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A Study on the relative Efficiency of ATC Towers
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Abstract

Air Traffic Control Tower is one of the most important units in Airport operation. It
provides services related to safe and efficient traffic flows that control aircraft on the ground
maneuvering area and terminal airspace. Also It is responsible for managing of ground -.
operators. The major objective of this study is to evaluates relative efficiency of ATC
towers in Domestic airports using data envelopment analysis so that it helps the ATC
authority tg improve the tower efficiency, to decide the level of benchmarking target and to
establish the best alternative. The results of this study are the following;

First, as a result of analysis for the potential improvement, it has analysed that the
common problems of each ATC tower are to increase its number of flight and to reduce its number of
runway followed by airside area, the number of air traffic controller and the number of stand.

Second, it has shown that the each tower in RKPC(8), RKPT(5), RKPK(l) and RKSS(1) are used
as the reference set. Especially, the tower in RKPC analyzed as a relatively efficient unit is the most
main target for the towers in RKTU, RKTH, RKPS and RKTY to do bench marking and to set up
the strategy for improving relative efficiency of the tower.

Third, tower is actually not able to control the input and output data in this study except the number
of controller, so that ATC authority is recommended to improve inefficiency of the towers through
handling the number of controller.
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A& A (Efficiency)el B e HEALE “BUE(Input)d Wi A& E(Qutput)s] ¥l&" &
ol g,
2+& B (Output)
& &4 (Efficiency) =

F A E (Input) (1)

= WEHoeR wAHE v EE4(X-inefficiency)
d ol 7led vlaggolel Heolsignt. ol g Hl&
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<IY 1>& Ferrelld] &4 Mde& 4398 Astz Uk AA'E FY9E X7 Xoo 448 2
¥S Rol: Z @I X([soquant curve)oZ FEo g R4yl 9ARsTE AASGA Y =
(X, X2 FHHE A4F 1998 Adste o84 gAsSA 5&3¥d AL ZEH
(Production Frontier)elth ¥4 AA'® 94 715§ HUAESES Jehdy] die ¢4d38 &

1) Farrell, M. J.(1957), The Measurement of Productive Efficiency, Journal of the Royal Statistical
Society, P.253-290
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F PE o4 7199 298U T 22 FUEEE vz, H Qe ¥ P §YE R4
FEE AHEStE 244 714 Ui 3, Prt (Xip, Xop) = (Xig, XeE U5 4
7 EA%GE Aot W OPS 0QE 247 d4RA A P Q Ateld] At a4 t
OQ/OPE 9v|stA "t & P7t &0Vl AsfiAe 7IdL A Ad=FS 0Q/OP
Tt Ak £, Ferrelle o83 OQ/OP¥I €& 7led 2&402 A8t B¢ st
8 AN E wd deig 2 H gt HAuEg edderts ey ZA84(0QU0Q) 1
hed ZRALE AARAAAA 2AHE B EEAHE AvgA Ferg  dTME Tled
FEALE Yoz ¥
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2.DEA B8 2 53 HE

Charnes, Cooper, Rhodes(1978) S} <3 #AA¥ DEAT 49 F4EMultiple inputs)®
oo A& E(Multiple outputs)®) H]&& o)£3l9 A B @¥(Decision Making Unit,
DMU)e Hdi#d & &4 (Relative efficiency)S &R ss EA71He

A A Y P (Linear programming, LP)ol Z74% 8243 W3 DEAT 53 ¥+ ¥HE
NAREA En dwrA gl A4 sbe A ¥ (Production possibility set)ol A-&slE ¥ sbx 74
oM DMU® ZEd FUE A& E7Y ABE o83t FEA Z&A ZEE o/ (Empirical
efficiency frontier)®& 2% 18 DMUZol &4 ZEE A drl}t Eolx JEXE ¥
3o} W EENE e Pyolh

Z7ldE i, WY, AFERG, AFRFES 2L Ndgr|nd ddez g A7 A9
HA2u, e 240 ZadA thfe 4EEE AdstE BRAY AYTEE MR
EEHE 5AHE 1 gol ojl&H: gt
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dtH ez 714 Weol 45 DEA 28 Charnes, Cooper & Rhodes(1978)9) CCR
%, Banker, Charnes & Cooper(1984)8] BCC R &eoltt B dFdAE CCR 2394 B3] & d
E(nput)2 233 £YE 24 ¥ (Input-oriented model) S FALE AHEux )

1) CCR 2.9

CCR 2% Charnes, Cooper, Rhodes(1978)e] 28} AAE o4 A& tiy £9
€ HH JTMFA oF FAFeEN Ztzhe HAHGHY 2 &4E FUsATnAE A
4 A 8 2% (Fractional linear programming model)olth. DMU2 Z&4¢ SdsAse ¥
EE FUEE Ha3dAY AEES Hodsis ¥ A

CCR BHoAMY H&A 24L& 0" = 1ola BE of W(Slack variable)® & 022 7t
Fan vt oled A FolA HilgAde] He DMUY the £LE(yypdl d# os A&
(Xm0 A&l FAAHE #& Bz T o, 0,2 97 22 EEeE Ygd &
o}

T
o o M
o fe

Max 0, = U Vi T UV T e +u,y,,
ViXy, F VX5, o + YV, Vo
Subject  to
Uy Yy FULYy T tuy; <1 (j=1 )
- - ? 2
ViXg ot VpXy ot VX,
ViV sV, 20 )
Uy Uy .t 20

0, = DMUo9 &84
U = mAA L2 e 715
us = sA Azasd AT 7HFA
DMUo% m¥i# F4849 &
DMUo¢ m¥s t&ase &

Xmi = JEA DMU/Y mEA Fd259 &
Yy = j¥is® DMU/S s¥iA] d&ase &

i

X mo

Ymo

A9 A @€ (srm)he ¥k nlg A g e v S ¥ EFA (non-convex) & %
T 2goz 4a At AH857] otk welA Chames$t Cooper7t AlA & HFAHYE F
&t thgt Zo] AEYE & Ut
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Max wy
Subject 10 vx =1
- vX + u¥Y <90
20, uz0 3

AgAYH) S 23 el Simplex B Ak F7F BS54 HHHE T3}
77}21 285 E Azto] AojAE EA e itk AEAgEe] Ay EAsnx st DMUY
A W A EAdAE BY R A4E 829 AE @ (srm)ol22 ALY BHAEL 99
%m E(Dual problem)E o434 "tk 4 (3l W A EAE 9 49
A=(A,~,4)7g ol &std & 4 (W Jed & g

Min 6

Subject  to Ox, - XA -5 =20
YA - s =y,
A20,5"20,5s720

f=2E #AFH X, HLHE= scale H
A = &% DMUZ ZEge 740 Quitrd FLHJeAE T 7t BF

oA FAF
o A

D % A A% Vi-st=yel o8} v& RE 4539 4¥AGFEEL 238
H

5 %i 22 HAAEL DMUS 4E%¢ 923 2484 F9¢ 49 £9% R
AAQ br,~XA—s"=0¢] S8 AHAHESL DMUS FUXL ofhZo2RE PRV =
te Bue wEoldth 1Yn 98 2AL BT A%, DMUsS CCR-efficient (L83)2%
@,

6" =1, s = 57 =0

HE&H2d DMUY 44, 39 F9%S ZAANAY 4EFS S7ANZgo2ZN vEEF
ol DMUE MY + At & F9 ¥4 Gross input improvement) 3 % ’f_% A Gross
output improvement)& 4 (5)o 2B E AAg ¢ gov, DMUY A3 54 ¢ A4&Fe 6)7
2,
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Ax,= x,-(8'x,-8S7 )= (1-6")x,+ §

Ay, =87 5)
X, =x, — Ax,=0'x, -~ s7 < x,

Yo = ¥, v Ay, =y, + 5T 2y, ©
2) BCC 2§

Banker, Charnes, Cooper(1984)7F DMUS] A 284S A7) 98 AMAE BCC ¥
o] g3 A Folxl "g’:}%E %E sl DMUS €5 71€3¢ E€4¢ F43¥ch & CCR
2y FRe E4EdEL YeEhie 8855 A (Ray unbounded)? e WA e &%

2 A& (Pure technical efﬁmency)—% ZAste dhdolth

CRS L T

VRS

Output

v

Input

<2¥ 2> CRS % VRS A% AAH

g2 A (D), @), O Z# A&71E BCC 239 HBRFAYRIA(EP), AL HLP), %
A EA(DLP)e]

2) TeF EFWE(X, Yyt A& oTE, (>0 e HHE &Y 54E 9u
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vx - Vv

Min —2—2
w,
ux , —v,
Subject to ———= > 1 (j=1,..,n)
wy

v20 , u20, v, free in sign. @

Max 1,

Subject o XA £ x,
Mgy, -~ YA < 0
el =1

A= 0 (8)

Min Z = vx, — v,
Subject to vy, =1

vX - uY - ve 20

vz0,u 20, v, free in sign @
CCR E¥(4)3} BCC ¥(9)& vizsd #& Aokg wA Fe dx v7t 29€E A o9

T Zol7t gl&e & & A BCC E‘é‘ﬂ} Mol v R dE ZAE Adse AREA A
458 Ba7t EAste Atde T2 AN dE ol FHg =¥ F I

Vo = () 'FILEOH f}! X
v,{0 2o tjd 4=} (Increasing return to scale)
v2 0 FR Y &

3 B4E¥ (Constant return to scale)

3 #9972 (Decreasing return to scale)

3) DEA S3%R Y 54

DEAE T FUE2 thfel 428 e fAE 24
DMUY &84 FAAE AFstx ¢ o/® DMUZ ¥A&AHQ
9o £&7 FAFD(Reference set)S FAEI, EAPGE VIFo2 839 DMURE 73*35171
AT FFE AN FE= FH i

DEA®] F3& g3 23

3) Lewin, AY. & Minton, JW(1986)., Determining Organizational Effectiveness : Another Look
and an Agendg for Research, Management Science 32, P.534-535
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AA, DEAE th49] FUES A4S E(d, 247 & E$ 8)o] &4t o5& st
o] AFZ AHAY ey 48 Ao F-&5A A9

€4, DEAY DMUY 384<& A= e FYES AEEd A3 7%
2o @& HE& ¥4 (Simple ratio analysis)® #o] 449 HIE ¢33 =
FHHLR Z2RY ot A

A#, DEAE €71 H(Reference set)& HAsS Jd Brstez, ¥lagAd 239 3%
23 7Hed FEAY AAo] JMestA HI vlEeAde AR 1 4L FAHLE J4F

T A "ok
A, TAH e, & 59 2 A& g FeaAE ANE et g
a2y DEACIE A4 zeHok & Fo] e o bdF 2o
A, DEAE 4d5d #HAAM 2&4¢ ¥a Jrishy] g FAEF AEE FHo
7besteiok 8, Agztel FEAol 3 27k
£4, DEAS —‘;E—"‘% R AEE A5 o wE DMUS 571 € o, 29 AFHHOE o] f
2 g jed, 442 o 7|¥E AL He oHT FHTBAE U43Y DMUY =%
9 % ﬂ'@‘ﬂTJ T8 HHEA Ao .
4) 2&4 #4 A3
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Gillen® Lall(1997)42 1989 e 1993¥@7hx W= 49 30/ % F 217449 38 dqd=2
2 T QA (Productivity)S 454 Buld AMulxo 23 Mulaz el PP o]
AFA, B3] Airside 39 A, 47 FYE-TY 93, @22 4, EF2 9, FAYE -
% 270 AEE-H7] R A7 £ 45-8 HA2 CCREE S ol4dte] 4dd He48E ¥4
A=

Joseph Sarkis(2000)9%& 19903 %8  1994d7R W= Ay 807 I F 440 TEE i
2.2 &9 E&X(Operational efficiency)® 4380 BUE2E EF2 ¢, AE &, FA
4 F, AR EE, FEEEE LSV, BT FE), AF 9, 4T A4/F3E A
A4 5202 39 9 240 IF9 g% 29 2 5479 43 #¥AS BCC 2¥ R
CCR 23 oz Mg

Adler$} Berechman(2001)8)% 19963 M#d, Bv|, oirNot3de 4R TYe Ay &

€4 (Relative efficiency)® £2(Quality)2 Z7lstced BCC 23& AH
4 dA AT, 974 "Hud £ 832 5 zAozREHY AYE FYER 1, F3A BF
T EFA ANTE LEEE 89 Ty 284S BAEEY

old

4) Gillen & Lall(1997), Developing Measures Airport _Productivity _and Performance: An
Application of Data Envelopment Analysis, Transportation Res-E 33, P. 261-273

5) Joseph Sarkis(2000), An_gnalvsis of the operational efficiency of major girports in the United
States, Journal of Operations Management 18, P. 335-351

6) Adler & Berechman, Measuring Airport Quali om the Airlines” Viewpoint: an Application o
Data Envelopment Analysis, Transport Policy 8, 2001, P, 171-181



68 #|IFFEIHHA ANY A2F, 20034 129

Pels(2001)7+= Gillen® Lall(1997)9] @79 vl37tx2 SAEudn 37122 7
3t §#3 F2 3% A& S 2HAY FYERE YA BH, 852 4o, F%

TE, JEEEE AT +HI+E HNAFsH BCC Byoz A

Elton Fernandes(2002)®% Betd W] 3570 8¢ gz 4EE-A43 94 Ay 434-7
FRAE-F71F 93, 22 F2A B, AZANLH &, Curb-side &, FAF £E3F, &
Azt 79 WH-g AT FF9 F44E Hoslg L, Bazargan¥ Vasigh(2003)92 F3+
Rl @& &4 SHAA uF FE£3Y HAE dFeR CCREHY ¢ 584 B4¢ 4

=
AR FAEE2E EF2 F, ACE #, 9484, nEgHE 52 AHgEn, AEEEE
A7V/FAR7 A 2% 85, A7 YA 4H, F3mEgT £9, 44 29 4& 58 44
SRt

FHATEE ARFEAVEY T&A Hrbo DEAVIEE o8¢ $A41989)9 A7 AW
T719e ez 3ede AT F °.=l(1998) 283 ARFAVNLE RAFLE HHBTH
oY d7E AP 2 @R (2001 F

o]¢ Zo] DEAE E&3Q F¢ {‘}%3&7%]7} A FIHA FAY 71EH A A2
Ast7) TR wFE s Bolvt FFRE R MAul2zd T TEAEHC 48 E84H3 e
o, 2 HAgEPF Fa go=En 33

iS O%J
do g

T8 | dx A+ H} 4 B o
. Z3F A A4 (Productivity) 4
1997 Gillen & Lall e An sk £ AuA
2000 Joseph Sarkis 58-89 8 &4 (Operational efficiency) £4]
Z3o Add T4 A(Relative efficiency)d
2001 |Adler & Berechman = 2 (Quality)2 #7}
FAL oy | Pels Nikamp & | a@zsids gvlegAvsE Feed
Rietveld 8 Fo T 284 ¥
2002 | Elton Fernandes | 339 £&4°) 4& £%8 37}
B &
2003 af[arg.a‘; YR wE xa4y BA
asig
1989 o A AREAH 5&4 24
= | 1998 F3d AE719y Ee4 BY
2001 L&A ARBAN7IQe AAHN

7) Pels, Nijkamp & Rietveld(2001), Relative efficiency of European airports, Transport Policy 8, P.
183~192

8) Ferandes & Pacheco, Efficient use of airport capacity, Tfansportation Research Part A 36, 2002,
P. 225-238

9) Bazaran & Vasigh(2003), Size versus efficiency: a case study of US commercial gairports,
Journal of Air Transport Management
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£ Ay vEsd 9wy DEA 28E HEd7] A8 vz s 44 N2 AEH
(DMU)7F €431, FUE - A& 2] 24 7Msdol e el AATE Hojop §rhi0

F4A Fdo] AoHdA DMUY #71E& AAS et st o dAgME dide 248

#atejof gt &, DMUS 7t S8k uE&H<d 4*?@%%4% gopd £ & A
o] Z7t5 2, DMU Wl X9 Fdz A&dAd oz B 388 HLE F28
DMU7} 71848 oz FJuuly ojdAe] Z7% = A d7F&EFFHE
224 oM AAFIF 4FE RS 5 Joeng IATFEATG gxEA HA
Aggorgttt, DMU E&59 Z2Ad flojAe o137 gxE wgd & A8
t}. Golany, Charnes, Cooper®t Sherman(1982)1)2] DEAX 8ol gt AT 2
9o TEY FE FUINER MYE FUES AEE 9 24] oS Hojek &
Banker(1984)5 2 F4E3 AEES9 34 o4& T8 on, Boussofian(1991)F
FYUED AEEL FI FE Fook @vkn BHERth vRe Hlayde A4S
o2 Fde FRAHL #aFn AFEHFIE TR BEFH 246 A /‘3#%7}7} °§§}

-Kl lo
i b

IO r_g rﬂ:
, ol
X
!

g we F gonE MuPHY BESV FARE A9 FES B ATEHG Bz
X ARE e EEE Adsel & Rolt

DEA 28 HidTd m=d £U98 - 4289 727 4A4€ DMUY H4€ o 73 o
W glE AoE yehted med £ dTdAs $3REYRATS 2E2 FEAN2E A
THI AVYFAFVANI 2T Qe T 157 FFS FHEROZ YARYG<E 2>

<E 2> BEoz HAR"E U 157 2%

T 8H gFRERAAR(F) T g9 FFAEAAAN)
2131 FFHRKSD) 22 2 EFIHRKSS) 18
A FFERKTU) 2 -2 8HRKNY) 5
3 3 FFHRKPK) 2 AFZFFREKNW) 1
A FZ ZRKPC) 10 o+ FERKIY) 4
S HRKPUY) 5 E X F3HRKIM) 3
o & 3 RKTN) 1 F3FFRKTH) 1
FFFHRKID 1 AR 23 (RKPS) 1
o 2 FHRKTY) 1
= A k!

Aug  AERFR FITAHER AFA4E(2003d 98 A

10) H. Leibenstein(1981), Allocative Efficiency verse X-efficiency, American Economic Review 56,
P.382

11) B. A. Golany, Chammes, W. W. Cooper & H. D. Sherman(1982), Data Envelopment Analysis
and_Regression Approach to Efficiency Estimation and FEuvalugtion, Annauls of Operations
Research, Vol. 2, P. 95-112.
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ATANE AFAZ) DEA 28 AUA 584 2A%E 7P, HY W4T 43
shesbel Wk 1 ke i golahAl dshdths 540 Utk mebd 29 MY ohzs)
AN, $UT L HEE Wr 49 £ LAH0R 24 Bhe) UHE IR A B
suike) 277} B

ol e 574¢ X%, DEAZ 5% A78 Fas7] Aol thes e 323 19
shofof Tk,

o 74A 7FsAd(Improvability) : o1 AR Ase= AT, A4 HGY TEA A
&0l H F e d5E $4oE M

e 24 1A (Controllability) @ A& AFAWAIE old, Bgle Ha =2x 29 HuUYE
E2&2% 4 JdE A 158 g M-

o & I A&EE9 #(Number of input and output) : F=3A 2
+ DMUS A3 E84% THsts vdEo ANigEs EJE 7
AEE 5 sl DMUY 5 a#ste AgdATe] 18%d Wy F
Roz A4

Hedgel g aAdE BetA Fsd, F98 2

A
AN Y
+& o A9t & R ohyy] R FY 4ES 4Pe GEE F Y P

2 AT 4719 2o Age oz Pat DA 22Y 49T F 3V 184
of g AFLUABE FESHIL, 20039 1087 190] 2D FTAFITAY BREAE 5
o FUBY B % 2 422 WSE ARAIAT. 249

4 E (Input) - 47

o FTAFB/AAL F

s AolE % Stand ¥

* Airside (944 3 sEAFZ} %L—rié =3 Yol
o ¥FT F

2) A& % (Output) - 17
o 37 IS
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<E 3> FUFge &Fr] £IH4(20024)

R 2ZAF T 3 49 £33

QA FFRKSD 126,049 £ 48 3HRKPU) 12,708
4% & 3(RKSS) 128,428 23X TERKIM) 2,966
AFZTERKTU) 4478 EZYTIRKTH) 8,128
FETLRKNY) 3,128 AT HRKTN) 19,984
AFFF(RKNW) 615 ALH 3 3HRKPS) 6,485
B HEFRKPK) 60,080 FEETZRKID 14,056
A+ FHRKPC) 68,681 4 H3FRKTY) 722
AT FRKIY) 7,232

g FFREEE, FTSAQRID)ARAN ATFA
IV. DEA 238 &g HF &4
1. DEAR ] o3t 584 ¥4 4

4= DEA 23 % Charnes, Cooper and Rhodes(CCR) 28& DMU 4dld &5&
o] &3t 4, 157 SHFY BATY FFFQ MAAE B 2AZEAE 4
<Y 3>oAet Zol 283 AMo) +67.92%E pA E ulE5L AAEGEA, LR
B (-1457%), Airside Hol(-9.07%), BAAL £(-7.2%), Stand F(-1.25%)°] =22 Y&
7ol g(-)e] FiMe] Easitn ENEoiR 52 49 Airside Wol, Stand £ ©]
AHAR AEZAH BANEEA €L FUHFoln F+)Y Adel Zagida vegd &
o ASE BAGAA AT AERFE AAT & Qe 78] g P, FAVL
& DAY F(-72%), F BAAY FAULE 72% o2 AHAToZN g2 FHE
oa AT 5 o

2
Bl

AN R e e
2
2

4 ooff o B 3L ok Koox

32

A AL A

709 125%  Airside s 0l

907%
2u3s $32 +
6792% 1457%

<ad 3> #A DMUS ZAF AN 872+
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DMU 1574} §4& - 428 A5 5742 A Zi]E! & F443hd, 2003d AEE MR A
A} AEHS BHE 2%e <E ©F 2 94714 5284 FAFH 10000 R 184S 9
U8, 1000020 Z2 g2 Jud vaede 2o F Add 2e4E Ad #Age &
SUHEE BAFE] dxed e dige] F& onstA gt

<E 4> CCR 2% o4& 5&4 53235 (2003d A= 7€)

DMU &4 ARG

213 F 3 RKSI 0.9815 RKSS

HE 3 FRKSS) 1.0000

AFFHRKTU) 0.2228 RKPC, RKTN

¥ ¢35 FHRKNY) 0.1936 RKPC

HFFHRKNW) 0.1522 RKPC

43 F B (RKPK) 1.0000

A 5 % (RKPC) 1.0000

o35 ZRKJY) 0.7558 RKPC

45 (RKPU) 0.7864 RKPC

X FFRKIM) 0.3671 RKPC

¥ FFTHRKTH) 0.5210 RKPC, RKTN

473 #(RKTN) 1.0000

A F 8 (RKPS) 0.8045 RKPC, RKTN

B35 FRKI)) 0.6326 RKPK, RKTN

o] 4 F(RKTY) 0.0896 RKPC, RKTN
87 <E oA Zeol EAZAT agHoE YEY BAFS HE, ZH, AF, W4T 5 F 4
A ¥ BAFGeR UHRI, ALz vEggyer F4dE 7B JATLE HRE Y

A

MA 114 BAZez SFHJY E&Foz UYud #AGS
(reference set)o.2 F&HA=H, TFEE durd AFHAAG
ATHA"E 58 axzn ZES HHe 474 1384 24 ARG
H HEeHE Hole BAEL JAZATERAGE TS 1A 3?!11]‘%.9.3 79.74]«1 73.3%%
Yetgn A3, ol# e BARE FUE - AEEY FF oA AdH E&A0 dE 24

ol dls) MELH AduiEe] JAULE & 4 Avk ©A @Y, 15709 DMU ¥ 2E, A
s, A5, T 5 4719 BAERo] FPHo2 ALHZEENE 5“%}“7 dem ezl 1174
13

BAGE o] ZEFHo S BA LA FuiHor HEEHoHT FAHANGE drlolth



FUYEY gAY YUy 1&4o #d A7 T3

0 1t 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1
<39 4> AR I Réference Set) BE HE
2. %58 Ay 4 254

e <E 5> FARAGY vy Auyog wELHoE Yeid #AHY TAHHY W@ B
HAE AANSE Yot ddFez wEgA BATY HA FUE - AEE dolH(Actual
Data)e} CCR 28o] o3 T3z A& & - ASE ol e(Target Data)te] ¥& #E SR
YEtd Rog, “+ 7 & HA AEERT AUFoE HA LAY RS (%S U, ¢
-TE A FYERT AR o FrhE HES(%)E ofndth Mo BY, HEE
HoZ2 ERE FFL ASEQY £85I A 49 19%5FE 2AE 1016%74A F7H
ot AdlH EAG T 2HE F Y ALE Yehda o

<E 5> Ao wEEAQ FAY WS BAEH (20033 7€)

DMU FH4E(%) A2 E(%)
BAAS | Stand 5 | Airside Hol | 8F2 5 s
A HEFRKSD -182 -74 -25.6 . +1.9
3 FFFRKTU) . . -58.6 -60.6 +348.8
ZF LT FRKNY) -52.9 : -335 -52.9 +416.6
AFTHFRKNW) | -41.2 . -80.4 -88.2 +556.9
o33 RKJY) -65.2 -21.1 . -72.1 +32.3
A8 FRKPU) -52.9 . -17.3 -52.9 +27.2
X FZRKIM) -60.8 . -11.9 -76.5 +172.4
23 %3RKTH) -22.1 . -26.7 +91.9
A T ERKPS) . . -80.0 -86.4 +24.3
FFEFZRKID . . . : +58.1
41 8 RKTY) : . -58.9 ~72.7 +1016.4
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<E £ <Z 5>9 F4ZF}E AP, AT BAF L AREY FXAAEGA 9
o FUAHLE HESH(09815)E Ad Aoz veyth B AHIZEAT

2qe W@AvtA e FA 7}":- % E(Input-oriented Model)& HAFsdAY FA/IsE &
E(Output-oriented Model) & g g oz TAT 448 Addes 2484 ¢+ o
€ 4ot g9d. 2y 'i-%oME AFEFAF0] BEUE F oln AMHP Stand F(-74%)+
Airside Weol(-266%), 52 4 BAGAN EAst7] 2ed W43 7 590y FE s
Ae 3EEIHe HAg F4 Z—'i:"—‘%"] A g8uete —‘?-’ﬂﬁ?—“-_} Futel] glom, e %
B7(+1.9%) FA FAFAA FA dEE BES BT F JE J#ol P EE FA T

A

@ Wgol. aER FASE BAAL F(-182%)8 2AT2A EFAAGY g A

E&4E gavr FEAIE ’%‘Rﬂ"l dHzAE 7MY &3

AR R dAe BAA ALl o AFAe EAFD HEo AdHos FYTVE
-52.9%, 9F 3L ~41.2%, 04 TEE -65.2%, ENFTTL -529%, FETHL -60.8% M
ofof & o2 BAHUL & /tA FE5Y F& oHT #AAY £& Adste ukte] AAH
o AA 5e4€ A ALANIE de ded <2y > 1574 SHITE FA"E AR
A Gl B8 BN AT A GERG vhe Ze] o BAA £9 fdulFe] g By - AES
Ao wiste] FdAoz 22 o{(-72%)2 d-IFAAR] A ¢E Adstn 7g BAG
g Bse 2 AAERE YA ZE= Aol ¥ Aol

g9 <E 62 Add ulieAds Ad 239 27 oY FAFAEE g4s8eE F¥o £
4 A 9%E bR FY9EE Y3 gdu 2AFEY Jdx: BAL Auyez vlE
€29 2 T 584 TS A FAZG F Mo AAuAE FHof & FFE AAS
= 523 HEZ o|§¥HT12
<E 6> 27] o149 EAAT W ESEH DMUY vR Vdxd @& £4Ed5
v 71 =
DMU FARG N -
A Stand ¥ | Airsideso] | 52 & | 2337
. . K. z . 0. 040 .52
3= ZHRKTU) RKPC 0.76 0.55 0.50 0.5
RKTN 024 045 0.50 0.60 048
RKP . 0. ) 089 .
£YFHRKTH) €l 0% % 0% 0%
RKTN 035 0.20 017 011 015
AL FHRKPS) RKPC 090 0.77 0.75 0.70 080
RKTN 0.10 023 0.25 0.30 0.20
RKPK 0.80 0. 0.60 .80 .70
B3 FWREJ)) =z
RKTN 020 045 0.40 020 0.30
. . , 070 82
o] 32 SHRKTY) RKPC 0.85 0.80 0.78 08
RKTN 005 0.20 ] 022 0.30 018

12) Asia Hussain & Matthew Jones(2001), Frontier Analyst Workbook, Baxia Soft Ltd, P.17
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<E 6>lA HE uie Zo] AFIFBAYS EFAFGY AFIFH 7T B8, &F
2 040 ¢ 06008 AAg EE E’i AN AFFFHRAge] AFTHAARY 9= L
A2 Ye fxvta) gio) B DMUZ H44E 4 Avh &, TZFE, AAFE, 447

&o] BAYE FA AFTF BAFe) GE FAYQY g diHez 458 JAEE B
Ao WAupg el e DMUZ 2AHAG 3F3Y @42 F¢e £A7E2E 2
HITFAAGH T AR ¥AINEY, 2 F 2 $HAsoF & DMUE AT
TAde2 SHHNUD

V.43

=7t8 F8 JIBAAd F FTEFNBoRAN Ao Ron #y BEAAZ, AVIY FH
9 #FPN29 U 2L FHAAN B 4 FFe HFEAL 4FE Fast de aHAE
Z A 7t vk 2 olfe AAEH S g8 dxvHe] aFHL AFHSHL oA A0}
e B A dY) £8& 2 5+ 9A F7 “0114. 3] %9 (Alrport Operation)
o FAAXNE AR BAY el £33 Adl FIAMEA
3o 193 ayx A¥xe AYLF7H AAd w}

B V1990 =0 22 gl - 944 $AdEe] g3 oAl BeH 4REHY ¥F
el N @ Hojof @ Lok2 FYHAIG

2 d7E £84¢ 33sE 1Y% s DEA-CCR 28-8 A9ss SHed A
9 AUA g4 AR, JAZAIHAOMDEA 524E Adx de = 1574 3%
€ e £ A0 B FUE L AEE ¥ A2 9 FHETS 150 22 3
FTAEAFAstY HE2AE B3 FUE A5 4, AEE B5 UN7F AgENLH, o F
Hges 4FEAS dASAT o8 4dd 584 4FE4E F ANE ZAE g
2.

AA, 1571 FWEL #A"e FRFHQ AdAG] &% BNZH, 33+ A
+H7.92%2 A & WFE AXEg, gger F5F2 F£(-1457%), Airside ¥ o1(-9.07%),
AL F(-72%), Stand F(-1.25%)9) €22 Uehdth o7lda ()¢ e BLstn
A5old 852 9 Airside Ho|, Stand $E olv] dAFHH AL=EA E-Z%M'"‘SM %
FEEFelR FHH el sty ved 835 Fee BARAM HF Y2
g Ao + e 7lH@e] oldg AT, AT DAY F(-72%), F BAAS
%M%l% 72% w202 MAFLEN FEAo] YL & Ag 4 th

% BAGE AE, A, AF, T T F 4 3 FAGeE YER T,

2
2,

4y o e

offt 30 o
B
kS
g0
¥
1
N

} LY ™
’E}E}V—‘# &3¢ DMUE d%l%"*% HEG U 117 aAges 2AHEYY. 185
LR V}E}‘r} *‘& Ag-e 9 A7 Areference set) 22 F{FHo=H, FHER

Su)
ol
I
m
-E

AHEE AFAAGEL ]E} *&Zﬂ% o3 93, giTaAYL 53 a8 ZJEQ} e 7%2} 1
g 24 EAPGLE LU oY NELAHL Ad BAEL: FYE - AEEY F2A
oA FhH ZE&F0l e AR v M E2HA AFLuEol »lﬁi’a*a & 5 Uk
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AR, QAT FEATS AETFFARZES dxuRstd FA 75T 5 E(Input-oriented
Model)& A 38AY EA7153 425 E(Qutput-oriented Model) & ST =X BAwH
EgHE AYFHoe= %7}/\]7:101: gt ey §9& F o/v nA4E Stand -’?—(-7.4%)‘4
Airside Hol(-266%), 252 F& TARAA TAs7] 22d ¥5z F —Er‘QEJ 2o s
He 29935 go8 B4 751:‘3%"] A E4ers ENE 5t glon AEEQ] 2%
A4 (+19%) 9A BA”AN FHx A4EE FEL BYE 5 U 7189 o}qﬂﬁ %*ﬂ 7t &
& Wpolth m8n2 EAUET BAAL £(-182%)8 ATz FAFAGY diF AdF
EEAE thave AT E dYel dAzRAE 71 B2 E AXddder fggdd shastA

2 #8449 5’474]/\} Jd4 1 A Aoy ARG vEe FdHez FFTIL -529%, 4F
T -41.2%, -f’: -65.2%, €ATFL -529%, FEEFTHL -60.8% 7MAF ol & AL
2 E4HUG. 2?—3‘4 14 DMUS FAA Y Adatgel #d E4Z270M Yed 8t Zo]
2 BAA o AN Fol e FY - A ERS vt AUHosE ¥E olf(-T2%R)E o
TEFVARY BHE A V18 AT F¢E 2 AHAESE YRR RPE DA
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WA, A Hes nEgdd 2 e 184 T4 98 243D F $HeZ AAnAe
sob & TEe AAsed F29 YR o)&HE 2AFTY Jdx B B P
g, AL, o AFY BAGE AFTYl 7dEst 2 dEY Aoz wAuiAser & F
Addoz A=Y

E Q7o 343 2 RaAgoz: 94 wed 2EFY FY - A g
ZUETPe TLHS BAGo2N 4 BAYY 278F, FTREBAN2DY T4, BAALE
BAEY o] B3 2L 84 L olEd 24 AToEAY O
ANEGS B8 24 3% BAR FAH Qe BAA F AZITF obd A WA
ol 978 +93E 249 W ﬁi olele] &2l So] mEAF ] gA ¥ WA Uk

webA o] Bobd nu AFE x4 FAL AANE LM AFE F/HAA AR A
o7, WS HENE A ZASH 2o $APS Rgsd W& 978 9% 2
27t s&cm AEEH, o)A T Bge] o|FAW I AR FTTTUA Avoz sy st
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