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Abstract @ Asian container market, expecially in the NEA(Northeast Asia) region, has been growing continuously according to
international specialization of manufacturers. The circumstances surrounding port industry has also been changing rapidly. Global liner
and GTO(Global Terminal Operators) have strengthen there market share with M&A and increased entry to Asia market. The
competition in NEA have deepen with change of circumstance and the growth of Chinese ports while Busan port decreasing its growth
rate and market share. Therefore, this study analysed the change of the port concentration in NEA and the positioning of Busan port
by year. In the resuit, the competitive position of Busan port weakening continuously and loss much volume to competition port, and it
suggests that a globalization strategy is essential for making sure of competitiveness based on the result of this paper.
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Table 1 Container volume of ports in NEA region

(unit : TEU)

g8y 20033 20043 200543 200643
A}a}o] 11,283,000 | 14,557,200 | 18,084,000 | 21,710,000
A= 4,239,000 | 5,139,700 | 6,307,000 | 7,700,000
A%l 3,015,000 | 3,814,000 | 4,801,000 | 5,950,000
i 1,670,000 | 2,220,000 | 2,690,000 | 3,212,000
WH-A-9AF | 2,772,000 | 4,005,500 | 5,208,000 | 7,060,000
H-Ak 10,407,809 | 11,491,968 | 11,840,445 | 12,038,859
Gk 1,235,000 | 1,314,571 | 1,438,657 | 1,751,608
=) 3,313,647 | 3,358,096 | 3,593,071 | 3,665,000
K 531} 2,504,628 | 2,606,516 | 2,873,288 | 3,200,000
L} arof 2,073,995 | 2,155,420 | 2,491,194 | 2,751,677
S A} 1,863,608 | 1,725,568 | 2,094,277 | 2,231,630
W] 2,045,714 | 2,176,830 | 2,262,066 | 2,197,220
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Table 3 Gini coefficient by year
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Fig. 1 Comparison of port concentration by method
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Table 4 Shift

effect of ports in NEA region

B

]

Table 6 Absolute growth of ports of NEA region

(unit : TEU) (unit : TEU)
T8 1986-1990 | 1990-1994 | 1994-1998 | 1998-2002 | 2002-2006 B 1986-1990 | 1990-1994 | 1994-1998 | 1998-2002 | 2002-2006 | CAGR
“&3to| 88,752 | 498,127 | 1,446,526 | 2,931,904 | 5,378,584 AFsto] 206,123 | 674043 | 1,935,834 | 5,544,000 | 13,100,000 | 23.1%
A 62,223 | 242,353 | 597,830 | 1,161,726 | 1,231,925 A 85608 | 294,581 | 784,000 |2,196,000 | 4,290,000 | 21.6%
A 40,755 | 203,697 | 158228 | 524,700 | 1,378.721 27 119,108 | 314,000 | 418000 | 1,392,000 | 3,540,000 | 18.5%
k] 79,827 | 123,117 | 38051 | 471,732 | 648290 e 96259 | 173741 | 170,102 | 876,498 | 1,860,400 | 16.0%
HH-A A - - 353,000 | 1,206,260 | 3,531,959 gy 0 0 353,000 | 1,507,000 5,200,000 | 25.1%
A4 220,334 | 41,590 | 1,342,057 | -1,557,638 | -5,892,232 B} 900250 | 864,162 |2,732.977 3,507,742 | 2,585,503 | 54%
B - - 68,000 | 1,000,067 | -384,185 ok 0 0 63000 |1,058,000| 625608 |203%
T3 34912 | -349,520 | -418,511 |-1,303,698 | -1,479,772 == 473,001 | 250261 | 363,142 | 543805 | 952,652 | 3.6%
a3sm} | 277863 | 33,659 |-1,228879 | -1,508,701 | -1,285,005 Qs | 337393 | 669212 | 225683 | 273096 | 835484 | 4.6%
1o} 200,581 | -19.612 | 296,463 | -773,048 | 903,912 Upgiof 423328 | 36641 | 233654 | 469,168 | 824433 | 34%
R -170979 | 681,279 |-2,277,544 | -1,527,132 | -1,582,998 H) 713019 | 319914 [-1015,117] 92212 | 204271 | 6.1%
O A7} 208,718 | -8953 | 217,703 | -626,162 | -641,375 EYNER 1,000 | 175786 | 501,194 | 358682 | 716968 | 23.2%
E5F g3 a3 A AE 2002~20061d 7] 7bol] F-AR3) 5 3 =
. [ -
o] AW 71 B2 AIWTEUS EFFo| =718 Ao
2 BYHAY S dsteldte] TR2WTEU, A% A2 £Re] AN Fule] AR TR A= Aslo|Fe =
& 306%FTEU, dR-A--418ko] 167TWFTEUY) 5718 Ao g Aoz 3 F=avte] Aol XA vtE-Te] HAAAY
=]
THHA. & ue A7) Ao BAHAT oldd Rds a4
o] 7}+&38) G E RAMR e AA EAM YL 2000~2006
Table 5 Share effect of ports in NEA region 717+ =9F “Cash Cow” 2] ¢ Al A 9] s Aoz
(unit * TEU)  wxg9ich e 23duke] Ao met AZHEe7 2
TR 1986-1990 | 1990-1994 | 1994-1998 | 19982002 | 20022006 | F % =71g0] A&EH o2 A4S glo] FAbgto] X 49
Ay&to] 117371 | 175916 | 489308 | 2,612,096 | 7,721,416 ol AR & L W g Ao BALQTE Hol
Ax 23,385 228 | 186,170 | 1,034274 | 3,058,075 gt B Batgle] xdvlEt =& E5% AAA
X 78,353 110303 | 259,772 | 867291 | 2,161,279 2 7|28 Aowy RAMEoU Fupgre Az o
ks 16432 | 5064 | 132051 | 404766 | 1212110 |  2000~2006'd 7)Z+5<t Ao 539WTEUS E5HS
A 0 0 | 0 | 3070 | L6 wjgt) Aoz AL ek FIYTol Ade BEY
LAy 679,916 905,752 | 1,390,920 | 5,065,400 | 8,477,735 AAES &x3t] AAAHFES Zodyly Ha glo| =gk
i Ne) g -
ok 0 | O 0| B |00 gz gqu Seel Ag AeA gEnd FAge 4
=
EiL 508003 | 599781 | 781,653 | 1,847,503 | 2432424 MAAEA o] L e Dog’e] A2 WD TF5Ae] Be A
2 sk} 615256 | 635553 | 1,003,196 | 1,781,797 | 2,120,489 o2 gorstl
w0 220,74 T
Lok 747 | 346253 | 530,117 | 1242216 | 1,728,345 o8l pe mHol XA Fuke] AATmo|N BAte] @
8] 883,998 | 1,001,193 | 1262427 | 1,619344 | 1787269 1ol chmmel AeoE SAGAY 1 olAS Hed]
A 3 ) AR = <] Z- )
QA7) 219718 | 184739 | 283491 | 984844 | 1358343 e rererrlE °= =T
A= A1, v S Fo AA FALRNE Aslste A
37 o+ 2233 Hojrte NS S Y AR L
3 xz Bx =] =- 3F = 5
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