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1. TOTAL TRAFFIC

Last 13 months average daily traffic
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In February 2013, traffic decreased by 2.4% compared to
February 2012.

Average daily traffic in February for last 5 Years
forecast date : 2013-02
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February 2013 traffic was below the forecast.
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Average daily traffic for last 5 Years
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Similar to the previous 3 months, traffic in February 2013 was the
lowest of the last 5 years. This is now a clear trend since
November 2012.

12 months rolling traffic trend
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This graph shows the variation in average daily traffic for the last
12-month period relative to that for the 12-month period before.
The average daily traffic from March 2012 to February 2013
decreased by 2.6% relative to that from March 2011 to February
2012.



In February 2013, 8 of the top 10 airports had less traffic compared to February 2012.

The largest traffic increases were recorded at Istanbul Ataturk (+18.9 %), Budapest Ferihegy (+14.6%) and Istanbul Sabiha (+13.4%)
airports.

The largest traffic decrease (-12.8 %) was at Madrid Barajas airport as a result of overall traffic reduction in Spain in conjunction with
Spanair cessation of operations in January 2012. Traffic decreased at Athens airport by 11.8% and at Las Palmas airport by 11.1%
due to Islas Airways ceasing operations in October 2012.

Only 4 of the top 10 air operators had increased traffic in February 2013. Aeroflot Russian (+22.7 %) and Pegasus (+28.8 %) recorded
traffic growth, with the Pegasus increase being largely attributed to a 22% fleet increase over the last year. A change in the flight
designators for Turkish Airlines domestic flights has resulted in the automatic attribution of flights to unidentified operators (see below).
An initial recomputation of THY flights for February shows an average daily traffic of 800 flights, a growth of 15%. (see note 1 below)

Airline consolidation and restructuring explains most of the significant traffic decreases and increases: Air Nostrum (-40.6 %), Iberia
(-34.7%), Finnair (-32.4 %), Olympic (-22.5 %), BAW shuttle (+28.4%) and Finnish Commuter Airlines (+44.6 %).

“Unidentified operators” (mainly General Aviation traffic) increased by 11.2% in February 2013. Exclusion of THY flights shows a
decrease of -0.3% to 2065 flights.

N- [ ADEP ADEF NAME 201302 % N- [ ICAD AIR OPERATOR 201302 %
1 EGLL |LOMDOMMHEATHRDW B34 Al 1 DLH |DEUTSCHE LUFTHARSA 1643 295
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14 LFFO |P&RIS OFRLY a0d Al 14 EEE JERSEY EUROFPEAN TYA FLYEE 323 -4 4
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20 | EFHE |HELSIMELVAMTAA 235 T 20 | AMNE AR MNOSTRUM 203 -40.62
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24| EDW |DUBLIN 136 215 24 | WeZ W22 AR 175 B.1x
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. 40| OTR |QATAR AIRWAYS COMP. a7 155
40 | LFEO | TOULOUSE BLAGMALC 128 413
#1| EBZH |ERITARSA. a5 T
41 | EGPH |EDINEURGH 127 3.6
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50| EGPD | ABERDEEMN 35 ALE TOTALS and % TOTAL TRAFFIC 1015 | BI7x

TOTALS and » TOTAL TRAFFIC 11479 52.3% Top 530 Air Operators with average daily traffic and percentage

Top 50 Departure Airports with average daily traffic and

b N compared to same period of previous year
percentage compared to same period of previous year

AIR OPERATOR 201302

Unidentified 2302 .25
Average daily traffic and percentage compared to same period of
previous year For all Hights where Air Operators can't be identified

1 - Note — Text relating to Pegasus Airlines updated Thursday 14™ March 2013.
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N= ASP ID ASPF NAME 201302 4 N*- ASP ID ASF NAME 201302 =
1 [EBEBUACC ERUSSELS CAMALC 136 SBaM 35 |LFEBEALL BORDOEA&LS ALL ACC T4 A4
2 |EDGGALL LAMGEM ACC 2933 R 36 |LFEEACC REIMS LVACT 2055 -2.8%
3 [EOMMACC MUMCHEM ACC Z2E43 -2hA% 37 |LFFFALL FARIS ALL ACC 2922 BB
4 |EOUUUALC EARLSRUHE UAC ITET 1033 38 [LFMMMACC MARSEILLE ACC 20495 6.8
5 |[EDWwWACC EREMEM ACC 1441 SrEM 39 |LFRRALCC BREST UPACC 1914 B3
& |EDYYUALC MAASTRICHT LA 3394 e 40 |LGGEGEACC ATHIMNAI COMTROL T -G
¥ |EETTACC TALLIM ACC 420 S3A 4 [LGMDACC MAEEDOMIA COMNTROL A45 10005
8 |EFESACC TAMFERE ACC 465 -6 42 |LHCCACC BUDOAFEST ACC 110 -3
9 |[EGIGROCA SHAMNWICE OACC 925 B0 43 |LIBEACC BRIMOISI ACT A0 -BE
10 |EGF#ALL SCOTTISH ACC 2046 B4 44 |LIMMACT MILARND ACC 1341 -9.8%
11 [EGTTACC LamOOM sCE 4220 Rt 54 45 |LIFFACC FADOY S AT 1325 -4 7
12 |EGTTTC LarMDOM TRA TC 3072 4.3 46 |[LIRRACC ROrA ACT 13497 -6
13 [EHAAACC AMSTERDAM ACC[245-] 1262 4R 47 |LJLAapnCC LJUBLJAMNA ACC 430 S8BT
14 |EIDWACC DOUELIN ACC 427 -7 48 |LEAAACT FRAGUE ACC 1474 -B.A%
1% [EISMACE SHAMMOM ACC 15 Rt 54 43 | LMMMACC MALTA ACC 250 28.5%
16 |EKDEACC COFEMHAGER ACC 1291 -B.1% 50 [LOWVWACC wWIEM ACC 1473 6.3
17 |EMBDACC BEODO ACC Ad4 -2hK 51 [LFRCACLC LISBOA ACCIUAC 018 SR
18 |EMOSACT O5L0 ATCC a6a -4 52 |LPFOOAC SANMTA MARLS OACC 290 0.8
19 [EMSVACC STAWAMNGER ATCC B3 0.6 53 |LREEACC BUCURESTI ACC 387 SlE
20 |EFWWACC WARSZAWA ACC 1575 0.5 54 |[LSAGACC GEMEWA ACC 1389 -3.0%
21 [ESMMALCC MALMO ACC 1232 RA 55 |LsaZACC ZURICH &CC 1702 -FEX
22 |ESOsSACT STOCKHOLM ACC 1026 B4 56 |[LTARAACC AMEARS ACT 1653 2.8
23 [EVRRACC RlG&a ACC h33 ST 57 |LTBEALCC ISTAMBLUL ACC 1632 7R
24 |EVWCACC WILMILE ACC 477 S22 58 |[LUUUACC CHISIMNAL ACC 143 1442
25 [GCCCACC CAMARIAS ACCIFIC 729 B 59 |LwS5ACC SKOFJE ACC 162 -8
26 | GMMMACT CASABLAMCA ACC 043 Rk B0 [LYEBAACC BEOGRADE ACC a04 -9.8%
27 [LAassACT TIR&MNA ACC 343 SFAK 61 [LZEBEBACC BRATISLAWA ACC TET 2.3
28 |LBESRACC SOFA ACC a4 -2 62 |(UDDODACC YEREWAN ACC 144 0.1
29 [LECCCACC MICOS51A ACC ElE -Ax B3 |UKEvVALCC KIEW ACC 484 S
30 |LOZ0ACT ZAGREE ACC 205 BT = 64 |UKDYACC OMIFROFETROVSE ACC 252 Ao
3 [LECEACC EARCELOMNA ACC 136 SFEM B5 |UKFvACC SIMFEROFOL ACCE 4E0 482
32 |LECMALL MADRIO ALL ACC 2071 S12.9 66 |UKLWACC LI ACC 42 042
33 [LECFACC FaALMA ACC Z2ES -0, &7 |UKOYACC ODESSA ACCT 197 ST
34 |LECSALCC SEVILLA ACC 703 10,73

The most significant traffic increases occurred in Chisinau, Karlsruhe, Istanbul and Simferopol ACCs. The increase of 28.5% in Malta
ACC is a continuation of the recovery from the 2011 Libyan airspace closure. Traffic decreased significantly in Munich, Madrid,
Tampere, Canarias, Seville, Palma, Makedonia, Beograde, Milano, Kiev, Ljubjana and Brindisi ACCs. The implementation of VOLMUK
project in Germany continued to impact the traffic distribution to Munich (-) and Karlsruhe (+) ACCs.
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ATFM delays decreased by 34.4% in February 2013 compared to  Compared to February 2012, both the airport ATFM delays and

February 2012. the en-route ATFM delays decreased significantly.
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These are the top 20 delay generating locations for the reporting month. Figures are the average daily delays in minutes.

Istanbul Ataturk airport had the highest delays in February due to southerly winds limiting the use of the most optimum
runway configuration.

Twelve of the top 20 airports (London Heathrow, Amsterdam, Frankfurt, Munich, Vienna, Paris CDG, Brussels, London
Gatwick, Paris Orly, Oslo, Dusseldorf and Rome Fiumicino) were strongly affected by weather throughout the month with low
visibility, fog, wind and snow issues.

The limited use of the optimum runway configurations at Zurich airport (due to environmental constraints) plus the snow and
the wind generated delays.

Paris ACC's delays were caused by the implementation of airspace changes and ATC capacity issues.

Langen ACC had delays due to staff shortages, ATC capacity and due to the effects of the FDPS failure in Karlsruhe on the
25 February.

Geneva airport delays were due to snow and airport ATC capacity.

Delays in Ankara ACC were due to reduced ATC Capacity in ORBB (Baghdad) FIR (NOTAM A0178/12).

Delays in Karlsruhe ACC were essentially caused by the FDPS failure on the 25 February; they also experienced staffing
issues and capacity reduction due to VOLMUK implementation.

Madrid ACC recorded delays due to en-route ATC capacity.
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3. EN-ROUTE ATFM DELAYS

3.1. EN-ROUTE ATFM DELAY PER LOCATION

En Route ATFM Delays

Average daily en-route delays
in February 2013
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Top 20 delay locations for en-route delays in February 2013
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The top 20 en-route delay locations generated 25.0% of the monthly total (network) ATFM delay.

The top 5 en-route delay locations generated 15.6% of the monthly total (network) ATFM delay.
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3.2. EN-ROUTE ATFM DELAY PER DELAY GROUP

Reasons for en-route delays in February 2013
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ATC capacity delays increased in Paris, Langen, Madrid, Reims,
Geneva and Amsterdam ACCs compared to last month, while
Lisbon and Nicosia ACCs had less ATC capacity delays.
Canarias and Zurich entered the top 10 list in February.
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In February 2013, en-route staffing was an issue mainly for
Langen ACC. Airspace design changes (IRP) impacted Paris
ACC.
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En-route delays accounted for 27.9% of all ATFM delays. 14.4%
were attributed to en-route ATC capacity, 6.3% to en-route
events, 4.4% to ATC staffing, 2.4% to en-route disruptions and
0.4% to en-route weather.

The Interface Reims Paris (IRP), the impact on Ankara of
capacity reduction in Baghdad, Vienna transition and COOPANS
implementation in Stockholm TMA have been recorded under
“en-route events”.

En-route external disruptions were due to the FDPS failure in
Karlsruhe on the 25 February.

Top delay locations for En-route Events in

February 2013
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Ankara delays were due to the capacity reduction in Baghdad
FIR.

Average en-route daily flights >=15 min delay
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In February 2013 an average of 107 flights per day had an en-
route delay of at least 15 minutes. Corresponding figure in
February 2012 was 225 flights.




3.3.

in February 2013
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Nicosia ACC generated the highest average en-route delay per flight, due to ATC capacity issues.
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3.4. EN-ROUTE ATFM DELAY YEAR-TO-DATE

Top 20 delay locations for year-to-date en-route ATFM delay
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The top 20 en-route delay locations generated 20.9% of the total ATFM (network) delay.
The top 5 en-route delay locations generated 12.2% of the total ATFM (network) delay.
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Reporting month: In February, the average en-route delay per
flight was 0.18 min/flt, which is below the monthly guideline delay
of 0.28 min/flt.

YTD: The average en-route delay per flight in 2013 to date is 0.19
min/flt which is below the corresponding guideline value of 0.29
min/flt.
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“ NM’s calculation that provides the guideline en-route delay (min) requirements to achieve the annual interim target (0.6 min/flight).
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4.  AIRPORT/TMA ATFM DELAYS
4.1. AIRPORT/TMA ATFM DELAY PER LOCATION

Top 20 delay locations for Airport/TMA delays in February 2013

The top 20 Airport/TMA delay locations generated 64.9% of the monthly total ATFM (network) delay.
The top 5 Airport/TMA delay locations generated 32.9% of the monthly total ATFM (network) delay.

4.2. AIRPORT/TMA ATFM DELAY PER DELAY GROUPS

Reasons for Airport/TMA delays in February 2013
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Airport/TMA delays accounted for 72.2% of all ATFM delays,
48.8% was due to weather.
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Limitations to optimum runway use at Istanbul Ataturk airport
(southerly winds) and at Zurich airport (environmental constraints)
continued to cause delays.
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4.3. AIRPORT/TMA ATFM DELAY PER FLIGHT

Average Airport / TMA delay (min) per flight =
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Average Airport/TMA delay per flight decreased from 0.6 minutes
in February 2012 to 0.5 minutes in February 2013.

Top 10 Airport delay per flight in February 2013
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In February Chambery and Geneva airports had the highest delay
per flight, mainly due to the ski traffic.

4.4. AIRPORT/TMA ATFM DELAY YEAR-TO-DATE

Top 20 delay locations for year-to-date Airport/TMA delays
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The top 20 Airport/TMA delay locations generated 69.6% of the total ATFM (network) delay since the beginning of the year.
The top 5 Airport/ TMA delay locations generated 39.2% of the total ATFM (network) delay since the beginning of the year.

5. DAILY EVOLUTION

Average delay (min) per flight in February 2013
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In February 2013, there were no days with an
average delay per flight at or above 2 minutes:

The day with the highest average delay per flight was
Monday 25 February.

Airport weather delays occurred on most days in
February as in January, but there were no very
severe weather days (two in January): snow at
Frankfurt, Dusseldorf, Paris CDG and Orly and
Brussels airports; fog at Stockholm airport; low
visibility at Vienna airport and thunderstorm at Rome
Fiumicino airport. Karlsruhe ACC had a FDPS failure
on 25 February. Langen ACC also recorded
significant delays due to staffing issues. Runway
configuration at Istanbul Ataturk airport continued to
cause delays. Ankara ACC suffered from the capacity
reduction in Baghdad FIR. En-route ATC capacity
delays were registered in Madrid ACC.
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6.

ALL AIR TRANSPORT DELAYS (Source: CODA)

The analysis below is based on airline data provided to CODA by airlines (AQ's). As the airline data collection for February 2013 is not
yet complete at the time of writing, this analysis covers the latest available 13-month period (January 2012-January 2013) and

contains details on 56% of commercial flights in the ECAC region.

ATFM delays reported by airlines are often lower than the ATFM delays calculated by the network manager (NM). ATFM delays of
NM are the (flight) planned “delays” whereas the airlines report the “actual” experienced ATFM delay on departure. For instance, a
flight with an ATFM delay may also have a handling delay absorbed within the ATFM delay. For the airline, a part of this delay is the

ATFM delay and the rest is the handling delay.
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All causes

Airline reported en-route ATFM delay in January 2013 was
0.2 minutes per flight which is identical the NM reported
average en-route ATFM delay of 0.2 minutes per flight.
According to airline reporting, in January 2013 the average
delay per flight for all-causes of delay was 11.5 minutes. The
primary delay share of total all-causes delay was 57 % (or
6.6 min/flt) of which en-route delays contributed 0.2 min/flt.
The remaining were Reactionary delays, this counted for
43% or a contribution of 4.9 min/flight.

Weather delays from high winds, snow and related low
visibility in January 2013 increased to 2.2 minutes per flight
up from 0.9 minutes per flight in January 2012. This follows
the increase of weather delays seen in December 2012 to
1.8 minutes per flight up from 0.9 minutes per flight in
December 2011.

Both NM and airlines reported identical en-route ATFM
delays of 0.2 minutes per flight.

Based on airline data, the reported share of reactionary
delay minutes in January 2013 was 43%. This is the second
lowest reactionary delay share over the last 13 months (just
above the 42% recorded in November 2012).

The percentage of flights delayed by long ATFM delays
(those exceeding 15 minutes and 30 minutes) increased to
1.9% and 0.9% respectively in January 2013 compared to
January 2012 where 1.5% and 0.5% of flights were delayed.
The percentage of flights delayed from all-causes (those
exceeding 15 & 30 minutes) increased from 14.5% and 6.9%
in January 2012 to 17.0% and 9.3% in January 2013
respectively.
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SIGNIFICANT EVENTS AND ISSUES

8.1. PLANNED EVENTS

. Bratislava ACC successfully moved to the new ops room on 19 February as planned. The plan was also to be back to normal
operations by 27 February, but this was achieved earlier.

. Chisinau ACC continued training for the new ATM systems to be implemented later in 2013; low impact on network
performance and no reduction of sector capacities.

. Continuation of the transition (period 1) of former Munich upper sectors to Karlsruhe ACC (familiarisation of ATCOs to the new
system and new airspace structure); planned medium impact on network performance; sector capacities reduced by
approximately 25%, successively adapted on a day to day basis.

. Vienna ACC successfully moved to the new system COOPANS on 28 February as planned, with 50% capacity reduction on
the first days (as planned).

8.2. DISRUPTIONS

. 01/02/2013 — Continuation of industrial action by French public services, impacted reported in January network operations

report.

. 11/02/2013 — Zagreb ACC - 1630-1653UTC - radar failure causing reduced capacities until 16:57UTC. No network impact.

. 25/02/2013 — Karlsruhe ACC - 0940-1148UTC - 50% capacity reduction due to FDPS failure. Regulations applied in Langen

and Munich ACCs as protection with medium network impact.
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8.3. OTHER CONSTRAINTS

There were no other constraints with network impact in February 2013.

9. NMADDED VALUE
9.1 RRP DIRECT DELAY SAVINGS

Average daily executed rerouting proposals
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