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Invulnerability of Terrorism Organization Network Based on Cascade
Effect
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Abstract A dynamic society network analysis method is adapted to study terrorism organization structure and its invulnerability. Firstly,
a selective attack method is proposed to destroy terrorism organization network. Secondly, the mesosphere is attacked, and then other
segments are attacked according to the degree-distribution centralities of network. The minimal-cut set of graph theory is applied to scout

the terrorism network of invulnerability and attack its augmentable chain. The experimental results show that these methods precede

traditional attacking methods. It is easy to destroy the entire terrorism organization network.
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Fig. 4 Three-typed structures of terrorism organization
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Table 5 Centric analysis for the main members relation
network of 9/11 terrorist attacks

i ik i A
NG ot B

Hamza Alghamdi 0.222
Nawaf Alhazml 0.167
Saeed alghamdi 0.139
Marwan A1-Shehhi 0.111
Waleed Alshehri 0.083
Abdul Aziz Al-Omari  0.083
Mohamed Atta 0.083
Ziad Jarrah 0.083
Ahmed A1 Haznawi  0.083

Hamza Alghamdi 0.194
Nawaf Alhazml 0.183
Ahmed Al Haznawi  0.172
Ziad Jarrah 0.162
Abdul Aziz Al-Omari  0.147
Marwan A1-Shehhi 0.117
Waleed Alshehri 0.105
Saeed alghamdi 0.067
Mohand Alshehri 0.064

(a) Organization network before disintegration
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Fig. 16 Relation network for the main member directly
joining 9/11 terrorist attacks
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