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Muography consists in observing the differential absorption of muons – elementary particles produced
through cosmic-ray interactions in the Earth atmosphere – going through the volcano and can attain
a spatial resolution of tens of meters. We present here the first experiment of nuclear emulsion
muography at the Stromboli volcano. Muons have been recorded during a period of five months by a
detector of 0.96 m2 area. The emulsion films were prepared at the Gran Sasso underground laboratory
and were analyzed at Napoli, Salerno and Tokyo scanning laboratories. Our results highlight a
significant low-density zone at the summit of the volcano with density contrast of 30–40% with respect
to bedrock. The structural setting of this part of the volcanic edifice controls the eruptive dynamics and
the stability of the “Sciara del Fuoco” slope, which is affected by recurrent tsunamigenic landslides.
Periodical imaging of the summit of the Stromboli volcano such as that provided by muography can
become a useful method for studying the evolution of the internal structure of the volcanic edifice.
Muography was first applied in 1970 by the Particle Physics Nobelist Luis Alvarez and collaborators to the search
for hidden chambers in the Chephren pyramid1. The breakthrough in volcano muography occurred with the
upper part of the edifice of the Asama volcano in Japan2. Muon absorption radiography, or muography, is conceptually similar to standard X-ray radiography. The role of X-rays is played by muons, penetrating particles
similar to electrons but with a mass about 200 times higher that are suitable to image the internal structure of
large objects such as volcano edifices. A natural flux of muons from the sky is available at the Earth surface. Stable
particles (mostly protons and He nuclei) travel galactic or intergalactic distances and impinge on the atoms of the
Earth atmosphere, producing showers of particles. Mesons in the showers decay at high altitudes to muons that
reach the ground. At sea level, the energy spectrum of muons extends to 103 GeV and beyond. The high-energy
component can travel rock thickness comparable with the size of volcano edifices. The muon flux after crossing a
volcanic edifice carries directional information about absorption in the volcano itself. It can thus provide a map –
in angular coordinates – of the average rock density encountered inside the volcano, the length of the path being
known from Digital Elevation Models (DEM). Such density map can give indications for internal structures and
eruption or magma dynamics, as shown in3 and4. Combined analyses can also be carried together with the data
gathered by conventional geophysical techniques, as reported in5 and in6 who jointly inverted gravimetric data
together with 3D muon data from three simultaneous telescope acquisitions. Other muography experiments to
study the internal structure of volcanoes have been carried out in Japan4,7, France8–11 and Italy12–14. The thicker
the volcano edifice, the stronger the muon flux attenuation, the longer the exposure and the larger the detector
area needed to integrate enough statistics in the detector. Data-taking campaigns have typically been performed
for volcano domes with a thickness of the order of 0.5–1 km, using detectors of 1 m2 transverse area and with data
taking periods of the order of a few months. Here we present the first muography of Stromboli volcano, which
is the result of an experiment we conducted between 2011 and 2012. Stromboli is a large strato-volcano of the
Aeolian archipelago (Italy), characterized by the emission of huge amounts of gas15–18 and by typical Strombolian
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Figure 1. Stromboli island. Stromboli and Ginostra are the two villages that are located on the north-east and
south-west coast respectively. SdF indicates the north-western side of the island called “Sciara del Fuoco”. The
black spot marks the detector installation site (Le Roccette) and the yellow area indicates the crater region
(graben-like collapsed zone).
explosive activity, lasting for several centuries19–22. The top of the volcano is about 920 m above the sea level and
the submarine portion extends down to about 1000 m depth into the Tyrrhenian sea.
Stromboli volcano shows a long volcanic history23,24, characterized by effusive and explosive eruptions and
by repeated collapse episodes25. The Sciara del Fuoco, on the NW side (Fig. 1), is the result of these collapses26.
This structure controls the present morpho-structural setting of the island27. The Sciara del Fuoco slope consists
mainly of coarse loose pyroclastic material produced by the persistent Strombolian explosive activity intercalated
with lava flows, which formed up during effusive phases. These materials fill the depression created by the last
sector collapse, which occurred about 5 ka ago25.
A mechanism based on destructive episodes, due to the collapse of the volcano flank, and the subsequent
reconstruction through eruptive activity, is typical of the morphological evolution of Stromboli island, as demonstrated also by bathymetric evidence, showing large debris avalanche deposits due to repeated large-scale lateral
collapses28,29.
The crater region of the volcano is characterized by several eruptive vents aligned along the direction of elongation of the volcanic edifice, which often form small scoria cones. The persistent low energy explosive activity of
these vents provides loose pyroclastic material that covers the steep slope of Sciara del Fuoco.
The current activity of Stromboli is characterized by some hundreds of moderate explosions per day. Major
explosions, which launch scoria up to hundreds of meters from the craters, and paroxysmal explosions, which
produce large ballistic blocks and can cause small pyroclastic currents, sometimes take place30. The volcanological context of Stromboli highlights the structural fragility of the summit crater area and of the Sciara del Fuoco
slope (Fig. 1), with a resulting potential hazard induced by the dynamics of the upper part of the edifice. We have
thus performed a muography of the internal structure of the summit crater area, using a detector of 0.96 m2 area
that took data for a timespan of about five months. The detector was based on the so-called nuclear emulsion
technique31, briefly described below. We have used emulsion films32 designed for the Oscillation Project with
Emulsion-tRacking Apparatus (OPERA) experiment33,34. Below we present the results of our experiment and we
describe the methodological details.

Results

Emulsion exposure. Our experiment was focused on the study of the Stromboli crater region therefore the

choice of the exposure site was optimized for the observation of this area, which is around 750 m a.s.l. Following
a detailed simulation of the muon flux (as specified further on), the suitable range of altitudes was found to be
between 600 and 650 m a.s.l. After a survey of the field, a site at 640 m a.s.l. (referred to as Le Roccette) was chosen.
On the Fig. 2a is the photo of upper part of the Sciara del Fuoco and the crater region taken from the detector
position. Figure 2b shows the detector location and the crater region in a map from the Digital Elevation Model
(DEM), with altitudes given in color scale and contours at constant altitude given with a 10 m pitch. The straight
lines indicate muon paths in the case where the tangent of elevation angle θy is 0.28, roughly corresponding to the
crater region. White or blue segments mean that the path is in the air or in the rock, respectively. The horizontal
angle θx is defined as the azimuthal angle referred to the pointing direction of the detector, perpendicular to the
emulsion films. The detector was pre-assembled at the Civil Protection site in Stromboli and lifted up to the exposure site by helicopter.
The detector planes were placed in the vertical direction by means of standard techniques. A preliminary estimate of the azimuthal angle of the detector was done using a magnetic compass. Precision measurements were
performed by a GPS system. The coordinates of two reference points at the extremities of the detector were measured with an accuracy of 5 mm. Three fixed reference points were installed near the detector to allow additional
GPS measurements after the detector disassembly.
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Figure 2. (a) The upper part of the Sciara del Fuoco and the crater region seen from the detector location. (b)
Detector location and crater in a map from the Digital Elevation Model, with muon trajectories for a tangent
of the elevation angle equal to 0.28 and azimuthal angle acceptance of ±0.6 rad. The color scale indicates the
elevation in meters.

The emulsion films were hermetically sealed one by one inside laminated film envelopes in the emulsion facility at the Gran Sasso underground laboratory and transported to Stromboli. Such packaging protects emulsions
from brightening, ambient humidity variations and dust contamination. They were inserted into the modules
in situ, to avoid the accumulation of aligned base-tracks from cosmic-ray showers, not related to the exposure.
The emulsion films were mounted in the modules inside a tent, to protect them from Sun heating and occasional
volcanic dust or ash.
The exposure started on October 22, 2011 and ended on March 24, 2012 for a total duration of about five
months, mainly in wintertime. The emulsion temperature was monitored all along the exposure by a data-logger
mounted on the detector. The recorded temperature was inside the allowed range (with the mean value near 10 °C
and maximum below 25 °C full period).
At the end of the exposure, emulsions films were extracted and packed in a different sequence, to prevent
recording spurious tracks interconnected among emulsion films. The films were developed in the OPERA facility
at Gran Sasso underground laboratory (LNGS, Italy), within one week from their extraction. No damage due
to excessive humidity, thermal or mechanical stresses was reported just after the extraction or after the chemical development. The emulsion films corresponding to the eight detector modules were distributed among the
Napoli, Salerno and Tokyo scanning laboratories. For the exposure reported here, ten-year-old emulsion films
produced for the OPERA experiment were used. Nuclear emulsion suffers aging effects leading to a worsening of
its sensitivity and to an increase of background grains, in particular of those thermally generated called fog. The
resulting degradation of the track reconstruction efficiency was found to be especially significant in the emulsion
films of one of the detector modules, so that they were discarded. The total analyzed emulsion area was 0.73 m2.

The detector performance. Angular acceptance. Emulsions record tracks passed through with any angle,

and all of them can be acquired by the scanning system we used35,36. Nevertheless, angles above tg(θ) = 0.6 are
not useful for this muography since the expected statistics is limited by the geometrical acceptance decreasing as
the cos(θ). We acquired tracks in a range up to 0.6 radian with respect to the telescope axis, sufficient to cover the
target area.

Angular resolution. We estimated angular resolution calculating the difference between basetracks and a fitted
track angles divided by 3 . Only tracks with 3 and 4 basetracks were taken into account here. This conservative
way of estimation includes all contributions to the accuracy coming from scanning system and emulsion geometry, getting rid of possible distortions and alignment effects. Planarity and mechanical alignment of different
modules composed the detector are not included in this estimation, but it’s expected to be less than 1 mrad by
mechanical tolerances. So in the target region (with tg(θ) up to 0.4) the detector angular resolution is well below
3 mrad (Fig. 3a).
Momentum threshold and background rejection. To estimate the low-momentum rejection threshold we simulated our detector using the FLUKA37 package. Muons with momentum ranging from 0.5 to 10 GeV/c were
traced by the simulator through the detector including all the physical effects such as multiple scattering, energy
loss, interactions and were producing hits (microtracks) inside the sensitive emulsion layers. These hits were sent
through the reconstruction software for tracking. Finally we compared tracks reconstructed with those simulated
to measure the track reconstruction efficiency as a function of their momentum. Low momentum tracks scatter
in the iron absorber by angles exceeding the tracking acceptance (15 mrad at low angles) so they don’t form a
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Figure 3. (a) Angular resolution of the tracking system as a function of track inclination; (b) Single plate
basetrack efficiency.

Figure 4. Track reconstruction probability as a function of muon momentum for two simulated configurations:
4 emulsions without absorber (green line) and with 5 mm absorber (red line). In our detector (red line) all
muons below 0.1 GeV are rejected, 50% of muons at 0.5 GeV are rejected, most of the muons above 1 GeV are
reconstructed.

straight tracks, this is the reason why low momentum tracks are rejected. Two different geometries were simulated: four films without absorber and four films with 5 mm-thick stainless steel plate in between the films (this
work) (Fig. 4).
One more type of background is the combinatorial one due to fake tracks formed by random coincidence of
segments. To estimate the probability of this effect we perform a “misalignment” procedure where all 4 plates of
the module are artificially shifted by 500 microns (more then 10 σ where σ is the plate-to-plate matching accuracy) in XY plane from the correct position in different directions thus excluding the possibility for real muon
tracks to be matched. In this case all tracks obtained by the reconstruction are fake ones. We got the fake-to-real
tracks ratio as 0.0006, where less than 1% of the fake tracks are located inside the angular region covered by the
volcano, therefore the combinatorial background in this analysis is completely negligible.
Tracking efficiency. The mean efficiency of a single emulsion plate was about 50% due to aging of the 10-years
old OPERA emulsions used in our installation (Fig. 3b). We applied data driven efficiency correction using
the reconstructed tracks. High momentum muon tracks should be recognized in all 4 plates of two emulsion
doublets separated by 5 mm of iron as shown in Fig. 5, leaving 4 base-tracks. On the contrary low momentum background including electrons and other soft showers components cannot be reconstructed as a straight
track in both doublets. To reject such physical background we consider, for this muography, tracks with 3 (N3)
and 4 (N4) base-tracks only. Taking into account that in this sample emulsion inefficiency is the main reason to
miss the basetrack and assuming a binomial distribution for the detected base-tracks, we have estimated the
number of passing-through tracks (N0) using N3 and N4. Single plate efficiency e is derived from N4 = e4N0 and
N3 = 4e3(1 − e)N0 as e = 4N4/(N3 + 4N4). The original tracks count N0 could be derived from the above equations
as N0 = N4(1 + N3/(4N4))4. This value was estimated for each angular bin in the acceptance range and it was used
as a the measured number of muons for the analysis. This procedure for the efficiency correction was verified as
following: muons generated in momentum range from 1 to 100 GeV and with wide angular spectrum were traced
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Figure 5. Structure of one detector module: (a) OPERA emulsion film cross-section and track reconstruction
procedure; (b) cross-section of an emulsion stack where two couples of films are positioned on both sides of a
5 mm thick stainless steel plate; (c) Photo of the insides of one module with ten emulsion stacks positioned.

Efficiency (%)

N2

N3

N4

N3 + N4
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100

396

72

114189

114261

114261.0

90

5697

32578

75904

108482

114110.6

0.1

70

30441

47063

27345

74408

114432.9

−0.2

50

42916

28431

7176

35607

112647.5

1.4

30

30357

8669

948

9617

110546.9

3.3

Deviation (%)
0.0

Table 1. Efficiency correction.

through the detector using the FLUKA package. The inefficiency was simulated by removing randomly hits (basetracks) from the sample according to the probability value. Afterward, the track reconstruction procedure was
applied using the same acceptances as for real data, followed by the efficiency correction procedure. We observe
that in the relevant efficiency range the number of tracks N0 found after the correction does not deviate by more
then 3.3% from the number of generated tracks (Table 1).

Muography of the crater region. Figure 6 shows a comparison of the distributions of the tangents of the

horizontal (θx) and elevation (θy) between angles of the muon tracks from data (a) and from a Monte Carlo simulation (b), over the full angular acceptance of the detector. Evaluation of the expected muon flux has been performed taking as an input the muon flux parametrization38 with a lower cutoff energy of 1 GeV. The morphology
of the volcano is described by a DEM with 10 m resolution taken shortly after the end of data-taking and provided
by the Italian Civil Protection (LIDAR aerial survey performed by the Italian Department of Civil Protection in
June 2012). The volcano is described as uniformly consisting of rock with a reference density of 2.2 g/cm3 which
is in the range found by39 for the summit region. The detector response was studied using the Monte-Carlo simulation package FLUKA.
Figure 6a and b show the same mountain profile that is given on the photo in Fig. 2a for the crater region. The
highly populated zones above the mountain correspond to the muon flux from the free sky, which is maximal at
the Zenith and decreases towards the horizon. To evaluate the agreement between data and simulation we plotted
the relative difference calculated bin by bin in a free sky region (Fig. 8). The agreement found is within 10%, giving us an estimation of the achieved measurement accuracy. The free sky on the side opposite to the mountain is
mirrored at negative angles. A band extending above and below the line of horizon extrapolated inside the mountain is dominated by background11 mainly attributed to a soft electromagnetic component scattered through the
atmosphere or nearby rocks.
The two-dimensional histogram in Fig. 7a gives – in a color scale – the rock thickness crossed by muons in the
crater region, using the DEM referred to the detector position and direction. The red contour gives the mountain profile, defined by 1 m rock thickness crossed by the muons. The black profile is derived from the measured
muon flux, shown in Fig. 6a. The blue profile is derived from the MC flux, shown Fig. 6b. The angular agreement
between all tree curves is good, being propagated to the distance from the detector to the target it stay within a
few meters.
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Figure 6. Two-dimensional histograms of the tangents of horizontal (θx) and elevation (θy) angles of the muon
tracks, over the full angular acceptance of the detector: (a) data, (b) Monte-Carlo simulation, with total entries
normalized to data. The color scale represents the number of entries in the bins.

Figure 7. (a) Rock thickness and mountain profile as seen by the detector, given with 10 × 10 mrad2 binning.
The color scale is the rock thickness in meters. The white profile gives the statistical sensitivity limit, as defined
in the text. (b) Difference between the observed muon flux and the one expected from Monte Carlo simulation
over an angular range centered at crater region. Color scale represent muons counts. The average density ranges
in between 1.4 and 2.2 g/cm3 above the sensitivity limit.
The white curve in Fig. 7a presents the profile corresponding to a flux of 2.3 muons (90% confidence level in
case of zero background) per 20 × 20 mrad2 bin (about 10 × 10 m2 projected at the crater), according to the MC
simulation. Three regions are indicated in the figure: A – free sky region, B – region accessible to muography and
C – deep rock. The white profile is here considered as the sensitivity limit in the presented configuration in case
of zero background. To estimate the background the data region with low theta-angle corresponding to the deep
rock where the signal is expected to be at zero level was used.
Figure 7b shows the difference between observed and simulated muon flux in the crater region, normalized to
the former in a region of the sky of 200 × 100 mrad just above the crater. The dashed white curve defines the lower
bound of the 95% confidence level sensitivity region when also the background is accounted for. Therefore, in this
study we are sensitive to the region above the dashed line. We observe a clear excess of muon flux in the crater
zone (Fig. 7b), from the surface to the depth of about 50 m, which highlights the presence of lower integrated
density region with respect to the one used in DEM. The density anomaly extends laterally for about 200 m below
the crater region. In the anomaly region 30–40% muons excess indicates decrease of the average density along
the muon path down to 1.4 g/cm3. The retrieved density estimation is relative and depends on the reference rock
density39 which was taken as 2.2 g/cm3. There are three major components contributing to the uncertainty of this
value, coming from the expected muon flux, rock thickness and the statistical error of the measured flux.
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Figure 8. For each angular bin in the free sky region the relative spread between expectation and data is
calculated.

The uncertainty of the expected (simulated) flux comes mainly from fluctuation of the low-momentum part of
the muon spectrum which can not be entirely rejected (Fig. 4). The spread between expected and measured values
in the sky region (Fig. 8) provides the estimation of this effect(10%). Rock thickness uncertainty is defined by the
DEM precision (10 m) and by the quality of angular matching between MC and data. This component becomes
dominating above the red dashed line corresponding to 40 m of rock on the Fig. 7b. On the other hand, the statistical uncertainty is the leading contribution below the white dashed line. Summing up all three contributions we
estimate an uncertainty for the density of 18% in the anomaly region, 10% being statistical and 15% systematic.

Discussion

The events occurred at Stromboli in recent years have highlighted the potential impact of the crater region
dynamics and the Sciara del Fuoco evolution on the risk level in the island. Actually, during an effusive phase at
the end of 2002, large landslides occurred on the Sciara del Fuoco slope40 produced on December 30, 2002 a tsunami with waves up to 10 m high along the coasts of the island41–43, that caused severe damage to the coastal area.
Furthermore, on April 5 2003, a paroxysmal explosion occurred in the crater region44,45.
In 2007, another effusive phase had a strong impact on the crater area and Sciara del Fuoco flank46–48. Also
this eruption was accompanied by a paroxysmal explosion, on March 15th, preceded by intense fracturing of
the crater region49. After the 2007 effusive eruption, Stromboli’s activity showed some changes. The frequency of
occurrence of “major explosions” and effusive phases due to overflows from the summit craters increased. The
changes of the eruptive activity occurred at Stromboli from April 2007 to December 2012 is interpreted as the
effect of “a wider and hotter uppermost conduit, initiated by movements that occurred in the Sciara del Fuoco
after the 2002 landslide events50,51 that followed the graben-like collapses that occurred during the 2007 eruption,
which involved the entire summit crater zone”52.
This interpretation suggests a strong control of the crater area structure and the Sciara del Fuoco slope on
the volcanic dynamics of Stromboli Island. Studies, based on electrical resistivity and self-potential measurements53,54, on gravity data39 aeromagnetic surveys55 and on seismic tomography56 have been carried out to gain
insights into the structure of Stromboli edifice. In particular53, conducted combined measurements of electrical
resistivity, self-potential, CO2 and temperature to study the shallow hydrothermal system of the Stromboli volcano. They identify a conductive body in the summit part of the volcano (crater zone) that they interpret as the
main hydrothermal system of Stromboli.
Seismological studies, focused on seismic source mechanisms, have shown that the shallow magma transport
system is characterized by a crack with NE-SW direction dipping about 60° to the North-West and spanning up
to the crater region57. Therefore, our muography experiment is focused on the crater region.
Before the beginning of the muography (started on October 22, 2011), on August 2, 2011 an effusive phase
occurred due to lava overflow from NE crater58, accompanied by remarkable explosions. Two major explosions
occurred on September 5 and September 9. During the first month of data-taking the eruptive activity decreased
and returned to the normal level. Two major explosions occurred on February 15 and March 6, 2012, however
they did not cause significant changes of the crater region morphology. The experiment ended on March 24, 2012.
Our experiment allowed us to obtain the first muon absorption radiography of the crater region of Stromboli.
The muon track reconstruction provided an image of the crater area of Stromboli volcano, with a resolution of
about 10 meters in the center of the target area. The muography, shown in Fig. 7b, highlights a low-density zone
in proximity of the NE crater area. The elongation of the low-density zone towards SW (right on the Figure)
indicates that the density anomaly also includes the crater valley at the summit of the volcano, where other eruptive vents are located. The anomaly of the flux along the muon path through the crater zone indicates a density
decrease down to 1.4 g/cm3. The muon flux anomaly with dimensions of about 200 × 50 m corresponds to the
graben-like region of52 shown in Fig. 1. Our findings are consistent with the above geophysical surveys39,53,55
indicating that low-density, high-porosity, pyroclastic deposits characterize the collapsed zone of the crater area.
Actually55, found a magnetization low in the crater zone. This demagnetization is interpreted as the consequence
of the heat of conduits and/or hydrothermal activity in addition to the thick accumulation of low magnetic
pyroclastic rocks. This result is consistent with the gravimetric survey performed by39, who found a low-density
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anomaly (2100–2250 kg/m3) on the Pizzo ridge, associated to low-density, high-porosity and high-permeability
pyroclastic and scoria deposits. In particular, the sector of the volcano imaged by our muography experiment
includes, along the muon paths, part of the main hydrothermal system highlighted by53 and also the south-west
sector of the summit zone which is characterized by high resistivity. Basically, from our exposure site we find a
low density anomaly that is consistent with the presence of low density pyroclastic material and degassing conduits that can supply heat to the hydrothermal system.
Therefore the muography allows us to image the collapse structure that was created by the 2003 and 2007
eruptions, which controls the eruptive style of Stromboli after 2007.
The chosen value of the reference rock density (2.2 g/cm3) leads to a density of about 1.4 g/cm3 in the crater
graben anomaly area. The density anomaly can be well explained by the presence of porous incoherent material that fills the collapse structure in the summit crater zone. A low density comparable with the anomaly of
Stromboli has been reported by59 at La Soufriere volcano.
Precise muography measurements of deep rock regions requires the ability for cutting off the low-momentum
particles presenting the main source of the background as shown in60 and61. The use of an Emulsion Cloud
Chamber (ECC) detector installed in the same position with sufficient number of sensitive layers interleaved with
high-density absorbers will extend the investigation reported in this paper to the region of about 100 m under
the crater.

Methods

The nuclear emulsion is in principle similar to the photographic emulsion, but it is sensitive to single ionizing
particles. AgBr crystals interspersed in a gel matrix are sensitized by ionization caused by charged particles, producing a latent image. After the chemical process of emulsion development, grains of metallic Ag grow after
nucleation by the latent image sites, normally up to the size of 0.5–1 μm. The path of a ionizing particle is thus
marked by a sequence of grains. The average number of grains building up the track in the sensitive emulsion
layer depends on the strength of ionization62.
In the emulsion used at Stromboli, the typical linear density is 25 grains/100 μm. Latent images of particles
tracks are continuously stored in emulsion during the timespan of data taking, until they are made visible following their chemical development as for photographic emulsion.
The nuclear emulsion technique came to life in the years 1946–1947 with the Nobel Prize discovery of the
short-lived π meson (pion) in an exposure at high altitude to particles generated in cosmic-ray interactions in
the atmosphere63,64. A true re-birth nuclear emulsion technique occurred in 1990 by the with the development
of emulsion analysis by automated microscopes65,66 that opened the way to large scale applications. Profiting of
the developments realized in the OPERA experiment, the nuclear emulsion technique became readily applicable
to muography and was used for the pioneering observations at the Mt. Asama volcano2. Recent developments of
even faster scanning systems operating in a wide angular range35,67–69 further extends the applications area for
this technique.
Thanks to the sub-micrometric resolution, the nuclear emulsion has since the beginnings proven to be a privileged tool for observing the decays of short-lived particles, as well as a precision particle tracker in very compact
detectors for applications, such as muography. Emulsion detectors do not require electricity supply nor maintenance. The latter features were considered as a must in the choice of the detector technique for harsh environment
characterizing the slopes of the Stromboli volcano.
The basic detector element is an emulsion film that is technically sophisticated but mechanically simple. The
OPERA films32 have 12.5 × 10.2 cm2 size and consists of 44 μm thick emulsion layers deposited on either side of
a 205 μm thick plastic base. Micro-tracks are reconstructed from aligned grains in each single emulsion layer
(Fig. 5). Aligned micro-tracks are connected across the plastic base to form a so-called base - track. This is characterized by a higher precision thanks to the longer lever arm given by the thickness of the plastic base and to
the well-defined geometry in spite of the emulsion distortion in drying-out and shrinking after the chemical
development.
Emulsion films are piled-up on stacks to provide several measurements points for the reconstruction of
through going particle tracks. Typically, intrinsic angular resolutions are of the order of a few mrad. The emulsion stack used at Stromboli consists of four emulsion films and includes a 5 mm thick plate of passive material
(stainless steel). The latter improves the rejection of background tracks from low-energy stray particles, either by
absorption or by enhancing misalignments of track segments.
Inserting plates of passive material provides information on particle properties through the observation of
their interactions. The most striking example is the ECC-based detectors70, where alternating emulsion films and
plates of passive material integrates in a single very compact structure with high precision tracking and capabilities of particle identification and momentum/energy measurement. This technique has been used in OPERA33,
where the passive material consists of 1 mm thick lead plates. The insertion of passive material is an effective tool
for background reduction in muography.
Our detector, with total active area of 0.96 m2, consisted of eight modules assembled side-by-side on an common support frame. The overall dimension were about 0.7 × 3.5 m2 and the total weight was 250 kg (Fig. 5). In
each module of 0.12 m2 active surface, ten emulsion stacks were assembled side-by-side. The emulsion stacks were
tightly enclosed inside robust hermetic boxes made of aluminum and stainless steel, allowing for on-site emulsion mounting and replacement. The assembly scheme in Fig. 5 shows the emulsion stacks with two emulsion
films sticked on each side of the stainless steel plate, the frame and the covers of the box, as well as rubber sheets
between emulsion films and box covers.
Muon tracks are obtained in a two-stage process. In the first step (emulsion readout), image data stored in
the films are read out and converted into digital representations of micro-tracks in each emulsion layer. In the
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second-step (offline analysis), these are used to perform a full volume reconstruction of muon tracks crossing the
detector. They follow the methodologies developed for OPERA.
The emulsion readout consists in “scanning” each single emulsion layer in the three spatial dimensions, transforming visual into digital data and performing a first phase of data processing that gives micro-tracks as output.
The emulsions from the Stromboli exposure were scanned by means of high-speed automated microscopes developed in Europe for OPERA - clones of the so-called European Scanning System (ESS) - that operate at a nominal
speed of 20 cm2/hour71,72. An evolved system based on the same hardware35 was used to analyze about a half of
the data sample.
The objective of the microscope has working distance of a few hundred micrometers and a depth of field of
a few μm. It is carried on a vertically sliding optical tube with the camera sensor at its end. By moving the optical tube, the focal plane is changed, thus allowing for a 3D optical tomography of 15 consecutive images and a
micro-tracks recognition as sequences of aligned grains. At least 8 grains are required73.
Emulsion films are kept fixed to a film-holder carried by a microscope stage capable of motion on two orthogonal axes (X-Y). By moving the stage with steps corresponding to the field of view size (260 × 300 μm2) the full
emulsion surface readout (scanning) is performed.
The offline track reconstruction procedure starts by forming the base-tracks finding pairs of aligned
micro-tracks across the plastic base. Base tracks further improve the rejection of fakes and, as already pointed
out, improve the angular resolution that attains a few mrad73.
The reconstruction of full tracks requires connecting base-tracks in the sequence of emulsion films. The crucial point is the film-to-film alignment, with a micrometric accuracy necessary to separate muons accumulated
during the exposure from fake associations (nuclear emulsions have no trigger and are sensitive since production until development, hence piling up the tracks of all ionizing particles passed through). The alignment is
performed in turn for all pairs of consecutive films by applying a pattern recognition technique to the arrays of
base-tracks. The first order approximation model suitable at the cm scale is an affine deformation. Emulsion films
are aligned with the accuracy of a few μm73.
After application to the base-tracks of the affine transformation parameters found for each film, reconstruction of passing-through long tracks becomes possible. For Stromboli data this was done by the Kalman-filtering
technique described in74. In case of multilayer detector this procedure has great rejection potential against fake
and low-momentum tracks considered as a background for the muography exposure.

Data Availability

The datasets generated and analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding author on
reasonable request.

References

1. Alvarez, L. W. et al. Search for hidden chambers in the pyramids. The structure of the Second Pyramid of Giza is determined by
cosmic-ray absorption. Science 167, 832–839, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.167.3919.832 (1970).
2. Tanaka, H. K. M., Nakano, T., Takahashi, S., Yoshida, J. & Niwa, K. Development of an emulsion imaging system for cosmic-ray
muon radiography to explore the internal structure of a volcano, Mt. Asama. Nuclear Instruments and Methods A 575, 489–497
(2007).
3. Tanaka, H. K. M., Uchida, T., Tanaka, M., Shinohara, H. & Taira, H. Cosmic-ray muon imaging of magma in a conduit: Degassing
process of Satsuma-Iwojima Volcano, Japan. Geophys. Res. Lett. 36, L01304, https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL036451 (2009).
4. Tanaka, H. K. M., Kasugaya, T. & Shinohara, H. Radiographic visualization of magma dynamics in an erupting volcano. Nat.
Commun. 5, 3381, https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4381 (2014).
5. Nishiyama, R. et al. Integrated processing of muon radiography and gravity anomaly data toward the realization of high-resolution
3-D density structural analysis of volcanoes: Case study of Showa-Shinzan lava dome, Usu, Japan. J. Geophys. Research: Solid Earth
119, 699–710, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JB010234 (2014).
6. Rosas-Carbajal, M. et al. Three-dimensional density structure of la soufriére de Guadeloupe lava dome from simultaneous muon
radiographies and gravity data. Geophys. Res. Lett. 44, 6743–6751, https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GL074285 (2017).
7. Tanaka, H. K. M. et al. Three-dimensional computational axial tomography scan of a volcano with cosmic ray muon radiography. J.
Geophys. Res. 115, B12332, https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JB007677 (2010).
8. Gibert, D. et al. Muon tomography: Plans for observations in the Lesser Antilles. Earth. Planet. Sci. Lett. 62, 153–165, https://doi.
org/10.5047/eps.2009.07.003 (2010).
9. Lesparre, N. et al. Density muon radiography of La Soufrière of Guadeloupe volcano: comparison with geological, electrical
resistivity and gravity data. Geophys. J. Int. 190, 1008–1019, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2012.05546.x (2012).
10. Cârloganu, C. et al. Towards a muon radiography of the puy de dôme. Geoscientific Instrumentation, Methods and Data Systems 2,
55–60, https://doi.org/10.5194/gi-2-55-2013 (2013).
11. Ambrosino, F. et al. Joint measurement of the atmospheric muon flux through the Puy de Dôme volcano with plastic scintillators
and Resistive Plate Chambers detectors. J. Geophys. Research: Solid Earth 120, 7290–7307, https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JB011969
(2015).
12. Anastasio, A. et al. The MU-RAY detector for muon radiography of volcanoes. Nuclear Instruments and Methods A 732, 423–426,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2013.05.159 (2013).
13. Ambrosino, F. et al. The MU-RAY project: detector technology and first data from Mt. Vesuvius. J. Instrumentation 9, C02029,
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/9/02/C02029 (2014).
14. Carbone, D. et al. An experiment of muon radiography at Mt Etna (Italy). Geophys. J. Int. 196, 633–643, https://doi.org/10.1093/gji/
ggt403 (2013).
15. Allard, P., Carbonnelle, J., Métrich, N., Loyer, H. & Zettwog, P. Sulphur output and magma degassing of Stromboli volcano. Nature
368, 326–330, https://doi.org/10.1038/368326a0 (1994).
16. Burton, M., Allard, P., Muré, F. & La Spina, A. Magmatic gas composition reveals the source depth of slug-driven Strombolian
explosive activity. Science 317, 227–230, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1141900 (2007).
17. Salerno, G. G. et al. Novel retrieval of volcanic SO2 abundance from ultraviolet spectra. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 181, 141–153,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2009.01.009 (2009).
18. Burton, M. R. et al. SO2 flux monitoring at Stromboli with the new permanent INGV SO2 camera system: A comparison with the
FLAME network and seismological data. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 300, 95–102, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2015.02.006
(2015).

Scientific Reports |

(2019) 9:6695 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43131-8

9

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

www.nature.com/scientificreports

19. Mercalli, G. Natura nelle eruzioni dello Stromboli ed in generale dell’attività sismo-vulcanica delle isole Eolie. Atti Soc Ital Sci Nat
24, 105–134 (1881).
20. Parfitt, E. A. A discussion of the mechanism of explosive basaltic eruptions. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 134, 77–107, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2004.01.002 (2004).
21. Calvari, S. et al. The 7 September 2008 Vulcanian explosion at Stromboli volcano: Multiparametric characterization of the event and
quantification of the ejecta. J. Geophys. Res. 117, B05201, https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB009048 (2012).
22. Leduc, L., Gurioli, L., Harris, A., Colò, L. & Rose-Koga, E. F. Types and mechanisms of strombolian explosions: characterization of
a gas-dominated explosion at Stromboli. Bull. Volcanol. 77, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-014-0888-5 (2015).
23. Gillot, P. Y. & Keller, J. Radiochronological dating of stromboli. Acta Vulcanol 3, 69–77 (1993).
24. Francalanci, L., Lucchi, F., Keller, J., De Astis, G. & Tranne, C. A. Eruptive, volcano-tectonic and magmatic history of the Stromboli
volcano (north-eastern Aeolian archipelago). In Lucchi, F., Peccerillo, A., Keller, J., Tranne, C. A. & Rossi, P. L. (eds) The Aeolian
Islands Volcanoes, vol. 37 of Geological Society, London, Memoirs, chap. 13, 397–471, https://doi.org/10.1144/M37.13 (The Geological
Society of London, 2013).
25. Tibaldi, A. Multiple sector collapses at Stromboli volcano, Italy: how they work. Bull. Volcanol. 63, 112–125, https://doi.org/10.1007/
s004450100129 (2001).
26. Bertagnini, A. & Landi, P. The Secche di Lazzaro pyroclastics of Stromboli volcano: a phreatomagmatic eruption related to the Sciara
del Fuoco sector collapse. Bull. Volcanol. 58, 239–245 (1996).
27. Nolesini, T., Di Traglia, F., Del Ventisette, C., Moretti, S. & Casagli, N. Deformations and slope instability on Stromboli volcano: Integration
of GBInSAR data and analog modeling. Geomorphology 180–181, 242–254, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2012.10.014 (2013).
28. Bosman, A., Chiocci, F. L. & Romagnoli, C. Morpho-structural setting of Stromboli volcano revealed by high-resolution bathymetry
and backscatter data of its submarine portions. Bull. Volcanol. 71, 1007–1019, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-009-0279-5 (2009).
29. Di Roberto, A. et al. (eds) Submarine Mass Movements and Their Consequences, vol. 28 of Advances in Natural and Technological
Hazards Research, 719–731 (Springer Science, 2010).
30. Pistolesi, M., Delle Donne, D., Pioli, L., Rosi, M. & Ripepe, M. The 15 March 2007 explosive crisis at Stromboli volcano, Italy:
assessing physical parameters through a multidisciplinary approach. J. Geophys. Res. 116, B12, https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008527
(2011).
31. De Lellis, G., Ereditato, A. & Niwa, K. Nuclear Emulsions, vol. 21B1 of Landolt-Börnstein Series: Detectors for Particles and Radiation
(Springer International Publishing AG, 2011).
32. Nakamura, T. et al. The OPERA film: New nuclear emulsion for large-scale, high-precision experiments. Nuclear Instruments and
Methods A 556, 80–86, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.08.109 (2006).
33. Acquafredda, R. et al. The OPERA experiment in the CERN to Gran Sasso neutrino beam. J. Instrumentation 4, P04018, https://doi.
org/10.1088/1748-0221/4/04/P04018 (2009).
34. Agafonova, N. et al. Discovery of τ neutrino appearance in the CNGS neutrino beam with the OPERA experiment. Phys. Rev. Lett.
115, 121802, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.121802 (2015).
35. Alexandrov, A. et al. A new fast scanning system for the measurement of large angle tracks in nuclear emulsions. J. Instrumentation
10, P11006 (2015).
36. Alexandrov, A. et al. A new generation scanning system for the high-speed analysis of nuclear emulsions. J. Instrumentation 11,
6002–6002, https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-0221/11/06/P06002 (2016).
37. Battistoni, G. et al. The FLUKA code: description and benchmarking. In Albrow, M. & Raja, R. (eds) Proceedings of the Hadronic
Shower Simulation Workshop 2006, vol. 896 of AIP Conference Proceedings, 31–49 (Fermilab, 2007).
38. Honda, M., Kajita, T., Kasahara, K. & Midorikawa, S. New calculation of the atmospheric neutrino flux in a three-dimensional
scheme. Phys Review D 70, 043008, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.043008 (2004).
39. Linde, N. et al. 3-D density structure and geological evolution of Stromboli volcano (Aeolian Islands, Italy) inferred from land-based
and sea-surface gravity data. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 273, 58–69, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2014.01.006 (2014).
40. Calvari, S. et al. Chronology and complex volcanic processes during the 2002–2003 flank eruption at Stromboli volcano (Italy)
reconstructed from direct observations and surveys with a handheld thermal camera. J. Geophys. Res. 110, B02201, https://doi.
org/10.1029/2004JB003129 (2005).
41. La Rocca, M. et al. Seismic signals associated with landslides and with a tsunami at Stromboli volcano, Italy. BSSA 94, 1850–1867
(2004).
42. Tinti, S., Pagnoni, G. & Zaniboni, F. The landslides and tsunamis of the 30th of December 2002 in Stromboli analysed through
numerical simulations. Bull. Volcanol. 68, 462–479, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-005-0022-9 (2006).
43. Chiocci, F. L., Romagnoli, C., Tommasi, P. & Bosman, A. The Stromboli 2002 tsunamigenic submarine slide: characteristics and
possible failure mechanisms. J. Geophys. Res. 113, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JB005172 (2008).
44. Calvari, S., Spampinato, L. & Lodato, L. The 5 April 2003 vulcanian paroxysmal explosion at Stromboli volcano (Italy) from field
observations and thermal data. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 149, 160–175, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2005.06.006 (2006).
45. D’Auria, L., Giudicepietro, F., Martini, M. & Peluso, R. Seismological insight into the kinematics of the 5 April 2003 vulcanian
explosion at Stromboli volcano (southern Italy). Geophys. Res. Lett. 33, L08308, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL026018 (2006).
46. Martini, M. et al. Seismological monitoring of the February 2007 effusive eruption of the Stromboli volcano. Ann Geophys-Italy 50,
775–788, https://doi.org/10.4401/ag-3056 (2007).
47. Barberi, F., Civetta, L., Rosi, M. & Scandone, R. Chronology of the 2007 eruption of Stromboli and the activity of the Scientific
Synthesis Group. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 182, 123–130, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.09.019 (2009).
48. Giudicepietro, F. et al. Changes in the vlp seismic source during the 2007 Stromboli eruption. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 182,
162–171, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2008.11.008 (2009).
49. Esposito, A. M., D’Auria, L., Giudicepietro, F., Longobardi, M. & Martini, M. Clustering of hybrid events at Stromboli Volcano
(Italy). In Apolloni, B. & other (eds) Neural Nets, vol. 234 of Frontiers in Artificial Intelligence and Applications, 56–65, https://doi.
org/10.3233/978-1-60750-972-1-56 (IOP Press, 2011).
50. Acocella, V. & Neri, M. Dike propagation in volcanic edifices: Overview and possible developments. Tectonophys. 471, 67–77,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tecto.2008.10.002 (2009).
51. Falsaperla, S., Maiolino, V., Spampinato, S., Jaquet, O. & Neri, M. Sliding episodes during the 2002–2003 Stromboli lava effusion: Insights
from seismic, volcanic, and statistical data analysis. Geochem. Geophys. Geosystems 9, 1–16, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GC001859 (2008).
52. Calvari, S. et al. Major eruptive style changes induced by structural modifications of a shallow conduit system: the 2007–2012
Stromboli case. Bull. Volcanol. 76, 841, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-014-0841-7 (2014).
53. Finizola, A. et al. Hydrogeological insights at Stromboli volcano (Italy) from geoelectrical, temperature, and CO2 soil degassing
investigations. Geophys. Res. Lett. 33, L17304, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006GL026842 (2006).
54. Revil, A. et al. Hydrogeology of Stromboli volcano, Aeolian Islands (Italy) from the interpretation of resistivity tomograms, selfpotential, soil temperature and soil CO 2 concentration measurements. Geophys. J. Int. 186, 1078–1094, https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2011.05112.x (2011).
55. Okuma, S. et al. Aeromagnetic constraints on the subsurface structure of Stromboli Volcano, Aeolian Islands, Italy. Tectonophys. 478,
19–33, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tecto.2009.02.035 (2009).
56. Patanè, D. et al. The shallow magma chamber of Stromboli Volcano (Italy). Geophys. Res. Lett. 44, 6589–6596, https://doi.
org/10.1002/2017GL073008 (2017).

Scientific Reports |

(2019) 9:6695 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43131-8

10

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

www.nature.com/scientificreports

57. Chouet, B. et al. Source mechanisms of explosions at Stromboli Volcano, Italy, determined from moment-tensor inversion of verylong period data. J. Geophys. Research 108, https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JB001919 (2003).
58. Esposito, A. M., D’Auria, L., Giudicepietro, F., Peluso, R. & Martini, M. Automatic recognition of landslides based on neural network
analysis of seismic signals: An application to the monitoring of Stromboli Volcano (Southern Italy). Pure Appl. Geophys. 170,
1821–1832, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00024-012-0614-1 (2013).
59. Lesparre, N. et al. Geophysical muon imaging: feasibility and limits. Geophys. J. Int. 183, 1348–1361, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365246X.2010.04790.x (2010).
60. Nishiyama, R., Miyamoto, S. & Naganawa, N. Experimental study of source of background noise in muon radiography using
emulsion film detectors. Geoscientific Instrumentation, Methods and Data Systems 3, 29–39, https://doi.org/10.5194/gi-3-29-2014
(2014).
61. Jourde, K. et al. Experimental detection of upward going cosmic particles and consequences for correction of density radiography
of volcanoes. Geophys. Res. Lett. 40, 6334–6339, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013GL058357 (2013).
62. Toshito, T. et al. π/p separation at 1.2 GeV/c by an emulsion cloud chamber. Nuclear Instruments and Methods A 516, 436–439,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2003.08.167 (2004).
63. Powell, C. F., Occhialini, G. P. S., Livesey, D. L. & Chilton, L. V. A new photographic emulsion for the detection of fast charged
particles. J. Sci. Instrum. 23, 102, https://doi.org/10.1088/0950-7671/23/5/304 (1946).
64. Lattes, C. M. G., Occhialini, G. P. S. & Powell, C. F. Observation on the tracks of slow mesons in photographic emulsions. Nature 160,
453–456 (1947).
65. Aoki, S. et al. Fully automated emulsion analysis system. Nuclear Instruments and Methods B 51, 466–472, https://doi.
org/10.1016/0168-583X(90)90569-G (1990).
66. Nakano, T. Emulsion scanning technologies. In Int. Europhysics Conf. on High Energy Physics, vol. 7, 269, https://doi.
org/10.22323/1.007.0269 (Budapest, Hungary, 2001).
67. Bozza, C. & Nakano, T. Automatic microscopes for nuclear emulsion readout in high-energy and particle physics. In Méndez-Vilas,
A. (ed.) Current Microscopy Contributions to Advances in Science and Technology, vol. 2 of Microscopy Series No 5, 1511–1523
(FORMATEX, 2012).
68. Alexandrov, A. et al. The continuous motion technique for a new generation of scanning systems. Science Reports 7, 7310, https://
doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-07869-3 (2017).
69. Alexandrov, A., De Lellis, G. & Tioukov, V. A Novel Optical Scanning Technique with an Inclined Focusing Plane. Science Reports 9,
2870, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-39415-8 (2019).
70. Kaplon, M., Peters, B. P. & Ritson, D. M. Emulsion Cloud-Chamber study of a high energy interaction in the cosmic radiation. Phys
Review 85, 900, https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.85.900 (1952).
71. Armenise, N. et al. High-speed particle tracking in nuclear emulsion by last-generation automatic microscopes. Nuclear Instruments
and Methods A 551, 261–270, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.06.072 (2005).
72. Arrabito, L. et al. Hardware performance of a scanning system for high speed analysis of nuclear emulsions. Nuclear Instruments and
Methods A 568, 578–587, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2006.06.072 (2006).
73. Arrabito, L. et al. Track reconstruction in the emulsion-lead target of the OPERA experiment using the ESS microscope. J.
Instrumentation 2, P05004 (2007).
74. Tioukov, V., Kreslo, I., Petukhov, Y. & Sirri, G. The FEDRA – framework for emulsion data reconstruction and analysis in the
OPERA experiment. Nuclear Instruments and Methods A 559, 103–105, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2005.11.214 (2006).

Acknowledgements

We thank the Italian Department of Civil Protection for the logistic support provided to our team. We also
thank Marcello Martini who supported and encouraged our experiment. We thank Giuseppe Passeggio and the
technical staff of the Napoli Section of INFN as well as the Gran Sasso INFN laboratory where the emulsion
handling was performed and the OPERA Collaboration for fruitful help. We like to thank Tullio Ricci of INGV
for his valuable help in individuating the position for the detector installation.

Author Contributions

G.D.L., G.M. and P.S. conceived the experiment, V.T. designed the detector and conducted the experiment, V.T.,
S.M., N.D.A., M.O., R.P. and C.S. installed the detector on site, A.A. and C.B. designed and constructed the
scanning systems for emulsion analysis, V.T., S.M., C.B., L.C., C.D.S. and S.M.S. performed emulsions scanning
and data analysis, R.N. and A.S. performed the Monte-Carlo simulation, C.S. took care about the emulsions
handling, H.T. and P.S. received funds to support the project, G.M. and F.G. took care about the volcanological
and geophysical interpretation of the results, all authors contributed to writing and reviewing the manuscript.

Additional Information

Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
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 license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license 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 license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
© The Author(s) 2019

Scientific Reports |

(2019) 9:6695 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-43131-8

11

