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Individual species may experience diverse outcomes, from prosperity to extinction, in an ecologi-
cal community subject to external and internal variations. Despite the wealth of theoretical results
derived from random matrix ensembles, a theoretical framework still remains to be developed to
understand species-level dynamical heterogeneity within a given community, hampering real-world
ecosystems’ theoretical assessment and management. Here, we consider empirical plant-pollinator
mutualistic networks, additionally including all-to-all intragroup competition, where species abun-
dance evolves under a Lotka-Volterra-type equation. Setting the strengths of competition and
mutualism to be uniform, we investigate how individual species persist or go extinct under varying
the interaction strengths. By employing bifurcation theory in tandem with numerical continuation,
we elucidate transcritical bifurcations underlying species extinction and demonstrate that the Hopf
bifurcation of unfeasible equilibria and degenerate transcritical bifurcations give rise to multista-
bility, i.e., the coexistence of multiple attracting feasible equilibria. These bifurcations allow us to
partition the parameter space into different regimes, each with distinct sets of extinct species, offer-
ing insights into how interspecific interactions generate one or multiple extinction scenarios within
an ecological network.

I. INTRODUCTION

The stability of biodiversity and species abundance dis-
tribution in each ecological community - whether main-
taining current states or undergoing abrupt changes, in-
cluding the extinction of some or almost all species - is
a crucial question in ecological conservation efforts and
also has been of central interest to theoretical approaches
in ecology [1–3]. Insights have been gained from study-
ing the properties of equilibrium states in an ensem-
ble of fully connected communities with random inter-
action strength, utilizing tools e.g., from the spin glass
physics and random matrix theory [4–9]. Yet, real-world
communities are often sparsely connected and heteroge-
neously structured [10–14], demanding further investiga-
tions to adapt these theoretical frameworks to empiri-
cal features [15, 16]. Moreover, while ensemble-averaged
properties provide broad insights, they often fall short
of predicting specific future scenarios for individual com-
munities, which are crucial for effective assessment and
management. This gap underscores the importance of
developing new frameworks that are better suited to un-
derstand and predict the dynamics of specific communi-
ties, based on their actual structures.
Under diverse environmental and internal perturba-

tions, individual species can experience variations in
their abundances or face extinction, and various theo-
retical approaches have been proposed to explore these
dynamics [17–20]. Simple dynamical models, such as
Lotka-Volterra(LV)-type equations, have been widely
used because they effectively capture the evolution of
species abundance under nonlinear interspecific interac-
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tions [3, 21–27]. Recent empirical data-sets from real-
world ecological networks [28–31] have spurred investi-
gations into such model dynamics on these networks, of-
fering insights into the interplay between structure and
dynamics [32–35].

Identifying equilibria, periodic solutions, and their sta-
bility from the nonlinear dynamics in specific real-world
networks can enable predictions of possible specific sce-
narios for their biodiversity and species composition [36].
This may be a key next-generation goal in the field of
nonlinear dynamics, especially in the era of big data.
However, it can be challenging because real-world sys-
tems are typically large and their dynamics are high di-
mensional, making mathematical techniques of lower di-
mensional systems harder to apply[37–39]. To proceed,
various approximate methods have been attempted, such
as approximating the interspecific interaction matrix by
a low-rank matrix to gain insights into the attracting
equilibrium, assumed to be unique, in specific network
structures [14, 35]. However, even small errors in these
predictions can lead to disastrous results when applied
to real-world ecosystems, making a methodology that is
as exact as possible highly desirable.

Given this background, we apply established meth-
ods from bifurcation theory [40] and numerical contin-
uation [41] to investigate the equilibria that are both at-
tracting and feasible, with the latter meaning no negative
abundance, and how they vary with system parameters
in empirical plant-pollinator networks governed by a LV-
type equation. While keeping the real-world sparse and
heterogeneous structure of mutualistic partnership be-
tween two groups - plant and pollinator - of species [10–
14], we assume uniform mutualism strength [2, 14, 35]
and all-to-all uniform intragroup competition that may
arise from limited resources [12, 42].

We find that among exponentially many equilibria,
only one is both feasible and attracting unless interac-

http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.06897v1
mailto:agiraldo@kias.re.kr
mailto:deoksunlee@kias.re.kr


2

tions are sufficiently strong; As interaction strengths in-
crease, different equilibria successively become the only
globally attracting equilibrium through transcritical bi-
furcations each featuring no or nonempty sets of extinct
species. When interactions are sufficiently strong, differ-
ent initial conditions can lead to different equilibria, so a
species may survive in one but be extinct in another equi-
librium. Our study reveals that such multistability arises
from two distinct types of bifurcations: Hopf bifurcation
and degenerate transcritical bifurcation. While feasible
equilibria cannot exhibit Hopf bifurcations in our stud-
ied networks due to them having symmetric interaction
matrices [43, 44], our study demonstrates that the Hopf
bifurcation of an unfeasible equilibrium, followed by a
transcritical bifurcation, can lead to the creation of a new
feasible attracting equilibrium. Also, degenerate trans-
critical bifurcations are shown to create attracting equi-
libria with different components in a particular number
of surviving species from the original equilibrium, result-
ing in similar biodiversity scenarios. In contrast, Hopf
bifurcations can lead to vastly different biodiversity sce-
narios. Our study thus elucidates the geometrical mech-
anisms underlying species extinction and multistability
in empirical mutualistic networks. By identifying these
bifurcations, we determine the exact parameter regimes
that display distinct sets of surviving species. This can
provide a platform for developing strategies to preserve
and control biodiversity in real ecological communities.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we intro-
duce the model and the persistence diagrams illustrat-
ing the survival and extinction of individual species and
multistability in the empirical networks under study. In
Sec. III, we provide the mathematical properties of the
model and the numerical continuation methods to iden-
tify potential bifurcations. In Sec. IVA, we explore the
transcritical bifurcations that underlie species extinction.
The two geometrical mechanisms for multistability are
investigated in detail in Sec. IVB and IVC, respectively.
In Sec. V, we present a phase diagram illustrating how
the bifurcations organize themselves as the strengths of
competition and mutualism are varied. Finally, we con-
clude in Sec. VI with a summary of our findings and an
outlook on open questions and future research.

II. MODEL AND OVERVIEW

We consider the abundances x1, x2, ..., xs of s
species, including np plant-group species and na

animal(pollinator)-group species. For the remainder of
the paper, we use indices 1 to np for plant species and
np+1 to s = np+na for animals. Species interact via all-
to-all intragroup competition, and selective intergroup
mutualism represented by the mutualism adjacency ma-
trix A of dimensions np × na with Aij = Aji = 1 if plant
species i and animal species np + j are in mutualistic re-
lation, or zero otherwise. These interspecific interactions

affect the species abundance evolving with time as

dx

dt
= f(x) = X (α+ Bx) , (1)

where x := (x1, x2, ..., xs) is the vector of species abun-
dance, α := α(1, 1, ..., 1) is a vector of self-growth rates
with α a positive constant, and X := diag(x1, x2, ..., xs)
is a diagonal matrix with the species abundance. The
interaction matrix B represents the self-regulation, the
intragroup competition, and the intergroup mutualism
by

B := −(1− c)I− cJ+mA

=
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, (2)

where I is the identity matrix of dimension s× s, and

J :=

(

Jnp
0

0 Jna

)

and A :=

(

0 A
AT 0

)

with Jnp
and Jna

the all-ones matrices of dimensions
np × np and na × ns, respectively. Notice that param-
eters c and m control the strength of competition and
mutualism, respectively. We set α = 1 as α only rescales
time and abundance; that is, if x(t) is a solution for a par-
ticular α then αx(αt) is a solution to Eq. (1) with α = 1.
Without interspecific interactions, i.e., c = m = 0, each
species would be independent.
For the mutualism matrix A, we use two datasets from

the Web of Life database [28], one consisting of 43 plants
and 64 pollinators, and the other 29 plants and 81 pol-
linators, which we refer to as networks A1 and A2, re-
spectively. The structure of these real-world mutualistic
communities is not uniform or random but structured
such that they are often nested [10, 45, 46] and indi-
vidual species have widely different numbers of mutu-
alistic partners, resulting in different numbers of non-
zero elements across rows and columns in the matrix
A in Eq. (2) [12, 13]. The aim of the present study is
to investigate the equilibrium states of such structured
competitive-mutualistic networks.
Setting the initial abundance xi(0) of each species i to

be a random number between 0 and 1, we numerically
integrate system (1) with a fixed competition strength
c = 0.3 and different values of the mutualism strength
m to obtain xi(t)’s for all i and time t as shown in
Fig. 1(a1),(a2), (b1), and (b2). When the mutualis-
tic interaction is sufficiently weak, e.g., m = 0.08 as in
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FIG. 1. Abundance and persistence of individual species. (a1) Time evolution of the abundances xi’s of 107 species in network
A1 with c = 0.3 and m = 0.08 for a randomly-selected initial condition. (a2) The same as (a1), but with m = 0.25. (a3)
Persistence diagram, representing by horizontal lines, green for plants and brown for animals, the ranges of m for which species
survive when c is fixed at 0.3. This is obtained by numerical continuation, starting from the full-coexistence equilibrium at
m = 0. (b1) The same as (a2), but for a different initial condition. (b2) The same as (b1), but with m = 0.485. (b3)

Persistence diagram starting from another equilibrium at m = m(2) ≈ 0.187267. The species 53 represented by a purple square
has a negative abundance before a transcritical bifurcation makes it zero at m(2). See Sec. IVB. Vertical dashed lines in (a3)
and (b3) indicate the values of m used in (a1),(a2), (b1), and (b2).
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Fig. 1(a1), all the species coexist, which we call the full-
coexistence state. On the other hand, for m = 0.25, only
17 species survive as shown in Fig. 1(a2); hence, strong
mutualistic interactions may break the full coexistence,
resulting in some species becoming extinct while others
flourish.
The persistence of species under a gradual increase of

m, modeling the environmental or internal perturbations,
exhibits a strong inequality; the persistence line drawn
in the range [0,m∗

F,i), for which each species i survives,
is of quite different length. It is also remarkable that
no line extends infinitely, as the surviving species’ abun-
dance grows without bounds past the end point. These
persistence lines are computed by starting a numerical
continuation scheme from the attracting equilibrium of
system (1) at m = 0, and then studying its variation un-
der increments of m; more details are in the next section.
At large values of m, one can find a totally different

equilibrium state, by using different initial conditions,
from that reached from the full-coexistence state consid-
ered in Fig. 1(a3). This means that there can be multi-
ple attracting equilibria, for the same system parameters,
each representing a different scenario of species survival
and extinction. For instance, at c = 0.3 and m = 0.3, the
time-evolution of individual species abundance is differ-
ent between Fig. 1(a2) and Fig. 1(b1). The final state in
Fig. 1(b2) at m = 0.485 showcases how the new attract-
ing equilibrium in Fig. 1(b1) exhibits different extinctions
as m increases compared to Fig. 1(a3). In Fig. 1(b3),
we show the persistence diagram of the new equilibrium,
which first appears at m(2) ≈ 0.187267 with some species
already extinct at that point.
The exact persistence diagrams in Fig. 1(a3) and (b3)

extend the approximate results in [35] for small values of
m. In the subsequent sections, we describe the numerical
method used to generate these diagrams and investigate
the variation of the equilibrium states with c and m from
the perspective of bifurcation theory. The identified na-
ture of the bifurcations underlying species extinction and
the appearance of multiple attracting equilibria provides
a geometrical picture of the equilibria and their stability.

III. NUMERICAL CONTINUATION METHOD

TO TRACE THE ATTRACTING AND FEASIBLE

EQUILIBRIA

The computational cost of integrating numerically
system (1) with continuously varying the system pa-
rameters, to obtain the persistence diagrams shown in
Fig. 1(a3) and (b3), is quite high; especially, if one would
want a good resolution in both m and c. Instead, one
can consider the equilibria x∗ of system (1) satisfying

X
∗ (1s + Bx∗) = 0 (3)

and their stability. Once identifying an attracting equi-
librium for particular values of c and m, we employ
pseudo-arch length continuation techniques [41] to study

the variation in their components(abundances) and sta-
bility with c and m. In this way, we can pinpoint the
bifurcations that the equilibria might exhibit, allowing
us to identify attracting equilibria for general values of
the system parameters without a lot of additional cost.
System (1) can generically have exponentially many

equilibria given 2s different scenarios of extinct species.
With J ⊆ {1, 2, ..., s} a subset of indices, the equilibrium
solution x∗

J ∈ Rs with the species in J extinct is given
by

x∗
J ,j =

{

0 for j ∈ J ,

−[B+−1
1s−|J |]j for j /∈ J ,

(4)

where B+ is the surviving species’ interaction matrix ob-
tained by eliminating in B the rows and columns that are
in J . This equilibrium exists if and only if B+ is invert-
ible; otherwise, an equilibrium with only J species ex-
tinct does not exist or there are infinitely many such equi-
libria. In the present study, it should be noted that not
all but only feasible and attracting equilibria are physi-
cally meaningful. An equilibrium with xi ≥ 0 for all i is
considered as feasible since species cannot have a nega-
tive abundance [2], and as attracting, locally or globally,
if certain or all initial conditions converge to it. A major
challenge is thus to identify feasible and attracting equi-
libria and understand how they vary with the system
parameters.
At m = 0 for 0 ≤ c < 1, the full-coexistence equi-

librium x∗
∅ with no extinct species is globally attracting,

from Goh’s Theorem [22, 23], given that B is negative
definite [Appendix A]. As B is symmetric and mA can
be seen as a continuous symmetric perturbation made to
B from m = 0, the eigenvalues of B vary continuously
with m and thus B remains negative definitive and x∗

∅ a
global attractor for sufficiently small m.
As m becomes larger, two cases might arise: B stops

being negative definitive, or x∗
∅ finds one or more com-

ponents zero. In either case, Goh’s theorem cannot be
applied anymore, leading us to investigate the local at-
tractivity of the full-coexistence or other equilibria. If all
the eigenvalues of the Jacobian Df |x∗

J
of system (1) at

an equilibrium x∗
J have negative real parts, then xJ

∗ is
stable (locally attracting). By studying the variation of
these eigenvalues as m increases, one can find when the
full-coexistence equilibrium may become unstable and
another equilibrium becomes stable.
We apply numerical continuation techniques [47, 48] to

trace changes in the local stability of the equilibrium so-
lutions satisfying Eq. (3) while parameters are varied. As
m increases for fixed c, an attracting equilibrium x∗

J may
become unstable at a certain value m∗, which can be de-
tected by monitoring if the determinant of the Jacobian
Df |x∗

J
represented by [35]

det
(

Df |x∗
J

)

=
∏

i∈J

(

1 +
s
∑

ℓ=1

Biℓx
∗
J ,ℓ

)

∏

i/∈J

(

x∗
J ,i

)

det
(

B
+
)

(5)
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becomes zero. For system (1), we identify the following
cases:

1. The factor
(
∏

i/∈J x∗
J ,i

)

becomes zero, as one or
more components not belonging to J become
zero, implying the extinction of the correspond-
ing species, at m∗. If a surviving species, say j,
has zero abundance at m∗, this indicates a generic
transcritical bifurcation [40] as the equilibrium
x∗
J , which is feasible and attracting when m is

close to but smaller than m∗, coincides with an-
other equilibrium x∗

J ′ with J ′ = J ∪ {j} at m∗.
For m > m∗, x

∗
J is unstable (also unfeasible since

x∗
J ,j < 0) and the new one x∗

J ′ is attracting and

feasible; the species in J ′ − J are newly extinct
[49].

2. The factor det (B+) is zero. Then B+ is not in-
vertible, and the solution x∗

J cannot be given by
Eq. (4); there are either infinitely many or no so-
lutions at all. The former corresponds to degen-

erate transcritical bifurcations, a mechanism
generating multistability detailed in Section IVC.
The latter case implies that x∗

J exhibits a tran-

scritical bifurcation at infinity [50–52]; Past
this transition at m∗, one finds the new equilibrium
with abundances growing unbounded.

Increasing m at fixed c, we compute which of the two
cases occurs first. If the first one occurs, then we con-
sider the new attracting equilibrium x∗

J ′ and check with
it which of the two cases occurs while increasing m fur-
ther. These procedures are repeated until the second case
occurs. Suppose that the second case occurs, and it is a
degenerate transcritical bifurcation. Then, we consider
at least two different equilibria, indicating multistability,
and recursively study all the attracting equilibria while
increasing m further. If the second case occurs and there
is a transcritical bifurcation at infinity, then we stop.
Since the considered networks are large, keeping track

of all the equilibria in system (1) and finding which one
can create multistatibility is challenging. To circumvent
this problem, we numerically integrate system (1) for par-
ticular values ofm and c under different initial conditions
and investigate whether the solutions converge to more
than one equilibria. If it happens, then we apply our
continuation routine to each of those distinct equilibria
in reverse, e.g., by decreasing m at fixed c, to identify a
series of transcritical bifurcations leading to the attract-
ing and feasible equilibria with smaller sets of extinct
species. Eventually an attracting but unfeasible equilib-
rium is identified at m′ > 0, which is found to have been
stabilized by Hopf bifurcation at m smaller than m′ as
will be detailed in Section IVB. For each of these origi-
nal equilibria, we produce persistence diagram as shown
in Fig. 1(a3) and (b3) to demonstrate multistability.
These bifurcations disclose the geometrical mecha-

nisms underlying species extinction and multistability;
Hopf bifurcations and degenerate transcritical bifurca-

tions lead to new attracting equilibria while transcrit-
ical bifurcations transfer stability from one equilirium
to another, maintaining the number of attracting equi-
libria. The involved computations are performed using
the widely-used software package Auto07p [47, 48] that
finds and traces equilibria, periodic orbits, and suitable
two-point boundary values problems as functions of sys-
tem parameters. Moreover, it allows for the identification
of different types of bifurcations, the monitoring of the
stability of equilibria, and the determination of when two
or more solution branches meet at a particular value and
switch between them during continuation. The latter is
relevant when different equilibria coincide at the moment
of a transcritical bifurcation. A good introduction to such
techniques and the use of Auto07p can be found in [41].

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we present and analyze the results ob-
tained by applying the method described in Sec. III. Nu-
merical continuation yields the variation of an equilib-
rium, and the possible change of its stability as a param-
eter varies, which informs us of the nature of bifurcations
and allows us to discover the geometrical mechanisms of
species extinction and multistability. The results of this
section lead to the phase diagram in Sec. V.

A. Transcritical bifurcations underlying species

extinction

Here we focus on the bifurcations generating the persis-
tence diagram in Fig. 1(a3), which represents the survival
and extinction of individual species when the mutualism
strength m is increased slowly enough for the system to
reach equilibrium at each given m. We obtain the cor-
responding equilibria by tracing the attracting feasible
equilibria reached from the full-coexistence equilibrium
while increasing m from zero within the numerical con-
tinuation framework.
In Fig. 1(a3), at fixed c = 0.3, the species labeled

86 goes first extinct at m = m{86} ≈ 0.10471 while
all the 107 species coexist for m < m{86}. As m is
increased further, the species 76 next goes extinct at
m{86,76} ≈ 0.10558, and then two species 95 and 97 go
simultaneously extinct at m{86,76,95,97} ≈ 0.10622.
These extinction events are characterized by the ex-

changes of stability among four equilibrium points,
x∅

∗,x∗
{86},x

∗
{86,76}, and x∗

{86,76,95,97}. Figure 2(a) shows

the largest eigenvalues, having the largest real parts, of
the Jacobian at the equilibria x∗

∅,x{86}, and x{86,76}. As
m increases passing m{86}, the largest eigenvalue of x∗

∅
becomes positive, while the largest eigenvalues of x∗

{86}

becomes negative, implying that the former becomes un-
stable and the latter stable. Such exchange of stability
occurs also between x{86} and x∗

{86,76} at m{86,76}, and

between x∗
{86,76} and x∗

{86,76,95,97} at m{86,76,95,97}. It
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FIG. 2. Transcritical bifurcations and species extinction. (a) The largest eigenvalues of the equilibria x∗
∅ (blue line), x∗

{86} (red)
and x∗

{86,76} (purple) as functions of m for c = 0.3 in network A1. Their signs change at m{86},m{86,76} and m{86,76,95,97}

represented by triangles. (b) A magnification of (a), where shown are the two largest eigenvalues of the equilibria x∗
{86,76}

(purple lines) and x∗
{86,76,95,97} (green lines). (c) Phase portrait in the (x95, x76, x86)-space for m < m{86}, where the full

coexistence equilibrium x∗
∅ (blue dot) is globally attracting. Schematic trajectories (green lines) starting from different initial

conditions (black dots) are shown to converge to it; the arrows represent the direction of time. (d) Two equilibria x∗
∅ (blue

dot) and x∗
{86} (red dot) move along paths γ∅(m) (blue curve) and γ{86}(m) (red curve) with increasing m until they meet

in a transcritical bifurcation (purple dot) at m = m{86}. A solid(dashed) line represents that the corresponding equilibrium
is stable (unstable). (e) As m is further increased, x∗

{86} becomes stable and x∗
∅ becomes unstable and unfeasible. At the

same time, another equilibrium x∗
{86,76} moves along a path γ{86,76}(m) on the x95 axis. (f) Another transcritical bifurcation

occurs at m = m{86,76} between x∗
{86} and x∗

{86,76}. For m > m{86,76}, the equilibrium x∗
{86,76} is stable. (c’) The numerical

counterpart of (c) showing the solution trajectories from different initial conditions converging to x∗
∅, which are obtained by

numerically integrating system (1) at m = 0 and c = 0.3 (f’) The numerical counterpart of (f) showing the paths of the three
equilibria undergoing two transcritical bifurcations, obtained from the numerical continuation data at c = 0.3.

should be noted that the two largest eigenvalues of the
Jacobian at x∗

{86,76} become positive as m increases be-

yond m{86,76,95,97} [Fig. 2(b)], since they are equal due

to the symmetry of the interaction matrix B+ regarding
two species 95 and 97 that are connected to the same
partner (plant) species given the extinction of species 86
and 76.

All these transcritical bifurcations occur when the in-
volved equilibria collide in the phase space. In the
phase space projected onto the abundance of three

species (x95, x76, x86) for ease of representation, the full-
coexistence equilibrium x∗

∅, that is globally attracting as
represented by the inward flow in Fig. 2(c), moves to-
wards the (x95, x76)-plane, at which x86 = 0, as m in-
creases until it collides at m = m{86} with another equi-
librium x∗

{86} which is unstable as long as m < m{86}

[Fig. 2(d)]. Their stability is exchanged at m{86} as
described above, indicating a transcritical bifurcation.
For m > m{86}, the equilibrium x∗

{86} is stable mov-

ing in the (x95, x76)-plane while the former equilibrium



7

x∗
∅ is unstable and unfeasible, moving in the space of

x86 < 0 [Fig. 2(e)]. As m is increased further, x∗
{86}

moves towards the x95-axis until it coincides with an-
other equilibrium x∗

{86,76} at m{86,76}, which is another

transcritical bifurcation. In Fig. 2(f), as m further in-
creases, the equilibrium x∗

{86,76} moves towards the equi-

librium x∗
{86,76,95,97}, located at the origin in this pro-

jected phase space, and they collide and exchange stabil-
ity at m{86,76,95,97}.
The described bifurcations are based on our numeri-

cal data showcased in Fig. 2(c’) and (f’). Particularly,
Fig. 2(c’) illustrates the solution trajectories that con-
verge to x∗

∅ from different initial conditions when m = 0,
the numerical counterpart of Fig. 2(c). Figure 2(f’) shows
the continuation paths of the three equilibria, the coun-
terpart of the ones schematically sketched in Fig. 2(f).
Such transcritical bifurcations continue until the attract-
ing equilibrium escapes at infinity, as exemplified by the
termination of the persistence lines for the final 11 surviv-
ing species at m ≈ m∞ ≈ 0.5109 at c = 0.3 in Fig. 1(a3).

B. Multistability arising from Hopf bifurcations

For large m, we find that multiple attracting equilibria
may exist. One of these corresponds to a continuation of
increasing m from the full-coexistence equilibrium, while
the remaining ones do not. Here we investigate within the
numerical continuation framework the underlying geo-
metrical mechanisms for the different equilibria as shown
in Fig. 1(a3) and (b3).
We find a new feasible attracting equilibrium x∗

J2∪{53}

shown in Fig. 1(b3) emerges at m = m(2) ≈ 0.187267, in
addition to the one x∗

J1
of Fig. 1(a3), when c is fixed at

0.3. The indices of extinct species in J1 and J2 are quite
different [Table I in Appendix B]. We find by numerical
continuation that x∗

J2∪{53} acquires stability from an un-

feasible attracting equilibrium x∗
J2
, which has a negative

abundance for species 53, through a transcritical bifurca-
tion at m = m(2). The unfeasible equilibrium x∗

J2
is not

stable for m < m(hopf) ≈ 0.187251 but becomes stable by
a Hopf bifurcation, which cannot occur for any feasible
equilibrium in system (1) with a symmetric interaction
matrix B[43], at m = m(hopf) smaller than m(2).
We sketch the phase portrait showing these two bi-

furcations in the projected space of x4, x9 and x53 in
Fig. 3. When m < m(hopf), there exists an attracting
feasible equilibrium x∗

J1
. In addition, there are two un-

stable saddle equilibria x∗
J2∪{53} and x∗

J2
at which the

Jacobian has one and two positive eigenvalues, respec-
tively [Fig. 3(a) and the inset therein]. Here, x∗

J2∪{53} is

a feasible equilibrium, and x∗
J2

is an unfeasible one with a
negative component for species 53. The equilibrium x∗

J2

possesses a two-dimensional unstable manifold Wu(x∗
J2
)

(orange surface) and a (s − 2)-dimensional stable man-
ifold W s(x∗

J2
) (not shown) which correspond to the set

of initial conditions that converge backward and forward

in time to x∗
J2
, respectively.

As m increases past m(hopf), a saddle periodic or-
bit Γ (green curve) surrounding x∗

J2
(blue dot) is cre-

ated, which possesses a two-dimensional unstable mani-
fold Wu(Γ) (red surface) and (s− 1)-dimensional stable
manifold W s(Γ) (cyan surface), indicating a subcritical
Hopf bifurcation. Therefore the unfeasible equilibrium
x∗
J2

(blue dot) is now attracting [Fig. 3(b)].
Then x∗

J2
moves towards the (x4, x9)-plane as m in-

creases further, and collides with the feasible but cur-
rently unstable equilibrium x∗

J2∪{53} at m = m(2) in a

transcritical bifurcation as shown in Fig. 3(c). Through
this bifurcation, the equilibrium x∗

J2∪{53} becomes at-

tracting, and x∗
J2

becomes a feasible saddle equilibrium
with one positive real eigenvalue, as shown in Fig. 3(d).
Its (s− 1)-stable manifold W s(x∗

J2
) becomes the bound-

ary that separates the initial conditions that converge to
x∗
J1

and x∗
J2∪{53}.

For the new feasible attracting equilibrium x∗
J2∪{53},

transcritical bifurcations can occur as m increases repre-
senting the successive extinction of species as described
in Sec. IVA and shown in Fig. 1 (b3). It should be also
noted that more new equilibria can appear via the Hopf
bifurcations of different unfeasible equilibria; indeed, for
the network A1 we observe multiple attracting equilibria
arising through Hopf bifurcations as shown in Fig. 7 in
Appendix C (again for c = 0.3).

C. Multistability arising from Degenerate

Transcritical bifurcation

Our study demonstrates that multistability can be gen-
erated also by degenerate transcritical bifurcations for
the LV dynamics in system (1). Degenerate transcritical
transitions occur when the reduced interaction matrix B+

for surviving species has zero determinant, as described
in Sec. III. By considering the network A2 as a represen-
tative example, we showcase how this mechanism arises
in a real network.
As m increases from zero at fixed c = 0.4 in network

A2, the full-coexistence equilibrium x∗
∅ exhibits a series of

transcritical bifurcations until m reaches m(d) = 0.3. At
m = 0.29, the final abundances of species are obtained as
given in Fig. 4 (a1) without regard to the initial condi-
tions, implying the existence of only one attracting equi-
librium. At m = m(d) = 0.3, in contrast, one finds the
final abundance of species 4 and 6 taking infinitely many
different values depending on the initial conditions, three
of which are shown in Fig. 4(b1) to (b3) as an example.
When m is slightly larger than m(d), which we will de-
note in this paper as m & m(d), we find only two final
abundances shown in Fig. 4(c), one with species 4 surviv-
ing and the other with species 6 surviving; they cannot
coexist simultaneously. The survival and extinction of
other species are not different between the two solutions.
We remark that during this transition, species 4 and 6 do
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(a)

x4

x9

x53

x∗
J1

x∗
J2∪{53}

x∗
J2

Wu(x∗
J2

)

b b

(b)

x4

x9

x53

x∗
J1

x∗
J2∪{53}

Wu(Γ)W s(Γ)

x∗
J2

Γ

b

b

(c)

x4

x9

x53

x∗
J1

x∗
J2∪{53}

b b

(d)

x4

x9

x53

x∗
J1

x∗
J2∪{53}

x∗
J2

W s(x∗
J2

)

b b

FIG. 3. Occurrence of Hopf bifurcation and multistability. (a) Three equilibria in the (x4, x9, x53)-space for m < m(hopf) with c
fixed at 0.3. Schematic trajectories show that x∗

J1
(blue dot) is an attracting equilibrium while x∗

J2∪{53} (red dot) and x∗
J2

(red
dot) are saddle. x∗

J2
is unfeasible. Also shown are the unstable manifold W u(x∗

J2
) (orange surface) and the hyperplane x53 = 0

(grey surface). Inset: Two largest eigenvalues λ’s of the Jacobian at x∗
J2

(black dots) in the complex plane with the range

|re(λ)| < 0.8 · 10−4 and |imag(λ)| < 1.2 · 10−4. The purple and magenta curves indicate how these eigenvalues will move as m

increases. (b) At m(hopf), a subcritical Hopf bifurcation occurs for x∗
J2

. For m & m(hopf), an unstable saddle periodic solution
Γ (green curve) is created, which has a (s−1)-dimensional stable manifold W s(Γ) (cyan surface) and two-dimensional unstable
manifold W u(Γ) (red surface). Consequently the equilibrium x∗

J2
becomes stable (blue dot). The equilibrium x∗

J2∪{53} remains
saddle. Inset: The two largest eigenvalues of x∗

J2
are now complex conjugates with a negative real part. (c) Two equilibria

x∗
J2∪{53} and x∗

J2
coincide (purple dot) when m = m(2), which is a transcritical bifurcation. Inset: x∗

J2
has one zero eigenvalue.

(d) For m & m(2), the equilibrium x∗
J2

becomes a feasible saddle equilibrium with a (s−1)-dimensional stable manifold W s(x∗
J2

)
(blue surface) and one-dimensional unstable manifold W u(x∗

J2
) (orange curve). On the other hand, x∗

J2∪{53} becomes stable
(blue dot). Inset: x∗

J2
has one positive eigenvalue.

not have the same surviving mutualistic partners; such
equivariance under the permutation of their labels [53] is
not necessary for this transition to occur.

The geometrical mechanism for this type of multista-
bility, emerging through a degenerate transcritical bifur-
cation, is illustrated in Fig. 5. At m < m(d), there exists
an attracting feasible equilibrium x∗

J3
(blue dot), with J3

given in Table II in Appendix B, and two saddle feasi-
ble equilibria x∗

J3∪{4} and x∗
J3∪{6} (red dots) [Fig. 5(a)].

At m = m(d) [Fig. 5(b)] a degenerate transcritical bi-
furcation occurs such that x∗

J3
, x∗

J3∪{4} and x∗
J3∪{6} all

become nonhyperbolic (having an imaginary eigenvalue
of the Jacobian). They are connected through a line of
nonhyperbolic equilibria (purple line) [Fig. 5(b)] corre-
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m

FIG. 4. Occurrence and consequences of a degenerate transcritical bifurcation. (a1) Final abundances of individual species for
any random initial condition, corresponding to the only one attracting equilibrium, at m = 0.28 in networks A2. (b1, b2, b3)
Three examples among infinitely many different equilibria observed at m = 0.3. (c1, c2) Two attracting equilibria at m = 0.31.
c is fixed at 0.4 in all panels.

sponding to the one-dimensional nullspace of the reduced
interaction matrix B+ for x∗

J . Different initial condi-
tions converge to different equilibria on the line. When
m is larger than m(d), the line of equilibria disappears,
and the stability of equilibria is interchanged; x∗

J3
be-

comes saddle, and x∗
J3∪{4} and x∗

J3∪{6} become attract-

ing [Fig. 5(c)]. Notably, x∗
J3

has a stable manifold (blue
line) that separates the basin of attraction of the two new
attracting equilibria; thus, certain initial conditions can
converge to x∗

J3∪{4} while others to x∗
J3∪{6}. Therefore,

we see two new attracting equilibria where a species is
extinct in one and surviving in the other. Figure 5(a’),
(b’) and (c’) showcase with actual numerical simulations
how the solutions converge to different equilibria during
this transition as indicated in their schematic sketches
counterparts in Fig. 5(a), (b), and (c).

As m is further increased after the degenerate trans-
critical bifurcation, the two attracting equilibria can ex-
hibit their respective extinction sequences, keeping multi-
stability or multistability may disappear soon, the latter
of which is the case in our example. Atm = mJ3∪{4,6}, as
shown in Fig. 5(d), all the equilibria x∗

J3∪{4}, x
∗
J3∪{6} and

x∗
J3

coincide with the equilibrium x∗
J3∪{4,6}. When m is

further increased, x∗
J3∪{4,6} is the only attracting equi-

librium [Fig. 5(e)]. Given that the persistence diagrams
of these two equilibria are equivalent up to m(d) where
this bifurcation occurs (blue line) [Fig. 8 in Appendix D],
it is only for m(d) < m < mJ3∪{4,6} that both diagrams
differ, meaning multistability. For m > mJ3∪{4,6}, both
species 4 and 6 are extinct and multistability disappears.
It is worth mentioning that multistability from Hopf

bifurcations can still occur in network A2 as m increases.
Also, we should remark that the equilibria connected to
the full-coexistence equilibrium in network A1 undergo
a degenerate transcritical bifurcation though it is not
shown in Fig. 1(a3).

V. PHASE DIAGRAM

The numerical continuation approach allows one to ob-
tain the loci of bifurcations in the parameter space and
thereby identify the parameter regimes or phases charac-
terized by distinct sets of extinct species and multista-
bility. Such a phase diagram is presented in Fig. 6(a)
for network A1, in which the first transcritical bifurca-
tion line labeled as T{86} (light brown) is drawn, dis-
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FIG. 5. Degenerate transcritical bifurcation and multistability. (a) Phase portrait in the (x4, x6)-space for m < m(d), where
shown are an attracting equilibrium x∗

J3
(blue dot), two saddle equilibria x∗

J3∪{4} and x∗
J3∪{6} (red dots), each one having

only one positive eigenvalue, and x∗
J3∪{4,6} (black dot) with two positive eigenvalues of the Jacobian. (b) At m = m(d), a

degenerate transcritical bifurcation occurs to form a one-dimensional line of nonhyperbolic equilibria (line with black dots).

(c) For m & m(d), x∗
J∪{4} and x∗

J∪{6} are stable and x∗
J becomes an unstable saddle equilibrium. (d) At m = mJ3∪{4,6}, four

equilibria coincide. (e) For m & mJ3∪{4,6}, the equilibrium x∗
J∪{4,6} becomes stable and the other three equilibria become

unfeasible. (a’, b’, c’) The numerical counterparts of (a), (b) and (c), respectively, showing the solution trajectories of system
(1) with different initial conditions at c = 0.4 and m = 0.28 for (a’), m = 0.3 for (b’), and m = 0.31 for (c’).

tinguishing the full-coexistence phase x∗
∅ and the phase

with species 86 extinct x∗
{86}. Above the line T{86} in the

(c,m)-plane, a series of transcritical bifurcation lines are
located, representing further extinctions, some of which
we present by darker brown lines. We also illustrate rep-
resentative Hopf bifurcations, represented by green lines,
which correspond to the mechanism of creating multista-
bility; indeed, really close to these lines we find transcrit-
ical bifurcations (not shown) that mark the onset of mul-

tistability in system (1), above which multiple attracting
feasible equilibria coexist.

As stated earlier, the full coexistence equilibrium x∗
∅

is globally attracting if all of its components are positive
and the full interaction matrix B is negative definite. To
understand when this global property is lost, we obtain
the boundary where B stops being negative definitive,
which is the line labeled as B in Fig. 6(a). Below this
line, B is negative definite. As it turns out that the line
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(a)

m

0.250

0.500

0.750

c0.250 0.500 0.750

U

T{86}

B
HJ2

HJ4

HJ5

(b)

c0.250 0.500 0.750

U

T{109}

B DTJ3

TJ3∪{4,6}

FIG. 6. Bifurcation diagram for network A1 (a), and A2 (b). Shown are representative lines of transcritical bifurcations T

(brown and orange), Hopf bifurcation H (green), degenerate transcritical bifurcation DT (blue and cyan) and the boundary
of bounded asymptotic behavior U (black). The line B (purple) represents the smallest values of m and c, where the full
interaction matrix B in Eq. (2) stops being negative definitive. The subindex indicates the extinct species of the equilibrium
exhibiting the bifurcation. See Fig. 7 in Appendix C for persistence diagram of x∗

J4
and x∗

J5
.

B is located above the first transcritical bifurcation line
T{86}, the full-coexistence equilibrium x∅∗ is a global at-
tractor and there is no multistability in the orange col-
ored region in Fig. 6(a).

We find that all these bifurcation lines (phase bound-
aries) emanate from the point (c,m) = (1, 0). Sys-
tem (1) is highly degenerate at (c,m) = (1, 0) as it
is reduced to dxi

dt = xi(1 −
∑np

p′=1 xp′) for all plants i,

and
dxj

dt = xj(1 −
∑na

a′=1 xa′) for all animals j, leading
to a family of nonhyperbolic equilibria in the (s − 2)-
dimensional hyperplane given by the intersection of the
hyperplanes

∑

p xp = 1 and
∑

a xa = 1.

We also compute the boundary for unbounded abun-
dances U, where the equilibria disappear at infinity. In
Fig. 6(a), it is shown that the transcritical bifurcation
lines, which correspond to the successive extinctions of
the full coexistence equilibrium, terminate at the black
line U. In the persistence diagrams in Figs. 1(a3), 1(b3),
7(a), and 7(c), the last surviving species find their abun-
dances diverging at certain values of m. To obtain this
boundary numerically, we first need to identify the set
of the last surviving species that cannot undergo further
transcritical bifurcations. To do so, we fix m at a value
before the equilibrium diverges, and then we apply con-
tinuation on c until it is equal to one. Then, we fix c at
one and then continue on m. During this procedure, we
jump to new attracting equilibria if further transcritical
bifurcation occurs. In this way, we can find the last set
of surviving species when c is one. After identifying this
set, we can restart the continuation procedure by varying
m with c = 0. Since only mutualism occurs, x∗

∅ cannot
exhibit extinction, and it will grow unbounded as m in-
creases. We then choose a value of m(u) for which one
of the abundances of the set of the last surviving species

becomes large, e.g., xsurv = 104. We then obtain the
equilibrium by solving the zero-problem in Eq. (3) un-
der the constraint xsurv = 104, and trace by numerical
continuation this equilibrium and its transcritical bifur-
cations while simultaneously varying c and m. This leads
us to approximate the terminus of the transcritical bifur-
cation lines numerically. We remark that for each attract-
ing equilibrium that emerges through the Hopf bifurca-
tion mechanism, there exists an associated boundary of
unbounded abundance (not shown). This demonstrates
that compactification techniques can be used to study
these bifurcations [50–52, 54, 55].
The phase diagram for network A1 in Fig. 6 (a) implies

much. As the transcritical bifurcation lines, emanating
from the degenerate point (1, 0), have negative slopes in
the (c,m)-plane, one can expect that an increase in mutu-
alism or competition can lead to species extinction; If the
competition (mutualism) strength is increased, then the
mutualism (competition) strength should be decreased
sufficiently to avoid species extinction. It also suggests
that as competition in the network intensifies, multista-
bility can arise even with weak mutualism. This indicates
that biodiversity scenarios in highly competitive uniform
networks are quite fragile, even when weak nonuniform
mutualistic dynamics are introduced.
The phase diagram for network A2 is also shown in

Fig. 6(b), in which we present i) the first transcritical bi-
furcation line (brown) for the extinction of species 109, ii)
the degenerate transcritical bifurcation line (blue), and
iii) the transcritical bifurcation (orange) that distinguish
the regime of either species 4 or 6 surviving and that of
both extinct. Like for network A1, all these lines emanate
from the degenerate point (c,m) = (1, 0), implying its
role as the organizing center for the transcritical, Hopf,
and degenerate transcritical bifurcation lines that create
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extinction and multistability.

Interestingly, multistability associated with the sur-
vival and extinction of species 4 and 6 occurs only when
the competition strength is large enough for the de-
generate transcritical bifurcation to occur at a smaller
value of m than that for the transcritical bifurcation.
For instance, at a small value of competition strength,
c = 0.250, no multistability arises; the phase portrait
transits from Fig. 5(a) to (e) via (d), without (b) or (c),
at m ≈ 0.3645. That is, species 4 and 6 become extinct
simultaneously, and there is no range of m where one
of them exclusively exists. We also present in Fig. 6(b)
the locus where the equilibria disappear at infinity (black
line).

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we considered a model community of two
species groups— plants and pollinators—under uniform
intragroup competition and empirical heterogeneous in-
tergroup mutualism. Through a geometrical and numer-
ical continuation approach, we provided an exact numer-
ical method to systematically pinpoint the loci of the ex-
tinction of individual species in the parameter space for
two empirical networks. Our approach has pushed us to
understand emergent phenomena in structured communi-
ties, whereas most theoretical and numerical approaches
have so far studied the random, unstructured case.

Most importantly, through our approach, we were
able to identify the specific bifurcations responsible for
the creation of multistability in the empirical networks
we studied. These include subcritical Hopf bifurcations

and degenerate transcritical bifurcations, which serve as
mechanisms for creating multiple attracting equilibria.
The multistability that they generate exhibit different
characteristics. Specifically, the Hopf bifurcations lead to
the formation of new attractive equilibria where the com-
position of surviving species may not overlap with that
of pre-existing equilibria. Conversely, degenerate trans-
critical bifurcations induce multistability by generating
new attracting equilibria that differ only in the finite set
of species that survive.
Given that the present study is limited to selected large

empirical networks and simple model dynamics, it is de-
sirable to extend our findings to a broader range of in-
teracting communities. This extension should include a
thorough investigation of the structural and dynamical
conditions for the emergence of multistability, specifically
through mechanisms such as Hopf and degenerate tran-
scritical bifurcations. A deeper theoretical exploration
of how empirical structural characteristics of ecological
communities, such as degree heterogeneity, nestedness,
non-uniform interaction strengths, and higher-order in-
teractions, affect bifurcations and multistability is im-
portant. Furthermore, a comprehensive analysis of the
stability of all equilibrium points in smaller systems, uti-
lizing numerical continuation methods developed in this
study, will enhance our understanding of these complex
dynamics.
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6, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19, 21, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 50, 51, 52, 54,

J1 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 70, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 80, 82, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90,

91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 102, 104, 105, 106, 107

13, 14, 18, 19, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 51, 56, 57, 60, 62, 67, 68, 69,

J2 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 88, 89, 90, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 99, 100, 101,

102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107

TABLE I. Sets of extinct species J1 and J2 of the equilibria shown in Fig. 3.

3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 2931, 34, 39, 41, 42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49,

J3 51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, 69, 70, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84,

85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97,98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 110

TABLE II. Sets of extinct species J3 of the equilibrium exhibiting the degenerate transcritical bifurcation for network A2 at
c = 0.4 and m = 0.3 shown in Fig. 5

Appendix A: Global attractiveness of the full coexistence equilibrium in case of no mutualism

Theorem A.1 (Goh’s theorem [23]). Suppose that the Lotka-Volterra system ẋ = X (r + Cx), for r ∈ Rs and
C ∈ Ms(R), has a unique interior equilibrium x∗ = −C−1

r ∈ Rs
>0. Then this equilibrium is globally attracting on

Rs
>0 if there exists a diagonal matrix D > 0 (every entry is positive) such that CD+ DCT is negative definite.

Thus, we have the following:

Corollary A.2. The matrix B0 := −(1− c)I− cJ is negative definite. Thus, the equilibrium x∗
∅ is globally attracting

equilibrium in Rs
>0 for system (1) when m = 0 and 0 ≤ c < 1.

Proof. For an arbitrary vector x = (x1, x2, ..., xs) ∈ Rs, it follows from

B0 =

(

−(1− c)Inp
− cJnp

0np,na

0na,np
−(1− c)Ina

− cJna

)

(A1)

that xTB0x < 0 (negative definiteness) is equivalent to

xT
p

[

(1− c)Inp
+ cJnp

]

xp + xT
a [(1− c)Ina

+ cJna
]xa > 0,

where xp = (x1, x2, ..., xnp
) and xa = (xnp+1, xnp+2, ..., xna

). Notice that

xT
p

[

(1 − c)Inp
+ cJnp

]

xp = (1− c)xT
p xp + cxT

p Jnp
xp

= (1− c)

np
∑

i=1

x2
i + c

np
∑

i=1

np
∑

j=1

xixj = (1 − c)

np
∑

i=1

x2
i + c

( np
∑

i=1

xi

)2

. (A2)

It follows that Eq. (A2) is strictly positive since 0 ≤ c < 1. By a symmetrical argument, it is clear that
xT
a [(1− c)Ina

+ cJna
]xa is also strictly positive, thus we have that

xT
p

[

(1− c)Inp
+ cJnp

]

xp + xT
a [(1 − c)Ina

+ cJna
]xa > 0

holds for any arbitrary vector x; hence, B0 is negative definite. Now by making D = I and C = B0 then, by Goh’s
theorem, x∗

∅ is globally attracting equilibrium in Rs
>0 for system (1) when m = 0 and 0 ≤ c < 1.

Appendix B: Sets of extinction species J1,J2, and J3

In this section, we provide in Table I and II the list of extinct species J1,J2, and J3 for the equilibria studied in
the main text.



16

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

10

(a)

(b) m0.18 0.36

(b1)

t100 200

xi

3.500

7.000

10.500

1

2

345678

9

10

11

121314

15

16171819202122

23

242526272829303132

33

34353637383940414243

4445

4647

48

49505152

53

54555657585960616263646566676869707172737475767778798081828384858687888990919293949596979899100101102103104105106107

(b2)
xi

3.000

6.000

9.000

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

60

61

62

63

64

65

66

67

68

69

70

71

72

73

74

75

76

77

78

79

80

81

82

83

84

85

86

87

88

89

90

91

92

93

94

95

96

97

98

99

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

53

(c)

(d) m0.18 0.36

(d1)

t100 200

xi

2.500

5.000

7.500

1

2

3

4

5678910

11

121314

1516

171819202122

23

2425262728293031323334353637383940414243

44

45

46

47

48

495051525354555657585960616263646566676869707172737475767778798081828384858687888990919293949596979899100101102103104105106107

(d2)
xi

2.500

5.000

7.500

FIG. 7. Additional multistability driven by Hopf bifurcations in network A1. Panels (a) and (c) show the persistence diagrams
computed starting from unfeasible equilibria, x∗

J4
and x∗

J5
appearing in Fig. 6, respectively, that become stable through Hopf

bifurcations. The purple squares indicate the species whose abundances are negative until transcritical bifurcations occur
turning feasible equilibria stable. The vertical dashed lines in panels (a) and (c) indicate the values of m selected to create
panels (b1), (b2),(d1), and (d2). Panels (b1) and (d1) show the time trajectories of the abundances xi’s for the initial conditions
converging to the indicated equilibria in panels (a) and (c), respectively, while panels (b2) and (d2) illustrate the corresponding
final abundances of species.

Appendix C: Additional equilibria arising through Hopf bifurcations in network A1

In this section, we present the persistence diagram of two additional attracting equilibria that emerge from Hopf
bifurcations in network A1. Both families of equilibria shown in Fig. 7 exist for a narrow range of m and disappear
at infinity as m increases.

Appendix D: Persistence diagrams displaying degenerate transcritical bifurcations in network A2

In this section, we present the persistence diagrams displaying a degenerate transcritical bifurcation in network A2.
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FIG. 8. Two different persistence diagrams, (a) and (b), at c = 0.4 in network A2. They are computed starting from

the full-coexistence equilibrium x∗
∅ at m = 0. The vertical lines are drawn at m = m(d) (blue) and m = mJ3∪{4,6} (orange),

representing the degenerate transcritical bifurcation that creates multistability, and the transcritical bifurcation that terminates
it as described in Sec. IVC.


