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Abstract

This paper analyses the relative efficiency of 13 container terminals based on the data for the
period 2003-8 to offer a fresh perspective. There has been abundant empirical research
undertaken on the technical efficiency of Busan and Gwangyang port. Most studies have focused
on the use of parametric and non-parametric techniques to analyse overall technical efficiency.
Here, the framework assumes that terminals use two input to produce one output; the former
includes container yard and container crane and the latter container volume. Jarque-Bera
indicates that three variables are not normally distributed and the positive skewness shows that
all the variables have long right tails. This means there are many small-scaled container
terminals. This paper also employs heteroscedastic Tobit model to show the effect of the
explanatory variables on the container terminal efficiencies. The Tobit model shows that both
container yard and container cranes have positive effect on the container terminal efficiency, but
container yard has a higher impact on the efficiency than the container crane.
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& FFE FYTo (stm)7He] W nfe] A S e AF FHAERA A (1)
< AP A E(dual linear program)S.2 ZAFsHH 24 (2)¢} 2}
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2)°lA 6= DMUZ} 4A% o AEES A7 f8te t 2 DMUT O Hl 3|
o] A AHEFS dEdE VsasAde

14 78829 DMUY S 9vlsiH, 18t 2o 1-0 vHE
of v} ©] AREStAL ASS oW FTHESH, 1993).

BEao|a A 717 20033 5EH 289 Q47F 7153 2008@ 7R olH, DMUE H-4t
e 67l HHely ErE-200013F-EH = 770 BuEd FEde 67 AEloly EHdolt)
DEA°] &3t 88485 AS3s7] faire 94 FHoast dEase A3 F4 - 4=
840 AAFolrt. a&A S B A% FA - A=a49 A = DMU
o] ol oaf AFH=H, DEAAME FUALLe} AEalo F7 SUMEFE 583
DMU7} S7bete 548 7HAL Slo] HIEEZ DMUS #¥o] o5 7] Wi 7
g HA FY-AEere] 2 AWYS VA= 2ol v A4St (Nyhan and Martin,
1999; 29, 2006). wehA FY - AFE8 49 AHA o tiste], Banker, Charnes and
Cooper(1984)2} Nunamaker(1985)= DMU9| = HA3 FUoLs} &840 5 &
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<E 1> £¢ - dEQL0 J2EAY
o) HA g = A= J-B
1.1332 -0.1971 16.17
DEE}:
=ee 2862008 11139 (0.0000) (0.7395) (0.0003)
1.1210 -0.0815 15.72
<Y 743 92 (0.0001) (0.8905) (0.0003)
0.5865 -1.1657 8.5472
c/c 18 2 (0.0421) (0.0493) (0.0139)
F . 235 9o AE pae.
<3d% 1> 2 &% <l 2> CY 2% <38 3> C/C &%

%
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Wil d ool H

T aamE
0 1000000 2000000 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 2

olggt AL <9 1>9 EFE BX7F ARES 1 LEFH mYE zete o=
A F glon oA EsEe] A2 Huldo] Bt AL Au|dth o|H3 54
A" oy of=¢t AH Y A#HAANAME FLsHA vUEldtds AS <29 2>9 A= oY
of= o] ¥l <1y 3>9 ZHolY AR REEFE FIA & F AT
olyg AHE F © FAHLRE £43517] 95t JiE DMUEY AlAF&9 Aa=
sHA sl AXlsle FEE-E —;"‘4‘?l’xlfy\*(Herfmdal—leschman Index HHI)$} 3¢l n7
DMUY AlZ-FE&S FAZ ALtele nAlY 7193 FE CRn(Concentration Ratio)S =
=gtk EA WA 1378 Huld 9] HHI®F CRne <% 2>9F 2t
<¥ 2> HHoOlH =232 FE F0l
d 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
HHI 1721.3 1675.1 1678.8 1498.7 1495.0 1533.1
CR1 28.63 27.21 27.10 23.23 23.35 23.86
CR3 66.54 65.68 65.79 61.96 61.75 62.30
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std Huld S5 32 5313 A% Auige] EA5HA &+t HHIC 93 AR FTE
2003l 7HE =out 20060 & Fo = st & ARAAHE FASE Atk A
0 BHvda 49 370 BHulde JFE IA st FAClU, 49 371 Heldy
FTE°] 20089 623%EA 49 37l HuldY B HAHE=rF dids] =0 oy A
Huld EF@o] &4 54 Huldd JFH Ao 3G Atk AS on| s
<E 3> 584
2003 2004 2005

TE PTE SE TE PTE SE TE PTE SE

0.6600 | 0.6640 | 0.9940 | 0.7335 | 0.7397 | 0.9916 | 0.7960 | 0.8020 | 0.9925

05763 | 0.7403 | 0.7785 | 0.5653 | 0.7159 | 0.7896 | 0.6043 | 0.7962 | 0.7590

0.7602 | 0.8132 | 0.9348 | 0.8545 | 0.8600 | 0.9936 | 0.6851 | 0.6919 | 0.9902

1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000

217 0.6430 | 0.8594 | 0.7482 | 0.7832 | 0.9554 | 0.8198 | 0.8430 | 1.0000 | 0.8430
7 0.7002 | 1.0000 | 0.7002 | 0.7598 | 1.0000 | 0.7598 | 0.5564 | 1.0000 | 0.5564
A7) 0.3473 | 0.9434 | 0.3681 | 05123 | 0.9291 | 05514 | 05861 | 0.9349 | 0.6269
2719 05977 | 09651 | 0.6193 | 0.6177 | 0.9481 | 0.6515 | 0.6245 | 0.9436 | 0.6618
23X | 03319 | 09420 | 0.3523 | 0.3234 | 0.8950 | 0.3613 | 0.2904 | 0.8889 | 0.3267
TEAA 0.2546 | 1.0000 | 0.2546 | 0.3257 | 1.0000 | 0.3257 | 0.4302 | 1.0000 | 0.4302
KIT 0.1074 | 05569 | 0.1929 | 0.0836 | 0.2210 | 0.3783 | 0.1344 | 0.2383 | 0.5640
35 & 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.9051 | 1.0000 | 0.9051 | 0.8739 | 1.0000 | 0.8739

2006 2007 2008

TE PTE SE TE PTE SE TE PTE SE

0.8490 | 0.9188 | 0.9240 | 0.8573 | 0.8662 | 0.9897 | 0.8276 | 0.8353 | 0.9908

05974 | 0.7448 | 0.8021 | 05607 | 0.7487 | 0.7489 | 0.6223 | 0.7564 | 0.8227

0.6733 | 0.7925 | 0.8496 | 0.8446 | 0.8510 | 0.9925 | 0.8385 | 0.8436 | 0.9940

1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000

0.9824 | 1.0000 | 0.9824 | 0.9658 | 1.0000 | 0.9658 | 0.9767 | 1.0000 | 0.9767

0.6299 | 1.0000 | 0.6299 | 0.6470 | 1.0000 | 0.6470 | 0.6537 | 1.0000 | 0.6537

0.1585 | 04793 | 0.3307 | 0.1698 | 0.2487 | 0.6828 | 0.0488 | 0.2035 | 0.2398

e 0.5107 | 0.9080 | 0.5624 | 0.4400 | 0.8889 | 0.4950 | 0.4648 | 0.8920 | 0.5211

31721 7] 0.6087 | 0.9264 | 0.6571 | 0.7535 | 1.0000 | 0.7535 | 0.8162 | 1.0000 | 0.8162
SE X< | 0.2489 | 0.8889 | 0.2800 | 0.1694 | 0.8889 | 0.1906 | 0.0273 | 0.8889 | 0.0307
TEAA 0.4901 | 1.0000 | 0.4901 | 0.5440 | 1.0000 | 0.5440 | 0.5114 | 1.0000 | 0.5114
KIT 0.1928 | 0.2564 | 0.7520 | 0.2084 | 0.2648 | 0.7870 | 0.2054 | 0.2374 | 0.8652
Bl 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 0.3169 | 0.3731 | 0.8494 | 0.3878 | 0.4280 | 0.9061
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2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
B 0.5816 0.6220 0.6187 0.6109 05752 05677
EFHA 0.2788 0.2725 0.2486 0.2940 0.2989 0.3299
H ol Al 4 0.4795 0.4380 0.4018 0.4812 0.51% 0.5810
LY
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
B 0.7233 0.7827 0.7475 0.6986 0.7207 0.7097
EFAA 0.1487 0.1432 0.1650 0.2891 0.2906 0.3250
H ol Al 4 0.2056 0.1830 0.2208 0.4137 0.4032 0.4579
FEE
2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
B 0.4398 04613 0.4899 0.5085 0.4054 0.4022
FFEAA 03174 0.2843 0.2625 0.2895 0.2209 0.2708
H o] Al 4 0.7217 0.6163 05358 0.5693 0.5449 0.6734

BEY &40 Auwsso) ojud Je wAE/E AHE 9sd B w2y
(tobit model)& =AFTH ALEA AL FEHGTL §7 wE P9orel gL o4t
J me mehy RS, £4 EE P97} o] FolAE HEY A BN vYS

I

(e}

A T Ady e EALS Hbgsle 2¥ol7] wio]
H(Amemiya, 1973; B¢, 2006). WA &&4 AAHLJAE EA57] H8A o 22
FrA Al S Aot

y, = f(X.,8) +¢ 3)

[e] [e]
= =

ayusel MEE, g FRLA e AT §4, 6 FUEFY FAH LG
L

Uebdn. ol# gk FepAA e FH4S e FETTF WAIHA dH

5
hl =
gk 71271 o] Basith WA HFEHA Fe FAHFA R (unobserved latent variable
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index)Z y BT AT Wyt TeT 2ol B A5 54 Yeue duus wg
xo AP AL 5 Ao g

Loif oy >0
if ;<0

NS
Il
—
ox

EqEge  exgel ATEE o~ N0oH)E mEches RSkl A
o

H’(maximum likelihood method)S ©]&3te] /69 Fes FAHSL. EBRYS T3
A REAEY IdFE FEHTSIY OLSE HE&T AF EIXST FHXE 4A H7I
o] EvlRygozm A éé}O% ML7IHe g2 FA3T Bart Ack(HEEA - &93, 2006)
add EBEY(type 1 EBEF)o Uit ML FAHF2 37 AFEEE W21 58
2H(homoscedastic) ©] 2} 3L 7]-@351 ATt OLSS} 22 TA < AR A= olH& 7}t
AEo] AuE A, FAAE ASAT A& F o)A Ested v, EBEYS ML 7]
How FHY B¢ ol&4Hd (heteroskedasticity)o] =A3tH BAAS FHEFS A o
of 54 AWu¥srt THHT WA= a3t 4'311 52 FAdsA BrkE & Ao
(Arabmazar and Schmidt, 1981, 1982). o]& gt ©] AL o EH=

o l‘-{lI
oXx [‘1_,

FYE =3y BEaoMe 584 =& ¥ESY F=2 W (normalization)d th,
HEE HAEEY HEE FEAFE AMESHE Tobit w45 83tk 28]l Tobitw A2
B FEHETIE 09 Aol #F&HA ol&H= AeE dEA  tH(Chilingerian,
1995)

<E 6> EHIEA7IHE o] &3t HH oY ok=" =5 F(PERCY)F HH oY =7l
F EFTZHPERCO)°] &g A &S BHAFa dok 23 12 PERCY, PERCC7}
Ai¥oln, X§ 2= PERCY, 2% 32 PERCC7} Aiwgoltt. 37kA] B& K7l A

PERCY®} PERCCE= &9 H352 5%lA 93t PERCYS PERCCe F7H7F A&4S
7T s GAANAFIL Utk =G Tobit I # Tobit M9 A#{7F ALY A
Tobit2 o] 23t 2ok 2ol gith. 219 ¥ 1914 PERCYS A47} PERCCE] A
FET A9, 2¥ 29 PERCY AF7F 23 29 PERCC AFEt AA ZHolY of=7}
Aeleoly FHIET &4 o F IFS WAL Aok FAHEe] frysd Rt
=9 52 vehy F4ke] dHoly HuEEY &40l B4 HAHCCY HuEER
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o E&840 == 3Ax & & Utk
<# 6> Tobit &4
231 2y 2 2y 3
Tobit 1 Tobit 2 Tobit 1 Tobit 2 Tobit 1 Tobit 2
4| 6857(10.00) | 68.4749.264) | 67.30(13.43) | 67.20(1252) | 80.28(11.98) | 79.65(10.95)
PERCY | -7.5993.777) '7'587)(3‘499 8.119(13.40) | -8.1.8(12:50)
PERCC '0'4711)(0'2708 0472(0.251) 6.786(11.96) | -6.722(10.90)
DBESA 2.915*(3.670) '2'920)(3'411 2.989%(4.00) | -2.994+(3.753) '2'014)(2'652 11.769%(2.052)
D2004 | -4.529%(2.818) '4'527)(2'615 4.770%(3.566) | 4.770*(3.341) | -1.669(1.280) | -1.055(0.682)
D2005 1.927(1.509) | 1.922(1.398) | 2.119%(1.994) | 2.114(1.865) |-0.901(0.799) | -0.903(0.744)
D2006 | -6.467+(4503) '6'455)(4‘172 6.686%(5.636) | -6.675*(5.268) '2'891)(2'480 2.840%(2.259)
D2007 | -5.699%(3.496) '5'679)(3‘231 5.951%(4.443) | 5.932%(4.142) | -1.367(1.067) | -1.427(1.030)
D2008 | -8.187(4.907) '8'147)(4'520 8.479%(6.769) | -8.446*(6.275) '3'504)(2'939 3.409%(2.627)
sigma | 2531(11.60) 2532(11.60) 275(11.72)
R? 0.7638 0.7636 0.7140
F 23.45(0.000) 27.22(0.000) 21.04(0.000)
1% 5%A FAFE, () t@k
2. DBUSAN2 #44+a Blujd gujisoln, UrAs due dxduwsd
V. 2 &
2is Aeely of=ef HAHoY AHds FULAE, AEolY E5FS 484 =E
st DEARE S A&sto] FAbata) Fekate] ZAeoly gujde S4& votsted A9
A& Tl 9A B} AEHs V2 EAFS =Este AEloly B, A
oy of=, AdHolyY Al BT X7t LEXRCE 1 nYE V- T, dH Y
ol WA, A FE VIESE o RV Z Huldo] Bue S & F AT
T3 3 P-3] 4 A 4=(Herfindal-Hirschman Index : HH)E 53l Eujd EF5 & 54
2 Al Auj o] EAsHA Eethe 7/4\4 291 3 Held Y HFEo] s =of Hiy
9 EFo]l &4 Huldd IJFH de AR YERH
DEAE Z &3t 1370 Hr]d 9 Eg*éo] 20043 5B A& o=w stgsial glon,
gk 1t BEA AATE A7e]l A et EBEATIHS o] &8t ZAHolY o=
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F5g3} Adeld AT BEF Fh D&Y P Jledsh, Aelely of=g
) oy =99 AFnRT o AN Beleld ok=sk a8l H 2 FFS v

7F A
= s 9d 5 AUtk

1. @A, #9¥9%, “DEA 7|H¥ ENRFES &3 ag&A Aold dist £4: A& 15w
DEAARE gz, TAd=F 4, A21d A1E, 2006, pp. 97-1141.

2. BEY, Iy a84448847  Td=@durAAE| A, A24W A4E, 2008, pp.
349-361.

3. ¥Et, “EHIE] Adoly ERE &4 B4 TIGIuAEAEIA, , AW AlE,
2010, pp. 1-19.

4. &5, "I 289 FFa e vudy, ST AT 9, 1993, pp. 64-82.

5. Arabmazar, A. and Schmidt, P, “An Investigation of the Robustness of the Tobit Estimator
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