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Abstract 2. 27578
In railway system, the transportation plan g5 gy AYE 542 D AHE nHE
corresponds (o master plan for transpor( services. ZHWE&] 2N Mu2AFLE FHsl= 7ot} o
This service plan must be constructed to minimize &3 Mu|2AFol G- AFE vig Lo] €N
operational cost or maximize revenue considering A8, €A =AE 2, dAESFLE, AFLaAF
transportation demands and resource capacities in T¢] Utk WnY AFFoEM AAHE FEE 43
the operation company, and includes several Z=FAE(Train Schedule)ZA G354, AE39, 3
sub-planning activities such as train operation ARG T WE AT AAZ] AAHEC A
frequency plan, train {(schedule) plan, train capacity & 2ol &AM a3 EAF el g 448
assigrnment plan, and rolling stock requirement plan. &1 ¥ = (Train Operation Frequency)s 443 ok st
In this paper, we present profitability evaluation ™, <45 Me|=AT5HY F-AAZ TdEE
system for current transportation plan. The it 53] 4o 9E A7E EAL 2T 2
proposed svstem can be used for evaluatng SRAIE ZAT) ¢l Fo3 e o}
profitability by estimating train service revenue EaAAE Ay B2 dAAFES dfd i ol
considering customer demands. A 7R B EAelw, O Ade FE2F3E AL
ZEolHA Y AFe] "Heh EanAEdE 7%
EaxAETd TAEALAE] Jort, deputo] vk
1. A& A& AEEn gl dRE 2R dAlAE 2AHE
AaAES ALgetn ok EAAAEY AHELS A
Ao F5AEL A~ AAE A3 2 dbHo=Z dAA L H (Train Time-Table) & €7
A G (Master Plan)o] i@ ®8ct, & A=F+%a9 vololTrain Diagram)E2A4 T IH 1 ZFE),
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4l = (Train Operation Frequency)®] 2%, +9 2 A i R x e

aATE FHdgs A EAAJER=ATY Z 3 :
A, @8 =D (Train Capacity Assignment), 23
2 4 A d(Rolling Stock Requirement Plan) 52 &
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