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LONG-TERM SHORELINE CHANGES ON MARGINAL COAST OF TIDAL FLAT AND VEGETATION
DISTRIBUTION IN BANZU TIDAL FLAT.
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Coastal vegetation has been touted as resources of important environmental as the coastal environment. However, at present, it has

stuck its importance and characteristics reveal stage. For conservation of coastal vegetation, to clarify the relationship of the terrain and

vegetation distribution. To allow the prediction of vegetation distribution change, to suggest the best conservation methods. In this

study, using aerial photographs, follow the terrain change and vegetation change. Targeting Banzu tidal flats, to clarify the relationship

of long-term coastal topography and vegetation.
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Fig. 1. Location of study area (Banzu tidal flat) in Tokyo Bay
(a) Shoreline configuration
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(b) vegetation zone configuration
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Fig. 2. Long-term shoreline and vegetation zone configuration
between 2000 and 2014
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Fig. 3. Long-term shoreline and vegetation zone changes
between 2000 and 2014
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Fig. 4. Comparison between Beach width, shoreline changes
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and vegetation zone changes
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