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Introduction

The present report provides a snapshot of the competitive position of online travel
agencies (OTA) and airlines distributing their content via the metasearch engine
Skyscanner.com.

We have analyzed approximately 360 routes split in two pools:

1. Flights between the most popular airports in Russia and the former Soviet
republics sold on the Russian (RU) market.

2. Flights between the most popular airpoirts in Europe, except Russia and the
former Soviet republics sold on the United Kingdom (UK) market.

The firist pool has been searched with Russian (RU) regional settings, the second pool
has been searched with United Kingdom (UK) regional settings, therefore we have
compared different pools of participating OTAs.

The authors have made every effort to use reliable information, but we make no
representation that it is accurate and complete. In no event shall Travel Services Ltd.
and its partners be liable for damages, expenses, loss of opportunity or profit caused
by the use of content in this report.

Glossary

In this report we have used the following terms:

Itinerary: Flights or flight combinations returned by skyscanner.com based on (user)
search

Offer: A price returned by a vendor for itinerary (there could be multiple offers per
itinerary)

Market: A localized search environment in skyscanner.com for residents of a certain
country

Vendor: Online travel agency (OTA) or airline distributing air fares via
Skyscanner.com

Methodology

We created two pools (RU and UK) consisting of approximately 180 routes each. The
routes in RU connect popular airports located in Russia and the former soviet
countries. The routes in UK connect popular airports in Europe and European
territories, excluding the countries taking part in the RU pool.

We have applied complex criteria in selecting the routes in order to achieve a balanced
and representative sample. The routes include short and long haul flights. Between
some of the airports direct air links exist, others are only accessible by connecting
flights.

We searched for return flights taking place one month ahead from the date of search.

The return date has been set to one week from arrival. The search was carried out in
February 2019.
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In terms of technology, we utilized proprietary developed software that produces
analytical reports. For the purposes of the comparison we used the metasearch engine
skyscanner.com and performed searches under the United Kingdom (UK) and Russia
(RU) regional settings (markets). Only OTAs and airlines offering flights under these
two markets have been considered. Offers containing direct point to point flights of
Ryanair (IATA designator: FR) and offers by Skyscanner.com Mashups have been
excluded from the results. Ryanair as an airline has been excluded from the list of
vendors.

In order to identify virtual interlining flight offers, we have applied proprietary developed
software that detect such fares. The algorithm does not count virtual connections,
which are possible by traditional interlining agreements. It is important to note virtual
combinations containing Ryanair (IATA designator: FR) appear in the results.

Details about the searches

The present report is based on the following searches conducted:

searchdate Flightdate returndate market number of routes
1 2019-02-15 2019-03-20 2019-03-27 UK 184
2 2019-02-15 2019-03-20 2019-03-27 RU 174

Table 1 Details about the searches

The below figures provide visualization in the form of route maps:

Figure 1 Visualization RU pool route map
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Figure 2 Visualization UK pool route map

If you would like to check the complete list of routes, please see the appendix at the
bottom of this report.

The 5 routes which produced highest average number of offers:

RU pool UK pool

From To offers From To offers
1 Sochi Kiev 1000 + 1 Amsterdam  Paris 1000+
2 Kiev Moscow 1000 + 2 Dusseldorf Oslo 1000+
3 |Moscow Riga 1000 + 3 Frankfurt Paris 1000+
4 S. Petersburg Moscow 998 4 |Paris Zurich 997
5 |Moscow Ekaterinburg 984 5 Milan Prague 994

Table 2 Routes with most offers
The 5 routes which produced lowest average number of offers:

RU pool UK pool
From To offers From To offers
170 N. Novgorod |Kaunas 41 180 Fuerteventura Krakow 52
171 Kharkiv Kaunas 37 181 Saint Martin  Turin 44
172 Kutaisi N. Chelny 16 182 Bristol Cologne 44
173 Kutaisi Noril'sk 13 183 Naples Saint Martin 20
174 Kutaisi Khujand 5 184 Saint Martin Sofia 16

Table 3 Routes with least offers

FOR NON COMMERCIAL USE ONLY AUTHORS: PETER PANAYOTOV AND IVAN PEEV 5
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Overall offers analysis

In this section you will see the breakdown by vendor of the total offers produced. The
RU pool produced slightly over 120,000 offers, while the UK pool produced nearly 50%
more offers, totaling 172,000.

Top 10 vendors in terms of offers

The below table illustrates the vendors break-down per each pool. The colored
vendors appear in both rankings and are essentially active on both markets.

Vendor RU Offers Percent Vendor UK Offers | Percent

iCity.TraveI 32736 27.2% Expedia 31535 15.5%

3 ozon.travel 11473 9.5% lastminute.com 23125 11.3%

5 Supersaver.ru 9921 8.2% Opodo 18377 9.0%

6 Kupibilet 7911 6.6%  eDreams 17636 8.6%

7 Tickets.ru 5420 4.5% ebookers 15143 7.4%

8 eDreams 5350 4.4% BudgetAir 9812 4.8%

9 Trip.ru 3882 3.2%  Jetabroad 7386 3.6%

10 Aviakassa 3537 2.9% Mytrip 7108 3.5%

11 Others 12868 10.7% Others 29906 14.7%

Table 4 Offers break-down per vendor
Pie charts visualizing the above table:

RU pool UK pool

Others Expedia Others
City Travel Aviakassa
Trip.ru Mytrip
eDreams Jetabroad
GotoGate
Tickets.ru BudgetAir
Kupibilet ebookers
Kiwi.com lastminute.com
Supersaver.ru
eDreams
azon.travel AeroBilet Kiwi.com Opodo

Figure 3 Offers break-down per vendor

FOR NON COMMERCIAL USE ONLY
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Vendors statistics by price

In this section we analyze the routes based on price competitiveness. The colored
vendors appear in both rankings.

Vendors offering the lowest price option

The table refers to the number of times a vendor had an offer for the cheapest itinerary.
Note that, it does not necessarily mean that that the vendor always quoted the
absolute cheapest price, as for each result, there are multiple quotes by various
vendors.

Vendor RU Itineraries Percent  Vendor UK  Itineraries Percent

1 CityTravel 55 31.6% Kiwicom 71 386%

2 ozon.travel 36 20.7% BudgetAir 22 12.0%

3 OneTwoTrip (12 6.9% GotoGate 21 11.4%
457 Airlines |10 5.7% easylet 19 10.3%
s Kiwicom WSS Luthansa 10 5.4%
6 Aeroflot 9 52%  Expedia 6 3.3%

7 Kupibilet 7 4.0%  Wizz Air 4 2.2%

8 Biletix.ru 7 4.0%  Air France 4 2.2%

9 AeroBilet 6 3.4% lastminute.com 4 2.2%

10 Aviakassa |5 2.9%  Vueling Airlines 4 2.2%

11 Others 18 10.3% Others 19 10.3%
Table 5 Vendors break-down by lowest price option
Pie charts visualizing the above table:

RU pool UK pool

Others Ohers

Vueling Airlines
lastminute.com

Air France
Wizz Air

Aviakassa

City Travel AeroBilet

Biletix.ru Kiwi.com
Expedia
Kupibilet
Lufthansa
Aeroflot

Kiwi.com easyjet

S7 Airlines

: | .
azon trave OneTwoTrip BudgetAir GotoGate

Figure 4 Vendors break-down by lowest price option
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Top 20 vendors with offers in the top 10 cheapest results per route

The below table shows the percentage of times a vendor had offers for the cheapest
10 results per routes. Note that, it does not necessarily mean that the vendor always
quoted the absolute cheapest price, as for each result, there are multiple quotes by

various vendors.
Vendor UK Percent

Vendor RU Percent

1 CityTravel  11.6% Kiwicom  9.1%
iozon.travel 9.2% Expedia 8.3%
E_‘Iastminute.com 8.2%
4 AeroBilet 7.9%  Opodo 8.1%
5 Supersaver.ru 7.6% GotoGate 8.0%
6 Trip.ru 7.1% eDreams 7.9%
7 Tickets.ru 6.9% BudgetAir 7.8%
8 Kupibilet 5.8% |Jetabroad 7.6%
9 Aviakassa 5.6% Mytrip 7.3%
10 OneTwoTrip 5.4% Ebookers 5.7%

EeDreams 5.3%

13 Go2See 3.9% Lufthansa 1.9%
14 Biletix.ru 3.0% KLM 1.8%
15 Aeroflot 1.9% easylet 1.1%
116 S7 Airlines 1.8%  AirFrance 0.9%
E_‘Brussels Airlines 0.6%
EPobeda 0.4%  Vueling Airlines 0.6%
19 Turkish Airlines 0.3% Iberia 0.6%
20 LOT 0.3% Air Europa 0.5%

Table 6 Vendors break-down per 10 cheapest options
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Vendor by position in itinerary - first 10 itineraries sorted by price

The figures below show how many times (vertical Y axis) a vendor had an offer on a
specific position in the itinerary ranking 1% to 10" (horizontal X axis):

Visualization RU pool route map

W AeroBilet Kupibilet EEl Travelgenio
700 Aeroflot OneTwoTrip Trip.ru
Aviakassa 8 Supersaverru  EEM eDreams
600 B City.Travel WM Tickets.ru BN ozon travel
Kiwi.com
500
00 —
- -
200
100
. —
2 4 6 8 10
pos

Visualization UK pool route map

I BudgetAir Kiwi.com I Trip.com
dia Mytrip Bl eDreams
ebookers

pos

Figure 5 X Y Offer ranking visualization

FOR NON COMMERCIAL USE ONLY AUTHORS: PETER PANAYOTOV AND IVAN PEEV 9



FOR NON COMMERCIAL USE ONLY

Vendor by position in the same itinerary relative to the other
vendors - first 10 positions for the first 20 itineraries in percents

This section refers to the ranking of a given vendor in the same itinerary compared to
other vendors, sorted by price. The cheapest offer is in first place. The figure shows
for what percentage of all offers (Y axis) a given vendor had an offer on a specific
position ( X axis ). For example, visually in RU pool Aeroflot had only 1st position
offers. In the UK pool Kiwi.com had either 1st or last positions but not many in the
middle.

Visualization RU pool route map

Il AeroBilet s Kiwi.com Travelgenio

100

I Biletix.ru S7 Airlines
Il City Travel Supersaver.ru eDreams
Bl Go2See Tickets.ru BN ozon travel

pos

Visualization UK pool route map

I Air France s Kiwi.com Trip.com
100

ebookers
BN Jetabroad Travelgenio M8 |astminute.com

pos

Figure 6 XY Visualization of offer ranking comparison
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Vendor by cost (EUR) per hour flight time for the cheapest option

The below table indicates the average cost per hour flown in the air of the various
vendors, taking into account only the cheapest itinerary per route. The connecting
times and respectively the total travel time are not reflected.

Vendor RU EUR/hour Vendor UK EUR/hour
1 Pobeda 13.06 Wizz Air 10.54
2 Trip.com 23.84 Dohop 14.31
3 S7 Airlines 24.28 SWISS 16.41
4 Ukraine International 24.78 Aer Lingus 18.19
5 ButaAirways.az 24.93 TAP Air Portugal [18.42
6 Turkish Airlines 26.02 Lufthansa 18.79
7 City.Travel 26.03 Air Europa 18.81
8 Aeroflot 26.37 easylet 18.83
9 ozon.travel 27.68 Transavia 20.16
10 Motor Sich Airlines 28.84 Vueling Airlines 20.65
11 AeroBilet 29.17 Netflights.com 21.94
12 Kiwi.com 29.9 Brussels Airlines 122.29
13 Aviakassa 29.97 Kiwi.com 22.76
14 Trip.ru 30.87 Carlton Leisure 22.87
15 Tickets.ru 30.94 Travelgenio 22.89
16 Supersaver.ru 31.39 Ebookers 23.54
17 Travelgenio 32.12 GotoGate 23.65
18 eDreams 32.95 Alitalia 23.90
19 airBaltic 33.22 Expedia 24.63
20 Biletix.ru 33.82 lastminute.com 25.26
21|OneTwoTrip 34.1 BudgetAir 25.32
22 Go2See 36.15 Jetabroad 25.41
23 Kupibilet 37.09 GatwickConnects 26.19
24 LOT 103.91 Mytrip 26.34
2 [ i serbia 26.84
;_-eDreams 27.03
22 [ I i France 27.51
30 [ I A ustrian Airlines  28.91
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Vendor by cost (EUR) per hour flight time for the first 10 cheapest
itineraries

The below table indicates the average cost per hour flown in the air of the various
vendors, taking into account only the first 10 itineraries ranked by price. The
connecting times and respectively the total travel time are not reflected in the
calculation.

Vendor RU EUR/hour Vendor UK EUR/hour
1 Pobeda 12.51 Wizz Air 13.51
2 Ural Airlines 16.56 LATAM Airlines 14.07
3 |S7 Airlines 24.15 Volotea 16.55
4 ButaAirways.az 24.93 easylet 17.20
5 City.Travel 26.03 Turkish Airlines 18.84
6 Aeroflot 26.42 SWISS 19.00
7 Trip.com 26.44 Aer Lingus 19.65
8 Biletix.ru 26.73 TAP Air Portugal 20.30
9 Ukraine International 27.24 Air Europa 20.60
10 ozon.travel 27.57 airBaltic 20.90
11 Travelgenio 28.21 Brussels Airlines 21.06
12 Aviakassa 28.49 Transavia 21.73
13 AeroBilet 28.69 Air France 22.23
14 Tickets.ru 29.1 Iberia 22.68
15 Motor Sich Airlines  30.04 Lufthansa 23.00
16 Trip.ru 30.28 Dohop 23.01
17 Kiwi.com 30.72 Netflights.com  23.99
18 OneTwoTrip 30.86 Carlton Leisure |24.10
19 Go2See 30.92 GotoGate 24.88
20 Supersaver.ru 32.25 Travelgenio 25.13
21 Turkish Airlines 32.37 Austrian Airlines 25.39
22 Kupibilet 32.68 Vueling Airlines 25.51
23 airBaltic 35.01 lastminute.com [25.74
24 eDreams 36.94 Air Serbia 25.80
25 Flydubai 51.73 Ebookers 25.86
26 LOT 62.28 Eurowings 26.14
27 BudgetAir 26.37
28 Expedia 26.69
29 Fly Sharp 27.11
30 Alitalia 27.24
31 Kiwi.com 27.29
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J Vendor RU EUR/hour ‘ Vendor UK EUR/hour
@_-GatwickConnects 27.45
34 R I c itish Airways  27.64

Table 8 Cost per hour ranking for the 10 cheapest itinerary

Vendors ranking by travel time

The below data refer to vendor ranking by total travel time. The cheapest itineraries
are not always the most convenient ones, so here we compare how vendors perform
in terms of offers for the quickest options. The colored vendors appear in both
rankings.

Vendors offering the fastest itineraries

The below table compares the vendors quoting for the fastest itinerary (least travel
time) per search.

Vendor RU Itineraries Percent. Vendor UK  Itineraries Percent
1 AeroBilet 153 11.0% Expedia 821 9.7%
2 ozon.travel 152 10.9% lastminute.com 815 9.6%
'3 Kiwicom 146 10.5% GotoGate 782 9.3%
TSupersaver.ru 129 9.3% BudgetAir 750 8.9%
5 Tickets.ru 128 9.2% | Opodo 706 8.4%
6 Trip.ru 92 6.6%  ebookers 692 8.2%
7 City.Travel 91 6.5% eDreams 684 8.1%
8 Kupibilet 82 5.9%  Trip.com 661 7.8%
9 OneTwoTrip 79 57%  Kiwicom 648 7.7%
10 Aviakassa 71 5.1% Mytrip 383 4.5%
11 Others 269 19.3% Others 1511 17.9%

Table 9 Ranking per fastest itinerary
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Pie charts visualizing the above table:

RU pool UK pool

AeroBilet Expedia
Others

Bstminute.com
azon.travel

Mytrip
Aviakassa
GotoGate

Kiwi.com

Kiwi.com OneTwoTrip

6.5%
92% 66%

Kupibilet BudgetAir Trip.com

Supersaver.ru
City. Travel

Opodo eDreams
Tickets.ru Trip.ru ebookers

Figure 7 Ranking per fastest itinerary

Top 20 vendors with offers in the top 10 results per route by travel
time
The below table lists the first 20 vendors quoting for the 10 fastest itineraries per route.

- VendorRU  Percent  Vendor UK Percent
I Kiwicom  9.0% Kwicom  85%
7020n.trave| 8.3% GotoGate 8.4%
3 City.Travel 7.9% BudgetAir 8.0%
4 AeroBilet 7.9%  |Jetabroad 8.0%
5 Tickets.ru 7.5% lastminute.com 8.0%
6 Supersaverru 7.3% Expedia 7.8%
7 Kupibilet 7.2% Opodo 7.6%
8 Trip.ru 6.7% eDreams 7.3%
9 Go2See 6.2% Mytrip 6.6%
10 Aviakassa 6.1% Ebookers 5.8%

=
KB

13 Biletix.ru 4.7% Lufthansa 2.7%
14 eDreams 3.3% KLM 1.4%
15 Aeroflot 3.1% Iberia 1.3%
16 S7 Airlines 1.1% easylet 1.1%
17 Trip.com 0.8% Air France 1.0%
18 Pobeda 0.3%  |Vueling Airlines 0.8%
19 Ural Airlines 0.2%  |SAS 0.7%
20 Turkish Airlines 0.2%  Austrian Airlines 0.7%

Table 10 Vendor ranking per 10 fastest itineraries
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Virtual Interlining

This section is specifically related to virtual interlining. The share is estimated based
on custom-built software.

Percent of itineraries with virtual interlining offers

In all itineraries:
| RU pool UK pool

Virtual Itineraries Virtual Itineraries
69.2% 3.7%

In the first 10 search results:
RU pool UK pool

Virtual Itineraries top 10 results Virtual Itineraries top 10 results
51.2% 19.2%

Percent of cases when virtual interlining was the cheapest option
RU pool UK pool

Virtual Itineraries cheapest option Virtual Itineraries cheapest option
36.8% 35.3%

Virtual Itineraries by vendor and market

Virtual interlining in RU pool
market vendor all_itineraries | virtual_itineraries | Percent Virtual Itineraries
RU City.Travel 32736 27477 83.9%
RU Kiwi.com 17019 11178 65.7%
RU Supersaver.ru 9921 3923 39.5%
RU AeroBilet 10387 3328 32.0%
RU Kupibilet 7911 3302 41.7%
Virtual interlining in UK pool
UK Kiwi.com 18711 2927 15.6%
UK GatwickConnects 185 185 100.0%
UK Dohop 66 12 18.2%

Table 11 Vendor break-down per virtual interlining

Note: Our algorithm detects virtual interlining combinations based on a number of
complex criteria, but there are certain ambiguous cases, which we don’t mark as virtual
combinations. Therefore, the actual share of virtual interlining may be bigger.
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Virtual interlining the cheapest fare by participating airline

The below table shows how many times the mentioned airlines appear in virtual
itineraries in the cases when these itineraries are the cheapest for the route. Results

are limited to top 20 airlines.

RU pool
Airline itineraries Percent
1 S7 Airlines, S7 38 13.0%
2 UTair Aviation, UT 33 11.3%
3 Aeroflot Russian Airlines, SU 32 10.9%
4 |Pobeda Airlines LLC, DP 32 10.9%
5 Belavia Belarusian Airlines, B2 28 9.6%
6 Ural Airlines, U6 22 7.5%
7 Fly One, 5F 15 5.1%
8 Air Astana, KC 13 4.4%
9 LOT Polish Airlines, LO 12 4.1%
10 Air Baltic, BT 12 4.1%
11 Nordwind Airlines, N4 12 4.1%
12 Scat Air, DV 9 3.1%
13 Aeroflot-Nord, 5N 6 2.0%
14 |Somon Air, SZ 4 1.4%
15 Qazaq Air, IQ 3 1.0%
16 Wizz Air, W6 3 1.0%
17 JSC Azimuth Airlines, A4 3 1.0%
18 Ukraine International Airlines, PS |2 0.7%
19 NordStar Airlines, Y7 2 0.7%
20 Azerbaijan Airlines, J2 2 0.7%

Table 12 Airlines participating in virtual interlining when cheapest itinerary RU pool

UK pool
airline itineraries Percent
1 Ryanair, FR 55 36.9%
2 Vueling Airlines, VY 16 10.7%
3 |easylet, U2 14 9.4%
4 |Eurowings, EW 11 7.4%
5 Norwegian Air Shuttle, DY 10 6.7%
6 Laudamotion, OE 4 2.7%
7 Albanian Airlines, LV 3 2.0%
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airline itineraries Percent
8 Wizz Air, W6 3 2.0%
9 Air France, AF 3 2.0%
10 Flybe, BE 3 2.0%
11 Iberia Airlines, IB 3 2.0%
12 Aer Lingus, El 3 2.0%
13 Air Caraibes, TX 3 2.0%
14 Transavia Holland, HV 3 2.0%
15 WOW Air, WW 2 1.3%
16 Olympic Airlines, OA 2 1.3%
17 XL Airways France, SE 1 0.7%
18 Thomas Cook Airlines, MT 1 0.7%
19 Tropic Air, PM 1 0.7%
20 Aegean Airlines, A3 1 0.7%

Table 13 Airlines participating in virtual interlining when cheapest itinerary UK pool

Pie charts visualizing the above tables:

RU pool UK pool

S7 Airlines, S7

UTair Aviation, UT ek Ryanair, FR e Flybe, BE
11.3% Air Baltic, BT Air France, AF
Wizz Air, W6
LOT Polish Airlines, LO 0% Albanian Airlines, LV
27%
10.9% Laudamotion, OE
ferofiot Russian Airiines, SU 51% #ir Astana, KC 67%
7.5% 10.7% Norwegian Air Shuttle, DY
96% Fly One, 5F - 9.4%
Pobeda Airlines LLC, DP Ural Airlines, UG Eurowings, EW

Vueling Airlines, VY
Belavia Belarusian Airlines, B2 easyJet, U2

Figure 8 Airlines participating in virtual interlining when cheapest itinerary
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Appendix - List of searched routes

RU pool
From To From To From To
Almaty Kiev Almaty Saint Petersburg|Almaty Simferopol
Anapa Almaty Anapa Baku Anapa Sochi
Arkhangelsk Baku Arkhangelsk Irkutsk Arkhangelsk Kaliningrad
Ashkhabad Baku Ashkhabad Bishkek Ashkhabad Yerevan
Astana Ufa Astana Vladivostok Astana Volgograd
Astrakhan Chelyabinsk Astrakhan Dushanbe Astrakhan Nizhny
Novgorod
Atyrau Lviv Atyrau Novyy Urengoy Atyrau Semenova
Baku Kiev Baku Minsk Baku Novosibirsk
Barnaul Chelyabinsk Barnaul Dushanbe Barnaul Eic::gnc:/rod
Batumi Chelyabinsk Batumi L Batumi Semenova
Novgorod
Belgorod Atyrau Belgorod Kharkiv Belgorod Khujand
Bishkek Chisinau Bishkek Krasnoyarsk Bishkek \l\/lloizsralnye
Blagoveshchensk Atyrau Blagoveshchensk |Kharkiv Blagoveshchensk Shymkent
Chelyabinsk Bishkek Chelyabinsk Khabarovsk Chelyabinsk Yerevan
Chisinau Kazan’ Chisinau Krasnodar Chisinau Samara
Dushanbe Bishkek Dushanbe Irkutsk Dushanbe Yerevan
Ekaterinburg Astana Ekaterinburg Thilisi Ekaterinburg Vilnius
Irkutsk Chisinau Irkutsk Khabarovsk Irkutsk Krasnoyarsk
Kaliningrad Khabarovsk Kaliningrad Osh Kaliningrad Surgut
Kaunas Lviv Kaunas Makhachkala  |Kaunas Odessa
Kazan’ \I\//Ioigsralnye Kazan’ Rostov Kazan’ Tyumen
Khabarovsk Chisinau Khabarovsk Krasnoyarsk Khabarovsk \l\/lloigsralnye
Kharkiv Kaunas Kharkiv Lviv Kharkiv Makhachkala
Khujand Eszliryezhnyye Khujand Nizhnevartovsk Khujand Semenova
Kiev Moscow Kiev Riga Kiev Iizltr:etrsburg
Krasnodar Minsk Krasnodar Novosibirsk Krasnodar Tashkent
Krasnoyarsk Kazan’ Krasnoyarsk Krasnodar Krasnoyarsk Samara
Kutaisi Khujand Kutaisi Elssli:,ezhnyye Kutaisi Noril'sk
Lviv Makhachkala  |Lviv Odessa Lviv Omsk
Makhachkala Novyy Urengoy Makhachkala Odessa Makhachkala Omsk
Mineralnye Vody Osh Mineralnye Vody Perm Mineralnye Vody Surgut
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From To From To From To
Minsk Novosibirsk Minsk Tashkent Minsk Ufa
Moscow Ekaterinburg Moscow Riga Moscow Simferopol
Naberezhnyye Nizhnevartovsk Naberezhnyye Noril'sk Nizhnevartovsk  Noril'sk
Chelny Chelny
Nizhnevartovsk  Saratov Nizhny Novgorod | Irkutsk Nizhny Novgorod Kaliningrad
Nizhny Novgorod Kaunas Novosibirsk Tashkent Novosibirsk Thilisi

_ i Petropavlovsk-
Novosibirsk Vilnius Novyy Urengoy  Omsk Novyy Urengoy Kamchatsky
Novyy Urengoy  Syktyvkar Odessa Osh Odessa Perm
Odessa Shevchenko Omsk Orenburg Omsk Petropaviovsk-

Kamchatsky
Omsk Syktyvkar Orenburg Saratov Osh Orenburg
Osh Perm Osh Shevchenko Perm Orenburg
Petropavlovsk- Petropavlovsk-
Perm K Perm Shevchenko Kamchatsky Saratov
Riga Astana Riga Ekaterinburg Riga Simferopol
Rostov Surgut Rostov Tallinn Rostov Tyumen
Saint Petersburg Ekaterinburg Saint Petersburg |Moscow Saint Petersburg |Riga
Samara Kazan’ Samara Minsk Samara Rostov
Semenova Elssli:,ezhnyye Semenova Nizhnevartovsk 'Semenova Novyy Urengoy
Shevchenko Syktyvkar Shymkent Dushanbe Shymkent Kaliningrad
Shymkent Kaunas Simferopol Astana Simferopol Thilisi
Simferopol Vilnius Sochi Kiev Sochi Moscow
Sochi Saint Petersburg|Surgut Tomsk Surgut Voronezh
Tallinn Tomsk Tallinn Yakutsk Tallinn Yuzhnc?-
Sakhalinsk
Tashkent Tallinn Tashkent Tyumen Tashkent Volgograd
Thilisi Tallinn Thilisi Ufa Thilisi Vladivostok
Yuzhno-
Tyumen Tomsk Tyumen Voronezh Tyumen Sakhalinsk
Yuzhno-
Ufa Voronezh Ufa Yakutsk Ufa .
Sakhalinsk
Vilnius Vladivostok Vilnius Volgograd Vilnius Yakutsk
Yerevan Krasnodar Yerevan Rostov Yerevan Samara
UK pool

From To From To From To
Aberdeen Athens Aberdeen Birmingham Aberdeen Milaga
Alicante Amsterdam Alicante Barcelona Alicante Berlin
Amsterdam FMrZ?nkfurt am Amsterdam London Amsterdam Paris
Athens Barcelona Athens City of Brussels |Athens Copenhagen
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From To From To From To
Barcelona FMrZ?nkfurt am Barcelona London Barcelona Madrid
Basel Glasgow Basel Luxembourg Basel Nantes
Belfast Bergen Belfast Birmingham Belfast Bologna
Belgrade Berlin Belgrade Birmingham Belgrade Cologne
Bergen Bucharest Bergen Budapest Bergen Edinburgh
Berlin Copenhagen Berlin Dublin Berlin Dusseldorf
Bilbao Bologna Bilbao Bristol Bilbao Catania
Birmingham Bucharest Birmingham City of Brussels | Birmingham Lyon
Bodg Basel Bodg Bristol Bodg Catania
Bologna Bucharest Bologna Budapest Bologna Edinburgh
Bordeaux Bristol Bordeaux Catania Bordeaux Cologne
Bristol Budapest Bristol Cologne Bristol Glasgow
Bucharest Geneva Bucharest Hamburg Bucharest Helsinki

Las Palmas de
Budapest Geneva Budapest Hamburg Budapest Gran Canaria
Catania Basel Catania Glasgow Catania Naples
City of Brussels | Copenhagen City of Brussels |[Dublin City of Brussels | Dusseldorf
Cologne Edinburgh Cologne Lyon Cologne Marseille
Copenhagen Dublin Copenhagen 'Iiﬂrz?nkfurt am Copenhagen Munich
Dublin Dusseldorf Dublin Lisbon Dublin Oslo
Dusseldorf Lisbon Dusseldorf Oslo Dusseldorf Stockholm
Edinburgh Geneva Edinburgh Hamburg Edinburgh Ez:aclgjirge
FMrZ?nkfurt am London 'Iiﬂrz?nkfurt am Madrid ,Iiﬂrz?nkfurt am Paris
Fuerteventura Gothenburg Fuerteventura Hanover Fuerteventura Krakow
Geneva Helsinki Geneva Manchester Geneva Milan
Glasgow Luxembourg Glasgow Marseille Glasgow Naples
Gothenburg Hanover Gothenburg Krakow Gothenburg Palermo
Hamburg Helsinki Hamburg Ez:acl?nzsrge Hamburg Nice
Hanover Krakow Hanover Nuremberg Hanover Palermo
Helsinki Lisbon Helsinki Manchester Helsinki Milan
Krakow Luxembourg Krakow Reykjavik Krakow Thessaloniki
Lanzarote Island |Amsterdam Lanzarote Island |Athens Lanzarote Island | Berlin
S e R e S g
Lisbon Manchester Lisbon Milan Lisbon Oslo
London Madrid London Munich London Paris
Luxembourg Reykjavik Luxembourg Sofia Luxembourg Trondheim
Lyon Marseille Lyon Porto Lyon Toulouse
Madrid Munich Madrid Rome Madrid Zurich
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From To From To From To
Milaga Amsterdam Malaga Barcelona Milaga City of Brussels
Malta Nuremberg Manchester Nice Manchester ij;?:jrg:
Manchester Prague Marseille Nantes Marseille Naples
Marseille Saint Martin Milan Nice Milan IT/T;T:;S:
Milan Prague Munich Rome Munich Vienna
Munich Zurich Nantes Palermo Nantes Reykjavik
Nantes Thessaloniki Naples Nantes Naples Saint Martin
Naples Seville Nice :/T;T;c?rgae Nice Porto
Nice Stuttgart Oslo Prague Oslo Stockholm
Oslo Warsaw :/T;T;c?rgae Tenerife IT/T;T:;S: Valencia
PMaz:\T?;rg: Venice Paris Rome Paris Vienna
Paris Zurich Porto Saint Martin Porto Seville
Porto Sofia Prague Tenerife Prague Toulouse
Prague Venice Reykjavik Stavanger Rome Stockholm
Rome Vienna Rome Warsaw Saint Martin Sofia
Saint Martin Thessaloniki Saint Martin Turin Sofia Stavanger
Stockholm Stuttgart Stockholm Toulouse Stockholm Venice
Stuttgart Seville Stuttgart Tenerife Stuttgart Valencia
Tenerife Trondheim Tenerife Turin Thessaloniki Stavanger
Toulouse Trondheim Toulouse Turin Vienna Valencia




