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container terminal. Thus, the various ways(such as efficient vehicle scheduling and minimizing delay time)

are applied to increase productivity to handle the increasing cargo transportation in the container terminal.
In this paper, the optimized model(Solvers) is applied to improve the existing heuristic method as a way
of increasing productivity. The experimental design is that the result of two objective functions(minimizing
travel and delay time of the empty vehicle) is compared to the result of the existing heuristic method by
six sample problems. As a result of the two objective function experiments, the optimized model draws
5.3% more improved performance than the heuristic method in four of six problem samples.
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[Fig. 18] Combination of Two Methods(Hybrid)
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