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Abstract. Measurement of SSC at a basin outlet yields a basin-integrated picture of sediment fluxes, however it does not give
a full spatial perspective on possible sediment sources, sinks, and pathways within the catchment. More effortsome spatially
resolved estimates of suspended sediment concentrations (SSC) can be used to identify sediment sources, track erosion gra-
dients in river basins, and quantify anthropogenic effects on catchment-scale sediment production, e.g. by dam construction
or erosion control. Here we explore the use of high-resolution Sentinel-2 satellite images for this purpose in narrow and mor-
phologically complex mountain rivers, combined with ground station turbidity sensing for calibration, and supported by a
lagrangian kayak-derived river profile measurement. The study is carried out on the Vjosa River in Albania, which is one of the
last intact large river systems in Europe. We developed a workflow to estimate river turbidity profiles from Sentinel-2 images
including atmospheric, cloud cover, and deep water corrections, for the period May 2019 to July 2021 (106 images). In-situ
turbidity measurements from four turbidity sensors located along the Vjosa River provided ground truthing. A multivariate lin-
ear regression model between turbidity and reflectance was fitted to this data. The extracted longitudinal river turbidity profiles
were qualitatively validated with two descents of the river with a turbidity sensor attached to a kayak. The satellite-derived
river profiles revealed variability in turbidity along the main stem with a strong seasonal signal, with the highest mean turbidity
in winter along the entire length of the river. Most importantly, sediment sources and sinks could be identified and quantified
from the river turbidity profiles, both for tributaries and within the reaches of the Vjosa. The river basin and network acted as a
sediment source most of the time and significant sediment sinks were rare. Sediment sources were mostly tributaries following
basin-wide rainfall, but also within-reach sources in river beds and banks were possible. Finally, we used the data to estimate
the mean annual fine sediment yield at Dorez at ~ 2.5 £ 0.63 Mt/y in line with previous studies, which reveals the importance
of the Vjosa River as an important sediment source into the Adriatic Sea. This work presents a proof of concept that open-
access high-resolution satellite data has the potential for suspended sediment quantification not only in large water bodies but
also in smaller rivers. The potential applications are many, from identifying sediment sources, activation processes, local point
sources, and glacial sediment inputs, to sediment fluxes in river deltas, with a necessary future focus on improving accuracy

and reducing uncertainty in such analyses.
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1 Introduction

The transfer of sediment from land to oceans plays an important role in the global denudational cycle (Gregor, 1970; Wold
and Hay, 1990), the global biogeochemical cycles (Meybeck, 1994; Ludwig et al., 1996; Sanders et al., 2014), the functioning
of riverine and coastal ecosystems (Roy et al., 2001; Arrigo et al., 2008; Terhaar et al., 2021; Descloux et al., 2013), and the
evolution of rivers, deltas and other coastal landforms (Morton, 2003; McLaughlin et al., 2003; Seybold et al., 2009). Present-
day sediment export from the land surface to global oceans by large rivers is estimated at about 15.5-18.5 Gt per year, and
the dominant part of this flux is fine grain transport by washload and suspended load (Peucker-Ehrenbrink, 2009; Syvitski and
Kettner, 2011; Cohen et al., 2022). This is about half of the estimated global annual soil erosion from the land surface (Borrelli
et al., 2017). Fine sediment load in rivers is associated with high water turbidity, which linked to the degradation of coral reefs
(Brown et al., 2017), impairment of freshwater and marine fish populations (Kemp et al., 2011; Newport et al., 2021; Jensen
et al., 2009), the clogging of river beds in gravel bed streams (Schilchli, 1992; Hauer et al., 2019b), and low water quality in
general.

Although recent studies point to the importance of large rivers in the overall global sediment flux (Cohen et al., 2022),
there is an increasing understanding that smaller mountainous rivers, with basin areas less than 10,000 km? and draining
elevations higher than 1000 m, deliver disproportionately more sediment per unit drainage area than large rivers. These smaller
mountainous basins rich in sediment sources account only for about 10% of the land area draining into global oceans but
account for about 15% of the annual water discharge and 45% of the annual suspended solids reaching the oceans (Milliman
and Farnsworth, 2013). The smaller rivers are also more likely to be subject to human disturbance, either by trapping sediment
behind dams, or by increased sediment inputs due to agriculture, mining, and intensive landuse (Syvitski et al., 2022). In fact,
in Europe, there are very few unregulated moderately-sized rivers, where natural fine sediment dynamics can be monitored and
studied; it is estimated that over 1 million instream barriers fragment European rivers (Belletti et al., 2020).

This is also the case with the three largest rivers draining into the Adriatic sea (Po, Adige, and Drini) which would have
accounted for 25% of the sediment discharged to the Adriatic prior to dam construction. The remaining 75% of the Adriatic’s
sediment input comes from 32 rivers, their drainage basins all being less than 7000 km? (Milliman et al., 2016). Prior to
dam construction, Albanian rivers contributed about 60% of the total sediment entering the Adriatic (Milliman et al., 2016)

with the Vjosa river discharging more than 8.3 Mt yr—!

, with suspended load accounting for 80-85% of this flux or 6.6-7.1
Mt yr—! (Ciavola, 1999). In addition to its importance as a sediment source, the Vjosa river represents one of the last intact
large river systems in Europe. Although the headwaters are dammed (potentially reducing the residual flow of the river) and
there is one hydropower dam along one of the Vjosa tributaries (sediment source), the Vjosa features a largely unobstructed
fluvial morphology over the entire river corridor. Its geological diversity and longitudinal continuity in water flow and sediment
transport processes from its headwaters to the Adriatic Sea represent an important reference system for dynamic floodplains
that have already been lost all across Central Europe (Schiemer et al., 2018b). Due to the largely undisturbed catchment and

high surface runoff production, where about 70% of the total river flow is estimated to come from surface runoff following
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rainfall (Hauer et al., 2021), fine sediment is regularly mobilized on hillslopes and in the channels, giving rise to a natural
sediment regime with many sources and sinks within the river network.

Despite the importance of fine sediment fluxes in rivers such as the Vjosa, the monitoring of sediment concentrations for
estimating sediment yields from river basins is extremely difficult when compared to hydrological monitoring of river stage and
discharge. There are basically three different options available: (a) direct measurement of suspended sediment concentrations
(SSC) in streams by periodic water sampling; (b) continuous measurement of turbidity by permanently installed sensors and
estimation of SSC; and (c) estimation of SSC based on measurements of water surface reflectance by calibrated remote optical
sensors (satellites, UAVs). In order to identify sediment sources and sinks along a river network, and not just sediment yields at
the outlet, we would need to monitor SSC at many points upstream and downstream of tributaries and other local sources. The
first two options, i.e. direct SSC measurements and in-situ measurements of turbidity would be impractical for this purpose
because a large network of turbidity sensors or intensive SSC sampling would be needed. This is very labor intensive and
costly, also because of a lack of cheap alternatives for turbidity sensing (Gillett and Marchiori). The third option with remote
sensing of turbidity using satellite imagery has higher potential, as it is distributed in space, repeatable and affordable.

Turbidity monitoring by remote sensing is based on the reflectance of the water surface. The intrinsic color of natural waters
is determined by a range of parameters, such as the concentrations of dissolved and suspended matter together with gross
biological activity, e.g. chlorophyll, suspended sediment, dissolved organic matter (e.g., Novoa et al., 2015; Wang et al., 2018;
Ritchie et al., 2003). These components affect water surface reflectance in a predictable way, which makes optical satellite
remote sensing of oceans, coastal areas, and large lakes/rivers possible. Satellite imagery with multispectral ranges is even more
useful for a range of water quality parameters (e.g., Wang and Sohn, 2018). Several studies have investigated the plausibility of
relating the remotely sensed reflectance signals from large water bodies with in-situ turbidity or SSC measurements (Doxaran
et al., 2002; Yunus et al., 2020; Wei et al., 2018; Schiebe et al., 1992; Wass et al., 1997; Vanhellemont and Ruddick, 2015;
DeLuca et al., 2018; Martinez et al., 2009). A majority of these studies have examined inland lakes, coastal areas, or large
rivers, and successfully obtained empirical relationships between reflectance indices and turbidity/SSC measurements (Yunus
et al., 2020; Kaba et al., 2014). The empirical relationships obtained depend on the study site, sediment source material, and
the satellite imagery used (Yunus et al., 2020). In contrast to large water bodies, much less attention has been given to inland
rivers, because open-access satellite images often do not provide sufficient spatial resolution. In rivers, satellite-based analyses
are only possible if the spatial footprint (image resolution) is less than the river width. For example, SSC variations could be
captured with satellite imagery in the wide Amazon River (Fassoni-Andrade and de Paiva, 2019), and Gardner et al. (2021)
built a database of river colour for 108,000 km of rivers in the USA where the river widths were >60 m, but applications to less
wide rivers are missing.

In this study, we explore the use of new remote sensing data from the high resolution satellite mission Sentinel-2 (10-
m resolution) to estimate turbidity in the narrow and morphologically rich Vjosa River. To this end, we extracted turbidity
data along the entire main stem of the Vjosa River using Sentinel-2 imagery calibrated to in-situ turbidity measurements from
2019-2021. We have two main aims in this research: (1) First is to provide a workflow that allows the estimation of longitudinal

profiles in turbidity from Sentinel-2 imagery in morphologically complex rivers, i.e. rivers with large changes in width, depth
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and channel planform. This allows us to quantify the natural variability in turbidity along the river system in different seasons
from the two years of analysis. We support these long profile estimates with a lagrangian kayak-derived measurement of
turbidity on two different trips. (2) Second is to identify possible fine sediment sources and sinks in the catchment from the
longitudinal changes in turbidity due to tributaries and within individual river reaches, and to relate these changes to rainfall
variability in the catchment as a proxy for runoff. Finally, we check that the estimates of SSC and sediment yield at a gauged
location on the Vjosa River from our remote sensing derived turbidity estimates agree with past studies. The overall goal of this
work is to provide a proof of concept for the estimation of water turbidity in rivers similar to Vjosa with Sentinel-2 imagery,

and to show the potential of identifying fine sediment sources and sinks along river networks with such data.

2 Methods
2.1 Study area and data

The Vjosa river is one of the last intact large river systems in Europe, with the exception of a dam in the headwaters (Aoos
Fig. 1) and another on the Langarica tributary (upstream of Permet Fig. 1). Its headwaters are located in the Pindos mountains in
Greece and it flows for 272 km in the North-West direction through Albania before reaching the Adriatic sea (Fig. 1). The river
has a catchment area of 6706 km? (Simeoni et al., 1997). Along its course, the Vjosa channel pattern changes significantly,
from deep gorges, areas with large alluvial fans and islands, large gravel and sand bars, to meanders and a river delta at
the mouth (Hauer et al., 2021). The catchment is dominated by flysch deposits (47%), limestones (25%), clastic sediments
(17%), sandstones (8%), metamorphic rocks (2%), and igneous rocks (less than 1%) (Hauer et al., 2019a). It was also found
that the high loads of suspended sediments in the main stem are mostly derived from flysch deposits, and the high loads of
coarse sediment are mostly derived from the limestone, clastic sediment and sandstone formations in the southern part of the
catchment (Hauer et al., 2019a). The coastal lowlands are characterized by typical Mediterranean continental climate, while in
higher altitudes the climate resembles alpine conditions, but without glaciation (Schiemer et al., 2018b).

The Vjosa (known as Aoos in Greece) consists of five major tributaries: Voidomatis, Sarantoporos, Drinos, Bence, and

Shushica. In this study, we will focus on the main stem of the river from Konitsa to the outlet (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. The Vjosa river catchment. The river originates in the Greek mountains and travels in the North-West direction through Albania
before reaching the Adriatic sea. The Vjosa main stem and its five main tributaries (blue) are marked. Some main towns are marked in grey

circles and the in-situ turbidity gauging stations are in orange diamonds.

The Vjosa River is poorly gauged. Daily streamflow is available only at Dorez (Fig. 1) for the period 1958-1989 (Schiemer
et al., 2018b; Pessenlehner et al., 2022). Past bedload and suspended load measurements were only available from irregular
and short field campaigns in 2018 by Pessenlehner et al. (2022) at Pocem (Fig. 1). For this research, we installed four turbidity
sensors on the main stem (orange diamonds in Fig. 1). The sensors were Aqua TROLL 600 by In-Situ and they measured
water temperature, turbidity, pressure, dissolved oxygen concentration, and dissolved oxygen saturation. The sensors took
measurements every 15 minutes for two years from May 2019-July 2021. Some of the sensors were lost throughout the study
and did not record for this entire time period (Pocem and Konitsa sensors stopped recording in October 2019 and January 2021,
respectively). Suspended sediment sampling was complemented by two kayak surveys in Spring 2019 and Fall 2020. These
were 4 day trips during which a continuous turbidity profile was measured at 1-min resolution with the same sensor Aqua
TROLL 600 attached to the bottom of a kayak. We call these lagrangian river profiles as the paddler was travelling downriver
at speeds similar to or higher than the flow velocity. To fit the SSC-turbidity relationships we also periodically collected bottle
samples, which were filtered to obtain SSC.

Spatial data for the catchment were obtained from E-OBS (daily precipitation) and CORINE (landcover). The digital eleva-
tion model (DEM) was obtained from Copernicus Digital Elevation Model (COP) and has a spatial resolution of 24 x24-m. The

DEM was used to derive flow accumulation along the river network and to compute river reach gradients. Daily precipitation
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data were averaged at subcatchment scales and summed over extended periods prior to the dates of satellite images as a proxy

for streamflow.
2.2 Estimating turbidity from Sentinel-2 images

In order to estimate turbidity from the satellite images, the images needed to first be processed (atmospheric correction, cloud
removal, etc.) and clipped to the studied river section. A regression model was fitted using the data from the in-situ turbidity
sensors and from the satellite pixels surrounding these sensors. This regression equation was then used to estimate turbidity for
the entire main stem of the river for all available satellite images (Talluto, 2023). The workflow of the procedure is shown in

Fig. 2, and the following sections explain the procedure in more detail.
2.2.1 Satellite images

Sentinel-2 (S2) satellite images over the catchment were collected for this study for the sensing period May 2019-July 2021
from the Copernicus Open Access Hub. Sentinel-2 products were chosen because they provide 10-m resolution images in the
red (665 nm), green (560 nm), blue (490 nm), and near-infrared (NIR - 842 nm) bands. As the average active channel width of
the Vjosa river ranges between 30 and more than 600 metres depending on river reach (Hauer et al., 2021), the S2 images are
sufficient to resolve the flow width in most of the river reaches. Sentinel-2 also provides six additional 20 m resolution bands,
one of which is the short-wave infrared band (1610 nm) which we used to identify deep water sections. Sentinel-2 records the
radiance reflected from the top of the Earth’s atmosphere across different parts of the electromagnetic spectrum, these products
are called Level-1C (L1C). The ESA also provides Level-2A products, which are the Bottom of Atmosphere (BOA) reflectance
images derived from atmospherically correcting the associated L1C products (ESA). However, in this study we use the L1C
products and atmospherically correct the images ourselves using an algorithm that was specifically designed to process small,
turbid, inland waterbodies (Vanhellemont and Ruddick, 2016). To cover the entire catchment during the study period, every five
days two S2 L1C images (tiles T34TCK and T34TDK) were downloaded, and stitched together. This gives us a total dataset of
106 images in the study period (55 images from May 2019—July 2020, 51 images from Aug. 2020-July 2021).

2.2.2 Image processing methodology

The methodology used to process the S2 images is summarized in the flowchart in Fig. 2. Downloaded L1C products (Fig. 2-
1) were corrected (Fig. 2-2) to eliminate atmospheric noise, negative reflectance values, and sunglint using the Python-based
processor ACOLITE (Vanhellemont and Ruddick, 2016) and the remote sensing reflectance (Rrs) in the different spectral
bands (e.g. 665 nm, 560 nm, 490 nm, 842 nm, 1610 nm, and 2190 nm) was extracted. The resulting atmospherically corrected
images were then clipped (Fig. 2-3) to the active floodplain boundary to minimize the amount of data that needed to be
processed. A manually created shapefile was used to outline the active floodplain boundary, similar to what would be mapped
in a hydrogeomorphological context (e.g., Hauer et al., 2021). The remote sensing signal from a water surface contains two

components, sub-surface reflectance from particles suspended in the water and bottom reflectance from the river bed. The
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sub-surface reflectance contains information on water clarity and is of interest to us, while the bottom reflectance is a noise
component. Deep water sections are less likely to have bottom reflections and can be distinguished by their low reflectance
in the short-wave infrared band of wavelength 1610 nm (Ji et al., 2009). For this reason, we first interpolated the 1610 nm
image (20x20-m resolution) into a 10x 10-m grid and then extracted the pixels from the active floodplain by using an upper
cutoff value of 0.045 sr! (Fig. 2-4) to get deep water pixels. This cutoff value was chosen for Rrsi610nm through a manual
calibration by applying different cutoff values to detect known deep water locations along the river, and the most representative
cutoff value was selected. The contingency table created for this cutoff method had a sufficiently low false negative rate of 7%.
In using the cutoff on Rrs1610nm We not only extract the deep water pixels within the active floodplain, but we also remove all
other pixels (vegetation, dry bank surfaces, etc.). The masking procedure also included the removal of pixels that are affected

by clouds and cloud shadows (Fig. 2-5), with a MATLAB-based masking algorithm called Function of Mask (Qiu et al., 2019).

2. Atmospheric 3. Clipping to 4. SWIR reflectance
correction with floodplain upper cutoff to get
ACOLITE to get Rrs boundary deep water location

1. Download
Sentinel-2 data

5. Cloud and cloud 6. List of cloud and cloud 7. Calculatlon of
shadow identification shadow free acquisition average Rrs from DW
with Fmask dates over each ROI location in each ROI
Legend: For each TS, time series of For each TS, time series of

turbidity measured at

corresponding S2 acqusistion EVEEER R EADRIRES
SWIR  Short-wave infrared p é;me q within ROI for each S2 band
Fmask Function of Mask L J

Rrs Remote sensing reflectance

ROI  Region of Influence ‘

DW  Deep water
TS Turbidity sensor Application of eq. (1)

S2  Sentinel-2 log(Turbidity)
= 0.9 + 185.7 - Rrsg; — 111.0 - Rrsgy,

Figure 2. Flowchart summarizing the satellite image processing methodology and how to build the regression from the images. (1)—(6)
describe the steps to process the images and apply to all images. Pixels in a 200-m diameter Region of Interest (ROI) around the sensors are
averaged for each R,s band (7). These average R, s bands and corresponding in-situ measurements are used to build the regression using

Equation (1).

2.2.3 Building a regression model

A regression model was built by relating the in-situ turbidity measurements at the four ground stations to the pixels in the

immediate vicinity of the sensors. To obtain the representative reflectance coming from the water column surrounding the
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sensors, and not relying on a single pixel above the sensor, a circular buffer was selected around each sensor to mark its Region
of Influence (ROI). The extent of the ROI was fixed at 200 m after comparing the mean reflectance of deep water, cloudless
pixels within ROIs of different radii (500 m, 200 m, 100 m, and 10 m). The average R, for each spectral band coming from
the deep water pixels within each ROI was calculated (Fig. 2-7) for each satellite image. In addition, at each sensor location,
we extracted the closest in-situ turbidity measurements corresponding to the satellite acquisition times. This resulted in a data
set containing the average R,.; of the 11 S2 bands and the in-situ turbidity data for each sensor location (ROI), over two years.
This gave us 236 data points (13 at Pocem, 56 at Dragot, 75 at lower Aoos, and 92 at Konitsa).

A multiple linear regression analysis using ordinary-least-squares (OLS) was performed on the dataset above using the
in-situ turbidity data (response variable in the range of 0-2800 NTU) and the average R,.; of the 11 S2 bands as separate
potential predictor variables, with the goal to determine the regression line whose sum of squared residuals errors is minimum.
Histograms of average R,.; and turbidity data were checked to identify variables that require transformations which would
result in better fitted regression models. A logarithmic transformation was applied to in-situ turbidity, converting its probabil-
ity distribution from a right-skewed to a normal distribution and making log(Turbidity) the new response variable. To avoid
multicollinearity between the predictor variables which would lead to poor model fit, checks based on pairwise correlation
coefficients and Variance Inflation Factors (VIF) were performed to choose only one among each set of collinear predictors.
After this step, regression models were fitted to different combinations of the chosen predictor variables, and their correspond-
ing Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) was compared. This way, only the average R, ; S2 bands (predictors) that have the
highest and independent predictive power for in-situ turbidity (in NTU units) were chosen, as the BIC favours smaller, less

complex models.

3 Results and Discussion
3.1 Regression model and uncertainty

The best performing multiple linear regression model for Log(Turbidity) in NTU units following the workflow in Fig. 2

described above was:
log(Turbidity) =0.94 185.7- Rrsgs — 111.0- Rrspia (1)

The residual standard error of the model is 1.613 1og(NTU) or S NTU. Using the NTU-SSC rating curve, which we developed
from observations (discussed later in Sec. 3.4), this gives us an error of 23.8 mg/L. The adjusted R? of the model in Equation
(1), which explains the portion of the variance in turbidity by the two predictors, is R? = 0.42 (p-value < 2 -10716). The model
statistics are shown in Table 1. The P-values indicate a statistically significant relationship between the predictor(s) and the
response variable. The Variance Inflation Factors (VIF) are < 5 meaning there is no multicollinearity problem present between
the chosen predictors.

It is very difficult to compare our established relationship with those given in literature. First, not so many satellite studies

have been conducted on rivers at this scale (due to spatial resolution), and second because the relationships are purely empirical
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Table 1. Statistics for chosen regression model.

Coefficients  Estimated. Std. Error  t value P-value VIF

Intercept 0.85 0.27 32 0.0018
Rrspo 185.65 14.60 1272 <2-1076 149
Rrspia -110.96 12.64 878 45-107'¢ 149

and dependent on sensor quality, frequency bands used, image processing, number of data points contained in the regression,
sediment properties, flow regime, etc., there is little reason to expect any generality in the form of the predictor-response
relations. Nevertheless, here we compare our results with some selected studies.

Onderka and Pekarova (2008) obtained a linear equation between the suspended particulate matter (SPM) and the calibrated
radiance of the Landsat NIR band using a single-day image of the Danube. The equation had a standard error of 2.92 mg/L
(R? = 0.95). However, their regression was built using 3 samples (0-60 mg/L) and validated using 12 samples (0-20 mg/L).
Most of these samples came from a small impoundment area (~16 km long). Bernardo et al. (2017) generated a quadratic
equation relating total sediment matter (TSM) to the OLIS band (narrow NIR) of the Landsat-8 satellite (p-value < 0.01 and
R? = 0.67, satellite revisit time of 8 days). Their model was built on the Barra Bonita Hydroelectric Reservoir (series of
reservoirs along the Tiete and Piracicaba rivers) using 23 samples over two sampling days. They were also able to achieve a
low RMSE of 3.59 mg/L and 12.69%. Iacobolli et al. (2019) built a SSC empirical exponential equation using the 665nm (red)
S2 spectral band (R? = 0.05). This was done with 35 samples from the estuary of the Aterno-Pescara river in Abruzzo and
gave a RSME of 4.74 mg/L. The low errors in predicted SSC in all three studies above can be attributed to the small sampling
interval, which covers only a narrow range of possible sediment concentrations, and the small area considered in the regression
fits.

Doxaran et al. (2002) built a 3rd order polynomial using the reflectance ratio between NIR (850 nm) and green visible (550
nm) wavelengths of the SPOT satellite. They could estimate TSM concentration between 0.015-0.250 g/L (R? = 0.64). The
polynomial was built with 34 samples (0.013-0.985 g/L) taken in July 2000, September 2000, July 2001, August 2001, and
September 2001 at four locations (15-22km apart). Wass et al. (1997) used NERC’s compact airborn spectral imager (CASI)
to extract turbidity and SSC from the Humber estuary. Samples were collected from the bed of the estuary and calibrated to
a spectrometer in a mixing tank for ranges 0-2000 mg/L. A linear relationship (R? = 0.95) was established between SSC and
the 755.5-780.8 nm band (vegetation red-edge band). Unfortunately, neither of these works report the error of the regressions.

Sahoo et al. (2022) could achieve RMSE of 42.8-49.85 mg/L and R? of 0.65-0.77 on three different river sections of the
Hooghly river using AquaMODIS’ red band images. Finally, Wang et al. (2021) collected 62 SSC samples on the Yangtze river
and using partial least squares, built a power equation using the ratio of the narrow NIR to the green band (B8a/B3, for both
S2 and Landsat 8, R? = 0.78). They were able to obtain a RMSE of 24.1 mg/L, which is close to what we were able to obtain

in our regression.
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One commonality in the studies above is the use of red or NIR in the empirical relationships. Therefore, our use of the

IR band is not surprising. Several of the above-mentioned studies conducted the regression analysis on shorter river sections,

235 which will lead to a smaller standard error because local variability due to flow depth, bed morphology, landuse, geology,
etc., is reduced. In order to create longitudinal turbidity profiles of the entire Vjosa main stem (272 km), our regression in
Equation (1) was built on all four turbidity gauging stations at the same time, so that it captures also inter-site differences

at the larger river basin scale. When instead, regression models were built for individual gauging stations with a 200 m ROI
buffer we obtained lower standard errors (Table 2). All of the relative standard errors for the individual regressions (rel. std.

240 errors between 0.87—1.52) are slightly lower than the error from the regression for all stations together (rel. std. error of 1.61).
Additionally, the individual stations have R?s larger than or equal to the original R? = 0.42, but their models chose entirely
different bands than the original bands in Equation (1), but all of the selected bands in the new equations are either red or

IR, as expected. However, predicting turbidity of the main stem using any one of these single-station regressions could lead

to large prediction errors in river reaches with completely different geology, river morphology, and sediment sources/sinks.

245 Additionally, the original Equation (1) does not perform dramatically worse than the individual station models.

Table 2. Model statistics for individual buffer stations at four locations along the main stem.

Location Equation Rel. Std. Error  R? P-value

Pocem log(NTU) = —-3+196.8- Rrsp2 +37.9- Rrsps 0.87 066 1.7-1073
Dragot log(NTU) =4.4—151.7- Rrspi1 + 107.8 - Rrspa 1.52 042 52-1077
Lower Aoos log(NTU)=0.7+98.8- Rrsps + 531.7- Rrspe —428.3- Rrspr — 112- Rrspi2 1.11 040 2.0-1077
Konitsa log(NTU) = 0.4 +249.4- Rrspy — 217.9 - Rrsp12 1.09 061 22-107'6

3.2 River turbidity profiles: validation and seasonality

The first aim of this paper was to extract the river turbidity profiles from the satellite imagery, compare the variability obtained
with an independent kayak-derived measurement, and investigate the spatial and seasonal signals present in the turbidity
profiles. To this end, the regression equation from Eq. (1) was applied to every processed (cloud and cloud-shadow free, deep-
250 water, atmospherically corrected) Vjosa pixel in 106 images over two years (55 images from May 2019-July 2020, 51 images
from Aug. 2020-July 2021). Applying the regression to all of the river pixels resulted in 106 turbidity maps, one of which is
shown in Fig. 3a (from 23.10.2020). When all 106 images are averaged in time and binned into 100-m river segments in space
to reduce pixel-to-pixel variability, we see an interesting signal of spatial variability in mean NTU along the Vjosa main stem
(Figure 3b). Mean NTU over the two-year period varies from near 0 in the upstream sections to between 200-300 NTU in the
255 lower sections. The maximum predicted turbidity was 9856 NTU. Some of the spatial variability is connected to inputs from
tributaries (e.g. Drinos and Bence), but there is also systematic variability within river sections that do not have large tributary

inputs (e.g. between 20-100 km upstream from the outlet in Figure 3b).
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Figure 3. Turbidity data extracted from Sentinel-2 imagery for the entire Vjosa catchment using ©OpenStreetMap contributors 2023. Dis-
tributed under the Open Data Commons Open Database License (ODbL) v1.0. (a) Processed turbidity map for 23.10.2020. (b) Two year
average longitudinal turbidity profile (green) and catchment area from the DEM (black), both plotted against the stream distance from the

outlet.

A proper validation of the predicted river turbidity profiles from satellite imagery is not possible, as we do not have spatially
distributed turbidity sensors along the river system. Instead, we conducted a qualitative comparison with the kayak-derived
river turbidity profiles. The two profiles collected from a kayak are shown in Fig. 4: one in Spring 2019 (a) and one in Fall
2020 (b). Since the river is 272 km long, the measurements were taken over 4-day kayak trips during a period with no rainfall in
the catchment. The sensor used was the same AquaTROLL used at the ground stations, with a 1-min sampling resolution during
the descent. Discharge in these plots was estimated using a log-log scaling relationship between catchment area and discharge.
Discharge was measured empirically at selected sampling sites using an electromagnetic flowmeter (Ott MF Pro, Ott Hydromet,
Kempten, Germany) at a minimum of 15 sites spread evenly across a river transect or by means of an acoustic Doppler profiler
(SonTek River Surveyor) towed across the river and delivering a spatially continuous velocity field. These measurements were
then used as calibration points in a Bayesian regression with priors taken from published scaling relationships (Burgers et al.,
2014). Two discharge measurement campaigns were conducted: once in Spring 2019 and once in Fall 2019 (the latter was used
to plot Q*T in Fig. 4b as a proxy for fine sediment load).

Although the kayak-derived measurements cannot be directly compared with individual satellite images as the former are
lagrangian estimates over a 4-day sampling window, and the latter are snapshots in time which does not necessarily overlap
with this window, we still can use these data to provide a qualitative proofing of the satellite data. Fig. 4 reveals some consistent
patterns in sediment inputs and fluxes. In both Spring and Fall, as the Sarantoporos joins the Aoos (at 175km from the outlet)
both the turbidity and the Q*T increase. This increase is also evident in the satellite data in Figure 3b with similar NTU values.
There is also a peak at around 130km near Piskove (see Fig. 1 for location) in 2019 that quickly decays. This appears to be a

sediment wave that was generated in one of the tributaries, and is passing downriver. Both the turbidity and Q*T near Pocem
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(see Fig. 1 for location) is higher than in the headwaters and reaches about 15 NTU in 2019 and 120 NTU in 2020 in the
kayak-derived data, while on the average the satellite images are predicting about 200 NTU for this location. As the kayak
measurements were conducted during dry weather and low flows, while the satellite data cover an entire 2 year period with

seasonality present, this difference is expected.
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Figure 4. Longitudinal profiles from the kayak trips plotted along the distance from the outlet in (a) Spring 2019 and (b) Fall 2020. Bluegreen
points are turbidity measured by the AquaTROLL 600. Blue points represent a proxy for sediment load (discharge (Q) multiplied by turbidity
(T)). The green line is the height of the river bed and the black line is the catchment area, both extracted from the DEM. Three larger black

points mark the turbidity of the tributaries: Bence, Drinos and Voidomatis.

We now use the 106 satellite images to compute mean seasonal turbidity along the Vjosa main stem. Figure 5 shows a

seasonal signal across two years of measurements, from May 2019-July 2021. It is evident that mean turbidity in the Vjosa is
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higher in Winter than the other seasons, especially Summer. Interestingly, in Piskove (1.3-10° m from outlet), there is a peak
in turbidity that is seen in the Winter signal and not in the other seasons. This Winter peak is evident also in the two-year
285 average in Fig. 3b and in the kayak-derived observations in Fig. 4. There are other recurring patterns in the seasonal signals
and in the river profiles. For example, the jump in turbidity due to the Drinos tributary at 1-10°> m and the dip in the braided
section (0.75-10% m). By inspecting individual images we conclude that these consistent changes in turbidity are independent

of seasonality and have to do with persistent sediment sources and sinks in these river reaches.
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Figure 5. Seasonal longitudinal turbidity profiles (bluegreen) and catchment area from the DEM (black), both plotted against the stream
distance from the outlet. (a) Fall is the average of all longitudinal profiles extracted from satellite images from September to November in
both 2019 and 2020 (the two largest tributaries, Sarantoporos and Drinos, are marked), (b) Winter is from December 2019 to February 2020
and then again from December 2020 to February 2021, (c) Spring is from March to May in both 2020 and 2021 and with one additional
image from May 2019, (d) Summer is from June—August in 2019 and 2020, and June—July in 2021.
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3.3 Sources and sinks of sediment along river profiles

The second aim of this paper was to identify possible fine sediment sources and sinks in the Vjosa catchment from the lon-
gitudinal river turbidity profiles due to tributaries and within individual river reaches, and search for their possible activation
by rainfall. To achieve this aim we computed changes in NTU upstream and downstream of every tributary dNT'Uy,.;;, and

upstream and downstream of every river segment dNT'U,.., (Fig. 6):

NTUps / NTU
o—<—® NTUys - NTUys

B — NTUDS — NTUUS dNTUTea e NTUDS - NTUUS

Figure 6. Differences in turbidity (ANTU) calculated as the upstream turbidity subtracted from the downstream turbidity. The locations of

upstream and downstream turbidity are shown in the two panels: LEFT for tributaries and RIGHT for river reaches between two tributaries.

Boxplots of dNT'U from all 106 satellite images are shown in Figure 7 where the X-axis gives the relative location of each
tributary or center of reach (not to scale). If a tributary brings disproportionately more sediment or if sediment is mobilized
within the reach (e.g. from the bed or banks), then dNT'U > 0 and there is a sediment source. Conversely, if INTU < 0 then
water added by the tributary brings less sediment, or there is deposition of sediment within the reach and we have a sediment
sink. The asterisks in Fig. 7 represent the sources and sinks with a statistically significant change in dNT'U. The kayak-derived
measurements in 2019 and 2020 are also shown as markers in the boxplots. Most of the kayak points fall within the whiskers
of the dNT'U boxplots, confirming that the measurements taken during these low flow conditions lie within natural variability
of turbidity at those locations.

The statistically significant fine sediment sources are found at Lx/L = 0.29, 0.53, 0.58 (reaches), and 0.5, 0.56 (tributaries).
These river reaches and tributaries are surrounded by agricultural land and located in predominantly Flysch and clastic sediment
geologies. All three of these factors could contribute as sediment sources to the increase in SSC. The two reaches at Lx/L =
0.53 and 0.58 are located within limestone canyons with springs, therefore we expect a decrease in SSC from the spring water
dilution. However, we find that the SSC increases as we move downstream. One possible reason could be that river water
is infiltrating into the bed in these limestone reaches, leaving a higher sediment concentration in the main stem. This would
have to be confirmed with flow measurements. The reach at Lx/L = 0.29 has the largest median and variability of all of the
statistically significant sources. This reach contains a large braided section which can act as a source of fine sediment from the
river bed during high discharge conditions, but also as a sink during low discharge conditions. This reach however could also
be a source due to meanwhile abandoned dam construction activities in Kalivag, which could provide larger quantities of fine

material.
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Figure 7. Boxplots of differences in satellite-derived turbidity (dNT'U) for tributaries (orange) and reaches (green) plotted against the
relative stream distance from the outlet (Lx/L). The boxplots were built using the 106 turbidity profiles over 2 years. The black line in the
boxplot represents the median, the boxes extend to +/- one standard deviation, the whiskers extend to +/-1.5*¥IQR, and the light grey points
are the outliers. Locations with a P-value < 0.05 are marked with a blue asterisk. The kayak points from Spring 2019 and Fall 2020 are

marked as the brown and light blue circles, respectively. Some major tributaries and reaches are labeled.

The statistically significant fine sediment sinks in the Vjosa are fewer than sources, and are located at Lx/L = 0.37 and 0.6
(tributaries). The estimated rates of change dNT'U here are likely caused by systematically lower sediment concentrations
coming from these tributaries than already present in the main river. Although we could not identify relevant differences in
catchment geology, vegetation cover or steepness in these catchments, it is conceivable that they have low sediment production
rates. However, it is also notable that the changes in NTU downstream of these tributaries are very small, often close to the
standard error of the regression model in Eq. (1), and furthermore the downstream section is constricted in a canyon with poorer
satellite visibility, and all of these factors result in the predictions here to be highly uncertain.

We hypothesize that the tributary and reach changes in NTU should be related to the strength of activation of sediment
sources by rainfall and runoff. We test this hypothesis by dividing all tributary and reach dNT'Us into wet and dry days. Of
our 106 available days/satellite images, we could obtain rainfall data for 101 days (up until the end of June 2021). We define
dry days as days where there is less than 0.01 mm of cumulative rain over the last 6 days in the entire catchment and wet
days are all other days (67 wet days and 34 dry days). On dry days mean dNT'U = 7.5 for river reaches and dNTU = 2.5 for

tributaries, suggesting there is very little sediment activation and sediment concentration is almost constant, while on wet days
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mean dNTU = 4.4 for river reaches and dNT'U = 30.2 for tributaries, suggesting that tributaries indeed become sediment
sources by rainfall-activated mobilization.

The empirical cumulative distributions of the dNT'U rates in Fig. 8 show that rainfall affects both river reaches (a - green)

and tributaries (b - orange) in the extremes. Interestingly, the dNT'U of river reaches tends to deviate stronger from dNTU = 0

330 in both the positive and negative directions (acting as both sources and sinks) with the presence of rainfall. However, tributaries

tend to act more as sources (dNT'U > 0) with the presence of rainfall. Performing a Kolmogorov-Smirnov test on the wet

and dry day distributions for both the tributaries and reaches, we find that the two distributions (dry and wet) are statistically

significantly different (Table 3).

(a)

E 1.00 .J:'- o owme

s

g dr

5075 y

3 wet

£

£ 0.50

% 0.25 Reaches
Q

£

S -~

%0_00 ee wn®® 7% o

-500 -250 0 250 500
dNTU

(b)

= 1.00 e mNee
|_

zZ

B,

L

> 0.75

E

3

9 0.50

o

8

c . %
% 0.25 Tributaries
8

3

o

= 0.00

-500 -250 0 250 500
dNTU

Figure 8. Empirical cumulative distribution for reaches (a) and tributaries (b) on dry and wet days.

3.4 Sediment load at Dorez

335 Finally, we conduct a plausibility check that the estimates of SSC and sediment load at Dorez (the single gauged location on

the Vjosa River) from our remote sensing-derived turbidity estimates agree with past studies. Using the satellite river turbidity
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Table 3. Two-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test for reaches and tributaries under dry and wet conditions.

Sample 1 Sample 2 Dks P-value
Tributaries dry ~ Tributaries wet ~ 0.15  1.58 .107*
Reaches dry Reaches wet 0.12 5421073

profiles, we could estimate the annual sediment yield at Dorez, 70.5 km from the outlet (see location in Fig. 1). First, we
computed the mean seasonal turbidity at the Dorez location in the longitudinal profile from the two years of satellite data in
Fig. 9a (e.g. SON boxplot is September, October, and November turbidity values in years 2019-2020). The boxplots were
built using all the turbidity pixels around Dorez (70.46-70.58 km from the outlet). Second, the mean turbidity values were
converted to SSC using the rating curve in Fig. 9b, where a power fit was found to best represent the NTU-SSC relationship
(Holliday et al., 2003). The SSC data for this fit were obtained by taking water samples on the main stem during our various
campaigns from 2019-2021 and subsequently filtering the samples after each campaign in the lab (filters were Whatman
GF/F). The two-year seasonal average SSCs were found to be: Winter - 10.4 g/L, Spring - 5.1 g/L, Summer - 8.5 g/L, and Fall
- 14.9 g/L. Third, the daily discharge (m?3/s) at Dorez from 1958-1989 (Pessenlehner et al., 2022) was used to compute the
mean seasonal discharge in two-year periods, which corresponds to our measurement duration period. These two-year seasonal
discharges were then multiplied by the mean seasonal SSC to get the seasonal sediment load for two years and cumulated
to get total annual loads. This approach gives us biannual estimates of fine sediment loads which have the same seasonal
mean concentrations as our estimates, but different annual discharges. The results in Fig. 9c show that the resulting mean
annual sediment yield in Dorez has a decreasing tendency due to lower discharges in time. Our best estimate of the mean
annual sediment load at Dorez assuming that sediment concentrations follow our estimates is ~ 2.5 + 0.63 Mt/y, which is in
agreement with 1.4-2.5 Mt/y reported by Pessenlehner et al. (2022) at this location.

A suspended sediment yield of ~ 2.5 & 0.63 Mt/y is remarkable for such a small catchment. This amounts to 373 t/y/km?
(for catchment area of 6704 km?). In comparison to the Amazon, the pre-dam Mississippi, the St. Lawrence and the Yangtze
rivers, which each discharge 204 t/y/km?, 124 t/y/km?, 4 t/y/km? and 267 t/y/km? of suspended load, respectively (Syvitski
and Milliman, 2007). This puts the need for conservation of small mountainous rivers into perspective and enables us to
understand Albania’s push for the Vjosa National Park: a National park along the entire Vjosa river. Such a park would prevent
any hydropower plants from being built, thus avoiding the obstruction of the necessary flow of sediment (Martini et al., 2022;

Schiemer et al., 2018a, ch. 1).
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Figure 9. Sediment budget calculation. (a) Boxplots of turbidity at Dorez across two years grouped by season. The horizontal line in the
boxplot is the median, the boxes extend to £std. dev., the whiskers extend to £1.5-IQR, and the points are the outliers. Above each boxplot
is the number of observations and the mean for each season. More observations than the number of images (106 images, Sec. 3.2) because
we took all of the pixels around Dorez (between 70.46—70.58 km from the outlet, mean of ~5 pixels). (b) Power model fit between turbidity
[NTU] and SSC [g/L] for seston samples we collected throughout our field campaigns. (c) Yearly sediment yield for the years 1958-1989,
calculated using the seasonal turbidity averages over two years and discharge data from 1958-1989, the mean is marked with the grey line,

the +o is marked with the grey shading where o = 0.63 Mt.
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4 Conclusions

In this study, we have shown the potential and limitations of using high resolution open-access satellite S2 images for estimating
water turbidity in relatively narrow and morphologically complex rivers, with the purpose of detecting possible sediment
sources and sinks, their activation by rainfall, and estimating sediment yield in mountainous catchments.

The first result presented here was the extraction of 106 longitudinal river turbidity profiles for the entire 270 km main
stem of the Vjosa River in Albania for every available and cloud-free satellite image from May 2019 to July 2021 using a
multivariate regression model fitted to four ground stations. The river profiles revealed variability in turbidity due to both
tributary and within-reach inputs. The profiles also revealed a seasonal signal, with the highest mean turbidity in winter along
the entire length of the river and visible local inputs by tributaries. Lagrangian river turbidity profiles were also measured along
the entire main stem during two kayaking trips and used as a qualitative validation.

The second result presented here was that sediment sources and sinks could be identified and quantified from the river
turbidity profiles, both for tributaries and within river reaches. The river basin and network acted as a sediment source most
of the time, significant sediment sinks were rare, but did exist. Sediment sources were mostly tributaries following basin-wide
rainfall, but also within-reach sources in river beds and banks were possible. Finally, as a plausibility check we estimated the
total fine sediment yield at Dorez at ~ 2.5 4+0.63 Mt/y, which is in line with previous studies and reveals the importance of the
Vjosa River as a sediment source into the Adriatic worthy of protection.

Satellite images have been used for the quantification of turbidity in large water bodies, wide rivers, lakes and coastal zones.
Here we show that such high resolution data have potential for suspended sediment quantification also in smaller, narrower and
morphologically diverse mountain rivers. The applications of such data are many, from identifying sediment source activation
processes and transport on hillslopes, various local point sources, glacial channel networks, in streams and large rivers, to river
deltas. This work provides a proof of concept and workflow which lays the foundation for future studies into improving the

accuracy and reducing the uncertainty in such analyses.
Code and data availability. The code and data used to produce this work can be found in the Zenodo repository: 10.5281/zenodo.7590129.

Author contributions. JD and GS collected all field measurements with a contribution from SHS. JD designed the remote sensing method-
ology with contributions from GS, PM and SHS. SHS processed all satellite images and cleaned the data. JD and PM contributed to the

discussion of the findings. JD prepared the manuscript with contributions from all authors. GS acquired funding for the project.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

19



390

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2023-156
Preprint. Discussion started: 14 February 2023 G
© Author(s) 2023. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

Acknowledgements. Thank you to Franziska Walther, Ruben Stadler and Jens Benohr for help during fieldwork. Thank you to Jan Martini
for weighing over 50 seston filters and matching them with their metadata. Thank you to Prof. Dr. Klodian Skrame for sharing the Vjosa
discharge data. Thank you to Dr. Igor Ogashawara for suggesting to use ACOLITE and for providing image processing guidance. Funding
for this project was provided by FLUFLUX - Fluvial meta-ecosystem functioning: Unravelling regional ecological controls behind fluvial

carbon fluxes (PI: Gabriel Singer), Grant/Award Number: ERC-2016-STG 716169 and also by ETH Research Grant ETH-13 19-1.

20



395

400

405

410

415

420

425

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2023-156
Preprint. Discussion started: 14 February 2023 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2023. CC BY 4.0 License.

References

Copernicus DEM Global and European Digital Elevation Model, https://doi.org/10.5270/ESA-c5d3d65, accessed: 2019-05-01.

Arrigo, K. R., van Dijken, G., and Pabi, S.: Impact of a shrinking Arctic ice cover on marine primary production, Geophysical Research
Letters, 35, 2008.

Belletti, B., Garcia de Leaniz, C., Jones, J., Bizzi, S., Borger, L., Segura, G., Castelletti, A., Van de Bund, W., Aarestrup, K., Barry, J., et al.:
More than one million barriers fragment Europe’s rivers, Nature, 588, 436441, 2020.

Bernardo, N., Watanabe, F., Rodrigues, T., and Alcéntara, E.: Atmospheric correction issues for retrieving total suspended matter concentra-
tions in inland waters using OLI/Landsat-8 image, Advances in Space Research, 59, 2335-2348, 2017.

Borrelli, P, Robinson, D. A., Fleischer, L. R., Lugato, E., Ballabio, C., Alewell, C., Meusburger, K., Modugno, S., Schiitt, B., Ferro, V., et al.:
An assessment of the global impact of 21st century land use change on soil erosion, Nature communications, 8, 1-13, 2017.

Brown, C. J., Jupiter, S. D., Albert, S., Klein, C. J., Mangubhai, S., Maina, J. M., Mumby, P., Olley, J., Stewart-Koster, B., Tulloch, V., et al.:
Tracing the influence of land-use change on water quality and coral reefs using a Bayesian model, Scientific reports, 7, 1-10, 2017.

Burgers, H., Schipper, A. M., and Jan Hendriks, A.: Size relationships of water discharge in rivers: scaling of discharge with catchment area,
main-stem length and precipitation, Hydrological Processes, 28, 5769-5775, 2014.

Ciavola, P.: Relation between river dynamics and coastal changes in Albania: an assessment integrating satellite imagery with historical data,
International Journal of Remote Sensing, 20, 561-584, 1999.

Cohen, S., Syvitski, J., Ashley, T., Lammers, R., Fekete, B., and Li, H.-Y.: Spatial trends and drivers of bedload and suspended sediment
fluxes in global rivers, Water Resources Research, 58, €2021WR031 583, 2022.

DeLuca, N. M., Zaitchik, B. F,, and Curriero, F. C.: Can multispectral information improve remotely sensed estimates of total suspended
solids? A statistical study in Chesapeake Bay, Remote Sensing, 10, 1393, 2018.

Descloux, S., Datry, T., and Marmonier, P.: Benthic and hyporheic invertebrate assemblages along a gradient of increasing streambed colma-
tion by fine sediment, Aquatic Sciences, 75, 493-507, 2013.

Doxaran, D., Froidefond, J.-M., and Castaing, P.: A reflectance band ratio used to estimate suspended matter concentrations in sediment-
dominated coastal waters, International Journal of Remote Sensing, 23, 5079-5085, 2002.

ESA: Sentinel-2 User Handbook, https://sentinel.esa.int/documents/247904/685211/Sentinel-2_User_Handbook, accessed: 2022-10-27.

Fassoni-Andrade, A. C. and de Paiva, R. C. D.: Mapping spatial-temporal sediment dynamics of river-floodplains in the Amazon, Remote
sensing of environment, 221, 94-107, 2019.

Gardner, J. R., Yang, X., Topp, S. N., Ross, M. R., Altenau, E. H., and Pavelsky, T. M.: The color of rivers, Geophysical Research Letters,
48, e2020GL088 946, 2021.

Gillett, D. and Marchiori, A.: A low-cost continuous turbidity monitor, Sensors, 19.

Gregor, B.: Denudation of the continents, Nature, 228, 273-275, 1970.

Hauer, C., Aigner, H., Fuhrmann, M., Holzapfel, P., Rindler, R., Pessenlehner, S., Pucher, D., Skrame, K., and Liedermann, M.: Measuring
of sediment transport and morphodynamics at the Vjosa River/Albania, Report to Riverwatch, 2019a.

Hauer, C., Holzapfel, P., Tonolla, D., Habersack, H., and Zolezzi, G.: In situ measurements of fine sediment infiltration (FSI) in gravel-bed
rivers with a hydropeaking flow regime, Earth Surface Processes and Landforms, 44, 433448, 2019b.

Hauer, C., Skrame, K., and Fuhrmann, M.: Hydromorphologial assessment of the Vjosa river at the catchment scale linking glacial history

and fluvial processes, Catena, 207, 105 598, 2021.

21



430

435

440

445

450

455

460

465

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2023-156
Preprint. Discussion started: 14 February 2023 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2023. CC BY 4.0 License.

Holliday, C., Rasmussen, T. C., and Miller, W. P.: Establishing the relationship between turbidity and total suspended sediment concentration,
Georgia Institute of Technology, 2003.

Tacobolli, M., Orlandi, M., Cimini, D., and Marzano, F. S.: Remote Sensing of Coastal Water-quality Parameters from Sentinel-2 Satellite
Data in the Tyrrhenian and Adriatic Seas, in: 2019 Photonlcs & Electromagnetics Research Symposium-Spring (PIERS-Spring), pp.
2783-2788, IEEE, 2019.

Jensen, D. W, Steel, E. A., Fullerton, A. H., and Pess, G. R.: Impact of fine sediment on egg-to-fry survival of Pacific salmon: a meta-analysis
of published studies, Reviews in Fisheries Science, 17, 348-359, 2009.

Ji, L., Zhang, L., and Wylie, B.: Analysis of dynamic thresholds for the normalized difference water index, Photogrammetric Engineering &
Remote Sensing, 75, 1307-1317, 2009.

Kaba, E., Philpot, W., and Steenhuis, T.: Evaluating suitability of MODIS-Terra images for reproducing historic sediment concentrations in
water bodies: Lake Tana, Ethiopia, International Journal of Applied Earth Observation and Geoinformation, 26, 286-297, 2014.

Kemp, P., Sear, D., Collins, A., Naden, P., and Jones, I.: The impacts of fine sediment on riverine fish, Hydrological processes, 25, 1800-1821,
2011.

Ludwig, W., Probst, J.-L., and Kempe, S.: Predicting the oceanic input of organic carbon by continental erosion, Global Biogeochemical
Cycles, 10, 2341, 1996.

Martinez, J.-M., Guyot, J.-L., Filizola, N., and Sondag, F.: Increase in suspended sediment discharge of the Amazon River assessed by
monitoring network and satellite data, Catena, 79, 257-264, 2009.

Martini, J., Walther, F., Schenekar, T., Birnstiel, E., Wiithrich, R., Oester, R., Schindelegger, B., Schwingshackl, T., Wilfling, O., Altermatt,
F., et al.: The last hideout: Abundance patterns of the not-quite-yet extinct mayfly Prosopistoma pennigerum in the Albanian Vjosa River
network, Insect Conservation and Diversity, 2022.

McLaughlin, C., Smith, C., Buddemeier, R., Bartley, J., and Maxwell, B.: Rivers, runoff, and reefs, Global and Planetary Change, 39, 191—
199, 2003.

Meybeck, M.: Origin and variable composition of present day riverborne material, Material Fluxes on the Surface of the Earth, pp. 61-73,
1994.

Milliman, J. D. and Farnsworth, K. L.: River discharge to the coastal ocean: a global synthesis, Cambridge University Press, 2013.

Milliman, J. D., Bonaldo, D., and Carniel, S.: Flux and fate of river-discharged sediments to the Adriatic Sea, Advances in Oceanography
and Limnology, 7, 2016.

Morton, R. A.: An overview of coastal land loss: with emphasis on the Southeastern United States, Citeseer, 2003.

Newport, C., Padget, O., and de Perera, T. B.: High turbidity levels alter coral reef fish movement in a foraging task, Scientific reports, 11,
1-10, 2021.

Novoa, S., Wernand, M., and van der Woerd, H. J.: WACODI: A generic algorithm to derive the intrinsic color of natural waters from digital
images, Limnology and Oceanography: Methods, 13, 697-711, 2015.

Onderka, M. and Pekdrové, P.: Retrieval of suspended particulate matter concentrations in the Danube River from Landsat ETM data, Science
of the total environment, 397, 238-243, 2008.

Pessenlehner, S., Liedermann, M., Holzapfel, P., Skrame, K., Habersack, H., and Hauer, C.: Evaluation of hydropower projects in
Balkan Rivers based on direct sediment transport measurements; challenges, limits and possible data interpretation—Case study Vjosa

River/Albania, River Research and Applications, 2022.

22



470

475

480

485

490

495

500

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2023-156
Preprint. Discussion started: 14 February 2023 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2023. CC BY 4.0 License.

Peucker-Ehrenbrink, B.: Land2Sea database of river drainage basin sizes, annual water discharges, and suspended sediment fluxes, Geo-
chemistry, Geophysics, Geosystems, 10, 2009.

Qiu, S., Zhu, Z., and He, B.: Fmask 4.0: Improved cloud and cloud shadow detection in Landsats 4-8 and Sentinel-2 imagery, Remote
Sensing of Environment, 231, 111 205, 2019.

Ritchie, J. C., Zimba, P. V., and Everitt, J. H.: Remote sensing techniques to assess water quality, Photogrammetric engineering & remote
sensing, 69, 695-704, 2003.

Roy, P, Williams, R., Jones, A., Yassini, ., Gibbs, P., Coates, B., West, R., Scanes, P., Hudson, J., and Nichol, S.: Structure and function of
south-east Australian estuaries, Estuarine, coastal and shelf science, 53, 351-384, 2001.

Sahoo, D. P., Sahoo, B., and Tiwari, M. K.: MODIS-Landsat fusion-based single-band algorithms for TSS and Turbidity estimation in an
urban-waste-dominated river reach, Water Research, p. 119082, 2022.

Sanders, R., Henson, S. A., Koski, M., Christina, L., Painter, S. C., Poulton, A. J., Riley, J., Salihoglu, B., Visser, A., Yool, A., et al.: The
biological carbon pump in the North Atlantic, Progress in Oceanography, 129, 200-218, 2014.

Schilchli, U.: The clogging of coarse gravel river beds by fine sediment, Hydrobiologia, 235, 189-197, 1992.

Schiebe, F., Harrington Jr, J., and Ritchie, J.: Remote sensing of suspended sediments: the Lake Chicot, Arkansas project, International
Journal of Remote Sensing, 13, 1487-1509, 1992.

Schiemer, F., Beqiraj, S., Graf, W., and Miho, A.: The Vjosa in Albania: a riverine ecosystem of European significance, Acta ZooBot Austria,
2018a.

Schiemer, F., Drescher, A., Hauer, C., and Schwarz, U.: The Vjosa River corridor: a riverine ecosystem of European significance, Acta
ZooBot Austria, 155, 1-40, 2018b.

Seybold, H., Molnar, P., Singer, H., Andrade Jr, J. S., Herrmann, H. J., and Kinzelbach, W.: Simulation of birdfoot delta formation with
application to the Mississippi Delta, Journal of Geophysical Research: Earth Surface, 114, 2009.

Simeoni, U., Pano, N., and Ciavola, P.: The coastline of Albania: morphology, evolution and coastal management issues, BULLETIN-
INSTITUT OCEANOGRAPHIQUE MONACO-NUMERO SPECIAL-, pp. 151-168, 1997.

Syvitski, J., Angel, J.R., Saito, Y., Overeem, L., Vorosmarty, C. J., Wang, H., and Olago, D.: Earth’s sediment cycle during the Anthropocene,
Nature Reviews Earth & Environment, 3, 179-196, 2022.

Syvitski, J. P. and Kettner, A.: Sediment flux and the Anthropocene, Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society A: Mathematical,
Physical and Engineering Sciences, 369, 957-975, 2011.

Syvitski, J. P. and Milliman, J. D.: Geology, geography, and humans battle for dominance over the delivery of fluvial sediment to the coastal
ocean, The Journal of Geology, 115, 1-19, 2007.

Talluto, M.: watershed An R-package for delineating watersheds using a digital elevation model, https://github.com/flee-group/watershed,
2023.

Terhaar, J., Lauerwald, R., Regnier, P., Gruber, N., and Bopp, L.: Around one third of current Arctic Ocean primary production sustained by
rivers and coastal erosion, Nature Communications, 12, 1-10, 2021.

Vanhellemont, Q. and Ruddick, K.: Advantages of high quality SWIR bands for ocean colour processing: Examples from Landsat-8, Remote
Sensing of Environment, 161, 89-106, 2015.

Vanhellemont, Q. and Ruddick, K.: Acolite for Sentinel-2: Aquatic applications of MSI imagery, in: Proceedings of the 2016 ESA Living
Planet Symposium, Prague, Czech Republic, pp. 9-13, 2016.

23



505

510

515

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2023-156
Preprint. Discussion started: 14 February 2023 G
© Author(s) 2023. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

Wang, H., Wang, J., Cui, Y., and Yan, S.: Consistency of suspended particulate matter concentration in turbid water retrieved from sentinel-2
msi and landsat-8 oli sensors, Sensors, 21, 1662, 2021.

Wang, X., Wang, D., Gong, F., and He, X.: Remote sensing inversion of total suspended matter concentration in Oujiang River based on
Landsat-8/OLlI, in: Ocean Optics and Information Technology, vol. 10850, pp. 258-268, SPIE, 2018.

Wang, Y. H. and Sohn, H.-G.: Estimation of river pollution index using landsat imagery over tamsui river, taiwan, Ecology and Resilient
Infrastructure, 5, 88-93, 2018.

Wass, P., Marks, S., Finch, J., Leeks, G. J. x. L., and Ingram, J.: Monitoring and preliminary interpretation of in-river turbidity and remote
sensed imagery for suspended sediment transport studies in the Humber catchment, Science of the Total Environment, 194, 263-283,
1997.

Wei, J., Lee, Z., Garcia, R., Zoffoli, L., Armstrong, R. A., Shang, Z., Sheldon, P., and Chen, R. F.: An assessment of Landsat-8 atmospheric
correction schemes and remote sensing reflectance products in coral reefs and coastal turbid waters, Remote sensing of environment, 215,
18-32,2018.

Wold, C. N. and Hay, W. W.: Estimating ancient sediment fluxes, American Journal of Science, 290, 1069-1089, 1990.

Yunus, A. P,, Masago, Y., and Hijioka, Y.: COVID-19 and surface water quality: Improved lake water quality during the lockdown, Science
of the Total Environment, 731, 139012, 2020.

24



