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Table 1 Principal particulars of ships
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Distanee of route 1)3km
Vs 20.0kt
5 times/day
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Fig.2 Rough arrangement of proposed trimaran
RORO-ferry
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Fig.3 Predicted Effective Horse Power of
conventional mono-hull and proposed trimaran
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Fig.4 Comparison of EHP of conventional
monohull and proposed trimaran at 20 knot
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Fig.5 Predicted residual resistance of conventional
mono-hull and proposed trimaran
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Fig.6 Predicted frictional resistance of conventional
mono-hull and proposed trimaran
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Fig.7 Ratio of reduction of residual resistance to

increase of frictional resistance of proposed

trimaran from conventional monohull
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Table2
Data to calculate operational cost
in 5% of building cost of ship
insurance 1% of building cost
dipreciation 90% of building cost / term of redemption
erm of redemption) (15 years)
fuel cost 0.2 (Vps*h) xfuel price (ven/I)
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Fig.9 Reduction of annual fuel cost and increase of
annual cost from building cost of proposed
aluminum trimaran RORO ferry compared with
steel mono-hull RORO ferry
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