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Figure 2: Capacity Scenario Tree and the Marginal Probabilities of the Scenarios

(source: Liu et al., 2006)
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Figure 3: Capacity Scenarios for the Hypothetical Problem



Demand generated Capacity scenarios based on
from flight weather forecasts and/or analysis
schedules of past data on airport capacity
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Updates on :> Obtain the optimum PAARs by solving
demand the Ball et al. (2003) model
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Algorithm or policy to assign
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The FAA runs the
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Figure 4: Collaborative GDP Planning Using the Ball et al. (2003) Model for the

SAGHP
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Figure 5: Box-and-Whisker Plot Showing Percentage Reductions in Ground Delay

Costs of Different Airlines





