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Abstract Catastrophic volcanic landslides can involve differ-
ent parts of a volcano that can be incorporated into any
resulting debris avalanche. The different material properties
may influence the mechanical behaviour and, hence, the em-
placement mechanisms of the different avalanche units. We
present data from a coupled hydrothermal- and magmatic-
related volcanic landslide at Tutupaca volcano (Peru). Around
AD 1802, the hydrothermal system under Tutupaca’s growing
dacite dome failed, creating a debris avalanche that triggered a
large explosive eruption. A typical debris avalanche hum-
mocky unit is found, formed out of rock from the dome foot
and the underlying hydrothermally altered lavas. It is covered
by a more widespread and remarkable deposit that contains
remnants of the hot dome core and the inner hydrothermal
material. This deposit has ridges 20–500-m long, 10–30-m
wide and 1–5-m high, regularly spaced and that fan slightly
outward. Cross sections exposed within the ridges reveal coars-
er cores and finer troughs, suggesting grain size segregation
during emplacement. Ridge morphology and granulometry
are consistent with fingering known to occur in granular flows.
The ridges are also associated with large blocks that have evi-
dence of differential movement compared with the rest of the
flowing mass. The presence of both ridged and hummocky

deposits in the same event shows that, as different lithologies
combine and collapse sequentially, materials with different me-
chanical properties can coexist in one landslide, leading to con-
trasting emplacement dynamics. The different structures thus
highlight the complexity of such hazardous volcanic events and
show the difficulty we face with modelling them.

Keywords Tutupaca volcano . Debris avalanche . Flank
collapse . Ridges . Granular fingering

Introduction

Volcanic landslides and debris avalanches associated with mag-
matic and hydrothermal activity, such as Mount St. Helens
(1980) or Bandai San (1888), represent major volcanic hazards
(Siebert 1984; Siebert et al. 1987). Because of the complex mix
of different rock types, fluids and gasses, resulting debris ava-
lanches are likely to have complex and variable mechanical
properties that control avalanche emplacement and run out dis-
tance (e.g. Voight et al. 2002; Shea and vanWyk de Vries 2008;
vanWyk de Vries and Davis 2014; Roverato et al. 2015). These
mechanical differences to mobility must be taken into account
when assessing their impacts. The rock of the collapsing volca-
nic edifice can be hot and can contain water and gas while the
hydrothermally altered material has abundant fines and clays as
well as water. Both magmatic and hydrothermal materials may
fragment easily to produce a wide range of particle sizes, which
can control the emplacement mechanism of the avalanche
(Eppler et al. 1987; Glicken 1998; Voight et al. 2002; Legros
2002). Particle size segregation can promote segregation fea-
tures, while in fine material with low hydraulic permeability,
water and gas could provide interstitial pore fluid pressure for
the moving mass as shown for example for debris flows
(Iverson 1997). The incorporation of variable amounts of fresh
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rock, hot magma and parts of the hydrothermal system is likely
to cause different mechanical behaviours for different flowing
sections of an avalanche.

Surface features on debris avalanche deposits have been
used to determine their kinematics and to suggest their em-
placement dynamics (Belousov et al. 1999; van Wyk de Vries
et al. 2001; Kelfoun and Druitt 2005; Dufresne and Davies
2009; Paguican et al. 2014). These features are either hum-
mocks and megablocks (e.g. Paguican et al. 2014), extensive
fault and fold networks (e.g. Shea and van Wyk de Vries
2008), or elongated ridges (e.g. Belousov et al. 1999;
Dufresne and Davies 2009). While hummocks and faults have
been carefully analysed in debris avalanche deposits (Clavero
et al. 2002; Paguican et al. 2014), ridges have not been exam-
ined in detail in the field in relation to structure and sedimen-
tology, even though they are likely to provide clues to the
processes involved in avalanche emplacement.

In this work, we describe the surface features observed in a
young and well-preserved volcanic debris avalanche deposit
of Tutupaca volcano in southern Peru. In particular, we report
a quantitative analysis of ridge morphology, as well as
granulometry in two selected trenches dug across the ridges.
These data have been compared with those of experiments on
granular flows that allow us to discuss the implications of
ridge formation for debris avalanches emplacement dynamics.

The Tutupaca volcano and its recent deposits

The Tutupaca volcanic complex in southern Peru (Figs. 1 and
2) is composed of an old, highly altered and eroded and gla-
ciated basal edifice and two younger twin peaks, located in the
northern part of the complex (the western and eastern
Tutupaca; Samaniego et al. 2015). The younger edifice of
the complex, the eastern Tutupaca, is a dome complex that
sits on top of the basal edifice and consists of at least seven
dacitic domes with no discernible glacial erosion, which sug-
gests that they have formed during the Holocene. The most
striking characteristic of this recent edifice is the presence of a
~1-km-wide collapse amphitheatre open to the NE and a re-
lated hummocky and ridged debris avalanche deposit that
spreads out on the adjacent highlands (Figs. 1 and 2).

The sector collapse scar at Tutupaca has an inner bowl
shape, opening to a shallow outer scar and slide plane. The
inner upper walls of the scar consist of unaltered dome lava,
underlain by reddish altered dome lavas, both correlative with
eastern Tutupaca domes, and highly altered lavas of the lower
basal edifice. The scar opens onto a 25° inclined slope on
which similarly inclined basal volcano strata outcrop under a
partial cover of later collapse breccia. The base of the outer
scar is composed of slightly altered lavas and intensely hydro-
thermally altered white and yellow zones.

Samaniego et al. (2015) described the recent deposits of
Tutupaca (Fig. 3), which consist of (i) a debris avalanche deposit
with two main units of different composition, structural charac-
teristics and travel path, and (ii) a large pyroclastic density cur-
rent deposit that covers the volcano’s northwest base, which is
interleaved with the debris avalanche deposit. Charcoal in this
pyroclastic deposit has been dated at about 218±14 aBP (P-
PDC of Samaniego et al. 2015), which is consistent with histor-
ical accounts of eruptive activity during the eighteenth and nine-
teenth centuries. The stratigraphic relationship between the de-
bris avalanche and the pyroclastic density current deposit,
coupled with the petrological similarity between the juvenile
fragments in the debris avalanche, the pyroclastic density current
deposit and the pre-avalanche domes, indicates (1) that juvenile
magmawas involved in the sector collapse and (2) that the debris
avalanche and the pyroclastic density currents are different
phases of a single, albeit complex sequence of events.
Samaniego et al. (2015) concluded that this eruption represents
the youngest debris avalanche in the Andes and was accompa-
nied by one of the largest explosive events to have occurred in
Peru during historical times.

The debris avalanche deposit description

Unit characteristics and terminology

The debris avalanche deposit (DAD) is exposed in the NE part
of Tutupaca between the amphitheatre and the Paipatja plain,
reaching 6–8 km from its source and covering an area of 12–
13 km2 (Fig. 1). Based on stratigraphic and lithological data,
Samaniego et al. (2015) described two distinct DAD units
separated by the Paipatja pyroclastic density current deposits
(P-PDC) (Fig. 3). The lower unit is mostly composed of hy-
drothermally altered lava fragments as well as minor amounts
of oxidized dome lavas, and it is referred to as the hydrother-
mally altered debris avalanche deposit (HA-DAD, Fig. 3). The
upper unit is mostly composed of unaltered (fresh) dome frag-
ments, which grade from sand-size particles to several meters
in size. This unit is characterized by abundant prismatically
jointed blocks that have been interpreted to be juvenile dome
fragments, and has been called the dome-rich debris avalanche
deposit (DR-DAD, Fig. 3).

In this study, we define units based on surface features and
structures rather than lithology because our aim is to discuss the
emplacement dynamics of the debris avalanche from the char-
acteristics of these structures (Fig. 3). Based on these morpho-
logical features, we distinguish two main DAD units. The low-
er unit 1 spreads between the amphitheatre and the Paipatja
plain and is confined by the old glacial valleys over most of
its path. At the foot of the amphitheatre, unit 1 is characterized
by an inner 1–1.5-km-wide and 100–200-m-thick toreva-like
structure and it grades outwards to a series of hectometric
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debris avalanche blocks (cf. Glicken 1991) as well as smaller
hummock-like hills (Figs. 1 and 2). This hummocky debris
avalanche deposit outcrops up to 4–6 km from the
amphitheatre. The structures preserve the partially intact

original stratigraphy (Figs. 2 and 3) with a lower hydrothermal-
ly altered layer overlain by a unit composed of older volcanic
edifice and recent dome lava. This deposit has the characteris-
tics of a classic volcanic debris avalanche (e.g. van Wyk de
Vries and Davies 2014).

In contrast, the thinner overlying breccia unit 2, that
outcrops up to 5–7 km from the amphitheatre, is notable
for its ridged surface (Figs. 1 and 2). This unit varies in
surface lithology and is divided it into two sub-units
(Fig. 3). The widespread sub-unit, 2a, mostly contains
white and yellow hydrothermally altered lava, with clast
fragments smaller than 10 cm, and sparse large, massive
megaclast up to 5–10 m in diameter. The other sub-unit,
2b, is only found in the central part of the deposit,
which is mostly channelized in a glacial valley running
to the east from the Tutupaca base to the Paipatja plain
(Fig. 3a). This sub-unit is composed of unaltered (fresh)
dark grey dome rocks of dacitic composition. Neither
sub-unit 2a nor sub-unit 2b has a clearly defined inter-
nal stratigraphic sequence, as can be seen from the two
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Fig. 1 aMap of Tutupaca debris avalanche deposit (DAD), showing the
lower hummocky unit 1 and the more extended, upper ridged unit 2. P-
PDC stands for the Paipatja pyroclastic density current deposit. Location

of image presented in Fig. 5 is indicated. b Location of the Tutupaca
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Fig. 2 Panoramic view of the Tutupaca volcano with amphitheatre (A)
open to the NE, debris avalanche blocks (B) of Unit 1 and ridges (R) of the
unit 2
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trenches we excavated and from few other exposures of
the interior. It is worth noting that the contact between
the underlying unit 1 and the overriding sub-units 2a
and 2b can only be seen at scarce outcrops such as
those shown in Fig. 3.

The lithologies present in the debris avalanche deposit units
and their distribution correspond to lithologies in the scar. Unit
1 and sub-unit 2a (i.e. HA-DAD of Samaniego et al. 2015) fits
with the lithologies seen in the lower part of the scar and the
scar inner east side, which mostly correspond to the basal
edifice or the lower part of the Tutupaca domes. In contrast,
the lithologies observed in sub-unit 2b (i.e. DR-DAD of

Samaniego et al. 2015) correspond to those observed in the
scar inner west side, which correspond to the young Tutupaca
domes.

Deposits of the P-PDC that accompanied the collapse
are found on top of the avalanche unit 1 and sub-unit
2a in most areas, whereas they are overlain by the up-
per dome-rich sub-unit 2b (Fig. 3). These PDC deposits
are thickest in the inter-ridge depressions, where we
excavated down to 1.5 m without being able to find
the avalanche deposit below. The P-PDC was deposited
around large blocks and accentuates the appearance of
the ridges.
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Fig. 3 a Composite stratigraphic section showing the units terminology
used in this work and by Samaniego et al. (2015). b Panoramic view of
both debris avalanche deposits: the lower hummocky unit 1 and the upper
ridged unit 2 (sub-units 2a and 2b). c, d Photographs showing the contacts

between the different units. e Simplified sketches showing the Tutupaca
volcano before and after the collapse and the spatial distribution of the
debris avalanche deposits
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Surface structures

Quantitative morphological data on the surface structures
were measured from georeferenced Google Earth® Pro im-
ages with a pixel resolution of 5 m. The surface morphology
of unit 1 is characterized by 200–700-m-long and 20–40-m-
high debris avalanche blocks as well as smaller 100-200-m-
long hummock-like hills (Fig. 2). These features outcrop in
the medial zone, between ~2 and ~6 km from the
amphitheatre. In contrast, unit 2 is composed of abundant
ridges that are elongated, subparallel elevations separated by
depressions on the surface of the avalanche deposit (Figs. 2, 3
and 4). These ridges are most abundant between 4 and 5 km
from the scar, but are also present in the distal regions where
they are partially buried by the P-PDC deposit (Fig. 1). In this
study, 30–35 % of ridges are composed of the sub-unit 2a and
the remaining 65–70 % occur within the dome-rich sub-unit
2b. The morphological characteristics of the ridges are pre-
sented in Fig. 5. The length of the ridges varies from a few
meters to more than 500 m, with an average of 100 to 150 m

(Fig. 5c). There is no relationship between the length of the
ridges and their distance from the scarp (Fig. 5f). The ridges
are 10–30-m wide, and the separation of the ridge axis (or
wavelength) varies from ~30 to 35 m in the proximal area
but reaches up to ~60 m at 6 km from the scar in open areas
where the deposit has fanned out. The ridge height was mea-
sured in the field. They are typically 1–5-m high, and the
largest ridges (>3-m high) are within the fresh sub-unit 2b near
the proximal region. No relationship between the size and the
ridge lithology is found.

A notable feature of the ridges in unit 2 is the concentration
of larger blocks on the ridge crests (Figs. 3, 4 and 6). The ridge
surfaces in the altered sub-unit 2a are smooth, either simple
one-summit ridges with 10 to 20° side slopes, or multiple
ridges, or flattopped ridges between two deep troughs. The
height of the ridges increases progressively along strike after
initiation and also tend to decrease gradually. Some ridges
start abruptly downstream from large blocks (3–30-m wide),
giving a tail-like aspect, while others have blocks up to 10 m
in diameter along the axis of the ridge (Fig. 6).

a

b c

e

Fig. 4 Photograph showing the
different surface morphologies of
the DAD units 1, 2a and 2b. Note
people and cars for scale. a
Elongated ridges on sub-unit 2a. b
Ridges on sub-unit 2b. Note the
important amount of block on
these ridges, compared with those
of the sub-unit 2a. c Hummock
field on unit 1 covered by ridged
sub-unit 2a. d Trench dug in a
ridge of the medial part of the
DAD sub-unit 2a. e Blocks on top
of the ridged sub-unit 2a
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Concentrations of smaller blocks are found either down-
stream or upstream of the largest blocks. It was observed that
these smaller blocks are pushed together, with trapped, brec-
ciated blocks in between larger ones (Fig. 6). Impact marks
were frequently seen. Some large blocks had zones of
bulldozed matrix in front or behind the block, on all parts of
the deposit.

Sedimentological data of elongated ridges

Two trenches were excavated to expose the interior of two
ridges in the sub-unit 2a (Fig. 7). The internal upper 2 m of

both ridges showed a similar structure, with a central zone of
slightly coarser breccia and steep-sided contacts with an inter-
ridge filling of later pyroclastic flow material. In both trench-
es, there was an altered upper layer at the centre that thinned at
the ridge edge, and there were some indistinct lenses of dif-
ferent coloured breccia and some wedges or breccia-filled
cracks. Facies exposed in the trenches were sampled and
analysed for granulometry, component and textural analysis.
Forty-nine, noncohesive samples were sieved to establish the
grain-size distribution using the method of Blott and Pye
(2001) and their Gradistat software. From this analysis, the
matrix of the sampled material was defined at <32 mm.

The ridge structure and the material characteristics are
shown in Fig 7. The contacts between the fresh and altered
material in the central part of the ridge are lobate and steeply
inclined outwards on the left side (facing uphill) where a red
facies in the fresh breccia is also in contact with a brown
material (Fig. 7a, b). On the right side (facing uphill) the
contacts are convolute, with a fluidal-like mixing of brown
fresh and yellow altered materials. The pyroclastic density
current material is also involved in this mixing, down to a
few centimetres below the contact (Fig. 7a, b). Histograms
of the size distribution of the breccia matrix show that the
samples are sand to gravel size dominated and fines poor
(Fig. 7c). The pyroclastic density current deposit grain size
distribution is notably different, with less sorting and more
fines. The cumulative curves (Fig. 8) further show, with a
few exceptions, a continuous change in size range from be-
tween the more poorly sorted and finer samples outside the
ridge axis to the better sorted and coarser central breccias at
the ridge axis. Angular andesitic breccia clasts with planar
faces and subrounded cauliflower-like dense clasts are found
to be predominant in the ridge axis (Fig. 7d). The breccia
clasts are more rounded in the lateral parts of the ridge, where
some clasts are coated in fine hydrothermal clays and deeply
oxidized, giving a more rounded shape.

Discussion

The distribution of the lithologies within the deposits suggest
that the debris avalanche at Tutupaca initiated with a failure of
the lower hydrothermal system that allowed a frontal and bas-
al avalanche unit (unit 1) to form (Fig. 9). Behind this, parts of
the growing lava dome, with its hot magma carapace and part
of the inner hydrothermal system, failed to produce units 2a
and 2b. Such a sequence is similar to that seen in the
Rosenquist slides of Mount St. Helens (Lipman and
Mullineaux 1981) and reproduced in analogue models of
Andrade and van Wyk de Vries (2010) and Paguican et al.
(2014). We now discuss dynamical implications of the struc-
tures observed, focusing on the ridged deposits, that present a
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significantly different type of surface structure to that seen on
most hummocky volcanic debris avalanche deposits.

Comparison with other ridged debris avalanche deposits

Elongated ridges (or flowbands following the terminology of
Dufresne and Davies 2009) have been described at the debris
avalanche deposits of Shiveluch (Belousov et al. 1999) as well
as some other volcanic debris avalanche deposits in the
Central Andes such as those of Socompa (Kelfoun et al.
2008; van Wyk de Vries et al. 2001), Llullaillaco (Richards
and Villeneuve 2001) and Lastarria (Naranjo and Francis
1987). Similar features have been also described in non-
volcanic environments, such as landslides (Shaller 1991) and
rock avalanches overriding glaciers (McSaveney 1978), as
well as in extraterrestrial environments (i.e. Mars, Luchitta
1978; Shaller 1991). The 1964 Shiveluch deposits in particu-
lar show strong similarities with those of the Tutupaca debris
avalanche. Like Tutupaca, the medial and distal part of the
Shiveluch debris avalanche deposit display abundant elongat-
ed, subparallel ridges and depressions, whose dimensions (i.e.
1–30-m wide, 0.3–10-m high and up to 1-km long, Belousov
et al. 1999) are of the same order of magnitude than at
Tutupaca. Belousov et al. (1999) interpret these ridges and
depressions as a result of unconfined spreading of a laminar
plug flow that produces radial extension of the avalanche.
However, Belousov et al. (1999) does not provide a detailed
field description of the lithologies or internal structure of the
ridges.

Interpretation of Tutupaca ridges

Ridge-like structures showing particle grain size segregation
have been observed to form in experiments on polydisperse
granular flows exhibiting granular fingering (Pouliquen et al.

1997; Pouliquen and Vallance 1999; Mallogi et al. 2006; Gray
and Kokelaar 2010; Johnson et al. 2012). Flow fingers form
when larger, more angular particles first segregate at the flow
surface, as a response to size-induced percolation of fines and
squeeze expulsion (Fig. 10). These larger particles then travel
faster than the rest of the flowing mass and concentrate at the
flow front. Small perturbations cause deflection of the trajec-
tories of these large particles along the steepest surface slope,
which causes formation of frontal lobes and emerging static
lateral levées. Localized concentrations of these large particles
result in a larger friction coefficient leading to local flow de-
celeration, which favours amplification of the instabilities and
leads to the emplacement of granular fingers with lateral
levées enriched in coarse material. Recirculation motion of
the coarse particles (see also Johnson et al. 2012) can sustain
the segregation process and favour the formation of long gran-
ular fingers. A notable result is that the fingers (i) are enriched
in large particles at their joint margins that eventually form
streamwise elongated ridges in the granular mass and (ii) have
a nearly constant width, which defines a typical wavelength
(i.e. length between consecutive parallel ridges).

We interpret the Tutupaca ridges as joint margins of the
lateral levées of granular fingers where the large blocks were
concentrated. In this context, inter-ridge depressions formed
as the flowing granular mass drained the central part of the
fingers that became progressively less elevated than the
ridges, as shown for self-channelling granular flows depicting
levée-channel morphology (Félix and Thomas 2004; Lube et
al. 2007; Mangeney et al. 2007; Jessop et al. 2012). These
depressions served as preferential pathways for the pyroclastic
flows whose deposits accumulated there and thinned towards
the ridge core. The segregation process observed in experi-
ments can explain most of the observed Tutupaca ridges, par-
ticularly those whose axis separation reveals a well-defined
wavelength. Furthermore, the sedimentological data show that
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there is a gradual change of grain size distributions, with the
ridge core coarser and better sorted that the margins (Figs. 7
and 8). Textural evidence suggests that cataclasis could have
also contributed to change the grain size distribution along
motion. Better sorting in the ridge core may indicate that this
part was the most stable (possibly static), and that granular
size segregation could be preserved there, whereas the least
sorted marginal zones with mixing textures, sharp fault-like
boundaries and differential lateral movements suggest a

higher degree of cataclasis with much larger shear strain than
in the ridge core. These features are consistent with static
levées bordering a channel in which the granular material
flowed. Once formed, the ridges could evolve by continued
differential shear along structures as seen frequently in debris
avalanches (Shea and van Wyk de Vries 2008; van Wyk de
Vries and Davis 2014; Roverato et al. 2015), and by spreading
of the granular mass, which accounts for the increase of sep-
aration of the ridge axes with distance.

Many ridges are associated with, or start at, greater than a
meter-sized blocks (Figs. 4 and 6), as shown by differential
movement of the blocks with respect to the body of the ava-
lanche. This suggests that this differential movement may have
contributed also to the initiation or development of some ridges.
A block moving faster or slower than the main mass would
generate a local forward or backward force. This force could then
generate the constriction by impacted and accumulated block
lines. The steep contacts seen in the trenches may be strike-slip
faults that accommodate differential constriction in the transport
direction. The role of both granular fingering and differential
block movements are compatible, and could have contributed
contemporaneously to ridge formation and evolution.

Dynamic implications of contrasting landslide surface
textures

The Tutupaca debris avalanche deposit has two distinct struc-
tural units. The first is a ‘classic’ debris avalanche with

a b c

5 cm

finger 1 finger 2 finger 3

finger 1 finger 2 finger 3

ridge

depression

ridge

Flow

Deposit

Fig. 10 a Temporal evolution of a granular flow in experiments
(modified from Pouliquen and Vallance 1999). The camera is moving at
the same speed as that of the flow front. Note the formation of digitation
(fingers) whose lateral sides (levees) enriched in coarse material merge to
form ridges. b Schematic representation of the ridges. The merging of
lateral levees of two different fingers (top) generates ridges between

depressions that form once the material is drained (see bottom, cross
sections in flow and deposit). c Photograph of an unpublished
experiment showing granular fingering. Larger, segregated brown
particles (560–710 μm) form ridges bordering depressions white
particles (300–400 μm)
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Sub-unit 2a
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Sub-unit 2a

Sub-unit 2b
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Basal edifice

Basal edifice
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Fig. 9 a–c Sequential evolution of the Tutupaca sector collapse.
Correspondence between debris avalanche units and the rock sequences
at the edifice are indicated
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hummocks, showing all the features associated with a transla-
tional slide type of emplacement. The second, ridged facies, in
contrast, shows evidence of behaviour as a granular flow. The
reason for this different mechanical behaviour is probably
found in the different source rock, according to the collapse
scenario we consider. From the scar shape, its outcrops, and
from the distribution of lithology in the avalanche deposit, we
propose that the landslide started as a failure in the outer altered
basal edifice, which formed the main core avalanche (unit 1)
(see Fig. 9). This first slide unit was overrun by a slice from the
destabilized dome core and its altered base (unit 2). The ridged
deposit sub-unit 2a is composed of this rock from the active
dome and the hydrothermal system. This material collapsed
and efficiently fragmented while propagating downslope, lead-
ing to a granular mass flow that fed the ridged unit. It is possible
that the front and lateral parts of the sliding Unit 1 also col-
lapsed and disaggregated during motion to create parts of the
frontal more granular flow-ridged deposit. Thus, the mechani-
cal behaviour of the units could have changed during transport.

Ridges at Tutupaca probably formed by a combination of
granular fingering and differential movement in the moving
mass, and evolved with grain size segregation and granular
mass spreading. They evidence a flow behaviour that is not
usually associated with debris avalanches (Belousov et al.
1999; Dufresne and Davies 2009) that are generally seen to
be emplaced by sliding of a plug on a low friction base (Shea
and van Wyk de Vries 2008; Kelfoun et al. 2008). In fact, the
Tutupaca debris avalanche deposits show that there can be a
dual mechanical behaviour in that both sliding of the relatively
undisturbed edifice components and flowing of a little ex-
panded granular mass can coexist in one event. We note that
there are ridges on the Socompa debris avalanche (Kelfoun et
al. 2008; van Wyk de Vries et al. 2001), and the duality of
proximal hummock-dominated Toreva sliding to a more fluid-
like granular flow behaviour in distal areas could also have
occurred there. Our interpretation on avalanche dynamics
should be equally applicable to ridges observed in landslide
deposits in extraterrestrial environments (e.g. Luchitta 1978).

Conclusions

The historical (218 ± 14 aBP) debris avalanche deposit of
Tutupaca volcano has two distinct units: a hummocky slide
deposit and a ridged granular flow deposit. The two different
units mostly originate from the different lithologies and vary-
ing magmatic and hydrothermal conditions in the initial edi-
fice. The lower slide (unit 1) came from the lower volcano
flank, where failure began in altered hydrothermal layers. The
granular flow (units 2a and 2b) developed from the back of the
landslide incorporating more of the brittle active dome core as
well as active hydrothermal material. Unit 1 slid as a transla-
tional debris avalanche to maintain original gross stratigraphy

and produce a faulted bodywith hummocks. In contrast, unit 2
was more fragmented and travelled as a granular flow over
and between the translational unit 1. The ridged surface of unit
2 may have resulted from a combination of granular flow
processes: granular fingering, differential block velocities
and spreading.

The bi-modal mechanical behaviour described here in a vol-
canic debris avalanche has important implications for model-
ling the hazards of such phenomena. Any predictive modelling
should take into account the possibility of mass movements
with various mechanical behaviours, and include different ma-
terial properties in the edifice and take into account the initial
landslide structure, all of which influence the complexity of the
resulting volcanic debris avalanche deposit.
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