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with advancements made in tracer availability and selection, source discrimination,
mixing model optimization and source quantification. Despite these advancements
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The Oroua catchment study applied source loads uniformly while the Manawatu
example applied the load using a slope weighted model. Applying spatial models to
sediment fingerprinting derived source proportions can provide much useful outputs
for end-users.
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Fig. 6 Flood Hydrograph showing sub-catchment
hydrographs Fig. 8 Sediment yields for three selected hourly intervals; a) 3hrs — 1:00 Nov 28; b) 14hrs — 12:00 Nov 28; c¢) 35hrs — 9:00 Nov 29
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