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Relationship between River Nitrogen Concentration and Land Use near River Area
on Syamo Region, Hokkaido
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Table 1 Characteristics of investigated watersheds
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Fig.1 Relationship between land use and
T-N concentration in each watersheds.
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Fig.2 Relationship between
forested ratio in each BZ and T-N
concentration in each watersheds.

10.0

2o y= 084x038

A B =0.81
3

T-N (mg/L)
-
o
|
|,

0.1
0.001 0.1 10 1000

LU

Fig.3 Relationship between land use
index (LU) and T-N concentration in
each watersheds.
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