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Informacién referencial Parametros de evaluacion Calificacién

7 Nimero de Tarifa Costo Produccién Agua no Coberturade |  Cobertura de Calidad del | Tratamiento de - Eficiencia " . . Relacién de . ) o
N°Ranking EMPRESA conexiones de | media Operativo percépita o i agua potable |  alcantarillado agua aguas servidas C:" ""S'Zf,"’ operativa prepmee) M;"’“”‘" trabajo & ";',"’e @ & """L‘? Calificacion 2004 C"'Z’f;;"’"
agua potable™ | (S/./m3) (S//m3) (Lthab/dia) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (Glneelils) (%) (%) (Meses) (%) (2ice) promeco
<<<<_SEDAPAL >>>>

1 SEDAPAL S.A. [ 1402108 | 14 ] 10 | 253.8 | 38.0% 89.8% | 844% | 997% | 9.7% | 17.9 [ 7a6% | 63.8% | 4.6 [ es57% | [ ee31 | 737 | B+ | B+ ]

SUBTOTAL | 1402108 | 14 | 1.0 | 253.8 | 38.0% | X 84.4% [ e97% | 9.7% | 17.9 [ 7a6% | 63.8% | 46 | es7% | [_ee31 | 73.7 | B+ | B+ |

GRANDES EMPRESAS ( 40 a 200 mil

1 EPS SEDACUSCO SA. 51,118 14 07 2274 48.4% 91.2% 80.6% 99.5% 45.5% 20.9 87.0% 70.6% 1.0 60.5% 756.0 84.0 A A
2 EPS TACNASA. 61,131 12 08 195.3 31.8% 99.9% 95.9% 99.5% 81.3% 19.0 79.2% 47.8% 3.0 74.2% 734.9 81.7 A A
3 SEDAPAR S.A 180,050 12 09 194.1 42.0% 83.8% 77.1% 98.5% 10.2% 216 90.0% 78.8% 74 77.6% 653.5 726 B+ B+
4 EPSEL S.A 117,044 K 07 274.9 43.2% 63.8% 59.5% 100.0% 95.7% 177 67.2% 20.6% 104 81.8% 582.9 64.8 B B-
5 SEDALIB S.A 133,933 18 1.0 2133 50.0% 77.4% 67.1% 94.5% 72.4% 79 32.9% 50.9% 8.1 74.4% 558.4 62.0 B- B-
6 SEDAM HUANCAYO SA. 54,045 1.0 04 288.0 45.1% 69.3% 62.5% 93.3% 0.0% 140 50.6% 9.8% 24 68.7% 5121 56.9 cr S
7 SEDACHIMBOTE SA. 67,884 1.0 05 297.8 50.3% 88.8% 80.3% 94.5% 37.2% 74 24.8% 14.3% 62 81.4% 490.2 545 cr cr
8 EPS LORETO SA. 48,578 12 06 2733 57.5% 69.5% 60.8% 97.3% 0.0% 16.1 61.4% 34.8% 91 93.1% 469.9 52.2 cr cr
9 EPS GRAU S.A. 152,412 15 1.0 2814 55.2% 83.2% 67.5% 98.9% 39.6% 115 42.4% 17.9% 157 86.2% 466.1 51.8 cr c-

SUBTOTAL 866,195 13 08 243.4 47.8% 78.8% 70.1% 98.2% 43.1% 15.0 62.6% 41.4% 83 78.4% 576.0 64.0 B- B-

MEDIANAS EMPRESAS (10 a 40 mil

1 EPS SEDACAJ SA. 26,323 16 1.0 185.7 29.0% 94.4% 89.8% 97.5% 21.6% 187 77.7% 78.9% 14 73.5% 697.9 775 B+ B+
2 SEDA HUANUCO SA. 29,341 1.0 05 260.7 57.4% 74.6% 64.2% 93.6% S 217 86.7% 77.4% 32 92.9% 591.0 739 B+ B-
3 EPSASA 34,861 08 04 315.9 47.0% 93.6% 67.0% 95.6% 71.5% 144 47.6% 61.8% 1.8 70.1% 664.5 738 B+ B
4 EMSA PUNO SA. 29,330 13 09 167.3 38.7% 75.0% 64.7% 99.8% 99.6% 118 52.8% 36.5% 30 79.5% 616.1 68.5 B- B
5 EMAPISCO SA. 16,423 07 SI. Sl S 87.6% 72.4% 98.7% S 102 sl 36.9% S S 338.0 67.6 B- B-
6 EMAPA CANETE SA. 24,696 09 07 195.5 34.3% 88.3% 63.7% 98.8% 11.9% 192 80.2% 40.4% 21 89.4% 581.1 64.6 B- B
7 EPS CHAVIN SA. 19,095 07 04 3114 48.7% 88.9% 71.3% 98.3% 0.0% 215 71.9% 31.4% 5.1 80.3% 579.1 64.3 B- B
8 EPS SEDAJULIACA SA. 32,112 06 11 1216 22% 80.8% 80.0% 97.6% 65.1% 102 62.7% 23.9% 37 108.4% 537.1 59.7 cr cr
9 EMAPA HUARAL SA. 10573 09 04 337.2 53.5% 62.7% 58.2% 99.6% 0.0% 197 60.9% 42.8% 35 89.2% 5186 57.6 cr cr
10 [EMAPAHUACHO SA. 19,781 13 06 3026 55.5% 86.1% 83.1% 98.2% 0.0% 128 44.1% 31.6% 75 79.0% 517.5 575 cr cr
11 EPS EMAPICA SA. 38,09 09 05 371.0 52.4% 83.0% 70.4% 99.2% 91.7% 120 33.8% 42% 128 87.0% 511.8 56.9 cr cr
12 |EPS SEMAPACH SA. 30,615 12 06 4744 68.0% 89.6% 63.7% 100.0% 96.8% 1.0 24.2% 74% 62 111.0% 502.0 55.8 cr cr
13 [EMAPA SAN MARTIN SA. 38,820 1.0 07 246.9 46.4% 78.8% 58.7% 94.7% 0.0% 149 61.9% 40.2% 241 95.2% 499.5 55.5 cr cr
14 |EPS MOQUEGUA SR.L. 13,619 07 04 3276 47.9% 71.7% 54.9% 95.0% 100.0% 118 37.6% 29.1% 129 95.6% 494.8 55.0 cr cr
15 [EPSILOSA. 18,021 22 14 300.6 63.3% 95.7% 73.5% 99.6% 0.0% 53 18.5% 51.6% 37 81.9% 4911 54.6 cr B
16 |EPS SELVA CENTRAL SA. 15,417 05 04 3718 52.6% 67.6% 50.4% 96.8% 13.0% 201 56.3% 21.5% 8.1 93.2% 4726 52.5 cr cr
17 |SEMAPABARRANCASA. 13,722 038 02 523.1 79.1% 77.9% 69.9% 92.9% 0.0% 109 21.7% 0.0% 29 90.5% 419.3 466 c- cr
18 |EMAPACOP SA. 22,366 12 08 350.0 43.7% 46.2% 39.9% 98.3% 0.0% 168 50.0% 0.0% 45 92.9% 403.3 448 c- c-
19 [EMFAPATUMBES SA. 32,581 14 07 356.0 67.8% 84.2% 40.0% 100.0% 48.1% 73 21.4% 33% 29.9 118.6% 3276 36.4 D+ D+
20 EPS MANTARO S A. Sin Informacién Sin Informacién

SUBTOTAL 465,792 1.0 0.6 277.1 48.9% | N 61.8% [ or9% | 37.5% 14.3 53.6% 32.9% | 6.1 [ 80.0% 522.3 58.0 | c+ c+

PEQUERAS EMPRESAS ( Menos de 10 mil

1 EMUSAP SR.L. 4714 12 12 2324 39.4% 96.3% 100.0% 0.0% 24.0 100.0% 92.3% 1.6 78.6% 709.3 788 B+
2 EPS NOR PUNO S A. 5,541 05 08 126.7 12.4% 96.6% 100.0% S 176 103.9% 50.3% 28 99.2% 567.3 70.9 cr
3 EMPSSAPAL SA. 9733 07 05 220.7 50.7% 82.6% 87.3% 0.0% 23.0 95.7% 69.9% 1.8 85.1% 632.2 702 B+
4 EPS MOYOBAMBA SR.L. 10,365 11 09 194.3 44.5% 86.8% 97.0% 62% 228 95.0% 77.2% 08 102.8% 616.6 68.5 B+
5 EMAPAT S.R.L. 8178 25 16 166.6 39.3% 95.4% 99.9% 0.0% 202 90.7% 87.0% 35 92.5% 601.1 66.8 B
6 EPS SIERRA CENTRAL S.A. 8938 038 03 344.3 61.6% 86.6% 97.2% 0.0% 22.9 69.4% 19.6% 2.0 92.4% 556.4 61.8 B
7 EMUSAP ABANCAY SA. 8,185 07 04 3464 54.0% 68.9% 92.6% 0.0% 189 56.9% 71.3% 56 86.6% 540.7 60.1 cr
8 EMAQSRL. 4134 05 02 617.3 67.4% 67.3% 81.4% S 118 20.0% 20.6% 1.7 82.6% 4374 54.7 cr
9 SEMAPA HUANCAVELICA S.A. 4,622 07 05 336.9 54.2% 51.4% 97.6% 0.0% 19.0 58.6% 42.7% 241 93.5% 4826 53.6 cr
10 [EMAPAYSRL 3425 07 04 172.8 58.7% 96.7% 85.1% 0.0% 213 92.6% 0.0% 226 85.6% 465.6 51.7 c-
1 EPS MARANON SR.L. 5,801 06 02 674.0 751% 34.1% 89.9% S 146 22.5% 24.8% 74 89.5% 360.5 454 c-
12 |EMAPAVIGSSA 5999 1.0 038 252.9 45.9% 71.5% 83.6% S 1.7 7.0% 10.0% 103 99.9% 317.7 39.7 D+
13 [EMAPABSRL. 4,195 04 02 468.2 53.1% 82.8% 91.9% 0.0% 34 7.0% 23% 16.1 81.4% 3458 384 S
14 |[EMAPAPASCO 8,950 06 Sl S S 47.7% S 2.0 sl 0.0% 1.0 771% 211.2 352 S
15 EPSSMU S.R.L. Sin Informacién
16 |EPS EMSAP CHANKA S.A Sin Informaciér Sin Informacior

SUBTOTAL 92,780 [ os ] 0.5 | 275.0 | 52.8% | T 51.1% 90.2% | 0.5% | 16.4 [ e23% | 44.8% | 45 [ e36% 4847 | 53.9 c+ | c+

TOTAL | 2,826,875] 1.3 | 0.9 | 254.8 | 42.9% B 833% | 74.7% [ e82% | 23.0% | 16.4 [ e14% | 49.8% | 5.7 [ 7ns% | [_et1e | 68.0 | B- | B+ |
1_/ Unidades de uso [ IBenchmark Nacional [ BenchMark del grupo
Mejores Practicas

1 A Nivel Global 22% 99.9% 95.9% 100.0% 100.0% 24.0 103.9% 92.3% 08 60.5% 887.4 98.6 Ar
2 Grandes Empresas Se calcula considerando los indicadores mas 31.8% | I 95.9% 100.0% 95.7% 216 90.0% 78.8% 1.0 60.5% 845.1 93.9 A+
3 ianas Empresas favorables en cada grupo de Empresas 22% | A 89.8% 100.0% 100.0% 217 86.7% 78.9% 14 70.1% 810.2 90.0 Ar
4 Pequeftas Empresas 12.4% | A 81.1% 100.0% 6.2% 24.0 103.9% 92.3% 08 771% 734.2 816 A




