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Water level

SATELLITE DATA IN YAKUTIA CASE STUDY

Lena River in Yakutia Water level observations (meters) from satellite altimetry and its
corresponding in situ stations geometries.
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Niger River at Jidere Bode Lena River at Tabaga
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Rating curve

Niger River at Jidere Bode
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Following steps Sk

Combination of satellite, in-situ data and hydrological modelling for
generating water level data.

Hydrological research applications at large scale and collaboration
with other projects partners.




Hydrologic Research Unit
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This work was conducted in HYPE-ERAS and
FANFAR projects:
https://hype-eras.org/ https://fanfar.eu/
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