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ABSTRACT: In this paper, the design criteria of future container crane for megaships are investigated. The current loading/unloading capacity of a typical
container crane, roughly 30 moveshr, is too low to meet the requirements of future super containerships, which are expected over 15,000 TEU After
examining the transition of containerships through the years and studying the research trend in developed couniries, the specifications of the container crane
that can meet a 15,000 TEU containership are proposed, The structure, trdleymdhastnudmmmbu:‘gbadau:h,mpaa!y speeds, durability, and
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1965004t 41 P e ojul & o] 83 FR5dol AlFE olh2 A
AHoz Aol BFFe oid 58 %4 F713}aL Uk ol
EFT43) 3712 98A felo]y Mute] sl shiupa
(Panamax, < 4,000 TEU)F oA ¥Fel} A&l g & X2 E-
w1} 2t A (Post-Panamax, < 6,000 TEU)F R 49-s}ujop A
(Super-Panamax, < 8,000 TEU)#2.2 #3350, vjzfd=
of 222 (Suezmax, < 12,000 TEU), @217}t~ (Malaccamax, <
15,00 TEU)g} 2 F#-5e 208 delolv} Aubge] 8T Ae
2 d381 Aok (E713 o)A, 2002). o) M A f42] A
Hoji] AES Hug ArHo= et iy Peoly
dute g Q1 HRe AAMAALE 378l §7] R o]
dute] gk 7len A4 RAEE @ A45E Aol

webA] 200y Aol Mute] FeEE e B Ak
ol E @7ie] M 5 e TS 71N AL AYA Ay
9 gaido] =T 3ot o] A 2& SHYA| L9 AF=
Zoi Y Aefoh] dute] AGALE 7|89} EAE-h AT M
ut3} FUsHA 317] flsiA ALE3 © ndslel 2L Wi g)
ok 2 39 2 A 209 Ado|u] Aulof i 8- Yt 3ty
] ZFE S 2-0lA 71t EHQ FulE A, B Yukd
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A 72 5 3ok %8, Aol el e YefolY elvdel 4
Ab4el 7g & FUE T AuIE A, 84 SlL)o] A9 A6
o]\ Z#<le] B 394571 30 moves/hrgl ), H2of $33
3 e oY Gelo]y Ayt h837] e HolE 100
moves/hrZ 2o} Yrhe Jor Aol 914 AF2}
2 &R AFHA SR HAYE FAY Uk

Feold AU g VPATES AT A o] Eops} v
AUF 2oF2 UE + Utk 9A AojiolE dniny 34 5
(19973, b)& 71245 24 Hol= Aol 9} Eg ] F84E 2y
2 B¢ 32 Mool EESHMOIE AR, oA 5
(1998)2 24K = AR A 0] 7| & o) &% 28209 anti-sway Ao
2708k F34)(1999) 3 Hong et al. (20002 Ae| ol Al
oM Ege)e] NAHRF Y u 1Y FFEEY Aol B
VTR AL, SR YFEQ00)S AT o]
deloly 2dQle £EHS AT F U= AR By
AT-E YE3AT Hong et al. (2003)2 Aejoly 2¢le) EF
27t F9E o £EYLE AU G YHL Al m,
U39 F54(2004)2 AT HA ol o]2F AuzY9)
EEHAH & FYARYLt o2 AHQ) A|2R g7l S
Y DY AT-# 4% 29, Jordan and Rudolf ITI (1993)& A o]
W F#lel] dual-hoist elevating girder Al2d& A739 T,

Jordan(1997)2 7}&9] Helo|] IAAL] Y2AHE PN 5

S ¥ete 2 4 wide gantry crane, elevated gantry rail, elevated
landside platform, elevated traffice lanes 58 47/)8%ic). =9
71&e] SUEFE) G F A2 EER AN vEEE S
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Aeksislch B EER) AL FA 7S5 ~ 75 tond] GUEF
2] g el ¥dte] 10 ~ 20 tonAE ¢ T3, F 7Y EEE
EA sk A Aol e) Wadk wbh, A e At 45~
70 movesz} FASD Itk Ward(1998) WlEB#= Ceres

Amsterdam Terminal A 82} $@% two-side container ship -

operations$] AT AHE 4743tk Ship in Slip F& Indented
Berthelar EelE o] /1d& Hube =3(dock)¥Ele] ¥-5d A
QAT A& pdgreld 3RS ¥ AZFF 300
movesg] 404 B4 EXE 1 3ok AW FH19W)E 5
9] EEE TUst Dol E & B A2WE AL
392, Rankine(1999)= 318 AT3 Addeld gujadl

Docking Systemo]ehe B3¢ Enld tiQ1g AL £

Z%¥Q) Ship in SlipThe @] £ AlA% & 7)&E 5] £
2o Fafetty) ¥ X8 Muke] Griadel A BRe) o}F
o)A Fe Re] I BAojrt. 22D Jordan(1995, 199, 2001,
2002) ¢} Morris and Hoite(1997)& 4-3]- s et 233 S 28t
F Adohidule] v-2g 4 e Ve A) AE AF

R AA7EE AL HS FolMe HFeE TR

g 9a7)¢ ARRI(1999 ~ 008)0) 27IAQTEF WHF
24 S 23 $951%000), o] FAARIE AT Bl EE
ZHautomated guided vehice, AGV), AH§ Ed2Y 2
(automated transfer crane), A EH oY, B GAl L2
FE 5, B8 2942 "AHE EdaN 2R 44 R Ao}
£ e HEdulg ol=ely $98E EdAE I A
£2 3 Aol7)¢ Mg Ao 95 .

e} e MYATER o S €5~ 28@
#2.9] 15000 TEUF 218 Pejol] Aute) dig @ 4 e 2
Holy ZeQe] T2 FAo) gt ATE i vER AFe)
o} &3], dejod AL Aehold Elnjde} Yatgo] 3 &
J8kg vl st gulgle kA go2 FNA He 2
Ty Peoly] Aol ol $37] ¢ A4 Hejol] ZehAe]
o G477 Sers) Wehsojel gt vetA B mEe & A
Holy egle] e =E R Ao vt EEE B4
of ze 7G9S AT Heloly A A ATYGH &
o Aol Aule] hEY 4 Qe ALY F2E 2% 4
H712e A AE 2 2o 2 ¥

2 2o 7L tg¥ Btk 28dE BAY el 2
Hole] e BN 2 Aejold 2y e FHaL RS ¥4
831, 3Rl A 15,000 TEUZ Sl 2019 gefolu Mdato] o33}
= AT Helel 29l 72 D F2E APk AEL 4
Ao 71¢Hck

2. HEO|L FIRle MM U FHL- HE

Aol Zae Fejol] Auls) Ed (- AGV) Aleldl A
Ho|ul & o)4she] AHR-sle st aulolTh A Hze| el
W] =e91& Matson Navigation Company7} 19593¢] Pacecor}
9} 37 L5153 0.5, outreach= 23.8 m o] T, 22.7 tons) TR

Table 1 Trend of container cranes: the past and future

1st nd 3d 4th
generation | generation | generation | generation

Year 1960 ~ 1980 | 1984 ~ 1994 1994 ~ 2003} 2004 ~2013 2014 -

) Super Post Ameti
Panarmax Panamax Shipper
Ra_hdlmd(l)_ 35 Over 406 | 406~508  50-60 @0-75

Owtreach (m) » 45~ 47 48 ~ 55 65 "

Spen (m) 16~30 ‘0 0 3048 3048

Lift (m) 21-28 2 -3 40 50
Hoitspoed | o 45 55 60-75 | s0~180 | 300~30

{mpm)}

! 120 -150 180~210 | 180-210 | 240~300 | 300-400
iw{:"" 450~850 | 900-1000 | 950~ 1250 | 1100~ 1450 | 1550~ 1850

ouiE Y 4 UK www.pacecocorp.com). 3¢ Tsho] .
v <lol S48 ol A 45 Tt Hejol IHede} =2
719} #9558 L 5 ul oo s Frislen, dRPNY F7t
9 ok g H8 A& e YA Yot 190 ~ 1970
tiol & outreachr} 30 ~ 35 mo)il & Fo] 450 ~ 600 tong] A 1
Mol Fee]y 2810] ALSFRLv, 1971 ~ 19850+ dhupet
239 Mupof of-g-3h= A 24 Ao Ay e} AL AL
£.5}51c} 1986 ~ 1995 doll= XA E-Thjetag Auko] df-§8h
A 34 ) Gelold F# Qo) AHR-E e, Qe 3 E2E-5
vetaFs) dejo|y] Aulof of-3he outreach?} 48 ~ 55 m, $HY
2] 0] 40 ~ 50 ton, 3 230 950 ~ 1,250 ton <) A 44ch s <]
1 Z20e) AHL-E T ATHKim, 2002). Table 1& Aol =)
Qo] Aol 2o WAL Beln YeHKim, 2002). o] A d
HAHE o] 28 BRGS0l QEY F99] Fvieh ¥4 71
vie} Aol T 94 o 23, 6 E HY5EE 7HAH,
o] 25318 ol 2aglo] g E ofof frk

21y Nefoly Aetel thrI g Af 2 JdS) Aol 22U
9] /gL WA 2l Ho g ot YuE dvsE i 39
dME HERCZ v, PAE, £, 4B HESR ULII=T}
AE2 gur AT st Yok I FelA AEioid 2
9] 2t Ry ATHURS I Y ohgat gk

2.1 ER2(Trolley)

E&TE Fo)AERF o] &3l Hso)ud Muloh EdY
2R S0 LA FAND £F H $F o158 Beloly
F Aol A EHYHZ o4 AL -2 P2 o)Fdle Al
olc}, AWl EgElE 2= e 7iAY EEY) S
o, 71&8] tiFE 9] Peoly 20 2= EE2E MRS
A EE2 ol Zo] A4 0] AA)H ] glolM &AL E
B2F £AHUA Bo|2ERE 2F3d AU E Bol&
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Table 2 Comparison of rope-towed trolley and machinery trolley

Rope-towed Trolley| Machinery Trolley Ad
vani
(&) MD) .
]ig drive, catenary Main hoist MT
assetblies | olley drive
Trolley dueto Movement due to
tioming | TOUCY travel rope skidding MT
positioning stretch
Power for main
Festoon | FF "‘ad:ﬁ POWET 1 hoist!, trolley drive, RIT
y arxd spreader
Trolley 2
sccelerations 2fe/s 2ft/s
Exposed to .
Rope i , Enclosed, spillage
environment, MF
lubricant R on ol contained
spillage on ground

'Including trim, list, skew and snag device

gAY A 22 EFe] 9} 7)A 4 E&ele A2 Table
2] Jehliglon, Zzbe] 5P ES oA A3 dsr)2
FoH(Bhimani and Kerenyi, 1995).

2.1.1 2xER2|(Rope-Towed Troliey)

Fig. 1& 2 E&2)9| /A& Jehdc} 2 Efel= 1959
o) v]=2] PacecoAls| A AZFE Q1T £33 A <) Aeo)] F8
Qo] gteil ) FY- BFAY o AYdiGol A LA
upebad F QoA B He EFele AL A8 o) 7hi
o} fict o] & Y% == EETE 8 FolAERI] EEF 9 o}
FEE R B 9] £5¢ YA Sl Z1AY QoM FHF
5 7] qj 2o EE] AH Q] FHFL 7P 7] i) o) As
ol ZHQlel| AR L Slck Al P 1003 ool FHhsH=
2% Aejo)d] Aute] HdsHA He 5o Aoy ZHUL
o}-2-2] X7} o] Aol mteby EEr| L o] F 2] EH Sl |
t}. o)A & FolEAR 0] 2 I |9} o] Yy oz F7)sr) of
Tl o3k Auleie EEHE A0j3}717) 7<) Pl
FFer o o2 A Zleg At o U £
HE Ao37] Ase 2 gL EEF Aojrl2do] 37}
sojo} 517] wfj &l vlg-0] F7hElE W] b= a gl ofA
Y 2= Eg2le A4 14 Felo]y I Aol A FE] Haje] iy
£ Adloj] Zaiglell ARSEH AL QLA gto g 2R He 2
thE elo)y Aulel thg3he AHd Asl ol e &
AE =218 222 oA} (Bhimani and Kerenyi, 1995).

2.1.2 7|1A4&] ER2|(Machinery Trolley)

71414 EEeE AN FEYH So|AERT EFUYE |5}
1 qlck 71Ale Edde EWEF fd TolhERS 459 Y
FEIE RHEE 71AL FY HYS olEE] e 2X
2 Rths 30 8 PR 55 2R )2 fol EEYF
SFojn Ztzbe] g2 HYolz, BE, TLH7)E YA U
(Bhimani et al., 1996). -

Load Trofley

- Tol! Rope Lengh 70008,
Tolal No. of Sheaves: 44 »52

_‘cammrmloy
Jordan, 2008)

vlelo] S4sHe 204 delod Autel ul-g8h7] AHME 2
sfold ZaQle] BBl HalE 714N E@AZ AT e S
At MiEhE A el ZPAL YT QB 2 ¥
% 24 Eo| Lol7t F71871} AXA Heh. B8, outreach 1
ole] Z7ke Egele) olEAE 2A8HA DEL. o)ie 2x
Eged 713 2 BEAAE AN ol ENEE 71AA
E82E §AF Aol BolAs sl AN TEAE 71 419
o] $17] o) 23xe] Fois 47t 2X BRARYG FoiE
ol deolie) EE AoHE O Bo|3HA gHED o)30] 71A4)
=gy} 21 sgun F40 X RPAY, 23 s§E 4}
8T gt} A LGS o EY 4+ A7) BB 714
E@ el Ao she 713 302 ol 3lo|ckBhimani and
Hoite, 1998).

2.1.3 3i0i=2|= ER2Y(Hybrid Trolley)

glollAl A3 F 71A] Yejo] EZe ARl FAHL B
€ Ao] dojneis EF|A Aot dojne ETAAH
2 5 99 7144 ol Zo)|2EH o] ¢ M AF5ln EE
2 Al 5L 1AL § H& o153 9 Aol djoln
A= Ed2E 44 FAYoE Ay 22 Efee 2o
F2] F7Het Aol F7lol) w2 zid o] EFF Aol g
T 717412 EEE)e] %] F7) e RRGYEFe Aok
A% 3= A2dolgt ¥ 4 o} (Bhimani and Kerenyi, 1995).

2.2 ARG (Spreader)

22 ol PAefolulF Huloj} EdU2RE YAY U
= Aol Q] Fa Bl Fof dhjeltt 7|9 Aol
Qe 2Z T 20 ft Pejolie] A4 BT 12~ 15
long tons, 40ft Zeoju 9] A= W7 2k 24 ~ 30 long tons - 3}
g% 5= Aok

2.2.1 Direct Acquisitioh Rail to Ship Spreader
Fig. 2% rail-to ship £ 2#| 68 Lej o, rail-to-ship £Z ¢
T gy g A S YLG S o] HE siLE Ao g
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Fig. 2 Direct Acquisition Rail to Ship Spreader
(http:/ /www.august-design.com)

Fig.SAtandemforliesspreader(B}ﬁmnimﬂ]ordan,Z(lB)

A, syl 2 s YefoluiE WY} Pt shaA 3
B 2 gl Axgolnh AT} of Al2YE U7} 919 20 £t AL
ol % 7}E @ Wol AL AAY § ATk F, 71@) 42 AT
ATE o Wl B1}e] WrolLl® MalP 4 YA rail-to-ship
AZATE & Wl 5 7He] 20 ft FeAo|IE AW 4 e B
o] §Ick WA o] A2YE asjBelonte] MU EIES
Military Ocean Terminale} Zisjold ZedQlof Ahg-51a Qick.

2.2.2 Tandem Twin Spreader

Fig. 3% tandem forties 22X A& VEPIc}. tandem twin 2
Lo 20 ft Aol FAE & F e A5 40 fi AE(ofy
= & AL 45 P& Aol AUt of A=W e Fg. 304 BRe] F
wako 2 AoliF F A ol Mg e F U F
HEHE=C DL SR 7Fs8ichs A4¢] ok @A) tandem
twenties 2 ZH T E AHE S0 §1.2.0), tandem forties 223 Tl
232¢] ZPMCAL S-ulo)dke] Felod 2 el F&A1717) 9
#) 97 = 2 g1c} (Bhimani and Jordan, 2003).

2 2.3 intelligent Robotic Spreader
HZ¢] Augustrle] AF2R ATHoie AR yp=

2 go] 17| sj&e) 279} ot vige) ¢ F AF B3
BA o) Aol 7Fs3twww.august-design.com). A=
® 2xgue §7HXe & §40) Utk

A W= AxpAolo] 9§ 6A-RES] X FTie] o8] 9, #
2 Yot n B YAl difME HEAQ A0S T 57t
lch o)A e 71&e] Pejolid Z#Ue) ¥ & YN AABA
HE Alo} 7V5EHA ¥ slojtk. F WAE Aol AME AHES
o] Fee|ule] A8 W 91X wojo| 7he3dts] WEa] o2
vlgo 2 xR e AZHcyl A AseE AHUE
A3 = Uk

3. ZAICH 2iEjjo] 3|E!

clehe) BEjol] B 109 o] 2HsA 2 RO
A 2018 BEOILH(15000 TEUR)l 21814 T o]
20)d Aoz dANT itk olY Belold Awso] s
£ Anatuel A Bl Be Aol A¥ 4 A &
Ad) TEol 2] ATFE F, 71&2] Brl ZFn
o o s, o A0, HUARYS 100 moves/hre] 4%
2 HAE 59 A4 Peloly Z<lo] Agsiolo Sk

3.1 AMAMCE fEOjY 32ele] Fx

B =2dM Agtsie £33 cfshe gy asue
dual-hoist duaktrolley A}29& 718202 32 3loH, 73 &
B 7lEe] oA E£E]7) o153 - A Ue ol
Y agRldME 3¢ EH2E o T8 ISR ded Jdn-
Z, 3¢ o HEEETS) 0T 2 HHA, T3 st B2 A
TEE& /IR Azdgrie] £8cl5& A5l 798 22 A
Qe Aelolu 3¢l 718 U] portal H& FHEES
7} o) Eshe B3 A FEFHE 7 2= oivl A Xghe 2de
2 Aok Fig 4= +9-57 @k A deo)d 2
o] =¥ Bolx vk

WA, Aejold Mo 2y Y Y SgAYS ¥
%, 3% EBAE B 7X FolA Ao B9 Fo|RERT)}
A | E F4 Heo] Aute] Yo & SraEAR] B &

]
-
L
-

i
i )—-———* -

()___._...

[
b}

Fig. 4 A horizontal-vertical rotative container crane
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e 2T dtis} 30| A% e H=gEziel Aol HARL o
9 AU e 787154 B $FEEA A2
Tl portal# 7= FolA sho 2 Ao F 7HA D o1 F3HA
9} o) SZEFTS A= e et Azdrict AP F
glol & Yz deiEd Bk Ed g deely g9
oz goiRge w2 PAAE $9-52 £R3he AAR
Aelol 2l thype] AA) TEEE 71 AT T E ALY
o2 #95EL I AAY GNP E AP
B E e AN G T Tt

3.2 Dual-Hoist and Dual-Trolley System

Hoj A)zFZ 100 moves/hr& A @A1717] A3 2pAI o)
FHQE FY-Fo|2E FR-EFE Al2EE ok AT 2
ol f Aelold 2 Ye) st & EES] ARl F A
o Fo|Ag A2le) 271 % Fol2e Aulel F7le 0 s
Vo] £=Yo| AL U e S agle2 BHEET
k. M 48-4-2) &she QA Aoy 24 9L FE-
FolAE FY-E&T AL Fil 7|&9 Heloly A9
EE7]e YA $Ad AGALE FYo2H HAY
g Zuisksia, Asjo]ule] RE tgaiqje] HYo 2 o Fo]
2 7] W Bol ol 2) EEH] YRR gethe FHE /1A
3 gich

3.3 F£R X
3.3.1 Qutreach

Zg o) 28919 outreachi= Aejo Hule] Ao 743 &
98+e wi=t}, Table 3.& e[o)] Hute) ¥ 3jof me el
19 2#|919] outreach Zojo] W& LER) T glon, & =&l
A B s vlele] 248 Aol 4¥K15000 TEU}L 3%
0] 69 m, Z10] 400 m, RIS £ 2899 FAF 7HAA B AelH,
A 5L 38410~ 11 @3, g¥6~7ge] @ Acjh. up
g}x Ajets AElohd 2#)9] outreach Pol= 2o ¥ Wejely
Mute] AEo] 69 molT, EEEL] &EF A& A overrun
H2)& 1 m2 71A8T, A& YA ALHE A9 A
2)(setback)7} 8 mY & ZHPTHA 78 mz AT

3.3.2 Backreach

HAAY Lo Ao E §5 HY vRe R oY A ¥
2% A=A, 2Ll AL 913 outreache] 384 19 25
mE gt

3.3.3 Cl2] ZF=2(Clearance between the legs)

# Astoluie] WolE 12 m ~ 14 mo}A 7t vle) Hejolds
16 m7A) 2718 Ao|t} (Jordan, 2001). 23 WeloiL] 2} Aje)
= 7jol=9) ¥3PH 317} 1.8 mo| 22 Arjo|id F#gle] T Ale]
o) A2l Aelofu 7t A 1 E 4 e 20 m 2 Nt

Table 3 Variation of outreach length of container cranes

Aure) 73 249
AMute
-::7'14 w3 outreach
geol(m) | Folm) [ FFHm) [ DEFm) | (m)
4,000
260 X 125 354 39
TEU Panamax 8.6 0
6,000 Post-
X 144 . 454’
263 24.0 40 400 7
8000 | Super- | 0 | 979 | 145 | 460 | 4855
TEU | Panamax
12,000 '
. | 50.
Suezrmax 400 310 170 0 65
15,000
Malacamax | 400 A 21.0 69. 78
TEU 350 0

Partial source : Payer (1999) and Wijnolst et al. (1999)

3.3.4 Y8l ¢ WOI(Lift above rail)

Aekoll 28 ¢l o Yol ME S50 o)y EEE7HA
9] Folg] 27h= e e EEYAE @A TED U
aez A Aoy RF AL His) )& Ak R A
o|c}. vlfol @Y 2542 15,000 TEUF sl o] 442 16€
¢] APL (American President Lines)Ate] C10 ZH o]y Hupsc}
ol 2m ol 8mAE o € A0 2 3 Utk wetA
A7) B-Fol| A 169 2] APLAR] CI0 e o] At -3k A
Hlohd 2#kele] Fol7}40 mo] =2 vl e] xpMc) Aol
9o} MEH QoM EE7HA) 2] ol 48 m, wh LulFRE] <
Fole H4 B mrl Hejol & Aok

3.4 % 4=

gtz o 2 elol Aute) 20 ft Welohd st Aol B o)
4 Z3%& o} 12 long tons, 40 ft FElo| 2] o] o]FFF2 A
long tonso] 7} & Fefod 28 A9 HAFF A AH ol
Mute) ol wiszdi), 122 Aelofd JdUL Hgtg
2% AAE F5UNE R HYsFE AL wed &
gt vl o) ejeliel Aol 16m7A F71E AL E o 4H
22, & AAS YT 40 ~ 50 long tons 2 2 F71E AR 48
ok mebA A5 g A8 AgE $9-43 @3 WH oI
1 2891 of 60 long tons2] 319452 7FA1 gl twin
forties spreader & AH4-Y A9l 4 2ZHHF 60 long tons,
) 120 long tons 2} 319358 71X =& ALect.

3.5 ER2o} BO|AEQ &K

Aol el AFE wole 7H F &L 0
W E sledhs @57 ARk 348} she Aotk AHeIE A
ko] § o} EFYHEHEH doht g2, AUSA T3
oA Hasivle FoZ AN} K2 olFHAHE BIE T
¥ 32830 Yo} (Bhimani et al, 1996). 1 Fo)A) E&2] 9 ]
FE59 Bo)2E £5E YAH4 el ARAD 9FE IR
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Table 4 Present and future container cranes

Specification Present (2003) After 10 years (2013)
30 moves/hr 120 moves/hr {max),
Moves per bour (average, Busan) 75 moves/hr (avg)
Trolley and hoist Single trolley Dual-hoist and
mechanism {Port Busan) dual-trolley
Cutreach 53 m (6400 TEUS) | 78 m (15000 TEUH)
Trolley type Rope-towed type Machinery type
Average speed of the
€G
thoist) mpm (72 mpm) 350 mgm (250 mpm)
Position accuracy of the
+
rolley (haist) + 20 0m (+ 50 o) | £ 10 mm (& 10 mm}
Position calibration of the
containership No Ves

o}k 2% deoju] Hute] of-F2A A HrhAlRFE 100 moves/hr
£ 28317 #3M 3 3 P93 By ELEH 18] Zo
2E 3 29 € 250 mpm, EE€2)¢} B 2= 350 mpm
2 A,

3.6 Uy

Ytz oz e oy 52 Aol ZHAL 1AL gl
AL A AT 5 flojof Pt YA Aol T
B AA Aol of o)At 4A Edse #9308 I
©|t} (Jordan, 2001). AT eio|u] AL = 247} ¥
20| 282 vigle Alolg B %30 F 200000712 Aefol]
E A & A TEL 7HAES® dAs o ok =¥ =
=9 A2 % A5 G B 2ARET FY5lo Ao 2
# 0 8-& Hi g A Aok sl AT,

3.7 erEN

Aol 2L EAH L AN BE A2 HYFX)

& 42311 glon, AFeld T2 o3 HEY F& us)
Sk SREELCERELV ERELRENE: 3B DIEES RE
2Hg/d 7% outreach 71 ©)9} rail gage Lol wl7} 2u] 1 E=3
o 1] oje} e} (Bhimani and Jordan, 2008). 2] th5-Ee)
Aeolu Al Alne #9] £% U oo 2L iy
7hste) sk Foll WG} o]alF SAHE NP AN
FH2ols ATEHOIE F¢ NEHo Mo HArfolu] 249
AFEA 2 2842 S VRS Hrlsta Aok

o] 4|74 ZER U-4-5 & Table 4o g oFgc},

4. d £

¥ =EdAe10d ool £¥3tA 8 o2 el s 28
ZiE o)1 43ul(15,000 TEUF) o} t-§-3}171 213 24l fefold 2
Aol g A 712 71 &) Fejol AN P =F R R
Ao Yehd FREE B3 AASAch At £%9-3

«@o) 7k Ao Heou 2L FY- ZojAE, FY-E
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