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Abstract

Cooperation among network users would be possible in a near future, as real time communication between them can be
available by telematics. This implies that non-cooperative assumption like Wardrop’s principle, which has been widely used so
far in network modelling may not be appropriate for route choice problem. So a new principle requires for describing such
cooperative case. This paper presents a criterion, which represents cooperative route choice behaviours among network users.
With some examples, we compare the non-cooperative ptinciple and the cooperative one presented in this paper. Numerical
results from the examples show that the new principle would be better than the existing one.
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