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Abstract Various methods have been tried and implemented to develop an efficient train schedule. They
include the timetabling methods based on optimization model or simulation model as well as the heuristics
from expert experience. In case of urban railway, most timetables have been developed by means of their
own process from the experiences, but nowadays they sometimes suffer from the difficulties in making up a
new timetable by their own process when there occur a serious change in their operation environment like
the modification of headway, running time, or introduction of new stations, etc. In our study, we present how
the simulation software OpenTrack is used to develop a timetable. Especially, we describe in detail the way
of implementing the real instance into OpenTrack and developing a new timetable under new operating
environment as well as calculating headway and running time.

Keywords : Train Schedule, Simulation, OpenTrack
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