Avulsion in action: sedimentation pace and upstream flood water levels

following a Medieval tidal-river diversion and storm surge catastrophe S
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* Avulsion pacing:
« anew connection between river and estuary was forged

« Application to building new land, e.g. Mississippi delta:
 river diversions can be used to build new land, but
e delta building is slow (centuries)
« Dbifurcations (at the diversion) are unstable and rapidly change discharge and sediment division
 upstream flood water levels increase significantly
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Conclusions

Ultimate causes of flooding disaster were human action (— peat compaction) and negligence (—dike breaches)
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