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Abstract

Triadic interactions are higher-order interactions which occur when a set of nodes affects

the interaction between two other nodes. Examples of triadic interactions are present in the

brain when glia modulate the synaptic signals among neuron pairs or when interneuron axo-

axonic synapses enable presynaptic inhibition and facilitation, and in ecosystems when one or

more species can affect the interaction among two other species. On random graphs, triadic

percolation has been recently shown to turn percolation into a fully-fledged dynamical pro-

cess in which the size of the giant component undergoes a route to chaos. However, in many

real cases, triadic interactions are local and occur on spatially embedded networks. Here

we show that triadic interactions in spatial networks induce a very complex spatio-temporal

modulation of the giant component which gives rise to triadic percolation patterns with sig-

nificantly different topology. We classify the observed patterns (stripes, octopus and small

clusters) with topological data analysis and we assess their information content (entropy and

complexity). Moreover we illustrate the multistability of the dynamics of the triadic perco-

lation patterns and we provide a comprehensive phase diagram of the model. These results

open new perspectives in percolation as they demonstrate that in presence of spatial triadic

interactions, the giant component can acquire a time-varying topology. Hence, this work

provides a theoretical framework that can be applied to model realistic scenarios in which

the giant component is time-dependent as in neuroscience.
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1 Introduction

Percolation 1–7 is a pivotal critical phenomenon that captures the non-linear response of a network

to the damage of its links. Thus, percolation has a wide range of applications in complex systems

including brain and infrastructure networks 8–11. The dynamical model usually implied by the

percolation processes describes cascades or avalanches of failure events, typically reaching a static

absorbing state, which might result in a dismantled network. Hence the traditional approach to

percolation fails to describe the situation encountered for instance in neuroscience where their

giant component of functional brain networks dynamically varies in time without reaching a static

configuration. In order to capture this scenario, higher-order triadic interactions have recently been

shown to be a key, leading to the formulation of triadic percolation 12.

Higher-order networks 13–18 include interactions between two or more nodes. These gener-

alized network structures are attracting large interest because they are transforming significantly

our understanding of the interplay between topology and dynamics of complex networks. Indeed

the structure of higher-order networks captures the underlying topology and geometry of the data,

with applications from ecology 19–21 to cancer research 22–24. Evidence of higher-order coupling

appears in several natural systems 13–18, including brain dynamics, chemical interaction networks,

and the climate 25–32. Higher-order interactions have the potential to dramatically change the emer-

gent behavior of a dynamical model 13, 18, as evidenced in percolation 12, 33–35, synchronization 36–39,

diffusion 40, 41, game theory 42 or contagion dynamics 43–45.

Triadic interactions 12, 19, 46, 47 are higher-order interactions that occur when one or more nodes
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regulate the interaction between two other nodes. This is the role for instance of glia cells in neu-

ronal networks, as they modulate synaptic interactions between neuron pairs 48. In the brain, presy-

naptic inhibition and facilitation is a further example of triadic interactions. Indeed, axo-axonic

synapses involve interneurons that induce presynaptic inhibition or facilitation, which reduce or

enhance, respectively, postsynaptic response 49, 50. Similarly, in ecological systems, the presence

of a third species may modulate the interaction between two given species 19, 46.

Recently, in Ref. 12, it was shown that triadic percolation, in which triadic interactions up-

or down-regulate links, defines a fully-fledged dynamical process in which the giant component

becomes dynamical, and its size undergoes a period-doubling and a route to chaos. However, Ref.

12 only addresses triadic percolation on a random graph while in a large variety of cases, real-

world networks have a geometric embedding, such is the case for instance for neuronal networks

51, 52, communication and transportation systems 53. For many of these systems, an exponential

wiring cost fits the observed spatial distribution of link lengths 10, 54–63. Despite many advances in

the study of percolation on spatial random networks and lattices 6, 7, 10, 11, 64–67, their analysis in the

presence of a geometric embedding remains an important theoretical challenge.

In this work we address the study of triadic percolation defined on spatially embedded net-

works with triadic interactions. We show that, since in these networks interactions are local, tri-

adic percolation induces a spatial structure on the giant component, leading to triadic percolation

patterns, which display a distinct time-varying geometry and topology. Here we investigate the

spatio-temporal complexity of the observed dynamics of the triadic percolation patterns, which
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goes beyond the basic statistics and dynamics of the size of the giant component. To explore these

findings, we investigate the spatial properties of the triadic percolation patterns with Topological

Data Analysis (TDA) 68–71, and information theory tools 72–74, identifying the emergence of three

distinct types of patterns: small clusters, stripes and octopus (or complex) patterns. We launch an

in-depth numerical investigation of the dynamics of these patterns: we show evidence of intermit-

tency with patterns of different types occurring in the same time-series, and we provide evidence of

periodic (blinking) spatio-temporal behavior of the patterns. These analyses allow us to reveal the

topological and dynamical nature of the phase diagram of triadic percolation in spatial networks.

Triadic percolation on spatial networks captures basic mechanisms that play in a large variety

of spatially embedded systems with triadic interactions, notably including brain networks. In order

to reveal its implications, we kept our model very general. At the same time, the stylized nature

of this model proposes a framework that combines percolation theory, topology and non-linear

dynamics that can become the starting point for more realistic models of specific scenarios in

which the giant component is strongly time-dependent.

2 Triadic percolation on spatial networks with triadic interactions

Triadic interactions are higher-order interactions that occur when one node regulates the interac-

tion between two other nodes, either positively or negatively (see Fig. 1A,B). Positive regulations

facilitate the interaction between the two nodes while negative regulations inhibit their interaction.

Interestingly, triadic interactions can also exist in a multilayer setting 75 when the regulator nodes
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Figure 1: Network and triadic percolation models. A Illustration of the triadic interaction in which
one node regulates the link between two other nodes with a positive (left image) or negative (right
image) effect. B Triadic interactions allow for several regulator nodes for each link. In this case
the presence of a link is determined by a function taking into account both positive and negative
regulatory interactions. C Triadic two-layer network, where each layer regulates the interactions in
the other layer. D Illustration of the spatial structural network. We highlight the local connectivity
mechanism in the zoomed area. Two nodes i and j are connected by a structural link with a
probability Pij that depends on the Euclidean distance dij between the two nodes, on the typical
length for structural links d0, and on the parameter c that determines the average degree of the
structural network. The probability is schematically indicated by the shaded blue color in the
top zoomed area. E Illustration of the spatial network with triadic interactions. The higher-order
network is formed by the spatial structural network shown in panel (D) and the triadic interactions.
The higher-order network with triadic interactions is formed by nodes (black circles), structural
links (black lines the center of each structural link, indicating its location, is shown by smaller blue
circles), and triadic regulatory interactions which can either be positive (green arrows) or negative
(red arrows) as depicted in the zoomed areas. A positive regulatory interaction between a node i

and a structural link ℓ is added with a probability P̂+
iℓ , schematically indicated by the shaded green

color, while a negative regulatory interaction is added with probability P̂−
iℓ , schematically indicated

by a shaded red color. The probabilities P̂+
iℓ and P̂−

iℓ depend on the Euclidean distance dil between a
node and the link it regulates, on the typical range dr for regulatory links, and on the parameters c+

and c− determining the average degree of positive and negative regulatory interactions respectively.

are of a different type (see Fig. 1C). A typical example of this latter type of triadic interaction

is present in neuronal systems, where glia cells, for example, can either facilitate or inhibit the
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synaptic signals between neurons. Another example is the existence of interneurons that establish

axo-axonic synapses that can induce presynaptic facilitation and inhibition of other synapses. For

the sake of simplicity, in this work we consider the simple scenario in which the regulator nodes

belong to the same structural network whose links are regulated by triadic interactions, as it oc-

curs in presynaptic inhibition and facilitation. However the multilayer scenarios can be a natural

extension to the proposed framework.

We consider a higher-order spatial network with triadic interactions embedded in a 2D torus

(square of size L with periodic boundary conditions). This higher-order network can be thought

of as a multilayer network 75 formed by a structural network Gs and a regulatory network Gr. The

structural network Gs = (V,E) comprises the set V of nodes and the set E of structural links

between them. We indicate with N the number of nodes in V , i.e. N = |V |. The regulatory

network Gr = (V,E,W ), on the other hand, is a signed factor network (bipartite network) formed

by the nodes in V (called regulators), the structural links in E (playing the role of factor nodes),

and the signed regulatory interactions between them, specified in the set W . Note that the signs of

regulatory interactions are considered here as a property of the regulatory link rather than the reg-

ulator node. This means that a given regulator node can positively regulate some links (thus called

positive regulator to these links) and negatively regulate some other links (thus called negative

regulator to these links).

The spatial structural network is constructed according to the Waxman model 76 (see Fig.

1). This model accounts for local interactions as links between pairs of nodes are drawn with a
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probability that decays exponentially with their distance as found in several brain structural in-

vestigations 54, 55. Similarly, our model of spatial triadic interactions also establishes regulatory

interactions among pairs of nodes and structural links with a probability that decays exponentially

with their distance (See Methods for details of the model). The model depends on few parameters:

d0 and dr indicate the typical range of interactions for structural and regulatory links respectively,

while the positive parameters c, c+ and c− can be further used to modulate the average structural

(c) or regulatory (positive-c+- and negative-c−-) degree of the structural links (number of regulator

nodes).

The triadic interactions can activate or deactivate the structural links giving rise to triadic

percolation. In triadic percolation, the activity of structural links that controls the network connec-

tivity is determined by the triadic interactions that regulate them. Conversely the activity of the

nodes is dictated by the network connectivity via the percolation process.

Triadic percolation is defined as follows. At t = 0, all structural links are active. For t ≥ 1,

the dynamics is given by a simple 2-step iterative algorithm:

• Step 1: Given the configuration of activity of the structural links at time t − 1, nodes are

considered active if they belong to the largest connected component of the structural network.

Otherwise the nodes are considered inactive.

• Step 2: Given the set of all active nodes obtained in Step 1, all the links that are connected at

least to one active negative regulator node and/or that are not connected to any active positive
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regulator node are deactivated. The remaining links remain intact only with probability p.

At each time step t, the state of the structural network is given by the binary vector s = s(t), of

elements si(t) indicating whether node i is active (si(t) = 1) or inactive (si(t) = 0) at time t. The

size of the giant component R indicates the fraction of nodes in the giant component, which in

triadic percolation is time dependent. Note that in triadic percolation the dynamic is deterministic

for p = 1, while for 0 < p < 1 the dynamic is stochastic, i.e., the triadic interactions do not fully

determine the dynamic process. Thus p acts as the control parameter of the dynamics.

It follows that spatial triadic percolation includes both quenched and annealed disorder. The

quenched disorder is determined by the structure of the higher-order network with triadic interac-

tions, while p drives the annealed disorder and dictates the randomness of deactivation events.

Triadic percolation in spatial networks generates topological patterns of the giant component

with non trivial dynamical evolution. These patterns and their dynamics depend significantly on

the control parameter p that determines the highly non trivial phase diagram of triadic percolation

in spatial networks, as we discuss below.

3 Emergence of triadic percolation patterns

Typically, in percolation theory, the percolation transition is described by monitoring the size R

of the giant component as a function of the control parameter p. In spatial triadic percolation we

see that this measure fails to capture the complex topological patterns, called triadic percolation
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patterns, acquired by the giant component as long as the range of the structural and regulatory

interactions is local. Hence we need to develop and use additional quantitative methods to classify

these patterns and encode their information content.

Visual inspection of the spatial distribution of the giant component induced by spatial triadic

percolation suggests the emergence of three qualitatively different types of patterns as shown in

Fig. 2:

1. Small clusters of active nodes, of relatively small size.

2. Octopus, tubular-like shapes predominantly formed by wide lanes that cross the borders

(potentially more than once) and may also form inner loops.

3. Stripes, either horizontal or vertical, that reach the borders forming closed loops (due to the

periodic boundary conditions) and are of similar width than the octopus. Multiple stripes

may also emerge.

The emergent patterns share a strong spatial structure, with separated active (high density of active

nodes) and inactive (null density) areas, leading to a heterogeneous distribution of activity. The

spatial property is a direct consequence of the local triadic interactions, and it is lost when this

requirement is relaxed.

TDA classification of triadic percolation patterns To classify the triadic percolation patterns, we

have considered their distinct topology. Even if clusters and stripes can be of similar or comparable

10



Figure 2: Topological classification of the triadic percolation patterns. A The 0-homology (H0)
and 1-homology (H1) persistence diagrams corresponding to an exemplary Cluster (C), Octopus
(O) and Stripe (S) patterns, as shown by the insets, where turquoise (pink) dots stand for inactive
(active) nodes. Major differences in the persistence diagrams of H0 and H1 can be observed. B
Pattern dis-similarity is measured with the Wasserstein distance DW , here shown between tem-
plate patterns corresponding to the Cluster, Octopus and Stripe patterns as indicated by the labels.
To perform the classification, 33 templates of each pattern class have been considered. Octopus
patterns show larger within class topological variability. C Illustrative pattern classification for an
exemplary time-series. First, the distance of each state s(t) to each pattern class P , P ∈ {C,O, S}
is taken to be the the minimum DW distance between s(t) and the template states of each pattern
class (data lines). Then, the triadic percolation pattern at time step t is assigned the closest tem-
plate pattern (as indicated by the shaded background areas). Here the triadic percolation results are
obtained for p = 0.8, N = 104, c+ = c− = 0.2, d0 = dr = 0.25, c = 0.4, ρ = 100.

size, the critical difference between them is that stripes reach the borders of the torus and close a

loop: whereas clusters have no holes, stripes have one (per stripe in the pattern). Conversely,

octopus patterns may present more than one macroscopic component (typically of different sizes)

and at least one hole.
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TDA, and specifically persistent homology 77, 78, is the ideal method to detect these differ-

ences. Persistent homology encodes a point cloud (in this case the triadic percolation patterns) into

a simplicial complex and then tracks the k-homological classes. The k-homological classes define

the topology of the simplicial complex and are in one-to-one correspondence with the independent

k−dimensional holes: in dimension 0, these are connected components; in dimension 1, cycles (or

loops), i.e. one dimensional holes; in dimension 2, two dimensional holes (as in a triangulation

of a sphere), and so on. Here we consider Vietoris-Rips complexes, built from the point cloud

by connecting all points at a spatial (Euclidean) distance smaller than a certain value (radius) and

by filling all the cliques of the resulting network. By increasing the radius (i.e. the maximum

distance between nodes to be considered connected), the persistent homology diagram indicates

the emergence and death of each homological class of the data (see Fig. 2A). The (dis-)similarity

between two patterns can then be measured by means of the Wasserstein distance DW between

their respective persistence diagrams (see Methods section for details).

The distance DW between same-class patterns is much smaller than the between-class dis-

tance, as observed in Fig. 2B for hand-selected template patterns (n = 33 of each class). This

result quantifies the finding that emergent pattern classes present distinct homology. Notably, the

Wasserstein distance also captures the larger variability within the octopus class, with larger DW

values. Using the set of template patterns, we classified each emergent pattern into one of the three

nominal classes by identifying the closest (smallest DW ) class to the pattern, as illustrated in Fig.

2.
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In this manner, TDA can provide a quantitative classification of the topological patterns

acquired by the giant component in spatial triadic percolation. Hence the spatio-temporal dynamics

of the giant component can be considered as a time-series of distinct topological patterns. Note

however that, as we will reveal in the following, triadic percolation gives rise to a dynamics of

triadic percolation patterns that is also largely affected by their geometry (for instance the position

of the barycenter of the patterns).

Information theory of triadic percolation patterns The emergent patterns can be further inves-

tigated with information theory tools. In particular, for each class of triadic percolation patterns we

study the distribution of the size R of the giant component, together with the permutation entropy

H and the complexity C of the patterns. While R is the usual order parameter for percolation,

the permutation entropy H and the complexity C were formulated originally for quantifying local

spatial patterns on 2-dimensional images 72 and patterns 73, 74.

Permutation entropy H quantifies the “randomness” of the local spatial patterns by calculat-

ing the entropy of pixel permutations. Higher permutation entropy values indicate greater irregu-

larity in the data. Complexity C provides additional information about the degree of correlational

structure by considering larger spatial patterns of motifs. A high permutation complexity value

indicates the presence of diverse, less repetitive patterns of the data. Complexity will reach a min-

imum on either completely random patterns or regular patterns, and a maximum on patterns with

“hidden” structure 79–81.

In Fig. 3B we report the distributions of R, H and C for each pattern class. As already hinted
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Figure 3: Examples of spatial triadic percolation patterns and their properties. A Examples of the
triadic percolation patterns: Small clusters (first column), Octopus (second column), and Stripes
(third column). Active nodes are highlighted in pink and inactive nodes are in turquoise. B Quan-
titative characterizations of the triadic percolation patterns. The size R, permutation entropy H ,
and complexity C of patterns are shown to reveal important quantitative differences between pat-
terns. For each pattern, a surrogate random pattern was created with the same size R and randomly
selected active nodes. The distributions of R, H , C for each pattern class are shown by two-sided
violin plots, where the left-hand side corresponds to the spatial triadic percolation patterns, and
the right-hand side to the surrogate random patterns. The values of the entropy H and the com-
plexity C are obtained by embedding active nodes into a 30 × 30 grid with sliding partitions of
size dx = 2 and dy = 2 (see Methods section for details). The spatial network with triadic inter-
actions is obtained by a realization of the model with parameter values N = 104, c+ = c− = 0.2,
dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4. The triadic percolation patterns are derived (for classification details see
Fig. 2) from simulations with p = 0.1, 0.2, ....1.0, each including 500 time-steps (after a transient
period of 500 steps).

by qualitative observations, the three triadic percolation pattern classes differ on the average size

R̄, with clusters being typically small, octopus spanning up to half of the nodes of the network, and

stripes presenting intermediate values. However R is not enough to distinguish individual patterns,

as evidenced by the overlap in the distribution of R values between pattern classes. For instance,
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a stripe pattern may include more than one stripe, resulting in a stripe pattern with a relative large

size, and similarly cluster patterns may be relatively large, i.e. of similar size to the typical stripes

(for instance, see Fig. 3B third column).

Quantitatively, the topology or the complexity of the pattern can neither be distinguished by

means of the size R alone. In particular, random patterns with no spatial structure can emerge

with any given value of R (on non-spatial networks). On the contrary, the permutation entropy

H and complexity C provide extra information on the rich spatial organization of the patterns,

which is remarkably different from that of random patterns. To quantify this finding, in Fig. 3B

we compare the actual distribution of H and C (left-hand side of each violin plot, darker color)

with the distribution obtained from surrogate random patterns with the same size as each of the

spatial triadic percolation patterns (right-hand side of each violin plot, darker color). As it can

be observed, octopus and stripes are vastly different from random patterns, with a) consistently

lower permutation entropy H , b) higher complexity C, c) wider distributions of H and, in the case

of octopus, also wider distribution of C. Cluster patterns on the contrary are less different from

surrogate random patterns, suggesting that the observed values of H and C are mostly driven by

the pattern size R in the case of uniform clusters.

The three classes of triadic percolation patterns differ in terms of absolute values of entropy

and complexity. Octopus patterns show on average the largest permutation entropy, followed by

stripes, whereas clusters in general present low values of H . Regarding complexity, this is highest

for stripes, followed by octopus, whereas clusters present typically small values but with large
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deviations. Thus, on this meso-scale description, stripes are the least random pattern.

Finally, we notice that not only the average value of H and C differs between pattern classes,

but their within-class distributions also show specific properties. Octopus show the largest variation

of H and C, evidencing large within-class variability. For stripes, two well-defined maxima of H

are observed, corresponding respectively to single and double stripes. Remarkably, these barely

differ in terms of complexity, which is in strong contrast with surrogate random patterns of the

same size, for which the two maxima are observed again. Thus all stripes are similar in terms of

complexity, whereas the variability in octopus does lead to different complexity.

4 Dynamics of triadic percolation patterns

Triadic percolation displays a non-trivial temporal organization of the dynamics of its emergent

topological patterns. The topology of the triadic percolation patterns displays metastability, with

patterns belonging to the same topological class persisting for varying lifetimes depending on both

the quenched and the annealed disorder of the triadic percolation model. In particular, intermittent

time-series of the triadic percolation patterns occur for a wide range of parameters values. For

instance, in Fig. 4 we show a time-series in which both octopus and stripes occur in an intermittent

and dynamic fashion. Videos of exemplary time-series of triadic percolation patterns are included

in the Supplementary Videos.

The temporal behavior of the fraction of nodes in the giant component R, and of the infor-

mation theory measures (entropy H and complexity C) capture important aspects of the dynamics
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Figure 4: Exemplary intermittent time-series of spatial triadic percolation patterns. A-D Time-
series of triadic percolation patterns observed for p = 0.7 on the same network realization as Fig.
2. Panel A shows the spatial triadic percolation patterns at exemplary time steps. Panels B and
C show respectively the pattern classification (cyan for stripes S, pink for octopus O, and yellow
for clusters C), the size of the giant component R, the entropy H and the complexity C of the
triadic percolation patterns a a function of time. To illustrate the temporal dynamics of the triadic
percolation patterns (panel D), we monitor the overlap Oτ between active patterns at lag τ = 1, 2

(leading to O1 and O2), and the overlap Ō1 between the active and inactive patterns at lag τ = 1.

of triadic percolation (see Fig. 4C). However there are several non-trivial spatio-temporal effects

which go beyond the information that can be extracted from R, H and C alone.

The emergence of time-varying triadic percolation patterns is a direct consequence of local

17



connectivity and also local positive and negative regulation. Local negative regulation leads to

emergent self-inhibition in the macroscopic scale, whereas local positive regulation implies that

activity can only emerge on the neighbourhood of previously active regions. Together, these mech-

anisms create and effect surface tension, and give rise to the emergent macroscopic patterns of

different shapes, see Supplementary Information (SI) for further details. As a consequence, we

observe that in the deterministic case stripes always emerge through surface minimization. Thus

on a torus constructed from a rectangular map (rectangular torus), stripe patterns only occur along

the shorter dimension of the rectangular torus (see SI).

Crucially, this mechanism induces an intrinsically dynamic nature of the triadic percolation

patterns s(t). Moreover, given that positive regulation occurs on a local scale, the active pattern at

time t + 1, s(t + 1), can only appear on the neighbourhood of the active pattern at time t, s(t).

In combination with effective self-inhibition, this causes the tubular geometry of the stripe and

octopus patterns.

The combination of self-inhibition and border-excitation also induces the temporal dynam-

ics of the patterns, characterized by two dominant mechanisms at short time scales: short-time-

blinking (ST-blinking) and diffusion. ST-blinking consists of the alternation of complementary

patterns such that s(t + 1) ≈ 1 − s(t). ST-blinking occurs for large patterns (typically octopus)

such that the pattern and its neighbourhood encompass the whole structural network. Diffusion,

on the contrary, occurs for smaller patterns (small clusters) whose neighbourhood does not cover

all the inactive region. In this case the active pattern may not return after two steps, as more
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t = 950 t = 951

t = 952 t = 953

t = 954 t = 955

A

B

C

Figure 5: Blinking of stripe patterns. A Relative size of the giant component R is shown a function
of time t. B The x-coordinate of the barycenter of the patterns is shown as a function of time
t. C Examples of stripe patterns. Active nodes are highlighted in pink and inactive nodes are
in turquoise. All these measures clearly indicate the sustained blinking of the triadic percolation
patterns, which in this case is a periodic dynamics with period 6. The spatial network is formed
by N = 104 nodes. The parameters for generating the spatial network with triadic interactions are
c+ = 0.4, c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4, p = 1.

options are available, the probability of each one depending on the specific local fluctuations of

connectivity.

ST-blinking and diffusion can be quantified by the overlap between patterns at different time-

steps, defined as Oτ =
∑

i si(t)si(t + τ)/
∑

i si(t), where Oτ (t) ≃ 1 indicates that patterns s(t)

and s(t + τ) are similar, whereas values close to 0 indicate that they are significantly different.

In particular, in Fig. 4D we show the overlap between consecutive active patterns, O1 = O1(t),
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and between patterns separated by two steps, O2 = O2(t), and the overlap between the active

pattern at time t and the inactive pattern at time t + 1, Ō1 =
∑

i si(t)(1 − si(t + 1))/
∑

i si(t).

Due to emergent self-inhibition, O1 is always low and Ō1 high, whereas O2 distinguishes between

ST-blinking and diffusion: it is large for ST-blinking, and small for diffusion. In the exemplary

case of Fig. 4, we observe in general high O2, indicating a domination of ST-blinking, although it

intertwines with diffusion when stripes emerge (see panels A,D around t = 700). In general, we

have found that octopus patterns blink on short time-scales, and clusters diffuse, whereas stripes

show a mixed behavior, as shown in Supplementary Figs. 9 and 11.

The microscopic organization of the structural and regulatory networks shapes the dynamics

of the patterns, as easily observed for stripes. Assuming fully homogeneous local connectivity, 1D

diffusion (akin to a random walker on a 1D lattice) would be the expected behavior for stripes: a

horizontal stripe may move up or down, with equal probability. However, we observe a location-

dependent asymmetry in the movement, that effectively traps the stripes into preferred locations.

This asymmetry is induced by microscopic inhomogeneities or quenched disorder. The effect of

quenched disorder is less evident for increased random damage, which adds annealed noise into

the dynamics (see Supplementary Fig. 11).

Finally, we note that triadic percolation patterns can blink, i.e. display sustained periodic

dynamics, depending on the properties of the structural and regulatory networks (see Fig. 5).

Our previous discussion accounted for the case of c+ = c−. For illustration purposes we now

consider the case of strong positive regulation (c+ = 2c−) and the deterministic scenario (no
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random damage, p = 1). In this case, stripes are the only observed pattern (as for c+ = c−, p = 1).

For instance, in Fig. 5A,B we show evidence of blinking with a period 6 dynamics for both R

and the barycenter location x. This blinking behavior consisting of sustained periodic dynamics of

the triadic percolation patterns is also validated by the inspection of the actual triadic percolation

patterns shown in Fig. 5C.

These results allow us to draw a general interpretation of the observed spatio-temporal phe-

nomenology. Triadic percolation on spatial networks leads to complex spatio-temporal dynamics.

Two spatio-temporal scales emerge. Spatially, the patterns are heterogeneous, with the emergence

of well-defined active and inactive regions. At short time-scales we observe a dynamics dominated

by ST-blinking, for intermediate random damage and large patterns, and by diffusion, for large

random damage and small (clusters) patterns. In the case of stripes, quenched disorder caused

by random local connectivity breaks translational symmetry, and preferred locations for stripes

emerge at the mesoscopic scale, leading to ST-blinking and in some cases to sustained periodic

blinking of triadic percolation patterns, particularly for the deterministic (no random damage) case.

The specific nodes becoming active on each appearance of the macroscopic stripe may vary and

the barycenter shows small microscopic variations, but it remains contained within the width of a

macroscopic stripe. In absence of sustained periodic blinking, a combination of random (annealed)

damage and quenched disorder, caused by random local connectivity, deforms the emergent pat-

terns on large temporal scales.
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Figure 6: Phase diagram of spatial triadic percolation. Panels A-B The average size R̄ of the
giant component (panel A), the average values of the permutation entropy H̄ , and the complexity
C̄ of the triadic percolation patterns (panel B) are plotted as a function of p. Panels C-D The
TDA classification is adopted to enrich the phase diagram with static and dynamical information
about the topology of the patterns. The fraction of triadic percolation patterns classified as Clusters
(PC), Octopus (PO) and Stripes (PS) (panel C) and the entropy rate Ĥ of the pattern time-series
(panel D) are plotted as a function of p. The black arrows indicate two local minima. Panel E
displays the probability P r

τ of return after τ steps as a function of p, averaged over the time-series,
revealing the nature of the short time dynamics of the triadic percolation patterns. The spatial
network with triadic interaction is formed by N = 104 nodes and generated with parameter values
c+ = c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4 in all panels. Panels A,B,E are obtained from the
same data corresponding to 500 steps of the triadic percolation dynamics. The entropy H̄ and the
complexity C̄ are obtained by embedding active nodes into a 30 × 30 grid with sliding partitions
of size dx = 2 and dy = 2. The accompanying violin plots show the distribution of values of each
variable. Panels C and D are obtained from the average of 10 different iterations of the triadic
percolation dynamics, each including 1500 steps of the dynamics. The curves show the average
values, and the errorbars the standard deviation among network realizations. Data were considered
after a transient of 500 steps in all cases.
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5 Phase diagram of spatial triadic percolation

The phase diagram of triadic percolation, studied as a function of the control parameter p (see Fig.

6) reflects its complex spatio-temporal dynamics. In order to investigate this phase diagram, we

first monitor the relative size of the giant component R as a function of p (see Fig. 6A). The first

important observation that we make is that in average, the relative size of the giant component R̄

displays a maximum and is hence not monotonically increasing with p as in standard percolation.

Moreover, the relative size of the giant component is roughly bounded by half of the nodes of the

network. This is a consequence of the competition between local positive and negative regulation,

given that active nodes at time t + 1 are limited to the area nearby (but, crucially, excluding) the

active pattern at time t. As we have discussed extensively in the previous sections, however, the

value R does not provide detailed information on the triadic percolation patterns. To investigate

the nature of the triadic percolation patterns, we monitor the average of the information theory

measures H and C (given by H̄ and C̄) as a function of p (see Fig. 6B). Most relevantly we find that

also the average permutation entropy H̄ , has a maximum for intermediate values of p indicating

more random patterns. The quantities R,H and C have the advantage of being unsupervised

quantities, note however that, due to their large within-class variability (as reported in Fig. 3),

R,H,C have limited ability to detect the regions of the phase diagram with distinct topological

organization (see Fig. 6A, B). The phase diagram of triadic percolation is therefore enriched by

considering the results of TDA analysis (see Fig. 6C). The TDA analysis reveals three regions of

the phase diagram, each dominated by a single type of pattern, although values of p with significant

coexistence of patterns are observed. For small values of p (large probability of random edge
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damage), low-activity patterns, i.e. clusters, are most likely. On the other hand, for large values

of p ≃ 1 (strongly suppressed random edge failure), most regulation links are active, and the

combination of local positive and negative regulation results in stripe patterns due to the border-

minimization effect (see SI). For intermediate values of p the octopus topology emerges as the

most likely. The three TDA-detected regions are observed for ranges of p values that depend on

the other parameters of the model, although octopus and stripe patterns require that the active

cluster is percolating, ensuring the connectivity of the giant component. Moreover, stripes always

emerge for p = 1 (no random damage).

As triadic percolation is a dynamical process, the phase diagram is not complete if we do

not provide information about the dynamical nature of the time-series of patterns as a function of

the control parameter p. To this end, we have considered two quantities that capture the temporal

dynamics of the macroscopic patterns: the entropy rate Ĥ of the pattern time-series, and the return

probability P r
τ of the overlap Oτ time-series defined in Sec. 3. These quantities probe the temporal

dynamics of the system at different scales: the entropy rate Ĥ captures the long-term behavior (as

revealed by Fig. 5) and P r
τ quantifies the short time dynamics typically observed, and can be used

to classify diffusion and ST-blinking of patterns in time.

The entropy rate Ĥ (see Methods for details) quantifies the information content of the time-

series of patterns as derived from the TDA classification analysis (in fig. 6C). Therefore the com-

plex triadic percolation dynamics is codified by the single time-series of the pattern classification

(a series of letters with letters indicating the three distinct type of topological patterns –clusters,
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octopus and stripes). Very predictable time-series have low entropy rate, highly unpredictable ones

have high entropy rate. Hence the entropy rate Ĥ can be used to probe intermittent time-series of

patterns and can be related to the complexity of the process 82 (see SI for details). Interestingly

the entropy rate Ĥ presents evidence for a dynamical phase transition at p = pc ≃ 0.4 (see Figure

6D). For p < pc only one type of pattern is observed (clusters) and the entropy rate is zero, i.e.

Ĥ = 0; beyond this phase transition different types of patterns coexist and thus we have Ĥ > 0,

while for p ≃ 1 the entropy rate is again zero, i.e. Ĥ = 0 and only stripe patterns are observed.

Moreover the entropy rate Ĥ displays two local maxima corresponding to values of p with more

diverse compositions of pattern types. The first local maximum (smaller p) is higher due to the

coexistence of the three pattern-classes (clusters, octopus and stripes) while in correspondence of

the second local maximum (larger values of p) we observe coexistence only of two pattern-classes

(octopus and stripes).

The second measure we introduce is the return probability P r
τ that measures the probability

that a pattern re-occurs (or returns) after τ steps, and is analogous to the return probability on

a diffusion problem 83. Hence this measure differs from the first not only because it probes the

dynamics at smaller time-scales, but also because it is very sensible to the geometrical details of the

patterns (typically having the same topological classification). In this framework, P r
τ is measured

by binarizing and averaging over time the corresponding overlap metric Oτ (see Methods section

for details). As observed in Fig. 6E, P r
τ follows a non-trivial trend in the three regions of the

phase diagram dominated by the three different topologies (panels A). For even τ values, there is a

maximum in the octopus-dominated region (intermediate p values), with sustained high values in
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the stripes region (large p values) and minimum values for the cluster-dominated (small p values)

region. For odd τ values we find low values on the octopus and stripes region due to the strong

ST-blinking effect. Thus, octopus patterns and stripes have a larger probability of re-occurrence at

short time-scales (associated with a ST-blinking dynamics), than clusters. In absence of sustained

periodic blinking, by increasing τ we explore longer time-scales in the system and we observe that

the return probability P r
τ decreases with τ in all cases, evidencing that eventually the macroscopic

patterns are deformed at longer time-scales, as a consequence of the interplay between quenched

disorder and random damage.

The phase diagrams derived from the temporal dynamics (Ĥ and P r
τ ) follow closely those de-

rived from the spatial organization (pattern occurrence, R̄, H̄ , C̄), indicating that each pattern class

not only presents distinct geometry and homology but also a characteristic macroscopic evolution

of the patterns.

As we have seen, the phase diagram of triadic percolation provides a comprehensive under-

standing of triadic percolation. In particular, this phase diagram covers the topology, the informa-

tion content and the dynamics of this very rich dynamical process going beyond a description of

triadic percolation based exclusively on the size of the giant component.

6 Conclusions

In summary, triadic interactions are fundamental higher-order interactions present in a variety of

complex systems, ranging from brain networks to ecosystems, that can dramatically change the
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properties of percolation, as captured by triadic percolation. Here we show that, on spatial net-

works, triadic percolation leads to the emergence of a time-varying giant component that displays

topologically distinct patterns. In order to investigate the spatio-temporal properties of triadic

percolation we combine network science, TDA, information theory and the theory of nonlinear

dynamical systems to describe this remarkable critical phenomenon. The giant component dis-

plays patterns that are classified through persistent homology into three different classes: small

clusters (formed by a localized scattered set of points), octopus patterns (patterns with non-trivial

persistent diagram), and stripes (patterns of points going around the torus). These emergent spatial

triadic percolation patterns are remarkably different from random patterns, as quantified by our in-

formation theory analysis, which reveals the lower entropy and larger complexity of these patterns

with respect to random unstructured patterns. These patterns have a very non-trivial dynamics

revealing that the giant component of triadic percolation has a topology that can change signif-

icantly over time. We show that for some parameter values the time-series of patterns displays

intermittency between different topological classes. Moreover, in the case of stripes we provide

evidence of blinking behavior with the barycenter of the giant component oscillating periodically.

These findings are summarized using a phase diagram of triadic percolation, indicating the regions

where patterns of a given type are more likely to occur. The phase diagram also shows how sta-

tistical, information theory, and temporal observables of the complex spatio-temporal dynamics

of the giant component change as a function of the control parameter leading to a comprehensive

understanding of this complex dynamics.

The observed spatio-temporal modulations of the topology and geometry of the giant com-
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ponent open new perspectives in percolation theory and its applications. As giant components

changing dynamically in time are observed in a large variety of real systems, these findings have

the potential to transform our theoretical understanding of these systems, with significant potential

applications in neuroscience.

Material and Methods

Spatial higher-order networks with triadic interactions We consider spatial higher-order net-

works with triadic interactions embedded in a 2D square of size L with periodic boundary condi-

tions (a torus). The density of nodes is indicated by ρ, with ρ fixed as 100 nodes per unit square

in all simulations of this paper. The structural networks Gs = (V,E) contain edges drawn ran-

domly between each pair of nodes with probabilities decaying exponentially with their Euclidean

distances. Specifically, a pair of nodes i and j are connected with probability

Pij = ce−dij/d0 (1)

where dij denotes the Euclidean distance between nodes i and j, and d0 denotes a typical length

of structural links. The average structural degree ⟨k⟩ is controlled by 0 < c ≤ 1. The spatial

regulatory network is generated as follows. First, we define the coordinate of a structural link ℓ as

the midpoint of its two end-nodes. Then, a positive or a negative regulatory interaction between a

node i and a structural links ℓ is drawn with probability P̂+
iℓ and P̂−

iℓ respectively. The probabilities
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P̂+
iℓ and P̂−

iℓ are given by

P̂+
iℓ = c+e−diℓ/dr ,

P̂−
iℓ = c−e−diℓ/dr , (2)

where we exclude the possibility of conflicting regulatory interactions. In other words, we impose

that if a node is a positive regulator of a link it cannot be simultaneously a negative regulator of

the link. In Eq.(2) dr defines the typical length of regulatory interactions, and c+ and c− (with

c+ > 0, c− > 0 and c+ + c− ≤ 1) control the average number of nodes that regulate a link

positively or negatively.

For dr → ∞ and d0 → ∞, the spatial network with triadic interactions reduces to the

Erdös-Renyi network with random triadic interactions that is defined and studied in Ref. 12.

TDA based classification The spatial triadic percolation patterns are here classified by means

of topological data analysis (TDA). TDA allows us to identify a pattern’s shape and its invari-

ant topological properties, with moderate noise tolerance 77, 84–86. The TDA of a set of points

proceeds by first generating a simplicial complex that represents the data at different values of a

filtration or threshold parameter fs, and then evaluating the homology classes of the simplicial

complex as function of fs. A simplicial complex is a finite collection of simplices K such that i)

every face of a simplex in K also belongs to K, and ii) for any two simplices σ1 and σ2 ∈ K,

if σ1 ∩ σ2 ̸= ∅, then σ1 ∩ σ2 is a common face of both σ1 and σ2. A d-simplex is the con-

vex hull of d + 1 points: a 0−simplex is a point, a 1−simplex is an edge, a 2−simplex is a

triangle and so on. Here we consider the Vietoris-Rips filtration method to build simplicial com-
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plexes that represent the data. Given a pattern of active nodes at time t, s(t), the corresponding

Vietoris-Rips complex is the filtered complex V Rs(s(t)) that includes all δ−simplices, δ ≤ d,

such that all pairwise distances between the nodes in the simplex are equal or less than fs, that is

V Rs(s) = {[v0, ..., vn]∀i, j d(vi, vj) ≤ fs}. The k-homological classes 77, 78 of a simplical com-

plex are in one-to-one correspondence with its independent k−dimensional holes: in dimension

0, these are connected components, in dimension 1, cycles (also called loops), in dimension 2,

2-dimensional holes (like in a triangulated sphere), and so on. Persistent homology tracks the

homology classes as the filtration parameter fs increases and detects which topological features

persist across different scales 87. The filtration values at which each homological class emerges

(birth) and disappears (death) can be recorded on a persistence diagram PD (showing the death

value as a function of the birth value) and characterize a given shape or pattern. Points further

from the diagonal mark features that survive for long filtration intervals. PDs of different patterns

can be compared by measuring the distance between them. Here we considered the Wasserstein

distance, which matches pairs of points between the two diagrams and measures the Lp distance

between them. Points that cannot be matched to a point in the other diagram are matched to the

diagonal.

The patterns were classified into Clusters (C), Octopus (O) and Stripes (S) using persistence

homology. First, a set of representative template patterns (33 for each pattern class) were manually

identified (an example for each class is given in the insets of Fig. 2A), and PDs were obtained for

each one (Fig. 2A). Secondly, persistence homology was applied to each pattern s(t) of a given

simulation of the system. The Wasserstein distance between the PD of s(t) and all template PDs
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was measured, and state s(t) was assigned the pattern class of the closest template (Fig. 2D). For

the VR filtration we consider simplices up to d = 2, and the persistence diagrams included the 0-

(H0) and 1- (H1) dimensional holes. The total Wasserstein distance was defined as the sum of the

H0- and H1-associated distances. All TDA analyses were performed using the giotto-tda python

library.

Entropy and Complexity The structural and information theory properties of the spatial triadic

percolation patterns include their permutation entropy and statistical complexity. The measure

of permutation entropy was first proposed by Bandt and Pompe 73 to measure the complexity

of one-dimensional time-series. The approach was generalized to higher-dimensional data and

an additional measure of complexity called López-Ruiz-Mancini-Calbet (LMC) complexity was

proposed. The LMC complexity provides structural information that is not included in the entropy

measure 74, 88. The permutation entropy is calculated based on the permutation of local partitions.

Consider a two-dimensional pattern that is represented by a matrix. We consider all local partitions

of size (dx, dy), i.e., submatrices of size dx by dy, where dx and dy are called embedding dimensions

72. Let us consider a simple case where dx = dy = 2. Thus each submatrix can be written as

A =

a0 a1

a2 a3

 (3)

Reshaping the submatrices to one-dimensional vectors, we can categorize them into different or-

dinal patterns. For instance, pattern π1 = (0, 1, 2, 3) denotes all submatrices in which a0 < a1 <

a2 < a3 and pattern π2 = (1, 0, 2, 3) denotes all submatrices in which a1 < a0 < a2 < a3. There

are in total (dxdy)! = 24 ordinal patterns in this example. Thus we can define the distribution of
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ordinal patterns with given embedding dimensions dx and dy. The probability P (π) of having an

ordinal pattern π is calculated by

P (π) =
number of submatrices that have pattern π

total number of submatrices of size dx × dy
(4)

and the permutation entropy S is defined as

S[P ] = −
∑
π

p(π) ln p(π). (5)

The measure H used above is the normalized permutation entropy defined as

H[P ] =
S[P ]

Smax

=
1

(dxdy)!
S[P ]. (6)

The permutation entropy quantifies the amount of “information” in the patterns. The statistical

complexity C composites the measure of information H and the measure of “disequilibrium” Q

88:

C[P ] = Q[P, Pe]H[P ]. (7)

The disequilibrium Q[P, Pe] is defined as the extensive Jensen-Shannon divergence that quantifies

the distance between the pattern distribution P (π) and the uniform distribution Pe
79;

Q[P, Pe] =
S[(P + Pe)/2]− S[P ]/2− S[Pe]/2

Q0

(8)

where Q0 is a normalization constant. Thus, the complexity C will reach zero at the extremes of

the ordered pattern (H = 0) and completely random pattern (Q = 0). Note that C is not a trivial

function and H . For a given H there exists a corresponding range of C that provides additional
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structural information 72, 80. To calculate the entropy and complexity of patterns formed by active

nodes, we transformed the activity pattern with a 2D density distribution over an M×M grid, over

which we measure the permutation entropy H and complexity C of this matrix 89.

Temporal analyses The temporal dynamics of the emergent dynamics of triadic percolation is

quantified by means of the entropy rate Ĥ of the pattern time-series x(t) derived from the TDA

classification. That is, x(t) is the categorical time-series indicating the macroscopic state of the

system as Cluster (C), Octopus (O) or Stripe (S). To measure the entropy rate of a time-series, we

consider motifs or words of increasing length L̂, and measure the relative count p̃i of each word i

of such length. The entropy rate of L̂-words is defined as 82:

Ĥ(L̂) = − 1

L̂

∑
i

p̃i log2 p̃i. (9)

The entropy rate Ĥ , is obtained in the limit of infinite word-length, i.e.

Ĥ = lim
L̂→∞

Ĥ(L̂). (10)

Here in order to estimate this limit, we take the usual approach of extrapolating the linear trend

of Ĥ(L̂) versus 1/L̂ for L̂ = 1, 2, 4, as detailed in the Supplementary Information (see Supple-

mentary Fig. 10.). Results shown in the main text are averaged over 10 time-series encoding the

topology of 10 realizations of the triadic percolation dynamics.

At short-time scales, the dynamics is investigated by measuring the overlap between patterns

at different time-steps, defined as

Oτ (t) =

∑
i si(t)si(t+ τ)∑

i si(t)
. (11)
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Oτ (t) ≃ 1 indicates that the states s(t) and s(t+ τ) are similar, whereas values close to 0 indicate

significantly different states. To discriminate whether two states are macroscopically equivalent we

have set an adaptive threshold α′ on Oτ , such that states t and t+ τ are macroscopically equivalent

if Oτ (t) > α′ with

α′ =
α

T

∑
t′

Oτ (t
′). (12)

where α = 0.8 is the baseline threshold. Here α′ is given by the baseline threshold α rescaled

by the average overlap Oτ of the time-series to account for the large fluctuations in the fraction

of active nodes in the triadic percolation patterns. We thereby described each time-series by the

binary variable Õτ (t) indicating whether the patterns at time t and time t+ τ are macroscopically

equivalent. Note that this analysis disregards the shape of the patterns.

The variation of the overlap Õτ (t) in time is measured by the return probability P r
τ

83, 90, that

indicates the probability that the system returns at time t + τ to the same state it was at time t,

namely P r
τ =

∑
t Õτ (t)/T .
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Supplementary Information

“Triadic percolation induces dynamical topological patterns in

higher-order networks ”

A.P. Millán, H. Sun, J.J. Torres and G. Bianconi

In this Supplementary Information we provide additional material demonstrating the mech-

anisms for the emergence of short-time-blinking (ST-blinking) and diffusion of the triadic per-

colation patterns. Note that the results discussed here are relative to the extensive region of the

parameter space in which sustained periodic blinking is not observed, such as for c+ = c−.

Triadic percolation patterns: self-inhibition and border minimization In strongly spatial net-

works (small d0 and dr), the emergence of spatial triadic percolation patterns can be understood

as a surface minimization effect caused by the underlying local positive and negative regulation

mechanisms. Consider the pattern shown in the first panel of Supplementary Fig. 7A (top image),

corresponding to a strongly spatial network. Active nodes are shown in pink. In the next step,

active nodes will effect their regulation, resulting in structural links being either excited (positive

regulation and no negative regulation), inhibited (negative regulation) or not regulated (no active

regulatory links). The result of the regulation is shown in the bottom image of the panel, where

pink, black and cyan points respectively show excited, inhibited and not-regulated links. The num-

ber of active positive and negative regulations of each link depends on its distance to the active

regions. Thus, structural links within the active manifold typically have at least one active negative

regulation and are inhibited (black points in the bottom panel of Supplementary Fig. 7A). On the
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Supplementary Fig. 7: Mechanism underlying the emergence of spatial triadic percolation pat-
terns. Two exemplary snapshots into the evolution of the triadic percolation patterns (A, B) are
shown. The top panels (first and third row) show the states of the nodes, where active nodes (in the
largest or giant connected component) are shown in pink as before, and we also show in green and
blue the (inactive) nodes in the second and third largest connected components, for illustrative pur-
poses. The remaining inactive nodes are shown in light blue as before. The bottom panels (second
and fourth row) show the subsequent states of the structural links: up-regulated or excited (pink),
down-regulated or inhibited (black), and not regulated (black). We do not show here random dam-
age. Excited links are defined as those that are exclusively up-regulated, whereas inhibited links
comprise all down-regulated links, regardless of whether they are up-regulated or not, according
to the activation rule. The spatial triadic network is formed by N = 103 nodes, with parameter
values c = 0.6, c+ = c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.2, ρ = 100, p = 1.0.

other hand, links far from the active regions have no active regulations and thus are not regulated

(cyan points). Only at the border between the active and inactive node regions there can be sparse

regulation, resulting in a set of links with only positive regulation, shown by the pink points (and

another with negative regulation). Consequently, the subsequent pattern (step t + 1) roughly cor-

responds with the border of the current pattern (step t). In this manner, the regulation acts as an

effective surface tension, where the tension from inside of the active manifold is caused by neg-

ative regulation resulting in self-inhibition, and the tension from outside by the lack of positive
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A CB

Supplementary Fig. 8: Emergent triadic percolation patterns for the square (A, B) and rectangu-
lar (C) lattice with periodic boundary conditions (tori). The surface of the torus is shown with
turquoise color, and active nodes are shown in pink. In the square torus, the vertical and horizontal
dimensions are symmetric, and in the deterministic regime p = 1, both horizontal (A) and verti-
cal (B) stripes emerge. In the rectangular torus this symmetry is broken, and in the deterministic
regime p = 1 stripes emerge only in the shorter direction (e.g. vertical in this exemplary case).
The parameters for generating the spatial networks with triadic interactions for panel A and B are
set as N = 104, c+ = c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.6. The size of the square L = 10. The
parameters for panel C are N = 104, c+ = c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4 and the rectangle
has size Lx = 22.36, Ly = 4.47.

regulation.

Surface minimization explains the different observed behaviors. To quantify the temporal

aspect, we have defined the overlap between patterns at different time-steps, namely

Oτ (t) =

∑
i si(t)si(t+ τ)∑

i si(t)
, (S1)

and between the active and inactive patterns at different time-steps, i.e.

Ōτ (t) =

∑
i si(t) (1− si(t+ τ))∑

i si(t)
. (S2)

Supplementary Fig. 9 shows O1, O2 and Ō1 for p = 0.1, ..., 1.0 for the same simulations are

reported in Fig. 6 of the main text. For each pattern class, we observe the following dynamics:

1. Octopus patterns. The active manifold and its neighbourhood conform the entire network,
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resulting in ST-blinking.

(a) The overlap between consecutive active states O1 is close to 0 (dark blue line in Supple-

mentary Fig. 9 for e.g. p = 0.7), whereas O2 is almost one (turquoise line) indicating

an approximate period 2 oscillation.

(b) Ō1 is large but smaller than 1 (0.5 < Ō1 < 1.0), indicating that pattern t+1 is typically

the opposite of pattern t, but fluctuations occur.

(c) If pattern t presents large loops, pattern t+1 can present two spatially separated active

regions.

(d) The patterns can become unstable due to quenched disorder or random damage (for

p < 1), causing either continuous deformations (Supplementary Fig. 7A) or the break-

down of part of the pattern (Supplementary Fig. 7B).

2. Small clusters diffuse to nearby positions, and ST-blinking is not observed (O2 ≈ 0).

3. Stripes emerge for large enough p as they minimize the size of the border (Supplementary

Fig. 7B).

(a) Stripes can either ST-blink or diffuse, see large fluctuations in O2 for p > 0.7 in Sup-

plementary Fig. 9. ST-blinking is characterized by large O2, and diffusion by small O2.

Note that the typical width of stripes is only one order of magnitude smaller than the

size of the system (approx. 1/L), and consequently effective diffusion is only possible

on small time-scales before the stripe returns to the original region.
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(b) Multiple stripes can emerge from single stripes if the two neighbourhoods are con-

nected by active structural links (Supplementary Fig. 7B). They require the activation

of some longer distance structural links, and therefore are less stable and occur less

often than single stripes for typical parameter values. Their emergence is most likely

in the case of no random damage (p = 1).

Supplementary Fig. 9: Temporal description: Overlap of the triadic percolation patterns. To il-
lustrate the surface tension mechanism, we show the overlap parameters O1(t) (dark blue), O2(t)

(turquoise) and Ō1(t) (light green), for different values of p = 0.1, 0.2, ..., 1.0, from top to bot-
tom. Shaded areas indicate ST-blinking, i.e. O2(t) > α. These results are for the same network
and realizations of the triadic percolation dynamics as those in Fig. 6 of the main text, namely
N = 104, c+ = c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4, ρ = 100.

Entropy rate Given a source producing an output that can be described through an ensemble of

categorical time-series x, in order to calculate the entropy rate of S, x is divided in non-overlapping

motifs or words of length L̂. Let p̃i be the normalized count of the ith word in the ensemble of
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words of length L̂ in the time-series. Then, the estimate of the entropy rate (in bits per second or

steps) is given by

H(l) = − 1

L̂

∑
i

p̃i log2 p̃i. (S3)

The true entropy rate Ĥ of the source is reached in the limit of infinitely long words, i.e.

Ĥ = lim
L̂→∞

H(L̂). (S4)

In practice, the entropy rate of the source is estimated by averaging over the entropy rate of an

ensemble of individual time-series x, Ĥx:

Ĥ = ⟨Ĥx⟩. (S5)

The entropy is a property of sources, and its estimation requires extensive sampling and

long time-series that are not always available. Ref. 82 proposed an alternative estimator based

on the Lempel-Ziv complexity LZ76 91. The LZ76 is defined recursively. Given the sequence

xn
1 := x1x2, ..., xn of length n (1 ≤ i ≤ n), a block of length n′, Bn′ , is a segment of length n′ of

xn
1 , i.e. xi+n′

i+1 := xi+1xi+2...xi+n′ . We set B1 = x1
1 = x1. Suppose that

xnk
1 = B1B2, ..., Bk. (S6)

Then, we define

Bk+1 := x
nk+1

nk+1 (nk + 1 ≤ nk+1 ≤ n) , (S7)

to be the block of minimal length that does not occur in the sequence x
nk+1−1
1 . By iterating this

procedure, we decompose xn
1 in minimal blocks,

xn
1 = B1B2, ..., Bp. (S8)
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in which all blocks are unique except for (potentially) the last block Bp. The LZ76 complexity of

xn
1 is defined as the number of blocks in the decomposition (which is unique):

C(xn
1 ) := p. (S9)

The rate of generation of new patterns along xn
1 is measured by the normalized LZ76 complexity

c(xn
1 ) =

C(xn
1 )

n/ log2 n
=

p

n
log2 n. (S10)

Sequences that are not complex have a very small normalized LZ76 complexity, and random

sequences have maximal LZ76 complexity. If a source is stationary, then 82, 92

lim sup
n→∞

c(xn
1 ) ≤ H, (S11)

on average and, if the source is ergodic, then

lim sup
n→∞

c(xn
1 ) = H, (S12)

almost surely. These equations provide estimates from below to the entropy of a source through

the LZ76 complexity of the generated time-series. Note that whereas the limit to infinity in Eq.

(S4) is on the word length, which inevitably leads to under-sampling of long words and requires

extrapolating the results of short words, the limit in Eq. (S12) is on the length of the time-series

and, if the converge of Eq. (S12), a reliable estimate can be achieved even in short time-series.

In Supplementary Fig. 10 we show the two procedures described above to estimate the

entropy rate, for a set of values of p. Namely, in panel A we show the entropy rate as derived

from the normalized LZ76 complexity c(xn
1 ) when considering an increasing length n of the time-

series. As it can be shown, convergence is reached for most values of p. The entropy rate is
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then measured in this case as c(xn=T
1 ), where T is the length of the time-series. In panel B we

show the entropy rate H(L̂) of words of increasing length L̂ as estimated via Eq. (S4). The true

entropy rate is measured in this case by performing a linear fit to the last two points of the plot

(corresponding to L̂ = 1, 2) and extrapolating the trend to 1/L̂ = 0. The results of both estimates

are shown in panel C for the same data shown in panels A and B, and in panel D for an ensemble

average over 10 iterations of the triadic percolation system and dynamics. As it can be seen, both

methods lead to the same results for the cluster-dominated regime (up to the first maximum), but

there is a significant deviation between them for the octopus-stripe co-existence region (region

around the second maximum). According to Eqs. (S11) and (S12), this result points towards the

non-ergodicity of the pattern time-series, although more detailed analyses would be required to

validate this finding.

Rectangular torus We consider here the effect of breaking the horizontal-vertical symmetry in the

emerging spatial triadic percolation patterns. In order to do so, we simulate the triadic percolation

model on a rectangle (width five times its height) with periodic boundary conditions (rectangular

torus), whilst all other network and model parameters (in particular the number of nodes, density

and scaling of connections with the distance) are kept the same. As shown in Supplementary Fig.

8, stripes always emerge along the shorter dimension in the rectangular torus (see panel C). This

is in agreement with the proposed mechanism for the emergence of macroscopic activity patterns,

based on the minimization of surface tension. Moreover, we have found that stripes emerge for

higher noise values (smaller p) in the case of the rectangular torus, indicating that shorter stripes

are more stable.
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Supplementary Fig. 10: Entropy rate estimation. Two procedures were considered to estimate the
entropy rate, following Ref. 82. A Normalized Lempel-Ziv 76 complexity LZ76 91, 93, c(xn

1 ), of
the pattern time-series x for increasing length n. Each line corresponds to a single time-series
generated over the same system with different probabilities of random damage p as indicated by
the colorbar. The limit n → ∞ gives the entropy rate, which is estimated here as c(xn=T

1 ) 82,
where T = 1500 is the integration time. B Entropy rate Ĥ L̂

x of the pattern time-series x when
considering motifs or words of increasing length L̂. To estimate the entropy rate as L̂ → ∞, the
linear trend on the right-hand side of the plot is extrapolated to 1/L̂ → 0 82. The data in panel B
was generated over the same set of time-series as in panel A. C The two estimates of the entropy
rate c(xn=T

1 ) and Ĥ L̂→∞
x are shown as a function of the random damage probability p, as indicated

by the legend, for the data shown in panels A and B. D Ensemble-average of the two estimates
of Ĥ , averaged over 10 realizations of the triadic percolation system and dynamics for each value
of p. The errorbars indicate the standard deviation. In all panels, the spatial network with triadic
interactions is formed by N = 104 nodes and generated with parameter values c+ = c− = 0.2,
dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4, and we considered a simulation length of 2000 steps. The first 500 steps
were discarded as transient.
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Barycenter dynamics For stripe patterns the barycenter in the perpendicular dimension is well-

defined. To determine whether stripes predominantly ST-blink or diffuse, we have analyzed the

evolution of the barycenter. As a reference, we include also the study of the barycenter for clusters,

which can also be defined, and in which case the overlap analysis indicates a diffusive behavior. We

consider the case of horizontal stripes and thus focus on the vertical component of the barycenter

location.

In Supplementary Fig. 11A and D we show a recurrence plot 94, 95 of the barycenter location

along the vertical axis, yB(t), respectively for small clusters and stripes. We observe that for small

clusters the barycenter moves in time through the network, and all locations are reached with ho-

mogeneous probability. All points in the recurrence plot fall along the diagonal, indicating a short

displacement in each step, due to the small size of the patterns. The situation for stripes is vastly

different, and only some locations are visited by the pattern. Moreover, there is a strong preference

for a handful of locations. At the microscopic scale, however, deviations of the barycenter position

within each macroscopic preferred location are observed over time, indicating that the actual stripe

changes over time (in agreement with Fig. 4D). Points in the recurrence plot fall further from the

diagonal in the case of stripes, as these are wider than clusters and the patterns move further on

each step. Moreover, the displacements of stripes typically take place in discrete amounts, i.e.

stripes typically move the width of one, and occasionally two (in the case of multiple stripes),

stripes.

To discriminate whether there is asymmetry in the movement of the patterns, in Supplemen-
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tary Fig. 11 we display the asymmetry in the movement for each location y, derived from an

analysis of the barycenter recurrence plot 94, 95. In order to do so, we have measured the number

of times that the pattern moves up (NU ) and down (ND) from each location, and report this by the

blue and red curves, respectively. Then, the asymmetry at each location A(y) is measured as the

difference between NU and ND (black curve in the bottom panels). To measure A(y) we made use

of a coarse-grained grid of size 30 × 30, equal to the one used for the spatial characterization of

the patterns in the main text. No significant asymmetry is found for clusters, whereas for stripes

there are two distinct locations, with positive and negative asymmetry respectively, such that the

stripe ST-blinks between them (i.e. there is a large probability of moving upwards from the lower

location, and conversely of moving downwards from the upper position). This asymmetry arises

due to quenched disorder in the structural and regulatory networks, and leads to ST-blinking being

the preferred mechanism for p = 1. We note that this dynamics cannot be observed clearly through

R(t), or through H(t) or C(t), as stripes are typically of the same size and shape.

Finally, we have measured the return probability P0(τ) of the barycenter to a given location

after τ steps (see Supplementary Fig. 11C, F respectively for clusters and stripes). A return event

after τ steps occurs if xB(t) and xB(t + τ) belong to the same cell of the coarse-grained 30 × 30

grid. P0(τ) confirms that clusters show a power-law decay of P0(τ) on short to intermediate time-

scales, until a plateau is reached. On the contrary, the decay for stripes is slower and a plateau is

reached earlier. We also notice a significant difference for odd and even times for stripes due to the

self-inhibition effect.
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In summary, diffusion only emerges at short time-scales, due to quenched disorder caused by

local inhomogeneities. In general, the probabilities of moving upwards and downwards (or right

and left in the case of vertical stripes) are not equal and depend on the position, effectively trapping

the stripe into preferred locations with only short visits to other network regions, resulting in an

inhomogeneous spatial distribution of activity over time.
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Supplementary Fig. 11: Barycenter dynamics of the spatial triadic percolation patterns along the
vertical axis corresponding to small clusters (p = 0.3, panels A-D) and horizontal stripes (p = 1.0,
panels E-H). A, D Recurrence plot of the barycenter location yB with lag τ = 1. Each point
corresponds to a time-step, with the time indicated by the color scale (from dark blue for t = 600

to yellow for t = 1000). B, E Asymmetry in the movement of the barycenter. The top plot
shows the number of times the barycenter moves up (NU , blue points) and down (ND, red points)
from each position. The bottom plot shows the asymmetry at each position, A(y), defined as
A(y) = NU(y) −ND(y). C, F Number of return events P0(τ)T (i.e. the return probability P0(τ)

times the total number of steps considered T ). Odd and even times have been separated as they
follow different scaling for stripes due to the self-inhibition effect. These results are for the same
network and realizations of the triadic percolation dynamics as those in Fig. 6 of the main text,
namely N = 104, c+ = c− = 0.2, dr = d0 = 0.25, c = 0.4, ρ = 100, T = 400.
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