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Abstract : Recently, mutual economy cooperation in Northeast Asia has leaded steady growth among main countries of it and rather
promoted a single economy circle. In this region, Busan container port competes with main container ports in China, Taiwan and Japan
in it for attracting transshipment container traffic of north-Shanghai in China and far-east Russia, Therefore, this paper aims to suggest
competitive strategies for Busan container port to attract container traffic in Northeast Asia To do so, it evaluates the preference of
important ports in the competitive situation and competitiveness edgy of important ports in Northeast Asia, and finally proposes the
relative order of important factors.

Based on the evaluation of it, first, the Busan ports have to strengthen port facilities to attract more traffic and in detail, reinforce the
number of berth, yard areas and handling equipment Second, they also have to provide high quality of services to deliver cargos in time,
not being damaged and swiftly response to shipowner and shipper’s claim. Third, they need to review the strategy to adopt flexible tartfj
policy and to invest the prdfit from tariff in port service and facilities, as providing higher port tariff level by a regular rate.
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Table 1 The main factors of port selection(a case of foreign

countries)
. Willingale Slack Murphy
e (1982) (1985) (1992)
e A Azt
o 4 SRR o3 s @ gRe
57}
&4 aeh, AAL £

)d}\ § Z’ EE.Q-]E'i ’ : ' '

[H)?)l— ]' ]’T b & §]-»7>

- g A )

Ay A% 92

ClEA 2HA | AN e

- P24 -y EFEE 29 LA W i s

Al cgmage | o orE RS
SR B E I P R Pt A
A |- Hud e 2}AA &% A;ﬂii;
24 |- g gl gwga g D T T
23 |- 71zgady Frhil g e

2 “‘t = /gE

unag e by E

- ahitol 87} 3ol | - uotE e

R et il - Tt E

el Hir &

- TR

- 364 -



;gEH%.'ﬁ

Table 2 The main factors of port selection(a case of the

interior)
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Table 3 Respondent result of questionnaire
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Table 6 Algorithm selection in the second dimension and
the probation of reliability and validity
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Fig. 1 The preference of eight ports in Northeast Asia

- 366 -



13

ERREE)

S EEDET

=)

1

z
AN

A
L

J

- A e83)
- ez

A1
A

_T_r_

Table 9 Results of cluster analysis about competitive ports
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Table 8 Location of ports
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4 ) 1 ) a4
- 29l a9 2e
- 5 ! 2 SANICEELE)
M8 | (AR [z
= 291
(1) 5
N - 92514 A1957 1.44600 48608
azsjet 9 1 _sm 05214 181577 | -446%
= =2 7 1 -129m0 38137 30131 - 31253
Ao A 7t 5 | -114m7 | -81963 2000 1 -24085
1 4 | -108102 - 27281 -12045 | -00941
" 2 of
. 9 1.44629 -70325 102482 | 181401
T o= 3 7804 125652 | 126638 | -724%
CO 6 106630 116425 118527 | - 50561
It & (9)
3 ¥ | g 00919 145148 -8 | 5®14
PEL R 6 - - : :
= = 6
A 4 5 5
2 | 3o 4
o A 9
T Ru4 3
| 7
7t 2 %(9)
N 0738 43977 15626 4216
st 5 1 ‘6nm 06420 3943 | -.208%
= 7 4 - 60519 35459 -.16028 -3173%
Ao a5 8 | -9 204353 -A38 | -47048
43 1y 3 o 4 | -1om01 - 33893 - 21446 9100
o 7 7191 - 47776 -13209 | 201092
oot 3 176330 - 8619 -66T7 | -1.44617
4 8 6 1.00550 1.47466 -.16%6 56435
7t 2 #(9)

Table 15 Coordinate of ideal-point and among competitive

ports
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Fig. 2 Interpretation of tariff and facility factors
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factors
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Table 16 preference regression analysis
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Table 17 Competitive edgy of main container ports in
Northeast Asia
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