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1. A ship path planning model is proposed based on navigation risks in inland rivers.
2. Navigation risks are quantified using safety potential field theory for static obstacles, dynamic obstacles and waterway bank walls.
3. A case study of an overtaking scenario is conducted to verify the model.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article “Ship Path Planning Based on Safety Potential Field in Inland Rivers” provides a comprehensive overview of the use of safety potential field theory for ship path planning in inland rivers. The article is well-written and provides a clear explanation of the concept and its application to ship navigation risk assessment. The authors provide a detailed description of the different types of navigation risks, as well as how they can be quantified using safety potential field theory. Furthermore, the authors provide a case study to demonstrate the effectiveness of their proposed model. 
In terms of trustworthiness and reliability, the article appears to be unbiased and presents both sides equally. The authors provide evidence for their claims and explore counterarguments where appropriate. Additionally, they note possible risks associated with their proposed model and discuss ways to mitigate them. However, there are some areas that could be improved upon in terms of trustworthiness and reliability. For example, while the authors provide evidence for their claims, they do not explore all possible counterarguments or present alternative solutions to the problem at hand. Additionally, while they discuss possible risks associated with their proposed model, they do not provide any evidence or data to support these claims or discuss ways to further reduce these risks if necessary. 
In conclusion, this article provides a comprehensive overview of safety potential field theory for ship path planning in inland rivers and appears to be trustworthy and reliable overall. However, there are some areas that could be improved upon in terms of providing more evidence for claims made and exploring alternative solutions or counterarguments where appropriate.
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· Ship navigation risk assessment
· Safety potential field theory applications
· Alternative solutions for ship path planning
· Mitigation strategies for navigation risks
· Quantifying navigation risks
· Counterarguments for safety potential field theory
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