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@ Semi-Periphery
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Fig. 2. Ten-actor restricted influence network.

Centrality scores: Centrality types

Degree Closeness Betwenness Eigenvalue
Central 3 0.600 0.750 0.548
Semi-peripheral 3 0.474 0.417 (.408

Peripheral ! 0.333 0,000 0.183
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A8 HER A EAM(social network analysis): =8 74
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Two-mode Matrix

= L ] q A B C
A transtorme
1 1 . 1 1 0
B 1 0
c 0 ) L 1 0 1
*
Row * Row Column * Column
A B C
1 L
A 2 1 1 - 2 1
B 1 1 0 L 1 2
C 1 0 1
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