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Abstract

In recent years, with the rapid expansion of the water area of the salt lake, the stability of perma-
frost has been destroyed. The degradation and periodic change of permafrost will damage the in-
frastructure, the ecological and hydrological environment in the cold region and cause geological
disasters. Based on the open source ISCE platform, this paper improves the traditional SBAS-InSAR
method, analyzes 121 sentinel-1 images in the Salt Lake area by adding the error correction and
noise reduction, and obtains the deformation time series of 2014-2019 in this area, so as to ana-
lyze the infrastructure and potential geological disasters. The results show that the land surface in
the study area is in the trend of continuous settlement, the maximum annual average settlement
can reach -6.59 * 0.10 [cm/yr], the cumulative maximum settlement has reached -31.81 cm, and
the periodic deformation of “hot melt and frost heave” occurs with the season, and there is defor-
mation delay effect. The deformation in the northeast section of Qinghai Tibet Road and railway is
stronger than that in the southwest section, and there are many potential points of accumulation
and collapse in the mountain body, the maximum annual settlement can reach 11.69 £ 0.07 [cm/yr],
and the maximum accumulation has reached 55.13 cm.
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R AR FAFAE I (8] S AR AL T ARG A R ey FE iR L AR 2R . RN H R
MIFERAR, W T ANRAEFRE B NEFRERPE L. BRKAG LM TS, (HHRESMAE
2 FEMa D R AE AN TR B [1] . 2 4R VR LA Z= YRR A IR E o A AR T2, 2 FRE A1
TR 25%7F1 54% [2]. 19 HZUR, L E IR N—TTMSZ 8L, FFROL TR B F . KA
R DX 9T 32 B TR AE AL P BRE i 2 FE I — S8 (B AN X, ] P 3 7 e SR A2 [3]. B
HRE AL IIAWETE, E R — A GRS FIECR, WiaEKIF K. (HH T P ah i vE e,
BRI, VS SZ B 2 AR R, AN T ERTR AR e, H SRR R A, A
LRFIEED T E(D-INSAR)ELAR T 12 N IV AW, (LAWY, ShmyiRESmR, Ofa%s
I FH A A A Mo 0 5 s 5 R X TR AR, H, e JEL T AR OR, 5 R A D-InSAR HEAR % 5 Rl %
Vi) e 2 1o K T 52 B MUY R ZE (52 A, SRR RAR OC ] AN 70 IR Ba AR, ORI 7 2 2 4 N 813 ] 1 30 1) R
W, AR RN, BRERHEAT 2% [4] [5] [6]. Ak, Xie [7]ZE AFIF PS-INSAR AR N
FEEIT [X 42 22 AE VR L HEAT 7RI, 2010 4E,  Liu [8]145 Ak Bahr 7 it X (01 A5 e TR AT, $REX
X R T AR IR, IFE5E VR LB AR AT 434 : 2016 4F, Zhao Rong [9]%5 AFIH SBAS-InSAR
AT T 8 e ) \ b X VR L ARFAEEAT BRI, IRAF AR 45 AR B A& VR LA . (R i T
45 SBAS-INSAR 57 ARAE R - A2 et I 1 S ¥ FH AE AE T B8ORS AR AL AR AL 22 (¥ ) . AR SOod it
ISCE FFUET- 6 VN IAH AL AL A Fee g Bk AT ks FE R LR A2 W M 9T, 80idk i) SBAS-INSAR Ji i T+
] IS T8 AT gk R 22 A T B AN [ (R AL B 7 kAT PN A0 3, DT B A% B v P 45 BT AR A AL
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Figure 1. Distribution and study area of permafrost in Qinghai Tibet Plateau
1. FEERELSHEMRXEE

2. MR R HRIE
2.1. TR

WEFEXAL T b X, T KRRk, K JER I, MAFAZ. RS AAG L MaEZES
PedR £, KW Z K BEKIRIT . mA e 2Eht, RARE. SERNR A, RN
WARR UK. RN RGN B ROV TR LIESN R S 2 EARA LR, MBS R AL
SO, AR URAKES. AR, AL B URAKEE AR E A

2.2. BIER

2.2.1. Sentinel-1 #3&

Tz X AR D, RS ARG, A TR, IRE A & AL # 15 (INSAR) 25 40 T R
T ARIEFE . Sentinel-1 REME 7R AR (] P SR KGNS () 255 B R0 850, 3 K 298 S48 A8 A ) VR -1
HBRE, ARORHAR D T 1R 78 T e 0 7 oS UG AR SR RN PR A, 3 — 20 BRAIC 17 IRF ] 250 S 18 JXUR:
84577 A B R 2 ()7 5 AR R AR S R o v B, A3 L AE A I TR) 7 51 66 Ak 1] ] o PRI A8 T M
AR ELAG T R S A5 [12]. Sentinel-1 & — AN R & RAETFIARUE RS, E5 Y] 12 K. Sentinel-1
BT C W B RE R GCR ] 4 PRI, TR % 1 B, AlkEReG e LR B RESMA,
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AJ 16 FH B E SHOCE I 2 Fios,  Sentinel-1 B 5 HE 8 I0 % 3,

AR T ) ER A X d i F 0 TR IR A R R A S 0™ i, Rdsd 1w BEU3REL Level-1 1 SLC
PE R RBHT AR W M o A% F I BUE SO AUX_POEORB ¥ HLIE 2 i35, R IR 4
SREEINER, ZOCHRIERIEIRIUS 21 RNA PR RN, KSR 5 om DA, I IRE 121 5t Sentinel-1
FHPUAZ B R R — 15 X AT VR LA L, 2B SHNE 4 B,

Table 1. Sentinel-1 working mode

=1 R ITHEERER

TR FIH I 58 ) oy et 5 30
SM (5 2245 2X) 80 km 5mx5m HH-HV =X VV-VH
IW (FI 00 & 5 ) 250 km 5mx20m HH-HV 8 VV-VH
EW (5 M7 8E) 400 km 25m x 100 m HH-HV 8 VV-VH
WV () SRBEIX 5K, 20 km x 20 km, SRAE X I8 8] 100 km 5mx20m HH 8% vV
Table 2. Track file
= 2. PuExXfH
LIRS FRHI 7] i
AUX_POEORB (K #LiE 2 i Z:4) SAAG B PRI 21 KA 5cm
AUX_RESORB (& IE#iE Z%0) FAGEAE TTIREN 3 /KT S 10cm
Table 3. Product data type
3. FmEEAR
HBRHA A FEAR A
SMSLC AR RHEE AL EH0™
IW SLC T B IR RHPE BN 5B
EW SLC B R A = RHEE SR EH0™
SM GRD St iR 2 L
IW GRD T 5 IR HhPE 2 A0
EW GRD TR HhPE 20
Table 4. Image data parameters
=4 HEBIESE
H SeAE et 5 30 Bk By
(Date) (Beam Mode) (Polarization) (Path) (Frame)
2014 #£10 H 22 H Iw Y 70 110
2014 #£ 11 15 H Iw Y 70 110
2014412 H9 H W Y, 70 110
201541 H 2 H W Y, 70 110
20154F1 A 26 H Iw W 70 110
20154F2 A 19 H Iw W 70 110
201543 H 3 H Iw W 70 110
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201543 H 27 H Iw A% 70 110
201545 H 14 H Iw A% 70 110
201546 H7H W \AY; 70 110
201547 H1H W \AY; 70 112
201547 A 25 H W \AY; 70 112
20154 8 A 18 H Iw \AY; 70 112
201549 A 11 H Iw \AY; 70 112
2015410 A 5 H w \AY; 70 110
2015410 A 5 H w \AY; 70 115
2015410 H 29 H w VV + VH 70 110
2015410 H 29 H w VV + VH 70 115
20154F 11 H 22 H Iw \AY; 70 109
20154F 11 H 22 H Iw \AY; 70 114
2015412 16 H W \AY; 70 109
2015412 H 16 H W \AY; 70 114
2016 sF 1 H 9 H Y Y% 70 109
2016 sF 1 H 9 H Y Y% 70 114
2016 *F2 H 2 H Y Y% 70 109
2016 *F2 H 2 H Y Y% 70 114
2016 42 H 26 H ] A% 70 109
2016 42 H 26 H Iw A% 70 114
2016 4E3 H 21 H W A% 70 109
2016 4E3 H 21 H w A% 70 114
2016 £ 4 H 14 H Iw A% 70 109
2016 £ 4 H 14 H Iw A% 70 114
2016 £ 5 H 8 H Iw A% 70 109
2016 4£5 A 8 H W A% 70 114
201646 H 1 H W \AY; 70 109
201646 H 1 H W \AY; 70 114
2016 4£ 7 A 19 H IwW \AY; 70 109
2016 4 7 A 19 H Iw \AY; 70 114
2016 4 8 A 12 H Iw \AY; 70 109
2016 4 8 A 12 H Iw \AY; 70 114
2016 459 H5 H w \AY; 70 109
2016 429 H5 H w \AY; 70 114
2016 4F 9 A 29 H w \AY; 70 109
2016 £ 9 H 29 H W % 70 114
2016 £ 10 H 23 H W \AY; 70 109
2016 £ 10 H 23 H W \AY; 70 114
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2016 £ 11 [ 16 Iw \AY; 70 109
2016 £ 11 H 16 Iw \AY; 70 114
2016 £ 12 H 10 H W \AY; 70 109
2016 £ 12 H 10 H W \AY; 70 114
201741 H3H W \AY; 70 109
201741 H3H W \AY; 70 114
2017 4E 1 A 27 H W \AY; 70 109
2017 4E 1 A 27 H W vV 70 114
2017 £ 2 H 8 H Iw VV + VH 70 109
2017 £ 2 H 8 H W VV + VH 70 114
201742 H 20 H W VV + VH 70 109
201742 H 20 H ] VV + VH 70 114
2017 £ 3 H 4 H ] VV + VH 70 109
201743 H 4 H w VV + VH 70 114
201743 H 16 H W VV + VH 70 113
201743 H 28 H w VV + VH 70 113
201744 H9 H Iw VV + VH 70 113
201744 H 21 H (W VV + VH 70 113
201745 H 3 H Iw VV + VH 70 113
201745 H 15 H Iw VV + VH 70 113
201745 H 27 H (W VV + VH 70 113
20174 7H2H () VV + VH 70 113
201747 H 14 H (] VV + VH 70 113
2017 4E7 H 26 H W VV + VH 70 113
201748 H7H Iw VV + VH 70 113
201748 H19 H Iw VV + VH 70 113
201748 H31 H [\ VV + VH 70 113
201749 H 12 H Y VV + VH 70 113
201749 H 24 H Y VV + VH 70 113
2017410 He H W VV + VH 70 113
2017 410 18 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2017 410 3 30 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2017411 A 11 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2017 411 A 23 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2017412 A 5 H IW VV + VH 70 1296
2017 %12 A 17 H IW VV + VH 70 1296
2017 %12 3 29 H W VV + VH 70 1296
201841 H 10 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
201841 H 22 H w VV + VH 70 1296
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2018 £ 2 H 3 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2018 £ 2 A 15 H W VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4E 2 A 27 H W VV + VH 70 1296
201843 A 11 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4£ 3 A 23 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2018 £ 4 H 4 H [\ VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4F 4 f 16 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4F 4 f 28 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4£ 5 A 10 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4E 5 A 22 H (0 VV + VH 70 1296
201846 H 3 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4£ 6 A 15 H W VV + VH 70 1296
2018 £ 6 A 27 H IW VV + VH 70 1296
201847 H9 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2018 47 A 21 H W VV + VH 70 1296
201848 H2H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
201848 H 14 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
201849 H7H (W VV + VH 70 1296
201849 H 19 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2018 410 A 1 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4F 10 H 13 H W VV + VH 70 1296
2018 £ 10 7 25 H (W VV + VH 70 1296
20184E 11 H6 H (W VV + VH 70 1296
2018 4£ 11 /3 18 [ W VV + VH 70 1296
2018 £ 11 [ 30 W VV + VH 70 1296
2018 £ 12 [ 24 1 W VV + VH 70 1296
201941 H5H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4E 1 A 17 H IwW VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4E 1 A 29 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
201942 A 22 H Iw VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4F 3 A 30 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4F 4 A 11 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4F 4 A 23 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4£ 6 A 22 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4£ 7 A 28 H w VV + VH 70 1296
2019 4£ 8 A 21 H W VV + VH 70 1296

2.2.2. SRTM DEM ¥3&
SRTM ##EHEFREN 60°N~60°S 72 35 S ER AN 80% LA LI =4 R ILE E . SRTM i 45 SRTM1
1 SRTM3 P Flt, 19 Foh B4k 1140 2 18] 43 #2643 991 30 KA 90 2K, AXSCR A R 30 m 28 [l /3 #HK (1) SRTM1
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s . SRTM [ T ZEHARSHUNE 5 FioR, AL X0 7 e R B TR 2 B, Hh3E 78 56 Y6 [
J9(34~38N, 92~96E), T#XJM ) SRTML ¥, IL3RTF 25 4 geotiff #% ¥ DEM SCfF, S350 =4
EonanE 2 Fs.

Table 5. Main technical parameters of SRTM
7 5. SRTM EEHARSH

LR GR=d 233 km

- C Bt 225 km
B X B2 50 km
= -l C‘&ESGCm
EikpK X B 3 cm
Wtk 77 =X HH, VV, HV #1 VH
ik oheR | 56°S~60°N 2 [&]

SRTM130m x30m

SRTM390 m x 90 m
CUkBL: KPR R4 B2 43 51 20 m AT 10 m;
X BeB: KPR FERE 4728 20 m AT 4 m

(A IHER

I

0 2000
[ER AL

Figure 2. Three dimensional display of SRTM data in study area
2. M5RXiE SRTM HIE=4 R~

2.2.3. ¥EHIE

FIH SBAS-INSAR Hi RFEEULAE B & ERMHNERESSH, BT HEEEE T
FHYPERESSHER D, BEIFAR, TERIREE mryuEReE, WMids & LR PUE S
ARG, % T Sentinel T EFIBEIETE EARTHDATA “F& L3, AKFILILIFEL 98 4
AUX_POEORB (i & 772 50§l 2 B0
3. BRI
3.1. HEAREIRERIE

P ISCE H (s S HER AR B R OR AL B T30 R MERS;  RE AR SAR BR 5 EAERT R]_ LI 4RA 5 5y
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B L HEATECXS (P 9 2%), -3 R e INAS S VA AT ML AR o AEARDL R R, R B
W@ rad)US BT AHAL S, IR, X Sentinel-1 Kt AL PRURE (8 MR ATAR AL 4]
EINEAMIEMRIERZE, 53 59 A 22 (R AN TR P R 22

3.1.1. HFERRAL

EAgeR, AR 2 S EUR AL IR R 22, 40000y XA R B i A A, R A
FH T S AH DG B8 v T AR AH A 58 T A 53 B8 o AR T AR A AT 48 X 8 [A] AR A 22 S/ T2l B (e rad) - iR
O % 2 8 E (A 55 A T 2 VS 0 1) A T S X3 ) R 5] AR S I % B, AR AE X 38 R S5 A A A
F L R A SR TS XM 5 o XA T AR P (X A G o S SEBIAR AT FT 5 X 358
[BJAEAS B0 55 S-S AR 8, ZEARA RYE R AR Z . DEM iR 2. AR TR . SiE otk 255, BB )Gk
HmA

XTRANTWE, SR A= B AN AR 55 a0 SNAPHU, i BT i 422 i) 44
{5 BRI AT HE X I, /N T 0 R X0 e B3 X TR X, 7E A 22 R A 3 v J i P 730
I FEMITRFR MR, B3 EREER . 88 0 R F /N B (MST) B2 i IME MR IR S K
o3 A TR R T A T 5 X3, AP T R 0 S S bt e U Ay ), MR K I TT S X0 . 5=
W RAGTE AN XS [ R S AR A RS B Dith, T SR AR ZE A T D AR A M i a5 A AR R T DR /1N
& HNGRTERZE, BRI B A AL 2 P B [, ) BOREEUR B 0] DL R T o]
HE X HORAG TR E B AR BR S, TEARFE A T 2 i WEEAS T R #EBR, ARG TERRIE 2 JRER N E R .

3.1.2. A&
TR, fAR2ER 22 AT RE SR = A I AT 1) — B30 (S152-5253-53s1) o [AI-A5 AH AV A2 A 4 T35 FH AL I
PEERIRAA[13], A1) ). Q)3 HT 3% CHk[13]:
CH* = Ag + Ap* — Ag* (1)

AgY, Ap* 5 AP RITEL, t, t BTZIFREUTE) SAR BUGFT AL B = AMRZET IS ARAL, -G AR AL

HABRE N -
Clk _ (C”k —wrap(C”"))/(Zn) )

Hodr wrap BRI ABUE BEN [, n) K8 ERA IR ZR =M MA Cl =0, (EITA ZIkA
1 G AF R = AR B A

T = ZiT:l(Ciim # 0) @)

T RN =B EHH (T <T), T, AT TR AR 15 2
A5 SIS U RS I T B 2% Hp AR AR 22 B 00, YPAS AR A 2 R P P AR A B IE R
7, (E=LEARNL MRt AR, A PR A AT AR AR A, W B 0 SR (e 2 5 o B M A6 A 2 132 %
DXCH, DU R G FI 2 IE fR G R 22 [14]
SR IR T B, ST MR RGP AR AL BB B, o 1A — Sk vl AR R T,
AR(4) 5 HTF 2% CHR[14]:
CU +(CAp—wrap(CAp))/(2n)=0 (4)

Ho C T REM T B =R T x M BrHERE, U il & T3 A — B B s A M x 1 )
=, HFECE L1 YuBUE N i/ —3RAAL[15] (AR A s /N XU IR B 551 (LASSO)) kR i, A F(5)-
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(6) 51 FTZ75 SCHR[15]:
U =argmin|[CU +(CAp—wrap(CAp))/(2r)|, +a[u], (5)
Hr g =001y L1 M L2 B2 AT AR 28, BUARE T AN o R G . RIEEHIARJET I
(WSE
Ad :A¢+2n-round(0 ) (6)
Sl round LA AKCE U 4 T\ BURE SRR HL 1T
3.2. PEhg

3.2.1. R\EEEACHIEREKFE
FEXTFAER SAR T e = /KT, Sl 55k 2Z AL 255 HR(RMS) [1613k A0, A 3%(7) 51 T
22 CHR[16]:

L 5oy ALY
RMS —J Ngzpeg[qﬁmid(p) _4nj (7)
Heti=[L N]» dl (p) FREE p It A IBRZEMINL, 7N 2 S o b T I 1) A Pk i 1
AEER AR, MEE N, - TETHE RMS 20T, SRR B 05k 22 A AL 25 B IS FE s . ZEARAL
SR VA T 6y » BIERACREMED . REIEMEB RS, UAERIARI RSB, % RMS
KT Wi X BE T E RGBS AR, AT R IR Z FE A i R AL TN AN S X te s, MR
LR = AT

3.2.2. BT T T RERR
RAUSCMGE P2 TR 2R, LI s B2 R HE R AN TR R A0 Bk 1, S8 I A A 2 A0 T
P SR IERAZ BRARAR T PR T2 1, BIHRER A T &= a2 LU T8

3.2.3. REMRALYS E A E R HNHIRE A
T T SR ORI PRI R SR ok D BEATL R AH DG 7, 25 i A (1K 22) BT 28 P U AIRAH (5 7 22) I
TV B SR HOACER, AT SE A H Ay T T A 0 AR AT S 1 I A [17].
T E AL DT Z R EECR IS, BRERER T, A(®)5I H T ZE3CR[17]:
W =diag {]/0'§¢1 v O'§¢M } (8)
Hrp a;j Fe 1 1 AH 7 WE 27041 2R B (PDF) AR 43 2 28 | AN BRI ARAL T 2%

4. PR B SHIRALTE
4.1, B

ONBITGEER I A A UR - TEAR I DL, AN 121 50 ¥dls SAR FEAR AR 475 St B0 AM5, i =)
AT PERGE UR T-VE i T-90 B 288 i, 3 22 70 T S AL IR AT Jt Xt R IEAZ IS (R 51, 520
I AT ROR B S A 3R AE T AR R ZE RS IE 5 [ A 2, 3l o 98 P St S AN [ A i 7 kAT R e, T )
FARZARALEIRECR,, AR ANTERA AR AR, B 3 2k LR A M i AE I o
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Figure 3. Technical route of frozen soil deformation monitoring
3. FER UM AL

4.2. BHELE

4.2.1. Figxtarie
HRYE RS A 01 E 4 2014~2019 4E ) Sentinel F& 121 5 SAR 4%, RIENT 2SR 34, Ao
RBEFF O FISAS, K 4 Jemt s 362818, FT SBAS J57k R it /NIt 2R AR R L

Perpendicular Baseline History

150 1

100 1

50

Perpendicular Baseline [m]

_50 4
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Time [years]

Figure 4. Sentinel-1 image time-space baseline

4. MHF-1 SAG AT s B E

4.2.2. FiSEMERIE
WA 2845 1E 1R H (R HE RS — e B R 2= 1 T IR B, SRR B AR OB 8] 3 21 0 A 45 SR . il ke &
T SAR AR JE X BT E T, AR T ESE R T 2MER, WaEmAET AR, e R
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SERON B R TR ACHE R A TF, B S AR TR e E € MR, RGP AR TR AT, i)
e, WAMTRAAERKMT, NORETHRE S AT, KREBEN 0.65, LxpB{Hit
AT IE AL B BT B I &) 5 B, AR S (A AR S I ph g U MR B 25 7 O F 30 JEIx, IR (L s 2k
EEARIER T, Rz, BERMFIRAR R & 1 T R A
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Figure 9. Time series of deformation after terrain residual removal
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Figure 10. RMS estimation for reference image selection
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Figure 12. The law of frozen soil deformation
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Figure 13. Correlation between frozen soil deformation and temperature
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Figure 15. Rock glacier landform
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Figure 16. Characteristic regional deformation of rock glacier
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Figure 17. Deformation of Qinghai Tibet railway and highway in Salt Lake section
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Figure 18. Road surface deformation
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Figure 19. Railway surface deformation
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