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Bastolla et al.36 exploring a wide range of model parameters’ values (see Materials and Methods and Section E.2 in 
SM). The aim is to compare the persistence of these two distinct topologies when equilibrium is reached. The first 
noticeable finding shows that the nested architecture presents large areas in the parameter space for which the 
system largely survives, whereas the modular structure does not (Fig. 3a). In all the cases (see additional results 
in Figs S7 to S11) it is possible (and actually very frequent) to observe high persistence for the nested architecture 
whereas it is low for the modular one, but never the other way around. In this context, the persistence is defined 
as the survival of a hashtag or user once the system has become stable, while the survival rate represents the final 
diversity (i.e., number of users and hashtags in the steady state) relative to the initial collection. Then, the survival 
area represents the region with a survival rate greater than a given value (see Section E.2 of the SM). We systemat-
ically compare the survival areas for pairs of systems with different sizes and densities (Fig. 3b) and two remark-
able facts stand out: first, nested architectures consistently out-survive modular ones. Second, the difference in 
survival areas increases with network size, being narrower for small system sizes. This latter finding suggests the 
reason why topic-centered bipartite networks in information systems exhibit a modular structure while they 
remain small-sized: the pressure for an architecture shift remains low, as the transition towards a nested topol-
ogy does not yet present a critical advantage in terms of the survival of the topic. In other words, when a topic is 
emerging, and thus its user-meme network is small, it needs to reach a critical mass (here the size) and self-adapt 
to a nested architecture to increase the likelihood of topic’s survival.

It is possible to get further insights into the microscopic mechanisms behind the modular-to-nested topologi-
cal transition. As seen from Fig. 2, once the nested patterns begin to dominate the network structure –around the 
day when the movement fully develops–, nestedness remains at high levels for some time. This makes it possible 
to consistently track the set of users and memes that accumulate many interactions (generalists) and inspect 
whether these sets are time-independent. To this end, we identify which nodes and which memes assemble the 
core37,38 of the network at different times. The core can be thought of as the set of most generalist nodes (users 
and memes) in the network, see section F of the SM for further details. Figure 4 compares the resemblance to the 
“reference core” DRC, i.e. similarity between a snapshot’s core (Ct) and the one extracted when the nestedness is 
maximal (Cmax) (see section F in the SM for a definition). Notably, for both w =​ 12 h (top panel) and w =​ 3 days 
(bottom) there is a high turnover in users who occupy the core: in most snapshots t, only 0–10% of the users in 
Cmax are also present in Ct, even when the network’s architecture has reached the nested stage. Instead, hashtags 

Figure 2.  Modularity and nestedness bifurcate at the onset of system-wide attention. The central panel 
shows the evolution of modularity and nestedness, as standardised z-values. Remarkably, both metrics evolve in 
a coupled way up to the onset of the main protests (around May 15). At this point, modularity collapses, whereas 
nestedness continues growing towards its peak value coinciding with the political movement’s central dates 
–that of the largest demonstrations across the country (May 17–20th). Top panels represent four snapshots of 
the data –encoded as bipartite networks–, rows and columns are sorted in decreasing connectivity order (for an 
optimal visualization of nested patterns, if they exist). Similarly, lower panels represent the exact same matrices, 
where rows and columns are sorted module-wise (for an optimal visualization of the community structure).




