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Conceptual Design of Integrated Operation Systems for Automated Container
Terminals
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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the conceptual design of the integrated operation systems for
the unmaned container terminals. For this both the current state of the art of the operation
systems and customer demand were analysed. Then the objective and direction of the
integrated systems were suggested and finally the conceptual design of the systems described
briefly. The main focus is put on the basic concept different from the operation systems for
the conventional terminals.
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