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Abstract

Based on flight global 2014, the world’s top 150 airlines and the relevant operation data, we deal
with related operational data for the evaluation of core competence, the core competence evalua-
tion system consists of four dimensions: Scale competitiveness, financial competitiveness, opera-
tion ability and development capacity. And it was evaluated by using factor analysis and entropy
method. The article summarized key factors of airline’s success, and the analysis of reason for the
Delta Airlines ranking in the top, finally we put forward suggestions for the development of China
airlines.
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Table 1. Evaluation index system of airlines’ Core Competence
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Table 2. Test of KMO and Bartlett
5% 2. KMO 70 Bartlett AY#03%

HURE 95 1) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin [E &, 0.602
AR Ty 856.201
Bartlett [{IERFEFE A 56 df 153
Sig. 0.000

Table 3. Total variance of interpretation

=3 MENDAE

- IR E ST T AN S EE= 9N
’ ik T EI% F2H% it TIEI% 2H% it TIER% 2F%
1 8.098 44.988 44.988 8.098 44.988 44.988 6.926 38.475 38.475
2 3.534 19.635 64.623 3.534 19.635 64.623 3.385 18.808 57.283
3 2.239 12.441 77.064 2.239 12.441 77.064 3.282 18.234 75.517
4 1.386 7.699 84.763 1.386 7.699 84.763 1.664 9.246 84.763
5 0.809 4.492 89.255
6 0.712 3.958 93.213
7 0.383 2.125 95.338
8 0.305 1.692 97.030
9 0.213 1.185 98.215
10 0.126 0.698 98.913
11 0.100 0.554 99.466
12 0.051 0.282 99.748
13 0.029 0.159 99.907
14 0.011 0.060 99.967
15 0.004 0.024 99.992
16 0.001 0.006 99.998
17 0.000 0.002 99.999
18 0.000 0.001 100.000
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K7 4 AR R KR BB AR, FMER B =65,
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F= 38.475/84.763 *F1+ 18.808/84.763 *F2 + 18.234/84.763 *F3+ 9.246/84.763 *F4
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Table 4. Rotational component matrix

= 4. TEEERRIDAERE °

Dy
1 2 3 4
Zscore (W] A BL(H ) 0.970 0.106 0.142
Zscore: '\ ($m) 0.966 0.135
Zscore (ANZ A B (EH H)) 0.964 0.166
Zscore (&2 & (H H)) 0.950 0.140 0.219
Zscore (H1EA KAL) 0.936 0.152 0.207
Zscore (71 A% 0.929 -0.141
Zscore (ENLFIE) 0.888 0.372
Zscore (#+F7) 0.671 0.559
Zscore (757 B K- 58) -0.107 0.945 0.148
Zscore (#iz EIGK ) 0.927
Zscore (T] FH P /> B K 32) -0.133 0.909 0.164 -0.224
Zscore (NI Z) 0.848 -0.174 0.236
Zscore (EMLFNEZR) 0.202 0.133 0.925
Zscore (¥ #) 0.202 0.106 0.907
Zscore: (EMLFIE/ 5 %) 0.220 0.902 0.161
Zscore (5 JE K 2K) 0.145 0.798
Zscore (% JEF F 2€) 0.245 0.681
Zscore (E MLk FIB N (FH T1£4) -0.116 0.407 0.517
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B, MEARHEATAUEALEE, B i DMV FEAR( = 18) j MFITEAN T A (= 27) K i SR AR i AR
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Table 5. Airlines’ comprehensive score ranking

%= 5. MAMRMRHUME QAR EEETHRER
iz AR LE1 H4
LFENE 10.90754 1
F U 7.31751 2
R 4.06868 3
it 3.34156 4
TEIpE 3.25543 5
H A i 2 2.42003 6
JIE-N: &t 1.75609 7
TR 0.57209 8
15 55 P -0.18719 9
PN e -0.27615 10
RIZiH —0.44925 11
B AP 2 -0.59111 12
Y2 -0.71522 13
R A 2 -0.80860 14
SEMT —0.89992 15
KA -1.31362 16
TR -1.46121 17
WA -1.67862 18
LA i -1.94829 19
R 37 85 i i = —2.01678 20
1 347 e w2 -2.05614 21
2 —2.29778 22
BHER —2.30280 23
EEL e 4L —2.53993 24
BRI —2.64730 25
ERLYEHT —2.77509 26
R & i 2% —2.87039 27
Table 6. Information entropy results of each index
6. SIRIMNIESHBER
EfELaN 5 0 otz E¥s¥o] EiELon 1% B0
ON 0.73 FMLF B 0.97 7RG KA 0.97
NS 3 0.92 N/ 0.76 Higm 0.72
ELLFE 0.86 LN /N ik 4. 0.90 HinEIKR 0.93
ERZNNEES 0.98 Al N B 0.76 RTAH 0.76
R 0.89 TP R LA 2 0.92 HUBAHIAEL 0.76
TR R 0.97 7 JREF F % 0.95 DI T 0.95
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Table 7. Index weight table
= 7. I ESR

fabx ER) fabx BERT) EELaN %
'ON 11.97 FHLF B 1.37 e i 1.13
NI KA 3.42 BB AH 10.51 HigH 12.36
EOV AR 5.96 WNR A B KA 4.29 FiEEKR 3.14
EDLFE A 0.91 YRR B 10.33 ZEWN 3 10.35
R 4.77 AP R EAE KR 3.39 HUBAHIAEL 10.36
HRE 2 1.42 & HEF & 2.24 B 5 T A% 2.06
Table 8. Airline ranking
%= 8. M= ARGZEHR
fii 7 A E oy 4
RFENE 0.8455 1
R 0.6274 2
AR 0.4606 3
i 0.3996 4
H AT 0.3963 5
SN 0.3366 6
PIIE - N R 0.3196 7
M 0.2378 8
Kbz 0.2173 9
15 55 R 0.2054 10
RIZA 0.1923 11
f2fi 0.1783 12
A EpR 0.1779 13
W e = 0.1732 14
SR 0.1653 15
KoM 0.1534 16
FIRZ A 0.1384 17
BN 0.1248 18
LAE A 0.1162 19
34 o 5 i 0.1067 20
R 37 15 4 i 7 0.1065 21
SEERE 0.1053 22
RS 0.0947 23
T BT E A 0.0802 24
B BRI 0.0776 25
ERL BRI 0.0711 26
R & i 7% 0.0645 27
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AR R R T TR AR AR SE R, BRATRIL, BROEER IS AR HER L REREE, REA
T A J HHES AL A L2 A, X AIERPFRERE FAER T SR VEE AT . B A B A .

SZAWMINEEN, WBUEE—ERRE FEE R T IER BT, A9 s AR FEdE, BRATR
FABR o W92 7] LA — D13 BT 2 P b i s B R 22, RN DG BRI R 2 4 A RITEARR S8 T % 3R 15 8 R
B R RE RN B =, O B DR 3R TS S R B — AN P R T K ARV, B A R LR
5 G AN 55 RN L U FPORS TR b i) — S R 3, IR RO R B DR R R SR AG % s G T I B SR A
MEHE T FR AT LA A A R I T 1 K915 38.475, HHAM = ANE T BA IR KRS, ERALE
T 1 RS THEPA R T 10%, BHHEAEIR RRRE FAR TS A R e 4 /), Bk
AR AR AR AR, Fizgi. PLOIEL. 5 T ABOX U, FIA Bl as b m sah
KR ER, Erml RIS Th A& AR, U RATER &5 T30 0% g
JEIFBT RIS A T TES T

LT OTE TS A RKHES, ATUUE W, REMAIIE —, ERHEA R, N AR,
iz ES5HAMEIE A FMELEEA RN, BRIHEEGHET 1.8 AR EEFRAIEFEN S,
X5 S EMN T AIEPAT MM IE RS VIR, BEAFALHE LA & R F R REATRE,
TN AN ] TR B KL B TR, 183 R 2 T MBLIZ I H 4540 KL, B ORITFE R AE R 12 . Stk
E S BRI 10 22~30 28 K HLRYERF LIS E AIEENE, IXTE Y 20 AR RO i R A 0 I, X P22
A TE G R h P I TERE N T R B . FENLBARIAR b, JASEHHA 800 ZALT-2k kHl, KEEN
A 10 MRAN, EER A 2 Mg, ENERERSCRRES T, IEE AT A 43k K TechOps
B P, MR 150 MaE H RIS 4B (MRO)IRS,, K M 43iEsh. R T A% L,
EEMSELRRAEE 8 HART. Hrh, KATRARS RE—LE WA GK SRR, R A RS
FIAEE ARG . 1AM 8 T34 A THHLI 5 BN O & BN O AAE - AT SO Rl iR B R i — 22
Ax], EEEEN G AT 2R ERE, TR RIS, X B A RIS OC R 5B 1) Al Bt
R FHERFTT) A AT R SRR, A IR N R BRI 25 i M F s

AR E T AR T 26 = A8 DU AL, RN & BB bR JE b, G Kk, 1 A =R
T RIS, XA Z ) —0. AR EB Faaiis AREEIRAIZER, ik, &
PO RN ] AN . 5 5K ) S8 40 T3 AT IR T AS B, 5IA 38 0 W) STt (1 22 Ak iR s AH b, FR B2 A =) AT A
SRR AT GRS, ERTFH AR, MANEA R, RiEEMiERES L, REMZEAFTUERHRE
U5, U o T8 2 AR B M X —ARp R, 38 AT I FE AR AR 23 S8 B 52 X — T 34720 R i K Jot
BRI, RN, DUBUR T e, $2m i il &, W2 i sk, Mmde s i i
Bio TENLBAANASE [, [ A2 A FDK A48 42 5] 3t DL B777-300ER. B787 Al A350-900 AR fH — iz fE
AR KL, I EAMUE RO TE T IR R T BRI . R AR R E AT A R R )
TCRRAR R 25 A7) % 2] B AT ], WA RAT RS, 740 R “ BRI+, PRIREA, SEPlET1i
R A T3 1) 22 AL 78 R AR AT, SEBUAAS 257 . BT HELIRATAT AR, FRIE A B AR 2R
BB —E e i, RENGEE ., BRSNS B, K IH AT DL E bR 42002 A w A DU
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