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Abstract : In these days, several bridges have been built or under construction over navigational channel in Korea In these
cases there must be careful consideration for the marine safety of vessels to be passed by below the bridge. This paper aims to
analyze the factors influencing maritime traffic safety and to figure out ample width of main span of these kinds of bridges
through the reference study and FMSS.
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Table 2 Distribution of ship’s tonnage
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Table 4 Guideline for route width / each country
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Table 5 Width of nav. channel with bridge
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Fig 3 Trace of ship’s passage under Bridge
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Table 7 Results of statistical analysis
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Fig 4 Trace of ship’s passage under Bridge
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