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connections between organizations that conduct or use Mekong Basin research. The
organizations are from different countries and regions, mainly Vietnam, Cambodia, MsU
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Network Survey: The network o
participant list was used to develop an | wustons sain ogazsionetorcsuey: par Mekong Basin Organization Map. In this network map, individual shapes (referred to as nodes) represent organizations. The lines represent connections between organizations, but the distance between nodes is not significant. A visual inspection of the map indicates that the network appears to have a high
Onling Organizational NEIWOTK SUIVRY @ e oy s o) ot MTERORTONAL KGNSty degree of overall connectedness. At the national level, some countries demonstrate greater internal connectedness than others. The level of centrality of a node is represented by the size of the node. Larger nodes occupy a more central place within the overall network.
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importance of each to their mission - - Network centrality involves a set of concepts that are used to describe a node’s position in a network. In the above map, N ST @OLR is a condition that could favor increased collaboration and information exchange in
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rapid flow of information through the network. However, they are also “in a position to threaten the network with W Bloaioa | centrality scores are Can Tho University and the Mekong River Commission in
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Survey Response Statistics: ) Number of Responses by Organization Type In the full network, the same three organizations have highest centrality scores across all measures. These are: 1) Can < S DMRCKH - - been proposed.
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P | : : : : : international and regional level that, in part, explain its high centrality scores in the network. « Missing Data: Many organizations did not respond to the survey and network
 Response Rate: 33% Hreene High Centrality Medium Centrality Low Centrality analysis may be sensitive to missing data. Imputing missing values is preferable
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@Research e MAFF 1116.7 HCMUS  714.1 DGR 0.4 «  Multiple responses: In a few cases we received survey responses from multiple
@ Donor Cimate Change CU-Boulder 1029.4 USGS 591.1 NHI-KH 0.3 DRI individuals from the same organization. These organizations may display a
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