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Hidden mechanical weaknesses 
within lava domes provided 
by buried high‑porosity 
hydrothermal alteration zones
Herlan Darmawan1, Valentin R. Troll2,3,4*, Thomas R. Walter5, Frances M. Deegan2,3, 
Harri Geiger2,6, Michael J. Heap7,8, Nadhirah Seraphine2,3, Chris Harris9, Hanik Humaida10 & 
Daniel Müller5

Catastrophic lava dome collapse is considered an unpredictable volcanic hazard because the 
physical properties, stress conditions, and internal structure of lava domes are not well understood 
and can change rapidly through time. To explain the locations of dome instabilities at Merapi 
volcano, Indonesia, we combined geochemical and mineralogical analyses, rock physical property 
measurements, drone‑based photogrammetry, and geoinformatics. We show that a horseshoe‑
shaped alteration zone that formed in 2014 was subsequently buried by renewed lava extrusion in 
2018. Drone data, as well as geomechanical, mineralogical, and oxygen isotope data suggest that this 
zone is characterized by high‑porosity hydrothermally altered materials that are mechanically weak. 
We additionally show that the new lava dome is currently collapsing along this now‑hidden weak 
alteration zone, highlighting that a detailed understanding of dome architecture, made possible using 
the monitoring techniques employed here, is essential for assessing hazards associated with dome 
and edifice failure at volcanoes worldwide.

Catastrophic volcano dome collapse is a highly hazardous, but poorly understood, phenomenon. Historic 
and recent global examples of dome or partial dome collapse include Soufrière Hills volcano, Montserrat in 
1998–19991, Unzen volcano, Japan in  19912, Mount Hood and Mount Rainier in  USA3,4, La Soufrière de Gua-
deloupe in the Eastern  Caribbean5, Santiaguito in  Guatemala6, Volcán de Colima in  Mexico7, and Merapi and 
Sinabung volcanoes in Indonesia in 2010 and 2013–2014,  respectively8–10. Crucially, it has been observed that 
the debris avalanche materials resulting from such dome collapse events frequently contain moderately to highly 
altered rock clasts, pointing towards a likely crucial role for pre-collapse mechanical weakening of these dome 
complexes as a result of hydrothermal  alteration11,12. Indeed, previous studies have highlighted that weakened 
hydrothermally altered zones can promote volcano instability and  collapse4,13–16, but the fundamental problem 
that remains concerning the structural weakening of lava domes and volcano flanks is the difficulty in assessing 
the exact locations of instability. Here drone surveys may be the only method that can provide sufficient image 
resolution and flexibility to help interpret destabilizing lava domes and their  morphology17–19. As direct rock 
sampling and analysis is frequently challenging at active lava domes, there is a need for a more integrated (cross-
method) approach for improving our understanding of the structural, chemical, and mineralogical processes at 
work. This is especially true with respect to buried (or hidden) zones of structural weaknesses which, if addressed, 
could help to substantially advance our predictive capability of catastrophic dome failures.
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Merapi volcano (Java Island, Indonesia) is a major stratovolcano in Central Java and is part of the Sunda arc 
chain of active subduction zone volcanoes that includes the islands of Sumatra (West Sunda arc), Java, Bali and 
Flores (East Sunda arc)20. Subduction of the Indo-Australian plate beneath the Eurasian plate at a rate of up to 
7 cm per year provides the driving force for the active volcanoes in the region. Merapi volcano is located in the 
Central part of the Sunda arc and erupts frequently due to dome collapses that at times generate devastating 
pyroclastic flows (i.e. “Merapi-type” eruptive style)21. Partial dome collapse and deep mechanical erosion associ-
ated with pyroclastic flows in 2010 left a deep open ravine that directed and channeled flow-hazards southwards 
towards the Yogyakarta urban area, forcing over 200,000 inhabitants to leave their  homes22. Here we hypothesize 
that hydrothermal alteration in the Merapi dome plays a role in large-scale dome collapses and associated explo-
sions and pyroclastic flow generation, because dome collapse deposits of 2006 and 2010, for instance, contain up 
to 46% hydrothermally altered fragments by  volume8,11,23,24. The explosions that occurred from 2012 to 2014 and 
in 2018 were also located along weak NW–SE  structures17,25 that showed high degrees of alteration, as seen in our 
thermal and high-resolution drone camera images (Figs. 1, 2). Our drone photogrammetry documents hydro-
thermally altered rockfall debris at the eastern and the western crater floor of Merapi during quiescence periods 
between late 2014 and 2017 (Fig. 2), highlighting that hydrothermal activity plays a crucial role in gravitational 
instability hazards at  Merapi26. As hydrothermal activity and alteration progresses, instability is likely also evolv-
ing, so that existing structures become weaker, which may affect subsequent eruptive processes and phenomena. 
While gravitational instabilities operate on a timescale of weeks to months, recent work on altered Merapi dome 
samples postulated that the precipitation of secondary minerals can temporarily reduce dome permeability due 
to hydrothermal alteration (e.g. hours to days)27. This process could seal outgassing channels and promote a 
temporary build-up of gas pressure under the dome, which could be released in small-scale erratic  explosions27. 
At the surface, such processes lead to localised fumarole activity that can be monitored using remote sensing 
 data25. Therefore, processes observed at Merapi and the frequency of hydrothermal alteration recorded in clasts 
within its deposits suggest not only that hydrothermal activity plays a role in short-lived pressure build up at 
Merapi-type dome-building volcanoes, but also that it may be the crucial factor in causing progressive destabili-
zation and subsequent large-scale gravitational dome collapses over somewhat longer time scales. Indeed, dome 
building at Merapi is frequently accompanied by hydrothermal fluid circulation that alters the originally fresh 
dome lavas at temperatures between ~ 50 and ~ 500 °C, as also observed at similar volcanoes  elsewhere6,25,28. It has 
been shown that acidic hydrothermal alteration results in mineral replacement in volcanic rock which can reduce 
rock strength and internal  friction29–33, which can, in turn, lead to a weakening of the volcano edifice internally or 
through the burying of altered and weakened surface dome  rocks34. This phenomenon of buried hydrothermally 
altered structures of lower strength can therefore promote potentially catastrophic failure of summit domes and 
steep volcano flanks without direct visual indication at the dome surface. Moreover, large-scale collapses due to 
hydrothermal weak zones within the edifice may thus occur without significant precursory warning or  unrest4, 
and may or may not be associated with simultaneous erratic explosive  outbursts27.

In order to improve our understanding of the role and especially the location of hydrothermal alteration 
processes on volcano stability, we have investigated the Merapi dome through remote sensing, mineral and 
rock analyses, and compare the results to mechanical strength tests. To do so, we first identified hydrothermal 
alteration features and documented a secondary mineral accumulation at Merapi’s summit using repeated drone 
photogrammetry. We then collected a suite of hydrothermally altered dome rocks that preserve an increasing 

Figure 1.  Merapi volcano. (A) Overview map of Java Island with Central Java marked by black box. (B) View 
of Merapi volcano from the South. White box marks enlarged area in subsequent image. (C) Merapi summit 
dome close up photograph showing fumarole activity and ongoing hydrothermal degassing including yellowish 
coloured alteration zones (1 July 2012). Inset in (C) shows a thermal infrared camera image (handheld camera 
type: FLIR P 660) that highlights apparent temperature highs located at the southern part of the lava dome (t1 
and t2) prior to the 2012–2014 explosions. Mapviews were created using ArcMap (v10.5, https:// deskt op. arcgis. 
com/ de/ arcmap/), FLIR image created using the FLIR ThermaCAM Researcher Pro (vs2.10) software.

https://desktop.arcgis.com/de/arcmap/
https://desktop.arcgis.com/de/arcmap/
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degree of alteration from fresh to intensely altered dome lava that marks the flanks of the active present-day 
dome area (Fig. 2 and Supplementary Table S1). These rock samples were assumed to represent the typical altera-
tion sequence at the Merapi dome and were analyzed using wavelength dispersive X-ray spectroscopy (WDS) 
mapping, X-ray diffraction (XRD), and mass spectrometry for oxygen isotope ratios (reported as δ18O values). 
Based on visual inspection of the samples and the mineralogical and oxygen isotope data (see Fig. 2 and Sup-
plementary Tables S1 and S2 for detailed rock and mineral descriptions), we categorized our dome rock samples 
as either fresh (MF), slightly altered (MSA), moderately altered (MMA), highly altered (MHA), or fully altered 
(MFA). Subsequently, porosity measurements and mechanical strength tests were performed on cylindrical core 
samples prepared from the dome sample blocks to analyze the relationship between hydrothermal alteration, 
porosity, and the mechanical strength of the dome rocks. We then combined the alteration and rock mechanical 
information with geoinformatics and our analysis of drone imagery to highlight the locations of hydrothermal 
alteration and progressive alteration at specific sites. We show that currently ongoing instability of the Merapi 
dome occurs along previously altered structures that were buried by renewed dome extrusions and act now as 
mechanical weaknesses within the Merapi dome complex.

Results
Remote sensing analysis of hydrothermal alteration. Quantifying the degree of hydrothermal alter-
ation and identifying ore and mineral deposits through alteration mapping has been a main motivation for 
employing imaging remote sensing techniques at active volcanoes for several  decades35,36. The monitoring of 
geothermal activity and associated mineral mapping has been widely applied, in particular multispectral and 
hyperspectral imagery has improved the visualization of hydrothermally altered  regions35,36. While the strength 
are the spectral cameras, the main limitation of these techniques, however, is their resolution. The pixel-diameter 
of most modern spectral satellite imagery is exceeding 10 m scale, which does not provide a resolution appropri-
ate for monitoring the evolution of alteration at volcanic domes. As a result of this shortcoming, recent stud-
ies have successfully utilized drone-based optical photogrammetry data at dome building volcanoes such as 
 Merapi25,37. Drone imagery has also been used for image band combination, Structure-from-Motion (SfM), and 
image  classification38. While many hydrothermal alteration effects are visible in the drone photos, the Princi-
pal Component Analysis (PCA) is an additional efficient statistical tool that can reveal information that is not 

Figure 2.  Hydrothermal alteration at Merapi summit in 2017. (a) Photomosaic of drone images acquired in 
2017 used to map hydrothermal alteration at Merapi summit. No significant deformation was observed between 
2015 and 2017, however, many rock falls were deposited at the western and the eastern crater floor area during 
this period. (b) Map of hydrothermal alteration, structures and active fumaroles at Merapi summit, and the 
sample location of the Merapi dome rocks that are used in this study (from the 1902 dome lava). (c) The Merapi 
dome rock samples show different degrees of alteration from fresh to intensely altered, as already identified by 
their colour changes. Mapviews were created using ArcMap (v10.5) (https:// deskt op. arcgis. com/ de/ arcmap/).

https://desktop.arcgis.com/de/arcmap/
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accessible to the naked  eye39–41. In a first step we use the drone image SfM approach for the identification of the 
geomorphology and dimensions of the evolving Merapi lava dome, revealing two main domes, a younger one 
covering an older one, both located inside the Merapi crater open to the South. In a second step we use PCA to 
detect and map hydrothermally altered features. The PCA approach allows to visualize even slight color varia-
tions through reorganization of the initial camera data along the perpendicular axes of their highest variance/
covariance. For instance, the dimensionality reduction from 3 optical channels to single principal components, 
PC1, PC2 or PC3, allows us to separate and identify areas associated with brightness estimates (PC1) or altera-
tion-typical greenish-yellowish colorization (PC2). Using this approach, we can indirectly identify characteristic 
pixel colorization through the PC2 that is likely associated with sulfuric deposition and acid sulfate  alteration41. 
We carefully compared regions located outside the area of interest (the lava dome) and found that the number 
of pixels detected in PC2 in many parts was constant in 2015 and 2017, whereas a strong increase of the number 
of pixels from 800  m2 to over 2200  m2 was recorded along the eastern segment of a horseshoe -shaped fracture 
system and on the southern sector of the active lava dome (Figs. 2, 3). This finding is qualitative, however, espe-
cially since optical effects by hydro-meteorological conditions are commonly challenging for photogrammetric 
methods, but our drone analysis provides nevertheless a first-order estimate on the increase of sulfuric deposi-
tion and acid sulfate alteration. The area of the southern sector was covered by renewed dome lava extrusion in 
2018, but subsequently collapsed and is now the site of frequent mass wasting events and the origin of pyroclastic 
density currents during the recent (post 2019) crisis of Merapi  volcano10,26,42 (see also below).

Changes to mineral assemblage. We sampled a series of variably altered dome lava specimens from the 
crater margin, which were extruded as part of the AD 1902 lava dome (Fig. 2). We employed these samples to 
better understand the influence of progressive hydrothermal alteration on lava composition and properties (see 
below). In respect to compositional changes, our XRD data (Supplementary Table S2) indicate that progressive 
hydrothermal alteration first reduces the amount of primary feldspar and pyroxene in the dome rock, and then 
promotes the growth of secondary alteration minerals (natroalunite, gypsum, jarosite, and hematite). The fresh 
Merapi dome lava sample (MF), which is dark grey in colour, has a dry bulk density of ~ 2580 kg/m3. Sample 
MF has an abundance of plagioclase phenocrysts with pyroxene and minor amphibole and magnetite crystals 
(see Fig. 4 and Supplementary Tables S1 and S2), contains 80% (reported as vol. %) original magmatic andesine 
(medium Ca plagioclase feldspar), 19% clinopyroxene (cpx), and 0.5% magnetite (mt). Several other minerals 
were observed in small proportions in thin sections, but were not recorded in XRD patterns (e.g. amphibole). 
The slightly altered dome lava sample (MSA) has a dry bulk density of ~ 2500 kg/m3 and contains less andesine 
feldspar and clinopyroxene (58 and 13%, respectively), but notably contains about 30% potassium (K-) feldspar, 
indicating the first stages of conversion of the primary plagioclase mineralogy from the fresh dome lava sample. 
The moderately and highly altered dome lava samples (MMA–MHA) show more intense changes in mineralogy 
with the moderately altered dome lava sample (MMA) containing 76% andesine, 11% clinopyroxene, and 11% 
sulfate alteration minerals (natroalunite) and ~ 1% hematite, while the highly altered dome lava sample (MHA) 
contains 51% andesine, 9% clinopyroxene, and 41% sulfur-bearing alteration minerals (31% natroalunite and 
10% gypsum). The dry bulk densities of MMA and MHA are ~ 2190 and ~ 2130 kg/m3, respectively. Finally, the 
fully altered dome lava sample (MFA) contains the highest amount of alteration derived (63%) high-Ca (anor-
thite) feldspar, 10% clinopyroxene, and over 20% sulfur-bearing alteration minerals (11% natroalunite and 12% 
jarosite) and has a dry bulk density of ~ 2100 kg/m3. These mineralogical changes together with micron-scale 
elemental mapping of partly-filled cavities in the altered Merapi lava dome sample (Fig. 4) underscores that 
hydrothermal alteration leads to volumetric conversion of the original magmatic mineral assemblage (mainly 
plagioclase and clinopyroxene with minor magnetite), to progressively more pronounced alteration assemblages 
(potassium feldspar, anorthite plagioclase hematite, natroalunite, jarosite, and gypsum)27,43 as well as the infilling 
of cavities and fractures with layers of sulfur (S) and iron (Fe)-rich alteration products (Fig. 4). Indeed, chemical 
element maps for Na, Fe, and S show Fe and S enrichment in the secondary minerals that are lining vesicles, but 
low Na content relative to primary minerals.

Lava dome oxygen isotope (δ18O) values. To quantify the degree of hydrothermal alteration in our sam-
ples, we analyzed their whole-rock oxygen isotope ratios (reported in standard delta notation, δ18O)44 and com-
bined these with of the δ18O value for a condensed fumarole  H2O fluid sample at Merapi summit (δ18O = − 14.75 
‰; Supplementary Table S2)45. Using these data, we calculated relative water–rock ratios and equilibrium altera-
tion temperature for each sample. The water–rock ratios (W/R) were calculated using the equation:

Figure 3.  Temporal changes at Merapi summit dome. (a) Drone data was processed to generate high 
resolution orthomosaic representing the Merapi dome in map view (upper row) for 2015 (left) and for 2017 
(right). The principle component analysis for PC2 is suggesting an increasing area of hydrothermal alteration. 
Shadowed regions are not further considered. White box indicates the area of the zoom-in. (b) Zoom-in of 
the orthomosaic and PCA maps, highlighting for the observed 2-year period, that the degree of steaming 
and alteration notably increases along the eastern segment of the horseshoe-shaped fracture, as well as at the 
southern flank of the lava dome. Note that this area has collapsed and is the site of frequent mass wasting events 
and the origin of pyroclastic density currents during the recent (post 2019) crisis of Merapi volcano. Orthomaps 
and PCA analysis were created using ArcMap (v10.5) (https:// deskt op. arcgis. com/ de/ arcmap/).

▸
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where δfRock is the δ18O of the altered rock, δiRock is the δ18O of the unaltered rock, δiH2O
 is the measured of δ18O of 

the fumarole fluid at the summit of Merapi, and � = δfRock − δfH2O
 (see Taylor, 1977)46. The temperature of hydro-

thermal alteration was estimated using equilibrium fractionation factors for sulfate  minerals47:

 where αi-j is oxygen the isotope fractionation of two substances, A, B, and C are constants following the study 
of Seal et al.47, and T is the temperature in K.

Hydrothermal alteration increases the whole rock δ18O value from + 7.2 to + 12.7 ‰ (Supplementary Table S2). 
The low-porosity fresh lava dome sample (MF) yields δ18O values from + 7.2 to + 7.6 ‰ (± 0.15%), similar to 
magmatic δ18O values for Merapi (+ 5.7 to + 8.3)44,48 and negligible water–rock interaction (water–rock ratio = 0). 
The δ18O values of the slightly altered lava dome samples (MSA) fall around + 8.3 ‰ and thus correspond to a 
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Figure 4.  Mineralogy of dome lava samples. (a) Pie charts of mineral contents determined by XRD from fresh 
dome lava (left), moderately altered dome lava (centre) and strongly altered dome lava (right) based on data in 
Supplementary Table S2. The amount of andesine feldspar (mid- Ca plagioclase) is steadily decreasing while 
the proportion of alteration minerals (e.g. natro-alunite, gypsum) is seen to increase, documenting progressive 
replacement of the original rock mass with an acidic sulphurous alteration mineral assemblage. (b) BSE image of 
a lined vug in the strongly altered dome rock sample. (c–e) Chemical element maps (Na, Fe, and S respectively) 
showing Fe and S enrichment in the secondary minerals that are lining the vesicle, but low Na content relative 
to primary minerals. The combined mineralogical evidence from XRD and elemental mapping implies that 
hydrothermal alteration at Merapi progressively replaces strong silicate minerals (e.g. plagioclase) with sulfate 
mineralization and additional precipitations in fractures and vesicle spaces. While this will progressively reduce 
porosity of the altered rock, we show that the combined mineralogical changes will cause an overall decrease in 
the mechanical strength of the dome rock (see Fig. 5).
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water–rock ratio of 0.2. The δ18O values then increase progressively from + 10.7 to + 12.7 ‰ in the moderately 
(MMA), highly (MHA), and fully (MFA) altered lava dome samples, and the water–rock ratios of these samples 
were calculated to range from 0.7 to 1, which is associated with a temperature range from 147 to 238 °C (see 
Supplementary Fig. S1). This temperature range is consistent with our thermal image dataset recorded in  201425, 
which gave temperatures > 140 °C.

Changes to rock strength. Testing the lava dome samples for uniaxial compressive strength (UCS) shows 
that mechanical strength in our sample suite is lessened as a function of increasing porosity and degree of 
hydrothermal alteration (Fig. 5; Supplementary Table S3). The porosity of the studied dome samples varies from 
8 to 24%, and their strength varies from 132 to 19 MPa (Fig. 5a). Furthermore, we find that the fresh lava dome 
sample (MF) is the strongest with an average UCS of 132 MPa, while the slightly altered (MSA), the moderately 
altered (MMA), and the highly altered (MHA) dome samples have an average UCS of 125, 46, and 49 MPa, 
respectively. Finally, the fully altered dome rock (MFA) is the weakest and has an average UCS of 11 MPa. We 

Figure 5.  The influence of porosity and hydrothermal alteration on rock strength. (a) Density as a function of 
porosity (%) and oxygen isotope compositions (δ18O) as a proxy for degree of alteration for the variably-altered 
rocks collected from the Merapi dome. The unaltered but porous samples from the 2006 eruption are also shown 
(black symbols; F = fresh). Dotted lines are aids to help visual orientation. (b) Uniaxial compressive strength 
(MPa) as a function of porosity (%) and oxygen isotope compositions (δ18O) as a proxy for degree of alteration 
for the variably-altered rocks collected from the Merapi dome. Rock strength decreases as a function of degree 
of alteration and porosity (see also Supplementary Fig. S1) implying that edifice stability is controlled by a 
combination of porosity and hydrothermal alteration (see inset). HDS high dome stability, IFI increased flank 
instability.
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performed additional control experiments on a fresh block sample from Merapi’s 2006 eruption that preserved 
a higher porosity (13%) than the fresh dome sample (MF) in our lava dome sample suite (porosity of 8%; UCS 
of 73 MPa). Therefore, we observe that either increasing hydrothermal alteration, increasing porosity, or both 
can subsequently reduce rock strength (Fig. 5) and can, in conjunction, decrease the strength of dome rock from 
Merapi by a factor of about 10.

Although the observed alteration has been shown to result in local decreases in porosity and permeability 
within these dome  rocks27, such alteration need not necessarily result in an overall increase in strength (as 
porosity-strength relationships for volcanic rocks would suggest; see Ref.49). Indeed, our results show that the 
observed alteration not only causes a decrease in permeability within the  blocks27, but also a decrease in strength 
relative to an unaltered block.

Discussion
Our multifaceted analytical approach reveals a strong relationship between the formation of hydrothermal altera-
tion minerals, the porosity of dome lava, and the lowering of mechanical strength, and implies, in combination 
with our remote sensing information, that hydrothermal processes have a strong influence on dome instability 
and failure sites.

Acid‑sulfate hydrothermal mineral alteration. Interaction between acidic hydrothermal fluids and 
the dome rock at Merapi produces an alteration mineral assemblage that comprises Ca-rich (anorthite) plagio-
clase, hematite and abundant sulfate mineral phases such as natroalunite, jarosite, and gypsum (Supplementary 
Table S2; see also Ref.27). This sulfate-rich alteration mineral assemblage develops at the expense of the original 
high-temperature mineral assemblage in the fresh magmatic rocks (medium Ca andesine plagioclase, pyrox-
ene, magnetite, and minor amphibole) and is typical for dome alteration in andesitic stratovolcanoes (e.g.27,43). 
Natroalunite forms in a sulfuric-acid environment due to the disproportionation of  SO2 in a condensing mag-
matic vapor below temperatures of ~ 350 °C, following the reaction 4  SO2 + 4  H2O = 3  H2SO4 +  H2S50. The pres-
ence of natroalunite at up to 30% thus confirms the localized influence of high-temperature  SO2–rich acidic 
fluids at the Merapi dome. At lower temperatures, and at short distance to high temperature fluid venting sites, 
alunite may be associated with the oxidation of iron to form  hematite51 as is indeed found in our moderately 
altered rock sample. The magmatic  SO2 gas that flows upwards interacts with meteoric  fluids52 causing intensive 
oxidation of  H2S. This phenomenon reduces the amount of alunite and, as a consequence, jarosite forms under 
fumarolic conditions, which is known to occur at temperatures as low as ~ 120–250 °C and a pH of 1–4 (Ref.53). 
Gypsum formed in the most intensely affected samples, which is considered to result from dissolution and/or re-
precipitation of soluble sulfate around the central portions of the fumarole venting areas at temperatures below 
c. 60 °C (Ref.43). We thus see the influence of two sources of fluids at Merapi, magmatic and meteoric, due to 
the formation of natroalunite-hematite-gypsum-jarosite. This dual magmatic-meteoric fluid regime at Merapi is 
probably also reflected by low resistivity areas at depths down to 200 m, which is meteorically dominated, and 
again at ~ 1800 m below the summit, which is magmatic-hydrothermally  dominated54.

The combined mineralogical evidence from XRD and elemental mapping thus implies that hydrothermal 
alteration at Merapi progressively replaces strong silicate minerals (e.g. plagioclase) with sulfate mineralization 
and produces additional precipitation of alteration minerals in fractures and vesicle spaces (Fig. 4). While this 
will progressively reduce porosity of the altered rock, we show that the combined mineralogical changes will 
cause an overall decrease in the mechanical strength of the dome rock (see Fig. 5).

Oxygen‑isotope exchange. The physiochemical dissolution and precipitation reactions during acid 
hydrothermal alteration cause an exchange of the light oxygen isotope for the heavy oxygen isotope, and thus 
whole-rock δ18O values gradually increase during progressive alteration (at determined temperatures of 147–
283 °C). The observed increase of δ18O values in our samples correlates with an increase of the abundance of 
alteration minerals and the δ18O value in our dome samples therefore reflects an increase in water–rock ratio 
and the temperature of hydrothermal fluids that altered the dome lava samples we analyzed. Specifically, fresh 
Merapi bulk rock has δ18O values of + 6.4 to + 8.3‰ (Refs.44,48), which is typical for mantle-derived magma that 
has undergone various degrees of crustal contamination in a continental arc setting (the Sunda arc is mixed 
oceanic-continental, with relatively thick crust underlying  Merapi20,55). The moderate to fully altered dome rock 
samples yield much higher whole-rock δ18O values of + 10.8 to + 12.8 ‰ and thus reflect an increase in water–
rock ratios (0.7–1). This increase in δ18O values and water–rock ratios in our suite of rock samples implies 
alteration temperatures of up to ~ 280 °C (Ref.56), which is consistent with a thermal investigation in 2014 that 
suggested hydrothermal alteration surface temperatures at the Merapi lava dome around or in excess of 135 °C 
(Ref.25), and determines the usefulness of remote temperature determination in recording the location of altera-
tion in the dome area. Moreover, the changes in oxygen isotope ratios are correlated with changes in density 
(Supplementary Table S3), implying that mineral replacement of the original denser magmatic minerals by less 
dense secondary sulfate minerals is an important factor. The calculated results imply that approximately half of 
the oxygen in the most hydrothermally overprinted rock was replaced by oxygen from hydrothermal fluids at 
a lower temperature. This was accompanied by the formation of the sulfate-dominated alteration assemblage 
within the investigated sample suite (Supplementary Table S2; Fig. 4) and underlines the internal changes that 
take place during acid hydrothermal alteration, whereby large portions of the original rock mass are effectively 
replaced by components derived from the percolating acidic fluids that pass through the permeable lava dome.

Mechanical weakening promotes gravitational failure at “Merapi‑type” dome volca‑
noes. Hydrothermal alteration is often considered to lower mechanical rock strength due to the breakdown 
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of the original mineral framework and the formation of mechanically weaker alteration  minerals30–33,57. Our 
results indicate that the strength of the variably altered Merapi dome samples correlates with porosity and hydro-
thermal alteration intensity (Fig. 5). Indeed, increasing  porosity58,59 and more intense hydrothermal mineral 
 alteration32,57,60,61 have been previously shown to lower the strength of volcanic rock (see also recent review 
Ref.49). However, based on our new data (Figs. 4, 5), it is difficult to directly assess the influence of hydrothermal 
alteration on rock strength. This is because the relationship between δ18O, a proxy for alteration, and strength 
can also be explained by the fact that the more porous rocks are more altered as a result of their higher effective 
fluid-rock ratio. In other words, it is not possible with the current dataset to confirm whether the hydrothermal 
alteration increased the porosity of these materials, resulting in a decrease in strength, or whether the more 
porous rocks are simply more altered as it permitted higher rates of fluid flow. To better understand to what 
extent porosity or hydrothermal mineral replacement is controlling the observed mechanical behaviour, we 
performed additional experiments on a fresh block sample from Merapi’s 2006 eruption that preserved a higher 
porosity (13%) than the fresh dome sample (MF) in our sample lava dome sample suite (porosity of 8%). The 
average UCS of the unaltered 2006 higher-porosity sample is 73 MPa, almost a factor of two higher than the sim-
ilarly porous moderately altered dome lava sample (16% porosity at 46 MPa, Fig. 5a), underpinning the impact 
of alteration on rock strength. We conclude, therefore, that alteration reduced the strength of our Merapi dome 
lava samples and that it is likely that the more porous samples have experienced larger decreases to their strength 
as a result of their higher degree of alteration. In detail, for a given porosity, a reduction in UCS is seen due to 
the difference in strength between primary minerals and alteration minerals. The more than ten-fold reduction 
in rock strength measured in our dome lava samples thus represents the compound effects of porosity increase 
and acid-sulfate alteration. As a result, our new strength data show that, although pore- and microcrack-filling 
alteration can reduce permeability and potentially promote erratic explosive  behaviour27, the replacement of 
strong primary minerals with weak alteration minerals ultimately results in a decrease in strength. This conclu-
sion is consistent with recent work that showed that microcrack-filling clays can reduce the strength of andesite 
by reducing the coefficient of internal  friction29. We conclude, therefore, that the combined effect of porosity and 
hydrothermal alteration exerts a fundamental control on dome stability at Merapi and likely other active Merapi-
type volcanoes. Indeed, if alteration of the lava dome at Merapi can reduce both  permeability27 and strength 
(this study), both of which can destabilize the dome, then understanding the extent and evolution of alteration 
emerges as an essential component of volcanic hazard assessment.

Implications for current and future instability at the Merapi dome complex. Our findings indi-
cate that alteration related weaknesses play a role in the instabilities of the southern sector of the Merapi lava 
 dome25. Direct on the ground monitoring of the progressive changes caused by alteration is challenging, but by 
considering the visual emergence and intensification of sulfuric depositions in the southern sector of the dome 
as early as 2012, we can now provide further constraints on the spatial progression of the hydrothermal activity 
and the influence this activity may have on current dome instability. This same sector was shown to have been 
progressively hydrothermally altered prior to 2017 (Fig. 3) and then partially collapsed producing a hazardous 
pyroclastic density current in 2019 (Refs.10,26,42). Moreover, this area is also the site of frequent mass wasting 
events, and thus the origin of pyroclastic density currents, during the most recent (post 2019) crisis at Merapi 
volcano. In detail, the total eruption volume of the 2018/19 dome is assumed to have been twice as large as 
shown by the 2019 images due to frequent material  losses10 and our data imply that the buried 2014 hydrother-
mally altered fracture system still exerts a fundamental control on dome stability and associated rock falls and 
pyroclastic density at Merapi at present. This means the buried, and thus hidden, hydrothermally weakened and 
fractured rocks were most probably the main reason for localizing the recent and ongoing partial dome collapses 
at this specific site (Figs. 5, 6). These realizations on pre-2017 developments in combination with the recent 
2018–2019 lava dome extrusion and collapse events at Merapi, allow us now to identify key locations under the 
active Merapi dome that are likely to act as failure sites due to alteration effects in the near future. In addition, 
our findings now provide a conceptual means to identifying similar mechanically weak zones through consistent 
observations at Merapi and similar volcanoes in other parts of the globe.

More specifically, to explain the gravitational collapse of the southern block of the Merapi dome during 
the late 2018 and 2019 dome growth  episode10, we consider a number of contributing factors. Importantly, the 
newly collapsed area was delineated by the weakened crescent-shaped structure that formed already in 2014 
(Figs. 3, 6), but was buried by the 2018/2019 lava dome extrusion. During this latest dome growth episode in 
2018/2019, pore pressure and shear stresses on this delineating structure would have likely  increased10,62, while 
newly extruded dome material would have added to the load on this previously formed fracture and hydrother-
mally weakened dome sector. The weakened dome sector then collapsed in early 2019 as indicated by our drone 
image (Fig. 6), an event that was followed by series of gravitational collapses of, and associated rockfalls from, 
the growing new dome between 2019 and 2020, which also produced small-scale pyroclastic flows on the south 
eastern flank of  Merapi26,42.

Drone based optical photogrammetry data containing pixel-wise information in RGB space can therefore 
not only provide the topographic dataset showing a nested dome structure (Fig. 6), but also provide a qualita-
tive indication for both alteration and sulfuric deposition  effects41. Repeat drone data at Merapi volcano from 
2014 to 2017 suggests an intensification of alteration processes in the sulfuric-yellowish areas (Fig. 3). Applying 
PCA to these data will eventually allow us to quantify the intensity of alteration in such alteration  zones41, as the 
progressively increasing degree of dome rock alteration was clearly recognizable. These rocks were eventually 
covered by new dome lava effusions in December 2018 and thereafter.

Our work thus highlights that porous and hydrothermally weakened rocks on previous collapse surfaces can 
reduce the stability of growing volcanic edifices by introducing structural instabilities, and that mechanically 
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weak hydrothermally altered structures hidden by younger deposits are important for controlling later sites and 
scales of instability at active dome volcanoes. Although these weak zones are challenging to locate beneath active 
and growing volcanoes, continual remote sensing and drone-based methods have the potential to closely observe 
their temporal evolution and record sites and intensity of zones of hydrothermal activity. For instance, when 
edifices are accessible, geophysical methods such as electrical tomography can identify and map out alteration 
 zones15,54,63,64, but many active domes are inaccessible and alteration zones must be monitored using airborne 
methods such as  photogrammetry25 and hyperspectral  imaging65. We predict that future studies will be able 
to realize the monitoring of hydrothermal changes via drone surveillance on larger datasets, either from more 
frequent drone surveys or from installed fixed position monitoring  cameras10. This creates enormous potential 
for our principal approach to become a vital monitoring tool in future eruptive episodes at Merapi and at similar 
dome-forming volcanoes worldwide.

The important realization for the Merapi dome from this study is that structural weaknesses can become 
integrated into a volcanic edifice by burial and, if not continuously monitored, can become a hidden weakness 
within a lava dome or edifice. The lessons learned at the Merapi during the run up of the 2019 dome collapses 
are likely relevant for similar andesite dome volcanoes elsewhere and long-term monitoring of structural features 
and associated hydrothermal alteration will help to identify ‘built in’ (and usually hidden) weaknesses in case of 
recurring dome extrusions. This approach will help us to better assess dynamically evolving lava domes that will 
otherwise present extremely challenging and potentially unpredictable instability phenomena at active lava dome 
volcanoes. We therefore put forward that the extent and location of buried alteration zones should be documented 
and incorporated into predictive models designed to assess volcano instability and its associated consequences.
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Figure 6.  Oblique view of the 3-D rendered model of the Merapi lava dome, imaged by drone cameras in 2012, 
2015 and 2019. The thermal anomaly spot (t1) and the horseshoe-shaped fracture in 2012 has given rise to the 
site of an explosion crater in 2015. A horseshoe-shaped open fissure formed in 2014 and is visible in the image 
from 2015. The 2019 data show the new lava dome, mantling and burying the earlier dome structures. This new 
lava dome erupted in 2018 and began to collapse in 2019 along the fracture system that developed in 2014. The 
total volume of the 2018/19 dome is assumed to have been twice as large as shown by the 2019 image due to 
frequent material  losses10. Our data imply that the buried 2014 hydrothermally altered fracture system presently 
exerts a fundamental control on dome stability and associated rock falls and pyroclastic density currents at 
Merapi. t1 is a local crater that evolved at the high temperature and alteration area seen in 2012 already (cf. 
Fig. 1). Oblique views were created in Agisoft Metashape (v1.7) (www. agiso ft. com).

http://www.agisoft.com
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Materials and methods
Drone‑based mapping. We conducted repeated drone photogrammetry mapping at Merapi summit in 
2015, 2017, and 2019 by using DJI Phantom 4 and Mavic pro. The drone flew ~ 500 m above the Merapi lava 
dome and captured in total over 1000 images from which we selected 359, 408, and 175 aerial images during the 
drone field campaigns in 2015, 2017, and 2019,  respectively25,26,37. The drone datasets were used to reconstruct 
high-resolution Digital Elevation Model (DEM) and orthomosaic by applying the Structure-from-Motion (SfM) 
algorithm using the Agisoft Metashape workflow, yielding orthomosaics of pixel resolutions between 0.04 and 
0.38 m. We then georeferenced the 2015, 2017, and 2019 datasets to the 2012 georeferenced 3D point cloud by 
using ground control points pair picking technique, yielding errors of ~ 1.0–1.5 m. The DEMs and orthomosaics 
provide realistic geometry and structures associated with hydrothermal alteration in 2015, 2017, and 2019 that 
can be used as the main parameter in the numerical modelling of dome instability.

For a principal component analysis (PCA) we work with the orthomosaics already described in earlier pub-
lications (e.g. Ref.25) and extended by the new overflights realized in 2019. The orthomosaics are referenced 
with respect to the 2012 dataset, the brightness was adjusted and the data constantly resampled to a mean pixel 
dimension of 0.5 m. We used the ArcGIS Geo-Information System (GIS) in the WGS84 projection and applied 
the PCA as implemented in the image classification toolbox. PCA is a tool used for dimensionality reduction, 
transforming the initial data (RGB) values onto the perpendicular vectors of its highest variance. With this 
approach we achieve a decorrelation of the initial RGB information and a variance representation, highlighting 
even slight variations of the surface colorization stored in the individual Principal Components (PC). PC1 and 
PC2 represent the highest variance of approximately 90% and 5–7%, respectively. By representation of the PC2 
we follow earlier studies (e.g. Ref.41) to show areas of hydrothermal alteration and deposition, illustrated in Fig. 2.

The drone surveys and PCA provide a first order estimate of the area affected by hydrothermal alteration. 
For mapping alteration, the PCA technique is a widely used technique, and aims to extract specific spectral 
responses that are a consequence of hydrothermal alteration  minerals66, PCA applied on optical data is to be 
interpreted with care, and results are not as robust as PCA applied to multispectral  data40. Moreover, our data is 
notably affected by extrinsic changes. For instance, the PC1 may be considered for characterising sun illumina-
tion effects, so that photogrammetric data typically clusters along the main PC orientation from RGB (0 0 0) 
black to (255 255 255) white. Changes in sun illumination or shadowing would shift towards the white or black 
part, respectively. Consequently, sun illumination associated would affect PC1, whereas sulfuric deposition and 
acid sulfate alteration are likely to be detected in PC2 or PC3. As we demonstrated, the PC2 analysis from repeat 
surveys thus can allow for efficient monitoring and, through the consideration of the Eigenvectors/Eigenvalues 
of the principal components, can allow for first-order probing of the fumarole activity that is more robust than 
bare eye. Although the method has strong potential, further studies are needed for validation of the data and 
PCA approach.

Sample preparation. The rock samples were cut at Uppsala University, Sweden, and slices were prepared 
for thin sectioning for mineral element mapping. An aliquot of each rock sample was crushed and milled using 
a jaw crusher and a hand-held agate pestle and mortar to produce sample powders that were subjected to X-ray 
diffraction (XRD) and oxygen isotope (δ18OWR) analyses (see below). Larger blocks of the samples were sub-
sequently cored at the University of Strasbourg, France, to perform porosity, density, and uniaxial compres-
sive strength (UCS) experiments. For these measurements, seven cylindrical samples (20 mm in diameter and 
nominally 40 mm in length) were cored from each of the sample blocks and then precision-ground so that their 
end-faces were flat and parallel. After coring and grinding, the samples were washed and then dried in a vacuum 
oven at 40 °C for at least 48 h prior to analysis.

X‑ray diffraction (XRD). Between 1 and 3 mg of whole rock powder was used to determine the mineral 
composition of each sample through X-ray diffraction (XRD). The analysis was conducted using a PANalyti-
cal X’pert diffractometer equipped with an X’Celerator silicon-strip detector at the Department of Geoscience, 
Swedish Museum of Natural History, Stockholm. The instrument was operated at 45 kV and 40 mA using Ni-
filtered Cu-Kα radiation (λ = 1.5406 Å). Samples were run between 5° and 70° (2θ) for 20 min in step sizes of 
0.017° in continuous scanning mode while rotating the sample. Data were collected with "divergent slit mode" 
and converted to "fixed slit mode" for Rietveld refinement. The collected data show several peaks of X-ray dif-
fraction intensity which represents the characteristic of crystalline minerals, which were then interpreted using 
the Rietveld refinement method in the High Score Plus 3.03e software. The XRD analytical procedure was per-
formed twice for each sample to ensure optimal quality control.

Element mapping. Chemical element maps of the altered rock samples were acquired on carbon coated 
thin sections using a Jeol JXA8530F Hyperprobe Field Emission Gun Electron Probe Microanalyser (FEG-
EPMA) equipped with five spectrometers at the Department of Earth Sciences, Uppsala University, Sweden. 
Major mineral phases were first identified in altered samples based on EDS measurements. Concentrations of 
potassium (K), sodium (Na), sulfur (S), and iron (Fe) in major alteration minerals were mapped by WDS analy-
ses of altered rock samples. The resulting chemical element maps of the altered rocks provide detailed distribu-
tion and intensity of the selected elements in the altered area.

Oxygen isotope ratios of whole rock (δ18O) and water–rock ratio calculations. Powdered whole-
rock sample aliquots (n = 15) were analyzed for oxygen isotope ratios using a Thermo DeltaXP mass spectrom-
eter at the University of Cape Town, South Africa. Approximately 10–20 mg of material was dried under vacuum 
in nickel reaction vessels, then reacted with 30 kPa of  CIF3 for 2–6 h to extract  oxygen67. The extracted oxygen 
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was converted to  CO2 by passing it over to a high temperature platinized carbon rod. For full analytical details 
see Vennemann and  Smith68 and Harris and  Vogeli69. Unknowns were run with duplicates of the internal quartz 
standard (MQ) which was used to calibrate the raw data to the SMOW (Standard Mean Ocean Water) scale, 
using a δ18O value of 10.1 for MQ (calibrated against NBS-28). The results are reported in standard δ-notation, 
where δ =  (Rsample/Rstandard – 1) × 1000,  Rsample is 18O/16O in the sample and  Rstandard is 18O/16O relative to Standard 
Mean Ocean Water (SMOW)70. The analytical error is estimated as ± 0.2 per mil (2 sigma), based on long-term 
repeated analysis of MQ.

Physical property measurements. We measured the porosity, density, and uniaxial compressive strength 
of each of the prepared 20 mm-diameter drill core samples (n = 35) to investigate how the physical changes of 
the rocks relate to their degree of hydrothermal alteration. The connected porosity of each sample was measured 
by using the bulk volume (determined using the sample dimensions) and the connected (skeletal) volume given 
by helium pycnometry (Micromeritics AccuPyc II 1340). The dry bulk density of each sample was obtained by 
simply dividing the dry mass and bulk volume of each sample. The unconfined compressive strength (UCS; 
σ1 > σ2 = σ3) was then measured using a uniaxial load frame. Oven-dry samples were deformed at an axial strain 
rate of  10–5  s–1 until macroscopic failure occurred. A lubricating wax was placed on the end-faces of the samples 
to avoid problems with friction between the sample and the pistons. During deformation, axial displacement and 
axial load were measured using a linear variable differential transducer and a load cell, respectively. These values 
were converted to axial strain and axial stress using the sample dimensions. For the full procedure, see  ref71.

Received: 29 July 2021; Accepted: 14 January 2022

References
 1. Norton, G. E. et al. Pyroclastic flow and explosive activity at Soufrière Hills Volcano, Montserrat, during a period of virtually no 

magma extrusion (March 1998 to November 1999). Geol. Soc. Lond. Memoirs 21, 467–481. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1144/ GSL. MEM. 
2002. 021. 01. 21 (2002).

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

 3. Watters, R. J., Zimbelman, D. R., Bowman, S. D. & Crowley, J. K. Rock mass strength assessment and significance to edifice stabil-
ity, Mount Rainier and Mount Hood Cascade Range Volcanoes. Pure Appl. Geophys. 157, 957–976. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0002 
40050 012 (2000).

 4. Reid, M. E., Sisson, T. W. & Brien, D. L. Volcano collapse promoted by hydrothermal alteration and edifice shape, Mount Rainier. 
Wash. Geol. 29, 779–782. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1130/ 0091- 7613(2001) 029% 3c0779: VCPBHA% 3e2.0. CO;2 (2002).

 5. Peruzzetto, M. et al. Modeling of partial dome collapse of La Soufrière of Guadeloupe volcano: Implications for hazard assessment 
and monitoring. Sci. Rep. 9, 13105. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 019- 49507-0 (2019).

 6. Ball, J. L., Calder, E. S., Hubbard, B. E. & Bernstein, M. L. An assessment of hydrothermal alteration in the Santiaguito lava dome 
complex, Guatemala: Implications for dome collapse hazards. Bull. Volcanol. 75, 1–18. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 012- 0676-z 
(2013).

 7. Reyes-Dávila, G. A. et al. Volcán de Colima dome collapse of July, 2015 and associated pyroclastic density currents. J. Volcanol. 
Geoth. Res. 320, 100–106. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2016. 04. 015 (2016).

 8. Surono, et al. The 2010 explosive eruption of Java’s Merapi volcano-A “100-year” event. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 241–242, 121–135. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2012. 06. 018 (2012).

 9. Pallister, J. et al. Monitoring, forecasting collapse events, and mapping pyroclastic deposits at Sinabung volcano with satellite 
imagery. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 382, 149–163. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 05. 012 (2019).

 10. Kelfoun, K. et al. Growth and collapse of the 2018–2019 lava dome of Merapi volcano. Bull. Volcanol. 83, 8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s00445- 020- 01428-x (2021).

 11. Komorowski, J. C. et al. Paroxysmal dome explosion during the Merapi 2010 eruption: Processes and facies relationships of associ-
ated high-energy pyroclastic density currents. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 261, 260–294. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2013. 01. 
007 (2013).

 12. Voight, B. et al. The 26 December (Boxing Day) 1997 sector collapse and debris avalanche at Soufrière Hills Volcano, Montserrat. 
Geol. Soc. Lond. Memoirs 21, 363. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1144/ GSL. MEM. 2002. 021. 01. 17 (2002).

 13. López, D. L. & Williams, S. N. Catastrophic volcanic collapse: Relation to hydrothermal processes. Science 260, 1794–1796. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1126/ scien ce. 260. 5115. 1794 (1993).

 14. de Vries, B. v. W., Kerle, N. & Petley, D. Sector collapse forming at Casita volcano, Nicaragua. Geology 28, 167–170. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1130/ 0091- 7613(2000) 28< 167: SCFAC V>2. 0. CO;2 (2000).

 15. Rosas-Carbajal, M., Komorowski, J.-C., Nicollin, F. & Gibert, D. Volcano electrical tomography unveils edifice collapse hazard 
linked to hydrothermal system structure and dynamics. Sci. Rep. 6, 29899. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ srep2 9899 (2016).

 16. Heap, M. J. et al. Hydrothermal alteration can result in pore pressurization and volcano instability. Geology https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1130/ G49063.1 (2021).

 17. Darmawan, H., Walter, T. R., Brotopuspito, K. S., Subandriyo, I. & Nandaka, I. G. M. A. Morphological and structural changes at 
the Merapi lava dome monitored in 2012–15 using unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs). J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 349, 256–267. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2017. 11. 006 (2018).

 18. Zorn, E. U., Walter, T. R., Johnson, J. B. & Mania, R. UAS-based tracking of the Santiaguito Lava Dome, Guatemala. Sci. Rep. 10, 
8644. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 020- 65386-2 (2020).

 19. James, M. et al. Volcanological applications of unoccupied aircraft systems (UAS): Developments, strategies, and future challenges. 
Volcanica 1, 67–114. https:// doi. org/ 10. 30909/ vol. 03. 01. 67114 (2020).

 20. Deegan, F. M. et al. Sunda arc mantle source δ18O value revealed by intracrystal isotope analysis. Nat. Commun. 12, 3930. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41467- 021- 24143-3 (2021).

 21. Voight, B., Constantine, E. K., Siswowidjoyo, S. & Torley, R. Historical eruptions of Merapi Volcano, Central Java, Indonesia, 
1768–1998. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 100, 69–138. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ S0377- 0273(00) 00134-7 (2000).

 22. Jenkins, S. et al. The Merapi 2010 eruption: An interdisciplinary impact assessment methodology for studying pyroclastic density 
current dynamics. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 261, 316–329. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2013. 02. 012 (2013).

https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.MEM.2002.021.01.21
https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.MEM.2002.021.01.21
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00301514
https://doi.org/10.1007/s000240050012
https://doi.org/10.1007/s000240050012
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(2001)029%3c0779:VCPBHA%3e2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-49507-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-012-0676-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.04.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2012.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.05.012
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-020-01428-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-020-01428-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.MEM.2002.021.01.17
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.260.5115.1794
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.260.5115.1794
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(2000)28<167:SCFACV>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1130/0091-7613(2000)28<167:SCFACV>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep29899
https://doi.org/10.1130/G49063.1
https://doi.org/10.1130/G49063.1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2017.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-65386-2
https://doi.org/10.30909/vol.03.01.67114
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24143-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24143-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-0273(00)00134-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2013.02.012


13

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2022) 12:3202  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-06765-9

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 23. Charbonnier, S. J. & Gertisser, R. Deposit architecture and dynamics of the 2006 block-and-ash flows of Merapi Volcano, Java. 
Indonesia. Sedimentology 58, 1573–1612. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1365- 3091. 2011. 01226.x (2011).

 24. Kushnir, A. R. L. et al. Probing permeability and microstructure: Unravelling the role of a low-permeability dome on the explosivity 
of Merapi (Indonesia). J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 316, 56–71. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2016. 02. 012 (2016).

 25. Darmawan, H., Walter, T. R., Troll, V. R. & Budi-Santoso, A. Structural weakening of the Merapi dome identified by drone pho-
togrammetry after the 2010 eruption. Nat. Hazard. 18, 3267–3281. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5194/ nhess- 18- 3267- 2018 (2018).

 26. Darmawan, H. et al. Dynamic velocity and seismic characteristics of gravitational rockfalls at the Merapi lava dome. J. Volcanol. 
Geoth. Res. 404, 107010. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2020. 107010 (2020).

 27. Heap, M. J. et al. Hydrothermal alteration of andesitic lava domes can lead to explosive volcanic behaviour. Nat. Commun. 10, 
5063. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41467- 019- 13102-8 (2019).

 28. Ball, J. L., Stauffer, P. H., Calder, E. S. & Valentine, G. A. The hydrothermal alteration of cooling lava domes. Bull. Volcanol. 77, 
1–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 015- 0986-z (2015).

 29. Nicolas, A. et al. Influence of hydrothermal alteration on the elastic behaviour and failure of heat-treated andesite from Guadeloupe. 
Geophys. J. Int. 223, 2038–2053. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ gji/ ggaa4 37 (2020).

 30. del Potro, R. & Hürlimann, M. The decrease in the shear strength of volcanic materials with argillic hydrothermal alteration, 
insights from the summit region of Teide stratovolcano. Tenerife. Eng. Geol. 104, 135–143. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. enggeo. 2008. 
09. 005 (2009).

 31. Farquharson, J. I. et al. Acid-induced dissolution of andesite: Evolution of permeability and strength. J. Geophys. Res. Solid Earth 
124, 257–273. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1029/ 2018J B0161 30 (2019).

 32. Mordensky, S. P. et al. Influence of alteration on the mechanical behaviour and failure mode of andesite: implications for shallow 
seismicity and volcano monitoring. Bull. Volcanol. 81, 1. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 019- 1306-9 (2019).

 33. Julia, F., Vladimir, L., Sergey, R. & David, Z. Effects of hydrothermal alterations on physical and mechanical properties of rocks in 
the Kuril-Kamchatka island arc. Eng. Geol. 183, 80–95. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. enggeo. 2014. 10. 011 (2014).

 34. Cecchi, E., van Wyk de Vries, B. & Lavest, J. M. Flank spreading and collapse of weak-cored volcanoes. Bull. Volcanol. 67, 72–91. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 004- 0369-3 (2004).

 35. Oppenheimer, C., Rothery, D. A. & Francis, P. W. Thermal distributions at fumarole fields: Implications for infrared remote sensing 
of active volcanoes. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 55, 97–115. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0377- 0273(93) 90092-6 (1993).

 36. Aguilera, F. et al. Hydrothermal alteration, fumarolic deposits and fluids from Lastarria Volcanic Complex: A multidisciplinary 
study. Andean Geol. 43, 166. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5027/ andge oV43n2- a02 (2016).

 37. Darmawan, H., Walter, T. R., Richter, N., Nikkoo, M. H. & resolution Digital Elevation Model of Merapi summit in,. generated by 
UAVs and TLS. GFZ Data Serv. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5880/ GFZ.2. 1. 2017. 003 (2015).

 38. Lillesand, T., Kiefer, R. W. & Chipman, J. Remote Sensing and image interpretation, 7th Edition. (John Wiley & Sons, Inc, (2015).
 39. Loughlin, W. P. Principal component analysis for alteration mapping. Photogramm. Eng. Remote. Sens. 57, 1163–1169 (1991).
 40. Xu, K. et al. Identification of hydrothermal alteration minerals for exploring gold deposits based on SVM and PCA using ASTER 

data: A case study of Gulong. Rem. Sens. 11, 1. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ rs112 43003 (2019).
 41. Müller, D., Bredemeyer, S., Zorn, E., De Paolo, E. & Walter, T. R. Surveying fumarole sites and hydrothermal alteration by unoc-

cupied aircraft systems (UAS) at the La Fossa cone, Vulcano Island (Italy). J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 413, 107208. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. jvolg eores. 2021. 107208 (2021).

 42. Darmawan, H., Yuliantoro, P., Suryanto, W., Rakhman, A. & Budi Santoso, A. Deformation and instability at Merapi dome identi-
fied by high resolution camera. IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci. 500, 012008. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1088/ 1755- 1315/ 500/1/ 012008 
(2020).

 43. Zimbelman, D. R., Rye, R. O. & Breit, G. N. Origin of secondary sulfate minerals on active andesitic stratovolcanoes. Chem. Geol. 
215, 37–60. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemg eo. 2004. 06. 056 (2005).

 44. Troll, V. R. et al. Magmatic differentiation processes at Merapi Volcano: Inclusion petrology and oxygen isotopes. J. Volcanol. Geoth. 
Res. 261, 38–49. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2012. 11. 001 (2013).

 45. Humaida, H. et al. Data Geokimia Gunung Api Indonesia. 652–730 (Balai Penyelidikan dan Pengembangan Teknologi Kebencanaan 
Geologi, Pusat Vulkanologi dan Mitigasi Bencana Geologi, Kementrian Energi dan Sumber Daya Mineral), Yogyakarta, (2017).

 46. Taylor, H. P. Water/rock interactions and the origin of H20 in granitic batholiths: Thirtieth William Smith Lecture. J. Geol. Soc. 
133, 509–558. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1144/ gsjgs. 133.6. 0509 (1977).

 47. Seal, R. R., Alpers, C. N. & Rye, R. O. Stable isotope systematics of sulfate minerals. Rev. Mineral. Geochem. 40, 541–602. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 2138/ rmg. 2000. 40. 12 (2000).

 48. Gertisser, R. & Keller, J. Trace element and Sr, Nd, Pb and O isotope variations in medium-K and high-K volcanic rocks from 
Merapi Volcano, Central Java, Indonesia: Evidence for the involvement of subducted sediments in Sunda Arc Magma genesis. J. 
Petrol. 44, 457–489. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ petro logy/ 44.3. 457 (2003).

 49. Heap, M. J. & Violay, M. E. S. The mechanical behaviour and failure modes of volcanic rocks: A review. Bull. Volcanol. 83, 33. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 021- 01447-2 (2021).

 50. Rye, R. O. & Alpers, C. N. The stable isotope geochemistry of jarosite. (1997).
 51. Pirajno, F. Hydrothermal processes and mineral systems. 1243, https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 978-1- 4020- 8613-7 (2009).
 52. Humaida, H. SO2 Emission Measurement by DOAS (Differential Optical Absorption Spectroscopy) and COSPEC (Correlation 

Spectroscopy) at Merapi Volcano (Indonesia). Indo. J. Chem 8, 151–157. https:// doi. org/ 10. 22146/ ijc. 21617 (2008).
 53. Rye, R. O. & Rye, R. O. A review of the stable-isotope geochemistry of sulfate minerals in selected igneous environments and related 

hydrothermal systems selected igneous environments and related hydrothermal systems. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemg eo. 2004. 06. 
034 (2005).

 54. Byrdina, S. et al. Geophysical image of the hydrothermal system of Merapi volcano. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 329, 30–40. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2016. 11. 011 (2017).

 55. Deegan, F. M. et al. Pyroxene standards for SIMS oxygen isotope analysis and their application to Merapi volcano, Sunda arc 
Indonesia. Chem. Geol. 447, 1–10. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. chemg eo. 2016. 10. 018 (2016).

 56. Donoghue, E. et al. Low-temperature hydrothermal alteration of intra-caldera tuffs, Miocene Tejeda caldera, Gran Canaria, Canary 
Islands. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 176, 551–564. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2008. 05. 002 (2008).

 57. Wyering, L. D. et al. Mechanical and physical properties of hydrothermally altered rocks, Taupo Volcanic Zone, New Zealand. J. 
Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 288, 76–93. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2014. 10. 008 (2014).

 58. Zorn, E. U. et al. Influence of porosity and groundmass crystallinity on dome rock strength: A case study from Mt. Taranaki New 
Zealand. Bull. Volcanol. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 018- 1210-8 (2018).

 59. Heap, M. J., Xu, T. & Chen, C. F. The influence of porosity and vesicle size on the brittle strength of volcanic rocks and magma. 
Bull. Volcanol. 76, 1–15. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 014- 0856-0 (2014).

 60. Pola, A., Crosta, G., Fusi, N., Barberini, V. & Norini, G. Influence of alteration on physical properties of volcanic rocks. Tectono-
physics 566–567, 67–86. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. tecto. 2012. 07. 017 (2012).

 61. Anthony, J. W., Bideaux, R. A., Bladh, K. W. & Nichols, M. C. Handbook of Mineralogy. http:// www. handb ookof miner alogy. org 
(2004).

 62. Harnett, C. E., Thomas, M. E., Purvance, M. D. & Neuberg, J. Using a discrete element approach to model lava dome emplacement 
and collapse. J. Volcanol. Geoth. Res. 359, 68–77. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 06. 017 (2018).

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-3091.2011.01226.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.02.012
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-18-3267-2018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2020.107010
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-13102-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-015-0986-z
https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/ggaa437
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2008.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2008.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JB016130
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-019-1306-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enggeo.2014.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-004-0369-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(93)90092-6
https://doi.org/10.5027/andgeoV43n2-a02
https://doi.org/10.5880/GFZ.2.1.2017.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs11243003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2021.107208
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2021.107208
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/500/1/012008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemgeo.2004.06.056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2012.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1144/gsjgs.133.6.0509
https://doi.org/10.2138/rmg.2000.40.12
https://doi.org/10.2138/rmg.2000.40.12
https://doi.org/10.1093/petrology/44.3.457
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-021-01447-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4020-8613-7
https://doi.org/10.22146/ijc.21617
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemgeo.2004.06.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemgeo.2004.06.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.11.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chemgeo.2016.10.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2014.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-018-1210-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-014-0856-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tecto.2012.07.017
http://www.handbookofmineralogy.org
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.06.017


14

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |         (2022) 12:3202  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-06765-9

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 63. Soueid Ahmed, A. et al. 3D electrical conductivity tomography of volcanoes. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 356, 243–263. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 03. 017 (2018).

 64. Ghorbani, A. et al. Complex conductivity of volcanic rocks and the geophysical mapping of alteration in volcanoes. J. Volcanol. 
Geoth. Res. 357, 106–127. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jvolg eores. 2018. 04. 014 (2018).

 65. Kereszturi, G., Schaefer, L. N., Miller, C. & Mead, S. Hydrothermal alteration on composite volcanoes: mineralogy, hyperspectral 
imaging, and aeromagnetic study of Mt Ruapehu, New Zealand. Geochem. Geophys. Geosyst. 21, e2020GC009270. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1029/ 2020G C0092 70 (2020).

 66. Crósta, A. P., de Souza Filho, C. R., Azevedo, F. & Brodie, C. Targeting key alteration minerals in epithermal deposits in Patagonia, 
Argentina, using ASTER imagery and principal component analysis. Int. J. Rem. Sens. 24, 4233–4240. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 
01431 16031 00015 2291 (2003).

 67. Borthwick, J. & Harmon, R. S. A note regarding CIF3 as an alternative to Br F5 for oxygen isotope analysis. Geochim. Cosmochim. 
Acta 46, 1665–1668. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0016- 7037(82) 90321-0 (1982).

 68. Vennemann, T. W. & Smith, H. S. The rate and temperature of reaction of CIF3 with silicate minerals, and their relevance to oxygen 
isotope analysis. Chem. Geol. 86, 83–88. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/ 0168- 9622(90) 90008-Z (1990).

 69. Harris, C. & Vogeli, J. Oxygen isotope composition of garnet in the peninsula granite, cape granite suite, South Africa: Constraints 
on melting and emplacement mechanisms. S. Afr. J. Geol. 113, 401–412. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2113/ gssajg. 113.4. 401 (2010).

 70. Gonfiantini, R. Standards for stable isotope measurements in natural compounds. Nature 271, 534–536. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ 
27153 4a0 (1978).

 71. Heap, M. J., Farquharson, J. I., Baud, P., Lavallée, Y. & Reuschlé, T. Fracture and compaction of andesite in a volcanic edifice. Bull. 
Volcanol. 77, 1. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00445- 015- 0938-7 (2015).

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to BPPTKG for logistical support during fieldwork at Merapi. In addition, A. Karlsson is thanked 
for support during XRD data acquisition, and F. Weis for carbon coating of the thin sections. T. Reuschlé is 
thanked for laboratory assistance during mechanical strength analysis and S. Roopnarain for help with the 
O-isotope analyses. V.R. Troll and F.M. Deegan acknowledge support from the Swedish Research Council (Veten-
skapsrådet), T.R. Walter acknowledges research funding by the European Research Council under the European 
Union’s H2020 Programme/ERC consolidator grant ERC-CoG 646858 (VOLCAPSE), and M. Heap acknowledges 
the IUF and ANR grant MYGALE (ANR-21-CE49-0010). This work is supported by the Indonesia-German 
SUNDAARC agreement and represents a contribution to the programme GEOTECHNOLOGIEN by BMBF 
and DFG (Grant 03G0578A).

Author contributions
The study was designed by V.R.T. and T.R.W. The rock samples were collected by N.S. under supervision of V.R.T. 
and F.M.D. The rock samples were crushed and milled for analytical work by H.D, F.M.D., and H.G. Sample 
powders were analyzed by XRD by H.D and interpreted by V.R.T., F.M.D., and H.D. The density, porosity, and 
uniaxial compressive strength of the samples was measured by M.H. Oxygen isotope analysis was performed by 
C.H. and water–rock ratios were calculated by H.D. The resulting data were interpreted by F.M.D., V.R.T., and 
H.D. Moreover, H.H. provided the averaged δ18O of groundwater samples from the Ngepos and Jrakah observa-
tory posts at Merapi. T T.R.W and D.M. performed and interpreted the remote sensing survey and analysis. All 
authors contributed to the writing of the final version of the manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by Uppsala University.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary Information The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. org/ 
10. 1038/ s41598- 022- 06765-9.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to V.R.T.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, 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/.

© The Author(s) 2022

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.03.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2018.04.014
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GC009270
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020GC009270
https://doi.org/10.1080/0143116031000152291
https://doi.org/10.1080/0143116031000152291
https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-7037(82)90321-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9622(90)90008-Z
https://doi.org/10.2113/gssajg.113.4.401
https://doi.org/10.1038/271534a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/271534a0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-015-0938-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-06765-9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-06765-9
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Hidden mechanical weaknesses within lava domes provided by buried high-porosity hydrothermal alteration zones
	Results
	Remote sensing analysis of hydrothermal alteration. 
	Changes to mineral assemblage. 
	Lava dome oxygen isotope (δ18O) values. 
	Changes to rock strength. 

	Discussion
	Acid-sulfate hydrothermal mineral alteration. 
	Oxygen-isotope exchange. 
	Mechanical weakening promotes gravitational failure at “Merapi-type” dome volcanoes. 
	Implications for current and future instability at the Merapi dome complex. 

	Materials and methods
	Drone-based mapping. 
	Sample preparation. 
	X-ray diffraction (XRD). 
	Element mapping. 
	Oxygen isotope ratios of whole rock (δ18O) and water–rock ratio calculations. 
	Physical property measurements. 

	References
	Acknowledgements


