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Manpower, capital, uniformity

Labor-expenditures, depreciation charges, other expenditures

Terminal area, number of cranes, number of berth, number of tugs, amount of delay time, number of port authority employees
e KT Ze XIS Total length of berth, container berth length

MErEEINe N Total quay length, terminal area, number of quayside gantry, number of yard gantry, number of straddle carrier
eI I DN Tota! quay length, terminal Area, number of Quayside Gantry, number of Yard Gantry, number of Straddle Carrier

Turner et al. (2004 Total quay length, terminal land, container cranes

Park and De (2004) Productivity, berthing capacity, cargo-handling capacity, profitability, revenue, cargo throughput, number of ship calls, marketability,
revenue, overall efficiency

Number of workers, Book value of assets

Length of docks, number of workers

NIRRT NI IO Total quay length, terminal area, number of yard gantry, number of straddle carrier
TN DM Tcrminal length, terminal Area, number of quayside gantry, number of yard gantry, number of Straddle Carrier

Min and Park (2005 Total length of quay, number of cranes, Size of hard areas, Size of labor force
Cullinanea et al. (2006 Terminal length, terminal area, number of quayside gantry, number of yard gantry, number of straddle carrier

Wang and Cullinane (2006 Terminal length, terminal area, equipment costs
Rios and Macada (2006 Number of cranes, number of berth, number of employees, terminal area, amount of yard equipment

Barros (2006 Number of personnel, value of capital invested, size of operating costs

So et al. (2007 Terminal area, number of yard equipment, number of cranes, total length of berth
Lin et al. (2007 Area of container base, number of gantry cranes, total length of container terminal, number of deep-water piers

Cullinane and Wang (2007 Terminal length, terminal area, equipment number

Garci “a-Alonso and Marti1 “n- Labor, material costs, quay length, stocking area
Bofarull (2007

Al-Eragqi et al.(2008 Handling equipment, total length of berth

Liu (2008) Harbor land/ container lot size, buildings, wharves, docks, waterways, warehouses and funding inputs for other equipment,
depreciation charges, number of cranes, number of berth, number of tugs, number of workers, average years worked of employees,
average idle time, personnel-related expenses

Liu et al. (2008 Quay length, quayvside aantry crane, rubber-tyred aantry
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