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Abstract

Against the backdrop of global climate change and increasing rainfall, landslides pose a serious
threat to the safety of people’s lives. With the development of remote sensing technology, its use in
landslides continues to mature. Applying remote sensing technology to deformation monitoring
and prevention before and after landslides can quickly and accurately understand the specific situ-
ation of the disaster area, providing technical support for disaster prevention, reduction, and relief
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work. The article provides a comprehensive overview of the principles and methods of different
remote sensing technologies applied in landslide disasters, explores examples of SAR technology,
optical remote sensing technology, and LiDAR technology in landslide disaster applications, elabo-
rates on the basic principles and research status of the three types of technologies, summarizes the
advantages and disadvantages of each technology method, and comprehensively applies multiple
types of remote sensing technologies to provide useful references for landslide disaster prevention.
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Table 1. Advantages and disadvantages of different remote sensing technologies
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Figure 1. SAR processing flowchart
& 1. SAR #iEALIERIZE

2.1. InSAR AR

A A LE B IE T35 & (Interferometric Synthetic Aperture Radar, InSAR)I# ik T34 il & A1 F5 1A 1A% 3k
HUth 6 SR AR5 B o HIRAR SR R FH T A 1) H AR DXOR e, i B bR SRS, 7933 X aUE
(1) SAR & FEMGxF, W HILPEAH Rt HT¥0 B, KR FARGLE A 2B A ok ik A2 22, THE B AR
X BT b3 DL A SR T N AR AL

T (2012)4% iz F 7K A BUH 4R (PS-InSAR, Persistent Scatterer Interferometry Synthetic Aperture Ra-
danFiAR, PA—I@EEUG ONEAE, 5H A SAR B AT 22 70 T A0 EE,  FFRIR e i B FHAH A7 X (845
TEFE PS R, A0 BT FCAR A 75 I 38 2 S Ry B e e, T8 PR VR AR BR SR U AR 4, B AL 1A vE R L
WX, BRI AE R 4], FEHEQ017)15 % InSAR /NELRAE VLA CR-InSAR JA AR H %, K
HAEZ M CR-InSAR 53k, X H ST SHEAT 1 IEZ M CR-InSAR 1%, it 5 GPS WA 4 R —Hit
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ELEL, RUIZAEEE R CR-InSAR FUEIREU I OB A 45 RS -G B [5]. TREREF(2018) LA 1 ifE
FHEE B, AL A HU AR 7 InSAR 7732, M7 SEA7R4 1) ALOS PALSAR A1 ENVISAT ASAR #(#
SRR T 17 ARSI A AR e S A, 8 i 5 40U A5 b A0 S b 1 A SR IE T AR
25 BB E RE[6]. B BE45(2024) R /N R 28 415 5 InSAR (SBAS-InSAR)F AN 7= B4 BB 4 AL B
FATIAZ MM, FREL 2021 4F 1 H % 2023 F 6 ISR, /3 rde B SUR I 3 (R T AR RRAE,  SRAR
GNSS il 5 InSAR A2 WA T 0 LLESE, 7341 InSAR JEARS [ R ()M B2, KB SBAS-InSAR %
AR A A 5 W T8 R L X SR I [ 7] 5K B4 (2024) LA BN BIE T S48 ALOS-2 $4# Ail Sentinel-A
HdlE, KA InSAR HARGREH XS R, SUNBTEIG I 418 &b, S S8 I 57 9 5 X 3 R ol 45 SR AT
TEFANGAE, S HT AN 5 InSAR HORIOLER AL, M 7T B InSAR BR8], M2 4%
(2025)K HII) 7 InSAR BOARXS 2= B 22 PP L 242 & PPV sk AT TR AR WA 72, BRI T 1% 00 3 2 4E 2 1) T AR e
fE. Z5REW, FEEIFBATSMP IR ERER A [N, FEFERER NS G RELTR, b
N B ) g S A R AN S 2 Je , LA W 3% SR SO TR IR [9] o XIBEZRA5(2025)42 H 72T InSAR
FAR B FE XS S 3 A R 53 AT AR AR . SR A TS FE%L Sentinel-1 5218, RIEIRTG
InSAR FHAZARFERER . AF-P 3T AL 2 SN [R] 7 51, 57 1 R FE 5 S 1 3 B s AR I 7710

[ br_E Maurya 2:(2025)82H 7 —F0{# ] MT-InSAR {74 AL I ] 3 90 A0 ML 5232538 51 S i 931X
(MVZ)HIJ7i2. 14 SAR $¥i4E1E Balia Nala 1 Kotropi 1 Joshimath #E47IAIF. B % B BEHL AR (RF) A
RGP REA T 3R M ENL(S VMR, HERRRIA D] 93.12%, ] RF B8, HEHE& A X4k 12 28 hnidk
MP A R 5 B BE = AN 7 b i (1 B i 55 X 3R(MVZ) [11]6

InSAR HAFA &1 25 (8] 4 HE 3 A 7] 73 Fp e, 7RISR0 Wl 0y T 2L A e I B R T L
PR 3 o (HZROR A — 28 o) SR ek, BI40 SAR S8 Al T, BARAZ EHE LR T
— ORI T S, AR IR R T A N BCGAE RU) Jr ATh e B ) 25 A W e 5 AR U

2.2. 1R4L SAR

At SAR &2 AR e M A HUR AR RS, W] & BB FR 2R MEAR A . IR A B I3 AR AL LE PR 1) 2 Rl AL,
BAHE S . IS % A SAR MHEL, 7EFRIE HAREM . 05, SORERRERIRE. AR PIBRFRE
FEH 5y 7 THIRIE 72 LA AR K stz [12].

TIEEQOIH)NZHALHLER SAR Hdf R IEE TR AI(E BRI A, VRS AR A B 304 & o v
WA BARHURS B 52 35T Bayes HSRERIR, $2H 7 24k SAR BE 0 FIRHEE R Ik, SIS
FESBITE 90%LA 1[13]. Ai55(2019) DAL IV E R IX N Seia X, KA &M SAR PEMGHEE, R
SN AR AN F A M) SRR U ARAE , B A AR ALRRAE . SCERRAE R R IE 25 2 ISR S 2, 56 m 0
TR ARSI GREA, MEIET BP 4 ML (1 At SAR v B A SRR AL, S AR
H PRI 14]. BIAITESE2023)FI Mtk SAR SAAL M58 (5 EURBEHE B, $RH 7 —Fh3E TH Atk
LR LE A5 56 (polarimetric likelihood ratio test, POILRT) R EEAAZ AL, SAR & AL S A7k ZHEAMMUE
FE T R R AR AL 7 I EARSGE R, 1 H 5 RS T AR T A EAR OGS R, Mifi$e s 7 POT 75K H
AL SAR SEARHBEAT TE AL il FLHTRE FEANASAEAE[15]0 W5 (2023) R I MIbk Ak SAR 73 #fr =ik e [X 72 1
ELANAR L BB oA o A8 P SO Ak 55 5 A 1l ) S B B AN O £ B HBEAT BE N LAR AR (RF) 2328, SR 5 1k T AR
TR EZIT K-Means HIE(KMA)RIL 94%1 5> F5HER %, I RIERIRAF 1) X IR, g54 THR)
R4, SR GIS 218150 AT 5 v 4 2 R 3 A EAT 0 AT, R BOR AE R 50 5 A 2 R E A G, K
BN 0.7(16].

Br b Ohki 25(2020) 3t 7 22 4 BFLAE 5 15 (SARS)TE R ARk 7 76 1147 L DR I00 39 [X 33 10 w0 A 3R A0
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FEHAZE R NIRRT L BN X i BUE# SAR, H L B IINLERL T SAR (Pi-
SAR-L2). Terra SAR X fll Cosmo Skymed. KIL=A~Z%: HH M VV BT AR HH/HV 1))
LS T ar U A ERAR BV S8 B S5 AR A AR A AL, U RN T L B SAR. 45 REH], X B SAR
Xof TR 3 DX IAS R U [ 177

2.3. iR SAR

Ak, BEE PREEBBREARMAR A E, Ll InSAR FIH{k SAR %4 SAR RN KK RGME T
ZRFBIMR AL, I AR TSI 7. 2R SAR BRI, AT DR A SR — U YRR B 2
Bl B[R] PR AN ) E 2 A2, o I A R . A SRV AN AR

THE%2(2024) %7512 SBAS-InSAR Al D-InSAR AR, K C P B Sentinel-1A F(HiAl L B
ALOS-2 ¥dfs, J6UE W45 AT 54, SBAS-InSAR FoA AT DLW I H LA AL RRAE, D-InSAR AR 7]
DU I S AR AR AR, 38 45 SR AT M0 T DA B A TR M Sz A3 3 P A VA AS 3, S L IX IR I AR gt A
AT, Eid C P B Sentinel-1A SAAZ RIS A I8 I s 450, ] L Bt ALOS-2 %di ) v]
DUR LT H AR eSS A T A AR 18]0 A2 /N 25(2024) 5 T 2 5 SAR B f1£ Fh InSAR HR, Mg T —
BEMT A Z At m k. PSRRI AR W I 5 98 3 o< R R 7 ik, B T 2 U8 SAR HETE
P& 1 TR W UK AN K78 s Y Bl B ) R AR 191

[N SAR S84 s . B S2EME0, M HHAFE T REAAE — 2 AR IX 3k, T AR RZRALRAAR 1
Rl BE S R THE Y I PHRIE[20]. {H2, (] SAR FHABT G Rl & KN 5m i Y F I 7 1R i
(1 s a), PR LR R (1 BRI A A LR T A S HAR AR M B AE M LR 5 22 1E, X ik SAR #2185
HAMFR AR A Z[21]. Hik, 76 SAR SRR H AT G RIBIE Rl & SRns o5k PR EAE L
TR T o
3. AFIEREBRMRREDRRA
3.1. AFDEIBRE

Dt RE SR O 2 T B S BN R A5 R R[22 O B R A R EE PR B b il i
KA A RHUE BN . FAREHA AR — 8 =g, wn] Mo, 204 14
BEERBIBARS: iR ERETG, AR I ORBE AT 24 P EEHEAT .

[l 2> 3%5(2019)3E - ALOS PALSAR-1 A Sentinel-1A ik TE¥HE, MRS RELZE S THNERAR
BEAT I I T AL s SR, BRI 7 b B 2 T AR i R A (23] IR B AR (2021)% P4 B I i B
BRI S BRI T, AR i A O SR IR R R RUR W S R R A K B ARRAE, IR T M IR
BALE . JEREL B RGPS FE AR R ARRL . 454 DEM 218, fefl R e . KK
N TG S5 2 PR Fis B InSAR Dy T A8 0] 1 4 e AR i AR 21 [ 24 ]« Jianming 55(2023) 64 i
FA B [8] 7 31 T3 A L AR T B (InSAR) R 2445 2 AR RS BRIER (POT) SR VPl B S80S 108 S AR B3 J5 B B )
A FLRFAE RIS 23 AR 3 77 {4 FH P Sentinel-1 34 42 3E1 70 18] /77 51 InSAR AbFE, RRIFILZ T I
KLY, LR RKBLER L 190 mm/4. {H Planet Scope LRI 11 5K65#EEAE POT 4b 3
ARSI B TR AI RS, BN T 4 24 m [25]. TEREAE(2025)3E T AR I B R & R RS G
W, U@ TR R R BAE G DR IR R R, TR R g &R, fide
T T AmAS A T v B A AT S [26].

EF5 I Peters 45(2024)# i ML-LaDeCORsat (fff F &5 60622 f1 B 1A TR G R THLE % S A=
YIRS 5 ¥2%, 1% 07 150 G 3 B IE AT Sentinel-1 . Palsar-2 FI Sentinel-2 K14 %4 £ %2l Google Earth Engine
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(GEE). ZJy kWi Bl R I RIS Esens, JF e vrE T 70 R85 (CART. FEHLARM . GTB.
SVM Hll Naive Bayes)Z [ABEAT 168, 3 IR 5 VYA [F) M 2 2B TR 3, UEB 1207 VELE R R T4
WOMAE AL AR T DA i T 58, 346 T 87%~92% 1055+ GTB (A M HERI R [27].

DGR R FURF PRI AL B, AR R 6 L, BENE NS (] ORI AR SEDUR W, A 15 RS
FIRE e, EERIUy: WITERE); SREUE Bk R R SREE R R K. [N, St PEEEAR
Hodgl. PABERIPRA, LA E B BT AN SZ R AIBR ], B DR RO T R A AL AN W B A
Beo W BRI I 2,

gst| [amw]
1

[ e

Figure 2. Optical remote sensing classification map
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3.2. iREBRIBRE

AL 18 I L TE AN HLEE M2 T & F8 a A E JE 1) — P AR OB SRR, Ikl 2 RO T KT AR
Sl JE00 255 R IR M 5 O T R A

WP (2023) K H G AN 28 A InSAR M IAH 25 & 1 2 R KB R T B, R & 8 I =
TS TEARRAE LA S ST LB AT I 00 AT o 45 SR 3R BRI T8 A WL 25 288 S 5048 B8 % A RO ) oy e 3 A
[FIRUB Pk 224 . BUUIREE . BEIR. IRGUEHERTUAFE, RIS TERRE R & N Ia] . KDL R B 4 A1
X3, R F W vty R 75 A0 T R B AR TR IRAS 28]

[ Fr_E Lucieer Z£(2014)F T ANAAEE T Tasmania ZREFEFIKIFAAR, INEZA T AN H 3R
Wi 5y JE 0 2R R I I ) S 4R A, Gl S i ] AU AT S, KPR 7 om, EEMEEA 6 cm
[29]. Holbling £5(2016)4i i 1 — it i 73 A AN [R] H WIS $EE RV AR 5 e “#om” B LI 23238
AIJTE,  LABTPE 22 b 5 25 B S i A B P B Bt i g, A R 0 0 BEE 43 A (OBIA) A H Al
BRI B R A AL RS T mI I B R t, OBIA S5 SR IIHAENIFAE 46%3F] 61% 18]
[30].

LR m I 2 o e . KPR RVEH . Puadt sl ISR, A 2 18 B W il g AR 72 1) 40 SR L
HAT AR —MEARTFB, Bz AT #2908, Mo TEBEK., 145 ik 1A b 731,

4. BAEEERERREDHNA

WOt IA(LIDAR light detection and ranging)F A A& DA HEALI ) fe Wi R 2 —, il &, BE. M
JESEMI A E R = 4E A bs, HEA RSP, S RNTEEK . RE0 5 M sy HERI
FUSEHRAT BAER A, PRI RS B R TS B A8 T B [32] [33] AR IR e A 3 A2 L] 3.

TRAKAREE(2011) DA kb 72 5 A T RO FE 0T 5, DLs o HE 3 i 2 s AR AL 2L LiDAR s Ak
U5, FIFH eCognition. ArcGIS &5 LB E A, KA R Hr 72, w2 RERG 8.
TS R S HBHE R E . 2SN RGO IR, SCIL T AT 2 U A i Hh ) 7 28 B SR il [34] . &=
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NI 52021385 SR I HLER LiDAR 3R BURR A v 33 o 2 25080, ) FH o B e v 00 3 e i 7
BhALEE AT RS, CAMLEE A S, RIS AR, I AR T S I AR R AT, S R
AR 1259 x 104 m®, HEF AN EEALL, AT ERSESEF 1 20.8% [35]. BEMSSE(2022) LAV )1 R
el P01 DX T 22 T 3 S FE R R R D E N AR, Gl L X ALE LiDAR 4 (SRR b
#3%] HRDEM ## & JLURAE (19 2 Fpml A6 =, 1) G2 400 2 0 3 27 A 08 IR 0l 77 v, SRR T L3k
LiDAR H4f 78 3 Be B R AR G A 2 . 30 e AR A BRI A5 B PR [36]. XB1H45(2024)i8
I SEEGIESE LiDAR H5 AR RS B i 3 11 20 XU T PR 5 48 7l Pt ol i 35 I B AR 1) 5 0 00 A XU
PR R . BE T LiDAR H(E 1 Hb o 9 F R0 5 ] B A b o o 3 S B P VP AR S 41 1 4T 1) o T 80 I
BEME N U FEA Bl 22 S 4R T 330%, 78 o5 30 Fl B 5 4 1Hi[37].
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Figure 3. LiDAR data processing flowchart
Bl 3. BoLEEHIEAIERIZE

BB IERIRHRPGE BRI B PRI B JCSe A R A i B i RE (5, 2 P BRI
T Bl WO TR IAHAR BT DOSHE S S BRG AR, A DAEAT R DX I 3 ) 3 A 55

5. ZIRERBAEBRRREFHNA

HHJERGBIEMLIL, ZHEREEEIETR G BRATURNE. TAMEMSIENE. ZU0E
BB AR R DS B s H AR RS . FlR s ik 45 A TAME 2 155 EoR B AR
H HE HA BT A RS SR AN R A B 78 AR A A5 BB X e 5 B ROC R [38]. 2V 4L
ffh A IE A AN AR AR BOT B R EER (Wt FIA. LIDAR 55), $2THx R A5 210 4 i
RES), HEERSIE N 2.

Table 2. Multi-source remote sensing data fusion methods

F 2. ZRERKIEMRETE

Ny Ty A ERR
e WEOPEIE S B, HBARERURGE, REA, P E AT e
IR LA (PCA) 16 5 52 1 I 33 25 S 5 (Landsat 15 MODIS it &)
o USRI, SO R EIRTIA, R E RRR A T "
B A A z %mﬁﬁﬁﬁéé e VAL SRR . Hb R R
. U 24 LRt LA R, N . -
RRBRE  pomn g ) o, Tk ORI SRS
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BT BRERIRE Tk HEE A R R BRI R AR A EE . LSO IR B W, BEPREE
JE 4R AR R A5 e R ASONTE 5 2 BINE PR K52, ELAE Rl A o R o Pl R 2 25 2k — 6 IR 1 4015 FoRR
fE. #EBEQ023) GBI, A MILIEFHIA(InSAR). HlEk LIDAR 25 ARG & M T2, xTut
5 X M EAT 433, 51N Maxent BB HEAT 1 3 5 R AN [39]

ST RHE IR A 78 SRR BUR R B BRI IE, Wiih%k. S, RS, ARG HX SRR E AT
Rl o SRR 7 AT DU A M AR B PR G S B AR R . AR AU AR S R A EE B, 4R v H AR AR
o RO R BN E AR, T EARSE AN [F] (1 8 FH 3 SOE B A S IRRFE SR IR L . TR E 5 (2023)
BT T A MALAEEIE(InSAR). T ANL(UAV) AL T34 4 L2 T IA(GB-InSAR)3 B AR, LmFA
CLAAEMHONE, PeH T — M AR E AT T N EEZ T AR T SAR(SBAS-InSAR) AR 1
FE X IR HTARSE A, W AR T B X I(ROTs) RITEE 46 H Aw A, FR H & i A2 445 (RDD) Al
R AR (DSM) AR IRl & 25 A& ROIs MR . R EW, 2R HER AR T X35,
e IR AR AT A P AR I B T [40]. T4 25(2023) 3 T 0k 12 T AHLTL 2 BAAZ AL LIDAR %3,
K Z SR+ ] (R DU 4 23 AT 75325, Sl e A S T S AR TR A B RE BN A A, T TSR LA
BT AR 3 R Eh 411,

BT USROS Tk S B BB IR S BT AT A BRI B, 3B H SRS R, R e K
RELE RFATRL G o 2T AFE 70 R & A ER IR IR 5y, S iR SR A HERA E AT T S 1k o SRR AT %
BRI A g R ERE E, BRSO R H e B IR MR R, A EISE(2024)4: T HI-2A CCD4
IR AR R ASTER GDEM b JE AU 347 Kb BRI i 22 U5 5 A B, R FH o SRR 7 VA B L 2022 40
2023 4 [F] I HAVE 3 5y KA DX A, 38 3ol T AR AR A0 AN 2% 18] 2B in o W e B B 4 SR AT 17 I ) 0 2 TR S Ak 4
25 3R W R B U MR RIS B R AR X, BARE FE 90%, Kappa RECK 0.802 [42]. KA ZE5E(2024)
5T InSAR TR MR AR . 2 TS5 DEM HH X 18 e 55 V8 b DX AT IR BRI, Bl T 16 A
Ik o e DR X, YR B A A A7 o5 X TR R OR 4 A AR R (X 5 N T T 6 11 e e e P T I e R 43

2 PR BT B S5 R K B 5 VR R R S ROR AN R M, X R R R 2 R B
AR R SR 5 e S TR RO A 1 R R T I B BT

6. RFKEBRARERW N L RIEH

ARRRE EEARAE T I 55 0% o ) A 75 13 KRBT BL 2R 9 AR LA T T

ZUHHERL S ST SRE A IEREE, SCIUOCE TAN, 5 v S 0 P A i P AT ) S
Blan, St IR A m R R S, SAR REHHIRGUINEAS, LIDAR JUHE A SR ks L A3
A -

2 - R - M FEDRIA R Il TR KHL. JE AU T 0B % AL e UL R 4, S
XA Z R tedn, PREAT RE AR Z I, U AN H R X T PR
M B 5 AT SN B8 TE AR T o

SC S5 PR N Bl S PR A% IR B BOR MBI AR S BeAR ,  SEBUR I SR A S I, — BURERL
FEHEOL,  RENE TR A Y T ISR EORH PR X i I, S i Bl R R (R0

NTERES RBAE T MR N TR BRI, WA MLEE o055, @ AR b 2, B
SRS A B SRS, W N TN TAEEARZE . RNy, 8 KR8 o 240 Sl
T JE IR, T A B IG SR AR A K A -

R AR AR R S R B A I AR, 22 T80 5 IRALAZ T 1X(D-InSAR) .« 7K AK
ST B (PS-InSAR)SE,  FERT A DLV A2 AT I B 8
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PEEER AR IsRIB SR %iﬂzﬁ’i%& IR AR RS Z AR AR, SR
FOI T LA A AL R, SR e I o 3 B SR G IR R #E

7. &

A T SAR BER HEFRBIEEOR . WO TR IAHOAR SO =35 Rl (1) 2 Y08 R R T SO b %
VA B R SR, IS LT TOARER AL, R LA M S 5 ok S A A N AR DL A
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