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Abstract: Seismic hazard reduction policies usually utilize earthquake catalogues and probabil-
ity evaluations of occurrence. Further geophysical and geochemical parameters could contribute
to hazard reduction policies as is currently the case in some countries, such as Iceland, Taiwan,
China and Russian Federation. In the past four decades, intense research activity carried out by many
different institutions in Italy has allowed us to recognize the most relevant sensitive sites for detect-
ing acceleration in crustal deformation processes by means of geofluids monitoring. All scientific
papers published in the period 1976–2020 concerning tectonic-related signals in geofluids have been
considered. An in-depth review of previous and present-day research activities, as well as an update
of two unpublished time series recorded in Central and Southern Italy, has contributed to identifying
areas where an instrumental array is still lacking and the most relevant priority areas for monitoring
activities in geofluids. An atlas of all experimental sites utilized in recent decades has been obtained
with the purpose of contributing to identifying the most suitable monitoring areas.

Keywords: geofluids; geochemical anomalies; hydrologic anomalies; earthquake precursors; seismic
hazard mitigation; Italy

1. Introduction

The Probabilistic Seismic Hazard Assessment (PSHA) has become the most common
and standardized procedure to address the seismic threat facing society. The PSHA aims
to evaluate the probability that a ground motion intensity measure, e.g., the peak ground
acceleration (PGA), will exceed a threshold level in a given period. A standard output of a
PSHA is a map displaying the PGA level that has a 10% exceedance probability in 50 years
(e.g., [1], and references therein). Due to this direct connection with seismic design codes,
the PSHA has gained a central role in engineering applications, seismic risk analysis and
the definition of the design basis ground-motions. PSHA methods are now recognized as
the only reliable procedure able to allow, within certain limits, a significant seismic hazard
mitigation [2]. Insights about future seismic activity may, in principle, also come from
earthquake forecasting, which is based on the physical laws that relate physical or chemical
parameters believed to be precursors of seismic events [3,4].

In particular, additional geophysical, hydrologic and geochemical parameters (e.g., [5])
have also been utilized in research oriented to earthquake forecasting ([6], and refer-
ences therein).
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Hazard maps are still preferred by governmental authorities as a tool to mitigate
earthquake risks, while other non-seismometric parameters are experienced in some test
site areas where research about earthquake forecasting is carried out. Their use is limited
to scientific institutions while the governments of Iceland, Taiwan, China and the Russian
Federation (see also [7], for a review) utilize possible geophysical and geochemical pre-
cursors for civil defense purposes. Part of this supplementary research involves methods
oriented to geofluids monitoring. In Italy, the PSHA was set up a few decades ago for
building codes ([8], and references therein), while further improvements have recently
been proposed by [9].

The monitoring of geofluids in the framework of earthquake forecasting research
started from the mid-seventies, following pioneering activities carried out in China,
Japan and in the former USSR [10,11]. The monitoring of hydrologic and geochemical
parameters started with manual techniques in selected areas and slowly reached modern
standards with present-day automatic equipment. These kinds of monitoring were also
applied in Italy and were previously reviewed and commented by [12,13]. The purpose
of this paper is to gather and comment on all available information about the monitored
sites in Italy, and to summarize the most relevant results related to eventual pre-seismic
anomalies recorded in published time series to highlight possible future research trends.
Additional unpublished data from Sicilia and Campania regions are also presented.

2. Monitored Areas and Recorded Data

Many areas (Figure 1) have hosted experimental monitoring activities in geofluids
oriented to geodynamic monitoring and to research about possible earthquake precursors.
For the sake of the simplicity, information is reported for each Italian region as follows.
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2.1. Piemonte

De Gregorio et al. [14] reported anomalous temperature variations recorded in waters
of a shallow depth well in the area of Nizza Monferrato (Asti province), possibly due to
local small seismic events. De Liso et al. ([15], and references therein) reported a radon
time series which evidences a fluctuation possibly due to some small local earthquakes
close to Pinerolo (Torino province).

2.2. Lombardia

Facchini et al. [16] reported geodynamically induced radon fluctuations in groundwa-
ter from a deep geothermal well located close to the town of Goito (Mantova province).
Martinelli [17] attributed the observed fluctuations to possible crustal deformations due to
small local seismic events. Balderer and Leuenberger [18] reported possible changes in the
chemical composition of bottled mineral waters induced by local seismic events close to
the town of Salò (Brescia province).

2.3. Friuli Venezia Giulia

Petrini et al. [19] reported geochemical anomalies in some groundwaters from the
Udine province due to local seismic events and associated crustal deformation processes.
Garavaglia et al. [20] and Riggio and Sancin ([21], and references therein) reported radon
fluctuations in the groundwaters of the area of Arta Terme (Udine province) possibly linked
to local crustal deformations. Rossi et al. [22] evidenced the role of groundwaters in stress
diffusion processes detected in North-Eastern Italy by global navigation satellite systems.

2.4. Emilia Romagna

Albarello and Martinelli [23] observed piezometric variations linked neither to with-
drawal nor to climate in wells monitored by the environmental protection agency of
Emilia Romagna region (ARPAE) in the eastern side of the region (Forlì and Ravenna
provinces). A possible relation with local crustal deformation processes was evidenced.
Martinelli et al. [24] reported radon variations in mud-volcanic groundwaters in the Mod-
ena province observed in concomitance with a local seismic sequence. Heinicke et al. [25]
evidenced fluctuations in the temperature and flow rate of groundwaters from a deep
geothermal well in the Corniglio municipality (Parma province) in the Northern Apennines
during a local seismic sequence. Fidani et al. [26] reported the possible effects of the Emilia
seismic sequence on the chemical composition of bottled mineral waters from the provinces
of Reggio Emilia, Modena and Bologna, on Northern Apennines.

2.5. Toscana

Heinicke et al. [27] reported flow rate data of a CO2 emission located in Caprese
Michelangelo (Arezzo province) and highlighted the sensitivity of the CO2 flow rate to local
seismic events. Cioni et al. [28] reported a significant increase in the dissolved CO2 content
of the Equi thermal spring (Massa Carrara province) twelve days before an MW = 3.7
earthquake with an epicenter 3 km north of the monitoring site. Pierotti et al. [29] reported
data about dissolved CO2 in the thermal waters of the Gallicano spring (Lucca province)
and evidenced that possible anomalous signals were recorded before, during and after two
significant seismic events that occurred in Garfagnana in 2013 (Figure 2). Pierotti et al. [30]
showed a sudden increase in CO2 concentration in the Bagnore thermal spring, located in
proximity of the intersection of two major fault systems of Mt Amiata (Grosseto province).
This trend has been interpreted as an evidence for an enhanced inflow of deep, possibly
geothermal gases (CO2, H2S and water vapor) in the monitored aquifer associated with
local seismic events. Gherardi and Pierotti [31] reported time series of dissolved CO2 and
CH4 in thermal waters of Pieve Fosciana (Lucca province). The recorded data are sensitive
to earth tides, suggesting the suitability of the site for detecting possible gas flux variations
induced by crustal deformation processes.
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brown line-normalized cumulative curve of energy release calculated according to the relation logE = 1.5 × ML + 11.8 [33].
Seismic information from the Italian Seismological Instrumental and parametric Database (ISIDe: http://iside.rm.ingv.it).

2.6. Umbria

Italiano et al. [34–36] and Caracausi et al. [37] reported geochemical variations in three
gaseous emissions (Montecastello di Vibio, Umbertide and Massa Martana municipalities,
Perugia province) and in three thermal springs (Triponzo, Parrano and Stifone villages,
Perugia province) due to crustal deformations associated with the Central Italy seismic
sequence of 2009. By monitoring a geothermal well located near the Triponzo village,
Lapenna et al. [38] reported variations in water level, temperature, electric conductivity
and pH possibly linked to crustal deformation processes associated with the 1997–1998
Central Italy seismic sequence. Quattrocchi et al. [39] reported geochemical variations in
the thermal spring of Triponzo induced by the 1997–1998 Central Italy seismic sequence.
Heinicke et al. [40] reported flow rate variations in a CO2 gas emission in the Massa
Martana municipality (Perugia province) in concomitance with the Central Italy seismic
swarm of 2009, and with a number of lower energy seismic events occurring locally during
the period 2005–2008.

2.7. Marche

Dadomo et al. [41] reported water level, electric conductivity and temperature vari-
ations recorded in the Acquasanta thermal springs (Ascoli Piceno province). Anomalies
were observed during the Central Italy seismic swarm of 2009.

2.8. Abruzzo

Plastino et al. [42] recorded geochemical anomalies in groundwaters from the Gran
Sasso area during the Central Italy seismic sequence of 2009. Barberio et al. [43] recorded
geochemical variations in groundwaters of the Gran Sasso area during the Central Italy
seismic sequence of 2016. The observed anomalies were induced by deep originated CO2

https://www.sir.toscana.it/
http://iside.rm.ingv.it
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squeezed toward the surface by crustal deformation processes. De Luca et al. [44] recorded
pressure variations in groundwaters of the Gran Sasso area during the Central Italy seismic
sequence of 2016. The recorded anomalies were probably induced by crustal deformation
processes. Similar conclusions were reached by [45] utilizing satellite and ground-based
geochemical data to investigate a number of springs and wells in a wide area of Abruzzo
region (Figure 3).
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(ARTA) network in Abruzzo (upper box), compared with thermal infrared radiation (TIR) anomalies from satellite data
(lower box) (after [45]).

2.9. Lazio

Alessio et al. [46] recorded radon fluctuations in groundwaters of the Peschiera springs
(Rieti province) before and during the Central Italy seismic sequence of 1979 (Umbria
region). The recorded anomalies were confirmed by tiltmetric measurements, which ev-
idenced the existence of local crustal deformation processes. Allegri et al. [47] recorded
radon and tiltmetric fluctuations in a well located close to Mentana (Roma province) and
in the Peschiera springs (Rieti province) before and during two seismic sequences that
occurred in 1980 in Central Italy and in Southern Italy. Dall’Aglio et al. [48] recorded
variations in the geochemical signature of the thermal waters of Acque Albule springs
(Roma province). The observed variations occurred in concomitance with the Alban Hills
seismic sequence of 1981. Lombardi et al. [49] recorded radon fluctuations in soil gas in the
caldera of Latera (Viterbo province) possibly due to a local seismic swarm in the Vulsini
Mountains. Quattrocchi and Calcara [50] recorded geochemical fluctuations in a water well
close to Rocca di Papa (Roma province) in concomitance with a seismic swarm that occurred
in the Alban Hills. By applying ground-based and satellite techniques, Martinelli et al. [45]
observed a number of geochemical anomalies in a number of water points from the Rieti
province possibly related to the L’Aquila and Amatrice seismic sequences of 2009 and 2016,
respectively.

2.10. Basilicata

Di Bello et al. [51] reported gas flux and radon fluctuations recorded in a bubbling gas
geothermal well in Val D’Agri (Potenza province). Colangelo et al. [52] reported gas flux
variations recorded in the same well. The observed variations were connected to crustal
deformation processes due to a local seismic swarm. Colangelo et al. [53] reported fluc-
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tuations observed in electric conductivity, temperature and flow rate recorded in thermal
waters of the Pieschi spring and in a geothermal well in Val d’Agri (Potenza province).
Further fluctuations were observed in other geophysical parameters and confirmed the
link to local crustal deformation processes.

2.11. Campania

Ghiara et al. ([54], and references therein) reported geochemical, flow rate and temper-
ature variations of the thermal waters discharged in the Contursi area (Salerno province)
in concomitance with the 1980 seismic sequence. Molin et al. [55] reported anomalies in
flow rate, temperature and chemical composition of hydrothermal emissions of Ischia
Island (Napoli province) during seismic events that occurred in 1863, 1881 and 1883.
Mongelli et al. [56] carried out heat flux measurements close to the epicentral area of the
23 November 1980 MW = 6.8 earthquake in the Avellino province. In the same well
intercepting a local Ca-HCO3 aquifer, the piezometric level, temperature and chemical
composition of the thermal water have been monitored. The sampled groundwater showed
similar geochemical features compared to Ca-HCO3 groundwaters predominantly occur-
ring in the surrounding area (Figure 4; data after [54,57,58]). In particular, the high HCO3
concentration was ascribed to the strong CO2 degassing activity of local mofetes. A probe
capable of continuously measuring the water level and temperature was placed in the well
and recorded data are shown in Figure 5 (see also Table S1 of the Supplementary Material).
Four relevant anomalous periods were identified. Three of them occurred during short
local seismic sequences, while an unexplained anomalous period was recorded in March–
April 2009.

Figure 4. LL-HCO3 diagram [59] for selected groundwater samples from Campania region
(blue squares data after [57]). The yellow dot represents water sampled in a well drilled near
the Mefite d’Ansanto CO2 gas emission [56].



Minerals 2021, 11, 107 7 of 16

Minerals 2021, 11, x FOR PEER REVIEW 7 of 17 
 

 

 

 

 
 

Figure 5. Water level recorded in the Mefite d’Ansanto (145 m depth) well during the September 
2008 to September 2010 period. (A) Water level (m, left axis) and temperature (degrees Celsius, 
right axis) compared with the three-months rain moving average signal (rainfall data recorded in 
Sant’Angelo dei Lombardi pluviometric station-http://www.agricoltura.regione.campania.it/me-
teo); (B) irregular component of water level signal (processed with Census I method [32]). Anoma-
lies are encircled by red ellipses; (C) seismic activity: green bars-number of daily earthquakes; red 
dots-seismic events with radius proportional to the magnitude; brown line-normalized cumulative 
curve of energy release calculated according to the relation log E = 1.5 ×  + 11.8 [33]. Seismic 
information from the Italian Seismological Instrumental and Parametric Database (ISIDe; 
http://iside.rm.ingv.it). 

 

2.12. Sicilia 
Del Pezzo et al. [60] recorded radon anomalies in soil gases before a local seismic 

swarm in the island of Vulcano (Messina province). Quattrocchi et al. [61] recorded vari-
ations in temperature in a water well during a local seismic swarm close to Belpasso, on 
the slopes of the Mt. Etna (Catania province). Immè et al. [62] recorded variations in soil 
radon monitored in Piedimonte Etneo (Catania province) due to seismic events linked to 
volcanic activity of Mt. Etna. Cigolini et al. [63] recorded radon emissions in soil gases in 
Stromboli island (Messina province) before some significant local seismic events. Favara 
et al. [64] recorded fluctuations in geochemical parameters and flow rate of thermal 
springs in the Palermo province, possibly induced by crustal deformations associated to 
the Pollina seismic sequence of 1993. Camarda et al. [65] recorded fluctuations in CO2 flow 
rate in the provinces of Messina, Siracusa and Ragusa, possibly induced by local crustal 
deformations. Further hydrogeological and geochemical data were recorded during the 

Figure 5. Water level recorded in the Mefite d’Ansanto (145 m depth) well during the September 2008 to September 2010
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Database (ISIDe; http://iside.rm.ingv.it).

2.12. Sicilia

Del Pezzo et al. [60] recorded radon anomalies in soil gases before a local seismic
swarm in the island of Vulcano (Messina province). Quattrocchi et al. [61] recorded
variations in temperature in a water well during a local seismic swarm close to Belpasso,
on the slopes of the Mt. Etna (Catania province). Immè et al. [62] recorded variations
in soil radon monitored in Piedimonte Etneo (Catania province) due to seismic events
linked to volcanic activity of Mt. Etna. Cigolini et al. [63] recorded radon emissions in
soil gases in Stromboli island (Messina province) before some significant local seismic
events. Favara et al. [64] recorded fluctuations in geochemical parameters and flow rate
of thermal springs in the Palermo province, possibly induced by crustal deformations
associated to the Pollina seismic sequence of 1993. Camarda et al. [65] recorded fluctuations
in CO2 flow rate in the provinces of Messina, Siracusa and Ragusa, possibly induced by
local crustal deformations. Further hydrogeological and geochemical data were recorded
during the period 1990–1993 during and after the MW = 5.6 (ML = 5.4) seismic event of
13 December 1990.

In particular, the water level of a 400 m deep well (E29 well) drilled close to Augusta
(Siracusa province) was monitored by means of an automatic equipment. Groundwater
drained by the E29 well has a meteoric origin and is hosted in a calcareous formation charac-
terized by low circulation velocity. Most relevant geochemical and hydrogeological features

http://www.agricoltura.regione.campania.it/meteo
http://www.agricoltura.regione.campania.it/meteo
http://iside.rm.ingv.it
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of local groundwaters have been previously described by [66–68]. In particular, ground-
waters sampled from wells in the area affected by most relevant effects of the MW = 5.6
seismic event belong to the Na-HCO3-Cl group (Figure 6). A slight variation in the water
level was observed two days before the mainshock (Figure 7), and the original water level
was restored three days after mainshock (see also Table S2 of the Supplementary Material).

Figure 6. LL-HCO3 diagram [59] for selected groundwater samples from Sicilia region (green dots,
data after [66]; blue squares, data after [67]). The yellow square represents the chemical composition
of E29 well groundwater.
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signal (processed with Census I method [32]). Anomalies are encircled by red ellipses; (C) seismic
activity: green bars-number of daily earthquakes; red dots-seismic events with radius proportional
to the magnitude; brown line-normalized cumulative curve of energy release calculated according to
the relation log E = 1.5 × ML + 11.8 [33]. Seismic information from [69] and the Italian Seismological
Instrumental and Parametric Database (ISIDe; http://iside.rm.ingv.it).

http://iside.rm.ingv.it
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To our knowledge, precursory signals in geofluids were not investigated and/or
detected in the Trentino Alto Adige, Veneto, Valle D’Aosta, Liguria, Molise, Puglia, Calabria
and Sardegna regions.

3. Quality and Reliability of the Observed Data

In principle, all datasets recorded to monitor precursory geofluids anomalies should be
collected according to standard rules to guarantee, within some limitations, the reliability
of the recorded datasets, and to possibly use them for decision-making. Roeloffs [70]
and Kumpel [71] provided guidelines to reliably report on tectonic-related phenomena in
geofluids, and possible earthquake precursors. In the same vein as that studies, there is
a general recognition that the following information should accompany every report or
publication about possible precursory phenomena in geofluids: (1) well depth/general
features of the sampled manifestation; (2) rainfall record for at least one year; (3) record of
barometric pressure; (4) information about wells being pumped in the same vicinity; (5) the
longest record of observations should be shown; (6) measurement technique: pressure
transducer, float recorder, tape soundings; (7) sampling interval; (8) response to earth tides;
(9) co-seismic response of water level to the subsequent earthquake; (10) magnitude of the
earthquake; (11) depth and focal mechanism of the earthquake; (12) times, magnitudes and
hypocenters of any recorded foreshocks; (13) distance of azimuth of well from epicenter;
(14) a graph of raw water level versus time during the anomaly; (15) description of any other
wells in the vicinity that were monitored but did not show anomalies; (16) information on
the geology of the site, particularly its proximity to any fault zones is also useful; (17) some
assessment should be given as to whether the reservoir is confined.

The above checklist was extended further by [72] with the purpose of including
information on the geochemical signature of aqueous and gaseous geofluids. In particular,
the following information on the sampled manifestations was proposed to be included in
the standard technical reports: (1) water temperature; (2) chemical and isotopic composition
of water; (3) concentration of radionuclides; (4) gas content and composition; (5) possible
presence of bubbles; (6) origin and underground residence time of groundwater.

Igarashi and Wakita [73] proposed additional guidelines, now widely adopted by the
scientific community, for the statistical processing of time series of geochemical parameters.
In particular, a definition of “geochemical anomaly” was proposed based on differences
larger than 2σ between the values of the measured parameters and the baseline (a standard
deviation over the whole observation period) during an observation period longer than
one day. This approach was adopted by the Sub-Commission on Earthquake Prediction of
the International Association on Seismology and Physics of the Earth Interior (IASPEI, [6]),
which underlined, among other things, that “the difference between anomalous and normal
values shall be expressed quantitatively, with an explicit discussion of noise sources and
signal-to-noise ratio. Negative evidence (such as failure to observe the anomaly at other
sites nearer the earthquake hypocenter) should be reported and discussed”. Furthermore,
the Sub-Commission on Earthquake Prediction recommended that “the observed anomaly
should have a relation to stress, strain, or some mechanism leading to earthquakes”.
The mentioned recommendations and procedures have been set up due to the extremely
low amplitude of recorded signals and to the possible low signal-to-noise ratio.

In the considered scientific literature review, only a few time-series of geochemical
or hydrologic parameters have been collected strictly following the recommendations
and the procedures described above. Considered recorded time series have been often
collected within the frame of research projects oriented to the search for possible earth-
quake precursors and authors sometimes published who have identified possible pre-
cursory anomalies. Although a scrutiny of all reported publications is beyond the scope
of the present paper, in the following we propose a list of selected manuscripts that at
least partly satisfy the requested quality criteria: Alessio et al. [46], Del Pezzo et al. [60],
Allegri et al. [47], Facchini et al. [16], Ghiara et al. [54], Albarello and Martinelli [23],
Di Bello et al. [51], Quattrocchi and Calcara [50], Quattrocchi et al. [39], Lapenna et al. [38],



Minerals 2021, 11, 107 10 of 16

Colangelo et al. [52,53], Cioni et al. [28], Favara et al. [64], Plastino et al. [41], Petrini et al. [19],
Dadomo et al. [41], Pierotti et al. [29,30], Camarda et al. [65], Barberio et al. [43], Gherardi
and Pierotti [31], De Luca et al. [44].

4. Possible Correlation between Epicentral Distance and Magnitude

Further constraints on possible precursory phenomena were recently proposed by [5,74].
These reviews evidenced that most of the precursory signals associated with geofluids
during the past seventy years have been recorded in thermal springs or in deep wells
in extensional areas characterized by a relatively high heat flux (>70 mW/m2), shallow
hypocentral depth of earthquakes (<20 km), and at distances not exceeding 250 km from
volcanic centers. These areas are often highly CO2 degassing, as observed by [75] (and ref-
erences therein). In Figure 8, a possible correlation has been found between the distance
at which the geofluids anomalies have been recorded and the magnitude of the seismic
event. This correlation looks very similar to the interpolation line obtained by [74] for
a database of 457 literature data collected worldwide in the past few decades. Figure 8
strongly supports the hypothesis that all the anomalies documented here are related to
crustal deformation processes and indicates that the distance at which possible precursory
signals have been recorded in Italy is comparable to the distances observed worldwide
by [74]. The proposed relationship between the distance in kilometers from the epicentral
area (D, in log units) and the magnitude of the seismic event has the following form:

Log D(km) = 0.28 × ML + 0.25

Figure 8. Distance vs, magnitude diagram for Italian geofluids anomalies considered in this work.

5. Towards an Italian Geofluids Monitoring Network

The idea of organizing a national network of stations capable of monitoring ground-
waters and gas emissions in Italy oriented to possible earthquake forecasting has been
suggested on various occasions by different researchers in recent decades (e.g., [12,76–80],
and reference therein). During the same period, scientific and political institutions have not
reached an agreement about the setup of a national geofluids monitoring network. As a
consequence, national scientific institutions have opted to set up not a single state-wide
network, but instead a number of local- to regional-scale networks, extended on areas
roughly between 10,000 and 26,000 km2.

In particular, the Istituto di Geoscienze e Georisorse (IGG) of the National Research
Council of Italy (CNR), Pisa, is at present operating six geochemical stations in Toscana.
INGV, Rome, and INGV, Palermo, are currently operating four geochemical stations in
Central Italy, in the frame of the Alto Tiberina Near Fault Observatory (TABOO; [81],
and references therein). INGV, Palermo, is operating 10 geochemical stations for CO2 moni-
toring in Sicilia, and two hydrogeological stations in Calabria. The Istituto di Metodologie
per l’Analisi Ambientale (IMAA) of CNR, Tito Scalo, is operating one geochemical station in
the Tramutola municipality (Potenza province, Basilicata) jointly with GeoForschungsZen-
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trum (GFZ)-Potsdam. The University of Rome, Department of Earth Sciences, is operating
two hydrogeological stations in the Abruzzo region. INGV, L’Aquila, is operating two
hydrogeological stations in the mountainous massif of Gran Sasso, Abruzzo region.

To date, time series are constantly recorded and published by the relevant scientific
agencies. Overall, a quite well-distributed network of monitoring stations belonging to
different Institutions is at present working in Italy, but a more effective level of coordination
is needed to improve the efficiency of a possible national prevention system. The setup of
a few additional hydrogeological and geochemical stations could guarantee an effective
coverage of the national territory within a reasonable number of years.

6. Priority Sites for the Implementation of a Geochemical Network

Areas characterized by possible PGA > 0.150 [8] should be considered, in principle
and as a first approximation, as priority areas to set up geochemical or hydrogeological
stations. Earthquakes characterized by MW > 5.5 have occurred in the past and are expected
to occur over the coming decades in the areas contoured by [8]. Further details about
site selection procedures for possible monitoring activities have been reported by [82].
Recent review papers [5,74] have evidenced that a great majority of precursory signals
recorded in geofluids in the past seventy years have been recorded in thermal springs
or in deep wells in extensional areas characterized by relatively high heat flux, shallow
hypocentral earthquake depth and at distances not exceeding 250 km from volcanic centers.
These areas are often highly CO2 degassing, as observed by [75,83], among others. In Italy,
such geological and geophysical features are chiefly found in Central and Southern Italy.
No CO2 gas emissions exist in Northern Italy, while only Friuli Venezia Giulia could be
considered as a priority area according to PGA.

The peculiar geological complexity of Italy results from the collision between the
Adriatic microplate, which is being thrust westwards and northwards over the Eurasian
plate beneath the Southern Alps, the flexure of the Adriatic lithosphere below the Apen-
nines, and the westward subduction of the Ionian lithosphere below the Calabrian Arc.
Northern Italy is an area of compression; the majority of peninsular Italy, south of the Po
valley, and Sicilia are dominated by an asymmetric thrust belt which has compressional
and extensional fronts, and active oceanic subduction [84]. Most of the more relevant
earthquakes (MW > 6) occurred along the Apennine chain and in the eastern Alpine belt,
which are the youngest folded areas of the Italian peninsula (Figure 9).

The largest earthquakes (MW > 7) occurred in Central and Southern Italy and particu-
larly in the Calabrian arc. In Italy, the occurrence of geofluids is controlled by deep crustal
discontinuities that developed over the last 5–10 My, and their physical and chemical
parameters are slightly modulated by crustal strains. Geofluid emissions bring information
on processes that occur primarily in the crust, marking the surface projection of visible or
invisible discontinuities that control the modes of seismic release [85]. The most favorable
conditions for possible earthquake precursor detection are linked to shallow depth seis-
micity (<20 km) occurring in areas characterized by relatively high heat flux and where
the possible presence of geofluids at depth, particularly water and CO2, may reduce shear
resistance and induce frictional sliding (e.g., [74]).

Some thermal springs could be available for monitoring activities in Northern Italy,
although present-day withdrawal may reduce their suitability. The 5000 m deep well of
Rodigo, near Goito (Mantova province), Lombardia region, and the Miano di Corniglio
1000 m deep well near Corniglio (Parma province), Emilia Romagna region, could be
considered instead as suitable, priority sites for geofluids monitoring in Northern Italy.
Similarly, also the sites described by [19] in the Friuli Venezia Giulia region should be
monitored attentively for hydrological and geochemical precursors.
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Figure 9. Seismic events (red dots) with MW ≥ 4.5 occurred in Italy from 1960 to 2021 within a radius
of 600 km from Roma. Seismic information has been kept from the Italian earthquake catalogue
CPTI15 [69] and from the Italian Seismological Instrumental and Parametric Database (ISIDe; http:
//iside.rm.ingv.it), compared with stress field in Italy (redrawn after [84]). Bold lines = structural
arcs; shaded triangles = active compressional fronts; solid triangles = active oceanic subduction;
open triangles = front of the Plio-Pleistocene thrust, now prevalently affected by extension.

The regions of Central and Southern Italy characterized by PGA > 0.150 should be also
considered as additional, primary targeting areas. Thermal springs suitable for monitoring
activities and scarcely affected by man-induced noise widely occur in most of these regions.
Undisturbed CO2 gas emissions are common in Toscana, Umbria, Lazio, Campania and
Sicilia regions.

As detailed in the preceding chapters, a large number of the most promising sites are
already monitored by scientific institutions, and the development of a more widespread
national monitoring network could now be achieved by equipping some of the currently
unmonitored sites with site-specific, automatic surveying systems.

7. Conclusions

In the last fifty years, geofluids monitoring techniques have been successfully applied
in Italy to reveal the hydrological and geochemical anomalies likely associated with crustal
deformation processes that accompanied the most energetic earthquakes. This review
shows that a large part of the national territory currently hosts automatic equipment
capable of recording and broadcasting information about possible deformation in the crust
by inspection of geofluids hydrological and geochemical features.

http://iside.rm.ingv.it
http://iside.rm.ingv.it
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Areas of priority interest for the setup of additional automatic surveying systems have
been identified to promote the transition from the current operating condition, which en-
visages the presence of a set of small, disconnected monitoring networks, towards a single,
well-coordinated national monitoring network.

Ideally, future seismic hazard reduction policies should consider the setup of a national
network of local/regional automatic monitoring networks that will allow for an integrated,
multidisciplinary cross-checking of different signals, including “standard” geophysical
parameters (such as seismometric, GNSS, satellite and electromagnetic techniques) along
with hydrological and geochemical parameters in geofluids.

Supplementary Materials: The following are available online at https://www.mdpi.com/2075-1
63X/11/2/107/s1, Table S1: Water level and temperature of the Mefite d’Ansanto well (Campania
region), Table S2: Water level of the E29 well (Sicilia region).
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