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An Evaluation Method of Aircraft Selection for Airlines

XU Songlin
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Abstract: An airline may face several types of airplanes when it needs to increase fights or replace the old

ones. Selecting certain types of them requires evaluating their comparability and analyzing investment profits.

This paper proposes four factors that can influence the airplane selection and uses practical data to analyze

them. The case study demonstrates that the proposed factors can meet the requirements of airplane selection,

and can provide a reference for evaluating airplanes in practice.
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Fig.1 Analysis content of aircraft to be selected
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Table 1 Part references of aircraft to be selected

. . . _ B R
2 MOBEEGE FEK/m FRE/m S /m 75 % /m [UkJ‘%kﬁﬁ&g
H/Kg
A320 150 27.51 3.696 2.210 0.457/0.457/0.457 78 000 19 900
737-800 162 29.36 3.537 2.192 0.432/0.432/0.432 79 010 21 319
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Table 2 Block performance of aircraft to be selected

A3209 % R #(150 A, 90 kg/ N) 737-800 1 % i 3% (162 A, 90 kg/ \)
(s B TR/ e/ fePiuhER/ sefyetiE/ ReSEE/ mmhE/  ReRimEe/ e Rimta/
kg kg kg h kg kg kg h
MR K 62 924 7207 4196 2.07 65 056 7711 4508 2.10
K> —H AR 62 150 6433 3537 1.80 64 216 6871 3768 1.81
T AR —H N 62 674 6 957 4016 2.00 64 799 7454 4319 2.02
M — W AR 61788 6071 3175 1.65 63 843 6498 3394 1.65
T A — R 62 300 6 583 3407 1.74 64 411 7066 3680 1.76
R —H AR 61 209 5492 2 595 1.39 63228 5883 2780 1.40
R — V9% 63 670 7953 5188 2.49 65 875 8 530 5574 2.51
W% — AR 62 482 6765 3868 1.96 64 583 7238 4135 1.96
WAR—E W 66 399 10 682 7991 3.59 68 805 11 460 8576 3.63
B — AR 64 622 8905 6 009 2.89 66 867 9522 6419 2.91
AR —H R 64 794 9077 6147 2.88 67 108 9763 6613 2.91
R —IAR 63 697 7980 5084 2.46 65873 8528 5424 2.48
R — 66 063 10 346 7 455 3.40 68 459 11114 8022 3.45
AR — I AR 64 013 8296 5 400 2.59 66 215 8 870 5766 2.61
AR — L BH 63 621 7 904 4 875 2.38 65 802 8 457 5233 2.38
W — A 63 759 8042 5146 2.50 65979 8 634 5531 2.50
WAR— = 66 226 10 509 7 805 3.57 68 612 11 267 8 381 3.61
=T —HA 65 224 9507 6611 3.08 67 519 10 174 7071 3.10
WHR—H 61121 5 404 2618 1.40 63 141 5796 2 824 1.42
H&H—WAR 61098 5381 2484 1.34 63122 5777 2673 1.36
WAR—TT 66 031 10 314 7949 3.59 68 393 11048 8516 3.63
0T —IH AR 64 414 8 697 5 800 2.81 66 642 9 297 6193 2.83
AR — K 62 894 7177 4 369 2.16 65041 7696 4693 2.17
RK—H AR 62 575 6 858 3961 1.99 64 691 7 346 4242 1.99
R — I 65 002 9 285 5 590 2.63 67 279 9934 6 007 2.67
RN —H AR 63 284 7567 4670 2.28 65423 8078 4975 2.29
WA—MT 66 029 10 312 6991 3.21 68 416 11071 7523 3.26
T A 64 503 8786 5890 2.78 66 738 9393 6 289 2.81
AR — A RKIE 63 228 7511 4472 2.20 65 387 8042 4809 2.21
AFRE—WAR 62433 6716 3819 1.93 64 538 7193 4089 1.93
WAR—JET] 62 240 6 523 3817 1.93 64 331 6 986 4101 1.94
AR 61928 6211 3315 1.71 63 995 6 650 3547 1.71
3.2 EEMAEHS R (3) EI AT B K A 1 280 km, F- ¥4 5 £ 1 1]
FR A 1 3ds H A A £ 0 4 B3l 7 qi s 4% s HL TR N 2.37 ho
H BBt oy e Sl an 1] 2 BT 7 o 3.2.1 EWMZFHRSE
T WL M 4 FLR) , 456 A320 i 2 M fig 43 B N HETRE 4 SRR T3 1, 28 5 5T
LT g NP i AN SR S VA £ o = F TG, R I 27 [ B 5 W 5, A 18 7 R 48 O A B 0
(DFHLAE T AT 1 320 A BE HEMEIE

(2)PAHLAE RS 14 3 125 h, B H #5814 8.56 h; (1) %/ 1 USD=6.672 RMB.
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Fig.2 Airline’s schedule for aircraft
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Table 3 Average fare and passenger load factor for A320’s route

2 A EH5S WLPE S /7T TR 2 A0S WL /5T TR/
WAR—KY 695 84.40 WHR—=W 929 87.20
Kb —m AR 615 84.40 = —¥ AR 984 87.20
AR — A 753 80.80 MA—H 707 80.00
KM — AR 713 80.80 HH—WHA 707 80.00
AR — R 871 76.70 WAR—VT 1244 72.60
B AR 931 76.70 T —H AR 1316 72.60
AR — V9% 761 84.50 AR — Rt 573 80.40
WY —ii AR 747 84.50 REE—H R 680 80.40
AR —R W 968 84.90 Tl A — I 907 81.80
B0 —W AR 919 84.90 I —H 7R 912 81.80
WAR—ER 770 84.00 WAR—MT 773 77.30
FIR—HR 923 84.00 TR 727 77.30
T AR — J D 970 83.50 WA — A RIE 784 86.90
R — AR 1018 83.50 ARE—WAR 802 86.90
AR — 893 83.80 WAR—E] 691 78.40
WH—H R 902 83.80 BT —H AR 663 78.40

FR A 13 £ 1F A KR I AN ML 37 U 2% S5 4& 1, I B 2 AR 50 DA KT BIE () 8 7 S LR R LR B
B AR e By 3%, W Af DL i & A4 BEERMFELIR,
FTa ANRMEKENEANBS EEH EEER

Table 4 Annual profit and break even load factor for A320’s route

ML AHE B/ BIEEERASL BRA/IT A /T8 & /T8 P % R N

A — K 84.40 77116 91 559 88 812 11696 72.35
Kb —miAR 84.40 70 489 80 920 78 492 8003 74.98
T AR — 5 80.80 74 462 94 940 92 091 17 630 64.15
N — I AR 80.80 65001 89 824 87 130 22129 58.65
AR — a2k 76.70 65141 104 189 101 063 35922 47.68
B 76.70 55757 111 369 108 028 52 271 37.40
WAR— % 84.50 90 861 100 261 97 253 6 393 78.51
V9% — AR 84.50 75 320 98 424 95472 20 152 65.29
AR — R 84.90 128 601 128 206 124 360 —4 241 87.97
B — 3 & 84.90 106 263 121705 118 054 11791 75.87
WAR—ER 84.00 103 860 100 896 97 869 —5990 89.54
HEHIR WA 84.00 92 634 120 927 117 299 24 665 65.22
T AR — AR 83.50 121 769 126 401 122 609 840 82.89
B — T R 83.50 96 620 132 639 128 660 32 039 61.51
AR — A 83.80 87 468 116 783 113279 25811 63.46
W —H AR 83.80 93 054 117 945 114 406 21352 67.15
WAR— =W 87.20 129 156 126 317 122 527 —6629 92.23
=R 87.20 115 214 133 905 129 888 14 674 76.75
HA—H & 80.00 54 222 88188 85 543 31321 48.39
HH—WAR 80.00 54 087 88 221 85575 31487 48.25
WAR—7IT 72.60 127 757 140 921 136 693 8936 67.61
T —iAR 72.60 103 467 149 078 144 605 41139 51.03
AR — Rt 80.40 80 211 71 825 69 671 —10 541 93.82
REFE—H AR 80.40 76 558 85272 82714 6156 73.90
AR — R 81.80 96 599 115 735 112 262 15 664 69.64

I — W A< 81.80 86 182 116 380 112 888 26 706 61.22
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2 A EHS KHEFR/Y BEBERA/ T EBRA/T A /I BA /7T - 15 7% Ak 6/ %%
WAR T 77.30 114 969 93 202 90 406 —24 563 99.96
T AR 77.30 103 231 87 653 85 024 —18 207 95.22
WAR—ARE 86.90 81935 106 263 103 075 21 140 67.76
ARE—MHAR 86.90 75153 108 746 105 483 30 330 60.14
MAR—E ] 78.40 71791 84 465 81931 10 140 67.88
JE T — AR 78.40 66 623 81037 78 606 11982 65.41
AR A /T ot 15 265

M AT LLUE i A A A 8 4 A320 & B R, R LA A A B IR — A, AT RE B A
BL, 453 R AT 38 15 265 5 o6, S AR b A 6 250t TR0 AT 28 0 2 R AT 28 % P 0 AL RN DE A
RIS B 5 T, B 2 i 2k T vk S B A L [FRE A5 O 1, A5 3 737-800 it £ & F
B T4 CHLA HI A e Pl B AR 2 G H LR S T o S (| ) 7
x5 737-800 ML FEFAME S F & EER
Table 5 Annual profit and break even load factor for 737-800’s route

ALk fE B B/ BIEBERA/ST BIRA/T A /T A /T8 S % R/ 4

MAR—KW 84.40 80 493 98 602 95 644 15151 69.90
Kb — & 84.40 73112 87 144 84 530 11418 71.91
TH AR — A5 80.80 77 576 102 243 99 175 21 599 61.84
M — AR 80.80 67 462 96 734 93 832 26 370 56.27
T AR — 2 76.70 68 041 112 203 108 837 40796 46.08
BT AR 76.70 57 963 119 936 116 338 58 375 35.93
WAL 84.50 94 601 107 974 104 734 10133 75.68
7O % —H AR 84.50 78 217 105 996 102 816 24 598 62.71
AR —ER W 84.90 134 222 138 068 133926 —296 85.09
B — AR 84.90 110 413 131 067 127 135 16 722 73.00
AR — R 84.00 108 477 108 657 105 398 —3080 86.64
KRR 84.00 96 224 130 229 126 322 30 098 62.71
T AR — AR 83.50 127 275 136 124 132 040 4765 80.29
FAR— AR 83.50 100 391 142 842 138 557 38 166 59.17
AR 83.80 90 703 125 766 121 993 31 290 60.89
WA —H AR 83.80 96 676 127 017 123 207 26 531 64.57
WHR— = 87.20 134 573 136 033 131 952 —2621 89.04
=W AR 87.20 119 682 144 205 139 879 20 197 73.83
WE—HSD 80.00 56 581 94 972 92 123 35 542 46.67
HH WA 80.00 56 420 95008 92 157 35738 46.51
WAR—T 72.60 132 896 151 761 147 208 14 312 65.18
i — AR 72.60 107 256 160 545 155 729 48 473 48.99
TR — K 80.40 83 346 77 350 75030 —8317 90.24
RiE—IHAR 80.40 79 419 91 832 89 077 9658 70.93
AR — I 81.80 100 850 124 637 120 898 20 048 67.34
W —IH AR 81.80 89 388 125 332 121572 32184 58.76
WHR—T 77.30 120 195 100 372 97 361 —22 835 96.88
BT A 77.30 107 264 94 396 91 564 —15700 91.65
WA —ARE 86.90 85 227 114 437 111 004 25777 65.21
ARE—HAR 86.90 77 970 117 111 113 597 35627 57.69
WAR—EI] 78.40 74 688 90 962 88 233 13 546 65.34
BT 2R 78.40 69 163 87 270 84 652 15490 62.80
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