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Classification of International Container Ports
by Using Principal Component Analysis and Cluster Analysis
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Abstract

The subject of port efficiency is one of the important issues facing port authorities and
policy makers today. A number of studies have been undertaken which compare ports in
terms of their efficiency. But any port comparison can only be valid and meaningful if a
port’s efficiency is compared with a similar port.

The main objective of this paper is to introduce a systematic approach to identifying
similar ports based on the technique of principal component analysis and cluster analysis.
And it seeks to identify the most important factors underlying the port classification.
Lack of awareness of which factors differentiate ports has resulted in an unnecessary
collection of data which are of limited use in port classification.

This paper has identified five groupings of similar ports within which port comparision
can be justifiably made. This approach can be used for any future port comparision.
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Table 2.1 Classification of Containerports by Characteristics
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Table 3.1 Data for Analysis
Fo T (X1 X2 X3] X4 | X5 |X6
1| Antwerp |29| 2329135 0 | 15618 149| 8
2| Bangkok |12| 1432844 0 | 2549] 562| 8
3| Barcelona | 8 689,324 0 | 6494| 106| 4
4] Busan |21 450259%| 0 | 6859 267| 7
5] Colombo |10| 1049044 0 | 3251 323] 9
6| Felixstowe |61 | 1898201| 1 | 6244| 34| 8
7| Hamburg |39| 2890181 0 |12,027| 240| 28
8| Hong Kong | 54 | 1249746/ 1 | 3639%6| 340| 16
9| Inchon 3 2366411 0 | 4965 48| 4
10| Kaohsiung | 21| 5232000 1 |13,127] 39| 23
11| Keelung |12| 2169893 0 | 8026 270 7
12| Le Havre |12 970426| 0 | 73%; 131| 12
13| Long Beach 33| 2843502| 0 | 5036 56| 27
14| Los Angeles | 25| 2555204] 0 | 2870 80| 22
15| Marseilles | 10 498041 0 | 7978] 62| 12
16 Nagoya |14 1477359 0 | 43983} 4| 11
17t Oakland | 4| 1549800{ 0 | 1597 970 2
18| Port Kelang | 10} 1,133811{ 0 | 7,286| 156 | 12
19| Rotterdam 32| 4786897 1 |26602| 180| 21
20| Singapore |29 | 10,800,300( 1 [101,107} 107! 19
21| Tokyo |16 2177407| 0 |50213| 43| 12
22| Yokohama |34| 2796811 0 |56943| 48| 20
Z}% : Shipping Statistics Yearbook(1995), Ports of The
World(1997), Containerisation International
Yearbook(1997)
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Table 3.2 Descriptive statistics(Mean & SD)

w5 7 & #at

X1 238 175

X2 3,024,062.9 3,111,470.7

X4 19,866.7 24,4432

X5 2815 260.7

X6 133 76
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Table 3.3 Correlation matrix

X1 | X2 | X4 | X5 | X6
X1 | 1.0000
gyl X2 |01 [ 10000
gl XA| 40 | 600 110000
X5 | -0%| 016 | -419 |1.0000
X6 | 521 | 392 | 284 | 076 [1.0000
X1
qoy| X200
_| Xa| o010 001
¥ | | 42| o6
X6 | 006] .035| .100| .369
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Table 34 Inverse of correlation matrix Table 35 Communality
4] X X2 X4 X5 X6 = 7 x =
Xi 2.31706 Xl 1.00 .777 '
X2 | -1.30212 | 277343 2 100 p—
X4 | -12098 | -1.35810 | 2.37223 X 1'00 '811
X5 | 08169 | -65263 | 1.02968 | 1.46074 : :
X6 | -6554 | -00189 | -.12274 | -17444 | 1.38450 X5 1.00 368
-KMO &% = 065 X6 1.00 565
- vh=# E(Bartlett)®] T3AAA A= 33945
AT o °2 AT AA 1 ol4gal FAEL 329 4
B.i/ﬁ, 0] —’;E-EQI %)\"’] Z—«}‘_E_tﬂ -8—21‘\%@1% ‘?’]N]' %I'% C:‘;- '/I\_ 9\11:]' —_ﬂ—*lgl’j]"\f' A ‘T_Aé'x']i‘o] }‘ét’g%}-—“{-
YIHOZ KMO 3ol 09 ool s § = T 0] Wek Table 3664 olsh 2ol A4
= [e)
& 20019, 06 oleld wFelz, 05 olger ¥ IREE AIF
= = (=] olo 3o 3 =
WRs) 29 Aoz, aelw 05 slveld W N8 F AN AAE A7 FUFE At
s [} e 1. =3 =
o}.—‘é—%}_ _/r_ ?li"f_-‘ 7)_1 o sﬂ_zgﬂu} o] _1‘_,___"13_0“/{_] __E_ T}‘é‘\"i‘ 12 50.9%, ‘I_}‘E:]'E‘ 2= 24.7%"é' }‘éwé%-g—
/_,:]'ﬂ_ K].V[O-o‘] %l.% 0625 o"Ei A Qo 7}%{;} %l‘-—?— i&q 75‘12-“(7—24) 756%'5 Aéwg‘s}:ll‘ 2 E}- E% T
A 10 7 E2 A4S dx glon, LS

2A BE 5L ¢ $ Ut

H, FAEEY 239 AT 1S ey
B8 E(Bartlett)®] 73 A 714 ] (sphericity)

HAA R dyPLojzt AFAL AA

A}T

W $4Ae] 77 33945 o] o]
Fo)5Fe] 0000 |2 AFAUE 717
FHEEAL AT o] Aga,

Table 35+ FE-4 (communality)el] i3t 4
2= Zh W4 2r\gE FAEEAY 9% 7+
e AqdelEE Belx gled, oled AR
e 29 89 g8 A ueE
ehdich. 4§ 54, X1 o AR=Es) 777 o=
2 olF F /Y 8902 oF 78%7 dnsbss)
o, Uz 22% = A=EA] dech ek, AR
SRE 2 e BYA A9Eteof s
o, dub oz 04 o]stold wriw gk
FE¢ 57 FAEY 343 (eigen value)=
74z} 2545, 1.233 224 oA

=
s
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ol Bol F&ckd 2 HHYL BexET ¥
oPd o)A FAE 57t HolA olF 45t

dlo A7} ARvhks dAHE o)

1
L

Table 36 Total Variance Explained

3 AFs

] 23 A
N B |
0, 0, ) ) 0, 0,

R PR ot AL 2 A
1 |2545(5091 509]2545|509(509(2.405] 48.1| 481
2 112331247 756(1.233| 2471 56113721 215! 756
3| 6421 128] 884

4] 360 72| B6

5 | 20| 44]1000

Table 3.7 W49} FAE7] $H& nolxn
A=t o] BAME FAY FAEo] FEEY

o). o]23t E-HAAr} o)vst= vl X1 9 ¢y

27 FAAE 1, 2 ¢ g8 22 0861, 0190 wHF
QFS " Achs Aelth &, W4 X1 & FAE
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Table 3.7 PRIN matrix

W 5 | FAFUPRIND | F4¥2(PRIN2)
X1 861 190
X2 861 123
X4 83 -5
X5 -187 913
X6 644 387

o #4215 Y4 © DAY BAYe) doke

n,

tlo

L
0

o)

i

olF A2 vehid o5 2k

X1 = 0861(PRIN1) + O0.190(PRIN2)
X2 = 0861(PRIN1) + 0.123(PRIN2)
X4 = 0783(PRIN1) - 0.445(PRIN2)
X5 = -0.187(PRIN1) + 0.913(PRIN2)
X6 = 0644(PRIN1) + 0387(PRIN2)

Table 3.8 A% F4% 3 (rotated com-
ponent matrix)& ®old), welw e 2§ 3
] HEE AL Foll Qi HA Aot A A
=o] glr). o] wWholl o3 5718 Wpe FAE

18] A% 3719 84 X1, X2, X6, Bl FAAE2
£ 1l 84 X5 2 FAZEE ¢ + stk
Table 3.8 Rotated Component Matrix

H F43%1(PRIN1) 4 F2(PRIND)

X1 .876 -.101

X2 .854 -.164

X6 135 156

X5 121 924

X4 5% -676

1 339y - Kaiser A3t sl W=t
2. 33 EALE 4 8A3de] £

34 £42 ofof

olAe] E4g Fgs v, F Wi 6% &
vetl & 2708 FAEe) e FAEL

ol BeiA 57kA) w4y FaEgte2A, B F
83 FAEQ PRINIS U85S FPA o=
vebd 5 9l 34 (port performance) A
2 o]4% 4 9rh o)gd F4¥ PRINLS ¢t

29 A+E Zen

PRIN1 = 0.861X1 + 0.861X2 + 0.783X4
- 0.187X5 + 0.644X6

% PRIN12 Aldt 133 stEAee Jelle
X5 & AY3lae 2 A9 AeHE ¥ 2
I 9l7] Wl A g AUkl A
2 & 5 Sl

=3 F A FA4EQ PRIN2E o} A2

7H QAo

PRIN2 = 0.190X1+ 0.123X2 - 0.445X4
+ 0.913X5 + 0.387X6

17]olA PRIN2 FA4 2] A& «47] S8 =
ArE ARRE, S99 & A2 9= X4 ¢ v}
%) ope) zke) Wi, B3] A4 2 X5 9} wm
] 2tk X4 = 483 X5 = A4k
At FEAezg Y2z g PRIN2S 7
o] A} Ao vid] A HEA Gl W
the= AL 2lvslEs vbgo] PRIN22) o] 2k
2 dldelm 2 o)2]¥ PRIN2S} 32 ki34
A% (mobility index)& o|#H& 4 )},

Fig. 3.1 PRIN1¥} PRIN2E 7|2 202 &
o8 FTERIMEY BXE Jeh)] Bolw glEd],
ol FAFEAE 3l 33 7 FAE H
ApE X313 7o)t} o) a4 PRINI®] &
ol dwdgt e} FAAAF FAMES opiska
etz & 4 gled, PRINI 58 wiehx] dxte]
rtEo] RodglS(clustering)S & 4 ¢lch o=
T FEE A9y A8 FANE 7EeR j
71E8) R vimslr] YsiMe Fo o

e 2g2Asic) Basith olF A3l 37l
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PRIN2Z

PRINt
Fig. 3.1 Distribution of Containerports by Prin-
cipal Components

Hoayy T8 FHTYPES o4

23 A2 Aol W] sl dlo] gl
ol ¥49) BAL SAM Pooh} TAL

53 d stk

TAEHY] 7124 dEle A=)(distance) s}
2 FARE g ol8-3te FAMS ER e
dlel alch A= F diake] ek He] HeiA
M7t W Hxo|x, KA \_75”4 ’-15
g & ¢ gk FRHEA A=
o]-4-3te] o7} AolaE (o] wEAE= 5‘—3"1—‘”2]"&)
= Adstd £ olvh A SH A dubreoz
At Al AFE FFEvt A(squared
Euclidean distance)24], o}= RE W49] o] &
Algske] gakgk Rolch

o7)eAe olzdt THEHS s, A HF
FRAEEAE Fo T FAES gEEsE o
|t & FAEATE vigte g FHEAE
3 Fig. 314 Roj& nle} o] E

BalalEo]

o9 FAH Sl JHE B HEs) ¢ $ 9l
A Ak A8 FAERAS sl 2 HA)e
PE9$-=8 SPSS 80 TEZ1wWL o]43td %
22748 ZRPUIAEES FAs & 2 2828
e 2R fEeldst AFgiE EYse 24
A BHES AR F, 0] o)gsld 7 Futat g
3] A=st 7B sk A P A A%
£ Bt oA ZEIUEZS] At At
T 82878 med B Jje FHeE vE &
siAl =k

Table 39 733 YAHRES Hole 7oA,
7 RSl FASE Y e AL Yehy

Table 3.9 Agglomeration Schedule

234 A TAe] o
A A 4 ¢ vehd j;‘;

A [ 117 2 e Bl A
1{12 | 18 | 0002 O 0 3
2116 |21 | 0027 o 0| 14
3711 |12 | 0053 0 1 6
4| 3 9 | 0084 0 0] 15
5| 7 | 10| 0137 o0 0| 12
6|11 | 15 | 0219 3 0| 9
7101 4 10312 0 01 10
8| 6 | 19 | 0463] © 0| 12
9| 5 |11 | 0661] 0O 6| 10
10 5 | 0988 7 91 15
11| 13 | 14 | 1.314| 0 0] 17
12 7 | 1718| 8 5] 19
13| 2 | 17 | 219%] 0 0| 17
14|16 | 22 | 2827 2 0| 18
15 1 3 | 3897] 10 4| 18
16| 8 | 20 | 5393 0 0] 20
171 2 | 13 | 7845 13 11| 19
181 1 | 16 [11052| 15 14| 21
19| 2 | 6 |15231| 17 12| 20
20| 2 26115 19 16| 21
21 | 1 2 42000 18 20 0
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& 7B Rola gleh @A 189 ©A 194}o)
A Alpgho] F718ly] AAbate], A 199 @A
20 Apol9) Aggh 2|3 DA 203 DA 21 Ao
A Aestel 2A IR o] EEdAE )
N FRo2 e Aol iAEgE ¢ S 9
o Zey 718 B denled 98 57
A9 A= ¥Msch

Table 3102 £&FAHE vehiies £724, 7
EEETS0] 4 TH FH o= el Sl
= Bolx girh o] ol oEhd FF, Arlxras)
hte] AL o) Fo] ‘A IV &3le, Ay
ES, ¥ =23, 2dEd, stey So) ‘TR T,
W, FulA, 229, eFWs Fo) T
I, z8lx 8338w}, =1, T EAZY vhyof uia
Ajeldy, 2otrz, 71§, A, ¥4t F8x, GE

Az, vhEAEY So] T I $3E ¢ 4 3l

Table 3.10 Cluster Membership

- 47A 9 [52AY
i A% | A%
1 Antwerp 1 1
2 Bangkok 2 3
3 Barcelona 1 1
4 Busan 1 1
5 Colombo 1 1
6 Felixstowe 3 4
7 Hamburg 3 4
8 Hong Kong 4 5
9 Inchon 1 1
10 Kaohsiung 3 4
11 Keelung 1 1
12 Le Havre 1 1
13 Long Beach 2 3
14 Los Angeles 2 3
15 Marseilles 1 1
16 Nagoya 1 2
17 Oakland 2 3
18 Port Kelang 1 1
19 Rotterdam 3 4
20 Singapore 4 5
21 Tokyo 1 2
22 Yokohama 1 2

PRIN2

4 239 29

Fig. 32 Classification of Containerports by Clus-
tering Analysis(4 Cases of Clustering)

2 P $FEE Fig 329 2k,

olo} & AFNE 71 It e %
AHellA dev|aste] Amugd P Ve &3}
3T 9 AVlER So) 2AYSAT Y
&, ‘T4 Mol $3ks 2elagt S.9) 3] 7
EAR, ‘3 e Fulx) 2 239s T
gto] AGANE, 28] ‘T Tl 2=
8330}, 4l 2elHE Fo] YA o

AGEe] S & + AUk
B3] 7129 FREFEF WA A9 52
ez FARAE B 2 L oA TAT
%A I 24 FHoz e & 4 ok =
TA Tl Fote BV ¥4, Y, A, 2o}
B2, stEdels, sz, FEAZ S& shi
o FHOE @ AqFTolhy & 4 lE A
o, JoiA Fdgel el £3, s3s 5o
A4FNYRE Fahi FolHT @ 4 Aok
v} Fig. 33004 ol whe} zol, F4 4
& B3 9 PUIL 71E) derEel g
FHTHE o)k 1e-& & 4 aleh P
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PRIN1

Fig. 3.3 Classification of Containerports by
Clustering Analysis(5 Cases of Clus-
tering)
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slAe)
we}A], Table 3.1104 & FHEA HAAE ofet
o2 A A2 ] {3 5L B,
Table 311614 FE-3lojof & AL 7]E2) ¥
FHoA AGAdFERe g ez EFEH
Y Rakgre]l AR, FEAAS, 182 A
A dolA A1 Fe 539 Ageter £F

sk Releh

Table -3.11 Classification of Containerports by
Kind

I
2ANFAY
(EHYEF | B | @S| B | 3T A==
A9
AR | o | g | wo |BHEE RET
@agze| T | 5| V| gyeaz
AT | o | v | ue -
g | F [ EE | dE | P, L3RS
A9F9Z | 2 | ve | ve | oo i}
(A 7] 88} B3 15%‘6 ‘i"i‘ .83_3}“}, =5 &
Ao gqk
<]zi1;) g | we | e [0 71F 2 S
e

* i Table 22 FZ

Table 3.12 World Major Containerports

1997 1}:}93 27
. MREEE PN EEE 1
#d ) my [TV] ) | P
ANz | 2 14135200 115100000 | 68
ZF |1 143600 2 14700000 | 22
e |3 | 58839 3| 6270000 | 64
zelagt | 4 | 544544 41 6032000 | 108
24 |5 | 523380 5| 573000 | 96
29 4 |6 | 3504603 6| 4098000 | 169
graz | 7 | 333747 71 3546940 | 63
2aaAg2 1 9 | 2959715 81 3400000 | 149
gEg= | 8 | 2969189 9| 3265750 | 100
A3kl {11 | 2520000 10| 3080000 | 210
Zulo] {10 | 2600002 | 11| 2800000 [ 77
& 112 | 245686 | 12| 2520000 | 26
AP~ |15 | 2251319 [ 13| 2500000 | 110
= & |13 | 238265 | 14| 230000 | 03
Aedjopeez (o0 | 14842 | 15| 2121000 | 464
sz 114 | 237932 | 16| 2120000 | -89
B T |18 | 167074 | 17| 1940000 | 161
2w |16 | 1944208 | 18| 1858000 | -47
G AzkA (19 | 1537627 19| 185614 | 187
sgq-aeels (17 | 1703219 20| 1812441 | 64

A% : Containerisation International Yearbook, Port of
Hamburg website
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Table 3.12¢ B.ej ule} o], 22 i A
Holuv A el &5 H A ZMP%MM 5918 a3

ISl o]l AR}e] uledt B
Blate 7tew, BHIEEH YA, wiﬂ A4
2 2E dolA FHAHA gleS ¢ & Uk ol
A AFF Fute] Az7kNYETH ¥ #$AHulE
wlgto 2 gk ke FAA, FAA HAolAe
FEFE FE FRAX S EFl AR odd
=3ty & 4 glen, ol 37 EFel

‘5‘?‘3/"] A E5F THulg o9
= gqte) AEadel 4, 2993 AYHS
3 =g i]'f‘%, AR B¢ 383197] d&dl
Hrl gadoj=ziz & 4 9t

53] E5SA oA Fatgtuc d4 H3z)
= AY2e9 s3stnt 5o ghto] X QFAlY
T ARFARLE EREddche AME 3y
HHAA Y] &1 oiel UAHF A d3 e
222 ¥t} F AE=ZHQY) £ A4 F
A o] & Fuke) o] mr} Lo <l 3
o] A 2 fEAe] Rargld HlE) #3hv)
gEreoew EAE

SR

)

3: o ot o

S
kO
0
0
i

o] AFoA = o] B FA - vl
A He AR i"%(Groupmg) +HE
o} 9383 57) 913 A X 24, Tongzone] 33t
EFHE AT 519 HE Eqlele FHAREREHS
B3 FAELS F3 ohA] o)F W R s F
HAEAE BFozy i #3842t

o)t ALY AAE 4 TN FAA
olgte F 7 8.4l A% 7129 R FH
Hell 23} A3t} vlawsle] Bopod, EHFAREY
A AdFAshta 2ANFA ] A $-olat B
=T AFHE AAE ¥ R FEL vt A

o

Ll
AejgEst JFFEAAE 55 °l%—6}'~}’i (R
1

& 71 ek ol R o= 71EY
Sl MEESE FA3EY vl golg A
el ¥ 7HR] 8.4TE FHA7] o Foltn &
o}

uklof], o] dFelA HIH %‘-/‘é—‘%l% W ol 4]
AN, AERAHAY 5+ T3 22 X

r°l' Mz e

»
32

P ) rll‘

o2a Wit FEYT FE ol o
A o AdAe)gz & 5 Sl

FHE LA sk 714 Akt F8& vl
F4%3 PRINIE 71& $54e14 A8
& A,;A & vehitiz ¥ 4 glow FgHe
& el ARADFHE ol FVALEA
S & 5 ATh olsh e VAL o}
49 sEAelFe bl 204ER 1%2—0
PRIN!

r[r
o:

%NE:Z

o°" o{)l

_\.a

2), 71E8 AW &L ol4ale 3 %ﬁa

52 AZSA. o BHHel 5k
WFATHER V), ANSATHEA IV), 7‘]
AAMHEA M), AAFAHER I, A
(Z3 D 59 571 922 B + Ao

w3 ojsh 2 FHEEAY W FHRA 9
S pAE Fl2e) TR 9T FReE o
o Adgton $REw gle o, ol Aelelu
Q9] 53} - NEHE ZAANAE ALV
F8} SolA) abate] BRole AYaue s
A% F21 A2e S I B9 A%
o) Azwd ohiet P MAMNE B o] B3
slelol ok AL TRy @ 4 ok

=3) gl FA7 A2 deic 34 £,
AAZE o] 2AUFAGRE AsH
v} SRS Hmee A AdAYY 9 7
AEASR A& HePde el H7l P&
QAHo)A Rajmz, PrlHenE 1w 27
REARDS AP 5 Aoz HoizE @
AReze amsin), BolA S3 2L AGAH
9 A FARNe 2 vt ge) ol W
o2 AASE Aol MR Rew nan,

X o ofe g
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