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Figure 1. The fragmentation of a network when
nodes are missing (pink). The dashed lines represent
the missing connections due to incomplete node data. structure.
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coefficient behavior Figure 2. Schematic diagrams of the simulations in the study.
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respectively.

SUMMARY

e (Clustering coefficient of Watts-Strogatz network increases as node degree k increases and when
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* When nodes are removed, we observe a change in behavior of the average path length but the
clustering coefficient generally follows the same trend..
The path lengths are dependent on the size of the largest connected component considered.



