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Classical approaches to ecological stability rely on fully connected interaction models, yet real
ecosystems are sparse and structured—a feature that qualitatively reshapes their collective dynamics.
Here, we establish a thermodynamically exact stability phase diagram for generalized Lotka-Volterra
dynamics on sparse random graphs, resolving how finite connectivity and interaction heterogeneity
jointly govern ecosystem resilience. Using a small-coupling expansion of the dynamic cavity method,
we derive an effective single-site stochastic process that is solvable via population dynamics. Our
approach uncovers a topological phase transition—driven purely by the finite connectivity structure
of the network—that leads to multi-stability. This instability is fundamentally distinct from the
disorder-driven transitions induced by quenched randomness of the couplings. Our framework
overcomes the considerable computational cost of direct simulations, offering a scalable and versatile
analysis of stability, biodiversity, and alternative stable states in realistic, large-scale ecological

ecosystems.
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The relationship between complexity and stability in
large ecological communities has been a central question
in theoretical ecology since May’s seminal work [TH3]. A
widely adopted framework to address this question is the
generalized Lotka-Volterra (gLV) model, which describes
the coupled population dynamics of interacting species[4]
using interaction coefficients that are often treated as
quenched random variables [5HS].

Most analytical progress has been achieved in the
fully connected limit.  Here, the large number of
interactions per species justifies central-limit arguments,
leading to effective Gaussian noise and mean-field
behavior [B, @]. In this regime, Dynamical Mean-
Field Theory (DMFT) and path-integral approaches map
the many-body problem onto a single effective degree
of freedom, providing a detailed description of fixed
points, extinction patterns, and stability boundaries
[6, O, T0]. However, real ecological networks—from food
webs to mutualistic communities—are typically sparse,
characterized by finite connectivity that defies standard
mean-field approximations [TTHIH].

Despite their empirical relevance, a general theoretical
framework for the non-equilibrium dynamics of gLV
models on sparse graphs remains elusive. Recent large-
connectivity expansions [I6HI8] provide valuable insights
but lose accuracy when the connectivity is finite, as
they fail to capture strong local fluctuations. Exact
methods for sparse graphs have been proposed, but
with significant restrictions. For instance, Ref. [I9]
employs a static cavity method that accounts for finite
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connectivity but is strictly limited to equilibrium states.
Conversely, Ref. [20] successfully applies population
dynamics to the full non-equilibrium process, but is
restricted to directed networks where response functions
vanish. A very recent study [21] addresses the undirected
case with demographic noise using a similar cavity
expansion on single realizations. It relies on a first-order
approximation that tracks only the mean abundance,
a simplification that proves effective for uncorrelated
couplings, but neglects the response functions and
self-consistent correlations that may be crucial for
a general description of sparse undirected systems.
Finally, direct numerical simulations of the dynamics
become computationally very demanding as the system
size increases, making it difficult to disentangle finite-
size effects from genuine phase transitions in the
thermodynamic limit. Consequently, the general
case of undirected sparse networks—where non-vanishing
response functions introduce complex memory effects—
remains to be explored.

To overcome these limitations, we adapt the Gaussian
Ezpansion Cavity Method (GECaM) [22] to the specific
constraints of ecological dynamics. This framework
generalizes the extended Plefka expansion [23] to sparse
topologies by performing a small-coupling expansion
of the dynamic cavity equations. This procedure
maps the interacting IN-body problem onto a set of
decoupled single-species stochastic processes driven by
colored noise and self-consistent fields. These fields,
which encode the dynamical moments of neighboring
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species, are determined through a message-passing
scheme on the interaction graph, thereby retaining the
full heterogeneity of the network structure. By solving
these effective equations with a population dynamics
algorithm, we averaged both topology and disorder,
obtaining the first stability phase diagram for gLV
systems with finite connectivity in the thermodynamic
limit.

We consider a community of N species whose
abundances z;(t) evolve on a sparse undirected random
graph with adjacency matrix A = {a;;}. The dynamics
follows the generalized Lotka-Volterra equations
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where we have set the intrinsic growth rates and carrying
capacities to unity. The sum runs over the set of
neighbors 0i defined by the graph structure. The latter
is a quenched realization, drawn from an uncorrelated
random graph ensemble with a given degree distribution

Pdeg (k).

da;y (1)

The interaction coeflicients J;; quantify the effect
of species j on . For each interacting pair
(i,7), the couplings are drawn from a bivariate
Gaussian distribution with mean J;; = m/K, variance
Var(J;;) = o2/K, and correlation Corr(J;;,J;;) =
v. These parameters control the macro-ecological
state: m sets the average cooperation or competition,
o determines the heterogeneity strength, and ~ €
[-1,1] tunes the reciprocity, interpolating between
predator-prey dominated (y — —1) and symmetric
competitive/mutualistic regimes (y — 1).

The effective dynamical process is derived using the
Gaussian Expansion Cavity Method (GECaM) [22].
Starting from the Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-De
Dominicis (MSRJD) path-integral formalism [24H26],
we perform a small-coupling expansion of the resulting
dynamic cavity equations. This procedure decouples
the interacting system into a set of effective single-site
Langevin equations. For a given edge (i, j), the effective
abundance z;\;(t) of species 7 in the absence of species j
evolves as

t
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where h;\;(t) is a probing field and §&\;(t) is a
Gaussian colored noise with zero mean and correlation
<§z\](t)§z\](t/)> = Zkeai\j Jka’k\l(t,t’) The dynamics
is driven by three self-consistent cavity fields: the mean
abundance p\;(t) = (zg\;(t)), the response function
Rpi(t,t') = 6{xp\i(t))/0hi(t'), and the connected
correlation Cpy;(t,t'). Here, (-)\; denotes the average
over the realization of the stochastic process Eq. for
the edge (k,i). These fields encapsulate the memory
and feedback effects characteristic of sparse undirected
topologies. A detailed derivation of the effective cavity
equations is provided in the Supplemental Material [27].

Solving these non-Markovian equations in the time
domain is computationally demanding [28]. To
proceed, we assume the system relaxes to a time-
translation invariant stationary state independent of
initial conditions. In this limit, the cavity fields
become static: py\;(t) — 3, Cij(t,t") — q; ;> and
the integrated response fdt’Ri\j(t,t') — X:\j' The
fluctuating noise §;\ ; freezes into a static random variable
Z.*\j with variance E?\j = Zkeﬁi\j Jiqu;\z" Setting & = 0

kedi\j

[
in Eq. , it gives the fixed-point solution
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where the noise is parametrized by £* = —X;\ ;s with s ~

N(0,1) and we used the short-hand notation for A;\; =
(1 + Zk Jlku;\z)/Z‘l\] and 1—‘1\] =1- Zk Jik‘]kixz\i-
Taking moments over the Gaussian variable s closes the
self-consistency loop, yielding a set of message-passing
equations for the static fields (u;\ j,q;\ j,X;j) defined
on a single realization of the disorder. hile these
equations can be solved for any fixed graph instance,
the typical behavior of the system in the thermodynamic
limit can be extracted employing a population dynamics
algorithm (PopDyn), which iterates a large ensemble of
cavity fields to sample the stationary distribution over
the graph and coupling ensembles (see SM for the details
of the message-passing update rules and the algorithmic
implementation [27]). The code and data are available
at [29].

The effective theoretical framework is validated against
direct Monte Carlo (MC) simulations of the microscopic
dynamics. Figure displays the stationary Species
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FIG. 1.

Species abundance distributions on sparse random graphs.
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Validation of the effective theory against

microscopic simulations. The plots compare stationary abundances from direct Monte Carlo integration (MC, markers) with the
fixed-point population-dynamics solution (PopDyn, lines). Left: Random Regular Graphs (RRG) with connectivity K = 10,
exhibiting near-Gaussian statistics. Right: Low connectivity K = 3, showing strong skewness. Parameter sets (m,o,~) are
listed in the legends. MC data aggregate 20 graph realizations (20 initial conditions each); error bars denote standard errors.

PopDyn population size is P € [10°,107].

Abundance Distributions (SADs) for Random Regular
Graphs (RRGs) across different model parameters. For
relatively high connectivity K = 10, the SADs appear
nearly Gaussian and the population-dynamics (PopDyn)
results show excellent agreement with MC data—including
subtle asymmetries. As connectivity is reduced to
K = 3 strong deviations from Gaussianity emerge
due to enhanced local fluctuations: the distributions
broaden significantly and develop pronounced skewness.
In particular, even in this highly heterogeneous regime,
where conventional mean-field approximations typically
break down, the PopDyn solution remains in quantitative
agreement with microscopic simulations across the entire
parameter range tested.

The structural effects of sparseness can be isolated
by setting the strength of the disorder o = 0, so that
the system is governed solely by the mean interaction
m and connectivity K. A distinctive feature of sparse
ecosystems is the emergence of a topological phase
transition from a single globally stable equilibrium (SE)
to a Multiple Equilibria (ME) phase. This transition,
absent in fully connected models and first observed
numerically in Ref. [30], is identified within our cavity
framework as the point where the distribution of the
variance ¢ is no longer concentrated at zero. Our
derivation explicitly assumes that the system relaxes to
a unique fixed point independent of initial conditions;
this implies that the stationary state of the effective
process is deterministic, and thus its variance must vanish
(g = 0). For m above a critical threshold m.(K),the
population dynamics confirms this hypothesis, relaxing
to a unique solution where the entire population satisfies
g = 0. As m drops below m.(K), the assumption of
a unique attractor breaks down. In this fragmented

regime, the effective process develops a non-trivial
variance (¢ > 0), reflecting the dependence on initial
conditions characteristic of a landscape with multiple
locally stable attractors. Consequently, the population
dynamics iterations typically fail to converge to a
stationary distribution, exhibiting persistent oscillations
or divergence. Although the fixed-point theory cannot
be used to quantitatively describe the interior of this
phase, the breakdown of the solver accurately marks
the stability boundary. Figure [2] confirms this picture:
the transition coincides perfectly with the theoretical
stability bound m.(K) = —K/(2v K — 1) [31,32], which
marks the point where the homogeneous, fully feasible
equilibrium loses linear stability due to the spectral edge
of the adjacency matrix crossing unity. This result
establishes that the instability is purely topological,
driven by combinatorial exclusion constraints rather
than random heterogeneity: when effective competition
exceeds a threshold, loops in the sparse graph frustrate
global coexistence, forcing the community to fragment.
The study of the full phase diagram in the (m, o) plane
reveals the interplay between this topological mechanism
and disorder-driven instability. Three distinct phases can
be identified, depending on the convergence properties of
the population dynamics. In the Single Equilibrium (SE)
phase, PopDyn converges to a unique fixed point where
the distribution of the cavity variance ¢ is concentrated
at zero, corresponding to a stable deterministic attractor.
In the Multiple Fquilibria (ME) phase, the distribution
of ¢ shifts towards strictly positive values and broadens;
simultaneously, the update typically become oscillatory
or fail to converge, signaling the breakdown of the single-
fixed-point assumption and the presence of a fragmented
landscape. Finally, in the Unbounded Growth (UG)
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FIG. 2. Topological transition at ¢ = 0 on

Random Regular Graphs. Phase boundary in the
(m, K) plane for homogeneous couplings (J;; = m/K,oc =
0). Markers indicate the critical point m.(K) where the
Population Dynamics (PopDyn) develops a non-vanishing
variance ¢, signaling the transition from a globally stable
Single Equilibrium (SE) to a fragmented Multiple Equilibria
(ME) phase. The solid line has been obtained by
interpolation. The dashed line plots the analytical stability
boundary derived from the Kesten-McKay spectral edge,
me(K) = —K/(2v/K —1), marking the loss of linear
stability for the fully feasible equilibrium. Right panels:
Representative microscopic trajectories of species abundances
x;(t) illustrating the dynamical regimes. Top (m = —1.2, SE):
All species converge to a unique, homogeneous abundance
value. Middle (m = —1.7, ME): Just below the transition,
species settle into distinct fixed points depending on initial
conditions, breaking the homogeneity. Bottom (m = —4,
deep ME): Deep in the fragmented phase, the dependence on
initial conditions persists and the fraction of extinct species
(z; = 0) increases significantly.

phase, the distribution of the mean abundance p diverges
during the iterations, indicating the absence of finite fixed
points and corresponding to the existence of unbounded
trajectories in the microscopic dynamics.

The complete stability phase diagram in the (m,o)
plane is shown in Fig. [3] illustrating the critical
role of interaction symmetry -. For moderate
connectivity (K = 10, left panel), the size of the
SE phase is strongly dependent on the reciprocity of
the interactions. As v increases from —1 (predator-
prey) to 1 (symmetric competition/mutualism), the SE
region shrinks systematically, consistent with mean-field
predictions for fully connected systems [9]. However,
unlike the fully connected case, the sparse network
exhibits a ME phase even under fully antisymmetric
interactions (y = —1). In the infinite-connectivity limit,
the v = —1 system does not enter a ME phase, instead
remaining in a single stable equilibrium up to the UG
transition. By contrast, finite connectivity introduces
localized feedback loops that destabilize coexistence once
the mean interaction m becomes sufficiently negative.

Moreover, for intermediate symmetry values (y > —1),

the boundary between the SE and ME phases is not
horizontal as in the FC case [9]; it bends markedly
towards the ¢ = 0 axis, eventually intersecting at
the topological critical point m.(K). This bending
reveals a mnontrivial synergy between topology and
disorder: structural frustration amplifies the effect of
interaction heterogeneity, driving the system into a
fragmented, multi-equilibrium state at disorder strengths
much weaker than those predicted by DMFT in the fully-
connected case.

This structural fragility is further amplified at low
connectivity (K = 3, right panel). In this regime, the
Single Equilibrium (SE) region is markedly narrower than
for K = 10, underscoring the increased sensitivity of
sparse networks to local competitive imbalances. The
synergy between topology and disorder also manifests
itself as a stronger curvature of the SEME boundary
towards the ¢ = 0 axis, further constraining the stability
domain. This contraction reflects the breakdown of self-
averaging within small neighborhoods: with only three
neighbors, local fluctuations and asymmetric interaction
motifs can disrupt coexistence more readily than in
denser networks. Finally, for fully antisymmetric
interactions (y = —1), the ME phase shifts towards
progressively more negative m as connectivity K
increases, disappearing entirely in the limit K — oo.
This behavior aligns seamlessly with the fully connected
case, where no ME phase exists for v = —1.

Our work demonstrates that sparsity acts as a decisive
organizing principle in ecosystem dynamics: finite
connectivity does not merely weaken interactions but
fundamentally restructures the stability landscape. By
embedding the generalized Lotka-Volterra equations into
a cavity process, we provided a complete characterization
of the stability phase diagram in the thermodynamic
limit. This analysis reveals that the topological phase
transition to multiple equilibria—previously observed in
homogeneous graphs-robustly persists in the presence
of couplings heterogeneity. This structural mechanism
is isolated most clearly in fully antisymmetric (y =
—1) predator-prey communities, where a fragmented
attractor landscape emerges despite being strictly
forbidden in the fully connected limit.

By bridging the cavity method with ecological
dynamics, we provide a scalable, analytically controlled
framework that reconciles microscopic network structure
with macroscopic resilience. The resulting phase
diagram reveals how biodiversity and stability coevolve
under structural constraints, offering new theoretical
basis for understanding regime shifts, and context-
dependent responses in real ecosystems. This approach
establishes a new blueprint for studying non-equilibrium
collective phenomena in sparse, adaptive systems—from
neural circuits to microbial consortia—where topology
and dynamics are inseparably intertwined. Indeed, the
strength of the method lies in its universality. Unlike



K=10 K=3
3.0 = 3
* 1.4
254 " 12 4
2.0 104 - 4
. p -1
o 1.5 0.8 1 . 0.8
L r e, . — o5
1.0 ., R ‘s 06 7 LT TP - 0.2
0.4 ’, R o |22
o e M.E. et Lt UG | =1
0.5 - M.E. CRICAMERIY U.G. 0.2 . :
- S.E. N S.E
0.0 T T | — T T T 0.0 T T T T T T T
—4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 -1.5 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5
m

FIG. 3. Stability phase diagrams in the (m,o) plane. Results for Random Regular Graphs with K = 10 (left) and
K = 3 (right) obtained via Population Dynamics. Dashed lines mark the transition from the Single Equilibrium (SE) to
the Multiple Equilibria (ME) phase; solid lines mark the transition to the Unbounded Growth (UG) phase. Different colors
correspond to interaction symmetry values v € [—1,1] (see legend). Note the shrinking of the stable SE region as v — 1 and
the severe compression of stability at low connectivity (K = 3). Dynamical regimes are identified by the PopDyn behavior: SE
(convergent to ¢ = 0), ME (non-convergent/oscillatory, ¢ > 0), UG (divergent p).

standard mean-field approximations, it does not rely
on Gaussian interaction statistics or regular topologies
(RRGs), but applies equally to systems with arbitrary
coupling distributions and heterogeneous degree profiles.
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Supplemental material for “Sparse Interactions Reshape Stability in Random
Lotka—Volterra Dynamics”

SI. INTRODUCTION

This Supplemental Material presents the detailed derivations and numerical procedures underlying the results of
the main text. We begin by specifying the generalized Lotka—Volterra (gLV) model and the random-network ensemble
considered in this work. The system consists of N interacting species with abundances z;(t), whose interactions are
encoded in a sparse, undirected graph with adjacency matrix A = {a;;}. An entry a,; = aj; = 1 denotes a direct
interaction between species ¢ and j, while a;; = 0 otherwise. The network is sampled once from a quenched random
ensemble with degree distribution pgeg(k); in the main text we focus on random regular graphs (RRGs), in which
every species has exactly K neighbors. This preserves sparsity while ensuring analytic tractability.

The temporal evolution of species abundances is governed by the generalized Lotka—Volterra equations

d,T(;lft) = :L‘Z(t) 1— {,Ci(t) + ZaijJijxj (t) . (Sl)
J#i

For each interacting pair (i, j), the coefficients (J;;, J;;) are drawn from a quenched bivariate Gaussian ensemble with

m 0'2

Ji' = ?, Var(Jij) = ?, COI‘I‘(J”', Jﬂ) =,

where the overbar denotes disorder averaging. The 1/K scaling guarantees a proper thermodynamic limit as K —
oo, recovering the fully connected case. The symmetry parameter v € [—1,1] controls the structure of pairwise
interactions: v = —1 corresponds to fully antisymmetric (predator—prey—dominated) interactions, whereas v = 1
yields fully symmetric mutualistic or competitive pairs, with intermediate values interpolating smoothly between
these ecological regimes.

The remainder of this Supplemental Material is organized as follows. Section [SII] derives the dynamic cavity
equations appropriate for sparse interaction networks, starting from the Martin—Siggia—Rose—Janssen—De Dominicis
(MSRJD) functional formalism. Performing a small-coupling expansion of these equations we obtain the effective
single-species stochastic process driven by self-consistent memory kernels and colored noise. Section [SIT]] derives the
corresponding fixed-point equations for the cavity means, variances, and susceptibilities. Section [SIV] describes the
numerical implementation of the population-dynamics algorithm used to solve these equations, including update rules
and convergence diagnostics. Finally, section [SV] explains how the phase boundaries reported in the main text were
extracted from the behavior of the cavity fields.

SII. DERIVATION OF THE EFFECTIVE CAVITY PROCESS

The calculation is based on the principles of [SI]. The dynamical partition function of the Lotka-Volterra system
can be written as

Z = /D[@] Hpo (Jﬁi (0)) 1) jfi(t) - $Z(t) 1-— Jiz(t) + Z aijJijzj (t) 3 (82)
i j#i

where [D[z] = []; [ D[z] is a product of functional integrals, (-), = (I,  DIni]) - is the average over the noise
realizations, and 4[] is a functional Dirac delta which restricts the integral to the paths that satisfy the stochastic
dynamics. Using the Fourier representation of the delta functional §[z] oc [ D[] e~/ ##1*(t) we obtain

7 = /D[L 2] Hpo (2(0)) et dtEi(0)[d (1) =i (1) (=i () +T ;25 aij Jijz; (1))] (S3)

The integral over time runs over a fixed time interval, but we omit the limits of integration, here and elsewhere, for
the sake of simplifying the notation. We introduce an auxiliary variable f; =1 —z; — >, ; aijJijz;(t) + hi(t), which



can be inserted in the calculation through a Dirac delta function. Integrating over the Gaussian noise we obtain

Z = /D[g,i,i, i] Hpo (xi(O))esioc[zi@i’fﬂfz‘] H esi?t[mi’fi,wj»fj], (S4)
@ (3,9)

where we have defined the local and interactive actions as
ste = =i [ at {a:(0) @:(0) ~ w05:0) + Fi0) () - 1+ (o) (S5)
S;?t = i/dt (Jijfi(t).’lﬁj (t) + infj (t)a?i(t)) . (86)

The dynamical partition function appears to be factorized according to a graphical model with the same structure
as the underlying interaction graph. According to this graphical model construction, we propose a dynamic cavity
ansatz to approximate marginal distributions of abundances of a rGLV on sparse networks. This yields a set of fixed
point equations for the cavity messages

N A Z; O loc R ~ N ~ int
cijlTa, Tiy fis fi] = Zwesl H Dk, &k, frs fi) covilTn, Th, fr, frleSH (S7)
Y kedi\j

where 9i \ j is the set of neighboring indices of i except for j. The cavity equations should be interpreted as a
message-passing procedure, where messages are iteratively exchanged between nodes until convergence to a fixed
point.

Finally, completing the cavity and computing the total marginal over ¢ gives

w Sloc H /ka7xk7fk:7fk} ck\l[merk’fk’fk]e ;J;t' (SS)

Z;
keoi

ci[‘riujiu fiafi] =

The normalization Z;\ ; of the messages at each step is not critical and can be adjusted after convergence. However,
we choose to properly normalize the messages by defining the cavity normalization factor as

loc int
1\] /Dxlvxlvfufz]p()( S H /Dxkvwkafkafk]ck\z[xk7xkafkafk] Ski . (89)
keodi\j

This ensures that the cavity messages are properly normalized quasi-probability distributions and allows for the
definition of averages over them. Consequently, the expectation of any generic function g(z;, %, fi, f;) over the cavity
distribution can be computed as

< (x747x747f27f’b /Dxlvx’L?fZ?f’L} Cl\][$17xl7fl)fl:| (x27x27f17f2) (Slo)

We perform a second-order expansion in the coupling parameters J;; of the cavity messages defined in Eq. ,
following the approach of [S1]. This yields:

ci [xiajiafiafi] ~ pO(Zx'i(F)))eS§oc H <1 + Smt (Smt) > (Sll)
i\J kEdi\j k\i
= O TT i [t fionhs + 2525 [ dtat fu0) a0 il Do (¢)
i\Jj kedi\j
2 A~ ~
i [ grar m(t)<xk<t>xk<t’>>k\iifi<t'>] , (512)

where we neglect averages involving only hatted quantities, since these vanish identically [S1]. Re-exponentiating the
terms inside the product yields an approximate expression for the cavity marginal in terms of an effective single-site
action:

x; (0 off
z\][xhthufl] w S7\7 (813)
i\j



with the effective action given by

Set = i / dt{f;i(w [#3(6) = 2O O+ FO [0 = 142 = 3 Fsa(t)

kEdi\j

> Tindki / dt’ Rk\i(t,t’)xi(t')}}—k / dtdt'if;(t) | > TG Crult,t) | ifi(t), (S14)

kedi\j keoi\j

where we have defined the cavity means, response functions, and correlations as

i (1) = (@x () ki (S15)
Ryt 1) = (@ () ifi ()i (S16)
Cri(t,t") = (@i () zr(t)) e — pani () e () (S17)

The effective action can be interpreted as the MSRJD action of an effective Langevin equation. Integrating over
the auxiliary fields f; and f; yields the effective cavity process for species ¢ in the absence of neighbor j:

dt = Z’i\j(t) $l\j Z Jlk,uk\z Z Jlk']kz/ dt’ Rk\z(t t) z\]( )+hl\j( )+§Z\]( ) > (818)

keodi\j keoi\j

where h;\ ;(t) is an external field, needed to compute response functions, and &;\; is a Gaussian noise with vanishing
mean and correlation

(€& ()i = Y i Crlt t). (S19)

kedi\j

The terms g\ (t), Rp\i(t, '), and Cp (£, 1') are respectively the cavity mean abundance, the cavity response function,
and the cavity (connected) two-point correlation function. They are obtained self-consistently from the effective
dynamics of the neighbors

() = <$k\i(t)>k\ia (520)
Rpi(t,t') = (Shkf(t’) <$k\i(t)>k\iv (S21)
Cini(t, ') = (zplt )xk\i(t,»k\i — i () i (), (522)

where (-) }\; denotes the average over the distribution of the effective process Eq. for the edge (k,7). The
effective process is therefore de-coupled, and the interactions are captured by the self-consistent external fields p\; (%),
Ry\i(t, '), and Cp,(t,1').

Once the cavity averages have been determined through self-consistency, one can obtain the effective de-coupled
Langevin equations for the species population

dz;i(t)
dt

=z (1) |1 —2i(t) + Y Juwpwna(t) + Z/ dt Jig Jpi Biva (,)ai (8) + ha(t) + & (1) | (523)

keoi keodi

with Gaussian noise with vanishing mean and correlation (& (¢)& ('), = > ,co: J7Cri(t.t)). The average (), is
performed over the effective de-coupled process Eq. (S23)).

SIII. FIXED-POINT EQUATIONS

To proceed analytically, we assume that the system relaxes to a fixed point independent of the initial conditions,
i.e.

lim z;(t) = «7. (S24)

t—o00 v
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tllglo i (t) = T,

Hm & (8) = &5 (525)

Consequently, the mean cavity abundance and the two-point correlation function become stationary,

1im r“i\j(t) = /ﬁ\j = <x:\j>;\j, (S26)
lim CZ\J(t t') = ‘L‘*\j = <(x:\j)2>:\j - (:u’:\j)27 (S27)

t,t'—

where <>:\J denotes the average over the stationary cavity process. Under this assumption, the cavity response
function becomes time-translationally invariant and depends only on the time difference 7 = t —t'. We define its time
integral,

XAy = /0 dr R} ;(7), (S28)

which represents the integrated response (or susceptibility) of the cavity process.
At the fixed point, both 7, . and the effective field 5:\j become static random variables. The variable x:\j depends
functionally on {i*\j, which is Gaussian distributed with zero mean and variance

72
(& l\J 1\3_ Z qu\z 25\ - (S29)
keoi\j

Since x;\ j is constant in time, the fixed point abundances satisfy Eq. 1' with vanishing time derivative, i.e.

0= x?\j |:1 — CL‘:\j + Z Jik,uz\i + Z JierkiXZ\ix:\j + ff\j + hi\j] . (830)
kedi\j keoi\j

These equations admit two possible solutions: one corresponding to extinction, :ci*\ ;= 0, and the other to a non-
vanishing equilibrium abundance,

I+ Zke@i\j Jikﬂz\i + 6;\j + has

= , (S31)
1= ko JikIriXiy

Ting =

which is physically admissible only if the right-hand side is positive. The fixed-point solution can thus be written as

z,(€8,) = L+ lekeai\j Jiktti; + 5:\1 + iy @<1 + Zkec’%\j Jiktti; + Q\i‘ + hi\]’) ' ($32)
- Zkeai\j Jik‘]kixk\i 1- Zke(%\j Jik‘JkiXk\i
We now introduce the short-hand notations
L+ D heaiy Jikki
Aij = ShY : ($33)
Fi\j =1- Z Jik?JkiXE\i' (834)
kedi\j

Since §:\j is Gaussian with mean zero and variance %2 o We set 51 \j = —Y;\j 8, where s is a standard normal variable
with zero mean and unit variance. In this way, the fixed point can be expressed as a function of s only:

T (Aing — 5) + hays @(Ei\j(ﬁi\j —s)+ hz‘\j) . (S35)

MY Lo
The random variable x7, . has moments ,uf\j, q;\j, and susceptibility X:\j, which are obtained self-consistently by

averaging over the Gaussian variable s. The mean reads

x:\j (s) =

dse=5"/2
o= (X NN = —i
lu‘i\j - <xz\j>z\j‘hi\j:0 m xl\j (S)
hi\;=0
Yi\j iy >
2\J —0o0 i\Jj



while the variance is

dse=5"/2 2
* * 2\ x * 2 _ * * 2
apn; = <(%\j) >i\j‘hi\j20 - (/%‘\j) = W (:Cz\j(S)) - (.Ui\j)
Ry ;=0
Z? . A )
=2t o) [ psan =9t v erTay) [ Dsan - s)ﬂ ~ (), (s37)
1\J —o i\Jj

where Ds = dse=%"/2 /V/2m. The susceptibility is obtained by differentiating the average fixed-point abundance with
respect to a constant external field h; ;:

a0\

1
v Ohiy;

@(ri\j)/Ai\jDs +@(—ri\j)/w Ds] . ($38)

hiy; =0 Fa - BAing
We observe that these integrals can be written in terms of the error function erf(z) = fom dse=*" 2/+/m. Defining

o(z) = e*"’”2/2/\/ 27 as the standard normal density and ®(z) = [1 +erf(z/v/2)]/2 its cumulative distribution function,
the integrals can be expressed as moments of truncated normal distributions. In particular,

A 0
/ Ds = d(A), Ds = d(—A),
2 .
| pss=e). [ Das—pla),
A 0
/ Dss®> = ®(A) — Ap(D), Dss® = ®(—A) + Ap(A),
—oo A

from which, substituting into Egs. (S36]) to (S38)), we obtain the cavity update equations

g = Fu(Biyg, Zagi Tayg) (S39)
@iy = Fa(Bags Bav Tang) — ()%, (S40)
Xy = Fx(Biyi Tag) (s41)
where the update functions are given explicitly by
FAAE,T) = ? [@(r) (A2(8) +¢(A)) +6(-T) (A0(-4) - @(A))] (542)
Fy(A,BT) = ?z {@(r) ((1+ A%)2(2) + Ap(a)) + O(-T)((1+ A%)B(-A) - A@(A))} . (s43)
FYAT) = %[@(I‘) B(A) + O(-T) B(—A)]. (S44)

An equivalent set of equations holds for the full marginals, describing the species abundances in the original graph.
Denoting the fixed point moments by u7, g7, and x7, we have

g5 = Fo(Ai, B0, 1) — (1), (546)
Xi = Fx(Ai,Ty), (547)

where the update functions are the same as in Eqgs. (S42)) to (S44)), and we have defined

U D cai ikt

i 5, , (S48)

=) Jh e (549)
keoi

Do =1 JdriXin (S50)

keoi



The coupled set of nonlinear equations Eqgs. (S39)) to (S41)) defines the fixed point statistics of the cavity processes in
terms of their local fields. These relations can be solved numerically via a message-passing procedure that iteratively
updates the cavity quantities by substituting the moments of neighboring species.

SIV. POPULATION DYNAMICS ALGORITHM

To compute disorder-averaged observables in the thermodynamic limit, we solve the self-consistent equations
Eqgs. to through a population dynamics algorithm. This stochastic iterative method propagates the
distribution of the cavity fields under the joint randomness of network topology and interaction disorder, providing
an efficient way to sample the typical stationary state of large random ecosystems.

The algorithm proceeds as follows:

1. Initialize a population P of P cavity variables, each represented by a triplet (u°, ¢, x¢) corresponding to the
mean abundance, variance, and susceptibility of a cavity process.

2. At each iteration:
(a) Sample a degree k from the cavity degree distribution

k+1
péeg(k> = Tpdeg(k + 1)

(b) randomly-draw k triplets {(u$,q5, x5) ;?:1 from the current population to represent the neighbors in the

cavity graph.
c¢) Draw k pairs of random couplings {(.J;, J/)}*_, from the coupling distribution.
JrY5)15=1

(d) Compute the effective parameters:

k c
1+ Zj:l Jij
Xe ’

k
2
L
J=1

AC

2=

k
T =1-> JiJx;
j=1

(e) Update the new fields according to

,LLC ‘EL(AC,ZC,FC),
q° = Fy(A, X619 1),
x© fX(AC,FC).

(f) Replace softly a randomly-chosen element of the population with the new triplet (u°, ¢¢, x¢).
3. Repeat until convergence of the population statistics, as assessed from the empirical averages of u°, ¢°, and x°©.

After convergence, single-site observables for the full graph can be estimated by performing one additional update
step using degrees drawn from pgeg instead of Pleg: thus completing the cavity construction.

A. Implementation details for the Population Dynamics algorithm

The population dynamics algorithm employed throughout this chapter is implemented in the open-source Julia
package RandomLotkaVolterraCavity.jl [S2]. Its structure follows the procedure outlined in section with
additional numerical optimizations introduced to improve stability and convergence.

A key modification concerns the way population elements are updated at each iteration. Instead of replacing a
single randomly-chosen element after every update, as in the standard population dynamics scheme, we proceed



by generating a random permutation of the population indices at the beginning of each iteration (or sweep). The
algorithm then sequentially updates each element according to this shuffled order, ensuring that every population
member is updated exactly once per sweep while minimizing correlations arising from a fixed update sequence. For
each element in the shuffled population, the triplet (u°,¢¢, x¢) is updated according to the self-consistent functions
Fu, Fq, and F,, defined in Eqgs. to .

The update is performed softly by introducing a damping factor d € (0, 1), which mixes the newly computed values
with the previous ones:

,uc - dquew + (1 _ d) MC,Old7 (851)
qc . dqc,new + (1 _ d) qC,Old’ (852)
e (e 9

This under-relaxation procedure suppresses oscillations and improves numerical stability, although it typically slows
down the convergence rate. In all the analyses presented in this work, the damping factor was chosen in the range
d € [0.2,0.6], depending on the convergence properties of the system.

After completing a full sweep over the shuffled population, convergence is checked by comparing the average values
of u, q, and x before and after the sweep. If the relative variation of these averages falls below a fixed threshold, the
algorithm is stopped and convergence is assumed. In our simulations, the tolerance threshold was set between 10~6
and 1078, depending on the parameter regime.

In principle, one should also verify the convergence of higher-order cumulants to ensure that the full population
distribution has reached stationarity. However, this requirement substantially increases computational time. In
practice, we found that monitoring the first moments provides reliable convergence for all parameter ranges explored
in this chapter.

SV. PHASE DIAGRAMS FOR RANDOM REGULAR GRAPHS

This section details the numerical procedures employed to construct the stability phase diagrams presented in the
main text. We first describe the algorithm used to identify critical points from population dynamics data, and then
present the phase diagrams for the specific values of connectivity K and interaction symmetry v discussed in the main
text, explaining how the critical boundaries were derived via interpolation of the numerical results.

A. Numerical determination of critical points

The phase boundaries were determined by performing systematic parameter sweeps. For the topological transition
(o = 0), we fixed the connectivity K and varied the interaction mean m. For the general phase diagrams (o > 0),
we fixed o and scanned m around the critical region. For each parameter set, we computed the distribution of the
stationary moments (i, g, x) with the PopDyn algorithm, saving their average and standard deviation.

To identify the critical transition points m,., we implemented an automated algorithm designed to separate the
signal from the numerical noise floor. The procedure is illustrated in Figs. [S1] to [S3] and consists of the following
steps:

1. Baseline Characterization: We define a baseline region using the first points of the scanned m-values,
assumed to lie deep within the stable phase where the order parameter (e.g., the cavity variance ¢) should
theoretically vanish. We compute the mean Ey,s0[¢] and standard deviation stdpase[g] of the observable ¢ within
this window to estimate the numerical noise floor.

2. Noise Thresholds: We define a detection threshold T; = Epase[q] + 3 stdbaselg], corresponding to a 3-std
deviation from the baseline noise. A similar threshold Ty is defined for the internal spread (standard deviation)
of the population distribution.

3. Transition Detection: Scanning through the parameter space, a point m; is flagged as a candidate transition
if either of the following conditions is met for a persistence of 10 consecutive steps:

o Signal Shift: The lower bound of the distribution departs from the baseline, E[g|(m;) — std[q](m;) >
Ty, where E[g|(m;) and std[g](m) are respectively the average and standard deviation of ¢ among the
population.



o Variance Explosion: The standard deviation of ¢ among the population exceeds the baseline fluctuation
threshold, std[q](m;) > Ts.

4. Interpolation and Error Estimation: Once the transition interval [m;_1,m;] is identified, we approximate
the behavior of ¢ linearly between these points. The critical value m, is defined as the exact point where this
linear interpolation intersects the detection threshold 7. To estimate the uncertainty dm., we combine the grid
resolution Am = m; — m;_, with the error propagated from the baseline noise. This definition ensures that
sharp transitions have small errors dominated by the grid size, while slow, continuous transitions have larger
uncertainties, reflecting the sensitivity of the critical point to numerical noise.

This methodology adapts naturally to the different physical regimes of the system. In the topological case (o = 0),
the transition is sharp: the cavity variance g exhibits a sudden jump from zero to a finite value. Our algorithm detects
this discontinuity immediately, as shown in Fig.

Conversely, for the disorder-driven SE to ME transition (o > 0), the change is slow and continuous. As illustrated
in Fig. (for K = 10,7 = —1), the distribution of cavity variances spreads slowly from a delta function at zero to
a broadened distribution. Here, the algorithm identifies the first value of m where the population statistics deviate
sufficiently from the baseline, with the propagated error capturing the smoothness of the crossover.

Finally, the nature of the instability is classified by monitoring the mean abundance . If y remains finite across the
transition, it is classified as a transition to the Multiple Equilibria (ME) phase (Fig. . If instead p diverges, it is
classified as a transition to the Unbounded Growth (UG) phase, as shown in Fig. This fully automated procedure
ensures that the phase diagrams are derived without manual bias.

B. Phase boundaries interpolation

The stability phase diagrams presented in the main text (Fig. 3) and expanded here in Fig. were constructed
by mapping the critical boundaries in the (m, o) plane for fixed connectivity (K = 3,10) and interaction symmetry
(y=-1,-0.8,-0.5,-0.2,0,1).

For each configuration (K,v), we performed a series of parameter sweeps to locate the discrete transition points
(me, 0.) separating the Single Equilibrium (SE), Multiple Equilibria (ME), and Unbounded Growth (UG) phases.
Depending on the local slope of the boundary, we either fixed o and scanned m (for horizontal-like boundaries) or
fixed m and scanned o (for vertical-like boundaries).

To obtain continuous phase boundaries from these discrete datasets, we performed a parametric interpolation using
the Julia package Dierckx.jl. Specifically, we fitted a smooth parametric B-spline of order k = 3 to the sequence
of detected critical coordinates {(mt(f)7 agi))}i. This procedure ensures a robust reconstruction of the stability limits,
smoothing out small numerical fluctuations while preserving the global topology of the phase diagram.
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Numerical determination of the topological phase transition (¢ = 0). Each row corresponds to a different

connectivity K. The columns display the population averages of the mean abundance (i) (left), the cavity variance (g) (center),
and the susceptibility (x) (right). The errors represent the standard deviation of the population distribution. In the central
column (q), the blue horizontal line indicates the baseline noise floor (mean + std), while the vertical red line marks the detected

critical point m. (with its estimated error width). Note the sharp discontinuity in ¢ characteristic of the topological transition.
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FIG. S2. Detection of the Single Equilibrium (SE) to Multiple Equilibria (ME) transition. Parameters: K =
10,y = —1. Each row corresponds to a different disorder strength o. The columns display the population averages of the mean

abundance (u) (left), the cavity variance (¢) (center), and the susceptibility (x) (right). The errors represent the standard
deviation of the population distribution. In the central column (g), the blue horizontal line indicates the baseline noise floor
(mean =+ std), while the vertical red line marks the detected critical point m. (with its estimated error width). The transition
is identified by the departure of the cavity variance ¢ from zero, while the mean abundance p remains finite. Unlike the
topological case, the order parameter grows continuously from zero, resulting in larger uncertainties for m. as the distribution
slowly broadens.
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FIG. S3. Detection of the Single Equilibrium (SE) to Unbounded Growth (UG) transition. Parameters: K =
10,v = —1. Each row corresponds to a different disorder strength o. The columns display the population averages of the mean
abundance (u) (left), the cavity variance (¢) (center), and the susceptibility (x) (right). The errors represent the standard
deviation of the population distribution. In the central column (g), the blue horizontal line indicates the baseline noise floor
(mean =+ std), while the vertical red line marks the detected critical point m. (with its estimated error width). The critical
point is associated with the divergence of the mean abundance . The vertical red line marks where the automated algorithm
detects the instability, signaling the loss of linear stability and the onset of unbounded population growth.
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Interpolated stability phase diagrams. The grid displays the individual stability boundaries computed for

different network configurations. Top and Middle Rows (K = 10): Phase diagrams for v = —1.0,—0.8,—0.5 (top) and
v = —0.2,0.0,1.0 (middle). Bottom Row (K = 3): Phase diagrams for v = —1.0,0.0,1.0. In each panel, the symbols
represent the discrete critical points determined via the automated algorithm, while the lines represent the smooth parametric
B-spline interpolation of order & = 3. The regions correspond to Single Equilibrium (SE), Multiple Equilibria (ME), and
Unbounded Growth (UG) phases.
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