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Supplementary Figure S10. Comparison of the Cytoscape welcome screen affinity purification 
example network original layout (A), prefuse force directed layout (B), spring-embedded layout 
(C) and EntOptLayout (D). Panels A through D show the Cytoscape welcome screen affinity 
purification example network (Morris et al., 2014) visualized by the original layout (Panel A), the 
Cytoscape (Shannon et al., 2003) prefuse force-directed layout (Panel B), spring-embedded layout 
(Panel C) or EntOptLayout plug-in using force-directed pre-ordering and the same settings as detailed in 
the legend of Fig 1. of the main text with the 'square of the adjacency matrix' option (Panel D). “D” 
values denote the normalized information loss (relative entropy) of the layouts (in case of the original 
and Cytoscape layouts node positions were imported to the EntOptLayout plug-in, and only the node 
probability distributions were optimized keeping the node positions intact). Circled segments of the 
image highlight network clusters identified by Markov Cluster Algorithm (MCL clustering; Enright et 
al. 2002; http://www.rbvi.ucsf.edu/cytoscape/clusterMaker2/#mcl). Clusters were named using a 
consensus function of most nodes (blue: post-translational protein modification, ubiquitination, 
spliceosome; purple: protein transport; green: regulation of immune response and red: DNA and RNA 
binding proteins, translation initiation). All the four visualizations have significant overlap of the 
clusters. However, the information loss is significantly smaller (4% instead of 21 to 23%) in case of the 
EntOptLayout than using any of the other layouts. 
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Supplementary Figure S11. Comparison of the Cytoscape welcome screen genetic interaction 
example network original layout (A), prefuse force directed layout (B), spring-embedded layout 
(C) and EntOptLayout (D). Panels A through D show the Cytoscape welcome screen genetic 
interaction example network (Costanzo et al., 2016) visualized by the original layout (Panel A), the 
Cytoscape (Shannon et al., 2003) prefuse force-directed layout (Panel B), spring-embedded layout 
(Panel C) or EntOptLayout plug-in using force-directed pre-ordering and the same settings as detailed in 
the legend of Fig 1. of the main text with the 'square of the adjacency matrix' option (Panel D). “D” 
values denote the normalized information loss (relative entropy) of the layouts (in case of the original 
and Cytoscape layouts node positions were imported to the EntOptLayout plug-in, and only the node 
probability distributions were optimized keeping the node positions intact). Circled segments of the 
image highlight network clusters identified by Markov Cluster Algorithm (MCL clustering; Enright et 
al. 2002, http://www.rbvi.ucsf.edu/cytoscape/clusterMaker2/#mcl). Clusters were named using a 
consensus function of most nodes (light-purple: protein turnover; deep-purple: vesicle traffic; green: 
mitochondria and orange: mRNA processing). The original layout and the two Cytoscape visualizations 
have overlaps of the clusters. However, with the exception of a single outlier node the four clusters are 
visually clearly distinct and well separated on the EntOptLayout image. In addition, the information loss 
is significantly smaller (4% instead of 23 to 24%) in case of the EntOptLayout than using any of the 
other layouts. 
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Supplementary Figure S12. Comparison of the Cytoscape welcome screen diseases example 
network original layout (A), prefuse force directed layout (B), spring-embedded layout (C) and 
EntOptLayout (D). Panels A through D show the Cytoscape welcome screen disease example network 
visualized by the original layout (Panel A), the Cytoscape (Shannon et al., 2003) prefuse force-directed 
layout (Panel B), spring-embedded layout (Panel C) or EntOptLayout plug-in using force-directed pre-
ordering and the same settings as detailed in the legend of Fig 1. of the main text with the 'square of the 
adjacency matrix' option (Panel D). “D” values denote the normalized information loss (relative entropy) 
of the layouts (in case of the original and Cytoscape layouts node positions were imported to the 
EntOptLayout plug-in, and only the node probability distributions were optimized keeping the node 
positions intact). Circled segments of the image highlight network clusters identified by Markov Cluster 
Algorithm (MCL clustering; Enright et al. 2002, 
http://www.rbvi.ucsf.edu/cytoscape/clusterMaker2/#mcl). Clusters were named using a consensus 
function of most nodes (blue: mainly hematological diseases; green: mainly dermatological diseases and 
orange: multiple diseases). The original layout and the two Cytoscape visualizations have various 
overlaps of the clusters. However, the three clusters are visually clearly distinct and well separated on 
the EntOptLayout image. In addition, the information loss is significantly smaller (14% instead of 64, 37 
or 34%) in case of the EntOptLayout than using any of the other layouts. 
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Supplementary Figure S13. Comparison of the 75 node STRING Alzheimer's disease-related 
protein-protein interaction network original layout (A), prefuse force directed layout (B), spring-
embedded layout (C) and EntOptLayout (D). Panels A through D show an Alzheimer's disease-
related protein-protein interaction network generated by the stringApp Cytoscape plug-in (Doncheva et 
al., 2019) http://apps.cytoscape.org/apps/stringApp) downloading the top 75 disease-related nodes. The 
network was visualized using the original layout (Panel A), the Cytoscape (Shannon et al., 2003) prefuse 
force-directed layout (Panel B), spring-embedded layout (Panel C) or the EntOptLayout plug-in using 
force-directed pre-ordering and the same settings as detailed in the legend of Fig 1. of the main text with 
the 'square of the adjacency matrix' option (Panel D). “D” values denote the normalized information loss 
(relative entropy) of the layouts (in case of the original and Cytoscape layouts node positions were 
imported to the EntOptLayout plug-in, and only the node probability distributions were optimized 
keeping the node positions intact). Circled segments of the image highlight network clusters identified 
by Markov Cluster Algorithm (MCL clustering; Enright et al. 2002, 
http://www.rbvi.ucsf.edu/cytoscape/clusterMaker2/#mcl). Clusters were named using a consensus 
function of most nodes (green: regulation of beta-amyloid formation, regulation of endocytosis and 
orange: regulation of metabolic process, nervous system development). The original layout and prefuse 
force-directed layout have an overlap of the two clusters. The two clusters do not overlap using the 
spring-embedded layout option. However, the two clusters are visually clearly distinct and well 
separated on the EntOptLayout image. In addition, the information loss is significantly smaller (1% 
instead of 14 to 15%) in case of the EntOptLayout than using any of the other layouts. 
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Supplementary Figure S14. Comparison of the 500 node STRING Alzheimer's disease-related 
protein-protein interaction network original layout (A), prefuse force directed layout (B), spring-
embedded layout (C) and EntOptLayout (D). Panels A through D show an Alzheimer's disease-
related protein-protein interaction network generated by the stringApp Cytoscape plug-in (Doncheva et 
al., 2019) http://apps.cytoscape.org/apps/stringApp) downloading the top 500 disease-related nodes. The 
network was visualized using the original layout (Panel A), the Cytoscape (Shannon et al., 2003) prefuse 
force-directed layout (Panel B), spring-embedded layout (Panel C) or the EntOptLayout plug-in using 
force-directed pre-ordering and the same settings as detailed in the legend of Fig 1. of the main text with 
the 'square of the adjacency matrix' option (Panel D). “D” values denote the normalized information loss 
(relative entropy) of the layouts (in case of the original and Cytoscape layouts node positions were 
imported to the EntOptLayout plug-in, and only the node probability distributions were optimized 
keeping the node positions intact). Circled segments of the image highlight network clusters identified 
by Markov Cluster Algorithm (MCL clustering; Enright et al. 2002, 
http://www.rbvi.ucsf.edu/cytoscape/clusterMaker2/#mcl). Clusters were named using a consensus 
function of most nodes (green: response to cellular stimulus, regulation of response to cellular stimulus 
and orange: regulation of cellular process, cell communication, cell-cell signalling, behaviour). All the 
four layouts have large overlaps of the two clusters. However, the information loss is significantly 
smaller (0.6% instead of 15 to 16%) in case of the EntOptLayout than using any of the other layouts. 
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