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Fig.1 Area of the marine traffic simulation
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Fig.2 Time curve of the marine traffic volume
(AIS data)
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Fig.4 Comparison of the Ship Track Data
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Fig.5 Comparison of the number of ships
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Fig.6 Time curve of the marine traffic volume
(Simulation Result)
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Fig.8 Comparison of time curve of the marine traffic volume
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Fig.9 Comparison of time curve for Collision Risk (CR)
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Fig.10 The change of route in the Southern Area of Tokyo-bay
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Fig.11 Comparison of the Ship Track Data
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Simulation Result (after2)
Fig.12 Comparison of time curve of Collision Risk (CR)
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