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2.1.3.2 Western White Shrimp, Western Blue Shrimp, Penaeus Vanamei ( )
1 230
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Whole or Head-on (H/0) (

( )
Headless (H/L) ( )

Peeled Tail on (PTO) (
Peeled Tailess (PTL) (
Peeled and Undeveined
Peeled and Undeveined Tail on

Peeled and Deveined

2.1.5.1 Block Frozen -
-35°c  -40°

2.6

6-8

28 : SIQF

13



2.1.5.2 Individual Quick Frozen (IQF) -

5-6

2.1

2.1.5.3 Semi Individual Quick Frozen (SIQF) -
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1999 2005
1999
2000

2001

2.8

(2548)

1999

2000
199

-40°C

14
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Anti Dumping
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20 2004
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(Anti Dumping) 6
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(Transportation)

90

( 2542)

(

(

1 2531)

| 2547)

(Liner)
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(Tramp)
(2547
(Vessel Operating Carrier-VOCC) 2
(Liner Company) (Tramp Company)
(Liner Company)
(Freight)
(Container)
(Tramp Company)
(UNCTAD, 2002)
. 2545
(Container Ship)
14 (General Cargo Ship)

2.1

17
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23

McGinnis (1990)
( , 2546)
(2542)
( )
(Structured Interview) 3
(Focus Group) (Depth
Interview) /

(2540)



(2546)

Gilmour (1986)

Lambert Stock and Ellram (1998)

231 (Transportation Cost)

19



23.1.1 (Ocean Freight)

23.12

2.3.13

2.3.14  Carrier Haulage

Carrier Haulage

(Bunker Adjustment Factor - BAF)

(Currency Adjustment Factor - CAF)



2.3.15 (Terminal Handling Charge - THC)

Terminal Handling Charge

2.3.2 (Quality)

2.33 (Transit Time)



2.3.4

2.3.5

Just In Time

2.3.6

(Technical Capability)

2.3.7

(Reliahility)

(Service Frequency)

(Capability)

(Financial)

22
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(2545)

(Direct Questioning)

Conjoint Analysis

(2545)
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Bardi, Bagchi and Raghunthan (1989)

Council of Logistics Management 1000

L
) 5 )

(Factor Analysis)

(Correlation)

Menon, Mcginnis and Ackerman (1998)

Leon Crosby and Stephen A. LeMay (1998)

Direct Questioning
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24.2 ! (Quadrant Analysis)
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10 ( ) 1
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(Transportation Research Board, 1999)

(Transportation Research Board, 1999)

(Gap Score)

(Impact Score)

(Impact Score Technique)

22

27
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22: (Impact Score)
A | c D E

1 Had Problem No Problem  Gap Score Reported Problem Impact
Mean Overall Mean Overall ¢ =B-A Occurrence Score
Satisfaction Rating Satisfaction Rating Rate E=CxD

1 6.5 8.5 20 0.548 1.096

2 6.3 8.2 19 0.442 0.840

3 5.3 8.1 28 0.173 0.484

24.4 Conjoint Analysis

(Set of Alternatives)

Green and V. Srivasan, 1990)
( , 2546)
(Levy, 1981)
Conjoint Analysis
Profile

Trade-off

(Paul E.
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(Direct Questioning)

(Quadrant Analysis)
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