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A3k, F| 3% J8% (Remote sensing) £ A& IT &
T8 Wl i 1155 XU G AN AR A AR B HLAE B K
FHEc AR JZ T H f3 mC OF 5 . R R b
Mantovani % (1996) £ 1 W ] ] 18 4 R T Jie
TS W RN A3 AT S 0 B 9E ;. Wasowski 4§
(2003) TEE b 1A H 57 27 41 3 i S i I 4
HIA G2 I SAR TR T RE Y 3 5 (i 23 B 38 L
AR 18 Ry 1) J] S0 4 0 ) /000 3t 300 00 80 9 4k P
JI 3G R A T 1R R TE M B 9E b iy g
S BRI Z5 ) JR) BE B A SLAM ( Service for
Landslide Monitoring) 3 H £ & B fL 72 5 ik 22 47
T # M & (DInSAR), 7K A 8 9F /& ( Permanent
Scatterers, PS), T g HFx 3 #r (IPTA) J5 ¥ K 3K
TR K GNP A2 08 Bl e AR e ) e B o
Bt s b 5T 53 At O 2 T e 3 B R0 M L A I e ] R
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H B E R MU L 3 IR AR A W B E A
FLA T2 (0 1 F A (H E AT B B PN AR U B
A EE AL B T2 2 SRR BT EOR T i R
R RN AR B E REFEFRER
SO o A7 7E — S8 ] JEFN N A2 o Q0132 SR 7 T R A v i
VE FAAE Bl b 18 2 K i [l st JHL 7 s 1 T e e 1
B I8 3 K 5 A0 92 B 2 S8 H WA 0% v 2 B RO R 15
RSP @1 NS AN VA= 3 35 SN I DOR RS
i 136 119 S i 2 B ) AU RS Y 5 T I R 1
1 36 SR A2 09 R V% 35 . DEM . DTM %4 i ) FH
FEAR % DEM, GIS =5 [a] 43 8 5 52 8 00 &2 4 47 97
3D TR AL 55 BT 0 B AR T vk AR A s i X 3 R A
PRV RS B R UL PE AN O T AE . B R e R, AR
SCHE B O 2 38 & TR 2 1% L InSAR, LiDAR %
IR AR T IEN B SEAE 2538 T X B0y 3L 4R
R AE W 3 0 B AE 5 HP I B I P R . DA B DR
T Ay v S itk b 2 55040 K B LV ke o s 5 L L W
T Ik TR 2R T R R o LA 5 A T T S 3R SRR TE
DRI T AT H ) S R AR TR TR 5. DA B
157 W S A 5 RP B LB T A R B R R R R
T3 K BE VA R B R 8 5 55 A B R TR
12 BB AR N 0 I 5 R A A 1 )

1 W RS

NI =2

H HT . 72 E A S0 3 5 R Y R R
BRI, AT IO E LD A DR RAR obr
(13 AR InSAR/DinSAR 5 LiDAR # A . H iz
1§ R I 70 AEARTT b T Bk R E RO J2 B AR
T 04 B A 12 R0 R S L TR B R I R R T
BRR (R, 2002), HL, HAANH I
He—iE 41 40 S 2 TR ¥ R M i BT 9 InSAR/
DInSAR,LiDAR # A& .

1.1 FAIIRE—IE L5 T E &4 (Optical )

o TR AR E 48 R AT DG R 2r A ik B
SR S b 6T O H s ST 1 B 5 AR A Ml R S R Y
22 5 45 AN G 7 Ok BUIER LA SRR A OC H B
P fs 8 . T T BR A5 [] 43 B 58 0 AN () £ A0 1Y
TR AR IR HOG % AN A3 8] 43 B 58 DL R
(K D,

(1) Landsat7 ETM + 1 ASTER (v ¢ 4 ¥
%), Landsat? ETM+ &% EF 1999 454 H 15 H
RHHH) Landsat-7 1 #4 # 9 fL &8, 322 F AR IR
O ER 25 B G T LTS B B 2s ) 4y B, B
A 7P B CRLAE AT W% T 2T Ah, S U T A AT

SIOF T A @R E BB B T HA
XA o )AL R A 38 5 K S A D R A S
Mg e o Tz 0 R & G 1R . ASTER
( Advanced Spaceborne Thermal Emission and
Reflection Radiometer) & Terra 2 F W —F & 2%
DG AL AR ALTE T NF] UGB LD AP 3L 14 S5
I AR AR 4 =AML R G 43 Ak T AT
WG/ LA P AL AN ALL AN B ASTER il i
SEARAR S E A2 42 it 15m, 30m F1 90m DEM % 4fi .
TRV R SC BT 8 L KLl T L 28 1/ 2 R
MBS 6 AJr AR Tz . ASTER B4
TEH BT E Y BB AR BT ETM A+ %4 . L 15m
O3 A AT LS AT £0 A0 P BEA X T ETM A+ 30m
DEFA T T LA 6 0 21 40 O T 2 106 2% 43 B
2 OASTER fEP &K 2. 145~2. 430 pm H A 5 3
Bt i ETM+7E 1. 55~2. 35 pm AUA 2 A B 5
R EEN R ASTER B A 7 AR % 19 % BURE g - 7T
PAAE R 15m, 30m 73 B3R 1) DEM %4 .

(2)SPOT5 Fl ALOSCHj 73 B 5 « SPOTS &%
[ SPOT RAESEEM TR, Bk —Pfd s Tk
JARBE T3 o SR T T 38T 1A 2 AR A AT e e 1 S B
R 5 # 2. 5m, ALOS ( Advanced Land
Observing Satellite) & H 4~ 2006/01/26 %) %t i) —
TR ] 2P o I b 00 D00 5 A 9 T 30 B 2 AT Ok
FE 2L A0 5 3t AR B AL -3 Be & AL AR H ik, 5
IR 4 KA 14 i b UL B 455 AR R 3 ~ 5 K B A BT
AR AN 2 1:2.5 T O TE R E R A
B EAT 20U, ALOS T A B AT [ Hy 48 35 0 I X
SR DIRE . P TL R A ) A3 B R — B0, X R BOG
TV L R MR — . EOSRTE M B R E B R
SPOTS SR EN 1 8B 2 B R - HHE B 5t/ 57
PG A — s FEBE 2 1 AR 3 5 9 35 J5 T #)
FHRE K s ALOS SEAZ R B, FLAR 5 p PR He T2 it
fLAR TR IR BE T 0K B A8 B SPOTS A 3 57 K 5
I H

(3) IKONOS #1 Quick Bird (# & 4> # %) .
IKONOS TR it 7 B4 — Wit Jr R LA
AR M Rl 2 % DR, IKONOS TR RATSEE T
P AL Vi T LA B 0 BEAON 1o, R 8 20615 4 B
A Am 1 TRZAR TP T — DB ay R PE, B 22
T ARAT 5o B il 1 LA B AR AR TR A T Rl
B ERAZN IR, Quick bird & Worldviewl JF
IR 55 i T A R TR v R A M R AR
i — MU T A G P B BN 0. 61m, 0 20
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e oy HER A 2. 44m, P A  U8 BORI O 135 31 161 1%
BBGENRAER TR AR HA N ZCR 8012
N7 FF] A R T ¢ g ) T 42 il 1] L KR TR R ik L
ZEUA R T B Ty T 7 b B O O A RIS )
JE T A IR T T A S ROIR BRE ) B A A
B A v T I
1.2 InSAR #1 DInSAR

B AR B T & (SAR interferometry,
InSAR) 2 T 41 fe 1t 4 Ji B > 1 — ol B0 g 28 Jak A
AL B [ BRE R — A B 5T AR (R
2000) , & & F) & i fL 4% F5 ik (Synthetic Aperture
Radar, SAR) BYAH N7 {5 B $2 U 2 = 48 £ B M =
PEASEAE R — T R . H AT, InSAR 3222 0 I BR
HEAT HIE ] 1L A RV 3 A BE ) DEML L2 3 &
WA CROBE A, 2001) , 76 T ¥ 7 A it b & Jg e
F B 555 2 T ¥ & ( Differeiential InSAR, fij
P DInSAR) 7 AR v 4 B 8 25 1] 49 9 3 Je 4 K
A o I L 4 50808 AR B RE g fof 45 33X b BR 7E K i i
TN b 2 B o LA T 3B 000 R e 52 O A WA Y 45 Ty T
HAEEAHE CGRIESE, 2004), REAFE
B (Colesanti and Wasowski, in press ; Rott and
Nagler, 2006; 0 ¥ 8 &5, 2006 ; 5K ¥4 %2 4%, 2004),
InSAR 5 A B A 3 35 ) P14 s 0 o B A R4 Y
B AR R AW ) B2 i T HORA B 1 Jm) BR N 32
b TE R 5 39 B N R ARAR A W)  BU AR 2 A T
BT I (] R [ B i A R 4 ) R, A A58 1Y R R 32
BB H 29, R 1 A A InSAR AR L 55
FR 7K B AR (PS) AR A 2 S5 4 B AR 1 1y AT
DA 85 s /b 23 AR e W 5 0 T R 2 e . 55 A
HAR ALOS P K & KA COSMO/ SKYMED
TR R GE 0y S A 5 A s 452 A SR T J 2 35 Al ]
A I 5 T Al REE . RO 25 ) R B B ) SLAM
(Service for Landslide Monitoring) 5 H | F & &
fLAE 5 ik 22 40 T ¥ W & (DInSARD ., Jk A H# 3 1A
(PS), T ¥ 5 H AR Bt (IPTA) J7 2 58 3K B 2 K %%
R BE 3R 2 3 Bl B A% e WO 5 18 00 B - 3 T
G3 M7 1 I e B RO | & B 1 ] ] (Farina et
al. , 2006 ; Meisina et al. , 2006), fH InSAR A F
T M I A7 A — 22 2 Lk TR RS H A2 1L
TRBIE SRR R 22 A 2R BT 5 19 2 AL AR UG
T PAGRT Z ] 725 ] 22 T[] 25 2 %) Pk 28 52 3] —
SE R BRI 5 6 LUt DX R AR I A7 78 7 3 o 3 4 N 7
KI5 G 5 76 e I 00 B A A B 1 (] 4
IR A T EOR %,

1.3 LiDAR

% 75 i85 (LiDAR, light detection and
ranging) £ AR S BT Hb LI 1) B BT AR 2 — il
SUR AN S U N ET TN R 2 I OU R T TR
TYEARBR . X ML A BRI RE A BRI B
A 7 (8] 55 15 ) 43 9 2 1R L S A IV LK L BE S
B TR MRS P | e AR L S 3R 1) R R e
KVEERE R, R PR R B R AR B 20k T B
(Glenn et al. , 2006;Schulz, 2007) ., TG
) LiDAR $ A9 45 dGPS, 52 i S il & 48 (INS)
WO H AN« 38 3345 7w B A K o AR R g A A
R G WG K S AR AR BT A A5 S 7T LRI
R BE 1 DEM., J5 5 45000 125 72 /I8 A5 £ R 4 7 1
FURRAE . LIDAR K15 19 Hb & 5504 72 K F 77 1) B 4%
BN 1m, & H 7 43 R 0. 15m, [H 45 51 18
A FH R I 43 oK B K 9% Y i JE 48 4k (Chen et al.
2006) , A FH TR IERT B OB T R B AR 1
e KA 3AAE T AT AR | B 22 5 A 0 b R 00 381 3 5
(1) Hb 2 K M 1T ) o AR A B A — B AR UM Y 3%
TR A T B, (HR 3 T IO TR 18 509 48 B
R DEM fE Al 37 31 — S8 R 2 BRI 4 0
SUBCHRE 1 R o TR 0 B A b TT A 3o 08 R0 58 B
P,

2 EROBT N R

Bt 5 3 S AR R R R L B R R K E L
AR L 1 IR R AR T W W5 7 T AR B2 BN (R
Do EZ RS FhE B Of TALR A 2s i
TP 55 o Xt W 3 0 AT 0 A L o sr ol TRl L W T % s )
SY ARG T . R R R A TE W 5T )
V- DN S S 2 S g A EA N R I A €1
R 5265 430 5 DT 25 1) P o1 R o 3 25 0 L
T R B A S AR IR R A AR 5 W A R B
PR T Bo N FZ AT H AR5 m A HLE B 5
B ah R I . R 1 BT 3 1 e ik 55 N L Tl LA
PRI H A SR R 78 T8 3¢ WO P i R R R A
A7 76 58— 1 ) FH AL 23 A R JF 88 8 38 A 9% L A )
FH 2 i) A5 3 BB 4l O 8 A8 AL R D L ) ST AR 15 0) A
BT AR R R A S A 5 TR R .DEM, SAR
BRI AT e TR RSy 1w R 4y 3R
(SPOT5, Quick bird JKONOS) $4 14 T4 & 7 ik 4% %}
R T e T Yl A I 3 3 5 18 3 E R AR LT AR L
PEUU A ¢ A % 45 B0 (NDVD), + 638 B 8 %%
(NDWD) , SR 14 /85 9053 28 AR I A B3 25 28 Y L 4
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Table 1 List of applications of remote sensing for landslide study (2003~2007)
H i/ 3= 2 e %A T/ HR WF 52 5 Lo R/ 3 % PERER R
T T T SR PN T
fiﬁlﬁgﬁﬁkﬂ: . . jljﬁﬁ S *HXT%ETK Tessina WA B 1:75000 Hervas et al.,
A R EE BT R | S B AR E R ER 25 5 TR E 19 B 6 1 12 10000 2003
% {38647 25 F A ' '
- R F 4 SPOT 5 R I B L
T B gﬁ]‘j‘ﬁ» | R BCHE RIS IE , B B LU AE S 20m Cheng et al,2001
L A AR A 14 i M R 4 2 5
YA A [R) B 38 1 7 4 4 %o Schwab et al.,
. 7 FH3 5 it Alps (i -1 1:25000
T R R it Ko B = S psChi ) 2007
AL AR AL BB L B R . | Pays de Herve 1:10000 1:18500 Demoulin and
. 7 R E T Sy DEM
MRBUBIEIE ) BT BESRIEG OO | GeHD DEM 30m Chung. 2007
s WIHURERIE R | SR 3 XL ES A R A SPOT 5% | Pena Canyon 1.40000 Weirich and
7 SPOT 15040 T TT Je o W SRR P R | (B ED : Blesius, 2007
o T B IR o 1 L as A A XA A B DEM #2803 3t | Kakuda-Yahiko | 1:20000 Ayalew and
c WHRER DEM PGS g X A n | CH A DEM 10m Yamagishi, 2005
. WA l ) &R R,
m%mﬂ N SPOT fmz F,J i e E’f% G 20m Lin et al. , 2006
- R T NDVT 5 %5 » 4 5 42 ioh 750 0]
o Wk E T % bEEL RO L IF | AR 7R iadis et al. .
f”F!HﬂlK ﬁ%ﬁ ASTER &AL 3 &JX(’&%&IE? | Bl B ARG/ LT A 15m Fourniadis et al
< Mg H A Jr S i Rl (D 2007
B Quick Bird 124 1 GPS Wil Idaho 0.61m Chadwick et al.,
e il 25 AL e (M) 1:10000 2005
AR B TE |1 7 AR A% % HC | Lantau Island Nichol et al.,
o J08 [ 9 B 0 T IKONOS 1
BRI A DEM, it % € " 2006
-z 5 993 4E 3 1997 45 3k T 1% a a
‘ 0 ¥ Y iz Bh ERS 1 1 ERS.2 1993 43 1997 4£55 i85 T ¥ | Alberta Lom Singhroy and
- MR AR GIE->N) Molch. 2004
. 1991 4= % 1999 4 [a] 15 0§ | La Valette Squarzoni et al. ,
o 7 AL A ERS-1 fil ERS-2 10
MR AR f FETWER GEED " 2003
o Wb ARERAE JERS Laion
5 A A 123 Catani et al. , 2005
B I i TOMRRALZRIERE ) en e
R ¥ SAR &, 254k 1% | Carnian Alps Noferini et al.,
. 3 W) (5 -4 SAR )
MEENRD | AEY A W T (KA 2007
RSN E DEM | LA [ DEM., it &
o Hb T 5 a1 Ct L., 2006
i B 4% LiDAR DEM 75 {f, i HEEE hen et a
ERS-1 Fil ERS-2 | SAR E1% T 5 &b 3, ik A B SAR 25m Farina et al.,
A FERA
THER SPOT-5 SR A KA SPOT-5 5m 2006
o T BRI N Gangneung
T- AR \Tw‘n I R . . N
oV R 2 KOMPSAT-1 P& 45 735 A ARG T 5 A D 1m Lee and Lee, 2006
U ERS-1 Al ERS-2 | sk A SO ik -3l 5t Lombardia Meisina et al.,
< ST AN Y Y Vi H RV N=EN (,%",’j(*lj) 2006
o VL e 200 T L B AR TR sGifi = | B b ,
fﬁiﬂlknﬁ-ﬁg ERS 1 fl ERS 2 25y T Wi, YA TE 73 | AlpsGifit B Rott and Nagler
o W I S Bl B F) 2006
. R 3D Laser . . Du and Teng,
< W BRI WOLFIHE . GPS & i o E G
scanner 2007
. ¥ ¢ R IR ) B = M, 7§ &iRE N a > M 1.
Mk sERE | P DEM. S D | Seartle DEM L. §m Schulz, 2007
5 BRI 43 AT (EED

AT AF A S I 29 5 DEM $dle 255 F H GIS
23 8] 43 M 6 0 75 125 Ok T o 8 4 SR ol P ATT 5
Ak [ A A T S A PR b R EOR T BRI
77 ; InSAR/DInSAR £ K K £ DEM %48 3k B
RE 1 H 6 Bl TR A Al i R BE ) AR B T RS R
DEM %4l 1) T 35 il P A0 T8 i S 00 07 1 49 2 1 K R
AR s LIDAR A5 24 B ) 80K B8 DEM Az B A A

X T 78 ) 24 D0 BE T - A B 35 ) At D Ty
FOAR BT AR G AT

3 XHELORIEA

O B R VA 5 B ER 5 A W Y 0 5
A VIR 1 0 PE R 2 T HE I 5 19 5 o 1
B AL 9 P B BT AR A T R
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T 38 AR Al 1) i il I 2 o] 8 7 5 A% 1 9
2 S5 B A B Sz s B 0 A B A A R Vi R R
708 T M D S R O AR G A A5 B i R] T L T R
MBS 5 CoEBT) 45 D T 2 H T O A T 1 X
()R, o A T R AR 1) R R LA W e KU DA v
1 S H AR AR T H 2% 58 TR TS Al b R 500
W Gt s 55 1 1L T 3 TR 3R A T 3 ) R I A o
P45 5 A7 25 4 B N A S5 i e 1) 3 328 Jskp A
7 RS DAl v 1 07 AR O % B i 5
3.1 ErihREE

TSI I R o I
(DTM) , i 5 & F 4 % (DEM) Hl %5 35 T 1 )
(DSMD , Ho Az 7 2k 1) 8507 4k Ak b P ) P 4 £
J7 A s AR T AL A A R ST AR ARk, s
LiDAR $ AR . 38 B AR 1 & 8 it 55 aily st 2 B85 11
A BT B 22 R AL RURG B3 00 2 0 o A2 i HL A Oy 4K TR
SE ik Hh TP B A 1 6 B S P R, 2RI AE - 2001
AR S A L 36 2 BRI ¥ — 1) NASA SRTM 90m %8
] 43 H¥ 2 1) DEM, fii 15 1 % 455 400 17 55 4k » FL 500 1
BRI B L B SRTM DEM i 5 X 35,
T U FE WG I S 8Os . ASTER $2 43 119 37 1414
XF ] ok AE B 15m 253 8] 43 B 2 i) DEM, 0] DL AR
A B A R R R R R i L AR 2 A A5 A
Ay WAL R, 1 IKONOS 482 4t (1 57 A5 6 A= A
() DEM A5 4 5 (0K B RLEL A X ol st 72 1 465 4 A
Z\ 1 B8 7 o 1 HAE KA S AR PR AR X E
s s R R R o R & AL T W R BB AR
(InSAR)VE Ay bR A% s (22 K 2 3t T8 K % L (1)
PR AHZHEMMEREABAETHEHEERD
23 A3 H (ERS.ENVISAT . RADARSAT) , 5§ &b
Tt R R AT B B BB TR B 224y GPS
P Z 48 (AGPS) 152 -5 T & 48 (INS) 19 JO% 4 1
1 BE LiDAR R 48 0] DL 4 K ek S i A i o K
7 E AR (DSMD - T A 193X 22 5 R # AL AT
LA FH 200 3 XU BS: 7 A4l v Jor 75 2 1) i it b T 50 40
77 LT LA B o e ) g A o B an ) A AL
T 05 B 38 3Ot A A i IR T s DX A
DSM, 0] LA IR H & 13 88 ¢ 5 T b 52 13 i I )
SR A
3.2 BHEERSHE

T I o o7 5 A P R A — X L
A A RS B Pk Rk A B T B
SO AT R R . 3 I TR RS R T AL A [ A
I R[] — s, DX S5 B 0 0 OR300 2 DX 3 3 33 )

Yt ik 1 FRARBOHE VR . R P SRR AR T R U D g ok
BRI R S AR T 2 L 60 L B L S0 SRR
AHIPEAR A, o w] DR R Bl 5 K R A S A 5
B BRI R R W 0 23 R 43 A R A R AE 1 R 3 R0
il 1 32 A 45 V3 0 SN R S L O S R
T8 Wl o fifk K 218 B 7 18] WO RE S . R 2 A G B
TG K B 25 T KN 38 5 A Ak 0 AN X L A 5
O T JE W B R S AN . R R B R A R R R
T JR 1 3 4 5% O V88 A B T SRS B2 DEM i 1 b
TE M AL 1 T 4 g 57 v 2 R S RS B 19 InSAR,
LiDAR 55 5 43 ¥ 3 6 24 5AR ST ARG 6 A2 B w8 A
Ji DEM %4 . 78 GIS - & T 48 & b 5 . g s W 33 9%
BF LK SC A R T R W 4 s 18, Schulz #38 i
LiDAR #£ R 3K B DEM 17 52 %% k5008 A1 45 &
25441 MV 33 4 57 I8 (Schulz, 2007) . Nichol 25
B HER A TR SR % (IKONOS) % 38 Bt DEM
R VPAL I U E L 5 AR B8 T BT A AR A B
BLAFREE R 2m ) DEM AH L . 2 ke SRS ff X B
ZIN ML T R A B A0RK L 3 A8 R X 3 b 4
F) 8 3 2 7% 5 1 I (Nichol et al. , 2006),
3.3 BUEBS—ISEZHE

T ik R 2R R T R U Wk VI RN A B T A A S
fith , Varnes, 1994 405 W 3 K o0 i K26 N 7E A
F O R IREE BTG M T S, R K S
BB AR F A R 25 AME IR R EE & R F, £ %
AL A 0 0 1N 7 4 1 o R O - AR B R 1Y
PE, B A G421l AL KA A8 2l | b g B
IR PR AR K N2 TR I 3 L - b 1) A2 b i e
ISR XS S A AR P . 3 SRR R A X b R
S YR R S T AR R T N B R T
A R F AR T AR R R R BRI S A
PR 28 B0 00 1) O B S PR R T B, e AR Bl s e
Hi NDVI, NDWI 4§ 48 B0 A Sz e 76 4 sl A w2
BRI FRAF 8] T ) 2 N . 78 sl & R 2 7 1 72 2%
FORIE TG TR 1 3 BRI 7E AR LRG3
T2 P& TR U i B O LS A R
b ) P R A A5 A28 SEARORN R A BER TR AR TR
BTV Z N . Bl ST ) S RRAE 52 1R
oI AN FAR T - B2 24 55 5 1k H 35 VR
T XG0 38 B2 AR o B BUR (i eCognition)
1 PR R 3 TR R A A R | R AR B s [
Hb FE A BB AR T B, R 2 i 0F 9T AR B 8
TR T R AU A R TN AR 3 248 i I 1 s o B e PR R
TFJR R g A4 ik &, 4] i SPOT #1 IRS-1C F ok # 47
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G AR AN S 6 1 ] P 5 s OGS AR AT T
T Y, 5 A BRI AE Y 28 BB R,
Hyperspectral Mapper (HyMap) i3 W H & +
IR 53 F0 R KA Fb 0 U 5 Bl TR R R 1
AT AR 19 o PE ORI ASTER,
SPOT5, ALOS % b 4§ 43 3 3, IKONOS, Quick
Bird 554 = 43 B 238 19 52 18 K i 0 T 7E 9 3 1A
3.4 BiEEN

{1 333 M ) 50 A M 00 R B I B T 1) A A Y
SFFAEECE T SR I RS LR ETE S I A
VA DI Rl 2t B TR ) N W o130 2 B e v R
A PP AL PR A nT S AR . O AR R A SR T
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Remote Sensing for Landslide Study: an Overview

SHI Jusong, WU Shuren, SHI Ling

Institute of Geomechanics, Chinese Academy of Geological Sciences; Ministerial Key Laboratory of Neotectonic

Movement and Geological Hazards of Ministry of Land and Resources, Beijing,100081

Abstract: Based on the introduction of remote sensing techniques and method as normal optical
satellite remote sensing imagery, InSAR, LIDAR and etc, this paper reviews the newly application and
development of remote sensing for landslide study. From each of the landslide risk assessment 5 phases:
basic topographical data acquisition and extraction, landslide inventory and mapping, monitoring and
landslide diagnostic factors mapping and element at risk mapping, this paper states the RS techniques offer
a solid technique infrastructure, and exploits its potential development for landslide risk assessment. From
the role of RS in landslide landslide

identification, accuracy assessment and RS data source selection, the author states and discuss some

study, interpretability, causative condition that influence
questionable and arguable aspects, and as well presents that; (O the mainly use of remote sensing for
landslide study is data and information acquisition and update; @ the interpretability of landslides from
remote sensing images depends in the first place on the spatial resolution of the images in relation to the
size of the features which are characterizing the slope movement and which can be recognized or identified.
The following aspects are key features for recognizing landslides from remote sensing images: temporal
resolution, the existing contrast between the slope movement and its background, the ability of stereo
imagery acquisition and the interpretability is also influenced by the interpretation method, professional
experience of the interpreter; @ the integration of remote sensing imagery, GIS spatial analysis and 3d
visualization can enhance the landslide recognition and mapping efficiency and accuracy; @ the accuracy
assessment of landslide interpreted from remote sensing imagery should be objectively assessed from valid,
misidentification, omission aspects according to the specific interpretability of the image; & as for remote

sensing data selection for landslide risk assessment, which should follow sufficient is best for the specific

application and take cost-effective into account.

Key words: Remote sensing; INSAR; LIDAR; DEM; landslide Risk Assessment
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Schematic representation of normal Optical satellite remote sensed imagery spectrum and spatial resolution.
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The variability of landslide interpretability of different kind of remote sensing data(Burns,2007).
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