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Conceptual Study and Performance Analysis of Tandem Dual-Antenna Spaceborne SAR Interfer-
ometry
Fengming Hu,Feng Xu,Robert Wang,Xiaolan Qiu,Chibiao Ding,Yaqiu Jin

• A new TDA-InSAR is proposed which is tailored to get the specified optimal MB interferograms for asymptotic 3D
PU algorithm, achieving fast 3D reconstruction.

• Performances of different baseline configurations and the impact of different error sources are systematically investi-
gated.

• Simulation-based performance evaluation is conducted, indicating that one example configuration of the proposed
system can achieve a 3D reconstruction with a relative height precision of 0.3 m in built-up or man-made objects and
that of 1.7 m in vegetation canopies.
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A B S T R A C T
Multi-baseline synthetic aperture radar interferometry (MB-InSAR), capable of mapping 3D surface
model with high precision, is able to overcome the ill-posed problem in the single-baseline InSAR
by use of the baseline diversity. Single-pass MB acquisition with the advantages of high coherence
and simple phase components has a more practical capability in 3D reconstruction than conventional
repeat-pass MB acquisition. Using an asymptotic 3D phase unwrapping (PU), it is possible to get a
reliable 3D reconstruction using very sparse acquisitions but the interferograms should follow the
optimal baseline design. However, current spaceborne SAR system doesn’t satisfy this principle,
inducing more difficulties in practical phase unwrapping. In this article, a new concept of Tandem
Dual-Antenna SAR Interferometry (TDA-InSAR) system for acquiring optimal single-pass multi-
baseline (MB) interferograms is proposed. Two indicators, i.e., expected relative height precision
and successful phase unwrapping rate, are selected to optimize the system parameters. Additionally,
the performances of various baseline configurations in typical scenarios and the impact of different
error sources are investigated correspondingly. The simulation-based demonstrations shows that
the proposed TDA-InSAR enables the fast 3D reconstruction in a single flight and optimal MB
acquisitions for asymptotic 3D phase unwrapping.

1. Introduction
Interferometric synthetic aperture radar (InSAR) is a

useful tool to get high-resolution topographic maps of ter-
rain Bamler and Hartl (1998); Hanssen (2001a). The key
part of InSAR processing is the phase unwrapping (PU).
The problem of 2D PU is ill-posed, which has to be solved
under the assumption that the absolute phase difference
between neighboring pixels is less than 𝜋, denoted as phase
continuity (PC) assumption Ghiglia and Pritt (1998). This
assumption is only valid for natural surface or interfergram
with very short baseline. Nevertheless, using multi-baseline
(MB) interferograms is proven to be an efficient way to
overcome the PC assumption Ferretti et al. (1999); Gini and
Lombardini (2005).

There are three types of MB interferograms according
to the data acquisition mode, i.e., repeat-pass, single-pass
multi-antenna, and single-pass multi-satellite MB interfer-
ograms. Most spaceborne SAR systems obtain repeat-pass
MB interferograms, which contains various error sources,
such as atmospheric delay, orbit trend, deformation Zebker
and Villasenor (1992). The key part of the conventional 3D
PU is separating different phase components based on their
spatio-temporal characteristic van Leijen (2014); Kampes
and Hanssen (2004); Hooper and Zebker (2007); Shanker
and Zebker (2007). In case of persistent scatterer interfer-
ometry (PSI) Ferretti et al. (2000); Hu et al. (2019b), prior
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deformation model is used to decrease the phase gradient
and the 3D data stack is unwrapped first in the baseline
domain and then in the spatial domain. In case of Small
BAseline Subset (SBAS) Berardino et al. (2002); Mora et al.
(2003), only interferograms with a short baseline are used to
achieve a model-free 1D baseline PU. There are two limita-
tions for the repeat-pass MB interferograms. First, a number
of interferograms are required to improve the reliability,
leading to a long acquisition period. Secondly, temporal
decorrelation in vegetation canopies would decrease the
coherence of the interferograms, which significantly affect
the height precision.

The single-pass MB interferograms suffer similar de-
grees of atmospheric effects, but the variation of the atmo-
spheric delay is rather limited, which can be neglected in the
practical process. Thus, the second and third types of MB
interferograms can be directly unwrapped. There are three
types MB PU methods , i.e., the Chinese remainder theorem
(CRT)-based method, projection method, and baseline linear
combination (BLC) method Xu et al. (1994). The CRT-
based methods Xia and Wang (2007); Wang and Xia (2010);
Yuan et al. (2013) are widely used due to its robustness.
The cluster-analysis (CA)-based MB PU method extends the
CRT-based methods by combining the statistical informa-
tion and the spatial distribution of the intercept values Yu
et al. (2010); Liu et al. (2014), which enables a more reliable
PU. However, rapid phase change and strong noise may
decrease the reliability of the identified intercept clusters
and previous CRT-based PU methods only focus on the
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Table 1
Comparison of MB interferograms obtained by different acquisition mode

Acquisition mode Repeat-pass Single-pass TDA-InSAR
multi-antenna multi-satellite

Satellite formulation Single-satellite Single-satellite Multi-satellite Tandem-satellite
Antenna configuration Single-antenna Multi-antenna Single-antenna Dual-antenna
Maximal baseline
length

Long Short Long Long

Optimal baseline de-
sign

No Yes No Yes

Acquisition period Long Short Short Short
Coherence Low High High High
Working mode mono-static bi-static bi-static bi-static/mono-static
Error sources atmospheric delay, or-

bit error, deformation,
system noise

system noise orbit error, system
noise

orbit error, system
noise, synchronization
error

local statistical information for the optimization. The phase
difference based algorithms, such as maximum likelihood
method Fornaro et al. (2005) and Two-Stage Programming
Approach (TSPA) Yu and Yang (2016) improve the noise
robustness from the perspective of global optimization.

Optimal baseline design plays an important part on the
performance of all MB PU methods, especially for very
sparse acquisitions. In Yu et al. (2019), a nonlinear mixed-
integer programming (NIP) criteria provides a credible
lower bound of the baseline, and the followed closed-form
robust CRT in Zhihui et al. (2020) gives a meaningful upper
bound by considering the ambiguity height. Both indicate
that increasing the number of acquisitions can not improve
the height precision significantly if the longest baseline is
limited. Using the accuracy information-theoretical assess-
ment, research in Ferraiuolo et al. (2009) shows that the final
height precision only depends on the longest baseline length
of the MB interferograms. For a very sparse acquisition, such
as three or four single-pass SAR images, an asymptotic 3D
PU is developed to achieve a robust 3D reconstruction Hu
et al. (2022b). Following a 2D (space) + 1D (baseline) PU
framework Thompson et al. (1999), it provides the optimal
bounds for baseline design.

The spaceborne single-pass SAR system, Shuttle Radar
Topography Mission (SRTM) successfully get the global
digital elevation model within −56◦ and 60◦ latitude, show-
ing that the single-pass dual-antenna interferogram has a
good coherence Rabus et al. (2003). Since longer perpen-
dicular baseline leads to better height precision, the SRTM
uses double antennas with a 60-m cross-track separation and
provides a height precision in the order of 10 m. Although
the multi-antenna interferograms have the advantages of
accurate baseline measurement and unique phase component
corresponding to the ground elevation Ding et al. (2019).
The short baseline length of the single-pass dual-antenna
interferogram limits its practical application.

The TanDEM-X mission consists of two satellites, which
obtains the single-pass dual-satellite interferogram using a
bi-static mode. This bi-static SAR with a longer baseline

configuration provides a height precision of 2 m but requires
strict synchronization between the satellites Krieger et al.
(2007). Additionally, the dual-satellite interferograms shows
a good coherence in vegetation canopies area, which is
widely used in the tropical-forest biomass estimation Torano Caicoya
et al. (2016). The following LuTan-1 mission follows the
similar design as the TanDEM-X but adopts the L-band
to achieve a better performance in biomass inversion Jin
et al. (2020). During the global coverage of the TanDEM-
X, the height ambiguity was set to 45 m in the first global
acquisition to avoid phase unwrapping errors and then that
was set to 35 m in the second global acquisition to improve
the height precision Zink et al. (2014). Inappropriate height
ambiguity will lead to phase unwrapping errors, especially
in urban area. To improve the reliability of the PU, the
adjustment of the baseline is necessary but this will reduces
the timeliness of the data acquisition.

Additionally, multi-satellite SAR interferogram will suf-
fer from orbit error due to the inaccuracies of the orbit
parameters. Since the orbit inaccuracies are correlated in
time, the orbit error often result in a spatially correlated
phase trend in the interferometric phase, which will bias
the estimated parameters. Since the illumination time for
a LEO SAR is only few seconds, this phase trend can be
estimated jointly with other parameters of interest using the
plane function Zhang et al. (2014) or the nonlinear model Liu
et al. (2016); Hermann and Hanssen (2012). Note that the
orbit error can be compensated only if the multi-satellite
interferogram is successfully unwrapped.

Future high-resolution wide-swath (HRWS) mission will
cooperate with three MirrorSAR satellites to acquire MB
interferograms in a single flight. This mission has a better
performance in height precision and timeliness than previous
TanDEM-X mission by using the baseline diversity Mit-
termayer et al. (2022). However, the orbit uncertainty of
the small satellite will affect optimal baseline design and
induce additional orbit error. Such single-pass multi-satellite
MB interferograms don’t satisfy the requirements of the
asymptotic 3D PU. Thus, conceptual study of new SAR
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system based on the optimal baseline design is necessary,
which is the foundation of the work presented in this paper.

To overcome the limitations of these conventional In-
SAR modes, a new spaceborne InSAR configuration named
Tandem Dual-Antenna SAR Interferometry (TDA-InSAR)
is proposed, aiming to acquire the specified MB interfer-
ograms for the asymptotic 3D PU Hu et al. (2022b). The
comparison of MB interferograms obtained by different
acquisition modes is shown in Table. 1. It shows that the
proposed TDA-InSAR combines the advantages of both
multi-antenna and multi-satellite interferograms and thus
provides the best baseline design.

The paper is organized as follows. We introduce the
concept of the TDA-InSAR and briefly review the main
approach of the asymptotic 3D PU in section II. Investiga-
tion of the optimal baseline design using different baseline
configuration is presented in Section III, followed by the
simulation-based performance evaluation and analysis of
various error sources in Section IV. The conclusions are
presented in Section V.

2. Concept of TDA-InSAR
2.1. Basic Concept

2D radar image often suffers from severe geometric
distortion, increasing the difficulty of target recognition. The
key issue is estimating the height of all scaterers, which can
be well solved by using the MB interferograms.

The phase components of the repeat-pass MB interfer-
ograms include flat earth effect, height, atmospheric delay,
orbit error, deformation and system noise, which can be
written as follows
𝜑 = wrap{𝜑flat+𝜑h+𝜑atmos+𝜑orb+𝜑def+𝜑noise+2𝜋𝑛}, (1)
where 𝑛 ∈ ℤ denotes the integer phase ambiguity. In order to
get the height estimation with a high precision, it is necessary
to model different phase components appropriately. Because
the atmospheric signal, orbital phase trend and deformation
show a strong correlation in space, leading to a bias in the
estimated height. The spatio-temporal characteristics of the
error sources are used to separate the difference phase con-
tributions. First, the deformation is assumed to be correlated
in time and a prior deformation model is used to unwrap the
MB interferograms. Then, the spatial trend due to the orbital
inaccuracies, together with a trend in the atmospheric signal
can be estimated using the unwrapped phase. Supposing the
acquisitions are taken few hours apart, the atmospheric delay
is uncorrelated in time but the the unmodelled deformation
is assumed to be temporally correlated. A temporal low-
pass filter can be applied to isolate the atmospheric delay
from the unmodelled deformation. Following this way, it
is possible to remove most of the atmospheric delay and
orbital phase trend in the original phase. Note that a number
of acquisitions is required to improve the reliability. The
conventional single-beam SAR lacks the timeliness, which
is not suitable for the specified applications with the near
real-time requirement, such as target recognition.

Satellite baseline

1L

2L

Antenna baseline



R

,SB⊥

,LB⊥

Figure 1: TDA-InSAR imaging geometry. This system is able
to acquires three independent interferograms in a single flight.

Considering the single-pass MB interferograms, the at-
mospheric delay part in Eq. (1) can be neglected. Previous
research shows that the asymptotic 3D PU enables a reliable
3D reconstruction with very sparse acquisitions. But the
optimal single-pass MB interferograms should meet the
following four conditions to achieve a good performance.

1) There is a real or pseudo short baseline interferogram
(SBI), satisfying the PC assumption.

2) The phase components of SBI only include height and
system noise.

3) The ratio of the baseline length between SBI and long
baseline interferogram (LBI) satisfies the SU criteria. If not,
medium baseline interferogram (MBI) should be used to
improve the probability of successful unwrapping.

4) The successful unwrapped LBI can achieve the ex-
pected height precision.

To meet the requirements of the optimal baseline design
and decrease the impact of the orbit error, the proposed
TDA-InSAR consists of two dual-antenna satellites, which
acquires both dual-antenna and dual-satellite interferograms
in a single flight. The single-pass dual-antenna interferogram
has the advantages of short baseline length, high coherence
and independence of orbit error, which can be a good SBI.
On the contrary, the single-pass dual-satellite interferogram
enable a longer baseline, which can be a good LBI or MBI.
Note that the dual-satellite interferogram can obtained by
either bi-static or mono-static mode. The bi-static interfer-
ogram will contain the orbit error while the mono-static
interferogram will include both orbit error and atmospheric
delay.

Fig. 1 is the simplified sketch of the TDA-InSAR. The
main parameters of this system are antenna baseline 𝐿1 and
satellite baseline𝐿2. The antenna baseline should be as short
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as possible to decrease the difficulties in the hardware de-
sign. Thus, the optimal satellite baseline is expected to be in a
flexible interval to suppress the uncertainty of the orbit error.
Such system can work in either bistatic or mono-static mode.
In case of the bistatic mode, the bistatic measurement will
include additional phase errors in azimuth slow time Krieger
et al. (2007) because of the relative frequency deviation and
phase noise between different radar instruments. Such phase
error can be eliminated using either echo-domain He et al.
(2012) or image-domain algorithm Krieger et al. (2007),
which is not investigated in this work.

In the following section, we review the asymptotic 3D
PU algorithm and introduce the optimal baseline design for
the TDA-InSAR. A modified 3D reconstruction approach
with respect to the orbit error compensation is developed
using the unwrapped phase.
2.2. Asymptotic 3D PU for TDA-InSAR

In a single flight, the proposed TDA-InSAR acquires
three independent interferograms including both dual-antenna
and dual-satellite interferograms. The dual-antenna interfer-
ogram is used as a SBI in the asymptotic 3D PU, providing
the initial height estimation. The dual-satellite interferogram
with the longest baseline is a LBI. Furthermore, other dual-
satellite interferograms are used as the MBI, improving
the reliability of the ambiguity estimation. In the following
description, the subscripts S, M and L denote the parameters
of SBI, MBI and LBI, respectively.

Using the conventional InSAR process, the flat earth
effect can be well determined using the parameters of the
SAR system. After removing this phase, 3D PU can be ap-
plied to the flattened phase. The spatial PU is the integration
of the phase gradient in the spatial domain. Its reliability
depends on the selection of the phase difference. However,
whether an interferogram satisfies the PC assumption can
not be evaluated using the single baseline interferogram.
Alternatively, using the smoothing criteria with a pair of
interferogram Hu et al. (2022b), the reliability of the spatial
PU can be improved.

Since the dual-antenna interferogram always satisfies the
PC assumption, the spatial PU can be conducted directly
and the initial height estimation can be obtained as fol-
lows Hanssen (2001a)

ℎ̂S = 𝜆
4𝜋

𝑅 sin 𝜃
𝐵⟂,S

𝜙S. (2)

where 𝜙S denotes the unwrapped phase of SBI. 𝐵⟂ denotes
the perpendicular baseline. 𝑅 is the slant range. 𝜃 is the
incident angle and 𝜆 is the radar wavelength.

Using the initial height, the pseudo unwrapped phase
of MBI and the corresponding phase ambiguity can be
estimated as follows

𝜙pseudo,M = 4𝜋
𝜆

𝐵⟂,M
𝑅 sin 𝜃

ℎ̂S =
𝐵⟂,M
𝐵⟂,S

𝜙S, (3)

�̂�M,0 = round
{𝜙pseudo,M − wrap{𝜑M − 𝜑M,ref}

2𝜋

}

. (4)

where 𝜑M,ref the wrapped phase of MBI on the reference
point. Whether a MBI can be successfully unwrapped de-
pends on the uncertainty of the estimated phase ambiguity,
denoted as the successful unwrapping (SU) criteria, which
is defined as follows

∣ �̂�M − 𝑛M,true ∣<
1
2
, (5)

If �̂�M,0 satisfies the SU criteria, the phase residual of the
MBI can be calculated as

𝜑res,M = wrap{𝜑M − 2𝜋�̂�𝑀,0
}

. (6)
Using the same reference point during the spatial PU of

the MBI, the phase residual of the MBI can be unwrapped.
The final unwrapped phase of the MBI can be written as
follows

𝜙M = 𝜙res,M + 2𝜋 ⋅ round
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐵⟂,M
𝐵⟂,S

𝜙S − wrap{𝜑M − 𝜑M,ref}

2𝜋

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

.

(7)
The same approach will be conducted on LBI. If the

phase ambiguity for LBI satisfies the SU criteria, the final
unwrapped phase of the LBI can be calculated as follows

𝜙L = 𝜙res,L + 2𝜋 ⋅ round
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

𝐵⟂,L
𝐵⟂,M

𝜙M − wrap{𝜑L − 𝜑L,ref}

2𝜋

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

.

(8)
With the unwrapped phase 𝜙L, the final height can be esti-
mated using the follows Hanssen (2001a)

ℎ̂L = 𝜆
4𝜋

𝑅 sin 𝜃
𝐵⟂,L

𝜙𝐿. (9)

2.3. Optimal Baseline Design
Baseline length has significantly impact on the result of

3D PU with very sparse acquisition. According to Eq. (7),
performance of the asymptotic 3D PU depends on two key
indicators, i.e., baseline length and phase variance of the MB
interferograms. Given the specified coherence, it is possible
to get the optimal baseline length using the SU criteria.
However, the SU criteria described in Eq. (5) can not be
directly used in the practical process due to the unknown
value of the phase ambiguity. Nevertheless, it shows that
the phase ambiguity can be estimated unambiguously if the
phase bias induced by the noise is smaller than 𝜋. With
the approximation that the interferometric phase without
an ambiguity follows a Gaussian distribution, the expected
phase variance should be (𝜋∕𝑢𝛼)2 with a level of significance
𝛼.

Supposing that the baseline lengths of four interfero-
grams obtained by the TDA-InSAR are𝐵⟂,1, 𝐵⟂,2, 𝐵⟂,3, 𝐵⟂,4
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in an ascending order, the SU criteria can be rewritten as
follow

max𝑖=2∶4
{

𝐵2
⟂,𝑖

𝐵2
⟂,𝑖−1

𝜎2𝜙𝑖−1
+ 𝜎2𝜙𝑖

}

<
(

𝜋
𝑢𝛼

)2
. (10)

The SU criteria in Eq. (10) can be used to optimize the
parameters of the TDA-InSAR. In addition to the baseline
length, the input parameters of this system includes coher-
ence (𝛾), expected relative height precision (𝜎0ℎ) and the
maximal height difference (Δℎmax). Then the performance
of the MB interferograms can be evaluated using three deci-
sion variables, i.e., success rate of phase unwrapping (SR),
relative height precision (𝜎ℎ) and height ambiguity (ℎamb).
Success rate of phase unwrapping is the foundation of the
3D reconstruction, which should be as high as possible.

If all interferograms can be correctly unwrapped, the
final relative height precision only depends on the longest
baseline length. It is necessary to guarantee the longest
baseline length. Additionally, larger height ambiguity will
increase the flexibility of the system, which enables larger
height difference within the experimental area. With the
same success rate of phase unwrapping, we expect as high
height ambiguity as possible.

From Eq. (10), the baseline length of SBI has a low
bound with a given LBI. On the satisfaction of the PC
assumption, the baseline length of SBI should be as long as
possible to achieve a good phase unwrapping performance.
However, longer baseline length of SBI would decrease
the height ambiguity, reducing the flexibility of the system.
Thus, a trade-off between the height ambiguity and the
success rate of phase unwrapping should be made. Along
this direction, the optimal baseline design for the TDA-
InSAR is defined as follows

arg max{𝑆𝑅, ℎamb} and arg min{𝜎ℎ}

s.t. 𝑆𝑅 = 𝑢−1
⎧

⎪

⎨

⎪

⎩

max
𝑖=2∶4

⎛

⎜

⎜

⎝

𝜋∕

√

(

𝐵𝑖
𝐵𝑖−1

)2
𝜎2𝜙𝑖−1

+ 𝜎2𝜙𝑖

⎞

⎟

⎟

⎠

⎫

⎪

⎬

⎪

⎭

> 1 − 𝛼

ℎamb = 𝜆𝑅sin𝜃
2𝐵1

; 𝜎h = 𝜆𝑅sin𝜃
4𝜋𝐵4

𝜎𝜑L ; 𝜎
2
𝜑 =

1 − 𝛾2

2𝛾2

𝐵1 = min{𝐵⟂,1, 𝐵⟂,2 − 𝑖𝐵⟂,1|𝑖∈ℤ,… , 𝐵⟂,4 − 𝑖𝐵⟂,3|𝑖∈ℤ
}

𝐵2 = max{𝐵⟂,1,min{𝐵⟂,2, 𝐵⟂,2 − 𝑖𝐵⟂,1|𝑖∈ℤ,…
}}

𝐵3 = max{𝐵⟂,2,min{𝐵⟂,3, 𝐵⟂,2 − 𝑖𝐵⟂,1|𝑖∈ℤ,…
}}

𝐵4 = 𝐵⟂,4;𝐵1 <
𝜆𝑅sin𝜃
2Δℎmax

, 𝜎ℎ < 𝜎0ℎ

(11)
where 𝐵1 ∼ 𝐵4 denote the effective baseline length. In
this optimization, the relationship between the coherence
and the phase variance is approximated for point scatterer
with a coherence larger than 0.9 Hanssen (2001b). Note that
the model is also simplified by assuming that the coherence
corresponding to LBI, MBI and SBI are the same, which is

suitable for point scatterers. For distributed scatterers, other
factors, such as spatial and volume decorrelation should be
considered during the optimization, which is not investigated
in this paper.
2.4. Height Inversion with the Error

Compensation
The dual-satellite interferogram enables a long baseline

but suffers from significant orbit error, which will bias the
final height estimation. Fortunately, with the help of the
accurate initialization obtained by the dual-antenna interfer-
ogram, the dual-satellite interferogram can be successfully
unwrapped since the phase change induced by the orbit error
will not destroy the PC assumption. Therefore, the orbit error
can be well compensated during the height inversion.

Figure 2: Geometry of the InSAR baseline error.

Here the nonlinear baseline model is used to model the
orbit error. Generally, the orbit errors in both master and
slave images can be expressed as the baseline error. Fig. 2
shows the geometry of the baseline error. The additional
phase change induced by the orbit error can be defined as

𝜙orb = 4𝜋
𝜆
|𝑟′𝑆 − 𝑟𝑆 |, (12)

where 𝑟′𝑆 and 𝑟𝑆 denote the actual and error-free slave
distance vector along the line of sight. Note that 𝑟′𝑆 also
includes the orbit error in the master distance vector 𝑟𝑀 .
In the practical process, the baseline vector �⃗� in a TCN
(track, cross, normal) representation is often used, denoted
as (𝐵𝑡, 𝐵𝑐 , 𝐵𝑛). Then the orbit error as a function of baseline
vector can be written as

|𝑟′𝑆 − 𝑟𝑆 | =
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕�⃗�

=
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑡

𝑒𝑡 +
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑐

𝑒𝑐 +
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑛

𝑒𝑛, (13)
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where the partial deviation of the baseline component can be
expressed as follows

𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑡

=
|𝐵𝑡| − 𝑟𝑀 ⋅ 𝑒𝑡

√

|𝑟𝑀 |

2 + |�⃗�|
2
− 2 ⋅ 𝑟𝑀 ⋅ �⃗�

. (14)

The relationship between the orbit error phase and base-
line error can be written as

𝐸{𝜙orb} = 4𝜋
𝜆

(

𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑡

𝛿𝐵𝑡 +
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑐

𝛿𝐵𝑐 +
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑛

𝛿𝐵𝑛

)

(15)

Since the orbit error may change temporally during the radar
image focusing, the first-order term 𝜕 ̇⃗𝐵 should be added to
model the fringe residuals. Additionally, for small squint
angles in spaceborne SAR, the interferometric phase is not
sensitive to the orbit errors along the track direction. So
the orbit error components along the track direction are
neglected. The orbit error phase can be expressed as follows

𝐸{𝜙orb} =4𝜋
𝜆

(

𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑐

(𝛿𝐵𝑐 + 𝛿�̇�𝑐𝑡) +
𝜕𝑟𝑆
𝜕𝐵𝑛

(𝛿𝐵𝑛 + 𝛿�̇�𝑛𝑡)
)

(16)
If the TDA-InSAR works in a bi-static mode, the orbit

errors of both MBI and LBI have the same spatial variation
but different value. Additionally, the atmospheric delay can
be totally neglected due to the strict synchronization. With
the unwrapped phases 𝜙M and 𝜙L, the parameters related to
the orbit error can be estimated jointly with the height. Sup-
posing that there are 𝑚 coherent scatterers, the mathematical
model can be defined as follows
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where

Borb =
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The expression in Eq. (19) represents a linear system of
2𝑚 equations in 𝑚+4 unknowns. Thus a unique solution can
be obtained for such determined problem.

If the TDA-InSAR works in a mono-static mode, the
orbit error of the mono-static dual-satellite interferogram

will be twice than that of the bi-static one. If the MBI is a bi-
static interferogram and LBI is a mono-static interferogram,
the coefficient BM

orb equals to BL
orb∕2.

Research in Hu et al. (2022a) shows that the atmospheric
delay, especially the tropospheric delay will decorrelate to
a half-time value within 3 minutes. Thus, if the TDA-
InSAR works in a mono-static mode, both orbit error and
atmospheric delay should be considered during the height
estimation. The atmospheric delay should be calculated per
pixel due to the high spatial correlation. The mathematical
model with respect to the atmospheric delay correction is
defined as follows
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(19)
where I𝑚 is a 𝑚 × 𝑚 identity matrix. 𝐷1,⋯ , 𝐷𝑚 denotes
atmospheric delay of the 𝑚 scatterers.

3. Investigation of different TDA-InSAR
baseline configurations

3.1. Definition of different baseline configuration
Considering different types of data transmission and

reception, the proposed TDA-InSAR could work in either
bistatic or mono-static modes with varying baseline con-
figurations. Supposing there are two transmission radars,
denoted as T1 and T2 and four reception radars, denoted as
R1∼R4. In order to get an interferogram with the longest
baseline, two acquisitions obtained by T1-R1 and T2-R4
must be selected. Then there are four types of baseline
configurations for the other acquisitions, as shown in Fig. 3.
Note that the baseline configurations 1, 2 and 3 are bistatic

modes while the fourth baseline configuration is mono-static
mode.

If the bi-static mode is used, signal synchronization
between the two satellites is required, which may be achieved
by using beam, time and phase synchronizations Cherniakov
(2008). TanDEM-X achieves the beam synchronization by
ensuring both antennas can illuminate the same area or
employing zeros Doppler steering Krieger et al. (2007).
Time synchronization gives the precise time when a chirp
signal is transmitted, which can be achieved using leap
pulse repetition intervals method Krieger et al. (2007) or
GPS disciplined rubidium clock USOs for time calibra-
tion Jin et al. (2020). Moreover, phase synchronization must
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(a) baseline configuration 1 (b) baseline configuration 2 (c) baseline configuration 3 (d) baseline configuration 4
Figure 3: TDA-InSAR with different baseline configurations. (a) (b) and (c) are bistatic modes. (d) is mono-static mode.

be implemented to guarantee the coherence between the
transmitter and receiver. Additional antennas covering the
full solid angle are used for a mutual exchange of phase
synchronization signal between the two satellites. Details
can be found in Jin et al. (2020); Liang et al. (2020). In
the practical application, the baseline configurations 1 and 3
need to transmit the synchronous signal in a single direction
while the baseline configuration 2 requires a bidirectional
synchronization.

Assuming that the antenna baselines of the two satellites
are the same, the equivalent baselines of different baseline
configurations can be obtained by setting the acquisition T1-
R1 as the master image. The equivalent baselines of the
baseline configuration 1 are as follows

𝐵⟂,1 = 𝐿1∕2;𝐵⟂,2 = 𝐿2∕2;𝐵⟂,3 = 𝐿2 + 𝐿1, (20)
those of the baseline configuration 2 are

𝐵⟂,1 = 𝐿2∕2;𝐵⟂,2 = 𝐿2∕2+𝐿1;𝐵⟂,3 = 𝐿2+𝐿1, (21)
those of the baseline configuration 3 are
𝐵⟂,1 = 𝐿1+𝐿2∕2;𝐵⟂,2 = 𝐿2+𝐿1∕2;𝐵⟂,3 = 𝐿2+𝐿1, (22)

and those of the baseline configuration 4 are
𝐵⟂,1 = 𝐿1∕2;𝐵⟂,2 = 𝐿2+𝐿1∕2;𝐵⟂,3 = 𝐿2+𝐿1. (23)
Given a specified coherence, the SU criteria gives an

upper bound of the baseline ratio. In order to unwrap the
interferogram with as long baseline as possible, another
interferogram with a medium baseline is required. Since the
baseline length 𝐵⟂,2 is almost the same as 𝐵⟂,3 in Eq. (23),
the performance of mono-static mode is theoretically poorer
than that of the bistatic mode due to the lack of medium
baseline interferogram.

Considering the baseline configurations 2 and 3, the
BLC approach should be applied to get a pseudo short
baseline interferogram. But the combination integer of the
baseline configuration 3 is larger than that of the baseline
configuration 2, leading to a noisy initial height estimation.
Theoretically, the baseline configuration 2 is better than

Table 2
Main parameters for the simulation

Parameters Values

Frequency (GHz) 9.6
Resolution (range × azimuth, m) 0.93 × 2.00
Incident angle (degree) 30
Near range (m) 608015
Maximal antenna baseline (m) 20
Maximal satellite baseline (m) 500
Expected height precision (m) 0.5

the baseline configuration 3. Note that MB interferograms
obtained by all baseline configurations have a large height
ambiguity due to the ultra short baseline interferogram.
Further simulation-based performance analysis of different
baseline configurations will be conducted using the optimal
baseline design in Eq.(11).
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Figure 4: Relative height precision as a function of long baseline
length..

3.2. Performance analysis
The simulated parameters are listed in Table. 2. Setting

the coherence to 0.99, the relationship between the long
baseline length and the relative height precision is shown in
Fig. 4. If all interferograms are unwrapped successfully,the
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Figure 5: Performance of 3D reconstruction using different baseline configurations. First row: relative height precision; Second
row: success rate of phase unwrapping.
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Figure 6: Performance of 3D reconstruction using different baseline configurations.

relative height precision will not increase significantly after
the baseline length reaches 400 m. Then a comparative study
is conducted to evaluate the performance of 3D reconstruc-
tion using different baseline configurations. In the following
simulation, the antenna baseline ranges from 0.5 to 20 m
with a step of 0.1 m, the satellite baseline is from 10 to 400 m
with a step of 2 m and the expected SR is set to 0.98. For each
MB interferograms, the simulation is repeated 500 times and
the corresponding relative height precision is obtained cor-
respondingly. Fig. 5 denotes the relative height precision and
success rate of phase unwrapping using different baseline
configurations.

Fig. 5 (d) shows that the longest baseline is 100 m for the
MB interferograms obtained by the mono-static mode. On
the contrary, the bi-static measurements between different
satellites provide a transition interferogram with a medium
baseline, which enables the successful phase unwrapping of
LBI with a baseline length of 200 m, as shown in Figs. 5
(a) (b) and (c). Additionally, MB interferograms obtained by
the baseline configuration 2 show the most flexible baseline
design while that by the baseline configuration 4 show a

very strict baseline design. For example, assuming that the
antenna baseline is 10 m, the possible satellite baseline of
the baseline configuration 2 ranges from 50 to 200 m with
the expected relative height precision of 1 m while that of
the baseline configuration 4 only succeeds with a satellite
baseline of 60 m. Due to the instability of the platform, the
baseline of dual-satellite interferogram may be inaccurate.
Larger range of available baseline design is able to increase
successful rate of phase unwrapping in the practical applica-
tion. Furthermore, given the same coherence, the minimal
antenna baseline of the baseline configuration 2 is 3.8 m
while that of the baseline configuration 4 is 10 m. Shorter
antenna would decrease the complexity of the system design.

Since the success rate of phase unwrapping varies with
the coherence, the maximal satellite baseline, minimal an-
tenna baseline and relative height precision as a function of
coherence are obtained, separately, as shown in Fig. 6. Ac-
cording to Figs. 6 (a) and (c), the maximal satellite baseline
of the baseline configuration 2 is longer than other baseline
configurations, leading to a better relative height precision.

F. Hu et al Page 8 of 17



Conceptual Study and Performance Analysis of Tandem Dual-Antenna Spaceborne SAR Interferometry

0.94 0.96 0.98 1

Coherence

100

200

300

400

M
a

x
im

a
l 

S
a

te
ll

it
e 

B
a

se
li

n
e 

(m
)

Simplified

Original

(a)

0.94 0.96 0.98 1

Coherence

0

5

10

15

20

M
in

im
a

l 
A

n
te

n
n

a
 B

a
se

li
n

e 
(m

)

Simplified

Original

(b)

0.94 0.96 0.98 1

Coherence

0

0.5

1

R
el

a
ti

v
e 

h
ei

g
h

t 
p

re
ci

si
o

n
 (

m
)

Single-antenna

Dual-antenna

(c)
Figure 7: Performance comparison between simplified and original TDA-InSAR.

Moreover, a shorter antenna length can be used using the
baseline configuration 2 with the same performance.

Furthermore, if this system only contains a dual-antenna
and a single-antenna satellite, i.e., two interferograms in a
single flight, it is also possible to achieve a 3D reconstruction
using the simplified system. If the baseline configuration
2 is used, the three channel images are obtained by T1-
R1, T2-R2, T2-R4. A performance comparison between the
original TDA-InSAR and the simplified one is conducted,
as shown in Fig. 7. Fig. 7 shows that the performance of the
simplified TDA-InSAR is only half than that of the original
one. For example, if the coherence is 0.98, the maximal
satellite baseline of the TDA-InSAR is 300 m while that
of the simplified one is 150 m. Similar conclusions can
be found in the analysis of both minimal antenna baseline
and relative height precision. Thus, the additional antenna
significantly reduce the expected coherence, leading to less
difficulties in the practical implementation.
3.3. Orbit configuration and Formation

An essential design of the TDA-InSAR is the simulta-
neous acquisition of the two satellites, giving a long base-
line dual-satellite interferogram. This operational mission
requires a coordinated formation of two satellites flying in
similar orbit. In the practical application, the helix orbit
adopted by TanDEM Krieger et al. (2007); Alberto et al.
(2003) has been proven to be a reliable formation, which
can be used in the TDA-InSAR design. A simple sketch of
the helix formation is show in Fig. 8. The horizontal dis-
placement depends on the ascending node while the vertical
displacement is related to the difference of the eccentricity.

The relative displacement between the two satellites
varies with the satellite altitude. Fig. 9 shows that the perpen-
dicular baseline varies with the latitude, leading to different
height performance. Additionally, this simulation also indi-
cates that the perpendicular baseline of the ascending data
in northern latitudes is longer than the in southern latitudes
while the performance of the descending data is better in
southern latitudes. According to the performance analysis in
Fig. 5 (c), the optimal baseline of the configuration 2 ranges
from 50 m to 300 m with an antenna baseline of 15 m. The
orbit formation is able to give an optimal baseline ranging
from 150 m to 300 m, which satisfied the requirement of the
optimal baseline design.

Figure 8: Sketch of the Helix satellite formation.

4. Simulation-Based Performance Evaluation
In this section, simulation based analysis is conducted

to evaluate the performance of the proposed TDA-InSAR.
Two typical scenarios, i.e. built-up objects and vegetation
canopies, are tested and followed by the analysis of the main
error sources.
4.1. Performance of 3D Reconstruction
4.1.1. Built-up objects

Based on a real elevation model and simulated ground
targets, as shown in Fig. 10, the MB interferograms are ob-
tained using a multi-dimension coherent scattering model Xue
et al. (2020). The real elevation model covers a range of
400 m × 500 m with a maximal height difference of 100 m
and 12 ground targets are added. Using a radar wavelength
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(a)

(b)
Figure 9: Variation of the perpendicular baseline. (a) Ascending
track (b) Descending track.

Figure 10: Scene data for the simulation.

of 31 mm, the corresponding interferograms with the per-
pendicular baselines of 15, 150 and 300 m are obtained,
respectively, as shown in Fig.11. It shows that the phase
change in the shortest baseline interferogram is very slow,
which is good for spatial PU but poor for height inversion.
The long baseline interferogram can not be unwrapped using
the spatial PU due to the rapid phase change induced by the
ground targets.

According to the performance analysis in Fig.5, the opti-
mal baseline design of the tandem dual-antenna SAR varies
with the baseline configuration. Assuming the coherence

Table 3
Relative height precision by different TDA-InSAR baseline
configuration

Baseline configuration 1 2 3 4

SBI 8.61 6.45 14.04 10.68
MBI 0.92 0.48 1.11 2.55
LBI 0.41 0.31 1.08 2.27

of 0.99 and antenna baseline 15 m, the optimal satellite
baselines with different TDA-InSAR baseline configurations
are 200, 300, 150 and 100 m, respectively. Then 3D recon-
struction using asymptotic 3D PU are obtained, as shown
in Fig. 12. The corresponding precision of the estimated
relative height is shown in Table. 3. According to Figs. 12 (c)
(f) (i) and (l), the final height precision only depends on the
baseline length of LBI. So the 3D reconstruction obtained
by the baseline configuration 2 shows the best performance.
4.1.2. Vegetation canopies

Virtual 3D scenes with deterministic fractal trees on
DEM are generated using the following steps. First, the
trees are parsed into canonical components or scatterers
(i.e., dielectric cylinders and disks). Then, the general-
ized Rayleigh-Gans (GRG) approximation and the infi-
nite cylinder approximations are used for coherent scat-
tering calculations Karam et al. (1988). Four-path mul-
tiple scattering mechanisms, i.e., direct scatterer scatter-
ing, ground-scatterer scattering, scatterer-ground scattering,
and scatterer-ground-scatterer scattering, between vegeta-
tion and the ground are considered, Xue et al. (2020). Ad-
ditionally, the scattering matrix of the rough surface under
the vegetation can be obtained by the small perturbation
method Williams (2006); Jin and Xu (2013). Assuming
Foldy’s approximation Tsang et al. (1985), the extinction
induced by electromagnetic waves penetrating the scatterers
in the vegetation is also considered. In this study, a total of
200 trees with an average height of 30 m are simulated and
they are randomly distributed in the whole area, which is
shown in Fig. 13. Note that the radar with a long wavelength
is usually used in the practical tree height measurement to get
a good penetration. In this simulation, the radar wavelength
is setting to 0.24 m and the optimal baselines are also revised
accordingly.

Using the same procedure in Section 4.1.1, the estimated
heights of the radar scatterers is obtained. Since the esti-
mated height in InSAR approach is defined with respect to a
specified reference point, the final absolute height contains
a constant height offset, leading to significant coordinate
offsets in both horizontal and vertical directions. Such height
offset can be estimated using a searching strategy using an
initial reference DEM. Details can be found in Hu et al.
(2019a). The estimated height of the radar scatterers after
absolute height correction is shown in Fig. 14 (a). To show
the inversed forest height clearly, the initial DEM is used to
remove the ground elevation change, as shown in Fig. 14 (b).
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(a) (b) (c)
Figure 11: Simulated MB interferograms with the baselines of (a) 15 m (b) 150 m and (c) 300 m.

Regarding the quantified analysis, three indicators, i.e.,
coverage, mean error (ME) and root mean square error
(RMSE) are used to evaluate the reconstructed 3D forest
height. Since the image resolution is lower than the sim-
ulated trees, the complex value of every pixel is the sum-
mation of all elementary scatterers within a resolution cell,
which increases the difficulties in associating the radar scat-
terers to the corresponding trees. In this study, the nearest
neighbor search approach is used to snap the point cloud
in the simulated trees to their most likely radar scatterers.
Based on the searching result, the ME, RMSE and coverage
of the reconstructed 3D forest height are 0.14 m, 1.78 m and
59.7, correspondingly.

Similar 3D forest reconstruction obtained by conven-
tional 3D PU in Hu et al. (2022c) shows a height RMSE
of 1.25 m using 29 repeat-pass interferograms. To further
evaluate the similarity between the forest height obtained
by conventional and asymptotic 3D PU statistically, the
two-sample F test is formulated as follows DeGroot and
Schervish (2012)

𝐹0 =
𝜎21
𝜎22

(24)

where 𝜎2 denotes the sample variance. Note that the impacts
of both atmospheric delay and orbit error are neglected in
this part, which will be investigated in the following section.
The main factors that affect the precision of the estimated
tree height are system noise. Then the statistical value 𝐹0can be calculated with the assumption that the height error
follows a Gaussian distribution. Setting the significance level
to 𝛼 = 0.02, the critical value 𝐹𝛼 is 4.5. In this case, 𝐹0equals to 1.99, which is smaller than the critical value 𝐹𝛼 ,
showing that there are no significant differences on the esti-
mated relative height by either conventional or asymptotic
3D PU. So the MB interferograms obtained by the TDA-
InSAR can achieve fast 3D forest reconstruction.

4.2. Impact of the main error sources
4.2.1. Orbit error

Both mono-static and bi-static dual-satellite interfero-
grams will suffer from the orbit error. In this demonstration,
the parameters of the baseline configuration 2 was used to
get the simulated MB interferograms and the orbit error
was simulated using the nonlinear model in Eq.(16). The
parameters 𝛿𝐵𝑐 and 𝛿𝐵𝑛 are set to 0.3 and 0.1 m while
𝛿𝐵𝑐 and 𝛿𝐵𝑛 are set to 0.02 and 0.02 m/PRF, respectively.
The corresponding simulated orbit error phase is shown in
Fig. 15 (a). It is obvious that the orbit error is spatially
correlated signal, which will be mixed with the estimated
height during the spatial PU. Fortunately, the dual-antenna
interferogram is independent of the orbit error, which can be
a good initialization for the spatial PU of the tandem satellite
interferogram. The result of asymptotic 3D PU with orbit
error is shown in Fig. 15 (b), showing that the orbit error will
significantly bias the final height estimation. The standard
deviation of the height difference between the estimated
height and the true value is 26.53 m.

Using the proposed height inversion with the orbit error
compensation, the final height estimation and the estimated
orbit error are shown in Figs. 16 (a) and (b). The standard
deviation of the height difference between the refined height
and the true value is 0.33 m, which is consistent with the
relative height precision by the simulation without the orbit
error, see Table. 3.
4.2.2. Atmospheric delay in bi-static interferogram

Eliminating the atmospheric effect is the main challenge
for the spaceborne SAR interferometry due to its spatio-
temporal variation. For baseline configurations 1, 2 and 3
of the TDA-InSAR system, the dual-satellite interferogram
is acquired using a bi-static mode, so the radar wave would
propagate through the same tropospheric refractivity but
different path. The impact of the atmospheric effect caused
by the path difference should be investigated.
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

(g) (h) (i)

(j) (k) (l)
Figure 12: Investigation of 3D reconstruction. First column: result of SBI. Second column: result of MBI. Third column: result
of LBI. Each row denotes the results by different baseline configurations.

In fact, a large part of the total atmospheric delay is
almost constant, i.e., the ionospheric and hydrostatic tropo-
sphere delay van Leijen (2014). The main contributor to the
spatial variation is the turbulence, which is effectively due
to the water vapor distribution. Using the numerical atmo-
spheric model, we investigate the impact of turbulence on the
height inversion. The model used in this research is DALES,
the Dutch Atmospheric Large Eddy Simulation model Heus

et al. (2010), which can provide reliable simulation of the 3D
tropospheric refractivity distribution.

In the practical process, the simulation was conducted
based on radiosonde and ground observations in Oklahoma
and Kansas, USA Brown et al. (2002). Additionally, the sim-
ulation is characterized by shallow cumulus convection with
a cloud cover between 20 and 30 percent, which is the typical
fair-weather clouds over continental mid-latitudes Hahn and
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Figure 13: Simulated 3D forest.

(a)

(b)
Figure 14: 3D forest reconstruction (a) estimated heights of
the radar scatterers (b) forest height inversion without the
ground elevation change.

Warren (2007). Then we get a 3D reflectivity distribution
with the relevant parameters shown in Table. 4. With the
3D refractivity distribution, the tropospheric delay along the
line of sight can be computed using ray-tracing Urquhart
et al. (2011). Since the refractivity change due to the bending
error for typical SAR incidence angles can be negligible
Parkinson et al. (1996), the total tropospheric delay for one

(a)

(b)
Figure 15: Impact of the orbit error. (a) simulated orbit error
(b) height estimation with the orbit error.

acquisition is obtained by integrating the refractivity from
the elevation of the target to the total height of the simulated
troposphere.

The evaluation of atmospheric effect due to the path
difference was demonstrated using the parameters of the
baseline configuration 2. Then the atmospheric interfer-
ograms, synthetic interferograms only sensitive to atmo-
spheric delay variability with the perpendicular baselines of
15, 150 and 300 m are obtained, as shown in Fig. 17. Since
the perpendicular baselines of the TDA-InSAR system are
very small compared with the radar altitude, the integration
paths between different acquisitions are almost the same,
leading to very limited phase change. Additionally, Fig. 17
also shows that such atmospheric delay will increase with
the perpendicular baseline, which may be confused with the
estimated height.

In this case, the histogram of the height bias caused by
the atmospheric effect is shown in Fig. 18, indicating that
the atmospheric delay will lead to a significant height offset.
Fortunately, such offset can be neglected since InSAR only
gets the height estimation relative to a specified reference
point. Moreover, the spatial variation of the height bias
is only centimeter level, which is much smaller than the
expected height precision. Thus, the atmospheric effect can
be neglected if the TDA-InSAR works in a bi-static mode.

F. Hu et al Page 13 of 17



Conceptual Study and Performance Analysis of Tandem Dual-Antenna Spaceborne SAR Interferometry

(a)

(b)
Figure 16: Results of the height inversion with the orbit
error compensation. (a) height estimation with the orbit error
compensation (b) estimated orbit error.

Table 4
Parameters of the refractivity distribution in the simulation

Parameters values

Scale (km × km) 49.3× 49.3
Horizontal resolution (m×m) 40× 40
Maximal height (m) 4500
Vertical resolution (m) 40

4.2.3. Atmospheric delay in mono-static interferogram
On the contrary, the baseline configuration 4 of the TDA-

InSAR system doesn’t require the strict synchronization. If
the two satellites works separately in a mono-static mode, the
change of the tropospheric refractivity will increase the vari-
ation of atmospheric effects. Based on the DALES model,
we simulate two 3D tropospheric refractivity distributions
with a time interval of 15 minute and get the corresponding
synthetic tropospheric interferogram, as shown in Fig. 19.
It shows that the phase change caused by the atmospheric
effect exceed one cycle, equaling to the contribution of 75

(a)

(b)

(c)
Figure 17: Simulated synthetic tropospheric interferograms
using the baseline configuration 2 with the perpendicular
baselines of (a) 15 m (b) 150 m (c) 300 m

Figure 18: Histogram of the height error induced by the
atmospheric delay.
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meter height, which would significantly bias the final height
estimation.

If the atmospheric delay is not considered during the pro-
cess, the final height estimation is actually the atmospheric
delay, as shown in Fig. 20(a). On the contrary, if additional
parameters are used to model the atmospheric delay during
the process, the final height estimation is better, as shown
in Fig. 20(b). However, compared Fig. 12 (l) with Fig. 20
(b), height precision of the baseline configuration 4 is poorer
than that of the baseline configuration 2 since the atmo-
spheric effect will bias the ambiguity estimation. Therefore,
strict synchronization is necessary to avoid the atmospheric
effect, which can provide a good height precision.

Figure 19: Simulated synthetic tropospheric interferogram with
a temporal baseline of 15 minute.

5. Conclusions
In this paper, we propose a new concept of TDA-InSAR

to acquire the specified MB interferograms for asymptotic
3D PU, which enables a reliable 3D reconstruction using
very sparse acquisitions. Two indicators, relative height
precision and successful phase unwrapping rate, are used to
develop the optimal baseline design and the performance of
difference baseline configurations is evaluated correspond-
ingly. Assuming that the antenna length is 15 m, the optimal
satellite baseline of the bi-static mode can be selected in a
flexible range from 50 m to 300 m while that of the mono-
static mode is fixed at 100 m. The flexible baseline selection
will guarantee the optimal baseline design when the orbit
control is inaccurate. Although the bi-static mode requires a
strict signal synchronization between the tandem satellites,
increasing the complexity of the hardware design, the use of
longer baseline interferogram leads to a better relative height
precision.

Additionally, simulation-based evaluation of one exam-
ple configuration shows that the proposed system enables
a 3D reconstruction with a relative height precision of 0.3
m in built-up or man-made objects and that of 1.7 m in
vegetation canopies. This single-pass SAR system combines
the advantages of both multi-antenna and multi-satellite

(a)

(b)
Figure 20: Height estimation without (a) and with (b) atmo-
spheric delay correction using the single dual-antenna satellite
SAR.

SAR and thus shows a good coherence in both built-up
objects and vegetation canopies. Considering the impact
of the atmospheric delay, the LES model is used to get
a realistic atmospheric simulation and the analysis of the
atmospheric effects show the slight path difference due to the
baseline diversity will not affect the height inversion but the
temporal refractivity change leads to significant height bias.
It indicates that the atmospheric effect can be neglected if
the proposed TDA-InSAR works in a bi-static mode. Using
the asymptotic 3D PU, the dual-satellite interferogram can
be successfully unwrapped with the help of the dual-antenna
interferogram and the orbit phase trend can be well compen-
sated. Thus, the proposed TDA-InSAR system enables the
fast 3D reconstruction in a single flight, showing its scientific
importance in many applications, such as mapping terrain,
target recognition or forest height inversion, especially for
users demanding a single-pass acquisition.

Declaration of competing interest
The authors declare that they have no known competing

financial interests ot personal relationships that could have
appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.

F. Hu et al Page 15 of 17



Conceptual Study and Performance Analysis of Tandem Dual-Antenna Spaceborne SAR Interferometry

Acknowledgments
This work was supported in part by the National Nature

Science Foundation of China under Grant 61991422 and
62201158.

References
Alberto, M., Gerhard, K., Josef, M., 2003. Satellite configuration for in-

terferometric and/or tomographic remote sensing by means of synthetic
aperture radar (sar). URL: https://www.freepatentsonline.com/y2003/

0006927.html.
Bamler, R., Hartl, P., 1998. Synthetic aperture radar interferometry. Inverse

Problems 14, R1–R54. URL: http://doris.tudelft.nl/Literature/

bamler98.pdf.
Berardino, P., Fornaro, G., Lanari, R., Sansosti, E., 2002. A new algorithm

for surface deformation monitoring based on small baseline differential
SAR interferograms. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing 40, 2375–2383.

Brown, A.R., Cederwall, R.T., Chlond, A., Duynkerke, P.G., Golaz, J.,
Khairoutdinov, M., Lewellen, D.C., Lock, A.P., Macvean, M.K., Moeng,
C., et al., 2002. Large-eddy simulation of the diurnal cycle of shallow
cumulus convection over land. Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteoro-
logical Society 128, 1075–1093.

Cherniakov, M., 2008. Bistatic radar: Emerging technology. The Aeronau-
tical Journal 112, p.620–621.

DeGroot, M.H., Schervish, M.J., 2012. Probability and Statistics. Pearson
Education. chapter 9.

Ding, C., Qiu, X., Xu, F., Liang, X., 2019. Synthetic aperture radar three-
dimensional imaging–from tomosar and array insar to microwave vision.
Journal of Radars 8, 693–709. doi:10.12000/JR19090.

Ferraiuolo, G., Meglio, F., Pascazio, V., Schirinzi, G., 2009. DEM
reconstruction accuracy in multi-channel sar interferometry. IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 47, 191–201. doi:10.
1109/TGRS.2008.2002644.

Ferretti, A., Prati, C., Rocca, F., 1999. Multibaseline InSAR DEM recon-
struction: The wavelet approach. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and
Remote Sensing 37, 705–715.

Ferretti, A., Prati, C., Rocca, F., 2000. Process for radar measurements of the
movement of city areas and landsliding zones. International Application
Published under the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT).

Fornaro, G., Lombardini, F., Serafino, F., 2005. Three-dimensional multi-
pass sar focusing: experiments with long-term spaceborne data. IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 43, 702–714. doi:10.
1109/TGRS.2005.843567.

Ghiglia, D.C., Pritt, M.D., 1998. Two-dimensional phase unwrapping:
theory, algorithms, and software. John Wiley & Sons, Inc, New York.

Gini, F., Lombardini, F., 2005. Multibaseline cross-track sar interferometry:
a signal processing perspective. IEEE Aerospace and Electronic Systems
Magazine 20, 71–93. doi:10.1109/MAES.2005.1499278.

Hahn, C.J., Warren, S., 2007. A Gridded Climatology of Clouds over Land
(1971-96) and Ocean (1954-97) from Surface Observations Worldwide.
Technical Report. Department of Energy. Oak Ridge, Tennessee. Nu-
meric Data Package NDP-026E. CDIAC.

Hanssen, R.F., 2001a. Radar Interferometry: Data Interpretation and
Error Analysis. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht. doi:10.1007/
0-306-47633-9.

Hanssen, R.F., 2001b. Radar Interferometry: Data Interpretation and Error
Analysis. Ph.D. thesis. Delft University of Technology.

He, Z., He, F., Chen, J., Huang, H., Dong, Z., Liang, D., 2012. Echo-
domain phase synchronization algorithm for bistatic sar in alternating
bistatic/ping–pong mode. IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters
9, 604–608. doi:10.1109/LGRS.2011.2176714.

Hermann, B., Hanssen, R.F., 2012. Reliable estimation of orbit errors in
spaceborne sar interferometry. Journal of Geodesy 86, 1147–1164.

Heus, T., van Heerwaarden, C.C., Jonker, H.J.J., Pier Siebesma, A., Ax-
elsen, S., van den Dries, K., Geoffroy, O., Moene, A.F., Pino, D.,
de Roode, S.R., Vilà-Guerau de Arellano, J., 2010. Formulation

of the dutch atmospheric large-eddy simulation (dales) and overview
of its applications. Geoscientific Model Development 3, 415–444.
URL: https://gmd.copernicus.org/articles/3/415/2010/, doi:10.5194/
gmd-3-415-2010.

Hooper, A., Zebker, H.A., 2007. Phase unwrapping in three dimensions
with application to insar time series. Journal of the Optical Society of
America A Optics Image Science and Vision 24, 2737–47.

Hu, F., Helfer, K.C., Pier, S.A., Hanssen, R.F., 2022a. On the value of
LES models for evaluating spatio-temporal tropospheric variability in
multi-temporal sar interferograms. IEEE Journal of Selected Topics in
Applied Earth Observations and Remote Sensing 15, 1–13.

Hu, F., Leijen, F.J.v., Chang, L., Wu, J., Hanssen, R.F., 2019a. Monitoring
deformation along railway systems combining multi-temporal insar and
lidar data. Remote Sensing 11. URL: https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/
11/19/2298, doi:10.3390/rs11192298.

Hu, F., Wang, F., Yu, H., Xu, F., 2022b. Asymptotic 3D phase unwrapping
for very sparse airborne Array-InSAR images. IEEE Transactions on
Geoscience and Remote Sensing 60, 1–15. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2022.
3202096.

Hu, F., Wu, J., Change, L., Hanssen, R.F., 2019b. Incorporating temporary
coherent scatterers in multi-temporal insar using adaptive temporal
subsets. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 57,
7658–7670. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2019.2915658.

Hu, F., Xue, F., Xu, F., 2022c. System concepts and potential applications
of a tri-beam spaceborne sar mission. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience
and Remote Sensing 60, 1–14. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2021.3119016.

Jin, G., Liu, K., Liu, D., Liang, D., Zhang, H., Ou, N., Zhang, Y., Deng, Y.,
Li, C., Wang, R., 2020. An advanced phase synchronization scheme for
lt-1. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 58, 1735–
1746. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2019.2948219.

Jin, Y.Q., Xu, F., 2013. Polarimetric scattering and SAR information
retrieval. John Wiley & Sons.

Kampes, B., Hanssen, R.F., 2004. Ambiguity resolution for permanent
scatterer interferometry. Geoscience and Remote Sensing, IEEE Trans-
actions on 42, 2446–2453. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2004.835222.

Karam, M.A., Fung, A.K., Antar, Y.M., 1988. Electromagnetic wave
scattering from some vegetation samples 26, 799–808.

Krieger, G., Moreira, A., Fiedler, H., Hajnsek, I., Werner, M., Younis, M.,
Zink, M., 2007. Tandem-x: A satellite formation for high-resolution sar
interferometry. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing
45, 3317–3341. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2007.900693.

Liang, D., Liu, K., Zhang, H., Deng, Y., Liu, D., Chen, Y., Li, C., Yue, H.,
Wang, R., 2020. A high-accuracy synchronization phase-compensation
method based on kalman filter for bistatic synthetic aperture radar. IEEE
Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters 17, 1722–1726. doi:10.1109/
LGRS.2019.2952475.

Liu, G., Hanssen, R.F., Guo, H., Yue, H., Perski, Z., 2016. Nonlinear model
for InSAR baseline error. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing 54, 5341–5351.

Liu, H., Xing, M., Zheng, B., 2014. A cluster-analysis-based noise-robust
phase-unwrapping algorithm for multibaseline interferograms. IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 53, 494–504.

Mittermayer, J., Krieger, G., Bojarski, A., Zonno, M., Villano, M., Pinheiro,
M., Bachmann, M., Buckreuss, S., Moreira, A., 2022. Mirrorsar: An
hrws add-on for single-pass multi-baseline sar interferometry. IEEE
Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 60, 1–18. doi:10.1109/
TGRS.2021.3132384.

Mora, O., Mallorqui, J.J., Broquetas, A., 2003. Linear and nonlinear terrain
deformation maps from a reduced set of interferometric SAR images.
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 41, 2243–2253.

Parkinson, B., Axelrad, P., Enge, P., 1996. Global Positioning System
Theory and Applications. AAIA: Washington, DC, USA.

Rabus, B., Eineder, M., Roth, A., Bamler, R., 2003. The shuttle
radar topography mission—a new class of digital elevation
models acquired by spaceborne radar. ISPRS Journal of
Photogrammetry and Remote Sensing 57, 241–262. URL: https:

//www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924271602001247,
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2716(02)00124-7.

F. Hu et al Page 16 of 17

https://www.freepatentsonline.com/y2003/0006927.html
https://www.freepatentsonline.com/y2003/0006927.html
http://doris.tudelft.nl/Literature/bamler98.pdf
http://doris.tudelft.nl/Literature/bamler98.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.12000/JR19090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2008.2002644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2008.2002644
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2005.843567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2005.843567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MAES.2005.1499278
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47633-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/0-306-47633-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2011.2176714
https://gmd.copernicus.org/articles/3/415/2010/
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-415-2010
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-415-2010
https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/11/19/2298
https://www.mdpi.com/2072-4292/11/19/2298
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs11192298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2022.3202096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2022.3202096
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2915658
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2021.3119016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2948219
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2004.835222
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2007.900693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2019.2952475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2019.2952475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2021.3132384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2021.3132384
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924271602001247
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0924271602001247
http://dx.doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2716(02)00124-7


Conceptual Study and Performance Analysis of Tandem Dual-Antenna Spaceborne SAR Interferometry

Shanker, P., Zebker, H., 2007. Persistent scatterer selection using maximum
likelihood estimation. Geophysical Research Letters 34.

Thompson, D.G., Robertson, A.E., Arnold, D.V., Long, D.G., 1999. Multi-
baseline interferometric sar for iterative height estimation, in: IEEE
International Geoscience and Remote Sensing Symposium.

Torano Caicoya, A., Kugler, F., Hajnsek, I., Papathanassiou, K.P., 2016.
Large-scale biomass classification in boreal forests with tandem-x data.
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 54, 5935–5951.
doi:10.1109/TGRS.2016.2575542.

Tsang, L., Kong, J.A., Shin, R.T., 1985. Theory of microwave remote
sensing. Wiley-Interscience, New York.

Urquhart, L., Geremia-Nievinski, F., Santos, M., 2011. Ray-traced slant
factors for mitigating the tropospheric delay at the observation level.
Journal of Geodesy 86, 149–160. doi:10.1007/s00190-011-0503-x.

van Leijen, F.J., 2014. Persistent scatterer interferometry based on geodetic
estimation theory. Ph.D. thesis. Delft University of Technology. Delft,
the Netherlands.

Wang, W., Xia, X.G., 2010. A closed-form robust chinese remainder
theorem and its performance analysis. IEEE Transactions on Signal
Processing 58, 5655–5666. doi:10.1109/TSP.2010.2066974.

Williams, M.L., 2006. A coherent, polarimetric sar simulation of forests
for polsarpro. ESA, Nordwijk, The Netherlands, Tech. Rep .

Xia, X.G., Wang, G., 2007. Phase unwrapping and a robust chinese
remainder theorem. IEEE Signal Processing Letters 14, 247–250.
doi:10.1109/LSP.2006.884898.

Xu, W., Chang, E.C., Kwoh, L.K., Lim, H., Cheng, W., Heng, A., 1994.
Phase-unwrapping of sar interferogram with multi-frequency or multi-
baseline, in: 1994 IEEE International Geoscience and Remote Sensing
Symposium, pp. 730–732 vol.2. doi:10.1109/IGARSS.1994.399243.

Xue, F., Wang, X., Xu, F., Wang, Y., 2020. Polarimetric sar interferometry:
A tutorial for analyzing system parameters. IEEE Geoscience and
Remote Sensing Magazine 8, 83–107. doi:10.1109/MGRS.2019.2954756.

Yu, H., Lee, H., Cao, N., Lan, Y., 2019. Optimal baseline design for multi-
baseline insar phase unwrapping. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and
Remote Sensing 57, 5738–5750. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2019.2901873.

Yu, H., Li, Z., Member, L.S., IEEE, Bao, Z., 2010. A cluster-analysis-based
efficient multibaseline phase-unwrapping algorithm. IEEE Transactions
on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 49, 478–487.

Yu, H., Yang, L., 2016. Robust two-dimensional phase unwrapping for
multibaseline sar interferograms: A two-stage programming approach.
IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 54, 1–9.

Yuan, Z., Deng, Y., Li, F., Wang, R., Liu, G., Han, X., 2013. Multichannel
InSAR dem reconstruction through improved closed-form robust chi-
nese remainder theorem. IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Letters
10, 1314–1318. doi:10.1109/LGRS.2013.2238886.

Zebker, H.A., Villasenor, J., 1992. Decorrelation in interferometric radar
echoes. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote Sensing 30, 950–
959.

Zhang, l., Ding, X., Lu, Z., Jung, H.S., Hu, J., Feng, G., 2014. A novel
multitemporal InSAR model for joint estimation of deformation rates
and orbital errors. IEEE Transactions on Geoscience and Remote
Sensing 52, 3529–3540.

Zhihui, Y., Lu, Z., Chen, L., Xing, X., 2020. A closed-form robust cluster-
analysis-based multibaseline insar phase unwrapping and filtering algo-
rithm with optimal baseline combination analysis. IEEE Transactions
on Geoscience and Remote Sensing PP, 1–12. doi:10.1109/TGRS.2019.
2962001.

Zink, M., Bachmann, M., Brautigam, B., Fritz, T., Hajnsek, I., Moreira,
A., Wessel, B., Krieger, G., 2014. Tandem-x: The new global dem
takes shape. IEEE Geoscience and Remote Sensing Magazine 2, 8–23.
doi:10.1109/MGRS.2014.2318895.

F. Hu et al Page 17 of 17

http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2016.2575542
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00190-011-0503-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TSP.2010.2066974
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LSP.2006.884898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/IGARSS.1994.399243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MGRS.2019.2954756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2901873
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2013.2238886
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2962001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2019.2962001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/MGRS.2014.2318895

