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ABSTRACT : In order to strengthen the competitiveness of port against calling for the huge vessel and reducing the shioping
service time, the productivity of container terminal must be improved. This productivity variously results according to the kinds of
productivity evaluation model, input elements like yard, equipment, employee, facility, etc,. But, it is discussed that the productivity
is measured by partial productivity evaluation model or general input elements. Therefore, we measured for the productivity of the
container terminal using the Developed the data Envelopment Analysis (DEA), which is developed in order to evaluate the relative
efficiency of decision making units - it’s difficult to clear cause and effect between input and output. We measured the whole
productivity of container terminal in Busan according to decision of the correct input elements. And we investigated the change of
the productivity measurement result according to input elements , presents more accurate productivity evaluation model in

container terminal.

KEY WORDS : container terminal, productivity, Development the data Envelopment Analysis
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Table 1 Facilities in Container Terminals of Busan
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Table 2 Details status in Container Terminals of Busan
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Table 3 Measures of partial productivity in Container Terminal of Busan
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Table 6 Measures of productivity using DEA_3 in Container
Terminals of Busin
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Fig. 1 Compare with results of DEA model
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