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Abstract

Countries around the world are propelling policies and strategies to strengthen the
competitiveness of their own ports as they recognize the roles and importance of the ports in
the international trade and logistics. The main objective of this study is to compare
efficiencies of major container ports and analyze the factors that affect the efficiencies in the
three regions of East Asia, Europe, and North America, which cover most of world container
shipping. We employ DEA models in analyzing the efficiencies of 45 container ports using 5
input and 2 output variables. We also carry out regression analyses to estimate the impacts
of each factor on the throughput (TEU), overall technical efficiency (OTE), pure technical
efficiency (PTE), and scale efficiency (SE). The analysis results show that East Asian ports,
despite being smaller in average size, make greater output and achieve higher technical and
scale efficiencies than European or North American ports.
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SotAloh- 28 -Hal AelolU gl MU F84 I 24 / YT

V. 284 84

2 Fr=e] FAHs A= 3 AY, F sokrol 71, A
ARkl BAsIGTh 2007d 71Eo 2 A”HolY HEH 9 7097HA
t e Futat 9 37 Aol TEA e FukS A Q)3 4570
ez gtk A9 ?E}‘?J S5 <E 259 o] FolAlolxd 237, $YA Y

Singapore(1, 7J7}%), Shanghai(2, =), HongKong(3, &=7), Busan(5,
gk), Kaoshiung(8, ™), Qingdao(10, =), Guangzhou(12, =),
Tianjin(16, =), PortKlang(17, Z# ¢]Alo}), TanjungPelepas(18, Z# o]
SotAlo (237]) | Alo}), LaemChabang(21, Ej=7), Dalian(23, =), Tokyo(24, ¥¥£),
TanjungPriok(26, 1= UJAIo}), Yokohama(28, ¥+), HoChiMinh(32, HIE
?), Nagoya(35, ¥+), Manila(36, Z2]¥), Kobe(44, ¥&), Osaka(46, ¥
1), Keelung(48, %), Gwangyang(67, =), Incheon(70, =)
Rotterdam(p, UY#E), Hamburg(), %), Antwerp(14, #7]dl),

%9 (1) Bremen/Bremerhaven(20, 59%), Felixtowe(31, 9=), Valencia(34, Z:3]
2l), Barcelona(38, 22¥]¢1), Le Havre(4l, ZH2), Zeebrugge(52, H 7]0f),
Southampton(58, @), Genoa(60, € &)
LosAngeles(13, 7|=), LongBeach(15, V=), NewYork/NewJersey(19, "I
2o (117) =), Savannah(39, V]=7), Oakland(45, V]=7), Vancouver BC(47, 7Autt}),

Virginia(51, F1), Seattle(35, F|), Tacoma(57, "), Houston(63, v
=), Chaleston(64, 1] =)

1) (0 )eke 20073 71E AElolY A &9 =rhE Y.
A}F.: International Containerisation Yearbook, 2009.

dwHos AeoluFure] LS S/ A3l nAY & Y FYLrE I
A AAAE, F oy o], Huld Wd 5) sdgu e, ok=ad

1) 20089 #$ FAFF7E st Aoy A Fe] 9B Qo] YL 4 o]
200732 A2 M)
2) Banker et al. (1984).

- 231 -



(2010. 12)

=z

stz M k5| K| R26% M4

—

-
il

Lol
Hlo

g

Plo

+

&
1,

=

9

=z

PN
T

AR

3

ko)

A 2] F(TEU), 71

T 2598 Containerisation International Yearbook 2009°] T}

geoly Aed, 713dA ks, olext wEE, Huld 33 s,

+

o

A4 o]

]

=
o
a

0.222
0.400
0.171
0.339
-0.044
0.223
2 z

S

Z
S|

0.426
0.630
0.520
0.886
0.153

1
0.223

s
&

90 zvk wre}

Holx

gils

i

0.152
0.148
0.230
1
0.153
-0.044

-0.201
Juke 386m=E AT

o,

skt

S

1

0.800
0.640
0.230
0.886
0.339

0.469
Aol Hae-9)

St =2

<

AL

2=
T

0.440
0.716
1
0.640
0.148
0.520
0.171
A,

Mo

0.670

1
0.716
0.800
0.152
0.630
0.400

il

Tko] g4t 25%F 1043 TEUR T Zof &

A
xr

ap

X

1
0.670
0.440
0.469

-0.201
0.426
0.222

z‘s(}u

=1
=

4(m2)
()

0] (m)
4> A T

A 2] F(TEV)

<3

FAAL o)A,

2k

369 2046 TEUZ &9

o,

T 167+ 3602 TEUZ ¢ 109F 308

o] %

tﬂ_

T 7
(m2) Aelely A A4S BH Foprol 32870, F1H 13770, Hv] 099

&

goly A2 ZF= FopAlo}

TEU, 7] 10%+ 2304 TEUR T} =t}

el

A,

2~
o

WA B, §3, Fobrle}
o

155
=

- 232 -

]

3

o] gejH oz FuI} 2

T

ot

13

Zx
&

el

‘OA
A= et FopAlol

<



i

= Agstal vk wEkr Foprol &wnke] ALl wua & 4 gloy, W IR

st2 44 % A7 2 bsAE 2w @ 5 9l

F9 (Input) 4= (Output)

A A ol =) 3

S I O A I L
oh | o | gy | T ] @D

3t 20 5864 | 2907H854 44 13 | 59792516 40

LN EEE 12 3182 | 196416098 33 2 | 62073861 2%
@s7h) [ MAX 69 | 19B720 | 856719837 159 | 155 | 2793902000 | 153
MIN 5 1181 | 49%F5000 7 78 | 166113800 3

sop |31 216 5761 | 238417583 478 | 132 | 782986 | 411
j]o} Az} 142 3032 | 181915351 38.1 17 | 784%t6589 | 302
o37l) | MAX 69 | 19B720 | 856719837 159 | 155 | 2793902000 | 153
MIN 6 1400 | 49745000 7 78 | 1661713800 3

it 185 7147 | 339779 463 | 127 | 46494301 | 514

sg [ @x 101 3885 | 227718719 316 15 | 33578830 | 207
1) [ MAX 35 | 193200 | 7437H4073 115 | 147 | 10799604 79
MIN 5 1500 | 86%F2000 11 | 100 | 18575026 14

33t 179 4797 | 348%8921 336 | 138 | 343177419 | 246

5] A2} 9.6 2481 | 182%H024 19.0 12 | 239948206 6.6
117l [ MAX 34 9369 | 64797336 67 | 154 | 83595039 36
MIN 9 1181 | 11475300 16 | 122 1751 13

2. DEA &4

<} 5> 5/ FYUEF 270
o
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Alot, ¥, Hvl Al

m o
B > oro 2
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= eNrA A s x| M26% M4F (2010. 12)

<E 5> X9y gote| 84 B4z
> 50 o= > = O
A o Bobay sl T 51eA o = TR B84
(CCR) J54(BCC) (SCALE)
Singapore 1.00 1.00 1.00
Shanghai 1.00 1.00 1.00
HongKong 1.00 1.00 1.00
Busan 0.82 0.86 0.96
Kaoshiung 1.00 1.00 1.00
Qingdao 1.00 1.00 1.00
Guangzhou 091 0.96 0.95
Tianjin 1.00 1.00 1.00
= Port Klang 0.68 0.82 0.83
© Tanjung Pelepas 1.00 1.00 1.00
o} Laem Chabang 034 0.68 050
Al Dalian 056 0.80 0.69
o} Tokyo 1.00 1.00 1.00
(2371) Tanjung Priok 0.54 0.96 0.56
Yokohama 0.44 0.76 0.58
Ho Chi Minh 0.39 0.94 0.42
Nagoya 0.54 0.83 0.64
Manila 0.88 1.00 0.88
Kobe 0.32 0.77 0.42
Osaka 0.59 0.88 0.67
Keelung 091 1.00 091
Gwangyang 0.44 0.74 0.59
Incheon 0.66 1.00 0.66
Rotterdam 0.97 0.99 0.99
Hamburg 0.59 0.76 0.77
Antwerp 0.58 0.74 0.78
Bremen/Bremerhaven 0.53 0.78 0.68
a9 Felixtowe 0.64 1.00 0.64
Valencia 1.00 1.00 1.00
(117H) Barcelona 071 100 071
Le Havre 0.55 0.83 0.67
Zeebrugge 0.28 0.75 0.37
Southampton 0.79 1.00 0.79
Genoa 0.55 0.88 0.62
Los Angeles 0.46 0.75 0.62
Long Beach 0.44 0.71 0.62
New York/New Jersey 0.41 0.77 0.53
Savannah 0.58 0.87 0.66
Hp) Oakland 0.28 0.73 0.39
Vancouver BC 0.40 0.73 0.55
(117) Virginia 045 0.88 051
Seattle 0.39 0.74 0.53
Tacoma 0.35 0.72 0.48
Houston 0.48 0.90 0.53
Chaleston 0.88 1.00 0.88
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Sotnjol- 8 %0l Aeloluigale] MUY B84 HIT B4/ 478
V. 3

£ Ao A= International Containerisation Yearbook (2009) At 9} VA &-&
4 BEAARE o]&st z+ dwke] ey A RHTEU)IH &&4 AHE(CCR, BCC,
SCALE)l &= F= 847t ¥ AAA AL S Tl Il Boh <3 9>~
<& 12> Fopxlol, B, £ 457 HH oY ke Ae#y asdel g 37
EAAIAE HoEH. < 9> Aole dubdd a3 AEASs A8, <
10>~<3t 12>9 M= F5HFA A 714 &84 AFE BCC, CCR, SCALEe] Z+7 03} 1
Abole]l #S 7HHe 2 EBIEE(Tobit model)S ©]83F FTE=HT3] 74 (censored
regression model)S AAISIATE oo #HZAT Zr(left-censored value)> 022 &}
I SETE ge 10012 ATHY o= v FRHBCCrIE 167], CCR % SCALE

=
]_

7]—r 97M e Aol EE&A kol .02 Yeyrnz $SH F(right-censored value)

= 1022 st 4% 3T Furso] £4dA ALdEHe As WA fFelt. &
“éﬂre z UrE‘rW st AHelde WWTEUSS], AAde4e 7, & ¥ Aole
1000m, HP|EH A2 #um2, AHAdTe o, TAHL m, 7|3 e A2 242 S5k
sttt EBRE S AMESE < 10>~<3i 12>°] FYd FHHES 2xtFdo] Bi
¥ E wEy FE2Hhomoschedastic)o]etal 7143 th. 221do] Huber/Whiteol] <]t
o] & 4H(heteroschedastic)©] 2}l 7}g3ka Quadratic Hill Climbing'd2]e] gt 9=
AML)S 3RS W= 2 AFY FAEGTA Fol=ods AY ®wsyt AN 23589 &
=7t ¥ AA= B57F Bkt

<& 9>9 (T (T2)ollM B =gl F ko] who] AH o]y A 2] FHTEU)
o 24z Z(+a () FAF FFE VA, A Hy
(Te)dl A= Za 4 o] F(+)el Fod &S e
el fFHo deHelydntee A s Aols
#H oz oF 2909+ TEU F‘—ia “Ek% fﬁalé}fﬂ, Hule] @dnts

T 7] -’! asAe ‘/‘rE}‘fH%BCC

3) B 3AEYoE E-Views 6.02 A3t =8 H(censored)d] AEA o] thdlel= Greene
(2008, pp.863-881)S H=T A.
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S EUHAMEE R M26T M4z (2010. 12)

Hawtyl vlwsle] 9 dure] A9E oF 007, vl Fre] A$E oF 008 AE 1
BCC #& Holx tt.
<E 9> #HHoO|lH Xelzo st s HEN ZIEEHT=94UTEU)
(T1) (T2) (T3) (T4) (T5) (T6)
1367098 |  -0.685308 3.204512 0.312902 0525623 | -0.039950
Constant 4320000 0.909443 4417811 0.974976 0931871 0.815895
(0.316) (-0.754) (0.725) (0.321) (0.564) (-0.049)
0.059238 0.070783 0.022129 0.038038
AR5 (N) 0.053407 | 0.047132 0.057294 0.048554
(1.109) (1.502) (0.386) (0.783)
U 0565573 | -0.648427 |  0.434821| 0415618 |  -0.273561
(LO(;E)m) 0317643 0.264714 0.343190 0.287611 0.222168
(-1.781%) | (-2.450") (-1.267) (-1.445) (-1.231)
ERIE] -0.033609 0.335607
HA 0325887 0.347642
(9 ¥m2) (-0.103) (0.965)
. 0.207851 0.205808 0.186047 0189883 0.185475 0164348
0 0.022779 0.021612 0.022947 0.022007 0.021172 0.012482
( (9.124%%) | (9523*%) | (8108 |  (8.628"%)|  (8.760"%) | (13.166**)
-0.131780 -0.181776
T4 (m) 0.313246 0.326280
(-0.421) (-0.557)
apanges | 001409 -0.015915
o 0.019076 0.018289
(-0.739) (-0.870)
o o 484846 | 2186557 | 2508620 |  -2.920594
b 1.212794 1111631 1.027824 0.977941
dummy
(-2.049%%) (-1.967%) | (-2441%) |  (-2.986")
. 22607342 | 194985109 |  -2.014565|  -2.050710
1197023 96138 0.987903 0.993663
dummy
(-2.178") (1957 | (-2.039") |  (-2.064™)
R2 0.815 0.812 0.846 0.837 0.834 0.828
Z49 R2 0.786 0.798 0.812 0.816 0.817 0.815
Durbin- 1212 1223 1.154 1.265 1.330 1.342
Watson
Observations 45 45 45 45 45 45
F:1) 2 BB AA RAE FAAS @ BA RAE BEOA, BEAY AM £AE ¢ @

[}
R A

22t 1%, 5%, 10% FEANAS Fo 8
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SolAlo} $# -So| HEo|L{ERe A FEA vlD B4 /g7
E 10> &5 7|&€8 g2840l tist S=Hehs| 724 (Tobit) #2H(E % #HT=BCC)
(B1) (B2) (B3) (B4) (B5)
1.543 1.600 1576 1.622 1.641
Constant 0.108 0.108 0.112 0.109 0.111
(14.338*+*) (14.851*+*) (14.097++*) (14.839*+) (14.738*+*)
-0.003 -0.004 -0.003 -0.005 -0.005
84 (71) 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
(-2.079**) (-3.257++%) (-2.383*) (-4.505*+*) (-4.276*+)
N ) -0.011 -0.009
°(?§)ﬁ)°] 0008 0.009
(-1.422) (-1.038)
B gm A -0.017 -0.023 -0.009
(817m2) 0.008 0.008 0.009
(-2.076**) (-2.957%*+) (-1.042)
EEP 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.001
rHL 0.001 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.000
() (43717 (4.657%%) (3.523*%) (3.028*++) (3.341%%)
-0.048 -0.051 0.049 -0.053 -0.052
44 (m) 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008 0.008
(-6.163***) (-6.513%**) (-5.904**+) (-6.612+*%) (-6.443%*%)
1AL 0.001 0.001 0.001
(;ﬁ) 0.000 0.000 0.000
(1.723%) (1.669*) (1511)
0.048 -0.077 -0.069
% dummy 0.031 0.027 0.027
(-1.571) (-2.839*+) (-2.529**)
0.054 -0.071 -0.080
B1] dummy 0.030 0.028 0.028
(-1.794) (-2.558+) (-2.898*+)
SER 0.0767 0.0788 0.0757 0.0769 0.0775
Log
Likelibood 54.888 53.042 57.088 55.353 54.240
Observations 45 45 45 45 45
Fo0) 2GRN S AT FAAS G BA BAE RFOA, BEA WA £AE 2 4
& e, we, w2 2h2E 1%, 5%, 10% FEAIN Y FoEE vehdt
2) SER& EHH-HA RFAE YERATH
<E 11>9 % 71€3 82845 UYeE CCRE EEHSTE 3 IJARAAHE &
Hole gAZ ()9 Fovst F3S vx o A4+ TEU, BCCE F
HEZ 3 A9 v/ AZ CCROl W8] &7 Foveh A (+) J3FS A 9]
w 1 =7]E BCC 7A-%9 0.001~0.002 Bt} & 0.005~0.0069 35 YeElia ot
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S EUHAMEE R M26T M4z (2010. 12)

<E 11> & 7|3 seMo st S=HCEHE4(Tobit) ZI(ELEH S = CCR)
(€1 (€2 (C3) (C4) (C5) (Co)
1.090 1.018 0.569 1.062 0.664 0.670
Constant 0.284 0.257 0.068 0.291 0.074 0.071
(3.843%*) | (3.966**) |  (8.340%*%) | (3.649%*%) | (9.029%*) |  (9.405**)
-0.002 -0.002 0.001
A4S (H) 0.004 0.004 0.003
(-0.463) (-0.456) (0.307)
Zopu ol -0.038 -0.052 -0.052 -0.044 -0.054 -0.050
(1000m) 0.021 0.016 0.016 0.023 0.020 0.015
(-1.827%) | (-3.380**) |  (-3.219**) (-1.930%) | (‘2718 | (-3.234**)
Aeaus | 002

(*%tm2) (-1.137) (0.083)

BRI 0.006 0.006 0.005 0.005 0.005 0.005
qr 0.001 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.001
() (4110%%) | (3.958*%) |  (3.555%*%) | (3.427%*%) | (3435*%) |  (3.468**)

-0.038 -0.035 -0.030

T4 (m) 0.021 0.019 0.021

(-1.863%) (-1.812%) (-1.407)

S8 AR 0.003 0.003 0.004 0.003 0.003 0.003

(;ﬁ) 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001

(2516") | (2.813*%) | (2.954**) (2.299*%) (2.318*) (2.314*)

o o -0.070 -0.030 -0.039

d;;‘;ly 0.080 0.076 0.071

(-0.871) (-0.395) (-0.544)

. -0.188 -0.203 -0.205

dummy 0.079 0.070 0.070

(-2.389%%) | (-2.9074%) | (-2.939***)

SER 0.206 0.204 0.209 0.200 0.198 0.196
Log

Likelifood 11.291 10.583 8.999 14.023 13.025 12.978

Observations 45 45 45 45 45 45

F: 1) 24 FEAAN AR 2= FRAF %, =24 A= 5{%3?}, 25t AA A= z 7%
S e, # o = 242 1%, 5%, 10% FEA L fo=E YEhdn
2) SER2 3] &4 9 wzo S YEd o,

s SolahAl /@ AAE CCROl 3l Mol 5% +2AA B
BE HEUL 2or 2 2 dnd e SFol (RS AN AolS A

32 .
‘?‘i Zolrlole}l - AHoHET AloldlE Folu| sk xto]rt glort Eolrole)l EHu] g
1S AOIE AolE 5% FolegelA o 02 A% sl Gabel e & 4 Itk
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SofAot-7E 50| HElo[LET MK Y HlL Y [/ YT

<E 12> 722 sS40 thiet =S M (Tobit) o (BEHHT =

SCALE)
(51) (52) (53) (54) (59)
0.751 0.621 0.679 0.693 0.697
Constant 0.239 0.055 0.242 0.060 0.058
(3.149**) (11.285*+*) (2.807++) (11.534*+) (11.986*+*)
0.000 0.001 0.001
A (H) 0.003 0.003 0.003
(0.075) (0.282) (0.274)
R -0.035 -0.038 -0.044 -0.039 -0.037
(1000m) 0.018 0.013 0.019 0.016 0.013
(-1.994**) (-2.957+*+) (-2.369**) (-2.447+) (-2.915%*+)
-0.011 0.013
Elrl e 0.018 0.019
(W 7Fm2)
(-0.625) (0.678)
0.005 0.005 0.004 0.004 0.004
A A (H) 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
(3.895*+) (3.759*+%) (3.333*+) (3.589*+) (3.636***)
-0.010 0.001
T4l (m) 0.017 0.018
(-0.555) (0.070)
J1a A2 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.002
o 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
(2.822%*+) (3.083**+) (2.546**) (2.483*) (2.479*)
-0.032 -0.027 -0.033
#+3 dummy 0.066 0.062 0.058
(-0.487) (-0.427) (-0.566)
-0.174 -0.153 -0.155
Bu] dummy 0.066 0.057 0.057
(-2.662++) (-2.691%+) (-2.720%*+)
SER 0.173 0.169 0.166 0.162 0.160
Log
Likelibood 19.066 18.659 22.364 2136 22.098
Observations 45 45 45 45 45

rlr
=]
MN
to
>
M
foi
o2
1o
N
X,
r
N
Fl

N

zy

FRAAS %, aﬂH =2t
= 27t 1%, 5%, 10% FFE A 2 %QE% YERA T
& YERdTH

TR 84S YeEhlE SCALES FTHWFE 3 <i 12>9] A9l CCRE T4
WeE @ A9t 2 A7t fAReHAl YElgar itk o] SCALE=CCR/BCC 2hal &
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= eNrA A s x| M26% M4F (2010. 12)

= SCALEe®] djaf -0.03
g Y 9FS F3
as

sick. 94 Folrlols) el Aol

FopAloh - Bl e FQ 457 P BAE A FopAo} Fus
29 &, AHTED)AIA, fe FREL F
e Huld WA, $4olM diHoz
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