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Fig.l Field spectraof turbid water with different
concentration.(lab.-experience)
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Platel Classified imagery of transformed ETM* Band-3
shows regionaldifference of turbid level of water body on
downstream, Edogawa. (8/22/2002)
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Fig.2 Vertical porofile of turbid level clearly indicates
Table 1 Table 2 Fig.2 dramatic effect by drainage facilities.
Ne (kn) 2
1 24.0 20.0 16245
2 23.5 24.0 19494
4 21.5 2.0 1625
5 20.0 2.0 1625
13 15.5 4.0 3249
23 10. 3.0 2437
( Tablel Summary of diffused area of turbid water body,
converted maximumresol ution of Landsat ETM"™.
Chlorophyll-a)
(km) (m*/sec)
1 240 100.0
6. 2 () 235 200.0
N 4 215 40.0
285m Landsat ETM 5 200 20.0
13 155 26.0
23 10.0 23.0
6 195 100.0
Table2 Summary of total volume of programed drainage
1 at each drainage facility.
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