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Additionally, our model incorporates evolutionary rules of spe-
ciation and drift that naturally provide a mechanism to explain 
the properties found in mutualistic webs. As it does not include 
the population size associated with each species nor the nonlinear 
dynamics of ecological interactions, our results suggest that the eco-
logical scale plays a minor role in shaping the architecture of mutu-
alistic webs. Instead, the universal constraints associated with the 
evolutionary unfolding of these webs would lead to the observed 
invariant properties. However, the advantages provided by these 
networks, such as robustness and evolvability, can be of great rele-
vance at other scales. Tinkering can work as a bootstrapping process 
leading to population-level advantages that might, in turn, be the 
target of selection. Future work should further explore these mecha-
nisms and their applicability to other types of webs; for example, 
networks involving both mutualistic and antagonistic interactions7,9. 
An interesting candidate in this respect is the microbiome, which 
also exhibits complex ecological networks49 and marked similarities 
with standard ecosystems, suggesting again the presence of univer-
sal rules50. Given their potential for tracing evolutionary histories 
and their shorter evolutionary time scales, these systems will prove 
to be a useful test to some of the ideas described here.

Methods
Evolutionary rules. A bipartite graph ω=G (A, P, { })ij  involving the two subsets 
of nodes tA( ) and tP( ) represents the animals and plants at a given evolutionary 
time step t . We define the quantitative effect of animals on plants through a matrix 
ω ω= →(A P )ij i j , which indicates the strength of the interaction between both 
partners and vice versa. The evolutionary dynamics of the graph is defined by 
speciation and divergence.

Speciation. We choose a given species Ai or Pj and create a speciation event. The 
new species inherits exactly the same list of links from its parent species. If Ak 
indicates the newly created species, we have ω ω=kj ij for all = . . .j 1, , P .

Divergence. We redistribute the weights between parent and daughter species. A 
random number μ< <0 1 is generated and each pair of links ω ω{ , }kj ij  is updated 
to a new pair μω μ ω−{ , (1 ) }kj ij . Additionally, for each link, we introduce, with a 
given probability p, a weight change; that is, we have a new value ω ω ξ→ +ij ij  
being β ξ β− < <  a small random number. Here, the parameter β weights how 
fast evolutionary changes occur at the level of single ecological links. If ωij falls 
below a threshold θ, it is removed. Finally, a maximum input weight is allowed 
for all plants. Specifically, if the sum ϕ ω= ∑(P )j i ij over all animals acting on the 
plant Pj is larger than one, the change is not accepted. A symmetrical rule is used 
to constrain the links in the →P A direction. As a consequence of the threshold 

rule, species become extinct when no mutual support is present (that is, when 
ω∑ = 0j ji ).

Numerical simulations. Our aim was to sample the parameter space defined by 
the space βP( , ) with no other adjustment of our parameters. A set of m = 4,000 
simulated random bipartite grown graphs was generated from randomly chosen 
pairs βP( , ) with ∈P (0, 1) and β ∈ − −(10 , 10 )4 1 , respectively, using a uniform 
distribution. Lower values of β can be used, but their single effect is to slow down 
the rate of network evolution, not the final outcome. The same applies for the  
θ parameter, which leads to very similar results for a wide range, only leading to 
significant changes for very high (and probably unrealistic) values. Given the wide 
variations in the parameters, a broad range of network sizes was generated, from 
very small to a maximum size of ~S 200 species.

Weighted network properties. We compared different properties measured in 
empirical and synthetic networks. The aggregated strength of the nodes is defined as 
the sum of all the dependencies in both link directions; that is, ω ω= ∑ +=s ( )i j

N
ij ji1

i ,  
where Ni indicates the number of interactions with other species. Asymmetry is 
calculated following ref. 8. If ωij and ωji are the links connecting the two elements Ai 
and Pj in the two possible directions, we define the asymmetry ϕ i j( , ) of the pair as:

ϕ
ω ω

ω ω
=

∣ − ∣
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max{ , }
ij ji

ij ji

which takes values within the range ϕ≤ ≤i j0 ( , ) 1.

Nestedness based on the spectral radius. Nestedness is computed over the square 
×S S matrix ω (see Fig. 4a), where = +S S SA P is defined as:
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where mutualistic interactions ω ω= [ ]ij  describe a block off-diagonal form. The 
eigenvalues of this matrix, λ = . . .k S{ }( 1, , )k , can be systematically calculated. In 
particular, it has been shown16 that the perfectly nested graph is associated with the 
so-called spectral radius ρ ω( ), which is defined as:

ρ ω = λ . . . λ( ) max{ , , } (3)S1

that is, the largest eigenvalue.

Life Sciences Reporting Summary. Further information on experimental design 
and reagents is available in the Life Sciences Reporting Summary.

Data availability. The data and codes that support the findings of this study are 
available in the Supplementary Information files.
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Fig. 4 | Nested evolved networks. The networks generated by the rules described in the main text display nested structures. Nestedness in these weighted 
graphs is estimated by means of the spectral radius of the squared weighted matrices, ω, generated by the model16. a, An example of the matrices obtained 
from our digital mutualistic webs. b, The spectral radius ρ ω( ) value has been calculated using the full sample of m = 4,000 networks and plotted against 
their corresponding number of species S. The open circles correspond to a total of 25 real network data points (see Supplementary Information for 
sources). The line corresponds to the prediction for the random model, which follows from Wigner’s semi-cirle law (see Supplementary Information). The 
colour scale gives the corresponding Z-score (see Supplementary Information for details of the calculation).

NaTuRe eCoLogy & eVoLuTioN | www.nature.com/natecolevol

http://www.nature.com/natecolevol



