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Abstract - Global supply chain management has become increasingly important in special circumstances, such as the Covid-19 pandemic
and the U.S.-China trade dispute. Sea& Air intermodal transportation ofiers advantages of lower costs compared to air transportation and
faster delivery than ocean transportation. To maintain stable Sea& Air intermodal operations in response to the uncertain global supply
chain, it is essential to understand the impact of global supply chain pressures on Sea& Air volumes. This study analyzed the relationship
between the global supply chain pressure index, port volume, air volume, and Sea&Air volume using vector autoregressive model
analysis, impulse response finction, and forecast error variance decomposition analysis, focusing on three main domestic ports (Incheon
Port, Gunsan Port, and Pyeongtaeck Port) as well as Incheon International Airport. The analysis revealed that Sea& Air volumes are more
sensitive to global supply chain pressures compared to port volumes and air volumes. Based on these findings, various implications or
domestic Sea& Air intermodal transportation have been identified.

Key words - global supply chain pressure index, incheon international airport, sea’&air freight, intermodal transportation, vector
autoregressive model, impulse response function

1. M =2 2). o9} o] F=Y FgFY Helo FxAlo] FUlEA W

A, FET glea el F8A4o] FolxaL k. F2Y F

20201 58] Al&HE COVID-19 fud, m-5 59 243 F92 H2E oY (First-mile), V& "FY(Middle-mile). 2}
2ol Bg Aol AA A7) HAA, AL 8 WE, 79 2E ntd(Last-mile) 37HAE TR Utk HAE mpde
559 Bvdy, T A, g 53 5o daE xdsdn AlFe] AiACdA EFAEHR olFstE 27| dAE u|s
(Ryu and Nam, 2024). ¥4 nz Hele ME7|delA 2 ok vE olde EFAEANA oA AL=r] Ao F3t
29 Froz FEdth F8 &Y Ui 2 I AR v 3, Axe e s 58 o2 EFA
o] A WA Irpd Fg Q3 B AR Sl g F BHZ o]lE3 § A9 W FEAHE o|Fdte 34 233
29 FF% gl2=3 38 (Global supply chain risk managem Tl ZF2E vlde uo A EEo] HFHog ALy o
ent)= A A AL Ay AgS v XA HUtHLee, 202 A ugtt FEE FFE U 1S vld3 gAE njd 7k

* Corresponding author : @3¢, tlab355@g.kmou.ac.kr 051)410-4890
x A3 9 hyeonju@g.kmou.ac.kr 051)410-4890
sk 22139 logikys@kmou.ac.kr  051)410-4332

- 513 -



229 T ol Sea&Air EFFel A=

Fo] Sea&Air

Iasl,

AT} 2021 7)E

g9l

(44%) To =

=

R
et
Tl

el

N

o)
R

-

2 A 27}

iz

WE
Ay

&

F

Ak

olH,

2~
R

Qg 25183E(41.1%),

16,768F(27.4%)

5}

e
2}

]

[e]

bz

18,822(30.7%),

St

o]

o}x 3L 2 tH(Ferrai et al., 2023).

oy

o

J
HH

ol

=

SiKe]
==

SE

23} A2

=
K3

3k,
|

3

ol

Qo 3E FBrEA 7%

1
of w} 2029 12

=
T

, A= 20199 99 17Y A
W
H

=z ]
=

A

il

h2

<

e o)

o] glek.

]
29} Frjol7} o

L

L

St

A 2R FA A7 A

AN HFE7 a7

g

11:]_. o] 1}7

H &&es
[e]

al

o

]

5]

=7}
ey
<)

i

2|

3z
ar

3L
f

7}

ojt}, 7}
o] kAt

o2 ek 183 o) Sea&Air H 249

=

§]_D

p
L

o

[

Sea&Air 2384 AH|A~E A

L

o

el

[¢)

Fo] Sea&Air
B3l T sEolrole] Fa AP A A LAY
AR =

5

o]

AFEgES A
BNERE F

[e]
3

23]

el

Jolo

|

o

Ho o

B2 (0], g, f4, 2Aoho}

=

o

AA e A

2

&
T

K3

oy

100

o))

o

oy
Ho

ﬂo

o

MR
=

=

9] Sea&Air B HE THoZ HME 7] F]HAEE (Vector

Ak
3

%
Tl

RS

3lo] Sea&Air % %2 99% o]

S

_CH

=

=

bt} ol

ks]
pa

TH Y 422 Federal Reserve Bank of New Yorkel A 3%

o] a7 wE 2 FFE| AHAE

=
T

5o} 3}
slet. Fupol ]

=
=

2 2] 9=(Global Supply Chain Pressure

np

)|

o] 9}

d e A8

=
T

]

1

Eu
qul

SkA, GSCPI®

3

Aol
ol x5, GSCPI

=]
Rus

&ttt
o)
=

[¢)

Eas

[¢)

g

AR T el o

Foich e 20043 F-8 2023\ 714

o]

T

ksl

Index, GSCPI)
TE

gl

ol

T

]
i

==

U Sea&Air

AW A QAR B 23-28Y, W] 24-289Y, frH 22-25¢

otk 53, 22W 34 BRAA Atel

=
=

(Impulse-Response Function, IRF)$} o
X (Forecast Error Variance Decomposition,

o

ﬁo

e

Ho

=]
Rl

3] GSCPI7} Sea&Air &% 3o vz

S

=

[e)

e}

=

FEVD)

- 514 -

=

=

27
=

o 5 o A

20049 5-E 2010744 A

Holtprk 20119 =LA 4
Kol Utk 2021 71 Tl SeakAir =5 H9 F&

(2023)°ll w=w,

i

&

.

;L

gl

[ex
fs

=

=

d

%
T

o] 60,740=(99.3%) .2 71 =i, 8 EFA=
ul= 36,953%(60.4%), SAF2 45928 (7.5%), I 2,668

1

A ¢
o) A3 A A

el



—_
Zoidﬂx
Zo%%@ﬁ.ﬁoi&u]]
%H@hs@wé”mﬂﬂnmgeﬂ7
e]S,oxoa_ S = .
AEDEMOG Eﬁ_kom_.JSH,aﬂ]mmmﬁime]
MR % o,mc%vsﬁgiz@ﬂp
mﬂgu?mouﬂk,omﬂoﬁoﬂbS o -« m_.LT_LmoWwEmaLﬁ
OL,&.L\WLPPoﬁaﬂAIMH,oIL,QLMﬂb@ﬂOME,NFﬁI ge‘.ﬂ ﬂoha]‘ﬁ_m =9
— HELU]JL S = A T o 5 5 X7 o %%B%]
zTuL.m%_zaya%ﬂél @%115%3 oo W il = Rl
ﬂuwlmnhv;oﬁﬂ%@%ﬂwﬂmﬁ%%%uWﬂl@;v;@%g ofﬂolo%%%x%mﬁ%o_eg
Ll,_.W HT_\MITHTEO,I] ,Wammﬂoﬂeu_loéoiﬁc > o] = dﬂmﬂ s} i X.u_.,ru,ur‘_ﬁ_‘1:|1_,.m|‘|L
zELxOYmE < = <) of k7#. SRS = B meﬂﬂﬂrﬁaw W < oF L53u1r
ilm_mflm&%uouoﬂmaﬂuzgmi@n%%?%ﬁxﬂ&ﬁ%;eﬁeduaueaiﬁ%zr%ﬂmiozomoea%xuﬂoﬂzojmwmm
X T o - = —_— udd R
ﬂ%%hw;e @ﬂ%itﬁﬂ%%ﬂ}OESWWSMw,mgvfO%OMovo;e7&mﬂimﬂmmaﬂwurﬁom_%maéé
7Qolwrwwkyﬁ:ea,A%o%%zaﬂ@w?mﬁ%wﬂnﬂqﬂfrma.r%wréﬁo17ruixaéxﬁoiﬂn1
: i ot b E LmE s x ¢~ 7 T oo Eom S Faxo W Jegogpa%g °
a\ﬂ@mﬁ%ﬁzzf%_}m;&ﬂ@mﬂ - K = 2w W U%Qmﬂxb1 o Koo P
%ﬂ%@ﬂ%%zo ﬁﬂoiiyN1owmomhmmﬂlﬂm§bmﬁﬂygx}%a%e&oth@ﬂaWtﬂom
o ;H#mmﬂaomaw ﬂ:fimmumﬂuﬂﬂg%wﬁﬂﬁ.oﬂ%;mmﬁmmmgxf@oo%uﬁg1m%@@
— RANF i X = o] X X ) . T ]
4,ﬂoxAumilwg _C}Aur.1pe_yao T FO o< L A mﬂ%arh%ﬂ%ﬁidffﬂ
%%@wﬁ%ﬂa%7oﬂﬁaﬂ%}u%%ﬁ%mﬂgﬁﬂmmeum w_ewﬂB%mﬁE%ﬁxﬂﬂumoﬂ%ﬂ@
= i1 5 oo N T o a & o8 i e . o o T E o0 LA % op N Gy
okg_]ri}m%{tlm.momsoti%G%Jﬁ%ﬂtmﬂﬂ ,mﬁ%i@o imov7wjéﬂqrwwﬂ%@rwﬂ
S fo W T W w9 &) ) e - w o0 N . L_zu]ulxi o
= HE_.;E;H@ xﬂ]]#okl JHMHOMLﬁﬂzol%@%@ﬂuﬂ%%io#md%)d ﬂuG ;z#,ﬁuﬂﬂw
= %1io%wgqumﬂmm,wqoeﬂ%m}memeAxzaay_mogeﬂ%mmmwewgﬁﬁaéﬁﬂ%wmmﬂ
<A WA s il SN il o = T oy n © = W = B o= HgOﬂo wu_.gaﬂ W 0 o
. ﬂurmqwmeaﬂ@mmx%uﬁmmﬁ&oeleﬂzourdﬁiﬂ.w%ﬁuwwuﬂEmz%@a&%ﬁowyL%zTﬂuo
70 11r1r§m 1_,o§ﬁéma o X o T ° = _ﬂt Zﬂx)mﬂ P = = o g5
ol UALAJEOMH7M] ZdeloZﬁﬁe,mu ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁ_v;o .ﬂ%i ﬂ(\._nn_v‘lT_/lIA ll.A_iﬂL:LdAlﬂl.;oZilem-
5 MW o V%}b @r%}ﬁ]ﬂnaulﬁiq1urmmayﬂa4jP LK N1ﬁu.mﬂﬁoﬂrz
;! ﬁﬁﬁ]sAe el N ° Bz o XOLCrio X = X3 1rﬂn#
. PRS2 s R o B aﬂ%%m ﬂﬂm%ﬂobgi_svmo
L dﬂaﬂﬂu.iﬁﬂ T I o:a,mu. O(mmo_ ﬁ73ﬁﬂ;oﬂ]ﬂ.w
N oK % Y| :aowﬂLmﬂmﬂﬁ}ﬂmEOnzﬁTVCﬂMmeﬂno Ee,moxﬂauﬂwwmo
s B I 5 R oo ﬂgmixﬂ.aﬂns%ilofggﬁ%w%%ﬂr
© ?m%%g%% + % o= oo :E%%ﬂﬁA@HTTmeﬁgemﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁo1m§o%
1F111J| . L X ‘lﬂu; - . — »r 5 0 — )
ﬂMﬁ@VﬂJ@regutﬁqwﬁua7,4}0, onumHWﬂuia%ﬂoﬂoWﬂanﬁomEﬁ
X B W R B w3 P o T e SR o w g e ORI
=) ) ‘UIL O# 100 2 UH“? —_— HT_ 0 find :B = ;o‘_ = =0 E#ﬁ Yo o .zrv EE . X NS
%mweMowLﬁ%ﬂMmL%1ﬁﬁ%%mgmegm_mﬂi@d ,%%@ﬂy%%%%
Hd__% o) V__%PMH7 _L_mollu ﬂﬂqu <] o 2o T
Kl .ﬂmdommrmmowﬂdﬂﬁooewoprl_.ﬂwﬁeemgm,mdwwﬂooe%z]e]mmw HMmmﬂu_n@u:u . B
A .1_..__.|AT,mtﬂmﬂimaﬂﬂlﬂklmoaawmﬂﬂ&ﬂ@ﬁVtﬂoﬁwfm%?_mm@A ioLoMHoiozoWZ.ﬂumoﬂ N
o = K X 7 omo o ! o= = ElE S X o o < o " 0 =
i ]mhﬁ oF 5 X B2 o A - x X N o - ok =0 oj ﬂre_._ o = X0 T
1y wWMHLW@W@wtammaﬁw@WMAW%%ﬂ@ﬂm %ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%@@%% Th
3l nocﬂﬂLi _cal%zﬂool,\lo@l%% i T ZE%Eﬂm%k i
= moox LuoLLo Hp X o X JE (Mul,madxi. - o oK o D]u B
10 n maooa 7nuﬂr]]A Lovo,lui T o]o]]i_ﬁ = o o ﬂ]ﬁaﬂo s
il LS Mo oLU#ooTZu X Ao X ﬁ..oo T o T o op 3 o o 2
< N ﬁmbgoizoﬂmw% _— zﬁﬂﬂmtwﬂﬁowﬁﬂﬂ_zgmﬂﬂﬁurm ﬁsﬂ_ﬂn.m%moﬁﬂ@.mﬂ = N
00 a%o# 2 ogwﬂw S = KA X - ?ﬂu = 1@.& y)doﬂﬁoaf) o=
l mu %%ﬂ@ﬂ%%@%%mﬁaofﬂmolerrﬂWid_nxnn,wueﬂ;o ﬂﬂﬂ%M_m mokﬂr./_\ TR
0 BT = Mo P1ﬁ01€7 fr =5 7 E o S F X
& A 2 N m = 3% = 9 — N o e ol z A = NI
HmmmggggMEMQMQW%%cﬂmaWﬂ%m%ww m;%ammW%ﬁww S
R J = [T i o} o= g = " P o} 1o — H
am%ﬂ&@@%u_@%ﬂn1%1wmomfe.mmqawummLa @%émmﬂﬂ%w% i
Nom o2 50 g H JHZM#D]E urmG];?_ﬂ zl ﬁ.ovw.n Eenné_ - o
m___dH@Méaéqo%mm%waT%;om Sx Ly R T R d%ﬂ.ﬂsi% ™
H o & HfmoﬂlNzooﬁoﬂﬂAuil(ﬂ.mﬂ%.oﬂmuﬂaﬁ %ﬁzoﬂ.vTﬂo&ﬂ K =
Il R Bor oo om g ﬁoMAom@( N T A T @ Ay 2 o S W
.mﬂ%ﬁﬁrﬂﬁ%nmeﬂﬂmﬂ ﬂ@mqnodu.Z%ATé%ﬂr. QW ﬁ%ém@@ N
1.&ﬁmljﬁﬁo#ai\Mﬂmﬁﬂmﬂogdaﬁ%m N m%ﬂsm%%%lﬂzg g "
osamo*arﬂﬁ&l%a sl SR SRR AR Sgodw 8o
w© I K RO 5 :Eﬂhmﬂﬁduk ﬁﬂlﬁmﬂ%%m/ﬂ‘uaat&{ﬁmﬂﬁ 7zT1y|o€eWﬂrme
> P o quermﬂ) ~ + ?%dl%_s%%;ﬁ ﬁ_&o%i(%
ourMEﬂo;oPA_ecm oidl.iw_&i ﬂulnot = ar M o RO Be mhmﬂ_rﬂ
S @W%malmoim#xuﬂﬁ%apgm:%gm ﬂmopoo%_wm
Oﬁmﬂéﬁomh%nﬂ&ﬂoc*.mllﬂpl E»ﬂ,ﬂzﬂmudﬂ.ﬂuw_mdoi
o Mo &ﬂ%i}aizo a}imm
o m of X o™ Ho 4 N ~
o R %O =] 7 gu 5 N
x%_épowﬂﬂiﬁoﬂ
G T z =
™o %o

- 515 -



228 FHY g9l Sea&Air =& &l

tol Zhol Al

3|

= A4

?.

O

A

=)

A

A

ol

iy

=131
=3}

2.2 Sea&Air =&

v EEo] wheh ooy

3

2

stE

=3t Sea&Air

3

KX
=

Park(2024)

Q
A ke Tt

BEREE =D

Mo

oy "

HA vrebet

3|

g, o e $4 3e %

B

sttt 24 A7 -FE g viEY2(Structure Self-Inter

action Matrix, SSIM), Z7|=24 v E3] 2~ (Initial Reachabili
ty, IRM), HFT=EA vEZ~(Final Reachability, FRM)

Jung et al.(2012)

=
=

tho] e e} ISM

=
]

|

HdS v =

3 A7}, 2

A3
bl Alop gl

S

A

o HF3le], Sea&Air EE

=
s

5}

=
5

44

A WRAE

c}-u

(Auto-

T

o)

2)

o

ol

I

#7121
ARIMA)

g A, 2012 ofF 49 Eol A 20159

(2007-2012)& Higro 2

2l

)
a

_,oT
o

| A o] =& AT

b5

XE
)

J

g, Al

shE9] A

2y

regressive Moving Average,

B

=7 Sea&Air

slod gk
IS A=4
S A A A A Y (CBEC) Sea&Air

A A

o[ g3te] HEHE 2

o
=

(Fuzzy-AHP)

p
L

Kim and Choi(2023)

fveel

i

o°

o
)
o
it
o
ﬂMO
o

oF
B
4o
ofy
frotas

Hr

oy

—_
i)

ﬁ
b

0

o

B
o

il

k= AellA ezt ok

= Ve

oA A4

&

SE

L
.

o WYE 7t A

Sea&Air

KR
p

Ishihara et al.(2024)

Er_]-,

Adl 53t 3

B
C

!

o

o

N
el

ﬁo
)

A

0
e
e}

¢+

0

Park et al.(2023)2 -2viet dAe &

tol sha =9 b

S

A

H Sea&Air %, A} Sea&Air +45S

, al

O A~
RN

Ho
_ﬂo

4

Ho

ol

A

°
W

Ho

froe]

2ol gHe 2417} Sea&Air £40l 7H E etk £,

stz th7] A

H71 1A=

S

oh

hin
il

o]

7}

el

ol

Sea&Air

EQa AA 2

Aol )7} glet.

sl

A A

BCG Matrix&

KR
s

Park and Kim(2021)

Tobe A

a]]

ﬁo
i

o

SR P PE T

Fodeh 9, #H A9 Sea&Air

S

A =TdFs A5

¥

Sea&Air

el
~

B

olo wa} F=t Sea&Air

sttt

Zraizt

Ho

Edde] WA oy

2l

= 71 94

FAIRE Sea&Air H 2%

S

T 8o}

=
=

d A7t

T A= FE2 GSCPI7}

s

ahn

A

wa

=73 b AAEA N Aol A

o] thafA ujate]

Choi(2020)

rgaa &4 Ad Bl

—_

o
&

NJo

—

= 4

A=

=
-5

s

FA .

S

< A7

= VARV, IRF, FEVD

T

B

g, AA 2999

s

Ea

A&, v=Y

A=}
=

o

oz Ay A4H

Flas

H B3R}

TFAHo R A

- 516 -



. 7]

o
ol
N

3. ZAMEA & A

3.1 GSCPI 7i2

vz 78 oAWEn] 23 (Federal Reserve Bank of New
York)2] Beningo et al.(2022)-2 20223 1¥ GSCPIE %%
At GSCPI= 229 FaWd FAdez J3s nx
s AR HE & e Axo|ty GSCPIE] +
89S AR, TAEE HES wkedsty] fste] dE A
3t £ 9X4(Baltic Dry Index, BDI), 8%~ *]4*(Harpex
Index), V= =5FAHe &5 dFstE A5 (Airfreight
cost indices the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics)Z AF-&-3}ar
ek E3H GSCPIe= 7/ AAAGEH, =, 43, divh #]=,
EU, 939 AxgAE sHo= ddd FojdAAs
(Purchasing Managers’ index, PMI) A& ZAv}o] w2 v}ksk

ST

L

Ala] A

[e]
u‘g}\é' ™ U H

COVID-19 4 oI obAlo} B3l A4 % olF ARoR
Qo] B HEID AN Bl sHEE vk A
22 AN F8F 982 Y5

A

53, n ke
FF TR ANE BFF A5 B 1A FAL

‘5

3.2 2Autd

2 A= Sea&Air EE5HY] T8 FHFIHG A=
AFg AHEE S8 GSCPUVF &9t 553, &% 553, Sea
&Air 55 %o X 9EFS VARM 48 53 ol
2} gk, 2004956 2023W71A] 72 ApES] AN oAFE

Qlstaxl Atz oz wo] F85 = el A ADF(A
ugmented Dickey-Fuller) #4<S 233ttt Z28]a2 VARM
A&Pslrlol & WGFE 7R ZA7A Q] BAC A AR

<
AL Fgolsluzt 23 FAE 744 (Johansen Cointegrati
on Test)9] Trace FAIH-S &AL ojw] Fosof & A

|
]

TEY HE QJAFEAEAL, A, P a)E AR & ddolEe HF AAHo|rt pE ARE A, AEE A
star vk F2Y ST, FEE UE &)ld wE GSCPI 59 Alx el p-1& A sk gl
o F44821S <Table 1> o} &, AaA+ &S &3 o] W4E 7he A E 5ol wel VARM¥ VECM &
& %ol GSCPI= @itat 2o 8 EdAFs v 48 53] Sea&Air B5 %3 GSCPI 2+ @S Lol 5}
g FF B 89S 2 o], F2Y W 4ol Awk VARMOIA F4% AS %S V2R 3 /MAge 2
Sea&Air &l VA= T Fotaby] A AL ouE R = givk wepr, FANEEFARF)Y 952
ettt A ks 4 (FEVD)Se F7k2 Addstazt doh IRF=
Table 1 The components of GSCPI VARM®| FA4A78 7Ites B e ofm W] dist
ol dA e A7)9 AL M W] Azke] s Fo weEbA ofF
Lype _Index A g EEAE Yehdn) og Ba o Awel AAE
Global transportation Baltic Dry_ Index W2 7ho) QRS m X=X mhetst 4= 9lom wWZ=o] Az}
Harpex index AL B Aol B Y= = obe 4= glom, W
costs U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics Hslo] e sgEts B4 £ dvh @d, FEVDE o5
Supply chain-related Delivery times QApe] Hato]l 1w ARl B b W] RAbe] o)s) A
components TR o HE HYHTAE RAT, ol B3 5 Wi &
2 lol tiste] 7 W] AuiA FAEE b 5 itk
Aol A ALEE 20049 E 2023d7b4) GSCPI Foli=  FEVDe] #3b= VARMe] #4752 <lsh IRFe] A2kS 5l
<Fig. 1>} 2tk GSCPIE 2044 19 -0502 7|Sapgx  EHATH: S40] Ak ol 3= S3) GSCPI} Sea&
T COVID-19 WA o] % 2021d 129 4338 7|25pm 2z Alr Bl v 9F& A% A sidstar spalon,
W BEY gEel A Assuch W& dwEwege € AT 2FET <Fg 2> 4
G
5
4
3
2
1
5 L
-1
-2
-3
2004 2008 2012 2016 2020
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3157715%, =gk oF 3917931, H4:3k oF 2,497,813
FAAF oF 398,503, = <F 0075, M= oF 054602
B}t Sea&Air 5 #2 7|2 ATFS Ht <F 49,005%,
& oF 45446%, ARGk oF 98560%, 4k oF 30,079%,

2 ok 16596, )= oF 1.310, I = oF 284007 e
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£ Q3] 9t dwrAo R Wol &8EE oS HA
WA el ADF(Augmented Dickey-Fuller) #74< 2833t}
ADF 79 AR/ ‘AALel @9o] &gt} o]m,
WH7Ae A AL Z4AdS
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o AAE AR AHAHS TR fste] Zh Al
ALS 12 AEste] ADF #dA4S Ayt £ 49,
ADF #A47 BRE AAELS diygdr7bds Agsie] ebg2el
el = Jelygth FAg o2 GSCPL 43 B5%, &% 5%
g fFoFE 9% oA dH/MEES Adsdon,
Sea&Air 252 5T B% FwolA] dH7PES A=
stttk weEld B dAolde 4 AALS 13 2 e
VARM #4]o] &-83}az} shvh. ADF 7 #2427l g

ZHAEE g <Table 2>9} 2t}

Table 2 ADF(Augmented Dickey Fuller) test results

) ) —
Sea&Air 2EFH) 2T 200435 20239744 2 @999 A | ndex Raw data I Difference data
22 BAgolgz N4, (T-value, P-value) | (T-value, P-value)
GSCPLe] 7|25Ae W7 oF 0163, 43 oF 0221, GSCPI -3.539712[0.0189] -3.439971[0.0240]
N7k oF 2073 AEF oF -0648, EEWA oF 0975, A% Sejaport -2.104715[0.2451] -4.212833[0.0049]
oF 1737, A% oF 30852 eI S BEare] /] 2E7) Airport -1.933155[0.3113] -4.784586[0.0015]
Sea&Air -0.113837[0.9581] -3.117174[0.0432]
Table 1 Descriptive statistics of data(200472023)

Index Mean Median Max Min Std.Dev Skewness Kurtosis Sum
GSCPI 0.163 -0.221 2.973 -0.648 0.975 1.737 3.085 3.253
Seaport(Ton) | 255,951,748 | 276,453,136 | 297,723,828 | 171,848,009 | 43,977,445 -0.739 -1.028  |5,119,034,968
Airport(Ton) | 3,198,597 3,157,715 3,917,931 2,497,813 398,503 0.075 -0.546 63,971,935

Sea&Air(Ton)| 49,005 45,446 98,560 30,079 16,596 1.310 2.840 980,097
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Table 3 The results of cointegration test

Index | Null Hypothesis | Trace Statistic | P-value

GSCPL None 12.46225 0.1361
Sea:m At most 1 4154614 0.0415

GSCPL None 1218422 0.1483
Ai;m At most 1 3.389590 0.0656

GSCPL None 13.23014 0.1066
Sea; A | At most 1 2.804757 0.0940
4.4 VARM 24z}

441 g9 BEZ

GSCPIS} &7 2%

A= <Table 4>

S5l U@

% 2+ AH AF} 19 @ VARM
9} 2t} GSCPIY] =A =k 124 A g

1

o

gk A4 8187017, t3h 0.15274= YEFLoH,
FAR0E frolashd 2e Ao tehdrh £d, 3u B
ol Zaajak 1414 A GSCPloﬂ st A= - 1.36E-08, t

o
=

EREEE

2 -0771700. 8 YEhkon, SAH R FolahA] e A
S vERd.

Table 4 The effect of GSCPI to Seaport freight

Index GSCPI Seaport
-0.383274 818701.7
GSCPI(-1)
[1.07482] [0.15274]
S HD) -1.36E-08 -0.065583
eaporti—

P [-0.77170] [-0.24763]
c 0.041971 6046554.0
[0.16820] [1.61206]

deom RFE Fa) @w 5w dd AEAn
GSCPIZ} nl A %& <Fig. 3> o] el
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Fig. 3 IRF result of VARM(1) in Seaport freight
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S5 @ FZ0] HAAS W F(GA )= AAS
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A2l o] Sea&Air

Table 5 FEVD result of VARM(1) in Seaport freight

Index Period GSCPI Seaport
1 100.00 0.00
2 96.62 3.38

GSCPI 3 96.33 3.67
4 96.30 3.70
5 96.29 3.71
1 717 92.83
2 7.27 92.73

Seaport 3 7.29 92.71
4 7.29 92.71
5 7.29 92.71

442 &3 &%

GSCPISt &5 &5 1t HA Alak 20 digk VARM 24
A= <Table 6> 2t} GSCPI] FaAIAF 1A A -3
E5 ol gt Al 3779249, tik2 0.26520= LERG oW,
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2 2244 A FE EE el e Ase 5484881, tE
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Fig. 4 IRF result of VARM(2) in Airport freight
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Table 6 The effect of GSCPI to Airport freight i% ;j ;io ;SBCHF::L 2"’?*4;/0‘; 1w FE Sl 3
Index GSCPI Airport o )
. 0159317 37792.49 Table 7 FEVD result of VARM(2) in Airport freight
[0.42539] [0.26529] Index Period GSCPI Airport
GSCPI(-2) -0.878826 -54848.81 1 100.00 0.00
[-2.64649] [-0.43424] 2 96.58 3.42
) -5.89E-07 -0.186523 GSCPI 3 94.27 5.73
Airport(-1)
[-0.76514] [-0.63716] 4 92.99 7.01
. -7.57TE-07 -0.047703 5 91.77 8.23
Airport(-2)
[-0.82866] [-0.13734] 1 24.20 75.80
c 0.173109 63213.36 2 26.21 73.79
[0.74044] [0.71084] Airport 3 27.33 92.67
4 27.95 92.05
Fo2 IRFE &3 &3 ZEs#d ds 52z 5 28.44 7156

GSCPI7} Pl A& 93-S <Fig. 4> zZo] et
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Table 8 The effect of GSCPI to Sea&Air freight

w3

Index GSCPI Sea&Air

0.304177 -7532.804
GSCPI(-1)

[0.86505] [-1.78757]

. 1.61E-05 0.104912

Sea&Air(-1)
[0.67747] [0.36922]
-0.063043 3682.218
C
[-0.27449] [1.33778]
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Fig. 5 IRF result of VARM(1) in Sea&Air freight
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Table 9 FEVD result of VARM(1) in Sea&Air freight

A= A

Index Period GSCPI Sea&Air
1 100.00 0.00
2 96.93 3.07
GSCPI 3 96.45 3.55
4 96.46 3.54
5 96.45 3.55
1 9.52 90.48
2 36.78 63.22
Sea&Air 3 38.60 61.40
4 38.52 61.48
5 38.57 61.43
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