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Abstract:

Low-cost carriers (LCCs) have played an increasingly important role of the global air
transportation industry. One current trend is that while international alliances among
major airlines continue, some low-cost airlines have formed and some are now preparing
for low-cost airline alliances. However, few researches have examined alliance practices by
LCCs.

This study presents an exploratory analysis related to the involvement of LCCs in
alliance agreements. The characteristics of partnerships involving LCCs are discussed, and
the determining features with regards to the alliance propensity of LCCs are identified. In
addition, this study applies a difference-in-difference analysis on the revenue and traffic of
codeshared LCCs and non-codeshared LCCs, across the pre- and post-alliance periods.

The results of the probit model verified that alliance agreements are more likely to
involve LCCs without single cabin nor point-to-point network structure. Southwest
copycats are less likely to codeshare or and interline at the same time. Large size carriers
are more likely to codeshare or interline. Moreover, in the DiD analysis, codesharing
agreements did not improve the revenue of codeshared LCCs in the post-alliance period.
The results of DiD analysis also found that codesharing agreements improve the revenue
of codeshared airlines, due to passenger flow increase from the agreements. It is envisaged
that the results of this study may shed light on low-cost airline alliance strategies and
airline industry.
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TaE2H LS ¥ A 5k (dynamic Markov game) > #iEF BT H FliE2 @Y R
(transfer price)z* 5 » A B w4t & 7 RjgF bt I T gl d B 5480 o
Wright (2014) ¥ g # = B F ™ » &t ¥ Wrightetal. (2010) # st » #rs 4] 5
PEEE o K R fc F A #ER 3L - Huetal. (2013) 3% 417 FFELHR A BN 4R T 4
FoVBE 2R EARFE S - R G 2P A T E 4 fe S (proration
rates) > FHiE & (T m R fREE ST RE AR R DR EZEE TER L AHD

5
Bolsn 2 PR G I At 2 P A P e T Rk E

Steven and Merklein (2013) #F3tdz BE R $ 30 2 | R @M B R 2 B F
FPRALE TP AR 2 BT JRABE S O 7 B LIPS iR
 BE T ELg BE T ”ﬁ AN P AP RN &P 2 TR A
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(carbon intensity)fi 2 g 4 ez 2 P 4F 0 dod BooN AR O P 2 phae B A pipok

g AT O P AT TR o

Janawade (2013) 4% +if § f & wendnz R E HIEE R FY R AR T
B2 R P B R BT R e R B R R Arehi i A A
fe PRF%(Multi-party joint services) ~ 2 35 & 3+ % (Fringe benefits) ~ PRz - &+ -~ &
*RE L PRGE ~ TR B G 4 B hUESRE o Wang (2014) #R 3 2 akdg B R T
FRRE R REE Y R AR AL SRR 2RI - &
MEE S SRR ARZE T AL e B G FR AR 2R B D
(highlyinvolved)sk 2 @ % » 2 TR4nZ SR S i £ 2 25800 2 500 47 $HPE R

LRz P TA LR G-
A5 2 S (2017) 4R et Ay B R 2 AT 0E 0 B A BGE R

BEMEET O T AP ERFE IS P S BAE R g o P
F I T AT IE Y AT S R TR S R T e RS S B

;m

o iF

o

5

W 0w

o

Douglas and Tan (2017) #F 34 2 3z B f 2] & 2 ﬂﬁﬁﬁé;aﬂi{% E EA
HRZ AT TP 2 A B enEfISFH%E - AT R ¢ 2 %8+ (DiD)
B o SREANS A | Al S (C B e TR 2L SR 2 A )
FERE ez LB XA ARG O P e x BP 2 R TR 0 BT ] AR T

G T AR FRB A By 27 2B F o
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211 MR EEER

R At 3R AR
s mp g B Oumand Park (1997) Uy BHE B BRI R GRAE
HPEFEE oumetal. (2001) AT F AR D RAT
Park (1997) LB FEA g asT 2 B E
Brueckner (2001) AR R HEE C R iRl B
PR B oum (2004) #rz -k T 8 g2 (horizontal alliances)
EERF 4 A4 BE A 2T
F & F KR A  Kleymanna and -
) s NV TR
S Seristob (2001) EMELh SRR
Min and Joo (2016) R EE 2 P HE R 4 A4
Douglas and Tan (2017) LIPS R 2 Y fea 4 ATF R
B NP IRT R R L Yy RTEA oz
sz PP 4 Weber and Sparks (2004) ; ;%;}; BT K B TP R
w2
Wang (2014) S BRI R R AR BT
Steven and Merklein (2013)  #wz B B ¥4 5 o B 20 B2 58
Zhang et al. (2004) fz TR 2 BB PRI
R 7/ 7 (2012) S BRE 2 MR R 2 l% =N
n R
P 12 % (2016) SR T E A A BT LR
AR ~ B 5(2017) A A LT T PR ARAR e B FT L3
e bR Gayle and Brown (2014) TR AT Rt R
,%; ]1\% y ] v~

’i iR o: j\/gz:r %
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2.2 160 BY 7 i 22 A8 B8 ST
WA Ry R AR SR A Y R B R R
BB TE e A S A TR BHERTE LAY B E

B PR RAL

Mason (2001) # & ‘EAzS#aR P o AR E @ F M Mdng AF 8 2 PRI
A S o ) A iy :}F]:’:x%’#x'&%\ﬂ&ﬂ””"é.‘ ZZEARE B o F AR

R J.—t]ﬁ;#"

Forsyth (2003) w AR i & ks 2 45 /B 105k » LR £ B EW S A
B oA N A pr2. T E 0 & H A (Ansett Australia) ez (2 £ (Qantas) & b o
HAH S A a2ty ap o dp a8 pong 2 P L S E 2 B s A )
FovE P R Sy > WLR WAL o

Francis et al. (2003) 4F3F i s Adgy S P B g F2 3675 » A1 8%
p ¥ A % L4k g (first mover advantages) ¢ o i ATE I A Ay F K

*~ = B P H o Francis et al. (2006) 473 = Adey 2 FIEHGRE  BH L 5T 4
# Al & w E_ (1) 7 & = g 7N (Southwest copy-cats) ;5 (2) + = @ fic ;¢
(Subsidiaries) ; (3) = # #1] fic 3 (Cost cutters) ; (4) % & 1+ # % 5% (Diversified
charter carriers) ; (5) & 74t Bk =3¢ (State subsidized competing on price) @ & * #% ¥
Mo A gy o @R N S 2 ROF P RF FPY AR OB ﬁﬂf N L3
TONFTE T B2 PR o

Barrett (2004) B2 g < 2 & A s -3 % 4 (Ryanain) 2 % B - 7 5
Spddp MARRAR S AR R M A E 0P 2RI F PR kM o

BRYP BT 0 7 B Bt B R e K2 £ @R - O° Connell and
Williams (2005) +* fidz B 35 2 g B Ffofid 5 B 2 s S vk g g
DRI D P oM E AT 2P 2 BOERBE LT LR o E T RELD

N AELE D PRIARG B X DT e 2 R h ot S B R 8 SULFL o

Warnock-Smith and Potter (2005) i 845 & 1A $5 34 & B 8 Mg 2

HEREFZ P RAAT I - T M RNy P EHERE DI E R T 8353
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E RS A LT L EFY SR AP ERZIMETF PRI a7

k&)
B SRR e P R Y § BN S kg 2P 2 kR o

Dennis (2007) #F 34 %' 2 JRIF4RT FUE S Mg 2 & 0 3 ) 2 PRI
TP A AL X P PR AR RS AR b R B LN
I o bR e Bt R K 8 A S S o Zhang et al. (2008) 4 4 I Mo R dg
AR RSP R EAT 0 Ay MBI R R R PiE o fe I iR

juis
ik ’F? HBEEMEfomN I o TWE RAEL D BBH A H S Mg 2

o

FEE ST

Morrell (2008) 4734 & & M Adng 2. FEF a2 W RS Adg o F 2
Ard s BH S T FE MA AT RN LRI AR Y T Ap e TRk
AR R T R REEM fEg R 3O FER P RETFER

MR RALFF

Malighetti et al. (2009) 4 47 %' 5 % 4oz #5 Bo20 2 v > A3 3 Ih £ 4

-

FR GARE L Y RS Y EREPMER SRR A RS b M
oAl R J oM 0 REH S SR R FY R

BPER o AR AR - ERAY DERRY T ERTIODL W T A E R

=

%GBS R R L5 4 -

Bruggen and Klose (2010) ## %45 Fj e B i (fleet commonality) $ i & & #7
SPFEF 2 FFOF LR RPBER TRE Y ES I e B D EF R
A~ o MR E e o

Donzelli (2010) # & & = I 82 M & Ay & P 4o 15 1 7
FRIeRBOSHEGE FTREFRL A e
R SR ER T R B RE RS AP e T
Tsui (2017) LB d fF & A&y o 7 HFP w153 w;ga o1 g A R 2 B R
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De Witand Zuidberg (2012) 4 47 %' & £ R i = ddg 20 = & ] > 4 1L
FRIE 2 TR H R T I PERR S TR A AT Rk
R AU R A b PSRN F F R 2RRE 2P R 2T

o FMH BT P B2 B B R X CURRERE Y MR AL 2 AR E o Fp oo

SAEEARFE L > M AT R IEAS D A RS BT Y FIEE R
AP A LT gt d: A L I S G E

Pyrialakou et al. (2012) ~ Choo and Oum (2013) #2 Graham (2013) L {3 4534 1<
® A Fug BT -2 B2 88 o Pyrialakou et al. (2012) ] * ¥R @ % 4 45 (data
envelopment analysis)z™ s #8352 ¢ @sa 5 > F IR M X Aézy 3 R NE S F
FRTWI s> Mg R Ll Y ER R ol ».*;9:;’%75 % K& 4p B 12 - Choo
andOum (2013) # & M= Adey $HE R4 L PF e d 2 PEOFRE P L 2RI

T REANBRM L M Ay R B EIRIAE SR & D IRGA AT B a4
B R R PG F LA ¥ i8S o Graham (2013) 4 ! i A g iE B 4S5
T2 L EYERAPE L FRMS AT BT G52 T RARL 2
WHF LM hdng g B> 2 R PFFEC DL .

Chang and Hung (2013) 12 & # 3 374c s #8 5 b 0 3 37 £ 43 Ay

BERPPEALLBRL IR T ESE AP AR T L RE TR
& RERLT oM i B DL [ B leniepiT L kv ‘1?;1’- B E R Mo ASug i

BPER o LA P10 I f A RT RFEE LB

Buddetal. (2014) 4 47 1992 3 2012 & RF ot i = A&y 18 ~ 239 005 B
—“3’:};1 N PTeh A AT O F AT R P EREEFEF S 6 Y]

PUFRBASYEE P AR RS A R R KRBT R i
FAR B EERFEFEESA 2P s RIE T SAp R (3 L s
BA) o B F RS A F E o g i o

Rajaguru (2016) #4534 M4 = & ez 27 2 JRFF&T 2 S ot H R areh £ B
¥
¥

fim

=

BHEPRGAEENEBEF LA B P SR FIMM A MRy o P 2

“’M

z
AR (price sensitive) e > B ¥ > JRGREG O F AP 0 M Ay O F 2%
PRIEE 257 F o0t b ER DRI 2P BB F I B A

Ja,-bq_
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DEFA @A AR 2 PR R D RS XA e MR

R

Whyte and Lohmann (2015) ~ Wilken et al. (2016) ¥ Soyk etal. (2017) £ (s 45
Mo ks ki i8R AE - Whyteand Lohmann (2015) ## = - £ & & f 4 2215
O BB ) A TR 2 M A AERT 2 »‘%’@E"gbﬂ ;}F]“"x"\s\'ﬂxﬂm_.,_p
PR 13-17% 2 = A ifpF (1= g =¥ * 2 2 (peravailable seat kilometre) 578 ) >

AR E S BN R A A DRSS E AR A G
Mo Ay P RS Hanfe4 o Wilken et al. (2016) 4 47 ®eit i€ = A S
PSR G R R R R EHA R R F L MA AR 2T TR G R T
m&%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ$kﬁﬁ&§’Eﬁﬁﬁ&éii§ﬁ$iﬁ@ﬁ§of—%
Boood S EC] AR OS AoTF E bR S 0 R R A i Y {5 S o
Soyk et al. (2017) f* i = i» 4 $5/% (principal component analysis) ok & & 3 4
+7:% (hierarchical cluster analysis) » 44 37 Rd5 * & iFdng S P& F A 47 0 117
fRi g A ARy P2 B ARG ERE S AR TR M Ay 2

P B ERA SRS @RI fo KPR 2 P F B F A o8 i
&

N
=4

S
poas)
-

Lo H T3 iE A AT 339 & R Ay o P Apvt »;ﬂij;%’@‘,;\;j\

i 35% c PRIIARARMS A d WHPERN L AR R LR > F

Dobruszkes et al. (2017) # & <= A4 ¥ X KR GbEE * 8 2RI E K AP
F%%@Q%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ%%$%%§%§$iﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ$i?ﬁ%’

T RT A LIU BT G ST LS R 2

)
T
X
“‘\'
ol

,:E
M
Fobod iy A E MA ARG EF R AR PHFT AL EFE AR

-
T
Mok kgt O K495 A T HIG 2RI 2P R 6 L .

ngamxmﬂ)éﬁ?ﬁpf@ﬁé%@*iﬁiéﬁﬁ@é%ﬁﬁ;
e ag s F2 B8 ENT RS AT o B AT I KA A
TR HE AT 5T B TR R A 2 o gy J R R BT 0 2
IR LR JL N 2 MAEFF o FlUt Bk B T B 3 ik Rehi

FEE o ¥ p s R Y o
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Bachwich and Wittman (2017) 14 % R4z ¥ chdg i = 4 #3 %  (ULCC) &
FIHReFEatt F ULCC 2 3 £H5% « 2 AR o B P2 B4 LCC T
7k ooy Baor ULCC 2o = A LCC & 2R3 #ny o7 5 ¥ " <> ¥ ULCC
18 1< & B £ 42 » (ancillary revenue) o ¢+ ¢ » #2015 & » ULCC fdni & 3+ 2

HE T ik T 2106 0 LCC s T 3a-K T 89 o

T SR Jl?%ﬁvlé"a‘ Mo A dy B R GE T4E 3 0 8 Du et al. (2008), Kawamori
and Lin (2011), Morandi et al. (2015) - Du et al. (2008) Z % # B & i< = & dn7
ATA £ Southwest * * FLEL$§ 5 ~ RFE 2} # Fle2 BT &2 3 #F R
Pany 2@ B REM R R B A ¥ MR AP R R PRRE

[

Kawamoriand Lin (2011) 4834 & 48 > RIS & 1 2 A duy 2 BB
BRESHNEFEGIA T AL REDIRI T B WS Ay R R LR
ARG FHRES AL FUHPhEE S A AP R T 5 vt KAMET -

Morandietal. (2015) 2 M= ALy % £ * FIB R LT A Ay B %
P AT D P RP R AR ek e Y RIS
AT F TR Y IIEARA T A i e g MM Ay & P BRI R Y STRLRR
BB PR R L 2 ARR o del FIEE BB RS s R AR P

wApiE o
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2 2.2.1 ERAZEERBE X BRER

RS

Ll

iR

¥ B
5 B U

Francis et al. (2006)

Dennis (2007)

De Wit and Zuidberg
(2012)

AP P SV -
% P ¥

Forsyth (2003)
Francis et al. (2003)

Budd et al. (2014)

Mo kT e A B B2 A F)E

(ARSI S L e AP I - R o=

Mo AEg i AT B2 4 P T F

Mason (2001) FArR L ER M A 2 FE
Barrett (2004) Mo Ay 2 R EEE TR
ERERTR O’ Connell and Williams
o ANELT 2R KGR
(2005) 3, # + %’l‘ﬁﬁ%—_—%’-
Rajaguru (2016) Mo Ay 2 S B R
P IE R TR

Dobruszkes et al. (2017)

Mo RET D RS2 F)F

Morrell (2008)
Wilken et al. (2016)
Soyk (2017)

R AR MR Ady 2 PR
£ A2 L 7'\-3“”“ Z_ " 1\%—*}]&

AR N Ay

Donzelli (2010)

FH 2§ R
=
]

M Ay g B R 25

w5 FTRA Wangetal. (2017) FORPE IS A g 2B B
Tsui (2017) Mo AL H R R F R
TALKR AT R o
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2.3 ZRPZEFZEN(DID)R T A8 B SR

Cardand Krueger (1994) 3 % 410 fle %@ W& f 422 § £ 4 - 3% 1994
EFT AR EMIFTHESEL IR 2P TP REFRAF R MFT
TARBREOFAIET R RA o BRI 0 T ML QRN
b 13%2 g E 4§ -

Heckman et al. (1997) % gkt - B2EF %P R k=G L B iztd) - 4
B F TR L FALGFE IS TR RVEE X EERRLFART P
R4S DID T fooni g d g RBOREA D 2L 0 £ LY
£ d 3 v pF R e s eh(temporally-invariant) 2. 5 #icgs 58 o

Slaughter (2001) A 45§ % i d P $3t 2 WA e » 2 B> F B LS KT
A LR A D agFR e o R RIIEY DID B
S EAEEY FAANTEFRE )FSI T A S HEFS SRR Fa A
FREFTG 3 FARRGT 5 U FLAEBRBE R & PP PR B 2T e
2R (P d vtk AR KEF NI FERT AP B T AL
Flpt 2k DID RSP s s FERpd CHFS QFrpd td§x
- EE o om REHF G T &*ﬂdfﬁfﬁ“%@%i’% de 1L - PRI
At i %) Slaughter (2001) &2 & T 4 p o CF s @A P AEE 4o
BROSRHFTE A LF G *{maﬁﬂféﬁ}*@ ’ J‘W'Av\%‘r‘?% pditEl
PR ERE D LT ETED R - RO FPL RN ER L EE S PR A
BAPI » £ 0 50 RJZA R b pod P B F) A W44 1945 18
e B FFET A A CF g7 DID S e

o~

Bertrand et al. (2004) #& 1! DiD #2558 22 Bl 2 > & < fi4 2 e FF =
7 > (1)F15 DID 58 fe s 47 pF ik # & Hp cpE & B 7 (time series) 4L 5 (2)DiD #ic
N HET 5% BT v 5 5|4p M (serial correlation) ; (3)d *tF B % #c(treatment
variable)"gFF F @ s > A4 B RERH > Vg 2 H Bk M F

R 2+ Z DID A4 HRF L7 - R2Z M RIS B FAL
E&é‘]ﬁ; o I-L 7]‘ ) LLEVKH"“”T;}%P[I;{__‘ -’]‘,JIJ#EFﬁgF‘:%\ T ﬁé"’v ;\4 )

FEFE E 4 (2011) 47341995 & F %5 > % AT BRI YRS
B EAF BT FTREET 2 %ugnw%«w’ww %asc“ttarév% F A
TR oAy (- A PEAHRKTRAEY 3T A H 2] 4 7k
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Ko RNREFSEHFEFLTEE LD CFRT LR AR SR A

I #r TH LY iEa R 2B A f B o 7
AOH TR R D B A | kg SRS Y F TR i AR e R
L THE B AEF LA wips R HERTAREY 2R
FHEENAF R REF B HE S R Hon kARG HE B

FiRerE 2 0L 3 kPR EIRI AR % o

Spe #18 % g(2016) 1 23k 167 BRFEALHE 0 NI e A gl
i (Propensity Score Matching)£z £ B ¢ 2. £ B 2 47 e 2 =~ 7 (7 fd ] & #5073
SE R g op A E R B0 XL 3% Heckman etal. (1997) #r#% 4y £
R R A= E TR0 R e P s S
Fr po B2 5 EEAQ017) fIr LR LEAFE FH M ERBER
Bl iRz e @RS SR EFm Lz i Ri2 225
G EHA GHER L LHE PR L LR B

FPAG(017) B2 AREFGA Y TORER B A e TR AT 1Y
2005 =z WHFEE AL HEHE R Y e s fciefiis DID it LR 2
£ 8¢ 2 % 8 %472 (difference-in-difference-in-difference, DDD) » 4534 > X i &
FrERERORF RS S R d s R TR ET ORARRLF AT
BWRRLFED G o FI3 kA rm 3 A RaoRE 2B % SR KT .J)@:}T\;I;;
WS REENL SRRV RORAREE R eR/ie E S &ﬁ
Fha o BRRAPE F R R %ﬁ*’%%%ﬁ%ﬁafpﬂﬁ%gﬁ
H&ﬁﬁ%&mﬁiﬁﬁ4@ BAtsD Rl R BAE RN T # L0
Foo = B kg F°E 1% o
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FE i PRty F S ?}J?‘ % 4% 31 *“%E%i&‘h@a@i# B2 Y~ &R -
B b FRAL LA S RRTRL NP ST Mo SRS g S
‘:"H%B&;E—B xggih‘%»,x/,n?}—r«]q‘g\,j\y-zgqﬁ mf/éj‘{ m"(}_«ljvl’ﬁ\llﬂf’iﬂ

Bt g S B 2 P A AR IR RS Sk F 0 A 4T R M R
FETE £ R A R A T R B R M Mg AT & T

4

BB e REFFI LR RLEEF ] e &34 -
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%g__ Eﬁjbjjé&

ARG AATERT A R A RA 0§ - A G A A sy S8 {vg o

T2HFFEAYT 0 F

AT e B - A LA TR AT
P R G AR S IR 2 B
AT L T 75 % ¥ £ 2 Probit

i b
IR Lol W) J L S e AR R et S I

A AT S £ r FIEES - (S (F DID st

-~

\\\Xr

vm
-

LR
L
v

NS

ALY T ET Y
I e FHE A AR A
fi

FEL A AT A KR K R A S

2 2P AR T B

~ % i v 8¢ 2 48 A 47(DID)# - 24 DID

DR ARG BT E F FTEE wf"*"““ T g HE§ ’53:_;71"—'5",%2%350

3.1.1 KIEEH

Mt
R
=
HE
op
—
N
N
A
S
5
=4

AEF A EDS A FEBP I BRI S HE P 2

~ P ER P “%f
Australia ¢ GoAir) >
A5x4 —‘g ’

N

\\

FHBP L RRTH F

- Centre for Aviation ~ %

~

N

Z PRFE(GR & A PRFE)

2P AR

’

+ 2P 3] S AP

(=N T

R 2 AR AT 3‘—;%{(.’;.}&:« Tigerair

FHMEFFT P FEIBHIIL Y > 22 2 E

%k 3F (4o airberlin) 2 @ 4% & & (4 Tigerair)

2P 3 ATA R Adnd &2 r‘f.f;n;;zu;f o M F R 2IRK
7L % B>t Air Transport World (ATW) & & 47 2

e RE A RN T A A AR 0T § 4

SR A o B B a g s A L AR

23

PR

oA
Y NS T Ry

~ CAPA

FIRZ P T RFTHEEFE AP TR o £HE - R
Mok AFE Y B R RS 0 D PR E L TR S 4T £ 3120
NP EACRRE $ T 2P R A AR ] S 2P R BE T
WIpd - B B o ik ] Francis et al. (2006) ¢4

A~ H
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A Adng 27 B Y ER B RITT s by 0 B Y EEH R H - 4

%$ﬁ§?%1ﬁ%$a425@1@$$%2§ﬂ@66a%;§£%3%5

wP Frft 2 6o Morandietal. (2015) 45 i d 20 oS A S A2 RO RO fr A
EFP T o Rl B R A Adn ;%Jﬂz L4c o 29 Bt fr B AT F R
i A i'j‘ﬂzﬁfkﬁﬂ oo BIF FEd
i EU_US R F A3 B 26 B2 M A 2 (F R B
X F FTERL F_o _ﬁ—%’f j&ﬁﬂﬂ"fﬁ)\‘ﬁ}i}-%]ﬁl—h& R SBEFAY  BRES
&

TRIMA AT R RO R B R A H - R R
§ 8P pig s R 4 0 2 De Wit and Zuidberg (2012) 4,
'“ﬁ AEREITEFTIE R RAR L RIRAE o M A
= 0 7 L“fﬁd Mo Adg anR & ARG (H - 455

£ RARE SR )R B PRSI R FE 21
AR PR S e P St T S R
Az & S FEY LA EW L HREUPRL KRR
ﬁ4¢%ﬁﬁ%@?ﬁﬁé3m022’6¢%$F%@?ﬁﬁé4%023’%
P F L T HT R R R G AALE R 3T 3000 22 4800 o

q\
TS
o0
S
o
N
v
=
A

g

e B2 B > FIpt AFTf RA L A G AZE 4000 2 L0 2 SR o
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RILI REMRERRER
< 3 i TR
Francis et al. (2006) BB R TS S BETER4 )L
Francis et al. (2007) #ev? LR E L BETEFER 6L o

Daft and Albers (2012)  #-£ ik #8 T % 5 S E B A7 3000 22 11 b oo
Wilken et al. (2016) BE R R TR S PURE B AZIE 4000 22 1 b oo
Soyk et al. (2017) B-E R SR TR S SLRE B ATIE 4000 22 111 o

FARKR AT FIE .

AR Y RARE D P 2 SRR AIE T A B e R L G BRI PR
e R Al 5 1 LEREE R A 2 0 A EELEELRERAILY 0 ¢ 7
15 3" (hub and spoke) 4 i 7| i £ BLATBE e B2 5 £ 30 4 i % 4 B (connecting network)

ﬁll l“‘- °

(=

# 15 I BT 145 fic(fleet homogeneity index) & 1245 Klophaus et al. (2012) #74&
SRR S R ST S S U IRE RS SR IR o g
dpdcic B AR o P B IRAERR 0 A K PR IR DA G TR o R o IR R T

Foa R AR AT B R PRI R T o

J1 5
=

b

mr

TR TR R AR TR R IR R L Ry 2 P B A E 1T 50

T E Bl - AP GRS R by O FHEL TR R eh{T £ 3038 1
BB P ek o X W FIH LT LA PP ¢ hIATA R 8 d B W sy

N3 u AT 7 ’b}ﬁ‘f s _,‘%%%’L‘L%?;;;y%xgg‘ﬁmpgﬁﬂmﬁfr =% o 4 Hzéi@%ﬂf‘cé\ﬁa

(revenue sharing) ¥ #14% % ¥ jc > A > B ARBT 2P BV A X & F37E ¥ SIS

:\T:t ~E

AR %ﬁd 5 1§ 738 % 2 (Multilateral Interline Traffic Agreements, MITA):i 4
B8 g & P BT R £ F FIEE R 2 V4 L H i (unilateral) g g1 (reciprocal) &
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HIIEL FP AT T BE T

B gLk

B {7 g £ SR LT g 2 P S

% i
X & 2P Lz B
T 2y sy o L )_m;m\"é\ ]
R T E A S e R
EVEEA ST el !
* ooy LEFhT Bz o (* 2 )
EU US g 2P EF NN E T
. W NP IRAE B2 £F L RPN R &R
B A i * ‘ -
R i B
2iF§ P 2016 £ EE
H-4g% WpATERHE-dgEmpy

b2 ERAR

PN

nE o e AT S 4000 2 2

e LRSS AT S BHEA L
A2 E: B d A A e 2 B
T E L dug o P AR FAIE R T
B L (T R £ % FTEE g P AT e I
IR LTI AT S BT

ALk T AFTY R o
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3.1.2 AERMDT

Mﬂ;ﬁ\m%@& A NP FEBER O LTI R L

(@é
\v

* FTELEL T Bt i fF (probit regression) » 4 A 47 AL B K dn 2
& T2 - o —g By E’p: X - fé & 3 s AR % % i

(categorical dependent variable)e= ;2 » H Rt e ﬁf D74 o

PR S A (7

£(X) =y, = probit(p) =3 Ak (1)

EAFY 2T E B R AT

fr ‘%';,_‘1'1717 Kl Py %

&
B
(&
S
/v\]-
S

\\r

(1) y=1: &7 = Adg o P

e R R g LE R £ £ e

\+

(2) Y,=0: &7 M Ay 27 KA FEIER T (A S R FTH R R Y
A e PEEAE R T fra * TIELEL T)
RY#FLsF o p o Ry =1gd ey

ef(X)
p(y; =1) = oo’ ® 2)

F 2 Ym0 2 i

ef

p(y; =0) =1_'1+ef(x) *
TEFI WIFETERAFAPI g Lo
Pi _ofe @

1-p
AT AR SASQA R AT L AT R o b Bt 2 ¥ HE
B {8 Bk (backward) TR RECEHEE > Y E SR LM -
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3.2 B AMZES AR A SFRIR ZEE D

AL AER RS A F L SIS PR AN B AL AR

P i e TLB 9 2 £ 8 247(DiD) | Sz M & Adny S8 £ % gk 2 iF

DID #: 3 ¥ LenF %R > 22 - BV R- 2X TR 5%
(treatment group) £ — = A % F i F2 582 $7 4] e (control group) > £ 44+ R B ¥
RCATE AR TR 48 LY B ‘Fv W "fEﬁ‘F’“ Flidg 2 FE THREBFEE 2L
A2 Pk o G AT NP R E LTI L Fﬁﬂ?"‘f DR A SO i
AZBZF2ZRERE Ra > S5V X A2E%2 ¥ikn A2 4 %L - Heckman

etal. (1997) 45 &1 DID #5387 5 »eif"fd R B DREAL 2304 > A LF
=

EERB2ORSEI I EREF gD ’é_?‘\ﬁﬁi" EREROSE A Y ITED
BrAELR S FL AT R DID BN FE AR A2 HER AN
TR NP RS R FIEE R A LB X D LR RS E I P R R
FILRG 2P R LR B R RELFIR - HET S8 STELE F
T2

% w3+ DID #i55% 20 7] % 22 g (causal effect) » DID #3787 7% X = B % 4% B
K 0 (D)F spdy s (intervention) &2 5 % m B > T ARG R S L > BEARY 2
L

L 21

\

AP GERFRE AL PRk D B LR L IR
BEEBRpEERAL A AT A ng:”?;;u TLE TRy > AL A 2

5 QQFHR B e kAR LA FAEF (parallel trends) » #F 4 X & &
kb2 B FE @S gk R Q)T et it e AR LhE AF R ekt

(repeated cross-sectional design) » ¥ 2 5 *bE »< % (spillover effects) -

P—H
-

BRIt P SR FIEL SRR Y gALE O P TR F SIS
(EpEg v b v a0 05 p 2V E 3 (self-selection) s 4 o — dkm 2 > dnh 2 P EH

£ % FIBE L (FYS L pE {“&ii%}&ﬁﬂ’?ﬁ‘i“;}ﬁﬁhﬁgﬁéﬁ, G AN
TP BRI AT SE R RS E R S TP L MG Mg
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& p 2 2 ¥ (endogenous bias) 2. B iR 0 ¥ ¢ & 4 i ¥ (biased) ¥ 2 - 3
(inconsistent) z. e 3+ % % o 2 f2 4L p N EFHE BRI TEHEMES A~ i
(propensity score matching, PSM)i2 = 5 & > JI* PSM 3-8 i1 & &gz & 2 2 M
Al WAL A N PR R EE )R N S L SIH S (o o
BEFORBET LA BEFRARYE > WEBRE L8 * FIE L Ty O F 2 e
A BT AP A S AR F TR L T2 g 2 P PSR A AV I FEF
# & (counterfactual sample) - 2 ¥ > 3T 483 fiz ¥ (nearest neighbor matching) 7
v BBt 2 F o HRE R A ERAYP BB IR e R AR
o A B APEZ GHES ] F  ErRAF P EFRYM XA > LTS
HP PR R AEFHRERABBITT > B g2 & LFES DipdlE
Bhs AESREHERA S SRR AT Y 4~ F = fedd(caliper matching) o

FFIERE G R - FRP 2 BFREREAEERTO- Bl e A §ARED
B3t — ¥ - fie $(one-to-one matching) & f& > Flit 4 & fe ¥t & F 0 AFF 7 DIESEK
5 055 Mo s BEHEREITERLE T AFRIALF DL AR
FR GG ACESE S SRR SIS (2 R T RN R A
Fedt 15 BEARA HALE 2P A B A FBE 0 FTH L (T fok S8 L ¥ ITEL L 0T
R AR S PR B RT A FRFRAEEZ LRIV R
DEFFPTR P IIH LR -

ARG Y DID BV B G NSRS R IR T2 BT 5 %4
Fe B 5 MR AERT SR ST (P B E)E KA Ay A S B R frg{(;ﬁﬁ;]
), AR AP HE R L8 L HRBLREY 2 4
ﬂﬁ&»u?%%ﬁ%@iiﬁ % o5 DID HoS A i o TP T S PR
AB2 oM ABMIHE A AE g RA AP R L LR FLRT TR

%ﬁéﬁkmq%%é‘LlﬁomDﬁﬁgﬁﬁwT:

Y = 3, + B, *[Time]+ B, *[Interventon]+ 4, [Time* Interventon|+ & 5)
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HY Y L% L5 W8 B 5 ep (s Zip(D-B)> Timeik & 7
PR BEGRISR T R RIERTE) 0 B, B 4 R R 2w iR £ 5E(A-B) o Interventbn & £
PN (FHRESEHE) L ERR S22 % [(CA-(D-B) -
Interventon*Time 5 e w| B g e 5 (8% » i o iE‘J—*ﬁ"&E‘,B??Fé&%TL FESCE

£ 5 EAIE o

Qutcome

Pre-intervention Post-intervention

(F# &k k: Columbia University Mailman School of Public Health)

[E 3.1 DiD &2

W
|
o
b
4
J

AET AR AL 2P E Y e £ R 22 DID #

ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁi;‘ (pooled OLS regression) » 4= 3% (6) :
Yeii =B+ BT+ BA + BT xA)+ D B X+ (6)

#e
Yo P RREAHY Sk BHUBRE@ELE 2P RY e SER)
By ™ E ¥ B

AR A SR A A =g I TR Y

T @ RA By IR T2 FRE 1AL 2B LT 048 Fn
Bp i AR M AT AT FE RS2 TRl

At imMma kg i 22820318 1 A A RBEFFIHE L0 R
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B, R A H SRR Gk
PR A AE R R 2 % w B R (i O P E 8
GDP & £ % 11 2 ks ) 3

&1 RARATIE o

FH(AXT)HAF {2 TR L HE 1 f a7 et (7)

Bo=l(By+ B+ B, +B5)— (B + B[S+ 5,)- B

:( YTrea’[mnet After YControI,After ) W (YTreatmnet ,Before YControl ,Before ) (7)
BoRAABY 2 LB Al THEEL Y IBE BRLIEEG REEE Y K

v

_41 by t -
%{"‘ f'_F’“ i » ﬂ 2 lé‘:gt (YTreatmnet After _YControI,After) = Kb + * f’{%f"‘ fé‘ R

1

“.E.'.l;’? &FZ#'J “.E.'.—l 7; ﬂ ’ (YTreatmnet,Before _YCOntrol,Before) ;‘%’ %/QL;}? "E & ff_‘%'f._,—@ ‘? '%; é’E"L;/EI K#IJ “

2. A8 > DID#E4eT £ 331

< 3.2.1 DIiD & 8Y:R A8

RN
FB3 £ H FTE S S F TTE 5 e o
. . (%8 is-%8r )

e Bt Bt Bt By Byt pit s

o fot i A, A,
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3.2.2 1BE 7 B # A= T (PSM)

£ TR ARE Y A FHEA RS
g s i BT £ L (R %) £ 0 A

S f_{%,{,@ T3c & v 11T ;\; (8) @;g

AY, =Y., —Y,, (8)
;\(8)%_}3-’@22\;’!h%j@j«fr%%j@k_i’.?f}’%{‘p|‘E‘F§, .%*»iig\._&;g—_&_iéﬂo
B PR EFEREY TN BEAF Y R - LR R

b > FRT OFAGEEFFIF LT BVREIY,, > BirEiEpERr

Yy o ipd E R BRI I A o ARFE2 5 F % 7 (counterfactual)cradfi-A;

DN AFET AP RE -y 0P om H - FHhp 0P FU R E N e R
* FrEt by o P T 3502 22 % (average treatment effect on the treated, ATT) i%

5 et s * FrEland g (Heckmanetal., 1999) o & * 3155 & 3% 2 S #ic T &K 4o

ATT = E(Y, -Y,[T =1) = (YT =1) — (Y [T =1) (9)

M o e dtist ¢ > T fedt = % (matching method) 45 82 F 5% e
FA(FE T8 L (T2 dny 2 F)E AP A8 - g B A (K
FEEHTIH L v dny 7)o R SR EEIFEBdEG &0 i g B

BT 5"5!‘?‘/3‘?\*5\’\%&9@ TR D> Eﬁfr]ffu, wfr%{r )

1295 Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983) £ Heckmanetal. (1997) » & Jf & if i+ jb +
B3& (conditional independent assumption) = = T A & J* e 2 Bt 054 (10)

Poeh T DR g® sk ATT o 973 hif 2 b2 WK 5
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Y, Y, LT|X (10)

IR M FEX P R PERT > AR NP2 TP LERD
2(L)$E R IR A T e - LUK A 2 o Bk ARG B
BRHFIY O 3 X PR REOPE A R R TI R R eS g Rt ey
FHRAFTARLER - BAME D &S By 2P A RDLE > WL S E 5T
B LTk o

BAE R Bk A 2T E(Y[T=0)7 %5 E(Y,[T=1) 2 % i &3-5% o F]
T E(Y[T=0)B % (958 # 2 E(Y,[T=1) » ¥ » #3783 S8 5 % Frgh &

fTred cnflicdh 7 5 ¢

ATT i, = E(Y|X, T =1) - E(Y,|X, T=0) (11)

B AR RERLI S B REERT » f 6 HARE S 0
B 48 > P ¥ $ * Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983) #7#% ! ciPSMH#-F] » 11 H — chif »
/’a\ﬁ'{j\iﬂ'iﬁi\fg [E R Ty ‘\5#3"f’}_mpﬁ;% e N(12)F > P(X) 5 h i X BE

H xS L\ ) 3P R R ' , . 2. .
TRy o P EHF FH R SIS 2

P(X)=P(T =1X)=E(T =1X) (12)

4 e ABPX) S HEREX PERBPE ALV RAN T Ak
P(X)eig 2™ » ifE b B 7™ 2

Y,,Y, LT|P(X) (13)

Flpt oo w11 g 5

ATT,,., = E(YJP(X),T =2) - (Y,[P(X), T=0) (14)
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FNE - BRAMMZESEZEERR DT
4.1 ZIKIER M ZE Z RO ST DA

NELZ v PRFRE o WA M AT AT 2 > 40 2016 £ = 2 9 Air Seoul 5 77

FOARA A gy LY 0 402017 E B ¥ Fh AirBerline A H AV ¢
7 23R 83 i Adny o 7 0 dettdk— 0 4345 Francis et al. (2006) #& 112 #
A FAK > Y oA ch- 5L 00 & T4 f«i*ﬁ 46 FiL A A F 7’5%
%&ﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂﬁ?éﬁﬁiﬁéxﬁﬁiié (bldedy B & bz 2 B 2
Laeg) s bl gl 5 S APIFREA B W 3 4 pisA hby Rk

B enja S0 (airbaltic) ~ € f % (Aer Lingus) ~ # R # & #7 (China United
Airlines) ¥ 3 & 2-:& 7 (Hong Kong Express Airways ) o 22 féng o & 4_> PRI*

FEPRBERIAFTER NS 22307 adk SRz ad LAt e
FAEF -
AV 28y 0P T s 1517 & 4ok 411 Ik R M A

dz TIaEE] o duy o P TIEEEE 10.57 £ > FANE A FE B FH 2 M AR
2L yE g A 0 A u D 2036 £ 2 2413 E o B A K E ki LR A E B
MR R ED DI AR AN Rt LEFRY 2P St B 6

B 34 FU4 S ki (40.96%)% 2k o H ¥ 4 30 R(61.220) 1K & A s
i@ % 4z 44) 0 22 Francisetal. (2006) 2. A ik d5Ap e o o 00 & & S 4
[N

(\x.
\

Al 5 KR B e 2 i A Ay O 7 "ﬂ“‘”‘ﬁ&ﬁl?n B Fuy Al A 2
BRI EE M EF R R M EE FES ES R RS
Mo kg o A g 7 RB7.50%) &2 5 F83.33%) 2 b ¥ o Anz
T LA EREF 6 F(20.00%) M A KA AT o T e TAE RSS2
PRAZ L N 223 0P 0 L FRFE @ ST ) MR AT B PR A 2 1Y

SRS BN L
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R 411 EQASREMAE S ET

KERY 83 15.17  34(40.96) 30(36.14) 17(20.48) 13588006.58 28(33.73) 20(24.10) 65(78.31)
E & 4 49 14.63 30(61.22) 17(34.69) 10(20.41) 19069960.94 19(38.78) 11(22.45) 34(69.39)
Nk 22 1232 0(0.00)  5(22.73)  2(9.09) 633145455 5(22.73) 3(13.64) 21(95.45)
H i g 12 22.58  4(33.33)  8(66.67)  5(41.67)  4507038.33  4(33.33)  6(50.00) 10(83.33)
T EF 30 10.57  6(20.00)  0(0.00)  8(26.67)  8967311.23 8(26.67)  9(30.00) 25(83.33)
B 22 2036 8(36.36) 22(0(0.00))  1(18.18) 16879233.14 7(31.82) 7(31.82) 15(68.18)
E BT 8 2413 7(87.50) 8(100.00)  0(0.00) 3291012500 3(37.50) 2(25.00) 6(75.00)
X ST 6 1250 5(83.33)  0(0.00)  0(0.00) 15850846.67 2(33.33) 1(16.67) 4(66.67)
HiH R 17 1329  8(47.06)  0(0.00)  5(29.41) 7591529.41 8(47.06)  1(5.88) 15(88.24)

35



BR 411 MEATIRUGLEFRET

o d RRITH BEER T MG BE Tkt TR TR
B P (%) #E(%) EE(%N) FIHEE kE ol A

KERY 83 39(46.99) 37(44.58) 18(21.69) 16.82  62.39 0.89
8 % 4y 5 49 17(34.69) 24(48.98) 11(22.45) 19.76  84.88 0.89
3P 22 16(72.73)  9(40.91)  5(22.73) 11.68  30.18 0.93
H i g 12 6(50.00) 4(33.33)  2(16.67) 1425  29.58 0.78
LA 30 12(40.00) 12(40.00)  7(23.33) 530 37.03 0.93
B R 22 11(50.00) 11(50.00) ~11(50.00) 2240  73.05 0.84
HE R 8  3(37.50) 2(25.00)  0(0.00) 51.75  181.88 0.85
31K T 6 5(83.33) 4(66.67)  0(0.00) 36.83  73.17 0.88
HiH R 17 8(47.06) 8(47.06)  0(0.00) 641 33.29 0.90
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BEAR P A 0 RS B RHE ) LR & 4 0 e 4 20 F(24.10%)# i 4,000

N
g
NS
.
Fn%

P PRAR 0 BT M MERZ e dk K R JRIF T v 5 FEE 0 Whyte and

.
=)
=3
2
=
=]
~
-
—
%)
~

FDBEARE DPRFEHLT AP o M Ay RER SR TR IR
AR AR R - BRI > TG R X AR - B TR
W AUE L BSE T AL L MR AT LT A o
- ARG T G ST B2 M A bk ML EER & A PR (e A
FEEBIRAEY 20 RIS AEE P prg 1] Rz 2P B
it B H_AirAsia

=
bo

4
“ Norwegian # 7 & g4y = 2 éhil s A L4575 &

i PR TR o

ARG 0 PTG 65 FL78.31%) M & A bz (v ihdF H BL4TBL2 A )
B B3 2P A B M ALy B B BUR| i DT B 4
R R U S A e FURE - R o A PN e | S L e N
A R NEREEERRL S £ 300 BB R o IR R L R

3% » 4 Fichert and Klophaus (2016) 2. # % %% > #IRE M2 Mg £ R R

%o RlARz o P ¢ & kil BT (connecting flight)2. PRA%: » 14 i% &H K ik STy



T
i
b
R
\\\
\v
\+

=z *FIELIL T 0 AE B 0 3 2 PA1F 16 FL72.73%)
Mo A gLy S 2 % 318 4e Morandi et al. (2015) & 3 dp 9118 25001 & A S
g ke (FaP-A 0% 2P R B S Ay 8K S A

PR (B B T FRS 7] M Ay ffied e 2 A 0 7 DRI

7
~

3

S
B?’;E_Brﬁ.g l,éf‘ ;'{‘g\.ﬂk.ﬂ”ﬁ_‘;‘;ia—g@““ﬂ \‘iFRZ}—B;—L‘;q/é‘%‘FETﬁLOm] ﬁ{

\\?{r
¥

\:t

H g

FEF R R LETERTEE TR L R T IOE F ST RE

%ﬁ@f&iﬁ#wf_{%if;i ‘B"bq. o jﬁ”{ ijaféﬁ}-“"‘ &Z "t’@\/”“"" -¢KL;7 s K

FRMAER Foa 20 FUE BN B2 M AT R LR £ FIEE £ (T
T AH R ITEMA AL D B R AET R LR T Ty

*FIRE W 53 FAA £ o A MR A M A AP S 2 Tt
18 7421.69%) i & A4 S X A|SRZ P > P oo d KA AT A g 8P
FpRAEMP ey EmpY > BEME SR 5 EastarJet - HK Express ~ Lucky Air ~
Urumgi Air &2 West Air- i i@ 2 g = f 5 Cebu Pacific~Jeju Air~Nok Air~NokScoot-
Scoot ~ Tigerair Australia 22 Vanilla Air > ¥ 7 3% g (4= A dug 22 >RG4y
£ g sy w2 (Airlines for Europe, A4E) » %8 AAE ik 2 Adng & 7 Aer
Lingus~easyJet~ Eurowings -~ Iberia Express ~ Jet2.com ~ Norwegian ~ Ryanair ~ Transavia -
Vueling Airlines &2 Volotea Airlines » @ & S 4z B 2 = f 21O R 3 % k5 >
W AR RERAE B2 S A SRR TR BT o KA A R
ZARE BRI R B AL R BEBMP S P B L A R
AAE g B R Ay BB > @ Sedlackova and Lokaj (2017) # 3 B2 2% 4 =0 A 4%
TESP DA PTRZ AR I > v AL R TR S Bz L g oo b
dOt R AT I TR 2 S B R AN FE P TR M Ay 2 s
A

?*é

T 412 BREEMEXAREE
£ FIE E Sy 27 KE A

0 44 53.01

1-9 ix 14 16.87
10-36 % 16 19.28
50 iE 12t 9 10.84
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b F£ 412V U RP A MA AL B hE R FIE L F2 G v A
HIFE 44 FIA R Adug A S8 £ % FI5L 8 07 > 14 oz 4 BB 4 58 £ % 51
B L 0T gt FIELAAR Y 10 iSO Rz M A gy 48 50 i

M 2o E R FTEE AR o

A M RNy T 62 FRW > M EFETH s EFE RUE M
T2 M AT IO RN DPEIERE A H A 2R R T aE L 181 %
P FI PR R R M RARIRG AR TR P R R R AP
B Rt o F|Ph AT P SRR S R S o Vb 2T A At 2 T
Prf e RS 089 2 e Fiads & 0.9 1 b e Ade £ 4 57 Fo 4
F 4135 Bor % INA K Maz“;i%wﬁ—%&r%%@’ T 7 R AR
PH R ]2 059, H P o B s Al shi A A g w;:pa;?ﬁm@,a;;m
PR EAEAY ¢ F e 8T8 S AP Jx“ﬂ:«“ié%?;’s’%ﬂl%‘éiﬁ

D FI R R R PR A B A L AR E R e R R

%413 ERAMEMKEE Y
IR 1 g 2 PR F A

<0.59 7 843
0.6-0.89 19 22.89
0.9 11} 57 68.67

- L

BT RIPE AT A RRRT N R 2 M Ay RS
BRI NEA A - ig% 2 28 pang o d e w,s 19 3B
F g N2 M AT Ry IT%{F& T2 39 RiF G m iz ggAle
P e dg FA Y Wy 17 Rz 4.69%) %7 £ % FTE L 7 22 Morandi et
[. (2015) *t#&% FI & %40k » FF 3 7 82 M Adng o F

HRH B A KA AT P RE S R BT e AR EER S L

b

“JJ
/\

\\\Xr

RS £ R o

RPRFERZ M A AEG ¥ X Kot 8 m AT R 2 M Ay Tk v SR EcE L
19.76 iFfdm o BT I5E 16.82 iFsusm 0 £ ﬁ v B A S A A ey B R

BARZ A SFE P TR F KA A
FLL 2 FE o BRI  A g iR B A A R R IRA K A sy AR



w2 IRIHRE R 0 dol B4 2 ik 012 B o Klophaus et al. (2012) # 3] %
Mo R B S RS MR AT B R ORGMRE 2§ R WA R SR R
De Witand Zuidberg (2012) 4 1 4 = & fg ¥ 5 38 RAFF S K 0 g B3F 5 37

FHGS o doid A RS H S FiTE Y FIELELR B IRTE ~ i (v

BE o Flv R R g B 2RI 2 SUKAS AR R

%‘%‘1
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4.2 Probit 38 Ff 15 T IR 59 16 B 2 fin 22 £ B A 3] Big
ZEEAR

i
op

(=

M TR M A Eg

\\?{r

e

fz

& ITREAIT & 5 PSP T R FIE R T

WM

e

27

1T 2Z2_

;/;3; A
AT R A S A RIS R TTRIL R LR e PR R B BT L
st

gl

g2 % FTEE L ¥ a2 45 Probit i §F B AT Mo Ay S8 7 e B R
Rt R E

S BEBEE o AT R T o

B %;&g']j_!‘,—‘_’ N e i RN S L $i4hka H IR Sp Tzt g Hp S
HooF G T oAk iER R PRI > Tt § Probit i 5?; 2 A E R EERIRFE AT
TR IS R 2 95 s A7 1 > Probit i jF ¢ “,f—i 8 R A M
AL EE O FF T R S 2P e A AR R 75 R Rdag
R AR

421 B AMMZE LN SHEBERTE 2R/ R
Ry R AR A X ME R £ Y SR b S

=
Ainh BT SO R BT E A 0 BEFE A 4407 4 4210 0

%%%ﬁ@*iaziﬁ&@éﬁﬁﬁwa; 2 1ol SEESEE SN SRS

e B AT L BHEBAL  EEE 2B ?*°ﬁ TR pIF i
AR EFFEBERLE e PP LT L E - gE e T S B

o
&
)
-
¢
7‘4
r%’i
?

B S Y SR R AT B R T AR A

RS AP BB TE R R BT P e R 7 A 4 o

ek AT g 2 14*%%&%#2%%%%2 o FBEIER T2 AR
Buddetal. (2014) 3% 7| 2 poepis & A sy 2 7 G F R - BIFRE - F R R
B & — ﬁ;?&ﬁ@j» P F L F P AA N o N EdEehi S A 27 A K
Do T AT R B IFRE P EREcE RS 5 ] *ﬁ S8 B E
TR R FERNE R FEBER TR g

%o E YO e IA Fe B £ Tt 0 F B O K S OB R
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R BRI G A - 458 0 BB i B K A EF R

RER LB EE L RS (T a4 é?ﬁ?é‘éﬁifﬁéﬁ’@i{&?”ﬁﬂ?‘&%‘ﬂ‘ﬁ’@i
FOEHGY A - g8 e L e B T e 2 S iE e & TR

%
b4e : AirAsia Group 2 Southwest Airlines = ¥ — = 6 » &L 1 45 B4 8L

fh o n AT AR P VA A BEE PRI L BRI T A R S maE

o PP T4 R Amadeus £ T B2 R EHIE & (R A H K iR B

fe frd i (v EarinAr s B F Ay S P ERARA P T % B £ (T2

“’\

2 4 8 sy o & (marketing airlines)

R0 A5 48 G H s JKiF Sy o @ (operation airlines) 0 & A Ko s A S BE

.‘?*%ﬂ”v’A‘%fr.éé—%%ﬁfﬁfizvjxﬂm4;ﬁﬁfik%*r+iﬁ$ Mok Eg P ARE B
SO TER L PSR FHARE S A M AR AT R F - B bax
P BRI K A K
S FLE LT g WL TR BRI R H - s
A

Boe eSS & > 4ot A FIehB AP & B HK Express ¢ Eastar

!

B N A B AT RIS A RN 0 A

EN

Jet B2 PR3O F P BHIE I R o agE e B - PR
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T 421 BREAMESHEBERE 2 ERE

g A4 5t B S

i 22t Pr>ChiSq =3+ Pr>ChiSq
¥ B 26921  0.0303 -2.8944 0.0127
P -0.0412  0.0856* -0.0361 0.1122
23 % 00 4w
) -0.1535  0.5351 - -
(R K)
LFW:(FhAe iz 2P)
X 0.3516 0.1823 - -
T (A K)
17 s0- 4%
2 -0.7471 0.0029%** -0.7201  0.0013**
T (A K)

ST 5 EREIL
A -0.5726  0.0195* -0.5413  0.0196**
E(ERARK)

EIRELRRPE

A 0.1771 0.5276 - -
T(ERARK)

EU_US

g -0.0129 0.9504 - -
(v Ak K)

A3 W5 WD S

T -0.0581 0.8125 - -
(v Ak K)

EFE 3.592E-8  0.0741* 3.076E-8 0.0934*
i 3ok W= 3.0120 0.0266** 3.4473  0.0058**

Sro%id P AT F R B (0=0.1) 5 %% TI A F K 2 (0=0.05) ; *** it 3| BF ¥ -k 2 (0=0.001)
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e Ao 4 i B
e
i 22t Pr>ChiSq -t Pr> ChiSq
¥ 8 -6.4610 0.9566 0.2416 0.5827
£ -0.0402 0.1405 -0.0555  0.0236**
£F 570 szl
2 -1.0539  0.0034** -0.7173 0.0008***

F (P K)

L2 (Fhiwngad)
2 -0.1201 0.7392 - -
F ()
275 M- 4%
2 -0.8486  0.0153** -0.9462 0.0005***
F ()
SR SHELTE FBRERIL
2 -0.7724  0.0265** -0.7280  0.0057**
F (k)
EFREE BRI
2 -0.5632 0.1661 - -
F (k)
EU_US
2 0.1186 0.6649 - -
F ()
£F 5 Wb o
2 0.6208 0.1670 - -
F ()
IR
2 3.2338 0.9783 - -
F ()
E2EE 2.176E-8 0.3778 3.999E-8  0.0565*
BHR TR 4.0572  0.0459%* - -

3B F K B (0=0.1) 5 **iE 7] & F K B (0=0.05) ; ***:£ 7| &g F -k % (0=0.001)
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Bofs 8 422 B RS 0 M Ay EH AT RARG o ARE M SO X
* FIEE L T & % 0 4ok Morandietal. (2015) 3% 3] (K & A sn%

¢ % 4 18 ¥ F (operating carrier) - B % A A s FH {

5L & 1T 5 4v T 4p o & (flight saturation) > ¥ « 3] M = & &y ¥
LR ARSE P L S dnRfac 4 o TR A SR FERBEAGFERB AR TP
I* b %™ 0 L% 5 A E DR G o ¥ - > & - Fichertand Klophaus (2016) 45
DA A F P A M AT B EE YT T EE A O PG PR e
Transavia (Air France-KLM + = &) ~ Eurowings (Lufthansa &+ 2> # )2 2 Vueling

(International Airlines Group, IAG & @) > 7~ ¥ Z& M 2 {78 % -
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BB 2 R - X ERABFBME Y ok Urumgi Air a4
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i 251 A2 450 B s
.
A 2t Pr>ChiSq &3 Pr> ChiSq
¥ 8% 38601  0.0295 -3.2466  0.0259
P -0.0703 0.0193** -0.0464 0.0492%*
& Sz 53
£ 07530  0.0522* -0.4267  0.0743*

T (PR K)

L3 (R e g2 7)
£ 0.4505  0.2390 ; -
T (A )
27 58- 4%
£ 13067 0.0135** -0.9014 0.0093**
T (A K)
e AT L BHBE
£ -0.9336 0.0216** -0.5084  0.0673*
T (A K)
EIRELBRE
£ 0.0199  0.9572 ; -
T (A K)
EU_US
£ 0.0407  0.8805 ; -
T (A &)
270 R A
£ 01812  0.5703 ; -
T (A )
A
£ 0.9082 0.0019%*  1.0419 0.0002***
T (A )
E2EE 2711E-8  0.2727 - ]
BHEFTE 48991 0.0184**  4.3469 0.0060**

A F R B (0=0.1) 5 **i T & F -k B (0=0.05) ; ***£ 7| & ¥ -k # (0=0.001)
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TR 424 MEATIHKEKEIE S

g o 7 FOETERL T FERFIIS T PR

Eastar Jet \/ v 1.00
HK EXxpress v v 1.00
Jetstar Pacific v v 1.00
Flydubai v v 1.00
GOL v v 1.00
Vueling v v 1.00
Smartwings v v 1.00
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425 BHAMZE RS S HE AR SIFARE 2 R K

ELRUL A L fﬁ-u;}g, AT B N SR

R R e A WA b

S
Hoaofp @t 580 2 Tl M Adeg SR 20§ IR 3,0% o AF7 3 444 Probit i

FE A AT ARE §T 0 4oy S R 2 M RS 0 P F R EIR S AR
PP - AR S BB 2 SR ) R RS A
TR FEHE T R IR T e BRI T L FIEL
',j:;o
FHDE e sy g 2 2 M REng o 4o Alamdari and Fagan
(2005) 2 i3 - @&%%ﬁﬁwaﬁ“** #*’ﬁ%ﬁ—%%%
VHREQWFGPRIAT R L IR e » ¢t ¢k > Budd et al.

(2014) 7 4 13 5 % prenis S hsnd ¥4 &@33@ i 3 A

RO BRERAASERE o £ F 0 ok jetlines B H F S ki DlA

Mo Ay o @ (ULCC) - 7 ';"F’fﬁ—‘\ I RS LA At

BPE R TTHA Y o A it o d 3D F msug d A RUEE B AnE 2 o
)

A kL 2P TP AR A B L SO E R LN R L

2 7

W

ER N S Ll yu e R A g ol = 2 R Ve R S - e
T asFE - BRYE o A BB E RS A Papi?'j;ﬁ“
BB TE L S e PR B R L H Y FTELE U Sk R R
T oA Fed P A FR I £ P T r > MR R AR 2P e

FHA AR EFLARS > PF g FHIE R LS LTI O
BEAR A ST RGEC IT KA 4% 2P B L SR FI
g sy o 7 AR (74 BT Amadeus £ T B AR BAE & (T A
HOm@Eh e vy i E£nde > FE sl O P E AR
SPEO VAR B L T2 sk F A N H A T 2 Ak gy o
7 RE 4E S EE £ 1F o gt b > Morandi et al. (2015) 4 & Al A
g EF T £ SR (PR e BT e R 0 2 X )R E Ay
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4.3 PSM EA DIiD IR BAMESIERI B 2 &

ARG GRS Ay S8 R % ST L e 7 DID #5447 0 - HIE
FOLHFIR LR P E AER TR e S pdle g o0 @ d 3 DID 0
FOFRE T SIS s 2 L R FE Adng £ 2015 3 2018 & S
SRR L SN TR i8 F AL 8 2 SN RREES R L
Frego FIRRR B 39 RSB R Y FIRLE P2 2t S AR R Y o s

Z,;L‘:Flj-ﬁ)ri,;: N é’]#l;K,/Tt y Jr T %\' 431 °

R 431 B ZMZE AT

o F £ % FrE; pER AL

AZUL 2015
Air Busan 2015
Eurowings 2015
Jin Air 2015
Jetstar Pacific 2015
Air India Express 2016
Beijing Capital Airlines 2016
Flynas 2016
Jambojet 2016
Volaris 2016
Blue Air 2017
Flydubai 2017
Jetstar Asia Airways 2017
Scoot 2017
Tigerair Taiwan 2018

TR KR D ATy R

’L‘La‘ﬁ?ﬁﬂ ?;’?? S8 IR L T2 SRALPF - SR G HH R H ITHLE 1T R

p oV iE fE(self selection) eI % o — dxm 3 0 dup o FEHE X FIE

57 Tuwm’ EORT ST TR S PN S RS

B -’Eﬁ«éiﬁa@“’ﬁ NEFFA o P ETWERE TP LRG0 Rg
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®Rp 4 M ik3E(endogenous bias) 2. B 4 0 * € A 4 ik E(biased)® # - R
(inconsistent)z_ iz 2+ % % o

Rosenbaum and Rubin (1983) # ! <8 v & #icfie $3 524 (propensity score
matching model, PSM) ’ﬁ’%ﬁil@”* WA F R ERAE R 2 RAT 0 UfEAp ANE
BRF2Z A Flt o AF TR Mo A BRI p N ER R
AL 0 e A B R 2 4 4T Fpde T

1. A2 logit #3285 ) tE e & B o
2. M3t deniEw 4 fko0 k5 nearest neighbor matching i {7 1 & fie ¥ o

Hoh o I R E N g P 2 M Al T A 2 P ORE(R
FleEsFE) G NEFER P FIHE T2 P55 - BF > e s EFHRA

fe¥t > TEBCE fde X % FIHL L (Thuy O 7 2 M o BodRiT o AP A S F 5T
BLb iy o F 0T L R A 0 AP fLE F ¥ 7k ~(counterfactual sample) -

nearest neighbor matching = #2 e & #icfe $ 23] & % * 22 72 > H feft ik 5 4y
Flefkid HRERREFALT R o LIE2 SHEHR | F Er KA L
P iE {7 Aot o % nearest neighbor matching ® » 2 & ¥ ek A & 9 2% m ik A ok
T o gy & ZEEX Sgrdletk dy ARE S f R A 0 S R R AL
» caliper matching - # calipermatching # - ¥ 3 JEdE % - #RIP - 2 S %
A BARIT - BTl ek A € 4R E P~ J 3T one-to-one matching 2] f& > F]p i

BBRHST AT apERRK 5 050

Pt o (B E Y FIR) Y f ok AR5 RaRE 27 M9 A dcT
¥iE L 44 ,E(;\ Sopa X ow ;ﬂj{)d »}g A AE T RERE O F o M A BT
PiE s 4o B EFFIG A S AL FIE b el w R B RS 11%; 54t
e Tt %S Fik & e~ T o8ip £.04 (=—.68 > p>05) > ¥ @ ip ¥ L R - &
T et o R R STE G A R H % ST hig O F S B AfRE ST L

Ao tis o (B ErFIR)Y Foagfk AR5 REg 20 HAle(X %

By ITE)Y 4ok AL P T RIRE 27 > M A BT IOE L 44 et g
5 100% > g2 £ % pTEE g R o 2k gTEL G e R B RE S 11% ;5 5d ot
W eSS B A Mo A BT 358c4p £.000 (t=—.09 > p>.05) > T EEF LB A
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T e dtis > FE R K IS A A S SIB iy 7 A Bk AfRH ST Lo

R 432 AR HECEENER

P e il e

Interjet Frontier Airlines

GOL Airlines easylJet

Jetblue Airways Ryanair

Spirit Airlines Vueling Airlines
WestJet Norwegian Air Shuttle

FAL KR AT L -

g e A B AR
PR G AP E R SR R FIRL A P2 AR F)p RN 2 PR A e et R

N EEIR A F LT o F W S z;jt_%:’—f;’*fz%fwéf’rfr%z}.%:’#%fﬁi@f%’ ()

EATERG T A HR AL B LB E @

FAR Iy 2 P AR AL B RT A X R RRERL LR (T R 2
FRr Rk FrEL2 X R o

At DIDH AP B R IR dskeddlez HAEME LIRS

WhEHE AL A G FE o SRR d AL SR 427 5 A
2 dng A F% 0 b 2008 3 2000 d FIRIR & FRS P S K Adug EH ALY
e A EE TR AR A EE P9 P AR AR ASE- R
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L2 DDA NFFEEF Lo BT A - ART AR

EONERE R E L Ry O F AR EE R TIE L (TR L T O F A7
BEITOpEEREET o Flpt AT Y T E et ﬂﬁfﬁ{wa‘;r FET NP A
HITE L ERE I R I R FIEL L (T2 AT ARG Sy ST R F R

BRI FLA ~ T TR f;ga%’, oo T kg o P R R kel E
z‘v’ﬂ%ﬂ‘ﬂw",ﬁi st g sk FIEE S ivm (i 2 LB o 4ok 433 At o B kE
GOL Airlines % § % % > easylet & 472+4] % » GOL Airlines % & # 185 cph ¥ 8
% 2009 # 5 R #k A ¢ 2009 £ L f S22 % Fret A i 5 2006 & 3 2008

EZE o RBEE IR SR S 2010 & £ 2012 & = & o

DID A 452 4 ¥ ¢ 5 10 pdt 2 Adng & 7
Tk iy %
& pdng P E4F 8 R 414 (World Bank) -

Bz PR

B AR B RN E 1R
Ao ¥Pb R o 4o T & 4330
RARE -
B2 HfE s F R A R E DB

<k kiR 5 AIr Transport World (ATW) #
ek R Ewm e

Egiota e o

% 433 DiD A E g 4H A I

P 5% Bl sewy U gapy

GOL Airlines easylJet 2006-2008 2009 2010-2012
WestJet Norwegian Air Shuttle ~ 2005-2009 2010 2011-2015
Jetblue Airways Ryanair 2009-2012 2013 2014-2017
Interjet Frontier Airlines 2011-2013 2014 2015-2017
Vueling Airlines  Spirit Airlines 2011-2013 2014 2015-2017

TR KR AT R .

Raod 3 DIDHE T AL 5 R
DiD 7% 2 4 g et

Fl0 A A2 B IAp M R AL 0 X AL 5 A 4p M (autocorrelation) i AL
B TR Rk

71 4p B (serially correlated) ﬁ 1 Bertrand

et al. (2004) #p TR Rl EHS R B R

P iR B A 4T
R b FFE 5 pARM 0 BV A
B o ¥R ARE L 3 iheF o Durbin-Watson & € 5 ¥ R hp ip MR T 2
2- o fed HAFT L BREL AL P FERY B e E R nY i EER

T EPEY L

LI AF 45 B

3 s BFE R LTI E R e B E R R T



*+ 7% & % dc(lagged variable) » § i jFHCA) R ¢ AR EPE 0 A A LD
Durbin-Watson % % 2 p AF M 2. %2 3 2> @ ,‘iﬁ%ﬁfﬁ Durbin h # #_& Durbin t #

e

/KO

AT Ay PR R EFFEETHRAP M AT T o7

% 4.3.4 %75 » 4 Durbin t & 2 p £=0.0001 > Durbin t & z 6.4044 » % 7 &%

Yoz poApR Tt deT % 435 #57 » d Durbint 4 %2 p &=0.0001 % 3% > Durbin
B 5 6.6533 AT EEE 2 pARM T A

< 4.3.4 BAMZEATEZY Z Durbin t #7E

n
Hu@ st

I:I

BE & Prob {Z 4

Durbin's t 6.4044 0.0001 Pr >t

T 435 XA MEATFES Z Durbin t #5E

i3t iE
—,t—!l SLET B

BrE Em Prob {& 4

—_— /!

Durbin'st 6.6533 0.0001 Pr >t

F R p MBS A 1T SAS BMl Y A ip s L )
(autoregressive error model)ie i i3 & 5 » £ 12 DD #0584 45 i & hdrey 2 7 24

o FTELA PR RGHTRY B B E R B

T oh o DID RS Y 2 R R £ 45 G 2P LE b R A0 E

GDP & £ F ~ iz g o # ¢

~a
\\\?{r

<+ Douglas and Tan (2017) 4 45 > 3
A B A 2 H A “{%Jﬁﬁsfnﬁ{? Faz AT BE 2 e | g
FHRE AP RS GDP 3£ 5 g BT & P RS At Ay Tk

~ GDP % £ i {74 47
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V2

(R NS el 8- JESUE 5 &/ S ST

\\?{r

fEHR I E2 DID 58 % %40 436
AT BET PR R FIELE S00RE F ORI g o P E e 1%R F R R R
FiE 10%Ep F-kE o pEREES T3 & * FIELYE R RE | & GDP = & F 7 B 33t
BElod £436° > 5 &% % rI52 %¥ciE 5 2,226,800,000 0 A S E
FIFLE (P enid & Admg b A S8 £ % FIg & (v el o Mdng o S Jadif 4o &) 22
BELOHTMZOPSELIIR SR ARA P YR BEIFTLE
% 4p ## > Hannegan and Mulvey (1995) % siéng o @ S 82 £ % F15 S (v iu & K { %
FEXZRF P d LK ehF Tk p R $ S 4z 20 2 o Brueckner (2003) 14
EZmpRAb o dpih g

H# 4v ) 2000 § % ~ % 4< - Du et al. (2008)#% 3+ ATA £ Southwest Airlines £ * 51

EHER AR Y 1009 £ d At frE TR L (F, B ET

BL k2 SRR WA RIS A4y ATA £ Southwest %37+ * FTELRL %

%;Jiﬁ,__",‘:;.éﬂiﬁgj:%:% B1E R B A o T é‘é:fftrs/ﬁ qu,ékp}af_;}g T,fﬁ 70U

")
S

o
@)

hen (2017)4 45 81 fdn 2 @ 2007 1 2012 & chl » 46 Rt & ¥ Fst
ching o P 7 4k B ¥ £ 1 & (profitmargin) - # ¢ » Brueckner (2003)4% 3| % ¢ %

*ITEHLE (T Ay "\55313@?’ Bl fi’%“"xﬁl l% RArR 2.2 Z s F L dng o

B R ARG B E Y R R (4 E SR PP DID R R E S 4T

FAEE IS B0 F R R By o P Al

1%% F R o pFRFBE Y 3 & & % ST FEE A 8L~ GDP = & :"'/57'1‘2}'1;‘1?
BEP o b A5 FIEgHY > H Glc@E 5 25153051 0 it & £ 2 % FIEL

v 0F 2% » F b7 Udash S hsnd for 2 % 3 4

FFr e RS o ARt HEET Y EA KR MR
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= 4.3.6 &Hit

RYER B EEW 2 EZ DID #E3

R A S Il VA

gy Bt iE % Wald 95% & % *2  Wald Pr> ChiSq
A A E

¥ ik -8.334E9 3.3296E9 -1.49E10 -1.808E9 6.26 0.0123

7 RET IS

3 2.2268E9 7.0621E8 8.4262E8 3.6109E9 9.94 0.0016**

& (v AR )

P Y B

fs 8y 5.8552E8 5.2183E8 -4.372E8 1.6083E9 1.26 0.2618

o Jp (VL Ak K)

7 &R FFLE

B*‘F‘* -3.505E7 7.2671E8 -1.459E9 1.3893E9 0.00 0.9615

r NP ER 1.7423E8 53010620 70327064 2.7812E8 10.80 0.0010***

GDP = & & 55477441 1.1589E8 -1.717E8 2.8262E8 0.23 0.6322

A K 72859110 38093959 -1803679 1.4752E8 3.66  0.0558*

% A F K (0=0.1) 5 **iE B EE F K B (0=0.05) 5 ***iE

T & ¥ -k 2 (0=0.001)

xA437 SEHARAMRHFES ZFEZ DID ER
Bt PR Sl B A 4T
RELH B3t B & Wald 95% 7 #f % Wald Pr> ChiSq
FAL 'Y -
¥ i -1.065E8 45272408 -1.953E8  -1.78E7 5.54 0.0186

7 RE*FIE

25153051 9602263 6332961 43973141

=

6.86  0.0088**

2P K)
P BE
fs 4y 9049971 7095262 -4856487 22956430 1.63 0.2021
LEICE S Y
7 REFFIE

; -1.287E7 9880977 -3.223E7 6498204 1.70 0.1928
P 85
gy P E# 2759643 720781.2 1346938 4172349 14.66 0.0001***
GDP & £ & 1829386 1575782 -1259090 4917861 1.35 0.2457
E8 AR 729092.3 517960.6 -286092 1744276 1.98 0.1592
sr*id Pl AR F K B (0=0.1); ** g % Kk 2 (0=0.05) 7| & ¥ -k % (0=0.001)
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4 ] P

%u%&%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ#*ﬂﬁigﬂﬁgﬁ#?ﬂ%ﬁai;ﬂ’%1%438

1,357,000,000) > & * ITH {5 # 22 £ % Frei G # 2 £ B % 2191,700,000
(=4,134,300,000-1,942,600,000) » & ¥ B2 £ 8 » [ j & ¥ SErPET B | %
# % -35,100,000 (=598,000,000-734,100,000) » %k » [ § 1 & * FIBL*pER BL | %
bty b R REE S A RS LY TR > R E P FIEES A A s h 5T

%{Lﬁr}'ﬂk.ﬂ é"&?‘i{jﬁ&g%‘iﬁo

<438 BEUiz DID E#XN&E/NFEALEHE
FoE SIS AR o] TS TioE

I S PERTELa ) RS FREREwSLR
7 (7 % 2) 3583800000 4134300000 550500000
& (Fde) 1357000000 1942600000 585600000
Foesfrdle4L 3 2226800000 2191700000 -35100000
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B6 Jetblue 17 pas#zidl o _ . - v -

Airways
DD Nok Air 13 3 277 - o v - - -
DP Pobeda airlines 3 & 2 24 - v
DY Norwegian Air 24 i @ & 43 4 _ v v

Shuttle
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D7

AirAsia X

10

SF
]
Eryt
Ao
or
I
i

- - v v - -
D8 Norwegian Air 4 & & 5 4w ) _ v v
International - - -
El Aer Lingus 81 = AP _ v v )
EW Eurowings 23 3 27 _ v v v )
FD Thai AirAsia 13 & = fug A _ 7 g )
FR Ryanair 32 Baamid Vv v . - v -
FzZ Flydubai 9 Ba sy v - v . - -
F9 Frontier 23 7 a o A A J ) v ) v _
Airlines
GK Jetstar Japan 5 3287 “ = v h - v
G3 GOL 16 paainzd v \ > - - v
G4 Allegiant Air 19 e asmsd Vv v v - v -
G9 Air Arabia 14 & a4z ) - v v - - -
HV Transavia 52 3 2 @7 - v v - v -
H2 Sky Airline 16 o d =47 v - v - - -
IT Tigerair 4 3 2 F A ) _ v _ _ v
Taiwan
IX Air India 13 F 224 ) v v _ _ _
Express
12 Iberia Express 5 3 = 74 - - v - v -
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JD Beijing Capital 7 & & 5 4w ) ) _ ) _
Airlines

JE Mango 11 3 227 - v v -

M Jambojet 4 3 o3 - - v -

JQ Jetstar Airways 13 3 2 &4 - - - -

JT Lion Air 17 a4z A - - - -

Jw Vanilla Air 4 3297 - - v -

J9 Jazeera 13 e a4g A v : . )
Airways

KN China United 31 = AR ) v 9 )
Airlines

LJ Jin Air 9 3277 4 — v -

LS Jet2com 14 & & sz ) v v v v

MM  Peach Aviation 6 & 2 2 7] ¥ k. v -

MT Thomas Cook 17 % =~ & ) X i v v
Airlines

NK Spirit Airlines 24 & & = 47 A v 4 v v

OR TUIfly 2 AR Xl ) 7 % v
Netherlands

PA Airblue 13 e ssazd Vv v v -

PC Pegasus 27 & a sy A ) ) v _
Airlines

QG Citilink 16 3+ 277 - v v -

QS Smart wings 13 3 227 - - v v
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Indonesia

12

S
B

QZ @ 4z ) v v ) } }
AirAsia
SG SpiceJet 12 e a4z ) v v - - - -
SL Thai Lion Air 4 5 & & &2 ) - - v v - -
SM Air Cairo 14 5 < iv & 47 _ v v - - v
SS Corsair 36 % AaitE A - - v v v v
TR Scoot (Tiger) 6 & @ 4w ) - - v v - v
TS Air Transat 31 5 A e ) - K v v v -
TW  Tway Air 13 & 3 4 A - 3 v - - v
UO  HK Express 12 & A pRa 4 - v - v
U2 easylJet 22 o s iy A v = _ L -
VB  VivaAerobus 11 #a g4zl v v v L - -
\YA VietJet Air 6 et vV - v L - -
VY Vueling 13 B d &4t A P i a - v -
V7 Volotea 6 oFsiid Vv v d - v -
WG Sunwing 12 % =~ iv & 7] v v v ) v )
Airlines
WN S(_)ut_hwest 46 7 a = dny A v v v ) v )
Airlines
WS V\/_es_tJet 21 7@ oa sy A v ) ) v v _
Airlines
WW  WOW air 5 pasasmtd v - v v v v
W6 WizzAir 13 o a4z ) v - v - v -
XJ Thai AirAsiaX 4 & & & #u3 7) - - v v - v
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Indonesia 2 g &4

sAz A ) v
AirAsia X
Sunexpress 27 3 297 - - v
Flynas 10 3 227 - - v
TUIfly 10 % =& 47 - v v
Volaris 11 7 & & 42 ) - - v
Philippines 6 o sy ) v v
AirAsia
Eastar Jet 10 paamzd v s v
Blue Air 13 pa st Vv - v
Jetstar Asia 13 3 277 / 4 v
Airways
Air Arabia 8 F 277 { k v
Maroc
InterJet 12 o F &z ) v v v
Fly540 12 pasizd Vv v v
Cebu Pacific 21 7o om sy A v d v
Air
IndiGo 11 #a g4 Vv v v
Jeju Air 12 o F & ) v v v
Onur Air 25 pa gt Vv - v
Spring Airline 13 & 453V - -

BRAKREMZEAT
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IATA iz 2 7 2348 L3 48 Li4m prryie E@E IF BHEETE TOBH B R
75 X FTE OBER T SR P #kE Fohe £ d
AD AZUL v v - 99 22660000 128  0.5390625 5.6 G S
AK AirAsia - - - 0 26400000 90 1 6.1 N
AL Air leisure - - - 0 300000 3 1 17.7 L E
BE flybe v v - 85 8700000 87 0.62068966 9.7 T R
BL Jetstar Pacific v v - 29 6446000 19 1 4.4 E N
BT airBaltic v v - 50 2748000 31 0.38709677 10.3 B
BX Air Busan v - - 7 5869000 23 1 11.8 T E
B6 Jetblue v v 199 38263000 243  0.75308642 9.4 rEEE
Airways \
DD Nok Air - - v 0 8560000 29 0.65517241 5.9 E N
DP Pobeda airlines - - . 0 4440000 16 1 2.5 B
DY Norwegian Air v 7 11500000 52 1 5.2 TR R
Shuttle -
D7 AirAsia X - - . 0 4688077 22 1 5.1 E I
D8 Norwegian Air v v 0 17800000 70 1 3.2 TR R
International -
El Aer Lingus v v v 102 11000000 53 0.69811321 122 TR E
EW Eurowings v v v 51 18430000 103  0.72815534 8.4 C R
FD Thai AirAsia _ - - 0 17200000 57 1 5.4 E R
FR Ryanair _ - v 116780000 420 1 6.8 B R
Fz Flydubai v v - 36 10400000 61 1 4 LA G
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F9 Frontier 0 14700000 78 1 5.6 rEEE
Airlines ) )

GK Jetstar Japan v v 15 7000000 21 1 4.9 I s b %

G3 GOL v v 71 32608000 119 1 9.4 P iR

G4 Allegiant Air - - 0 11100000 98 0.64285714  18.1 rEETE

G9 Air Arabia - - 0 6900000 36 1 3.6 AR

HV Transavia v - 25 13278000 69 1 9.5 R E

H2 Sky Airline v 10 3637080 18 1 14.3 P E B R

IT Tigerair v 3 1415000 11 1 2.9 T A%
Taiwan -

IX Air India v 3 3420000 23 1 7.9 R e T
Express j

12 Iberia Express v - 5834000 21 1 14 TR

JD Beijing Capital v v 13100000 79 0.84810127 5.7 X%
Airlines

JE Mango v - 4 2480000 11 1 17.8 N

JM Jambojet v - 4 1000000 7 0.71428571 6.8 e

JQ Jetstar Airways v v 25 16260000 76 0.68421053 8.1 T8 %

JT Lion Air - - 0 33260000 112  0.97321429 58 A%

Jw Vanilla Air - - 0 1900000 14 1 2.5 A%

J9 Jazeera v 1200000 7 1 6.4 PR
Airways B

KN China United 0 6800000 40 1 4.6 T %
Airlines B B

LJ Jin Air v v 11 7800000 24 0.83333333  11.9 T EEE
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LS Jet2com 6721129 0.85526316 15.7 %
MM Peach Aviation 4620000 1 4 T
MT Thomas Cook 6627000 0.66666667 10.7 F
Airlines
NK Spirit Airlines 21618000 1 5.3 T
OR TUIfly 1800000 0.55555556 8.3 %
Netherlands
PA Airblue 2000000 1 4.3 2P %
PC Pegasus 24150000 0.61971831 5.5 LA
Airlines
QG Citilink _ 10280000 0.96153846 5.6 E N
QS Smart wings v 1000000 1 10.9 R E
Qz Indonesia 6500000 1 7.3 E I
AirAsia
SG SpicelJet v 0 14313000 1 7.8 =R e
SL Thai Lion Air v 0 4600000 0.90322581 2.7 X %
SM Air Cairo - - 0 1200000 1 10 2L b E
SS Corsair v v N 4 1300000 0.57142857 17.6 LS 8
TR Scoot (Tiger) v v v 7540000 0.61904762 4.9 X %
TS Air Transat - 0 4500000 0.46 16.2 A EEE
TW Tway Air v - - 5 4824000 1 9.9 R L
uo HK Express v v v 2909460 1 35 T %
u2 easyJet v 74452000 0.98604651 8 T R
VB VivaAerobus 6370000 1 5.2 v EE T




VietJet Air - v - 0 14051000 53 1 2.8 I Y
Vueling v v v 113 26660000 105 1 7.2 B R
Volotea v v 0 3390000 28 0.60714286 145 TR R
Sunwing v 2 4000000 39 1 7.2 AEEF
Airlines - -

Southwest 0 147200000 710 1 10.6 AE P E
Airlines - - -

Westlet v v 213 21900000 124 0.96774194 9.5 AE P E
Airlines -

WOW air - - ' 0 1600000 17 0.82352941 3.2 TR E
WizzAir - - 4 0 22783000 88 1 4.8 B
Thai AirAsia X - - 4, 0 1296000 6 1 9 s %
Indonesia 0 1550000 7 0.71428571 9.9 T8+ %
AirAsia X - - 4

Sunexpress v v o 21 7920000 51 1 8.7 A
Flynas v v ¢ 12 6100000 29 0.96551724 10.7 LA G
TUIfly - - d 0 10900000 60 1 9.4 T E
Volaris v - R, 15005000 70 1 4.6 L=
Philippines 0 4000000 17 1 12.2 LA E R
AirAsia - - -

Eastar Jet v v v 2 4592000 19 1 13.1 LT A%
Blue Air v v - 31 3600000 28 1 20.1 L T
Jetstar Asia v v 16 4300000 18 1 4.8 X %
Airways B
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30 Air Arabia ) ) 0 940000 8 1 53 B
Maroc
40 InterJet v - 32 14825000 79 0.72151899 6.7 e E e R
5H Fly540 v - 672000 8 0.5 25.8 ERE
5J Cgbu Pacific v v 19130000 61 0.60655738 5.2 L+ %
6E ﬁlgiGo - - 0 41061000 154  0.98051948 5.8 ERE R
7C Jeju Air - v 0 7900500 31 1 11.6 TS+ %
8Q Onur Air v . 3 5000000 25 0.56 19.1 PR
9C Spring Airline - 4 0 14228300 77 1 4.2 EPEE
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