Economic Evaluation on Flood Prevention Functions of Paddy Areas
as a Substitute by Retarding Ponds
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Relation between Drainage and
Paddy Storage Capacities

Table 1
Land Use of Each Sub-basin of the Tone River
km?
34 105 1,429 97 22| 1,687
386 756 2,520 582 139 | 4,383
335 113 993 260 741 1,775
464 133 30 599 61| 1,287
324 257 271 262 83| 1,197
469 306 1,215 338 1721 2,500
411 192 175 175 38 991
154 89 478 114 28 863
549 457 492 340 2521 2,090
km? 3,126 2408 7,603 2,767 869 | 16,773
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16 Table 2
Economic Evaluation of paddies in the Tone
River Basin (Unit: 100 mill. Yen)
(4)
100 3,214 (/10 1/100 3214 2 6321
7,654
(110 1/200 7,654 6 2,682
Table 2
4,183 3 4263
25,600km’/3,126km”
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