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- Part 1 Flood history in Koto 5th ward and trends in flood damage countermeasures in each district —
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Abstract: In recent years, flood damage such as torrential rain has increased in Japan, and we have grasped the location
characteristics, flood damage characteristics, and administrative responses for the purpose of grasping the relationship between flood
damage and the region in the eastern lowland of Tokyo. Therefore, as a result of conducting literature surveys and administrative
interview surveys, and conducting time-series and geographical analysis, there are many flood damages in areas where the sea level
is low, and large-scale flood damage that is predicted in the future. In addition to the difference in elevation of land, rivers in the city
are also inundated.
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Table2. Measures against flood damage in each district
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Table3. Flood ing results and geographical

characteristics of areas that can be evacuated
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Figur2. Hazard map comparison by ward
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