RE&s T
EVIEWS

E T ZIEWN AR EBRER SN EMR

dokEl, TOombRLESFEN TR R
(1 PRS2 be LIS 78 2661005 2.+ VAR T RO Vg SRR o 5 AR B AR 07 S e 5

B, IR HE 266100; 3. F BEERA S BORBT E SRS W RIS B EOR T RESE R,
AR 55 266580; 4. 15 1 i CUBERRBARFHEA R AR, 1R 75 266500)

WE: BRALERRIKMEZGRK, e R TR, BREVEMNS THPEREZLEXE
Z, MERRKRAR Y, BREHBEMNERE L. oA Lo T L, THF LR TR, AL
At B AR EH B MNBEARFE, KER . EFRRKFEAFTEAT, HREHRFEOFRALE
BRIV PR, RIS ERRKF B L. R, ExtERBEMNERF RGO R L

BE, RHTREEN . M@K T — kR

KEEIR: AW, ZRANEK; TR,

FESES: P714+.6 XHEkFRIRED: A
DOI: 10.11759/hykx20200806001

g5 I B A A KGR A 228 . B R Ze
SIERNE 7S AL B /AR A5 g I Y ) N e o e K
BEHH 5 R LT BB R S, e — T
FE R B RN ERG, 3 A S R R B A
26 I, Bl T E RIS G . A2 s
i A

T B 22 4 W DN 2 o 24 ol s 00 T BB X oA B AR
SEMY . HESRILAN . T EREE R AR OGO AT e A
rWr. BRI N AEQRERRAIY | B i
R TR, LRI | TR R T S (0 B S5 1) M
A Ao X M R B 255 A, DA TR SR A AL T2
A PIRERL FERZ i E b, AT W AR g
FLHEA RO S SRR R AL TR s TR, W
1, T SRR M S A B 2 e M N P e B Y M
PIZE, AR R A 3 i i 5 T

HITRP IR A M PR B L R A b o A 1 SR 2
ARG SRR RE A IR, TSR A I8 AT 00 b — e iy 7K T
Y E N A, ARZ KBS E G, L fik A TP AR
MR EREZ BRI e ERRZEEERT,
AN S K AETE AR, QSRR Y B R A T SR BT B,
LT ARG B HUR, FEmia AR B = R R
ARSCNASTE] . HBTaT 7K = AT T BLAT i 3 e
BORF-BLIEAT o007, IR 2 A I I I BOR A i 3
AR W rp A R AT P LS AR LR FR IR, B
AT IREE G MEI T 58, oK R T SR AR T I 4R

R A RO S

= R K —RA; M R 4%

X EHE: 1000-3096(2021)03-0108-14

P %

1 EAFE

1.1 = E AR
1.1.1 GNSS A

GNSS(global navigation satellite system)/& i
DERSMAG MM BEREN O, BFEEEN
GPS Z % (global positioning system) . & & i i
GLONASS %%t (global navigation satellite system).
KRN ) Galileo £ 4i(galileo satellite navigation system)
DA 3R E B9k 2] 2 48 (beidou navigation satellite sys-
tem, fRjFX BDS). GNSS ©L48)" {2 i HI7E KIN L #h i3t |
O I R I AR T AR LA R R B AR o | A A
AT W 45 . GNSS AH X T 4% 48 I i F B B AT JoiE
EIRR® . oA . AR AR A
WA AL, M HAEE AR B F A AT §E . GNSS 78

Wik H 39 2020-08-06; & [ul H #: 2020-09-17

EE&EWH: HERESHKRITBOF N ESEHHE (85
2017YFE0133500), Z& L2434 S RI% B

[Foundation: National Key Research and Development Plan/Key Program
for Intergovernmental International Cooperation, No. 2017YFE0133500;
Shandong Province: Taishan Scholars Project]

YEF A AKI1995—), FOUK), WARIEA, SLrE, Lk
WFPEMBRT, E-mail: 2279928872@qq.com, S 7] A i bl P (5 .
SEROTE BN, TH(1982—), IBAEIEE, HOUR), BHLRREA, R
¥, 1+, E-mail: dingdong@ouc.edu.cn, Tl AN, WFZE 07 [ M
MBS | 25 GIS W

108 TEFEERL 1 2021 4F /55 45 4 1 55 3 1Y)



R gk @
EVIEWS

AT WA I A W A e L, — L Rk
40 01OV R U W A 4 ] B R R AR T A
A, KT EE B AL S S R [ R, T LUE i
B FEOCL L5, SF R GNSS [5 5 RMR jik
PR, XAl GNSS FHF A Bl AG TAE S W
Al

FE S BR AR TR Wi v, H AR T AR SR
Fetk, By i, MR RSN GNSS 1]
R AT I P A0 L 50 /0 iy I i, DT 5 i) 9528 52 A6
i ARAE AR T W I e RS B AT SR B A R R
Sy g e, BRI EMZ R RS GNSS © ki H
M F. ENIMEEE LKL R RGN GNSS i H
P HbTE | HSFUY AR WU B T AR R Y
BERY, IFFF & T AR A AR B AR, SEIRTER, £ 82

B[] 19514

RGO T AR W RS B2 R AT S 4% . Barzaghi
SEBIRT Xiao 251N GNSS B 21 A 348 T W il v,
TP B 5 ) B AR B T KGR B g
53z GNSS Wil RETSCBL T 14 km g3 (Y 1 31k
Az W mtel
1.1.2 InSAR HAR
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Zhang %52V A HE 4 BRI B PS-InSAR(persistent
scatterer InSAR, 7K A BT i 95 I & 2 A ) X 15 B
HEAT AT W, 45 3 1 22 K GO B 04 0 45 SR S
T PS-InSAR H R ij H T 5 Wl i T 4 7 1k FORG
4; Pepe ZE0BUF| ] SBAS-InSAR(small baseline sub-
set InSAR, /NIEZRAE TP I 4L AR) S T U IR
HiIX 2007—2016 4 4FE[E Ay HLRIEAS, I — 2048
WUT Fg R i A LA

x1 HNBHCRETFE
Tab.1 Comparison of airborne LiDAR platforms

113 HLRBFOLEBEA

WO A F R (light detection and ranging, LiDAR)
S MEROL . RKE N RG(GPS) MMM R 48
(inertial navigation system, INS) =FfHi K F—F 1 &
e, FHTARAS s o B0 O A6 RS 0 1 8507 Ak = A
AU BfE B R 2T, LIDAR B4 10 AR BUZ B 4
AN, BT DAEEIN RS s A T & A B (R 1), Bl
T A IAT R ERE (EE I ICAML, LTS LIDAR
FHEF Mz .

FEFZE AR fEALEE AT KATEE e N7 B 1
iy N =
HAPL KF3kg 120~360 min  150~250 km/h AETF 100 m  fEMV A, fEALTERIK BEH, WIE@’ 2
YK
KAE KT 3kg AMETF 600min 30~50 km/h AMETF 100 m AES gk, Wasmal AR, SCRER
[i] 7 5 . AERRERE, %R
~ ~ i ~ ~ S, A e S,
F I 1~10kg  20~240 min  70~90km/h  50~5000m M, HEEHHA RS . e R
ZIER 0.8-8 K 8120 mi 20-30 kvl 505 000 Hegw fBEaeh, A WAratmE, PoxbEsgie
FAHL TR i - " T LR 5 2 Al 7 PRI AT PR
i e HL 22 e 38 04 S o R G
~ ~ i ~ ~ b e i — 2 4
- 1~15kg  30~240 min  70~80 km/h  50~5 000 m T 687 R B il At e o

HlZk LiDAR J&—Fh Eal Ui HA, 555005
FBoAH L, PRI, AT LA S 58 AN B 3 fik A5 57 0
o SEYIIE | g REHARM L, PlEk LiDAR #E
UEIRAT R ) = e R S a8 . h TROE R —2

x2 ZESHATERFZILK
Tab.2 Comparison of multi-model LiDAR systems

AZE BT, TR —E AR R BB s, L mT LSRR
—ERH FARE R, ZA15 LIDAR R4 205N
PRI G, TR IR0, DR s i
SEIXA A R LA KA AN ARl 3R

i H 1831 AS1300HL Optech Galaxy Leica SPL100 RIEGL VQ-1560i
AT 5~1350 m 150~4 700 m 2 000~4 500 m %K 5800 m
o8 FEF: <5 cm e <3~20 cin* FEF: <10 cm Lt 20 mm

JK: <5 em IKE: 1/7 500% i 5 JK: <40 cm
EALIF)7 b JE JE b
G SULE R TR 750 kHz 35~550 kHz 6.0 MHz 2.0 MHz
W 4.35kg 27 kg 55 kg 60~70 kg

L2 FIFIPLEL LiDAR $5 A I8 25 6 52 48 748
R34 BHE RS AR, PLEk LiDAR iz 148
TEMEIN ., 2013 4F, RETFHC 128 LIDAR AR T/ MR
JE KRR AT M A Ry [ B AR ) 2 22

B 2015 4F, BREFS TR ML 200 L R b AHES
BRI, B IR B TR AR T LA
AT BRICLISE, BRI FHTENTI I | s riifae
I VDX AT AR, AR ARG AR .
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AT AR5 52 N e A R N 2 U BB 0T 4 42 T R O Y
— WA, e R AT B B AL
e ol H AL AR, RN AR EAR (R 3),

x3 MRBEUNERNSH

Tab.3 Parameters of the oblique photogrammetry camera

GERE T VAR A Ge s s i BRI L7 o i) 1 47
BRI RIR, XL G5 I i B AR AR R Kk e
FBIHT, BLC B Z 0 T30 = e d it | e i
T8R934

o AHAH AL IR FAG R AR B
FE/R 1028 Ll /R E A 243077, B 1.242 1.5 cm
2115 AP2600 Z e 2.1 {08 % 2cm
Leica RCD30 iz 12 izl 6000 J7~8000 Ji 6 cm
Leica CityMapper Z LR 8 T-J115 % RCD30 HAHHAL 700kHz Hyperion #{ %5 ik /

Th e S VR i e S TR A e B2 DI 4
ARXPEFSRBEAT IO, SEBL T XS AR | A R
JEAR W, 3 3 DA THT 36 1E 1 A4 45 52 D0 R
TSR A W A T A TP o BUARHER D P R A
R PR, I ELRCHERS B2 A5 0, T LU SR
S MWL HL B A, SRR 3 e
CEINE % 3 IR U VA R (PR3 2 5C s iikuy
Z A0 B R ARV C DL KR 82 0 SE AR R A48 T LA
JST AR R DL R i K, RE RS UL B M I M
FEAEFER ST AT 1 [ A = RO
ASCN T8 NI AR5 52 1 AR X X A7 = 2 i 5t B,
He IR BRI 1 = B A A TR, A T RS
L2 3 B0 = HERLRY, ] S BURA DXit 39d FH I
2y, X bR A A R TR

1.2 ¥e@mB K

1.2.1 5K

AR, TAEBBREA . BOLEIREAR | fE
AR AR — AR 2 B AR AE AR TR W AR Iz Y
N, AR LA S S AR A5 S A2 1 % 4t R
EHARASR AT W BT B, BARIE S ik
BN TAER R, ZHIERGIKE . AR
Atk HRA R H AR R e . R B AT R L A
EE A WD 7 3, HE AR R AR 2K A B ] AT R R AN
Al ERVER . Ak, BEE G B AR R R,
S RSO ST A shik . B Refl, HReRd
SRR — R AR T
1.2.2 WENFA

D L A — P BE AL L T2 051X, fE A 3
PEATIE R MR | R RO A IR H AR, JF3REUA B
PR . S AR DL SO R G B P FEARTE W Ty

I, DEHLAS A2 AR BRI | AR Al
WEE, AESCELZOKR G A B4k W {H 55 0 AL
v N 5 320 A5 A A R B AR U % B i GO RE
HE—TKEA) X TR HiR, Flanak
FIEEE, B E AU ASREE 5 AT Xk, L
A2 B FR &, #tiX — i, TEREPET TR

BB HLAF A W X 2% R g, WY R
T, IR A Ak R G AR T WS 5 Jiang 450
# GNSS HIE AL ANLE A, WA e & 38 R n) T,
ARG T WO PR IF AR T M A
1.2.3  HE = 4EBOEERY

b 1] = 2 30O F1 45 {3 (Terrestrial Laser Scanning,
TLS)LAMSE 3, %4k, Ash, Pl iR HARX AR
R A EE R, KRR KRG, IF HEE R
SRR, BRAIRE T A, 140 Trimble TXS 4
AR 4)o BRI S s8R G B FEE, B H
Frxt g 2 WA, v LLUE I H AR R A AR 1L .

TLS FEBEIE . AFGE . Hium 507508 1 Wi v
B Z N, A RIASE W, Alba ZE5F B TLS
S RINGFEAT WM, % FH TLS 78 5 3R B . Bk B |
AIEERE . B R B HAb AR TG LRI I 3 Ve-
zocnik Z50 TLS 5 GNSS $5 A FI BRI £ H AR AH
i, AT KBRS M, 25 EB TLS ANUA]
DA -5 Al 28 ) v R e B R AR 4 A, i LA B
THEMM T2, E2MH TLS X AWkt
ARJE W, 2 SR B W ORS B BE 8 1k B 22 K
It HLBENE S BN K443 43 0 325 252 W) 1021

1.3 KTHRREAK

1.3.1 KTHEMESEAR
P T T B2 T Ah 1 ik b B A B . W 5 2 B g K
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& 4 Trimble TX8 AL IEEESE
Tab.4 Trimble TXS8 scanner performance parameters

EEEREiL7n 1% 3% PR

KR 120 m 120 m 120 m 340 m
BAE A 45 B 120's 180's 600 s 840 s
30 KA S A B 22.6 mm 11.3 mm 5.7 mm 7.5 mm
J2 3P 5 e e R 60 % /F> 60 /% 30 ¥/ 16 % /Fp
R =L BEY S 0.5 H i fi/s 1 BT s 1 BT 8 s 0.4 B i /s

— i SR 3400 Ji 5, 1.38 1245 5.551¢48 3.12 4205

1R LA K RTRAR 2, 1 JE 300 YR 1T S AR 534 2 B
Rz, R = AR R B, DR T30
PRA KR M AN AT SR 43, H AT R A 2
W RN R A AR KT MBI 1 R R F B

AL RO R A AT R PR S I ik, I
DR ERAE 53 A1 e s R W B0 Oy ) B8+ o 4, T
FEMNZR () B AT 5508, B 22 SE A0 2 DA s B i A A8
B SRR IO R AT T 22 R A, (HR PR
WAEE G, RS PAE, AR Z | IERE 42
(R AR A O O Lk B ARAER, K Ak L 2

22 10k SRR 22 45 0] FH 48t e #4525 4 1) KRG & 3 K
i BE TE T TR AR IR Y, RS R D SR BT A
S — 2 T8 VS B N K BRI IE B08s, T8 iz 7k Bk iy
SHOKEHIE R SRR, 2R B S
B OREEE L SR AR AN, SR TR e DA R B
FRENE A, AE S LS AT A S K T HJE o Lee
MY LIDAR MIZ P HRZE &, 345 T RIUK KT
= YEa Al R SRAB IO R 22 ik A R R ST B
sk 55 5 0 By e S AT R, I BT K & e A
PHE
1.3.2 JKTFHLEA

K HLAR A — B AT DA ATEIK T 58 BURE 2
RS MHLER A . KT LS N EE S A KT L
#% A (Human Occupied Vehicle, f&j#f HOV)., A 4K
THL#E A (Remotely Operated Vehicle, fijFx ROV)HI
Je 45K K HL % A (Autonomous Underwater Vehicle,
i F% AUV). ROV 75 % TAE NG AR sy it
LB PR ST AR, AT RIKR SR8 Fa 4,
RETE LU T T AK R 45 Bk, HAMLEhRAE . 3l
WA N NS = WKL Y B2 R U A i W B L]
PO AL, A B 424, ROV B ANA G K
TR, ENAREE R ROV T iz N R TRK
AW KR R A | I SRK R A T08
KBS N Z BORBES AR, B RESE KT T

BRI 5 K R MU a2 e
1.3.3 Whi— =N EHA

TG bl I ¥ R 4 2 5% A GPS-RTK M43,
IR H I SR 46 2o {0 R sl 2 A IR AR,
TR R R TR Y R IBOK IR = G b 2 s R A
B, AR ST K R — e = ) R S,
RO LA A 34k, Bl L = 40 a4, KT
i Z WAL, B4 GNSS | TSt R 5%
B, XK Bl AT 7] 20 e A B PR I

ZHARES e E AN, H TR A R
MBI 22 | g b I O A AR AU R A
Mo, {H&RMGE, 2013 4F, filg iAo T iScan —{4&
b= 4R shill g R4, o] LS gy KR B R
ST SN % S B N 7oy == e W (S - <= A
TR A2 A A 2 A 3 6 5 R AT B AR A T, 56
UE T H TR e W il 474

14 HAAEAFE

I AR ASC R — b R LUK A 0 B 2 7 1) R
B KEO2 3% B9 T RE I AR, B AT LR Bk AR B
BEA P HE— AL BOBTREBE, R AT Ik B 2K G R
RSN FIAE T SRR T8 Wi vhr AT 2 4 JURE - A 512
IR, (U [ Sl bR BE AR

oA AOCEF BB ASE OCET A Y, BRI
Wi ANFAR S AT B REOR Y, R I .
L BT R AE SRS I e g LA
MIEAEFB R, KRR kY. =LK
IMEARFIE G 2, Horp 1A BRI i BEEA T
()4 & BOTDR(Brillouin optical time-domain refle-
ctometer, A7 BLIHIGHTE S ST FARK) . BOTDA(Brillouin
optical time-domain analysis, i BLIHJERTIE AT H A)
F1 BOFDA(Brillouin optical frequency domain analysis,
At HLPROEHTIR W B AR ) (35 5) 3 X AR Hm U,
2 ARSI s v
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Tab. 5 Technical characteristics of three distributed
optical fiber sensing technologies

HAR BOTDR BOTDA BOFDA
Z5 8] 43 PR Im 2 cm~1 m 20 cm
WhiAZa  RE. WA EE. WA O EE. WA
o e I N 50 pe 70 pe 1 pe
77 5K HumiaE RUmEE R
W4 50 km 80 km 25 km
A ik ik [

B e b T AU S JLAR B B — R R T,
B K AR R R A AR A A, R A A
VRS 1A B A B R R, T ARSI 5 ok AR AR I AR,
AT S5 3R 71 T vl B

XFFARAEHML . o3 A0 SO EF A B T 21 555X
KR AL BRI AR, #7520 5 47 A )
TR B B R SR A AL TR, FROSR RB A IR TR A 5 11 1A
DAS B, (HRXHME AR PR RE . AR AR S 2R,
HARG 2 N AR, a] LR AR T Wi i & 2
HARFE.

Hiu T A R ALAR B 3K T I 2 (GB-InSAR) 2 1T
AR A K B — ol b T A R R SR R . M T
BCALAR T 3R A% SR A% T LATE H Aw DI = 4 i a5 1A
&, M ERLWENMRREIE a8 ZAR e T
N B KR RS UASTE Wi i . GB-InSAR
(ground-based InSAR, HbHEH BUALAE TR A THHAR)

#6 THEMNFERAFRIR

Tab. 6 Comparison of space monitoring techniques

(1 W PR, AT AJURD B3R BR 1 km Y5 P9 04 42,
ST W I B BRERE R AT K 0.1 mm™Y, FERIH TR
AR T AR S AR TS W
2 WRAM MR G
2.1 HREFHBREASE S5

225 [) % i A 00 A 7 v B AR TR W v, B R
PRIE TAERR S, B[] 9 RE A8 3R A BBl 9 4
P, AFRBOINS B 5 n] S5 5 K HEA S5 A% ge il ity
PAR LA, B AL Pt T & 2% . GNSS X HEfE
e EAT A RARSCET 4 [ s W, R R Y TR R
R, T A B A AL, 5 500 U ok A 3
1o GNSS B2tk B2 7E JE K, i A I 4 15 AT
TR EEOR RGBT 2 A I R0 Fof i) R B 5 4% 1Y)
TRIEALHA A JF H GNSS (1 i ks A 7
TIRERE o B ¥ InSAR HAR R LIRS 345 IX #E4 7R
O L, G A% e e XOH R R g T
KRB R, FORARKIET, (BT GNSS
(R SR 5K, HAB AT R AR, N RE A Rt
WA, OF B H S AR B RAR, b P AR
Z% . MLEE LiDAR FIBAHRERZ R AR, AT LA X
SEVEATARE AR &, (FF T S AR L, R
#3175 DEM(digital elevation model, %07 /= FEHR A
S HL P, R A AN B R, B e SR B
Feo ASTALME TN B 2R TF B R gk 6 PR .

HARTE GNSS ¥ InSAR BLA LiDAR A Bk
L B2 A IRENNZESR JLEAREILT KA JLEREILTRAA
Ml ﬁ&ﬁi@*ﬁﬁ%*ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁ@*ﬂﬂ%*ﬂ[2ﬁ§%§$§gigﬁ 1 Tk TR G
ES i i e e

[ S LR 5 (i (I e
Kl b 5 e et 18 etk
AR e B etk et

Ak # # B e

JE I ezl VESe L ZREMMGHMED 2RI
At i SR SR AT IR 2 AR IR
AR Bk B/ B/ Bk
e UEIEN Egh EhR N
BRI =2 A A T =4 A 1R
TR % x # #
AR 5 AR KT AR B X
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M T M 0 Dy FE AR SR AR TR W I v, AR AORS A
g, REME DN B AR AR AL, (HOR TARRCRIR, %
FERR R BRI ANTIW 1o LAl SO AR 1 14 Se i
Jrik, WA KRG, (B A e AR, B
P BN, U RERIIG T S iR AR 0 I L
o NAERE L RESC B A Ak, (HR I B A IR,

x7T HWHEENFERAFRIER

Tab.7 Comparison of ground monitoring techniques

HB A AR m; H I = B0 AR 5 B 3h
KR, SRR RHEGEEFE, W ERE,
EIE AL AR R, B A i, i S s Ak 2+
YRR 7)o HUTH] I B A T G 0 E R I X
FIBE AL 72 T DX I HE AT /)N DX AR S M I, O 4 G vy
T B AL

HARTFB 4575 B (LA 4 b AU 1)) W HLEEA i T = 4EEOG A Y (Trimble TXS8)
TAE AU ARE KM [ H TR, 22 ik P
W A3k 3.5 km 1 km KAF AR ATIA 340 m
BN B A IR P 22K CIEu 2=/ 83 CIEnS—% &1
PN Z (A% fik B S 10 min/H
LRI BE # it %
A L RE fi% B =
PRl B Ak 2 NTACER H 3k b3 12, BE
B AR AR B 12, HBERREER S BE Al 3K 1 Mpts/s
A 1% g 5]
N R 22 451 5k S ) UM . SR A
YRV PRIERR T N REAE fG RS XA, =2 RS Z W% HE RS ABETESG I X WAk, 32 RS M

B TR AT DUAE 22 IR TG T R Y K S T AR,
PR A B, R R R, W
Bl + oy e, AR DN 28] BoA Ko, MELLTEAR T
fip K TAHOL; Z PRI | R | BORG T AR
K, REPREPIPOK T L LS, B A &
B AR AR AL B e, AN TE G KL gl —

x8 BER. ZERRBH—IKLNER LR

PR i 2R GE REPRH AR BOK KT Bdi, ek ik
PRIESEAPIRDL, SRR A KR, R A TS
SRR A B AT B R 2R (R 8); K L A SR AR
P B RHE X AR K R BRI HOR A B 2 Ab 58, AERS
LR BUK PO, BSEANRE S HE A I,
BT AL R, XK AT —E B K

Tab. 8 Comparison of single beam, multibeam, and sea—land integrated surveys

HARTFB R 2R T ki — A A 0
8 ) 7 25 B KR L R = A5 A L TRREEI, W =A% LL L
P R, BRI R A IRF] 1024 4 ALIRF] 1024 4
BEHRG E Y Ik JHE K 2 S i RS 7 U o [ SR> S7 ¥ SN EAT TS
) o572 /N PN PN
Hf R %N R, HRA WEKEKT
(A% &S fi% [ =
Y AR U i 18 P US
AR LIS [ CiNh
Ak AR A7 5. P T
Y b B fiaj 2. 29 E S

S IE W T Be Ak 2, (ER A h— 1) T B
REAS 4 TAT . G R R 28 T AT A0 S BRI SR A HE U

114

PG, 22 HOR T B ) Wi, 57 9 38 A2 T e ) &
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22 HBREHBR AR GEITER

T SR AR Y W I 2R 5 1 A ST 7 B O DL R LA
J7 1 :

(1) Wi 22 455 1) B0 AR BUEE ORAIE 42 KB | 42 KA
DA AT REME . W 2R G 4 KA 0 o I SR A T A T
FENTE N 2 R ARG 1 DL (AR 2 1 SR 32 R TR
J1 R I B ) I ], B2 S AR U BB 1T IR %L
i, JF HARUE R BUEE 085 B2 RAT S8

(2) Wi 2 Gt B Ab BB ARIE [ S Ak g
b, FaEEAH R A DR R R G BEXTARIUN (S B H 30
FEEAT AL B, el /D L B s N T AR B ],
REAL Y L 38 S R 48, XHAbHgh SR b7 R0, fE
IS XoF s 5 155 1O Al 0

(3) Wail R G EARUE W H AR 2B 5 L i
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Abstract: A seawall is an important infrastructure in coastal areas to resist tides and typhoons. Monitoring seawall
deformation is essential to maintain the safety of seawalls. With advancements in technology, there is a potential to
develop systems to monitor seawall deformation using automated, elaborated, and instantaneous technologies. This
study focuses on currently used seawall deformation monitoring technology and aims at three aspects: space,
ground, and underwater. This paper briefly describes the characteristics of each technology and its application in
seawall monitoring and objectively analyzes the features, advantages, and disadvantages of using each technology.
Moreover, based on a comprehensive comparison of seawall monitoring technologies, we propose recommendations

for establishing a deformation monitoring system that integrates space, ground, and underwater.
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