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Anak Krakatau triggers volcanic 
freezer in the upper troposphere
A. T. Prata  1*, A. Folch1, A. J. Prata2,3, R. Biondi4, H. Brenot5, C. Cimarelli  6, S. Corradini7, 

J. Lapierre8 & A. Costa  9

Volcanic activity occurring in tropical moist atmospheres can promote deep convection and trigger 

volcanic thunderstorms. These phenomena, however, are rarely observed to last continuously for 

more than a day and so insights into the dynamics, microphysics and electrification processes are 
limited. Here we present a multidisciplinary study on an extreme case, where volcanically-triggered 

deep convection lasted for six days. We show that this unprecedented event was caused and sustained 

by phreatomagmatic activity at Anak Krakatau volcano, Indonesia during 22–28 December 2018. Our 
modelling suggests an ice mass flow rate of ~5 × 106 kg/s for the initial explosive eruption associated 

with a flank collapse. Following the flank collapse, a deep convective cloud column formed over the 
volcano and acted as a ‘volcanic freezer’ containing ~3 × 109 kg of ice on average with maxima reaching 

~1010 kg. Our satellite analyses reveal that the convective anvil cloud, reaching 16–18 km above sea 
level, was ice-rich and ash-poor. Cloud-top temperatures hovered around −80 °C and ice particles 
produced in the anvil were notably small (effective radii ~20 µm). Our analyses indicate that vigorous 

updrafts (>50 m/s) and prodigious ice production explain the impressive number of lightning flashes 
(~100,000) recorded near the volcano from 22 to 28 December 2018. Our results, together with the 
unique dataset we have compiled, show that lightning flash rates were strongly correlated (R = 0.77) 
with satellite-derived plume heights for this event.

Tropical thunderstorms can be triggered in a variety of ways. Common triggering mechanisms include solar 
heating, convergence of surface winds and the �ow of wind over topography1. A less studied mechanism is in the 
case of an erupting volcano where the input of heat at the surface initiates deep convection2–4. Intense heating 
at ground surface and entrainment of moist air generates positive buoyancy5, which rapidly transports volcanic 
gases and ash particles up to the tropopause and beyond. Here we present the �rst detailed account of tropical 
deep convection triggered and sustained by magma-seawater interactions at an island volcano.

Anak Krakatau (‘Child of Krakatau’) is an island volcano located in Indonesia’s Sunda Strait (6 °06′07″S, 
105 °25′23″E) between the islands of Java and Sumatra (Fig. 1). �e volcano �rst appeared in January 1927 having 
formed in the caldera le� behind by the famous cataclysmic eruption of Krakatau in 18836. On 22 December 
2018, Anak Krakatau underwent a major explosive eruption a�er experiencing six months of intense Strombolian 
to Vulcanian activity. �e eruption resulted in a �ank collapse on the southwestern side of the volcano7,8, which 
generated a deadly tsunami that hit the coasts of Java and Sumatra at 21:27 LT (14:27 UTC)9. �e �ank collapse 
marked the beginning of sustained phreatomagmatic activity at the volcano and led to the formation of a deep 
convective plume recorded by satellite for about six days.

Initial explosive event. We analysed the eruption sequence in great detail using geostationary and polar 
orbiting satellite data. �e initial eruption can be identi�ed in the thermal infrared data as a rapidly expanding 
cloud reaching cloud-top temperatures of −80 °C before detaching from the volcano (at around 14:30 UTC) and 
advecting to the southwest (Fig. 1a). Our umbrella spread analysis (see Methods) reveals that the plume expanded 
as a gravity current around its neutral buoyancy level (NBL) and was fed by an average volumetric �ow rate of 
5 × 109 m3/s (Fig. 1b). �e initial volcanic cloud did not exhibit the typical ‘reverse absorption’ signature observed 
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for volcanic ash clouds in infrared satellite data (i.e. highly negative 11.2–12.4 µm brightness temperature di�er-
ences)10, but produced highly positive 8.6–11.2 µm brightness temperature di�erences (up to 9 K) indicative of an 
ice-rich cloud composed of small particles11,12.

Following the initial explosive event, a highly electri�ed convective plume resembling a tropical anvil cloud 
began to form (Fig. 2a,b; Supplementary Video 1). A sequence of aerial photographs taken by a journalist on 
board a Susi Air Cessna aircra� on 23 December shows a sprawling phreatomagmatic cloud (Fig. 3a,b), dark 
cock’s tail jets of ash (Fig. 3c,d) and a white plume extending toward the east over Panjang Island. �ese observa-
tions are reminiscent of the eruptions of Surtsey in Iceland in 196413,14. �e availability of salt and moisture at the 
surface, provided by evaporated seawater and a tropical moist atmosphere, suggest that most of the ash remaining 
in the plume a�er sedimentation was e�ciently removed from the atmosphere at low levels via wet deposition 
and aggregation15,16. Low level winds were predominantly toward the east and northeast from 22 to 28 December 
2018 and evidence of ash deposition on Panjang Island (east of Anak Krakatau) is clearly seen in the Senintel-2 
true colour image on 31 March 2019 (Fig. 1c). At higher altitudes, where prevailing winds were towards the west 
and southwest, any �ne ash particles remaining in the plume were coated with ice, hiding their spectral signature 
from satellite ash detection algorithms (Fig. 2c,d).

Time series analyses. To unpack the sequence of events during and following the �ank collapse, we com-
piled a unique time series dataset, combining polar orbiting and geostationary satellite data with lightning data 
from the Earth Networks Global Lightning Networks (ENGLN). �e time series, shown in Fig. 4, covers the 
period from 12:00 UTC on 22 December 2018 to 12:00 UTC on 28 December 2018. �e initial explosive event 
appears in the time series as a sharp drop in brightness temperature at 13:50 UTC on 22 December, 37 minutes 
before the tsunami hit the coasts of Java and Sumatra (Fig. 4a). By 14:00 UTC, brightness temperatures had 
reached −80 °C, suggesting a rapid vertical ascent of the plume. At around 15:20–15:30 UTC the convective anvil 
began to develop, reaching maturity by 18:30 UTC (Fig. 4a). To estimate the height of the plume, we matched 
satellite-measured brightness temperatures (Fig. 4b) to temperatures in ERA5 meteorological pro�les over the 
volcano and extracted the corresponding heights (see Methods). Remarkably, the plume maintained heights of 
16 km continuously for almost �ve days, occasionally reaching heights of 18 km (Fig. 4d; le� axis). �ese heights 
are in agreement with a feature detected by independent space-borne lidar at 16–17 km on 24 December at 18:50 
UTC (Supplementary Fig. 1)17 and are larger than the maximum height reached by previous magma-seawater 

Figure 1. Umbrella spread analysis of the initial explosive phase of the Anak Krakatau eruption. (a) Umbrella 
spread of the initial plume with Himawari-8 ice mass loading retrievals (blue shading) plotted underneath. 
Coloured contours indicate Himawari-8 11.2 µm brightness temperature isotherms (245 K with gaussian �lter) 
at 10 minute intervals. Dashed contours indicate times when the plume is considered to be detached. �e red 
‘x’ indicates parallax corrected location of the minimum cloud-top temperature at 14:00 UTC (black ‘x’ denotes 
uncorrected location ~15 km from the volcano). Note that 14:40 UTC is a ‘house-keeping’ time (data are not 
recorded by the Himawari-8 sensor at this time). Ice mass retrievals are only shown for pixels inside the isoline 
at 15:10 UTC. (b) Change in average radius with time (t) in minutes a�er the plume begins spreading at the NBL 
(inferred to be 13:58 UTC on 22 December 2018). Dashed line shows a non-linear least-squares �t to the �rst 
three data points (when the plume is considered to be feeding the umbrella cloud) using the Woods and Kienle 
model45 (V is the volumetric �ow rate). Coloured dots correspond to observation times shown in the legend. 
(c) Atmospherically-corrected (using the Sen2Cor algorithm81) true colour Sentinel-2 image (02:56 UTC, 31 
March 2019) showing the remnant edi�ce of Anak Krakatau a�er the sustained convective eruption. Maps and 
satellite imagery were generated and processed by the authors using Matplotlib 3.0.382 and Python 3.6.7 (https://
www.python.org/).
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eruptions (cf. Capelinhos18, Surtsey13 and Bogoslof19 eruptions, 4, 9 and 14 km, respectively). Analysis of satellite 
radio occultation sounding data (see Methods) indicates that the mean lapse rate tropopause for December was 
16.8 km ± 0.8 km (green shaded area; Fig. 4c–e). �us the height of the tropopause played a major role in con-
trolling the height of the convective plume20.

From 22 to 31 December the ENGLN network recorded an incredible 102,676 lightning flashes 
(cloud-to-ground plus intracloud), equating to an average �ash rate of 8.7 min−1 and a maximum of 72 min−1 
(using a 1-minute average) at 21:05 UTC on 24 December. Flash rates greater than 32.9 min−1 occur in less than 
0.1% of meteorological thunderstorms21. We used the ENGLN data to derive an empirical parameterization, 
correlating lightning �ash rate (per 10 min) with Himawari-8 cloud-top heights (see Methods). For the �rst time 
for this kind of event, we show that there is a strong correlation (R = 0.77, p-value < 0.001; Supplementary Fig. 2) 
between lightning �ash rates and satellite-derived plume heights (compare purple line to orange line on Fig. 4e).

Plume dynamics, microphysics and electrification. To gain insight into the dynamics and microphys-
ics of the initial explosive eruption on 22 December, we performed model simulations (see Methods) using the 
1D volcanic plume model FPLUME22. We initialised the model with 0–50 wt% water, noting that water contents 
≥40% led to column collapse. Liquid water mass fractions at the vent from 0–30 wt% were capable of sustaining 
a convective column with a neutral buoyancy level (NBL) at ~16 km (Supplementary Fig. 5). For a water con-
tent of 20 wt%, the model simulations reveal that water vapour and liquid water exist between 5 and 8 km and 
a mixed-phase layer (water vapour and ice) exists from 8–16 km with ice nucleation beginning at around 8 km 
(Fig. 4c). �e 20 wt% simulation indicates an ice mass �ow rate of 4.8 × 106 kg/s and an ice-air mixture volumet-
ric �ow rate of 4.2 × 109 m3/s at the NBL. �e modelled volumetric �ow rate is in very good agreement with our 
independent satellite-based estimate (5 × 109 m3/s; Fig. 1a,b). Our simulations also suggest mean updra� veloc-
ities of ~60 m/s (Fig. 4d), which implies that the plume travelled 16 km in ~4 minutes. Based on our umbrella 

Figure 2. Anatomy of the Anak Krakatau convective anvil plume. (a) Atmospherically-corrected true colour 
MODIS-Terra observation at 03:05 UTC on 23 December 2018 (processed using the SatPy package83). Darwin 
VAAC (Volcanic Ash Advisory Center) volcanic ash advisory (VAA) from surface (SFC) to �ight level 550 
(FL550; 55,000 �) at 02:45 UTC on 23 December is over-plotted. (b) Same as (a) but for MODIS-Terra 11.0 
µm channel. (c) Same as (b) but for the level 2 cloud product (MOD06) of ice particle e�ective radius using the 
combined 1.6 and 2.1 µm retrieval. (d) Himawari-8 thermal infrared ice particle e�ective radius retrieval using 
channels 8.6 and 11 µm (see Methods) at 03:00 UTC on 23 December 2018 (with MODIS true colour under-
plotted). (e) TROPOMI SO2 retrieval (product shown is for a 1 km box vertical pro�le centred on 15 km asl 
and 7 × 3.5 km2 horizontal resolution84) at 07:05 UTC on 23 December 2018. (f) Histograms of the 1.6–2.1 µm 
(MODIS) and 8.6–11.2 µm (Himawari-8) retrievals shown in (c,d) respectively. All histograms correspond to 
retrievals inside the VAA polygon (shown in a). Maps and satellite imagery were generated and processed by the 
authors using Matplotlib 3.0.382 and Python 3.6.7 (https://www.python.org/).
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analysis, the plume began spreading at the NBL at ~13:58 UTC (Fig. 1; Methods), which suggests that it began its 
vertical ascent at ~13:54 UTC. �ese inferences are plausible considering that the �ank collapse was estimated 
to have occurred at around 13:55 UTC8. �is interpretation, however, does not explain the cold pixel detected 
by Himawari-8 at 13:50 UTC (Fig. 4a). It is possible that this anomaly was due to a rising plume associated with 
precursory activity just before the �ank collapse.

During the period of sustained convection, satellite retrievals show that on average over six days ~3 × 109 kg 
of ice was being maintained by the convective activity (Fig. 4e; Supplementary Fig. 3). �is mass is �ve times the 
amount produced by non-volcanic convective clouds in the same vicinity (Supplementary Fig. 3) and the same 
order of magnitude to that produced by the eruptions of Rabaul (Papua New Guinea, 1994; 2 × 109 kg)11 and 
Hekla (Iceland, 2000; 1 × 109 kg)23. �e lack of ash and abundance of ice detected during this period, coupled with 
signi�cant amounts of lightning, indicates that strong upward ice mass �uxes played a major role in the charge 
separation required to generate the lightning24. We speculate that non-inductive charging, generated by collisions 
between updra�s of small ice crystals and larger falling graupel25,26, was the main charging mechanism—a mecha-
nism commonly attributed to lightning in meteorological thunderstorms27, but also previously invoked to explain 
charging mechanisms in volcanic thunderstorms28,29.

Sustaining mechanisms. Figure 5a illustrates the thermodynamic state of the atmosphere prior to the sus-
tained convective period. �e surface-based convective available potential energy (CAPE) is ~810 J/kg, which is 
not large enough to support deep convection. However, if we consider that magma-seawater interactions at the 
surface had the e�ect of adding heat and moisture to surface air parcels, we �nd that CAPE increases signi�cantly 
(+5400 J/kg) with only modest increases in parcel temperature (+8 °C) and moisture (+4 g/kg; Fig. 4b,c, d). �is 
treatment of modi�ed CAPE is analogous to that used for the analysis of deep convection triggered by large 
�res30–32. By considering volcanically-induced CAPE (‘volcanic-CAPE’), we �nd that a continual input of heat and 
moisture at the surface would lead to sustained, extreme convection (CAPE ~5000–6000 J/kg), but without this 
input, deep convection would not be expected. For CAPE of these magnitudes, parcel theory predicts maximum 
updra�s ( = ×w CAPE2CAPE ) of the order of ~100 m/s. In reality, peak updra� velocities are generally a factor 
of two lower (~50 m/s) due to the e�ects of entrainment, water loading and perturbed vertical pressure gradi-
ents33,34. �ese updra� velocities, however, are still well above the peak updra� velocities required for strong 
electri�cation (> 10–12 m/s)35.

Figure 3. Aerial photographs of the Anak Krakatau eruption on 23 December 2018. (a,b) show two angles of 
the sprawling phreatomagmatic cloud. Plume extends toward the east over Panjang Island. (c,d) Cock’s tail jets 
characteristic of Surtseyan volcanic activity. All photographs used with permission from the copyright owner 
Dicky Adam Sidiq/kumparan.
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Small ice particles. Lightning activity in thunderstorms is also associated with the occurrence of small ice 
particles at cloud-top36. We �nd median ice particle e�ective radii of 16 and 23 µm, based on retrievals (see 
Methods) from Himawari-8 and MODIS, respectively, in the sustained anvil cloud shown in Fig. 2c,d,f. �ese 
particle sizes are much smaller than those detected in meteorological clouds to the north and west of the plume 
(Fig. 2b,c,d). Cold cloud-tops (−80 °C) and strong updra�s suggest that the small ice particles were formed via a 
homogeneous freezing process36–39. Under these conditions there is no need to consider nucleation by ash seeding 
in order to generate ice.

In addition to strong updra�s and cold cloud-tops, the presence of sulphate aerosols has been proposed as 
a mechanism for producing small particles in anvil cirrus clouds38. Data collected from the Support to Aviation 
Control Service (SACS) near real-time warning system (see Methods) indicate the presence of SO2 during our 
analysis period (Fig. 4e) and so the impact of sulphate aerosols on ice particle size in the plume cannot be ruled 
out. �e maximum total mass of SO2 in the upper troposphere-lower stratosphere (UTLS) was relatively minor 
(56 kt ± 9 kt; Supplementary Fig. 4) given the strength of the eruption, suggesting that much of the SO2 was scav-
enged by ice11,40,41. Although SO2 was detected in the lower stratosphere, these amounts are not su�cient to cause 
a climate impact42.

Significance of the Anak Krakatau thunderstorm. Our analysis of the Anak Krakatau eruption is the 
�rst detailed account of tropical deep convection triggered and sustained by magma-seawater interactions. For 
the period from 22 to 28 December 2018, we have identi�ed four phases: an initial explosive phase associated 
with the �ank collapse, a waxing phase where convective development led to the formation of an anvil cloud, a 
‘volcanic thunderstorm’ phase characterised by sustained deep convection and numerous lightning �ashes and 

Figure 4. Time series of the Anak Krakatau convective plume. (a) Himawari-8 11.2 µm minimum brightness 
temperatures (blue line with dots) from 12:00–18:30 UTC (22 December 2018) in a 0.25° × 0.25° latitude/
longitude box centred over Anak Krakatau. (b) Same as (a) but from 12:00 UTC 22 December 2018 to 12:00 
UTC 28 December 2018. Red dots indicate MODIS minimum brightness temperatures. Black and green dots 
indicate minimum temperatures from Jakarta airport (6.11 °S, 106.65 °E; accessed from http://weather.uwyo.
edu/upperair/) and Radio Occultation (RO) soundings, respectively. (c) FPLUME modelled water vapour, 
liquid and ice mass mixing ratio pro�les with NBL (see Methods for de�nition) plotted as dashed line (also 
shown on d). ERA5 atmospheric pro�le at 12:00 UTC on 22 December 2018 was used in the model. Shaded 
horizontal area indicates lapse rate tropopause ± standard deviation (σ) according to ERA5 data and RO 
soundings (also shown on d and e). (d) FPLUME updra� velocity pro�le (shares le� axis with c). (e) Plume 
height time series. Purple line indicates heights estimated using total �ash rate at 10 minute intervals. Orange 
line indicates heights derived from Himawari-8. Green triangles and squares indicate retrieved SO2 heights 
from IASI-A and B, respectively. All heights correspond to le� axis of (c). Bottom grey shaded histograms 
indicate �ash rates (CG = cloud-to-ground and IC = intracloud; right black axis; black y-label). Blue line 
indicates ice mass loadings derived from Himawari-8 at hourly intervals (mean retrieval error, ±1.8 × 109 kg, 
indicated by �oating blue error bar). Circles with error bars indicate ice mass loadings from MODIS (Aqua and 
Terra) retrieved from NIR measurements (right blue axis; blue y-label).
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�nally a waning phase where convection over the volcano eventually began to subside. Convective initiation was 
triggered by magma-seawater interactions at the surface and a conditionally unstable atmosphere promoted deep 
convection. �e continual source of heat and moisture at the surface led to a sustained, positively buoyant plume 
extending up to the tropopause. �is process led to sustained ice production in the upper troposphere.

�e Anak Krakatau thunderstorm represents an end-member on the spectrum of volcanic thunderstorms 
owing to the copious amount of ice detected and lack of a spectral ash signature. Our time series (Fig. 4) provides 
convincing evidence that lighting data can be reliably used to estimate cloud-top heights in ash-poor, ice-rich vol-
canic thunderstorms. Our �ndings reveal that tropical deep convection triggered by magma-seawater interactions 
can lead to a sustained anvil cirrus plume packed with small ice particles. High ice water content environments 
are recognised as a severe aviation hazard that can lead to jet engine power loss43.

Methods
Cloud-top heights from infrared satellite data. To estimate Anak Krakatau’s cloud-top heights we took 
the minimum brightness temperature (one pixel) measured from the 11.2 µm channel within a 0.25° × 0.25° lat-
itude/longitude box centered over the volcano. �e minimum brightness temperature time series was then com-
pared to ERA5 reanalysis44 atmospheric pro�les over the volcano (137 model levels; 0.3–0.5 km vertical resolution 
in the UTLS) to retrieve the closest temperature (and thus height) to minimum brightness temperature measured 
by the satellite. �is method assumes that the cloud is at thermal equilibrium with the ambient atmosphere. We 
estimate an error in height by this method to be ± 1 km, allowing for errors in temperature of 2 K and 3 K for 
Himawari-8 measurements and ERA5 pro�les, respectively, and a lapse rate of ~5 K/km near the tropopause.

Figure 5. �ermodynamic skew-T diagrams for increases in surface parcel temperature and moisture. Red and 
green lines indicate environmental temperature and dew point temperature, respectively, for a Jakarta airport 
sounding at 12:00 UTC on 22 December 2018 (accessed from: http://weather.uwyo.edu/upperair/). Orange 
solid lines indicate environmental parcel pro�les (CAPE shaded in orange, Convective inhibition shaded 
in blue). Dashed black lines indicate theoretical parcel pro�les for surface parcels with varying amounts of 
added heat and moisture (a–d). Lower and upper black dots indicate the li�ed condensation level (LCL) and 
equilibrium level (EL), respectively. Red shaded area indicates increases in CAPE due to added surface heat 
and moisture (i.e. volcanic-CAPE). Maximum theoretical updra� velocities (wCAPE) are also annotated on each 
panel. Wind barbs shown on right side of each panel indicate wind speed and direction.
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Umbrella spread analysis. We used the gravity current model of Woods and Kienle45 that describes the 
change in radius with time of a spreading umbrella cloud at the neutral buoyancy level (NBL). �e volumet-
ric �ow rate V (in m3/s) of the initial Anak Krakatau cloud on 22 December 2018 is computed by applying 
a non-linear least squares �t of the following equation to estimates of the plume radius at each Himawari-8 
observation:

λ

π
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t
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1/3
2/3

where R is the radius of the plume, λ is an empirical constant (assumed here to be 0.2), N is the Brunt Väisälä 
frequency (calculated to be 0.015) and t is the time since the plume begins spreading at the NBL (inferred to be 
13:58 UTC on 22 December 2018). Only data points that correspond to times where the plume is activity feeding 
the umbrella are considered in the non-linear least squares �t (i.e. �rst three data points shown in Fig. 1c). Note 
that we treat the radius as an average radius as the plume’s area is not exactly circular:

R A( / )1/2π= .

To calculate the area, A, we use Green’s theorem:

= = .∬ ∮A dxdy xdy
A C

To obtain the necessary coordinates of the enclosed loop, C, around the plume at each observation, we smooth 
the 11.2 µm brightness temperatures using a Gaussian �lter (σ = 3) and take the 245 K isotherm. �e uncertainty 
in the area using this method depends on the density of the coordinate pairs (1 pixel per pair) and the geolocation 
accuracy of Himawari-8. According to Takeuchi46 the geolocation accuracy is ~1 pixel or 2 km for the IR chan-
nels. For a perfectly circular umbrella cloud the resulting error is about 10% for a cloud of radius 30 km.

Volcanic plume modeling. We used FPLUME-1.222 to model the initial explosive eruption associated with 
the �ank collapse, as a phreatomagmatic eruption assuming water mass fractions ranging from 10 to 30 wt%, 
a magmatic water fraction of 5% and a magma temperature of 1150 °C (representative of basaltic-andesitic 
composition47), noting that incandescence was observed at the onset of the eruption (Supplementary Fig. 5; 
Supplementary Table 1). We also carried out simulations using water fractions of 40 wt% and 50 wt% but these 
simulations resulted in column collapse. For the 20 wt% water mass fraction simulation, the plume temperature 
instantaneously drops to ca. 500 °C a�er magma-water interaction (assuming an initial seawater temperature 
of 20 °C) and resulting vapor generation. We selected a representative atmospheric column at 12:00 UTC on 22 
December from ERA5 to account for wind coupling, air moisture entrainment and latent heat e�ects assuming 
an exit velocity of 150 m/s and typical values of 0.12 and 0.3 for the entrainment coe�cients48. �e FPLUME 
model outputs vertical pro�les of mixture upwards velocity and temperature, as well as mass �ow rates and mass 
fractions for each water phase (vapor, liquid and ice). To constrain our model simulations with satellite observa-
tions, we varied the mass �ow rate at the vent until the NBL from the model matched our satellite-based estimate 
(~16 km). �e NBL is de�ned in FPLUME as the height at which the in-plume density equals the ambient air 
density. For the 20 wt% simulation, the resulting ice mass �ow rate at the NBL was found to be 4.8 × 106 kg/s with 
a total mass �ow rate of 8.4 × 108 kg/s. �is mass �ow rate corresponds to a total volumetric �ow rate of 4.2 × 109 
m3/s, assuming an ice-air mixture density at the NBL of 0.2 kg/m3.

Ice mass retrievals. Infrared (IR) satellite retrievals of the ice mass loading (g m−2) were performed using 
the Himawari-849 channels with central wavelengths (λ) of 8.6 and 11.2 µm. �e refractive index of ice has a 
strong variation at these two wavelengths50 with much greater absorption at 11.2 µm compared to that at 8.6 µm. 
�us ice clouds appear colder at 11.2 µm and the brightness temperature di�erence (∆T) between these two 
channels for the same pixel is an indication of the e�ect of ice particles. �e amplitude of ∆T varies with the 8.6 
µm brightness temperature of the cloud and is a function of both the cloud optical depth and ice particle micro-
physics (shape, size and size distribution). A model was developed to retrieve the IR optical depth and e�ective 
radius of ice particles for an assumed shape and size distribution. �e required inputs to the model are the extinc-
tion e�ciency (Qext), the single-scatter albedo (ϖ) and the asymmetry parameter (g). �ese were obtained from 
T-matrix calculations using the extended-precision code of Mishchenko51. �e T-matrix code itself requires 
inputs about the shape and size distribution of the particles. �e size distribution of ice in clouds has been the 
subject of numerous research experiments52–56 and likewise the shapes of ice particles have been measured and 
studied for many years57–61. Ice particles are found as roughened spheroids, bullet rosettes, hexagonal columns 
and plates and aggregates with complex morphology. Generally smaller and colder ice particles are more spheroi-
dal. �e size distributions of ice particles are o�en found to be bimodal62,63 and approximated by power laws64 or 
a modi�ed-gamma distribution65. For the Anak Krakatau ice clouds studied here there are no in situ data on the 
sizes or shapes of the particles. Inspection of the ∆T curves (plots of ∆T vs T8.6 brightness temperatures) suggest 
the particles are small (e�ective radii <50 µm) and cloud-top temperatures of <200 K are found. �ese inferences 
suggest that the scattering calculations must be performed in the so-called transition region where the size 
parameter, x = 2πr/λ ~ O(1). For mono-dispersed spheres there are exact codes based on Mie theory that provide 
estimates of Qext, ϖ and g for x ~ 0.1 to >100. For more complex shapes and size distributions approximate 
numerical schemes have been developed51,66–68. A sensitivity study was performed to assess the e�ects of shape 
and size distributions on the calculated scattering parameters. Size distribution tends to smooth out the ripples 
found for x > 1 and suppresses the amplitude of the extinction peak. Prolate, oblate and Chebyshev-shaped 
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particles of increasing order also tend to diminish the ripples but have a smaller e�ect on the extinction peak. As 
the radius increases above ~30 µm the extinction e�ciency tends towards a constant value for all shapes and size 
distributions.

Based on these insights, calculations were performed for spheroids with A/B = 2 within a power law size 
distribution for particles with equal-volume-sphere e�ective radii (re) varying from 0.1 µm to 50 µm. Refractive 
indices for the 8.6 and 11.2 µm channels were calculated using the data of Warren and Brandt50 a�er integra-
tion over the Himawari-8 �lter response functions. �e computed scattering parameters were then supplied to a 
discrete ordinates method69 (DOM) radiative transfer program with 16 gaussian angles, infrared optical depths 
τ varying from 0.1 to 10 in steps of 0.1 with assumed cloud-top (Tc) and surface temperatures (Ts) of 190 to 
220 K in steps of 5 K and 290 to 298 K in steps of 2 K, respectively. �e outputs of the DOM code are look-up 
tables (LUTs) of top-of-the-atmosphere brightness temperatures at 8.6 and 11.2 µm for a range of re, τ, Tc, Ts and 
16 viewing angles. Selection of the appropriate LUT is based on estimating Ts and Tc through inspection of the 
Himawari-8 IR data and noting that the geostationary view of the scene from Himawari-8 is at a constant view 
angle. Interpolation of the LUTs was done by �nding polynomial �ts to the ∆T vs T8.6 curves for each of the mod-
elled e�ective radii. Data points found lying between two consecutive radii curves were assigned radii weighted 
by their distance from each curve. A similar process was used to estimate the optical depth based on curve �ts. 
Generally, the �ts are excellent. �e e�ective radii of data points lying beyond the largest radius modelled (50 µm), 
and with ∆T above 1 K were weighted between 50 and 200 µm—the value of 200 µm was taken as an upper limit 
to the size range. Only data points in the region with T8.6<240 K were included based on the premise that these 
are likely to represent particles in the ice phase.

Himawari-8 data were acquired at 10 minute intervals and processed for the period 22 December 2018 to 28 
December 2018. �e T8.6 and T11.2 brightness temperatures were calculated and a water vapour correction applied 
to the ∆T based on Yu et al.70. Finally, retrievals were made by interpolating the appropriate LUT using the meas-
urements. Retrievals that satis�ed both of these conditions were rejected:

∆ < . >.T T1 0 K and 240 K8 6

�e purpose of these tests was to reject semi-transparent clouds with little absorption di�erence but allow 
opaque clouds which have∆T ~ 1 K. A value of 240 K was assumed based on the expectation that hydrometeors in 
clouds with cloud-top temperatures <−40 °C would be in the ice phase.

Ice mass loading (m) was calculated on a pixel-per-pixel basis (pixel area ~4 km2) from:

m
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ρ τ
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where ρice is the bulk density of ice (taken as 900 kg m−3). Total ice mass was computed from:
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where i is the pixel number of area Ai and nj is the total number of pixels for each hour, j. �e area of analysis 
extends from 102 °E to 106 °E and 8 °S to 5.5 °S. Within this large area there are other convective systems gen-
erating ice not associated with the Anak Krakatau cloud. In order to reject these clouds from the total ice mass 
calculation, the Australian Bureau of Meteorology Volcanic Ash Advisories (VAAs) text message polygons were 
used to delineate the area of volcanic activity around Anak Krakatau. �e VAA polygons can be accessed from 
�p://�p.bom.gov.au/anon/gen/vaac/ and are based on automated numerical model and observational analyses 
with occasional intervention by an expert meteorologist. �ey are issued at times appropriate for dissemination to 
interested consumers (e.g. aviation industry) and so the VAAs closest to the Himawari-8 acquisitions times were 
used (in most cases within 10–30 minutes). �e VAAs used were not post-analysed, and while in the majority of 
cases they appear highly accurate, it was noticed that on some occasions di�erences between the VAA polygon 
and the satellite brightness temperature indication of the cloud, di�ered. No attempt was made to change the VAA 
polygons.

An error analysis was performed that included model errors (based on the sensitivity study described above), 
observational errors (accuracy of the brightness temperature measurements), errors due to including ice cloud 
not associated with Anak Krakatau, errors due to excluding Anak Krakatau ice clouds, mostly caused by cloud 
opacity too high for the retrieval scheme (i.e. ∆T’s ~0–1 K), and potential errors due to background convective 
activity within the VAA boundary but not necessarily associated with the Anak Krakatau cloud. To estimate this 
last source of error, the ice mass was calculated in a control area to the south of the volcano covering the region 
105–105.9 °E and 7.8–6.8 °S. �e mean ice mass found for this region was 0.16 × 109 kg ±0.14 × 109 kg compared 
with a mean value of 3.14 ± 2.02 × 109 kg for the Anak Krakatau cloud. �e hourly uncertainty on the ice cloud 
mass retrievals was found to be between ~10% and ~170% with a mean value of ~60%. A data �le containing the 
hourly ice mass retrievals, mean mass loading, mean and median e�ective radius and total area used is included 
as Supplementary Data File 2.

�e volcanic ice mass has also been computed using the level 2 cloud products derived from the measure-
ments of the Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) satellite instruments, on board the polar 
NASA-Terra and NASA-Aqua satellites (MOD06 and MYD06, respectively)71. Nine daytime products over the 
Anak Krakatau area have been collected covering the period from 22 to 28 December 2018 (Supplementary 
Table 2). From these data the cloud products of “Cloud Phase at 1-km resolution”, “Cloud Particle E�ective 
Radius”, “Cloud Optical Thickness”, “Cloud Particle Effective Radius Relative Uncertainty”, “Cloud Optical 
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�ickness Relative Uncertainty” and “Ice Extinction Coe�cient E�ciency” have been extracted. For the E�ective 
Radius and Cloud Optical �ickness products, the two channel retrievals using band 7 (2.1 µm) and 6 (1.6 
µm) have been considered. All the products have been georeferenced and the ice mass loading computed on a 
pixel-per-pixel basis (pixel area 1 km2) by considering the same equation used for the Himawari-8 ice mass calcu-
lation with the same ice bulk density. Also the ice mass uncertainty has been computed in a pixel-per-pixel base 
from the E�ective Radius and Cloud Optical �ickness relative uncertainties. �e same VAA polygons were used 
to estimate the MODIS total ice mass for consistency with the Himawari-8 retrievals. �e error associated with 
the total ice mass is the mean error computed in the same area.

Cold-point and lapse rate tropopause. We have used the Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) 
Radio Occultation (RO) pro�les72 from the COSMIC Data Analysis and Archive Center (CDAAC) to analyse 
the tropopause altitude in the area of the volcano. �e climatological values were computed using all the pro�les 
from 2006 to 2018 in a box of 5° latitude and 5° longitude around the volcano. �e climatological Coldest Point 
Tropopause (CPT) altitude in December around the Anak Krakatau region is 17.29 km whereas the climatological 
Lapse Rate Tropopause (LRT) is 16.78 km with a standard deviation of 0.8 km. In January the CPT slightly rises to 
17.63 km and the LRT to 17.01 km. In December 2018, before the Anak Krakatau eruption, the tropopause alti-
tude was consistent with the climatological values (CPT 17.24 km and LRT 17.02 km) but the eruption changed 
the atmospheric conditions and the CPT and LRT altitudes diverged reaching respectively 18.7 km and 15.9 km in 
January 2019. �e RO temperature pro�les during the eruption, compared to the climatological temperature 
pro�le, show a warming of the upper troposphere (15.5 km – 17 km) with a peak amplitude of 4 K and a cooling of 
the lower stratosphere (18 km – 20.5 km) with amplitude up to −4 K. A�er the eruption, the stratospheric cooling 
persisted for at least 1 month. Only one RO was found (01:07 UTC on 28 December) in the area of the eruption 
and the cloud-top altitude computed by using the bending angle anomaly73 is 18.1 km suggesting a stratospheric 
cloud at least 1 km higher than the climatological tropopause.

SO2 measurements. We compiled SO2 vertical columns from UV and IR polar orbiting sensors hosted by 
the SACS service74, with the assumption of a volcanic plume in the low stratospheric layer (except for IASI-A and 
B for which SO2 height retrieval is directly used75). �e selection of SO2 pixels (considered for the mass loading) 
is applied using a threshold, except for TROPOMI for which the criteria is based on the ratio of SO2 measurement 
and its noise. For OMI and TROPOMI sensors, the estimate of SO2 mass loading is straight forward (considering 
surface of each footprint), while IR sensors and the composite of GOME2-A and B required a gridding to opti-
mise the estimate of SO2 mass loading (grid of 0.25° × 0.25° and 0.5° × 0.5°, respectively).

Lightning data analysis. Earth Networks Global Lightning Network (ENGLN) continuously meas-
ures lightning stroke occurrence time, location, type (IC and CG), polarity, and peak current, at over 1,600 
ground-based stations around the world. ENGLN combines data from the Earth Networks Total Lightning 
Network (ENTLN) and the World Wide Lightning Detection Network (WWLLN). ENTLN is comprised of 
wideband sensors (5 kHz – 10 MHz) and uses time of arrival (TOA) techniques to detect both the IC and CG 
stroke signals76. ENTLN clusters stroke events (both IC and CG) occurring within spatial-temporal intervals of 
0.7 seconds and 10 km into �ashes. WWLLN is a network of lighting location sensors using time of group arrival 
(TOGA) techniques and operates at very low frequencies (3–30 kHz), which allows it to detect lightning from 
relatively large distances77. We considered all lightning �ashes within a 100 km radius centred on Anak Krakatau 
in our analysis. To investigate the degree to which lightning from regional storms (independent of eruptive activ-
ity) a�ected our analysis, we reduced the search radius from 100 to 50 km and found that the number of recorded 
events during the time of observation reduced to 98.5% of the total. For a search radius of 30 km (roughly corre-
sponding to the size of the plume umbrella; see Fig. 1), the number of events is 94% of the total. �is con�rms that 
the in�uence of storms concomitant to the eruption of Anak Krakatau was minimal and can hence be neglected 
for the scope of our analysis.

Di�erent studies have proposed robust quantitative relationships between lightning �ash rate, cloud-top 
height and peak thunderstorm updra� speed34. Lightning parameterizations based on cloud-top height are a 
commonly used method for predicting �ash rate in global chemistry models78. In particular, Price and Rind34 
proposed a lightning �ash rate per minute, F, relationship of the following form to �t radar height, H (km), data:

F aHb=

where a and b empirical parameters, with a ≈ 3.44 × 10−5 and b ≈ 4.9. We used such a relationship to �t satellite 
cloud-top heights (km) as a function of lightning �ash rate (per 10 minute):

=H cFd

where c and d are empirical parameters. Parameters obtained by best �tting the data gave = . ± .c 12 54 0 45  and 
= . ± .d 0 05 0 008 (Supplementary Fig. 2).

Volcanic-CAPE analysis. To assess the convective instability of the environment prior to the convective 
phase of the Anak Krakatau eruption, we calculated the surface-based convective available potential energy 
(CAPE) for a sounding at Jakarta airport at 12:00 UTC on 22 December 2018. Figure 5a shows that the environ-
ment was conditionally unstable, but was not conducive to deep convection and severe thunderstorm activity 
(CAPE ~810 J/kg). However, if we consider that heat and moisture was being added to surface air parcels, via 
magma-seawater interactions at the volcano, then a signi�cant increase in parcel buoyancy (CAPE) would be 
expected. We de�ne the increase in CAPE due volcanic activity at the surface as ‘volcanic-CAPE’. We consider 
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this e�ect by incrementally increasing surface parcel temperature and mixing ratio (Fig. 4b–d) and then com-
puting the resulting parcel pro�les using parcel theory. We �nd that only modest increases in heat (+8 °C) and 
moisture (+4 g/kg) are required to li� air parcels up to equilibrium levels close to the observed heights of the 
Anak Krakatau convective anvil (~16–17 km). �ese calculations indicate CAPE values consistent with extreme 
convection (5000–6000 J/kg). We repeated this analysis for all sounding pro�les taken at Jakarta Airport during 
22–28 December 2018 and found similar results to that shown in Fig. 5. All CAPE and parcel pro�le calculations 
were made using the Unidata MetPy package79. We note that the virtual temperature correction80 was not applied 
here as we did not have mixing ratio pro�les from the Jakarta soundings for upper levels (>10 km). However, for 
large CAPE values (>4000 J/kg) this correction is expected to be small (relative errors <10%)80.

Data availability
Himawari-8 plume heights and ice mass loadings are available as Supplementary Data �les. All other datasets 
generated and analysed during this study are available from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Code availability
FPLUME source code is available upon request from A. F. or A. C.

Received: 1 August 2019; Accepted: 10 February 2020;

Published online: 27 February 2020

References
 1. Trier, S. B. CONVECTIVE STORMS|Convective Initiation. In Encyclopedia of Atmospheric Sciences, 560–570, https://doi.

org/10.1016/B0-12-227090-8/00122-6 (Elsevier, 2003).
 2. Oswalt, J., Nichols, W. & O’Hara, J. Meteorological observations of the 1991 Mount Pinatubo eruption. Fire Mud Erupt. Lahars Mt. 

Pinatubo Philipp. 625–636 (1996).
 3. Mayberry, G. C., Rose, W. I. & Bluth, G. J. S. Dynamics of volcanic and meteorological clouds produced on 26 December (Boxing 

Day) 1997 at Soufrière Hills Volcano, Montserrat. Geol. Soc. Lond. Mem. 21, 539, https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.MEM.2002.021.01.24 
(2002).

 4. Tupper, A., Oswalt, J. & Rosenfeld, D. Satellite and radar analysis of the volcanic-cumulonimbi at Mount Pinatubo, Philippines, 1991. 
J. Geophys. Res. 110, https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005499 (2005).

 5. Glaze, L. S. & Baloga, S. M. Sensitivity of buoyant plume heights to ambient atmospheric conditions: Implications for volcanic 
eruption columns. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 101, 1529–1540, https://doi.org/10.1029/95JD03071 (1996).

 6. Stehn, C. E. �e geology and volcanism of the Krakatau group. Batavia Proc Fourth Pac. Sci. Congr. Guideb. 1–55 (1929).
 7. Williams, R., Rowley, P. & Garthwaite, M. C. Reconstructing the Anak Krakatau �ank collapse that caused the December 2018 

Indonesian tsunami. Geology 47, 973–976, https://doi.org/10.1130/G46517.1 (2019).
 8. Walter, T. R. et al. Complex hazard cascade culminating in the Anak Krakatau sector collapse. Nat. Commun. 10, 4339, https://doi.

org/10.1038/s41467-019-12284-5 (2019).
 9. Global Volcanism Program. Report on Krakatau (Indonesia) (eds. Krippner, J. B. & Venzke, E.), Bulletin of the Global Volcanism 

Network, Smithsonian Institution, 44:3, https://doi.org/10.5479/si.GVP.BGVN201903-262000 (2019).
 10. Prata, A. J. Observations of volcanic ash clouds in the 10–12 µm window using AVHRR/2 data. Int. J. Remote Sens. 10, 751–761, 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01431168908903916 (1989).
 11. Rose, W. I. et al. Ice in the 1994 Rabaul eruption cloud: implications for volcano hazard and atmospheric e�ects. Nature 375, 

477–479, https://doi.org/10.1038/375477a0 (1995).
 12. Tupper, A. et al. Facing the Challenges of the International Airways Volcano Watch: �e 2004/05 Eruptions of Manam, Papua New 

Guinea. Weather Forecast. 22, 175–191, https://doi.org/10.1175/WAF974.1 (2007).
 13. Thorarinsson, S., Einarsson, T., Sigvaldason, G. & Elisson, G. The submarine eruption off the Vestmann islands 1963–64: A 

preliminary report. Bull. Volcanol. 27, 435–445, https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02597544 (1964).
 14. Anderson, R. et al. Electricity in Volcanic Clouds. Science 148, 11, https://doi.org/10.1126/science.148.3674.1179 (1965).
 15. Costa, A., Folch, A. & Macedonio, G. A model for wet aggregation of ash particles in volcanic plumes and clouds: 1. �eoretical 

formulation. J. Geophys. Res. 115, https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JB007175 (2010).
 16. Colombier, M. et al. Diversity of soluble salt concentrations on volcanic ash aggregates from a variety of eruption types and deposits. 

Bull. Volcanol. 81, 39, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-019-1302-0 (2019).
 17. Prata, A. T., Young, S. A., Siems, S. T. & Manton, M. J. Lidar ratios of stratospheric volcanic ash and sulfate aerosols retrieved from 

CALIOP measurements. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 17, 8599–8618, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-8599-2017 (2017).
 18. Machado, F., Parsons, W. H., Richards, A. F. & Mulford, J. W. Capelinhos eruption of Fayal Volcano, Azores, 1957–1958. J. Geophys. 

Res. 67, 3519–3529, https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ067i009p03519 (1962).
 19. Coombs, M. L. et al. Short-Term Forecasting and Detection of Explosions During the 2016–2017 Eruption of Bogoslof Volcano, 

Alaska. Front. Earth Sci. 6, https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2018.00122 (2018).
 20. Tupper, A., Textor, C., Herzog, M., Graf, H.-F. & Richards, M. S. Tall clouds from small eruptions: the sensitivity of eruption height 

and �ne ash content to tropospheric instability. Nat. Hazards 51, 375–401, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-009-9433-9 (2009).
 21. Zipser, E. J., Cecil, D. J., Liu, C., Nesbitt, S. W. & Yorty, D. P. Where Are �e Most Intense �understorms On Earth? Bull. Am. 

Meteorol. Soc. 87, 1057–1072, https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-87-8-1057 (2006).
 22. Folch, A., Costa, A. & Macedonio, G. FPLUME-1.0: An integral volcanic plume model accounting for ash aggregation. Geosci. Model 

Dev. 9, 431–450, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-9-431-2016 (2016).
 23. Rose, W. I. et al. �e February–March 2000 eruption of Hekla, Iceland from a satellite perspective. In Geophysical Monograph Series 

(eds. Robock, A. & Oppenheimer, C.) 139, 107–132, https://doi.org/10.1029/139GM07 (American Geophysical Union, 2003).
 24. Deierling, W., Petersen, W. A., Latham, J., Ellis, S. & Christian, H. J. �e relationship between lightning activity and ice �uxes in 

thunderstorms. J. Geophys. Res. 113, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009700 (2008).
 25. Reynolds, S. E., Brook, M. & Gourley, M. F. �understorm charge separation. J. Meteorol. 14, 426–436, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-

0469(1957)014<0426:TCS>2.0.CO;2 (1957).
 26. Takahashi, T. Riming Electri�cation as a Charge Generation Mechanism in �understorms. J. Atmos. Sci. 35, 1536–1548, https://doi.

org/10.1175/1520-0469(1978)035<1536:REAACG>2.0.CO;2 (1978).
 27. Saunders, C. Charge Separation Mechanisms in Clouds. Space Sci. Rev. 137, 335–353, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-008-9345-0 

(2008).
 28. McNutt, S. R. & Williams, E. R. Volcanic lightning: global observations and constraints on source mechanisms. Bull. Volcanol. 72, 

1153–1167, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-010-0393-4 (2010).
 29. Arason, P., Bennett, A. J. & Burgin, L. E. Charge mechanism of volcanic lightning revealed during the 2010 eruption of 

Eyja�allajökull. J. Geophys. Res. 116, https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008651 (2011).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/B0-12-227090-8/00122-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B0-12-227090-8/00122-6
https://doi.org/10.1144/GSL.MEM.2002.021.01.24
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005499
https://doi.org/10.1029/95JD03071
https://doi.org/10.1130/G46517.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12284-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12284-5
https://doi.org/10.5479/si.GVP.BGVN201903-262000
https://doi.org/10.1080/01431168908903916
https://doi.org/10.1038/375477a0
https://doi.org/10.1175/WAF974.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02597544
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.148.3674.1179
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009JB007175
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-019-1302-0
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-8599-2017
https://doi.org/10.1029/JZ067i009p03519
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2018.00122
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-009-9433-9
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-87-8-1057
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-9-431-2016
https://doi.org/10.1029/139GM07
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009700
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1957)014<0426:TCS>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1957)014<0426:TCS>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1978)035<1536:REAACG>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1978)035<1536:REAACG>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11214-008-9345-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00445-010-0393-4
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JB008651


1 1SCIENTIFIC REPORTS | (2020) 10:3584 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 30. Potter, B. E. �e role of released moisture in the atmospheric dynamics associated with wildland �res. Int. J. Wildland Fire 14, 77, 
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF04045 (2005).

 31. Potter, B. E. & Anaya, M. A. A Wild�re-relevant climatology of the convective environment of the United States. Int. J. Wildland Fire 
24, 267, https://doi.org/10.1071/WF13211 (2015).

 32. Jenkins, M. A. Investigating the Haines Index using parcel model theory. Int. J. Wildland Fire 13, 297, https://doi.org/10.1071/
WF03055 (2004).

 33. Weisman, M. L. & Klemp, J. B. Characteristics of Isolated Convective Storms. In Mesoscale Meteorology and Forecasting, American 
Meteorological Society, 331–358, https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-935704-20-1_15 (1986).

 34. Price, C. & Rind, D. A simple lightning parameterization for calculating global lightning distributions. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 97, 
9919–9933, https://doi.org/10.1029/92JD00719 (1992).

 35. Zipser, E. J. & Lutz, K. R. �e Vertical Pro�le of Radar Re�ectivity of Convective Cells: A Strong Indicator of Storm Intensity and 
Lightning Probability? Mon. Weather Rev. 122, 1751–1759, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1994)122<1751:TVPORR>2.0.
CO;2 (1994).

 36. Sherwood, S. C., Phillips, V. T. J. & Wettlaufer, J. S. Small ice crystals and the climatology of lightning. Geophys. Res. Lett. 33, https://
doi.org/10.1029/2005GL025242 (2006).

 37. Rosenfeld, D., Woodley, W. L., Lerner, A., Kelman, G. & Lindsey, D. T. Satellite detection of severe convective storms by their 
retrieved vertical profiles of cloud particle effective radius and thermodynamic phase. J. Geophys. Res. 113, https://doi.
org/10.1029/2007JD008600 (2008).

 38. Jensen, E. J. & Ackerman, A. S. Homogeneous aerosol freezing in the tops of high-altitude tropical cumulonimbus clouds. Geophys. 
Res. Lett. 33, https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024928 (2006).

 39. Heyms�eld, A. J. et al. Homogeneous Ice Nucleation in Subtropical and Tropical Convection and Its In�uence on Cirrus Anvil 
Microphysics. J. Atmos. Sci. 62, 41–64, https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-3360.1 (2005).

 40. Rose, W. I. et al. Observations of Volcanic Clouds in �eir First Few Days of Atmospheric Residence: �e 1992 Eruptions of Crater 
Peak, Mount Spurr Volcano, Alaska. J. Geol. 109, 677–694, https://doi.org/10.1086/323189 (2001).

 41. Textor, C. Injection of gases into the stratosphere by explosive volcanic eruptions. J. Geophys. Res. 108, https://doi.
org/10.1029/2002JD002987 (2003).

 42. Carn, S. A., Clarisse, L. & Prata, A. J. Multi-decadal satellite measurements of global volcanic degassing. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 
311, 99–134, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.01.002 (2016).

 43. BEA. Final report on the accident on 1st June 2009 to the Airbus A330-203 registered F-GZCP operated by Air France �ight AF 447 
Rio de Janeiro–Paris. Paris Bur. D’Enquêtes D’Analyses Pour Sécurité L’aviation Civ. (2012).

 44. Copernicus Climate Change Service (C3S). ERA5: Fi�h generation of ECMWF atmospheric reanalyses of the global climate. 
Copernic. Clim. Change Serv. Clim. Data Store CDS Accessed 1 May 2019 (2017).

 45. Woods, A. W. & Kienle, J. �e dynamics and thermodynamics of volcanic clouds: �eory and observations from the april 15 and 
april 21, 1990 eruptions of redoubt volcano, Alaska. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 62, 273–299, https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-
0273(94)90037-X (1994).

 46. Takeuchi, W. Assessment of geometric errors of Advanced Himawari-8 Imager (AHI) over one year operation. IOP Conf. Ser. Earth 
Environ. Sci. 37, 012004, https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/37/1/012004 (2016).

 47. Dahren, B. et al. Magma plumbing beneath Anak Krakatau volcano, Indonesia: evidence for multiple magma storage regions. 
Contrib. Mineral. Petrol. 163, 631–651, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00410-011-0690-8 (2012).

 48. Costa, A. et al. Results of the eruptive column model inter-comparison study. J. Volcanol. Geotherm. Res. 326, 2–25, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.01.017 (2016).

 49. Bessho, K. et al. An Introduction to Himawari-8/9–Japan’s New-Generation Geostationary Meteorological Satellites. J. Meteorol. Soc. 
Jpn. Ser II 94, 151–183, https://doi.org/10.2151/jmsj.2016-009 (2016).

 50. Warren, S. G. & Brandt, R. E. Optical constants of ice from the ultraviolet to the microwave: A revised compilation. J. Geophys. Res. 
113, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009744 (2008).

 51. Mishchenko, M. I., Travis, L. D. & Mackowski, D. W. T-matrix computations of light scattering by nonspherical particles: A review. 
J. Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transf. 55, 535–575, https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4073(96)00002-7 (1996).

 52. Schumann, U. et al. Effective Radius of Ice Particles in Cirrus and Contrails. J. Atmos. Sci. 68, 300–321, https://doi.
org/10.1175/2010JAS3562.1 (2011).

 53. Heyms�eld, A. J., Schmitt, C. & Bansemer, A. Ice Cloud Particle Size Distributions and Pressure-Dependent Terminal Velocities 
from In Situ Observations at Temperatures from 0° to −86 °C. J. Atmos. Sci. 70, 4123–4154, https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-12-0124.1 
(2013).

 54. Mitchell, D. L. & Arnott, W. P. A Model Predicting the Evolution of Ice Particle Size Spectra and Radiative Properties of Cirrus 
Clouds. Part II: Dependence of Absorption and Extinction on Ice Crystal Morphology. J. Atmos. Sci. 51, 817–832, https://doi.
org/10.1175/1520-0469(1994)051<0817:AMPTEO>2.0.CO;2 (1994).

 55. Heyms�eld, A. J. On measurements of small ice particles in clouds. Geophys. Res. Lett. 34, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GL030951 
(2007).

 56. Francis, P. N., Foot, J. S. & Baran, A. J. Aircra� measurements of the solar and infrared radiative properties of cirrus and their 
dependence on ice crystal shape. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 104, 31685–31695, https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JD900438 (1999).

 57. Smith, H. R. et al. Cloud chamber laboratory investigations into scattering properties of hollow ice particles. J. Quant. Spectrosc. 
Radiat. Transf. 157, 106–118, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2015.02.015 (2015).

 58. Baran, A. J. From the single-scattering properties of ice crystals to climate prediction: A way forward. Atmos. Res. 112, 45–69, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2012.04.010 (2012).

 59. Zhang, Z., Platnick, S., Yang, P., Heidinger, A. K. & Comstock, J. M. E�ects of ice particle size vertical inhomogeneity on the passive 
remote sensing of ice clouds. J. Geophys. Res. 115, https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD013835 (2010).

 60. Leroy, D., Fontaine, E., Schwarzenboeck, A. & Strapp, J. W. Ice Crystal Sizes in High Ice Water Content Clouds. Part I: On the 
Computation of Median Mass Diameter from In Situ Measurements. J. Atmos. Ocean. Technol. 33, 2461–2476, https://doi.
org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0151.1 (2016).

 61. Leroy, D. et al. Ice Crystal Sizes in High Ice Water Content Clouds. Part II: Statistics of Mass Diameter Percentiles in Tropical 
Convection Observed during the HAIC/HIWC Project. J. Atmos. Ocean. Technol. 34, 117–136, https://doi.org/10.1175/
JTECH-D-15-0246.1 (2017).

 62. Field, P. R. Bimodal ice spectra in frontal clouds. Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 126, 379–392, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656302 
(2000).

 63. Mitchell, D. L., Chai, S. K., Liu, Y., Heyms�eld, A. J. & Dong, Y. Modeling Cirrus Clouds. Part I: Treatment of Bimodal Size Spectra 
and Case Study Analysis. J. Atmos. Sci. 53, 2952–2966 (1996). https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1996)053<2952:MCCPIT>2.0.
CO;2.

 64. Hansen, J. E. & Travis, L. D. Light scattering in planetary atmospheres. Space Sci. Rev. 16, 527–610, https://doi.org/10.1007/
BF00168069 (1974).

 65. Petty, G. W. & Huang, W. �e Modi�ed Gamma Size Distribution Applied to Inhomogeneous and Nonspherical Particles: Key 
Relationships and Conversions. J. Atmos. Sci. 68, 1460–1473, https://doi.org/10.1175/2011JAS3645.1 (2011).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF04045
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF13211
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF03055
https://doi.org/10.1071/WF03055
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-935704-20-1_15
https://doi.org/10.1029/92JD00719
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1994)122<1751:TVPORR>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1994)122<1751:TVPORR>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL025242
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL025242
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD008600
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD008600
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024928
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-3360.1
https://doi.org/10.1086/323189
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002987
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002987
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(94)90037-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-0273(94)90037-X
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/37/1/012004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00410-011-0690-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvolgeores.2016.01.017
https://doi.org/10.2151/jmsj.2016-009
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009744
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-4073(96)00002-7
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010JAS3562.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010JAS3562.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-12-0124.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1994)051<0817:AMPTEO>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1994)051<0817:AMPTEO>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GL030951
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JD900438
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jqsrt.2015.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2012.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD013835
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0151.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0151.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0246.1
https://doi.org/10.1175/JTECH-D-15-0246.1
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656302
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1996)053<2952:MCCPIT>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0469(1996)053<2952:MCCPIT>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00168069
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00168069
https://doi.org/10.1175/2011JAS3645.1


1 2SCIENTIFIC REPORTS | (2020) 10:3584 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 66. Mishchenko, M. I. & Travis, L. D. T-matrix computations of light scattering by large spheroidal particles. Opt. Commun. 109, 16–21, 
https://doi.org/10.1016/0030-4018(94)90731-5 (1994).

 67. Havemann, S. & Baran, A. Extension of T-matrix to scattering of electromagnetic plane waves by non-axisymmetric dielectric 
particles: application to hexagonal ice cylinders. J. Quant. Spectrosc. Radiat. Transf. 70, 139–158, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-
4073(00)00127-8 (2001).

 68. Baran, A. J., Yang, P. & Havemann, S. Calculation of the single-scattering properties of randomly oriented hexagonal ice columns: a 
comparison of the Tmatrix and the finite-difference time-domain methods. Appl. Opt. 40, 4376, https://doi.org/10.1364/
AO.40.004376 (2001).

 69. Prata, A. J. Infrared radiative transfer calculations for volcanic ash clouds. Geophys. Res. Lett. 16, 1293–1296, https://doi.org/10.1029/
GL016i011p01293 (1989).

 70. Yu, T., Rose, W. I. & Prata, A. J. Atmospheric correction for satellite-based volcanic ash mapping and retrievals using “split window” 
IR data from GOES and AVHRR. J. Geophys. Res. 107, https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000706 (2002).

 71. Platnick, S. et al. �e MODIS Cloud Optical and Microphysical Products: Collection 6 Updates and Examples From Terra and Aqua. 
IEEE Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens. 55, 502–525, https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2016.2610522 (2017).

 72. Kursinski, E. R., Hajj, G. A., Scho�eld, J. T., Lin�eld, R. P. & Hardy, K. R. Observing Earth’s atmosphere with radio occultation 
measurements using the Global Positioning System. J. Geophys. Res. Atmos. 102, 23429–23465, https://doi.org/10.1029/97JD01569 
(1997).

 73. Biondi, R., Steiner, A. K., Kirchengast, G., Brenot, H. & Rieckh, T. Supporting the detection and monitoring of volcanic clouds: A 
promising new application of Global Navigation Satellite System radio occultation. Adv. Space Res. 60, 2707–2722, https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.06.039 (2017).

 74. Brenot, H. et al. Support to Aviation Control Service (SACS): an online service for near-real-time satellite monitoring of volcanic 
plumes. Nat. Hazards Earth Syst. Sci. 14, 1099–1123, https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-14-1099-2014 (2014).

 75. Clarisse, L., Coheur, P.-F., �eys, N., Hurtmans, D. & Clerbaux, C. �e 2011 Nabro eruption, a SO2 plume height analysis using IASI 
measurements. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 14, 3095–3111, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-3095-2014 (2014).

 76. Liu, C. & Heckman, S. Total lightning data and real-time severe storm prediction. in TECO-2012: WMO Tech. Conf. on 
Meteorological and Environmental Instruments and Methods of Observation (2012).

 77. Rodger, C., Brundell, J. & Holzworth, R. Improvements in the WWLLN network: bigger detection e�ciencies through more stations 
and smarter algorithms. IAGA 11th Sci. Assem. Sopr. Hung. (2009).

 78. Wong, J., Barth, M. C. & Noone, D. Evaluating a lightning parameterization based on cloud-top height for mesoscale numerical 
model simulations. Geosci. Model Dev. 6, 429–443, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-429-2013 (2013).

 79. May, R., Arms, S., Marsh, P., Bruning, E. & Leeman, J. MetPy: A Python Package for Meteorological Data., https://doi.org/10.5065/
D6WW7G29 (Unidata, 2008).

 80. Doswell, C. A. & Rasmussen, E. N. �e E�ect of Neglecting the Virtual Temperature Correction on CAPE Calculations. Weather 
Forecast. 9, 625–629, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0434(1994)009<0625:TEONTV>2.0.CO;2 (1994).

 81. Louis, J. et al. Sentinel-2 Sen2Cor: L2A Processor for Users. in Proceedings of the Living Planet Symposium (Spacebooks Online) 1–8 
(2016).

 82. Hunter, J. D. Matplotlib: A 2D graphics environment. Comput. Sci. Eng. 9, 90–95, https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55 (2007).
 83. Raspaud, M. et al. pytroll/satpy: Version 0.16.0., https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3250583 (Zenodo, 2019).
 84. �eys, N. et al. Global monitoring of volcanic SO2 degassing with unprecedented resolution from TROPOMI onboard Sentinel-5 

Precursor. Sci. Rep. 9, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-39279-y (2019).

Acknowledgements
We thank Dr. Leonardo Mingari of the Barcelona Supercomputing Center for extracting and processing the ERA5 
pro�les used in our analysis. We thank Dr. Lieven Clarisse from the Free University of Brussels for providing 
SO2 columns and heights from IASI-A&B. A.T.P. acknowledges funding from the European Union’s Horizon 
2020 research and innovation programme under the Marie Skłodowska-Curie grant agreement H2020-MSCA-
COFUND-2016-754433. A.F. and A.C. have been partially funded by the H2020 Center of Excellence for 
Exascale in Solid Earth (ChEESE) under the Grant Agreement 823844. A.C. acknowledges the LMU Center of 
Advanced Studies fellowship “Magma to Tephra: Ash in the Earth System”, the European project EUROVOLC 
(grant agreement number 731070), and the MIUR project Premiale Ash-RESILIENCE. C.C. acknowledges the 
support of Deutsche Forschungsgemeinscha� project CI 254/2-1. R.B. acknowledges funding from the VESUVIO 
project within the Supporting Talent in ReSearch (STARS) grant at Università degli Studi di Padova, IT. �is 
paper contains modi�ed Copernicus Sentinel data [2019] processed by A.T.P.

Author contributions
A.T.P. led the writing of the paper, produced the figures, conducted analysis of Himawari-8, MODIS and 
Sentinel-2 data and performed the volcanic-CAPE calculations. A.F. performed analysis on Himawari-8 and 
ERA5 data. A.F. and A.C.conducted FPLUME simulations. A.J.P. performed ice mass loading retrievals for 
Himawari-8 data. R.B. conducted analysis of the Radio Occultation data. H.B. conducted analysis of the SO2 
satellite data. C.C. and A.C. performed analysis of the lightning data. S.C. performed analysis of the MODIS ice 
mass loading retrievals. J.L. provided the ENGLN dataset. All authors contributed to the interpretation of results 
and writing of the manuscript.

Competing interests
�e authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information is available for this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to A.T.P.

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 a�liations.

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w
https://doi.org/10.1016/0030-4018(94)90731-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4073(00)00127-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-4073(00)00127-8
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.40.004376
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.40.004376
https://doi.org/10.1029/GL016i011p01293
https://doi.org/10.1029/GL016i011p01293
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000706
https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2016.2610522
https://doi.org/10.1029/97JD01569
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.06.039
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asr.2017.06.039
https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-14-1099-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-3095-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-429-2013
https://doi.org/10.5065/D6WW7G29
https://doi.org/10.5065/D6WW7G29
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0434(1994)009<0625:TEONTV>2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1109/MCSE.2007.55
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3250583
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-39279-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w
http://www.nature.com/reprints


13SCIENTIFIC REPORTS | (2020) 10:3584 | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

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 Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. �e 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 per-
mitted 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/.
 
© �e Author(s) 2020

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60465-w
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Anak Krakatau triggers volcanic freezer in the upper troposphere
	Initial explosive event. 
	Time series analyses. 
	Plume dynamics, microphysics and electrification. 
	Sustaining mechanisms. 
	Small ice particles. 
	Significance of the Anak Krakatau thunderstorm. 
	Methods
	Cloud-top heights from infrared satellite data. 
	Umbrella spread analysis. 
	Volcanic plume modeling. 
	Ice mass retrievals. 
	Cold-point and lapse rate tropopause. 
	SO2 measurements. 
	Lightning data analysis. 
	Volcanic-CAPE analysis. 

	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 Umbrella spread analysis of the initial explosive phase of the Anak Krakatau eruption.
	Figure 2 Anatomy of the Anak Krakatau convective anvil plume.
	Figure 3 Aerial photographs of the Anak Krakatau eruption on 23 December 2018.
	Figure 4 Time series of the Anak Krakatau convective plume.
	Figure 5 Thermodynamic skew-T diagrams for increases in surface parcel temperature and moisture.


