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- Can we easily evaluate how well each countermeasure reduces flood risk?

Eval Uati()n Of Water StO rage CapaCity and - What is the best way to reduce flood risk from
Adaptation Measures to Reduce Flood Risk and rising temperatures Tn Toyama's rivers:
Erosion Potential of Rivers in Toyama Prefecture
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mparisons can also be made by using simplified methods. J
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Erosion evaluation method of Fujishita et al. to 0.03 after the vegetation cutting.

Rate of medium Rate of medium

Both evaluations indicated that paddy field
dams may be effective
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