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Case Study of Passenger Flow Simulation at Underground station due to Inundation
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Than deing the actual experiment, in order to evaluate the safety of passenger flow and passenger evaluation
station, the consideration by the simulation model is realistic. System for safety evaluation of the station in
the event of failure by utilizing simulation technology, in this study, we have examined the specifications of
sub-models that are required there. In addition, conduct a case study that assumes a situation where using a
part of the sub-model for the models studied, underground station is flooded due to the tsunami and heavy
rain guerrilla, we have confirmed the effectiveness of the system.
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Fig.1 System summary

Table 1 Simulation Conditions
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Fig.3 Comparison of Inundation and Evacuation situation
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