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Loading condition decision considering MARPOL damage stability criteria
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In case of crude oil tanker, loading condition must be satisfied MARPOL damage stability criteria (Reg.28). But some specific demands

are hard to content the criteria, So, it takes a lot of time and efforts to make loading condition reflecting these demands, In this study,

PSO (Particle Swarm Optimization) is used to make loading condition to be satisfied the criteria, Study result is applied ‘CROSSWAY

(160,000 DWT Crude Qil Tanker)' in NAPA, The result shows that satisty the criteria and other constraints and limitation,
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Fig. 3 Tank arrangement of ‘CROSSWAY’
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