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ABSTRACT

The purpose of the offshore shipping center is to establish Taiwan into an Asia-Pacific
regional operation center. As a result, it seems that the policy implementation meets with
the goal of the policy. Based on monthly data of empty and heavy container data during
April 1997 to October 2005 we applied Pearson relation analysis and AMOS path analysis
to prove interrelationship examination. The finding is that heavy containers handled by the

offshore shipping center has a positive impact on transshipment volumes of Kaoshiung
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Port. In the future, Point to Point port direct link across Taiwan Strait is permitted, it will

be helpful for Kaoshiung port to be an transshipment hub port in Asia Pacific region.
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1.X? Chi-square CMIN= X?

2.P-value 0.05

3.X°DF 3
3

4.GFI(Goodness of fit index) 0.90
0 1 1

5.AGFI(Adjusted goodness of fit index) 0.90 GFI
AGFI

6.RMSEA(Root mean square error of approximation) 0.05

7.NFI(Normed fit index) 0.90

8.RFI(Relative fit index) 0.90

9.IFI(Incremental fit index) 0.90

10.TLI(Tucker-Lewis index) 0.90

11.CFI Comparative fit index 0.90

12.AIC Akaike Information Criterion AIC
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