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Additional considerations: 

- Larger airlines serve several markets and can distribute costs to markets with less elastic demand to optimize revenues. 
- Over the last years hardly any movement of airlines between hubs indicates that demand for airport infrastructure is 

inelastic
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Price increase analysis

Schiphol is monopolist, i.e. only supplier of infrastructure: no alternatives, locations outs
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services, therefore there is market power as these charges can be passed on to airlines because opting out is not 
likely for airlines.  
 

 Market power in all five markets 
 

Schiphol increase current concession fe


