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On the Ship Design Procedure and its Computer Aids

S. H. Han*

Summary

Nowadays we needs the ship design ability strongly for our shipbuilding industry to attain the

ond position among the competitive world marine industries. But we have short experience in ship

design, so several ship design terminologies are used without clear understandings.

Here, papers on ship design procedure and design methodology are summarized with some inve-

stigation about our present status. In addition, the state arts and new developments of Computer

Aided ship Design in advanced ship building countries are treated.

It is hoped that we-ship designers of our country-do have common understandings about the ship

design terminologies.
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Conceptual Phase
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Purpose

Program Control

(OPNAV/

Design Cost &
Time

SHAPM)
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ion of ship & budget
grade cost estimate
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