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201549 H

1 Ry b7—=20H

SRS - SEE, HAROMERE. KFED TS AT =7, HDW0IE, kP AR—Y OEF
RBRE FR2 AR RIEB R A L U T BIEM S TOAMBRO AR R Y N7 =2 3R X T
W<, BhEBid, HERIZ, NEADBIZERI N3y " =2 DR THX DETEZE>TWD,
UTFORIE B2 bV - 22— T0D/NGE TLes Misérables] 128172 &EH A% ) —Re U, 56 DM AHE
REV VI TRATHNZEDTHL, NHBEBOREIIEUTY Y I BN < 8D, YROZEBHV5,
FEARDY Y Y - NI Y Ty T4 —REXORALY MIHHT D) VI BRRES ., /- FERT
11 2% Valjean. / — K 2 3 %% Fantine, / — K 2 6 %% Cosette (X589 5,

Fig.1.1  TLes Misérables] (28 1J % AR

REERNZFRT, 2y T =2 2E, HINEY L MONEY DA > 712 L > THEEI LTV
LB MGEME) VI DMERDEEGTHD, V= v 2V NI =27 DflL UTHTELT DM,



Zachary (2 & & RFEFERERZEL 2L EMOKANHEBEDORY T =2 ThHD, ARDT I 78 ENnERL
TWad,

Fig.1.2 EFU7 7 7%N UK ARG

B4EMOBLEREALY NT—=2IDHT, J—RES1E34DBRELZVN) VY (KAN) BERD,

UTFOMIE, 1970 4 12 AR TD ARPANET (Advanced Research Projects Agency Network) & I3
NEZIVE2—Z - AVE—2Y FDOXY NV —UEEZHINZEDTHS, ARPANET IF 1969 FITKE
EBh#aE DEM GEMEET RO L ITHEI NA2ME - AEDOZODOKRPHI Y Ea—2D2ry hT—2
Thd, wfliE UCLA & A& 74— RKF L DM THRERKNZEFRAE 0, #1012, UCLA. UCSB. SRIL
AT F— RKF, DK% HEINEH [BHERAGER S Nz,



HARV

UCLA RAND

Fig.1.3 1970 % 12 HT®D ARPANET % v 7 —72

H—RIFFAN - VEL—EPEINTVDRFEFEEZRBELTEY, VY ZEEHRAN - avEa—4in
BT CEBEICER L TS 2 23R T, AAN - IV ¥a—&%EEEIX, HBELKIZIZRER DO MIT
PN=N= RREPOPHFFED AR Y 7 4 — RK¥P UCLA Z#ED 1 3RFET, 2y bY—=27 LTV
VXN ) — REIOMIE RS D F O BESRV, BRAIL, RAND #5EfTE 7Y 7 A V=7 M3 v
AEZINIALET B A, BBN #LIEY Y Fa—t v YMIr vy 7V y JIChiET 5, 203y MY — 2 diEHRE
fEry N7 —20 OHRFITH S,

PTG, BRPRT VT o TIEER O RNRTER), HWVIE, O EH - EE TS, pEaik
DL T D, LEAMEHBIHRET LR EL VWO RFNZED 2 #EHRE UT, BEOHL2MIy hY—
ZIFHEINTHL, ZMUTO 2 M FEPRFRESIE Y T = BRICBI 2 74— H) - KAV
b (D) EFEENTWS, R - ffOREE 74—V - RA VYV MEUTEEINS 1Y N7 =213 2
#2757 (bipartite graph) & UTRIETE 2, 2777 TiE, &/ — NE. AP R HEA5L. HIEK - #
PO BRDZEEDEL LM 2HHIN, HMAESIIET D/ — NEHUE - #lIICE TS/ — RDEICY v 7
MR I NG, TORIZKREAR#BEOIFRHED 2HAY N7 =7 DRI TH S,
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Fig.1.4 24w bV —27 OF (2009 4KE IT ZREOMIFIEEDOLRY hT—2)

2 XY MNI—UDERH

Fv N7 —=20%, HRIIZIE. / — R (nodes, vertices) &%/ — R& KT D) > (edges, links) DESH
MHERE, &%/ —RIEFEFI 225, nfldlD /) —RNoR22YNT—0%2EFEZDHELE, /) —ROELG%E
N={1,23,....,n) £$3. J—RiNZDxy hI—ZIZBLTVAUL i€ N Thd., /J—Kik ) —
Kj LMD v 2 Bl A8 g TEBRT B, gy = gji =0 CHHEE, J— K ik ) —K j ORI
DERE R, /— R i DT ) — K j OTEORICBERIENH D & Ik, g; #0 £/21d g #0 TH D,
J — REDBERIZHFMER RN E & DF YD, VY IERVPIARTHE L E, g =9, =185, M
27'Z 7 (undirected graph) & 5 5., IKFEBEBRICAFERH D & &, HIRIE i D5 § ANOEFHEIZR VD,
Mo i NOERIEBIEN BB E X, g = 0,95 = L AL EEBTE, COES5B3Y NT—2 %Y V22 F
SFHENTWDDT, AT T 7 (directed graph) £S5, IR TOEMTIE, WD) RRWERY, AT S
TENRLT D,

J—ROEEN L&/ —RED) Y IRE G HEAON2LE, —DDI I 7WHBTEL, e ik
WiZZ27 (2w hTU—=2) g=(N,G) Ll T2, G (i,)) BHEZ g;; £ T2 nxnfifTHD, 155



G 3%/ — REOBEEN ZEERR (AR 2RIL THWEDT, B4 (adjacency matrix) & IFFIE
ha,

BRDOFRY N — 20 EFEST, N ={A,B,C,D,E,F,G} &35, &/—REDY ¥ rHE, B
75 G WML RORTEZLNTWVWS,

il 2.1
Bl 17 51 Dl
A|B|C|D|E|F|G
Alo|1|1]1]1|0]0
Bl1|lo|o]|o]|o|1]|1
cli1|olol1l0]|0]oO
Dl1|lo|1]0]0|0]|O
El1]l0|0|0|O0|1]|oO
Flo|1|l0o]o|1|0]O0
Glo|1|lolo|lo|o]oO

DT TEMENAUTHICTAS &, Fig. 2.4 12fivniz2y v =2 kb, ZDO3Y N —27 DR
ERTALD, /J—RAIF/—RFRB C D EXVVITERLTWS, DY, /J—RFB, C. D, ElZ
J— R A DBEN (neighbors) Th b, BENDEZEIRE (degree) L 55, /— R AF4 ADBEN, DXV, K
M4%ERD, /—RBIiZ3ADBEAZED,

an example of connected networks

Fig.2.1 N2 LI N2y b7 — 27 Ol

I NI =0 BT, DY k> THEEL TS ) — ROEGIE D A —2 (walk) 2105, A—0 ) — K
MDAV IEREEE T8 HVEE, VA—2IDOHD ) — RPFNTRLE>TND L E, /N
(path) £\ 5, T2/ —REK /) — RBFEIL LS IR >TWDE ) — ROFFIZY A 2 (cycle) &\
2,



Fig24 DHITNS & J—RANL /) — K GIZEESTDZNAE 2{H Y. A-E-F-B-G £ A-B-GThd,
ZD5H, A-B-GOSiNRIEEECREET 2 /8RB >T 0D, A-C-D-A IZV A1 7B >TODRETH
%5, A-E-F-B-A&$¥9 1470V ThHb,

EMEIZERT D, /—RiZERTDY VI E2EDTARTD/) —RDEY % N;i(g) ={j € Nlgji =1} T
K Td, N, D) —RiOBAESGTHD, /— R i ICEERIZ) V2 INBEADE n;(9) = |Ni(g)| 1&
)= RiDWETHB, SHED L. 0;(9) = |Ni(9)| XY NI —2 g IZJ@F 5 — R i OBEAOE %R
T, TIT X IFEAE X OBEREBERFIL TS, EOHITIE, Ny={B,C,D,E}, na=4&%>TW»
%, FBkIZ, Ng={A,F,G}, np =3 Ths,

kEEDBANERD ) — ROEA%E Ni(g9) £9DL. VI THADTARTO /) — Rk, HWIERLD n— 1O
£h

Ny, No,... Ny g
IZH#ETED, EORITIE,
Nl = {G}7 NQ = {CaDaE7F}7 N?) = {B}7 N4 = {A}

Lo TWVWD,

complete graph

Fig22 BRI 75 7 L5l 7 5 7

FTRTD ) — ROBE—BOREEREODED B3y NI —2V RIEM T T 7 (regular graph) £\5, Fig. 2.5
EHT T 7 OHRHENNT NS, ZOHITIEE ) — RIZA—DRL 4 %2F>Tnd, n;=n—1ThdL X,
DFEN., K/ —RPRY M= HOMDTANTD ) — REFEFHELTWD L&, 5Effity hT—2 (complete
network) £\ 5, —DD /) — REFLELUT, MOTRNTO/ — RPZOHL/ — REZFHEEL TS
IV NI —=0% AZ B3y NT—=J L F D,



Fig23 AR—M T 57D ) —RIZB S AR—HT ST

Pk 2 FK> /) — NoElG GRESE) Pr(k) &

LiEHIND, WHhT, Y Pr(k)=1Thd, BULOBITHETZE, N=7T480DT

1 4 1 1
PI‘(l) = ?, PI‘(Q) = ?, PI‘(3) = ?, PI‘(4) = ?
ERb, REAHMOREIE, ALZ—FAxy VT =7 TlE, n & HIZWML, ERIAY hY—2rTidEDoL

25,

ZIT, 2V MNI—UDKE%ERETS LTHERSELZERT D, 2V M-I HNDOHIMAEEZIY
U, ZOBPEAIIETIRZRL DD/ — ROMIZSAMBEFET DL E, ZNH6D /) —RiFRA—DI Y
A= I (component) IZJEFT 2 LWVD, AVKR—FX Y MNEXY NT—=TDHRFY NI =27 T, TDOHOD
FTARTOH /) — RPEFE L T2 BRROBAEESTHD, Fv N —2I3lHE, EHOIVR-2V NeEAT
Wb, 2V M7= EOFRTD ) — ROMBENS 2 EHfT D/ A% FHFo>T\WBH L E, 2w MY — 735
LT3 (connected) £\ 5, kL3 y NI =2 7272—DDa Vv KR—2Y N&ED, HIRIX, Fig 2.4
DAY "I —=2IFEFELTBY, ZEZ—20aVFR—32 Y "ML ERINTWS,

PFOFITIE, 2V E—2Y MYEBEGHET 27— A2/ T0d, 2Y N —T784hk0 ) — REUK 15
Thd, 3V N =72 UTIFERE LU TORON, £IVFE—2 Y MHOK ) — RiEiEL TW5B,



an example of components

Fig24 ¥ 73y Ny =2 aVE -3V b
TOD ) — NG SN/ S A DR 2 RIEERE (RFEEERE) (geodesic distance) WD, 2 hTU—2 L
IZH2d D0/ — RHOEMIZER, ZOBEEROZ 23T, 2v N7 —27 LOLERED DD/ — RHO

RGO R KRGS 3 v N — 2 OERE (diameter) £\5, %) — RE ORI 2 B> /- % /3 A
DI WD,

3 HiMbEEBEFRILOERR

e - BEFY T =7 O TRANCES T REBMLFHDO—2 1 52V Y - 70y
2B B Medici ROBUEZE KD FKRBMD Xy N7 =I5 ThH b, BIWFEEEZBL ZIELY NT—20
PER%E T 2ZE L BUAHIHE 2R LU T o 2R 2 04 2 72012, BIFTEHT S H0MEEE (centrality)
DOREEEH I Nz,

ooy —( s (i y——( o)

Tornabuoni

Fig.3.1 1547 ¢ LY 2iZB1F D Medici R& EBFKRD LAY T —2



Padgett and Ansell(1993) OfF7EIZ &, 1 57« L Y 22T 2 FERMBKMEO XY T —2
IE Fig.3.1 IZh 28D THd, ZOHl%@EL T, dulMbiE L ) b ikduibE OB O EEM: % FifET 5,

#Z)—=RKBAY T = ETENS SWOEENZ EOTWLE 02255 UTHIMLE (centrality)
ZREZET D, HOMLEIX 4 FEEOMERIH > TEHIT S Z e Hikd DT, 2AD 4 FHEOERDFE
5,

1. E (degree) (2D < HUMEEDFHA : J — R ED & S ITHEHRH I N TS 2% 5HH

2. BV (closeness) \ZHED < HUMBEDFHA : &/ — RPEWIZWNIAEZIZERE LGS DOh % FH

3. HifkME (betweenness) (ZHD <GHA : D ) — RIZHEET S L CONTEERKE 2 L2402 50

4. BEN (neighbors) OREIZEET EHEL : ) — ROBEADDNZEEZR H D WIXONITHRVEE ) 2 KD
N G

UEHMEEE (degree centrality) &1&, / — R ¢ OUEHIMEE Cy(i59) &iE. 2D — RO E HKA]
RERIRENCHE S - fHE NS,

Calizg) = 1)

HitkduMERE (betweenness centrality) IZPATRD & D IEHIND, / —Ri &/ —R jE2ECTDIT D EHM
PREED /S A DK ZE P(i,j) L KLU, TNHD/SARERKDHIZ ) — N EBEENTOL S AREEE Py(i, )
LXKl T D, /— Nk OdiflkfuMbE (betweennes centrality) 1. I

) — Py (i, 5)
Colks9) #j,’;t{i’j} P(i, j)
Thd, LrL., TOEEEZL, /) —FEn PRI RZIIONT, ZOFIMEEDHEE KREL< B85, HEIE
BT 320100, DD, K [0,1] KD B DIz 1.

Py(i,5)/P(i,5)
Co(ksg) = >
i3, k¢ {i,j} (n=1)n-2)/2
YEHTZHPERTHE, ZIT, HEOME (n—1)(n—2)/21 /) —REMAOn—1HD ) — kb~
DD/ —RERYHETHEYE (VVvY) oRiThs,

ZDEFIZI> T, Fig 3.1 DYNIHITERFR ¢ LR j 20D 2 REIEREDO R DOMEZE P(i,5) &
FKid L. \.Z’Lbo)ff‘xﬂﬁd)ﬁﬁ IRRkEDEENTODREEE P(i,5) £ KT D, Barbadori % & Guadagni
K&K SBEHBEOREI X, 3 DDV o (F) %Z#H$ % Barbadori - Medici - Tornabuoni - Guadagni

WS R & Barbadori - Medici - Albizzi - Guadagni DREMD 2RETH D, 725, i =Barbadori.
j =Guadagni £ U722 %, P(i,j) =2 THd., k =Medici £t T2 &. Py(i,j) =2 Thd., k =Strozzi &
B L Pi,j) =0, k=Albizzi £ B8 & Py(i,j) = 1 £ %43, Medici &% Bardadori & & Guadagni %
D2 ETHLOHEEZRZTRRLE BT WD, +Y NI —=2I1281F25 25 U zdub iyl & BEi
KRBT 20N, difkhMEETH D, ZOFEMEIEHT 2 &, Medici KOBEL 0.5219 £ 85, D F
Y. Medici REMID 2 5% % FESEIEREEFRID 5 B 52 % DRIEIT Medici RERHLTWD Z 22 bhd
Strozzi KO EFERBEZFHET DL, 0.103 725, Medici ROIRIZZ DENK I WVRRIE Guadagm



KT, ZTDIEIF 0.2545 TH 5, ZDI 5, Medici ROBIGHKEIEN 2w N T — 7 OREE IO EE L%
HxlZ U e TX 5,

Z DRI U T Networkx & FAWTEFA U Z3M AR Z L FDRIZRT,

il 3.1
74 LYYV TIIBITEFRRLY T =7 Df
clustering | degree sequence | degree centrality | betweenness centrality

"Castellani’ 0.6666 3 0.2142 0.0549
"Peruzzi’ 0.6666 3 0.2142 0.0219
'Strozzi’ 0.3333 3 0.2142 0.1025
"Ridolfi’ 0.3333 3 0.2142 0.1135
"Barbadori’ 0.3333 3 0.2142 0.0934
"Medici’ 0.0666 6 0.4285 0.5219
"Tornabuoni’ 0.3333 3 0.2142 0.0915
’Bischeri’ 0.0 1 0.0714 0.1043
"Guadagni’ 0.0 4 0.2857 0.2545
’Lamberteschi’ 0.0 1 0.0714 0.0
"Acciaiuoli’ 0.0 1 0.0714 0.0
"Salviati’ 0.0 2 0.1428 0.1428
"Pazzi’ 0.0 1 0.0714 0.0
"Albizzi’ 0.0 3 0.2142 0.2124
"Ginori’ 0.0 1 0.0714 0.0

HEEAL (clustering) DS %2 RS 572012, B Fig24 OHIIZREA S, /— K ADBEAIF 4 A
(C.D,E,B) "3, =0 4 AOHTHAR LI >T 38 C-D O—ME B Th B, 4 ADHHS - A%
DHTHATORIE 41/2121 =6 TH D, /> T, BEARLOMEYE (64) OHTHARLTHLEAEIL1/6
EROTVD, INEI TR VIHEEEND, DY, HFOBADNEOIZHEWVIZE > TWDHERTH
5,

FlIg.3.1 T. Medici FKIZV ¥V 7 %5DRZ/ — RIL6 THY., TD>b—#l~ZF, Tornabuorn X & Ridolfi
KOBRNPEHERNZY) V7L TS, BOT, Medici RDY 7 AR ) ¥ 7 FEUI
!
Ugg
LEIRTXS, FHOMRLENAET D,

=1/15 = 0.0666

J=RiDy I AR VI REIL
op = /PO AOBEAREEIIZY) > 7 SNTHSMAEOH
f J =R OBEAD S = AZ Y g HlEE D
BB, KU, EMEIZED &, J— N i ORFRILEREL (clustering coefficient), Cli(g). &

Cl(g) _ ZJENz(g) ZkENi(g) g]k: _ Zj<k’1j7k€Ni(g) g]k
Z ni(mi — 1) ni(ni —1)/2

10




LEHRIND,

J—Ri)—RjEHANT, J—RjMN/)—REEHBVTHDEE, 2KD) VY ij & jk b
3% /8A (path)i — j — k BMFET D, i Bk LHEGVTHNE, ZONRFHL TS EES, oY, 34
ij. jk. ki 582 SABOEHUZNNAMNTES, 77 AX) VI7EEIE. BEXN 203200 T, 3MAKO
BIU 228 228 5 TWB S ADE& % EHHIL TW3,

EXN20HL TS/ 2ADHK
EXMN20320%

3w NI =V RARTOVNER Y 5 AR v TR CL %R 2 ikl

_ PHU 72 3AIRIZB S T2 /S ADH x 3

T EX20ATHELEINA 3 ) — ROMEEDOK

TEHHET DI LIZRB D, HFIZ x3VPEGETE2DIE,. 3AFROHEAD 3P, NADHFETE ) —R& LT
X 3FEHVEDDT,

05 AR) v IR =

Cl

Fig 23 WOHfFETE @Y, AX -8y NT—7 Tk, dub/ — RUHAD ) — REIZIED ¥V 723780
DT, VIAZ) VITRBOMEIZ0 L85, Zry NT—27TIETRTO ) — RBPEWICER L TWSDT
DIARVVITREIE 1 L85, VIAR) VIRBOE S —DDERITE /) —RDI I ARV THREEOM
HBVEH2RATLE L TH S,

HWNMIV Y7L TWS ) — REALEN ORI NS EEDRKDMAES Z IR (clique) L \V>, IV KR—*
VREOMEIERELUTII W, k>3 UT, I={ii,...,ir} C N BAFOEMAER-4 & SIRI &0
5 I DFRTOMAEYR, ip,4, €TITHUT g, =1 BB L, ZOWEERSL, hOICl LA2%ES
I' BFEL RV, Sty ST =2 Tl 3 N7 —27 2E2NRBIZR S,

4 &Ry hT—70MRAOY—
41 &EFRY M-V DRBHE

SRR Y U — 23R T, SESRHPEESE R EOSEBEEE ) — R UTHERIND 2y N7 —2Th
M, V)V IORBIEHEMNIT ONT WD, BT i o7 j ILELNTONDGE. VY 78k
ME GRS Aratka o, ZOEIBEGRE Y V7 (i,5) TRETD, VYU (i,5) 387 i 5 HTH<
VY7, 79U MRE (out-going degree) D—D L 785, fifi. #8447 j MmO RNX, MALTLS BV VI, 1V
{HX (in-coming degree) 2 KT %, V) V7 DR AMITERDORNER U AME T L, @ty hT—2
DE)—RBEnLL, /—ROEAE N={1,2,...,n} LXRiLTD., VVIERIIZOEEDFNSL =D
D/ —REWY BT L EOMAETORZITHFIELES, VU IHEROESE E(N) L RiT D,

B Al KSR OB EHXEL S D KNG EHDO K/NPNEE L 25, 2@k i(lender) 5 <& il % B
j(borrower) ~NDEH U (loans) D & E. /=R iN6 /) — K j ADY ¥ 7 HfIZHE] RO KNS
WEIFDRNMIG U 2EA wjy = w(j,i) 2T, W & wj =w(i,j) %= (4,j) BRETEZEY NT—27D
VY ORI ET 2EATIIET D, 2V MU= DV VU EROBRE T ERERET D & X, HERRRET
e UTHEEATH (adjacency matrix) 2 AT 5, BETIIITOL S ITEREIND, / — N jnb ) —

11



R ICERPEMNT SN BBERHIUE, ) IR 0y =1 ERBIT D, DFY,

0 — 1 |wU|>O’Cd5)6£% (1)
Y lo wnbsto e X

i EH#E {0y} LT B A BB LS,

money_flow Bank_B

money_flow

Fig4.1 Hrrz o7

J—RCESERML TS ) — ROES (predecessors) % Py, /) — R i BNEGREZRMLELTVWE ) —RD
4 (successors) % S; LR T D,

Pi={j:(6,5) € EN)} Si={j: (i) € E(N)}
SRR DBEBELEATLDEEN, =P, US; 1&/ —RiDBEAN ) —ROELELED, &/ —RidD (EA
%) A UEE K b
kK= [P =) aji
i
THY. (B T IR kot 13

KM= 18] =" ai
7

YBoTWA, ZIT, A RS ADBEREEERT, OO VIREIRBT -ODT Y MNREEES DT,
3V NT—DEET, 1 VIEOBREE T NI OBREIE BT 5,

n n

Sk =Y kM =m

=1 i=1

12



MEALD, 22T, miERy MU =28V VI8 THD, /—RY72DDV ¥ T EILEERBTH 2
DT, (ky=m/n &%d, ZIZT. (k) IZFEHRBTH 5,

A7 Z 7 Tlk, world wide web IZIREIND D12, @H., 2v NIV =22k E2EBIERIVFR—%V
MIFEL B, 2 MU — 7i\4$atu\<o7b>0):1/d-\ YHIARLTWS, K<HOoNTWDEY
world wide web I£4 DD AVR—F Y hHEWVEYZ TAZ—IZHHALTWE*, H1DOY 7 AR—lFhRk
ETHY, 1 VE2 =2V bDETITY TR—=IDH 28 %% i, Google ¥ Yahoo 72 ¥ DE RV N HMEL M
HMThd, ZORETIE, EOTDDORFaAY M HWEEFET I NSANFLEL TS, DFYD, ZOKME

WEQEDZDD /) =R DB INAL ZORERNIZEENT WD, ZOHRKELZ GSCC(giant strongly
connected component) £\5,

2.8 30D T A8 —I% INKFE (GIN, giant in-component) & OUT KPE (GOUT. giant out-component)
EIFENT WS, GIN IFHHRKPE GSCO ITHefde % (EHER), HEERIZ) £/ — K264V K —%
FT. GSCC 75 GIN IZEHG 2V VI BFEAELBNIVAR—X Y N THhd, 2%V, GIND/ —RK» b6
GSCC D) — RN T ZLIETESED, GSCOMHIE GIND ) — RIZFK Z&IETER W, flh. GSCC
D) —RP5IE GOUT D — RIZZEYFIFZHMN, —H GOUT I247< & GSCC IZIFENZE W, GOUT
& GSCC b D— ﬁLfT@J}TﬁEQ/*‘l\f)‘bééj/ﬂ‘\ YRTHd, 1 VEZ—2Y b WWW Tld,
GOUT & GIN 7 9 AR —iF&v Ty TR—=IYDZNZT I 2 1%%5&)6\.2:75‘%&)%114\

BODY I AZ—IE, b, PEEBENSRS, IN6%2FLOT, tendrils L\ 5, f& (tube) i& GIN D

J—=RMHHT, GOUT D/ — RIfFLK NN AERRDaA VK- ?\‘/}"C“ WHIE, FURILVDEDBEELT
W5, #%i2@*ﬁﬁ)‘) GIN LTI R ER>AVR—F2 v be, GOUIZEHTDIV VI z2HD
AVKR—2V THD, Dﬁ"ﬂ@#%@/“}*b‘b%qﬂy&jﬁ@@ GSCCIZIF T v, Bldsa@y, 4o
ﬁ@ﬁ‘%??<\ BB ZEMTERVIEERDO IV A= N TH D, Zhid DCs(disconnected components)
EIIAVCOS, ) Y 2 RO BIEEREL T RS 57 2 LTI S 2 31, 0L

— RO RBIVE— 2V EELDT, GWCC(giant weakly connected componetns) EIEA TS,

Y T — 70)3:_/—1\’5:U\J:0)§J\§”b7‘_3/ﬂ‘ IV RZEIZHTT, B EREZRVES G, 12
75;&75"6‘3350 INHIEN=U,;G; &hi/=d, ZOLE h#kB5IE

{(6,4),(G,0) 11 € GuNj EGR} =10

Lo TWVWD,
UEDFY N =215 0HEHRTDELTDOLS ITHIIT S, @AY NV —0DT7 —F 77 F v —
LHLOFEEZ LTV,

LT OSEIC DV TDHIBIE. Broder et al.(2000) 3 & UF Dorogovtsez(2001) 2L TR X\,

13



GIN GSCC DCs

GOUT

() CO |G
AN

@;@

Fig4.2 @@y NT—0D0 I AX—Ff

RS H Y ST — 27 O E R 2 LCHFICHEERE#HEZ R 29, HRKART VA L2y NT— 28
T BT Y AR R R & U TR I T & 72, Broder et al(2000) DRFFEIZAREI 0D
wY, A2 =%y b ETOY Y THEK T, HRIDGPROND, @Ety hT—2TH, MM A
(2003) X Soraméki et al.(2006) THEEI N/@ Y | B DR IME LR DS FREIBIEINTWD,
FADAIEE 2R TDEE, KBk 2RD /) — NOMERDAAN

pr=Ck™% a>0

LHEABND, L, CIRERTHD, FHRUDMIIRT VY Y OARIERIMGITHART, HRHGRPKE
EAZ (right-skewed) 5% LTS, ZORDMHLDONEEIS &,

Inp, =InC —alnk
WREOND, ZORNS, Wil & Bl L 32 Fm ET, BRERUND YT 713G TR OEFRE RS Z ED55h
S, HEDKEIZ a THD, TNORIE, FRUDMZRETDILY MY =7 DREHITH D world wide

web HDNA =V 2 I D2y N7 =7 DIRBAAEHN2EDTH S, Bl B OHEu I3 Bl THLS 11T
Wwa,
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10° degree distribution of internet webs

fractions

10° L : .
10° 10! ¢ 10° 10* 10° 10° 10’
degrees

Fig.4.3 BHEASGEDH (world wide web hyperlinks DRI )

UL, EBOT—220Bulin 7o 71C/iE, BRUDAICETEEINENERIETH L E, WO»n
OMBEIZERT 5, PR IZKERT—IVOFEBTIE, A NI T LEHi<ZODT —RBUIIER DR
BB, DFY., T—RENEEIIDBRNRLIE, /A X T—2DHNKRELBLAREMENEC D, EDM
TH ZOHEMROEND, DI DRI, FP Nz AP ERIIED RN T 5, ZORMEZ i
I3 720ICleNd fHikik, BEMGEEHATLIZLTHD, ATD LD 2RI A (the complement

of the cumulative distribution function)

P, = Zpr
r==k

REHTD, P IZ kU EOREERD ) — RBEDIHERTH S, DF D, [FEISBRIEN ) — R k
BLEZEOMERE ZoTW 3,

VAN T — VOB CTHEFANIE>T VD LT D, SRR L, HDREBRDE ki £ AT
BRADESIOETDE. k> kmin (LT

Pk = Ci?‘_a
r=k

WAL T D, k Z2FEBE UTMY KD &,
F%aa/uﬁfamwzgisz—W—U
k a—1
BREBBANFEONDG, /> T. WRBEIMIIERE — (0 — 1) ET2HEBEUAMIIMKD ., ORI
BoOMaE2EHTAE EROT—ZBARIMEDS T —RIEIZMIRT 52, 2 OEHEMETIEZOT 7
O—FREAINTVWS, FORIE ED world wide web IDNA /S—1) Y 7 D3y N T — 27 DR % 3
B ARATHIWZT 27 ThHh D,

2 ZOBAETE, HOH - AMBEAMFET S, ZOMFIZOVTIFERKYT S, Newman(2010) 22O &,
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complementary cumulative distribution of WWW

cumulative distribution

10*

1|}'3' 1 1 1 1 - 1 1 i
10° 1t 10° 10° 10° 10° 10® 10°
degrees

Fig.4.4 BEIGENTOWRBSHOH (world wide web hyperlinks DIREG A7)

ZOFITIE, BERBDAHED T Z 7 RBTUEERRE RS> TORNOT, BEHZRE O Clk, FRASDAHT
HATE D NEDP2HWT S Z &3 L, world wide web (281} % hyperlinks DRI A (2B S 2 #8242
722 DWW TId, Broder et al.(2000) % 2L T XV, Z I THWZT— &% Broder D X" HDE D
Thd,

4.2 X[E Federal funds market

KENZ BT 2 @ E RN (federal funds market) 1&. Fedwire Funds Services(Fedwire) 12 & - THft X
NTW3, Fedwire I3 EIFHENM S AT L (Federal Reserve System) DSEET ) 7IVEA L - 70 ARFY
AT I (Real-time gross settlement system: RTGS) TH2d, ZOD RTGS DM (BR1T5) 1% 9500 t1%
ATWB, {/BMFIL Fedwire %2 U T, federal funds Of§ARTEENC HERPF, REGEFOEE, 0—
Y OEE, AEEIGIORFREDA ¥ B =NV I HiGTORERTRIANRRFERDOT Y2175, £/,
Fedwire 1%, HEMLIRFE/NT A (automated clearing house), CHIPS % U CLS 72 EDIF 1 v N7 — 27 Dl
Bh 22 58 J2 LT %3,

Soraméki et al/(2006) & 2004 %D Federal funds market ® 75 — & % A\ 723 ¥t % 47\, Bech and
Atalay(2008) & 2006 £ F— % % VTV 5.,

43 HEExv b

HERAx Y N EIZHARBITSMAY NV =2V AT LD I THY ., HARRITYEIEEIT B 2 MM
) TIVEA L - JOARFEY AT A (RTGS) 28489 5, fikd il (2003) 1& 2001 4 6 AN 5
200241 2 HETOMIZEH T 2 HIRYBHEBH DT — 2 2 HNTWD, SALR - BIE (2008) 1%, H#EA Y k

*3 The Clearing House Inter-bank Payment System(CHIPS). Continuous Linked Settlement(CLS) O Z &,
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® RTGS {LLART (1997&:) ELME (2005 ) OF—ZZHWT, HIEXY NT—7 ORENE D & 51224k
U772 D A &2 17> T\ 5,
4.4 FRINICHITDA 29—V oHIGOH

A—ARNVTEARVTIZETE A V=NV I HGOH]
Iori, et al.(2005)Network Analysis of the Italian Overnight Money Market, City University London %
2
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