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Abstract

Accidents between ships occur frequently at the traffic congestion area. Once a maritime accidents occur, it is likely
to end up with critical damaged accidents. This paper develop a simulator for assessing quantitative risk based on
statical maritime traffic data and realtime traffic distribution. Ship’s passage risk assessment simulator consist of im-
port of division of passage data, traffic distribution analysis and passage risk assessment analysis. Maritime traffic
data of WANDO waterway apply to simulator for calculation of quantitative risk rate of waterway.
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Table 1. Vessel traffic data of WANDO waterway
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Table 2. Results of Risk Assessment at WANDO waterway
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