Flood risk reduction effect of levee in a global riverine inundation model
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Results Summary & Discussion

B Location-based analysis
v’ Levee scheme affects water level and discharge.
v’ Levee break scheme doesn’t change so much compared to no-break levee

- 1.00

<Experiment design>
Hourly calculation of CaMa-Flood with the hazardous
typhoon ‘Hagibis’ in October 2019.
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v’ Levee break scheme was newly developed (under development).
 Time lapse of levee break should be calibrated and sophisticated.
* Features of levee should be considered
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