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ABSTRACT : Today, overall industry have been operated on the basis of information technology and have been rised that expectation and
investment on it. The distribution industry have growing up importance of integrated material handling information network, the information
investment have increase to efficient operate. however, Most efficiency analysis has not been thoroughgoing enough any research that effect on
informatization level about the efficiency. The paper describes the evaluation of informatization level of importance is presented to efficient

operate in a container terminal, the relative efficiency on informatization level is measured using Data Envelopment Analysis. - -(omit)- - -
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Table 1 The result of efficiency scores on Container Terminals
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DMU z‘;; 9| DMU X‘ij +9 | oMU ;_; =9
1 1.0000 1 9 1.0000 1 17 1.0000
2 0.8407 15 10 0.8953 14 18 1.0000
3 0.8112 16 11 0.8025 17 19 0.7380 19
4 1.0000 1 12 1.0000 i 20 1.0000 1
5 1.0000 1 13 1.0000 1 21 1.0000 1
6 0.7808 18 14 0.6676 22 22 0.6880 21
7 0.6488 23 15 0.6343 24 23 0.7264 20
8 1.0000 1 16 | 1.0000 1 24 | 1.0000 i
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