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In this paper, a new measurement in directed networks is proposed. Our measurement provides an evaluation of each
edges as influence in consideration of not only the number of incoming edges to a referred vertex but also outgoing edges
from a referring vertex under setting assumptions. These assumptions are quite reasonable to compare the influence of
the various vertices in the directed network. The index quantified by the measurement of influence is called “Weighted
Distance”. The concept of our measurement is that lower value in Weighted Distance means higher degree of influence.
In addition, we explain about the properties of our measurement by proofs and a numerical example. Furthermore, the

use of our measurement and the outlook of our research are mentioned later.
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I\ EWFITES Té?ﬁélﬁlﬁwfﬁ] FRE I HAEEOMBEIES, TOEREIIZEFET S, —75, EHe
& (Information Theory) (ZBWTIE, Fv hT—7 D2 E (Path Length) FutsE (Centrality), WREy

7fﬁ (Degree D1str1but1on), 77 A8V o 7EEL (Clustering Coefficient) %%, v~ MU — 27 fiEZET 57
DOREMPRRE SN TN H00000, 2255 ORLY FLAE, Z 9 W o B TRICBET 52, Ry hT—27 0
FE oS 2G0T, ARIBIRSE, H20FRREZRTEEL LTOFR Y U —7 OaffEM: &8R4
DHOTHL. Xy NI—7DETMIBNTL, F2—VORLOTGMMEERIL, BOOREED—Y 2]
FUbT 5. FRRZ, 3y N —27 Z24TFITREL, =—VHOEHZ EHRT 5. AT, BRI L
BEOSSITVOBMRICH L LB L, BN KES (ha) DL, EEIHRS (&) RV HEZ
ZHMEE L CEmatED T D, ERICE LTI, AERE (Shortest Path) DA ZE L S>>, 3 2D
ExE AT, Fa—FORDRNZEHOELFFICHNTND. ZOZ LIk, a—Foxy FT—27H
TORMRE BT 2 Z E B RAENTWD, BAEMIZIE, BLOEF T2 a2—FoE8EL2 L0 E< L,
BN L HHIC RS — T o B2 L VR T2 EEEZHEL, IO OKBNBIED 2 — DR
RICAIL 72 b DT D EEZTND

A SLORERIILL T OB TH 5. ’% 1 ETIE, AmXoBss BEZRT. 82 WL, F2—F0
B.LaAFI0 7T 7 THRET S Social Network OEFT /LT 5. 4 3 #HiX, *v NU—7EFUIBIT 5%
2—FORBELNET HREOER, KOO —F RO S A Y T E R E ORI R 5 5452
THY, FH4EIZOEMEMZFET. 55 B TIIHRE LIZNEREOERIE B EO @ W~ —4> T 4 V7 F
EOWZCHOW T, 5 6 B CAGR L OMFEZAT O .

2. AHMEYS57%RAULV=Social Network ®ETILIE

77 785 (Graph Theory) TiX, v MU —Z7XEA (Vertex) &34 (Edge) TSN D T T 7 & Alp
éhé.:@ﬁ%’ﬁwf HIE0ZZ7 71 G(f,V,E) TEIN, f X f:E->VXV E3258¥% V IIES
(Vertex) DS, E 1354 (Edge) DEGEZIET. AT, HAZ T=—%), W% [Hora—Fofo=

mﬁﬁé%UJéﬁf%@&ﬁé.&$ukmf,mem%7¢mw¢5AM&FRmm%(7¢m~
SNDHN) ) DOEESRSHEONRELTHY, HEANOERMNE 7+ —35] LWHEplEE2 DL, BL
NHRMEEFTDHZ EI1IRYTHD. DF 1, Social Network (ZHAIMEEZFFORLODEALEZ DL ZLENTE D,
Z0 LT, BEHEOIL, FATHROCO ZkE 2, MEAL X Lo b ERRRICEN Z/D, & ORgih~DRLEEIC
WREEZOND) EEZ, TBLDBEFL2—VITE, o=V ~DOFEENRH L] EWVITEHENEG, 22—

DFBEZRET D Z L2 A TND
Social Network O &5 /L 25191 _5’1 AT, ZDOFRy NI —T BITHITERTD. HDF Y NT—7 DT
5 A= la;] 12OV, ZOEHE a;; ZULFOXSITERT 2.

aij=1 (EFIND jITIBFET D)
Vi,j €V, [aj]={a; =0 (TEAIHD jITERTFELR) @)
a; =0  OL—TIIFAAELRY)
SR ORTHEN S, T OITHNIFRE L FFT2 720 (Asymmetry) Bz, Fig.1Z/~x7 Social Network (220>
T, ZOITHIL Tablel D L HIZERIND. 77 7HEwRIZBITH Ry NU—7 OITAIRBL L LT, BT

(Adjacency Matrix) 73k < E16 TS A, %éﬂtﬁﬂ AR L LR D b OCh Y, Tl b, B
HET751 (Distance Matrix) [ZHEIT 2D TH .

3. EEEAED-HORE

3.1 AEREBED-OHORE
FIER (—Y) O 2 JET H 7O, TOEDRGUCE BT 5. 5 H L7z AU, [Follower] & [Followee |
DOERIZH D 2 >DTES (T, [BHES (Referring Vertex) | & #5 MRS (Referred Vertex) | & I-.5)
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OB IRRITERE L TV 51008
QA BTN DL DEL
Thd. ZNHOEGIY, FEERECETIUTO 3 DOEEICER L TW\D.
[E 1] Bt L T DLOENHEZ D &, HHSIARICKTT 2SR A OREE I Im< 78 b
[ 2] &HBHAENBHOTWDLOENPHZ 5 &, TOSRRITHR SN TV DS O
R KL 2D
[f5E 8] ki LT 23078 1 Db MR IR AL, ho EOTERIC b EEE KIFT 2 Lidzn
INHLOREEBEOFHNEEHRZD &,
[57E 1] 2%t Follower 725 7 4 12— 35 Followee D TE = [AKDH 5 Followee
[ 2] w00 & 5 Follower (27 4+ 2 —311 T, £ O Follower [Z%}9 % Followee ¢
AR I > TV %72 Follower)
(& 3] BEICHBALEZF- N TV —FOREEITHETH D = [N L TnDH2—)
L72%. SNSIZHIT 5 Follower DL\ W2 —WORSIIHEC= 2 —RAETHIY EFoinsd (KE 1)) ZHoF
BlaBZEz5E, ULOEEITHENIZLETHLEEZXD. INODIREEEEE 2T, WOREREEZIRET
5. 7B, FREORENBEICIRZSN T D W 2, ARSCOREREITZOSGETITH 5.

3.2 REJTHAERE
n HDTHRNHRD 2y NV—2 A=ay] [22WT, TEA @ 2DRES j ORBEZRIET 5720
2, UTOHEREZEFETSH. 8RS 2O00TEM §,j(i #)) (Z2OWT, RE Wy(G,j) %

CDo(i) aT‘._l
Cp, () Y
ETH. ZIT, Cp, () FTER i@ MHMUTTWSIZDOH (Out-degree), Cp,(j) 1FTHA j IZHHE L TW 2D
¥ (In-degree) THYH, ZiLZh,

Wy (i,j) = 2

Cp, (D) = Z a;j (3)
{jevia;j=oo}

Cp, () = Z a;j @)
{iEV|aij¢oo}
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Table2 Fig.1 DEfifs 5

A|lB| Cc|D]|E S D F ]
A | 0 [200]133]1.00]| o HE Ao B: WyAB) = 2@t _ 500
B |200| 0 [067]200]| o €0, (B)
C | oo | ® | 0 |050] THA B> C: Wy(B,C) = 20248 = 0,67
D | o | o |033] 0 | » o, ©)
E 0.33]1.00] 0 B : _ @ 4 _
21 AU A= E: Wy(AE) Cp,(B) “AE
TROLND. £, afit BT @ 2D j ORFEREOBEEIZ R, 72720, 16,0 =01 £

[Cp,(j) =01 723 Taft =0) DEE, SWZ DL, [THE @ 225 j IZEETE 722 (unreachable) |

LE, Wa(i,)) =0 EF5. 7ok, RIUHEA (i=)) O%E, We(i,j)=0 &35, 2l KX (2) TR
oD Wu(i,j) %#"Weighted Distance” & FES. JGiRDEF LV, "Weighted Distance” DfE2V/ NSV (K&
VW) T E, TEEOREENRRKE D (hEW) EApES. Figl oflc (2) ZiEA L7-#ER% Table2, %2
JEDOFEH & ORI, Table2 OFERND, 0 &< &, Wy(D,C) EW,(E CDEMN K B/INEL, ZoZ
o [MTEHE DT 2 COREE (T8 D->C) ) & MTHSEICHTSH COfEE (THS E- C) | (3%
WICREWEEZD.

3.3  “Weighted Distance” MDEE

AIEOER LY, Wu(i,j) ZELTF O BB ME 2.

(R 1] Wo(, ) 1 Cp, () & BULBIOBIRIC B %

(2] WG, ) 1% Cp, () &HBIBHRICH D

[### 8] Wu(i,j) = o0, if Cp, () =0 or Cp,(j) =0 or ali* =co (JHA i M5 j ITEEETERNES)
NG 3 oORIE X 1] ~ [EF 3] 2Tt d 5. F£7z, ZORMERERR, 3 >OTEAMIZBW
TULFOER A= 7.

[dEpE 1] 2 SEOSSEIEHES alyl = alyl = alyl = k(k > 0) THHEARD 3OO (x,y,2) 1B
Wa(x,y) + Wa(y,2) = 2Jk- W, (x,2) ®)
GEF) (LB D 2O Wy(x,y), Wa(y,z) 1220 T, X (2) kb,

Cp,(x) | Cp, (y)> ©

Walt,y) + Waly,2) = k(CDI(y) ’ Cp,(2)

LA, 2T, M AHEREROBMR LY,

(CDO (x) Cp, (J’)) - Co, (x) ) Cp, ) )
CD,(y) CD,(Z) B CD,(}’) CD,(Z)

720, Cp,(¥) < Cp,(y) &1,

CD,(Y) CD,(Z)_ CD,(Z)

9. Lizn-o7C, X (6), (7)) KO (8) Lb,

\/CDO (x) . CDo (J’) > \/CDO (X) (8)
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Cop() |, Co (y)) Cop (0 (cD () )
k(=2 2 2k | == =2 [k =k ©
(CD,(y) o,m) JCD,(z) J Co, @
LRBID, K (5) BHAT B, GEIT)
SBIC, EELAIEL, 2 AN AR D L, SR OERA LD,

UEFE 2] 2 S OSMEERED aly = al?, ayt +al;' 2 ayt T, 2 G, () = Cp,(y) Ziii7=
W72 3 ODEMA (x,y,2) [ZBWT, WROBRNLDY L.

Wd(x' Y) + Wd(}’. Z) = a;clz_l ’ Wd(x! Z) (10)

GIEF) AEE D 21D Wy(x,y), Wy(y,2) 1I2oWT, & (2) XV,

CDO (x) CDO ) n1

Wa(x,y) + Wy(y,2) = ) ag’ o @) (11)
LD, 22T, A MREREEORR LY,
(12)

Cpo () n-1 Cpo () n-1 2\/ n—-1 n—1.CD0(x).CD0(y)

a Ay, =2 |ay,"-a
CDI (y) i CDI (Z) e i v CDI (y) CDI (Z)

L7120, Cp,(y) < Cp,(y) £V,

Cp (x) C Cp, (x
\/a;};l-agﬁz_l- DO( ) Do(y)>\/a§;1.a;lz_1_ Do() (13)

CD,(}’) CDI(Z) - CDI(Z)
Llen. Fiz, at =alt KV,
1
aty! a3yt = (@ + )’ (14)

ThorZ b, X 14) oFH%2X (18) offBicEmAT5 &,

Cp,(x) 1 Cp,(x)
n-1.,,n-1,_20 — _— (gn-1 n—1 o 15
\/ Axy ™ " Ay CD, @ > (axy +ay, CD, @ (15)
ERD. EBIT, ayt +alt zat Lo, X (15 12onT
1 Cp, (x) 1 Cpy(x)
_— (,n-1 n-1) [ZZ0 7 - n-1.,[_~20~ 7 n-1 (16
2 (axy + ayz ) CDI(Z) =2 Axz CDI (Z) Axz )

. Lienn->C, X (12), (13), (15) AUt (16) XV,

Coo®) oy Co0®) oy J n_l.(CDo(X) n_1> (17)

a a = a
CD,()’) Xy CDI(Z) vz Xz CDI(Z) Xz

Db, A (10) PRALT . GERHKT)

EEL1 o B5) 2EETD L,

Wa(x,y) Zde(y' 2)}? > Wy(x,2) oo

L72n. Fiz, wE 20X (10) 2EK T L,

Wa(x,y) + Wa(y,2)

n-1
Ayz

> Wy(x,z) (19)
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@ Table 3 Fig2 OF v T —27 174
A|B|[C|D|E|F|G|H|TI]|J
A0 |o|o|o|1]ow]|ow]|l]|own]|owo
Blow|O0|w|w|w|w|w|1|1]|w
@ @ Cl1|ow| 0|1 |w|1]ow|ow]|ow]|ow
D|1]|o|1]0|1|w|l1|1]|xo]|1
@ @ E|lw|1|w|1]|0]|1]w|ow]|ow]|ow
Fl1l1]|1l1]0w]|0]|]w]|ow]|w]own
@ Glow|w|ow|lw|1]|1]0]w]|1]|1
@ H|ow|ow|ow]|1 11w |ow|0]ow]!ow
@ IT|low|ow|w|ow|1|lw|lw|lw|o]|1
@ Jlow|w|w|w|w|1|w|lw| 1|0

Fig2 FEFITHNSG Xy hU—2

Table 4 Fig.2 |29 % Weighted Distance D 5

A B C D E F G H I dJ

0.00 | 2.00| 3.00| 1.00| 0.40| 1.00| 6.00 | 0.67 | 2.00 | 2.00
200| 0.00| 3.00] 1.00| 0.80) 1.50| 6.00| 0.67| 0.67 | 1.33
1.00 | 3.00 | 0.00| 0.75| 1.20| 0.75]| 6.00 | 2.00 | 3.00 | 2.00
2.00| 6.00| 3.00] 0.00|] 1.20| 3.00| 6.00 | 2.00 | 4.00 | 2.00
200| 1.50| 3.00] 0.75] 0.00| 0.75]| 6.00 | 2.00 | 2.00 | 2.00
1.33 | 2.00| 2.00| 1.00| 1.60| 0.00| 800 | 2.67| 2.67 | 2.67
2.67| 4.00| 400]| 2.00| 0.80| 1.00| 0.00| 4.00 | 1.33 | 1.33
1.33| 2.00| 2.00| 0.50| 0.40| 1.00| 4.00| 0.00 | 2.00 | 1.33
200| 2.00| 3.00|] 1.00| 040 1.00| 6.00| 2.00 | 0.00 | 0.67
1.33 | 2.00| 2.00] 1.00| 0.80| 0.50| 6.00| 2.00| 0.67 | 0.00

= TQEE|T|Q|wE |

oD, A (18) & (19) 1F, TREh Wi(x,z) OiEcKEZREL TS,

4. BiEm

Z ZTlE, Weighted Distance (2R84 235 M 2R3, Fig2 (R$ 10 DIEA L 30 DUNGRH Ry b
— 7 %AERL, ZOEM/RETRT. £72, Fig2 Oy MU —27175% Table3 (-7, Ry MU —27 DR
WCESLCIL, 7V —0#E Y 7 b7 [R] KOS v H—F > B TABRENTWE 7T 7Bk « it /8w
—< ligraph) @ Z0HA L7-. Fig.2 OEER F% Tabled 253, Tabled OFEHEN 5, #BMAD, E, F
OEDMUOTE ST LR TRNENWZ ERGND. Fig2 1IZBWT, ZILH OTE SIS L% < O3B LT
BY, THE~OBHRN (BEFE) & Weighted Distance DB # 2/’ L TV FERERICESL, #ER
JEDFFIZ DWW TS Bk (11) 25M8).

5. RETIARREDER

5.1 Social Network oo S a=—F1s Ry FT—O~DEE
AKRETIE, BZELZNEREOIERIFIEIZOWTIRARS, AKFHCTIE, iRk, Social Network (Z31F
Ha—YOEBELTETHZLEZANE LTS, Bxld, BWEEBELZRF S Z—VN, £ O2—FITxHt
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L, FREENTLNER LTS 2L 2RI L TV D, ZORENDOIEMICLY, EFEOF LW
Y= RCEHTHELEERETL 8L, T IqArasa=hr—arRNEHRERY SobHBRESIZ BN
T, XOBRN~—T 4 L TIRBOEREZ YR CTE D,

ZDO—FT, HIRICIRZAETEEOTIL, AT 47T DM Da a=lr—ra B EEHRT S
FEXHLAOND. 290 AT Uy RlaI o= —2 g B0V TUE, A T4 ORI CH 2 —Hmm
Rata=b—ra Nz, RGO bRREEEREINS. SEIE, #EREOHIIIBNT, fHh
77 7 &R L U GEma D=0, Fig2 IR 3@0, [T O2—FRELERD| RN LBETX LT
W, Social Network Z kD a2 I 2 =7 ¢ F v NU—J I ZEZHZ D5 Z LT H0REETH D.

5.2 REBADHDIL—HFORREF-LBI—7T 14 VT FEOBREH

BT TIX, Social Network 7263 o=/ —3 g Xy MU= ~OH SO RBERICHOWTEL L. =
DI & EFIAICE E DD, IBEREIZL VIR L EEOE W= —Y (Influencer) D RZEUT, Hiicie
V=TT o T FEOEEE BRI L. B e FEOBEICB T ARG LOERY, AT LT WER
T, WEEORWL—Y AR T S AEENE NI L TH D, ITHED SNSIZBWTIE, 1 7 %3~
Th, Ha—HFo7Fu 7 —ILEEHET, KEL Followee DI M AHIET 2 = LIIFERICAL THH. =
NHOEHRE I, BALOHL2—FEREL, Hloxy NT—27 BT 5 2 LI3F U EREETIT 0.
bHAHL, lxD2—FOFSRELOREZHELES Z L3R L TH LIV, TRLOFE] L)y
FUIHRE RIS, BEEOSHNARETH D Z LT 1 DOFETHDLEEZD. BEELDEZLHTIr~—"r
T4 7T, B ER L, BB O Ry U= D4R, BEEOSWL—YORER, Toa—HL
DO EARIEENC IS D428 F T—HEOIEENEHRIZITHOND Z & T, MARIAHRDOSH D 2—WFITkt L, RO~
—7T 4 IR L 0 BRANCERR T D Z L AL T 5.

6. #&

KT, Social Network #3l 5%y N —27EFLAAERK L, %y hU—27 OIEEICH ST H—
W a—FMogEgekie FROomM) b, flx Oa—WFORBEZNET 570D RE (Weighted Dis-
tance) ZRERL7I7Z. HWEREOERICBWTIE, 2o0TEA GRELHBIE) OFLRRAEE S, 3
DDOREIAE ([ L CODILOENEZ 5 L, HHBRICKT 2WSHEOREBEIIEL D), 55D
BRSNS OTWDLOENEEZ 5 L, FOBREITHER SN TV DS REOEEEIIEL 725, HEpL
TWAHEN 1O HINES IS, o EOTERIZ S FEBZ KITT 2 Lidev)) 2R LR EZTR L
7o F, ZTOERICHESE, WEREORFORIZOWTE K LTz

Fox DNHEBICHICT DINETIE, Z Ly b, AR—VETE, YEANEOELANESEEHAINTHDR, HIlE
WD ERITR LT IERV. — 5T, HETTHER SNIEEEO BEN T ETBEEICRY, ZEOEH
ERUDELEIRE 2V R 7 Z2IEZ6A TS, 5%, B TR~ —77 0 U 71BN ZHEE L T <
WFET, 2—FNETHIEHRE LN EZBEEHAT D &0 ) B MARTE R TERO—o L Ebhs.

ELEOREE LCIE, 22—V ORBELEE 2, A2 EBA 2/ T 5 et I OME 2 &
L. ZOMEIZOWTIE, koY, R LRI S R TER SN TEDY,
Weighted Distance O & FEE DR E S LT DOBMRIZH 5753, [Weighted Distance DfEA K E V21—
PIEE, BRICETLIEHANRKREN] EWOBLEND, HEHFHHEOMEL RIALTND.

FLORET, ~—7T 7 FEORIFNENT TOMmBAISEE 220, 22— OB &R D HI
DIEIN—rT 4 VT8, IENTEE VR AT VORI DRND EHEE L TV 5.
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