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Key Performance Measurement Study of Airport CDM

KONG Jin-feng, LIU Cheng, WANG Qiu-shi
(Civil Aviation Flight University of China,Guanghan Sichuan 618307, China)

Abstract: The coordination decision making has deeply fused into the concept of air traffic management, and is working as an important element
that improves the operation efficiency of air traffic management network and airport operators. In this paper, in order to evaluate the improvement
generated by the airport coordination decision making, based on the evaluation standard of key performance indicators, the performances of every
participants in airport operation have been measured, thus the general performance of the airport coordination decision making has been evaluated.

Key words: cdm;performance indicator; CDM goal; performance measurement
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Study Status and Prospect on Evaluation of Coporate Society Responsibility in China

——The Meta-analysis perspective
YAN Ze-rui, ZHAO Gong-min

(College of Economics and Management, North University of China, Taiyuan 030051, China )

Abstract: In recent years, repeatability and limitations of corporate social responsibility evaluation research is more and more obviously. Attribu-
ting and excavating existing literatures has become the necessary way to expand new study perspectives. Based on Meta-analysis, this paper tidies
domestic research about social responsibility evaluation up from 2005 to 2008 with five aspects of specific industries and fields, indicator systems,
correlation theories, empirical analysis and applications, and evaluation methods. This paper points out the evolution of main concerns, existing
deficiencies and countermeasures, further more puts forward differentiation research on domestic and foreign corporate social responsibility meas-
urement, multi-perspective evaluation of non-stakeholders, establishme-nt of evaluation system of corporate social responsibility’ s investment
strategies will become new trends of future study.

Key words: corporate social responsibility evaluation;meta-analysis;research status;prospect
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