation, the mapping was done by basic topographic 
surveys. This allowed a complete description and charac-
terisation of the lava flows, hence a better calculation of the 
discharge rates. The long lava flows from early 1990s (up to 
3.2 km long) shifted to much shorter flows during the last 
stage of the eruption (2000-October 2010), when lavas were 
emitted at a rate of 0.1  m3  s−1 (a third of the rate in most of 
the 1990s) (Fig. 5a). The lava flows did not extend beyond 
the upper parts of the active crater (< 0.6 km) and moved 
along very steep slopes (> 35°), generating instabilities of 
the lava fronts that led to frequent incandescent rock slides, 
and eventual pyroclastic density currents, when the detached 
volume was high enough (usually >  104  m3). Such incandes-
cent slides and the generation of pyroclastic density currents 
have been described elsewhere, as Stromboli (Lodato et al. 
2007) and Santiaguito (Rose et al. 1976), respectively. The 
reworked and abraded rolling blocks (decimetric to metric) 
formed fans supported by grains or by sand. These depos-
its are very thick (tens of metres) in the middle part of the 
volcano, typically between 1 and 2 km from the active cra-
ter. The texture of these deposits is usually heterogeneous, 
facially and granulometrically, depending on the volumes 
detached from the flows.

Lava flow field and final volumes erupted

Wadge (1983) and Wadge et al. (2006) conducted estimates 
of the volume of the lava flow field and discharge rates at 
Arenal from topographic data collected by radar interferom-
etry, stereo-photogrammetry and field survey. Wadge (1983) 
made the estimates for the period from 1968 to 1980, which 
were then recalculated and extended to 2004 by Wadge 
et al. (2006). Macfarlane et al. (2006) conducted short-term 
all-weather volcano topography imaging sensor (AVTIS) 

radar measurements in April and May 2005 to determine 
topographic changes associated with the advance of the lava 
flows and to estimate the discharge rate.

Although highly accurate, the topographic maps of the 
lava flow field from Wadge (1983) and Wadge et al. (2006) 
were obtained by different techniques and periods which 
makes estimates not necessarily uniform. For this review, 
we thus conducted a new estimation of the volume of the 
lava flow field and of the 1968–2010 erupted material by 
differencing the 1961 (1:50 000 scale map), 2005 (1:25 000) 
and 2014–2019 (1:5000) topographies provided by Instituto 
Geográfico Nacional. For all maps, we calculated 10-m-res-
olution elevation models by using triangulated irregular net-
work (TIN) interpolation and then corrected by filling the no 
data areas by interpolating from valid pixels around the edges 
of the area. The three elevation models were referenced to 
the same CRTM05 coordinate system, which is the official 
one for Costa Rica. As no well-distributed reference points 
were available, the coordinates and elevations of the Instituto 
Costarricense de Electricidad dry tilt stations used during the 
1980s and 1990s (Alvarado et al. 1988a; Soto 1991), as well 
as those of the seismic antennas deployed in 1997 (Métaxian 
et al. 2002; Mora 2003, Mora et al. 2004, 2006; Almendros 
et al. 2012, 2014), and 2008 (Guerrier 2012) were used to 
assess, approximately, the accuracy of the elevation models. 
The location and elevation of the dry tilt sites and seismic 
antennas were measured by the Topography Department of 
the Instituto Costarricense de Electricidad, so they are suf-
ficiently precise for this purpose. A total of 131 points were 
obtained, of which 91 are on the western and south-western 
flanks and the rest are distributed on the northern and east-
ern flanks of the volcano (Table S3, Supplementary Material 
3). We obtained a root mean square error (RMSE) (Pakok-
sung and Takagi 2016) values of 14.35, 7.3 and 8.15 m for 
the elevation models of 1961, 2005 and 2014, respectively, 
considering all the points (Table S4, Supplementary Mate-
rial 3). If we use only the points situated on the northern 
(outside of the lava flow field) and eastern flanks, which are 
not strongly affected by the deposits of the eruptive activ-
ity, we obtain root mean square error values of 21.70, 3.10 
and 3.60 m for the 1961, 2005 and 2014 elevation models, 
respectively (Table S4, Supplementary Material 3). In this 
last case, for the 2005 and 2014 elevation models the root 
mean square errors are improved, whereas it increases for 
the 1961 elevation model.

To estimate the volume of the lava flow field and the total 
volume of the 1968–2010 eruption products, we used the 
contours shown in figure S1 in Supplementary Material 3. 
To account for the boundary effect, we used a buffer of 20 m 
which represent uncertainties less than 1%. The results of 
the volume calculations are shown in Table 1. The correc-
tion of the volumes to dense rock equivalent was conducted 
considering global porosity of 19.6% by prorating 65% lavas 
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at 14% porosity and 35% of pyroclasts, epiclasts and blocky 
fans at 30% porosity. We consider this proportion reason-
able as the contribution of pyroclastic density currents and 
tephra fall is not quite minimal, but only into the lava field 
(Wadge et al. 2006). The porosity values for lavas and pyro-
clasts have been chosen following Wadge et al. (2006) and 
Alvarado et al. (2006). The dense rock equivalent volume of 
527 ± 58  Mm3 for the lava flow field is consistent with the 
results obtained by Wadge et al. (2006). The additional vol-
ume added from 2005 to 2010 is about 25 ± 3  Mm3 which is 
in the order of the expected volume considering ~ 0.1  m3  s−1 
(Wadge et al. 2006; Taylor and Soto 2010) for that period. 
The total dense rock equivalent volume change along the 
volcanic edifice is 732 ± 75  Mm3.

If we compare the volcano surface before and after the 
eruption, we notice that most of the new volume is distrib-
uted towards the western and north-western flanks, where lava 
flows, pyroclastic density currents and ash fall accumulated 
(Fig. 6). To a lesser extent, there are subtle changes to the east 
and south-east flanks due to erosion and reworking of erupted 
material. The maximum elevation change is 292 m related 
to the maximum thickness of the lava flow field area corre-
sponding to the cone C. In addition, the summit, which was 
almost perfectly conical before 1968, became asymmetrical 
due the construction of cone C and began to exceed the height 
of crater D in 1991 (Figs. 3e-f and 5d). While the elevation of 
crater C increased as described before, the elevation of crater 
D decreased by ~ 30 m, mostly due to erosion generated by 
explosive activity and bombardment of large ballistics from 
crater C, as it was witnessed by the authors through the erup-
tion (i.e. Global Volcanism Program 1988) (Fig. 6).

As it is given in Table 1, 70% of the total dense rock 
equivalent volume corresponds to the lava field area, where 
most of the new erupted material accumulated. The other 
30% was accumulated mostly on the ample fan farther the 
lava field to the west (Fig. 6), where most of the pyroclas-
tic density currents from 1968 were deposited (isopachs in 
Alvarado et al. 2006), and a thick pile of reworked material 
from the lavas was deposited as well. The Tabacón valley 
on the north-western flank was filled by pyroclastic density 
currents from 1968, 1975 and 1993, adding some 0.5% of 
the volume erupted (Fig. 6). The erosion of the newly depos-
ited lava flows, especially triggered by heavy rains and flash 

floods, deposited thick narrow fans along the Cedeño lake 
basin (north), Agua Caliente river and tributaries (south-
west), Guillermina creek (northeast), Calle de Arena creek 
and its tributaries and Chato creek (east) (Fig. 6), and many 
other smaller creeks all around the volcano (Zapata and Soto 
1991). Part of this reworked material is evidently not from the 
latest eruption, coming down the slopes by erosion caused by 
bombardment, deterioration of the upper cone vegetation and 
a renewal of the erosive pattern. It is very difficult to assess 
the volume eroded and redeposited, as well as to calculate the 
apparent volume added by an increase in the porosity of the 
new deposits compared to the older ones eroded. If we take 
into account that 35% of the total new volume of the cone is 
from pyroclasts (~ 50% of the total) and epiclastics (~ 50% 
of the total), and from those epiclastics less than one-third is 
older material (cf. Zapata and Soto 1991) with an increase of 
50% of its original volume, we have no more than 3% of the 
total volume as a bulking up of the older material reworked 
and redeposited as apparently new. This is one-third of the 
uncertainty and therefore probably included into.

Discharge rates

The evolution of the discharge rate is shown in Fig. 5a. The 
displacement of eruptive activity from crater A to C reduced 
the discharge rate by a factor of 2 (Wadge 1983). To explain 
this, Wadge (1983) modelled a plumbing system in which 
craters A and C were located above extensive eastward-dip-
ping conduits that converge towards a point vertically below 
the crater D and attributed the drop in the discharge rate to 
the difference in static pressure generated by the additional 
weight of the 400 m of magma between the craters. Such 
inverse correlation between the mean effusion rates and the 
elevation of the effusive vents was observed at Stromboli 
(Ripepe et al. 2017) and is driven by the magma column 
stored in the central conduit system above the lateral vent 
(Ripepe et al. 2015, 2017). It means that a steady supply of 
magma from depth is needed to maintain the long-lasting 
eruption at Arenal in addition to the gravity-driven discharge 
dynamics (Ripepe et al. 2015), as supported by petrological 
and geochemical data (Streck et al. 2002; Gill et al. 2006) and 
 SO2 estimates (Williams-Jones et al. 2001; Wade et al. 2006).

Table 1  Estimates of the lava 
flow field and total volume 
erupted at Arenal volcano

Period Lava flow field Total volume change of Arenal volcano

Elevation model dif-
ference volume
(Mm3)

Dense Rock 
Equivalent (DRE)
(Mm3)

Elevation model dif-
ference volume
(Mm3)

Dense Rock 
Equivalent 
(DRE)
(Mm3)

1961–2014 613 ± 67 527 ± 58 941 ± 96 757 ± 77
1961–2005 583 ± 64 502 ± 55 910 ± 93 732 ± 75
2005–2014 30 ± 3 25 ± 3 31 ± 3 25 ± 2
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Petrology and rheology

The erupted products of Arenal range from basaltic to 
dacitic in compositions. While the  SiO2 content for tephra 
ranges from ~ 49 to 63 wt % that for the lava spans within 
a narrower range of ~ 54 of 56 wt % (Borgia et al. 1988; 
Bolge et al. 2006). There is consensus over a mid-crustal 
(~ 10 km deep) provenance of Arenal magmas (e.g. Cigolini 
and Kudo 1987; Cigolini 1998; Streck et al. 2005; Ryder 
et al. 2006). This is also consistent with geodetic observa-
tions (Wadge 1983; Ebmeier et al. 2010, 2014; Mora et al. 
2013) and volatiles in melt inclusions that show degassing 
coupled with magma fractionation and ascent from ~ 2 kbar 
(~ 7 km; Wade et al. 2006). This magma source is also con-
firmed by seismic tomography in which a negative velocity 
anomaly beneath Arenal has been observed at a depth of 
between 4 and 9 km (Núñez et al. 2020).

Phenocryst-rich basaltic–andesites erupted during 
the 1968–2010 eruptive phase have an  SiO2 content in 
the range 54–57 wt % (Reagan et al. 1987; Streck et al. 
2005; Ryder et  al. 2006). Tephra deposits from the 
opening explosive phase (29–31 July 1968) have some 
of the highest  SiO2 contents (56–57 wt %) and indicate 

slightly zoned reservoir at the beginning of the eruption 
(Alvarado et al. 2006). Despite this, small compositional 
range mineral compositions record a complex magmatic 
history during the 1968–2010 eruption (Parat et al. 2014). 
Multiple geochemical models have been proposed to explain 
the source and evolution of Arenal magmas (e.g. Reagan 
et al. 1987; Cigolini 1998; Streck et al. 2002, 2005; Ryder 
et al. 2006; Szramek et al. 2006). The models agree on a 
multi-stage evolution of the magmatic system starting 
from a stratified magma reservoir perturbed by a deeper 
basaltic intrusion, leading to the onset of the eruption in 
1968. However, the models differ on the mechanisms of 
magma generation and evolution during the remainder of 
the eruption. Reagan et al. (1987) initially proposed a three-
stage process of fractional crystallisation, magma mixing 
and fractional crystallisation plus recharge. Instead, Cigolini 
(1998) defined an evolution implying assimilation, fractional 
crystallisation, recharge and, finally, crystal fractionation. 
Streck et al. (2002, 2005) concluded that Arenal magmas 
resulted from multiple mixing stages. Finally, Ryder et al. 
(2006) proposed a simpler two-stage model, subdividing 
the second one into four stages, invoking only fractional 
crystallisation and recharge to explain most of the observed 

Fig. 6  Comparison of Arenal elevation models before the eruption 
and after the eruption. The following features are shown: blue con-
tour: mostly lavas, pyroclastic density currents and block fans; green: 
July 1968 pyroclastic density current deposits and epiclastics (west-
ward), and 1975 pyroclastic density current deposit on NW; Violet: 
epiclastic-rich valleys and fans. Below, two comparative topographic 

profiles are displayed in N–S (left) and W–E (right) directions (their 
location is indicated by yellow dash lines on the maps). The black 
arrows that point down indicate the intersection of both profiles. Insti-
tuto Geográfico Nacional provided the Arenal digital elevation model 
based on 2014–2019 images. Local coordinates EPSG 5456 Lambert 
North
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variations in bulk composition. Regardless of the number of 
stages proposed, the first half of the 1970s marked a change 
in the system dynamics, with the ascent rate (Szramek et al. 
2006) and discharge rate (Wadge 1983; Wadge et al. 2006) 
both decreasing. In parallel, in 1974 the eruptive activity 
shifted from crater A to crater C (Wadge 1983; Fig. 1b). 
Ryder et al. (2006) proposed that early 1971 marked the 
shift from closed to open-vent activity.

Different works studied the long-lasting and steady nature 
of the 1968–2010 eruption (e.g. Wadge 1983; William-Jones 
et al. 2001; Streck et al. 2002), even though none of them has 
covered the final stage (from 2000 to October 2010). Streck 
et al. (2002) inferred that Arenal is underlain by a continu-
ously active, small-volume magmatic reservoir. They argued 
that the reservoir was maintained in a quasi-steady state by 
basalt recharge over several decades. This hypothesis is sup-
ported by the magma budget estimates carried out by Wadge 
(1983) and Wadge et al. (2006),  SO2 fluxes obtained by Wil-
liam-Jones et al. (2001) and the geodetic studies of Ebmeier 
et al. (2010) and Mora et al. (2013). Gill et al. (2006) pointed 
out that the period from 1968 to 1970 involved the eruption 
of increasingly mafic magma. However, from 1970 to 2000, 
the steady phase was dominated by recharge by a chemically 
different and more mafic magma that probably initiated and 
sustained the eruption up to its end (Gill et al. 2006).

Kozono and Koyaguchi (2009) obtained a viscosity for a 
parental hot (950–1050 °C) and hydrous (4 wt. %  H2O) magma 
(crystal-liquid mix) in the range of  102.5–104 Pa∙s. To calculate 
this, they used a combined model from Hui and Zhang (2007) 
and Costa (2005) along with geochemical and petrological data 
from Reagan et al. (1987), Streck and Wacaster (2006) and 
Wade et al. (2006). In contrast, Bertolino et al. (2009) obtained 
viscosities in the order of  106 Pa∙s for a melt with crystallinity 
42–54 vol. % at or near the surface and under dry conditions by 
using a modified Tamman–Vogel–Fulcher (M-TVF) equation 
combined with the modified Einstein–Roscoe (MER) equa-
tions. The viscosities were explained by Wade et al. (2006, 
Fig. 2), who showed magma differentiation from a basaltic 
magma (4 wt. %  H2O) at 0.2 GPa (~ 5 km) to a basaltic andesite 
to andesitic magma (1 wt. %  H2O) at < 0.02 GPa (< 1 km). 
Crystallinity at or near the surface could also reach ~ 55% 
(Reagan et al. 1987; Szramek et al. 2006), also contributing to 
the increase in viscosity of the mixture (Cigolini et al. 1984; 
Bertolino et al. 2009).

What we have learned from a geophysical 
perspective?

Seismicity at Arenal: 1968–2010

Seismological investigations at Arenal began shortly after 
the beginning of the 1968 eruption, when Matumoto (1968) 

deployed instruments from 6 to 14 August 1968, at La For-
tuna and La Palma, 6.8 km east and 3.6 km north–north-east 
from the active crater, respectively. This installation resulted 
in counting of microearthquakes (typically magnitude 2–3 
and no greater than 3.5) and made the first description of 
microtremors. Later, Minakami et al. (1969) installed the 
first two large aperture arrays (three stations each) at the 
same locations. The first array at La Fortuna had distances 
between seismometers of 1.4 km to 3.4 km and started 
recording on 25 and 29 August 1968, while the array at La 
Palma had distances between seismometers of ~ 1 km and 
began recording on 29 September 1968. During two weeks 
of observations, Minakami et al. (1969) described volcano-
tectonic, long-period and tremor events. Minakami et al. 
(1969) also made the first description of an explosion quake, 
as recorded on 16 September 1968 at 21:49:34, which had 
an impulsive positive onset at all stations that they explained 
by a compressive source.

Numerous studies came over the following five decades, 
focusing on understanding Arenal's seismicity and its rela-
tion with the eruptive activity. From 1968 until the late 
1990s, most of the studies described the waveform and the 
spectral content of the seismic signals without accounting 
for the temporal evolution of their characteristics (Minakami 
et al. 1969; Matumoto 1976; Alvarado and Barquero 1987; 
Morales et al. 1988; Melson 1989; Barboza and Melson 
1990; Barquero et al. 1992; Métaxian et al. 1996; Mora 
1999a; Soto et al. 1998). However, from 1998 to 2010, seis-
mological studies evolved towards more detailed descrip-
tions and analyse by introducing time–frequency methods, 
revealing a wide variety of patterns (Benoit and McNutt 
1997; Alvarado et al. 1997; Hagerty et al. 1997, 2000; Mora 
2003; Lesage et al. 2006).

Álvarez et al. (2009) and Cortés et al. (2009, 2021) used 
descriptive databases of Arenal seismicity to develop and 
test automatic detection, classification and recognition sys-
tems of volcano-seismic events. Such systems are now more 
efficient and prove to be important tools for monitoring, 
especially in the case of a seismic crisis when a large num-
ber of events must be processed in a short amount of time 
(e.g. Benítez et al. 2007; Beyreuther et al. 2008; Arámbula-
Mendoza et al. 2018).

Classification of seismic events

The characteristic Arenal seismicity includes five types of 
event that have since been known to characterise such per-
sistently active open-vent systems: (1) explosion quakes, 
(2) long-period events, (3) harmonic tremor, (4) spasmodic 
tremor and (5) volcano-tectonic events. This has resulted in 
Arenal becoming the benchmark for studies and classification 
of seismic events at other open-vent systems such as Karym-
sky, Sangay, Fuego, Colima and Merapi (e.g. Johnson et al. 
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1998; Lees and Ruiz 2008; Lyons et al. 2010; Arámbula-
Mendoza et al. 2011; Budi-Santoso et al. 2013). Here, we 
define each of these signals as witnessed in the Arenal record.

Explosion quakes

These signals are low frequency and concomitant with the 
explosions (Fig. 7a and b). An air-shock wave was frequently 
recognised several seconds after the P-wave onset, which was 
a characteristic feature from 1984 up to the late 1990s (e.g. 
Barquero et al. 1992; Métaxian et al. 1996; Alvarado et al. 
1997; Hagerty et al. 2000). As also observed since at, for 
example, Pavlov, Stromboli, Sakurajima and Popocatépetl 

(e.g. Garcés et al. 2000; Ripepe et al. 2001a; Morrissey 
et al. 2008; Mendo-Pérez et al. 2021). The explosions were 
recorded up to a very long distance of 92 km (Barquero 1988), 
and the air-shock wave caused window vibrations and an 
audible boom up to several kilometres, even at Observatorio 
Sismológico de Arenal y Miravalles headquarters located 
23 km west of the volcano. Métaxian et al. (1996) and Hagerty 
et al. (1997, 2000) observed that every explosion was recorded 
as an identical waveform, which is also characteristic at other 
open-vent volcanoes such as Karymsky, Erebus and Yasur 
(e.g. Johnson et al. 1998; Rowe et al. 2000; Battaglia et al. 
2016). From 1998 up to 2010, this typical audible boom 
progressively disappeared as the explosive activity waned.

Fig. 7  Examples of typical seis-
mic events of Arenal. The left 
column depicts the normalised 
velocity waveforms and the 
right column the corresponding 
spectrograms. a Explosive event 
with air-shock wave. b Explo-
sive event without air-shock 
wave. c “Whoosh” event. d 
Harmonic tremor. e Spasmodic 
tremor
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Alvarado and Barquero (1987), Morales et al. (1988) and 
Barquero et al. (1992) recognised that long-period events 
and explosion quakes could have harmonic tremor-like codas 
(Fig. 7c). These complex signals correspond to small explo-
sions (so called “whooshes”) followed by rhythmic gas emis-
sions accompanied by harmonic tremor (so called “chugs”) 
(Melson 1989; Barboza and Melson 1990; Benoit and 
McNutt 1997). The long tremor-like coda of the chugging 
used to have a fundamental frequency gliding from about 2 
to 3 Hz (Benoit and McNutt 1997; Lesage et al. 2006).

Long‑period events

Long-period events are discrete transients with an emergent 
onset and energy distributed at frequencies in the range 
0.5–5 Hz (e.g. Chouet 1996; Lyons et al. 2014; McNutt and 
Roman 2015) and have also since being recognised at other 
open-vent systems such as Stromboli, Soufriere Hills (Mont-
serrat) and Etna (e.g. Acernese et al. 2004; Neuberg et al. 
2006; Cannata et al. 2015). These types of signals were little 
described in the specific case of Arenal. However, studies 
agree that they are very similar in frequency range (1–3 Hz) 
and waveform to explosions, except that their records do not 
show the acoustic phase. Consequently, there are no funda-
mental differences in source mechanisms for long-period 
events and explosion quakes (Métaxian et al. 1996; Hagerty 
et al. 2000; Lesage et al. 2006).

Harmonic tremor

Harmonic tremor is a persistent ground vibration lasting from 
several minutes to several hours and even days. It has a regu-
lar wave appearance in the time domain and exhibits a set of 
narrow, evenly spaced frequency peaks with a fundamental 
frequency and its harmonic overtones (e.g. Konstantinou and 
Schlindwein 2003; McNutt and Roman 2015; Saccorotti and 
Lokmer 2021). It is an extremely common signal at open-
vent systems such as Semeru, Sakurajima, Popocatépetl and 
Shinmoedake (e.g. Schlindwein et al. 1995; Maryanto et al. 
2008; Arámbula-Mendoza et al. 2016; Natsume et al 2019) 
and has been the subject of a wide range of studies to model 
its source processes (e.g. Julian 1994; Chouet 1988; Julian 
2000; Hellweg 2000; Bercovici et al. 2013; Dmitrieva et al. 
2013; Montegrossi et al. 2019; Takeo 2021).

Harmonic tremor was the most conspicuous signal at 
Arenal and the most studied. Minakami et al. (1969), Alva-
rado and Barquero (1987), Alvarado et al. (1988b), Barquero 
et al. (1992) and Métaxian et al. (1996) reported fundamen-
tal frequencies as low as 0.5 and 0.65 Hz. Studies conducted 
after 1997 do not report such low frequencies. Instead, they 
are fairly consistent in reporting fundamental frequencies 
at ~ 0.9 Hz (Hagerty et al. 1997, 2000; Mora 1999a, 2003; Les-
age et al. 2006) or in the range of 1.8–1.9 Hz (Alvarado et al. 

1997; Benoit and McNutt 1997; Hagerty et al. 1997, 2000; 
Soto et al. 1998; Mora 2003; Lesage et al. 2006). Furthermore, 
studies consistently reported a peak at 1.8–2 Hz (which is an 
even overtone of the 0.9 Hz frequency) as the largest, regard-
less of the type of instrumentation or observation site (Fig. 7d).

Spasmodic tremor

Spasmodic tremor is an irregular, sometimes pulsating sig-
nal, characterised by its long duration (hours to days) and 
broad spectrum reaching frequencies above 5 Hz (e.g. Kon-
stantinou and Schlindwein 2003; McNutt and Roman 2015; 
Saccorotti and Lokmer 2021). This type of tremor has been 
observed, for example, at Krafla, Galeras, Deception Island, 
Popocatépetl, Kelud (e.g. Brandsdóttir and Einarsson 1992; 
Gil-Cruz 1999; Almendros et al. 1997; Arámbula-Mendoza 
et al. 2016; Hidayati et al. 2019) and has been associated 
with magma intrusion, long-period event swarms, sustained 
water steam phases, ash venting and volcano-tectonic events 
bursts. At Arenal, this non-harmonic tremor is usually in 
the range of 1–6 Hz, with the record being dominated by 
multiple uncorrelated frequency peaks (Alvarado et al. 1997; 
Mora 2003; Lesage et al. 2006) (Fig. 7e).

Volcano‑tectonic events

Volcano-tectonic events are high (2–20 Hz) frequency events 
with distinguishable P and S phases, generated by brittle 
fracture and movement along faults (e.g. Roman and Cash-
man 2006; White and McCausland 2016; Saccorotti and 
Lokmer 2021). According to Roman and Cashman (2006), 
volcano-tectonic events have been recorded in a variety of 
volcanic settings and types of magma involved in eruptions, 
such as: Mount Unzen eruption in 1991 (extensional graben/
arc, dacite), Soufriere Hills eruption in 1995 (compressive/
arc, andesite), Miyake-jima eruption in 2000 (compressive/
triple junction, basalt–basaltic andesite) and Etna eruption 
in 1991 (mixed compression/extension, basalt).

Little is known about volcano-tectonic seismicity at Are-
nal. A few studies have described volcano-tectonic swarms 
prior to the eruptions of 1968 and 1975 (Matumoto 1976; 
Barquero et al. 1992; Alvarado et al. 2006), as well as prior 
to some pyroclastic density currents (Barquero et al. 1992; 
Alvarado et al. 1998; Arroyo et al. 1999, 2000; Alvarado and 
Soto 2002). Hagerty (1998) observed that much of the seis-
micity reported as tectonic was indistinguishable from the 
explosion quakes, leading him to think that it was possible 
that much of the reported seismicity was due to explosions. 
Furthermore, Hagerty (1998) also mentioned that volcano-
tectonic activity was rare in Arenal, which is also reinforced 
by the fact that there are practically no reports of it in the 
Arenal literature. Alternatively, it is possible that this seismic-
ity was of low magnitude and difficult to recognise due to the 
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great amplitude of low-frequency seismicity caused by the 
eruptive activity.

We obtained the volcano-tectonic event catalogue from 
the Observatorio Sismológico y Vulcanológico de Arenal 
y Miravalles, which extends from 2001 to 2021. Events 
within a range of 3 km from the summit crater and with a 
magnitude greater than 1.5 were selected. The events with 
large uncertainties were also filtered out. The remaining 
locations are shown in Fig. 8. We can observe that most 

seismic activity is located on the western and southern 
flanks of the volcano at shallow depths (< 6 km) and 
with magnitudes less than 3.5. This seismicity could cor-
respond to: 1) activity of regional faults delimiting the 
graben on which Arenal is built, as well as other faults 
crossing the cone, 2) a magma feeding system that may be 
slightly shifted towards the west, and/or a combination of 
both. A more detailed study of this seismicity would be 

Fig. 8  Volcano-tectonic seismicity at Arenal from April 2001 to 
August 2021 (M ≥ 1.5). The colour code indicates the date (year-
month) of the events and the size of the symbols depends on their 

magnitude. Instituto Geográfico Nacional provided the Arenal digi-
tal elevation model based on 2014–2019 images. Local coordinates 
EPSG 5456 Lambert North
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required to assess these hypotheses for the origin of such 
volcano-tectonic events.

Precursory seismicity

The precursory seismicity of the 29 July 1968 eruption 
consisted of volcano-tectonic swarms that were felt by the 
inhabitants (Table 2). The deployment of the first seis-
mic network in 1974, allowed the instrumental observa-
tion of an eruption on 17 June 1975, and some precursor 
swarms, for the first time in Costa Rica (Matumoto 1976; 
Barquero et al. 1992). However, it was not until 1998, 
when Alvarado et al. (1998) and later Alvarado and Soto 
(2002) reported systematic precursory seismicity prior 
to pyroclastic density current events derived from crater 
wall collapse (Table 2). Barquero et al. (1992) and Soto 
et al. (1998) suggested possible correlations of tremor 
frequency variations to pre-eruptive phases or increasing 
explosivity. Table 2 summarises observations of precur-
sory seismic activity before the main eruptive episodes.

Studies of seismic sources

Behaviour of volcanic tremor

The application of time–frequency processing to the analysis 
of harmonic tremor at Arenal revealed the phenomenon of 
gliding, in which the set of spectral peaks shifts as a func-
tion of time while maintaining their regular spacing (Benoit 
and McNutt 1997; Hagerty et al. 1997, 2000; Mora 2003; 
Lesage et al. 2006). Indeed, this phenomenon produced large 
variations (> 50%) of the fundamental frequency in minutes 
or tens of minutes (Benoit and McNutt 1997; Hagerty et al. 
2000), which explains the different estimates of the funda-
mental frequencies on studies carried out in 1968–1996. 
Mora (2003) and Lesage et al. (2006) applied high-resolu-
tion, time–frequency methods that highlight other types of 
behaviour of harmonic tremor. Some of them are:

1) frequency jumps with either positive or negative 
increments.

2) tremor episodes with two simultaneous systems of 
spectral peaks subject to independent frequency gliding, 
denoting that two oscillation states may coexist for short 
periods, in which both even and odd overtones are observed.

Table 2  Summary of the precursory seismicity observed at Arenal at different stages of its activity

Date Type of activity Premonitory seismicity References

29 July 1968 Lateral blast Isolated tectonic earthquake swarms in 
1951 (~ 30 days), 1961 and September 
1962 (~ 5 days). They were felt in La 
Fortuna, Peñas Blancas, San Isidro 
and La Palma

VT seismicity began in May 1968 and 
increased on 27–28 July 1968 (from 
20 to 100 events felt in La Fortuna 
and La Palma, intensity IV-V MM and 
magnitudes in the range of 2–4.5). 
Earthquakes ceased 30–120 min 
before the eruption onset

20 September 1962 edition 
of the Prensa Libre journal

Monestel (1979)
Matumoto (1976)
Barquero and Alvarado 

(1989b)
Alvarado et al. (2006)

17 June 1975 Pyroclastic density current by possible 
crater wall collapse

VT swarm 4–5 months before
LP events and tremor increased 

2 months before

Matumoto (1976)
Barquero et al. (1992)
Alvarado and Soto (2002)

28 August 1993 Pyroclastic density current by crater 
wall collapse

VT swarm 3–4 months before Alvarado et al. (1998)
Alvarado and Soto (2002)

5 May 1998 Pyroclastic density current by crater 
wall collapse

No precursory seismicity was identified Alvarado et al. (1998)

26 October 1999 Pyroclastic density current. The source 
is not clear

Seismic swarm (possibly VT-type) was 
reported 2 months before

Arroyo et al. (1999)

23 August 2000 Pyroclastic density current by crater 
wall collapse

VT swarm 2.5 months before Arroyo et al. (2000)
Alvarado and Soto (2002)

24–26 March, 2001 Pyroclastic density current by crater 
wall collapse

VT swarm 3 months before Alvarado and Soto (2002)

Prior to strong explosive 
phases during the 1980s and 
1990s

Vulcanian explosions Inverse correlation between tremor and 
explosive activity

Sustained 2 Hz harmonic tremor

Barquero et al. (1992)
Barboza and Melson (1990)
Williams-Jones et al. (2001)
Soto et al. (1998)
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3) progressive transitions from spasmodic to harmonic 
tremor.

4) absence of a clear and systematic relationship between 
the occurrence of explosions and tremors.

These complex features of Arenal’s tremor were not com-
mon at other volcanoes. However, their detailed study helped 
to understand the physical processes that produce this type 
of seismic vibration and was the basis for developing a con-
ceptual source model for Arenal (Lesage et al. 2006; Valade 
et al. 2012; Almendros et al. 2014). This model will be pre-
sented in the discussion.

Location and mechanism of seismic sources

Minakami et al. (1969) derived the back-azimuth of an 
explosion quake recorded on 16 September 1968 at 21:49:34 
using two tri-party large aperture arrays. The back-azimuth 
was consistent with the direction of the lowest crater (crater 
A, Fig. 1b). Moreover, Minakami et al. (1969) estimated an 
apparent P-wave velocity of 4.2 km  s−1.

From the 1970s to 2000, the location of seismo-volcanic 
sources at Arenal was focused on explosive events by using 
clear P-wave arrivals combined with the acoustic air-shock 
wave phase (Alvarado and Barquero 1987; Alvarado et al. 
1997; Hagerty 1998; Hagerty et al. 2000). After 2000, with 
the deployment of various experiments, more sophisticated 
location techniques were applied not only to explosive events 
but also to the tremor. The techniques were based on seismic 
arrays (Métaxian et al. 2002, 2009; Almendros et al. 2014), 
the inversion of the seismic moment tensor (Davi et al. 2010, 
2012; Davi 2011) and coda wave interferometry (Snieder 
and Hagerty 2004).

Métaxian et al. (2002) developed a method based on a 
network of several triangular seismic arrays deployed around 
the volcano. They estimated the probability density func-
tion of the slowness vectors at each site, and by combining 
the probability density function of the back-azimuths, they 
obtained the probability density function of the source loca-
tion. The position of the source was then defined as the max-
imum likelihood of this probability density function. They 
located the source of many tremor events, long-period events 
and explosions with this approach, and they defined in the 
horizontal plane, a seismogenic zone centred on the crater 
C (Fig. 9). Métaxian et al. (2009) calculated synthetic seis-
mograms to quantify the scattering effect due to the complex 
topography and the shallow velocity structure. The results 
can be used to select the sites that minimise the topographic 
effects and to improve the precision of source location.

Almendros et al. (2012, 2014) carried out a detailed 
analysis of the wavefield recorded by a temporary array of 
19 short-period seismometers with a 210-m aperture. They 
detected strong and time-varying differences in the ampli-
tude of harmonic tremor recorded by receivers separated by 

some tens of metres. This complex pattern was not observed 
for spasmodic tremor or other types of events. They inter-
preted these observations as a phenomenon of interference 
between two or more components of the wavefield, which 
appears to be the first and unique description of this phe-
nomenon for seismic waves. The long-period events and 
explosions were characterised by stable back-azimuth that 
pointed towards the crater with a fluctuation of ± 10°. In 
contrast, the harmonic and spasmodic tremors had more 
complex slowness vectors with back-azimuths that varied 
in an interval of ± 40° around the direction of the crater. 
These results have implications on the sources of events, as 
discussed next.

Davi et al. (2010) retrieved the source mechanism of 
an explosion on 14 February 2005 through moment tensor 
inversion. They inverted the waveforms recorded by nine 
three-component stations and made synthetic tests to study 
possible spurious single forces in the source representa-
tion. The resulting mechanism was mainly isotropic (87%), 
which corresponds to an explosive event producing a volume 

Fig. 9  Location of a tremor  source by seismic triangulation (modi-
fied from Métaxian et al, 2002). a Seismogram of the located tremor 
episode. b Light brown triangles denote the positions of the triangu-
lar arrays. The probability density functions of the back-azimuth of 
propagation are represented in a polar diagram with 1° increments. 
The corresponding scale (in %) is displayed on the upper right corner 
of the map. The probability density function of the source position 
is displayed in colour with the scale in the lower right corner of the 
map. Its maximum gives the estimated source position (white cross)
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change of 68  m3 (assuming a shear modulus, μ, of 10 GPa) at 
about 200 m beneath the crater. Moreover, Davi et al. (2012) 
addressed, for the first time, the difficult issue of applying 
the moment tensor inversion approach to study the source 
mechanism of harmonic tremor. They obtained a constant 
mechanism for the entire duration (100 to 600 s) of all the 
15 studied tremor events. The source was represented by a 
crack dipping 20° towards the north–north-east at shallow 
depth (~ 100 m).

Snieder and Hagerty (2004) also carried out one of the 
first applications of the coda wave interferometry method to 
volcanoes using data from Arenal. To do this, they decon-
volved the harmonic tremor signal with air pressure records 
to obtain repetitive displacements of diffuse waves. They 
interpreted the slight changes in the deconvolved signals as 
due to a shift of about 15 m laterally in the source posi-
tion. Since then, coda wave interferometry has been used to 
detect small velocity or structural changes in many volcanic 

structures (e.g. Brenguier et al. 2008; Obermann et al. 2013; 
Budi-Santoso and Lesage 2016).

Velocity models and site effects

A few studies have focused on Arenal's velocity models as 
well as topographic, path and site effects on the volcanic 
wavefield. Métaxian et al. (1996) used the arrival time dif-
ferences between P and acoustic waves, as observed at four 
stations, to estimate a lower bound of the P-wave velocity as 
 Vp > 1.3 km  s−1. Hagerty et al. (2000) analysed records from 
a small linear array and obtained an estimation of the appar-
ent P-wave phase velocity in the range of 2.5–4.6 km  s−1. 
Leandro and Alvarado (1999) carried out seismic refraction 
profiling and vertical geoelectric surveys on the eastern and 
western flanks of the volcano (Fig. 10a and b). They obtained 
detailed 2D velocity models for depths of up to 300 m that 
revealed strong lateral and vertical velocity variations as 

Fig. 10  a Map showing the location of seismic stations deployed on 
the western flank of Arenal volcano during several experiments (col-
oured circles) and the track of the seismic refraction survey (brown 
line). The range of resonance frequency of each site, estimated by 
the H/V spectral ratio, is indicated by the colour of the circles. Grey 
contours lines every 10 m. Instituto Geográfico Nacional provided the 

Arenal digital elevation model based on 2014–2019 images. Local 
coordinates EPSG 5456 Lambert North. b Simplified 2D velocity 
structure obtained by seismic refraction survey (Leandro and Alva-
rado 1998). The stations of a linear array deployed in 1997 (Mora 
et al. 2006) are numbered in both panels
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well as marked changes in the layer thicknesses (Mora et al. 
2006). They also found evidence of faulting, associated 
with low-velocity anomalies. Mora (2003) and Mora et al. 
(2006) estimated 1D velocity models at a depth of a few 
hundred metres using the spatial correlation method (SPAC) 
(Aki 1957) and data from two semicircular arrays located at 
3.5 km NE (NESC) and 2.5 W (WSC) of crater C (Fig. 10a 
inset). The resulting simplified velocity model is summa-
rised in Table 3. The velocities are consistent, down to a 
depth of 400 m, with those obtained by the seismic refrac-
tion models of Leandro and Alvarado (1999). Badilla and 
Taylor (2019) obtained a 7-km-deep magnetotelluric model 
parallel to the seismic refraction profile on the western flank 
of Arenal. They observed a resistivity range from 25 to 250 
Ωm for the first 150 m that is consistent with the resistivity 
range of 25–1000 Ωm observed by Leandro and Alvarado 
(1999). Moreover, Badilla and Taylor (2019) also observed 
a major resistivity contrast at a depth of ~ 500 m, which is in 
good agreement with the velocity change at ~ 400 m obtained 
by Mora et al. (2006). Lesage et al. (2018) subsequently 
used the velocity models obtained at Arenal, together with 
those of other volcanoes, i.e. Masaya, Stromboli and Unzen 
(Métaxian et al. 1997; La Rocca et al. 2000; Sakuma et al. 
2008), to define a generic velocity model to be used at vol-
canoes when none is available.

The strong variations in spectral peak amplitudes 
observed along the seismic arrays deployed in 1997 were 
attributed to effects produced by the recording sites by 
Mora (1999b, 2000, 2003) and Mora et al. (2001, 2006). 
This interpretation led Mora (2003) and Mora et al. (2006) 
to carry out detailed studies of these effects by combin-
ing the horizontal-to-vertical (H/V) spectral ratio method 
(Nakamura 1989) and S-wave theoretical transfer functions 
obtained from the seismic refraction surveys. They demon-
strated that the amplification of wave amplitudes was related 
to the resonance of a surficial structure comprising pyroclas-
tic and epiclastic deposits (with  Vp < 0.9 km  s−1) and occurs 
only when the impedance contrast with underlying layers 
with higher  Vp is strong enough.

To support our review, we thus calculated the horizontal-
to-vertical (H/V) spectral ratios for 48 sites located along the 
western flank of Arenal where previous seismic deployments 
have been conducted. We thus reused data from Hagerty 

et al. (2000, station WARN), Métaxian et al. (2002), Mora 
et al. (2001, 2006), Guerrier (2012), Almendros et al. (2012, 
2014) and the reference station of RSN, ARE1 (Fig. 10a). 
We extracted segments (8 to 15 min) of background noise 
and followed the procedure of Mora et al. (2001, 2006) to 
calculate the H/V ratios. At each site, we obtained the reso-
nance frequency of the shallow structure (Fig. 10a). We can 
observe that resonance frequency ranges between 1 and 2 Hz 
for most of the sites and that the highest frequencies were 
obtained towards the west of the area, where the very shal-
low layers become thinner (Fig. 10b).

Acoustic

Strong explosions produce acoustic waves that propagate 
in the atmosphere and can be transmitted to the ground and 
thus also detected by seismometers, such as at Karymsky 
(Russia) and Sangay (Ecuador) (Johnson and Lees 2000), 
Arenal (Hagerty et al. 2000), Stromboli (Ripepe et al. 2002) 
and Erebus (Johnson and Aster 2005) (Johnson et al. 2003; 
Arrowsmith et al. 2010). The audible sounds that accom-
panied the explosions at Arenal, such as the “whooshes” 
and “chugs”, were recorded by both permanent and tempo-
rary seismic and acoustic deployments. These data can be 
used, not only for locating sources (e.g. Ripepe and Mar-
chetti 2002; Johnson 2004; Johnson et al. 2011), but also 
for understanding source processes, such as for the temporal 
evolution of either the flow front of a lahar (Johnson and 
Palma 2015) or the level of the lava lake (Goto and Johnson 
2011; Richardson et al. 2014; Johnson et al. 2018). Acoustic 
arrays can also be used to characterise the type of acoustic 
sources for strombolian explosions, such as at Erebus (John-
son et al. 2008; Gerst et al. 2013) and Yasur (Iezzi et al. 
2019; Fee et al. 2021) or for vulcanian explosions such as 
at Sakurajima (Johnson and Miller 2014; Kim et al. 2015; 
Fee et al. 2017) or Fuego (De Angelis et al. 2019), leading 
to a robust estimate of gas volumes and gas fluxes. Further-
more, acoustic arrays can provide an estimate of the crater 
geometry for extended sources, such as for the Santiaguito’s 
dome (Johnson et al. 2011) or for the vent at Etna (Watson 
et al. 2020).

In 1997, a linear array of seismometers and microphones 
was deployed at about 2 km from Arenal’s active crater 
(Garcés et al. 1998). These seismic and acoustic records 
displayed great similarity. In particular, during the episodes 
of harmonic tremor, seismic and acoustic spectrograms dis-
played evenly spaced spectral peaks (at the same frequen-
cies) and identical frequency gliding (Garcés et al. 1998; 
Mora et al. 2009). The acoustic pressure associated with the 
explosions had amplitudes of up to 125 Pa at 2 km from the 
crater (Hagerty et al. 2000). However, the energy partition-
ing between seismic and acoustic signals was strongly vari-
able for the explosions, although the delay between arrival 

Table 3  Simplified velocity model obtained with the Spatial autocor-
relation method

Depth (m) Vp (km  s−1) Vs (km  s−1) Geological interpretation

0–35  < 1.0  < 0.5 Tephra deposits with variable 
degree of consolidation

35–400 1.5–2.8 0.7–1.2 Lava flows (massive and 
breccia)

 > 400 2.8–3.6 1.43–1.7 Pre-Arenal basement
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times of the two phases was stationary. This is consistent 
with a stable source depth as observed at volcanoes such 
as Erebus, Karymsky and Sangay (Johnson et al. 2003), 
at Stromboli (Ripepe et al. 2001a) and Etna (Ripepe et al. 
2001b). By analysing this delay and by modelling the acous-
tic waveforms, the depth of explosion sources at Arenal was 
estimated in the range of 10–100 m below the crater surface 
(Hagerty et al. 2000), which is consistent with the depth 
estimation of Alvarado and Barquero (1987) and Alvarado 
et al. (1997) which was less than 250 m beneath the crater.

We present the results obtained from broadband acoustic 
measurements carried out from 11 to 22 February 2005 with 

the aim of assessing the type of activity and the gas volume 
expelled at Arenal volcano during this period. The acoustic 
and seismic instrumentation was deployed at 1.7 km from 
crater C (Fig. 1b) with a direct view to the vent. It com-
prised a microphone (Bruel Kjaer model 4193, 0.1–5 kHz 
frequency range) and its pre-amplifier (Bruel Kjaer model 
2669), a vertical 1 Hz seismometer (L4C-1C) and a datalog-
ger (REFTEK 130) with a sampling frequency of 1000 Hz, 
restricting the frequency band to 0.1–500 Hz. During the 
11 days of observation, we only recorded five small explo-
sions but numerous small pressure transients at a mean rate 
of seven events every six hours (Fig. 11a). Manual extraction 

Fig. 11  a Number of small pres-
sure transients per 6-h window, 
starting on 11 February 2005 at 
18:40:16.97 UTC. Explosions 
are indicated by a red triangle. 
b Stacked waveform of small 
pressure transients recorded 
within the window starting at 12 
February 2005 at 06:40:16.97 
UTC (blue) and its correspond-
ing synthetic acoustic pressure 
based on a bubble volume 
mode of a large bubble prior 
to its breaking and using the 
assumption of the magma layer 
thickness above the bubble to 
be 8 cm at equilibrium and the 
conduit radius equal to 2.5 m 
(Vergniolle and Brandeis 1996). 
c On the left is the ground 
velocity of one of the strongest 
explosions and its spectrogram 
(right). d Acoustic pressure 
(Pa) of the same explosion (left) 
and its spectrogram (right). 
The inset shows a zoom of 
the acoustic pressure along 
the window indicated by red 
dashed lines. Both waveforms 
were low-pass filtered at 10 Hz 
and the spectrograms estimated 
using a 10-s window and 50% 
overlap. Note the well-marked 
harmonic peaks following the 
explosion, which qualifies this 
explosion as a “whoosh”
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was necessary due to the low energy of the small pressure 
transients, but allowed us to define these two seismo-acous-
tic event types at Arenal and compare them with similar 
waveforms recorded elsewhere.

February 2005 explosions

The five recorded explosions, whose maximum radi-
ated acoustic pressures reached 7.6 ± 4.3 Pa, were clearly 
detected by the seismometers (Fig. 11c and d). The strongest 
explosion was recorded on 14 February 2005 and generated 
an ash plume lower than 1 km. The moment tensor of this 
explosion was also studied by Davi et al. (2010).

The acoustic waveforms and the intensity of the explo-
sions are similar to those recorded at Erebus and Yasur 
volcanoes (Johnson et al. 2008; Iezzi et al. 2019; Fee et al. 
2021), suggesting that the source of the sound at Arenal is 
also produced by a monopole, i.e. by a sudden variation of 
the mass flux. The Arenal's waveforms are also similar to 
those recorded at volcanoes with intermediate to evolved 
magma composition, such as Karymsky and Sangay (John-
son 2003), Fuego (Lyons et al., 2010; Díaz-Moreno et al. 
2020), Sakurajima (Johnson and Miller 2014; Kim et al. 
2015) and Santiaguito (Sahetapy-Engel et  al. 2008; De 
Angelis et al. 2016; Carter et al. 2020). However, they differ 
from those at Stromboli (Vergniolle and Brandeis 1996; Rip-
epe and Marchetti 2002; Ripepe et al. 2002), Etna (Vergn-
iolle and Ripepe 2008; Spina et al. 2015), Erta Ale (Bouche 
et al. 2010) and Villarica (Ripepe et al. 2010; Johnson et al. 
2018), which are either symmetrical or asymmetrical in 
favour of the rarefaction. They also differ in their maximum 
acoustic pressure larger at Arenal by at least a factor 2 than 
at these basaltic volcanoes such as Stromboli, Etna or Erta 
Ale. However, the maximum radiated acoustic pressure is 
similar to strombolian explosions of intermediate strength 
at Yasur and Erebus (Johnson et al. 2008; Spina et al. 2016; 
Witsil and Johnson 2018; Iezzi et al. 2019; Fee et al. 2021) 
and often much smaller than at the volcanoes with interme-
diate to evolved magma composition, such as Karymsky, 
Sakurajima and Santiaguito. The duration of the explosions 
also varies, from very short, less than a few seconds for 
Erta Ale (Bouche et al. 2010) or some gas-rich explosions 
at Stromboli (Vergniolle and Brandeis 1996; Ripepe and 
Marchetti 2002; Ripepe et al. 2002) or Etna (Vergniolle and 
Ripepe 2008; Spina et al. 2015) to duration exceeding 10 s 
for ash-rich explosions at Stromboli (Ripepe and Marchetti 
2002) or at Yasur (Spina et al. 2016) and at volcanoes with 
more evolved magma composition, such as for the volca-
noes mentioned above (Marchetti et al. 2009). The largest 
Arenal’s explosion of our period lasts probably between 10 
and 15 s, but we cannot discuss this parameter or the type 

of acoustic source after the main pulse due to both the use 
of a sole infrasonic sensor and the low signal-to-noise ratio.

The robust assumption of a monopole source, valid for 
any type of explosion as long as the sound propagation 
is linear (Woulff and McGetchin 1976; Pierce 1981; De 
Angelis et al. 2019), is used to estimate the gas volume 
and gas flux during the main pulses of the infrasonic wave-
forms. The maximum gas flux and gas volume are obtained 
by one or two successive integrations of the acoustic pres-
sure (Johnson et al. 2008; Johnson and Miller 2014; Iezzi 
et al. 2019; Fee et al. 2021). By applying this approach, we 
find that the gas volumes for the five explosions recorded 
here are between 1900 and 6000  m3 at atmospheric pres-
sure. This is consistent with gas volumes estimated at other 
sites from infrasonic records, 5000–80 000  m3 at Yasur 
(Iezzi et al. 2019) and 1000–24 000  m3 at Erebus (Johnson 
et al. 2008). Another infrasonic modelling, based on the 
bubble volume mode prior to bursting, had been devel-
oped to estimate the gas volume for strombolian explo-
sions (Vergniolle and Brandeis, 1996) (see details below). 
Values of gas volumes have been estimated at 36–700  m3 
for Erta Ale (Bouche et al. 2010), 20–35  m3 (Ripepe and 
Marchetti 2002) and 2–100  m3 (Vergniolle and Brandeis 
1996) for Stromboli, 750–7500  m3 for Etna (Vergniolle 
and Ripepe 2008) and 4700–30 000  m3 for Shishaldin 
(Vergniolle et al. 2004). The gas volumes produced by 
Arenal's explosions, 1900–6000  m3, are hence similar to 
the moderate to strong strombolian explosions elsewhere. 
Moreover, the maximum gas fluxes of the five Arenal’s 
explosions, 6200 and 20 000  m3  s−1, are also very simi-
lar to those estimated during strong explosions at Yasur, 
3000–60 000  m3  s−1 (Iezzi et al., 2019), at Erebus 7000- 
70 000  m3  s−1 (Johnson et al. 2008) and 4×104  m3  s−1 at 
Etna (Diaz-Moreno et al. 2019). The maximum gas fluxes 
on an hemispherical bubble head can also be estimated 
from the model based on the bubble volume mode prior 
to breaking by using the equilibrium radius of the bubble 
and its maximum radial velocity (Vergniolle and Brandeis 
1996; Vergniolle and Ripepe 2008; Vergniolle et al. 2004), 
giving typical maximum gas fluxes of 510  m3  s−1 at Erta 
Ale (Bouche et al. 2010), 680  m3  s−1 at Stromboli and 
1.2×105  m3  s−1 at Shishaldin. It is also encouraging to 
see that the maximum gas flux estimated at Etna by using 
the bubble volume mode, 2.6×104  m3  s−1, gives a very 
similar result to the single integration of acoustic pressure 
when assuming a monopole source, 4×104  m3  s−1 (Diaz-
Moreno et al., 2019), showing that these two methods are 
robust. The maximum gas fluxes recorded during Arenal’s 
explosions, 3000–60 000  m3  s−1, are well within the range 
of values obtained during the strombolian explosions of 
Stromboli, Etna and Shishaldin. The vulcanian explo-
sions at Sakurajima produce a maximum gas flux equal to 
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6–15×105  m3  s−1 (Kim et al. 2015; Fee et al. 2017), a value 
significantly larger than that of Arenal.

February 2005 small pressure transients

The small pressure transients, whose maximum radiated 
acoustic pressures were only 1.8 ± 0.80 Pa (Fig. 11b), were 
not accompanied by any seismic signal. Field observations 
during the experiment revealed an association between one 
small pressure transient with a brown-coloured cloud emis-
sion, suggesting a degassing event that occurred ~ 3 min 
before the strongest explosion (14 February 2005). These 
low-level pressure transients are evocative of a small degas-
sing activity, called puffing, initially described at Stromboli, 
and shown to produce small and very frequent infrasonic 
pulses, very well correlated with the tremor (Ripepe et al. 
1996; Harris and Ripepe 2007). This puffing had been asso-
ciated with the mild degassing of non-spherical bubbles or 
to weakly overpressurised Taylor bubbles, i.e. large and 
cylindrical bubble sometimes called slugs (Ripepe and Gor-
deev 1999; Ripepe et al. 2002; Colò et al. 2010; Tamburello 
et al. 2012). Puffing has been also shown to exist, based 
on thermal records at Stromboli, Etna and Yasur (Gaudin 
et al. 2017a). However, the maximum acoustic pressure of 
the small pressure transients recorded at 1.7 km from Are-
nal's crater, 1.8 Pa, is equivalent to a pressure of 9 Pa at 
340 m, taking the geometrical attenuation into account. This 
is significantly larger than the few Pa recorded at the same 
distance at Stromboli. This difference in radiated acoustic 
pressure is likely to be associated with the larger magma 
viscosity at Arenal than that at Stromboli. Nevertheless, this 
suggests that the small pressure transients at Arenal might 
share a similar origin that gas puffs at Stromboli. Puffing 
activity had also be reported at other strombolian volcanoes, 
such as Masaya (Branan et al. 2008), Villarica (Gurioli et al. 
2008) and Yasur (Bani et al. 2013; Spina et al. 2016). The 
number of puffs per minute is much smaller at Arenal, 0.019 
event, than at Yasur from 1–2 events (Bani et al. 2013) to 
40 (Spina et al. 2016), Villarica with 9 events (Gurioli et al. 
2008), Masaya with 6–8 events (Brannan et al. 2008) and 
Stromboli with 20–136 events (Gaudin et al. 2017b).

The records of the small pressure transients were stacked 
(arithmetic average) over 6-h windows to increase the signal-
to-noise ratios. The acoustic waveforms obtained after stack-
ing show that, in contrast to explosions, these transients have 
a stronger rarefaction peak than its previous compressive 
peak (Fig. 11b). To our knowledge, this feature has rarely 
been reported at volcanoes with intermediate to evolved 
magma composition, excepted sometimes at Santiaguito 
for isolated explosions (Gottschämmer et al. 2021) and for 
pairs of explosions (Carter et al. 2020). These asymmetrical 
infrasonic waveforms are very characteristic of strombolian 
explosions, such as those produced at Stromboli, Shishaldin, 

Etna and Erta Ale volcanoes (e.g. Vergniolle and Brandeis 
1994, 1996; Vergniolle et al. 2004; Vergniolle and Ripepe 
2008; Bouche et al. 2010). However, acoustic waveforms 
of strombolian explosions are not always asymmetrical in 
favour of the rarefaction peak, such as at Erebus (Johnson 
et al. 2008; Witsil and Johnson 2018) or at Yasur (Iezzi et al. 
2019). At volcanoes presenting asymmetrical acoustic wave-
forms towards a larger rarefaction peak than the compressive 
one, it has been proposed that the source of the sound is 
driven mainly by the oscillations of a large bubble prior to its 
breaking (Vergniolle and Brandeis 1994, 1996), a model val-
idated by laboratory experiments for low-viscosity magma 
(Kobayashi et al. 2010). This model, which is appropriate 
for the lowest viscosities of Arenal’s magma  (102.5–104 Pa∙s; 
Kozono and Koyaguchi 2009; Bertolino et al. 2009), provid-
ing that the acoustic waveforms are asymmetrical, is not 
valid for the highest range of viscosities  (106 Pa∙s; Bertolino 
et al. 2009), as shown at Erebus (Gerst et al. 2013). For 
example, the bubble oscillations at Erebus are often shown 
to exist prior to explosions (half of the explosions) but as 
a small, but detectable, precursory signal, with a gas over-
pressure of 400 kPa on average, and not as the main source 
of the sound during the explosions, the gas overpressure 
being reduced at 100 kPa during the explosion (Gerst et al. 
2013). But the magma viscosity at Erebus,  106.2 Pa·s (Le 
Losq et al. 2015), is markedly the largest among magma 
viscosities at other strombolian volcanoes. The exact value 
of the cut-off viscosity, below which the dominant source 
of infrasound is related to bubble oscillations and not to 
bubble bursting, is totally unknown and is a very complex 
problem to solve. Furthermore, if the source of the sound is 
a monopole for the entire range of viscosities (Kozono and 
Koyaguchi 2009; Bertolino et al. 2009), the integration of 
acoustic pressure leads to first an increasing gas flux, reach-
ing its maximum when the acoustic pressure passes the zero 
between the compressive and the rarefaction peaks. After 
this point, the integration of a negative acoustic pressure 
leads to decrease the gas flux. The gas flux becomes zero at 
the end of the explosion, only when the infrasonic waveform 
is symmetrical or asymmetrical in favour of the compressive 
peak as for the Arenal’s explosions. However, the marked 
asymmetry of the acoustic waveforms of the small pressure 
transients towards rarefaction leads to a negative value of the 
gas flux before approaching the peak of the rarefaction wave. 
Reaching a negative gas flux prior to the end of the explo-
sion would imply that the volcanic gas would return in the 
conduit after its expulsion, which is totally unrealistic. This 
does not favour the method of integration of acoustic wave-
forms to obtain gas volumes. The lack of an acoustic array 
does not allow the clear determination of whether the wave-
form asymmetry is a path or a source effect. However, we 
note that the acoustic waveforms for explosions do not pre-
sent these characteristics, suggesting that the asymmetrical 
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acoustic waveforms of the small pressure transients result 
mostly from the source. By only considering the first part 
of the acoustic waveforms corresponding to a positive gas 
flux, we obtain an estimate of the gas volume at atmospheric 
pressure of 4500 ± 3300  m3 per transient and 7700 ± 11 000 
 m3  s−1, for the maximum gas flux.

Alternatively, when using the bubble volume mode model 
(Vergniolle and Brandeis 1996), the fits between the syn-
thetic and recorded waveforms are very good (Fig. 11b). 
This model, which mainly depends on gas volume, over-
pressure and magma viscosity, requires knowledge of the 
thickness of the magma layer above the oscillating bubble, 
a thickness which is assumed to be similar to the average 
size of ejecta. Unfortunately, no measurement of the sco-
ria dimensions was available at the time of the acoustic 
recording. We thus choose here a value between that used 
for a strombolian bubble at Stromboli, 2 cm (Vergniolle and 
Brandeis 1996), 4–5 cm (Ripepe and Marchetti 2002) and 
6–51 cm with a mean of 12 cm and a standard deviation of 
5.4 (Bombrun et al. 2015), and those at Etna (10 cm, Vergn-
iolle and Ripepe 2008), Shishaldin (15 cm, Vergniolle et al. 
2004) and Erta Ale (22 cm, Bouche et al. 2010). While the 
choice of this parameter has an impact on the final results 
for gas volume and gas overpressure (Vergniolle et al. 2004), 
using a value of 8 cm gives the best match between synthetic 
and measured acoustic waveforms, for all the small pressure 
transients. In this case, the model gives a typical gas volume 
and gas overpressure in the conduit of 220 ± 160  m3 and 
0.5–1.3×105 Pa, respectively, based on all the small pres-
sure transients. The corresponding gas volume of the small 
pressure transients at atmospheric pressure is 460 ± 270  m3. 
Decreasing the film thickness by a factor 1.5 increases the 
gas volume in the conduit by a factor 1.6 while decreasing 
the gas overpressure by a factor 3 (Vergniolle et al. 2004). 
This is similar to the volume for passive gas puffing at 
Stromboli, 19–211  m3 with an average of 48  m3 (Table 6 
in Harris and Ripepe 2007), 40–150  m3, i.e. equivalent to a 
gas mass of 10–30 kg (Ripepe et al. 2008), 1.4–21.5  m3 from 
an UV camera (Tamburello et al. 2012), 0.1–10  m3 from 
thermal camera (Gaudin et al. 2017b) and slightly less than 
at Masaya, 1000–10 000  m3 (Branan et al. 2008).

The gas volume estimates of the small pressure transients, 
4500 ± 3300  m3 (for the integration method), are within the 
lowest range of the gas volume estimated for Arenal’s explo-
sions, despite very different acoustic waveforms and maxi-
mum radiated acoustic pressure (Fig. 11). It is likely that 
the difference in radiated acoustic pressure between the two 
types of events, by a factor 4, results from a difference in gas 
overpressure, suggesting that the small pressure transients 
are due to passive degassing and hence are produced at a 
very shallow depth, such those associated with gas puffing 
at Stromboli (Ripepe and Gordeev 1999), while explosions 
are associated with active degassing and hence have a deeper 

origin. The lack of seismic signal associated with the small 
pressure transients, a feature shared by both the outgassing 
events at Santiaguito (Lamb et al. 2019) and for some mildly 
to moderately explosive strombolian explosions, such as at 
Erta Ale (Bouche et al. 2010), Stromboli (Vergniolle and 
Brandeis 1996) or Yasur (Kremers et al. 2013), reinforces 
this interpretation.

Gas volumes expelled during explosions had been esti-
mated by various methods, such as using infrasound, open-
path Fourier transform infra-red, radar, visible videos and 
thermal videos, or radiometers which measure the average 
temperature in a field of view (see details in Vergniolle and 
Gaudemer 2015). Estimates from infrasound, although often 
lower than those obtained from other techniques, are only 
considering the overpressurised gas flow, whose variations 
are able to radiate infrasound. A steady gas flow cannot be 
measured directly on infrasonic records (Johnson 2003) or 
on seismic records. While infrasonic records mainly measure 
the signature of the overpressurised gas, other techniques 
provide a global view of the total gas volume, including 
pressurised and non-pressurised gas (Vergniolle and Gaud-
emer 2015). Furthermore, the duration of the explosions is 
markedly smaller from infrasound, of the order of 1 s, than 
from thermal or open-path Fourier transform infra-red or 
radar records, > 10 s at Stromboli (Ripepe et al. 2002; Tam-
burello et al. 2012), Yasur (Kremers et al. 2013) and Erebus 
(Witsil and Johnson 2018), showing the existence of a signif-
icant steady gas flow at the end of these acoustic waveforms. 
The difference in the gas volume estimates, deduced from 
infrasound and from the height of the small lava fountains, 
had been explained at Etna by the existence of a very long 
bubbly wake trailing at the back of the bursting overpres-
surised Taylor bubble (Vergniolle and Ripepe 2008). The 
large magma viscosity of Erebus prevents such a mechanism 
of wake formation to occur in the conduit (Vergniolle and 
Métrich, in revision, this issue). In this case, the difference 
in the “small” gas volume estimated on infrasound and the 
inferred “large” size of cavity, left by the burst bubble, had 
been explained by an additional gas supply provided, either 
by a very large but not pressurised following bubble or a 
complex mixture of smaller bursting bubbles (Gerst et al. 
2013). Therefore, we could conclude that the gas volumes 
deduced for Arenal’s explosions from infrasound are a low 
estimate, only accounting for the overpressurised gas, likely 
to have a deeper origin than the non-pressurised gas.

Doppler radar

Two field experiments were carried out with a Doppler radar 
in 2004 and 2005 (Donnadieu et al. 2005; Valade and Don-
nadieu 2011; Valade et al. 2012). Broadband seismometers 
were also deployed during the second campaign. Doppler 
radar VOLDORAD2 is a ground-based instrument, which 
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measures the amount of solid ejecta and the distribution of 
their velocities as a function of time (Dubosclard et al. 1999, 
2004). The records obtained during explosions display two 
simultaneous phenomena: a short-lived signal associated 
with the projection of ballistic blocks, and an ash plume 
of much larger mass with lower velocity and longer transit 
times. The joint analysis of seismic and radar data showed a 
large variability in both types of waveform and non-system-
atic relationships between them (Valade et al. 2012). Tephra 
emissions were observed during explosions and tremor, but 
also during seismic quiescence. No clear relationship was 
obtained between the parameters measured by the radar and 
the amplitude and frequency content of the coeval seismic 
signals (Valade et al. 2012).

Deformation

Several deformation studies have been carried out at Are-
nal, as summarised in Table S5 (Supplementary Material 4). 
Most of them agree that there is a long-term subsidence at 
Arenal (Sawdo and Simon 1969; Simon et al. 1970; Global 
Volcanism Program, 1979; Wadge 1983; Van der Laat 1988; 
Alvarado et al. 1988a, 2003; Soto 1991; Hagerty et al. 1997; 
Mora 2003; Mora et al. 2013). Some of the proposed expla-
nations for the origin of the deformations observed at Arenal 
are: 

1) the pressure variation in a shallow (< 4 km) magma 
chamber (Sawdo and Simon 1969; Simon et al. 1970; 
Global Volcanism Program 1979; Van der Laat 1988);

2) the response to the load produced by the lava field 
(Wadge 1983; Alvarado et al. 1988a, 2003, 2010; Soto 
1991; Mora 2003; Müller et al. 2015);

3) surface processes in the volcanic edifice such as slow 
gravity-driven slide (Ebmeier et al. 2010) and frequent 
rock fall and shallow landslides (Ebmeier et al. 2014);

4) the combination of the load produced by the lava field 
and the compression caused to a weak, thick layer of 
Miocene sediments underlying a thin, stronger layer 
of Plio-Pleistocene lavas beneath Arenal (Müller et al. 
2015); and

5) the consolidation of the weathered volcanic bedrock por-
tion (weak and plastic) and incipient deformation due 
to basement spreading resulting from volcano loading 
(Alvarado et al. 2003, 2010).

Among these explanations, that of a shallow magma cham-
ber is the least plausible as it is not supported by modelling 
(Mora et al. 2013) and the geological evidence instead points 
to a deep magma chamber (~ 10 km) (Wadge 1983; Alvarado 

et al. 1988b; Soto 1991; Mora et al. 2013) based on petro-
logical and geochemical data (Reagan et al. 1987; Sachs 
and Alvarado 1996; Streck et al. 2005; Williams-Jones et al. 
2001). The other sources are possible and even complemen-
tary, reflecting the complexity of the deformation occurring 
at Arenal. So far, no study has been able to determine the 
proportion of the contribution of each of them.

Discussion

Rose et al (2013) defined an open-vent system as the one 
with a continuous emission of magma-related products 
directly into the atmosphere, which takes place at a vol-
canic vent. Following this definition, Arenal became open-
vent system in the early 1970s and remained that way until 
October 2010. The main features of the activity at this 
system were:

1) A lava pond that occupied the active crater from the 
second half of the 1980s to 1999 and evolved into for-
mation of dome-like structures and occasional “hornitos” 
from 2000 to the end of the eruption.

2) Quasi-continuous effusion of lava flows.
3) Frequent explosive activity that continued at vari-

able rates and that declined, progressively, during the last 
10 years of the eruption.

4) Pyroclastic density currents by column collapse, as 
well as lava pond or lava front collapse.

5) Profuse degassing.
6) A low-frequency seismicity comprised by tremor 

(harmonic and spasmodic), explosion quakes and long-
period events.

Persistent ascent of basaltic magma from the mantle 
generated this quasi-continuous activity, whereas complex 
processes of mixing, assimilation and differentiation 
explains the evolution towards basaltic–andesitic magma 
(e.g. Reagan et  al. 1987; Cigolini 1998; Streck et  al. 
2005; Ryder et al. 2006; Wade et al. 2006). This quasi-
continuous feeding is testified by a variable discharge rate 
that decayed, over four decades, from 0.93  m3  s−1 to 0.1 
 m3  s−1 (Wadge, 1983; Soto and Arias 1998; Wadge et al. 
2006) and by the  SO2 fluxes (William-Jones et al. 2001).

The lack of continuous long-term multi-parametric 
observations and the different temporal and spatial scales 
of the short-term geophysical experiments make it difficult 
to have a comprehensive record of the evolution of the 
open-vent eruptive phase in a geophysical sense. Nonethe-
less, multiple geophysical experiments and data obtained 
over decades of research allow us to address some key 
aspects about Arenal eruptive activity as we now develop 
in the discussion.

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 26 of 42



1 3

Mechanisms of explosive activity

There is no consensus on whether the Arenal explosive 
activity was purely strombolian or vulcanian. The typical 
strombolian regime consists of the ascent of large, buoyant 
gas bubbles bursting at the free surface (e.g. Wilson 1980; 
Vergniolle and Jaupart 1986; Vergniolle and Brandeis 
1994, 1996; Taddeucci et al. 2015), associated with the 
lowest range of magma viscosities. One of the lowest esti-
mates is that of Erta Ale, 22–27 Pa·s when using the model 
from Giordano et al. (2008) (Vergniolle and Métrich in 
revision, this issue), while the highest is probably that of 
Erebus,  106.3 Pa·s (Le Losq et al. 2015). The vulcanian 
regime, typically associated with viscous magma, results 
from the disruption of a conduit plug or dome that fails 
under a sufficiently high pressure gradient in the underly-
ing magma (Clarke et al. 2015).

There are few descriptions of strombolian activity in 
Arenal. Barquero and Alvarado (1989a) and Dellino and 
Alvarado (1992) described juvenile vesicular pyroclasts 
typical of strombolian explosions obtained from eruptions 
that occurred in May 1988 and August 1992, respectively. 
However, none of them provide values for vesicularity.

Barquero (1980), Soto and Arias (1998) and Alvarado and 
Soto (2002) described infrequent formation of “hornitos” 
and intense cyclic (every ~ 40 s) glows that are more typical 
of a strombolian regime. In contrast, the textural analysis 
by Cole et al. (2005) of tephra fall produced by six explo-
sions between 1987 and 1996 revealed a high proportion 
(50 to 71%) of blocky fragments compared to the rest that 
were partially fluid and partially blocky, fluid or vesicular. 
For Cole et al. (2005), the blocky fragments came from the 
destruction of the lava cap at the top of the conduit. This 
proportion of blocky fragments is comparable to the one 
of Sakurajima tephra (43 and 67%) reported by Miwa et al. 
(2013). Furthermore, Szramek et al. (2006) analysed ash 
samples obtained from three eruptions on 9 April 1990, 20 
February 1996 and 1 September 1998, which they classified 
as strombolian, and obtained vesicularities of 4 vol. % for 
the first one and 10 vol. % for the other two. However, these 
values may be too low for strombolian eruptions fragments. 
At Stromboli and Villarrica, pyroclasts have vesicularities 
ranging from 43 to 73 vol. % (Lautze and Houghton, 2007) 
and 42–80 vol. % (Gurioli et al. 2008), respectively, while 
at Sakurajima vesicularities are < 10 vol. % and < 40 vol. % 
for blocky and vesicular fragments, respectively (Miwa et al. 
2013). Therefore, it is plausible that the fragments analysed 
by Szramek et al. (2006) could have come from the fragmen-
tation of the lava cap.

The textural analysis of the juvenile fragments of the 
28 August 1993 pyroclastic density current carried out 
by Alvarado and Soto (2002) suggested that the conduit 
was vertically stratified, with an upper part formed by a 

colder and denser lava cap overlying a hotter magma with 
varying vesicularity. This view of the conduit reflects 
different degrees of cooling of a near-solidus lava pond 
prior to its fragmentation (Alvarado and Soto 2002). A 
similar texture-based stratification has been observed at 
Sakurajima which has a typical vulcanian regime dur-
ing its open-vent eruption since 1955 (Miwa et al. 2013). 
Arenal and Sakurajima are also comparable in terms of 
viscosities. For hot and hydrous parental magma, viscosi-
ties range  102.5–104 Pa∙s and  103.2–104.5 Pa∙s (Kozono and 
Koyaguchi 2009), for Arenal and Sakurajima, respectively, 
whereas for the anhydrous case viscosities are  106 Pa∙s 
(Bertolino et al. 2009) at Arenal and ~  107 Pa∙s (Miwa and 
Geshi 2012) at Sakurajima.

Melson (1989) and Barboza and Melson (1990) suggested 
that the more intense explosions were related to the forma-
tion of a lava cap, while smaller explosions (“whooshes”) 
with the extended “chugs” were related to a more open con-
dition. Johnson et al. (2003) associated “whooshes” and 
“chugs” with a strombolian regime and suggested that they 
might be related to low yield-strength caps of rubble tem-
porarily plugging vents. Barboza and Melson (1990) and 
Williams-Jones et al. (2001) reported an inverse correla-
tion between tremor and explosive activity involving open 
(or partially open) and close conditions, respectively. Thus, 
Arenal was able to switch from vulcanian to strombolian 
regimes (“whooshes” and “chugs”) on a daily or hourly 
scale. This is consistent with Miwa et  al. (2013), who 
observed, at Sakurajima, that the cap can be regenerated 
in 1–2 h. In addition, evidence of multiple venting in crater 
C could explain the coexistence of effusive and different 
types of explosive activity. Therefore, the explosive activity 
at Arenal may have been both strombolian and vulcanian 
(Johnson et al. 2003; Alvarado 2011) but in proportions that 
varied during all the explosive phases from 1984 to October 
2010. Similar shift and/or coexistence from one regime to 
another has been observed at Sakurajima volcano during its 
open-vent activity period having a variable rate of vulcan-
ian explosions but also fountains of lava at the Showa crater 
after chugging events, as well as strombolian eruptions and 
continuous ash emissions in Minamidake crater (Iguchi et al. 
2020).

Understanding how and why eruptive regime changes 
within the same eruptive period or even from one eruption 
to the next at a given volcano is a fundamental but complex 
challenge (Cassidy et al. 2018). Different magma properties 
or parameters, such as the ascent and decompression rates, 
porosity, permeability, crystal and bubble content, rheol-
ogy, viscosity and temperature, as well as the conduit and 
vent geometry control the eruptive explosivity and conse-
quently the style (Cassidy et al. 2018). Bain et al. (2021), 
for example, proposed a model based on the decompres-
sion rates for Galeras volcano. High decompression rates 
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(~ 0.167 MPa  s−1), low-viscosity magma and  SO2 fluxes 
(500–1000 tons  day−1) lead to a rapid formation of low-
permeability plug generating larger explosions at short 
repose times (tens of days), while low decompression rates 
(~ 0.0167 MPa  s−1), higher viscosity magma and  SO2 fluxes 
(7000–10 000 tons  day−1) lead to a slow formation of a 
high permeability plug or dome generating small-volume 
explosions at long repose times (hundreds of days).

At Arenal, Szramek et al. (2006) estimated that the 1968 
initial violent eruptive phase was associated with magma 
decompression rates between 0.0013 and 0.025 MPa  s−1 
and ascent rates of 0.05–0.9  m   s−1. However, after 
the mid-1970s, the estimated decompression rate 
was < 0.0013 MPa  s−1 and the ascent rate < 0.05 m  s−1, 
causing Arenal to shift to a more effusive and less explosive 
activity (Szramek et  al. 2006). At the same time, the 
discharge rate decreased from 2  m3  s−1 during 1968–1973 
to 0.3  m3  s−1 thereafter (Wadge 1983; Wadge et al. 2006). 
Moreover, Szramek et al. (2006) proposed that a small 
change in magma ascent rate could generate differences 
between explosive and effusive activity, without changes in 
the magma composition. According to Bain et al. (2021), 
magma ascending at a slower rate has more time to transfer 
heat to the conduit walls than a magma ascending more 
rapidly, which may be expected to retain more heat when 
it reaches the shallow conduit. Hence, high temperatures 
contribute to lower viscosity in a rapidly decompressed 
andesitic magma and low temperatures contribute to 
increased viscosity in a slowly decompressed magma. 
This could be a plausible explanation for variations in 
explosive regimes and alternation between effusive and 
explosive periods at Arenal. Changes in the rheology 
of the upper part of the conduit and the lava pond, with 
frequent development of caps or crusts would also be 
prone to vulcanian explosions. In contrast, near-molten 
glowing surfaces with lava fountains and hornitos are 
favourable to strombolian eruptions, as were witnessed 
during 1984–2010.

Thus, Arenal appears to be rather a case of conduit fed 
at variable discharge rate in which persistent explosive 
activity could be controlled by changes in magma ascent 
conditions and thus also in decompression rates, as has 
been observed at volcanoes such as Tunguragua (Wright 
et al. 2012), Sakurajima (Miwa et al. 2009; 2013) or Galeras 
(Bain et al. 2021). Unfortunately, the low time resolution 
of the available discharge rates and magma ascent rates 
means that neither the short-term shifting/coexistence of 
vulcanian/strombolian explosivity, nor the shifting between 
effusive and explosive activity, can be constrained with 
any confidence. Further investigation is thus needed in 
order to better understand the evolution of the explosive 
activity at Arenal, which is a key aspect for volcanic hazard 
assessment.

Source models of explosion quakes and volcanic 
tremor

Many physical mechanisms have been proposed in the lit-
erature as possible sources of low-frequency seismicity at 
Arenal. The first model proposed to explain harmonic tremor 
was the acoustic resonance of a 1D conduit or organ pipe 
(Alvarado et al. 1988b). In this model, the frequencies of 
overtones are integer multiples of the fundamental mode 
frequency. However, this model suffers a weakness because 
it is difficult to produce the vibration of many overtones 
simultaneously. Likewise, the model of magma wagging 
(Bercovici et al. 2013), which describes the oscillations of 
a magma column surrounded by an annulus of bubbles, has 
a weakness because it can generate only one spectral peak 
and cannot produce the long-lasting oscillations observed 
at Arenal. Instead, Dmitrieva et al. (2013) developed a fric-
tional faulting model to explain harmonic tremor with strong 
frequency gliding observed before eruptions of Redoubt vol-
cano. In this model, the magma extrusion produces repeating 
stick–slip events in the shallow part of the conduit, with 
a recurrence interval decreasing with increasing stress rate 
(Denlinger and Moran 2014). However, this model cannot 
explain acoustic observations because its mechanism does 
not include a gas phase. Furthermore, it should produce a 
relationship between discharge rate and mean duration of 
tremor, but no correlation had been observed at Arenal.

Hagerty et  al. (2000) and Julian (2000) proposed a 
mechanism to explain harmonic tremor at Arenal based on 
a nonlinear excitation by fluid flow through a conduit. This 
model is interesting because it can produce many regularly 
spaced spectral peaks without resonance, and it can generate 
the phenomena of period doubling and chaotic behaviour 
(Julian 1994). However, Rust et al. (2008) demonstrated that 
vibrations of the channel walls can occur if the velocity of 
the fluid is higher than a threshold, which depends on con-
duit dimensions and properties of the fluid and surrounding 
rocks. This condition can only be reached by high-velocity 
gas flow through a very long channel, which is unlikely to be 
the case at Arenal. Furthermore, the phenomenon of period 
doubling has never been observed in the hundreds of hours 
of tremor analysed by the authors of this paper, suggesting 
that this mechanism does not apply to Arenal.

Instead, we present a source model (Fig. 12) that explains 
most of the features of explosion quakes and tremor observed 
by seismic, acoustic and Doppler radar measurements, 
since the late 1990s (Lesage et al. 2006; Valade et al. 2012; 
Almendros et al. 2014). In this model, the viscous, degassed 
and cold cap, which closes the conduit, traps the exsolved 
gas and produces overpressure that can be released through 
fractures in the plug. If the release is sudden and involves a 
large amount of gas, the flow-induced vibrations produce an 
explosion quake (Fig. 12a and b). The gas flow associated 
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Fig. 12  Sketch of the plumbing system and  source model for explo-
sion quakes and tremor. a The pressure increases below the fractured, 
rigid cap. b When the pressure overcomes the strength of the frac-
tures, gas can be released in two different manners. If the amount 
of gas flowing through the open fracture is large, the pressure drop 
induces magma fragmentation and varying quantities of pyroclasts 
are expelled during the explosion. Seismic waves are emitted from 
a few hundreds of metres below the crater. If the gas is released by 
repetitive pulses through the fracture, it generates standing waves 
in the conduit the period of which stabilises the pressure oscilla-
tions below the plug. The seismic waves are radiated at a very shal-
low depth by the fracture opening and closure and produce harmonic 
tremor by the Dirac comb effect (adapted from Fig. 8b of Valade et al. 

2012). c The upper part of a conduit contains magma and gas bub-
bles. The solid cap in the crater and the exsolution level form closed 
ends of this pipe where standing tube waves can oscillate. d The 
existence of two conduits below the crater explains many observed 
features (e.g. double sets of spectral peaks with independent glid-
ing, simultaneous explosion and tremor), modified from Lesage et al. 
(2006). e View of Arenal volcano from the NW. The fumaroles indi-
cate the existence of two vents in the active crater C. The old crater D 
stands on the background of the picture. Photograph courtesy by Luis 
Madrigal (February 2004) and modified from Lesage et al. (2006). f 
Example of tremor showing two sets of spectral peaks with independ-
ent gliding behaviours modified from Lesage et  al. (2006). Vertical 
component waveform in arbitrary units above and spectrogram below
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with an explosion contains varying amounts of ash resulting 
from magma fragmentation or from plug rubble. It can pro-
duce either a radar signal (for ash-laden gas output), or not 
(for ash-free gas output) (Valade et al. 2012). Alternatively, 
the gas can escape intermittently through fractures that open 
when the pressure threshold is overcome and close when the 
pressure decreases. This process produces repetitive pressure 
pulses in the atmosphere that are audible as “chugs” (Melson 
1989; Barboza and Melson 1990; Benoit and McNutt 1997). 
It also generates standing interface waves (Ferrazzini and 
Aki 1987) in the conduit that stabilise the period of pres-
sure oscillations by a feedback mechanism (Lesage et al. 
2006) (Fig. 12c and d). By analogy, this process that gener-
ates harmonic tremor has been called the “clarinet model”, 
in which the fractures act as a reed and the conduit is the 
resonating tube (Lesage et al. 2006). The repetitive seismic 
pulses generated by the opening and closing of fractures are 
the origin of the evenly spaced spectral peaks produced by a 
Dirac comb effect (Lesage et al. 2006). This implies that the 
fundamental frequency is the inverse of the repetition period 
and the spectrum is equal to the product of a Dirac comb in 
frequency by the spectrum of individual pulses. The more 
regular the repetition period of pulses, the larger the num-
ber of spectral peaks. The fracture is not strongly damaged 
for mild explosions and can still act as a valve, producing 
harmonic tremor in the coda of the event. If the fracture is 
blocked by rubble, the feedback mechanism is no longer 
efficient, the pressure pulses become irregular, and they 
generate spasmodic tremor. Transitions from spasmodic to 
harmonic can thus be explained by the evolving state of the 
fractures. The fundamental frequency of the conduit depends 
upon its length and on the velocity of the interface waves, 
which is related to the acoustic velocity of the magma. Small 
variations of the gas content in the magma can produce large 
changes in the velocity and thus frequency gliding (Sturton 
and Neuberg 2003).

The episodes of tremor containing two systems of over-
tones with independent frequency glidings (Fig. 12f) and 
the apparent lack of relationship between explosions and 
tremor could be explained by a double source associated to 
two magmatic conduits (Fig. 12d and e) (Lesage et al. 2006). 
If the two conduits are not linked, they form independent 
resonators (Lesage et al. 2006). Alternatively, if an acoustic 
link between the conduits is established (Fig. 12d), they can 
act as one resonator, with greater length and lower funda-
mental frequency.

The results of moment tensor inversions indicate that 
the source of explosions is slightly deeper below the crater 
(~ 200 m) than those of tremor (~ 100 m) (Davi et al. 2010, 
2012). For both types of event, the position and depth of the 
sources are estimated through a probabilistic approach, using 
a grid search and taking the topography into account. The 
uncertainties are about ± 50 m in each direction (Davi et al. 

2012), making the difference between locations of explo-
sions and tremor significant. The seismic energy associ-
ated with tremor is mainly radiated at the top of the conduit 
(Jousset et al. 2003) and propagates as surface waves in the 
very heterogeneous shallow structure with rough topogra-
phy. Thus, small modifications of the source position, or 
mechanism, may produce large variations in the path, back-
azimuth and waveform. Moreover, two components of the 
wavefield which follow different travel paths may produce 
rapidly varying interferences as described by Almendros 
et al. (2012). However, seismic radiations associated with 
explosions occur at larger depth than the tremor and generate 
body waves, which propagate deeper in a more homogene-
ous medium. Their propagation is less sensitive to initial 
conditions at the source, and the histogram of their back-
azimuth is more peaked than in the case of tremor (Almen-
dros et al. 2014).

Acoustic observations: new insights into explosive 
activity at Arenal

A model of strombolian explosions can explain the wave-
forms of stacked small pressure transients. A good fit is 
obtained for the first positive pulse and for the second larger 
negative peak, which is a characteristic feature of this type of 
explosion, such as at Stromboli (Ripepe and Marchetti 2002; 
Ripepe et al. 2002) or Erta Ale (Bouche et al. 2010), and was 
modelled by Vergniolle and Brandeis (1996) (Fig. 11b). Fur-
thermore, the maximum radiated acoustic pressure and gas 
fluxes for the five recorded explosions are much smaller at 
Arenal than for a pure vulcanian explosion, associated with 
a fully closed vent, such as at Sakurajima (e.g. Johnson and 
Miller 2014; Kim et al. 2015; De Angelis et al. 2019). This 
is in agreement with visual observations of the strongest 
explosion during our 2005 experiment, whose ash cloud was 
less than 1 km high. The small height of these gas-and-ash 
explosions suggests an open vent, such as for a strombolian 
explosion, rather than a closed vent as for a vulcanian one 
(Barboza and Melson 1990).

However, the seismic source models proposed for the 
explosions and tremor require a moderate pressurisation 
below a thin and weak solid cap. The contrasting view pro-
vided by acoustic and seismic records and models suggests 
a need to assess in the future whether a yet unknown mecha-
nism could reconcile both interpretations, or if two different 
vents can operate in close proximity and at the same time 
with such a different pattern. A different pattern of explo-
sions was also described at Stromboli between the southwest 
and northeast vents (Ripepe 1996) and often between the 
north and the south vents at Yasur (Iezzi et al. 2019). In 
addition, the Santiaguito open-vent system is well known to 
feed ash plumes and lava flow at the same time (since 1968) 
(Gottschämmer et al. 2021). However, in these cases, the 
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differences in patterns were not as marked as between a fully 
open and a mechanically closed vent. The destruction of the 
lava cap during a vulcanian explosion is likely to produce a 
detectable seismic signal, whereas a strombolian explosion 
may or may not. Furthermore, no seismic signal is associated 
with the main infrasonic pulse of the strombolian explosions 
at Erta Ale (Bouche et al. 2010) and of some mildly explo-
sive events at Stromboli (Vergniolle and Brandeis 1996), 
including puffing, because the radiation of the sound wave 
occurs mainly in the atmosphere. Therefore, the lack of 
seismicity associated with the small pressure transients at 
Arenal cannot be a decisive argument to choose between a 
mechanism based on a closed vent, likely to produce seismic 
events and a fully open vent.

Additionally, the existence of multiple vents and “hor-
nitos” observed during the last stage of Arenal eruption 
could reconcile the two different types of acoustic signals 
and the source mechanisms inferred from the seismic, visual 
and Doppler radar observations (Lesage et al. 2006; Valade 
et al. 2012). While the small pressure transients could be 
generated by small strombolian explosions at some open 
vents accompanied by the build-up of hornitos, they could 
also result from an unknown nonlinear process associated 
with the closing and opening of a fracture, and not be driven 
by large bubbles as for purely strombolian activity. In this 
case, a relatively thin solid and fractured magma layer would 
induce moderate pressurisation of the underlying system at 
other vents and would play an important role in the mech-
anisms of the explosions and the generation of harmonic 
tremor. The behaviour of such a plumbing system, with 
simultaneously open and closed vents, probably connected 
at depth, would require further investigations.

In any case, the existence of the small acoustic wave-
forms, asymmetrical in favour of the rarefaction peak, which 
are typical of strombolian explosions, poses the question 
of the mechanisms of gas release at volcanoes with inter-
mediate magma composition. Although the newly analysed 
acoustic measurements carried out in February 2005 only 
relate to the eruptive activity observed during that period, 
they provide a new insight that requires further studies and 
perhaps re-assessment of what was known so far about 
the eruptive mechanisms at Arenal, as well as for similar 
volcanoes.

Velocity models, site effects and deformation

Studies regarding Arenal edifice have provided general 
knowledge of its influence on the seismic wave field. At 
a global level, it was possible to adapt seismic antenna 
methods in order to locate the source of the seismic-
volcanic signals with greater precision by considering site 
and topographic effects. However, there are some important 

aspects to be solved, such as: 1) the derivation of a deeper 
and more complete velocity model than the current one; 2) 
a better understanding, from a geotechnical perspective, of 
the behaviour of the layers that constitute the basement of 
the volcanic structure, and their response to the load exerted 
by the volcano, as well as its possible consequences; 3) 
monitoring of the volcano's slopes in order to know the 
long-term effect of the load exerted by the lava field and its 
stability; and 4) the necessity to understand deep processes 
related to magmatic plumbing systems that can be reconciled 
with geochemical knowledge.

Conclusions

We here review Arenal last eruptive phase (July 
1968-October 2010), a phase spanning nearly 42 years 
of open-vent eruptive activity. This review considers 
literature  and  work for over  50  years of research at 
Arenal into geophysical aspects of the eruption. We have 
supported this review as well with a retrospective analysis 
of previously un-used data. Together, this collation of 
findings allowed us to:

i) Better understand the long-term persistent open-vent 
eruptive activity at Arenal volcano, especially during the 
declining phase. The eruption developed in seven stages 
that we characterise in this review in terms of the coupled 
eruptive-effusive processes, discharge rates, morphological 
changes and geophysical studies. Petrological, geochemical 
and rheological studies contributed to the understanding 
of a long-lasting open-vent activity in intermediate-
composition (basaltic-andesitic) volcanism, particularly 
basaltic–andesitic, and to the modelling of lava flow 
dynamics. Deformation studies revealed the complexity of 
the deformation field in an open-vent volcano combining 
long-term subsidence with loading processes resulting 
from the near-constant effusion of lava flows and explosive 
activity, as well as the influence of erosion, reworking and 
bulking processes. The combination of seismic, Doppler 
radar and acoustic observations led to a new model of the 
source of tremor signals and their relation to explosive 
activity, as well as to reveal its complex nature.

(ii) Highlight outstanding aspects that remain poorly 
understood at Arenal such as:

a) the alternation and/or coexistence of strombolian and 
vulcanian explosive regimes coupled with an almost 
persistent effusive activity,

b) the nature of the lava hosted inside the active crater,
c) the magma ascent processes as well as the configura-

tion of the magmatic feeding system and structure of the 
volcanic edifice.
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(iii) Offer new insights into future research topics, some 
of which could be addressed by the detailed study of the 
products of the 1968–2010 eruption and others that could 
be addressed during the next eruption. Efforts towards 
a better description of the explosive products, together 
with seismic and acoustic observations and modelling, are 
important for understanding the dynamics in the Arenal 
volcano conduit and thus for understanding other basaltic-
andesitic systems. Geophysical studies aimed at modelling 
the structure of the volcanic edifice and the feeder system 
would be fundamental for a better understanding of unrest 
processes and monitoring before and during a future erup-
tive phase.

Arenal's 1968–2010 open-vent eruption contributed 
greatly to the development of modern volcano-monitoring 
and research in Costa Rica. During the eruption, substan-
tial improvement in different monitoring methods at open-
vent volcanoes has occurred in Costa Rica and elsewhere, 
focusing on the construction of continuous and compre-
hensive databases that allow adequate tracking of activity 
and interpretation of processes driving that activity as well 
as any changes therein. Forecasting of eruptions at the 
Costa Rican volcanoes of Turrialba, Poás, and Rincón de 
la Vieja volcanoes during the last two decades has been 
proof of how the 1986–2010 eruption of Arenal greatly 
advanced the scientific level of Costa Rican observatories 
so as to arrive at the current status. These advances, and 
solutions to open questions, will now allow observatories 
to be better prepared for future eruptive activity at Arenal 
and similar open-vent systems elsewhere.

Supplementary Information The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 022- 01570-8.

Acknowledgements We are grateful to the technical and scientific staff 
of Instituto Costarricense de Electricidad, Observatorio Sismológico y 
Vulcanológico de Arenal y Miravalles and Red Sismológica Nacional 
for their scientific and logistical support. We are particularly grateful 
to Francisco “Chico” Arias (Instituto Costarricense de Electricidad) 
for his valuable assistance during the fieldwork for over two decades. 
One of the authors (GJS) was active at Instituto Costarricense de Elec-
tricidad in the period 1990-2013. We also acknowledge the Arenal 
Conservation Area staff for the facilities provided for monitoring and 
research. Dr. Bridget Garnier made valuable revisions and constructive 
comments. We also acknowledge Nicole Métrich, Andrew Harris and 
two anonymous reviewers for their constructive comments and sug-
gestions, which greatly helped to improve the manuscript. We warmly 
thank Emmanuella Bouche, who collected the acoustic records in very 
adverse conditions. Sadly, Emmanuella Bouche passed away in Novem-
ber 2014 far too prematurely.

Author’s contributions Mauricio M. Mora, Philippe Lesage and 
Gerardo J. Soto were involved in conceptualisation; Mauricio M. 
Mora, Philippe Lesage and Sylvie Vergniolle were involved in litera-
ture research; Mauricio M. Mora, Waldo Taylor-Castillo and Sylvie 
Vergniolle were involved in methodology; Mauricio M. Mora, Waldo 
Taylor-Castillo, Sylvie Vergniolle and Loic Fourel analysed the data; 
Gerardo J. Soto, Waldo Taylor-Castillo, Mauricio M. Mora, Philippe 

Lesage, and Sylvie Vergniolle were involved in field work; Mauricio 
M. Mora, Philippe Lesage, Sylvie Vergniolle, and Gerardo J. Soto were 
involved in writing—original draft preparation; Mauricio M. Mora, 
Philippe Lesage, Sylvie Vergniolle, and Gerardo J. Soto were involved 
in writing—review and editing; and Mauricio M. Mora and Sylvie 
Vergniolle were involved in funding acquisition.

Funding Funding was provided by the research project Red en Sis-
mología Computacional para el Estudio de los Volcanes Activos 
en Costa Rica (113-B8-767) and partially from the research project 
Geofísica y Geodinámica Interna del Arco Volcánico en Costa Rica 
(113-B5-A00), both subscribed at the Vicerrectoría de Investigación 
from the Universidad de Costa Rica (UCR). Seismic instrumentation 
of the UCR partner of RSN was financed by the Costa Rican National 
Emergency Law No. 8488. Acoustic measurements were funded by 
IPGP (BQR).

Data availability Not applicable.

Code availability Not applicable.

Declarations 

Ethics approval Not applicable.

Consent to participate Not applicable.

Consent for publication All authors consent to publication.

Conflicts of interest/Competing interests The authors declare no com-
peting interests.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

Acernese F, Ciaramella A, De Martino S, Falanga M, Godano C, Tag-
liaferri R (2004) Polarisation analysis of the independent com-
ponents of low frequency events at Stromboli volcano (Eolian 
Islands, Italy). J Volcanol Geoth Res 137(1–3):153–168. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2004. 05. 005

Aiuppa A, Bertagnini A, Métrich N, Moretti R, Di Muro A, Liuzzo M, 
Tamburello G (2010) Earth Planet Sc Lett 295(1–2):195–204. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 2010. 03. 040

Aki K (1957) Space and time spectra of stationary stochastic waves, 
with special reference to microtremors. Bull Earth Res Inst 
25:415–457

Allard P, Carbonnelle J, Metrich N, Loyer H, Zettwoog P (1994) Sul-
phur output and magma degassing budget of Stromboli volcano. 
Nature 368:326–330. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 36832 6a0

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 32 of 42

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-022-01570-8
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2010.03.040
https://doi.org/10.1038/368326a0


1 3

Allard P, Aiuppa A, Bani P, Métrich N, Bertagnini A, Gauthier PJ, Shi-
nohara H, Sawyer G, Parello F, Bagnato E, Pelletier B, Garaebiti 
E (2016) Prodigious emission rates and magma degassing budget 
of major, trace and radioactive volatile species from Ambrym 
basaltic volcano, Vanuatu island Arc. J Volcanol Geoth Res 
322(15):119–143. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2015. 10. 
004

Almendros J, Ibáñez JM, Alguacil G, Del Pezzo E, Ortiz R (1997) 
Array tracking of the volcanic tremor source at Deception Island. 
Antarctica Geoph Res Lett 24(23):3069–3072. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1029/ 97GL0 3096

Almendros J, Abella R, Mora M, Lesage P (2012) Time-dependent 
spatial amplitude patterns of harmonic tremor at Arenal Vol-
cano, Costa Rica: Seismic-wave interferences? B Seismol Soc 
Am 102(6):2378–2391. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1785/ 01201 20066

Almendros J, Abella R, Mora MM, Lesage P (2014) Array analysis 
of the seismic wavefield of long-period events and volcanic 
tremor at Arenal volcano, Costa Rica. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 
119(7):5536–5559. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2013J B0106 28

Alvarado GE (2011) Los volcanes de Costa Rica: geología, historia, 
riqueza natural y su gente. Editorial UNED

Alvarado GE, Arroyo I (2000) Los flujos piroclásticos del volcán 
Arenal (Costa Rica) entre 1975 y 2000: Origen, frecuencia, dis-
tribución y peligro asociado. Bol Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y 
Miravalles 12(23–24):39–53

Alvarado GE, Barquero R (1987) Las señales sísmicas del Volcán 
Arenal (Costa Rica) y su relación con las fases eruptivas (1968–
1986). Cienc Tecn 11(1):15–35

Alvarado GE, Gans P (2012) Síntesis geocronológica del magmatismo, 
metamorfismo y metalogenia de Costa Rica. América Central 
Rev Geol Am Cent 46:7–122

Alvarado GE, Soto GJ (2002) Pyroclastic flow generated by crater-
wall collapse and outpouring of the lava pool of Arenal Volcano. 
Costa Rica B Volcanol 63(8):557–568. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00445- 001- 0179-9

Alvarado GE, Argueta S, Cordero C (1988a) Interpretación preliminar 
de las deformaciones asociadas al Volcán Arenal (Costa Rica). 
Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 1(2):26–43

Alvarado GE, Matumoto T, Borgia A, Barquero R (1988b) Síntesis 
geovulcanológica del Arenal (Costa Rica): 20 años de continua 
actividad eruptiva (1968–1988). Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 
1(1):21–39

Alvarado GE, Taylor WD, Ohrnberger MM, Soto GJ, Madrigal LA 
(1997) First observations of volcanic seismicity at Arenal vol-
cano (Costa Rica) using a new three-component seismic digi-
tal network. Bol Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 
8(15–16):11–45

Alvarado GE, Soto GJ, Taylor WD (1998) Los flujos piroclásticos del 
volcán Arenal del 5 de mayo de 1998 y sus implicaciones para 
la amenaza de las obras de infraestructura cercanas. Bol Obs 
Vulcanol Arenal 10(19–20):1–13

Alvarado GE, Carboni S, Cordero M, Avilés E, Valverde M, Leandro 
C (2003) Estabilidad del cono y comportamiento de la fundación 
del edificio volcánico del Arenal (Costa Rica). Bol Obs Sismol 
Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 14(26):21–73

Alvarado GE, Soto GJ, Schmincke HU, Bolge LL, Sumita M (2006) 
The 1968 andesitic lateral blast eruption at Arenal volcano. Costa 
Rica J Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):9–33. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 035

Alvarado GE, Soto GJ, Pullinger C, Escobar R, Sonis S, Escobar D, 
Navarro M (2007) Volcanic activity, hazards, and monitoring. 
In: Bundschuh J, Alvarado GE (eds) Central America geol-
ogy, resources, hazards, vol II, 1st edn. Taylor & Francis, pp 
1155–1188

Alvarado GE, Carboni S, Cordero M, Avilés E, Valverde M (2010) Sta-
bility of the cone and foundation of Arenal Volcano, Costa Rica. 
In: Olalla C, Hernández LE, Rodríguez-Losada JA, Perucho 
A, González-Gallego J (eds) Volcanic Rock Mechanics: Rock 
Mechanics and Geo-Engineering in Volcanic Environments. 
Taylor and Francis Group, London, pp 135–150

Álvarez I, Cortés G, De La Torre A, Benítez C, García L, Lesage P, 
Arámbula R, González M (2009) Improving feature extraction 
in the automatic classification of seismic events. Application 
to Colima and Arenal volcanoes. International Geoscience and 
Remote Sensing Symposium (IGARSS), 4(May 2014) https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1109/ IGARSS. 2009. 54174 29

Arámbula-Mendoza R, Lesage P, Valdés-González C, Varley NR, 
Reyes-Dávila G, Navarro C (2011) Seismic activity that accom-
panied the effusive and explosive eruptions during the 2004–
2005 period at Volcán de Colima. Mexico J Volcanol Geoth Res 
205(1–2):30–46. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2011. 02. 
009

Arámbula-Mendoza R, Valdés-González C, Varley N, Reyes-Pimentel 
TA, Juárez-García B (2016) Tremor and its duration-amplitude 
distribution at Popocatépetl volcano. Mexico Geoph Res Lett 
43(17):8994–9001. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2016G L0702 27

Arámbula-Mendoza R, Reyes-Dávila G, Dulce MVB, González-
Amezcua M, Navarro-Ochoa C, Martínez-Fierros A, Ramírez-
Vázquez A (2018) Seismic monitoring of effusive-explosive 
activity and large lava dome collapses during 2013–2015 at 
Volcán de Colima, Mexico. J Volcanol Geoth Res 351:75–88. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2017. 12. 017

Arrowsmith SJ, Johnson JB, Drob DP, Hedlin MAH (2010) The seis-
moacoustic wavefield: A new paradigm in studying geophysical 
phenomena. Rev Geophys 48:RG4003. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
2010R G0003 35

Arroyo I, Barquero R, Madrigal L, Arias F (1999) Sinopsis de la activi-
dad del volcán Arenal durante los años 1998 y 1999. B Obs 
Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 11(21–22):21–32

Arroyo I, Alvarado GE, Taylor W, Madrigal LA, Arias F (2000) La 
actividad del volcán Arenal durante el año 2000. Bol Obs Sismol 
Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 12(23–24):15–29

Badilla D, Taylor W (2019) Distribución geoeléctrica en la zona oeste 
del volcán Arenal obtenida mediante los métodos MT y TDEM: 
Mantenimiento y metrología de equipos electromagnéticos. 
Departamento de Geofísica, Instituto Costarricense de Electri-
cidad. Internal Report

Bain AA, Kendrick JE, Lamur A, Lavallée Y, Calder ES, Cortés JA, 
Cortés GP, Gómez Martinez D, Torres RA (2021) Micro-textural 
controls on magma rheology and Vulcanian explosion cyclicity. 
Front Earth Sci 8:611320. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ feart. 2020. 
611320

Baloga S, Pieri D (1986) Time-dependent profiles of lava flows. J 
Geophys Res 91(B9):9543–9552. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ JB091 
iB09p 09543

Bani P, Harris AJL, Shinohara H, Donnadieu F (2013) Magma dynam-
ics feeding Yasur’s explosive activity observed using thermal 
infrared remote sensing. Geophys Res Lett 40(15):3830–3835. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ grl. 50722

Barboza V, Melson W (1990) Correlación entre las señales sísmicas 
y los sonidos de las erupciones del volcán Arenal. Boletín De 
Vulcanología 21:8–12

Barckhausen U, Ranero CR, von Huene R, Cande S, Roeser H (2001) 
Revised tectonic boundaries in the Cocos Plate off Costa Rica: 
Implications for the segmentation of the convergent mar-
gin and for plate tectonic models. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 
106(B9):19207–19220. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2001J B0002 38

Barquero J (1980) Enero 1980. Boletín De Vulcanología 6:2–5

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 66 Page 33 of 42    66

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1029/97GL03096
https://doi.org/10.1029/97GL03096
https://doi.org/10.1785/0120120066
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JB010628
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-001-0179-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-001-0179-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.035
https://doi.org/10.1109/IGARSS.2009.5417429
https://doi.org/10.1109/IGARSS.2009.5417429
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2011.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2011.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL070227
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2017.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010RG000335
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010RG000335
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.611320
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.611320
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB091iB09p09543
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB091iB09p09543
https://doi.org/10.1002/grl.50722
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JB000238


1 3

Barquero R (1988) Resumen de la actividad del volcán Arenal durante 
el periodo 1987–1988. Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 1(2):68–69

Barquero R, Alvarado GE (1989a) Resumen de la actividad del vol-
cán Arenal periodo 1988 y Enero-Junio 1989. Bol Obs Vulcanol 
Arenal 2(3):1–2

Barquero R, Alvarado GE (1989b) Los enjambres de temblores en 
el arco volcánico de Costa Rica. Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 
2(4):18–39

Barquero J, Fernández E, Van de Laat R (1984) Estado de los volcanes 
Mayo 1983-Diciembre 1984. Boletín De Vulcanología 15:5–9

Barquero R, Alvarado GE, Matumoto T (1992) Arenal volcano (Costa 
Rica) premonitory seismicity. In: Gasparini P, Scarpa R, Aki K 
(eds) Volcanic Seismology, 1st edn. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 
pp 84–96

Battaglia J, Métaxian JP, Garaebiti E (2016) Families of similar events 
and modes of oscillation of the conduit at Yasur volcano (Vanu-
atu). J Volcanol Geoth Res 322:196–211. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jvolg eores. 2015. 11. 003

Beckett FM, Burton M, Mader HM, Phillips JC, Polacci M, Rust AC, 
Witham F (2014) Conduit convection driving persistent degas-
sing at basaltic volcanoes. J Volcanol Geoth Res 283:19–35. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2014. 06. 006

Benítez MC, Ramírez J, Segura JC, Ibáñez JM, Almendros J, García-
Yeguas A, Cortes G (2007) Continuous HMM-based seismic-
event classification at Deception Island. Antarctica IEEE T 
Geosci Remote 45(1):138–146. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1109/ TGRS. 
2006. 882264

Bennett FD, Raccichini S (1977) Las erupciones del volcán Arenal, 
Costa Rica Parte I y II. Rev Geogr Am Cent 1(5–6):7–35

Benoit JP, McNutt SR (1997) New constraints on source processes of 
volcanic tremor at Arenal Volcano, Costa Rica, using broadband 
seismic data. Geophys Res Lett 24(4):449–452. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1029/ 97GL0 0179

Bercovici D, Mark Jellinek A, Michaut C, Roman DC, Morse R (2013) 
Volcanic tremors and magma wagging: Gas flux interactions and 
forcing mechanism. Geophys J Int 195(2):1001–1022. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1093/ gji/ ggt277

Bertolino S, Cigolini C, Alvarado GE (2009) Viscosity and explosive 
volcanism: the case of Arenal volcano (Costa Rica). Eos Trans 
AGU 90(52) Fall Meet. Suppl. Abstract V11B-1943

Beyreuther M, Carniel R, Wassermann J (2008) Continuous Hidden 
Markov Models: Application to automatic earthquake detection 
and classification at Las Canãdas caldera. Tenerife J Volcanol 
Geoth Res 176(4):513–518. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 
2008. 04. 021

Bolge LL, Carr MJ, Feigenson MD, Alvarado GE (2006) Geochemical 
stratigraphy and magmatic evolution at Arenal Volcano. Costa 
Rica J Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):34–48. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 036

Bombrun M, Harris A, Gurioli L, Battaglia J, Barra V (2015) Anatomy 
of a Strombolian eruption: Inferences from particle data recorded 
with thermal video. J Geophys Res 120(4):2367–2387. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2014J B0115 56

Borgia A, Cigolini C (1980) Consideraciones sobre la viscosidad de 
lavas y la estructura de las coladas del Volcán Arenal. Costa Rica 
Rev Geogr Am Cent 1(11–15):131–140

Borgia A, Linneman S, Spencer D, Morales LD, Andre JB (1983) 
Dynamics of lava flow fronts, Arenal Volcano. Costa Rica J 
Volcanol Geoth Res 19(3–4):303–329. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
0377- 0273(83) 90116-6

Borgia A, Poore C, Carr MJ, Melson WG, Alvarado GE (1988) Struc-
tural, stratigraphic, and petrologic aspects of the Arenal-Chato 
volcanic system, Costa Rica: Evolution of a young stratovol-
canic complex. B Volcanol 50(2):86–105. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ BF012 75171

Bouche E, Vergniolle S, Staudacher T, Nercessian A, Delmont JC, 
Frogneux M, Cartault F, Pichon A (2010) The role of large bub-
bles detected from acoustic measurements on the dynamics of 
Erta ‘Ale lava lake (Ethiopia). Earth Planet Sc Lett 295(1–2):37–
48. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 2010. 03. 020

Branan YK, Harris A, Watson IM, Phillips JC, Horton K, Williams-
Jones G, Garbeil H (2008) Investigation of at-vent dynamics and 
dilution using thermal infrared radiometers at Masaya Volcano. 
Nicaragua J Volcanol Geoth Res 169(1–2):34–47. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2007. 07. 021

Brandsdóttir B, Einarsson P (1992) Volcanic tremor and low-frequency 
earthquakes in Iceland. In: Gasparini P, Scarpa R, Aki K (eds) 
Volcanic Seismology, 1st edn. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, pp 
212–222

Brenguier F, Shapiro NM, Campillo M, Ferrazzini V, Duputel Z, Cou-
tant O, Nercessian A (2008) Towards forecasting volcanic erup-
tions using seismic noise. Nature Geosci 1:126–130. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1038/ ngeo1 04

Budi-Santoso A, Lesage P (2016) Velocity variations associated with 
the large 2010 eruption of Merapi volcano, Java, retrieved from 
seismic multiplets and ambient noise cross-correlation. Geophys 
J Int 206(1):221–240. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ gji/ ggw145

Budi-Santoso A, Lesage P, Dwiyono S, Sumarti S, Jousset P, Metaxian 
JP (2013) Analysis of the seismic activity associated with the 
2010 eruption of Merapi Volcano, Java. J Volcanol Geoth Res 
261:153–170. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2013. 03. 024

Calvari S, Spampinato L, Lodato L, Harris AJ, Patrick MR, Dehn J, 
Burton MR, Andronico D (2005) Chronology and complex vol-
canic processes during the 2002–2003 flank eruption at Strom-
boli volcano (Italy) reconstructed from direct observations 
and surveys with a handheld thermal camera. J Geophys Res, 
110(B2). https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2004J B0031 29

Cannata A, Spedalieri G, Behncke B, Cannavò F, Di Grazia G, 
Gambino S, Gresta S, Gurrieri S, Liuzzo M, Palano M (2015) 
Pressurization and depressurization phases inside the plumbing 
system of Mount Etna volcano: Evidence from a multiparametric 
approach. J Geophys Res 120(9):5965–5982. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ 2015J B0122 27

Carniel R, Iacop F (1996) Spectral precursors of paroxysmal phases of 
Stromboli. Ann Geofis 39(2):327–345. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4401/ 
ag- 3978

Carter W, Rietbrock A, Lavallée Y, Gottschämmer E, Díaz Moreno A, 
Kendrick JE, Lamb OD, Wallace PA, Chigna G, De Angelis S 
(2020). Statistical evidence of transitioning open-vent activity 
towards a paroxysmal period at Volcán Santiaguito (Guatemala) 
during 2014-2018. J Volcanol Geoth Res 398https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jvolg eores. 2020. 106891

Cassidy M, Manga M, Cashman K, Bachmann O (2018) Controls on 
explosive-effusive volcanic eruption styles. Nat Commun 9:2839. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41467- 018- 05293-3

Cheminée JL, Delorme H, Barquero J, Ávila G, Malavassi E, Güendel 
F (1981) Algunos aspectos físicos y químicos de la actividad de 
los volcanes Poás y Arenal. Boletín De Vulcanología 11:12–16

Chouet B (1988) Resonance of a fluid-driven crack: Radiation proper-
ties and implications for the source of long-period events and 
harmonic tremor. J Geophys Res 93(B5):4375–4400. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ JB093 iB05p 04375

Chouet BA (1996) Long-period volcano seismicity: its source and use 
in eruption forecasting. Nature 380:309–316. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1038/ 38030 9a0

Cigolini C (1998) Intracrustal origin of Arenal basaltic andesite in the 
light of solid-melt interactions and related compositional buffer-
ing. J Volcanol Geoth Res 86(1–4):277–310. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/ S0377- 0273(98) 00083-3

Cigolini C, Kudo AM (1987) Xenoliths in recent basaltic andesite flows 
from Arenal Volcano, Costa Rica: inference on the composition 

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 34 of 42

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.11.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2014.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2006.882264
https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2006.882264
https://doi.org/10.1029/97GL00179
https://doi.org/10.1029/97GL00179
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggt277
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggt277
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.04.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JB011556
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JB011556
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(83)90116-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(83)90116-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01275171
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01275171
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2010.03.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.07.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.07.021
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo104
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo104
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggw145
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.03.024
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JB003129
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JB012227
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JB012227
https://doi.org/10.4401/ag-3978
https://doi.org/10.4401/ag-3978
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2020.106891
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2020.106891
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-05293-3
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB093iB05p04375
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB093iB05p04375
https://doi.org/10.1038/380309a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/380309a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(98)00083-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(98)00083-3


1 3

of the lower crust. Contrib Mineral Petr 96(3):381–390. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF003 71256

Cigolini C, Borgia A, Casertano L (1984) Intra-crater activity, aa-block 
lava, viscosity and flow dynamics: Arenal Volcano. Costa Rica J 
Volcanol Geoth Res 20(1–2):155–176. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 
0377- 0273(84) 90072-6

Clarke BC, Ongaro TE, Belousov A (2015) Vulcanian eruptions. In: 
Sigurdsson H (ed) The Encyclopedia of Volcanoes, 2nd edn. 
Academic Press. Elsevier 505–518 https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ B978-
0- 12- 385938- 9. 00028-6

Clocchiatti R, Condomines M, Guénot N, Tanguy JC (2004) Magma 
changes at Mount Etna: the 2001 and 2002–2003 eruptions. Earth 
Planet Sc Lett 226(3–4):397–414. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 
2004. 07. 039

Cole PD, Fernández E, Duarte E, Duncan AM (2005) Explosive activ-
ity and generation mechanisms of pyroclastic flows at Arenal vol-
cano, Costa Rica between 1987 and 2001. B Volcanol 67(8):695–
716. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 004- 0402-6

Colò L, Ripepe M, Baker DR, Polacci M (2010) Magma vesiculation 
and infrasonic activity at Stromboli open conduit volcano. Earth 
Planet Sc Lett 292(3–4):274–280. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 
2010. 01. 018

Cordonnier B, Hess KU, Lavallee Y, Dingwell DB (2009) Rheological 
properties of dome lavas: Case study of Unzen volcano. Earth 
Planet Sc Lett 279(3–4):263–272. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 
2009. 01. 014

Cortés G, Arámbula R, Álvarez I, Benítez CM, Ibáñez JM, Lesage 
P, González Amezcua M Reyes-Dávila G (2009) Analysis of 
Colima, Popocatépetl and Arenal volcanic seismicity using an 
automatic CHMM-based recognition. In: Bean CJ, Braiden AK, 
Lokmer I, Martini F, O’Brien GS (eds) The VOLUME Project 
VOLcanoes: Understanding subsurface mass moveMEnt. VOL-
UME Project Consortium, 150–160

Cortés G, Carniel R, Lesage P, Mendoza MÁ, Della Lucia I (2021) 
Practical Volcano-Independent Recognition of Seismic Events: 
VULCAN.ears Project. Front Earth Sci 8(January):1–11 https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3389/ feart. 2020. 616676

Costa A (2005) Viscosity of high crystal content melts: dependence 
on solid fraction. Geophys Res Lett 32(22):L22308. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 2005G L0243 03

Davi R, O’Brien GS, Lokmer I, Bean CJ, Lesage P, Mora MM (2010) 
Moment tensor inversion of explosive long period events 
recorded on Arenal volcano, Costa Rica, constrained by syn-
thetic tests. J Volcanol Geoth Res 194(4):189–200. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2010. 05. 012

Davi R, O’Brien GS, De Barros L, Lokmer I, Bean CJ, Lesage P, 
Mora MM, Soto GJ (2012) Seismic source mechanisms of 
tremor recorded on Arenal volcano, Costa Rica, retrieved by 
waveform inversion. J Volcanol Geoth Res 213–214:1–13. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2011. 10. 008

Davi R (2011) Moment Tensor Inversion of Explosive and Tremor 
Events in Arenal volcano, Costa Rica. Dissertation, National 
University of Ireland

De Angelis S, Lamb OD, Lamur A, Hornby AJ, von Aulock FW, 
Chigna G, Lavallée Y, Rietbrock A (2016) Characterization 
of moderate ash-and-gas explosions at Santiaguito volcano, 
Guatemala, from infrasound waveform inversion and thermal 
infrared measurements. Geophys Res Lett 43(12):6220–6227. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2016G L0690 98

De Angelis S, Diaz-Moreno A, Zuccarello L (2019) Recent Devel-
opments and Applications of Acoustic Infrasound to Monitor 
Volcanic Emissions. Remote Sens 11:1302. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
3390/ rs111 11302

De la Cruz-Reyna S, Reyes-Dávila GA (2001) A model to describe 
precursory material-failure phenomena: Applications to 

short-term forecasting at Colima volcano. Mexico B Volcanol 
63(5):297–308. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0044 50100 152

Dellino P, Alvarado GE (1992) Comentario sobre las cenizas estrom-
bolianas recientes del Volcán Arenal (Costa Rica). Bol Obs 
Vulcanol Arenal 5(9–10):24–30

Denlinger RP, Moran SC (2014) Volcanic tremor masks its seis-
mogenic source: Results from a study of noneruptive tremor 
recorded at Mount St. Helens. Washington J Geophys Res 
119:2230–2251. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2013J B0106 98

Denyer P, Aguilar T, Montero W (2013) Cartografía Geológica de 
la Península de Nicoya, Estratigrafía y Tectónica. Editorial 
UCR, San José

Diaz-Moreno A, Iezzi AM, Lamb OD, Fee D, Kim K, Zuccarello 
L, De Angelis S (2019) Volume flow rate estimation for small 
explosions at Mt. Etna, Italy, from acoustic waveform inver-
sion. Geoph Res Lett 46(29):11071–11079. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1029/ 2019G L0845 98

Diaz-Moreno A, Roca A, Lamur A, Munkli BH, Ilanko T, Pering TD, 
Pineda A, De Angelis S (2020) Characterization of Acoustic 
Infrasound Signals at Volcán de Fuego, Guatemala: A Baseline 
for Volcano Monitoring. Front Earth Sci 8:469. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 3389/ feart. 2020. 549774

Dinc AN, Koulakov I, Thorwart M, Rabbel W, Flueh ER, Arroyo I, 
Taylor W, Alvarado G (2010) Local earthquake tomography of 
central Costa Rica: Transition from seamount to ridge subduc-
tion. Geophys J Int 183(1):286–302. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 
1365- 246X. 2010. 04717.x

Dmitrieva K, Hotovec-Ellis AJ, Prejean S, Dunham EM (2013) 
Frictional-faulting model for harmonic tremor before Redoubt 
Volcano eruptions. Nat Geosci 6(8):652–656

Donnadieu F, Dubosclard G, Cordesses R, Druitt T, Hervier C, 
Kornprobst J, Lénat JF, Allard P, Coltelli M (2005) Remotely 
monitoring volcanic activity with ground-based Doppler radar. 
Eos Trans AGU 86(21):20–22. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2005E 
O2100 01

Dragoni M, Bonafede M, Boschi E (1986) Downslope flow models 
of a Bingham liquid: implications for lava flows. J Volcanol 
Geoth Res 30(3–4):305–325. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 
0273(86) 90059-4

Dragoni M, Borsari I, Tallarico A (2005) A model for the shape of lava 
flow fronts. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 110(9):1–13. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 2004J B0035 23

Dubosclard G, Cordesses R, Allard P, Hervier C, Coltelli M, Korn-
probst J (1999) First testing of a volcano Doppler radar (Voldo-
rad) at Mt. Etna Geophys Res Lett 26(22):3389–3392. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 1999G L0083 71

Dubosclard G, Donnadieu F, Allard P, Cordesses R, Hervier C, Coltelli 
M, Privitera E, Kornprobst J (2004) Doppler radar sounding of 
volcanic eruption dynamics at Mount Etna. B Volcanol 66:443–
456. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 003- 0324-8

Duffell HJ, Oppenheimer C, Pyle DM, Galle B, McGonigle AJ, Burton 
MR (2003) Changes in gas composition prior to a minor explo-
sive eruption at Masaya volcano. Nicaragua J Volcanol Geoth 
Res 126(3–4):327–339. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(03) 
00156-2

Ebmeier SK, Biggs J, Mather TA, Wadge G, Amelung F (2010) Steady 
downslope movement on the western flank of Arenal volcano. 
Costa Rica Geochem Geophy Geosy 11(12):1–14. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 2010G C0032 63

Ebmeier SK, Biggs J, Muller C, Avard G (2014) Thin-skinned mass-
wasting responsible for widespread deformation at Arenal vol-
cano. Front Earth Sc 2(December):1–10. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ 
feart. 2014. 00035

Edmonds M, Liu EJ, Cashman KV (2022) Open-vent volcanoes fuelled 
by depth-integrated magma degassing. B Volcanol 84:28. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 021- 01522-8

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 66 Page 35 of 42    66

https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00371256
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00371256
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(84)90072-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(84)90072-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385938-9.00028-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385938-9.00028-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2004.07.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2004.07.039
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-004-0402-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2010.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2010.01.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2009.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2009.01.014
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.616676
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.616676
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024303
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2011.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL069098
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs11111302
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs11111302
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004450100152
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JB010698
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL084598
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019GL084598
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.549774
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2020.549774
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2010.04717.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2010.04717.x
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005EO210001
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005EO210001
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(86)90059-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(86)90059-4
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JB003523
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JB003523
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999GL008371
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999GL008371
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-003-0324-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00156-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00156-2
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010GC003263
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010GC003263
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2014.00035
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2014.00035
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-021-01522-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-021-01522-8


1 3

Fee D, Izbekov KK, Yokoo A, Lopez T, Prata F, Kazahaya R, Nakam-
ichi H, Iguchi M (2017) Eruption mass estimation using infra-
sound waveform inversion and ash and gas measurements: 
Evaluation at Sakurajima Volcano, Japan. Earth Planet Sc Lett 
480:42–52. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 2017. 09. 043

Fee D, Toney L, Keehoon K, Sanderson R, Iezzi A, Matoza R, De 
Angelis S, Jolly AD, Lyons J, Haney M (2021) Local Explosion 
Detection and Infrasound Localization by Reverse Time Migra-
tion Using 3-D Finite-Difference Wave Propagation. Front Earth 
Sci 9:62813. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ feart. 2021. 620813

Ferrazzini V, Aki K (1987) Slow waves trapped in a fluid-filled infi-
nite crack: Implication for volcanic tremor. J Geophys Res Solid 
Earth 92(B9):9215–9223. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ jb092 ib09p 
09215

Fink JH, Kieffer SW (1993) Estimate of pyroclastic flow velocities 
resulting from explosive decompression of lava domes. Nature 
363:612–615. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 36361 2a0

Garcés MA, Hagerty MT, Schwartz SY (1998) Magma acoustics and 
time-varying melt properties at Arenal Volcano. Costa Rica 
Geophys Res Lett 25(13):2293–2296. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
98GL0 1511

Garcés MA, McNutt SR, Hansen RA, Eichelberger JC (2000) Applica-
tion of wave-theoretical seismoacoustic models to the interpreta-
tion of explosion and eruption tremor signals radiated by Pavlof 
volcano. Alaska J Geophys Res 105(B2):3039–3058. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 1999J B9000 96

Gaudin D, Taddeucci J, Scarlato P, del Bello E, Ricci T, Orr T, 
Houghton B, Harris A, Rao A, Bucci A (2017a) Integrating puff-
ing and explosions in a general scheme for Strombolian-style 
activity. J Geophys Res 122(3):1860–1875. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ 2016J B0137 07

Gaudin D, Taddeucci J, Scarlato P, Harris AJL, Bombrun M, Del Bello 
E, Ricci T (2017b) Characteristics of puffing activity revealed by 
ground-based, thermal infrared imaging: The example of Strom-
boli volcano (Italy). B Volcanol 79:24. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00445- 017- 1108-x

Gazel E, Flores KE, Carr MJ (2021) Architectural and Tectonic Con-
trol on the Segmentation of the Central American Volcanic Arc. 
Annu Rev Earth Planet Sci 49:495–521. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1146/ 
annur ev- earth- 082420- 055108

Gerst A, Hort M, Aster RC, Johnson JB, Kyle PR (2013) The first 
second of volcanic eruptions from the Erebus Volcano lava 
lake, Antarctica - Energies, pressures, seismology, and infra-
sound. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 118(7):3318–3340. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ jgrb. 50234

Gil-Cruz F (1999) Observations of two special kinds of tremor 
at Galeras volcano, Colombia (1989–1991). Ann Geofis 
42(3):437–449. https:// doi. org/ 10. 4401/ ag- 3727

Gill J, Reagan M, Tepley F, Malavassi E (2006) Introduction. J Vol-
canol Geoth Res 157(1–3):1–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg 
eores. 2006. 03. 034

Gillot PY, Chiesa S, Alvarado GE (1994) Chronostratigraphy of 
Upper Miocene - Quaternary Volcanism in Northern Costa 
Rica. Rev Geol Am Cent 17:45–53

Giordano D, Russell J, Dingwell D (2008) Viscosity of magmatic liq-
uids: a model. Earth Planet Sc Lett 271(1–4):123–134. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 2008. 03. 038

Global Volcanism Program (1979) Report on Arenal (Costa Rica) 
(Squires D. ed.). Scientific Event Alert Network Bulletin 
4(2). Smithsonian Institution. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5479/ si. GVP. 
SEAN1 97902- 345033

Global Volcanism Program (1981) Report on Arenal (Costa Rica) 
(McClelland, L., ed.). Scientific Event Alert Network Bulletin 
6(8). Smithsonian Institution. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5479/ si. PDC. 
SEAN1 98108- 345033

Global Volcanism Program (1988) Report on Arenal (Costa Rica) 
(McClelland, L., ed.). Scientific Event Alert Network Bulletin, 
13:9. Smithsonian Institution. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5479/ si. GVP. 
SEAN1 98809- 345033

Goto A, Johnson JB (2011) Monotonic infrasound and Helmholtz 
resonance at Volcan Villarrica (Chile). Geoph Res Lett 
38:L06301. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2011G L0468 58

Gottschämmer E, Rohnacher A, Carter W, Nüsse A, Drach K, De 
Angelis S, Lavallée Y, Kendrick JE, Roca A, Castellanos P, 
Chigna G, Rietbrock A (2021) Volcanic emission and seismic 
tremor at Santiaguito, Guatemala: New insights from long-term 
seismic, infrasound and thermal measurements in 2018-2020. 
J Volcanol Geoth Res 411https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 
2020. 107154

Grosse P, van Wyk de Vries B, Petrinovic IA, Euillades PA, Alva-
rado GE (2009) Morphometry and evolution of arc volcanoes. 
Geology 37(7):651–654. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ G2573 4A.1

Güendel F, Malavassi E (1980) La actividad del volcán Arenal, entre 
los días 15 al 20 de agosto de 1980. Boletín De Vulcanología 
9:3–4

Guerrier N (2012) Localisation d’explosions du volcan Arenal par ana-
lyse d’antennes sismiques et de polarisation. Dissertation Master 
2 Recherche, Université Joseph Fourier, Grenoble, France

Gurioli L, Harris A, Houghton BF, Polacci M, Ripepe M (2008) Tex-
tural and geophysical characterization of explosive basaltic activ-
ity at Villarrica Volcano. J Geophys Res 113:B08206. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 2007J B0053 28

Hagerty MT, Schwartz SY, Protti M, Garcés M, Dixon T (1997) Obser-
vations at Costa Rican volcano offer clues to causes of eruptions. 
Eos Trans AGU 78(49):565-570–571

Hagerty MT, Schwartz SY, Garcés MA, Protti M (2000) Analysis of 
seismic and acoustic observations at Arenal Volcano, Costa Rica, 
1995–1997. J Volcanol Geoth Res 101(1–2):27–65. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00162-1

Hagerty MT (1998) Broadband seismic an acoustic investigations at 
Arenal volcano. Dissertation, University of California

Harris A, Ripepe M (2007) Temperature and dynamics of degassing at 
Stromboli. J Geophys Res 112:B03205. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
2006J B0043 93

Harris AJL, Flynn LP, Matías O, Rose WI (2002) The thermal stealth 
flows of Santiaguito dome, Guatemala: Implications for the cool-
ing and emplacement of dacitic block-lava flows. Geol Soc Am 
Bull 114(5):533–546. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ 0016- 7606(2002) 
114% 3c0533: TTSFOS% 3e2.0. CO;2

Harris AJ, Rose WI, Flynn LP (2003) Temporal trends in lava dome 
extrusion at Santiaguito 1922–2000. B Volcanol 65(2):77–89. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 002- 0243-0

Harris AJ, Carniel R, Jones J (2005) Identification of variable convec-
tive regimes at Erta Ale Lava Lake. J Volcanol Geoth Res 142(3–
4):207–223. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2004. 11. 011

Harris AJ, Dehn J, Calvari S (2007) Lava effusion rate definition and 
measurement: a review. B Volcanol 70(1):1–22. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s00445- 007- 0120-y

Harris AJ (2008) Modeling lava lake heat loss, rheology, and con-
vection. Geoph Res Lett 35(7). https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2008G 
L0331 90

Head JW, Wilson L (1989) Basaltic pyroclastic eruptions: influence of 
gas-release patterns and volume fluxes on fountain structure, and 
the formation of cinder cones, spatter cones, rootless flows, lava 
ponds and lava flows. J Volcanol Geoth Res 37(3–4):261–271. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 0273(89) 90083-8

Hellweg M (2000) Physical models for the source of Lascar’s harmonic 
tremor. J Volcanol Geoth Res 101(1–2):183–198. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00163-3

Hidalgo (1997) Evaluación sobre la eventual generación de una gran 
ola (seiche) en el Embalse de Arenal, debido a la entrada de un 

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 36 of 42

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2017.09.043
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2021.620813
https://doi.org/10.1029/jb092ib09p09215
https://doi.org/10.1029/jb092ib09p09215
https://doi.org/10.1038/363612a0
https://doi.org/10.1029/98GL01511
https://doi.org/10.1029/98GL01511
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JB900096
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JB900096
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JB013707
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JB013707
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-017-1108-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-017-1108-x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-earth-082420-055108
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-earth-082420-055108
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrb.50234
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrb.50234
https://doi.org/10.4401/ag-3727
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2008.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2008.03.038
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.GVP.SEAN197902-345033
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.GVP.SEAN197902-345033
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.PDC.SEAN198108-345033
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.PDC.SEAN198108-345033
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.GVP.SEAN198809-345033
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.GVP.SEAN198809-345033
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011GL046858
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2020.107154
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2020.107154
https://doi.org/10.1130/G25734A.1
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JB005328
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JB005328
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00162-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00162-1
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JB004393
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JB004393
https://doi.org/10.1130/0016-7606(2002)114%3c0533:TTSFOS%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1130/0016-7606(2002)114%3c0533:TTSFOS%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-002-0243-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-007-0120-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-007-0120-y
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL033190
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL033190
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(89)90083-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00163-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00163-3


1 3

flujo de detritos volcánicos. Bol Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y 
Miravalles 8(15–16):24–30

Hidayati S, Triastuty H, Mulyana I, Adi S, Ishihara K, Basuki A, 
Kuswandarto H, Priyanto B, Solikhin A (2019) Differences in 
the seismicity preceding the 2007 and 2014 eruptions of Kelud 
volcano. Indonesia. J Volcanol Geoth Res 382:50–67. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 10. 017

von Huene R, Bialas J, Flueh E, Cropp B, Csernok T, Fabel E, Hoff-
mann J, Emeis K, Holler P, Jeschke G, Leandro M. C, Peréz 
Fernández I, Chavarría S. J, Florez H. A, Escobedo Z. D, León 
R, O. Barrios L (1995) Morphotectonics of the Pacific conver-
gent margin of Costa Rica. In: Mann P (ed) Geologic and Tec-
tonic Development of the Caribbean Plate Boundary in Southern 
Central America. Special Paper 295, GSA, Boulder, Colorado, 
291–307

Hui H, Zhang Y (2007) Toward a general viscosity equation for natural 
anhydrous and hydrous silicate melts. Geochim Cosmochim A 
71(2):403–416. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. gca. 2006. 09. 003

Iezzi AM, Fee D, Kim K, Jolly AD, Matoza RS (2019) Three-Dimen-
sional Acoustic Multipole Waveform Inversion at Yasur Volcano. 
Vanuatu J Geophys Res Solid Earth 124(8):8679–8703. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2018J B0170 73

Iguchi M, Nakamichi H, Tameguri T (2020) Integrated Study on Fore-
casting Volcanic Hazards of Sakurajima Volcano Japan. J Dis-
aster Res 15(2):174–186

Johnson JB (2003) Generation and propagation of infrasonic airwaves 
from volcanic explosions. J Volcanol Geoth Res 121(1–2):1–14. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(02) 00408-0

Johnson JB (2004) Source location variability and volcanic vent 
mapping with a small-aperture infrasound array at Stromboli 
Volcano, Italy. B Volcanol 67:1–14. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00445- 004- 0356-8

Johnson JB, Aster RC (2005) Relative partitioning of acoustic and 
seismic energy during Strombolian eruptions. J Volcanol Geoth 
Res 148(1–4):334–354. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 
2005. 05. 002

Johnson JB, Lees JM (2000) Plugs and chugs—seismic and acoustic 
observations of degassing explosions at Karymsky, Russia and 
Sangay. Ecuador J Volcanol Geoth Res 101(1–2):67–82. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00164-5

Johnson JB, Miller AJC (2014) Application of the monopole source to 
quantify explosive flux during vulcanian explosions at Sakura-
jima Volcano (Japan). Seismol Res Lett 85(6):1163–1176. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1785/ 02201 40058

Johnson JB, Palma JL (2015) Lahar infrasound associated with Vol-
cán Villarrica’s 3 March 2015 eruption. Geophys Res Lett 
42(15):6324–6331. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2015G L0650 24

Johnson JB, Lees JM, Gordeev EI (1998) Degassing explosions at 
Karymsky volcano. Kamchatka Geoph Res Lett 25(21):3999–
4002. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 1998G L9001 02

Johnson JB, Aster RC, Ruiz MC, Malone SD, McChesney PJ, Lees JM, 
Kyle PR (2003) Interpretation and utility of infrasonic records 
from erupting volcanoes. J Volcanol Geoth Res 121(1–2):15–63. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(02) 00409-2

Johnson JB, Aster RC, Kyle PR, McIntosh W (2008) Acoustic source 
characterization of impulsive Strombolian eruptions from the 
Mount Erebus lava lake. J Volcanol Geoth Res 177(3):673–686. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2008. 06. 028

Johnson JB, Lees J, Varley N (2011) Characterizing complex eruptive 
activity at Santiaguito, Guatemala using infrasound semblance in 
networked arrays. J Volcanol Geoth Res 199(1–2):1–14. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2010. 08. 005

Johnson JB, Watson LM, Palma JL, Dunham EM, Anderson JF (2018) 
Forecasting the Eruption of an Open-Vent Volcano Using Reso-
nant Infrasound Tones. Geoph Res Lett 45(5):2213–2018. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2017G L0765 06

Jousset P, Neuberg J, Sturton S (2003) Modelling the time-frequency 
content of low-frequency volcanic earthquakes. J Volcanol Geoth 
Res 128(1–3):201–223. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(03) 
00255-5

Julian BR (1994) Volcanic tremor: Nonlinear excitation by fluid flow. J 
Geophys Res Solid Earth 99(B6):11859–11877. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1029/ 93JB0 3129

Julian BR (2000) Period doubling and other nonlinear phenomena in 
volcanic earthquakes and tremor. J Volcanol Geoth Res 101(1–
2):19–26. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00165-7

Kazahaya K, Shinohara H, Saito G (1994) Excessive degassing of Izu-
Oshima volcano: magma convection in a conduit. B Volcanol 
56(3):207–216. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF002 79605

Kilburn CRJ (2000) Lava flows and flow fields. In: Sigurdsson H (ed) 
The Encyclopedia of Volcanoes, 1st edn. Academic Press, Else-
vier, pp 291–305

Kilburn CR, Lopes RM (1991) General patterns of flow field growth: 
Aa and blocky lavas. J Geophys Res 96(B12):19721–19732. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 91JB0 1924

Kim K, Fee D, Yokoo A, Lees JM (2015) Acoustic source inversion 
to estimate volume flux from volcanic explosions. Geoph Res 
Lett 42(13):5243–5249. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2015G L0644 66

Kobayashi T, Namiki A, Sumita I (2010) Excitation of airwaves caused 
by bubble bursting in a cylindrical conduit: Experiments and a 
model. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 115(B10):1–24. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 2009J B0068 28

Konstantinou KI, Schlindwein V (2003) Nature, wavefield properties 
and source mechanism of volcanic tremor: a review. J Volcanol 
Geoth Res 119(1–4):161–187. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 
0273(02) 00311-6

Kozono T, Koyaguchi T (2009) Effects of relative motion between 
gas and liquid on 1-dimensional steady flow in silicic volcanic 
conduits: 2. Origin of diversity of eruption styles. J Volcanol 
Geoth Res 180(1):37–49. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 
2008. 11. 007

Kremers S, Wassermann J, Meier K, Pelties C, van Driel M, Vasseur 
J, Hort M (2013) Inverting the Source Mechanism of Strombo-
lian Explosions at Mt. Yasur, Vanuatu, using a Multi-Parameter 
Dataset. J Volcanol Geoth Res 262(15):104–122. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2013. 06. 007

La Rocca M, Petrosino S, Saccorotti G, Simini M, Ibáñez J, Almen-
dros J, Del Pezzo E (2000) Location of the source and shallow 
velocity model deduced from the explosion quakes recorded by 
two antennas at Stromboli volcano. Phys Chem Earth Pt A 25(9–
11):731–735. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S1464- 1895(00) 00113-7

Van der Laat R (1988) Deformaciones asociadas al vulcanismo 
activo de Costa Rica entre 1981 y 1988, in Costa Rican Vol-
canism Workshop, 13–18 November 1988, Washington, D.C. 
Shenandoah National Park

Lamb OD, Lamur A, Díaz-Moreno A, De Angelis S, Hornby AJ, 
von Aulock FW, Kendrick JE, Wallace PA, Gottschämmer E, 
Rietbrock A, Alvarez I, Chigna G, Lavallée Y (2019) Disrup-
tion of long-term effusive-explosive activity at Santiaguito. 
Guatemala Front Earth Sci 6:253. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ feart. 
2018. 00253

Le Losq C, Neuville DR, Moretti R, Kyle PR, Oppenheimer C (2015) 
Rheology of phonolite magmas: the case of the Erebus lava 
lake. Earth Planet Sc Lett 411:53–61. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
epsl. 2014. 11. 042

Leandro C, Alvarado GE (1999) Estudio Geológico-Geofísico de 
una sección oriental y occidental en el volcán Arenal. Bol Obs 
Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 11(20–21):48–58

Lees JM, Ruiz M (2008) Non-linear explosion tremor at Sangay, Vol-
cano. Ecuador J Volcanol Geoth Res 176(1):170–178. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2007. 08. 012

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 66 Page 37 of 42    66

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gca.2006.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JB017073
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JB017073
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00408-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-004-0356-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-004-0356-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00164-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00164-5
https://doi.org/10.1785/0220140058
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL065024
https://doi.org/10.1029/1998GL900102
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00409-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.06.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2010.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GL076506
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GL076506
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00255-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00255-5
https://doi.org/10.1029/93JB03129
https://doi.org/10.1029/93JB03129
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00165-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00279605
https://doi.org/10.1029/91JB01924
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015GL064466
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JB006828
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JB006828
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00311-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00311-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.11.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1464-1895(00)00113-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2018.00253
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2018.00253
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2014.11.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2014.11.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.08.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.08.012


1 3

Lees JM, Johnson JB, Ruiz M, Troncoso L, Welsh M (2008) Reventa-
dor Volcano 2005: Eruptive activity inferred from seismo-acous-
tic observation. J Volcanol Geoth Res 176(1):179–190. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2007. 10. 006

Lesage P, Mora MM, Alvarado GE, Pacheco J, Métaxian JP (2006) 
Complex behavior and source model of the tremor at Arenal vol-
cano. Costa Rica J Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):49–59. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 047

Lesage P, Heap MJ, Kushnir A (2018) A generic model for the shallow 
velocity structure of volcanoes. J Volcanol Geoth Res 356:114–
126. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 03. 003

Lev E, Ruprecht P, Oppenheimer C, Peters N, Patrick M, Hernández 
PA, Spampinato L, Marlow J (2019) A global synthesis of lava 
lake dynamics. J Volcanol Geoth Res 381(1):16–31. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2019. 04. 010

Linneman SR, Borgia A (1993) The blocky andesitic lava flows of Are-
nal volcano, Costa Rica. In: Kilburn CJ, Luongo G (eds) Active 
Lavas: Monitoring and Modelling. University College London 
Press, London, pp 25–72

Lodato L, Spampinato L, Harris A, Calvari S, Dehn J, Patrick M (2007) 
The morphology and evolution of the Stromboli 2002–2003 lava 
flow field: an example of a basaltic flow field emplaced on a 
steep slope. B Volcanol 69(6):661–679. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00445- 006- 0101-6

López A (1999) Neo- and paleostress partitioning in the SW corner of 
the Caribbean plate and its fault reactivation potential. Disserta-
tion, Tübingen Geowissenchaftliche Arbeiten

Lücke OH (2014) Moho structure of Central America based on three-
dimensional lithospheric density modelling of satellite-derived 
gravity data. Int J Earth Sci 103(7):1733–1745. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1007/ s00531- 012- 0787-y

Lyons JJ, Waite GP, Rose WI, Chigna G (2010) Patterns in open vent, 
strombolian behavior at Fuego volcano, Guatemala, 2005–2007. 
B Volcanol 72:1–15. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 009- 0305-7

Lyons JJ, Haney MM, Fee D, Paskievitch JF (2014) Distinguishing 
high surf from volcanic long-period earthquakes. Geoph Res Lett 
41:1171–1178. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2013G L0589 54

Macfarlane DG, Wadge G, Robertson DA, James MR, Pinkerton H 
(2006) Use of a portable topographic mapping millimetre wave 
radar at an active lava flow. Geoph Res Lett 33:L03301. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2005G L0250 05

MacKenzie L, Abers GA, Fischer KM, Syracuse EM, Protti JM, 
González V, Strauch W (2008) Crustal structure along the south-
ern Central American volcanic front. Geochem Geophys Geosy 
9(8):1–19. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2008G C0019 91

Magee C, Stevenson CT, Ebmeier SK, Keir D, Hammond JO, Gotts-
mann JH, Whaler KA, Schofield N, Jackson CA-L, Petronis MS, 
O’Driscoll B, Morgan J, Cruden A, Vollgger SA, Dering G, 
Micklethwaite S, Jackson MD (2018) Magma plumbing systems: 
a geophysical perspective. J Petrol 59(6):1217–1251. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1093/ petro logy/ egy064

Marchetti M, Ripepe M, Harris AJL, Delle Donne D (2009) Tracing the 
differences between Vulcanian and Strombolian explosions using 
infrasonic and thermal radiation energy. Earth Planet Sc Lett 
279(3–4):273–281. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 2009. 01. 004

Maryanto S, Iguchi M, Tameguri T (2008) Constraints on the source 
mechanism of harmonic tremors based on seismological, ground 
deformation, and visual observations at Sakurajima volcano. 
Japan J Volcanol Geoth Res 170(3–4):198–217. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2007. 10. 004

Matthews SJ, Gardeweg MC, Sparks RSJ (1997) The 1984 to 1996 
cyclic activity of Lascar Volcano, northern Chile: cycles of dome 
growth, dome subsidence, degassing and explosive eruptions. B 
Volcanol 59(1):72–82. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0044 50050 176

Matumoto T (1968) Seismological observations at Mt. Arenal and 
other volcanoes in Costa Rica. Preliminary Report. Lamont 
Geological observatory of Columbia University, 3

Matumoto T (1976) Predictions of a volcanic eruption implied from 
seismic data. Rev Geofis 5:285–293

Matumoto T, Umaña JC (1976) Informe sobre la erupción del volcán 
Arenal ocurrida el 17 de junio de 1975. Rev Geofis 5:299–235

Matumoto T, Ohtake M, Latham G, Umaña J (1977) Crustal structure 
in Southern Central America. B Seismol Soc Am 67:121–135

McNutt SR, Roman DC (2015) Volcanic seismicity. In: Sigurdsson H 
(ed) The encyclopedia of volcanoes, Academic Press, 1011–1034 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ B978-0- 12- 385938- 9. 00059-6

Melson W (1989) Las erupciones del volcán Arenal 1 al 13 de abril de 
1989. Boletín De Vulcanología 20:15–22

Melson WG, Sáenz R (1968) The 1968 eruption of Volcán Arenal: 
preliminary summary of field and laboratory studies. Smithson 
Cent Short-Lived Phenom Report 7(1968):1–35

Melson WG, Sáenz R (1973) Volume, energy and cyclicity of erup-
tions of Arenal volcano. Costa Rica B Volcanol 37(3):416–437. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF025 97639

Mendo-Pérez G, Arciniega-Ceballos A, Matoza RS, Rosado-Fuentes 
A, Sanderson RW, Chouet BA (2021) Ground-coupled airwaves 
template match detection using broadband seismic records of 
explosive eruptions at Popocatépetl volcano. Mexico J Volcanol 
Geoth Res 419:107378. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 
2021. 107378

Métaxian JP, Lesage P, Barquero R, Creusot-Eon A (1996) Caracterís-
ticas espectrales de las señales sísmicas y estimación de Vp en la 
estructura superficial del volcán Arenal. B Obs Sismol Vulcanol 
Arenal y Miravalles 6(11–12):23–44

Métaxian J-P, Lesage P, Dorel J (1997) The permanent tremor of 
Masaya volcano, Nicaragua: wave field analysis and source loca-
tion. J Geophys Res 102(B10):22529–22545. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1029/ 97JB0 1141

Métaxian JP, O’Brien GS, Bean CJ, Valette B, Mora M (2009) Locat-
ing volcano-seismic signals in the presence of rough topography: 
Wave simulations on Arenal volcano. Costa Rica Geophys J Int 
179(3):1547–1557. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1365- 246X. 2009. 
04364.x

Métaxian JP, Lesage P, Valette B (2002) Locating sources of volcanic 
tremor and emergent events by seismic triangulation: Applica-
tion to Arenal volcano, Costa Rica. J Geoph Res Solid Earth 
107(B10) ECV 10–1-ECV 10–18 https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2001j 
b0005 59

Minakami T, Utibori S, Hiraga S (1969) The 1968 Eruption of Vol-
cano Arenal, Costa Rica. Bull Earth Res Inst 47:783–302

Miwa T, Geshi N (2012) Decompression rate of magma at fragmen-
tation: Inference from broken crystals in pumice of vulcanian 
eruption. J Volcanol Geoth Res 227–228:76–84. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2012. 03. 003

Miwa T, Toramaru A, Iguchi M (2009) Correlations of volcanic ash 
texture with explosion earthquakes from vulcanian eruptions at 
Sakurajima volcano. Japan J Volcanol Geoth Res 184:473–486. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2009. 05. 012

Miwa T, Geshi N, Shinohara H (2013) Temporal variation in vol-
canic ash texture during a vulcanian eruption at the Sakurajima 
volcano, Japan. J Volcanol Geoth Res 260:80–89. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2013. 05. 010

Monestel Y (1979) Algunas ascensiones al volcán Arenal. Boletín 
De Vulcanología 4:1–3

Montegrossi G, Farina A, Fusi L, De Biase A (2019) Mathematical 
model for volcanic harmonic tremors. Sci Rep 9:14417. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 019- 50675-2

Mora M (1999a) Análisis del tremor en el volcán Arenal, Costa Rica 
en el ámbito de la frecuencia. B Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal 
y Miravalles 11(20–21):59–73

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 38 of 42

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2019.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2019.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-006-0101-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-006-0101-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00531-012-0787-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00531-012-0787-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-009-0305-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013GL058954
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL025005
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL025005
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GC001991
https://doi.org/10.1093/petrology/egy064
https://doi.org/10.1093/petrology/egy064
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2009.01.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004450050176
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385938-9.00059-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02597639
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2021.107378
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2021.107378
https://doi.org/10.1029/97JB01141
https://doi.org/10.1029/97JB01141
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04364.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2009.04364.x
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001jb000559
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001jb000559
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2012.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2012.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2009.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.05.010
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50675-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50675-2


1 3

Mora M (2000) Análisis preliminar de los efectos de sitio en las 
estaciones de la red sismológica del volcán Arenal, Costa Rica. 
B Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 12(23–24):30–38

Mora MM, Lesage P, Dorel J, Bard PY, Métaxian JP, Alvarado GE, 
Leandro C (2001) Study of seismic site effects using H/V spec-
tral ratios at Arenal Volcano. Costa Rica Geophys Res Lett 
28(15):2991–2994. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2001G L0130 49

Mora JC, Macías JL, Saucedo R, Orlando A, Manetti P, Vaselli O 
(2002) Petrology of the 1998–2000 products of Volcán de 
Colima. México J Volcanol Geoth Res 117(1–2):195–212. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(02) 00244-5

Mora MM, Lesage P, Valette B, Alvarado GE, Leandro C, Métax-
ian JP, Dorel J (2006) Shallow velocity structure and seismic 
site effects at Arenal volcano. Costa Rica J Volcanol Geoth 
Res 152(1–2):121–139. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 
2005. 09. 013

Mora MM, Lesage P, Albino F, Soto GJ, Alvarado GE (2013) Con-
tinuous subsidence associated with the long-lasting eruption of 
Arenal Volcano (Costa Rica) observed by dry-tilt stations. Geol 
S Am S 498:45–56. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ 2013. 2498(03)

Mora M (1999b) Site effects observations from dense arrays using 
H/V spectral ratios at Arenal volcano (Costa Rica). DEA "Pro-
cessus magmatiques et métamorphiques, volcanologie" Dis-
sertation, Université Blaise Pascal

Mora M (2003) Étude de la structure superficielle et de l'activité 
sismique du volcan Arenal, Costa Rica. Dissertation, Univer-
sité de Savoie

Mora MM, Lesage P, Donnadieu F, Valade S, Schmid A, Soto GJ, 
Taylor W, Alvarado GE (2009) Joint seismic, acoustic and 
Doppler radar observations at Arenal Volcano, Costa Rica : 
Preliminary results. In: Bean CJ, Braiden AK, Lokmer I, Mar-
tini F, O’Brien GS (eds) The VOLUME Project VOLcanoes: 
Understanding subsurface mass moveMEnt. VOLUME Project 
Consortium, 330–340

Morales LD, Soley JF, Alvarado G, Borgia A, Soto G (1988) Análisis 
espectral de algunas señales sísmicas de los volcanes Arenal 
y Poás (Costa Rica) y su relación con la actividad eruptiva. B 
Obs Vulcanol Arenal 1(2):1–25

Morrissey M, Garces M, Ishihara K, Iguchi M (2008) Analysis of 
infrasonic and seismic events related to the 1998 Vulcanian 
eruption at Sakurajima. J Volcanol Geoth Res 175(3):315–324. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2008. 03. 008

Müller C, del Potro R, Biggs J, Gottsmann J, Ebmeier SK, Guillaume 
S, Cattin PH, Van der Laat R (2015) Integrated velocity field 
from ground and satellite geodetic techniques: application to 
Arenal volcano. Geophys J Int 200(2):863–879. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1093/ gji/ ggu444

Nakamura Y (1989) A method for dynamic characteristics estimation 
of subsurface using microtremor on the ground surface. Quar-
terly Rep Railw Tech Res Inst 30(1):25–33

Natsume Y, Ichihara M, Takeo M (2019) A non-linear time-series 
analysis of the harmonic tremor observed at Shinmoedake vol-
cano. Japan Geophys J Int 216(3):1768–1784. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1093/ gji/ ggy522

Neuberg JW, Tuffen H, Collier L, Green D, Powell T, Dingwell D 
(2006) The trigger mechanism of low-frequency earthquakes on 
Montserrat. J Volcanol Geoth Res 153(1–2):37–50. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2005. 08. 008

Núñez E, Schimmel M, Stich D, Iglesias A (2020) Crustal Velocity 
Anomalies in Costa Rica from Ambient Noise Tomography. 
Pure Appl Geophys 177(2):941–960. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00024- 019- 02315-z

Obermann A, Planès T, Larose E, Campillo M (2013) Imaging preerup-
tive and coeruptive structural and mechanical changes of a vol-
cano with ambient seismic noise. J Geophys Res 118:6285–6294. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 2013J B0103 99

Oppenheimer C, Francis PW, Rothery DA, Carlton RW, Glaze LS 
(1993) Infrared image analysis of volcanic thermal features: 
Lascar Volcano, Chile, 1984–1992. J Geophys Res 98(B3):4269–
4286. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 92JB0 2134

Pakoksung K, Takagi M (2016) Digital elevation models on accuracy 
validation and bias correction in vertical. Model Earth Syst Envi-
ron 2:11. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s40808- 015- 0069-3

Palma JL, Blake S, Calder ES (2011) Constraints on the rates of degas-
sing and convection in basaltic open‐vent volcanoes. Geoch Geo-
phy Geosy 12(11) https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2011G C0037 15

Parat F, Streck MJ, Holtz F, Almeev R (2014) Experimental study into 
the petrogenesis of crystal-rich basaltic to andesitic magmas at 
Arenal volcano. Contrib Mineral Petr 168(2):1–18. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s00410- 014- 1040-4

Patrick MR, Orr T, Wilson D, Dow D, Freeman R (2011) Cyclic spat-
tering, seismic tremor, and surface fluctuation within a perched 
lava channel, Kilauea Volcano. B Volcanol 73:639–653. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 010- 0431-2

Patrick M, Swanson D, Orr T (2019) A review of controls on lava lake 
level: insights from Halema ‘uma ‘u Crater. Kīlauea Volcano B 
Volcanol 81(3):1–26. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 019- 1268-y

Pierce AD (1981) Acoustics: An introduction to Its Physical Principles 
and Applications. McGraw-Hill, New York

Reagan MK, Gill JB, Malavassi E, Garcia MO (1987) Changes in 
magma composition at Arenal volcano, Costa Rica, 1968–1985: 
Real-time monitoring of open-system differentiation. B Volcanol 
49(1):415–434. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF010 46634

Rhodes E, Kennedy BM, Lavallée Y, Hornby A, Edwards M, Chigna 
G (2018) Textural insights into the evolving lava dome cycles at 
Santiaguito Lava Dome. Guatemala Front Earth Sci 6(30):1–18. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 3389/ feart. 2018. 00030

Richardson JP, Waite GP, Palma JL (2014) Varying seismic-acoustic 
properties of the fluctuating lava lake at Villarrica volcano. Chile 
J Geophys J Geophys Res 119:5560–5573. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1002/ 2014J B0110 02

Ripepe M (1996) Evidence for gas influence on volcanic seismic sig-
nals recorded at Stromboli. J Volcanol Geoth Res 70(3–4):221–
233. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 0273(95) 00057-7

Ripepe M, Gordeev E (1999) Gas bubble dynamics model for shallow 
volcanic tremor at Stromboli. J Geophys Res 104(B5):10639–
10654. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 98JB0 2734

Ripepe M, Poggi P, Braun T, Gordeev E (1996) Infrasonic waves and 
volcanic tremor at Stromboli. Geoph Res Lett 23(2):181–184. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 95GL0 3662

Ripepe M, Ciliberto S, Della Schiava M (2001a) Time constraints for 
modeling source dynamics of volcanic explosions at Stromboli. 
J Geophys Res 106(B5):8713–8727. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
2000J B9003 74

Ripepe M, Coltelli M, Privitera E, Gresta S, Moretti M, Piccinini 
D (2001) Seismic and infrasonic evidences for an impulsive 
source of the shallow volcanic tremor at Mt. Etna. Italy. Geoph 
Res Lett 28(6):1071–1074. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2000G 
L0113 91

Ripepe M, Harris AJL, Carniel R (2002) Thermal, seismic and 
infrasonic evidences of variable degassing rates at Stromboli 
volcano. J Volcanol Geoth Res 118(3–4):285–297. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(02) 00298-6

Ripepe M, Marchetti E, Bonadonna C, Harris AJL, Pioli L, Ulivieri 
G (2010) Monochromatic infrasonic tremor driven by persis-
tent degassing and convection at Villarrica Volcano, Chile. 
Geoph Res Lett 37:L15303. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2010G 
L0435 16

Ripepe M, Marchetti E, Ulivieri G, Harris A, Dehn J, Burton M, 
Caltabiano T, Salerno G (2005) Effusive to explosive transi-
tion during the 2003 eruption of Stromboli volcano. Geology 
33(5):341–344. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ G21173.1

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 66 Page 39 of 42    66

https://doi.org/10.1029/2001GL013049
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00244-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1130/2013.2498(03)
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.03.008
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggu444
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggu444
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggy522
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggy522
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-019-02315-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-019-02315-z
https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JB010399
https://doi.org/10.1029/92JB02134
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40808-015-0069-3
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011GC003715
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00410-014-1040-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00410-014-1040-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-010-0431-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-010-0431-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-019-1268-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01046634
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2018.00030
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JB011002
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JB011002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(95)00057-7
https://doi.org/10.1029/98JB02734
https://doi.org/10.1029/95GL03662
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JB900374
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JB900374
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL011391
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL011391
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00298-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(02)00298-6
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010GL043516
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010GL043516
https://doi.org/10.1130/G21173.1


1 3

Ripepe M, Donne DD, Genco R, Maggio G, Pistolesi M, Marchetti 
E, Lacanna G, Ulivieri G, Poggi P (2015) Volcano seismicity 
and ground deformation unveil the gravity-driven magma dis-
charge dynamics of a volcanic eruption. Nat Commun 6(1):1–
6. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ ncomm s7998

Ripepe M, Pistolesi M, Coppola D, Delle Donne D, Genco R, Lacanna 
G, Marco L, Marchetti E, Ulivieri G, Valade S (2017) Forecast-
ing effusive dynamics and decompression rates by magmastatic 
model at open-vent volcanoes. Sci Rep 7:3885. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1038/ s41598- 017- 03833-3

Ripepe M, Marchetti E (2002) Array tracking of infrasonic sources at 
Stromboli volcano. Geoph Res Lett 29(22):33–1–33–4 https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2002G L0154 52

Ripepe M, Del Donne D, Harris A, Marchetti E, Ulivieri G (2008) 
Dynamics of Strombolian Activity. In: Calvari S, Inguaggiato S, 
Puglisi G, Ripepe M, Rosi M (ed) The Stromboli Volcano: An 
integrated study of the 2002–2003 eruption. Geophysical Mono-
graph 182, American Geophysical Union, 39–48

Roman DC, Cashman KV (2006) The origin of volcano-tectonic earth-
quake swarms. Geology 34(6):457–460. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ 
G22269.1

Rose WI, Pearson T, Bonis S (1976) Nuée ardente eruption from the 
foot of a dacite lava flow, Santiaguito volcano. Guatemala B Vol-
canol 40(1):23–38. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF025 99827

Rose WI, Palma JL, Delgado Granados H, Varley N (2013). Open-vent 
volcanism and related hazards: Overview. Understanding Open-
Vent Volcanism and Related Hazards: Geol S Am S 498:vii-xiii 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ 2013. 2498(00)

Rowe CA, Aster RC, Kyle PR, Dibble RR, Schlue JW (2000) Seismic 
and acoustic observations at Mount Erebus volcano, Ross Island, 
Antarctica, 1994–1998. J Volcanol Geoth Res 101(1–2):105–
128. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00170-0

Rust AC, Balmforth NJ, Mandre S (2008) The feasibility of generating 
low-frequency volcano seismicity by flow through a deformable 
channel. Geol Soc, London, Spec Publ 307(1):45–56. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1144/ SP307.4

Ryan WBF, Carbotte SM, Coplan JO, O’Hara S, Melkonian A, Arko R, 
Weissel RA, Ferrini V, Goodwillie A, Nitsche F, Bonczkowski J, 
Zemsky R (2009) Global Multi-Resolution Topography (GMRT) 
synthesis data set. Geochem Geophy Geosy 10(3):1–9. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2008G C0023 32

Ryder CH, Gill JB, Tepley F, Ramos F, Reagan M (2006) Closed- to 
open-system differentiation at Arenal volcano (1968–2003). J 
Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):75–93. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 046

Saccorotti G, Lokmer I (2021) A review of seismic methods for moni-
toring and understanding active volcanoes. In: Papale P. (ed) 
Hazards and Disasters Series, Forecasting and Planning for Vol-
canic Hazards, Risks, and Disasters. Elsevier, 2, 25-73 https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/ B978-0- 12- 818082- 2. 00002-0

Sachs PM, Alvarado GE (1996) Mafic metaigneous lower crust beneath 
Arenal Volcano (Costa Rica): Evidence from xenoliths. B Obs 
Vulcanol Arenal 6(11–12):71–78

Sahetapy-Engel ST, Harris AJL, Marchetti E (2008) Thermal, seismic 
and infrasound observations of persistent explosive activity and 
conduit dynamics at Santiaguito lava dome. Guatemala J Vol-
canol Geoth Res 173(1–2):1–14. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg 
eores. 2007. 11. 026

Sakuma S, Kajiwara T, Nakada S, Uto K, Shimizu H (2008) Drilling 
and logging results of USDP-4 — penetration into the volcanic 
conduit of Unzen Volcano. Japan J Volcanol Geoth Res 175(1–
2):1–12. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2008. 03. 039

Sawdo RM, Simon I (1969) Tiltmeter Installation at Arenal Volcano in 
Costa Rica. Little Inc, Cambridge, Massachusetts, Arthur D, p 7

Sawyer GM, Oppenheimer C, Tsanev VI, Yirgu G (2008) Magmatic 
degassing at Erta’Ale volcano. Ethiopia J Volcanol Geoth Res 

178(4):837–846. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2008. 09. 
017

Scharff L, Hort M, Gerst A (2014) The dynamics of the dome at San-
tiaguito volcano. Guatemala Geophys J Int 197(2):926–942. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ gji/ ggu069

Schlindwein V, Wassermann J, Scherbaum F (1995) Spectral analysis 
of harmonic tremor signals at Mt. Semeru volcano. Indonesia. 
Geoph Res Lett 22(13):1685–1688. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
95GL0 1433

Simon I, Sawdo RM, Sáenz R, Melson WG (1970) Preliminary Results 
from Tiltmeter Recording at Arenal Volcano, Costa Rica. Little 
Inc., Cambridge, Massachusetts, Arthur D, p 18

Snieder R, Hagerty M (2004) Monitoring change in volcanic interiors 
using coda wave interferometry: Application to Arenal Volcano. 
Costa Rica Geophys Res Lett 31(9):1–5. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
2004G L0196 70

Soto GJ (1991) Análisis de la inclinometría seca en el Volcán Arenal, 
1988–90. Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 5(9–10):7–23

Soto GJ (1997) La actividad del volcán Arenal durante 1994. B Obs 
Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 7(13–14):53–57

Soto GJ (1998) La ceniza eruptada por el volcán Arenal, 1992–1997. 
B Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 10(19–20):14–24

Soto GJ, Alvarado GE (2006) Eruptive history of Arenal Volcano, 
Costa Rica, 7 ka to present. J Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):254–
269. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 041

Soto GJ, Arias JF (1998) Síntesis de la actividad del Volcán Are-
nal, año 1996. B Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 
9(17–18):11–18

Soto GJ, Alvarado GE, Madrigal LA (1996) Las posibles erupciones 
del Volcán Arenal en 1915 y 1922. Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 
6(11–12):45–52

Soto GJ, Taylor WD, Naranjo MT (1998) Los registros de tremores 
del volcán Arenal entre 1994 y 1997: Su estadística y el compor-
tamiento dinámico del volcán. B Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y 
Miravalles 10(19–20):35–42

Soto GJ, Sjöbohm L (2005) Sobre el mapeo de los peligros volcánicos 
del Arenal (Costa Rica) como una herramienta para la planifi-
cación del uso del suelo y la mitigación de desastres. VIII Semi-
nario de Ingeniería Estructural y Sísmica San José, Costa Rica, 
septiembre 2005

Spina L, Cannata A, Privitera E, Vergniolle S, Ferlito C, Gresta S, 
Montalto P, Sciotto M (2015) Insights into the Mt. Etna shallow 
plumbing system from the analysis of infrasound signals (August 
2007-December 2009). Pure Appl Geophys 172:473–490. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00024- 014- 0884-x

Spina L, Taddeucci J, Cannata A, Gresta S, Lodato L, Privitera E, 
Scarlato P, Gaeta M, Gaudin M, Palladino DM (2016) Explosive 
volcanic activity at Mt. Yasur: A characterization of the acoustic 
events (9–12th July 2011). J Volcanol Geoth Res 322(15):175–
183. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2015. 07. 027

Stoiber R, Carr M (1973) Quaternary volcanic and tectonic segmenta-
tion of Central America. B Volcanol 37(3):304–325

Stovall WK, Houghton BF, Harris AJ, Swanson DA (2009) Features of 
lava lake filling and draining and their implications for eruption 
dynamics. B Volcanol 71(7):767–780. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00445- 009- 0263-0

Streck M, Wacaster S (2006) Plagioclase and pyroxene hosted melt 
inclusions in basaltic andesites of the current eruption of Arenal 
volcano. Costa Rica J Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):236–253. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 040

Streck MJ, Dungan MA, Malavassi E, Reagan MK, Bussy F (2002) 
The role of basalt replenishment in the generation of basaltic 
andesites of the ongoing activity at Arenal volcano, Costa Rica: 
Evidence from clinopyroxene and spinel. B Volcanol 64(5):316–
327. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 002- 0209-2

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 40 of 42

https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7998
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-03833-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-03833-3
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002GL015452
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002GL015452
https://doi.org/10.1130/G22269.1
https://doi.org/10.1130/G22269.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02599827
https://doi.org/10.1130/2013.2498(00
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00170-0
https://doi.org/10.1144/SP307.4
https://doi.org/10.1144/SP307.4
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GC002332
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GC002332
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-818082-2.00002-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-818082-2.00002-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.11.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2007.11.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.03.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.09.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.09.017
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggu069
https://doi.org/10.1029/95GL01433
https://doi.org/10.1029/95GL01433
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004GL019670
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004GL019670
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.041
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-014-0884-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-014-0884-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.07.027
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-009-0263-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-009-0263-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.040
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-002-0209-2


1 3

Streck MJ, Dungan MA, Bussy F, Malavassi E (2005) Mineral inven-
tory of continuously erupting basaltic andesites at Arenal vol-
cano, Costa Rica: implications for interpreting monotonous, 
crystal-rich, mafic arc stratigraphies. J Volcanol Geoth Res 
140(1–3):133–155. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2004. 
07. 018

Sturton S, Neuberg J (2003) The effects of a decompression on seismic 
parameter profiles in a gas-charged magma. J Volcanol Geoth 
Res 128(1–3):187–199. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(03) 
00254-3

Suto S, Sakaguchi K, Watanabe K, Saito E, Kawanabe Y, Kazahaya K, 
Takarada S, Soya T (1993) Dynamics of flowage and viscosity of 
the 1991 lava of Unzan Volcano, Kyushu. Japan Bull Geol Surv 
Japan 44(10):609–629

Swanson DA, Duffield WA, Jackson DB, Peterson DW (1972) The 
complex filling of Alae crater, Kilauea volcano. Hawaii B Vol-
canol 36(1):105–126. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF025 96984

Szramek L, Gardner JE, Larsen J (2006) Degassing and microlite 
crystallization of basaltic andesite magma erupting at Arenal 
Volcano. Costa Rica J Volcanol Geoth Res 157(1–3):182–201. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 03. 039

Taddeucci J, Edmonds M, Houghton B, James MR, Vergniolle S (2015) 
Hawaiian and Strombolian eruptions. The Encyclopedia of Vol-
canoes, 2nd edn. Academic Press. Elsevier, 485–503. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/ B978-0- 12- 385938- 9. 00027-4

Takeo M (2021) Harmonic tremor model during the 2011 Shinmoe-
dake eruption. Japan Geophys J Int 224(3):100–2120. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1093/ gji/ ggaa4 77

Tamburello G, Aiuppa A, Kantzas EP, McGonigle AJS, Ripepe M 
(2012) Passive vs. active degassing modes at an open-vent vol-
cano (Stromboli, Italy). Earth Planet Sc Lett 359–360:106–116. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. epsl. 2012. 09. 050

Taylor W, Soto GJ (2010) Resumen de la actividad sismo-volcánica 
del volcán Arenal durante el primer semestre del 2010. Instituto 
Costarricense de Electricidad. Internal Report, 11 

Tazieff H (1994) Permanent lava lakes: observed facts and induced 
mechanisms. J Volcanol Geoth Res 63(1–2):3–11. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 0273(94) 90015-9

Valade S, Donnadieu F (2011) Ballistics and ash plumes discriminated 
by Doppler radar. Geophys Res Lett 38(22):1–5. https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1029/ 2011G L0494 15

Valade S, Donnadieu F, Lesage P, Mora MM, Harris A, Alvarado GE 
(2012) Explosion mechanisms at Arenal volcano, Costa Rica: 
An interpretation from integration of seismic and Doppler radar 
data. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 117(1):1–14. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1029/ 2011J B0086 23

Van der Bilt H, Paniagua S, Ávila G (1976) Informe sobre la activi-
dad del volcán Arenal iniciada el 17 de junio, 1975. Rev Geofís 
5:295–298

Vargas C, Vindas A, González C (2006) Análisis de las cenizas 
eruptadas por el volcán Arenal durante abril de 1992 a ago-
sto del 2001 y enero del 2004 a mayo del 2006 con respecto al 
tipo de actividad. B Obs Sismol Vulcanol Arenal y Miravalles 
16–17(28–29):11–25

Vergniolle S, Bouche E (2016) Gas-driven lava lake fluctuations 
at Erta’Ale volcano (Ethiopia) revealed by MODIS meas-
urements. B Volcanol 78(9):1–28. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00445- 016- 1047-y

Vergniolle S, Brandeis G (1994) Origin of the sound produced by 
Strombolian explosions. Geophys Res Lett 21(18):1959–1962. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 94GL0 1286

Vergniolle S, Brandeis G (1996) Strombolian explosions: A large bub-
ble breaking at the surface of a lava column as a source of sound. 
J Geophys Res Solid Earth 101(B9):20433–20447. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 96JB0 1178

Vergniolle S, Jaupart C (1986) Separated two-phase flow and basaltic 
eruptions. J Geophys Res Solid Earth 91(B12):12842–12860. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ JB091 iB12p 12842

Vergniolle S, Mangan M (2000) Hawaiian and Strombolian Eruptions. 
In: Sigurdsson H (ed) The Encyclopedia of Volcanoes, 1st edn. 
Academic Press, Elsevier, pp 447–461

Vergniolle S, Boichu M, Caplan-Auerbach J (2004) Acoustic meas-
urements of the 1999 eruption of Shishaldin volcano, Alaska: 
1) Origin of Strombolian activity. J Volcanol Geoth Res 137(1–
3):109–134. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2004. 05. 003

Vergniolle S, Gaudemer Y (2015) From Reservoirs and Conduits to the 
Surface: Review of Role of Bubbles in Driving Basaltic Erup-
tions. In: Carey R, Cayol V, Poland M, Weis D (eds) Hawaiian 
volcanoes, Geophysical Monograph 208, American Geophysical 
Union, 289–322. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 97811 18872 079. ch14

Vergniolle S, Métrich N (in revision) An interpretative view of open-
vent volcanoes. This issue

Vergniolle S, Ripepe M (2008) From Strombolian explosions to fire 
fountains at Etna Volcano (Italy): What do we learn from acous-
tic measurements? In: Lane SJ, Gilbert JS (ed) Fluid Motions in 
Volcanic Conduits: A Source of Seismic and Acoustic Signals. 
Geol Soc Spec Publ (307):103–124 https:// doi. org/ 10. 1144/ 
SP307.7

Wade JA, Plank T, Melson WG, Soto GJ, Hauri EH (2006) The volatile 
content of magmas from Arenal volcano. Costa Rica J Volcanol 
Geoth Res 157(1–3):94–120. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg 
eores. 2006. 03. 045

Wadge G (1983) The magma budget of Volcan Arenal, Costa Rica from 
1968 to 1980. J Volcanol Geoth Res 19(3–4):281–302. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 0273(83) 90115-4

Wadge G, Oramas Dorta D, Cole PD (2006) The magma budget of 
Volcán Arenal, Costa Rica from 1980 to 2004. J Volcanol Geoth 
Res 157(1–3):60–74. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2006. 
03. 037

Watson LM, Johnson JB, Sciotto M, Cannata A (2020) Changes in 
crater geometry revealed by inversion of harmonic infrasound 
observations: 24 December 2018 eruption of Mount Etna, Italy. 
Geoph Res Lett 47:e2020GL088077 https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 
2020G L0880 77

White R, McCausland W (2016) Volcano-tectonic earthquakes: A new 
tool for estimating intrusive volumes and forecasting eruptions. 
J Volcanol Geoth Res 309:139–155. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. 
jvolg eores. 2015. 10. 020

Williams-Jones G, Stix J, Heiligmann M, Barquero J, Fernández E, 
Gonzalez ED (2001) A model of degassing and seismicity at 
Arenal Volcano. Costa Rica J Volcanol Geoth Res 108(1–4):121–
139. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00281-X

Wilson BW (1972) Seiches Adv Hydrosi 8:1–94. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/ B978-0- 12- 021808- 0. 50006-1

Wilson L (1980) Relationships between pressure, volatile content 
and ejecta velocity in three types of volcanic explosion. J Vol-
canol Geoth Res 8(2–4):297–313. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 
0273(80) 90110-9

Wilson L, Parfitt EA (1993) The formation of perched lava ponds on 
basaltic volcanoes: the influence of flow geometry on cooling-
limited lava flow lengths. J Volcanol Geoth Res 56(1–2):113–
123. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 0273(93) 90053-T

Witsil AJC, Johnson JB (2018) Infrasound explosion and coda signal 
investigated with joint analysis of video at Mount Erebus, Ant-
arctica. J Volcanol Geoth Res 357:306–320. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 05. 002

Witter JB, Kress VC, Delmelle P, Stix J (2004) Volatile degassing, 
petrology, and magma dynamics of the Villarrica Lava Lake. 
Southern Chile J Volcanol Geoth Res 134(4):303–337. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2004. 03. 002

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 66 Page 41 of 42    66

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.07.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00254-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(03)00254-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02596984
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385938-9.00027-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-385938-9.00027-4
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggaa477
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggaa477
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epsl.2012.09.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(94)90015-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(94)90015-9
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011GL049415
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011GL049415
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008623
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008623
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-016-1047-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-016-1047-y
https://doi.org/10.1029/94GL01286
https://doi.org/10.1029/96JB01178
https://doi.org/10.1029/96JB01178
https://doi.org/10.1029/JB091iB12p12842
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.05.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/9781118872079.ch14
https://doi.org/10.1144/SP307.7
https://doi.org/10.1144/SP307.7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.045
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(83)90115-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(83)90115-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2006.03.037
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GL088077
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GL088077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.10.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00281-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-021808-0.50006-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-021808-0.50006-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(80)90110-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(80)90110-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(93)90053-T
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.03.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.03.002


1 3

Wolff JA, Sumner J (2000) Lava Fountains and Their Products. In: 
Sigurdsson H (ed) The Encyclopedia of Volcanoes, 1st edn. Aca-
demic Press, Elsevier, pp 321–329

Woods AW, Koyaguchi T (1994) Transitions between explosive and 
effusive eruptions of silicic magmas. Nature 370:641–644. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 37064 1a0

Woulff G, McGetchin TR (1976) Acoustic noise from volcanoes: The-
ory and experiments. Geophys J Int 45(3):601–616. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1111/j. 1365- 246X. 1976. tb069 13.x

Wright HMN, Cashman KV, Mothes PA, Hall ML, Gorki Ruiz A, 
Le Pennec J-L (2012) Estimating rates of decompression from 
textures of erupted ash particles produced by 1999–2006 erup-
tions of Tungurahua volcano. Ecuador Geology 40(7):619–622. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ G32948.1

Yamamoto T, Takarada S, Suto S (1993) Pyroclastic flows from the 
1991 eruption of Unzen volcano. Japan B Volcanol 55(3):166–
175. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF003 01514

Zapata MI, Soto GJ (1991) Lahares antiguos y recientes en el Volcán 
Arenal. Costa Rica Bol Obs Vulcanol Arenal 3(5):4–28

Bulletin of Volcanology (2022) 84: 6666   Page 42 of 42

https://doi.org/10.1038/370641a0
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1976.tb06913.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.1976.tb06913.x
https://doi.org/10.1130/G32948.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00301514

	Evolution and dynamics of the open-vent eruption at Arenal volcano (Costa Rica, 1968–2010): what we learned and perspectives
	Abstract
	Resumen
	Introduction
	Geological setting
	Review of the eruption and associated activity
	The July 1968- October 2010 eruption: timeline
	Stage 1 July–September 1968
	Stage 2 September 1968-August 1973
	Stage 3 August 1973-March 1974
	Stage 4 March 1974-mid-1984
	Stage 5 mid-1984–1987
	Stage 6 1987–2000
	Stage 7 2000-October 2010

	Evolution of crater C
	Morphology
	Dynamics
	The hosted lava within crater C: a lava pond?

	Explosive activity
	Lava flow descriptions
	Lava flow field and final volumes erupted
	Discharge rates

	Petrology and rheology
	What we have learned from a geophysical perspective?
	Seismicity at Arenal: 1968–2010
	Classification of seismic events
	Explosion quakes
	Long-period events
	Harmonic tremor
	Spasmodic tremor
	Volcano-tectonic events

	Precursory seismicity
	Studies of seismic sources
	Behaviour of volcanic tremor
	Location and mechanism of seismic sources

	Velocity models and site effects
	Acoustic
	February 2005 explosions
	February 2005 small pressure transients

	Doppler radar
	Deformation

	Discussion
	Mechanisms of explosive activity
	Source models of explosion quakes and volcanic tremor
	Acoustic observations: new insights into explosive activity at Arenal
	Velocity models, site effects and deformation

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements 
	References


