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Robust and Efficient Communication Networks
for GatheringDisaster Information based on Organizational Operation

YasuMasA ONot? and YUKIO HAYASHI

Recently, network structure is a challenging topic of research.In this paper, we present
some ideas regarding the effect of disasters, such as earthquakes, on the structure of net-
works.Government offices, especially, require stable networks for information exchange, in
times of disaster. Up until now, robustness of networks has been regarded as important, but
we would like to change emphasis to the robustness of dynamics. Result of dynamics is better
by changing the connection between official institution.
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Fig. 2 reliabillity rait
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Fig. 5 reliabillity rait vs conformity nomal

6 EHEORY T 2Bl KF

Fig. 6 reliabillity rait vs conformity desaster
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