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, 2008—2017 10 s
1,
1
X X, Y, Y, Y, Y,
( ) ( ) (GNP) ( ) ( ) (
2008 731 091 12 781.60 16 340 007 10 531 562 25 261 395.27
2009 563 411 13 659.70 18 374 493 16 006 555 28 993 391.17
2010 1016 285 14 690.70 21 202 769 21 608 849 33 487 392.15
2011 1199 977 15 786.80 25 095 234 27 011 061 39 731 400.66
2012 1 441 975 16 725.00 30 110 577 23 459 100 43 702 401.88
2013 1689 710 27 223.80 34 152 103 29 315 032 49 207 403.51
2014 1777 057 27 677.37 37 129 943 31 381 657 56 582 405.29
2015 1232 405 28 491.20 39 680 051 34 978 793 62 033 412.78
2016 668 100 28 543.00 43 004 300 39 200 700 68 375 426.28
2017 781 800 28 815.10 48 576 400 42 179 400 76 350 440.85
1.
DEAP BCC ) 1 )
@)
BCC 2, s
, DEA .
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2
2008 1.000 1.000 1.000 *
2009 1.000 1.000 1.000 *
2010 0.995 1.000 0.995 irs
2011 1.000 1.000 1.000 *
2012 1.000 1.000 1.000 *
2013 0.729 0.729 1.000
2014 0.778 0.778 1.000 *
2015 0.828 0.829 0.999 irs
2016 1.000 1.000 1.000 *
2017 1.000 1.000 1.000 *
Mean 0.933 0.934 0.999
Lk sirs sdrs
3
2008 1.000 0.932
2009 1.000 0.918
2010 0.995 0.986
2011 1.000 1.000
2012 1.000 0.993
2013 0.729 1.000
2014 0.778 1.000
2015 0.828 1.000
2016 1.000 1.000
2017 1.000 1.000
3 s
o s
2017 s
o 4,
4 DEA
X, X, Y, Y, Y,
1.000 1.000 0.966 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
0’ 1.000 0.999 0.405 0.947 0.996 0.998 0.744
4 ; (5).(6)
, 5,
5 C, Gy C;'@
X, X, Y, Y, Y, Y,
C, () / 0.034 / / / /
C," () 0.001 0.595 0.054 0.004 0.002 0.256
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b b
° b b b
b b )
) -3
b b b o 3
b b 3
6. 7,
6
( ) ( ) (GNP)( ) ( ) ) (I
2013 779 800 20 135.47 22 028 545 12 715 924 53 434 145.44
2014 828 458 17 174.59 24 614 698 15 263 119 58 370 165.25
2015 584 312 16 657.01 26 316 398 17 083 873 57 746 174.48
2016 490 300 17 100.46 24 589 766 16 077 800 71 923 181.22
2017 625 904 20 444.13 27 438 200 20 201 500 74 318 193.12
7
( ) ( ) (GNP)( ) ( ) ) (D!
2013 654 300 12 382.00 50 170 000 49 400 101 47 209 560.16
2014 680 800 10 169.00 53 401 000 41 759 761 51 551 530.73
2015 477 800 8 784.00 57 512 000 45 956 910 58 405 503.28
2016 397 464 8 528.00 61 016 000 50 400 546 62 583 506.07
2017 227 000 8 711.00 63 550 000 53 955 000 67 542 509.50
MATLAB DEA s
> 3 o 3
8.
8 3
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
0.969 0.957 0.947 1.000 1.000
0.689 0.916 1.000 1.000 1.000
0.762 0.957 0.999 1.000 1.000
8 »3 s
2 3 o
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Coordination Evaluation of Logistics Capability and
Social Economic Development in International Dry Port City .
A Case Study of Kunming City

YANG Yang, LI Li-shi
(School of Transportation Engineering, Kunming University of Science and Technology,

Kunming Yunnan 650500, China)

Abstract: This paper conducts an empirical study on typical international dry port cities in China by
employing the data envelopment analysis method to construct a coordination evaluation system of
logistics capacity and socio-economic development of international dry port cities. The analysis results
show that the coordination of logistics capacity and socio—economic development in international dry
port city are relatively high; There is a small amount of waste of resources in comprehensive urban
development; Freight volume is the main factor affecting the coordinated development of logistics
capacity and socio-economic development of the international dry port city, and logistics capacity dom~
inates the coordination relationship between the two. By comparing the coordination of logistics capac-
ity and social and economic development of the three international dry port cities, the study shows
that the relationship between infrastructure construction and dry port is the key to promoting the co-
ordinated development of the two. Since it takes a certain cycle from the planning and construction to
the realization of coordinated development, we should fully grasp the development opportunities, im-
prove the competitiveness of international dry port cities, determine the function orientation, improve
the infrastructure, thereby promoting the development of freight transportation in the port and impro-
ving the coordination of logistics capabilities and socio-economic development of international dry port
cities.

Key words: international port city; logistics capabilities; socio-economic development; data envelop-

ment analysis



