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resolution and deformation monitoring accuracy. It can effectively constrain the source parameter
of moderate shallow earthquakes. Methods: In this study, using InSAR phase stacking and the
Bayesion inversion methods, we construct the source parameters catalog for 42 moderate to
strong (Mw 4. 8-6.6) earthquakes that occurred in the shallow crust of the Tibetan Plateau from
October 2014 to October 2022 . Results: The results demonstrate that the InSAR-derived depth
location is shallower than the centroid depth recorded in general seismic catalogs. The location
of the epicenter of the Global Centroid Moment Tensor (GCMT) catalog is systematically biased.
It also reveals the result of InSAR inversion can express the geometry of fault more precisely.
Conclusions: The study shows that the InSAR-derived catalog is a significant supplement to the
existing global catalog and can improve empirical scale relationships, facilitating scientific
reference for regional seismic risk assessment
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Inversion; Earthquake Catalogs; Empirical Scaling Relationship
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Fig.1 The Schematic Diagram of Seismic Cataloging Process using InSAR Data
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Fig. 2 Compilation of Coseimic Deformation Maps in the Study Area
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Fig. 3 Same earthquake cases InSAR source parameter comparison
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Fig.4 The Uncertainty of Inverted Source Parameters
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Fig. 5 Comparison of InSAR Solution and Seismic Catalog On Centroid Depth
2.3.2 JKPALEZ AT

ZHT 0B InSAR Hods S (K 7K SF i O B 6 EE USGS. GOMT. CENC #1738 H st /KA B
Z¥, USGS F1 CENC H#7E H s TR 45 frHh E A7 B AEPE B InSAR A28 15 km BAPN BFEAL 5ty
N 83%F1 85%, GCMT H A 9 MhUEFHMMIMEZFEE] T 15-30 km (& 6). InSAR



fift 5 USGS CENC FRI7K-P-Ar B 72 S A7 AE B A R 2 1S KT 3G K%, 5 GOMT BI7K-FArE 7%
MR KDIXFES . InSAR fES CENC H R Z M@ mZER 7.4 kn, /HNTHE USCS Al
GOMT HgZ Al w2 (435 8.8 km A1 11.9 km) (& A5). XJEK A CENC HifE H S 7EH
5 e J5 ] 34 DX B 2 1) X 7R iy, BT SEI SR AR, AT A Bl A B B s SR
Rt A E

ZHFFUE N AN AR H S5 InSAR /KA B 22 T A HBEE 73 A I GOMT H i
3 e J5 T S b DX R R PR KA B 2 e 3 KT e X, 34 20 km BAE,  HLAEGEURS X
GOMT H 3 5E A 47E InSAR ARIEE 7 (8 7, SR ik i) R ): GOMT H 3% 5 InSAR fil & fr
72 SR e o H LU S IR Fa g, B b R X IR X, Gt X, v e R
Wi (3R A2 H1 30 A1 33 S M) DAKIE BURZH L M R A (R A2 11, 31, 34 M
36 FHAF). AL USGS Al CENC H 35 H A A 2 2% (8] 43 A R AIE

B A k], FH-ERALE, = A-AFHE
A 6 InSAR #5360 E B FZ 18] 69K -F 2 15 £ R rbig

Fig.6 Horizontal Location Differences between InSAR Solutions and Seismic Catalogs
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Fig. 7 Horizontal Differences between InSAR Solution and GCMT Catalog
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Fig. 8 Geometric Differences between InSAR Solutions and Seismic Catalogs
2.4 XEERFESEREXR

TR 2 R R B S (w4, 876. 6) BEALIE RARHIE AR KR, 5iE
(A FBALEIE — M X B o R TORRYE CACFRA 42 LB S T AR E R R (K 9a, &
AT), FFRH Lilliefors MR I ™ X HHHT IEASMER Y (B 10). 455 SRl ph i E Sk
A Mw) H5FEEMAREER R BB FAEREL Ow) SRR RG22
e (B 10a b, ¢ F). XRALFE LR PRRIRIF AR /NELFE, HEIHE
H T2 RS E R IR EE - AT5 R 2 A B o DR 2T U 45 4 B R R AN R R IR L) ) K T )
Mo FE HAE Y 30 AN (Mw 6. 0978, 03) fENZE™™ , HE— B HE SR 5T X IR N 4 06
PREERAR (E 9b, F A8). Lilliefors K36 W R pRidiph i B A TEE SHEH (Mw) 7]
FRIRR 56 R IIARZE AN BRI A (B 11 a b)), HARFRE R RRIRE S IESO0E,
R ZARE G R B AHME .

W AT R A8 FLLE H, NIRRT 7t R a5 i S I AR X R, BRI InK
HhFE AR (M B0 AR FE DGR, W PRI IE AL 1) FR S TR R R IR R THRER S K
FERRMIRE, MEFEIHINEHEER S KERRAIMNERTHERAES REXRMFE, X
& RN R AETE IR BT 2 b G W SR 2 52 B R T2 A BR B FE R S o AH L T B 6 Hidis
HEFHARIARERR, WINKHEENEEARE X R R RIE&E 0.9 MLE, #—%



RWIZAR LSRR HEIN & 2 B I 22 365 5 5% 2 AN R e IR L ) (100 R 7 2 5 T AR 2 T ) 9 28 A
B R EE, FER b AN, B a (IR, 1= O RHRR 5 /N 10 R R B
A WX, HBERAC RS 58 K 2 18] ] BEAH LLAH 20, AT S BB R I AR 5 & (AR R R I
N,

AT FUHE T T LU 5 R B DUERTE T Bl 2200« T AHE S H I BEAN 38 2 AR R 2 4
BRAMBELN0.470.6, AFFAYIEARBMRFN 0,471 4, AT RRGHEF
PFRIZE R AR AN 0.570. 8 i), ANFEFRIEHLH]HIR R REZEREOR . XI5 R An 22
AT IIANFDE R 73X 22 5%, BT T RIS R Ok AR BT F 2 5 1 A BRy A 0 7 = 12
TR, FOEEU I E R B RAR R, A Mw<5. 5 MISEEE Ti%RT 7T 5% e
RS, BRSO iR MR o AT T HE S AhR R 0% AR AT A T e R A AR ER
B, AT bR O T T AT L RE L T G A DX R R B Ok R S T SR At TR

SRR G R &R T R ERAE G ISR, RECERERTERMAELE, a. b A ERME X Z
w R IE. #HE,
B9 ERZBIRE£Z

Fig.9 Experiential Scale Relation of Source
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RIRSH UMY 1E W ETH ik

R (km) 0.73 0. 69 0.73 0.72

F B (km) 1.48 2. 06 2.63 2. 14

K& (km) 1. 54 1. 26 1.67 1.53

s D 5.81 6. 90 6. 89 6. 56

Em ) 8.23 6. 23 6. 38 6.91

AR (km) 0. 92 0. 52 0.67 0.71

mbm (km) 0. 67 0. 64 0. 72 0. 69

M RUDREFHER
R UEA L1 USGS GOMT CENC
iph 4.3 8.29 4.13




1E Wy 4. 06 11.01 4. 47
W 5.26 13. 09 5. 74
iU 4. 67 11. 06 4. 94
= A5 KENEFHES
TR URHLE USGS GCMT CENC
Wi 10. 88 13. 28 8.01
1E b 6. 24 13.32 6. 82
W 8. 69 10. 12 7.19
AR 8. 79 11.87 7.35

R A6 WIRJLTSHFINBEINMEER

s M5

EIELH USGS GCMT USGS GCMT

1 12.38 12.83 10.11 12.95

1E 12.8 10.74 12.86 11.29

B 8.07 9.98 7.41 5.30

BAK 10.63 11.03 9.60 9.13

A7 RRREXR ([RIGHHE)
SRR KEK b a WERH R
(R*)

T logioW=a+bMw 1. 14 6. 16 0.92 0. 26




logiL=a+bMw 0. 48 -1.77 0.75 0.16
logiA=a+bMw 1.52 -7.38 0.98 0. 20

1E LogiW=a-+bMw 0. 66 -3.20 0. 66 0.23
logiL=a+bMw 0. 60 -2.57 0.61 0.23
logiA=a+bMw 1. 48 -7.03 0.93 0. 27

AW logiW=a+bMw 0.67 -3.19 0.67 0.28
logilL=a+bMw 0. 72 -3.30 0. 87 0.17
logiA=a+bMw 1.45 -6. 84 0. 96 0.25

Ak logiW=a+bMw 0. 88 -4. 48 0.79 0. 27
logiL=a+bMw 0. 64 -2.76 0.78 0.19
logiA=a+bMw 1. 48 -7.06 0. 96 0. 24

A8 ZWtrExFR (HEmEEER)
TR UFAL ] KHAK b a PoE B2 PRt %
(R*)

T logiW=a+bMw 0.73 -3.82 0.95 0.27
logiL=a+bMw 0. 64 -2.70 0.98 0.15
logiA=a+bMw 1.34 -6. 32 1.00 0. 20

1E logiW=a+bMw 0. 70 -3.43 0.93 0. 20
logiL=a+bMw 0. 65 -2.86 0.92 0.19
logiA=a+bMw 1. 37 -6. 44 0. 99 0.23

A logiW=a+bMw 0.54 -2. 47 0.84 0.26
logiL=a+bMw 0. 79 -3.72 0.98 0.16
logiA=a+bMw 1.32 -6. 12 0.99 0.22

2N logiW=a+bMw 0. 65 -3.17 0.92 0. 26




logiL=a+bMw 0.71 -3.16 0. 97 0. 17
logiA=a+bMw 1. 33 —-6. 17 1.00 0.21

RAY. WEZNIEXRTEBERRESH (MW=6)

S 214 RIE K& T

i [] Hh R RUEHLHE] R (Mw) 2R
O O (km) (km) (km)

20011114 HilF AW 7.84 35.95 90. 54 10. 0 432 37 Hayes, 2015
20011114 il AW 7.80 35.92 90. 541 13.5 450 20 Lasserre et al., 2005
20051008 B2 i UM 7.60 34. 49 73.63 10.9 76 70 Konca, 2005
20051008  ELEEHrIH i 7.60 34. 48 73.63 10.5 126 54 Shao and Ji, 2005
20080320  HriETH 1E W 7.10 35. 48 81.51 4.1 54 22 Elliott et al., 2010
20080320  HiET-H 1E W 7.20 35. 55 81. 54 22.9 44 30 Zhu et al., 2022
20080512 UL T 7.92 30. 86 103. 24 10. 8 280 40 Fielding et al., 2013
20080512 UL T 7.90 30. 86 103. 24 10. 8 280 40 Fielding et al., 2013
20080512 PU B T 7.88 30. 99 103. 36 14.0 132 28 Hayes, 2017
20080512 U111 Jipp 7.90 31. 10 103. 32 9.5 315 40 Ji and Hayes, 2008
20080512 U111 UG 7.90 30. 87 103. 2 13.2 360 100 Qi et al., 2011
20080512 U111 Jipp 7.90 30. 99 103. 46 9.3 260 28 Sladen, 2008
20080512 U111 UG 8.03 30. 99 103. 36 16.0 320 60 Yagi et al., 2012
20080825 75 5% 1E 6. 70 30. 77 83. 48 7.6 31 30 Elliott et al., 2010
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