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Synopsis

Although the Japanese government has implemented port reforms since the 1990s in response to the declining
international competitiveness of Japan's container ports, Japanese ports have continued to decline, at least in terms
of containerized cargo handling volume. However, since the relative share of port handling volumes would
naturally decline with the growth in other emerging Asian economies, it may not be appropriate to evaluate Japan's
port policies or international presence solely in terms of cargo handling volume. This study examines the
importance of Keihin and Hanshin Ports, which are the targets of port policies, based on centrality analysis in the
context of global maritime container network. The results of the network analysis reveal that the rankings of Keihin
and Hanshin in each centrality index have declined while major ports in Asia have consistently ranked high in the
global marine container transport network. However, together with the vitalization of port functions by policies,
the increased importance of the Asian major ports in the network, combined with the strengthening of links of both
ports to other Asian major ports, do not result in a decline in the presence of Keihin and Hanshin in the network
as much as a decline in the ranking of cargo handling volume. In addition, the three scenario analyses confirm that
Keihin and Hanshin would be further enhanced if the policy goal of strengthening domestic hub functions is fully
achieved, and that even if the transshipment function must rely on Asian hub ports, its presence on the network
will be ensured. In addition, as Japanese ports are highly dependent on Busan, they are extremely vulnerable to
the malfunction of Busan in terms of network structure; thus, making Keihin and Hanshin function as domestic
hubs is crucial to address this problem. Moreover, considering the vulnerability in the network structure in addition

to the centrality index is very important to consider the direction of Japan's container port policies.
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1. [FC&HIC

W BEE, EEE S OXERREE— FTh Y (Xu
etal,2022), 7 B— R AHFF 5 A Fx— BT, /
—RNLLCOWEL Y 7 L LCOWEY — B ANEE
TefE & Bz LTV % (Calatayud etal., 2017). FFiZ, 1966
EICBE LR E S coar 7 ) —va UITRE
M e—N"U¥— g 2HEEIE7 (Levinson,

2006). 1980 FARICA B & =T FER BT A HEMmL,

ZHUZHEV 1990 FERIZIZ = T O KBS R L
7= (Bernhofen et al., 2016). ARfHO KA LILFHEH O Y
AT & T DWW AL D T2, 3T FUREH OB
G, RO T T AT RO B L BN 5T
(Notteboometal.,2017). = 5 L7=BRBEZ b, vl & #E
BROmEFIZKRE eBh& &2 b6 L.

AR CIZERIG ) T Z A 7 ADBRETH 5. 2000 4E
RETIE, BHTHEORE LHEORELEZL YD
ERIHIET T A 7 2 RZBIM L 72 MEMIZ 8 - 7273,
2010 FARICAD &, BERIETE 2, X5k & FIAgE
B/BOIEDT FAT L ATSMT L L1, I6IT,
WHEFER Tl M&A IC L DERBRNEALT, 7747
VAHZE LTS (Notteboom et al., 2017). #EEMI T,
KEFRAAIZ £ D07 — B2 2 5iWE S #BHBEIC
BT 5 & &I, MORWREN Z R T T 747
VATV —TERWEIE LT RiE b oz
(Notteboom et al., 2017). =D 7=, B HHENECH— B 2k
# (Chiuand Yen, 2015), h=MRCAFEMED M I (Zhang et
al,,2019) Z B9 & LT, 1980 4EAR % LI £ < o [FE Tk
BHAF v ARG T S D WBUERED LN TE
7-(Brooks et al., 2017). P#&EWHE LR T, BIETITTER
a7 B D% < 1% Landlord &5 /L % £ L (Monios,
2019), ZAUTPEWEEBTEE O REALANINE L7z (Pallis et
al., 2008). IAETIL, Global terminal operator 75 M&A %
MR LS LM E 2 U Cilih il &m0 T
0, HREEOWEZEE T 2ICE -T2 (Notteboom
and Rodrigue, 2012; Monios, 2019).

HEtE AAOEEIIRICE T D HEERMEICH -
7228, 29 L7zRIZE Lo, 1990 LI B AR D =
T EWEOMORT G7T BHFOF TR B, AR
WO FRFICBIT AL AT B HETH E
STNDZ ENERHEN TV S (Hatani, 2016). HADHE
BEOEESS I ORTICOWTIIEF A & b & 4 F
LS HEEIT > CE R, D L L EHEHRE L W
IR TIREBERAENDPEE T 52 Lo, &
(2014) 1%, BARORYE ) OFMKHIRT, Mtk 7T 747

VAT S MUSERPIRR TH 5 & L CTBURR 72k
R GELTNDD, BORICHERIM 225040 2 T3 e T
21X\, Inoue (2018) 1%, 1990 XD HFRAY I A — N
—NF =y 7 RO L7 7 T R E O Rt
b L LT HAROWEBBUORD R AZ KL TV 5.
Hatani (2016) 1A — /S —HREBEER NSRBI Kb o 72
L, ZTOHBE L CEMRE D EERN 2 BT, [E
WEHIZ & 0 BEAFOHIE 2 I EZ D 2 E R TE RN
ST Z BRI, BAMERE LW AARBIFO LS %,
AR —F =y 7O T CEBEEBERB S OB
LRI GGE LT VT HE EMBHTHoTmE LTS,
Brooksetal. (2017) 1%, &R ATHE LTHEEEL TV
DEEEBARADLEMICZ T AN Z & BEFE 2
T FRRS RS BOR ORI T 2 ER E LTHEIT b
TV % (Shinohara, 2017) D% 1F, ARIEVFEEAIIEE O
BURA~OE%E [wax Ly EERBLL TS, Shinohara
(2017) 1 XEEE = 7 TSRS BOR IC BT 2 TRIRE £
H RBILENS DT 4 — X — B DR DB R = E
LT%. A ek 2021) 1%, BADI>TFF v b
U— 7 NIRRT 2 U A7 ML TV 5.
F72, PA BEROEEMENRI L TR 6T, RS
RHNCRTEATEY, a5 52— LEE TSR
i~ —2y FO—EE I > TN ENHARDOHE
B NF o AORTH DA (Sugimura, 2020), Inoue
(2018) 1% THHA DO KRS D PA BEEMLIN TV,
AR OPEBIIERINE L CHIF BIBRICEE ST\ D 2
LIFEx) LEERLTOS.

2O LI EY B L W ) REBRIEICH D,
AARNT DTN TS B ERENEAT L H, FEZ
o LT HMENRFEREART S 2 LT, ik
BRFBEO L = 7 HELLDINUKRELE L, BREY
B/IZT % b o CHARDOWBERCEE OEEN 27T LB
VA EFHIIYT D OET TR AR, BB S b RELY
BORRIZA ST LB 2T, BUROXGHEN, BOR
TH L EELERL, ERENRT LB R/ LT
ZMEIDEJNORETIHOT L2 Z L bBEL D,
FER Y P27 IZBOTE, ROEERERLTL
LbEROBICLWETERVWEOE#HAD S L H I
(Angeloudis et al., 2007), &AL <D T L7E1T U
DOEBEMZRTHOTIEIARY. /— R Th LB I
M7 BN E UHSREDSE L < e b o5 a, Bilix »
h U — 27\ EMM7RIRELA A U (Verschuur et al., 2020),
FRIEIFT DY T I A F = — KR % K F
T RIGENED S 5 (Lam et al., 2017).

ZOLEEROT, ARETEEEa TR R Y b



Xy PU—IREND BRI BARD 3 T FUEOEBEMICOWT OB MAMER - BT - )IIRE th

T — 7B A EBEROB A D B ARDOWEEBUR D552
BRBDL. BT, BORO BEERE D4, BUROHEREH
R & 72 o 72355 OXHGE D FBEIEIC DWW TRRETT 5. &
FoOW Loy T FEERy U —27 IZBT 5% T,
FOREEOR B E BT D70, Xy MU= N
WHSENTWD (Saitoetal., 2022). L2 LIAGITHFZE T,
AROHIENFMEND Z &2, BRICE D3y FU—
7 EESCHIE O BEMOB(ENBRIND Z EITIEEA
Elpdrodc. Thbb, KREOFHRMEL, Y hT—245
Frick ) BAROMBOEEMZEBREL TWNWDH I L, WS
DEBEEOEZ B U ISR DOELZ Xy hT—7
I E DTS Z&idh D, WIBEORCHIE TN v A
DEIC KD EEOEREEDE ARy NT— 7 W T
EBETLH L, BELVWEBEROERERT I LI
75T THD.

2. RITHRDOEE

HHECHIE 2 B0 8 RO {bod, £ < ofishix
NTEAR—I Xy b — Vg ERA L TE 722 &
FEATHFZE T L M SN TV % Imai et al, 2009; Meng and
Wang, 2011; Moon et al, 2015). /7 & AR — 7 #3513 HEE
MIZREE A2 EY, BRI BRI EIZH D N T vy
T LT B 13 TEEREREZR-L, *y b
U — 7 NOERME %M LS T 7% (Ducruet and
Notteboom, 2012; Ducruet, 2017). 77 7B I1E, Z DX
572 EEE R Y N U — 7 BRELT A RECAL, BB
UVNENEB DD PER I EZ B S 202 T D 7o DI &
LT & 72 (Ducruet and Lugo, 2013). Calatayud et al. (2017)
3, MERSHY 7 b =T OXEEZT T, *y Y
— 7 WO L 0 EiER y U — 7 REEICBE T
HMENBEEZIT T Z L2 L T D, Mou et
al. (2022) I X3, ¥ Bk Y b U — 27 OSHIITE
MRy NU— ety NU—T 5N dH 203,
A TRy b —27 OReEE N 2 A e 08I B
LML, BEITFEOME 2RI RE LT, *v Y
— 7 NOkkx 727 7 4 —H OB BRSO T 7 5 —~
DEBERRTHHDOTHD.

Fw U — 7 HiEOZEAIZB L TIE, Cullinane and
Khanna (2000) 1%, 2 R HEFKRELEE, *>y hT—2 D
BRELSW 7 F 25 v TR EITIRT L, KB
NTHBLE L7 m—OERREALTND Z &3]
5MZ L TUW5. McCallaetal. (2005) 1%, 1994 4 & 2002
FORY 7O 2T T HER Y h—T — 7 HEICOW
Tua—hi, V=g 0, Za—_0rm 3 5O~

TH# LT 5. Ducruet (2008) 1%, 20 “F[H i@
DT —=HN—=AZEDE, RIBBEBEEND 7 —# —1
EAsOT 7 b, ALRT T NOMEEL, T HEASOEF
ZR L TW5%. Ducruetetal. (2010) 1%, 1996 4F & 2006 4
DALRT VT O T IRy 8 U — 7 SO LA
BRFEL, EEBZBOREOHTHEILEEHEDHFLPED
B Z & &/R LTV 5. Ducruet and Notteboom (2012) 1,
1996 £F & 2006 4D = 7 FHiEFR v b T — 72O T
—ZE®D robustness NHDH L, FE/— LT AT LD
DEHEEE NS ETHER Y N — V7 FRRIIRE L F
ThdIeamrl, WEOPLEOELEEEDE =T
JLF—ZOWNTH LT 5. Gonzalez-Laxe etal (2012) 13,
2008 £E L 2010 FD =T Tk Ry U —27 OREK L
HLE D, WBEO 7 a— B L e — L7 mEE
EREIL, NTEEOEMMESEEZR LTS, Freire
Seoane et al. (2013) %, 2007 FE 5 2011 D=2 T ) &
— R EYOEETR Y N T —7 OHILE L IRBUZOWT,
SRR e I LR, 3T iR T L, —
EWERE TR LT Z LR L, PREHER L O fH
M7 0 — VYT T A Fx2— O LOEEREE O
HEBLZRIE LT 5. Parketal. (2017) 1%, 2008 4 & 2015
OIS OEME 9 DT —Z ZHWT, HEL
HEOWEDOR v N T — 7 OREERRHE E O % R
L, M ERIEC L% 2 Tl & U7 MUERREN 21T
YLKy hEBEBOTLMEREE - TND Z & A
SMI LTV, Saito et al. (2022) 1%, 1970 FERIZBT
LR W =T FEER Y T —2IZOnT, EiL
Xy b= OHBL VT4 F=—r 0 FHIE
BLTHOZToTW5.

FATHIZE ClRifE LiaiE R v U —7, FRZ = T T
BER Y NI =7 @EEICONT, A= T —EE R
— /LU —)L RIEDFERS S 4L (Ducruet and Notteboom, 2012;
Calatayud et al., 2017; Liu et al., 2018a; Pan et al., 2019), i
ROWELR Yy NT— 2 DNTEAR— 7 HEENRRENT
VW% (Hu and Zhu, 2009; Kaluza et al., 2010; Ducruet and
Notteboom, 2012; Ducruet, 2017). L ORERRAE Sy 4 —
VERBRICHRZDLIDITFTERNI LB RENATWVDS
(Ducruet and Notteboom, 2012, Ducruet and Zaidi, 2012,
Ducruet, 2016, Calatayud et al., 2017). Kaluza et al. (2010)
X, HROWER Yy N =270, 2T, VT RS
AXx VT, FANVELTI—D 3 ODEMIT T AND
ROLLZEHETHY, TNENERLRDIYT Xy FT—7
WELN>TWVWDZ & E7E L7, Ducruet (2013),
Ducruet (2017) 1%, BE{E L2, fEiEALV 7, a5 T,
—EW), & - BEEE WD 5 OOMO R T Y —IC
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JEUT, WIBHORR DRSS AT I T A% LT
W5,

Fw T — I REEND BT HRIE O EEMICE KT 5
fikH 2\ . Wangand Cullinane (2008) 1%, =2 > 7 F#DT
7w AMEEHER L, F v BU— 7S ORMY & B
GrEREt L TWA. Lamand Yap (2011) i3, &5 O#IE
CHEBHBERICER L, av TSk ry hT—27 0
T, b, i, @R, SEEOEBRBEROAN D LR
%34 L7=. Cullinane and Wang (2012) 1%, HBREEN
DFFEDVWEEOALEIL, BfSN TWHEER 7o —0
B, TORRBMEIIKFEL, WEOEEE L HERS
LEERT7 v — 0 OFIZBWAEBEEERRH L Z & &
BHOHMNZLTWA. Montesetal. (2012) 1%, 27 F & —
EMOWE ERER Yy NU— 7 BT L, T Tk
VAT BZHART, —REMR Y VU= IR =T
V=MD NS, ANTIRIFEED/N & < To O E I TR
ZLEZFELTWS.  Ducruet and Zaidi (2012) 1%, 7' &
— NV IR I II KRB RN T BN HE TH Y | H
S L~V OGN I3/ MRS 2 MUBEE N & 72 % 2
L A/RLTWA. Kangetal (2014) 1%, 4 SO H.OPEEE

TRINLHIWEEDOR Yy MY =7 FHEEZHA LML TN D.

Bartholdi et al. (2016) 1%, 2> 7 Fi#iEFx v bV —27 NI
BT HWBOEGHRMEE W DH LW E L T &
LRy hU— 7 i O BEEM: % HF 72 Container Port
Connectivity Index Z#£Z% LTV 5. Zhang et al. (2018) 73
J— ROFFESCEEMIZIES RSN THDER, VY
ORI T 2 AT RIITR R LTV D L LTV D
WY, Vs R—2ADREEKE 2 T gy Y
— 7\ L CEFi L 7= Viljoen and Joubert (2016) 72 £
[RHhTnbd

oy b U—27 ONfggatEiBI L TIE, Wuetal. (2019) 1%
W77 eIa—a v 0ary TR EMMKIL, ~F b
Wi & 2 = ZEF[~DORFEEN 50% L0 ETHY, £ b
U — 7 OIEFITEILZ 9 U7 EMEE OHRHIT T L CRUR T
HBHZ EEHLNZL TS, Woolley-Meza et al. (2011),
Lhomme (2016) 1%, # E#iEt >y hT—27 DONT TR
AR— T RERAS, NTITxT DA B % L TR
MO —2 %2 LY MEgHIcT 5 Z & 2R LT\ 5. Ducruet
(2016) 1%, A= RIEA] & XS @ 2 B RV R > b
U—J %ML, WEXRy NU—2 BT A FOEEMNE
Z45H L7=. Lhomme (2016) 1%, /— REEOFREIIHKT
HMAOUEFR >~ b U — 27 ORarE I L7, RO
WEER Y N —Z 3L ) = FTHDITH 0
LT, FHIT P TINET B R b EE A EEOMEE It
LT 0 a5 Tdh D Z & 7~ L7-. Fangetal. (2018) I

FHEMEZE, RFHEOMR, BUFRZE &V o T EEA X
VNORBEZ TRl ENS Ry NU—7 OELEH
AL TW5. Liuetal (2018b) I%, #EER Y b T —7 DO
WERRED D B C, BARKEIC AN CTHEMBRITE 5
% robustness 2MEWVZ L AR L TV D.

PLEo X 912, Ducruet (2020) 235 Lk R v N U —2
DRI OV THRICL E 2 —%{To TWAHEDY
KEOHFIEL, HHER v U —27 O bR v o—, ki,
Mgtz E B L, Ry U —27 2ROREEHE ) — F
DOROMEEZTFFR > TWD. 72771, MEOBRE & o BE%
ICOWTHEHEERHDHDOD, WEBRE OB TRy
T — 7 OB O BEMEICE LT DTSR S
nTn5b. #ilziE, Ducruetetal. (2010) 1%, Huso L E
KRRy FT— 7 &IV EE 5252 2R LT
5. Songetal. (2019) 2%, S ILUH#EDEMEHEMO - OIZT
TNTHE U TR SN HGHEDOR Y b T — 7 x5
L, BEICL > TELUBoBEEENEL, hubd
centrality Z WV AUIE B & BEENE LB NTLVE
FERZEEEZH S TNDZ EEHALMNILTWAS. Mou et
al. (2022) 1%, Maritime Silk Road BURIZ L2 a7 5,
VT, BT —DF sy MU — T EE DR O DN
TEEHNZOHT LT D, Lo, BAROHEBEIRN XIS
Llp o T AT RIE e <, BICHRE ORI e 7 LB v
ADBEACRIE LI EEZT D W e a A L7k
ITHFE HAFAE L2\,

3. FHEHM

3.1 global maritime container network®{ERk
AWF5ETIE, MDS Transmodal Ltd.7>H AF LIza T
THOARYT V2 — VT —% (MDS 7 —#) & 5. 1998
£, 2006 4, 2012 4, 2016 4F, 2019 £ 5 SO Wi D
8 HEEEDHRDOIMA A ¥ 22— /T —Z b global
maritime container network (GMCN) % {Efk 9% . MDS 7 —
2L, ARNL—F—, = R4, L— b, A7,
Ml (TEU), Y— v RS, SR O & hEE
B —e2OEREGATEY, *y MU =2 13EEEL
ENzaitRoeToar T I oHlEsn T 5
72l —EOT—ZIIRELTEY, ZOHEIEHY
THYV—EREXy hU—7 BT 5. GMCN I,
PRI LIAOBN X 2 KT — R o VI ko TR &
nNTHEY, KFFETIE 1 SOV —ERTEENIETO
WD 2 N 7T 712X > TEWIER ST D (Tovar et
al., 2015; Tocchi etal., 2022). F&-1 {Z/EL & 7= GMCN (2
BT HEFEOWEE LV — U AHKEEZ 7. GMCN IZ



Xy PU—IREND BRI BARD 3 T FUEOEBEMICOWT OB MAMER - BT - )IIRE th

GEND ) — ey POITGEITHEMLTRY,
SEHRAY A X KEL o TS, 2D & 91T, GMCN
RS D BT, WY A RAOZBBNRLELRD.

Fz-1 GMCN IR HHE - —EAME 0K

P—ex A BRSO

FOERE SR SEERY A X (TEU)
1998 535 1,985 1,823
2006 642 3,442 2,474
2012 726 4,082 3,548
2016 765 4,233 4,288
2019 801 4,405 4,790

MDS 7 —# T, ¥ —ERHEIL 1 — R IZHEM
ENTEEMMOFEIEE L LTERSNATND., F4—
E RN TEE OB SV TV D RN H D729,
1 DOV —ERIZBT HERAE | oI OFEEEOH
—ERBEEBAELND L5112, LTORMITRTEE
Z1T5. 22T, servfreqs & vesselsgld, T EEM S
TV D EAAO TFHBEE & — B AsiZE ST
DI TH 5.

fs — servfreqs (1)

vesselsg

MDS 7 —#X—Z|ZiF, $—EAsIZHFEND 10D
DR Eserveap, Btk ST\ 5. 72, GMCN T
X, RTCOHRBOMAEEOMDOY 7 B @ L THERT
H720, b HWEOY — AR &I (servports; — 1)
servcaps L MRFMI &N 5. T 2T, servportsgld¥—b
ASICEENDIWBEOKTHD. 22T, h—ERAsDFE
BROK R Z RO DT20IT, WD &5 o217 5. £,
serveaps % 2 {535 Z L THIHAZBET S, T, 1
PEOEEEOIMAR R4 KM S 572012, servportsg T
BZ. ks, KQ)Dservportsyh HIE, UL &Rk
T 5D 1 2725I<. ZOREK, WEiLjoMoY o
DEHw;IE, RG)THESND.

servcap *2
capy = —————

)

servportss—1

Wij = Xmes fm * CaPm 3)
ST L j2EhETOY— A2 E£T. Ko
U AHT T, B, BRI, I ntisk & L Cab
PR, KIRARIIBREE L L CHRAT 5. 20X 5 A,
GMCN #1ERT 2B, SIBERABICE Xz
The, K1), QIR TEIICHELFELHAETS.
D%, RQWIRTEAEZHET S, b, v U A
SIHTTIE, GMCN OZbEELTW5. FlziE, £l
VT ORPER 2 05 E BREIS PRI IR L 72356 2 1EE L,
HAROMGHEEZRETH2E2TOF—ERIIHONT, £

W (P) & E 7 I (D) ICEE MR L. 20
&, IECOHDELR (W) U TFTO XS ICEHIND.

Wieinin = Ziek Weis Whanshin = Zien Wpi
I = {57005 Wt}
P =zl
(i & T D A AROWE (1= 540E)
B & R B BADWTE (I = HH)

“)

EBIT, TIOTEAE L OBEITMKOELENE 2 D
ARSI 72012, AAROHE (H) &7 27 80 (F)
EDEATEN T _RCRILEE iy v AR—1# (T) T
AR 6N RN ERET . ZD%E, HEFOMIZ
Ty OB LHGEIIHEFORIZ /) — RTEBINL, HEF
DDV 7B —ERIZEENDEEIL — FTZHI
B4 5. 728, BARWeEr = Wry = Wpg &+ 5. B
Bl LTRINBEL Y U HR— VO W E2ME AT 50
%, MUK OREMZRIERECIRET 5.

3.2 FlMETEE

AT, BREEO T OIERREZ B AR DB BOR O
AT 22, ZNENOFAEITEE DRFEIZSWT
MEOHRERMY D Z IR D.

(1) WEI EAF = s OE
WL, /— R3ffomy POKTHDH. I, K
B OFEREIZIX, in-degree & out-degree D HULME (D
F 0, HB~D in-flow & HEEN S D out-flow) D 2 DN
HB. ARETIE, WHOENEMDS 7F— & TIERBITE
RNTEDEBE LN Z & 35, iy, oWk 1E, R(5)
THRIND.
ki =X a;; (%)
Xy U= OERNRFHETH DA — L7 ) —f
WX, REOBESRSAMPR)EHNTERIIND. Xy b
T— I PBAr—A 7 ) —ME2ETL01E, ~EROKREK
FAP(k) x kY &2 RTHETH D (Bocealetti 2006). $73K
YOWEPKEL LD E, Ty U =T NONT O RN
DL, BROEN ) — ROWREPEMT 5. KGR
T, NIZFy NU—2 OWBE, a3 L o2 TO
WEjEOM=) 7 ThDH., BB LR MOMEELEDS
FIZY 7 TERP>TOLHE, a3 1, ZASMT 0 &
5. BAWEOFLDERE VT E, MOWE L OB
BN Z N L &R T. B, T0a;lE, MOREOM
ITHEBEODE VW Z B E L TRV, X5, B0 EANM
X EHHEs I, ROIWRT LI, Vo7 OREEMHE
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B LT R U E ORIV
S; = Xjwij (6)

ROIZBNT, wiid/ — Rik jOROEARF T ST
KETHY, AR TITEATEMIIARICL > TERT.
7pds, AEMIMRIA B IESE L IEEE O TEIET 5.
g LB I — R T L IC R e Dm0, EAMEFR
BITEERIEE L2 5. 2 OB OIMEL, & AHEE &
OB L OBREZEZE L TNDH, a—LxRy
N —J BT oHEEARTENTE D, EAT
WEHHLHERRKREWNTE, OIS & OBEHERNRERY

BN EZRT. BTOU 7 OEHZPELWEE,

ECOERMIS; ki L 720, BEMIZL/ kLD, W<
OPOY TR — REXLTHD5EE, HEMITK
Z<72D 11ZES< (Boccaletti et al., 2006).

() UL

B REE PECE, DI TRT X oIS, KAk
BOFRIZE S B L o2 TOWETEj & oMo
DOHHTHDH.

N-1

C = Saan )

XITBWT, d@,NiE. —xtOBEE & jOMORERR
BOEREARL, UTOXSICEHINS.

(i, j) = min ) ®)

(win)® (Wnj)*

ald, 0<a<1OFPATHS. aBlFEmHWIFEEY—E REE
FMEVEEHIND Z & ERT2, AR TIX Wang and
Cullinane (2016) %> Liuetal. (2022) I[Zf£VY, @ = 0.5 &
5. ZIT, 77 7RI DB H O ML, SER
BoOU 7 O TERIN, MBI EEHISE SR
VN 7238, hiE/ — Ri&jOMORE LIZfiET 5/ — R
e, T ODMEREVEEEIE, MoOBBICREET D
2O vEnry N —27 EORBETHETe. Lizno
T, HEEAICHLICAIE T 2B, K0 v
M A2 FFOMM N H 5.

(3) Mk
BEAPEROEEIL, Ry NU—7 BEERT S 7 u—0%
) %3 L (Bergamini et al., 2018), F v b U —27 2B
B x D — ROBEBEML ERILT % (Boccaletti et al.,
2006). EARMICE, & D2WE OB FOMEREWVIE LY,
%@%Eﬁ*yh7~7é¢@m®%@&7ﬁ®%ﬁﬁ
BB T DEENRE N EE2EWRT 5. BB
DED; IO T L D 1T, é”/~h%kkﬁézo
DURTE I ORI OBy, BAEM 7R EEC TR L 72|

TERIND.

1 oip(l
(N-D(N-2) j,h{(:;i))i ©
ROWZENT, gjp (D135 v T —27 2IKICBIT 5
(Z R T 2 P & hORERE OB CH 5. iTEELE
EFERIZ, a=05ET 5. B FOMEREOHERIEIE, #
BRTEOBE L& ERDID, *y NU—27 L TEHEE
IRLEIZ S DWEIE LTSS

bi:

4) BEAEXZ kvt

BN SHLIEE, BT 2B O EEMEE B E
L7z ECHBMEOETE% A RIIEECHL. mAaT
DEIBA~DHERIL, (KA 27 OB~ L ik LT,
HWEDAATICRESEMTH L WVIHIBZZFITHE SN,
GMCN D F T OB A 2 7 HED HJTH
N5, BHESXT MVHLERENZ &1L, TOEERS
WA AT Z#FRFOL L OWBICER SN TVWD Z L2 EH®
T 5. nflD /) — FORBEHLEDHIA~T F L 2x(0),
X NU—7 OBEEITHIEAL L, REFOESRS BV
x(1) = Ax(0)/IAx(0)|| &£ 5. Ay iKT & IR E
7 MURELI, ZTIHBBEEATHIAO R RO BEFEAC
*L, Ax= Ix&{i=7TxE LT, &/ — ROEAE~Z b
NHRLED R b d . [EfA{EIXdet|A — 2E| = 00D
gl LTHELN, nIRTEXY MAXDIFEH DRI N 7 — K
IDEBFR7 FAHRLETHS.

4. BADIVTHELHRE

AR CIXARD 2T FEIBERICOWTELET DT
W, BAROBEBBEDLE L oo - EIBERIZ OV TH
By 2 0ERH 5. BIERIICIE, TR - PEEERES R
EETDWEREMBOR (PR, A—/S—HiREE (X
X BOR, ERE T T ERISHRE (BISPETE) BURCH
D, BEELLTO®EY THD. 1990 FiZiTA— =37
~ v 7 ARBEM I, TUTEENEDOEICERL
SHET 59, BARIZZICERK L7 & & (Inoue, 2018),
AARD 2 T B OEBREHS ORI REHRIND X

(272 > 72 (Sugimura et al, 2022). Z 5 L7z Z &&=,
1995 FIRMIBOR TREZTRIRHN A X2 HWE ] 128\ T
SR R OAGE LN 2 AR E SRS, 2 ofth 8 dE ik
ERSME & LCTHRE L, BORMIC = v 7 S o 2 E
&L RBNREINZ. L, #HFOMEEEREE TN
W7 4 = —lE LD bR LEFEA~OIMREE 2 K L
722 enn, FREE~OEYOEMTEE L) o7z,
ZD, BARO 2T B OEEEES S O T I
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Fr, 2001 FRITIZ A SHEGRNRE S LD, ZhuE, HE
WLBE D H AR~ O FWHE WD 2RI, 7V T OERE
BEECHELE A N —ERAOEHDTD, AT X
—IFNEENE M THE T HEXL—F —DFRE
HIEL72bDTHD. NEAKZT, 2004 FITIT R,
B, BRAPPE N A S PRE L LCTIRES T, AT -4 —
T AN L= F = RELENT- b0, BEE L
LoLO—(RIEEIIFIERB L e hroTo. ASHBERO
FEREBE ZBETREBBEOER DKV IAHLELT IR
<, 2009 FIT T RSB EOR B BMG S LD, HAR~DH
WK OHERF - LR L BINEETO T vy T OEN

BAOEENBEICBIT O, ROWAEZET 2 HEE
EHARIC X DS —EE A B S, AEORER,
FURHE, BRAREEANEE S, 2011 FIITHEEEOWIE
L0 BT oM & L CHEEBEBIEESEE ST &
BOROW 5, BAE, HRER-2I17T.

IO OBRIE, SRR O TR 0 J b ouEs Pk
BICBITD Ty y FROMNEREL LT, 797
R AEEHRAOBETAERL LTV AHTHL
TEY, BROEEZRCHRIZBIT DT HIEDN 4 4,
3EkE, 2PkERIIATENTE. L, BEHOEKN, K
BT O AR AR & D o 2B T, PR A X

®-2 KEOROWER, HEE, R

R N (B
PR P [ ER o PR [E] R PRV & R [ R
BRI KIS L@ B0 a7 2 — I F A O EREREAIC B b T EEE =
1L CAL BB B — B R D 728 B AR D HRYE 13 AH X 1) 72 HIAL 3 T T HEDK) 95% & H4H 5
KT W DRy NI — 7
(QER:| % TR
SR AT, PEE, RBGE) L ALER LN o 4 Mtk o FooAR [E R kv
IZBWT, @R a7 FHH—I T ABOBREZREY, ISR X
NI & EHEEOFERS— AR RSN IER A THE L LT
DREREDFRAL,
A/ =5=9| c A RT 2B OERE, V—
WSO ERBO R T FF — F L & OGO = R&A Lt 1 HZER
T E L TOHARKDHSHIHIALOR TS & - T, B0 BA |« ik kmi s, sty
~O FFEBAE DR VBRI, REIEHE IR, 4
- PNIETR RS- N TTEEREC & 2 AR - PEEERR RS ~DEN T ¢ — & — R, KPR,
fis & HiE OO PR TE A TG L 7228 112 OV RTE ~ D EE ST EBE 7 ¢ e3> (2000-2008 4F)
— AR E RSN T Ty FERIT RS
[B#E] BE TS D HOD, BORR
CBARERET DT TS — b oA EESLEEE ERN T T ik BAERTIZ Hh e (1998-2003
BELT, EBNRBRS N E2AT 520 T4 — I TV EERICE K FETH 10% EF7- 5, 2003-
CHEE X PR3 ERR, V— KZ A LD 1 BREE~OEMHOFIEBRIC L 2008 £ T 2.4% D EH.)
2 FERR LI DO MERF
g s 1 [EER PR o — & — RS
T OTNCBT B T TR OB L FR o T R O = | ik
YT O B AR~OBAL O LI D W HEME 39 {8/# (2016 43 H)
c BANDELECEE T oYy T EN D EY A% —51 {8/ (2020 £ 1 H)
(QERED B fufi e
2015 4 68 1/ (2014 4 4 )
RS = T R RS LT AT D BN BEE TR A 3 (R I BN ALk A —95 {§/# (2019 4£ 10 A)
W DT A U — T2 MERF - 5K
STV, BK, HHE A2 FEVoRHRTHERBEA~OGFEN DR | SRR
N T 2 HUEHE
CT VTG b ED HARKORER Y ORINERT VT EEETO L | 53 2010 4 11 1)
T vy TREBFT O3 THER —33 8/ (2019 £F 11 J)
2020 4 [t
CER S T IS IS T, S H - SHEEOEM Y — A& | 22 62010 4F 11 A)
T OTREEWOEEE 2 T TERIEEE IR S N T vy TR —14 /482019 4 11 J)

HBE o A — X=X A BOR O R HE & [FHEE 2 o 7 TS O B4~ &% (2010), HOBAERFEOEELICmT 22—
NR—iREEOH Y 5 (2002), [7xrv—7T 7 (F) ] TEIF ONZESR B IE~OBGRLKRIL2020), #725 « MEZ T
B UTE DRI & ZE11(2020) % B & (2EE HVER
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BOR T+ 2R TR LT, BMIKEEBOR T T
BRI B W T HARDEMEZFIHT2EHEN THL
TETNAS.

5. kR

P, RO L= T HRERy FU—7 BT
AAROEE OB OZE BRI 2 D701
Wk 50 L EOWBHIC L RSN Ry hT—2 %
81 1R FERCREND VU v 7 ITROFEIR THEK
TBHI 7 ThHD.

HiE TR L= k2 AV T, 2RO L= v T T
EXy P OROMEREORE/RR LT TV
DOEFH L AROITIRHE, BAhdolEN OZE(LZE-1 12
R BEIRO EAT 20 #EIEAHER-2 12T 7Rd8, 2011 4
OWBIESOEIZ XV, BTk, JINGHE, R ik
12, KRB, B & 2o 7228, LRI O Wi
THRILEE, Pkl L OHRE L TEEL TV,

WERLEIZOWTIE, U AR—, BILNLER
W BT, B 2006 T ABRICIEN 2 B TR
L@ L, R— 7T BRMER, Bkl sk
THEMICH D, BAROTIEE, BT 2016 4£% T
KIBIZT 7 2% E L TW2b D0, 2019 4 TRy

== Keihin =—@=Hanshin =+4=Singapore =8=Shanghai =®= Pusan =+*= Hong Kong
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TIUT OEFPE L, oA 02 L (D, W, BENT ML, B,

DI, BAREE SRR E R TS, [BAE R bR
DR, RERH O & RT3 5 A%, 2019 4E T H
ROMPEOEEMER S L 0 BEFICEN TS, BIrd
PEIZOWTIE, o HR—, SIUNLEMIC BT, b
I 2006 I ITBIIENL % EiF TRARRIE AL nE
L, BFENTEMED, BARKIEICT 7 2% LTV
HZLEFRETHDN, R—NrT o tmftoE gk
L< 2o Tna. g Lrhid sk, EAx7 FvH
M EEREIZE BN H D23, 2019 FEISHIEREDIANL S 1
FEmICHDZ LN/ RS, UEokHig, o HR—
v, i, BEESRET T OFEER, RO LT
FEEF v U =2 IZB VT H LTINS Ao Lt
AW, HAROREHE, BRAMAEIL 1998 4FOKE Tk
EHOMEREDONENL NS R CH T U7 OEE Rk L F%ED
TVEBYRAERS TV EF 2503, 2000 4FRICA-ST
DIBEE, P OMEIEOIEM 2% E L TWVWDH 2 ERRE
REMTH D, B D P OEREIX AW IEOF % Fr
2 HL OO (Kawasaki et al., 2019), HO PRI RE LY
LRELEHTHEAICH Y, BIIEEDBIR RS E
VWIZ B B O TR AR L UL O HUOME 2 R 3RS
DHEETDHZ ENEHIN TS (Gonzdlez Laxe et al.,
2012). AHLPEFEEOETOBER A MRFAET D728, ik
B O B IR EONERL & WO IE O NERL D2
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oz R-2 12, 2, Wi, BINE oM, dekeo
BHZOWT DU 7 ORBLPER, REFOHED RN
WELDY v ODEZOEEGER-3ITRT.
WELHDELE, RELOWBNC L VB Z% & L, R
PRAHECIXZ NN BEE TH D, 72721, 2016 £ 5 2019
TN UL, FUEPS TP E RSSO B L AN A& —
DL LTNDHODORIIHEE, BRI IR B E I
b LMD b EAIHIMEMIZH 5729, NAGLIFAHE W
Lo TWA. [BAENZ FAHLMEE, mEEE S 2012 4
DB EERBIE VIS 2 > TR Y, "R LMEOE N
WIELDOU 7 OEZPEMLCNDZ EBNEREE X
5. AR, WP b 2006 4 E TIHET, 2006
D 2016 AEFE TITHEE WS L IIMIE L, 2019 4EIC

HDOFNE OHEBULWENE 2 LTW5. O,
WP L B 2016 FF TR E KT, Bkl 2019 44
ETFLTWAD, mEEdkiX 2019 FICBL 2 EIF T b,
1L, REHIZENEE L DY 7 282 LR %
FFTWEERTIEZRL, WA FEEEE DY 7 ik L
TRREBZDND.

B oUDEEE, VAT ANTHREENED L D ol
G ORI E EDTHDNEH LML, SA0RHEMA
RS5O TH D (Wangand Cullinane, 2016). FEFE,
EMEHREONAN & g s, FLEBED £ I354F
WTEY EAITAIE L TS, BOR T TO7ZERM -
KIS T, EAL LI LTRY, £1A
WY > OWERLEHLDEI L TV DR TN 20D

N THWMETFLTWS. ZHIZMEONMY 7 0E BORBAERBSEEMICERL TZ ) LIRRICER > T
1998 ; 2006 2012 2016 2019 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019
0 = 0
> 10 :E
10 ::
5 20 F.
20 i 30
25 PR iz ;\/\“DP BEIE A 40 PR /< KB
-Pn o FTINREE et THELE B EAL FASLE e 0E —-——EESLE
B-2 a7 FEhE SR OMERO T Xy (0 Wik, A B
#F-3 HIEKORAEDORIEERY 7 B, REPOEOR WS L DY v 7 OELOEE DL
1998 2006 2012 2016 2019
wH | At AL 164 150 126 133 133
Bt 160 131 112 118 95
VE\U Nt 17 (10.4%) 16 (10.7%) 16 (12.7%) 17 (12.8%) 17 (12.8%)
) Pt 17 (10.6%) 25 (19.1%) 18 (16.1%) 23 (19.5%) 18 (18.9%)
BINY o | 21 (12.8%) 17 (11.3%) 13 (10.3%) 7 (5.3%) 6 (4.5%)
) Bt 21 (13.1%) 16 (12.2%) 13 (11.6%) 6 (5.1%) 4 (4.2%)
kY 74tk 17 (10.4%) 14 (9.3%) 17 (13.5%) 15 (11.3%) 14 (10.5%)
) Bt 16 (10.0%) 12 (9.2%) 15 (13.4%) 13 (11.0%) 10 (10.5%)
Vo Rt s 25,945,764 38,436,130 40,039,519 42,438,567 45,421,559
%;’i PRt 22,525,810 23,742,295 23,420,851 24,939,869 25,059,984
PILY 75U | 6,020,453 (23.2%) | 7,878,053 (20.5%) | 8,783,100 (21.9%) | 10,247,193(24.1%) | 9,602,451 (21.1%)
&) Bt | 5420510 24.1%) | 6,263,063 (26.4%) | 6,863,314 (29.3%) | 7,526,042 (30.2%) | 7,134,685 (28.5%)
BRI Y > 7§ 5 | 2,270,191 (8.7%) | 2,123,361 (5.5%) 940,472 (2.3%) 808,106 (1.9%) 1,006,653 (2.2%)
) Bkt | 2323318 (103%) | 2,081,115 (8.8%) 940,472 (4.0%) 394,471 (1.6%) 491,841 (2.0%)
KV 7L | 4319,906 (16.6%) | 5,343,989 (13.9%) | 4,781,650 (11.9%) | 3,701,855 (8.7%) | 3,634,812 (8.0%)
) Bkt | 3.710,903 (16.5%) | 2,848,130 (12.0%) | 1,919,845 (82%) | 1,566,691 (6.3%) | 1,645,263 (6.6%)
UHALE B 10 AU 36.0% 33.2% 21.0% 23.0% 35.1%
LDV LT ORE | 35.6% 32.3% 32.2% 33.9% 34.6%
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LZEEFFEVERN. LA, TUTEERORY NT—Y
WRBTL2EEROEEY LT VT EEE~OY V7 Ol
LM E - T, FERIIITED IR FEDIBAL O FIE L,
Pl M 7 e ST NS/ b S b I R P eV ST 3
TZESRRN o tc b B4, S5, MEORFERK
FZfE, AARZMAERE L CEYIELE CHXRICIEN %
%L, 2 NUV—2IZBIE 7 LB 2% KIEICET
SRS DR B o T, BORPHEEOEE A2 L
TeREREDRAFITTE S, FHEE, HoiRREKEGE IR,
Y— REBRZROEERS IObZarTFHE—IF 0
DOFEAi, ¥ — I FA~ORIEHIT VAT 208N, FIF
M - i~ T 4 T E LTCOMBAEA, o
VAT 4 T ANTHEREDTRILEDBUIRIC K - T, WX
EHEShTna.

6. &

ATEEOFERISRTEY, EBBUREZH#LZOMETH
o T RIREE, BRAREE XTI FOE R O JERL b KR
RBDERICHY, FOT LU AEZETEETNWS L
S 2%G720. —HT, tEORBEREICENED
Bl e O AICIENL 2 76 & 37, dOPEFRAE o AT 1
EYBHEONEN LV EVMEENZ S Y, FRICITAF Tk
v, X EFLTCWaEELHY, 29 Lz sidik
BORWEBRL TS E HEX NS, HENRAE
Ty N7 OBRHEERELRWEALH D 2 L2
F RO, RETIE, BORO BEEREDRSM, BUROHE
FEDRREE & 70 o e B G OXHE DO ATHREMEIZ DN T, Ful
BEOBRNOELET D, BLIZIL, TOYF Y A
FESWCHET 2 HEREEZ AW 5.

U R, B LIS O AR OIS L 2e Lk L
DV > 7 FREESUIMHE (BEEERICIIVIE D) 12
FIEZGETHY, BROMGEED Ty
TR G R, BRAPEICERE LG 2
ELTEYF VA, (EEzY v OERIEFY
7 DEFMIGECTEYEFY 7 ChiST D70, Bk
DOIEBRRIEDO Y 7 DEABEEZ HZ LT 5.

U A2 R, B O T T L O ERE ~ D
TV I vy RN EEN T vy TICER
LEEGEZE LT U A, IR, RWE»6 T
T LEDWE~DY 73R R0, o HR—L,
ZL~DOV 7 OEAPEZ D LILRD.

PFUVA 3TV F 1L LT UL 2 OMAEETHY,
AARDOHITHIED b T 2y 722 11Ekns b Rk,
FRAPPRICATE Lz 5 2 °C, FUEH, RN sT7 o7
PUm OB ~DEATY > 7 v R —)VUEE I b
TV TTIIER LG EEEE LYY A&
ERER-AIRT. F VAT, BENZ b

DPEZBROVCHUR L 0 BB Z L, FRCEnPaoiET

WIIEM 2 K& BT 28R ER>TND., ZOvF U A

TIE s, B & ANEPRE & Ol U 7 Fnsn

LTWARTIEHRNH OO, ENHEEE DY > 7 388N

L, NI vy R EETHZLICRDDT, Fh

DVE~OEBENRE N, v F U A4 2 TiE, FHEL BIE

frz B, BRcu g ETIEN 2 K& < B Tn s,

BFEOV 70 bhEomn Ty y THETY

VAR VEE, ZILEEE OO N BRI NDH T LT

ok L ox v b U— 27 EOERENEMR Sh-Z &I

£5.

INETORAROEBEBORIT FIRHECHRAHEECO T
v RU—7 ORESLCENNT Vv THEEFETHZ &
ZHEICETF OGN TE N, ZiudmEdh .ot s g
IMEEEDLZEEBERLEER ThoT2 525, ¥
FUA 1 IIHEBEB~D Y 7 OB ERE D A AT
BROVRERTIE, BBUSSECR N EZH Lol x v b U
— BT DRI OE AR LTS, WIBLHE
ERTH, T ABEPEEEEEZH S TWD EORR
DVEE I RF v ADKE RIS A bIT 22 <, PRBU
DEEREEOBRNHLEZRIK AR EL CH, HiEEH
FOSHUIRI S 2 B0 2 T2 O ERE D kb e 2 & Nk
BHARFUACERTZHETCHLEELNLTVD
(Sugimura et al., 2022). EEE, #EBOR BIZREEICBW
TURE T OAER A PO MEDOHER:, 1A EA2 BT Z &0
HIE STV, HTHREIEEAR N2 RV % )

£-4 BURE 3OOV F Y AT D HOERRE
WEH LM A7 bV AT L e
Rk [t Rk [ Rk e Rk e
B (2019 4F) 14 29 13 21 21 31 13 28
FU A1 12 (+2) 21 (+8) 14 (-1) 21 (0) 6 (+15) 8 (+23) 11 (+2) 25 (+3)
FV A2 14 (0) 28 (+1) 10 (+3) 18 (+3) 18 (+3) 30 (+1) 6 (+7) 14 (+14)
vFUA3 12 (+2) 21 (+8) 10 (+3) 17 (+4) 6 (+15) 5 (+26) 6 (+7) 13 (+15)
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LEELZEEEEL, SAEMBEROIZVNE WD A
MH, OV 7 LTRINEEZBIRL TE /.
DET, ERNTESOBRNZRBRNMTOLTETE
5, s, R~ EMOETNEE Lo, ik
BEEEBERICE W TIE, ELS0EFOT, B
BT D HMERE & T - BRAPEA~OEBE 7 ¢ — & — i
DA T 4 THBEBOA A=V T T 4 TR
b, PR MR L TV 523,
FUA 1 OFRERNS, BORBER IR S,
TR L o R FEICH LT A2 2k b,
O &N, BURAEDO LY L WIS T NTF A LD
AR DTN E RET 5.

UL, FUEHE, PR EE~ D BRERTIE O S HERIZ O
DEEFENTEY, ZOFEERBENER ST
E, ESMEEEOTREE LG E TER V. RICHRK
LEZEAIBWTh, YT U4 2 ORI RTEY, 7
CTDNT Yy TEBA~DY s kT H LT,
LR 2 MR, ERSERZENTE S, Zhi, B
KEWRD L G EMBEORFEZ B L TEINETOH
ENSOEE D, FIZ, VT U 3 OFERENRFETIE
0, B - BRMEREN N T vy THREE R T A Z L
THLMHEREIEE 7T D,

—77, FATMETHLMNZENTWDHEY, Wl
TR Y N T — I IRED ) — R OBSREE IRITK L
THEFTHDENI VAT EMZ TS, Ffig, Eo=

2
-
z

VT PR BOR & TR L CHUOT RIS A EE L 0 )
7 EENT DL, BUANAR Y 27, 7a, BRKES
WLV IRIFT 2 BB BREA 2L, SRR EE
2D LT D, FlxiE, 2003 4E5 H & 8 ARG
WA LT AFL 9 AOERBEIC L > TEILOEEHKEE

INELERH R B e T T2 IR, % < OFMERREA 2 LD

LORGREZBE L7z, & 51T, 2020 4ELIETE D ZERO-
COVID BURIC LY, K, ¥, =% CHAENME
EENDZLickhotz. 20D, %3 U FDOHFHAMD
OIiERy hV—IfEE EO ) 27 b5 TEET
LUMENRDHD. R-S5IRTIEY, FRZHAROEEIILWL
EEBEA~DY IR E L TORFELZEDTEBY, 29
LU 72 HEIE OMSREIZ IERFICE &R E L TREL BB EZT
LAREMEA B 5. -6 121F, GMCN IZB W THEEE, 2211,
iR, VAR VB R E L LTSI B AR, wRE
HIE D Z N Z N OIS RO LM DNERL DK T D
WK RT. T2 L, BRI DWW TR < DOWITE
DO THDLHDTREENPDITEANTND.

F-6 RTIEY, HAOUWEIIEAKE L TEILEEORE
AEfE LK L TR CHESI CTH D Z L3 d . Huk
TR DNBM AR FEEITEE L b REL, FFCHEE~<7
MR VTR MEDIER IZE LIET L, #Fx Tk
EIIRELL-oT0D., RO ES LI LTCH A
AL LTHERANYZ MAVHLEONEM 2 KRE<EET
8, TR U EEE L. T, BAD

£-5 HAAROWENKGFT DY 7 Sl

[2fiva 1998 4% 2006 4F 2012 4F 2016 4F 2019 4F

1 Hong Kong  12.87 | HongKong 10.01 | Hong Kong 10.94 | HongKong  9.61 Pusan 10.21

2 Kaohsiung 9.06 Shanghai 7.57 Pusan 8.84 Pusan 8.67 Shanghai 8.91
3 Singapore 7.57 Pusan 6.44 Shanghai 8.34 Shanghai 8.5 Hong Kong  8.06
4 Pusan 5.55 Singapore 4.65 Singapore 4.41 Kaohsiung 5.05 Kaohsiung 5.16

5 Keelung 3.91 Kaohsiung 4.1 Kaohsiung 3.59 Ningbo 4.58 Singapore 5.08

&6 GMCN T# / — ROMEREIE L L7256 O R OMERIEDIBAL OIK T (5 FE 23 O EHIfE)
HERElE I Ve Gillwis [EAG <7 b U SN

1998 2006 2012 2016 2019 | 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019 | 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019

A7 | HongKong -6 401 407 405 407 | <76 404 21 2.0 09 | +04 +19 406 +15  +1.0
Pusan 4103 -152 4191 -193 210 | -259  -612  -787 771 -96.1 | -29.0 -62.1 -647 -68.0  -90.7
Shanghai 03 25 26 35 32 | 402 95  -167 -166 -183 | +09 +03  +1.1  -07  -3.8
Singapore +6.0 3.4 432 427 424 | +194  +157 +146 +113  +10.0 | +11.5 +85 492  +83  +88

#[E | Hong Kong 8.5 2.7 3.7 3.7 -8.0 9.3 -8.2 -7.8 3.4 -6.1 7.3 -1.0 0.7 +2.1 412
Pusan 2157 =90 =223 -10.7  -10.9 | -5.0 76 338 281 -146 | 60 79 =399 210 207
Shanghai +1.0 -64 55 35 60 | +08 299 -108  -438 -6.9 +08  -157  -06 4.4 8.4
Singapore 28  +1.6 425 401 423 | 438 +42 4119 471 +8.7 +83 457 +11.8 485 499

"PE | HongKong | -150 -7.8 40 -52 04 | -57.5 308 -l166 212 36 | -532 215 9.1 73 -5
Pusan 29 05 408 +17  +12 | 24 406  -1.0 423 435 | 3.1 442 432  +67  +53
Shanghai 22 403 32 29 -1.0 0.2 -0.2 -109 111 4.3 1.0 +1.1 73 -1.3 2.1
Singapore 3.5 427 425 427 428 | 4135 +124 4106 +72  +104 | +11.4 481  +7.5 481  +11.3
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1990 4EACLAME, RAAD =T S O E B4 D&
TR S, AABMIIHEESE 2T C&izn, 4
R Ebar T EYEIREOBEN I AAROEE D
TR UADKTFIIBRELE TRV TS, 2oz, %k
TR T H HARDOPIEBUR 1) L CHEHI 72 5 &
DA ENEN, TOTIZBWTHEZED &5 E
DRFREZZT B %, AR B ERED Y = 73
HHLOIXUREBE X, BHREMEDHD L HAROHE
BEGR WS OERI S LY o 2 BTl 5 2 &3
ICiEZ2n. 207, KRR TIHIBEROXMR &> T
DR L RO Ea T g Ry U2
F B HULPERREE DN & B AR DB BR D B2 2R AT
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=1 &I - TR —NUEDBERET L L7235E ORUE - PPk O A RO PSR O OIERL DR T
HRRESE 1L WL [ A A N PTE L
1998 2006 2012 2016 2019 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019
°; Pusan NS 0 0 +1 +1 +1 0 +1 0 0 +1 0 0 +1 +2 +1
y [t 0 +1 0 0 +1 0 +1 0 -1 +1 0 +1 +1 +2 +2
T N +2.1 +2.1 +1.6 +2.1 +1.6 +1.0 0.6 +0.0 +0.5 +1.4 +1.9 +2.3 +3.7 +3.8
+ | Pusan HUE -1 -3 -6 -5 -5 0 3 3 4 3 0 3 3 -6 -6
j Pt 0 -1 -4 -4 -4 +1 0 -8 -4 3 0 2 -6 9 -11
¥ 2k | 9.9 -15.1 -19.0 193 206 -41.0 -76.9 874 -84.6 100.7 | 269 -63.1 -66.9 7123 2909
2 Singapore ik 0 -1 +2 0 +1 +1 +1 +2 +1 +3 +1 +1 +2 +2 +2
Pt +1 0 0 +1 +1 +1 +1 +3 +7 +3 +1 -1 +1 +3 +2
Ak 6.0 +3.4 +3.2 2.6 +2.3 288 218 +198  +135 +13.5 +12.9 +7.5 +10.1 +7.9 +9.1
+ | Pusan HUE -1 3 -1 -5 -4 0 2 2 -4 3 0 2 3 -5 4
M B 0 0 3 -4 5 +1 0 1 -4 3 +1 1 5 -9 9
> 2k | +22 22 2.2 +1.5 +2.7 3.0 9.9 -10.3 -10.4 9.2 +4.9 +3.0 0.6 6.8 4.0
3 Singapore jrgi 0 0 +1 +1 +1 +1 +1 +2 +3 +4 -1 +2 +1 +1 +2
[t +1 +1 0 0 +1 +1 +1 +2 +3 +2 +1 -1 +1 +1 +2
2k | +61 +3.4 +3.2 2.6 +2.5 256  +16.8 +16.5 +123 +12.8 +12.4 +6.5 +102  +7.4  +10.1
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1998 2006 2012 2016 2019 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019
1 Hong Kong Hong Kong Singapore Singapore Singapore Eg:g Hong Kong | Singapore Shanghai Shanghai
2 Singapore Singapore Hong Kong Shanghai Shanghai Singapore Singapore Shanghai Singapore Singapore
3 Keihin Shanghai Shanghai Ningbo Ningbo Kaohsiung Shanghai Hong Kong { Ningbo Ningbo
4 Kaohsiung Pusan Ningbo Hong Kong | Pusan Keihin Yantian Ningbo Hong Kong | Pusan
5 Hanshin Yantian Yantian Pusan Hong Kong Hanshin Kaohsiung Yantian Pusan Hong Kong
6 Rotterdam Keihin Pusan Port Klang Qingdao Pusan Ningbo Pusan Port Klang Port Klang
7 Pusan Kaohsiung Port Klang Yantian Port Klang Rotterdam Pusan Port Klang Yantian Qingdao
8 Nagoya Ningbo Rotterdam Rotterdam Yantian Nagoya Keihin Shekou Qingdao Shekou
9 Le Havre Rotterdam Kaohsiung Qingdao Shekou Keelung Port Klang Kaohsiung Kaohsiung Yantian
10 | Felixstowe Port Klang Keihin Kaohsiung Rotterdam Port Klang | Rotterdam Rotterdam Shekou Kaohsiung
1 Keelung Hamburg Qingdao Jebel Ali Kaohsiung Hamburg Hanshin Qingdao Xiamen ;:g;:sg
12 | Hamburg Hanshin Shekou Antwerp Xiamen Colombo Xiamen Keihin Rotterdam Rotterdam
13 Port Klang Antwerp Xiamen Keihin Antwerp Oakland Hamburg Xiamen gglrg;:g Xiamen
14 | New York/ Chwan/ Tanjung . L . Chwan/ Tanjung - -
New Jersey Shekou Pelepas Xiamen Keihin Felixstowe Shekou Pelepas Keihin Keihin
15 . Tanjung . . Chwan/
Colombo Xiamen Hamburg Pelepas Jebel Ali Le Havre Qingdao Hamburg Shekou Nansha
16 : . Tanjung Long Chwan/ . .
Oakland Qingdao Jebel Ali Shekou Pelepas Beach Oakland Shekou Xingang Xingang
17 | Antwerp Bremerhaven | Antwerp Hamburg Nansha Shanghai Nagoya Xingang Colombo Colombo
18 Long Beach Felixstowe Jeddah (S:::\@T{ Hamburg Yantian Shekou Nansha Jebel Ali Hamburg
19 Charleston Port Said Bremerhaven | Colombo Xingang Los Los Kwangyang { Kwangyang | Jebel Ali
Angeles Angeles
20 . . Tanjung . Laem
Bremerhaven | Le Havre Xingang Xingang Colombo Seattle Pelepas Jebel Ali Hamburg Chabang
21 Hanshin
22 Hanshin Hanshin
24 Hanshin
29 Hanshin Hanshin
B g L
1998 2006 2012 2016 2019 1998 2006 2012 2016 2019
1 Singapore Hong Kong Singapore Shanghai Shanghai Singapore Hong Kong | Singapore Ningbo Ningbo
2 Hong Kong Singapore Shanghai Singapore Singapore Eggg Singapore Hong Kong Shanghai Shanghai
3 Rotterdam Rotterdam Rotterdam Pusan Pusan Kaohsiung Kaohsiung Ningbo Singapore Singapore
4 Charleston Pusan Hong Kong Rotterdam Rotterdam Rotterdam Yantian Shanghai Port Klang Pusan
5 Keihin Hamburg Pusan Algeciras Jebel Ali Keihin Shanghai Port Klang Pusan Port Klang
6 Pusan Santos Port Klang Ningbo Antwerp Hanshin Pusan Yantian Hong Kong { Hong Kong
7 Santos Shanghai Ningbo Jebel Ali Piraeus Pusan Port Klang Pusan Yantian Qingdao
8 Le Havre Algeciras Antwerp Hong Kong { Ningbo Port Klang Keihin Rotterdam Qingdao Rotterdam
9 Algeciras Kingston Hamburg Hamburg Manzanillo Keelung Ningbo Kaohsiung Rotterdam Shekou
10 | New York/ Antwerp Jebel Ali Antwerp Algeciras Hamburg Rotterdam Shekou Kaohsiung Yantian
New Jersey
11 - . L Tanjung Tanjung
Hamburg Keihin Santos Cartagena Hamburg Nagoya Xiamen Keihin Pelepas Pelepas
12 | Piraeus Jebel Ali Algeciras Piraeus Jakarta Felixstowe Hamburg Xiamen Colombo Colombo
13 Oakland Bremerhaven | Valencia Kingston Cartagena Jakarta Shekou Hamburg (L:iirk?ang Keihin
14 | Kaohsiung Port Klang Manzanillo Santos Bremerhaven | Colombo Hanshin Qingdao Shekou Kaohsiung
15 | Port - . Tanjung - Laem
Everglades Le Havre Keihin Manzanillo { Santos Le Havre Nagoya Pelepas Keihin Chabang
16 . . A . . Chwan/ Laem Chwan/
Felixstowe Manzanillo Miami Keihin Kingston Bangkok Shekou Chabang Shekou Kwangyang
17 Melbourne Gioia Bremerhaven | Jakarta Tanger Med Yantian Laem Colombo Hamburg Antwerp
Tauro Chabang
18 Jeddah Kaohsiung Jeddah Port Said New York/ Oakland Tanjung Jakarta Xiamen Nansha
New Jersey Pelepas
19 Reykjavik Barcelona Ambarli Surabaya Valencia Egggh Jakarta Hanshin Kwangyang | Xiamen
20 Long Beach Piraeus Lishon Marsaxlokk | Hong Kong éizrt?ang Keelung Antwerp Xingang Hamburg
21 Keihin
22 | Hanshin
25 Hanshin
26 Hanshin Hanshin Hanshin
28 Hanshin
31 Hanshin
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