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Abstract : This paper presented a approach to the measurement of efficiency in container terminals in Korea To perform this objective,
it used Data envelopment analysis(DEA) which has particular applicability in the service sector. DEA as mathematical programming
techniques enables relative efficiency ratings to be derived within a set of analysed units. So this paper investigated the efficiency

employing DEA-CCR and DEA-BCC Model on data for 15 container terminals from 1998 through 2005. Results of this paper, suggested
to some plan for operation strategy in Container terminals.
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Table 7 The Result of DEA-BCC(1998~2005)

1998 199 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005

DMUL  |1.00 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
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DMUI3 |- - - - - - - - 018 |CRS{0.25 |CRS[021 |CRS|0.39 |CRS
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