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This research estimates the contribution to the Busan regional economy made by Busan Port’s container cargo handling from

Abstract :

the microscopic point of view. The cost is calculated and shown in the currency unit of Korea, won, per TEU. A questionngire was
conducted to 12 different types of maritime business to obtain total sales and performances of the companies. The total sales of maritime

business related to container goods per the whole TEU was computed at 238,230won/TEU. This can be adopted as a new index to analyse

the Busan regional economy.

 Port & logistics Industry, Regional Economy, Container Cargo, Basic Unit(Won/TEU)
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Fig. 1 The classification of related maritime businesses as
the container flow
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Table 1 The collection result of questionnaire and investigation
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Table 2 The average total sales and performances of the

main maritime businesses
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Table 3 The container throughput and number of incoming
vessels regarding the fleet size at H container

terminal in Busan port
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Table 4 Estimated result of terminal operating company in
the basic unit{Won/TEU)
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Table 7 Estimated result of ship management in the basic
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Table 9 Estimated result of ship repair company in the basic
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Table 11 Estimated result of shipping agent company in the
basic unit{Won/TEU)
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Table 13 Estimated result of total cost regarding vessel size
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