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In a recent Letter [1], Barrat, Barthelem y and Vespignani BBV ) have
proposed am odel for the evolution ofweighted netw ork when new edges and
vertices are continuously established into the netw ork w hile causing dynam ic
behavior of the weights. Their m odel dynam ics starts from som e initial
num ber of vertices connected by links or edges w ith assigned weights and
at each tim e step, addition ofa new vertex n wih m edges and subsequent
m odi cation in weights are govemed by the follow Ing two rules:

1. The vertex n is attached at random to a previously existing vertex i
according to the probability distribution

n! i= P——: 1)

2. The nduced total increase in strength s; of the ith vertex is dis-
tribbuted am ong the weights w ;5 of its neighbors j according to
w s
W ij ! Wiyt —. @)
Si
T his second rule, though could be one possibility, does not ollow the sam e
m echanisn of the st rule. Here we discuss these rules in the context of
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worldw ide airport network and suggest an altemative to the second rule
which is consistent w ith the m echanisn ofthe st rule.

In BBV ’sown words, the st rule can be described as \busy get busier"
R]. It can be w ritten m ore explicitly as \busy airports get busier". The Eq.
(1) suggests that it ism ore probable that a new airport (vertex) n willbe
attached to the airport iwhich handlesm ore tra ¢ represented by strength
s;. The second rule Eg. 2) does not follow the sam e m echanisn , Instead it
can be described by \busy routes get busier". A ccording to the second rule,
the route i to j having m ore tra c as indicated by w ;5 would handle larger
portion of the nduced tra ¢ given by % . That does not necessarily
m ean that the airport j, n the neighbor ofil, w ith largest value for w iy is
also the airport w ith m axin um strength or tra ¢ In com parison w ith other
neighboring airports of i. Now , as an altemative to Eq. (2), consider

55
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where V (i) indicates set of all neighboring airports (vertices) of i and k €
n. The last term of Eg. (3) indicates that i is m ore probabl that the
Induced tra ¢ would go towards the airport j which handles m axin um
tra c s j am ong the neighboring airports V (i) of i. Thus, this m echanisn
is in consistency w ith the m echanisn ofthe st rule, ie. busy airports get
busier.

A Iso, it should be noted that the second rule of BBV does not consider
fiirther redistrdbution of wsi_j am ong the weights of the neighbors of neigh—
bors of airport i. And BBVl’s weighted m odel is Iim ited to the case where
passengers prefer direct  ights or/and ights w ith one connection. In order
to nclide the Iightswih U/\IPO Interm ediate connections and in accordance
with the rstle, ° $5=[ x2v @ Sx]should be redistrbuted am ong the
weights w 51 of the neighbors 1 of j according to

S
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where V (j) indicates the set of neighbors of j and k 6 i.
A detailed ocom putational study on the new Iy proposed m echanisn in
this note w illbe considered in our future work.
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