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B 1. BFFER S (RIS D DRI, PREFID)

Target Area (Dotted lines indicate Iso river
and Tsubono River from left to right)

AM WO T > — N HBEEOHAESY
LD AZFHHA L HEKOR 2 &2 H
L. REHERE ZRAMA L TE 3240 &
UGG L=, HAIEE L0 EKEGRE &
LCEILTHD JABBIFEMRAEE (UL
. EEE) 121273 %, HE - A
KOFEEE (LLF, ZE#) 12 1967 %
Bl L7z, 77— ME@&EREoF 6
—OEBREFETHO, MR - FEEEO
EAREHRITM A, HAIEZ L~
FE  HAEH LI & B K E % ORI
KE DD OFEFEE O 2T 72,
2022 4 1 HRIZ 1273 . 2 A HAJIC
1967 A RdA L, REZ 3 HRKiO & L
7
3. R B8

AT HIL 918, ZONEREEND
£ 503 ., LB HIL 415 BAEF T
7o, BEINEIIRIRT28.3% Th -7,

! J I

R KRR I IERE, (Graduate School of Agricultural and Life Sciences, The University of Tokyo)
R BRI BRBR AN TR R, (Graduate School of Natural Science and Technology, Gifu University)
RS BE TS8R (Faculty of Science and Engineering, Chuo University)

RSP REEBE T A B AR e R (Graduate School of Frontier Sciences, The University of Tokyo)

F—U—F: HAEY L, ek, BoKEMER



B ORI ERT 39. 5%, 5% 4 H O [EIY
T 21.1%& 20 HEHORBEIERL
ZBHEDOEIEDOL LZ 25 Th o7z,

THAEZ L] 0O FEIZHONTO
Wikl R, (WO Tmor) &
BEZTAND3B.2%THRRTHY, KIC
[E<H->TWD ] EEZXTAND
31.7%, THWE=ZEnbs ) &
ANR28.9%Th o7, B Y HX T 10 4F
FIOEOMBEENTWDIEETH D08,
40%3T < OAERMDH AT X K OIFLE%E M
HRWEWIFER Lo T,

wRIZ, BEROT =2 %3507 L—"7
(YesT : HAIEX L FE i #, NoT_F: H
PES DARFENEREGE, NoT_B: HAIZH
LREMZEE) o T o 2E5%
i L. Zv— T O W AR T
X 2127 NV—T O MHMEF DR

/\ — -j—-
6 pity H& I/ \ / N o
100.0
90.0
80.0
70.0
- 60.0
ES
T 500 YesT
5
&
400 #NoT_F
uNoT B
300
20.0
10.0 l
0.0
Know well Might heared Didn't know
Recognition of TANBO DAM

2. HANE S LICRET B REE A
Perception towards TAMBO dam
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B 3. HAEY L~OHRFEASV (BEAKEEF)
Degree of expectation for TANBO dam
on flood damage
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Degree of expectation for TANBO dam
on river flow
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