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Efficiency Analysis of Total Logistics Provider

Honggyun Park

Abstract : Mega-corporations are emerging as a result of M&As (mergers and
acquisitions) in the logistics industry. The global logistics market has progressed in a
continuously competitive manner. Global logistics corporations provide integrated set of
services, from production to disposal in order to manage the process efficiently throughout
the diverse regions of the world. To advance into an total integrated logistics provider, the
corporation must have professional knowledge in logistics and information technology which
are necessary to deliver effective integrated logistics solutions. The government has
integrated the logistics corporations both horizontally and vertically with the aim to foster
logistics corporations possessing global competitiveness. Six years have passed since the
implementation of the comprehensive (total) logistics industry certification system in pursuit
of making Korea the hub for the Northeast Asian logistics market. This study compares and
analyzes the efficiency of nine mega integrated logistics providers by applying the CCR
model and BCC model. Each of the nine corporations is subject to certification as integrated
logistics corporations. In Korea, nine corporations are certified individually as integrated
logistics corporations out of the 31 logistics providers. The analysis showed that the Glovis
was the most efficient integrated logistics provider reaching 100% in efficiency and displayed
the highest efficiency for six consecutive years from 2005 to 2010. The study also found that
the Glovis will be able to maintain 100% in efficiency rate, even though the input are
increased over six times as many as those of 2010.

Key Words: 4PL , Mergers and Acquisitions, Integratedl Logistics Providers
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DEA 28L& AgAIH A% g4 Aol thae £ v 2t
Z2379 W23 (CCR Ratio) 02 dg3le] mAgAIRg oz Yyt g5 5
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TH=F7IYE CCR 293 BCC & ol&sto] eAde 54 da o g
Fojo] BHMFTAERIIHH Y BAE o' F dT FTHEFIIES UEd Fa

<HEI>E FTHEFZIYAA CCRI BCCEAE S &40l 100%% Yerd 7Hd 28
ARl FREF7IYE S = Zolm 20051, 20061, 20071, 20081, 2009, 20101 6
deet ASA oz 7hd §840] 52 TFER7Idelth HIFAELE 2000 58
dol =tk tREed2 CCR Ede® Hrld 84S BCCREE R Hrtd 8
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g 5 sl
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<¥1> DEAZE S o|8%t ZEH=R7IE 284 &4 Z1
‘ o 5 ARG 2= 0]
Ho DMU A% CCR BCC &9 A (2ch) TR
2005 0.146 1.000 0.146 3(0.012) Increasing
2006 0.168 1.000 0.169 6(0.059) Increasing
1 A3 2007 0.126 1.000 0.127 6(0.044) Increasing
= 2008 0.114 1.000 0.115 6(0.040) Increasing
2009 0.092 1.000 0.092 6(0.032) Increasing
2010 0.064 1.000 0.065 6(0.022) Increasing
2005 0.206 1.000 0.207 3(0.105) Increasing
2006 0.357 1.000 0.357 6(0.066) Increasing
9 () A B 2007 0.281 1.000 0.282 6(0.052) Increas%ng
2008 0.254 1.000 0.255 6(0.047) Increasing
2009 0.360 1.000 0.361 6(0.046) Increasing
2010 0.129 0.812 0.159 6(0.060) Increasing
2005 1.000 1.000 1.000 3(1.000) Constant
2006 0.932 1.000 0.933 6(0.499) Increasing
3 () S phE 2007 0.760 0.918 0.828 6(0.406) Increas%ng
2008 0.752 0.916 0.821 6(0.402) Increasing
2009 0.664 0.768 0.865 6(0.355) Increasing
2010 0.467 0.941 0.496 6(0.250) Increasing
2005 0.141 0.339 0.419 3(0.117) Increasing
2006 0.138 0.315 0.440 6(0.170) Increasing
4 (52)2 ) 2007 0.106 0.363 0.292 6(0.143) Increasing
2008 0.107 0.369 0.292 6(0.146) Increasing
2009 0.099 0.417 0.240 6(0.135) Increasing
2010 0.055 0.412 0.133 6(0.074) Increasing
2005 0.113 0.146 0.779 3(0.309) Increasing
2006 0.132 0.157 0.847 6(0.426) Increasing
s 2007 0.094 0.166 0.571 6(0.303) Increasing
5 (F)ekx -
2008 0.087 0.185 0.471 6(0.279) Increasing
2009 0.088 0.192 0.459 6(0.283) Increasing
2010 0.058 0.188 0.308 6(0.186) Increasing
2005 1.000 1.000 1.000 6(1.000) Constant
2006 1.000 1.000 1.000 6(1.000) Constant
6 S PNES) 2007 1.000 1.000 1.000 6(1.000) Constant
2008 1.000 1.000 1.000 6(1.000) Constant
2009 1.000 1.000 1.000 6(1.000) Constant
2010 1.000 1.000 1.000 6(1.000) Constant
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