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Abstract

Katz centrality is a popular network centrality measure. It takes a (weighted) count
of all walks starting at each node, with an additional damping factor of α that tunes
the influence of walks as lengths increase. We introduce a tool to compare different
centrality measures in terms of their node rankings, which takes into account that a
relative ranking of two nodes by a centrality measure is unreliable if their scores are
within a margin of error of one another. We employ this tool to understand the effect of
the α-parameter on the lengths of walks that significantly affect the ranking of nodes.
In particular, we find an upper bound on the lengths of the walks that determine the
node ranking up to this margin of error. If an application imposes a realistic bound
on possible walk lengths, this set of tools may be helpful to determine a suitable value
for α. We show the effect of α on rankings when applied to the Susceptibility Infer-
ence Network, which contains subject matter expert informed data that represents the
probabilities of medical conditions progressing from one to another. This network is
part of the Medical Extensible Dynamic Probabilistic Risk Assessment Tool, developed
by NASA, an event-based risk modeling tool that assesses human health and medical
risk during space exploration missions.

Keywords – network, centrality, Katz parameter, ranking.
MSC – 68R10, 65F60.

1 Introduction
Networks are structures that naturally appear in every aspect of life and are studied in a
wide range of disciplines from sociology, to biology, and engineering [12, 14, 21, 23]. One
common question asked in network theory is how to rank the nodes according to importance,
where importance can have many meanings depending on the application [7]. Many ranking
algorithms are based on a, possibly weighted, count of walks that a node is contained in.
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Examples of such centrality measures are degree, betweenness [13], closeness [2, 3, 11],
eigenvector [5, 6], PageRank [22], and Katz centrality [15]. The latter is the focus of this
paper.

Katz centrality, developed by Leo Katz in 1953 [15], has been used in numerous applica-
tions [10, 24]. The Katz centrality of a node is a weighted count of all walks of any length
starting at the node. Each walk of length k is weighted by αk, where α is called the Katz
parameter. We give a formal definition of Katz centrality in Section 1.1. Since the Katz
parameter has a decaying effect, we can approximate the Katz centrality by ignoring the
contribution of walks past a given length L. In [19] and [20], the authors numerically explore
this type of approximation. In Section 2, we give a lower bound on this value L (in terms of
α) that guarantees a desired level of accuracy in terms of the Katz centrality and its node
ranking.

As an application, we look at a model developed by the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration (NASA) called the Susceptibility Inference Network (SIN). This network
models a set of medical conditions that may progress from one to another with some prob-
ability. The application of Katz centrality in this setting estimates the effect of a medical
condition and its consequent progressions on astronaut productivity. NASA wishes to use
the progression risk to identify a condition (or group of conditions) that highly influences
the risk of the crew members.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 1.1 reviews useful graph theory concepts,
definitions and basic results. Section 1.2 introduces a network of medical conditions created
by subject matter experts, which we will later use as a case study. In Section 2, we bound
the error generated from approximating the Katz centrality by restricting the number of
steps allowed in a walk, and develop a relationship between that number and the Katz
parameter α. An example of the relationship between α and the α-Katz centrality node
ranking is in Section 2 and our medical application in Section 3. Additionally, we assess
the upper bound given in Section 2 to the true length in Section 4. Finally, the results and
future work are addressed in Section 5.

1.1 Definitions
In this section, we provide basic definitions for the graph theoretical structures and tools
used for the results in Section 2.

Definition 1. (Weighted, directed network) Let N = (V,E,w) be an edge-weighted,
directed network consisting of V , the set of n nodes, E ⊆ V × V , the set of edges, and a
weight function w : E → R+.

We represent such a network by an adjacency matrix A = A(N), where the entry Aij
is the weight of the edge from node i to node j, or Aij = 0 if there is no edge from i to j
in N . Let W be an n-dimensional vector of non-negative node weights. In a setting where
edges and/or nodes are unweighted, weights in A and W are all set to 1.

For example, in our application in Section 3, our weighted, directed network has nodes
that represent medical conditions and the node weights represent their severity, while edge
weights represent the probability of one medical condition progressing to another.

The spectral radius ρ of N (or A) is the maximum modulus of the eigenvalues of A. A
walk of length k from node u to v is a sequence of k edges (vi, vi+1) ∈ E, i ∈ [1, k] such that
v1 = u and vk+1 = w. The distance from u to v is the length of a shortest walk from u to
v. The k-hop neighborhood of a node v ∈ V is the set of nodes at a distance less than or
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equal to k from v. A centrality measure is a function that assigns a real number to each
node, in order to evaluate its relative importance to other nodes. Each centrality measure
gives a (partial) ranking of the nodes, which reflects their relative importance.

Definition 2. (Katz centrality) Let N be an edge-weighted, directed network with node
weights W . Let A = A(N) with spectral radius ρ, and let α ∈ (0, 1/ρ). The α-Katz
centrality vector [8, 9, 15], is defined as

C(α) =

( ∞∑
i=1

αkAk

)
·W =

(
(I − αA)−1 − I

)
·W.

The α-Katz score of a particular node i can then be expressed as

C(α)i =

∞∑
k=1

n∑
j=1

Wjα
k
(
Ak
)
ij
.

The (α, `)-Katz centrality vector [1, 4, 16] is

C(α, `) =

(∑̀
i=1

αkAk

)
·W

and for a particular node i, the (α, `)-Katz score can be written as

C(α, `)i =
∑̀
k=1

n∑
j=1

Wjα
k
(
Ak
)
ij
.

Both C(α) and C(α, `) measure the downstream influence of nodes, since they are
weighted sums over outgoing walks. Replacing the matrix A by its transpose AT reverses
edge directions, which results in taking weighted sums over incoming walks instead, and
measuring the upstream influence [8, 21].

Definition 3 provides a tool to compare centrality measures purely in terms of their
relative node rankings. Intuitively, we may set a threshold ε for a centrality measure C,
such that |Ci − Cj | ≥ ε implies that C provides a relative ranking of nodes i and j. If
|Ci − Cj | < ε, we cannot reliably recover a ranking from C. For two centrality measures C
and C ′, we compare their rankings and conclude that they agree on a ranking if they agree
for every node pair where both of their rankings are reliable.

Definition 3. (ε-agreement) Let N be a weighted, directed network, ε, ε′ > 0, and C and
C ′ be centrality measures. The nodes i, j ∈ V (N) are (ε, ε′)-properly ranked with respect to
C and C ′ if the following holds:

1. |Ci − Cj | < ε or |C ′i − C ′j | < ε′,

2. otherwise, Ci − Cj and C ′i − C ′j have the same sign.

We say that C and C ′ (ε, ε′)-agree on N if every pair of nodes in N is (ε, ε′)-properly ranked
with respect to C and C ′. If ε = ε′, we simply say ε-proper ranking and ε-agreement.

Proposition 1. Let C and C ′ be two centrality measures on a network N . If

‖C − C ′‖∞ < ε,

then C and C ′ ε-agree.
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Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that C and C ′ do not ε-agree. Then, there
exists a pair of nodes u, v ∈ V (N) that is not ε-properly ranked. By part (1) of Definition 3,
we have |Cu − Cv|> ε and |C ′u − C ′v|> ε. By part (2), without loss of generality, we have
Cu − Cv < 0 and C ′u − C ′v > 0.

We have

C ′u − Cu = C ′u − C ′v︸ ︷︷ ︸
>ε

+C ′v − Cv︸ ︷︷ ︸
>−ε

+Cv − Cu︸ ︷︷ ︸
>ε

> ε,

which contradicts that ‖C − C ′‖∞ < ε.

Proposition 2. Let C and C ′ be two centrality measures on a network N such that for all
v ∈ V (N), 0 ≤ Cv − C ′v ≤ 2ε, then C and C ′ ε-agree.

Proof. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that C and C ′ do not ε-agree. Then, there
exists a pair of nodes u, v ∈ V (N) that is not ε-properly ranked. By part (1) of Definition 3,
we have |Cu − Cv|> ε and |C ′u − C ′v|> ε. By part (2), without loss of generality, we have
Cu − Cv < 0 and C ′u − C ′v > 0.

We have

Cu − C ′u = Cu − Cv︸ ︷︷ ︸
<−ε

+Cv − C ′v︸ ︷︷ ︸
<2ε

+C ′v − C ′u︸ ︷︷ ︸
<−ε

< 0,

which contradicts that Cu − C ′u ≥ 0.

In Section 2, we use this notion to compare two closely related centrality measures,
C(α) and C(α, `), and we therefore only use ε-proper ranking and ε-agreement. However,
we state the definition here in a more general form, as it can be used to compare any pair
of centrality measures, even if their distributions of values differ significantly. The vector
C(α, `) converges to C(α) as ` → ∞. In Theorem 5, we show that this implies that for all
ε > 0, there exists an L so that for any ` > L, C(α) and C(α, `) ε-agree.

1.2 Susceptibility Inference Network
The Medical Extensible Dynamic Probabilistic Risk Assessment Tool (MEDPRAT) devel-
oped by the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) is an event-based risk
modeling tool that assesses human health and medical risk during space exploration mis-
sions [17, 18]. One of its key tasks is to capture relationships between medical events. These
relationships are described by the Susceptibility Inference Network (SIN).

The SIN is a directed network where nodes represent medical conditions. The data
in this network is subject matter expert informed and is currently a prototype. There is
an edge from u to v if medical condition u can progress into medical condition v. This
directed edge (u, v) is weighted by the probability that such a progression occurs. Note
that a medical conditions may progress to multiple other conditions simultaneously, or to
no other conditions. Therefore, this matrix is not a transition matrix. The SIN currently
has 99 nodes and 1078 edges. Medical conditions included are, for example, acute radiation
syndrome, which has many outgoing edges towards other medical conditions. On the other
hand, anxiety has many incoming edges.

Each node in the SIN has an associated weight which evaluates the severity of having the
condition regardless of the progression from or to that condition. This severity is quantified
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by Quality Time Lost (QTL), which we call primary QTL. The primary QTL measures the
productive time that a crew member is expected to lose, measured in days.

For each medical condition, we wish to estimate the total expected QTL resulting from
the condition itself as well as its possible progressions. We let W represent the nodes’
expected primary QTL, and the total expected QTL for a medical condition i is given by

∞∑
k=0

n∑
j=1

Wj

(
Ak
)
ij
=Wi + C(1)i.

C(1)i =

∞∑
k=1

n∑
j=1

Wj

(
Ak
)
ij
.

The value C(1)i can be viewed as the expected subsequent QTL of a medical condition,
caused by progressions and assuming the absence of interventions and time limits of the
mission. Then, to make this estimate more realistic, the parameter α provides a damping
factor which decreases the weight of walks as they get longer. This application therefore
illustrates the importance of using realistic walk lengths to guide the choice of α. We provide
a theoretic foundation for this in Section 2. In Section 3, we discuss how different values of
α produce different rankings for the SIN due to subsequent QTL.

2 The Katz parameter and walk length
In this section, we describe in more detail the relationship between maximum walk lengths `
and the parameter α. In Theorem 5, we find a lower bound on ` that guarantees that C(α)
and C(α, `) ε-agree. This sheds light on the length of walks that decide the ranking provided
by C(α). We provide a small, illustrative example of the effect of α on node rankings.

Lemma 3 gives an upper bound on the difference between values in C(α) and C(α, `).

Lemma 3. (Absolute Error Tolerance) Let p ∈ {1, 2,∞} and α ∈ (0, 1/ρ). Then

‖C(α)− C(α, `)‖∞ ≤ (α‖A‖p)` ‖C(α)‖p := ε`.

Proof. First, note that ‖V ‖∞ ≤ ‖V ‖2 ≤ ‖V ‖1 for all vectors V . Furthermore, the p-norm
is submultiplicative. We have

‖C(α)− C(α, `)‖∞ ≤ ‖C(α)− C(α, `)‖p

=

∥∥∥∥∥
( ∞∑
i=`+1

αkAk

)
·W

∥∥∥∥∥
p

=

∥∥∥∥∥α`A`
( ∞∑
i=1

αkAk

)
·W

∥∥∥∥∥
p

≤ α`‖A`‖p

∥∥∥∥∥
( ∞∑
i=1

αkAk

)
·W

∥∥∥∥∥
p

≤ (α‖A‖p)` ‖C(α)‖p .
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In Lemma 4, we show that there exists an L so that for all ` > L, the difference between
the scores in C(α) and C(α, `) is small.

Lemma 4. (Error Tolerance Guarantee) Let p ∈ {1, 2,∞}, α ∈ (0, 1/‖A‖p) and ε > 0. If

` > logα‖A‖p

(
2ε

‖C(α)‖p

)
:= L

then ‖C(α)− C(α, `)‖∞ < 2ε.

Proof. Note that α < 1/‖A‖p ≤ 1/ρ. By Lemma 3, it suffices to show that ε` < 2ε when
` > L. We have

ε` = ‖C(α)‖p (α‖A‖p)
`

< ‖C(α)‖p (α‖A‖p)
L

= ‖C(α)‖p (α‖A‖p)
logα‖A‖p

(
2ε

‖C(α)‖p

)

= ‖C(α)‖p
2ε

‖C(α)‖p
= 2ε.

Lemma 4 bounds the difference between C(α) and C(α, `) when ` is large enough. The-
orem 5 shows that this also ensures that C(α) and C(α, `) ε-agree.

Theorem 5. Let p ∈ {1, 2,∞}, α ∈ (0, 1/‖A‖p), ε > 0 and L be as in Lemma 4. If ` > L
then C(α) and C(α, `) ε-agree.

Proof. By Lemma 4 we have that ‖C(α)− C(α, `)‖∞ < 2ε. Therefore, by Proposition 2, we
have that C(α) and C(α, `) ε-agree.

We choose ε so that two nodes that have Katz scores within ε of each other can be
considered equivalent in terms of ranking. Of course, such a value must be chosen relative
to the Katz scores. In Corollary 6, we suggest letting ε be some fraction of ‖C(α)‖p, and α
a fraction of 1/‖A‖p for p ∈ {1, 2,∞}.

Corollary 6 (Relative Error). Let p ∈ {1, 2,∞} and α0, ε0 ∈ (0, 1). For α = α0/‖A‖p, and
ε = ε0‖C(α)‖p, if ` > logα0

(ε0) = L then C(α) and C(α, `) ε-agree.

We present a small example to illustrate the effect of α on node rankings. Consider
the edge-weighted directed network N in Figure 1a. Let α1 be the positive solution to
C(b) = C(c), let α2 be the positive solution to C(a) = C(c), and let α3 be the positive
solution to C(a) = C(b). When α is small, the walks of length 1 determine the ranking. As
α increases, walks of length 2 and later walks of length 3 become more important. node c
has the most walks of length 1, node b the most of length 2, and node a the most of length
3, and they are each ranked on top for different ranges of α. The change in rankings as
function of α is sketched in Figure 1b.
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(b) The node rankings from the Katz scores of the network
in Figure 1a.

Figure 1: The relationship between the Katz parameter α and the vertex ranking in a
directed, edge-weighted example network.

3 Application to the Susceptibility Inference Network
We use α-Katz centrality to rank medical conditions in the Susceptibility Inference Network
(SIN) by their expected subsequent QTL. We create the distribution of difference between
Katz scores and set ε so that 5% of the differences are less than it. This implies that 95% of
the pairs are ε-properly ranked. We run the analysis for α = 1 and α = 0.4. When α = 1,
(α, `)-Katz centrality and α-Katz centrality ε-agree when ` ≥ 5, and when α = 0.4, (α, `)-
Katz centrality and α-Katz centrality ε-agree when ` ≥ 3. Table 1 shows a comparison
of rankings of the top 10 conditions, and Figure 3 illustrates the subnetwork of the SIN
containing the 12 nodes that appear in Table 1.

We note that one significant change in the ranking as α decreases from 1 to 0.4 is the
one that swaps the positions of nodes I and J . Figure 2 plots the contributions of walks of
length ` to the Katz scores of these two nodes. When α = 1, the contribution of walks of
lengths 2 and 3 contribute enough to the score of node I to place it above J . When α = 0.4
these longer walks contribute significantly less, lowering the ranking of node I to fall below
that of J . In this and other applications, there is no universal value of α that is best. Here,
one would have to take into account the length of the space mission, as well as other factors
that affect how realistic any number of progressions is.
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Rank α = 1 α = 0.4
1 A A
2 B B
3 C D
4 D C
5 E E
6 F F
7 G G
8 H J
9 I H
10 J L

Table 1: The effect of the choice of α on the ranking of medical conditions in the SIN due
to subsequent QTL.
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(a) α = 1
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(b) α = 0.4

Figure 2: Contribution of walks of length ` to the scores of nodes I and J in 1-Katz centrality
(a) and 0.4-Katz centrality (b).
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Figure 3: Subnetwork of the SIN with 12 most influential nodes with weighted edges. The
thickness of the edges that point outwards illustrates the total out-going edge weight towards
nodes in the remainder of the network.
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4 Testing the Upper Bound on Simulated Data
We would like to better understand for which values of ` that C(α) and C(α, `) ε-agree. We
define the true value to be the smallest such `, and Theorem 5 gives an upper bound on the
true value. In Figure 4, we compare the upper bound to the true value on two families of
undirected graphs. At each instance of α0 in Figures 4a and 4b, we sample 10 graphs from
each specified graph family and plot the average upper bound and average true value across
the samples.

In Figure 4a, we sample from the Erdős-Rényi model G(n, p) where n = 1000 and
p = 0.008. In Figure 4b we sample from the Chung-Lu model, which takes as input a
list of node degrees. We individually sampled 1000 numbers from the negative binomial
distribution to create this list. This is a distribution which takes a probability p of success
and a number n of desired successes. We use p = 0.1 as the probability of success, and
n = 3 as the number of desired successes.

The Chung-Lu model, as described here, produces graphs with a longer-tailed degree
distribution than graphs sampled from the Erdős-Rényi model. In Figure 4, the value for ε
that we use is calculated using the same technique as in Section 3 for each iteration. That
is, we create a list of pairwise differences between the Katz scores and set ε so that 5% of
the differences are less than it.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0

0
20
40
60
80

100
120

L

Upper Bound
Exact Value

(a) Erdős-Rényi

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
0

0
20
40
60
80

100
120

L

Upper Bound
Exact Value

(b) Chung-Lu

Figure 4: Comparing the upper bound to the true length using the Erdős-Rényi model
G(1000, 0.008) and the Chung-Lu model with degrees sampled from the negative binomial
distribution.

5 Discussion and Conclusions
In this paper we introduced a tool to help compare different centrality measures. We applied
this to α- and (α, `)-Katz centrality, to help better understand the effect of the α-parameter
on the walk lengths considered when it comes to ranking of nodes. For a given α, we
provide an upper bound on the walk length L so that, when ` > L, the Katz scores in α-
and (α, `)-Katz centrality are within 2ε of each other. We show that any two nodes with
both centrality measures differing by at least ε are in the same order in both rankings when
` > L.
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If we want to find a minimal value of L such that α-Katz and (α, `)-Katz centrality
ε-agree for all ` ≥ L, then Theorem 5 provides an upper bound. We can find a stronger
upper bound by iteratively increasing L until for all ` ≥ L, ‖C(α) − C(α, `)‖ < 2ε. This
guarantees ε-agreement, although ε-agreement may still happen sooner, so care should be
taken when interpreting these bounds.

All of the results in this paper require α to be in (0, 1/‖A‖2), a subset of the possible
values that can be used as a Katz parameter. It may be possible to extend these results to
all possible Katz parameters, namely, values in (0, 1/ρ). These ranges match for undirected
graphs, so this applies to directed, edge-weighted graphs.

We showed the effect of changing the α parameter in the Susceptibility Inference Network.
In this case, changes in ranking were visible even among the top 10 nodes, and they may
have major implications for decision making. It is therefore important that the choice of α
is made carefully and tailored to each individual application. This also holds true for ε.
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