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Abstract

This paper takes Xinjiang Airport Group as the research object, selects 16 airports from 2013 to
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2023 as the efficiency analysis targets, uses data enveloping analysis (DEA) method, combines BCC
model and Malmquist index, and comprehensively evaluates the operational efficiency of the air-
port group from both static and dynamic dimensions. The results show that: (1) Urumqi Diwopu
International Airport (URC) and Korla Airport (KRL), as the core hubs, have excellent performance
in comprehensive efficiency, technical efficiency and scale efficiency. (2) The efficiency values of
regional airports such as Tashkourgan Airport (HQL) and Qitai Airport (JBK) are low, indicating that
there is a large room for improvement in terms of resource allocation, technical level and scale
matching. (3) Technological progress (TC) is the main driving force of efficiency improvement, es-
pecially in BPL and Altai Airports (AAT), while the efficiency decline of Urumgqi Diwopu Interna-
tional Airport (URC) and Kashgar Airport (KHG) may be related to excessive scale, unreasonable
resource allocation or regional economic fluctuations.
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1. 518

WAk, WA T E s R R, VI E AN IS e RO i, HISE MR EHR
RBNX AT K R 5 IS5 R I3 T o BB LIn 88 FI1E Dy o (5 VG Jb X () S5 LI i B,
HEB 2 MREZFENIa NS, Hig S8R N 0 BA BBk . JUHZLE 2005 4 12 A
7H, HEAEERARXSRMGRHEET CETMPHmRMARNSIRAT) , PR S8R
E BRI A N B KPR LANL, - RIFE “+— 17 BIRRE A& PRl Thee, 18
CHAE WA R E T P AR AL . IX B RS AR T T S B AR E BRI 1 Th g A
WA HR IR AL T T AT AT BOHLIE, (R I  ET SRAT LI 4R A R B A S RO AR Y T B R . BT L
B PIEAT RO AT I BRI VPAS , A7 Bh R0 SR R C B 0 & R, R R A7 A 1 B o e B ) . @
R E 5, MMUBRWIR SRR ES, FICRA, Rt Ttiatine ), db— DA 0E
W 2% A 1] o

BB QLL b (DEA) A E AN —FAES B RN TR, T2 B T A% &85, nES
N 22 B HE 2R R SR IR AR RPN [2] [3]. 9 & CCR #5871 [4]. BCC #LAY[5])% ., IR LK, ok
B2 (12238 R TSR B BRI B RCET T, W1 Gillen 558 X{EH] DEA BERPFALSEE 21 FKAL
WA 1989~1993 4E[FiE B F[6]; T HEME(2011)KH DEA JiEX Mgl HhIX 15 FKHLIZE 471878 8% 5
M, FESHET=EREIRATRE, S T HU I B T HE KPR R R R E A R
(2017)i2 FHl DEA J7i2:vP Al = KWL BE IR, B AU BT N TR PRI RO 52, FE3E H SSOdE it
RFBARIZE KT B ESEANR T K= MSk = AN, RIS =M TR ESCE ST
K=, BERETK=ZMAEZMEEENS[T]; ST T 508 K=MK =ANIGEIZE
B, FHRURRNISRRSCE & T HAR P ER[8]: mERE AR, ERI- PR RN | &V %E
S, IR AU R B AT 2k, IF X 2014~2018 SEHEIEAT T 0T, FRH T SO SEIS[9].

SR, BT FAFAEPR s BB 2 12, H TR SCER A i AR SR T SR 88 B 18 B AR T &R
GURVEASFIREFL s FLIR, B NS 4R BT BCR VAl il 5 IR B R An B = S — PR R P, S BUPAL 4
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A R OB BB, A ORI 2013~2028 4 I 1A 0 T3 4 M
LrE % IERILE T AR L R, Mg T — N & S BR AL DEA PERIBAL, XEHTSRHLY 4L
I RRIAT T IRAA -
2. EFREM SRR
2.1. $EFRIERN

AWML IR, e T R RFARIBT U AR, IR BRI ECR” (it
BUHEEIE ) — N EEAR A R, BEIRRILE 1.

Table 1. Evaluation index system for operational efficiency

* 1 BITHERITFNIERGER

FRbRA bR FLAL
FETIAR( X?) RE S
b PR (X ) 0
AR RETIAR (X ) VAREVIE S
AR TR X ) 0
CHLER KLY ) JIBEIR
= e bR R R E(Y?) FIANK
TRME L E(Y?) J3
2.2. {REME

AR AR 26 nT A2 (1) DEA-BCC #5144, LAz DEA-Malmaquist 73 H 5 8 0f s 3T s B2 4] B BN
RERBEAT T VPAG, EId DEA BRI AR BB SR SRR . IRBERCR . SEEORBCR TR R ESRIT

2.2.1. DEA-CCR #&&!

A n MRFATT, RN RIELEIR M, W H s F R asg i, SeREEA AR TTm
AEFE R RS IS B R o RS PSR B TT RN R A m R s B, A SCE SRR
MNERERN: X, (1=12,3,--,8), PHEERIEEY, (1=123,,5) MR LR N:

ixkzk +S™ =0X,
! 1)

=1

Rz, STRRBAMIMALE, HS >0; S"RR/-HnALE, HS ' >0; AMoNKERE, H
A >0 OREBRFHICHLEE ERME, BUEIEHETE 0 2 1 ZF. 0185 KB InrIHNT= B IE
tbo #0<1, NFRRRFERITCETIE DEA BRCRE: # 0=1, WRRISERITA T RERS, B DEA
A R
2.2.2. DEA-BCC &8I

PR b, PRER T A AE RS N AT, A, DEA-CCR LAY K A5 S AU 3 138
o NTRRGIX— A8, $2H T DEA-BCC MR, ZIE7 G % 5 Fe R R0 25 i m A8 1
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min @

SEY X, A +S™ =0X,
k=1

S, @
k=1

2.2.3. DEA-Malmquist
SEENIBERIFR AL K E T M ERAKE R, T
M (XHl, y1+1’ Xl, yl)

D! (Xt+17 yt+1 |VRS) Dt (XM, yt+1 CRS) D! (Xt, yt |VRS) 2
= X X
D' (x', y'[VRS) D" (x',y'|VRS) ~ D'(x',y'|CRS)
= Pech xSech x Techch

o Techch FoRA P& BHARAFZEEU(TC); Pech FRAIFAR R A SN IRE(PTEC); Sech Fn AL
AL HFRH(SEC), I H RS 280 2 45 HoM 4l 5 R AR ) 45 HAH e 15 B 45 5 AR R B $8 H(TEC), R
TEC =PTEC xSEC ; [tk Malmquist 47 77 ¥ # i 44%7~ > MPI = TEC xTC
3. B
3.1. WA EFEIR 1S4

AH SR B SR LI 8 P I 5 &R 1 53 L2 [ B bl . WAL 5 16 MHLIAE AR R, I 1E]
Ju A 2013~2023 4, Wik 2 fion, ST EAEASIEI () B g Kot gh . DX A s A SR,
AIAT: BB RS S B8 [ BRI 22 T A 1% O AR h B A0 TS AL, RO R U R R L .
TN 4R [ 2013~2023 fE (W AR E s, A ORI A SPSS #AFXT 16 AMHLIA I IE AT R k47 I 5

Table 2. Descriptive statistics
2. WiRMGIt

AR A brifEZE SN 1 /ME

HEMEAR(TFIK) 174 137.54 30.99 350.00 99.00
1EHUALE (D) 174 17.62 34.14 177.00 3.00

A T AR (P JK) 174 2.09 4.02 18.50 0.00
IR T EE () 174 15.78 19.64 91.00 1.00
LR B (TSR 1K) 174 2.10 3.81 17.82 0.01
R E (T AIR) 174 168.30 475.37 2396.32 0.01
i ES RS ga]00) 174 1.19 3.55 17.28 0.00

3.2. BASWENHT

TEREE N, RA] T HUBLR I ] 22 (VRS) i e R ) DEA 773k, JFiliid BBC B 45 A Rag it — 20
IEABAR R G AR ot FARE R IR 3 o
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Table 3. Efficiency measurement results of Xinjiang Airport Group from 2013 to 2023
7= 3. 2013~2023 B IAEFAHERME LR

Ffy HEEM URC KHG TLQ KRY HMI JBK HQL KRL KCA YIN BPL NLT AAT KJI TCG HTN

ZEWAE 1 062 054 059 074 046 01 1 082 09 1 1 065 1 057 097
2023 HARZ%E 1 065 078 09 08 08 097 1 1 1 1 1 086 1 083 0.99
MARE 1 095 069 066 093 057 011 1 082 096 1 1 076 1 0.69 098

ZEME 1 034 049 074 046 011 1 051 037 092 1 0.38 027 054 0.57 097
2022 HARZFE 1 057 088 075 08 099 1 092 087 094 1 08 092 0.83 0.83 0.99
HMB%ZE 1 06 055 098 057 012 1 056 043 098 1 048 03 0.65 0.69 0.98

GAME 1 04 041 065 096 046 011 1 061 041 078 1 0.39 059 024 095
2021 HiAR%&E 1 057 074 092 097 08 099 1 096 087 087 1 079 092 079 0098
MBI 1 071 055 071 098 057 012 1 064 047 089 1 05 064 03 098
ZARE 097 034 082 062 07 046 011 091 058 039 066 1 038 0.8 023 093
2020 HiARZZE 099 057 092 091 075 0.8 099 095 093 087 083 1 079 1 079 094
MR 0.98 059 0.89 0.68 0.93 057 0.12 095 0.63 045 08 1 048 08 0.3 099

ZEWME 1 045 1 1 1 046 011 092 06 065 094 1 037 1 028 1
2019 #HA%E 1 057 1 1 1 08 099 09 095 092 096 1 079 1 079 1
MR 1 079 1 1 1 057 012 097 063 07 097 1 048 1 035 1
LA 1 047 044 079 1 046 011 088 04 059 1 1 042 031 038 091
2018 #HAZE 1 059 074 095 1 08 099 095 092 09 1 1 082 1 094 09
MIBG® 1 079 06 083 1 057 012 094 043 066 1 1 051 031 04 097
LA 1 046 035 0.64 077 046 011 088 035 05 095 04 051 026 033 1
2017 HARZE 1 059 071 092 0.88 0.8 099 095 091 0.8 099 1 08 1 094 1

MiFE% 1 079 05 07 087 057 012 093 0.38 057 096 04 062 026 035 1
ZAE 098 045 019 055 051 046 011 0.88 0.32 046 093 04 054 0.32 0.33 094
2016 FHiAR%Z%E 099 058 071 089 077 0.8 099 095 0.9 088 099 1 1 1 094 1
MR 0.99 0.77 027 0.62 0.67 057 0.12 093 0.35 0.53 094 04 054 032 0.35 0.94
SEOE 097 1 013 057 059 046 011 088 031 044 1 04 054 022 033 094
2015 HAME 099
FIEE 0.98
ZEME 095
2014 HARME 0.98
BB 0.97
LERE 093
2013 FRBFE 097
FIBE 0.96

0.71 088 08 08 099 095 09 088 1 1 1 1 096 0.99
0.18 065 0.7 057 0.12 093 035 051 04 054 022 034 095
0.1 057 0.72 0.46 0.11 0.88 0.28 0.44 04 054 031 033 094
0.71 0.88 096 0.8 0.99 0.95 0.89 0.88
0.14 0.65 0.75 057 0.12 0.93 0.31 051
0.1 057 051 046 0.11 0.88 0.25 0.44
0.71 0.88 094 0.8 0.99 0.95 0.89 0.88

0.14 065 054 057 0.12 093 029 051

1 1 1 09 0.99
0.4 054 031 034 095
0.4 053 0.22 033 094

1 1 1 09 0.99
0.4 053 0.22 0.34 0.95

[ o T N B e e e B e
e
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(1) ZEEREEST

SR AR R T HIIAHTE TR B IS S BT B AA R . MBI RE, ZDEARF 5 & E Rl
Y (URC) M /R iM% (KRL)E 2 HUF 25 6 0GR AE D 1, 3R B B R AC B A B A B T B IRE .
FELZ R, AR A% (HQL) M & ML (IBK) 45 A R B AR, U RAE 2020 F R 20,
HQL £ & AR EAN 0.102 %2 0.114, RIAHIEE FRAAERRIET 220 deoh, BANIIH(KHG), it
R AL (TLQ) M Fw h H KWL IZ (KRY) WA I £56 FCRELE 05 & 0.8 ZIHIZ), Rt —E iz
ENE, ARAN T — DR A TR E

(2) BARRE T

FARBEATE THHIERA FEARACE AR08 . WEHERE, S8 AT E & EERHLI%(URC).
FEIREIHLA(KRL) T AL (Y IN)FIE SR L% (BPL) B AR RCRAEAE 2 B ol 1, R HE AR KPR
. BEWS A OM LA B ARLEZ R, AT R R LI (HQL) At & AL (IBK) I BOR R R H EAR IR,
{ETERR /3 43 (U0 2022 4F) A A, R\HEARACPEZR DS . thoh, AP (KHG) R & 2 A8
MUIA(TLQ)MHE AR MRAELE 0.7 22 0.9 (A F), Wom I HFE AP X FE , ABAAAAE— i IR T 2510

(3) FUALRLZ A b

B AR S T WL TE I BB R I SRR R . WSk G, & AT % & [H BR13% (URC).
PEZREINLIZ(KRL) T HLZ (Y IN) AR A7 (BPL) I U AR AEE Z BUF iy h oy 1, R H S B1F
BCEAVLET, B3 7RIVIRE. T, BRI (HQL)FIET & L1 (IBK) R IR Ak %A 5 3 45
fiC, JEHARAE 2020 4 2 W, HQL MR R AEA v 0.106 % 0.115, KB H AL Bt J5AC B A EROR
ANVEEC. B4k, WEAHLIZ(KHG) &3 AL (TLQ) A ve A B IR HLIA (KRY) IS R B 7 0.6 % 0.9
Z A, s AR AR AR e, (AR — PR R IR .

3.3. BISEDHT

3.3.1. ETEHIHER 2013~2023 FRHEARIASTL S
XLETERALIZ A B 2013~2023 #AA] (1) Malmquist 4823 TV i 1 fe 4 foR, MHRATsn: B,
S BLRAE PSR (TRP)EA HIN 1 2 8UE Z 350, Hrh 2022~2023 4 TFP {HiA ] 1.591, %F#TH T 59.1%,
S TR R IR R, F AR AR T HRORIE(TC A 1.587) 1) 51ilk; 1 2019~2020 4 TFP fH
X 0.725, AT T 27.5%, FESZHRER K. Hk, HORME(EC)MATEIAR R (PEC) # Ak £
AT, RUPIA LR E BB R GE /&P 1G58, (H4E 2015~2016 4FA1 2020~2021
CELE HARS A R PE, AT RS BHURIC B AN GBS B R A 0%, TR, HOREEE(TC) & AR 71 =
BLORZ) Jy, JUHRTE 2022~2023 A1 2018~2019 4, TC EH - HIAE] 1.587 A1 1.174, FEIEARGH X 2%
RIRTHE R T KRB . SR1, 7F 2019~2020 4E, TC{H FREE 0.721, JeMtH AT S AR BN 1 H
. Ba, FEENUIAE BRI K RO E st REZEOR P A HCT R, sz 4
TRIREE (A . AT Eh) IR 4

3.3.2. BEHNIHBITHENARSEIL I

[ 2, f3TH Malmaquist 15 20008 SN B H S WU AT BEREAT S, 25 Rl 2 ik 5 fos,
AR AL B, ABERAR(TFP)EA RN 2 M 2R E 2R, AR (BPL) A & A AL
(TLQ)H TFP {E 757y 1.162 F1 1.103, A /3HlHTH 1 16.2%741 10.3%, & RCEFETHR 2 & 1IN,
FEA R T HAD(TCE 5514 1.401 A1 1.078) 1 52 5aik; 11 & AT Hh 5 48 [E PrifL 3% (URC) FIvg A1
WLA(KHG) ¥ TFP & 43517 0.94 #1 0.923, #Z 70 N % T 6% 7.7%, mIaeS5HEIE K, SHEREA
B HEXIRAE TN A K. HIR, HRBEFR(EC) A H AR MR (PEC) AR BN E, SEARFHE
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EBRHLIZ(URC) JEREIHLIZ(KRL) {8 R HLIZ(BPL) RN K 3 ML (NLT) ) EC {5 /1 PEC {EH¥8 1, £H
HEARE AR R %A HL32(KHG) R ALIZ (TCG) ¥ EC {E /1 PEC {E4) 724 0.976 A1 0.984, &
B AR BOCR IS A T, ATRe SEH/KE FREERRENGEA K. HRD(TC) BRI E
WK Hy, JCHARLE R (BPL) MBI R HLIZ(AAT), TC{HHIEF] 1.401 A1 1.273, FHH ARG H*
BORSETHER) T ORBAER s T 5 &R T 1 53 88 [F bRz (URC)MIE A FE /R L (HQL) I TC {4374
0.953 F1 0.980, FHAMEARIELZNJA R, W HEZ I KELEER I X H AR BN R W, &5,
X7 3, F Rt XL (et Hd7 . A L) 18R S K T A58 XL (R AL B

ZWlIm), RYIIR IR EMEARBAAFAEA IS .

Table 4. Annual Malmquist index decomposition results of airport group operational efficiency

F 4. NIHKREEITHRSERE Malmquist 58T RREER

LR EFER(TFP) HIARRF(EC) BRI (TC) AR R % (PEC)
1.59 1.00 1.59 1.00
2022~2023 0.96 1.01 0.97 1.01
1.15 0.99 1.15 0.99
0.73 1.00 0.72 1.00
2019~2020 1.17 0.99 1.17 0.99
1.08 1.00 1.08 1.00
1.04 1.03 1.01 1.03
2016~2017 0.96 0.97 0.99 0.97
0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00
2013~2014 1.01 1.00 1.01 1.00

1.80

1.60

1.40

1.20

1.00

0.80

8 &R FEE(TFP)

B HAREEC)

AR EE S (TC) B 4l RZZ(PEC)

Figure 1. Annual Malmquist index of airport group operational efficiency
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Table 5. Malmquist index decomposition results of operational efficiency of each airport

5= 5. BHIAEITHE Malmquist 35 D RER

URC KHG TLQ KRY HMI JBK HQL KRL KCA YIN BPL NLT AAT Kl

TCG

HTN

AFEFAEFR 094 092 1.10 1.02 1.02 1.00 1.00 101 1.00 0.97 1.16 1.01 098 0.99
HARMZE 100 098 1.04 099 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.01 1.01 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00
A#E 095 1.01 108 1.04 105 101 098 1.08 103 1.01 140 1.03 1.00 1.27
aifi AR 1.00 098 1.04 099 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.01 1.01 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00

0.97
0.98
0.99
0.98

1.00
1.00
1.03
1.00

HTN :
TCG

KJI
AAT
NLT
BPL
YIN

KCA

HQL -
JBK
HMI
KRY
TLQ
KHG

URC

0.8 0.9 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 1.4 1.5

AR AR R PEC)B R A D(TOBFAMEEC) BEERAFZ(TFP)

Figure 2. Malmquist index of operational efficiency for various airports
2. ZHIAEBITHE Malmquist 152
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4. JFRFNEEINL

(1) IAHARBIFHN, A

R (TC) A SN A 3T O E R J, o RAE LR AL (BPL). BT#IZEHLI (AAT)
H £ B AL (TLQ)SE ML h R B 2 . [, WL RN A R BIBHN, MRV ARHEE . ELAb
WAL 3IANBREI. (5B IR, M A A E OB, 8 e Se k)RS B R S, Tt
SRR ks AT R S A 1E, Sk, RIIPHLI AL ol & 1F, HESIHLEIE B AR
QIBFS R : WAL ARVRICE, AP R AR GBI (s Ao 5 R LS . B AR AL
%), MKHABN, BIHHAIHE .

(2) WALHRACE, $RTHEA MR

AR (EC)MAH AR (PEC) SR T WA T B AT T RO BRAE /7. 5100 520 L (i £
Ml P AR MR BRI IR, LA SRR AL A, ST HR . LRG3 HOR
EHUHISBESL, CERRE AL PR I, 8 IR SR ISR A S
BN BB AT, ST B BB HRIL, SR BB B (2
FEREAR AL ZE0LI%), TEERLBILE b, G OB KB/ S B R 1k

(3) MEREO RN, T o R

BTSRRI BRHL, 13 A H 5 62 [ L% (URC) Y 4 95 28 A7 3 (TP T I6(0.94), )
FYCRAFAE AT 2 . B, WL S RIS AR AL OB, SRR . LR (L35
BALHURRS, AR BILAIAL, B MG K S B0 Ve B R A B R 32T R R Eh 7,
KEARGEFHRN, M B (5 BRI, JIHE I MR, Bt 5 AL
AR, AL IS, Tt %

(4) BRI FRIE, 4/ 5% 5

RSB DAL (A LI 0 EE L) A A S T AL S ML (s b T8 demlds), %
O X S VR L RTEE R A E AR B 5. PR, WL RSB D R R, 4N 5. B
R, IR KRR, BRI RIE, AR VRRCE, TR AR AR b
VSR IR, R SE HLAARRR IR R, KB R SN, TS A K T RiE 2
BE s ARALRIZ %S, HURKIRE R RIET R, SILMZMAATR, THLA R0 X At A

(5) BEXSAMEREEAEAL, SRTHHUR R A

SNERERBE (BT RN PRI R HLIAIEE MR ML 2, L3R 7E 2019~2020 4RI, 4% %
P 7 (TRPY IR AR HE S (TO) R L B R WE. BRtE, LIS SRR SN ER S AL, HR T AR A
PR AL 5 RIS, RIS ER B A, S TR NS, WMol R
FORGI: IR, A e RS R, T IOHRR s 2 eI RE, B %
TR MW W 2e0), BARR 5 MK, RTH L% T H e P

(6) SCUEXAHIARIE, ST

B S WL (AT B K T WL 20 L) B AN, W SLTE A VBE B SR ACT AU I
RLT 77 AE BRI TE 2 ) . B, LSS B S 2oL R M, IR TR . B FS BEAL IR Ik
TEHIAI TR, BRI SR, I LA B AR T RIEE s i Lh
K YRR B, ARAE RN SRR L, A FRACE VU, B SRR B R s 13 X b
KA W I, S S e S AR AL B T, (R P02 P VR ERE B, BT S0
%,
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