Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 7 September 2019

doi:10.20944/preprints201909.0082.v1

Article

InSAR and Landsat ETM+ incorporating with CGPS
and SVM to determine subsidence rates and effects
on Mexico City
Davod Poreh1, Saied Pirasteh 2,*
1

Dipartimento di Ingegneria Elettrica edelle Tecnologie dell’Informazione, Universita degli Studi di, Napoli
Federico II, Via Claudio, 21,80125 Napoli, Italy, (D.P.); Email: Davod.Poreh@unina.it; +39-371-1498749
2 Department of Surveying and Geoinformatics, Faculty of Geosciences and Environmental Engineering
(FGEE), Southwest Jiaotong University, Chengdu 611756, China, (S.P.); Email: sapirasteh@swjtu.edu.cn
* Correspondence: sapirasteh@swjtu.edu.cn; Tel.: +86-1318-3819-193

Abstract: This study presents an analysis of subsidence rates and their effects on Mexico City.
Mexico City is well known for its subsidence as a result of excess water withdrawal for many
years. This study focuses on this problem utilizing the integration of Interferometric Synthetic
Aperture Radar (InSAR), Continuous Global Positioning Systems (CGPS), and optical remote
sensing data. Fifty-two ENVISAT-ASAR, nine GPS stations, and one Landsat ETM+ image from
Mexico City area have been analyzed to prepare a better understanding of the subsidence rates
and its effects on Mexico City’s commune. This study has utilized InSAR methods. It includes
differential interferometry and Persistent Scatter Interferometry (PSI) to monitor the existing
subsidence in the Mexico City area. The InSAR data covers the temporal baseline between 2002
until June 2010, and the GPS data include temporal baseline from 1998 until 2012. Maximum of
352 mm annually change in Line Of Sight (LOS) direction is in agreement with the previous
geodetic studies. InSAR data have been compared with CGPS data at the same time interval. The
finding of this study reveals a high amount of correlation (up to 0.98) between two independent
geodetic methods. We also implemented the Support Vector Machine (SVM) analysis method
based on Landsat ETM+ image to classify Mexico City’s populated density area. This method
performed comparing the subsidence rates with populated area buildings. This integrated study
shows that the fastest subsidence zone (i.e., areas greater than 100 mm/yr) in the over mentioned
temporal baseline occurs in the high and sparsely populated areas.
Keywords: Mexico City; Subsidence; InSAR; GPS; PSI; SVM

1. Introduction
InSAR data have been available for geological and geomorphological analysis since lunching
ERS 1 in 1992. Next generations InSAR satellites like ERS 2 and ENVISAT-ASAR also served for
many years as monitoring tools for geoscience communities. ENVISAT-ASAR satellite served for
ten years -five years more than a nominal lifetime- and was on the operation until 2012, which the
European Space Agency (ESA) lost communication with. In this study, we used fifty-two
ENVISAT-ASAR scenes to analyze the subsidence in the Mexico City area, which covers a temporal
baseline between 2002 and June 2010. DORIS (Delft Object-oriented Radar Interferometry Software)
used to make differential interferograms of imageries [1]. For reducing the orbital effect in the
produced interferograms, we used precise orbits data (DOR, and VOR) from the TU-Delft
University were supposed to minimize orbital errors significantly [2]. So, since useful orbit data
have been appended to the images, we have not run the Porbits step (in DORIS software) in our
data. The 05/05/2006 acquisition has been selected as the master scene to minimize the effects of
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spatial and temporal baselines [3, 1]. The ENVISAT-ASAR imageries cover an area, something like
62 km×56 km and are centred over the Mexico City historic downtown. In DORIS method, we ran
the crop step first. Then we oversampled the data by using a factor of two in range and azimuth to
avoid under-sampling of the interferograms, especially during resampling of the slave acquisition
[4]. By running this step, we prevent what is known as aliasing over the data. In the interferometry
step, scenes are oversampled by a factor of two in range and azimuth that makes each pixel
(originally 4m×20m) approximately 2m×10m.
In contrast to conventional InSAR, Persisting Scatterer Interferometry (PSI) utilizes the
identification and exploitation of individual radar backscatters, or permanent scatterers, that are
reflector objects smaller than the resolution pixel cell and remain coherent over a long time interval.
Mexico City’s (Figure 1) subsidence due to extraction of groundwater has been studied in several
papers before [5-11]. Mexico City is built on the highly compressible clays. The mechanism of the
subsidence in Mexico City is lack of enough natural water recharge (no extracted water
replacement), and consequently, compaction of the clay minerals in the fluvial sediments [12-15].
Much of the subsidence is occurring in the heavily pumped aquifer systems which are irrecoverable,
and results are loss of aquifer storage and damage to engineered structures. Since the late 1950s,
this subsidence accelerated remarkably, and several correlated structural damages are reported in
the Mexico City area [16]. More than 20 million (http://www.unesco.org) inhabitants in the
metropolitan area are in the risk of this extraordinary subsidence. For example, in Mexico City’s
cathedral (which took 250 years to build), one side is settled nearly 2.44 meters deeper than the
other side, and the cathedral is leaning to the left side [17].

Figure1: a) Shaded relief map of Mexico City overlaid by topography map and installed CGPS
stations in the metropolitan area. White Rectangle shows the ENVISAT-ASAR data coverage area in
descending mode. In the right, two cross-sections (map A-A’ and B-B’) form SRTM topography data
that have been depicted on the shaded relief map. b) 3D view of Mexico City area with Landsat
ETM+ imagery form 25/11/2005. c) 3D view of the study area (topography from SRTM 3 arcsec data
[18].
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Geodetic methods like Interferometric Synthetic Aperture Radar (InSAR), Persistent scatterer
interferometry (PSI), and Continuous Global Positioning System (CGPS) have been used prior to
monitoring similar terrain subsidence. InSAR data analysis provides a new high-resolution
methodology for detecting and measurement of aquifer response to pumping and recharges. InSAR
uses the phase change between time separated radar imageries. Different phase contributions in the
InSAR equations could be dealt with Digital Elevation Model (DEM), precise orbit data,
Atmospheric Phase Screen (APS), and deformation models. Persistent Scatter Interferometry (PSI),
used as a great tool for urban area displacement and civil engineering monitoring tool during the
last decade. InSAR and PSI methodologies are used to measure terrain displacements in rates of
few millimeters with satellites like ERSs, ENVISAT-ASAR, ALOS1 and 2, RADARSAT, and much
better with high-resolution imageries like TerraSAR-X, and CosmoSkyMed satellites. Nine CGPS
stations which were installed by university of Mexico in Mexico City commune since 1998 (some of
them are after 2005) have been analyzed. In this study, we combine the InSAR and CGPS
methodologies to get better understand of Mexico City’s subsidence with geodetic based methods.
Mexico City’s subsidence based on InSAR methodology carried out by Cabral-Cano et al. [16]
with ERS and ENVISAT-ASAR satellites data in the temporal baseline from 1996 until 2003. They
pointed out the subsidence rate in Mexico City’s is 300 up to 370 mm/yr. It is primarily controlled
by compaction of the Quaternary lacustrine clays and silts, partly. Despite this controlling
procedure (until 2003), still a maximum amount of 352 mm/yr displacement rate (in LOS direction)
have been observed in the center and eastern part of Mexico City commune.
Castellazzi et al. [11] used GRACE and InSAR data sets to assess groundwater storage loss in
the Mexico area remotely. They used SBAS-InSAR algorithm to reveal areas subject to ground
motion related to groundwater over-exploitation. They have noted that GRACE satellite datasets do
not entirely detect the significant groundwater losses. However, it should be combined with other
high resolution satellite imageries.
Lopez-Quiroz et al. [8] analyzed 38 ENVISAT images acquired between 2002 and 2007 and
reached out to 400 mm/yr subsidence with InSAR. They also showed that the deformation is almost
linear over time baselines.
Strozzi et al. [19] used ERS satellite datasets to monitor Mexico City’s subsidence. They found
400 mm/yr subsidence in the eastern part of Mexico City’s commune. They concluded that, because
of water extractions, almost nine meters subsidence happened in the Mexico City area for the last
century. Persistent scatterer interferometry study based on ENVISAT-ASAR data was carried out in
the eastern part of Mexico City in time interval 2004 until 2006 by Osmanoglu et al. [20]. As is event,
this temporal baseline is so short, and we manage to extend this temporal baseline to make a better
understanding of the subsidence functionality on a more extended time series. They also used only
23 images for PSI data analysis, which is the minimum number of sufficient imageries for PSI
analysis. Yan et al. [21], compared PSI (with Gamma-IPTA chain methodology) and Small Baseline
Subset (SBAS) for Mexico City’s subsidence and explained the strength and weakness of each
method. In our study, we analyzed fifty-two ENVISAT-ASAR data between 2002 until June 2010
with area coverage as twice as Osmanoglu’s work. As pointed out by Zebker et al. [22], for N
independent interferograms (N+1 InSAR imageries), temporally uncorrelated noise reduces by a
factor of 1/ N. Therefore, this statement confirms the current study, and it is more reliable than
Osmanoglu’s work [20]. For PSI analysis, TU-Delft approach was applied to get the average
subsidence rate and deformation time series for each pixel on the ground. CGPS stations in the area
cover SAR’s data and the region nearby. It employed to compare InSAR data results with the CGPS
data for calibrations and ground truth controls.
Highest subsidence in Mexico City is in order of 352 mm/yr (in LOS direction) and is
happening in the city center and eastern part of Mexico City commune. The velocities from PSI
methodologies are in agreement with the CGPS results with a correlation rate up to 0.98, showing a
perfect validation for the applied PSI method. Support vector machine (SVM) classification based
on Landsat ETM+ imagery was applied to analyze Mexico City’s populated area and comparison
with the subsidence rates from PSI data and risk assessment. The results show that the area with a
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high population is at risk of the high amount of subsidence in the eastern and central part of Mexico
City. This study shows, how to combine active and passive remote sensing data to analyze
deformation phenomenon and risk assessment in similar regions.
Nevertheless, the objectives and advantages of this study as compared to the existing research
are (1) analyzing more InSAR imageries (longer temporal baselines), (2) covering with a larger
coverage area, (3) using accurate ENVISAT images in conjunction with more CGPS stations, and (4)
a detailed geohazard risk assessment of the Mexico City-based on SVM integration. This study
highlights (i) The Max rate of subsidence on Mexico City is 352 mm/yr. (ii) Improved method and
utilized 52 ENVISAT images, ETM+, 9 CGPS, SVM classification. (iii) High amount of correlation
(up to 0.98) between two independent geodetic methods. (iv) SVM finds the fastest subsidence zone
with greater than 100 mm/yr belong to the high and sparsely populated areas, and (v) temporal
baseline occurs in the high and sparsely populated areas.
2. Tectonic and geological settings
When the Spanish invaders conquered North America in 1521, they built Mexico City over the
ruins of the Aztec civilization capital of Tenochtitlan. The old Aztec city was an island in Lake
Texcoco (Figure 1). The Spanish drained the lake over extended time and expanded Mexico City
onto the new land which we know it nowadays. Almost the entire city stands on layers of sand and
clay which thickness up to 300 meters in some locations. These soft, water-laden and lose sediments
make the city uniquely vulnerable to subsidence, earthquakes, and another kind of geohazards. The
100 km long and 80 km wide, NE-SW oriented Mexico Basin is located in the eastern sector of the
Mexican Volcanic Belt (Figure 1). This volcanic zone is the result of the subduction of the Cocos and
Rivera oceanic plates underneath the North America plate. The Mexico basin has formed and
evolved through complex tectonic processes such as NNW and NNE-Cañón de Lobos trending
reverse fault. This tectonic process has affected the Cretaceous basement and the NW-SE Mixhuca
normal fault. It displaced Oligocene-Miocene volcanic strata. The tectonic process has also affected
the NE-SW Tenochtitlan fault system, and it has displaced Plio-Pleistocene rocks. Finally, E-W
normal faults have affected the most recent volcanic rocks, paleosols, and lacustrine sediments [23].
Morphologically, the Mexico Basin includes (a) volcanic ranges, and it composes of either
polygenetic or monogenetic volcanoes, (b) a series of knolls (fan-like), and it is located at the base of
each volcanic range. It is intercalation of pyroclastic and epiclastic deposits, and (c) Flat-land areas
which have been resulted from the accumulation of lacustrine sediments of variable thicknesses
and interbedded with tephra layers [24].
3. Data and methodology

3.1. Data gathering
Figure 1 shows the study area at Mexico City with CGPS station locations and InSAR data coverage
area. The white rectangle indicates the InSAR data coverage of ENVISAT-ASAR in descending
mode. The CGPS stations are also depicted with the blue signs and red horizontal band). Two
profiles A-A’ and B-B’ are plotted and are showing the inferred geological settings in the Mexico
City area based on the previous studies [25]. Three-dimensional representation of the study area
based on the Landsat ETM+ and SRTM 3 arcsec (Figure 1c) also are illustrated in Figure 1b.
We used complementary datasets from nine GPS stations (daily data), thousands of observations of
Permanent Scatterers (PS) form ENVISAT-ASAR satellite and optical remotely sensed imageries.
They provide with updated estimates of subsidence in the Mexico City and study area including
related risk assessments. This deformation data of Mexico City area from GPS and InSAR acquired
between 1998-2012 and 2002- June 2010, respectively. For some GPS stations, we do not have data
from 1998, and some of them have gaps and bad qualities (see Figure 2). These nine GPS stations
were installed and maintained by the University of Mexico. We used CGPS satiations as ground
truth and calibration tool for the InSAR data. With more than eight years of CGPS and InSAR
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overlap, the two independent geodetical methodologies have provided an updated picture of
subsidence in the Mexico City and its surrounding area in the first decade of the 21st Century.
This study used Landsat ETM+ image to classify the type of human-made structures and buildings
densities in the Mexico City study area. Landsat ETM+ image with seven bands was acquired on
15/11/2005 and processed by the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS). For InSAR/PSI processing, we used
Doris/ADORE, and for SVM analysis, supervised classification approach was applied by using
ENVI 4.8, under Windows and Linux platforms.
3.2. GPS
Nine continues GPS stations (CGPS) inside or near the study area are employed in the Mexico City
metropolitan area. All of them are inside the ENVISAT-ASAR data coverage (white rectangle in
Figure 1). UCHI, UGOL, UIGF, and UGAL are located either on the Andesite-Basalt lava or Tephra
deposits, around Mexico City [20]. CGPS data was provided by University of Mexico, and have
been analyzed utilizing the precise point positioning of the ITRF-2000 reference frame [26-28]. For
each CGPS station, daily time series and estimated errors were plotted (Figure 2). This study
calculated velocity and uncertainty for each CGPS station by linear regression analysis. For details
of the procedures and estimation of uncertainties for GPS, measurements see Dixon et al. and Sella
et al. [29-30]. CGPS data analysis results are given in Table 1. These data have been presented in
“absolute” coordinates (latitude, longitude, and height). As is evident, all of UP components are
showing negative values (subsidence) with a maximum of -275.3±3.5 mm/yr which is happening in
the station MRRA (the most eastern located CGPS station- see Figure 1) and a minimum of -0.3±2.5
mm/yr which is happening in the station UCHI (this station is located on the Andesite-Basalt lava
or Tephra deposits- see Figure 1a and Figure 2). GPS data could be contaminated with several
potential noises. Because the study area is small, orbital effects are assumed spatially uniform.
Despite different temporal coverage of CGPS and InSAR data, we have managed to compare these
two independent geodetic methods. For comparison of GPS and PSI data, GPS observed data
should be tied up to the PSI points. GPS data have been projected to the Line-Of-Sight (LOS)
direction based on the following formula:

GPSlos = GPSnorth ∙ (−1) ∙ cos (γ −

3π
)∙
2

sin(θ) +GPSeast . (−1) ∙ sin (γ −

3π
)∙
2

sin(θ)

+GPSvertical ∙ cos(θ)
(1)
Where γ is the satellite’s orbit angle relative to the true north direction and θ shows the incidence
angle of the radar wave [31]. In this formula, each component is known as a directional cosine. For
example, LOS’s vertical component has a directional cosine of cos (θ°). It means that if there were
only vertical movement, the LOS velocity should be divided by cos (θ°) to represent the exact
amount of the vertical component of motion. It should be considered in the LOS interpretations.
Regarding this setting, we can infer LOS data as a vertical displacement with an error rate of almost
8% (cos (23°)= 0.92) for ENVISAT-ASAR satellites. Despite a relatively small amount of horizontal
deformation rates in the Mexico City area (based on CGPS data) in comparison with a vertical one,
we consider PSI velocities as a combination of vertical and horizontal velocities (based on equation
1). It will help us to get more accurate results.
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Table 1: Deformation rates of CGPS stations in the Mexico City area (point positioning solution,
ITRF-2000 networks). For location of CGPS stations, see Figure 1
Station

N

E [mm/year]

V [mm/year]

[mm/year]
MOCS

24.1∓0.7

-10.3∓0.6

-164.7∓2.8

MPAA

3.6∓0.7

-3.6∓0.7

-220.3∓2.9

MRRA

-0.6∓0.8

-6.7∓0.7

-275.3∓3.5

UCHI

0.7∓0.6

-7.23∓0.6

-0.3∓2.5

UGOL

0.5∓0.6

-8.0∓0.7

-0.7∓2.8

UIGF

-1.5∓0.6

-8.0∓0.7

-0.7∓2.8

UJAL

-1.9∓0.6

-7.8∓0.7

-3.0∓2.8

UPEC

1.0∓1.0

-7.4∓1.0

-82.3∓5.0

UTEO

-2.6∓0.07

-6.9∓0.8

-2.1∓3.3

Figure 2: North, east, and vertical components of motion observed by the permanent GPS stations
(blue points), using point positioning and the ITRF-2000 reference frame
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3.3. Interferometric SAR and PSI
Persistent Scatterer Interferometry (PSI) has been employed for more than 15 years to monitor the
surface of the earth. PSI and similar techniques have been proposed in the last decades [32-37],
[25,31]. PSI technique developed is by researchers at the Politecnico di Milano (POLIMI), and they
named the procedure, Permanent/Persistent Scatterers Interferometry [25, 32]. Soon after the
effectiveness of the PSI method, some other similar methods have emerged. The Small Baseline
Subset (SBAS) is one of the examples [38-39]. The notable difference between these two methods is
PSI analysis and acquisitions. Whereas, in the SBAS, some of them are not analyzed because their
spatial baseline is too high. PSI analyses are less sensitive to geometric and temporal decorrelation
compared to SBAS methods [38]. However, the number of generated interferograms in SBAS
techniques is greater than in a single master approach (like PSI). The phase unwrapping procedure
for SBAS and PSI is also different. In the PSI analysis, the interferograms are unwrapped temporally
and spatially. SBAS has a drawback of disconnected clusters of interfergrams. However, the most
important advantage of the SBAS is that it allows measuring displacements. This measurement is
done for highly stable point-like scatterers and distributed scatterers (DS). In another word, we can
say the areas with intermediate coherence. Therefore, several endeavours have been reported
aiming to develop techniques able to combine advantages of both PSI and SBAS [40-41]. For
example, the baselines minimiztion and the use of all radar images utilizing SBAS method were
proposed in by Perissin et al. [42]. Mora et al. [43] reported another similar technique to SBAS for
the earth surface's change monitoring. Hooper [44] and Hooper et al. [45] reported a geophysical
InSAR time series approach and a stepwise linear deformation technique with least square
adjustment had been reported in [46-47]. 48. In 2003, Werner et al. [48], and in 2008, Crosetto et al.
[47] reported the satble poit networks and Interferometric Point Target Analysis (IPTA). Hooper [44]
used multiple image pixels within a certain radius to estimate spatially correlated parameters (e.g.,
deformation rates, atmospheric signal delay. Ferretti et al. [34] used the SqueeSAR algorithm,
capable of simultaneous analysis of PSI (i.e., PS) and DS. With a combination of PS and DS in
SqueeSAR algorithm, the rural areas where the coherency is lower can be mapped. A similar
algorithm, with polarimetric based radar data, was heuristically proposed by Navarro-Sanchez and
Lopez-Sanchez [49]. The authors describe the different PSI implementations and main features in
this article. For all, we considered a large stack of radar images for estimation of historical changes
of the Earth surface's, with the employment of proper modelling techniques. The time series
deformation of the scatterers and scatterers elevation are the output of PSI algorithms. PSI
technique remains radar's pixels coherent during the time With PSI. When we use a large stack of
SAR images (usually more than 20 SAR images), the atmospheric errors such as the Atmospheric
Phase Screen (APS) can be estimated with sufficient accuracy. The proper phase correction can also
be implemented to remove them. In the PSI methodologies, a single master image with specific
criteria is selected (from N+1 given images), and N differential interferograms w.r.t. the master
image is generated. Then, with different algorithms, the Permanent Scatterers Candidates (PSCs)
are selected. Final Permanent Scatterers (PSs) can be generated by refinements of the selected PSCs,
and by using PSPs [50]. When the time series of the historical records of the Earth surface's height is
changing, then the height of each PS concerning a reference point for each PS point is measurable.
PSI method shows promising results in urban areas, where it can achieve an average of
100PSs/〖km〗^2(points densities) with low resolution sensors like ERS1/2 and ENVISAT-ASAR, and
an average of a couple of thousands PSs/〖km〗^2 with high resolution sensors like TerraSAR-X and
Cosmo-SkyMed. In the PSI method, the rural/vegetated areas might not be explored properly. The
absence of stable scatterers in such areas is the main reason. Another drawback of the PSI is the
need for a minimum amount of images for making appropriate phases unwrapping steps, which
could severely influence the degree of correctness of the selected PSC. InSAR time series method,
PSI and SBAS are relative technique. It means that we can measure the calculated time series for PS
points when we consider a reference point. That is assumed to be without any movements.
Nonetheless, continuous GPS or levelling could resolve this problem properly [51]. The other
limitation is mainly due to the observation geometry of the satellite systems. InSAR/PSI
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deformation rates are only measured along with the satellite LOS direction. Therefore, the value we
obtain for the deformation is just the projection of the deformation vector onto the SAR look
direction.
Figure 2 depicts the rapid subsidence which we have observed at some stations. The red line is the
best fit for the data and shows the average rate of deformation on each of CGPS stations. The idea is
looking for persistent/permanent, RADAR reflectors, such as fixed dihedral structures, such as
building or other similar structures. After the selection of PSC1, these strong scatterers are further
filtered to detect and remove the atmospheric phase contribution, commonly referred to as the
atmospheric phase screen (APS). By applying refinement of the potential scatterers for several times,
the time series and height of reflectors are final products of the PSI method.
Major factors influencing the InSAR Phase measurements have been depicted in Equation 2 [31]:

∅ = φatm + φorb + φdef + φscat + φDEM + φn
(2)
Table 2 illustrates the baseline information (perpendicular, temporal, and Doppler baselines) for
fifty-two ENVISAT-ASAR satellite imageries that were acquired in descending mode in the Mexico
City area. Imageries are given in the format of YYYYMMDD (first and fifth columns). Note: B.Temp
is the Temporal baseline (time difference) between master and slave acquisitions, B.Perp is the
Perpendicular baseline between orbits of the master and slave scenes, and B.Dopp is the difference
between the Doppler centroid frequencies of master and slave scenes.
φdef is the part that we are interested in, φDEM is the topographic phase contribution, and φorb is
the orbital part error that could be minimized with using precise orbital data. φatm is the
atmospheric phase screen, and φscat is the change in the scattering attributes of the scatterers
during the time, that we believe is not much in the urban area. Finally, φn is the noise part of the
phase, which for strong scatterers would be negligible. Data analysis and probable errors explain in
details in some books and articles (for instance, see [31, 50]).
The georeferencing accuracy of standard ENVISAT-ASAR images, concerning reference ellipsoid is
about 12 m in azimuth and 60 m in range direction [51]. For having as high as possible accuracy in
geolocation, SRTM 3 arcsec data have been used to improve the accuracy to the scale of 10 and 15 m
in azimuth and range direction, respectively. Figure 3 shows ENVISAT-ASAR data configuration
we used in this study. It depicts the temporal and perpendicular baselines of the ENVISAT-ASAR
data for the study area in Mexico City. Scene 20060505 has been selected as a master image to
reduce the orbital error and maximize the coherence. In Figure 4, some of the interferograms are
given. Interferograms are not geo-referenced (in radar coordinates). Each color cycle (or fringe)
shows a movement in the rate of 2.83 cm/yr in LOS direction.
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Table 2: Baseline information of ENVISAT-ASAR imageries

Date

B.Temp[days]

B.Perp[m]

B.Dopp[Hz]

Date

B.Temp[days]

B.Perp[m]

B.Dopp[Hz]

20021122

-1260

454.6

32.34

20051007

-210

-511.2

2.88

20030307

-1155

-643.1

-65

20051111

-175

283.5

10.23

20030411

-1120

93.3

-103.42

20051216

-140

-387.3

12.47

20030620

-1050

-145.9

-71.75

20060120

-105

-1271.8

12.74

20030725

-1015

-366.9

-20.76

20060224

-70

-677.2

8.71

20030829

-980

-39.8

30.1

20060331

-35

-1120.2

0

20031003

-945

-480.8

66.21

20060505

0

0

0

20031107

-910

-1053.4

54.39

20060609

35

-567.3

5.04

20031212

-875

-992.3

-91.13

20060714

70

815.5

0.01

20040116

-840

-480.2

33.55

20061201

210

-398.8

8.76

20040220

-805

-962.2

26.74

20070105

245

63.9

15.46

20040326

-770

785.5

29.33

20070209

280

-336.6

9.66

20040430

-735

-670.9

31.81

20070316

315

-52.9

-0.54

20040604

-700

368.5

25.39

20070907

490

-190.8

0.01

20040813

-630

-841

22.06

20071012

525

-456.9

4.21

20040917

-595

171.3

22.34

20080509

735

-268.5

11.04

20041022

-560

607.8

27.08

20080926

875

-400

10.72

20041126

-525

-194.5

32.09

20081031

910

-302.9

9.41

20041231

-490

-253.8

32.69

20081205

945

-305.6

10.57

20050204

-455

-520.6

36.04

20090320

1050

59.4

3.34

20050311

-420

-112.6

28.18

20091016

1260

-528.4

1.14

20050415

-385

143.7

24.16

20091225

1330

-346.7

7.37

20050520

-350

-285.4

35.07

20100305

1400

-382.9

3.56

20050624

-315

297.7

29.24

20100409

1435

-184

15.86

20050729

-280

-96.9

25.77

20100514

1470

-64.3

9.62

20050902

-245

266.7

32.08

20100618

1505

-225.8

10.46
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Figure 3: ENVISAT-ASAR data sets configuration

Figure 4: Some of the generated differential interferograms (from 51 interferograms) for Mexico
City study area. Images (a)-(f) are the interferograms between master (2006/05/05) image, and radar
images acquired on 2003/04/11, 2003/08/29, 2004/09/17, 2004/11/26, 2004/12/31, 2005/07/29,
2005/09/02, 2005/11/11, 2007/03/16, respectively (for characteristics of each image see Table 2).
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3.4. Building density classification
Landsat ETM+ image (with seven bands) dated 15/11/2005 collected from University of Maryland
web page [18]. It is used to classify the extension of populated buildings in the Mexico City area.
The RGB image is produced with the composition of bands (2:3:5). The SVM method applied to the
generated RGB image to classify the populated buildings of the study area to give a sense of
buildings’ densities.
SVM is a well-known classification method that nowadays applies widely in image processing and
machine learning. This SVM statistical method is designed for recognizing different patterns,
classification and regression analysis. In the simplest form, the SVM classification is finding a hyper
plan like: ∀i〖y〗_i (x_i.w+b)-1 problem that could segregate two classes by minimization of
following Lagrange equation [53]:
𝐋
𝐋
𝟏
∥ 𝐰 ∥𝟐 − ∑
𝛂𝐢 𝐲𝐢 (𝐱 𝐢 . 𝐰 + 𝐛) + ∑
𝛂𝐢
𝟐
𝐢=𝟏
𝐢=𝟏

(3)
The coefficients known as Lagrange multipliers and s are either +1 or -1. And the solution is just
differentiation of the Lagrange equation and solving the equations to find Lagrange multipliers
with different methodologies.
In this study, we used three training sets to classify the patterns. We supposed that they would be
the main three kinds of buildings density classes in the Mexico City area. We selected three areas
with three Regions Of Interest (ROI) to apply supervised SVM classification analysis. These three
areas include (i) highly populated area (densely building distribution), (ii) sparsely distributed
building with less density, and (iii) area that are not populated or they are the mountainous area.
After the selection of these three ROI, we imposed the SVM method to classify these areas
mentioned above with minimum error. Figure 5 shows the result of the SVM method with the
linear kernel of size 5×5, for the Mexico City area. As it depicts in this figure, the red area represents
highly populated, green illustrates less populated, and the blue color shows none populated or
mountainous area. Blue areas roughly are correlated with the mountains around Mexico City (Fig.
1). Later on, we examined the PSI data with this image to find out the risk of subsidence in the
Mexico City area with the combination of InSAR, GPS, and Optical Landsat ETM+ remotely sensed
imagery.
The RGB composite (2:3:5) of three available bands was generated and, then we oversampled the
composite image with three ROI. In this last stage, the SVM classifier was applied to the image to
get the buildings densities. Three main populated buildings are shown in Figure 5. We overlaid
CGPS stations on the SVM classification map to compare this map with the terrain displacements
maps.

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 7 September 2019

doi:10.20944/preprints201909.0082.v1

3 of 22

Figure 5: SVM classification of the Mexico City area based on the Landsat ETM+ image (see Figure 1)
from 15/11/2005
4. Results and Discussion
The ability to make combined measurements from InSAR, GPS, and optical remote sensing
imageries may be a powerful tool for studying Mexico City’s subsidence and related risk
management. The combination of CGPS and PSI methods seems straightforward; however, it
requires careful analysis, since we do not have radar reflectors (PSs) in the exact location of each
CGPS stations, and also PSI approach is a relative method in comparison with absolute GPS
methodology.
4.1. CGPS
As pointed out by Osmanoglu et al. [20] and Cabral-Cano et al. [16], the eastern and central part of
the Mexico City (i.e., the most populated area in the Mexico City commune) underwent to a high
amount of subsidence. CGPS results of Mexico City’s displacements are depicted in Table 1 and
Figure 2 show extraordinary subsiding in the central and eastern part of Mexico City commune. All
CGPS stations are showing negative values (subsidence) in UP (vertical) components (Figure 2).
This subsidence contains the regional tectonic movements and local subsiding because of the water
withdraws. Natural compaction of basins is causing slow subsidence in rates of few millimetres per
year in the area like Mexico City. While in comparison, subsidence based on groundwater
extractions has rapid rates of tens centimetres per year [54, 16].
For almost all of the CGPS stations in the Mexico City study area, seasonal variations in UP
components are negligible. The GPS data shows high agreements with the previous study in this
area as compared to previous studies [16, 20].
Permanent GPS station UIGF (see Figure 2) was installed in 1998 in the Mexico City metropolitan
area. MOCS, MPAA, and MRRA stations have been continuously recording the subsidence since
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2005 with high temporal resolutions. These CGPS stations located in the high subsidence region.
They record the vertical subsidence in the range of -164.7±2.8 and -275.3±3.5 mm/yr. The highest
vertical subsidence in the Mexico City study area belongs to the station MRRA with a rate of 275.3±3.5 mm/yr. We recorded -2.2 ±2.7 mm/yr vertical subsidences for UIGF station. They locate in
the zone out of the effective subsidence. The station UPEC, which is located further to the west (see
Figure 1) shows vertical subsidence in rates of -82.3 ±0.7 mm/yr with a negligible amount of
seasonal variations. Some of the other CGPS stations are showing bad data distributions and hard
to rely on them. For instance, in the stations, UTEO, UJAL, and UCHI lots of gaps and missing data
exist.
4.2. InSAR and PSI
In the InSAR and PSI techniques, the displacements are resolved in the Line-Of-Sight (LOS)
direction. It is not in the three orthogonal displacement vectors; therefore, the combination with
CGPS stations must be dealt very carefully. PSI rates in the Line-Of-Sight (LOS) direction for
Mexico City’s subsidence during 2002-2010 is illustrated in Figure 6. Most of the available PSs time
series does not address the issue of seasonal variability, leading to this fact that the amount of
aquifer recharge is meager. Rate of the PSI is increasing eastward, showing a massive amount of
movement towards the center of the basin where the clay-rich sediment package is thickest (see
profile A-A’ in Figure 1a).
This study used the phase unwrapping method to solve the phase history of a single-pixel called
periodogram [20]. As it is pointed in the previous studies (for instance, [8, 20]), Mexico City’s
subsidence is almost linear in time. Therefore, the best model seems to be the linear model. Note
that in PSI data analysis philosophy, non-linear displacements between neighbouring scatterers are
negligible. Nonetheless, different deformation models and statistical hypothesis tests have been
applied in unwrapping steps to minimize the phase ambiguity errors. Reference height for PSI
analysis is fixed to 2240 meters to reduce the topographic phase errors efficiently. PSC selections
method is based on thresholding of dispersion index, and the selection grid size is fixed to 300
meters. Input data is as big as one T bytes and the required time to analysis the datasets based on
TU-DELFT approach was 15 days in a PC with four cores and 48 Gigabytes of RAMs.
Table 3: Comparisons of LOS’ rates of movements for GPS and PSI

Site
MOCS
MPAA
MRRA
UGOL
UPEC
UIGF
UJAL
UCHI
UTEO

GPS-point
Positioning
[mm/year]
-157.37
-199.58
-253.34
-11.43
-83.3
-3.84
-1.70
1.70
-1.51

PSI [mm/year]
-162.48
-183.71
-254.12
-18.73
-98.94
-4.86
-2.99
0
-2.78

Table 3 illustrates 9 GPS stations inside the ENVISAT-ASAR data coverage area (see Figure 1a), and
the closest InSAR/PSI rates to those stations. It shows that the PSI and the CGPS rates are in
agreements (see Figure 8). Moreover, in a nutshell, more than 600,000 points have been selected as
permanent scatterer in the Mexico City study area. For these points, authors calculated time series
(2002-2010) and height of radar scatterers. The PSs density in the study area is 240 PSs/km2. Figure
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7 shows the histogram of LOS deformation rates, which is strongly skewed to negative values. The J
shape distribution of the deformation rates reveals the subsidence related to the groundwater
extraction is the dominant process in the Mexico City study area (in comparison with tectonic
processes). The other factors, like tectonic movements of the plates-which are mostly in the north
direction have a small effect on the existing PSI rates. The most common deformation rates are
between -20 and +2 mm/yr, which suggest the existing of mixture igneous rock and alluvial
sediments dominants. In other words, the existing displacements because of the water extractions
are restricted to the fluvial sediments, and the parts with igneous rocks, are more stable. A
comparison with previous InSAR and PSI works shows a high amount of agreement with the shape
and rate of the subsidence [16, 20].

Figure 6: PSI deformation rates for Mexico City area
Figure 6 is showing the subsidence through the eastern and central part of the city (between 2002
until June 2010). The maximum amount of 352 mm/year displacement in LOS direction is
happening in the eastern part of the city toward the remnant of Lake Texcoco (see Figure 1). PSI
rates are overlaid on the shaded relief map of the STRM 3 arcsec data [18].
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This study covered much more temporal time - from 2002 until June 2010- and much more study
area coverage than previous studies (62×56 km2) (For example compare with Osmanoglu et al.,
[20]). The subsidence rate is classified in to six classes: a) Less than -250 mm/year (red color), b) -250
up to -200, c) -200 up to -150, d) -150 up to -100, e) -100 up to -50, f) -50 up to 0, g) 0 up to +100 (blue
color). Each class has a length of 50 mm/year interval (histogram in Figure 7 has bin size of 5
mm/yr). Nine GPS stations location also overlaid on Figure 6. For each pixel, time series of
displacements in temporal baseline (2002-June 2010) has been plotted, which would be used later
on to compare GPS with PSI data for calibration and validation.

Figure 7: Histogram of PSI’s deformation rates for Mexico City study area
The histogram strongly skewed to negative values and has J shape, leading to this fact that almost
all of the subsidence is happening because of the groundwater extractions in the Mexico City area.
4.2.1. Comparison of PSI with CGPS stations and validation
The InSAR/PSI deformation rates are measured in the time interval between the generated
interferograms, but the CGPS stations are in the constant rate of daily data. However, more than
eight years of overlaps can help us to compare CGPS stations with PSI data. In spite of poor
qualities and gaps for some CGPS stations (for instance UTEO, and UJAL), the others could be
compared with PSI derived deformations rates.
The accuracy of the PSI methodology can be sub-centimetres if a sufficient number of imageries are
utilized in PS analysis [34]. To assess the accuracy of the PSI in the study area, this research has
compared the results with nine independent CGPS stations which are available in the study area.
Table 2 lists the LOS rates obtained form point positioning GPS, and PSI analysis. For each GPS
station, a search has been conducted to find the closest PSI point’s rate. PSI points close to the CGPS
stations show a similar rate of subsidence in the Mexico City’s metropolitan area. Figure 8 shows
the graph interpretation of Table 2. A one to one line shows perfect agreements of correlation
between GPS and PSI points, leading to acceptable PSI analysis in the Mexico City study area.
Because of the low incidence angle (~ 23°) of the ENVISAT-ASAR imageries, most of the InSAR/PSI
recorded displacements are from vertical movements of the terrain. They justify the perfect
agreement between two independent displacement monitoring tools (InSAR/PSI and CGPS).

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 7 September 2019

doi:10.20944/preprints201909.0082.v1

7 of 22

Besides, recorded deformations rates from independent CGPS stations of MOCS, MPAA, MRRA,
and UPEC confirm that the horizontal movements are small and do not follow a preferred direction.
For instance, MPAA and UPEC are horizontally moving in the northwest direction. MOCS is
moving horizontally almost in north and MRRA is moving in a southwest direction. On the other
hand, comparison with PSI histogram (Figure 7) shows that extraordinary high rates of
displacements (rates less than -20 mm/yr) that are occurring within the Mexico City metropolitan
area. Since the two independent methods, InSAR/PSI and CGPS, with different time intervals are in
agreements, and the seasonal bias would be negligible.

Figure 8: GPS and PSI comparison in the Mexico City study area from Table 2. The dashed line is 1to-1 line shows great correlation of the GPS and PSI data. R^2 is in the range of 0.98
4.2.2. LOS GPS and average PSI comparison
For each CGPS station, a subset of PSs located nearby of the CGPS stations has been selected to test
the stability of CGPS stations with its surroundings. The comparison between CGPS and PSI
displacement results shows in Figure 9. For this propose, this study selected CGPS stations MOCS,
MPAA, and MRRA, which were installed after 2004 and are located in the high zone of subsidence.
The MPAA and MRRA are showing an obvious acceleration in the north and/or east directions (see
Figure 2), and the station MOCS also has a small amount of acceleration in horizontal directions.
However, the main displacements are in the vertical direction. In order to tie the PSI results to
CGPS data, this study projected the north, east, and vertical directions to the LOS direction (via
equation 1) with directional cosine. Then the average of PSs displacement rates in distance of r =1, 2,
4, 6, and 8 km have been examined. In all of the tested CGPS stations, for r > 2 km deviation is
remarkable and stability would be poor. Therefore, we stick to the maximum distance from each
CGPS station in r =2 km.
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Figure 9: Comparison of LOS GPS and average of subsets form PSI methodology
For three CGPS stations, CGPS data was projected on the LOS direction by Equation 1 and
averaged PSI rate in subsets for r = 1, 2 km was calculated. As is evident, for MOCS, and MRRA,
average PSs rates after 2 kilometres are deviating from CGPS displacement rates. MPPA stays more
or less stable to the distance changes.
For station MPAA, which is the most southern CGPS station from three stations above a perfect
coloration has been observed. It is leading to this fact that until a maximum of 2 km distance from
MPAA, this CGPS station has valid results. A small amount of deviation from this CGPS station
after 2009 (June) has been observed. For CGPS stations MOCS and MRAA correlations are good
until 2007, and from then, for both stations in r=1, 2 km small deviations have been observed.
The quick results from this analysis are (a) the slop for both CGPS and average PSI are similar. It is
leading to the same amount of subsidence rate with two independent methods. (b) The effective
and valid area for each CGPS station is approximately 2 km. In other words, we can trust the GPS
and PSI correlation for a circle with a radius of maximum 2 km.
4.3. Risk assessments for existing subsidence in Mexico City
In Mexico City area the soil deformations are classified into (1) sudden subsidence and (2) slow
subsidence. However, slow subsidence usually makes enormous economic and human-related
disasters. Cities built on unconsolidated clays, silts, peats, or sands are in the danger of sudden or
slow subsidence. Extreme groundwater extractions, flooding, tsunami, and an earthquake made
morphological settings in Mexico basin in a dangerous situation of subsidence. Most often, the
buildings and streets add weights to the region and intensify the soil’s stress even more. Meanwhile,
finding the buildings extensions and their relationship with ongoing subsidence is crucial.
The existing subsidence in the Mexico City metropolitan area because of the over-pumping has
been studied in this study. Maximum of nine meters of subsidence in an area as big as 225 km 2 has
been observed in Mexico City’s metropolitan area [55]. As we mentioned earlier, the main
subsidence is happening because of the water extraction, and consequently compaction of the
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alluvial sediments. In the subsiding area, intergranular pressure of aquifers decreases. The
depletion of water at depth is the cause of the observed subsidence. The highest subsidence rate is
located in Mexico City’s central and eastern part. The area experiences rapid subsidence (regions
with subsidence rate of greater than 50 mm/yr in Figure 6). It correlates with the regions of intense
groundwater extraction (Texcoco sediments in Figure 1). The more stable area is located to the
western side of Mexico City (to the mountains). As is evident from the comparison of Figure 5 and
Figure 6, the highest deformation rates are located in the region that Mexico City’s buildings show
high densities. As the subsidence is developing continually (see GPS results in Figure 2) in this
region, the city center and eastern part of the city is in a real treat. For highest subsidence in the rate
of 352 mm/yr, in ten years, it would reach in a total of 3.5 meters of displacement, which in rainy
sessions, floods would make real problems. However, it might be an inaccurate estimation. Because
compaction of aquifers in response to water extraction, depend on physical properties of aquifers
(see for instance [56]). It varies during the time (slowing down of subsidence with time). With more
than 2500 m of sediments [57] in Mexico basin, estimation of stopping point of subsidence is not
easy. We need more subsurface data for more accurate estimations analysis. The weaken subsoil,
which mostly made up elasto-plastic clays minerals, has the capacity for instantaneous and high
compressions [56]. Meanwhile, results of exceeding water withdrawal have made Mexico City area
susceptible to any geohazards treats. For instance, in 1985 an 8.1 earthquake (18.2° N, 102.7° W)
with the epicentre of 350 km away from Mexico City at least 40,000 people died. More than three
billion USD damaged, 412 buildings collapsed completely, and another 3,124 were severely
damaged [5]. In this earthquake, the central part of Mexico City suffered from an average vertical
displacement of 30 cm [5]. Economically, the costs associated with the subsidence are enormous.
Because of maintenance and geotechnical supports it has indirectly given the increase in flood risk,
soil fractures, and other threats to human life. As these costs grow in time, it becomes increasingly
important to assess the extension and magnitude of the likely happening damages. Meanwhile, it
continues monitoring of subsidence with more GPS stations, and new generation InSAR satellites
like Sentinel, TerraSAR-X, and CosmoSkyMed is essential.
5. Conclusions
Comparison of Mexico City subsidence monitoring history (Table 4) v.s existing research and the
current study, this study contributed (a) using of bigger InSAR temporal baselines, (b) more and
bigger CGPS temporal baselines, and (c) combination with other available remotely sensed data
utilizing SVM. Coupling GPS, InSAR, and optical remotely sensed analysis has the advantage of
accurately monitoring of subsidence of Mexico City’s area, by exploiting the strengths and
minimizing the weakness of each technique.
The proper low spatial resolution CGPS stations (only nine stations) with east, north, and up
components are used to calibrate and ground truth assessment of the high spatial resolution PS
displacement rates (more than 600,000 points). Despite the high precision results of PSI method, we
concluded that it does not provide an accurate estimate of subsidence rate. Because it is a relative
method by nature-in spite of CGPS methodology which provides absolute displacement rates (the
reason we combined PSI with CGPS stations).
This study combined InSAR, CGPS, and optical remotely sensed imageries to constrain Mexico
City’s subsidence because of groundwater extraction and related risk assessments. Fifty-two
ENVSAT-ASAR imageries and nine CGPS stations are used to study the deformations rates because
of the underground water extractions in Mexico City commune. Geodetic analyses based on InSAR
and GPS methodologies give promising results for monitoring deformation rates in large areas.
Long term deformation rates based on PSI and GPS methodologies shows similarity to the previous
InSAR and PSI works. The subsidence in the eastern part of Mexico City metropolitan area is
showing fast and constant rates. This study concluded that the maximum subsidence rate is 352
mm/year continues in LOS direction. It is happening in the centre and east of Mexico City. The
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InSAR/PSI analysis results show almost perfect agreement with the GPS data at R2 in the order of
0.98 in most of the CGPS stations.
Table 4: Mexico City subsidence monitoring history
InSAR

GPS

Grace

Max rate of
subsidence
(mm/yr)

X

-

X

250-300

GRACE and InSAR data sets, SBASInSAR algorithm

X

X

-

300-370

ERS and ENVISAT satellites data

Strozzi et al. (1999)

X

-

-

400

ERS satellite data sets

Osmanoglu et al.
(2010)

X

X

-

300

ENVISAT, 9 CGPS data sets, 2004-2006

Yan et al. (2012)

X

-

-

350

P.Lopez-Quiroz et
al. (2009)

X

-

-

400

Current study

X

X

-

352

Researcher(s)
Castellazzi, P., et
al. (2016)
Cabral-Cano et al.
(2008)

Comparison and Advantages

38 ENVISAT images, 2002-2007,
Gamma-IPTA chain and SBAS
38 ENVISAT images acquired between
2002 and 2007
52 ENVISAT images, 2002-2010.5, 9
CGPS, SVM classification

A negligible amount of observed seasonal variations in UP component of CGPS stations and PSI
time series concluded that the recharge of aquifers in the raining seasons is small (withdrawal in
excess of recharge). The fast subsidence rates in the Mexico City metropolitan area is a result of a
massive amount of well pumping. It has the consequence of clay-rich aquifers compactions and
permanent loss of porosity and reservoir capacity forever. The data we used in this study showed
that the mitigations have no effect on long term compaction of the clay-rich aquifers and the
seasonal variations are small. It also shows a considerable amount of risk in the metropolitan of
Mexico City area. The subsidence (see Table 4) effects on the damage of buildings and
infrastructures, something that economically must be taken care of. As the clay-rich aquifers shrink,
fracturing, sinkholes, and faults are developing and have direct effects on the engineered structures.
This study used SVM classification for classifying the populated area and finding its correlation
with the high PSI deformation rates. The maximum amount of the subsidence is happening in the
highly populated zone of the Mexico City metropolitan area. PSI and SVM are two valuable
methods to study this kind of subsidence threats in the metropolitan areas.
Further assessing of subsidence, mechanism of alluvial compaction, change of porosity and
permeability, and geohazards, this study suggests additional geophysical work to map the exact
extension of the subsidence and subsurface geology. Geodetic surveys using denser CGPS networks
could help to estimate the precise amount of subsidence and its extensions. In InSAR and PSI sense,
using the better and new generation InSAR images like TerraSAR-X and CosmoSkyMed imageries
could provide some more details for the existing subsidence.
Author Contributions: Conceptualization, D.P., and S.P.; Data curation, S.P.; Formal analysis, D.P.; Funding
acquisition, S.P.; Investigation, D.P., and S.P.; Methodology, D.P., and S.P.; Project administration, S.P.;
Resources, S.P.; Software, D.P.; Supervision, S.P.; Validation, D.P., and S.P.; Visualization, D.P., and S.P.;
Writing – original draft, D.P., and S.P.; Writing – review & editing, D.P., and S.P.
Funding: This research received funds for publication from the start up funds, Faculty of Geosciences and
Environmental Engineering (FGEE), Southwest Jiaotong University (SWJTU), China.
Acknowledgements: The authors thank ESA for providing with the ENVISAT-ASAR images download form
ESA’s virtual web page (http://eo-virtual-archive4.esa.int/). We also appreciate NASA for providing with

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 7 September 2019

doi:10.20944/preprints201909.0082.v1

11 of 22

Landsat ETM+ imageries download from Global Land Cover Facility (GLCF) web page
(http://www.glcf.umd.edu). We also thank Enrique Cabral Cano from University of Mexico City for providing
with GPS data. In addition, we appreciate the research unit of the Southwest Jiaotong University for funding
support.
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
ORCID
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-3177-037X
Submission Declaration and Verification: This research work has neither been published previously nor
under consideration for publication elsewhere.
Data Availability: All data are available upon request.

References
1.

2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

12.

13.
14.
15.
16.

17.
18.

Kampes, B.; Usai, S. Doris: The delft object-oriented radar interferometric software. IN PROC. 2nd
International Symposium on Operationalization of Remote Sensing. Enschede, The Netherlands, 16-20 August,
1999, Url http://doris.tudelft.nl/Literature/kampes99.pdf. doi:10.1.1.46.1689.
Scharroo, R.; Visser, P. Precise orbit determination and gravity field improvement for the ERS satellites. J.
Geophys. Res. 1998,103 (C4), 8113-8127. 13.
Zebker, H.A.; Villasensor J. Decorrelation in interferometric radar echoes. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience
and Remote Sensing. 1992, 30, 950-959. URL http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/1992ITGRS.30.950Z14.
Hanssen, R.; Bamler, R. Evaluation of interpolation kernels for SAR interferometry. IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 1999, 37, 318-321.
Murillo, M.; Manuel, J. The 1985 Mexico Earthquake. Geofisica Coumbia (Universidad Nacional de
Colombia). 1995, (3): 5–19. ISSN 0121-2974.
Rudolph, D.L.; Sultan R.; Garfias J. McLaren R.G. Significance of enhanced infiltration due to
groundwater extraction on the disappearance of a headwater lagoon system: Toluca Basin, Mexico,
Hydrogeol. J. 2006, 14(1-2), 115–130.
Gourmelen, N.; Amelung, F.; Casu, F.; Manzo, M.; Lanari, R. Mining-related ground deformation in
crescent valley, Nevada: Implications for sparse GPS networks. Geophysical Research Letters. 2007, 34, 9309.
López-Quiroz, P.; Doin, M.; Tupin, F.; Briole, P.; Nicolas J. Time series analysis of Mexico City subsidence
constrained by radar interferometry, J. Appl. Geophys. 2009, 69(1):1–15.
Rodell, M.; Velicogna, I.; Famiglietti, J.S. Satellite-based estimates of groundwater depletion in India,
Nature, 2009, 460(7258), 999–1002.
Ayazi, M.H.; Pirasteh, S.; Pradhan, B.; Mahmoodzadeh, A. Disasters and Risk Reduction in Groundwater:
Zagros Mountain, Southwest Iran Using Geoinformatics Techniques, Disaster Advances. 2010, 3 (1): 51-57.
Castellazzi, P.; Martel R.; Rivera A.; Huang J.; Pavlic G.; Calderhead A.I.; Chaussard, E.; Garfias, J.; Salas,
J. Groundwater depletion in Central Mexico: Use of GRACE and InSAR to support water resources
management, Water Resour. Res., 2016, 52, 5985–6003, doi:10.1002/2015WR018211.
Gayol, R. Breves apuntes relativos a las obras de saneamiento y desague de la capital de la republica y de
las que, del mismo genero necesita con urgencia. 1929, Revista Mexicana de Ingenieria y Arquitectura
VIII.
Cuevas, J. Foundation conditions in Mexico City. In: Inter. Conf. Soil Mech. 1936, Vol. 3. GODF, 2004.
Normas t´ecnicas complementarias para dise˜no y construcci´on de cimentaciones.
Carrillo, N. Influence of artesian wells in the sinking of Mexico City. Secretaria de Hacienda y Credito
Publico, Mecico City, 1947, 47: 7-14. 11.
Ortega-Guerrero, A.; Cherry, J.A.; Rudolph, D.L. Large-Scale aquitard consolidation near Mexico City.
Ground Water. 1993, 31 (5), 708-718. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-6584.1993.tb00841.x.
Cabral-Cano, E.; Dixon, T.H.; Miralles-Wilhelm, F.; Diaz-Molina, O.; Sanchez-Zamora, O.; Carande, R.E.
Space geodetic imaging of rapid ground subsidence in Mexico City. Geological Society of America Bulletin.
2008, 120 (11-12), 1556--1566. URLhttp://gsabulletin.gsapubs.org/cgi/content/abstract/120/11-12/1556.
http://www.unesco.org
http://www.glcf.umd.edu

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 7 September 2019

doi:10.20944/preprints201909.0082.v1

12 of 22

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.

24.

25.
26.

27.
28.
29.

30.
31.
32.
33.
34.

35.
36.

37.
38.

Strozzi, T.; Wegmüller, U. Land subsidence in Mexico City mapped by ERS differential SAR
interferometry. Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium, 28 June-2 July 1999, Hamburg, Germany,
IGARSS 1999 Proceedings. IEEE 1999 International. 1999, 4:1940-1942. DOI: 10.1109/IGARSS.1999.774993.
Osmanoglu, B.; Dixon, H.T.; Wdowinski, S.; Cabral-Cano, E.; Jiang, Y. Mexico City subsidence observed
with persistent scatterer InSAR, International Journal of Applied Earth Observation and Geoinformation. 2011,
13(1):1–12. doi:10.1016/j.jag.2010.05.009.
Yan, Y.; Doin, M.P.; L´opez-Quiroz, P.; Tupin, F.; Fruneau, B.; Pinel, V.; Trouv´e, E. Mexico City
subsidence measured by InSAR time series: Joint analysis using PS and SBAS approaches, IEEE Journal of
Selected Topics in Applied Earth Observation and Remote Sensing. 2012, 5,4:1312-1326, DOI:
10.1109/JSTARS.2012.2191146.
Zebker, H.A.; Rosen, P.A.; Hensley, S. Atmospheric effects in interferometric synthetic aperture radar
surface deformation and topographic maps, J. Geophys. Res. 1997, 102(B4), 7547–7563.
Ferrari, L.; López-Martínez, M.; Aguirre-Díaz, G.; Carrasco-Núñez, G. Space-time patterns of Cenozoic
arc volcanism in central Mexico: From Sierra Madre Occidental to the Mexican Volcanic Belt. Geology.
1999, 27, 303–306.
Arce, J.L.; Layer, P.W.; Lassiter, J.; Benowitz, J.A.; Macías, J.L.; Ramírez-Espinosa, J. 40Ar/39Ar dating,
geochemistry, and isotopic analyses of the Quaternary Chichinautzin Volcanic Field, south of Mexico
City: Implications for timing, effusion rate, and distribution of the volcanism. Bulletin of Volcanology. 2013,
75(74).
Ferretti A.; Prati C.; Rocca F. Multibaseline InSAR DEM Reconstruction: The Wavelet Approach, IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 1999, 37 (2):705-715.
Altamimi, Z.; Sillard, P.; Boucher, C. ITRF2000: a new release of the international terrestrial reference
frame for earth science applications. Journal of Geophysical Research (Solid Earth). 2002, 107j, 1.
107(B10):ETG 2-1-ETG 2-19. http://adsabs.harvard.edu/abs/2002JGRB.107j.ETG2A.
Hilley, G.E.; Bürgmann R.; Ferretti A.; Novali F.; Rocca F. Dynamics of slow-moving landslides from
permanent scatterers. Science. 2004,304, 1952–1955.
Argus, D.F. Defining the translational velocity of the reference frame of earth. Geophysical Journal
International. 2007, 169 (3), 830-838. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-246X.2007.03344.x.
Dixon, T.H.; Miller, M.; Farina, F.; Wang, H.; Johnson, D. Present-day motion of the sierra nevada block
and some tectonic implications for the basin and range province, north American cordillera. Tectonics
2000, 19, 1-24. URL http://www.agu.org/pubs/crossref/2000/1998TC001088.shtml.
Sella, G.F.; Dixon, T.H.; Mao, A. REVEL: a model for recent plate velocities from space geodesy. Journal of
Geophysical Research. 2002, 107. DOI: 10.1029/2000JB000033.
Hanssen, R.F. Radar Interferometry: Data Interpretation and Error Analysis. Kluwer Academic, Dordrecht,
Boston. 2001, DOI:10.1007/0-306-47633-9.
Usai, S.; Hanssen, R. Long time scale INSAR by means of high coherence features, in: Third ERS
Symposium|Space at the Service of our Environment, Florence, Italy, 17-21 March 1997, 1997, pp. 225-228.
Ferretti A.; Prati C.; Rocca F. Permanent scatterers in SAR interferometry. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience
and Remote Sensing. 2001, 39(1), 8-20.
Ferretti A.; Fumagalli A.; Novali F.; Prati C.; Rocca F.; Rucci A. A new algorithm for processing
interferometric data-stacks: SqueeSAR. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 2011, 49, 34603470.
Lanari, R.; Lundgren, P.; Manzo, M.; Casu, F. Satellite radar interferometry time series analysis of surface
deformation for Los Angeles, California. Geophysical Research Letters. 2004, 31, 23613.
Salvi, S.; Atzori, S.; Tolomei, C.; Allievi, J.; Ferretti, A.; Rocca, F.; Prati, C.; Stramondo, S.; Feuillet, N.
Inflation rate of the Colli Albani volcanic complex retrieved by the permanent scatterers SAR
interferometry technique, Geophys. Res. Lett. 2004, 31, L12606, doi:10.1029/2004GL020253.
Poreh D.; Iodice A.; Riccio D.; Ruello G. Railways' stability observed in Campania (Italy) by InSAR data.
European Journal of Remote Sensing. 2017, 49(1):417-431. DOI:10.5721/EuJRS20164923.
Berardino, P.; Fornaro, G.; Lanari, R.; Sansosti, E. A new algorithm for surface deformation monitoring
based on small baseline differential SAR interferograms. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing. 2002, 40, 2375-2383.

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 7 September 2019

doi:10.20944/preprints201909.0082.v1

13 of 22

39.

40.

41.

42.
43.
44.
45.

46.
47.

48.

49.

50.
51.
52.
53.
54.

55.
56.
57.

Pepe, A.; Berardino, P.; Bonano, M.; Euillades, L.D.; Lanari, R.; Sansosti, E. SBAS-based satellite orbit
correction for the generation of DInSAR time-series: Application to RADARSAT-1 data. IEEE Transactions
on Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 2011, 49, 5150-5165.
Wang, X.; Liu, G.; Yu, B.; Dai, K.; Zhang, R.; Li, Z. 3D coseismic deformations and source parameters of
the 2010 Yushu earthquake (China) inferred from DInSAR and multiple-aperture InSAR measurements.
Remote Sensing of Environment. 2010, 152, 174-189.
Dai, K.; Li, Z.; Tomás, R.; Liu, G.; Yu, B.; Wang, X.; Cheng, H.; Chen, J.; Stockamp, J. Monitoring activity
at the Daguangbao mega-landslide (China) using Sentinel-1 TOPS time series interferometry, Remote
Sensing of Environment. 2016, 186, 501-513.
Perissin, D.; Wang, T. Repeat-pass SAR interferometry with partially coherent targets. IEEE Transactions
on Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 2012, 50(1): 271-280. DOI: 10.1109/TGRS.2011.2160644.
Mora, O.; Mallorqui, J.J.; Broquetas, A. Linear and nonlinear terrain deformation maps from a reduced set
of interferometric SAR images. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 2003, 41, 2243-2253.
Hooper, A. A multi-temporal InSAR method incorporating both persistent scatterer and small baseline
approaches. Geophysical Research Letters. 2008, 35:L16302.
Hooper, A.; Zebker, H.; Segall, P.; Kampes, B. A new method for measuring deformation on volcanoes
and other natural terrains using InSAR persistent scatterers. Geophysical Research Letters. 2004, 31, DOI:
10.1029/2004GL021737.
Crosetto, M.; Crippa, B.; Biescas, E. Early detection and in depth analysis of deformation phenomena by
radar interferometry. Engineering Geology. 2005, 79, 81-91.
Crosetto, M.; Biescas, E.; Duro, J.; Closa, J.; Arnaud A. Generation of advanced ERS and ENVISAT
interferometric SAR products using the stable point network technique. Photogrammetric Engineering and
Remote Sensing. 2008, 74, 443-450.
Werner, C.; Wegmuller, U.; Strozzi, T.; Wiesmann, A. Interferometricpoint target analysis for deformation
mapping. IEEE International Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium. Proceedings (IEEE Cat.
No.03CH37477), Toulouse, France, July 21-25, IGARSS 2003. 2003, DOI: 10.1109/IGARSS.2003.1295516.
Navarro-Sanchez, V.D.; Lopez-Sanchez, J.M. Spatial adaptive speckle filtering driven by temporal
polarimetric statistics and its application to PSI. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing. 2013,
99, 1-10.
Kampes, B. Displacement parameter estimation using permanent scatterer interferometry. Ph.D. thesis,
Technische Universiteit Delft. 2005.
Ketelaar, V.B.H. Gini. Satellite Radar Interferometry, Subsidence monitoring technique. Springer
Netherlands. 2009, 14: B.V. XVI, 244 p. ISBN: 978-1-4020-9428-6. 10.1007/978-1-4020-9428-6.
Small, D.; Rosich, B.; Meier, E.; N¨uesch, D. Geometric calibration and validation of ASAR imagery. Proc.
of CEOS SAR Workshop. May 2004, Ulm, Germany. 2004.
Cristianini, N.; Shawe-Taylor J. An Introduction to Support Vector Machines and other kernel-based
learning methods, Cambridge University Press, March 2013, 2000. DOIN:10.1017/CBO9780511801389.
Bell, J.; Amelung, F.; Ramelli, A.; Blewitt, G. Land subsidence in Las Vegas, Nevada, 1935–2000: New
geodetic data show evolution, revised spatial patterns, and reduced rates. Environmental and Engineering
Geoscience. 2002, 8(3), 155–174.
Nelson, S.A. Subsidence: dissolution and human-related causes. Natural Disasters, University of Tulane.
2000, EENS 3050, Page 2-10. https://www.tulane.edu/~sanelson/Natural_Disasters/subsidence.pdf.
Terzaghi, K. Principles of soil mechanics: IV. Settlement and consolidation of clay, Eng. News Rec. 1925.
95(3), 874–878.
Jose, R.; Sanchez, P. Geology and tectonics of the basin of Mexico and their relationship with the damage
caused by the earthquakes of September 1985, International Journal of Mining and Geological Engineering.
1989, 7(1):17-28.

