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A Development of the Airport Choice Model Considering the Access Convenience and Departure Convenience
—Case Study of Haneda Airport and Narita Airport—
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Abstract : In 2010, an international terminal for international flights was completed at Haneda airport, the passengers who leave from
the Tokyo metropolitan area was able to choice whether Narita airport or Haneda Airport as the departure airport. Recently, it is

supposed that the airport choice situation has changed. This study aim to estimate the accurate prediction of airport choice behavior,
we develop an airport choice model for international travel at Narita airport and Haneda Airport.
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Figure 1. Airport choice percentage of
Japanese departure passenger
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Figure 2. Choice of local passenger
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Figure 3. Model structure for Kanto Koshin passenger
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Table 1. Parameter estimate result
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Table 2. Parameter estimate result
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