
allowing  us  to  quantify  whether  the  salience  of  social
dimensions remains stable or shifts across time windows.

Figure A2 reports the results for teachers compared
to  non-teachers,  while Figs.  A3–A6 show  the

corresponding  analyses  for  journalists  and  academics.
Error  bars  in Figs.  A2–A6 represent  the  IQR  of  JS
distance  across  egos.  Taken  together,  these  findings
indicate  that  while  the  inferred  dimensions  exhibit

 

 
Fig. A2    JS  distance  of  teacher–non-teacher  ring  probability  distributions  of  social  dimensions  over  time  for  an
average ego. Error bars represent the IQR.
 

 

 
Fig. A3    JS distance of journalist–non-journalist ring probability distributions of social dimensions over time for an
average ego. Error bars represent the IQR.
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considerable stability over time, their expression is not
static:  group-specific  and  context-dependent  factors

can  give  rise  to  measurable,  though  transient,  and
variation.
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Fig. A4    Sensitivity  analysis  using  stricter  (95th  percentile)  decision  thresholds  for  journalist–non-journalist
interactions. Overall JS distance values decrease due to higher confidence filtering, but the temporal and ring-wise
patterns remain consistent with the main analysis. Error bars represent the IQR.
 

 

 
Fig. A5    JS distance of academic–non-academic ring probability distributions of social dimensions over time for an
average ego. Error bars represent the IQR.
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