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Abstract : Recently ITs(Information Technologies) have been as essential methods for port operation. However, despite of the importance
of ITs, there has not been any research that evaluate and analyze current level of ITs performance and their utilizations. Thus, objective
of this study is to develop integrated indicators to evaluate current level of ITs performance and their utilizations in container terminal.

To confirm the effectiveness of the suggested indicators, current level of ITs performance ina
then some implications based on findings were presented .
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container terminal was measured, and
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Table 5 Weight and priority vector of Items
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Table 8 Evaluation Score of Sub Factors
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