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Abstract

Purpose: This study aimed to identify the components of assessing the level of satisfaction with the quality of services provided
by airlines and rank 5 airlines (Aseman, Ata, Iran Air, Zagros, and Mahan) based on the level of customer satisfaction with the
quality of services provided.

Methodology: The research consists of two phases: first, identifying the components of customer satisfaction with airline
service quality through a study of the subject literature and interviews with 15 experts (flight attendants and pilots). Step 2:
Measure passenger satisfaction using two questionnaires completed by 30 frequent travelers. The DEMATEL technique was
used to determine component weights and identify relationships among components, and the VIKOR technique was used to
rank airlines. Data were analyzed using Excel and BT Vikor Solver.

Findings: Among the 20 components identified, the proportionality of the ticket price to the quality of service, the modernity
of the aircraft, and the price of the ticket had the highest weight. Zagros, Ata, and Aseman airlines ranked first, Iran Air ranked
second, and Mahan ranked third. In examining the relationships between components, aircraft modernity and up-to-date were
identified as the most influential criteria, and services for disabled people were identified as the most influential criteria.

Originality/Value: By presenting a hybrid model of DEMATEL and VIKOR to identify and rank the components of aitline
setvice satisfaction, this research contributes to the promotion of aitline managers' understanding of customers' needs and
provides a suitable tool to improve service quality.
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Table 1- Identified components.
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Table 1- Continued.
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Table 2- Information on the gender of respondents.
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Table 3- Age of respondents.
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Table 4- Respondents' education.

Shlpae  Jlglp SDoazs e

34.17 4 Lrost 5 ko

70 21 g

10 3 o)l guls s

66.6 2 SSSs

100 30 Egozme
Q\f.\:.a:'c«l: Jxs

gt Laa S (P05 ) Lo ;)Kmycwg odas 45 Consl 0 ldinnl 0kas [y ety 43 O Jod> slae og“’cw‘: s slaes S

VLW 3

OBveagwly Jid =0 Jou
Table 5- Respondents' occupations.
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Table 6- Reasons for respondents' travel.
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Table 7- Respondents' frequency of air travel.
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Figure 2- Research implementation steps.
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Table 8- Type of interaction between criteria.
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Table 9- Criteria decision matrix.
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Table 10- Average decision matrix of decision makers.

A

B

C

D

E

F

G H M N (@] P Q

R

S

T

W

X

Y

N<XXSH40wDodOUOZZIOTMUOUO®T>

0.000
2.400
1.038
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.933
1.500
0.900
1.400
2.200
0.000
0.533
0.900
0.900
1.000
0.967
2.300
1.267
3.600

2.430
0.000
1.615
0.500
0.733
1.467
1.667
1.700
1.633
1.767
2.500
0.867
1.033
1.633
1.633
1.233
0.933
2.567
1.233
3.267

1.033
1.933
0.000
0.767
0.700
0.000
1.367
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.633
0.733
0.000
1.333
0.900
0.000
1.067
1.133

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
2.067
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.767
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.990
0.600
0.000
1.800
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.667
0.000
0.000
0.667

0.000
1.666
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
2.067
1.467
1.700
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.967

0.000 1.100 1.333 1.966 2.800 0.966 0.666
2.066 1.933 2.500 2.233 3.166 1.200 0.866
1.667 0.000 0.533 1.000 0.767 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.733 0.000 0.567 1.833 0.567
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.867 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.600 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.733 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.900 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.700 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.567
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.600 0.000
1.100 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
1.700 0.000 1.600 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2.333 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
2.633 0.000 2.000 0.000 0.667 0.000 0.000
2.667 2.900 2.833 3.267 2.667 1.700 1.333

1.333
1.800
0.500
0.000
0.000
2.433
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.733
1.633
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.300

2.333
2.866
0.500
0.000
0.000
1.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.900
1.500
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.633
0.000
3.133

0.000
1.100
1.900
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.967
0.000
1.367
0.500

0.700
1.033
1.100
0.000
1.000
0.000
1.900
0.000
0.867
0.600
0.533
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.867
0.533
0.000
1.633
1.867
1.333

1.800
2.233
0.833
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.800
0.000
0.000
0.567
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.500
0.000
0.000
1.300
0.000
1.233
3.600

0.000
0.966
0.733
0.000
0.000
0.000
2.100
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.567
2.300
1.067
0.000
0.800

1.933
2.066
0.700
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.600
1.333
1.233
1.733
0.733
0.000
0.000
0.000
1.367
0.000
0.600
1.167
0.000
0.000

.OMJLA)B.]:“)’SA W)ISLB-\\ Jj&?
Table 11- Normalized average matrix.
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0.000
0.062
0.027
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.024
0.039
0.023
0.036
0.057
0.000
0.014
0.023
0.023
0.026
0.025
0.059
0.033
0.093

0.063
0.000
0.042
0.013
0.019
0.038
0.043
0.044
0.042
0.046
0.065
0.022
0.027
0.042
0.042
0.032
0.024
0.066
0.032
0.084

0.027
0.050
0.000
0.020
0.018
0.000
0.035
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.016
0.019
0.000
0.034
0.023
0.000
0.028
0.029

0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.053
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.020
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.026
0.016
0.000
0.047
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.017
0.000
0.000
0.017

0.000
0.043
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.053
0.038
0.044
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.051

0.000 0.028 0.034 0.051 0.072 0.025 0.017
0.053 0.050 0.065 0.058 0.082 0.031 0.022
0.043 0.000 0.014 0.026 0.020 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.019 0.000 0.015 0.047 0.015
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.022 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.016 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.019 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.023 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.018 0.000
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.015
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.016 0.000
0.028 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.044 0.000 0.041 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.060 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.068 0.000 0.052 0.000 0.017 0.000 0.000

0.034
0.047
0.013
0.000
0.000
0.063
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.019
0.042
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000

0.060
0.074
0.013
0.000
0.000
0.026
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.023
0.039
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.042
0.000

0.069 0.075 0.073 0.084 0.069 0.044 0.034 0.034 0.081

0.000
0.028
0.049
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.025
0.000
0.035
0.013

0.018
0.027
0.028
0.000
0.026
0.000
0.049
0.000
0.022
0.016
0.014
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.022
0.014
0.000
0.042
0.048
0.034

0.047
0.058
0.022
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.021
0.000
0.000
0.015
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.013
0.000
0.000
0.034
0.000
0.032
0.093

0.000
0.025
0.019
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.054
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.015
0.059
0.028
0.000
0.021

0.050
0.053
0.018
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.016
0.034
0.032
0.045
0.019
0.000
0.000
0.000
0.035
0.000
0.016
0.030
0.000
0.000
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Table 12- Total relationship matrix.
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0.033
0.102
0.046
0.002
0.004
0.009
0.039
0.050
0.034
0.051
0.069

0.100
0.056
0.063
0.016
0.023
0.049
0.059
0.057
0.053
0.061
0.077

0.038
0.066
0.011
0.022
0.022
0.005
0.044
0.006
0.006
0.008
0.008

0.002
0.002
0.001
0.003
0.054
0.000
0.001
0.000
0.001
0.001
0.001

0.030
0.021
0.003
0.047
0.004
0.001
0.003
0.003
0.003
0.004
0.004

0.013
0.056
0.006
0.001
0.001
0.009
0.004
0.005
0.006
0.006
0.006

0.018 0.040 0.053 0.065 0.089 0.035 0.023
0.076 0.062 0.088 0.075 0.102 0.045 0.030
0.056 0.007 0.026 0.035 0.031 0.006 0.004
0.002 0.001 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.000
0.004 0.001 0.004 0.002 0.003 0.001 0.001
0.004 0.003 0.025 0.004 0.020 0.051 0.017
0.016 0.006 0.014 0.009 0.011 0.005 0.003
0.007 0.007 0.032 0.010 0.011 0.006 0.004
0.008 0.007 0.010 0.008 0.010 0.020 0.003
0.011 0.009 0.031 0.011 0.013 0.007 0.004
0.009 0.008 0.011 0.011 0.014 0.006 0.004

0.046
0.062
0.019
0.001
0.002
0.068
0.006
0.006
0.006
0.007
0.008

0.081
0.100
0.025
0.002
0.003
0.034
0.011
0.012
0.010
0.014
0.013

0.007
0.037
0.054
0.002
0.003
0.002
0.008
0.003
0.003
0.004
0.004

0.035
0.052
0.041
0.003
0.028
0.004
0.060
0.006
0.028
0.024
0.021

0.065
0.081
0.035
0.002
0.003
0.005
0.034
0.010
0.010
0.027
0.012

0.010
0.039
0.029
0.001
0.003
0.002
0.063
0.004
0.005
0.006
0.005

0.071
0.081
0.031
0.002
0.003
0.006
0.025
0.043
0.039
0.055
0.029
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Table 12- Continued.

A B C D E F

G

H M N O P

R

S

T

W

X Y

N < XS 49wnw 100 T

0.004 0.029 0.002 0.000 0.001 0.056
0.020 0.037 0.020 0.000 0.001 0.043
0.032 0.054 0.024 0.000 0.002 0.048
0.034 0.054 0.006 0.001 0.003 0.006
0.034 0.042 0.040 0.001 0.002 0.003
0.041 0.044 0.034 0.021 0.021 0.004
0.079 0.090 0.014 0.001 0.005 0.007
0.050 0.053 0.038 0.001 0.003 0.004
0.140 0.146 0.050 0.003 0.025 0.066

0.002 0.002 0.027 0.002 0.004 0.004
0.004 0.003 0.005 0.004 0.006 0.023
0.006 0.004 0.007 0.006 0.009 0.006
0.008 0.007 0.010 0.009 0.010 0.021
0.036 0.004 0.007 0.006 0.008 0.003
0.058 0.005 0.053 0.008 0.010 0.005
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Table 13- Calculation of R and J and factor weights.
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Table 14- Relationship threshold matrix.
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Figure 3- Cause and effect diagram between criteria.
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Table 15- Relationship threshold matrix.
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Table 16- Decision-making weight matrix.
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Table 17- Positive ideal and negative ideal matrices.
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Table 18- Positive ideal and negative ideal matrices.
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Table 19- Ranking of airlines based on indicators.
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