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A Review of Simulation for Human Escape on Shipboard
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Abstract

In the last years there have been some severe accidents with passenger vessels. So, International
Maritime Organization(IMO) has recognized that computer simulation of the evacuation may be
required for passenger vessels. Human elements is a key issues of escape analysis on shipboard.
There are technical requirements to simulate of escape analysis for human elements. Technical
requirements include model of ship structure, evacuation algorithm, human behaviour analysis and

listing/motion.
simulation for human escape on shipboard.
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