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Abstract: Geohazards, such as earthquakes, pose significant threats to human life and infrastructure
in various regions across the globe. Iran, in particular, is highly vulnerable to earthquakes due to
its unique structural and tectonic characteristics. Therefore, it is crucial to monitor geohazards in
order to mitigate their impacts. Several techniques, including the global positioning system, geodesy,
tacheometry, and mapping cameras, have been developed for this purpose. Among these methods,
radar interferometry has emerged as a particularly accurate and cost-effective approach. It is capable
of operating under all weather conditions, 24 h a day, and can cover large areas with high spatial
and temporal resolution. In this research, we employed Sentinel 1A images and radar interferometry
to investigate the changes in the Earth’s surface following earthquakes in the marginal strip of the
Persian Gulf. Specifically, our focus was on earthquakes in Bandar Khamir, and we analyzed the
Earth’s surface changes three days and fifteen days after the events. The findings of our study
revealed that the most significant uplift occurred around Bandar Khamir, with an uplift rate of 14 cm.
Conversely, the highest subsidence was observed near Bandar Charak, with a subsidence of 12 cm.
Furthermore, we observed a rise of 32 cm around the eastern and northern regions of Bandar Khamir
11 days after the initial period, accompanied by a subsidence of 31 cm around Bandar Lange and
Bandar Charak. These results underscore the importance of continuous monitoring of earthquakes
and their impact on the Earth’s surface, particularly in coastal areas where the effects on the water
table and coastal infrastructure can be severe. In conclusion, this study highlights the significance
of employing radar interferometry as a powerful tool for monitoring and assessing the impacts
of earthquakes.

Keywords: geohazards; tectonics; seismicity; geology; Zagros; Iran

1. Introduction

The active deformation of Iran is primarily governed by the convergence of multiple
tectonic plates, including the Arabia-Iran in the southwestern region, Iran-Eurasia in the
northern part, the Makran subduction zone in the southern region, and the Afghan and
Lut blocks in the eastern area. This deformation is predominantly accommodated through
distributed faulting within prominent mountain ranges, such as Zagros, Alborz, and
Makran [1–4]. Conversely, the surrounding regions to the north and east display minimal
deformation and are considered aseismic.

The seismic activity in Iran is predominantly attributed to the convergence between
different geological components and zones. Historical and instrumental earthquake data
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have revealed the presence of two major seismic belts within Iran. The southern belt,
encompassing the Zagros Mountains, exhibits a northwest-southeast trend, while the
northern belt comprises the Alborz and Kepe Dagh mountains.

The Alpine-Himalayan range starts from Western Europe and continues after passing
through Turkey, Iran, Afghanistan to Tibet, and the vicinity of Burma and Indonesia. This
orogeny results from the orogenic process resulting from the collision of Gondwana with
Eurasia and the closing of the Tethys Ocean. Iran is located in the center of this orogeny
(Figure 1a). The location of countries such as Iran, Turkey, Syria, Afghanistan, the countries
of Central Asia and the Caucasus, and China on this orogenic belt, these countries have
faced large earthquakes and many losses and casualties in recent years. The main tension
with the trend of N20E due to the movement of the Arabian plate towards Iran and the
subduction of the Oman seabed under Makran is the main cause of earthquakes in Iran.
Geologically, Zagros can be divided into two or three parts: North Zagros, Middle Zagros,
and South Zagros. Fars and Kohgiluyeh Boyer Ahmad provinces, the southern parts of
Isfahan, Chaharmahal and Bakhtiari provinces, the eastern highlands of Bushehr province,
and the northern highlands of Hormozgan province are all considered South Zagros. Mount
Zagros is home to one of the largest hydrocarbon reserves on the planet, and many gas and
oil fields are operating and being extracted in this area. The existence of a high number of
hydrocarbon fields and their extraction, as well as the natural tectonic activity in Zagros,
has made this orogeny an unparalleled example on the planet. From a tectonic point of
view, the Zagros region is classified as an active region [5,6]. The western and southern
part of the Zagros mountain range, with a length of about 1375 km and a width between
120 and 250 km, is called folded Zagros. This part continues from Zagros, in line with high
Zagros, to the Persian Gulf and the Strait of Hormuz. Large and elongated anticlines are
characteristic of folded Zagros.

Iran is highly prone to earthquakes, which pose significant risks in terms of severe
damage and casualties [7–9]. As a country situated in a structurally and tectonically active
region, Iran experiences approximately 8% of global earthquakes and contributes to 17% of
major earthquakes worldwide, establishing its position as one of the most seismically active
countries [10]. These earthquakes have the potential to cause devastating consequences,
resulting in numerous casualties and extensive destruction of critical infrastructure, includ-
ing buildings, roads, and bridges [11,12]. Given the frequency of earthquakes in Iran, it
is of paramount importance to prioritize effective earthquake preparedness and response
measures in order to safeguard communities, minimize the impact on lives, and mitigate
property damage [13,14].

In addition to various methods employed for monitoring geohazards, the radar inter-
ferometry technique emerges as one of the most accurate and cost-effective remote sensing
techniques. This technique offers the advantage of operating in all weather conditions and
providing wide coverage of the Earth’s surface at any time of the day or night, with high
spatial and temporal resolution. It has proven instrumental in detecting and monitoring
changes in the Earth’s surface, as well as observing slow and unstable movements of slopes
across different regions [15,16]. However, limitations such as topographical error, orbital
effects, atmospheric disturbances, and other sources of noise can compromise the accuracy
of radar interferometry. Overcoming these limitations has been the focus of numerous
studies, leading to the development of various methods by different researchers.

The early application of radar interferometry using airborne radar data dates back to
the 1970s [17]. Subsequently, the utilization of space-borne radar interferometry gained
popularity, particularly after the publication of research results by Massonnet et al. in the
journal Nature [18]. In addition to measuring signal intensity, radar images carry valuable
phase information, enabling their application in fault and earthquake studies through
phase analysis and radar interferometry [19–21].

Due to advancements in radar interferometry techniques for identifying and moni-
toring displacements caused by earthquakes, several noteworthy research studies have
been conducted in this field. For instance, Liu et al. [22] employed RADARSAT, Sentinel-1,
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and ALOS-2 satellite images to investigate the Gorkha-Nepal earthquake. Their research
estimated a maximum slip of 6 m at a depth of 13 km using radar interferometry.

In a similar vein, Nath et al. [23] utilized the D-InSAR technique to study the deforma-
tion of the Earth’s crust resulting from the Kashmir earthquake. Their findings revealed
significant surface changes in the northeast of the Samwal Fault and the northwest of the
Jhelum Fault.

Another relevant study conducted by Kandregula et al. [24] focused on investigat-
ing land surface deformation in the Kachchh region of western India over three distinct
periods. Radar interferometry, along with a combination of ENVI ASAR images, ALOS
PALSAR satellite images, and Sentinel-1A images, was employed for this research. The
results obtained through the Persistent Scatterer Interferometry (PSI) method indicated an
average change of ±22 mm between 2003 and 2005. Additionally, the maximum observed
displacement from 2007 to 2009 was ±1.2 cm using ALOS PALSAR satellite data. The
Sentinel-1A satellite data revealed ±16 mm per year of changes in the western region and
6 mm of uplift per year in the central area of Kochich East from 2016 to 2020. Their study
confirmed the reliability of the obtained deformation rates by correlating them with spatial
information system results.

In Italy, Mancini et al. [25] investigated the Earth deformation in an area located on
the Po plate using Sentinel-1A pair data and the interferometric technique. They concluded
that the SNAP 9.0 software and STAMPS are reliable for processing Sentinel-1 images.

Syafriani et al. [26] examined land changes resulting from seismic activity on rock and
soil layers. By comparing satellite images before and after an earthquake, they determined
that parts of Padang City experienced a height decrease of 40 mm, with a subsidence of
0–20 mm along the city’s coast.

While recent studies in the study region have primarily focused on structural geol-
ogy, active tectonics, and geodynamics [27–29], limited attention has been given to the
monitoring of land surface changes. Therefore, the objective of this research is to estimate
the elevation and subsidence of the Earth’s surface using Sentinel-1A radar images taken
before (2022/06/22) and after (2022/07/16) the earthquake, employing radar interferomet-
ric techniques.

2. Materials and Methods

Bandar Khamir is a city located in the southern region of Hormozgan province in
Iran. It is situated 95 km southwest of Bandar Abbas and 110 km from Bandar Lange.
Bandar Khamir, positioned at 26 degrees and 57 min north latitude and 55 degrees and
35 min east longitude relative to the Greenwich meridian, sits at an elevation of 15 m
above sea level [1]. On 07/01/2022, at 21:32:06, an earthquake measuring 6.1 in magnitude
struck near Bandar Khamir, specifically at coordinates 26 degrees and 83 min north latitude
and 55 degrees and 27 min east longitude. Following the main earthquake, numerous
aftershocks occurred in the same vicinity, as well as additional earthquakes in the Persian
Gulf region on the same date. The earthquake had a magnitude of 6.1Mw and occurred at
a depth of 10 km. Hormozgan province is located in the two zones of Makran in the east
of the province and Zagros in the west of this province in terms of tectonic earthquakes,
and it is considered among the earthquake-prone regions of the country. The closest fault
to the epicenter of the earthquake is the southern branches of the Zagros Foredeep Fault
(ZFF) and the Mountain Frontal Fault (MFF) (Figure 1b,c). Tragically, this event resulted in
five fatalities and caused injuries to 45 individuals [2]. For a comprehensive investigation
into the extent of displacement and changes caused by the earthquake, this study expands
its focus beyond the immediate epicenter (Figure 1c and Table 1).
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Figure 1. Geographical and structural context of the studied area. (a) SRTM30 map depicting
the Alpine-Himalaya orogenic system resulting from the collision of the Eurasian plate with the
Indian, Arabian, and African plates. Velocity vectors are relative to the Eurasian reference frame [30].
(b) Regional structure illustrating the Eurasia-Arabia collision and the location of the Eastern Iran
orogen. Abbreviations: Ca = Caucasus; Tal = Talesh; AM = Alborz Mountains; KD = Kopet Dagh;
OR = ophiolitic rocks; MIG = zone of metamorphic rocks and intruded granitoids; CIM = Central
Iranian Microcontinent; Cl = Central Iran; Ya = Yazd; Ta = Tabas; LB = Lut block; AB = Afghan block;
ZOB = Zagros orogenic belt; JD = Jazmurian depression; Ma = Makran; EOI = Eastern Iran orogen;
A.S.F. = Apsheron Sill fault; A.F. = Ashkabad fault; Do. F = Doruneh fault; D.F. = Dasht-e Bayaz fault;
Na.F. = Nayband fault; G.F. = Gowk fault; S.F. = Sabzevaran fault; W.F. = West Neh fault; E.F. = East
Neh fault; K.F. = Kahourak fault; N.F. = Nosratabad fault; Z.F. = Zahedan fault. (c) Active faults in
the studied area, including the Zagros Foredeep Fault (ZFF) and Mountain Front Fault (MFF). The
red circles indicate the surface epicenters of the earthquakes, while the blue star marks the location of
Bandar Khamir.

Table 1. Earthquakes recorded in the studied area.

Date Mw Longitude Latitude
Distance
from the
Center

Earth’s
Acceleration

(cm/s/s)

2022/07/01 6.1 55.27 26.83 34 129
21:32:06 6.1 55.27 26.83 47 9

2022/07/01
21:32:06 4.7 55.19 26.75 36 0.74

2022/07/01
21:39:49 4.7 55.19 26.75 45 7

2022/07/01
21:39:49 4.6 55.32 26.89 56 0.6

2022/07/01
21:47:52 4.6 55.32 26.89 27 20
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Table 1. Cont.

Date Mw Longitude Latitude
Distance
from the
Center

Earth’s
Acceleration

(cm/s/s)

2022/07/01
21:47:52 4.2 55.29 26.89 30 3

2022/07/01
22:07:46 4.2 55.29 26.89 45 0.65

2022/07/01
22:07:46 4.4 55.32 26.84 29 5

2022/07/01
22:43:50 4.4 55.32 26.84 42 1

2022/07/01
22:43:50 4.2 55.37 26.58 24 3

2022/07/01
23:13:45 4.2 55.37 26.58 37 2

2022/07/01
23:13:45 5.9 55.18 29.89 41 53

2022/07/01
23:24:13 5.9 55.18 29.89 29 68

2022/07/01
23:24:13 6.1 55.37 26.85 24 219

2022/07/01
23:25:14 6.1 55.37 26.85 24 109

2022/07/01
23:25:14 4.5 55.43 26.79 115 15

2022/07/02
03:29:09 4.5 55.43 26.79 79 0.21

2022/07/02
03:29:09 4.3 55.32 26.82 69 1

2022/07/02
05:06:56 3.7 54.46 26.53 29 16

2022/07/02
07:33:11 3.9 54.85 26.5 62 21

2022/07/02
14:44:18 2.9 54.33 26.67 9 19

2022/07/02
15:51:01 4.2 55.3 26.87 25 15

2022/07/02
19:29:20 3.7 53.99 26.71 29 25

In this study, our objective was to assess the displacement caused by the earthquake
in the vicinity of Bandar Khamir. To accomplish this, we obtained earthquake information
and locations from the research center of the Ministry of Roads, Housing, and Urban
Development of the country (BHRC). Subsequently, Sentinel-1 satellite images of the
studied area were acquired for three specific dates:

1—The base image was taken before the earthquake.
2—The follower image was captured three days after the earthquake, serving as both

a follower image and the base image for the subsequent period.
3—The additional follow-up image was obtained eleven days after the earthquake.
Both of these acquired images are descending in nature. In the field of interferometry,

the accuracy of detecting changes in the Earth’s surface displacement improves with a
smaller spatial baseline, which represents the distance between satellite flight paths. Hence,
efforts were made to utilize images with a minimal baseline.

Radar interferometric methods have proven to be a powerful technique for identifying
vertical changes in the Earth’s surface, offering extensive spatial coverage and high accu-
racy. However, several factors, including topographical error, orbital effects, atmospheric
disturbances, and other sources of error, can diminish the precision of radar interferometry.
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To mitigate these limitations, multitime radar interferometry methods such as persistent
scatterer interferometry (PSI) and small baseline subset algorithm (SBAS) have been intro-
duced. Table 2 provides an overview of different interferometric techniques along with
their respective limitations.

Table 2. Interferometric techniques and their limitations.

Techniques Methods Limitations

Traditional radar
interferometry

Topographic error, orbital effect, atmospheric
and other noises

Multitemporal InSAR

PS-InSAR

1. Requires knowledge of a predetermined
displacement model with respect to time.
2. The need for a large number of man-made
structures in the area.

SBAS The existence of a possible tail error that must be
estimated and eliminated.

This study employed two different periods to examine the initial displacements re-
sulting from the earthquake as well as the ongoing effects. Given the extensive size of
the study area, a range of 3 to 7 images were utilized for each of the three segments. A
comprehensive overview of the utilized images can be found in Table 3, while the research
workflow is depicted in Figure 2.
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Table 3. Details of Sentinel-1A images utilized.

No Date of
Shooting

Imaging
Format

Shooting
Mode

(Mode)

Transmittance
and Imaging
Polarization

Polarization

1 2022/06/22 SLC IW ISDV VV
2 Base image SLC IW ISDV VV
3 2022/07/04 SLC IW ISDV VV
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3. Results and Discussion

Estimating the extent of destruction resulting from earthquakes and other natural
disasters in the immediate aftermath of such events is crucial for rapid damage assessment
and effective crisis management. Various methods are employed to assess the magnitude of
damage caused by earthquakes, including the utilization of remote sensing optical images,
diverse photogrammetry techniques, radar interferometry, and on-site inspections. Radar
data, available round the clock and in all weather conditions, is often accessible to users
at minimal cost or even free of charge. In recent times, radar interferometric technology
has emerged as a potent tool for monitoring the Earth’s crustal deformations and changes,
offering a multitude of capabilities and products in the realms of phase and range analysis.

During the initial investigation period from 22 June 2020 to 4 July 2022, two Sentinel-1A
radar images were acquired for analysis. These images, captured before and immediately
after the earthquake, were utilized to examine the changes and vertical displacements
induced by the seismic event.

To streamline the image processing, the first step involved cropping both images based
on the range boundary using the Top sar_split tool. Images from the 3rd to 7th and all three
parts of the image were used in subsequent analysis.

Next, the orbital files were applied to the images using the Apply-Orbit-File tool to
generate accurate orbits for each image. Then, the Back Geocoding tool was employed to
ensure precise pixel alignment between the two images.

Subsequently, the images were prepared for interferometric mapping. The Interfer-
ogram tool was utilized to calculate the interferometric coherence, which represents the
correlation between the radar signals. Additionally, the phase image was generated, illus-
trating the disparity between the transmitted radar beams and the received signals for each
pixel. Put simply, it depicts the energy difference between the transmitted and received
signals. Figure 3 displays the phase image of the study area.
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Figure 3. Phase image of the studied area, depicting active faults and earthquake epicenters. This
figure showcases the phase image of the studied area, highlighting the active faults present. The active
faults, including the Zagros Foredeep Fault (ZFF) and Mountain Front Fault (MFF), are identified in
the image. The surface epicenters of the earthquakes are marked by red circles, while the location of
Bandar Khamir is indicated by the yellow star.

In the subsequent step, mitigating the impact of topography in the image is crucial
for accurately estimating the displacement in the area. To achieve this, a digital elevation
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model (DEM) SRTM image of the region, along with a topo phase removal tool and the
application of the SNAP software, were utilized.

To address the speckle noise present in the data, the Martin Looking method and
the Goldstein filter were employed. The Goldstein filter was particularly effective
in eliminating image errors. Detailed results of the applied filters can be observed
in Figures 4 and 5.
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Figure 5. Application of the Goldstein filter for speckle noise reduction. Active faults in the study
area are indicated in the image; ZFF = Zagros Foredeep Fault, MFF = Mountain Front Fault. The red
circles represent the surface epicenters of the earthquakes. The yellow star denotes the location of
Bandar Khamir.
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3.1. Generation of Vertical Displacement Map Resulting from the Earthquake in the First Period

After applying the Martin-Looking and Goldstein filters to the interference map
image and correcting any potential errors, the displacement calculation image is prepared.
However, before conducting this operation, there is a challenge in accurately determining
the number of phase cycles due to the 2π scale interference map. To address this issue
and calculate in centimeters, the unwrapping phase method was employed. Following the
application of the de-ambiguation filter to the vertical displacement map of the earthquake
area, the phase to displacement tool was utilized. Detailed results of this analysis are
depicted in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Displacement map of the earthquake from 06/22/2022 to 07/04/2022. Active faults of the
study area are indicated in the image, including ZFF (Zagros Foredeep Fault) and MFF (Mountain
Front Fault). The red circles represent the surface epicenters of the earthquakes. The yellow star
indicates the location of Bandar Khamir.

Based on the research conducted between 06/22/2022 and 07/04/2022, the analysis
reveals significant findings regarding the vertical displacement caused by earthquakes.
The results indicate a maximum subsidence of 12 cm, depicted in shades of red to pink.
Conversely, the maximum uplift of 14 cm is predominantly observed in the vicinity of
Bandar Khamir, represented by warmer colors. The primary focal point of the earthquake
is highlighted in blue. Additionally, areas depicted in yellow indicate no visible changes
in displacement.

3.2. Analysis Results of Radar Image Processing during the Second Period

During the second phase of this investigation (from 07/04/2022 to 07/16/2022),
our focus shifted towards analyzing the displacements resulting from the earthquake
and its subsequent aftershocks. Two Sentinel-1 radar images were carefully examined to
provide insights into these phenomena. Similar to the initial period, the first step involved
calculating the phase of the image. Subsequently, topography and noise effects were
mitigated through the application of Martin Lucking and Goldstein speckle filters, following
the same procedure as before. The outcomes of this analysis are visually represented
in Figures 7–9.
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circles mark the surface epicenters of the earthquakes. The yellow star indicates the location of
Bandar Khamir.
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Figure 9. Application of the Goldstein filters to reduce speckle noise. Active faults of the study area
are highlighted; ZFF = Zagros Foredeep Fault, MFF = Mountain Front Fault. Red circles mark the
surface epicenters of the earthquakes. The yellow star indicates the location of Bandar Khamir.

3.3. Generation of the Vertical Displacement Map for the Second Earthquake

After applying the Martin-Looking and Goldstein filters to the interference map and
utilizing the disambiguation filter to rectify any potential errors, the displacement map
for the second period was generated following the same procedure as in the first period.
Figure 10 showcases the detailed outcomes of this analysis.
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Figure 10. Displacement map of the earthquakes from 07/04/2022 to 07/16/2022. Active faults of
the study area are indicated in the image; ZFF = Zagros Foredeep Fault, MFF = Mountain Front Fault.
The red circles represent the surface epicenters of the earthquakes. The yellow star indicates the
location of Bandar Khamir.
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According to the results obtained in the second period of the research, spanning from
07/04/2022 to 07/16/2022, the maximum amount of subsidence caused by earthquakes
reached 31 cm, represented by shades of red to pink in the map. The highest amount
of uplift, reaching 32 cm, was predominantly observed around Bandar Khamir and the
northern parts of the region, indicated by the blue color. Areas displayed in yellow on the
map showed no visible displacement changes.

These findings highlight that the displacements caused by the earthquake during the
15-day period following the event were significantly greater compared to the initial days
of the earthquake. The quantification of vertical ground displacement using radar inter-
ferometry and Sentinel-1 images demonstrates the potential of this method in conducting
detailed risk studies.

The results from the first period of this study, which examined the two days following
the earthquake, indicate that the area around Bandar Khamir (A) experienced an uplift of
approximately 14 cm, with a similar uplift observed near Bandar Lange (B). Conversely,
earthquakes in the vicinity of Bandar Charak (C) resulted in ground subsidence of ap-
proximately 12 cm. Figure 11 provides a comprehensive visualization of these detailed
investigation results.
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Figure 11. Map of vertical displacement caused by the earthquakes from 07/04/2022 to 07/16/2022
in the first period of this study. Active faults of the study area are indicated in the image;
ZFF = Zagros Foredeep Fault, MFF = Mountain Front Fault. The red circles show the surface
epicenters of the earthquakes. The yellow star shows the location of Bandar Khamir.

In the second period (11 days after the earthquake), a broader investigation was
conducted to analyze the extent of displacement caused by the earthquake. The results
revealed more significant displacements compared to the initial period.

This study unveiled an uplift of up to 32 cm near Bandar Khamir (A), while the eastern
and northern regions of Bandar Khamir experienced subsidence of up to 31 cm. In the
vicinity of Bandar Lange (B), which previously exhibited partial uplift, a subsidence of
31 cm or less was observed, mainly in the northern area. Furthermore, the investigations
around Bandar Charak (C) indicated greater subsidence in the east and north compared to
the previous period. The detailed results of this analysis can be seen in Figure 12.
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Figure 12. Vertical displacement map caused by the earthquakes from 07/04/2022 to 07/16/2022
in the second period of this study. Active faults of the study area are indicated in the image, with
ZFF standing for Zagros Foredeep Fault and MFF representing Mountain Front Fault. The red circles
highlight the surface epicenters of the earthquakes, while the yellow star denotes the location of
Bandar Khamir.

Based on the received images (two Sentinel-1A low-pass radar images acquired be-
tween 22/06/2020 and 04/07/2020), an interferogram was generated to analyze the concur-
rent coseismic changes. The interferogram comprises an image captured before the main
shock and another image captured after the main shock. It reveals a deformation field
along the fault, displaying a considerable area of subsidence and a smaller area of uplift
along the satellite’s line of sight (Figure 11). Positive values in the interferogram indicate
displacement towards the satellite (uplift), while negative values indicate displacement
moving away from the satellite (subsidence). By analyzing the phase difference of the
radar image, the displacement, and deformation of the Earth’s crust were estimated to be
approximately 14 cm uplift around Bandar Khamir and approximately 12 cm subsidence
around Bandar Charak Park.

The seismic cycle of an earthquake can be divided into three distinct phases: inter-
seismic, coseismic, and post-seismic stages. During the interseismic phase, tectonic plates
experience relative motion, accumulating energy while the fault remains locked. Once the
accumulated energy reaches a critical threshold, the fault undergoes rupture, resulting in
a seismic event and gradual release of the stored energy. Post-earthquake deformation
encompasses the response and adjustment of the crust and upper mantle to these changes,
providing valuable insights into the rheological properties of the lithosphere. The temporal
and spatial distribution of post-earthquake deformation exhibits significant variations,
ranging from short-term effects spanning days to months to long-term effects lasting hun-
dreds of years [31,32]. This deformation can occur on local scales, affecting areas within a
few kilometers of the seismogenic fault [33] or on a global scale [34].

Three commonly employed models are used to describe post-earthquake deformation:
afterslip [35], the coupling effect between the lower crust and upper mantle with viscoelastic
relaxation properties [28], and the pore rebound effect of the crustal porous medium [36].
Each of these mechanisms operates in different spatial and temporal domains following
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an earthquake. An afterslip, driven by inertia, occurs as the fault continues to slide
in the coseismic direction, playing a significant role in the immediate aftermath of the
earthquake. Poroelastic rebound, similar to afterslip, primarily manifests in the upper
crust and exhibits deformation trends opposite to those observed during the coseismic
phase [33,35]. The viscoelastic relaxation effect arises from stress changes between the lower
mantle and upper crust, contributing to long-term post-seismic deformation, particularly
pronounced in the far field [35]. Considering these factors, we can deduce that short-term
viscoelastic relaxation was not the predominant post-seismic deformation mechanism in
this earthquake.

In the aftermath of an earthquake, the gradual dissipation of accumulated energy
often leads to main shocks and post-seismic events, impacting surrounding faults and
causing deformation in neighboring fractures, consequently triggering aftershocks. To
assess the influence of post-earthquake effects on surrounding faults, we employed Radar
Interferometry techniques, specifically InSAR, to obtain the deformation field subsequent
to the earthquake. Given the proximity of the earthquake epicenter to the ZFF near Bandar
Khamir (Figure 1), our focus centered on studying the post-earthquake deformation in this
particular area. The time span of the post-earthquake images ranged from 04/07/2022
to 16/07/2022.

Our findings revealed a prevalent uplift in the vicinity of Bandar Khamir, with a
maximum uplift of 32 cm (Figure 12). Conversely, significant subsidence, reaching up to
31 cm, was observed in the eastern and northern regions of Bandar Khamir, indicating com-
pression between the two faults. The post-earthquake deformation primarily manifested
along the fault, signifying stress changes resulting from the coseismic rupture. Moreover,
the deformation pattern during the post-seismic phase closely mirrored that observed
during the coseismic phase, leading us to exclude the poroelastic rebound effect as a major
contributor. Consequently, we tentatively conclude that the dominant post-earthquake
deformation mechanism was predominantly afterslip. Additionally, the distribution of
aftershocks correlated with areas exhibiting higher levels of deformation (Figure 12).

In the final maps related to the displacement resulting from interferometric processing,
positive values always mean a decrease in the distance of the sensor to the Earth’s surface,
or in other words, an elevation of the Earth’s surface and negative values are interpreted
as the opposites of this process, i.e., a decrease in the Earth’s surface in the direction of
the satellite view. The highest amount of displacement has been observed in the form of
positive changes (uplift) in the epicenter of the earthquake. As can be seen in Figure 12, the
displacement difference started from the epicenter of the earthquake, which has the highest
subsidence between −12 and −14 mm, and in the south of this region, it has experienced
the highest rise in the amount of 31 to 32 mm.

4. Conclusions

In conclusion, the accurate and timely recognition of phenomena with potential risks
to human societies is of utmost importance for their analysis, control, and management. In
this context, radar interferometry emerges as a valuable technique utilizing the interference
of electromagnetic waves to extract information and estimate crustal deformation. This
technique has demonstrated its effectiveness in assessing ground surface displacement
resulting from earthquakes and determining the earthquake epicenter. While earthquake
prediction remains elusive, radar images generated through interferometry offer a compre-
hensive map of affected areas and crucial insights for understanding the environment and
identifying the fault systems responsible for the seismic activity.

Interferometry is the technique of using electromagnetic wave interferometry to extract
information. Radar interferometry, using the even phase difference of the radar image with
high spatial resolution, seeks to produce a digital height model of the area and estimate the
displacement of the Earth’s crust. One of the important applications of this technique is the
estimation of ground surface displacement due to earthquakes and earthquake focus.
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The primary objective of this study was to evaluate the vertical displacement caused
by recent earthquakes over two distinct periods, employing Sentinel-1 images and radar
interferometry. The results revealed that the initial displacements triggered by the earth-
quakes continued significantly in the days following the events. Specifically, within two
days of the earthquake, the region surrounding Bandar Khamir exhibited an uplift of
approximately 14 cm, extending towards Bandar Lengeh. Conversely, earthquakes near
Bandar Charak resulted in subsidence of around 12 cm. Eleven days after the earthquake,
the vicinity of Bandar Khamir experienced a prominent uplift of 32 cm, while nearby areas
demonstrated subsidence of up to 31 cm. These findings underscore the critical role of
interferometry as a reliable technique for comprehending the effects of earthquakes and
assessing their impact on the Earth’s surface.

By enabling precise measurement and visualization of ground deformations, radar
interferometry equips scientists and decision-makers with essential tools for understanding
earthquake dynamics and their consequences. The information derived from this technique
enhances our ability to evaluate and mitigate the effects of seismic events, contributing to
more effective disaster management strategies. Continued advancements in interferometry
and its integration with other geospatial technologies hold great potential for furthering
our understanding of earthquake processes and promoting societal resilience in the face of
seismic hazards.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.M. and A.R.; methodology, F.K. and S.S.; software, F.K.
and M.B.; validation, R.D.; formal analysis, M.M. and R.A.; investigation, A.R. and S.S.; resources,
R.D.; writing—original draft preparation, M.M. and R.A.; writing—review and editing, A.R. and
R.D.; visualization, S.S.; supervision, R.D.; project administration, M.M. and A.R. All authors have
read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: This work is the outcome of a joint research study of the Road, Housing, and
Urban Development (BHRC), Tehran, Iran; Department of Geography, Yazd University, Iran; Depart-
ment of Earthquake Research, Shahid Bahonar University of Kerman, Iran; the International Institute
of Earthquake Engineering and Seismology, Tehran, Iran; Department of Geology, Shahid Bahonar
University of Kerman, Iran; and Department of Earth Sciences, Utrecht University, Netherlands.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Derakhshani, R.; Zaresefat, M.; Nikpeyman, V.; GhasemiNejad, A.; Shafieibafti, S.; Rashidi, A.; Nemati, M.; Raoof, A. Machine

Learning-Based Assessment of Watershed Morphometry in Makran. Land 2023, 12, 776. [CrossRef]
2. Nia, A.M.; Rashidi, A.; Khatib, M.M.; Mousavi, S.M.; Nemati, M.; Shafieibafti, S.; Derakhshani, R. Seismic Risk in Alborz: Insights

from Geological Moment Rate Estimation and Fault Activity Analysis. Appl. Sci. 2023, 13, 6236. [CrossRef]
3. Rashidi, A.; Nemati, M.; Shafieibafti, S.; Pourbeyranvand, S.; Derakhshani, R.; Braitenberg, C. Structure and Kinematics of Active

Faulting in the Northern Domain of Western and Central Alborz, Iran and Interpretation in Terms of Tectonic Evolution of the
Region. J. Asian Earth Sci. 2023, 255, 105760. [CrossRef]

4. Rashidi, A.; Shafieibafti, S.; Nemati, M.; Ezati, M.; Gholami, E.; Mousavi, S.M.; Derakhshani, R. Flexural-Slip Folding in Buckling
Phases of Orogenic Belts: Insight into the Tectonic Evolution of Fault Splays in the East Iran Orogen. Front. Earth Sci. 2023,
11, 1169667. [CrossRef]

5. Ghanbarian, M.A.; Yassaghi, A.; Derakhshani, R. Detecting a Sinistral Transpressional Deformation Belt in the Zagros. Geosciences
2021, 11, 226. [CrossRef]

6. Ghanbarian, M.A.; Derakhshani, R. Systematic Variations in the Deformation Intensity in the Zagros Hinterland Fold-and-Thrust
Belt, Iran. Z. Dtsch. Ges. Fur Geowiss. 2022, 173, 193–210. [CrossRef]

7. Al-Taie, A.J.; Albusoda, B.S. Earthquake Hazard on Iraqi Soil: Halabjah Earthquake as a Case Study. Geod. Geodyn. 2019, 10,
196–204. [CrossRef]

8. Derakhshani, R.; Eslami, S.S. A New Viewpoint for Seismotectonic Zoning. Am. J. Environ. Sci. 2011, 7, 212–218. [CrossRef]
9. Roy, T.; Matsagar, V. Probabilistic Assessment of Steel Buildings Installed with Passive Control Devices under Multi-Hazard

Scenario of Earthquake and Wind. Struct. Saf. 2020, 85, 101955. [CrossRef]
10. Zare, M.; Kamran Zad, F. A Study on the Seismicity of Iran. J. Spat. Anal. Environ. Hazards 2015, 1, 39–58.

https://doi.org/10.3390/land12040776
https://doi.org/10.3390/app13106236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jseaes.2023.105760
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2023.1169667
https://doi.org/10.3390/geosciences11060226
https://doi.org/10.1127/zdgg/2021/0276
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geog.2019.03.004
https://doi.org/10.3844/ajessp.2011.212.218
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strusafe.2020.101955


Water 2023, 15, 3108 16 of 16

11. Sawada, Y.; Nakazawa, H.; Take, W.A.; Kawabata, T. Full Scale Investigation of GCL Damage Mechanisms in Small Earth Dam
Retrofit Applications under Earthquake Loading. Geotext. Geomembr. 2019, 47, 502–513. [CrossRef]

12. Xu, Z.; Lu, X.; Cheng, Q.; Guan, H.; Deng, L.; Zhang, Z. A Smart Phone-Based System for Post-Earthquake Investigations of
Building Damage. Int. J. Disaster Risk Reduct. 2018, 27, 214–222. [CrossRef]

13. Bartels, S.A.; VanRooyen, M.J. Medical Complications Associated with Earthquakes. Lancet 2012, 379, 748–757. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

14. Farfel, A.; Assa, A.; Amir, I.; Bader, T.; Bartal, C.; Kreiss, Y.; Sagi, R. Haiti Earthquake 2010: A Field Hospital Pediatric Perspective.
Eur. J. Pediatr. 2011, 170, 519–525. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

15. Mehrabi, A.; Pirasteh, S.; Rashidi, A.; Pourkhosravani, M.; Derakhshani, R.; Liu, G.; Mao, W.; Xiang, W. Incorporating Persistent
Scatterer Interferometry and Radon Anomaly to Understand the Anar Fault Mechanism and Observing New Evidence of
Intensified Activity. Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 2072. [CrossRef]

16. Rashidi, A.; Khatib, M.M.; Derakhshani, R. Structural Characteristics and Formation Mechanism of the Earth Fissures as a
Geohazard in Birjand, Iran. Appl. Sci. 2022, 12, 4144. [CrossRef]

17. Graham, L.C. Synthetic Interferometer Radar For Topographic Mapping. Proc. IEEE 1974, 62, 763–768. [CrossRef]
18. Massonnet, D.; Rossi, M.; Carmona, C.; Adragna, F.; Peltzer, G.; Feigl, K.; Rabaute, T. The Displacement Field of the Landers

Earthquake Mapped by Radar Interferometry. Nature 1993, 364, 138–142. [CrossRef]
19. Qu, C.; Zuo, R.; Shan, X.; Hu, J.; Zhang, G. Coseismic Deformation of the 2016 Taiwan Mw6. 3 Earthquake Using InSAR Data and

Source Slip Inversion. J. Asian Earth Sci. 2017, 148, 96–104. [CrossRef]
20. Simons, M.; Fialko, Y.; Rivera, L. Coseismic Deformation from the 1999 Mw 7.1 Hector Mine, California, Earthquake as Inferred

from InSAR and GPS Observations. Bull. Seism. Soc. Am. 2002, 92, 1390–1402. [CrossRef]
21. Wright, T.J.; Parsons, B.E.; Jackson, J.A.; Haynes, M.; Fielding, E.J.; England, P.C.; Clarke, P.J. Source Parameters of the 1 October

1995 Dinar (Turkey) Earthquake from SAR Interferometry and Seismic Bodywave Modelling. Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 1999, 172,
23–37. [CrossRef]

22. Liu, P.; Chen, X.; Li, Z.; Zhang, Z.; Xu, J.; Feng, W.; Wang, C.; Hu, Z.; Tu, W.; Li, H. Resolving Surface Displacements in Shenzhen
of China from Time Series InSAR. Remote Sens. 2018, 10, 1162. [CrossRef]

23. Nath, S.; Prasad, A.V.; Chatterjee, R.S.; Mohanty, S.P. Crustal Deformation Analysis Associated with 2019 Kashmir Earthquake
Using DInSAR Technique. Res. Sq. 2022, in preprint. [CrossRef]

24. Kandregula, R.S.; Kothyari, G.C.; Swamy, K.V.; Kumar Taloor, A.; Lakhote, A.; Chauhan, G.; Thakkar, M.G.; Pathak, V.; Malik, K.
Estimation of Regional Surface Deformation Post the 2001 Bhuj Earthquake in the Kachchh Region, Western India Using RADAR
Interferometry. Geocarto Int. 2022, 37, 5249–5277. [CrossRef]

25. Mancini, F.; Grassi, F.; Cenni, N. A Workflow Based on Snap–Stamps Open-source Tools and Gnss Data for Psi-based Ground
Deformation Using Dual-orbit Sentinel-1 Data: Accuracy Assessment with Error Propagation Analysis. Remote Sens. 2021, 13, 753.
[CrossRef]

26. Syafriani, D.; Fikri, S.; Guvil, Q. Monitoring of Land Surface Change in Padang City Using Dinsar Sentinel-1a Method. J. Appl.
Geospat. Inf. 2022, 6, 615–619. [CrossRef]

27. Ghanbarian, M.A.; Derakhshani, R. The Folds and Faults Kinematic Association in Zagros. Sci. Rep. 2022, 12, 8350. [CrossRef]
28. Tatar, M.; Hatzfeld, D.; Ghafory-Ashtiany, M. Tectonics of the Central Zagros (Iran) Deduced from Microearthquake Seismicity.

Geophys. J. Int. 2004, 156, 255–266. [CrossRef]
29. Kamali, Z.; Nazari, H.; Rashidi, A.; Heyhat, M.R.; Khatib, M.M.; Derakhshani, R. Seismotectonics, Geomorphology and

Paleoseismology of the Doroud Fault, a Source of Seismic Hazard in Zagros. Appl. Sci. 2023, 13, 3747. [CrossRef]
30. Vernant, P.; Nilforoushan, F.; Hatzfeld, D.; Abbassi, M.R.; Vigny, C.; Masson, F.; Nankali, H.; Mar-tinod, J.; Ashtiani, A.; Bayer,

R. Present-Day Crustal Deformation and Plate Kinematics in the Middle East Constrained by GPS Measurements in Iran and
Northern Oman. Geophys. J. Int. 2004, 157, 381–398. [CrossRef]

31. Bürgmann, R.; Kogan, M.G.; Levin, V.E.; Scholz, C.H.; King, R.W.; Steblov, G.M. Rapid Aseismic Moment Release Following the 5
December 1997 Kronotsky, Kamchatka, Earthquake. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2001, 28, 1331–1334. [CrossRef]

32. Gourmelen, N.; Amelung, F. Postseismic Mantle Relaxation in the Central Nevada Seismic Belt. Science 2005, 310, 1473–1476.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

33. Jónsson, S.; Segall, P.; Pedersen, R.; Björnsson, G. Post-Earthquake Ground Movements Correlated to Pore-Pressure Transients.
Nature 2003, 424, 179–183. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Casarotti, E.; Piersanti, A.; Lucente, F.P.; Boschi, E. Global Postseismic Stress Diffusion and Fault Interaction at Long Distances.
Earth Planet. Sci. Lett. 2001, 191, 75–84. [CrossRef]

35. Pollitz, F.F.; Peltzer, G.; Bürgmann, R. Mobility of Continental Mantle: Evidence from Postseismic Geodetic Observations
Following the 1992 Landers Earthquake. J. Geophys. Res. Solid Earth 2000, 105, 8035–8054. [CrossRef]

36. Peltzer, G.; Rosen, P.; Rogez, F.; Hudnut, K. Postseismic Rebound in Fault Step-Overs Caused by Pore Fluid Flow. Science 1996,
273, 1202–1204. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geotexmem.2019.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijdrr.2017.10.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(11)60887-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22056246
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00431-011-1423-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21340487
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs13112072
https://doi.org/10.3390/app12094144
https://doi.org/10.1109/PROC.1974.9516
https://doi.org/10.1038/364138a0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jseaes.2017.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1785/0120000933
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0012-821X(99)00186-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs10071162
https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-1857900/v1
https://doi.org/10.1080/10106049.2021.1899299
https://doi.org/10.3390/rs13040753
https://doi.org/10.30871/jagi.v6i2.4134
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-12337-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2003.02145.x
https://doi.org/10.3390/app13063747
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2004.02222.x
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GL012350
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1119798
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16322452
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01776
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12853953
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0012-821X(01)00404-6
https://doi.org/10.1029/1999JB900380
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.273.5279.1202

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Results and Discussion 
	Generation of Vertical Displacement Map Resulting from the Earthquake in the First Period 
	Analysis Results of Radar Image Processing during the Second Period 
	Generation of the Vertical Displacement Map for the Second Earthquake 

	Conclusions 
	References

