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Abstract
Purpose – The purpose of this paper is to highlight the importance of a comprehensive global database on
volcanic unrest (WOVOdat) as a resource to improve eruption forecasts, hazard evaluation and mitigation actions.
Design/methodology/approach – WOVOdat is a centralized database that hosts multi-parameter monitoring
data sets from unrest and eruption episodes of volcanoes worldwide. Its online interface (https://wovodat.org/)
allows interactive data analysis and comparison between volcanoes and eruption styles, which is needed during
volcanic crises, as well as to perform basic research on pre-eruption processes, teaching and outreach.
Findings – WOVOdat aims to standardize and organize the myriad of monitoring data types at the global
scale. Users can compare changes during a crisis to past unrest episodes, and estimate probabilities of outcomes
using evidence-based statistics. WOVOdat will be to volcanology as an epidemiological database is to medicine.
Research limitations/implications – The success of eruption forecast relies on data completeness,
and thus requires the willingness of observatories, governments and researchers to share data across the
volcano community.
Practical implications – WOVOdat is a unique resource that can be studied to understand the causes of
volcanic unrest and to improve eruption forecasting.
Originality/value – WOVOdat is the only compilation of standardized and multi-parameter volcano unrest
data from around the world, and it is freely and easily accessible through an online interface.
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1. Introduction
Volcanoes exhibit various pre-eruption behaviors that can be recorded using monitoring
networks (geophysical, geodetical and geochemical) and can be used to anticipate what the
volcano will do next. For example, an exponential increase in seismicity has been observed
at some volcanoes close to eruption (e.g. Merapi eruption in 2010; Surono et al., 2012). In
some cases, deformation also precedes eruptions, although not all inflation episodes
terminate in eruption, and not all eruptions show deformation beforehand (e.g. Chaussard
et al., 2013). A change in the gas flux and composition has also been reported as a useful tool
to anticipate eruptions at volcanoes such as Etna (Aiuppa et al., 2007).
A volcano unrest episode may include different phases or time intervals of increasing or
decreasing activity, and each phase can lead to different outcomes (e.g. eruption styles). The
most challenging task during volcanic crisis is to interpret the monitoring data, to better
anticipate the evolution of the unrest and implement timely mitigation actions (Sobradelo and
Martí, 2015). Aside from real time monitoring data, the volcanologist will rely on historical unrest
and past eruptions of the same volcano. Such analysis requires the existence of a standardized

and organized database of past events of the same volcano. Moreover, if the volcano has not
erupted frequently or is not well studied, volcanologist may wish to consult what has happened
at other volcanoes, starting first with WOVOdat and then delving into primary sources as
needed. Forecasting of hazardous volcanic phenomena is becoming more quantitative and based
on understanding of the physics of the causative processes (Sparks, 2003). At the same time, the
field of eruption forecasting is also moving forward as a result of Bayesian Event Tree analysis
to reflect multiple possible scenarios and the probability of each scenario (Aspinall et al., 2003;
Marzocchi et al., 2007; Lindsay et al., 2010; Sandri et al., 2012; Sobradelo et al., 2014; Newhall and
Pallister, 2015). Such forecasts will benefit from comprehensive and authoritative global unrest
data sets (Newhall and Pallister, 2015; Costa et al., 2019).
In the recent years, there has been a large increase in the volume of monitoring data sets, with
also great advances both in ground-based and remote sensing volcano monitoring (e.g. Segall,
2013; Pyle et al., 2013; Carn et al., 2016; Flower et al., 2016; Hughes et al., 2016; Reath et al., 2016;
National Academies of Sciences Engineering and Medicine, 2017). Moreover, data processing and
analysis techniques have also been improved and automated (e.g. Beyreuther and Wassermann,
2008; Tamburello, 2015; Coppola et al., 2016). Despite these advances, there are still large
disparities on the data standardization between observatories even of the same country, and
very few have a database that can be easily accessed and searched from outside that country.
WOVOdat is a unique comprehensive global database on volcanic unrest aimed at
improving eruption forecasts. It is an international effort of the World Organization of
Volcano Observatories (WOVO), but since 2009, the Earth Observatory of Singapore (EOS)
has taken the lead on hosting and developing WOVOdat. It is intended to provide a
comprehensive reference to understand pre-, syn- and inter-eruptive processes and to be
freely accessible during volcanic crisis (Newhall et al., 2017).
WOVOdat aims to standardize and organize the myriad of monitoring data from various
sources and types at the global scale (Venezky and Newhall, 2007). Users will be able to compare
changes of unrest in question to the unrest in the past, and estimate probabilities of outcomes
using evidence-based statistics. Unrest data are used to anticipate whether an eruption is likely
to occur, estimate the possible outcome and its hazards, and implement timely mitigation
actions. Reference to WOVOdat is especially useful at volcanoes that have not erupted in
historical or “instrumental” time and for which no previous data exist, because WOVOdat will
likely contain data from analogous volcanoes. Even for volcanoes that may erupt often and for
which there is an existing monitoring database, it is critical to have access to a global unrest
data, since volcanoes can change their behavior from one eruption to the next.
WOVOdat has developed a stand-alone local host monitoring database system, that is
currently operational and being used in PHIVOLCS (the Philippines), CVGHM (Indonesia),
RVO (Papua New Guinea) and NIED ( Japan). In the rest of the paper, we describe the data
structure, sources and contributions and provide a couple of examples of applications.
More details can be found in Newhall et al. (2017) and www.wovodat.org.
2. Database system and online interface
2.1 Database system and data sources
More than 1,600 Holocene volcanoes worldwide have produced around 10,000 known
eruptions (Smithsonian Institution, 2013), but only a small fraction of those eruptions have
been monitored. We estimate that there are ~2,700 eruptions after 1950 for which at least
have been monitored by one instrument. Currently there are ~900 episodes of pre-eruptive
unrest with monitoring data already archived into WOVOdat, which amounts to 30 percent
of the global total. Of those 900 unrest data sets, about 55 percent are from observatories,
15 percent from research projects, 10 percent from open catalogues and the rest of 20 percent
are from the published literature. The four largest potential data contributors in terms of
eruptive episodes by country are Indonesia, Japan, USA and Russia (Figure 1).

WOVOdat

739

Nica

ragu
97 a,

New Zealand, 116

Worldwide volcanic
eruptions
1950–2017

7

1
e, 1

Chil

21

Legacy data
23%

Indonesia, 414

Va
nu
a
83 tu,

,1

Figure 1.
Estimated number of
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Institution, 2013) or
other episodes of unrest
from 1950 to 2017

Volcano
Observatory
data
53%

Italy, 50
57
Rica,
Costa
2
r, 6
ado
2 s,
Ecu
,6 e
ce pin
an ilip
Fr
Ph 63
e
Th

Research
projects
15%

Open
catalogs
9%

G

740

WOVOdat stores collective records of multi-parameters instrumental and observational
data that reflect changes in seismicity, ground deformation, gas emission and any
other observable that are above their normal baselines. Multi-parameter data are held and
used in most volcano observatories, and global compilations have been made of individual
types of monitoring data, e.g., seismic, or deformation, or gas, but only in WOVOdat are
multi-parameter data brought together from around the world and made easily accessible on
common timescales, in side-by-side comparisons. Maintaining consistency of data is important
for comparative studies between unrest episodes, therefore data have been archived following
standard formats and complemented with its metadata to capture data quality and accuracy.
The database is created following the structure and format described in the WOVOdat
1.0 report (Venezky and Newhall, 2007), updated in WOVOdat 1.1 (https://wovodat.org/doc/
database/1.1/index.php). The volcano table is the center point of the data structure from
which all other data can be linked. Monitoring data are generally linked from the station
where the data were collected, to the network of stations, and to the volcano (Figure 2). The
data are managed with MySQL, an open source relational database management system
(RDBMS) for web-based application. The hierarchical database allows connection between
each data entity, e.g. seismicity and deformation time series from different station can be
interconnected with eruption phases and alert levels.
The main activity of the WOVOdat project (as of 2019) is data population, and the
objective is to include all processed data of historical unrest from all reliable sources,
including but not limited to that which led to eruption. Fields include monitoring data and
metadata, the eruption chronology from the early stages of unrest, throughout the eruption
and return back to normal level. In addition, the database contains volcano background
information, monitoring metadata and supporting data such as reports, images, maps and
videos, as well as the alert levels issued were applicable (e.g. Winson et al., 2014). Nearly all
data in WOVOdat are time-stamped and geo-referenced, so that they can be analyzed in
both space and time. The full coverage and detail of the data set are needed so that they can
be used for forecasting both eruptions and non-eruptive outcomes.
The ownership of data in WOVOdat remains with the individuals and organizations that
originally collected the data. Active data that are younger than a two-year grace period are
generally not available, because they might still be in use by observatories and other
contributors. WOVOdat welcomes any volcano monitoring data, but it respects the

PN

DPM
28,6

Japan, 264
Russia, 235

USA, 283

Supporting data:
• Contact
• Bibliographic
• Observation
• Image
• Map
• Airplane/Satellite
• Earthquake translation
• System

VOLCANO
Volcano
information

Smithsonian

Magma
Chamber

Eruption phase

Smithsonian

Eruption video
COMMON
NETWORK

SEISMIC
NETWORK

Instrument

DATA:
• Event
• Intensity
• Tremor
• Swarm
• RSAM
• SSAM
• Waveform

Tectonic
Settings

ERUPTION

Eruption forecast

SEISMIC
STATION

WOVOdat

SIMPLIFIED WOVODAT SCHEMA

DEFORMATION
STATION
Instrument

DATA:
• Angle
• Tiltmeter
• Strainmeter
• EDM
• GPS
• Leveling
• InSAR

GAS
STATION
Instrument

DATA:
• Sampled gas
• Soil Efflux
• Plume

HYDROLOGY
STATION
Instrument

DATA:
• Hydrologic

FIELD
STATION
Instrument

DATA:
• Magnetic
• Electric
• Gravity

Inferred processes:
• Hydrothermal system
interaction
• Magma movement
• Buildup of magma pressure
• Volatile saturation
• Regional tectonic interaction

THERMAL
STATION
Instrument

DATA:
• Ground based
thermal

741

METEO
STATION
Instrument

DATA:
• Meteo data

• Thermal
image

All data include: time stamp, data owner, reference/source,
uploader, and publish date

Notes: WOVOdat is organized in a MySQL hierarchical relational database management system
where all available data in a specific volcano will be linked through “volcano” as the parent table.
Data are recorded first at stations then can be linked to specific unrest/eruption through volcano.
WOVOdat stores mainly processed historical unrest data where nearly all data will be
time-stamped and geo-referenced, so that they can be studied in both space and time

prerogative of those who collected the data to have first option in interpretation and
publication. The data policy provides rules and guidelines on the usage of data, and all users
agree to abide by the terms of the data use agreement. To give proper credit to data
contributors and to be able trace back to original source of the data, all data in the database
also link to data owner, data uploader, published date and bibliographic references.
WOVOdat refers to and links with various open access databases and catalogues that
provide a variety types of related data, e.g. the Smithsonian’s Volcanoes of the World
(VOTW, Siebert et al., 2010; Smithsonian Institution, 2013) database as primary source of
description of volcanoes and historical eruptions, Japan Meteorological Agency ( JMA)
provides National catalogue of active volcanoes in Japan, Alaska Volcano Observatory
(AVO) provides Alaska volcano information, historical eruptions and geochemistry
(Cameron et al., 2014), GNS Science provides volcano monitoring data in New Zealand,
UNAVCO provides geodetic data. Databases for specific types of data such as InSAR
(e.g. Fournier et al., 2010; COMET project; Biggs et al., 2014; Ebmeier et al., 2018; https://
volcanodeformation.blogs.ilrt.org/), lava dome growth (DomeHaz; Ogburn et al., 2015) and
volcanic gas emissions (Carn et al., 2016; DECADE project; Clor et al., 2013).
2.2 On-line interactive interface
Along with creating a database on volcanic unrest, WOVOdat team are also developing
interactive web-application tools to help users to query, visualize and analyze data, which
further can be used for probabilistic eruption forecasting. Web Interface is on continuous

Figure 2.
Type of data stored in
the WOVOdat
database and the
hierarchy of the data
management
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development to support interaction between WOVOdat developers, observatories, and other
partners in building the database, accessing documents, submitting data, visualize and
query the data (Figure 3).
The main visualization tool in WOVOdat enables comparison of processed monitoring
data, e.g., earthquake hypocenters, displacements and gas flux time series from different
episodes of unrest from a single volcano, or between two different but analogous volcanoes.
Using “Single volcano view” or “Side by side comparison” visualization menu (Figure 4), it is
possible to plot multi-parameter monitoring data sets in one stack of graphs on the same time
scale, which allow to track the progress of the past unrest toward eruption. The “Temporal
evolution of unrest” menu allows plotting changes in monitoring data through time and
synchronically correlates it with the manifestation of the unrest (termed as eruption phases;
e.g. phreatic explosion, dome extrusion, explosion, etc.) and alert level changes (Figure 5).
A Boolean search tool allows the user to query specific volcano information, and its
eruptions and retrieve available monitoring data related to a specified eruption time. These
search results can then also be displayed in an interactive time-series visualization of
eruption phases, alert level information and monitoring data related to the eruption.
We have also created “WOVOdat analytics tools” (Fajiculay et al., 2017), a user-friendly
web application of various statistical and Machine Learning algorithms that allow users to
perform analysis of temporal and spatial monitoring data e.g. seismic counts, gas emission
rate, tiltmeter, GPS, seismic events, etc. The tools also allow users to perform post-processing
procedures interactively to the data, e.g. inverse and logarithmic function, first or second
derivatives, time averaged, cumulative value over time, trend analysis, etc.
With data analytics, we should be able to find the most diagnostic unrest indicators, and
identify precursory patterns for different eruptive styles. When a volcano is entering a new
unrest episode, one can compare it with previously known diagnostic patterns (e.g. Potter
et al., 2015), to estimate probabilities of how the unrest will evolve, whether an eruption is
likely to occur, and its outcome. The more complete the data, the better evidence-based
statistical results will be, and thus improving forecasting accuracy.
2.3 Stand-alone package
In addition to the web-based version of WOVOdat, we have also developed a standalone
package, an open source system, that is freely available for observatories that wish to adopt it

Figure 3.
Screenshot of
WOVOdat (https://
wovodat.org/) main
webpage with main
menus and tools
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Notes: Data compiled from JMA seismological bulletin (www.data.jma.go.jp/svd/
eqev/data/bulletin/index_e.html) and NCEDC earthquake catalog
(http://www.ncedc.org/ncedc/catalog-search.html)

and develop their own database. WOVOdat provides a ready installable MySQL database
template as well as open source interactive tools for users to submit, query, visualize and
mining data with objectives to have efficient and systematic data archiving system. This
allows interactive retrieval and display of historical and current data, including synchronized
time plots of changes in various parameters, as well as comparisons of unrest within or

Figure 4.
Example of side by
side comparisons of
geographic settings
and seismicity for two
different episodes of
caldera unrest: AsoJapan (1 January – 1
May 2016) and Long
Valley-USA (1 March
– 1 July 1992)
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An example of a
complete unrest
episode, covering pre-,
syn-, and posteruption of Redoubt in
2008-2009, started
from normal and
returned back to
normal alert level
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Notes: The evolving unrest of Redoubt 2009 covering eruption chronology
represented by different eruption phases, alert level changes, with the
corresponding spatio-temporal seismicity (swarm) and gas emission rates.
Unrest spanning small ash-and steam explosion (March 15, 2009); lava effusion
(March 22 –23) accompanied by intermittent explosions (March 23rd –April 4th).
Extrusion ceased on April 6th. Data compiled from Dixon et al., 2010; Dixon
et al., 2011; Lopez et al., 2013; Werner et al., 2012; Werner et al., 2013

between analogous volcanoes. This is in part to better communicate to the community how
the database can be effectively used and thus increase the openness of observatories to data
submissions. The WOVOdat standalone version has been already adopted by PHIVOLCS (the
Philippines), CVGHM (Indonesia), RVO (Papua New Guinea) and NIED ( Japan).

3. The use/application of WOVOdat
WOVOdat is primarily for organizing, archiving and serving the data of volcanic unrest
and gleaning insights useful for eruption forecasting. In addition, it can be used for
primary and secondary school learning about what volcano monitoring is and how
it can be used to anticipate eruptions, research projects in academia, research
and forecasting in observatories and research on data analytics. Some examples
of applications are given below.
3.1 WOVOdat platform as monitoring data management system
The WOVOdat project aims at collating worldwide unrest data, so it was designed as an
efficient RDBMS. It enables the creation and administration of vast amounts of
multi-parameter monitoring data that is stored in tabular format with rows and columns.
It also provides easy access through web application. Such a capacity and versatility make
it ideal for any new institution who wishes to develop a monitoring database to adopt it at
the local host level. In addition to storing and administering multiparametric monitoring
data, WOVOdat structure allows integrating across diverse data formats and into common
standards to drive greater data availability, provide easy access and visual interactive
capabilities. Streamline data access facilitates efficient queries, allows creating correlation
between data through time and space. The recent advancement of data science, leveraging
the power of Machine Learning and Open Source tools will allow faster data analysis,
finding trends and patterns, improve the quality of information. This should allow a
data-driven volcano community to better understand volcanic processes and improve
eruption forecasts for decision optimization.
3.2 Comparative studies
During crisis response at a volcano with no or insufficient historical data about prior unrest, it
is helpful to access and interrogate historical unrest at other similar (analogous) volcanoes or
unrest with similar characteristics (analogous unrest). This should be able to better evaluate
the likely outcome of an impending eruption (e.g. Sparks, 2003; Newhall et al., 2017).
The difficulty of interpreting volcanic unrest is especially notable in calderas, where
many episodes of unrest rarely lead to eruption. Calderas are considered among the most
complex and dangerous volcanoes, yet very few episodes of past unrest were monitored
instrumentally and even fewer led to eruption, so our ability to systematically archive data
related to worldwide caldera unrest is very important. There are more than 440 calderas
worldwide, 97 of them have been active during the Holocene (Newhall and Dzurisin, 1988;
Geyer and Martí, 2008; Sobradelo et al., 2010; Siebert et al., 2010). From a review of the
known unrest at calderas from 1988 to 2014 (Acocella et al., 2015), it appears most of their
unrest episodes are increases in seismicity (swarm), surface deformation, gravity changes
and degassing. Although most caldera unrest does not lead to an eruption, nearly every
eruption is preceded by unrest. To explore this case we can use WOVOdat’s “side by side
comparisons” visualization tool that allows plotting of the geographical distribution and
depth of seismicity (Figure 4). We can compare the effect of a tectonic earthquake on two
different caldera systems. In one example, the 2016 Kumamoto earthquake sequence
involved three large events (Mw⩾6.2 on April 14–16, 2016) and produced dynamic
triggering of seismicity in Aso caldera ( JMA seismological bulletin, www.data.jma.go.jp/
svd/eqev/data/bulletin/index_e.html) with a spatial gap around Aso (Uchide et al., 2016).
Aso volcano was already having small eruptions during this period, and in April 16–30
there were additional ash explosions following the regional earthquakes, perhaps pointing
to a causal relation between the two phenomena. In a contrasting second example,
immediately after the June 28, 1992 Mw 7.3 Landers earthquake, Long Valley (USA) 400 km
to the north increased seismicity (Northern California Earthquake Data Center’ earthquake

WOVOdat

745

DPM
28,6

746

catalog, https://ncedc.org/) and showed volumetric strain suggesting increased pressure
from rising bubbles as a mechanism for remotely triggered seismicity (Linde et al., 1994).
The Landers earthquake also triggered caldera uplift up to ~5 mm in the six days following
the earthquake (Hill, 2006), but in this case no eruptions or explosions occurred. The
database schema of WOVOdat also includes an Inferred Processes table to store historical
(in most cases from the peer reviewed literature) inferences about processes causing
volcanic unrest that include hydrothermal system interaction, magma movement, buildup
magma pressure, volatile saturation and regional tectonic interaction. When used with due
caution, these inferences can be useful keywords or pointers to comparable processes at
various volcanic systems, such as discussed in the two examples above (Figure 4).
3.3 Understanding evolving unrest
WOVOdat can interactively display the locations of monitoring stations, hypocenter maps
and profiles and time-series plots of user-selected parameters (Figure 5). The temporal
changes in monitoring data can be annotated with the onset of eruption, individual phases
of eruptions and alert level.
As an example of how WOVOdat can be used to visualize the chronology of events
related to an eruption, we report the sequence at Redoubt volcano in 2009 (Figure 5),
including eruption phases (Bull et al., 2012), alert level changes (Bull et al., 2012),
spatiotemporal seismic swarms (AVO catalog, Dixon and Stihler, 2009; Dixon et al., 2010,
2011) and gas emission rates (Werner et al., 2012, 2013; Lopez et al., 2013).
Redoubt has been used as an example of a volcano that could reawaken quickly (Power
et al., 2013). The 2009 eruption of Redoubt Volcano shares many similarities with eruptions
documented most recently at Redoubt in 1966–1968 and 1989–1990 (Bull et al., 2012).
The earliest precursors to both 1989–1990 and 2009 eruptions were subtle and included
increased gas emission, heat flux, and snow melt in the summit crater and ground
deformation in 2008 (Miller, 1994; Gardner et al., 1994; Power et al., 1994; Bull and Buurman,
2013; Grapenthin et al., 2013). The 2009 eruption was preceded by a marked increase in deep
long-period (DLP) events at 28–35 km depth that began roughly 2.5 months before the onset
of magmatic explosions (Power et al., 2013). This corresponds with the initial appearance of
CO2 gas emissions (Werner et al., 2013), before SO2 emission that appeared following the
phreatic explosion on March 15, 2009. The onset of magmatic explosions on March 22 was
preceded by a strong, shallow swarm of repetitive earthquakes that began less than three
days before an explosion. Lava effusion (March 22–23) accompanied by intermittent
explosions (March 23 to April 4) until the extrusion finally ceased on April 6. The occurrence
of precursory DLP events suggests that the 2009 eruption may have involved the rise of
magma from lower crustal depths, a diffuse magma source region at 25–38 km depth.
Future monitoring programs should be designed to capture seismicity in this depth range
(Power et al., 2013). Close tracking of seismic activity allowed the AVO to successfully
issue warnings prior to many of the hazardous explosive events that occurred in 2009
(Bull et al., 2012; Power et al., 2013).
The spatio-temporal visualization allows user to look for systematic relations between
unrest and eruptive style and address questions such as:
•

On average, how many cases of phreatic eruption will be followed by magmatic
eruption within a month? How many of those will become plinian eruptions?

•

What multi-parameter data will serve as indicators for changes in the style of
eruption, or when an eruption has ended?

•

What parameters will be the best indicators in changing alert levels (up if unrest is
heading toward more significant eruption or down if it is waning or ending).

3.4 Pattern recognition applications
As the database grows more complete, users will be able to analyze patterns of unrest in the
same way that epidemiologists study the spatial and temporal patterns and associations
among diseases. The multi-parameter monitoring data sets considered here documented the
variations in the geophysical, geochemical and geodetic signals from a volcano normal state
(baseline level) and throughout the unrest. We termed as “unrest indicators” those which
defined quantifiable changes, as threshold value and/or rate variation for interpreting
unrest. Compiling indicators from past episodes of unrest at a single volcano or at
similar volcanoes can be used as statistical evidence to estimate the outcome probability of
any new unrest.
Potentially, more than a century’s worth of volcano monitoring data could be studied in
the same way that epidemiologists study the occurrence, symptoms and origins of disease.
A whole new field of volcano epidemiology awaits, and we anticipate that it will
significantly improve eruption forecasts as well as address a variety of research questions.
For example, a volcanologist responding to a crisis will usually ask, “Where has unrest like
(the present) been seen before, and what happened?” Statistics of previous outcomes might
be used in probabilistic event trees.
4. Current priorities in WOVOdat
(1) Promote active participation of volcano observatories on developing their local host
unrest database using WOVOdat standard and schema, which will link to their
operational (real time) monitoring system. This will allow observatory staff to
explore unrest pattern at their volcano, and use the knowledge of past unrest to
evaluate the unrest in question and to forecast its further course. This experience
also helps to systematically archive and preserve the unrest data, and to optimize or
improve the use of WOVOdat analytics tools.
(2) Populate, populate and populate. The success of eruption forecasts depends
significantly on data completeness. The more data in WOVOdat, the more
useful it will be. We actively solicit data contributions from volcano observatories,
government institutions and individual researchers and projects to agree on data
sharing and enable Findable, Accessible, Interoperable and Reusable (FAIR) data
across the volcano community. WOVOdat also welcomes automatic data upload,
data analytics tools and scripts that will optimize the Boolean search engine and
data display.
(3) Develop examples of uses of the database for anticipation of volcanic eruptions
using probability theory and event trees (e.g. Newhall and Pallister, 2015),
and machine learning methods to find analog volcanoes and eruptions
(e.g. Fajiculay et al., 2017).
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