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In a recentLetter [1],Barrat,Barth�elem y and Vespignani(BBV) have

proposed am odelfortheevolution ofweighted network when new edgesand

verticesarecontinuously established intothenetwork whilecausingdynam ic

behavior of the weights. Their m odeldynam ics starts from som e initial

num ber ofvertices connected by links or edges with assigned weights and

ateach tim estep,addition ofa new vertex n with m edgesand subsequent

m odi�cation in weightsare governed by the following two rules:

1. The vertex n isattached atrandom to a previously existing vertex i

according to the probability distribution

� n! i=
si

P

j sj
: (1)

2. The induced totalincrease � in strength si ofthe ith vertex is dis-

tributed am ong the weightswij ofitsneighborsj according to

wij ! wij + �
wij

si
: (2)

Thissecond rule,though could beone possibility,doesnotfollow the sam e

m echanism ofthe �rstrule. Here we discuss these rules in the context of

�
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worldwide airport network and suggest an alternative to the second rule

which isconsistentwith them echanism ofthe �rstrule.

In BBV’sown words,the�rstrulecan bedescribed as\busy getbusier"

[2].Itcan bewritten m oreexplicitly as\busy airportsgetbusier".TheEq.

(1)suggeststhatitism ore probable thata new airport(vertex) n willbe

attached to theairportiwhich handlesm oretra�crepresented by strength

si.Thesecond rule(Eq.2)doesnotfollow thesam em echanism ,instead it

can bedescribed by \busy routesgetbusier".According to thesecond rule,

therouteito j having m oretra�casindicated by w ij would handlelarger

portion ofthe induced tra�c � given by �
w ij

si
. That does not necessarily

m ean that the airportj,in the neighborofi,with largest value for wij is

also theairportwith m axim um strength ortra�cin com parison with other

neighboring airportsofi.Now,asan alternative to Eq.(2),consider

wij ! wij+ �
sj

P

k2V(i) sk
(3)

where V(i) indicates setofallneighboring airports(vertices) ofiand k 6=

n. The last term ofEq. (3) indicates that it is m ore probable that the

induced tra�c would go towards the airport j which handles m axim um

tra�c s j am ong the neighboring airports V(i) ofi. Thus,this m echanism

isin consistency with them echanism ofthe�rstrule,i.e.busy airportsget

busier.

Also,itshould benoted thatthe second rule ofBBV doesnotconsider

furtherredistribution of�
w ij

si
am ong the weightsofthe neighborsofneigh-

borsofairporti. And BBV’s weighted m odelislim ited to the case where

passengerspreferdirect
ightsor/and 
ightswith oneconnection.In order

to include the 
ightswith two interm ediate connectionsand in accordance

with the �rstrule,�0� �sj=[
P

k2V(i) sk]should beredistributed am ong the

weightswjlofthe neighborslofj according to

wjl! wjl+ �
0

sl
P

k2V(j) sk
(4)

whereV(j)indicatesthe setofneighborsofj and k 6= i.

A detailed com putationalstudy on the newly proposed m echanism in

thisnote willbeconsidered in ourfuturework.
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