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Abstract

Taking Xinjiang Airport Group as the research object, this study comprehensively evaluated the
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operational efficiency of 17 airports in Xinjiang from 2013 to 2023 by using a slightly-based DEA
(SBM-DEA) model, combined with unexpected outputs (such as carbon emissions and passenger
complaints) and financial data. The results show that: 1) During 2013 to 2019, the operation effi-
ciency of most airports is relatively high, especially in 2016, 2018 and 2019, the efficiency value of
some airports is close to or reaches 1, indicating that resource allocation and operation manage-
ment are reasonable. 2) Due to the impact of the COVID-19 epidemic, almost all airports have sig-
nificantly decreased their efficiency values in 2020 and 2021, especially in 2020, the efficiency value
is generally lower than 0.5. 3) With the epidemic gradually under control, the efficiency values of
some airports rebounded in 2022 and 2023, especially the efficiency values of Urumqi Diwopu In-
ternational Airport and Kashgar Airport quickly recovered to 1, indicating strong resilience and
high level of operation and management.
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Table 1. Operation efficiency evaluation index system
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Table 2. Basic operation of Xinjiang Airport Group from 2013 to 2023
= 2. FHENIHEF 2013 £ & 2023 FHIEAKREBITIER

FHE N A /ME
RTNH(N) 387 516.10 3000 46
IEEBN(IT) 6789 10874.20 65000 240
BN (TITT) 3201 4153.91 25000 220
AEVR 9 FH (5 7T) 1377 2620.75 15000 60
MEF (1 7T) 1 0.94 6 0
A AR HE R () 16023 29770.65 180000 1200
i & B R (1) 100 163.54 1000 2
MUBEAT 1E 5 28(%) 0.91 0.07 0.99 0.62
3.2. MIHHES
Table 3. Efficiency statistics of 17 airports in Xinjiang during 2013~2023
5% 3.2013~2023 £F 17 REABENIZ RS
HTN AAT BPL KRL YIN KRY KHG KCA JBK TCG TLQ HMI HQL NLT KJI YTW URC
2013 0.12 0.3 0.3 0.17 018 019 028 056 072 079 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
2014 0.12 012 014 019 020 018 032 085 062 037 1.00 0.85 0.80 049 040 0.80 1.00
2015 0.12 0.1 0.3 022 022 017 038 1.00 074 028 1.00 1.00 0.66 0.38 0.22 0.66 1.00
2016 0.11 026 0.12 024 024 017 043 100 1.00 026 1.00 0.58 0.52 0.37 021 1.00 1.00
2017 0.1 017 012 024 026 034 045 1.00 091 026 081 051 048 0.36 021 0.84 091
2018 0.10 025 0.11 069 029 016 060 1.00 1.00 023 074 052 039 036 019 1.00 1.00
2019 021 0.0 0.11 1.00 0.38 015 079 1.00 0.85 024 0.67 046 0.32 036 0.18 042 0.70
2020 0.09 0.9 0.09 015 015 021 035 050 028 020 050 044 037 029 014 015 0.28
2021 0.08 0.09 020 021 022 013 060 036 026 030 1.00 0.33 040 043 035 0.28 0.40
2022 0.08 0.14 0.09 030 030 017 1.00 037 042 021 1.00 038 0.13 031 014 018 1.00
2023 0.16 0.35 0.16 0.39 0.38 030 1.00 0.36 1.00 0.33 0.62 041 0.28 042 023 043 1.00

FIFH SBM AL HriEHLIZSE A 17 KL 2013 E & 2023 ERCRME K 1 % 3 s, MAal 4.
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Figure 1. Efficiency statistics of 17 airports in Xinjiang from 2013 to 2023
1. 2013~2023 4F 17 RHIBHIAE S it
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Table 4. Slack values of airport variables
2 4. IAEANETEM Slack &

44 DMU jﬁé EEBA RN EERA MEF ﬁf}fﬁﬁi@” e gﬁ%
URC 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KHG 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TLQ 18.56 126.65 83.27 851.00 0.00 0.00 4756.71 1.67
KRY 377.41 1415.21 693.12 581.94 0.00 0.00 6751.71 8.25
HMI 17.56 727.11 186.84 2450.30 0.00 0.00 4895.97 47.60
2023 JBK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
HQL 166.00 3160.00 96.00 630.00 0.03 0.00 1660.00 9.20
KRL 843.82 2988.62 792.74 1068.03 0.00 0.00 15753.28 0.00
KCA 26.84 3790.40 45.36 3614.25 0.00 0.00 14221.98 410
YIN 734.46 2685.46 727.78 1533.39 0.00 0.00 16150.45 0.00
BPL 101.88 10413.02 2905.57 4629.69 0.00 0.00 11193.75 29.55
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NLT 28.00 280.00 168.00 90.00 0.10 0.00 7480.00 10.60
AAT 0.00 7000.00 2820.00 5000.00 0.00 0.00 10500.00 0.00
KJI 21.75 4421.10 1420.17 2426.38 0.00 0.00 12951.46 13.54
TCG  322.00 1120.00 162.00 60.00 0.05 0.00 7320.00 11.40
HTN  159.38  10863.44 2902.03 3883.44 0.00 0.00 8968.75 38.59
YTW  152.00 2994.84 82.89 241.60 0.00 0.00 900.00 11.04
URC 1000 29000.00 8000.00 11000.00 0.00 0.00 100000.00  350.00
KHG  546.68 5518.91 1217.44 3033.46 0.00 0.00 10308.80 0.00
TLQ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KRY  372.00 1320.00 422.00 560.00 0.07 0.00 4320.00 13.40
HMI 0.00 13.60 68.00 144.40 0.30 0.00 360.00 47.00
JBK 94.00 1640.00 34.00 470.00 0.16 0.00 640.00 71.80
HQL 40.00 650.00 10.00 225.00 0.00 0.00 150.00 0.00
KRL  847.57 3743.73 806.46 2041.83 0.00 0.00 14148.67 6.59
2020 KCA 16.97 2887.30 3.46 2589.87 0.00 0.00 9760.30 0.00
YIN 752.50 3850.00 810.00 2062.50 0.00 0.01 14225.00 8.25
BPL 80.00 5800.00 1740.00 3250.00 0.20 0.01 5800.00 41.00
NLT 26.00 300.00 120.00 100.00 0.24 0.00 4800.00 1.00
AAT  114.00 5640.00 1734.00 3220.00 0.16 0.00 11640.00 71.80
KJI 10.00 2300.00 840.00 1550.00 0.25 0.01 2300.00 11.00
TCG  290.00 1000.00 120.00 100.00 0.24 0.05 4800.00 1.00
HTN  100.00 5800.00 1740.00 3250.00 0.20 0.01 5800.00 41.00
YTW  102.42 1934.51 34.60 90.70 0.11 0.01 0.00 0.00
URC 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KHG  365.00 1500.00 1050.00 1400.00 0.00 0.07 8750.00 350.00
TLQ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KRY  260.00 1000.00 290.00 300.00 0.18 0.06 4300.00 81.00
HMI 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
JBK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.08 0.00 191.00
2013 HQL 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
KRL  575.00 1850.00 525.00 862.50 0.00 0.06 14350.00 148.25
KCA 7.00 2660.00 3.50 1119.00 0.04 0.00 5400.00 1.50
YIN  475.00 1850.00 525.00 862.50 0.00 0.06 14350.00 148.25
BPL 40.00 3800.00 940.00 1750.00 0.20 0.08 3800.00 91.00
NLT 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AAT 90.00 3800.00 940.00 1750.00 0.10 0.08 8800.00 191.00
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KJI 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
TCG  165.00 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
HTN 64.00 3800.00 940.00 1750.00 0.20 0.06 3800.00 91.00
YTW 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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