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Abstract: Collapse calderas often experience large up and down movements, which rarely give rise 
to eruptions. The pattern of vertical deformation has generally an elliptical geometry, very close to 
a circular one. A simple and powerful method to explore second order anomalies of the volcanic 
caldera deformation patterns can enlighten important structural features. This method is here 
presented and applied to the case study of Campi Flegrei caldera ground deformation, representing 
a typical example of such a quasi-circular geometry, with dominant ground uplift occurring since 
1950. Despite a markedly radial dependence of the vertical displacement, with a very constant shape 
in the time, we explore in the paper the second order anomalies, with respect to a purely radial 
behavior. To this aim, we have used a procedure based on the polynomial fit of the vertical 
displacement data, assuming they only depend on the distance from the maximum uplift point (i.e. 
deformation center); then, we have obtained anomalies map by subtracting from the theoretical 
deformation so determined the true data. We then obtain very peculiar results, which put in 
evidence a sharp separation between a less uplifted zone and a more uplifted one than expected, 
along a NE-SW alignment which approximately define the most seismically active area, in which 
most of the largest magnitude earthquakes occur. This very peculiar feature is likely to represent a 
main volcano-tectonic structure in the area, which can be of leading importance for evaluating both 
the highest seismic hazard area and the most likely zone of possible eruptive vent opening. The 
results obtained here indicate that the proposed method can be useful to analyze unrest related 
hazards. 

Keywords: caldera unrest; ground deformation; volcanic hazard; MT-InSAR; Sentinel-1 
 

1. Introduction 

Calderas are subcircular depressions that form during the partial emptying of magma reservoirs 
associated with large eruptions. A number of calderas are marked by the uplift (resurgence) of their 
sunken floor, resulting from magma accumulation and accompanied by minor eruptions. This 
inversion of the negative topography of a caldera represents the largest and most protracted type of 
volcanic ground deformation, with amounts ranging from a few hundred to a thousand meters and 
a duration up to several thousand years [1]. The processes that regulate caldera uplift generally relate 
resurgence to the input of new magma, which is often stimulated by the pressure drop that follows 
a caldera forming eruption [2–4]. However, part of the caldera resurgence can be related to the 
increase of pressure of the geothermal system, as a consequence of the heating due to magmatic gas 
inflow [5–7]. 

Unrest episodes may be indicative of short-term inflation events that give rise to caldera 
resurgence [8]. The majority of volcanic eruptions are preceded and accompanied by a period of 
unrest, defined as a change from the normal state or baseline behavior of a volcano. Large calderas 
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may show episodes of unrest that commonly occur for years, decades or centuries, with or without a 
following eruption [9–11]. 

The potential hazards associated with unrest include also volcano-tectonic seismicity, ground 
uplift and surface deformation, hydrothermal explosions or gas emissions, faults and fractures 
opening, increased degassing, and landslides [9,12]. Such events may result in significant physical 
damage to buildings, critical infrastructures (i.e. electricity, telecommunications, water and sewerage 
networks), roads and railways, harbor functionality [13,14]. These damages may also result in 
significant economic loss through business interruption, tourism income drop, decreases in property 
values and increases in insurance premiums [12,14–16]. 

Ground deformation during unrest phases is characterized by high uplift and/or subsidence 
rates, related to inflation and deflation of the caldera floor due to magmatic and/or hydrothermal 
processes usually characterized by a marked radial or elliptical symmetry (first order ground 
deformation) rapidly decreasing with distance from the caldera center. 

Investigations of spatial variability of the unrest-related ground deformation have been rarely 
made and often the local (or second order) ground deformation anomalies, related to the activity of 
volcano-tectonic faults, secondary inflation centers or other, are underestimated or ignored. This 
leads to deficiencies in hazard analysis due to phenomena related to unrest phases and may hidden 
the identification of possible pathways for magma rising, eventually leading to an eruption. 

In this paper we propose a simple procedure for filtering first order ground deformation radial 
signal in active volcanic caldera during unrest phases by using Sentinel-1 Synthetic Aperture Radar 
Multi-Temporal Interferometry (MT-InSAR) data, in order to highlight second order ground 
deformations or anomalies that characterize the complex volcano-tectonic evolution of a caldera 
unrest. 

The proposed procedure has been applied to the Campi Flegrei caldera case study, that is 
currently ongoing an unrest phase characterized by un uplift of 139 cm since November 2005 to June 
2024 at the RITE GNNS station located at the Pozzuoli historical center, with average velocity rates 
of 20 +/- 3 mm/month since April 2024 [17]. Seismic activity has increased progressively during the 
unrest, both in frequency and in maximum magnitude [7], to reach a magnitude Md=4.4, for a seismic 
event occurred on 2024/05/20 [17]. The Campi Flegrei caldera already experienced significant 
seismicity associated to volcanic unrest between 1970-72 and 1982-84 [7,13], but hazard assessments 
in this region have concentrated on eruption hazards, rather than on those resulting from volcanic 
unrest [12]. We are going to show, in this paper, that the analysis of second order ground 
deformations (or anomalies) can help in the hazard analysis related to volcano-tectonic seismicity, as 
well as to detect main faults, fractures, structural features and most likely areas of possible vent 
opening. 

2. Study Area 

The 12-km sized active Campi Flegrei caldera (Figure 1) is located in southern Italy, westward 
Naples town, and is characterized by a volcanic activity started between the late Middle and the early 
Upper Pleistocene prior to 80 ka BP [18,19]. Until few years ago, Campi Flegrei was considered a 
nested caldera [e.g. 20,21], generated by two collapses occurred 40 ka BP (Campanian Ignimbrite: 
[22,23]) and 15 ka BP (Neapolitan Yellow Tuff eruption: [20,24–26]. However, De Natale et al. [27,28] 
and Rolandi et al. [29] have recently demonstrated that Campanian Ignimbrite occurred North of the 
Campi Flegrei caldera and did not cause any collapse. Campi Flegrei caldera has been then generated 
by the Neapolitan Yellow Tuff (NYT) eruption (15 ka). The post-15 ka evolution of the NYT caldera 
was marked by the development of a resurgent dome in the inner part of the caldera (Figure 1), 
including the proximal sector of the Pozzuoli Bay, characterized by an uplift of about 100 m [11,30,31]. 
The dome resurgence resulted in the emersion of marine deposits forming the so-called La Starza 
terrace (Figure 1), which is presently exposed up to ∼30 m above sea level [32]. 

The post-collapse volcanic activity was characterized by over 70 events (Figure 1) post-15 ka 
concentrated in three main epochs separated by two quiescent periods [33–36]. The first epoch (15 to 
~9.5 ka BP) is characterized by several explosive events, of which Pomici Principali eruption was the 
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most energetic one [33,37]. The second epoch (8.6-8.2 ka BP [33]) is distinguished by only a few 
episodes of low-magnitude eruptions. The third epoch activity began between 4.4 and 3.8 ka BP and 
was characterized by several explosive events [33] of which the Agnano-Monte Spina eruption (4.4 
ka BP [38,39]) was the most powerful one; not only of the third epoch, but among all the post-caldera 
eruptions. This epoch was followed by a prolonged period of volcanic quiescence that persists until 
today, interrupted only by the Monte Nuovo eruption in 1538 AD, a small phreato-magmatic one 
with VEI=2 [40–44]. 

The geology of the study area is mainly characterized by volcanic units, made by pyroclastic 
deposits, tuffs and ignimbrites, and by recent alluvial, colluvial, slope and coastal deposits (Figure 
1). The main volcano tectonic structure is formed by the structural rims forming the NYT caldera 
[32,45–47], as clearly recognized in the Pozzuoli Bay offshore by the presence of a ring-fault system 
[31,32,48,49]. N–S trending fault segments, including the Bacoli and Baia faults and the Monte Nuovo 
fault, delimit the western inner border of the caldera; several E-W, NW-SE and NE-SW trending fault 
segments are present within the central resurgent area and the eastern caldera border (Figure 1). The 
observed crosscutting relationships indicate that the recent E-W and N-S structures overprint the NE-
SW and NW-SE lineaments, that are inherited regional trends linked to the Pleistocene extensional 
tectonics [30,46,50,51]. 

 
Figure 1. Geological map of the Campi Flegrei caldera. Volcanic and morphological elements by 
Sacchi et al. [32] and reference therein; volcano-tectonic faults and lineaments by Natale et al. [47]. 

2.1. Ground Deformation in Historical Times 

During the last 2100 years, the central sector of the Campi Flegrei caldera has undergone 
alternating phases of subsidence and uplift in the range of about 20 meters with maximum values 
centered in the Pozzuoli city area, associated with fumarolic and hydrothermal processes, that is 
locally referred to as bradyseism (e.g. [52,53]).  

A long subsidence phase (about 18 m) continued at least since the Republic Roman Age (II-III 
centuries b.C.) to the Middle Age around the XV century, probably interrupted by an uplift during 
the V-VIII century. A strong uplift (about 16 m) occurred for almost a century before the Monte 
Nuovo eruption (1538 AD) [44,54,55]. 
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The quiescence after the 1538 eruption has been characterized by a progressive subsidence more 
than 8 m in the central sector) of the caldera area, lasted until 1950. Since such date, a new period of 
intermittent uplift has begun, with the unrest episodes occurred in 1950-1951, 1969-1972, 1982-1984, 
during which the ground uplift at the port of Pozzuoli town reached about 4 m with respect to the 
ground level before 1950 (Figure 2). After the end of 1984, the ground subsided of about 0.94 m, until 
the end of 2005. Since the last months of 2005, ground uplift started again, and is still in progress 
(Figure 2); total uplift for the ongoing unrest has reached 1.39 m at the end of June 2024 [17]. 

The origin of this inflation-deflation deformation is still under debate and may be related to the 
magma intrusion, pressurization-depressurization of the hydrothermal system, or both [45,56–62]. 

The ground uplift of the 1950-1951 was not accompanied by felt seismicity and during the 1969-
1972 seismicity was of very low magnitude, up to about M=2.1. During the period 1983-1984, on the 
contrary, seismicity was very frequent (about 16.000 earthquakes recorded by the analogue seismic 
network of the time) and with significant magnitude (Mmax=4.0) [30,63,64] and a total ground uplift 
of 1.8 m was recorded (Figure 3) near the town center of Pozzuoli [65]. Seismic activity was 
characterized by Md=4.0 in 1983.10.04 and Md=3.8 in 1984.12.08 events, resulting in substantial 
damage to buildings and the evacuation of over 40,000 residents from the central town of Pozzuoli. 
Seismicity here is very shallow (in the first 3 km of the crust) so that even earthquakes of magnitude 
4 or lower can be very damaging for the closest buildings, in this very densely urbanized area. 

Then, a subsidence of about 1 m during 1985-2005 occurred. In the last two decades, the central 
portion of Campi Flegrei caldera has experienced ground uplift of about 1.4 m, and an increase in 
magnitude and extent of seismicity, especially since 2021 [17,66]. 

During the ongoing unrest, although the uplift rate is much lower than in the ‘70s and ‘80s, 
seismicity has reached maximum magnitude higher than ever, with an earthquake of M=4.2 occurred 
on September 27th, 2023, and the strongest one of M=4.4 occurred on May 20th, 2024. The progressive 
increase of earthquake frequency and maximum magnitude had been already clearly forecasted 
[7,67], as due to the progressive increase of underground pressure, which also generate the 
progressive increase of ground level. Some recent papers (i.e. [68]) have identified some of the main 
faults and volcano-tectonic structures of the area, from precise earthquake locations; but, as we will 
show in this paper, static displacement anomalies from MT-InSAR data analyses can be even more 
powerful indicators of structural features. 

The pattern of ground deformation during the recent bradyseismic episodes displays maximum 
values at Pozzuoli harbor and is characterized by a rapid radial decay of the deformation that 
becomes minimal at a distance of 6 km from the center [69–71]. The decay seems homogenous at large 
scale and its geometry does not change over time. 
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Figure 2. Ground deformation trend, located in the maximum deformation area close to “Rione Terra” 
district in the Pozzuoli city center: a) levelling measurements from 1905 to 2017 at the altimetric 
benchmark 25A [64,72]; b) GNNS measurements at the RITE station from June 2000 to June 2024 [17]. 
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Figure 3. Ground deformation cumulative uplift during the 1982-84 bradyseismic crisis [73,74]. 1983-
84 earthquake epicenters by INGV-GOSSIP; DEM of sea floor in the Pozzuoli Bay by Somma et al. 
[75]. 

3. Methods 

Monitoring of ground deformation at Campi Flegrei has been carried out through ground-based 
topographic leveling networks since 1905 [64]. Since the 2000’s years this classic geodetic system has 
been integrated with a permanent Global Positioning System (GPS) monitoring network on land 
[76,77]. 

In the last decade MT-InSAR has become a powerful technique for measuring slow ground-
surface deformation movements occurring in a range of dynamic processes, including volcanism and 
volcano-tectonics processes [78–80]. MT-InSAR technique provides very accurate, unidimensional, 
millimetric measurements of ground movements along the Line-Of-Sight (LOS), the straight line 
between radar sensor and the target [81,82]. Differential inteferometric SAR techniques have given 
an overall perspective on the spatial distribution of recent ground deformation in Campi Flegrei area, 
exploiting the C-band sensors onboard ERS (from 1992 to 2001), ENVISAT (from 2002 to 2010) and 
RADARSAT (from 2003 to 2007) satellites in several papers [71,80,83,84]. 

In this paper Ground Deformation Movements (VGDM) were assessed for the Jan. 2016 – Dec. 
2021 interval by analyzing European Ground Motion Service (EGMS) data in vertical and horizontal 
polarizations. EGMS is implemented by the European Space Agency processing Synthetic Aperture 
Radar (SAR) images of Sentinel-1 satellites constellation [85,86] to provide Advanced Differential 
Interferometric SAR (A-DInSAR) data over the main part of Europe territory since 2015 
(https://land.copernicus.eu/en/products/european-ground-motion-service). This service processes 
average velocities and deformation time series, derived by both Persistent Scatterers [87] and 
Distributed Scatterers [88,89] technics. EGMS provides data at full resolution (20 by 5 m) in the 
satellite LOS locally referenced (basic product) or GNNS globally referenced (calibrated product), 
and finally two Orho datasets by combining DInSAR displacement calibrated data of ascending and 
descending orbits resampled to a 100 m grid. One of the layers is a purely vertical displacement 
(EGMS Ortho Vertical), while the other is a purely east-west horizontal displacement (EGMS Ortho 
East/West) in a final resolution of 100 by 100 m. All these datasets were downloaded and imported 
in a Geographic Information System (GIS) to identify the places with active ground deformation 
process in the Campi Flegrei area. 

The Ortho Vertical dataset was implemented by calculating for each point the distance to the 
caldera maximum deformation center, as defined by several authors [56,77,90,91]. 

The analysis and computation procedures involved the use of both ArcGIS and R softwares. 
Initially, the distance to the deformation center (denoted as r) was calculated using ArcGIS. These 
calculated distances were then imported into R, along with the vertical uplift values (z) that were 
measured by satellites at each specific point. Then, a series of polynomial curves describing the 
theoretical radial ground deformation with a progressively higher accuracy were generated by using 
the imported r and z values for each point. These polynomials were derived up to the sixth degree, 
as illustrated in Figure 4. To assess the fit of these curves, the R-squared values for each polynomial 
were calculated (Table 1). Values of “r” lower than 500 m have not been considered for the calculation 
of the polynomial curves considering that many sectors within this distance to the deformation center 
fall in the sea and few uplift values are available. 

On the basis of the R-squared values and the best-fitting of the curve with point data, the sixth-
grade equation (1) was selected for further analyses. The predicted uplift values for each point were 
calculated based on this equation: 

y = -5E-21x6 + 2E-16x5 - 3E-12x4 + 2E-08x3 - 6E-05x2 - 0,0975x + 596,26 (1)

where: 
x = r (distance to the deformation center) 
y = z (vertical uplift value in the EGMS Ortho Vertical dataset) 
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The obtained predicted values were then imported back into GIS project for further spatial 
analysis. A comparison was made between the predicted uplift values and the actual satellite-
measured uplift values for each point. To evaluate the accuracy of the predictions, residuals were 
calculated. Residuals are the differences between the expected (predicted) values and the observed 
(measured) values of z. These residuals were then mapped to visualize the spatial distribution of 
discrepancies (anomalies) between the predicted and measured uplift values. 

On the resultant map, areas with very negative residuals are highlighted in red, indicating 
regions where the uplift is significantly higher than the predicted values. Conversely, areas shaded 
in blue indicate regions where the residuals are positive, signifying that the observed uplift is less 
than what was predicted by the polynomial models. 

The spatial representation of these residuals provides valuable insights into the deformation 
patterns and allows for a better understanding of the areas experiencing significant differences in 
uplift or subsidence with reference to a simple radial circular model. By identifying these 
discrepancies, it is possible to refine models and improve the accuracy of future predictions. 

In order to analyze possible correlation between obtained deformation residuals with seismic 
activity and volcano-tectonic dynamics, two earthquake and fault datasets, mapped in Figure 5, 
where considered.  

The seismic dataset was obtained by INGV on-line databases. We have considered only seismic 
events with magnitude greater than 3.0 occurred since 1983 in the Campi Flegrei area and 
surroundings. These earthquakes were clustered during 1983-84 and 2017-2024 time periods 
corresponding to the most relevant bradyseismic crises. 

In detail we have collected data referred to all seismic events occurred since 1985 within the 
study area of Campi Flegrei by INGV (Istituto Nazionale di Geofisica e Vulcanologia) national 
earthquake list available at the link https://terremoti.ingv.it/en. These data were implemented by the 
INGV regional earthquake list available at the link 
https://terremoti.ov.ingv.it/gossip/flegrei/years.html, specifically referred to the Campi Flegrei 
volcanic area for years 1983-84 and 2005-24 [92]. 

The datasets of volcanic (caldera boundaries, crater rims, volcanic banks) and morphological 
elements are derived by Sacchi et al. [31,32] and Steinmann et al. [48,49], volcano-tectonic faults and 
lineaments by Natale et al. [93,94], while the offshore faults by Natale et al. [47,95]. 

Table 1. R-squared values for calculated polynomial curve. 

Polynomial degree R-squared value 
sixth 0.9891 
fifth 0.9879 

fourth 0.9871 
third 0.9831 

second 0.8999 
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Figure 4. Polynomial curves of increasing degree (from 2 to 6) fitting the obtained set of data “distance 
to the center/cumulate uplift”. Legend: 2nd, purple line; 3rd, red line; 4th, green line; 5th, cyan line; 6th, 
blue line. 

 
Figure 5. Datasets of volcano-tectonic faults and lineaments and earthquakes Md>3.0 occurred during 
2019 to July 2024. Seismic events by INGV databases (see text for references). 

4. Results 

4.1. Ground Deformation Vertical and Horizontal Trends 

The trends of vertical and horizontal ground deformation occurring on land in 2016-2021 are 
showed by EGMS Ortho Vertical and EGMS Ortho East/West datasets (Figures 6 and 7); no data is 
available about the ground deformation of the sea floor in the Pozzuoli Bay, even if deformation has 
involved also the sea submerged side of the caldera. 
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The ground deformation patterns referring to the 2016–2021 period show that the eastern sector 
of Campi Flegrei is characterized by eastward horizontal movements whereas the western sector is 
characterized by westward horizontal movements with maximum values in the caldera central area 
about 2 km west and east outside Pozzuoli (Figure 6). As we are considering only the E-W component 
of the horizontal movements, the velocity values strongly reduce along the N-S linear axis crossing 
through the center of the caldera deformation, located near Pozzuoli city center. Along this axis the 
N-S component of the horizontal movements is very high, and the E-W component is almost null due 
to the radial geometry of ground deformation. For this reason, considering the SAR acquisition 
geometry, the spatial pattern of horizontal velocity looks larger in the E to W direction. 

The central area with negligible east-west displacement is characterized by maximum uplift 
rates (Figures 6 and 7). The vertical ground deformation of the Campi Flegrei during 2016–2021 
period is mainly spatially symmetrical with a radial patter (Figure 7), with annual velocity varying 
from + 9 cm/yr in the central sector to zero in a strip between 6 and 7 km of distance from the 
deformation center. The areas external to the caldera rim, beyond 7 - 8 km from the center (Figure 6), 
are also characterized by small subsidence rates (- 1 to – 3 mm/year), that only locally may show 
lower rates up to – 14 mm/yr due to local subsidence or landslide processes. 

The ground uplift is confined within a circle of about 7 km in diameter, corresponding to the 
caldera rim, and further amplified in the resurgent block [44,70,96], due to the control of the ring 
faults, bounding both the caldera and the resurgent block, on the ground deformation. 

 
Figure 6. E-W horizontal component of ground deformation at Campi Flegrei during 2015-2021 
derived by EGMS Ortho East/West dataset [97]. 
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Figure 7. Vertical component of ground deformation at Campi Flegrei during 2015-2021 derived by 
EGMS Ortho Vertical dataset [97]. 

4.2. Vertical Ground Deformation Shape 

The best-fit curve for vertical displacement component, obtained with the methodology 
described in sect. 3, is showed in Figure 8. It represents the theoretical radial and symmetric geometry 
of ongoing ground deformation along the vertical component and can be used to predict the best-fit 
expected value at a given distance from the deformation center for each point within the caldera. 

The radial vertical deformation occurred in 2016-2021 period is characterized by a bell shape 
with a maximum in the center and values approaching zero radially moving away. The uplift values 
decline rapidly between 0.5 and 4.0 km of distance, then the reduction rate progressively slows up to 
about 6.0 km of distance and finally the uplift becomes very low up to 8-9 km from the center. 

If we compare the recent normalized deformation pattern, referred only to uplift occurring 
during an inflation phase and obtained by Sentinel-1 ORTHO vertical DInSAR 2016-2021 data, with 
that of the last 120 years, derived by levelling measurements between 1905 and 1992 and 2000–2019 
GNNS data performed in different unrest periods both in uplift and subsidence [93], we may obtain 
relevant information on ground deformation shape. Plots in Figure 9 shows a similar shape for the 
two plotted datasets. It is evident that unrest episodes at Campi Flegrei caldera (bradyseism 
phenomena) occurred in the last 120 years during both inflation and deflation episodes show the 
same ground deformation shape with a radial symmetry characterized by maximum uplift and 
subsidence vertical displacement values in the deformation center. Minor differences can be observed 
between N=0.23-0.95, where 1905-2019 curve shows values slightly higher than 2016-2021 curve and 
between N=0.01-0.22, where 1905-2019 curve shows values slightly lower than 2016-2021 curve. The 
crossing point between the two curves is located at about 4.0 km of distance from the deformation 
center, approximately at the border of the resurgence. 
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Figure 8. Polynomial curve (in blue) of 6th degree best fitting the obtained set of data of distance to 
the center (“r” measured in m) vs cumulate uplift during 2016-2021 (“N” measured in mm). Values 
of “r” lower than 500 m have not been considered for the calculation of the polynomial curve. 

 
Figure 9. Plot normalized vertical ground deformation values (N) vs distance to the caldera 
deformation center (R). Comparison between curve by Vitale & Natale [93] (in red), derived by 
levelling measurements between 1905 and 1992 and 2000–2019 GPS data, and our curve, derived by 
Sentinel-1 ORTHO vertical DInSAR 2016-2021 data [97] (in blu). 

4.3. Vertical Ground Deformation Anomalies 

The maps of the differences for each point between the best-fit expected value at a given distance 
from the deformation center calculated with the polynomial curve and the observed (measured) 
values of vertical ground deformation allow to visualize the spatial distribution of anomalies between 
the predicted and actual uplift values. 

In these maps (Figures 10 and 11), areas where the observed uplift is significantly higher than 
the predicted values are characterized by negative values and are mapped in yellow to red. 
Conversely, areas where the observed uplift is lower than what was predicted by the polynomial 
models are with positive values and are shaded in light to dark blue. The spatial representation of 
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these anomalies provides relevant insights into the deformation second-order patterns and allows for 
a better understanding of the areas experiencing significant differences in uplift or subsidence. 

Whitin the caldera area two main anomalies are well mapped: i) a negative values large sector 
is located between Baia to the west and Pozzuoli city center to the east; ii) a sector with high positive 
values is located between Monte Olibano, Solfatara and Bagnoli. These sectors with differences in 
uplift are separated by some lineaments: A) a well-marked SW-NE oriented line goes from 
deformation center to Pisciarelli and Agnano and separates sectors characterized by – 30 mm to + 30-
45 mm of uplift anomaly (about 60-75 mm of difference in total); B) an ill-defined SSW-NNE oriented 
line between Bagnoli and La Pietra separates sectors characterized by + 15 mm to + 45 mm of uplift 
anomaly (about 30 mm of difference in total); C) a well-marked NW-SE oriented line goes from Baia 
to Fusaro Lake and separates sectors characterized by – 15 mm to + 15 mm of uplift anomaly (about 
30mm of difference in total). 

In Figure 10, the vertical ground deformation anomalies are compared with volcano-tectonic 
elements and faults. The lineament A falls within a sector crossed by several SW-NE, N-S and NW-
SE faults and the differential uplift seems to be controlled by SW-NE fault set. The lineament B do 
not correspond to any mapped fault, while the lineament C seems to be crossed by N-S, E-W and 
NW-SE faults. Both B and C lineaments are parallel to the local orientation of the caldera rim. 

In Figure 11, it can be seen a clear spatial correlation among 2019-2024 earthquake epicenters 
and uplift anomalies along lineament A between Pozzuoli and Bagnoli, while the earthquake 
epicenters near the lineament C are located in the sea, along faults located in the bay bottom. 

 
Figure 10. Vertical ground deformation anomalies compared with volcano-tectonic elements. 
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Figure 11. Vertical ground deformation anomalies compared with seismic events. 

5. Discussion and Conclusions 

Our results confirm that the overall, first order geometry of the vertical ground deformation 
pattern at Campi Flegrei is ‘bell shaped’, very concentrated in a small area [7,13,27,57] which likely 
corresponds to the resurgent block inside the caldera [44]. The vertical deformation we inferred in 
the analyzed period (2016-2021) is uplift, but it has been observed, from MT-InSAR, precision 
levellings and GPS measurements during the period 1905-2019, that also the subsidence in the area 
is perfectly specular to the uplift [57,98]. As shown by De Natale and Pingue [69] and De Natale et al. 
[70], the very constant shape of deformation pattern, both for uplift and for subsidence, as well as the 
large amount of deformation, is well explained by the presence of a central zone bordered by ring 
fault. Such structure is likely to be represented by the central resurgent block recently well evidenced 
by Rolandi et al. [44], and already hypothesized and supported by the combined observations of 
seismicity and ring faults at sea by Sacchi et al. [31,32]. 

However, our work also identifies, for the first time, some peculiar deviations (anomalies in 
uplift) from such a ‘bell shaped’ pattern, which has been characterized by a best fitting polynomial. 
Fitting the available data to a specific inflation/deflation source model goes beyond the scope of this 
work, so we do not elaborate a specific model. 

The deviations from the best fitting curves are significantly nonrandom. The most prominent 
lineament is the sharp change between negative and positive anomalies, separated by a roughly NE-
SW line slightly East of the Rione Terra and crossing Solfatara crater. This line closely resembles the 
tectonic lineation connecting La Pietra to the western Agnano plain bounding faults [68,99,100], and 
most of the seismicity, particularly the largest magnitude earthquakes, appears located along or very 
close to this line. The clustering of seismicity along the separation line between negative and positive 
anomalies strongly suggests this feature is linked to coseismic displacements. We recall that very 
shallow seismicity, typical of Campi Flegrei earthquakes, can produce measurable coseismic 
displacement, from some mm to some cm, even with magnitude as low as 3-4. The example of the 
2017 Casamicciola (Ischia Island) M=4.0 earthquake is worthy of note: it caused more than 4 cm of 
subsidence in the hanging wall. The depth of the Casamicciola earthquake was about 2 km, a depth 
very similar to the Campi Flegrei earthquakes [45,68,101,102]. 
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As pointed out in several papers [68,103,104] Campi Flegrei earthquakes have dominant normal 
fault mechanisms. The normal faulting earthquakes at Campi Flegrei, mainly clustered around the 
ring faults bordering the resurgent block, are characterized by movements which are opposite to the 
dominant source of static deformation (generating uplift of the central block), anyway representing 
only a minimum fraction of the total deformation [104,105]. Such a feature of the seismicity is in 
agreement with the present observations, in which the occurrence of earthquakes produces a slight 
subsidence of part of the most uplifted resurgent block, with respect to the areas external to the main 
bordering faults. 

The detected alignment A, which sharply separates positive and negative vertical deformation 
anomalies, is then likely to correspond to a main seismic fault zone, which can give the highest 
magnitude earthquakes in the area. 

It is interesting to note that earthquakes occurred before 2020 (Figure 5), when the total uplift 
was lower than today, were much more concentrated around this structure. This is in agreement with 
the hypothesis that this could be the main seismogenic structure in the area, and that other structural 
features, located more distant from the center of uplift, have been progressively activated by a 
progressive enlargement of the critical stress threshold, which is a direct consequence of the 
progressive increase of the ground uplift (e.g. [106]). Such a main structural feature in the area 
possibly represents also the most likely zone for possible vent opening in a future eruptive scenario: 
phreatic and/or magmatic. In particular, the small area included among Rione Terra, Solfatara-
Pisciarelli and La Pietra appears to be the most anomalous one, characterized by the sharp change in 
the sign of the residual displacement and by the most prominent anomalies, indicating a local relative 
subsidence. 

The procedure adopted for the analysis of anomalies in vertical ground deformations detected 
by the MT-InSAR Sentinel 1 datasets during the unrest phase of the Phlegraean caldera shows that 
differential ground movements (at mm and cm scales) related to seismic structures that have not yet 
been fully activated can be recognized in the early stages of increased ground deformation and 
seismicity, if appropriately filtered and analyzed.  

The spatial distribution of earthquakes occurring since 2022 and their focal mechanisms clearly 
demonstrate that ground deformation anomalies are, in the case study, detectable from the analysis 
of deformations measured in 2015-2021. By identifying these ground deformation anomalies, it is 
possible to refine models and improve the accuracy of future predictions. 
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