N

N

Very-long-period seismicity associated with the 2009-2015
reawakening of Cotopaxi Volcano, Ecuador
Indira Molina, Hiroyuki Kumagai, Mario Ruiz, Stephen Hernandez, Patricia

Mothes, Gabriela Arias, Joan Andujar

» To cite this version:

Indira Molina, Hiroyuki Kumagai, Mario Ruiz, Stephen Hernandez, Patricia Mothes, et al.. Very-long-period
seismicity associated with the 2009-2015 reawakening of Cotopaxi Volcano, Ecuador. Journal of Volcanology
and Geothermal Research, 2024, 453, (10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2024.108150). <insu-04676492)

HAL Id: insu-04676492
https://insu.hal.science/insu-04676492v1

Submitted on 9 Sep 2024

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access archive L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est des-
for the deposit and dissemination of scientific re- tinée au dépoét et a la diffusion de documents scien-
search documents, whether they are published or not. tifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non, émanant
The documents may come from teaching and research  des établissements d’enseignement et de recherche
institutions in France or abroad, or from public or pri- francais ou étrangers, des laboratoires publics ou
vate research centers. privés.

Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY 4.0 - Attribution - International License


https://insu.hal.science/insu-04676492v1
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr

© 00 I o Ot s~ W

10
11
12
13
14
15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

Very-long-period seismicity associated with the 2009-2015

reawakening of Cotopaxi Volcano, Ecuador

Indira Molina!, Hiroyuki Kumagai?, Mario Ruiz’, Stephen Hernandez?, Patricia Mothes®, Gabriela

Arias?*, Joan Andujar’

IServicio Geolégico Colombiano, Bogot4, Colombia cmolinap@sgc.gov.co

2Nagoya University, Nagoya, Japan kumagai@eps.nagoya-u.ac.jp

SInstituto  Geofisico, Escuela Politécnica Nacional, Quito, Ecuador mruiz@igepn.edu.ec,

pmothes@igepn.edu.ec, shernandez@igepn.edu.ec

“Institut Géoazur, Université Cote d’Azur arias@geoazur.unice.fr

ISTO, Orléans, France juan.andujar@cnrs-orleans.fr

To be submitted to: Journal of Volcanology and Geothermal Research.

ABSTRACT

Cotopaxi is a large, ice-capped stratovolcano located in the Ecuadorian Andes. After 72 years of
repose, Cotopaxi erupted on August 14, 2015. The precursory activity included long-period (LP)
events followed by volcano-tectonic (VT) earthquakes, very-long-period events accompanying LP
signals (VLP/LP events), tremor, deformation and SO, emissions. VLP/LP events were first
observed at Cotopaxi in 2002, and occurred persistently occurred from 2009 to 2014 and during
the 2015 eruptions. Previous studies of the VLP/LP seismicity suggested that these events
originated by repetitive volume changes in a crack due to degassing of water from magma at a
depth of 2—-3 km beneath the NE flank. Based on this interpretation, we estimated the magma

volumes related to individual VLP/LP events from 2009 to 2015, which were systematically
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extracted from continuous seismic records of the Cotopaxi broadband seismic network. Based on
the accumulated magma volume and the VLP/LP activity, our study is divided into seven periods
(phases A—QG), during which the magma supply rate significantly fluctuated. In phase E (June 1—
July 27,2015), before the eruptions, the magma supply rate increased. Degassing at the VLP source
generated gas flows in the conduit and pre-eruptive tremor, gradually drying out a shallow
hydrothermal system. In phase F (July 28—September 15, 2015), we estimated the highest magma
supply rate, leading to magma fragmentation at the VLP source and eruptions accompanied by
tremor. In phase G (September 16— December 29, 2015), the magma supply rate decreased, and
overall eruptive activity, VLP/LP events, and tremor gradually waned. These results indicate that
the VLP/LP events were likely generated by degassing from magma supplied to the VLP source
through an intruded dike before and during the eruptions. The VLP/LP activity provides critical
useful information about the magma supply rates that controlled eruptive and gas emission activity
at Cotopaxi during this period and may help to constrain magma volumes during future

reactivations.

1. INTRODUCTION

Cotopaxi (elevation 5876 m) is a large, ice-capped volcano, and one of the highest active
stratovolcanoes in the world. Cotopaxi is located south of Quito, Ecuador’s capital city of Ecuador,
and 40 km north of Latacunga (Fig. 1a). Its eruptive activity has been characterized by periodical
andesitic and rhyolitic eruptions (Hall and Mothes, 1995). Over the past 500 years, Cotopaxi has
experienced multiple cycles of eruptions in 1532-1534, 1742-1744, 17661768, 1853—-1855,
1877-1880, 1903—-1906, and 1942 (Coordinated Universal Time, UTC, is used throughout this

paper). During this period, there were 70 eruptions with Volcanic Explosivity Indices (VEIs) of
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2-4, characterized by ash falls, as well as pyroclastic, debris and lava flows (Andrade et al., 2005,
Mothes et al., 1998; Hidalgo et al., 2018). Barberi et al. (1995) estimated the average recurrence
interval of eruptive episodes of Cotopaxi to be 117 years based on historical and stratigraphic
records over the last 2000 years. According to these historical records, smaller and less intense
eruptions, lasting months to years, preceded large eruptions (Hidalgo et al., 2018). Identifying pre-
eruptive signals before any unrest is crucial because of the population centers lying near the

volcano, and especially near lahar channels.

The Cotopaxi seismic network was deployed in 1989 and has been maintained and operated by the
Instituto Geofisico at the Escuela Politécnica Nacional (IG-EPN). It has recorded various seismic
signals, such as long-period (LP) events, tremor, volcano-tectonic (VT) earthquakes, very-long-
period (VLP) events accompanying LP signals (i.e., VLP/LP events), explosions, and ice quakes
in the summit glaciers (e.g., Ruiz et al., 1998; Metaxian et al., 2003; Molina et al., 2008; Kumagai
et al., 2010; Bernard et al., 2016; Hidalgo et al., 2018). According to the classification scheme of
Chouet (1996a), LP and VLP denote seismic events with frequency ranges of 0.5-5 Hz (0.2-2 s)
and 0.01-0.5 Hz (2-100 s), respectively. LP events display multiple oscillation cycles, while VLP
events often show one cycle, except for some unusual events reported at Mt. Erebus and Kilauea
(Waite, 2015). LP events are interpreted as acoustic vibrations of fluid-filled resonators in
magmatic and hydrothermal systems (e.g., Chouet, 1996b). VLP events are linked to mass transport
processes in magmatic and hydrothermal systems (e.g., Chouet and Matoza, 2013, and references
cited therein) related to magma intrusion and eruptive activity (e.g., Arciniega-Ceballos et al.,
1999; Molina et al., 2008; Maeda and Takeo, 2011; Park et al., 2020). VLP events exhibit high-

frequency signals at event onsets when they are associated with explosions (see Fig. 1d of Ripepe
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et al., 2021). However, VLP events are not always associated with explosions or surface activity
(e.g., Hill et al., 2002; Marchetti and Ripepe, 2005). VLP/LP events at Cotopaxi show both VLP

and LP signatures (Molina et al., 2008).

Alternatively, tremor usually displays emergent onsets and dominant frequencies in the range of
0.066—10 Hz (0.1-15 s) (e.g., McNutt, 1992; Yukutake et al., 2017). The source processes of
tremor are interpreted as (i) flow-induced oscillations of conduit walls, (ii) successive cracking of
rocks due to injection of fluids, and (iii) hydrothermal interaction with magmatic gas and ash

emissions (Li et al., 2022 and references cited therein).

According to Ruiz et al. (1998), the seismic activity at Cotopaxi between 1989 and 1997 was caused
by the interaction between magmatic heat and the shallow hydrothermal system. During renewed
seismic activity in 2001-2003, VLP/LP events were observed at Cotopaxi for the first time between
June and September 2002 (Molina et al., 2008). Later, VLP/LP events from 2002 to 2015 were
reported by Molina et al. (2008), Kumagai et al. (2010), Arias (2016), and Anzieta et al. (2019).
VLP/LP sources were located below the NE flank of the volcano at a depth of 2-3 km (Molina et
al., 2008; Kumagai et al., 2010; Arias, 2016; Anzieta et al., 2019). During the seismic crisis from
2001 to 2003, Molina et al. (2008) reported on an increasing number of LP events in January 2001,
which were followed by a VT swarm in November 2001 and subsequent deformation beneath the
NE flank in or earlier than November 2001, prior to the appearance of fumarolic activity in early
January 2002 (Global Volcanism Program, 2002) (Fig. 2a). These changes led to the interpretation
of a magmatic intrusion beneath the NE flank. Continuing into late June 2002, impulsive VLP

signals accompanied by LP signals (i.e., VLP/LP events), characterized by a transition from non-
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harmonic to harmonic oscillations were observed. VLP signals displayed a broad spectral peak of
around 0.5 Hz (2 s), and accompanied LP signals characterized by non-harmonic oscillations in
0.5-5 Hz (0.2-2 s) (see Figs. 3 and 6 of Molina et al., 2008). Molina et al. (2008) performed
waveform inversion of VLP signals and suggested that these VLP and LP signals were produced
by volume changes in the crack due to degassing of water at the top of an intruded magma and the
resonance of a crack filled with ash-laden gases released from the magma, respectively. The crack
was located beneath the NE flank at a depth of 2—3 km. Molina et al. (2008) also performed particle
motion analyses for the initiation onset (onset) portions of the VLPs events and found that these
events were located beneath the NE flank. Using waveform inversion analysis Kumagai et al.
(2010) estimated an inclined tensile crack mechanism for a VLP/LP event in 2009. This VLP/LP
event displayed impulsive VLP signals at its onset in a frequency band of 0.08 and 0.2 Hz (5-12.5
s), followed by LP signals consisting of non-harmonic oscillations with dominant peaks in 0.5-10
Hz (0.1-2 s) (see Figs. 4 and 5 of Kumagai et al., 2010). The source of this VLP event was located
at 2 km depth below the NE flank. In 2009, Cotopaxi’s activity was accompanied by an increase
in LP events and sporadic SO2 emissions of around 500 t/d (Bourquin et al., 2009). Small increases
in LP events also occurred in 2010 and 2011, and an active fumarole became more evident on the

western flank.

In early April 2015, a swarm of LP events was registered (Hidalgo et al., 2018; Gaunt et al., 2016),
peaking to 8-12 VLP/LP events per day in early May 2015 (Anzieta et al., 2019). On 4 June 2015,
LP activity transitioned to tremor characterized by broadband and non-harmonic oscillations,
which occurred almost continuously over the following two months (Hidalgo et al., 2018). This

tremor preceded a VT swarm, which then coincided with four phreatomagmatic eruptions with
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VEI=2 on August 14 and 15, 2015 (Hidalgo et al., 2018; Bernard et al., 2016). These eruptions
were associated with numerous VLP/LP events (Anzieta et al., 2019) and tremor, which notably
increased on 21 August 2015 (Hidalgo et al., 2018). Ash emissions characterized the eruptive
activity that continued until the end of November 2015 (Bernard et al., 2016; Gaunt et al., 2016;

Hidalgo et al., 2018).

From 2001-2002, ground deformation was detected under the NE (Molina et al., 2008) and SW
flanks of the volcano, indicating magma migration from the SW to NE flanks along NNE—SSW
trending faults (Hickey et al., 2015). Morales Rivera et al. (2017) proposed that the observed
deformation between April and August 2015 resulted from an inclined sheet intrusion located a
few kilometers SW of the summit. The volume was estimated to be 6.8 x 10° m?, extending from
a depth of 12.1 km to 5.5 km below the summit. Based on petrological experiments, Martel et al.
(2018) proposed that the 2015 eruptions were fed by a continuous flux of magma with an average

water content of 3.5 wt%, originating from depths of 16 km to 7 km below the summit.

Aerial surveys conducted by IG-EPN revealed that the crater lake that existed before 14 August
2015 had disappeared, suggesting that the magmatic heat dried out water in the shallower system
(Gaunt et al., 2016). Hidalgo et al. (2018) estimated a magma volume of 65.3 x 10° m?® to supply
the emitted SO> gases during the 2015 eruptions. According to Bernard et al. (2016), the volume
of erupted materials was estimated to be 8.6 x 10° m? based on the analysis of tephra falls. They
found that the amplitude variations of seismic tremors were correlated with the variations of ash
fallout mass emitted during the 2015 eruptions. Based on satellite images, Arnold et al. (2018)

estimated an erupted volume between 5 x 10° and 1.5 x 106 m?.
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In this paper, we perform an analysis of VLP/LP events associated with the reawakening of
Cotopaxi Volcano during 2009-2015 (Fig. 2) to estimate the temporal evolution of the VLP/LP
activity and its relation to eruptive activity. Waveform inversion, as performed by Kumagai et al.
(2010), is the direct approach to quantifying VLP/LP sources. However, the VLP/LP event
analyzed by Kumagai et al. (2010) was the largest event during the studied period, and our
application of waveform inversion to other smaller events was unsuccessful due to low signal-to-
noise ratios in these signals. Therefore, we took another approach to estimate the source volumes
of the individual VLP/LP events by using their observed amplitudes. We assume that all the
VLP/LP events occurred at the same source location and with the same mechanism as those of the
largest VLP/LP event estimated by Kumagai et al. (2010). This assumption is justified by the
existence of a unique family of VLP/LP events in 2009-2015 as indicated by Anzieta et al. (2019)
and Arias (2016). Anzieta et al. (2019) employed unsupervised machine learning techniques in a
two-stage process to analyze seismic events using waveform data at station BREF (Fig. 1). Their
findings identified a unique family of VLP/LP events registered throughout 2015. This same study
also showed that VVLP events disappeared during periods of heightened tremor activity and resurged
just before eruptions on August 14, 2015. Additionally, Arias (2016) applied a waveform cross-
correlation method to study waveform data at BTAM (Fig. 1). The result was an average cross-
correlation value of 0.8 between the largest VLP/LP event reported by Kumagai et al. (2010) and
VLP/LP events in 2009—2015, indicating that the same source repetitively triggered these VLP/LP

events.

We then estimated the magma volume related to the source of each VLP/LP event caused by H,O
degassing following the interpretation of Molina et al. (2008). Accumulating these estimates, we

derived the temporal evolution of magma supply rate in 2009-2015. We found that a sharp increase

7
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in magma supply rate occurred at the beginning of the 2015 eruptive activity. We also note that the
amplitudes and the daily number of VLP events were correlated with tremor amplitudes and SO>
emissions during the eruptive activity. Based on these results and other observations, we discuss
the source processes of VLP/LP events and tremor and their implications for magmatic activity

before and during the 2015 eruptions at Cotopaxi Volcano.

2. DATA

A network of four permanent seismic stations equipped with 1 Hz seismometers was deployed in
1989 at Cotopaxi. The network was reinforced in 2001 by three additional permanent stations with
1 Hz seismometers and one temporal station featuring a seismometer with bandwidths of 0.2-40
Hz (Molina et al., 2008). In 2006, a joint project between the Japan International Cooperation
Agency (JICA) and IG-EPN (Kumagai et al., 2007; 2010) installed a seismic network (Fig. 1b) in
which each seismic station is comprised of a triaxial broadband seismometer (Giiralp CMG-4T:
0.02-50 Hz). Seismic waveform data were digitized by a 24-bit data logger (Geotech Smart24D)
with a sampling frequency of 50 Hz at each station and then transmitted by a digital telemetry
system using 2.4 and 5 GHz wireless LAN to the central office of IG-EPN in Quito through

repeaters.

Waveform data acquired from the Cotopaxi broadband seismic network (Fig. 1b) was continuously
sampled and triggered by a detection system using filtered waveform amplitudes (Kumagai et al.,
2010). In this system, the maximum filtered waveform amplitudes using the latest one-minute files

were estimated. If the maximum amplitude at each station during the latest one-minute interval
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exceeded a pre-established threshold, and if the number of triggered stations exceeded a pre-set
number, the waveform data were saved as an event for the latest three-minute-long files. Two
frequency bands for this detection trigger system were used: 0.3—2 Hz (LP band) and 0.02-0.1 Hz
(VLP band). These bands were empirically determined by performing tests for efficient triggering
of LP and VLP events at Cotopaxi by Kumagai et al. (2010). In this study, we observe that VLP/LP
events were triggered in the LP band because their amplitudes were larger in this band (Fig. A1).
The trigger level was set according to the noise level at each station. We used waveform data from
four broadband stations (BREF, BVC2, BTAM, and BMOR; Fig. 1b) to identify a long-term trend
in the VLP/LP activity. Due to poor data quality, waveform data at BNAS (Fig. 1b) were excluded.
BREF provided the highest quality data due to its proximity to the VLP/LP events, although this
station was occasionally affected by seismic signals from the descent of secondary lahars, mainly
occurring on the western flank after the eruption onset in August 2015. To examine the relationship
between VLP/LP events and tremor, we used the tremor data from Bernard et al. (2016) during the
2015 eruptive activity, which was derived from continuous waveform data at BREF. They manually
filtered out tectonic earthquakes to calculate the median and root mean square (RMS) amplitudes
of tremor signals. This process was performed using 10-minute sliding windows (without overlap)
in the 0.5-5 Hz band. We also generated similar tremor data in 2009-2015 using 1-day sliding
windows (without overlap) in the 0.5-5 Hz band. Using the solution for the moment source time
function of the largest VLP/LP event recorded at Cotopaxi on January 14, 2009 at 18:54 (Kumagai

et al., 2010), we calculated the magma supply rate as explained below (see Section 3.1).

Since 2008, SO, has been measured at Cotopaxi by two permanent scanning Differential Optical
Absorption Spectroscopy (DOAS) stations located 2.5 km north (REF) and 5 km west (NASA) of

the crater (Fig. 1b). Two additional stations were installed in 2015 (Hidalgo et al., 2018). The
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processed data provided the mass emission of SO in tons per month in 2009—2013 and the detailed
evolution in tons per day in 2015 (Hidalgo et al., 2018). Since 2010, IG-EPN has conducted
geodetic measurements using two surface and two borehole tiltmeters designed to detect small
ground deformation changes. From 2010 to 2015, the data acquisition procedures remained
unchanged, in which digital data were recorded every 5 minutes and simultaneously transmitted to
IG-EPN. Tiltmeters on the NE sector responded very well to magma ascent, and VC1 showed
notable changes (Fig. 1b). At VCI1, a biaxial surface-mount tiltmeter is set on a cement base within
an old, well-settled massive lava. The summit glaciers are located 3.5 km upslope and have no
direct contact with VCI1, which ensures that this tiltmeter has no relation to the changes in the
glacier thickness or melting. The distance from the VLP source to the tiltmeter is 6.1 km. Another

tiltmeter above the Refuge (close to REF DOAS station in Fig. 1b) also recorded moderate signals.

3. METHODS

3.1 VLP/LP EVENT SELECTION AND AMPLITUDE DETERMINATION

We used the catalog of LP and VLP events triggered by the automatic system between 2009 and
2015. From this catalog, we extracted the VLP/LP events by visually inspecting waveform plots
with 10-minute durations. According to Peterson (1993) and Webb (1998), the microseism falls
within the range of approximately 0.04—0.2 Hz (5-25 s). This microseism band overlaps with the
regional and teleseismic earthquakes and VLP events in a frequency band of approximately 0.04—
0.2 Hz. To distinguish a microseism from VLP/LP events, we followed the procedure proposed by
Dawson and Chouet (2014), which uses the power spectral density (PSD) for noise over 1 hour

before a VLP/LP event and the PSD for the same 1-hour length of both noise and VLP/LP signals.
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Based on the spectral comparison, we determined that an amplitude larger than approximately 10
® m/s for VLP/LP events is a suitable threshold for selecting events in our catalog. To avoid
incorporating false VLP/LP events into our database, we eliminated events classified as regional
or teleseismic earthquakes by the Ecuadorian National Seismic Network of IG-EPN and USGS
catalogs. We then performed the following operations to select VLP/LP events with good signal-
to-noise ratios. After instrumental correction, vertical (UD) displacement seismograms were band-
passed between 0.08 and 1.0 Hz using a two-pole Butterworth filter to cut a time window of 30 s
for each VLP/LP event. This window consisted of 10 s before and 20 s after the maximum peak-
to-peak amplitude. We then selected VLP/LP events whose maximum amplitudes were three times
larger than the average amplitudes over the first 5 s (noise level). The time window was also applied
to the EW and NS components for each event at the same station. We manually deleted the events
with poor waveform features (i.e., pulses and noise). We determined the amplitude ratios of the
individual horizontal components to the UD component in a frequency band of 0.08—0.5 Hz and
estimated peak-to-peak amplitudes in the individual components. We chose the frequency band of
0.08-0.5 Hz because it produces larger amplitude signals within the range of our instrument

response (Fig. A1) and removes high-frequency signals affected by structural heterogeneities.

3.2 VLP/LP EVENTS WAVEFORM FEATURES

The vertical velocity seismograms and amplitude spectra observed at BREF for VLP/LP and LP
events are displayed in Fig. 3. The VLP/LP seismogram shows impulsive VLP signals with spectral
peaks in the frequency band of 0.2-1.6 Hz (0.63-5 s) with dominant peaks between 0.6 and 0.9 Hz
(1.11-1.66 s), which are accompanied by LP signals consisting of non-harmonic oscillations and

broad spectral peaks in the frequency band of 1.6-10 Hz (0.1-0.63 s) with dominant peaks between

11
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2 and 4 Hz (0.25-0.5 s). VLP/LP events with similar spectral features occurred in 2002 (Molina et

al., 2008), 2009 (Kumagai et al., 2010), 2010-2014 (Arias, 2016), and 2015 (Anzieta et al., 2019).

Vertical velocity seismograms band-passed between 0.08 and 0.5 Hz for selected VLP events
observed at BREF between 2009 and 2015, show similar VLP waveforms throughout this period
(Fig. 4). This indicates that a single family of VLP events likely occurred at Cotopaxi Volcano, as
suggested by Anzieta et al. (2019) and Arias (2016). Higher frequency signals in the 1-5 Hz range
(as shown in Fig. 3b) appear in the VLP signals during the increased activity in 2009 and 2015.
Particle motion analysis by Arias (2016) and Anzieta et al. (2019) and waveform inversion analysis
by Molina et al. (2008) and Kumagai et al. (2010) revealed that the VLP sources are located at a

depth of 2—3 km beneath the NNE flank.

3.3 SOURCE VOLUME REPRESENTATION

A seismic source may be represented by the moment tensor, and the n-th component of the
displacement field is related to the moment tensor through the following equation (e.g., Aki and
Richards, 1980):

Un (X, 8) = Mpq (t) * Grp,q(%, 1), (1)

where t is time, X is space, My, is the pq-th component of the moment tensor, Gy, 4 is the spatial
derivative of Green’s function, and * denotes the convolution operation. In the frequency domain,
Eq. (1) is equivalently written as u,(x, ) = Myq(w)Gpypq(x, ), where w is the angular
frequency. Based on the waveform inversion results of Kumagai et al. (2010), the most appropriate
seismic source to account for the largest VLP event at Cotopaxi is a tensile crack, for which the

moment tensor (M) can be written as follows (e.g., Chouet, 1996b):

12



279

280

281

282

283

284

285

286

287

288

289

290

291

292

293

294

295

296

297

298

299

A/u + 2sinGcos?0  2sin®Osing cos¢  2sin 6 cos O cos ¢
M =s(t)| 2sin?Osin¢pcos¢p A/u+ 2sin?6cos?¢p 2sinfcosOsing |, (2)
2sin 6 cos 0 cos ¢ 2 sin 6 cos O cos ¢ Afu + cos?6

where

s(t) = uAv(t). 3)

Here, 6 and ¢ are the angles defining the normal direction of a crack, A is Lamé’s first elastic
parameter, u is Lamé’s second elastic parameter or shear modulus, s(t) is the source time function,
and AV is the volume change of the crack (e.g., Chouet, 1996a). For the same crack angles (8 and
¢) and elastic parameters (4 and p), u, in a frequency band is thus proportional to AV in this band,
and the displacement amplitude ratios of EW/UD and NS/UD only depend on values of the crack

angles.

We assume that the volume change in the crack is due to degassing of water from intruded magma

(see Section 4.2). By applying the ideal gas law, we can calculate the mass of steam (M) associated

with a VLP/LP event as follows:

__ AV P

where R is the specific gas constant for steam, T, is the magma temperature, and P, is the pressure

of the magma. M, is related to magma volume (V;,) through the following equation (e.g., Taguchi

etal., 2018):
_ Mg (1_60)
Vm B Pm (Co_\/KHPl)’ (5)

where C, is the initial water content of the magma, p,, is the density of the liquid magma, and Ky

i1s Henry’s law constant. We assume the lithostatic pressure for P;.
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With reference to Section 4.1, the displacement amplitude ratios (EW/UD and NS/UD) of our
analyzed VLP/LP events at the individual stations were almost constant, indicating that the crack

angles did not change. Since the UD component is indisputable, we estimated the maximum
amplitude of the vertical displacement seismogram (Ai er) 10 a frequency band of 0.08-0.5 Hz for
the largest VLP/LP event analyzed by Kumagai et al. (2010) at the j-th station. Using the following
approximation, we obtained the magma volume (V") for the i-th VLP/LP event at the j-th station:

Al Vi

j
Aref

: (6)

m _
Vij ==

where A{ is the maximum amplitude of the vertical band-passed displacement seismogram of the
i-th VLP/LP event at the j-th station, and V;, is the magma volume estimated from the maximum
amplitude of the source time function s(t) for the largest VLP/LP event analyzed by Kumagai et
al. (2010). We then summed the V;}* values to derive the accumulated magma volume and magma

supply rate.

4. RESULTS

4.1 VLP/LP EVENT AMPLITUDE EVOLUTION

We observed maximum displacement amplitudes in the UD, EW, and NS components of the
individual VLP/LP events within the frequency band of 0.08-0.5 Hz (2—-12.5 s) at BREF, BTAM,
BV(C2, and BMOR. The temporal evolution of the UD amplitudes (Fig. 5) shows increases around
January 14 and November 2, 2009, from early April to November 2011, early February to late July
2012, early June 2015, late August, and mid-October 2015. However, the EW/UD and NS/UD
ratios remained stable over the studied period (Fig. 5). This suggests that the crack angles did not
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change during the VLP activity and supports our assumption that the displacement of either
component (UD, EW, or NS) is proportional to AV, i.e., the volume change. We selected the most

apparent UD value to calculate the magma volume estimates.

No data were recorded in 2009 at BTAM. Temporal changes in the UD amplitudes at BMOR in
2009 were smoother than those at BREF. The seismometer at BMOR is buried in unconsolidated
materials on a ridge at a remote location, about 6 km from the summit (Fig. 1b). In contrast, BREF,
located closest to the summit, is deployed on massive lava. Amplitude variability among these

stations may originate from such local site effects.

4.2 MAGMA VOLUME ESTIMATES

According to the VLP source estimates of Molina et al. (2008), Kumagai et al. (2010), Arias (2016),
and Anzieta et al. (2019), we assume magma emplacement at the VLP source occurred at a depth
of h = 2500 m (the average depth estimated by these studies) beneath the NNE flank. To determine
the magma volume at the VLP source, we employed Eqgs. (3)—(6) as follows: u = 10.6 GPa for the
2500 m depth, which was derived from an S-wave velocity () of 2000 m/s and a rock density (ps)
of 2650 kg/m® (Molina et al., 2008). Incorporating the source time function s(t) estimates
presented by Kumagai et al. (2010) for the largest VLP/LP event, we obtained a maximum value
of 6.32 x 10'> Nm. We then estimated AV for this event to be 596.2 m®. According to Martel et al.
(2018), recently erupted magma at Cotopaxi (primarily mafic andesite) was stored at depths
ranging from approximately 7 km to > 16 km (with pressures from ~200 to > 400 MPa) and
contained an average water content of 3.5 wt%. Since water is the most abundant volatile in magma

(Wallace, 2005), we assume that AV was caused by the degassing of water. Using a lithostatic
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pressure (P;) of 65 MPa, R = 462 J/ (K kg), T,,, = 1223 K, and AV = 596.2 m®, from Eq. (4), we
calculated M; = 6.85 x 10* kg for the largest VLP/LP event. Using Eq. (5), we estimated V, for
this VLP/LP event to be 9.54 x 10° m?, assuming a water content (C,) of 3.5 wt% in andesitic

magma with a density (p,,,) of 2500 kg/m® and Henry’s constant (Ky) of 1.6 x 10! Pa"! (Nishimura,
2004). Using the 1}, estimate, we computed Vl-rjn values from Eq. (6). The Ai' ef values are listed in

relation to the individual stations (Table 1).

The accumulated amplitude and accumulated magma volume at BREF compared to tremor activity
are shown in Fig. 6a. Fig. A2 compares the accumulated magma volumes estimated at BVC2,
BTAM, and BMOR with those at BREF. Similar relative temporal changes are observed across all
stations, though BMOR shows the largest value (Fig. A2). As mentioned in the previous subsection,
these differences are likely attributable to site effects. Subsequently, we focused on estimates at
BREF. Based on the temporal variation in the accumulated magma volume (Fig. 6a) and the
individual VLP/LP amplitudes (Fig. 7a), we divided the VLP/LP activity into seven phases (A
through G) (Table 2). Specifically, we observe gradual increases in accumulated magma volume
between January 14 and September 18, 2009 (phase A) and between June 1 and July 27, 2015
(phase E), followed by sharp increases between September 19 and November 25, 2009 (phase B)
and between July 28 and September 15, 2015 (phase F), respectively (Figs. 6 and 7). The gradual
increase in phase E was associated with an increased number of LP events (Fig. 2c¢), elevated SO>
emissions (Fig. 2e), and heightened tremor activity (Fig. 6a). In phase F, a significant number of
VLP/LP events occurred in August 2015 (about 200 events). Two phreatomagmatic explosions
associated with VLP/LP events took place on August 14—15, 2015, after which tremor reached its

peak during the studied period (Figs. 6a and 7a). Subsequently, the number of VLP/LP events
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decreased in September 2015, and tremor associated with ash venting also decreased (Fig. 7a).
From September 7 until the end of November 2015 in phase G, VLP/LP and LP events, tremor, and

SO, emissions gradually decreased (Figs. 2, 6a, and 7).

From mid-February to mid-March 2010 and in April 2011, there were minor increases in the
accumulated magma volume. Therefore, we defined phase C as lasting from November 26, 2009,
to April 2011 (Fig. 6). From mid-September 2014, the accumulated magma volume again slightly
increased. Therefore, we defined phase D from April 2011 to May 2015 (Fig. 6a). The magma
supply rates varied significantly among the phases, with phase G's production being approximately

one order of magnitude smaller than those in other active periods (phases B, E, and F) (Table 2).

4.3 VLP/LP EVENTS, TREMOR, ASH FALLOUT MASS, SO: EMISSION,

AND DEFORMATION

Tremor amplitudes were correlated with the accumulated amplitudes of VLP/LP events during the
pre-eruptive, eruptive, and post-eruptive periods in 2015 (see phases E, F, and G in Fig. 6a, and
Table 2), where the VLP/LP accumulated amplitudes (i.e., magma supply rates) increased with
expanding tremor amplitudes. Before these periods, from 2009 to 2015, no evident relationship
between VLP/LP and tremor amplitudes was observed. However, it is noteworthy that tremor
amplitudes showed correlations with SO, emissions during this period (Figs. 2e and 6a). Bernard
et al. (2016) divided the eruptive activity in 2015 into 4 phases based on ash fallout mass, visual
observations, and tremor signal amplitudes. Phase 1 (August 14-15, 2015) was marked by the
opening of the conduit, which was associated with a major explosion on August 14, 2015 at 09:02,

followed by smaller explosions on the same day, generating plumes reaching 9.3 km above the
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crater. Phases 2 (August 15-October 2, 2015), 3 (October 2-November 4, 2015), and 4 (November
4-30, 2015) were characterized by intense ash emissions. The magnitudes of these emissions
increased between phases 1 to 2 and later decreased over phases 2 to 4. These phases of Bernard et
al (2016) coincide with our phases F and G (Figs. 6b and 7). Pre-eruptive LP activity occurred from
early April to June 4, 2015 (Figs. 2a and 2c¢), followed by a registry of pre-eruptive tremor activity

from June 4 to August 13, 2015, during which phase E occurred (Fig. 6b).

Based on tremor activity, we defined peaks 1—4 in phases E and F (Fig. 7a). We also identified
peaks E and F based on the VLP/LP activity in phases E and F, respectively (Fig. 7a). We compared
the tremor amplitudes with the individual VLP/LP amplitudes and ash fallout mass (Fig. 7a), as
well as the daily number of VLP/LP events and SO, emissions (Fig. 7b). The number of daily
events and the amplitudes of VLP/LP events are highly correlated. Additionally, 45 days after the
onset of pre-eruptive tremor, we observe a close correlation between VLP/LP events, tremor, ash
fallout mass, and SO emissions (Fig. 6b). This correlation substantiates the inception of phase E,
which reaches its peak on June 2, 2015 (Fig. 7a). After peak E, the VLP/LP amplitudes became
smaller during phase E until the end of July 2015. A fortnight later, phase F started with large
VLP/LP events, reaching peak F, which coincided with the first phreatomagmatic explosion on

August 14, 2015 at 09:02.

In summary, the eruptive activity in 2015 (Fig. 7a), particularly during peak F, exhibited the highest
daily number of VLP/LP events (Fig. 7b) and the most energetic VLP/LP activity when the conduit
system was opened. Subsequently, the VLP/LP amplitudes decreased during phase F, except for an
event that occurred on September 7, 2015, at 16:56 (Fig. 7a). In phase G, the VLP/LP activity

remained low, although a large event occurred on December 17 at 02:01 (peak G). It is notable that
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this event took place after the eruptive activity had already ceased.

Prior to the eruptions, pre-eruptive tremor on June 2, 2015 (peak 1) and VLP/LP activity on June
6, 2015 (peak E) occurred before an SO2 emission of ~4500 t/d on June 14, 2015 (Fig. 7b). On July
14, 2015, there was another SO2 emission peak of ~5000 t/d (Fig. 7b). This peak was not linked to
either VLP/LP or tremor activity, and SO, emission then decreased gradually (Fig. 7b). The high
VLP/LP activity on August 13, 2015, occurred before the opening of the conduit (phase 1) with
the first explosion on August 14, 2015 at 9:02 (peak F), increased tremor activity, and an SO
emission peak of ~7200 t/d on August 15, 2015 (Fig. 7b). Following the first eruption on August
14, 2015, VLP/LP events, tremor activity, and SO, emission sharply decreased, although tremor
activity peaked again on August 28, 2015 (peak 2) (Fig. 7a). SO2 emission gradually increased to
reach the maximum peak of ~16000 t/d on October 12, 2015, which almost coincided with peak 3
of tremor activity (Fig. 7b). In phases 3 and 4, when the conduit system was open, tremor activity
and SOz emission showed similar tendencies (Fig. 7b). Therefore, our results suggest that there are
correlations among VLP/LP events, tremor activity, and SO emission. Before the eruptions, large
VLP/LP events tended to occur before tremor activity peaks, which were followed by SO, emission
peaks. During the eruptions, particularly in phases 3 and 4, tremor activity and SO> emissions

occurred simultaneously with a small number of VLP/LP events.

We performed a time-frequency analysis using continuous seismic data at BREF. We divided one
day’s data into 1080 windows (80 seconds each), over which the PSD was calculated in a frequency
range of 0.2—12 Hz. Fig. 6b shows the normalized PSD as a function of time (spectrogram) between
January and December 2015. The relatively large spectrum amplitudes in a frequency band of 2.9—

7.8 Hz in early April and early June 2015 correspond to pre-eruptive tremor, which contains several
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frequency peaks around 2.9, 3.5, 4.6, 5.4, 6.5, and 7.5 Hz. During phase E, we observe low-
frequency peaks around 0.5, 0.6, 0.8, 0.9, and 1 Hz of VLP/LP events, as well as the higher
frequency peaks of tremor signals. A peak frequency of 2.9 Hz gradually decreased to 2.1 Hz in

phase E, but other peaks remained stable (Fig. 6b).

Tiltmeter records (tangential and radial components to the summit crater) at VC1 (Fig. 1b) are
compared with the daily number of VLP/LP events in Fig. 8. Cyclic variations with amplitudes of
approximately 100 prad were observed each year from late 2010 to early 2015, attributed to
seasonal changes in groundwater and temperature. Significant deformation exceeding the seasonal
changes, particularly in the radial component, began to occur from April 10-25, 2015, coinciding
with the onset of pre-eruptive LP activity and continued until the peak of VLP/LP activity on June
19, 2015. Then, the deformation gradually decreased in phase F, during which the intensive
eruptions occurred. The largest peak of the VLP/LP activity was reached on August 25, 2015 (peak
F, Fig. 7a). No clear, convincing deformation signals associated with the VLP/LP activity were
detected by seven GPS stations on the volcano in 2015 (Mothes et al., 2017). The depth of the
deformation source has not been estimated. Molina et al. (2008) also observed deformation of the

NE flank prior to the appearance of the VLP/LP events from 2001 to 2003.

5. DISCUSSION

We interpret the VLP/LP and tremor activity at Cotopaxi from 2009 to 2015 as follows. The
VLP/LP events were generated by degassing of water from magma supplied at the crack source at

a depth of 2—3 km below the NNE flank of the volcano (Molina et al., 2008; Kumagai et al., 2010;
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Arias, 2016; Anzieta et al., 2019). Our results indicate that the magma supply rates fluctuated
significantly from 2009 to 2015 (Fig. 6b and Table 2). The magma rate during the eruption activity
in 2015 (phase F) was higher than during the activity periods in 2009 (phases A and B), when no
eruptions occurred (Table 2). The continuous supply of magma through an intruded dike and
degassing at a depth of 2—3 km caused volume changes in a crack, leading to its resonances, which
were observed as VLP/LP events (Fig. 9a). When the magma supply rate was less than 1072 m¥/s,
degassing and resultant bubble growth were not intensive, and no eruptions occurred (Fig. 9a).
Subsequently, the crack was filled with a magma-gas mixture, and gas was gradually released
through the partly closed conduit. The degassed dense magma descended and generated magma
convection in the dike (e.g., Kazahaya et al., 1994) (Fig. 9a). At this stage, magma intrusion feeding
the crack may have caused pressure fluctuations, evidenced by slight increases in LP and VLP/LP
events (Figs. 2¢ and 2d), and resonances in a shallow conduit observed as tremor from 2009 to
June 4, 2015, and as pre-eruptive tremor from June 4 to August 13, 2015 (Fig. 9a). Although the
shallower magma system may have been partly closed (Fig. 9a), some gases could escape through
the conduit and generate periodic variations, seen as tremor fluctuations accompanied by SO;
emissions from 2009 to 2014 (Figs. 2e and 6a). There was no evident relationship between VLP/LP
and tremor activities between 2009 and May 31, 2015 (Fig. 6a), during which no large magma
supply rates were estimated (Table 2). This suggests that the crack was not well connected to the
conduit during this period. Before, the eruptions degassing became relatively intense. At this stage,
large VLP/LP events preceded the increasing tremor activity (see the beginning of phase E in Fig.
7a), and subsequently, the amplitudes of tremor and VLP/LP events were well correlated (see phase
E in Figs. 6a and 7a). The NE flank deformation over seasonal variations was detected during this
period (Fig. 8). As the magma supply rate increased (phase F), bubble growth became more

intensive and resulted in fragmentation (Fig. 9b). At this stage, significant VLP/LP events again
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preceded the increase in tremor activity, with tremor and VLP/LP amplitudes showing a strong
correlation (see phases 1 and F in Figs. 6a and 7a). The crack was filled with ash and gas, which
ascended in the conduit and produced ash emissions. Such flows in the conduit generated tremor
associated with eruptions. The fragmentation condition was reached in phase F (Fig. 7), during
which the maximum magma supply rate (1.12 x 1072 m?/s) was estimated (Table 2). The intruded
dike was located in the source region of VT events (Ruiz et al., 1998) and may have been connected
through NNE—SSW fault systems to a magma reservoir at depths of 4-5 km beneath the SW flank
(Hickey et al., 2015). This reservoir was probably fed by a deeper reservoir located at depths from
7 to > 16 km (Martel et al., 2018). Distal GPS data suggest that the deepest reservoir is located at

a depth of ~24 km below the SE flank (Mothes et al., 2017).

In 2015, although VLP/LP events were smaller individually, they occurred more frequently,
indicating a higher magma supply rate. A VT swarm preceded the 2015 eruption, unlike in 2009.
Deformation and seismicity in 2001-2003 were due to a low influx of magma accumulation that
stalled beneath the surface. The 2009 activity also indicated a low influx of magma. Magma
intrusions can occur without significant surface deformation due to fracture systems
accommodating the magma (Puglisi et al., 2008). At Cotopaxi, NNE-SSW trending faults may
accommodate magma from deeper parts without causing a VT swarm. Low magma supply rates
can result in fewer VT earthquakes (McNutt, 2005; Poland et al., 2008). VT earthquakes, caused
by brittle responses to stress from magmatic fluid movement, are linked to dike intrusions (e.g.,
Toda et al., 2022). LP seismicity represents magma pathways from the dike-VT earthquake depth
to the surface. The crack-generating VLP/LP events at Cotopaxi are proposed to be located above

this dike intrusion.
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Increased pre-eruptive LP activity occurred between April 1 and the end of May 2015 (Figs. 2¢ and
6b). During this period, significant deformation occurred on the NE flank (Fig. 8). Due to limited
data, estimating the geometry and exact location of the deformation source is not possible; however,
we interpreted the deformation as being caused by an inflationary source beneath the NE flank,
which occurred in or before April 2015. This coincided with a significant increase in the number
of LP events (Figs. 2a and 2c¢) and a rise in VLP/LP events at the end of May 2015 (Figs. 2a and
2d). This behavior of deformation preceding VLP/LP events was also observed by Molina et al.
(2008) during the seismic crisis at Cotopaxi in 2001-2003. In May 2015, IG-EPN reported intense
fumarolic activity at the summit crater. Large VLP/LP events on June 1-2, 2015 (peak E) were
followed by pre-eruptive tremor on June 4, 2015 (Figs. 6b and 7). As the magma supply rate
gradually increased in phase E (Fig. 6a), pre-eruptive tremor reached its maximum amplitude on
June 6, 2015 (peak 1 in Fig. 7), and the deformation peaked on June 8, 2015, 7 days after the start
of phase E (Fig. 8). As the tremor amplitude decreased, its dominant peak frequency changed from
2.9 to 2.1 Hz from June 6 to August 13, 2015 (Fig. 6b), which may be caused by variations in gas
flows in the conduit (e.g., Yukutake et al., 2017). Hot gases passing through the partially closed
conduit gradually heated the shallow hydrothermal system (Fig. 9a); eventually, the water reached
its boiling point, causing the hydrothermal system to dry out gradually. Then, SO gas emission
became active, reaching 4500 t/d on June 14, 2015 after peaks E and 1 (Fig. 7b). The peak of
VLP/LP events occurred 8 days before the peak of SO> emissions. The appearance of sulfide
deposits and a green-colored lake in the summit crater during the last week of July 2015 (Gaunt et
al., 2016) resulted from the interaction between magmatic gases and hydrothermal water provided
by the melting of the summit glacier. Gaunt et al. (2016) found that hydrothermal minerals such as

opal and alunite were emitted during the first phreatomagmatic explosions. These explosions were
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caused by bubbly magma ascending through the conduit and coming into contact with

hydrothermal water.

The large VLP/LP event on August 14, 2015 at 9:02 (peak F in Fig. 7a) and another event at 9:07
on the same day partially cleared the conduit (Bernard et al., 2016). Plumes of explosions
associated with these events reached heights of ~7.8 km above the crater, and these eruptions were
followed by a peak in tremor amplitude (~900 a.u.) 6 minutes later (Fig. 7a). SO2 emissions reached
~7000 t/d on August 15. The peak of VLP/LP events occurred one day before the peak of SO-
emissions and only six minutes before the onset of tremor related to the resonance of the conduit.
Two other explosions (August 15, 2015 at 15:45 and 21:02) finally cleared the entire conduit,
producing plumes that reached 9.3 km above the crater. These explosions on August 14 and 15,
2015 were classified as phreatic due to the scarcity of juvenile material (Gaunt et al., 2016) and
were accompanied by a small VT swarm. This opening of the system, evidenced by the large
explosions, likely improved connectivity between the crack and the conduit (Fig. 9b). On these
days, the peaks of VLP/LP and tremor amplitudes and SO emissions occurred almost
simultaneously. Hidalgo et al. (2018) propose that this was due to the hydrothermal system being
superheated and decompressed. At this stage, we believe the conduit had a direct link to the crater

(Fig. 9b).

After the explosions on August 14-15, 2015, the relative amount of juvenile materials in ash
samples increased (Gaunt et al., 2016), suggesting faster magma ascent. This matches our estimate
in phase F, which shows the most abundant magma supply rate (Table 2). During this period, tremor

activity reached its maximum intensity on August 28, 2015 (peak 2 in Fig. 7a). According to Gaunt
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et al. (2016), after the explosions on August 14—15, 2015, a thermal aureole developed around the
magmatic column, indicating drying processes in the hydrothermal system. At this stage, we
observed the stabilization of deformation, which may reflect the release of pressure within the
magma intrusion, possibly due to the opening of a conduit that allowed the escape of gases and
magma (see phase F in Fig. 8). As eruptions continued, juvenile grains transitioned to a greater
abundance of micro-crystalline materials due to slower magma ascent (Gaunt et al., 2016). This
also agrees with our estimate of a low magma supply rate in phase G (Table 2). The continued
stabilization of deformation (see phase G in Fig. 8) may be due to a decrease in the influx of magma
from greater depths. The variable crystal textures depending on magma supply rates are consistent
with those shown by Wright et al. (2012) for ash particles produced by eruptions at Tungurahua

volcano, Ecuador.

We estimated the total magma volume during the eruptive activity of phases F and G to be 5.4 x
10* m? (Table 2). It is one order of magnitude smaller than magma volumes of ~ 8.6 x 10° m® and
3 x 10° m* determined by field measurements of ash fallouts (Bernard et al., 2016) and deformation
data analysis (Arnold et al., 2018), respectively, during the eruptive activity. As shown in Fig. 7,
VLP/LP events were not always accompanied by tremor, and thus there existed eruptions without
VLP/LP events, which resulted in our smaller magma volume estimate (see phase 4 and the end of
phase G in Fig. 7a and Table 2). According to Morales Rivera et al. (2017) and Mothes et al. (2016),
magma volumes of 6.8 x 10° m* and (42 £ 26) x 10° m® at depths of 12-13 km and 24 km,
respectively, caused the deformation of the volcanic edifice before the 2015 eruptions. Hidalgo et
al. (2018) concluded that only 2—6 wt% of the magma supply to the reservoir was emitted during

the eruptive activity, based on analyses of SO> emissions and comparisons with the results from
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deformation, geological, and petrological studies (e.g., Mothes et al., 2016; Bernard et al., 2016;
Gaunt et al., 2016; Morales Rivera et al., 2017; Arnold et al., 2018). These results indicate that a

large amount of magma remains at depths of ~7-24 km.

Although the magma volumes estimated from the VLP/LP activity reflect a partial amount of
magma supplied to the conduit, our results indicate that the temporal variation in the accumulated
magma volume is useful to infer magma supply processes. During the eruptive activity, tremor is
more directly linked to magma volume, as indicated by Bernard et al. (2016). In addition, we found
that the increase in tremor activity was triggered by large VLP/LP events during pre-eruptive
periods (Fig. 7a). When the magma supply rate was large, the seismic sequence occurred in the
following order at Cotopaxi: LP events, VT swarms, VLP/LP events, and tremor. The time
difference among VLP/LP events, tremor, and SO, emission became shorter when the magma
supply rate was larger and the system was more open. When the magma supply rate was lower and
the magma system was more closed, tremor was related to the passive degassing of SO, emissions

(Figs. 2e and 6a).

6. CONCLUSIONS

We systematically analyzed broadband seismic signals observed at Cotopaxi volcano and estimated
magma volumes related to the individual VLP/LP events from their observed amplitudes in a
frequency band of 0.08—-0.5 Hz (2—12.5 s) in 2009—2015. The VLP/LP events were hypothesized
to be generated by the degassing of water from magma supplied to the conduit. Based on the

accumulated magma volume and the VLP/LP activity, our studied period was divided into 7 phases
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(A through G), during which the magma supply rate largely fluctuated. We found correlations
among VLP/LP events, tremor, deformation, SO emissions, and other observations and interpreted
the renewed activity as follows. In phases A—D, between January 14, 2009 and May 31, 2015,
during which the magma supply rate was low, degassing and resultant bubble growth at the VLP
source were not intensive, and no eruptions occurred. In phase E (June 1-July 27, 2015) before the
eruptions, the magma supply rate increased, degassing was relatively intensive, and the resultant
gas flows in the conduit generated pre-eruptive tremor. Hot gases surging through the conduit
gradually heated and dried out the shallow hydrothermal system. In phase F (July 28—September
15, 2015), the magma supply rate sharply increased, resulting in magma fragmentation at the VLP
source. This produced the large VLP/LP event on 14 August 2015 and associated explosions with
tremor, which opened the conduit. The increased VLP/LP and tremor activity and SO2 emissions
occurred almost simultaneously. In phase G (September 16—December 29, 2015), the magma
supply rate decreased and eruptive activity gradually waned. We estimated from the VLP/LP events
the total magma volume during the eruptive activity of phases F and G to be 5.4 x 10* m?, which
is one order of magnitude smaller than magma volumes estimated from field surveys of ash fallout

mass and deformation analysis.

The VLP/LP events that occurred before and during the eruptions provide a comprehensive view
of the renewed magmatic activity. VLP/LP events, tremor, and SO> emissions at Cotopaxi were
related through non-destructive and continuous processes. The time differences among VLP/LP
events, tremor, and SO> emissions may depend on the connectivity within the dike, crack, and
conduit system. The opening of Cotopaxi's conduit was gradually achieved before eruptions,

resulting in shorter time intervals.
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A small magma input reduces the supply of SO to the summit. This condition corresponds to the
stage of long-term passive degassing, characterized by periodic fluctuations of SO> and tremor
between January 2009 and June 4, 2015. Our results suggest that future volcanic unrest at Cotopaxi
may begin when the magma supply rate exceeds 10-3 to 10-2 m3/s. VLP/LP activity is a useful
indicator to estimate the magma supply rate and monitor future magmatic activity initiated by a

large amount of magma remaining in Cotopaxi’s reservoir.
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TABLES

Table 1. Maximum displacement amplitudes in a frequency band of 0.08-0.5 Hz of the largest
VLP/LP event that occurred on January 14, 2009, at the individual stations (Aief) and total

accumulated amplitude and magma volume estimated from VLP/LP events from 2009 to 2015.

Station Aief Total accumulated Total accumulated magma
(m) amplitude (m) volume (m®)
BREF 5.96 x 10° 1.37 x 107 2.19 x 10°
BVC2 2.27 x 10° 3.38 x 10* 1.42 x 10°
BMOR 1.33x10° 5.49 x 10 3.94 x 10°
BTAM 2.49 x 10° 3.80 x 10* 1.46 x 10°
Average 6.59 x 10 2.25 x 10°

Table 2. Magma volumes and magma supply rates in the individual phases (A—G) estimated from

the amplitudes in a frequency band of 0.08-0.5 Hz at BREF.

Phase Start date End date Magma volume | Magma supply

(m3) rate (m?/s)
A January 14, 2009 September 18, 2009 3.25 x 104 1.52 x 10
B September 19, 2009 | November 25, 2009 4.73 x 10 8.17 x 103
C November 26, 2009 | April 26, 2011 1.64 x 10* 3.67 x 10*
D April 27, 2015 May 31, 2015 3.63 x 10* 2.81 x 10*
E June 1, 2015 July 27, 2015 2.38 x 10* 4.92 x 103
F July 28, 2015 September 15, 2015 4,72 x 10 1.12 x 102
G September 16, 2015 | December 29, 2015 6.32 x 10° 7.32 x10*
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Fig. 2. Temporal variations in VLP/LP, VT, and LP activity and SO, gas emission. (a) Monthly
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LP, and VLP events and SO> emission (t/month), respectively, from 2009 to 2015. Vertical arrows
in (e) display periods when SO increased.
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Fig. 5. Temporal variations in UD amplitudes and amplitude ratios of EW/UD and NS/UD of VLP
signals in VLP/LP events in a frequency band of 0.08—0.5 Hz from 2009 to 2015. (a, b, ¢) BREF.
(d, e, f) BTAM. (g, h, 1) BVC2. (j, k,1) BMOR. The averages and standard deviations of the EW/UD
ratios were 1.1 £ 0.7, 1.5 £ 0.4, 1.7 £ 0.5, and 1.6 + 0.6 at BREF, BTAM, BVC2, and BMOR,
respectively. Those of the NS/UD ratios were 0.9 +0.4, 1.3 £0.7, 1.7+ 0.9, and 2.2 + 0.8 at BREF,
BTAM, BVC2, and BMOR, respectively.
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Fig. 6. (a) Accumulated amplitude and magma volume estimated of VLP signals in VLP/LP events
in a frequency band of 0.08—0.5 Hz at BREF from 2009 to 2015 (see the text for details), overlapped
with tremor amplitudes in arbitrary unit (a.u.). (b) Spectrogram of continuous vertical velocity
waveform data at BREF between January and December 2015. Phases A—G were defined through
the accumulated magma volume and VLP/LP activity. Phases 1—4 in (b) were defined by Bernard
et al. (2016) based on tremor activity.
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Fig. 7. Comparison of VLP/LP activity (red triangles) with tremor (black vertical bars), SO
emission (blue lines), and ash fallout mass (green squares). Tremor amplitudes in arbitrary units
(a.u.) and ash fallout mass are from Bernard et al. (2016), while SO, emission data are from Hidalgo
et al. (2018) (online dataset at https://ecl.earthchem.org/view.php?id=1165). (a) Temporal
variations in VLP amplitudes in VLP/LP events in the 0.08—0.5 Hz band, tremor amplitudes, and
ash fallout mass. (b) Temporal variations in the daily number of VLP/LP events, tremor amplitudes,
and SO emission.
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Fig. 9. Conceptual model for source processes of the VLP/LP events observed at Cotopaxi

Volcano. See Section 5 for details.
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Appendix A. Amplitude spectra of a VLP/LP event and accumulated amplitudes
and magma volumes.
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Fig. A1. Amplitude spectra of a VLP/LP event at Cotopaxi, band-passed with a Butterworth filter
at 8 distinct pass bands, with the low-frequency corner fixed in all instances (see legend). This
event occurred on January 14, 2009 at 18:54 and is the largest VLP/LP observed at Cotopaxi (see

text for details).
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Fig. A2. Accumulated amplitudes of VLP signals in VLP/LP events in a frequency band of
0.08-0.5 Hz at the individual stations from 2009 to 2015 and accumulated magma volumes

estimated from the accumulated amplitudes at the individual stations.
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