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Development of the Empty Container Simulation Game
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Containers are commonly used as an effective and relatively inexpensive method for transporting goods.
Unfortunately, there are often imbalances between the number of import and export containers, and some
ports have a surplus of empty containers while others have a deficit. The Empty Container Simulation
Game was developed to address these problems. The game is a computer role playing simulation that
simulates the distribution of empty containers in order to solve empty container imbalances among ports.
An optimal solution is obtained by the computer using linear programming (LP). Upon completion of the
game, a player’s game results are displayed along with the LP solution. The game interface was designed
to provide easy access and operation. This game will serve to provide an easy understanding and planning

for empty container management.

Keyword: empty container, repositioning, simulation, game

LA E

HAAA = AEo|HE o] &3 =29 s+
A AFAE 7158k Aot AAR A
& Ad 1990 8 20 3 28] S48
o, o] uid 9.8%9] B A4ES 7HAE 213+ ZTHUNCTAD
Secretariat, 2008). Drewry Shipping Consultants®]] TFZH 20091
AT el ol &5 Ad tiHl 8.6% 57H3 59 8,693
ok TEUY| o] & Aoz Auglon, 2011d7HA] 69 8,096
TEUS| 2 A 02 o] 43t} stA| T A e o] 5% 57}
o A, A dEold 57 F7tol t Aole U5 A
SHE AL QlTh. <Table 1> A AT A o]Y &5 F0] ¥
AR U AR, Ao B2 200 FFFA k] BF

2o A thu] 10.7% Z7135E 29 2,130% TEUE 7| &8} A
A E5FY 37.7%E AAT AR ot dH), 57|
A BFeFe Ad oib] 2.2% $713 49675 TEUS| 23 2
O = A A 3t Aoy E5FY Ao|rt A&HL
Do HolFa 9o

A9 7+ Aol &5 FY 2tol& A9 7t F(empty) ZH o]
He| Fu B4 @ 2dste, 2 o9 22 B4
o] A& H 2 AstE A o] & 343ty H3 T AH ool
e A EFol 43 S8k Itk <Table 2>+

o
TF SHE HoE

A A (repositioning)= P A F 2] HEJHE FHAHL
Zolgste oz dFAoR T A Y £F 27 Y

2 A7 20009 wEH| R 2RY Addol FHE ATYAGAHA TS

33 AR A A3 U4 £
tAgA A} BYA W, 609-735 BAFIA
E-mail : ikmoon@pusan.ac.kr

AADAA D & FIT7) & D FAR] )., (A5 3] ti e ade] &

AT AAE AB0MA BT A F83, Fax : 051-512-7603,

E1902009d 119 16%), AAdazt : 2010 019 14Y), AAZA L0103 01€ 299).



90 ke B R
Table 1. A ZE| o] Fit=5F Fo] L A%
(9] : HTEV)
20043 20053 200613 20073 2008 (E) 2009%3(E) |2009d F7}&
o 40,812 44,500 46,885 47,789 48,607 49,672 2.2%
A9 70,846 75,528 81,378 91,131 97,198 102,580 5.5%
5o} of 122,314 137,275 156,714 180,020 199,878 221,305 10.7%
FdolA o} 51,818 54,812 59,744 67,472 73,046 78,825 7.9%
Fx 20,057 22,383 24,487 28,252 31,747 35,540 11.9%
2hel o} 2] 7} 25,136 27,886 31,435 35,020 37,747 40,522 7.3%
S Aok o} 7,293 7,492 7,931 8,538 9,013 9,476 5.1%
dolA o} 8,600 7,997 11,532 13,612 15,407 17,430 13.1%
oz g7} 12,178 13,912 15,721 17,634 19,488 21,538 10.5%
ERIn: 3,108 4,309 5,404 7,157 8,452 10,068 19.1%
A Az A 362,161 397,895 441,231 496,625 540,611 586,926 8.6%
%3] : Drewry, Annual Container Arket Review and Forecast-2008/2009, September 2008.
Table 2. 2008'd 3|32 =5 F F0](1~10¥)
(T4 : TEV)
2007'd 2008 F7HE
2 Aoy F Ao 2A 2 Aoy F A oY 2A ] C 2A
TR | 1,872,171 255,261 2,127,432 1,979,518 308,864 2,288,382 5.7% 21.0% 7.6%
SFIEE | 3,376,294 851,622 4227916 | 3,438,447 920,166 4,358,613 1.8% 8.0% 3.1%
ShdgE | 1,419,171 593,329 2,012,500 1,521,678 636,286 2,157,964 7.2% 7.2% 7.2%
s e 215,532 135,761 351,293 242,411 172,136 414,547 12.5% 26.8% 18.0%
£ : 3 LI UHEFAH HAE(SP-IDO).
A A7) A% 7P A o, ofFel A8 HZFS sy l& AN 2ZHEAES QIHFHO| 25 &
e g Eegol vl A A7]3kolw A o]y o] et o]F  &dte sl 23 o, T FA A o L Brown
o] T Ad oy A R} $AEER A Aol o]F  4h1987)0] A Aol 71 2T} Kim e 0. (1997) 4§ bulk
of thet w2 o} Aduk o) 7183 F7koll thk Alo] A W2 trade AuEe] YA o) T ZZEEFY Y] JAAYA 2H]
= o %ol itk & deolv Y A et #HF 712 A & ALSATE T 9 Gavish(1981)7F Bl o]Y £AE A&7
TE oMA7HA B AT Hokof vlE| AH o R njokgt & AFEA O B JAAA A2"E AL T, T ZH
olty. 53], #H A 2H T AF= S Exth A I WY AR ol Tk JAHEA ol SAM AL AT E oY E
AL % ARE A o) SIAAY Az el AN G 72T SElE0) o8 S04 0] 4 Bk
o) 3k 771 ) A ThFagerholt, 1999; Fagerholt, 2004; Chnstlansen AAS 23 T Shintani e 2L(2007)S & ZAE o] Al X

al, 2007) 52 Atke] AZ4A 9 3B Ao B
#e A 2R 07 F AH o1 A= 1eskA 0}»}14. Shen
and Khoong(1995) & ZH o] 9] &uf A+ S 913 oA
ARN2"E A A, g ATl e 3 AH oY
Y E I H A3 EAE Terminal planning} Intra-regional plan-
ning 12] 1 Inter-regional planning®] A ©AZ EFsle] H
ST AT I AZYEAES] §f - 29 QEFo|~E
A& A 2819 T8 o] 1A T Bausch e af(1998) S A 4739
WAL AF g 2AEY BAE FE JAEH A~
g tht ATE 53 TS Manualdt Planning®l] Hl 3 H]-&

€ 23 Ade ol Adute Y ES I AA A4S 03?3}051%

o, 48 uke et e &A1Y 2 TAE two-stage T

AZ QA R, FAAL L E 7Y FE2E e ) Est
o] 82 =238} T}, Crainic er 2(1993)& & A H] 0] 14 9] A ul 2]
ot A A7) Ul AH o FFEAE GFANL, Lier ol
0042 SEHQ F8E 12 T Futo Al F ZH o
9] #EE Pair-critical Policy (U, D& A3l & 23} 319

t}. &9 A= Pair-critical Policy (U, D)9] & A glo] T3l 7 &
=, Pair-critical policy (U, D)& & ZH 0| A7 UFE B
g AoH 3 A HE UFE7HA R3ta, F EH o149



= ZE o]y Al EH o] A AY 91

N
)
PR

ZAH ol A1E D
iet d(2007)E G ATE

o> fu rlr tlo
_1@ o l“)l'
o 12
21"
2
uf

Ho
oo o}
o
> R
T
z

AN

oy 2
)
By
o
T
=2,
= r

o e 4y AR
N

re o
rlr Ao

M 4 2
%

Ae ol AufA| 24 8-=
AE o A& # oA A
(ECSG : Empty Container Simulation Game)2] 7] o] gk 7 ]
a5k & AEeluel tek A7k H43 dagFol
e gl 712 droks 98l 2 47 e 3
of AujA ok Fed e ol o) ZEH H S B
T e Azg de g2 ATE, 712
AR N adTe G2 A28 T ARG AR T
ol 7he sk ol Ao P = et A HA A=

Ho
>
&
o
r
o
S

ol =
R

s

B

o, of
T )
oot I

(e}

W
2 fo o
oo >

s
e

E

oot St
> oL

[
O:

>
© R

2
ox
lo

olX

oH
o
)
o
T
ot 3_2:
>
Al
e
£
)
e T
_Orlg
=

o e

to

RN

O‘?“F-E

ot o

M

>

ot

>

oot

fri

)

4 o
N

o Rl

ne 32 1o
e rr
oft U M

o, off
(v o= X o iy B © 12 AL ot O o ot

o
A
=l
o,
N

Ml X ofy o et
iChat
(o3 Ol'ﬁ
Y
oX,

ot 12
o

o
=
AN
= 2
>
o
off

5
o
Rraye}
i
o
ofo
<t oo
¥
i
ifial

o
O
R
9‘L

I o

-
o X

182
o
il
M
Hu
)
IR
o
=2
R
(o3 ]I.E 1")‘1 .

i=)

a

e

lo i

of X
dr o

S

[ifis4

=

b X

ol

i

iCat

oft

L
© o
N
N’

o

r

2
N
12
|o
fru
s
=i}
i,
fu)
|t
o
N
N
12
|o
fru

2 o
=
z
4y
8

3
o
)
lo
B
=1
i

[ < ©
11T
o

L > [ o2 o X p> & oo
(o]
fo ¥ o

A ey
WAy =

(IR
£ 2

o o
—_

_&ka
”ﬁw :
N_l_,O}i]
fo o

-y
Y
2
pE § 2 ofy A

kI ol flo

rlo
o X
e
wE P
O g ob
OIN é l‘{l‘ _qo‘,
=
ofo
Rl o
>

Ho 2

N
o
—{rl
e
i<y
ko
ok
of
=
ofo
it
N
=
AY

g

Eal = g v &3} vl E & A
1Ast7] sl Al A= & AH oY Aujx & &4
;l a3 Aol gk oArA
Yol A= deold #el gAY 4ES 7L
EANEE A FAY o AH R o &t ¢l
AjA FA7F 3 AEol e o] Azt Adube] &g g
I A Aeoly AAF] thg 1 E A &dkeE THE
F 9] manualdt W Oih g gAAA o i HA 3L E
HAskE Z10] o) o HH}. <Figure 1> =1 & g A 3] A}
A F e AAE 8l AHEdte 2ZHEAEY
3o & BT

2EZHEANENAE 7L B F Aol & - 3t &
43, AAE & FF - Y47 183 Booking H 71 E|©]
U 58 55 & AMS A Xil/\l StA g S 7<l Hl
o|E| 9 NZH HEo| Bxsitt. & A& YJAAA S H

F

ofr
ol
=l

O
N
c 2
E=)
=
N
-
oy
i)
_).4‘
-

O]

n&_z
.ﬂ

Figure 1. 2X Y SA EE ALR3H &

deold +2 o=

WA A% A8 5L U AT 15 13 AU
A R w3 3 AU AMAS HAR FA L A
P B BAZ AT obd me] 4RIA HE 5 9
£ ol glomz AAAY Thel Brh5s, AYelnt
w5158 BAA T AT S5l gl BAS U9l

22N 28 AT R F

71E9 A A qAAA o H A5t g aE4 S At

7] 918 & A 3 AH oY #e s A AE AR AY &
glojof7} Hof mof AFs) & 4 e AlE ol 49 A
A AN 2ERS e, SA Y AY d H A5 g
eto g AFE F e YAABA Y A 2BDSS)E T3 3t
= 208 NAEY sk % 7] 24 DSSol A 23]
9_]’12-_] /}_}_‘3_ /\]»_9_]]‘9,].‘/] APiXP_g_O] 01 Z% EZ‘] H]—/\].Q.
Ashe AHEAEY A wbd R Qe e FAgS 736
gk vzl £ AT E AY AdEFA |2~ E A, F
# 9] DSS7} 7k 0| A& s A st A ok Al e o]
29 A& AgAY AR ZuE I ®k ojyg A
253 A8 A7 oF e 5 AE-S 7l gt 19601
o FEAQde AL Bl Al 2Fls Awsty] ffe MITals
ol o3 7§ Beer Game©] W58 SWE A5 o] AAY7}

A4 o] &H I e A GA A A H o] 29 AHEA R
34 o 71918t Aol gt & 4= 9) Th(Simchi-Levi, 2007).

T3 Ak AAE AY AR A 2E B8] 98, BCSGOl
A AlY dE o] 29 A& 9o, 23} 2 L 7]He
AFH AYS F7hete] AFE H 43 e AHEAAA AE
oz AHEAY S5 ads 7t ok A2 s
o2 FHANE Microsofe® C#E A3} 1, DBMSE
Microsoft® SQL Server 20005 AH-&-3}F % T}

3

>
o
o

A28 o] g 242 Aol &AM & ATlA 2A



92

L EEERTI
e F1A4 Foh ESGAA =
2 M (Linear Program) 7]8Fe] 41
AY} 53 =494 AF

2 5en

=

=

L HU ol o off fo H ol lo
>

ot

i
4

g

S~
N =
o fn T i
o o
o o

N
o & rr

27
gl tj3t 2702 53 A% Logicol B3t o]
z Aeol 9 Bele 47
502 AAeH, AHerte)
B9l AY A}E 2HE 3T
go) 14 & e 2

F(week) 9 = I YA}

o] 48 AbA o] Booking &3l W g 0] 7]
© W& E o] of drhBooking® ¥ 71| 0]
A 7" ol e E Mo dA=ER
ojf o] =gFo] .

Y& vt & Arg-o] 7h53ht.

Ao Aok g RE A7) 3 d~10d0]2
8~127Y S 7ekste] Ao Agolyof

T

rt
4

ikt I=0

=2

4

e
S o
v
lo

12t

o

|

rE
rlot
rlo
K
v
_‘L
)

B ol A AL-&-5] = Notation Th5- 7 2T},

* Parameter :

i g ek Index G = 1,2, 17 =1,2,, J)

1 717bel] 3 Index ¢ = 1,2, -+, T) (91 7]3F: )

di 713kl i el A j g o AR uES o] &3
Z Aol o] Auj x| v &

By kol i kol A j ko 2 EA A ERS: o] 43 2
A o)) Au) x| H&

g 7Rkl 3 ﬂﬂldﬂ%WM%

b 7)ol Rkl A F e o] o A

dy 713 i g A grto g EX]"/F!‘J‘% o 5}]
Booking® 3 7 H| 0| 9] 8

IN; ¢ ige] 27) A3 FE

LC; :t717¢el i gl A Q) 7153 F Ao

FCy : +7)13bo] i ool A} j ko 2 933l = ZWHH‘«I
&%

TTy : i ol Al SO 2 98 A Q ARKEY 717 : F)

-ﬂ/\}gﬁ

g 1713 lz’ ko) 4 Z Aoy o Yo 5

Ry ’7]7}01” o A j &eEo 2 AAFA EES o]%z:;l.%r_
Aeol o) AR

Py 1717l i gubel A j ghuko 2 BpARA LS o] g3k &
Aeoj o) AR 7

I 712D kel A 3 Ad ol 9] Aa 43

2434 9 Aotz

b

rlo

r-{u:
r-lu

27

Min = EZ [ ey

Subject to

P = 0

J-gt=

LTT

dL TT)

)+ @ Vi= 1L t=2-T(2)

E (Rf,- + Pfu‘ +d)+Q Vit gl

KN AN

(R’er’)

©)

FC}; Vi=1-1 @

Vi= 1+ )

Vi=1..L t=2+-T (6

o]
$4E A A g
A, Jul 4
oltt. Az 4 % 4 3)2 7IZHE A

o th3} balance equation®. 2 <Figure 2>¢} Z+o] T3} &
Atk 713 Tl F dElold AL 1=, 4
gl Mo & Aelold AuaF 1ol A, j&TAA Al
Aol 1] i37E fUHE T Aol &L e
P a1zl i@ el A Qi@ gAY @f a8la
$725H 4 deolue FHz 499
NEE AR 1] iFFM F AHOUE WIHe
d; "ol B eI §Y L AT, W2 )76l i3
oA j@TE HY AR S F e ol £ a4 o 7]l i
%?ﬂﬁj&?iﬂﬂﬂHﬂLHHf%ﬁﬂﬂd}%%Fﬁ

-?r % 1349] devanning
z
S
al

=

)

g ¥ A™olue FEZ /Mt Az 4 (e AAdE
< o] &3 F Aeolue A A7t 4 7 Eﬂ o] FEFES
1 ALY S F S 2 —I—JJrO]'L &4% WA 5, Al 2
2 5)y= & Ad ol Ao ot &3F A ¢S YERAT

4. A28 74

41 A9 €A

ECSG AA43E st B9 98 Adolth. AHeAt=
7o g Auks| Ak AE o]y B A7t Hol F ZH oY
AufA ek Aol gt JAAA S W=, Axdd ojg
ol E A3l WA AL 7129 AN At e
ok Al AR A AFEAE Al EElo] o] 7 Hof A4l

oS Ygsta ﬂlo‘ Yol =5 A AY dol=e Al
o 717t} e dhe ke 4o wel AR HY o & S0 2
BAtE 85 B¢ 370 Y] ks 1w st 125 &<k 470

Kl
}:1
O{N
Al
rlo

)



& e ol A gdlol A A 93

positioning
using own fleet

positioning
using 3" party fleet

leasing

Port i
Inventory
demand
inventory

devanning

. Inventory

Figure 2. Balance Equation

L1657 Fo 5719 kS v AYS A
3 l

EﬂolLH ﬁZH E % H]% 11’4
of AuEth AYL FEAR 7“6354“4 UH ot
uol & Aaet FHE 2|3 e 717k & Aol

7k dHlolE HH, Fgolof= s 713k & A ou

S HEA FEAAK AT o T A= AYol T5E HH
7HA WHEEE, AY T8 F S olole AN AY A
gl 24 Z}E:E: AL 5 ek ofm) Eoloj o] AY
@49} A A H 711%‘ aﬂg} gojo] cHAHE I
Al ol 3k AR 7159

_g

42 219 A2 QL HF o) &

GUIE ECSGE] i) glof 7Hd B2 =9o] 7«3
® 59 sholth. 743 GUIE F# o]0l & st F
Ao 27 222 Aol tid ol =5 F7HA I o
°ﬂ B dAFoA e GuiY Al lo] o] Al 7kA19] &
Z3h=d 84S FAT}. <Figure 3>~ <Figure 6> 1
°] §]—‘:q«] GUIE R A&} A A & <Figure 3> ~ <Figure 6>
27 g o] FAHAAT A dHe Al Eeleto
Ardtt mel e 3 deojy AR FYdARE 24

b
ri R\
X o Md Ho -z

re

olof JAAA U, ofUmo|d & FIAY A% =9 5 o
B2 F2 750 JFH Folth ol o2 7]5& & 3
Hol &0 % Esﬁ}" Y o] FA A 78t
5 37] s AY e FsteRE dnh Adiel A
A% S#olofef YAAA ] YHH I JALEA o & A3
ofmlo]de] 2T, st Ae SH o7t AU 2
P& 8l F=2T 5 e AY BEY AYFL AYZEHIL
295 Foltt. Yo S A BE Y& st
A8t ER, ZH ol JAAR Foll AAEA 2o AY
AR} AL E F2E F vk AY ZEG E oo}
AY Ade el vEA Fausjof st F AEo]H9 £Q
of dut &g AR v EAR J23 LEHRE T
s, theko] ARE AA 05 HoF7] 9] Tab QIE H
o|l2E AgstHth. Elolole A7t §E ol F3dH T
AEE AT 49l

7t 8 9] SRS B <Figure 3> Z AH oY &
ok A aLe] th @%Oi 7}?&3 gk A2
FFES YERY L
T8 A 311‘3]3]14—74151]‘)]@ % =4
W 53 ]é AFE FF 1~473 3 Aol Y
of #3 AoE Fgololy AVH JAARE =9
<Figure 4>= AlY 7o dA71A 2 v & A H 3
7] Y3 A3 Fo g 7|7t wE P v F
FE 42 2z} A A, A, doi e =

TAE BYFE dIgZE F kA 29& At
<Figure 5> Al = 7]{% % EﬂC’]HEl —’F&% Hl ol & ¥
2 £4938} 1, <Figure 6>

25} 2% vl g 9 Az aw wm Y E% 2497,

lo 4
r_?ﬁ olrt

= ¢
e T

o £ 2 -

l-' U
T
o
g

Ao Feis Fdoloe Aol ¥HE Xow
<Figure 3> FZ3H MAAE ol o7}t v 44
g kS0l A HY, 2479 gt ofo] 25 2 YT o Ug



Auto Fill out

History

2100
1800 4

1500

® Empty Container Game =

Reposiloning

taSisgan

1 CangBieach

Auto Fill out

Leasing : 12364 4
Halding - M § ta|Singapore |

wba | History

wfBusan | . Result
1o LongBaach| ta|LongBeach
Leszing : 12109 —l
toFaterdam | B g ta[ofterdam |
10 Singapare | W Dubal | Sll‘lp

Submit

=TT an
@ Longhicach
07154 - Rotterdam




& e ol A gdlol A A

¥ Empty Container Game

| Current ventory | Totsl Cost | Demand | Cost information | invendony | All Cost| tshPaged|
Period Orlgin Destinatlon  Demand -
b_- Busan LongBHeach 164 1
I Dusan Fotterdam o@
] Busan Singapore 174
1 Busan Dubai 139
1 LongBeach Busan a9
] LongBeach Rotterdam 284
1 LongBeach Singapore 227
1 LongBeach  Dubai 169
1 HRotterdam Busan a94
1 Rotterdam LongBeach 336
1 Rotterdam  Singapore 326 Q

Figure 5. 71 7|9 3h¥ GUL: o v o] 4 A3}et & AElold =8 &4

M Empty Contain

Leasi HE i
pasing - 11 . =
h’sshgupum |

Halding : 67 4
1o Dubsi |

Leasing : 1210 &
Holding - 87 %

Busan

Destison_ Loren e 1

3 LongBeach GBS i I
Busan Fottardam an 4
LongBeach Busan 585 |

LongBeach Rotsrdam 654 3 al

Figure 6. ¥ 91 A% 3} GUL: 7<) eju)g] 8



96

Result
Fesult Graph

Player's result
Total Cost : 3203208
Positioning Cost @ 2877500
Leasing Cost : 5661227
Irventory Cost @ 664481

Optimal sluotion
Total Cost : 8311944
Positioning Cost : 2803384
Leasing Cost : 5118188
Inventory Cost : 390372

I—

Total Cost

& Bussn

-~ Longlieach
M Rokberdam
- Sngapons

Rank
i "Fank

3
N

|s
le
1
[
ls

SK Les

Christaph
Grace
Grace
Grace
J.B. Goh
KL Park

Figure 7. A9} A%} $}9 GUIL(1)

Rank
Rank

W o T E e

Result
(e [[5E)

Total Cost Comparison [ Click this bution to see cost fluchaations at each period | |
100000 : 11
L] i - deprithen
[

L 1 T T T
1 2 3 4 5 & r [l L]

Positioning Cost| Leasing Cost | Investony Cast| Total Cost
 grace ‘s meault Leasing Cost

:unm T

E & B
LOO000 - @ LongBeach
| - Rotterden
mT & Sngapore
00000
ol = -
1 2 3 4 s & 7 ] L ]
Optirnial Solution
00600
] * B
00000 | - LongBeach
] @ Rolterdam
son000 - Segapoee
00000
ol
1 2 a ] L1 5 H L} L1

v oo

SK Lee
Tom
Chrigtoph
Grace
Grace

Grace
J4.B. Goh
E.L Park

Figure 8. 71 A7} 31 GUI2)



& e ol A gdlol A A 97

U 483s 58l Z# ol YAl YEEt. 9
] o A= <Figure 4>} 2o} Qrfof A 2| TS 8
Ae YEFH |27} Jom, A= SLA S 71E2
gkl g ol A YAt whof Al x| ko] M
.% J_J,].O].U:] }(].E.?H o= E]‘}\}}\-]]:ﬂ-vl /K]._g_o 0]1—:‘3 }-
]Z‘— I AR HT}. <Figure 5> ofymo]d A&7 9 3 ¢
Zdolof o] AuiA Yol B2 F AH o o]F 7
ig} 717kl @& & Aol & - At %Y AFE vtk

Nt

2 et SAol= Mty dUnoldog 283t} 1
9] Argh3ol = of 2] 1] Eo] ¥l X 5 =, Auto Fil Our B £
871009l 3 Aeloluel A a8 vwstel 152 3

Adolv e s FE A5 Jddste 7lee AT
= HESR °H”7]‘:‘% Zdofold B qjeﬂ s E9F
ok History HE-2> @A 7421 ¢ Z#olo 9] 1Y 5= 71535t
AN AN ¢ Ye JHOR o] T V5 7}{“’/}.
<Figure 7>3} < Figure 8> A28 3}HOZ AU £8
T AA AL g Zeolol o A Aot AwH AL 2
JJrE Hlal S8t 29 e so] e 1Yz Je=
ANE e, 1 27F ek o 7 AU o] B4 9| &9
Boh oS A4AQ AR A A2 vl 45 7hs
SHA 7] wWEo|t}. <Figure 7> <Figure 8>& A HH 3}
A} o] Aetol= F vl go] 2HH =, SHolog A
ElY v & ARE AN Tab S L3 288t 3 HA
Tabo| A= F W& A A, o, 2] 2 A n) &2 AA 5
A2 E93ta, 7 WA Tab A 1 ARE AN IYZE F

¢

Ir

o R 0% w22 Ptk e Tabol A= B9 AT A
ol 22 9151 A9 v, AL, A €5 50
& 2 E R Tabo| A e, 122 L 7)o R A=
52§05 sfol ol Felolo] A THLE ofehol =
A%FH A% 29LE Pl 2B 02 Zo) A2Y <
eIt Eellols) A9 A3l A 291 02 2
0, 9t AFH A43 AN /202 FY
A s 4E AY Aok 7 2 A
27 ek,

43 A 2" AA

B ANAE K6 A 289 At FAR R 4
BT A WA A2HE TARE A28 A 4 T2
+ <Figure 9> 9} 2T},
ECSG] A 28 AR A UIeh Adsto] AA A 2~H
Aok A uig A A e 7];‘4‘3% AA&t7] ¢
3]-04 API (Application Programming Interface) &= &3t Y&
g A H | ~E AR, AYY I A E 71538171
H?l Bd A 2" A S AT AY 71 EFEY A
&2 98 gheSs AR 93 B4 DBE 7T A
ol etk olel & F7] Hete] A dE ol whE A
uislol 4o 2 Wstel FHsHE ol Limold AEUE
3 Frretglom npA g o 2 AFH AY 2HE A=) 9
& 245 dEd e FAED

Aj_ﬂ_l..

l i

rO(

Output Interface

Input & Output Data

Component

Data Control
Processor

Optimization
Component
Mathematical
Processor

Animation
Component

4=
c
)
i
)
(oN
=
0
)
+—
—
Q
=
c
)
&)
4
L
a0
5‘
@)
©
4
©
O

Graphic
Processor

Relational
DB

Data Source Access Compenent

Input Interface

Figure 9. & 7 El| o] Al & o] d AY <] A28 A=



tainer FAE
ol g e Ya ¢
S A8 et} Game Setup
ARl ety E1—H
Game Setup & 2= AlY A R3] Gamed} A H o] Al 2] H

7%]%‘«] 71

Set_of _Cost

Set_of_fost 11 &
Date_of _Setting ;2;

Port _Cost

PC_Beq

H u
IR - ELA
EmptyContainer
Algorithm e Game_5Setup
+addPositioning)
+igetDatar) +addLeasing) +5etLevell)

? +hextieek() ZF ZF
AlgorithmProcessor InventoryProcessor Game Trans_Cost Port_Cost
+LingoProcess() < +igetinventory() < +Eame_ID | |+5rc_Port +Port_ID

+iEetCost() +Hrlame +Dest_Part +Leasing_Cost
" ? Q +Level +Trans_Cost | | +3rdPositioning_Cost
Demand Initail_Inventory Leasing Positioning
+5rc_Port +Port_ID +Port_ID +5rc_Pork
+Dest_Port | | +Inventory +Petiod +Dest_Pork
" +Period +Leasing +Period
FileProcessor +Demand +Positicning
Port
+I1D
+hlame
+¥
+

Figure 10. 3 7| o] Al B o] A AY 9] L& tho]o] 13

Difficulty
- _ _ _ —_ —_ —_ - ___ _- - - __ - -__-______ - B Difficulty_ID
—————————————————— - ‘ Description
—————————— | LTI
********** F**::::J::::::L::::J::iH|H
e e e — E———d
| } } | | ————— l—_\:::i:::EiJ
| | || |
L4 L4
Trans-Cost i\lgUFlthm.RESUlt_PgI't ﬁlgorithm.‘Resmt_Trans Init_lnventory Player_tiame_(ption
TC_Seq 1RP_Zeq KRT_Zeq PE0_Seq

InitInv_feq

Diffienlty_ID (FE}

Difficulty_ID (FE}
Fort_ID {FE}

Difficulty_ID (FE)
JenandSet _ID
Port 1D (FE)

Difficulty_ID (FE)
TemandSet _IT
Sre_Port_1D (FE)

Sre_Port_ID (FR)
Dest_Port_ID (FE)

Difficulty_ID (FE)
Port_ID (FE)
Init_Inw

Game_ID (FE)
Difficulty_1D (FE)
DemandSet_ID

Holding_Cost Trans_Cost Perind Dest_Port_IT (FE Set_of _Cost_ID (FE)
Leaging_Cost Trans_Capacity Inventory Potich () Set_of Cost_ID (FE) '
Set_of_Cost_ID (F1) Set_nf_Cost_ID (F1) Leasing Fositioning ¥
'| -I- Set_of _Cost_ID (FE) set_of _Cost_ID (FE) ‘ ‘
[
-
| | — | -
Port | | |
| Tenand
— — — <Pt p———— — — — !
L ot E —————————————— 4 ‘ Temand_Seq
________ ) e 7777777777777777T77-]JemanclSet 1D
3 -
T T T T~ 5 - 1 Difficulty_ID (FE)
| Perind
‘ T\r ‘ Temand
‘ ‘ Sre_Port_1D (FE)
‘ 1 ‘ ‘ Dest_Port_ID (FE)
4 [r———————————— -
Trans “ L‘ %J) $ Flayer_Result
Selected_Port Plaver_Resulf_Port Flayer_Result_Trang Game PRSeq
Trans_Seq SP_seq PRP_Seq PRT_Seq Fane_10 v [T
grcEPgrtEI]IJD(g])() Game_ID (FE) Game_ID (FE) Game_1D (FE) #— — — — Plaver Nane @ g Flaver_Total_Cost
T Part_10 [FE) Part_10 (FE) Period Tine_of _play klgorithm_Total_Cost
rans-Tine Period Pasiting Senre
Inventory Sre_Port_ID (FR)
Leasing Dest_Port_ID (FE)

<Figure 10> ECSGY] Z 2 tho]o] 13 o]t} EmptyCon-
ol iz 2

Figure 11. & 78] o] Al &2 o)/d A9 <] wlo[Eu o] AA =

£4 B3 Trans Cost, T o A WA= Hl&

0

Aol A A AAE A3t InventoryProcessor FE] 2= AlY A8 of w2k
AU QAN AL WY AL A0 AD L I8 V2 52, A
cAY 2AE A% g2 JAEALS Hdl e T2 ARS 2/AL ARE VR
Sob 8 WA, AART o2 A8 Sl4dA A3 ANAS U ARE B

skef A

ARE AP 3. Algorithm 2= AY e A

o] Port_Cost



& e ol A gdlol A A 99

3} 715 Td8t7] Y3 F3 A Z A InventoryProcessor & 22
TR ARG 27 AL ARE 7HA L A uH S 43 s
2799 A o Aol & ool B ¥l & HFAT,

npz| H} 0 2 ECSGO| H o] E] ¥l o] A& <Figure 11>3} 70|
Atk Sdlolol ol & g AL A, dolx, 2 AY
oM Aee U RS AAs7] 95to] Game, Player Game_
Option, Difficulty, Selected PortE THES 0™, Al Fe}o g 9}
HdE 45 AR D 27 A0 FFE AAE}7] 3 Por,
Set_of Cost, Port_Cost, Trans Cost, Init InventoryS TH&% .01
AHE2RS] 4 E @Rl & HEloly AR FFE AR ] A
Player Result Trans, 90| %S A 73}7] ¢k Player Result
PonE TEYITh A1 E AR Az Qe o 4ad
Hae 72 ARz 3] Algorithm Resule Trans$}  Algo-
rithm_Result Porc7} QAT uRA 202 AlY A} A% 9 ALE-
A @7 A& S 9|3 Player ResultE THE${ T}

A28 FEo B3k kA et Y80 2 ECSGE 54 o)Ak %
Aol thsf 71 &st At gt

« & Aoy AlEF ol A e A dEsol 28 A&

§o 2 ALg A AA FH S ek, AR Al 2
B i E FeAES bt

AYL B F AU B UGS mo] 4 I
% glon, Ao steEe] ¥HS Fa dd A
2l 2.0) A Beo] A3} AU ol b5,

7109 £ALDE 5 A1 158 Bl e
Aol BEA ko2 ANGOE AEAZ Bel 2 8

}o
SEHE AN 5 A

S ZER FFAT

AAAA SR Aol U E o 88 B A4 A 20
Az A%20l 4AAE S olsh P AHoIYE
B A4 A9 2ol £as 379 Aol et A9
8 3 BHolde £ $79 AE o] A4 3 AH ol
Vel AR o9 2L A F Aol £F 2
BAE 2T 5 Y A PPOE AN B0l
F71D YA, AYNA 3 AHolY Hels B A
Hol o3 £} E o MGARE TS vl gl B
o £t £ =EAAE 3 Aol el 2o AY F
05 F@3te] AA B M7} obd B2 BANA A A
Beold ¥ 4 9l W4 g N2D e AEHA Sk &
Q7oA 3 AH o AR A5 9% A ol A
A2H9 ECSGE] ZRERY e SR on Bd £

: £31-2009-0055678).

EGSGE & ZH ol| o] AHA S AlEE o1 Al Fejz 7
Y Hzo) A=oln, A APAYE S T H Aot
A Algsh= dloll 2r7) A A 27 1%741011*1 ECSG
=AY Qe F o) 29 AL o2 Qe A} 229 A}z
w3} 3, AZ—@} 2E BHAEA 2229 -em
F L Ao /YU AA R T2 B A 2Ee
7147 /\]Oiiioﬁ 7 EES ARtk B oA A
o] /\]'%-X]'-/] 7%"!‘ il o E o 2 6_]}‘ U]'Z‘ 7‘]]()] Oix—l%
of the AFE Wl oJn) gl A2 ARHH, o2
& 3 ool wek 53} e ok A B
52 go) 47 9 e 2 g B4 g 8
=AY 029 B tha A7 AL ofof k.

N
H P
N

-

rkfz mlm ofol
=

¥O, o & g g ob mfn o

7

4

£°£
I b

3
pa

> bl
o EJ& o

¢

i

]

Bausch, D. O., Brown, G. G., and Ronen, D. (1998), Scheduling Short-term
Marine Transport of Bulk Products, Maritime Policy and Management,
25(4), 335-348.

Brown, G. G., Graves, G.W., and Ronen, D. (1987), Scheduling Ocean
Transportation of Crude oil, Management Science, 33(3), 335-346.

Crainic, T. G., Grendreau, M., and Dejax, P. (1993), Dynamic and Stochastic
Models for the Allocation of Empty Containers, Operations Research, 41,
102-126.

Christiansen, M., Fagerholt, K., and Ronen, D. (2004), Ship Routing and
Scheduling: Status and Perspective, Transportation Science, 38(1), 1-18
Gavish, B. (1981), A Decision Support System for Managing the Transporta-

tion Needs of a Large Corporation, AIIE Transactions, 13, 61-85.

Kim, S. H. and Lee, K. K. (1997), An Optimization-based Decision Support
System for Ship Scheduling, Computers and Industrial Engineering, 33,
689-692.

Li, J. A, Liu, K, Leung, S. C. H., and Lai, K. K. (2004), Empty Container
Management in a Port with Long-run Average Criterion, Mathematical
and Computer Modeling, 40, 85-100.

Li, J. A, Leung, S. C. H., Wu, Y., and Liu K. (2007), Allocation of Empty
Containers between Multi-ports, Exropean_Journal of Operational Research,
182, 400-412.

Fagerholt, K. (1999), Optimal Fleet Design in a Ship Routing Problem,
International Transportations in Operational Research, 6(5), 453-464.

Fagerholt, K. (2004), A Computer- based Decision Support System for Vessel
Fleet Scheduling-Experience and Future Research, Decision Support Systems,
37, 35-47.

Shen, W. S. and Khoong, C. M. (1995), A DSS for Empty Container
Distribution Planning, Decision Suppors Systems, 15, 75-82.

Shintani, K., Imai, A., Nishimura, E., and Papadimitriou, S. (2007), The
Container Shipping Network Design Problem with Empty Container
Repositioning, Transportation Research Part E, 43, 39-59.

Simchi-Levi, D., Kaminsky, P., and Simchi-Levi, E. (2007), Designing and
Managing the Supply Chain 3/E, McGraw-Hill, New York.

UNCTAD secretariat, (2008), Review of Maritime Transport 2008, United
Nations Publication, New York and Geneva.



100

38t 5

1733} 414}

olo] 71£ e T4 AT
25, B0l BT

b
o,
M
Sl
ne
ol

297

AL 44139 34

AL 49 38 44

15 Columbiah 3131 441 3-8} %4}

QA F AT B B T, 7164
@)

FA Eok: ik, seM, Al oA



