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1. Hi

REFAA EES5ER RAHRNEANEELR MUK EESTERS
BRENHFAERZEESNBEAY EALEBEZEELHNERE (Mangalin-
dan, 2003; Weidlich, 2002). Fi > & AR A HH B 2R MBI ED 2 &, &
SIERREEFEESEE LT EFEE UERE R ESEERT
R ENEERR

BEZEEKERTELA WebGuerrilla_ A Greg Boser #[2ERERE
BRER ERARYURS, 2RALERSNEFUR Googles MR TE Google L
BEARE, I HLEEARERATTFLE —K] HET Google BRI EREFE T 80
BEEAEAR BREERUBEARG 282X RU s EESHERES, B
BEHBEHEZNZRE - REZIFIE B2 2005 F 3 ANER). 075 &R
ERREMER R EMA M EREA T2 EE RIEFH Google #f % 7] LLA
BNMBEEBER2HT S, 15 Z, #HRETE Google TRHF —H#EM M

Notess (1999) E& Ward (2000) Wi i 22 ¥ 2 2| Google 55 T IR Bt I EF B EH
B FHSIERENTENESR, R [MEEAE (PageRank)] 8 [H
HA ) MERARERRER W E RS ARSI EE AL A8
[PageRank | FiMi R HEEE R E (Link Popularity) Z BEFF, AT E R E B
EENE W HESN] DEREEEERSHAMEF SERNHAEFHEA
Z8 (Keyword Density) FHEBFHBAZANEREEREEHANMEEE B9
55 2 8 McLuhan (2000) B2 Notess (1999) X &, A THENHEEZE MM
BT, Google ¥ B LU RHMMR TENBERBEREEH R Ein. — RN E,
PageRank %fﬁéﬂﬁ%é@%%ﬁtbﬁ@ﬁ*ﬁ%o EUHZ, ] Google 5&1%’”3%5,
BB B Google B PageRank % i,

KB T /48 Google PageRank X1l 4%, 1 3 — 4 #5 H Tan Rogers (2002)
() 8 2 3 B #E &S Google PageRank 24 R H fH JE Il F (damping factor) ¥f PageRank
EREE TREFEHEHER FECERER, HEZ 5| (search engine) &
FERERREEREBE, T2 RMALEEMKGE (2004) 33
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2. Google 8 E HE R {E (PageRank) 2 9T 48

Google FT{# FARY PageRank HE P H Ml & B Sergey Brin Ed Lawrence Page jis
1998 FERH, AXHEEEEERGHRAMPEEEEEREE (Page, 1998),
PageRank {E# A/NAREHRAEN SRR ILEEE, RAE 12 10K, 108
BHS. PRESEAVENAELZRIDEEE, —EPRER 1NRLRHA
SEEHE LA K BA AT, T PRES 7 5 10 AISRAE MR E 2L ®E
AEEWEDTHESHERAIREAN-RERE AEHEEEEL G
B 58 =5 53 N B9 M G, — BB RS HY R SE I 1R B il o —

Sergey Brin B Lawrence Page (1998) ¥/ PageRank EFEaE HERELSHN
WE AEZFMEEERENEES, BEHEAEISES SREEEUERS
F B T S, ) S A A R R A I D A B . Page S (1998)
BH B (hyperlink) B RS, Al 2 B EH (forward links) B HE (back
links) P 12, R EE RS 5] (citing) 5] A (cited) B8 (R #5H Itk
R EIF) MG TEBARTEMEYEAE (PageRank), 3R E 1 H I HF
FINEFF. fK#E b 7 PageRank HI s EE &, HI#9 EH A B PageRank ETHUAT L
A H Ho

# ME A% T,T2,..., T, % n EHEER (back links)

PR(T: PR(T: PR(T,
Bl  PR(A)=(1—d)+dx C(%u C,(( §)+ o C(( ))

Hih BB RN T (damping factor), BUE R 0 | 1, Google HY {55 0.850
PR(T:): BAHHE A BEEE (back links) #8357, K& H) PR OH, i = 1,

2,...,n0
C(Ty): FRMBHE A S ESEB MY T, A & FT#EE B (forward links) B
B i=12...,n0

KRB0 PRA) B, NSHE A EFEAEEFTFRARAEE .

PRARBE —ERENT:

1 EE A GBHTEAMEER (noback links), Bl T, FEF1E, AIEE PR(A) =
1-do % d BUES 0.85 KF, B] PR(A) = 0.15,

9. EHIE AWM I EREEEE, A T EEBES (o X)), HIME A BESE
HEEE BHRERS, HHEH A BEE, PRA) EHRES.

3. ESE ARSI B R IR IR, BN PR(T) B S, AU H A BEE,
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PR(A) [E# &,
4 EBEAS I SEE AL T A 5 TR EAS (forward links) HEEL, B CT)

EEE HE AFREHNESI PR ERTEE, 2XAMK,

5. A s N 4B W T 8 o) ERE, Bl PR(T) BH &1

AR T BEABE ANSE Do BERERE ANSERS Z5k
o T ME R E A KA ES DU AR A BEE ax [EE)]. & aB

08 BIME AER & MERKE AREDELZ 8%,

B R 2R, B 5 M E B Google PageRank A EL: 1 EEERY
BB R % R, 2.5 58 i B U A 5 B PageRank fB &R & & IFo 3.5 5 8 i A8 b
EEHENHERERT. RT, NP EXEEREN  BAERK 0857 di€0
F 1| B8, & PageRank {HE £ MEB{ AXEET —BREINT  BEH
PageRank {HZE £ AEE L HESHESFRRTERTE?

3. MERFZHBEEDN

g bt PageRankW%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁBﬂE@% df@ﬁ*@]ﬂ‘i@%gil)agef{-
ank {H. Rogers (2002) — X HFIH 14 MEAFEES. BRAE W EEXW
B AXEERF dEKBE PageRank EE L. I 14 EREEGHE
TR S KER, = KA d [E%8 6% PageRank H % B2 B 5 Al
MTF =& FIFR.

G — S EREE AEBAEEERS ME 1R fH A BB E B Z PageR-
ank [EATH (1) (2) AAB KB, B EH OB 1MWHE MHAHRABZ
PageRank E 118 2 Fm. HE 2 B FME A € BHEER, AiG1HF PageRank
SE UL dER0E 1 LY AE A L H B 2 PageRank [EIE T E, It
B E A B2 B Y PageRank EMEES 1, BEHR—ER BUENMHRZH
ftb, &5 7 ER K R /0 22 170 4k 5 FE BT 8% A

Page A »| Page B
B

1 Bl —-MEERE
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(1)

PR —— AR
12 1

Y & i & & ry & ol Y & & & . & - PR oy . &

&
19 PRI S-S N et S s e SN SR SN M A ¢

a8 7

g8 7

g4 r

o d
o Gl gz 03 04 05 06 07 0& 09 10

Qg

o #HiH—FREHFd S EME PageRank EHE EHAE

&5 5 — 75 V9 {8 §8 H Page A. Page B. Page C. Page D E & /7 N ANE 3 FT 7o
U9 {E %9 B 7 PageRank {E ] B (3) (4) (5) (6) BB KR, W dfEH 0 E 1 8
1t M FE!Y PageRank E# B LIIE 4 FT R, BB 4 BB N « EUFAHOE 1
1L BHEE C B PageRank &, HXEME A, FEXREME B, RE
BUEE Do d [EEA, $#H A. B. D =% PageRank HEEMA; BHHE CH
A WA #[E] PageRank [E=FEAE/N, Bl 4 fEEEEE 1 BME CEH A BO T H
B, K Google ¥ d fH =0.85, 1§ PR(A) = 1.49. PR(B) = 0.78. PR(C) = 1.58,
PR(D) = 0.15, 5 [t 38 %I 48 A =2 3 fth 70 &8 61 B K 1R/ 2 3 4 5 E MY 8% B o
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#HH =% /\{E# H Home. About. Product. Links\ External Site A. Exter-
nal Site B. External Site C. External Site D &5 /7 s E 5 iR o NEREZ
PageRank B 7] B (7) (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) FIh 3 R, JLAF d fEH 0
1 B9 T tHERY PageRank {HA0E 6 AT o

B 6 %3 #H PageRank {4 =&, @ E Home BB —&, #E About.
Product. Links = 3% PageRank {H FH[E], External Site A, External Site B, External
Site C . External SiteD P9 % PageRank {8, d € [0,1] #% H [§] PageRank EEE
R4 B £ #8 H Home #J PageRank E&RE, HREME About. Product. Links,
5 1% & External Site A. External Site B. External Site C. External SiteDo d {8 &
BT 0 8% 1, = BEH9 H PageRank {2 /D, BVEAR 54 8%, HRW, B
0.5 ¢, = 8 H PageRank {8 Z fE B K. & Google ¥ d {8 =0.85, Bl PR(H) = 0.9.
PR(A) = PR(P) = PR(L) = 0.41. PR(EA) = PR(EB) = PR(EC) = PR(ED) =
0.22., B JH, 38 R A [R] 2 5 7 {8 6 B 15 45 5 M 8% C o

External Site A

About i 0.22
041
External Site B
Home // Product 0.22
0.92 / 0.41 )
\ External Site C

"l 022
Links /
0.41 , External Site D

0.22

B s #HOI=HEERE

PR(H)=(1-d)+d PRl(A) + PRl(P") + PRB(L)] (7)
PR(A)=(1—d)+d —PRB(H)- (8)
PR(P)=(1—d)+d 'PR?SH) 9)
PR(L) = (1 —d) +d FPR?EH) (10)
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[ PR(L
PR(EA) = (1 —d) +d 5( )
[ PR(L
PR(EB) = (1—d) +d RS( )
[PR(L
PR(EC)=(1—d)+d RS( )
PR(L
PR(ED)=(1—d) +d 5( )
R —+—H s APL —a— EA EB,ECED
14
2 Sum SRS
13 i V,V_#‘M ——*__\\\
10 wi‘»'*f
! ‘ﬂ%;?
%‘:,:%:;& -2
na | Py em
e -
' T
06 r \&“1\ R
. .
B
04 | b
02 }
00 . d
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08

B e #HI=IHREHETF EtHKHEE PageRank [HZ EH 2 E

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

F bt = {0 &6 T 5 A H BE B A 42 B 3 S P9 8 AU A . PageRank fE
FENZBEY F-HEELRTRHEHEBR FOMEE, £EMHE PageRank
EHEER 1 5 - EENZHERNFEBETL &EME PageRank {HZE
R, BESHEHACES BZHEENZHERN TEBELIME 0 5 1,
£ {8 # H PageRank EZEEE/N, BA 50 HES,; K, HER 71 &
B, & (A #8 H PageRank EEEHA, BEEHRES. KE<, ETEMEE
ERE AR, d e [0,1) BALHEERE P E 5 # H PageRank {2 ) BURE A~ A M
@%EE\U, Egﬁfﬁzgﬁﬂgﬁ}i%, ﬁt&ﬁjﬁﬂﬁﬁggiglﬁﬁ (citation analysis) o @lﬂﬁ,
dEENEEESHERKEN FUEIRBRIMEESFZER. T—BREH

A AB 40 18] 5 2 Markov $%, 3R #E % d 7E PageRank H #} AU A B,
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4. Markov iﬁ*ﬁﬁ?ZBﬁFé%

 FEREL A A AL FRBEREE AR, d e [0,1) B0 B E SR E 5
1 PageRank [E Z S B R, Bit, SHREEETELBEESHIEE
= BRRMATE - EGREEHT 2R T-AEHENAR RAXREBNLR
A, TR S W B . 8 2 — (A A0 E RAR A8 . B
Faﬁ%[%i%%i@%%, a] LA H Markov FERE U,

B Google BRIEHE N EWEE, EE—E Nx NWHHE ¢ IREAH
SR R g, = 1 BEIS 0. BA ¢ REANEIEE BN ER,
S oh 3 T 5T 300 0 B 2 L B A ) B

A
e

€= Zgij
i

Ty = Z 9ij
J

SR EEE G RFIMETH EMAEH THE WEHHBENER W
SEABE. BERER A

(1-d) Gij
vt

Ho g 2EBZE, BERN d=0.85, B] A & Markov SERYE R R, W LA
BE ANRABYES 1, HENBHABZETE-EHRALRTE

Q5 —

R R ER

Bll 2 2 Markov SEEI B i, B EREE MEHESTERE

al (1 —d) T;
T = Z ag;T; = N +d Z -C—J—
j=1 Gkj=1

M H j B PageRank {8 & z;, CHHUNEES ¢ @, 2 E | j % E’J PageRank
BAR o, 13, DRI R THEEOEE. o BHEH k) PageRank {E, AIHEE
FHRAHE R REE c WREHE. AEFART L BRER (-9, #
& F{B3E PR Markov S8 1, B T 7 FF 44 M 8 & &
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PageRank 7& Markov SEE R AR R A B BUE (eigenvalue) FIT % FER 5 2 m
& (eigenvector), T A T B A RO M, R R H At R a1 By 4 BE AR
Haveliwala 82 Kamvar (2003) $2 HiFHE R F d E5 T 1, EE A R R e 1 ME & B8
2 BT 1, PO T & M B PageRank % o fH AR BHUBMKHE, R ER-RET
R B WBOR (B

M EA e A E B L BN T o BB 1, PageRank Z LK,
BEEERHEEES, IHE Markov ST d ERINY &, M5 HEEEE
MEH AR HHBRT ¢ = 1 BAEERANSREES BN SR, I
R E RS AR 4 I 1 BRESER 1. MBI, Google #M
=085 REEEEREREZEMEBEER TN EEDR.

5. &5

PageRank & Google ARTE—-EEEEEEN —FA% g 58
H HE 44 B, £ B Google R B M H, 8 UG B T FE Google 8
EHE AR A T SE A R A B R R T 1 S SE R B A & B9 PageRank
{18 e T R 4 SEE S A S T R Y B R B E A, AR T, PageRank 5T H &
A HBERFRAOUEZEPEHANEES Y, KRB AR EREARTHER
F, B BT 5

BB R B R S B N B E PageRank HEALETHEENR
@ REYRETHBSZEFRERN F-MENREMAMLER LK R
FH B A 7 4 fa] 48 &, ¥ vk 2 2 & (A H PageRank fE. BoEEAREHEERE
FAEME 1, & H#E PageRank EEHEBK, BEIPEHEZES. £=
feAE A R B B R T R T oh B, R (B E PageRank fEZ FEELA, #LAE B
HWEGERES.

REEARBRN ETXMERNWELABRBPEESHEMA, i
A BRFBRET 1 BiF. B8 =MEAHBEFEKNSI 1, AEERR
SHE B, Google /3 FE 7 [ 5 Bh AT A8 Rl B R 7 88 465 75 =X, U B X 7
o8 DEHBEHEH K,

PageRank J§ 4K F /. S AVEIRNWAER T BN R, (& & hEm
SREEEENEE. EARRBEERREN T EERMKER TS, AT Rank-
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ing MERAHBETEANEERE CHPRMEWENBATSIRERE
REREEN, AXFERH L EERELTHEHAE FEERMB5IE2Y
W, BE B BAEE LB R B PageRank BT 52 R R R, (8 2 Ea I 52
%, BHLESHEEMNEROF AR, BERROWRRCBEZRER
B, WREHERCNSE XRRBES 5 BAEE, BIEMUR PageRank B
M, BET AT DU R B PaperRank SR 7R E B 5 R B B 1, €10 25 22 4i
RHAR—ELTTEHAKF,

i ERA: HEG — R EECHEEREEEBER F R RIRBE

B £ A-1
Home N About
1.00 1.00
More Product
1.00 N 1.00
7 WHEERE
PR —+—HAPM
1'2 — e et et N -
10 4ttt
O'& L e oot e e o 5 e A et 23 S
0‘6 L. U
0‘4 b
02
0.0 L 1. i i i 1 i i d

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 1Ll

8 dfEB{LH KM H PageRank {HZ &
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Biit £% A-2
Home “ > About
1.00 1.00
More Product
100 /] 1.00
Bo MWEES
PR —+—HAPM
1 .2 . S o
1.0 FF S - . e s e S
08
06
04
0.2 et s s e
0-0 : : 4 L ! L : ) 2 N d

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11

10 dfEZ{EH LW HE PageRank (HZ ¥
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MR B: HEH —HHEACEEEREEAERF 2R RESE
Bfd % B-1

About
0.69

Home ; Product
192 [ 069

MMore
0.69

11 M HEE

PR —4—H —&— A PM

o0 01 02 0.3 04 03 06 e 08 09 Lo

B 12 dfE2{LH &M E PageRank [EZ %
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By £% B-2
Page C | Page D
0.73 0.46
B 13 MEEE
PR —+—4A @B —&—C D

0,0 1 i ] i i 1 1 1 i ]
00 @1 02 03 Q4 05 Q& 07 0B 09 10

14 d B2 L & W H PageRank [HZ &
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sk C: HEH=RHUHEECHEEREEEER I 2R HRE
Bt &% C-1 |

About
Site A 1.09
1.0
Home : Product | __—w Sgtz le
3.31 N 1.09 '
More
1.09
15 WEHEKE
PR —e—H oo APM —— SA —#— SB

0.0 1 1 ] 1 ] i
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11

16 d {E#{L% % @ E PageRank [H H ¥
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BRE HEAE a%l KEE FnhE

Bif &% C-2

External Site A

About 0.34
1.1
Esxternal Site B
Home //r-v Product 0.34
3.35 / 11 External Site C
tt11 ' 0.34
Links
1.1 | External Site D
0.34 "l
B 17 WEEESE
PR —+—H  w-APL  —+—BARBECHD
40

B 18 d fER LY E M HE PageRank fEZ Z &
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By £% C-3
External Site A
About 0.23
0.84
External Site A
o Home “/;///: Product 0.23
-:E 244 0.84 External Site A
0.23
. Links
0.84 N External Site A
/ " 0.23
¢ \
Review A Review B Review C Review D
0.23 0.23 0.23 0.23
L ] I
19 MEEG
PR —+—H ---m-- APL —&— EA BEBECEDRARBRCRD
30

00

Gl

02

03 Oa

6.5

0.6

0.7

08

09

B 20 d{EBLHEHHE PageRank EZ R
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B £% C-4
Site A > Home | About
1.0 1.66 1.56
More Product Site B
0.78 ' 1.48 0.78
& 21 HHEESE
PR ——H —8—4A —&—P —e—MSB --®--SA
d
00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11

22 d EZ{LH &M H PageRank {EZ ¥
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SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS ON DAMPING FACTOR-
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ABSTRACT

Google--the largest search engine in the world--uses PageRank techhology to deter-

mine the rank of website listings. It is thus important to have a decent understanding

on PageRank technology for a fair ranking system. In this paper, we study the sensi-

tivity on damping factor in PageRank, by investigating all typical linkage examples in

the article “The Google Page Rank Algorithm and How It Works” (Roger, 2002). It is

shown that the choice of the value for damping factor is critical to the PageRank. The

degree of impact varies from one case to another. This ranking technology is called

Citation analysis. Furthermore, Markov chain theory can be used here for modeling

webpage’s characteristics. The applications of Markov chain indicates that damping

factor should be closer, but not equal to 1. These results support the choice of damping

factor d=0.85 currently used by Google.

Key words and phrases: Citation analysis, markov chain, search engine.
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