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Abstract: Objectives: Aiming at the current geological disaster prevention and control work, there are
problems such as insufficient accuracy of investigation and evaluation, inadequate application of advanced
means, and weak ability of hidden danger identification and monitoring and early warning. Taking Zigui
County in the hinterland of Three Gorges Reservoir Area, China as the study area, we develop quantitative
and qualitative analysis methods of multi—source data and multi-model fusion. Focusing on the early identi-
fication of landslide hazards under the constraints of unstable slope unit and effective deformation aggrega-
tion area, we realize the early identification of landslide hazards based on the SBAS-InSAR technology and

deep neural network model. Methods: First, we construct a set of landslide early identification indexes
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covering landslide susceptibility, slope unit and surface deformation information, and comprehensively evaluate
the applicability of three data balancing methods, namely, synthetic minority over—sampling technique
(SMOTE), Tomek Link under-sampling and SMOTETomek integrated sampling, as well as three deep
neural network models, namely, convolutional neural network, multilayer perceptron (MLP) and long
short—term memory network, to evaluate landslide susceptibility and extract unstable slope units. Second,
we use small baseline subset interferometric synthetic aperture radar (SBAS-InSAR) to invert the surface
deformation rate in the study area, and obtain the real deformation results in the slope direction based on
the terrain visibility analysis and the maximum slope projection. Finally, we couple the unstable slope units
with the surface deformation results to delineate the potential landslide areas, superimpose them on Google
Earth for visual interpretation for the early identification of landslides, and verify them by comparing them
with the field investigation data. Results: (1) The joint MLP-Tomek Link model outperforms other models
in terms of accuracy, precision, and F1 score, and is the best landslide susceptibility assessment model in
the region. (2) The effective deformation results for 2019—2022 in Zigui County are concentrated in the
north—central and southeastern tectonic fault zones, and the annual average deformation rate in the direction
of its maximum slope ranges from 0-112.68 mm/a. (3) A total of 30 potential landslide zones are screened,
and landslide hazards are successfully identified in 21 of them, with an accuracy of 70% in the early land-
slide identification. Conclusions: The combination of SBAS-InSAR technology and deep neural network
model can significantly improve the accuracy of early landslide identification, providing technical and
methodological references for landslide risk evaluation and management, landslide monitoring, early
warning and prevention.
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Zigui County

o [ b A 3 S BK L R M S T B 2
Uit A R A LA R NI T T S e R A R
ek FEH R A RMK ERLZRFEM RS
ST P I i K 2R TR R R 5N B
BT R E AR EA ), 2024 4 42 [E
IR A M U FE 5 7198, Horp i 3k 3 316 S, #F
5 K E B R e o W RN o TR
B Ry B 9 I H Y S B R LB E Tk Al
5 b B B AR AR KU ELOE &b F 3 Bl 5
TEW SRR X EE . SR, SE X — H br 1 i
EPREE AT S U U O T A A A —
Y JE A U B ) & MR VE A R RE R Xk 2 ()
JRURS: 0 0 DAz ik 382 44 i 1 9% slebR A5 5 i 2
TE A5 W I B R A B sl A AR b (L H: 2 ) 7 R R
1 702 v ) a2 PR T I B RORS B M O .
R, 5 3025 6 0 e o AT 5 kG B b 3R P
A WD B AR, T T I B U e

3 5 MR VT BT 25 A3 A A% B0 TR R X
Vi ke ¢ Sk R AR I R R Y DA A R) AT Ak i B
A8 7 W R A Y s RIS . E Y YR IR O I
T S kAR VR Ot AR MR LA 2 IR Bk
S5 T HRLK B H A e PR D A% A B B DL S
I E N RS C NN BRI EiE O

S5 ) R Z2 A ek AR AU ] T e R R 4R
MEUIEE) o o, DL BB 42 X 4% (convolutional
neural networks, CNN) | [']#% FLIC 1 3 9 % 55
AR 2% 1 TR B 2 > A A0 T A LA 55 0 R AR UL
AE T, B i R WF 98 AT G T Y A AR, B T IR
2 ) BERY I 3k By e Ve TN AU 5Y BRI B
PRIy TR

TE M R IE S W J5 1, R 71 ek i LA
# 4i (global navigation satellite system, GNSS)!"*
AL G ARTE W R 5 3% #b T M5 M 5%
PREE RS2 JF AR e 38 8 e 4P A & 7 300
Bl /N B o PR A PR . BEE B LR T
¥ M & (synthetic aperture radar interferometry,
InSAR) H A B AN Wr A e, Rl 3 S A Jaff By iR 531
YRR MERSCh T Al g . 2243 InSAR™ KA
B 7R InSARY R/ 3 28 42 InSAR (small base-
line subset INSAR, SBAS-InSAR) ™45 # )12
W . Hoh, SBAS-InNSAR Jy 12 3 i 4 B 2k J5 D)
2 FFARB T 73 B, e A R0 IR B 25 2R A0 G 1Y)
[ RS BT R R R e R ) KR
JEAS W

= P XA Ay v R R b B R By iR AR Y
B R DX, o R BE A R O0 O 52 2 XN 2



1212 EN PN

AR (fF BB D

2025 46 H

[R50 ) L 2 | R G A T Sl 88 9
TE 3 O 1 v A DX BB TR 0 5 1) S DX
AR SCLL =0k i KRR VA BRI X, K R 2 5 B AR
Z R A 8 14T T R TR E R
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%&%ﬁi%%?@ﬁ%iﬁﬁm%m
5%, B RS54 SBAS-InSAR H7 AR 3k HUAY KT R 2

KGRI B 5 TR B b 28 00 235 A5 2R 5 R 4
eSS AR LM I3 2808 ), L BUE B R AE 5 #E
K A Z2 TR 2P ) B e 3 3 R R A U
AR AR BRI E 1 B, Hp, MLP (multilayer
perceptron) &/~ 2 )2 B ; LSTM (long short-term
memory ) 7R~ K W0 C 2

i e s ' . s s i s

Ko sl

FEAih P W Landsat
WOl e [ LA | B [

W ygm H Sentinel
B EIEGEB s UHIJ;W

Eﬁ&lw KL G FEig
Kt Kot

|
| mseen | i - l
I | T Ty A Iz %_% ) W '
: [ i T ] : : / I H AR TIAL B H I r%u SBAS-InSAR T :
| |
| oy I . |
]| — R ST T B '
§ 7 TEIT

|Comms)wmms il 1} o T [ ( :
| é : | FE%{M w L—‘_/ *j’i) é‘#&)l:u WJ}%Z H RTE‘%(ﬁ\*FI’ nyﬂ'lﬁ:%lz ) |
(LEEEEY T |
; |
| i | .
! | IR P B :

| v | —
= | U T A A EAN T Sy A I

I K | //, /—4 JLAT }4 SR TE A }{ SR BT
| e I | FEAZ R 5 E%@ FEAZ T R |
| | | |
i | Lo e |
: SR I T e T T T smeeamasmen -
: UEES Lo T Lo v W |
| ! 1| s :
| Lo / DEM / / LR / Lo |
i VO Lo Fo ! [
|

[ | | [ o e & 5 ;

Ly e 3 ) A |
:[@m]@mﬂ[Mw]: : ! rj* PN VA IIX ok :
' (. 19y Jyidk Lo |
| N i WK —— |
: i : ‘ ARSI r.slopeunits i : R B H AL :

| |
| I Lo :
| | | [ ¥ |
| Y Lo Btk L1 T 47 TR Wbk |
| SRS R Lo AT U | SRR YT B £

|

K1 B AR

Fig. 1

1 MRXE#HIE

1.1 HREMHHR

FhH B SRJE T#dba | A, #1107
18"E~111°00"E . 30°38'N~31°11'N, #f ¥ & {4
5 VG R ] AR S ARE S A, b BRI A
(WL 2) , J& W By R i 2 XUPE S X, B Bk 3= 1
Z BRI P, A DT L B TR

Overall Technical Roadmap

KR R IR KGR AR AT P 1] AR B
A BB N )R K 7 574, NATRE B R B4 U AR
oA ER T M TR AR SR B CHC S A b T B
M?ﬂ%ﬁW%&%“Em%W%B@ G kL
Jbvm i 52 5 A Yo YT K SCH B AS R Bl S
ﬁﬂﬁkﬁiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%
M B3 B T AN [ R R B BRI, A % s X 3 35
PR @ IS R



250 F5 6

W2l 55 - 45 A SBAS-InSAR FE 7R 5 % F 0f 28 0 2 114 ¥ ke 4 100 LU0 1213

» % " i
S 5 \ ;
) A e
I~ %
e
(3 =
N

;! > ‘v\?,ﬂ e L
o i PN A
[ REN [T ay
i Fim g °
-

2028 &4
-

—49

P2 by E oA
Fig.2 Geographical Location of Zigui County

1.2 HIERIR
ENS QRN RS R € YN E R TIA

I K U T W AL A M BT P B R v ] BT A R
O BT A A o DL AE A BB T A AR R
IR & HEW Ry s M K SCS R T 30 m 43 BRI
BT i BB AU (digital elevation model, DEM)
IR0 M) g I I A Ok B OHE SR I 4K 12 25 T kil
b FRECAE 2 5 30 m 43 FEAR Y A 2R Ak B 4
] 2R B WEUR B SR % R G T iR R 2 Bk
7 55 B 5 M2 PR RN Hb R 25 A R ok ALK
BT s GNSS Wi 0 3l s B0 40 R 5T [ oK b 72 B
FHUE TG T RAE SBAS-InSAR J i 42 BUY
Hby I A2 45 5 (0 AT FE 1 Bl b TR (Landsat) 8 i&
TS AR T T b P R s =, TR — Ak
18 #% 45 %L (normalized differential vegetation in-
dex, NDVT) ; TLEH; % YLl Kodls A1 2019 4F 3 A =
2022 4% 3 J1 /Y 83 5t M % (Sentinel) -1A 3 52 &
K5 T WO =3 8] Sy, T R BR R LIE R 22 5 1R Y
R YRR 25 01 I M R S A M OB 1Y
EARFERE IR LR,

Fz1 FEHERE
Table 1 Main Data Sources

HpE R R IR I 1]
N —— httpS://de.hl:lbei.gOV.Cl’l/l’ljZZ/ 2092 4
http://www.yichang.cgs.gov.cn/

AT BIX K http://datav.aliyun.com/portal/school/atlas/area_selector 2021 4%

DEM https://www.gscloud.cn/ 2009 4F

+ Hi A 5 https://www.webmap.cn/commres.do?method=globelndex 2010 4F

] 5% 35 il bt 1 090 PR https://www.webmap.cn/commres.do?method=result25W 2015 4F

EES 4] http://www.tuxingis.com/locaspace.html 2013 4F

GNSS W I % 4 https://www.eqdsc.com/eastern/report.shtml 2023 4F

Landsat 8 5£ 14 https://www.gscloud.cn/ 2021 4F
Sentinel-1A §4 1% https://search.asf.alaska.edu/ 2019—2022 4F

2 MIRFZE

21 BESERETEMFE

1)CNN, CNN J& A T 28 [ 2% g — Fp' 2
R FEL A 45 FEZ B3 0 VR B T U5 2R A A S A0 1
e YENRES I MRETERZ —  CNN L
FRAEAE T RUE L ALE AL 8 T 2 6 U
SR, T D S RO T O AR I 45 5 4k
CNN ARG AR A2 B2 k)2 &
R A 2 HoR BRI E 3 TR .

AR ET 3Z BRI % R SF R 3
3, 3 18 BOZ 2 i 1 (32>64—>128) , WAL 7 1k
N 22X 2, &Rl B IE 4k 1 R 5T (rectified

linear unit, Rel.U) 3 i p& %% , i fk 5 4 Flatten )2
BN AR &l Softmax pR #U HY 4 25 &5
o 4R Adam flifb 48 (% 2] F£=0.001) ,
15 35: 2 J5 U3 i Dropout J2 LA 13 314 .
2)MLP, MLP & —Fh 2 # (% N T #2845
RRA S S T 43 2 I n) R AR
Z5 W 45 1) — FP R IR R i 2 A R A, B )2
2 A& oe (W A4 . MLPRERE L 25
JZ 22 8] B B2 20 B RN g 2 TR R RS O &R
MLP 5 5 LA 55 46 1 & 4 fr 7R o #F MLP 5 Al
b RS BRZE TT  TT E R L S AT N AR R A
BB oTEOR AT — 2 A A
UNERSF IR eV i B AR R ST | Ve



1214

ROBK 2 4 (fF B A D

[N

&

it itk

BNz

Y
Wik

K3 CNNZFEGRER
Fig. 3 Schematic Diagram of CNN Classifier

ISR

fiy )z

K=

HNJZ

B4 MLP R RIBEA 251
Fig.4 Basic Structure of the MLP Model

) (P = 1
= 210,-1,. + b

(1)

A, w, A I ;o S50 AME 5 0 S22 2
TR Wt 25 5 = A0 AL PR 7, B R = A o
AT 25 . UL f=sign BB, TR AN

AR T — A HA 34 128 4t R )2 1
MLP 8 A, 44> B 2 1] T ReLU i oRi
B, St 2 WAE T Softmax PR%K

3)LSTM. LSTM J& 1§ ¥ #f & [ 4% (recur-
rent neural network, RNN) [ 28 f4&7 5 i 5] A
ICAZ B TT AL 7 e RNIN 9 28 11 25 77 75 14 B 12 A
B[]0 A2 B4 ) R DT 7 Ah B EL AT K 3 A 6t
R NN A g N TR NI R v N T VA
Hor EE LA BRI T S A
BLo 3T Bl e TR eI i Ok /R
PN T RN 9 DN TR TR VAN (O U 9
LSTM M % i 2k 4 il AR 25 52 B s [6] 1 910 28 40 1Y)
s AL G AN 24 33 1 H 3R Al b Y 1T ML B ok
il 45 2R I bR A . 40 RS R LSTM ot
ORI ER 4Y , BRI TR id s A i
AREAHEAF BN —A B )20 A 3 2 F — A8 A 25,

+1.,h>0 () WMl RERE LD E—rZIMidiZ. LSTM
flR=sien()=1_) g 20 £6 7 M A 2 0 P 5 77
Nl [ \
TC‘J;EZ G — ) c
Hiriin
© i
AT Al [ iz T
r 1 G
Lol [of [en] [o]
Kok ) 4 1
1 \_ I( )
HAX,
o] waemmpoaienz O wogizs ) w7

K5 LSTM 4l focss
Fig. 5 The Structure of LSTM cell Units



%5 50 %56 6 4l

W20l 45 - 45 A SBAS-InSAR $7 A 5 1 B 1 28 90 2 114 3 3k 47 101 L 5] 1215

BF 5% K% A1 3 2 LSTM 45 #y (4 )2 100 4~
J6 ), [T 0 R AR Sigmoid , R 2 00 R ECR
tanh, AL ff ] Adam fE4L 28 U1 25, 76 LSTM J2
[ 47 A Dropout 2 LA 38 7 1k 6E

4) B VA o BCHE A 38 TR AL g 2 ) B
RUYI G b, B0 BHiE 4R v i A - i ) R Iy —
B gy S BR R b, 2 RO B 08 A R
28] Can i e 5 e W PbE A ) A7 7R B3 B 22
I, 23175 R A5 B 25 22, 2 TS5 S0 000 45 2R ook
JIE i 1) e 026 390 e A E T el 2 3 o
FAEA A, (7545 2 BE 08 T 4 b~ o] B 4R b
JIFAG 28 ) 2 Ta) B SRR AR OG22 A 02 L e
1o H T B A 7 A LA LA (1) R
B« NBSCE 35 Z2 1 0 46 28 J31) v i AT il 8 45 /0 B A
A G ) 2 03 B R A B e T A (2) 3 R
23 o) — Sy 3k A A /D B IS S i) £
AH (3 A LA A < 3 3 56 T /D i A AR A
BRE A B J7 W, A AN [ 28 531 A R AS R s B
187 o (4) 2 M AL - 76 I RS A0 i 52 & B i 0 iy
TR 4 25 G31) iy AL ER o I KR A 22 0 O 2 2K ) Y
R,

Xf e, AR SCE G i/ Bk ik R A (synthetic
minority over-sampling technique, SMOTE) .7 If}
7o 4% K R B (Tomek Link) f1 SMOTETomek
LR R BE SRRV U5k, 5 CNNUMLP,
LSTM 3 Bl I B i 22 W 28 e AT HES 445 i it T
O T ¥ 3 oy e Mk DN A Y 3 S R G0 VA A5 A
TR HE , i A LA Y T 5

5) K5 FEPEM 4 bR o b i AR T A5 0 &5 2R Y
APSEVE IR TR R R L A R R F )
0 . Kappa & %% . H it & (true negative ratio,

A—P,

~

(NTP_'_ NFP)(NTP+ NFN>+(NTN+ NFN)(NTN+ NFP)

TNR) & IF 3 (false positive ratio, FPR) \ %Z ik &
T A& 5 4 il 28 (receiver operator characteristic,
ROC) 5548 b5 5 & VA i 1 2 9 3% S i PR Y (1)
PERE
(1) HEffh 3 A SRR BEAE# 3 R I HEAS 7 8
FEASKI ) L A1), T 455 78 A 1Y) TE 1 43 S e
D1, HAt B AR
A= No1p + Niy
Nrp + Nty + Nep + Niy
FH, TP (true positive) & B 1E 5, Ny 18 36 45 Al
A B TN A 1 2K 59 FE A 45 TN (true negative) J2
E A, N AR AR Y E B T Ay B 288 10 B AR
FP(false positive) f2 B 1E ] , N, £ A B H 152 Fl
WAy 1E 2 19 BE A B0 FN (false negative) J2& i it
], N A A5 B 55 152 T Sy 67 28 AR A8
(2) K5 1 3¢ P Al s 1Y) 2 Ji A8 4 300000 Oy TE 28 1Y
FEAS R SEBR R IE 2R b ], ot A O
p— Norp
Nop + Npp
(3) 4 Inl & R KR i A7 52 B iy 1E 26 R A op
B TE R TN Sy T 26 Y LA, T A R AR R AR IE
FEREAMEE ), It EAX R
Rzﬁxmo% (5)
(4) F1 43 B2 K5 0 58 0 43 18] 5819 98 - 14
{8, &5 My 1t AR 70 RS 1 B RN [l 5 22 [R) 1) °F- Ay
R, A AR
F1=2 PR
P+ R
(5)Kappa F £07% J& 17 BEHLSE W ({548 ) W]
BT R 1Y TE B 232, T A7 1 5 R 00 45 R 5 S
SR Z M — B AKX R

X100%  (3)

X100 % (4)

%100 % (6)

(7)

Kappa

14+ pP

(6) TNR R FR 45 57 5, s B A7 52 P g 111
& AR 7S R Bl T B T A G A e, T A
BRI G B i RE T, A B A A
Ny
Ny + Npp
(7)FPR 7R B A1 52 B o 1036 R 7S vh gl
DRI Sy 1E SR L], AT A 0N
Nep
Ny + Nip
(8)ROC & —Fift i FT A H Jo 5 5 5 R AVt
R BE VAN 7 1, H il 2T T AR X A 28 P i Y —
ABE AR br , O TR X 73 OE B AR AR 1Y

j — X100% (8)

P = X100% (9)

(Ntp+ Nix+ Nep+ Niw )’

RETT -
22 PR FHE

Dr.slopeunits T H o HRl 73 R soo ) 322
JECH A e LT AR B AR K Y X B, O
A5 U/ FRLAS DX I T RR B A B, B SRS R
=NV R S LR I T R o BN 1 R R A 7
IR SCRHLIE 55 14 it — 20 40 43 S 22 A7 N, e otk ™
A 1 PR B i 24 Sk o 2 b, A SR AR — E TR
4 532 A B B AR RO

2) 7K 3Co3 HT i o R ORI R T Y 32 B
B A S R T T B OE £ M O 43 0 £ L
LA A e (3 0 R R 43 7K 4 R K 2k, 418 4= ik



1216 ERONEE S S P2 X8

2025 46 H

(B8 K T3 5 B il SR K AL AL & R A
TAE G A A H R0, A BRI KL S
K T R 43 1 DS RD SR R oG R D PR
A (D IE U8 AR gt T H 1T S
A3 HT, I X DEM #EA4T W 38 5 38 . (2) il 23t
B R iR TR 8 JE A DEM E 17 2 18 43
B, SRR o (3 W 5. A ) T E
RAEAT K A BT, 2R A 1 B o (4) 3 Hb R
IR T 56 30 ) Bl 1E AT K ST SR A
Mo BT o (5) Wt 55 o R FH AR K X T 2 DL b
B Ry HE K A5 1) A b PR SR AR I R 5 O A
A% A T T LR BT A5 I S e Sk Ak ke A L A9 2
M W Ao (6) 1 A& o A A A T 5 2%
T HBE b R L — 1, e i R F, R AR
(3)~(5) ¥ F % il R 500 45 2™ I8 I 3k 7
e e A5 1 T 0™ TR 9 330 A 5 B AT A5 3 A
HIT,
22 WMREEREFZE

1) SBAS-InSAR. SBAS-InSAR J& — ff #|
FH SAR G 3 AR JE A7 #b T8 A48 W I B4 960
HR P 15 2 1 25 0] 5k 28 A RS [a] 35 28 17 139 18 % 45 4
ST SAR S AR HEAT % B2 0 T W RO i B
K Al 2 R R AR S B A ) SAR AR 1Y )
[i] 1 25 i) e 2 A, A G PG I T R 28 ] R4 4%
JIN SR A R 25 5 g LA A 1R 2 RN G M T I
Mo ST 20 T WA R TR, 3T HAT
PEXFAR T HEAT 0 % o A B/ o vk BOH A R
B3 8 040 5 325, B A5 ot #9728 AR 2 57 Ak AR X T
B — 1 5 B SAR FEAR AY B AR AR A7, 328 i 38 2 23 [
S85, 1 AV U I R P S8 R R T PR KR T
P 114 5 ), 3 BB A 26 1) b THT T AR 25 2

K H SBAS-InSAR # A 2 BUE 45 {5 B B
PR FE S - (1) Sentinel- 1A Bi 5 A 5857 ;(2) 14 #%
FIE R B R E B AE RS H AR, LVE bR
T A r A GO B BB g 58 1 (3R
Pt A5 R T X 56 & L6 A T AR HE AT T b
PR AL A P AR B L 2O U8 I R AE A A 4,
T — BB RS B CEE LT R SBAS J s AU B i
e 5 (4) B8 A8 A8 5l I8 A8 S5 3/ 19 98 1l o5
R Ry e o, X6 T A B o R 47 R OF 5 (5) TR AR
S 43 R WU B — R R T8 A A S R R T AR
250G B TR HEAT 27 5 RO TE A A
TE AR 4 4y L RS R A 257 DL K R B R A
N, DT A5 B BIF 5 DX A B 2T AR 245 51 5 (6) 5 15 5]
(A2 {5 BN SAR A b 72 6 A6k i B A b 3 o

2) I W] AL 73 B o B T SAR AR AR AL
PR R R TR iR AR AR A R Y DI, AN [ 1Y X d
KA 22 R AR I RO, S — 2Bk
S W) b T 2 SRR A ] A S B A IR R S S
Je WGEFRE , DT e 45 B A5 % 48 b /9 SAR R S A —
FE WYL, 77 A S B WA B R A L AR ey AR
PG X e TUAR B AR (9 7 A S il SAR AR K
H S E ST SAR AWK B2 AT R
I A SR & 9152 DL 2 R 48 $50H 5 73k %
5T X SAR WY 2 o] WPE SE AT 20 0, 4 B T30
Y DS, T A B A 2T NI X B AN R AR
B 0 A B T AR A He T, R 4R B s i
AR ES CFR IR JUAAT BE 85 ) 5 Ml 1o R 2 (b sk 5% 1
B Z L AR ARK

Rz—sin<gpsin(a+w)— 6)5L
3 (10)
wZEn—é‘

A, s FL 43 5 Sk ek Ll AR 9 S B AL AR B Y
B R B o KRS 5 o RORIEFE ;0 KR DA
AW 0 Rom DRI AL . FIHE KK A
153 2] (0 B 52 RS 38 4 il i o O, HA i {120 15
THE A RN SAR W HUE AT . R<<0, A A
ALK ;0 << R<< 0.3,y al MM 22 X 5 0.3 <<
R<C0.5, FATHLIX Ik ; 0.5<<TR<C1, A A] 5%
DX 4

I RBEm R . T ik BEMRL TS
1v) £ E R b e TUART T 2850 L 55 AR T A 10 52
WA 2 1 A2 T8 3R 4 5 B de KB R T 1], AT 4
YBCH 0 AR 3 1) 18 728 O A A b iz I b R B
7S B LS5 ) RN R O A T A B T
9 BB A A e LR A S

V.
Vi=—

C
C=cosp

cosﬁ’:(—sinacos50><—sin0cosy)+

(*cosacos¢)(sinﬁsiny)+ sin ¢ cos @

(11)

b, VO e B9 R VO TR 2k )

ST R 5 C Ry = HEALAS L] 3R 80 5o TR A AR

277 1) 55 3l 18] 22 (6] A e sy o TR B TR AT O 1)
5 IEA T 1A B I A

e i 10 AR T 1] ) 2T 78 R

) g KRR 1] I, 38 B3 B AL U A B O

fi] , RV 0 78 3 4 O T AR N 2 78 A T de R 3k

JE 1] bz 8l , 20 AR R Oy SR I R OR SR i



%5 50 %56 6 4l

W20l 45 - 45 A SBAS-InSAR $7 A 5 1 B 1 28 90 2 114 3 3k 47 101 L 5] 1217

RRYETT 0w Tz sl NIt , 7 26 i R
I6] 2 4% 3 38 Ry TE A A ¥ 3 S B

LA, 25 3 R Rl 1) 5 T AR R ) 4 O
i B, C B0 4 0 (B2 AR /0N, BRIV R 39 19 728 T 4
R e Ts [ A5 B AW AR R /o 2845
JE =k 2R X A B T 5T 22 6 L R e I B A S B
1 00, B2 PR C Y RE 7 0.5: 24 CEH[ —0.5,0)
B, C=—0.5; 5 CHH[0,0.5]8F, L C=0.5.

3 BEEHIAMNER

31 BESAETMIERER

T8 Bl U E Y AR S i Ak i b BT PR 8 A%
AAEBAT IR, HaX R RS T 2
FE LR PE SR 3l g ) 3 K o Sk P 2 S B A
B BT U H K H YRR KL, W05 Tk 16 S
B B, 45 6 4> bR M AR Y (3R (4 it
R ORHOE S R OB R R E) 443
JoT e 3 PR OO 3 20 B DR )23 B8R Ak
A R R ) 3K SO T (FE K RFEES
M B 2 B 48 % (topographic wetness index,
TWID) | 3 38 BE F5 %0 (stream power index,
SPD)) 34> AT A 7 (3 A HI2E B ND VT,
FREE PR RS ) .

VEM B 22 Ta) | A OGP 1 75 2F o B 5 B
O 9 TC A, B IR BT M (RS B BT DA AE T
AU 2 T 2N PR AT 4 bR A OGP b B
IR B A OC 2R B — i R B SR 2 ] G
FIEFE GO, al T 4 E A5 8] 3R 5
P9 A~ 75 5t 22 () A 4% DA S PR T X AR 2 [
(9 0C 28 H 4 2 0L 04 A B o B 3 BB R OC R B
(N RN W

n

B ;(X,—X)(Y,— Y)
/Z<X"X)Z/2<Y’ 7Yy

X XY PR R bR s XORY 53 31 n A48 b
MEEE . MXERB - BUEN T -1 +12
Vi), JH 26 Xof {1 78K, 3 W V9 38 A DG A 3 B v

B VR T AR S PR U 1 6 BT, R A AR 3 A
b ARSIV 8 05 5 B BE 22 (81 {53 501 ik
B 7 0.63F10.66, 7 7F 55 08 AR DGR, 3R 3 T 2
WY 5 K VT v B A Y b AR A R, 25
I b 2 A AR R bt 3 RELRES B RS PEAN F b, TR 4%
(9 144N K 1 HEAT 5 2238 B o RAVEVEH .

FE L3R TAASPEH B 7, B B B R e i 3

(12)

BT B AR RR B AR R ) 4 A 3R K AR
5 ofR] TR K R B B HE AR N 2R TR B 4
HAT AN [) B 32 1) 52 M), 2F TR S ) A RS M L Bk
K B K/ JE LR BE A K AR | HE R ok A 4
7 AR B 5 RO R T AR A T T S 5 R
T 25 W0 X6 43 BT Ak 38 e e Mk 2% R R 0 Bl 0 7 A 4%
HEAEEAEH., TRAAN AR SN S -
RS0 B S50 IR GRS 1 XL H 1 S
PR 22 5 5 T2 AN 25 0 IR RS i A e L
WS R B R T S A S B R
D I S e ) L IR 7 I N L i
WA R A2 . WK R R A
A RAER BRI S ma S AR AR s TWILE &
H 18T MU A A S X A S K S 4 A Y R
SPI ] f8 Jiz e 335 60 432 b A0 300 T WIVE T . R TR) £
Hb ) 28 AT IR 3 N2 TR B 0 5 5 25
ND VI R AEAE % 53 55 15 B0 , A i o AR & ] DL
e A BT Y R I 75 AR TR s R] DL
MR ZKCHE B A TR i S
B RIS DT S M R 1

32 BESAMITFNER

BE I8 A S M T JE 1 14 S T M SOk T #E
P W S RAE VR AR AR AR R . X T T B
() 40 JE K 22 0 30 m, B L 30 m 4 B A PR T AR
RV Bt . FEE A I, AR L 100 4>
I BEAR S5 R0 5 500 A W 3 BE AR A5 1 S B 4
IR 4y IS4 (70%6) 54 (30%) . W F
T A I SRR AR B0 22 B A K, WO SR A R
/b B2 3t 2R B (synthetic minority over-sampling
technique, SMOTE) ¥ i 5 4% 45 K R A (Tomek
Link) f1 SMOTETomek £ & 2R ¥ 3 F 5 1 5t |
R BE AT T A A B 25 RN 2 R o

fdi F§ CNN . MLP FI LSTM 3 il i Ji ¥ 25
28 ERUXE R AR S5 0 U SR A R AT I, L) R 3 i
Gy RAEVEA o T BT, i R 5 SR ) T R
521 DA R T — B0 - i 5 1k 22 R AS ) 2 ) 4%
S ) AT b M A 5% 7R BE AL 2 BB 33 8 T A R
I REHL RN TS 50(2 024) o £ 45 BORS B2V 22 48 A5
25 A3 3 TR .

25 % B SN VM 48 45, MLP-Tomek
Link B¢ A B8 7E HERR R RSB 2% (F1 2040 B 0R
fabr [ AR A 2 T &AL b i R AE , H ROC {H ik %
T 80%. M, MLP-Tomek Link ¢4 45 %1 oy it
B Ty K MR VA ) B R ASE AR DT A 2 R A BE A AR
Wik WS kX RS EX o h 5 kKX,

=

48



1218 ROBK 2 4 (fF B A D 2025 46 H
el 0.13 0.01 =025 -0.03 0.12 -0.02 -0.02. 0.00 0.01 -0.01 -0.16 0.06 -0.00 )m%é%i%
HUBAR AR m 027 0.06 -0.24 -0.04 0.22 -0.03 0.02 . 0.13 0.01 -0.03 -0.23 0.05 -0.01 1.0
NDVI |0.13 0.27 0.04 L034-01I 0.22 -0.06 0.40 0.29 0.04 0.04 -0.05 -0.26 -0.02 -0.04
Spr |0.01 0.06 0.04 m0.22 =0.01 0.01 0.00 -0.00 0.01 .-0.15 0.00 -0.01 -0.01 0.03 08
TWI |-0.25 -0.24 1-0.3 0.22 0.01 -0.12 0.00 -0.18- 0.33 =0.32 0.03 0.10 -0.02 0.13 0.6
T ALY [F0.03 -0.04 <0.11 -0.01 0.01 BRUE-0.01 0.05 -0.01 -0.04 -0.02 -0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 -0.00 el 04
w012 022 022 0.01 -0.12 -0.010.04 026 0.16 -0.01 0.01 -0.08 -0.23 -0.00 -0.01
SR J2EE B [0.02 -0.03 ~0.06 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.04 M-om -0.02 =0.00 0.00 =0.02 0.04 -0.03 ~0.01 j o2
MK AP gg [F0-02 0.02 10.40 -0.00 -0.18 -0.01 0.26 -0.07 0.01 -0.01 0.02 -0.12 -0.04 -0.01 -0.02 1o
4y -- 0.29 0.01 .-0.04 0.16 -0.02 0.01 0.05 0.02 -0.02 <0.23 0.03 -0.01
g 10.00 0.13 0.04 0.33 -0.02 <0.01 =0.00 <0.01 0.05 m’“ .01 0.04 -0.03 0.08 192
% 0.01 0.01 0.04 -0.15 =0.32 -0.00 0.01 0.00 0.02 0.02 -0.00 -0.02 0.00 -0.15 0.4
FEifkiAs [-0.01 -0.03 =0.05 0.00 0.03 0.01 -0.08 -0.02 -0.12 -0.02 '(')'0]' -0.00M 0.08 =0.02 0.00
LR ] [F0-16 =0.23 -0.26 -0.01 0.10 0.01 -0.23 0.04 -0.04 -0.23 0.04 -0.02 0.08 M-0.04 0.01 06
RhbgE Ry [0.06 0,05 -0.02 -0.01 -0.02 0.01 -0.00 -0.03 -0.01 0.03 -0.03 0.00 -0.02 -0.04 0.00 038
Fyogzds (£0.00 -0.01 -0.04 0.03 0.13 -0.00 -0.01 =0.01 -0.02 -0.01 0.08 -0.15 0.00 0.01 0.00 m 10
g £ A oo o # OH o &B X X # B g ¥ OB
BB H @ 5 % B H § =
2 = HE #H = = i'—%
=
K6 AN B AR G
Fig. 6 Evaluation Factor Correlation
F2 REWMBEINGEERERE/
Table 2 Number of Positive and Negative Samples in Training Set Before and After Sampling/Point
FEA S KRR SMOTE Tomek Link SMOTETomek
TEREA R 752 3868 752 3763
R A Bk 3868 3 868 3706 3763
®3 IEMERBEITER/Y
Table 3 Evaluation Model Accuracy Assessment/ %
il RAETr ik iR TES GBS HIAE F15% Kappa % $1 HAA fRIE#  ROC{H
SMOTE 74.14 79.47 88.08 83.56 23.78 33.20 66.88 77
MLP Tomek Link 82.68 94.06 86.20 89.96 27.66 50.76 49.24 80
SMOTETomek 73.74 79.09 87.81 83.23 23.51 33.27 66.73 78
SMOTE 75.86 80.53 89.06 84.50 29.64 37.60 62.40 90
CNN Tomek Link 77.53 83.63 88.93 86.20 25.96 34.77 65.23 87
SMOTETomek 77.07 83.84 87.82 85.73 27.53 38.12 61.88 88
SMOTE 74.49 80.70 87.30 73.87 23.40 34.03 65.97 85
LSTM Tomek Link 82.07 93.19 86.15 89.53 27.80 49.08 50.29 86
SMOTETomek 76.21 80.41 90.05 84.96 29.00 35.59 64.41 86
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Fig. 7 Evaluation Results of Landslide Susceptibility
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Table 4 Statistical Table of Landslide Susceptibility

Results by Region
. SRME WS EC MR B WL R
H w/A W/ wm/A W/ WA
WAL 1171229 46.50 110 9.72  0.21
MLP- ik 726 308  28.84 242 21.38  0.74
Tomek o 327492 13.00 232 20.49  1.58
Link e 191 491 7.60 235 20.76  2.73

e 155 102196  4.06 313 27.65 6.81
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Fig. 8 Surface Deformation Velocity Rate Along
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Identification Results
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Identification Results
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