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Abstract : In this paper, we investigate the selection of transport route for import-export container cargo based on the sacrifice model
and environmental cost of transport route. At first, the sacrifice model, environmental cost of transport, the volumes and the transport
share o import-export container cargo are investigated briefly. And next, the transport time and cost, the environmental cost which is
caused by cargo transport are investigated for the transport of import-export container cargo from Busan Port to Seoul. And also we
calculatz the sacrifice of each route by using the sacrifice model including the environmental cost. Finally we decide the transport route
of import-export container cargo by using the sacrifice of each transport route. From the research resuits, we confirm that the road
transpo:-t share decreases and the coastal transport share increases when the environmental coast of transport is considered,

Key words : environmental cost, sacrifice model, transport route selection, import-export container cargo, design o
environmental-friendly ship
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trafxspi; rtr 446,000| 496,000 transport 249,000| 298000  Table 8 Environmental cost of each transport route
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