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Abstract

Marine provinces rarely include fine-resolution biological data, and are often defined spatially across
only latitude and longitude. Therefore, we aimed to determine how phytoplankton distributions define
marine provinces across 3-dimensions (i.e., latitude, longitude, and depth). To do this, we developed a
new algorithm called bioprovince which can be applied to compositional biological data. The algorithm
first clusters compositional samples to identify spatially coherent groups of samples, then makes flexi-
ble province predictions in the broader 3d spatial grid based on environmental similarity. We applied
bioprovince to phytoplankton Amplicon Sequencing Variants (ASVs) from five, depth-resolved ocean
transects spanning north-south in the Pacific Ocean. In the surface layer of the ocean, our method agreed
well with traditional Longhurst provinces. In some cases, the method revealed that with more granular
taxonomic resolution afforded by ASVs, traditional Longhurst provinces were divided into smaller zones,
mainly due to differences in the composition of Prochlorococcus ecotypes. One of the major advances of
this method is its ability to incorporate a third dimension, depth. Indeed, our analysis found significant
depth-wise partitions throughout the Pacific with remarkable agreement in the equatorial region with the
base of the euphotic zone. In contrast, the Antarctic Longhurst province showed vertical homogeneity in
ASV compositions, with our 3-dimensional bioprovinces extending with no division from the surface down
to aphotic depth. Our algorithm’s ability to delineate 3-dimensional bioprovinces will enable scientists to
discover new ecological interpretations of marine phytoplankton ecology and biogeography. Furthermore,
as compositional biological data inherently exists in three spatial dimensions in nature, bioprovince is
broadly applicable beyond marine plankton, offering a more holistic perspective on biological provinces
across diverse environments.
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1 Introduction

Partitioning and delineating marine areas into distinct regions directly enables a better understanding of the
distribution of organisms and ecosystem processes. These regions are generally made by dividing the ocean
into coherent and non-overlapping regions in space and are often referred to as marine provinces, biogeo-
graphic realms, seascapes, or ecoregions [I}, (2, [3, 4]. Coherent delineation of ocean provinces helps us better
understand global-scale biogeochemical processes (e.g., primary production [B[6]), microbial distribution and
diversity [7, 8, [9], assess fishery biomass and global ocean colour trends [10, [IT], and assist with validation
of larger scale ocean biogeochemistry general circulation models [12] [I3]. There have been numerous efforts
to define oceanic provinces, but much of the foundational work drew on globally distributed and season-
ally varying ocean properties, such as chlorophyll concentration and parameters of the photosynthesis and
light relationship throughout the water column, to partition primary production estimates into secondary
compartments of 57 biogeochemical provinces nested within four primary pelagic biomes: Polar, Westerlies,
Trade Winds, and Coastal [I4] [15].

Longhurst [I6] transformed the original province concept into a comprehensive biogeographical framework
by systematically integrating a wide range of oceanographic parameters—including water column structure,
nutrient availability, plankton community composition, and large-scale circulation patterns. Rather than
relying solely on surface properties like chlorophyll or irradiance, Longhurst [I6] incorporated data from
hydrographic sections, climatological atlases, and ecological surveys to align province boundaries with func-
tionally distinct oceanic regions. These refinements anchored the provinces not just in satellite observables
but in ecological and physical processes, establishing a globally coherent system that reflects the dynamic
coupling between ocean physics, biogeochemistry, and plankton ecology. Other studies have also aimed to
objectively improve on these oceanographic boundaries by investigating their dynamic nature [17, [I8], [19] 4]
and integrating higher trophic organisms [2 B]. More recent efforts have also sought to improve on these
provinces by partitioning the deeper ocean layers such as the mesopelagic zone [20] or by incorporating more
highly resolved phytoplankton biogeography [21].

With the advent of more affordable molecular technology and sequencing platforms, there is a proliferation
of global ocean plankton surveys which provide scientists with incredible insight into the vast taxonomic
and functional diversity of in situ marine plankton compositions [22] 23| 24} 25]. These datasets contain
marine plankton relative abundances from the global ocean across a wide range of latitudes, longitudes,
and depth, providing useful data that can be incorporated into ocean province boundary estimates. One
notable related work [26] grouped prokaryotes together into ‘modules’ using co-occurrence networks, and
investigated the spatial distribution of these modules. However, to our knowledge, no effort to date has
(1) incorporated biological distribution of plankton at a molecular level with taxonomic granularity and
(2) across depth in concert with abiotic environmental parameters into determining these provinces and
oceanographic boundaries.

In this manuscript, we have developed a novel bioprovince algorithm (and accompanying open-source R
software), which enables estimates of three-dimensional provinces extending across latitude, longitude, and
depth in the ocean, primarily based on biological compositions of organisms. This method, which directly
clusters biological samples and predicts spatial provinces, uses statistical and machine learning techniques
in a pipeline with the major components being objective, in the sense that the key hyperparameters can be
tuned from the data. This is highly preferable to a method that requires subjective choices from the data
analyst, and ensures that the analysis results are reproducible. Consequently, the bioprovince framework
is broadly applicable to any compositional dataset, such as those generated from metabarcoding, that is
observed over space and is paired with associated abiotic metadata.

In order to prove the utility of our method, we applied it to compositional microbial phytoplankton
data, which we sourced from the Global rRNA Universal Metabarcoding Plankton database (GRUMP)
[27]. This dataset consists of sequenced DNA, which once bioinformatically processed, produce Amplicon
Sequence Variances (ASVs). Each ASV or “DNA tag” is unique and belongs to a plankton species. The gene
abundance or counts of each ASV in the GRUMP dataset are first transformed into relative abundances,
based on our view that the relative abundance reflects the community mix of microbe species in the ocean.
Off-the-shelf clustering methodology is usually not suitable for simply applying to compositional data, as
most clustering methods assume a normal, Euclidean geometry of the data. Also importantly, clustering ASV
samples with off-the-shelf clustering methods does not guarantee that spatially coherent clusters of samples
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Figure 1: Map of samples in space (latitude, longitude, and depth). There is heavy overlap between the
cruises’ latitude-depth coverage. The two types of cruises (P15S, P16S, P16N compared to Gradients 2 and
3) differ greatly in their sampling. Note that we include data from 200m or above, which includes samples
from below the euphotic zone.

or provinces emerge. Our method incorporates spatially homogeneous clusters explicitly, and performs
province predictions on a fine grid based on abiotic similarity. In our manuscript, we have made the following
contributions:

1. We have developed an objective pipeline (bioprovince) for estimating ocean provinces across latitude-
depth given ASV compositions and simple abiotic data (temperature and salinity).

2. We have developed methodology for tuning the main hyperparameters of our method. (Section

3. We have applied our method to compositional phytoplankton ASV data from five cruises that encom-
pass north-south transects in the Pacific Ocean across 14 years.

Our pipeline for clustering of biological data (the biocluster function) and province predictions on a
spatial grid (the bioprovince function) are freely available as an R package, on github https://github.
com/sangwon-hyun/bioprovince-project|

2 Material and Methods

2.1 Data

For our analysis, we used the ” Global rRNA Universal Metabarcoding Plankton” (GRUMP) database version
1.3.5 [27]. GRUMP consists of 1,194 samples that were collected between 2003 and 2020 and cover extensive
latitudinal and longitudinal transects, as well as depth profiles in all major ocean basins. Two significant
factors make these data "universal”. The first is that the samples are not fractionated, meaning microbes
from all size fractions are collected on the same filter during the sampling process. The second is that the
DNA is sequenced using a universal primer pair, which captures all three domains of life. This means that
the relative abundance data between all organisms and all samples within the dataset are comparable.

For this study, we used samples from five different cruises that latitudinally transected the Pacific Ocean.
These cruises included the P15S cruise, which occurred in 2016, the P16S cruise in 2005, the P16N cruise in
2006, the Gradients 2 cruise in 2017, and the Gradients 3 cruise in 2019 (Figure 1). These cruises span the
equatorial to high-latitude Pacific and were conducted in different years and seasons, providing a rich set of
spatiotemporal contexts for evaluating community structure. Two of these cruises, P15S and P16S - offset
by ~20 degrees longitude, traversed a vertical latitudinal transect from around the equatorial Pacific down
into the highly productive waters of the Southern Ocean, but took place more than a decade apart (P16S in
2005, P15S in 2016).The other three cruises (P16N, Gradients 2, Gradients 3) transected the North Pacific
Ocean at various spatial scales, spanning from the equator to ~50N and were also taken multiple years apart
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(P16N in 2006, Gradients 2 in 2017, Gradients 3 in 2018). The two SCOPE-Gradients cruises provide much
smaller spatial coverage north of Hawaii, although at a much higher sampling frequency across the North
Pacific Transition Zone (NPTZ) which is a significant ecological region separating the warmer, oligotrophic
gyre and colder, more nutrient rich subarctic gyre [2§]. It also differs from the GO-SHIP cruises in that a
bidirectional transect is conducted so that the same latitudinal region is sampled twice separated over the
course of about two weeks.

Seasonal differences across cruises further contribute to variability in community structure. Gradients
2 (May and June 2017) and 3 (April 2019) were conducted two years apart during overlapping seasons in
the boreal spring (and also transition to early-summer), when there is often an uptick in phytoplankton
productivity across the NPTZ, but strong environmental gradients (e.g., chlorophyll-a fronts, sea surface
temperature, nutrients) shift seasonally [28]. The two P16 research expeditions, P16S and P16N, were
also conducted during similar months, January - March, in consecutive years (2005 and 2006, respectively).
However, due to their sampling locations spanning both hemispheres, they covered different seasonal contexts:
P16S occurred during the austral summer, while P16N captured the austral summer south of the equator
and a transition from boreal late-winter to early-spring north of the equator. The remaining cruise P15S,
despite overlapping with P16S/N across similar regions south of the equator, was conducted about a decade
later from April - June 2016, and captures the austral transition from autumn into winter.

Seawater was collected with niskin bottles at each station and then filtered through a 0.22-um filter that
captures the entire microbial planktonic community, except for free-living viruses. The cells on this filter were
then lysed to remove DNA from them, and then this DNA was purified for sequencing. Relative abundance
information was generated by amplifying DNA with PCR using the 515FY, 926R, universal rRNA gene primer
pair [29] that amplify 16S (prokaryotic and chloroplast) and 18S (eukaryotic) ribosomal RNA. For this study,
we used relative abundance values in the GRUMP column 'Corrected Sequence Counts’. These counts are
corrected based off an essential downstream bioinformatic correction, as well as a sequencing biased against
the longer 18S sequences compared to the shorter 16S sequences. For full details on sample processing,
amplification, sequencing and bioinformatic pipeline, please see [24]. To assess the applicability of this
statistical framework, we wanted to work with a digestible subset of the GRUMP data, which includes the
three major plankton realms (i.e., bacterioplankton, phytoplankton, zooplankton). Phytoplankton are the
major primary producers in the ocean ecosystem and have a profound impact on global biogeochemical cycles,
supplying roughly half the oxygen in our atmosphere [30, BI]. Additionally, their roles and contributions
in the ocean ecosystem are a primary component of classical Longhurst provinces and therefore, to stay
consistent with our application of this algorithm, we also focused our efforts on the phytoplankton community
in GRUMP.

This phytoplankton community was defined from ASV data as a combination of select Cyanobacteria and
eukaryotic taxa inferred from chloroplast 16S sequences. The cyanobacterial component includes some of the
smallest and most abundant photosynthetic organisms, such as Prochlorococcus and Synechococcus, as well
as common nitrogen-fixing taxa (diazotrophs) such as (e.g., Trichodesmium, Crocosphaera). Eukaryotic phy-
toplankton were identified based on chloroplast 16S sequences, indicative of their photosynthetic potential,
with several major lineages excluded from the analysis. Specifically, sequences affiliated with macroalgae
(e.g., Rhodophyta-red seaweeds), groups that commonly include kleptoplasts and photosymbionts (e.g.,
Rhizaria, Excavata), and Alveolata (which broadly include mixotrophic lineages in addition to kleptoplasty
and photosymibioses) [32]. Notably, even though many dinoflagellates can be important constituents of the
phytoplankton community, this group has lost most of the chloroplast genes [33] and therefore, is not very
well captured in this sequence fraction of the dataset. Also, while dinoflagellates are well represented in the
nuclear (18S) fraction of the GRUMP database, we are unable to tease apart their trophic strategy, which
includes heterotrophy and mixotrophy, so they were excluded from this data analysis.

2.2 Dbioprovince Algorithm

Our proposed method, which we coin bioprovince algorithm, first creates geographically coherent clusters
of compositional samples, then defines provinces in latitude and depth according to their agreement with
the original samples’ cluster memberships as well as their abiotic factors. Our method proceeds in three
sequential steps:

Step 1. Form a pairwise distance matrix of samples. Each distance is a convex combination of (1) biological



distance between the two compositions, and (2) spatial distances between the sample’s location.

Step 2. Use agglomerative hierarchical clustering to assign cluster memberships to the samples. We call Step
1 & 2 the biocluster algorithm.

Step 3. On a fine set of spatial gridpoints, use a localized nearest neighbor classification using abiotic factors.

Data analysts who wish to cluster samples can apply biocluster in Step 1-2. Those who wish to further
constrain the spatial grid to define novel provinces should proceed to Step 3. We describe each step in detail
next.

Step 1: Form pairwise distance matrix. Denote the compositional dataset as {p;}i=1,..n, where
p: is a vector containing d microbial compositions observed at the i-th sample. Form pairwise biological
distance matrix Dy;, € R™*™ of the n samples using an Aitchinson distance [34] of the n compositions p;
(for i = 1,--- ,n), so that the (i1, i2)-th entry Dy;o[i1, 2] is:

Dyio[i1, i2] = dAaitchison (Piy s Piy)- (1)

The Aitchison distance between two d-dimensional compositional vectors p = (pp;)i=1,-- .4 and q = (qp)i=1,..

d 2
P qm
dicison P,q) = (1n_1n> ’ 2
nticon (P @) = | 2, (In e = 2 ®

where g(x) = {/ 1—[;1:1 xpy) of vector X = (X;)i=1,... 4 is the geometric mean of its entries.
Also, denoting as lat(sample ¢) and depth(sample ¢) the latitude and depth of sample 4, form the spatial

distance matrix:

Dipatiai[i1, i2] = A/r2 - (lat(sample 4,) — lat(sample 45))2 + (depth(sample i;) — depth(sample i))2.  (3)

Next, take a convex combination of Dy, and Dgpatial as follows (denoting as h() the scaling operation that
divides the columns of a matrix by its operator norm):

D, = (1 — O() . h(Dbio) + - h(Dspatia1)~ (4)

for some fixed hyperparameter 0 < a < 1.

We note that an existing method ClustGeo [35] takes a similar approach to clustering spatial data.
However, step 1 of our method is specialized for the application of marine microbe compositions, since the
biological distances Dy, are Aitchison distances of compositional data, and the spatial distances — in latitude
and depth — require additional care to determine the relative importance (r) of the two. We suggest a novel
data-driven tuning strategy for the various hyperparameters (a, r, and K), described shortly in Section

Step 2: Cluster the samples. Using the pairwise distance matrix D from 7 perform agglomerative
hierarchical clustering [36] to obtain cluster memberships for each of the n compositions. Agglomerative
hierarchical clustering is a bottom-up approach, starting with n distinct clusters, combining the two that
have the smallest pairwise distances, then successively merging hierarchically using a linkage function between
groups until K groups emerge. We opt for the Ward linkage function [37].

Step 3: Localized nearest neighbor prediction of memberships on a grid. Take a B-sized fine
grid of spatial locations, indexed by j in 1 through B. For each of these spatial grid points j, find the k most
similar samples according to abiotic conditions. Specifically, take the abiotic similarity between grid point j
and sample i to be:

+/ (temperature(grid j) — temperature(sample 4))2 + (salinity(grid j) — salinity(sample ))2,



the /5 difference between temperature and salinity measurements — both linearly rescaled to be between zero
and one. Next, take the estimated cluster memberships of these k& closest samples that are also within the
k closest in space, where spatial distance is defined as before in :

+/r2 - (lat(grid j) — lat(sample 7))2 + (depth(grid j) — depth(sample ))2.

If there are no such samples, take the single spatially nearest sample’s membership. Call these memberships
(each a number out of 1,--- | K):
Z1y 22y 5 Rk

where k' can be as low as 1, and as high as k. Then, predict the membership 2 of the jth grid point by a
majority vote of these memberships:

2(grid j) = mode(z1, - , 2k ),

and when there is a tie, choose the single nearest neighbor’s membership. Repeating this for each grid point
j=1,---, B, this process determines predicted province memberships £(grid 1), - - , 2(grid B) for every grid
point j =1,--- B. (An example is shown in Step 2 and 3 of Figure )

2.3 Assessing stability of newly learned provinces

Once an analyst has newly learned provinces on a given dataset, it is useful to quantify the associated
uncertainty. In order to assess how stable an estimated province is, we devise a subsampling strategy for the
dataset. Specifically, we randomly subsample 70% of the ASVs in a dataset, and calculate how often the
predicted memberships on a grid persist across subsampling. This method proceeds in these four steps:

Step 1. For each compositional sample p; (for ¢ = 1,--- ,n), resample 70% of the ASVs in p; and renor-
O]

malize to sum to one, to obtain a shorter p;’. Repeating this 100 times (for replicates { = 1,---,100) to

obtain 100 subsampled compositions {pgl)}izl,... md=1,--100-

Step 2. For each new subsampled dataset {pgl)}i=1,... n, Terun bioprovince to obtain new province defi-
nitions at fine grid points j =1,--- , B.

Step 3. Re-align the K cluster labels in each of the results (so that a given cluster number & is consistent
across all subsampled datasets), according to their geographical similarity.

Step 4. Then, for each grid point j = 1,--- , B, assess the stability of the province as the frequency with
which grid point j was deemed the most common province k;, defined shortly.

We further describe some details. In order to realign the K clusters, we apply the Hungarian matching
algorithm to the pairwise differences between the K clusters, where the pairwise difference between province
k1 # ko is measured as the average spatial distance between all samples in cluster k; and all samples in
cluster k;. To measure the stability, we measure the relative frequency that grid point j is deemed cluster
k;, where k; is the most frequent cluster:

kj = argmax; _; ... i (#times gridpoint j is deemed cluster k),

and -
#times gridpoint j is deemed cluster k; .

100

Appendix Figure and shows an example of this, where grid points over latitude and depth are
colored by the province membership k;, and the opacity is proportional to Stab;.

Stabj =



2.4 Choosing hyperparameters

In this section, we provide data-driven strategies for determining the hyperparameters for bioprovince. We
recommend picking them in a particular order (r — a — K) prior to applying the bioprovince algorithm.

1. Calculate a value r (relative importance of latitude versus depth)
2. Pick a value of « for clustering, using a visualization technique (described below).
3. For this «a, pick number of clusters K, using within-sample variance.

The hyperparameter r governs the relative importance of latitude (in degrees) and depth (in meters) in
our proposed pipeline. Since each cruises’ data covers widely different spatial ranges, the use of a single
r parameter harmonizes the spatial scale of clustering among cruises. We devise a method resemblant
of distance decay [38] from macroecology, which proceeds as follows. First take all pairs of samples’ (a)
biological distances, (b) latitude difference, and (c) depth difference. Next, take only the sample pairs that
are reasonably close to each other. Then, for sample pairs in each cruise, apply two separate linear regressions
of (a) onto (b) and (c), and take the weighted average of the significant positive estimated slopes from each
cruise — using the number of sample pairs as relative weights. The ratio of those averaged slopes determines
r. The full procedure is described in Appendix section

Next, in order to quantify « — the relative amount of biological and geographical information being used
by clustering (in Step 1) — we develop a visualization strategy that allows the user to pick an appropriate
value. First create four additional synthetic samples, whose spatial locations are at the four corners of
the latitude-depth rectangle of the existing samples, and whose biological information are randomly drawn
from samples in the existing dataset. Having compressed this augmented dataset into two dimensions using
multidimensional scaling (MDS), take the proportion of points (out of n) that are contained within a polygon
whose vertices are those four points. This is a randomized metric (between 0 and 1) that measures how
saturated with spatial information the distance matrix D from has become. We also form a “null” version
of this metric (described in Appendix [3] In short, non-null scores use the four corners in space as an actual
reference, while the null scores pick four random spatial points. Both the null and non-null metrics can be
recalculated multiple times, where the replicates come from repeatedly picking four random values (from the
data itself) of biological compositions for those four corners. The value o (between 0 and 1) should then be
chosen to be a value where the null and non-null values are still highly overlapping.

Lastly, we describe how to determine a suitable number of clusters K. For each candidate value of
K =1,2,---, conduct clustering (using biocluster), then calculate a within-cluster distance according to
the mixture distance :

K
Average within-cluster distance = Z Z D, i1, 2],

k=111%12, i1,i2€C}

for D, defined in . Then, choose a suitable value of K visually, by identifying an “elbow” location where
the improvement in the average within-cluster distance sharply diminishes as k increases. The first panel of
Figure [2] shows an example applied on data from the P16S cruise.

Lastly, after the biocluster sample clustering is done with these chosen hyperparameters, we recommend
choosing the value of k£ — for k-nearest-neighbor prediction — using visual inspection of the resulting province
estimates. A small integer k£ between 1 and 5 is usually suitable and creates spatially coherent provinces; a
larger k is useful when the estimated cluster memberships at the samples substantially overlap in space, and
all clusters consist of a sufficiently large number of samples.

3 Results

3.1 Application to one cruise

We first applied our pipeline to a single cruise, P16N, from the GRUMP dataset. The three panels in
Figure [2| show the result of applying each step of our bioprovince algorithm. Step 0 (top-left panel) shows
the simulated scores (Appendix — both null and non-null). We pick a value of a = 0.1 for which there



is substantial overlap between these two scores’ distributions. Then, in the second part of Step 0 we use the
within-cluster distance (Section across candidate values of K = 1,2,---, and in this case, we identify an
elbow at K = 7.

Next, we determine how different pairs of samples should be by forming a pairwise distance matrix
that is, entrywise, a convex combination of biological distance and spatial distance (using an « and 1 — «
mix). Then, we apply our clustering algorithm biocluster with these hyperparameters to estimate cluster
memberships of the samples as shown in Step 2 (left bottom panel of Figure. Lastly, in Step 3, we perform
bioprovince — a nearest-neighbor prediction of memberships — on a fine grid in latitude-depth and based
on localized abiotic similarity, to define seven different biological provinces.

The resulting provinces capture strong spatial and vertical structure in the Pacific. Two well-defined
oligotrophic clusters occupy subtropical surface waters, while higher-latitude and deeper waters are divided
into several additional provinces. Each province forms a coherent, internally consistent community distinct
from its neighbors, demonstrating that the algorithm delineates biologically meaningful domains along the
transect without relying on predefined geographic boundaries or environmental thresholds. Having demon-
strated the workflow on a single cruise (P16N), we next applied the bioprovince algorithm to a broader
dataset of five Pacific Ocean cruises to examine biological structure across larger spatial and temporal scales.

3.2 Applying bioprovince algorithm across broad latitudinal transects in the
Pacific from poles to the tropics

We structured the analysis in two main steps:

1. Pooled clustering across five cruises - We combined phytoplankton samples from all five cruises and
applied the clustering algorithm to identify coherent communities across the full dataset. (See Sec-

tion Figure [3))

2. Defined 3-dimensional provinces (which we will call 3D-provinces) from the poles to the tropics - Using
pairs of cruises along latitudinal transects, we estimated biological provinces to reveal how communities
vary from the equatorial Pacific to high-latitude waters. (See Section Figures [f] 6l [7)

3.2.1 Biologically clustering five cruises’ pooled data

Here, we applied the biocluster algorithm to the pooled dataset from all five cruises, resulting in 16
distinct biological clusters or “biocluster” that are depicted within each cruise’s panel (Figure [3). Hereafter,
we adopt the notation of [cruisename]-[cluster] to refer to a biocluster in a particular cruise’s panel, for
notational brevity.

Our algorithm found that 10 out of the 16 bioclusters are symmetrically distributed across the equator,
confirming the intuition that the biological compositions are likely to be similar in the same environmental
conditions but mirrored at the same latitudinal locations across the equator. We found the biological
clustering to be robust in the pooled dataset of multiple cruises. That is, even though the five cruises spanned
highly variable dates, seasons, and spatial locations, nearby samples consistently clustered together and
occupied similar spatial locations within the Longhurst provinces. (For a numerical comparison, see Appendix
Table . For instance, the upper ~100m of the oligotrophic gyres in either hemisphere (i.e., SPSG and
NPTG) are predominantly associated with bioclusters 3 (e.g., P16S-03, P16N-03), 4 (e.g., P15S-04, P16N-
04), 5 (e.g., G2-05, G3-05), and 6 (e.g., P16S-06, G2-06). At a coarse taxonomic resolution, the similarity
among bioclusters 3 through 6 is primarily driven by the dominance of Prochlorococcus (~82 - 92 %) along
with co-occurrence of other picophytoplankton (e.g., Synechococcus, pelagophytes) and nanophytoplankton
(e.g., prymnesiophytes, dictyochophytes) at much lower abundance (Figure |4)).

Also, these oligotrophic gyres are separated by biocluster 1 in equatorial waters, indicating a persistent
phytoplankton community within the upper ~100m (e.g., P15S-01, P16N-01). While these communities
share similar picocyanobacterial members with those in the oligotrophic gyres (i.e., Prochlorococcus: ~83
%), biocluster 1 also has an increased relative contribution from diatoms and pelagophytes (Figure . In
deeper waters, we find another coherent biocluster 2 across multiple cruises (e.g., P15S-02, P165-02, P16N-
02) which is characterized by higher relative amounts of eukaryotic phytoplankton (~32 % with a standard
deviation of ~14 %) including diatoms, prymnesiophytes, and pelagophytes (Figure. Additionally, it seems
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Figure 2: Applying the pipeline to a single cruise (P16N), as described in Section . The first panel
describes the hyperparameter tuning described in Section[2.4, The second panel shows an example of forming
a convex combination of distances between samples. The third panel shows the estimated clusters at the
sample locations, shown as numbered points, obtained using the biocluster algorithm. The fourth, last
panel shows the result of applying the bioprovince algorithm to conduct a localized nearest-neighbor 3D-
province prediction on a fine spatial grid. The 3d-province predictions are shown in discrete colors.

10



Biological clusters of pooled data from five cruises
(16 biological clusters)
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Figure 3: Biological clusters of samples from the pooled dataset of five cruises (P15S, P16S, P16N, and
Gradients 2 & 3), where each row shows the samples from one cruise at a time. The colors and numbers
show the cluster memberships estimated at the sample location, and Longhurst boundaries are shown in
vertical red lines.

that frontal zones (e.g., S. Subtropical Convergence Province — SSTC, NPPF) — which separate oligotrophic
gyres from subpolar regions — consist of the same biocluster (P15S-10, P16S-10, P16N-10) across three cruises.
The phytoplankton composition of biocluster 10 (Figure 4} shows a mixed community structure consisting of
relatively greater proportions of Synechococcus especially in the northern hemisphere (~ 51% in Gradients
cruises, and 11.9% in the P16S&N cruises) and eukaryotic phytoplankton (~45 % with a standard deviation
of ~16 %) such as picoeukaryotes, nanophytoplankton, and diatoms (Figure. In the higher latitude waters
poleward of these frontal regions, there is a pronounced increase in eukaryotic phytoplankton abundance for
bioclusters 11 - 16 ranging from about 14% to 100% (Figure [4).

3.2.2 Analyzing 3-dimensional biological provinces

Here we detail 3D-provinces derived by applying bioprovince to pooled datasets of two cruises at a time:
P16S with P16N, and Gradients 2 with Gradients 3. This pairing was specifically chosen because the data
for each pair were collected during the same time of year. The pooled P16S and P16N dataset represents a
sparsely sampled, but geographically extensive, north-south Pacific Ocean transect. In contrast, the pooled
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Average biological compositions
(16 biological clusters from pooled data)
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Figure 4: (Left panel) The average relative composition for each of the 16 biological clusters from the pooled
samples from five cruises, aggregated at the ecologically relevant plankton group level, and wvisualized as
barplots. The clusters have been ordered in ascending order of the average distance away from the equator.
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Gradients 2 and Gradients 3 dataset provides a dense sampling of a more geographically compact area.
These two distinct datasets offer a valuable opportunity to evaluate the respective merits and drawbacks of
wide-scale, sparse sampling versus localized, dense sampling for the delineation of biological provinces.

We can see in Figure |5 (Panel Al, A2) that our 3D-provinces line up well with existing Longhurst
boundaries, while additionally revealing much finer spatial partitions across latitude and depth. Figure [f]
summarizes the results using 2-way cross-tabulated tables across the two categories: (1) 3D-provinces as
columns, and (2) Longhurst provinces as rows. Each row’s measurements show that some Longhurst province
match exactly with our novel 3D-province (e.g., ANTA which matches 3D-province 9 100% from the paired
P16S/P16N cruise) (Figure [6)).

In the oligotrophic gyres, which are classically divided into only two Longhurst provinces (SPSG and
NPTG), our bioprovince algorithm finds much more biologically distinct 3D-provinces. For example,
Longhurst province SPSG is subdivided into three 3D-provinces 3, 4, and 5 (23.1%, 23.1% and 34.6%
respectively) in the upper euphotic zone, and 2 and 8 (15.4% and 3.8%) in the deeper euphotic zone.
Similarly, Longhurst province NPTG consists of 3D-provinces 3, 4, and 5 (11.8%, 17.6% and 29.4%) in the
upper euphotic zone, and 2 and 8 (23.5% and 17.6%) in the deeper euphotic zone. Our results also identify
the upper euphotic zone of the equatorial Pacific (3D-province 1) as an important ecological boundary
separating the oligotrophic regions of the N and S Pacific (Figure [5| panels A1 and B1). Interestingly, the
classical Longhurst province PEQD does not specify depth-wise separation in equatorial waters, while our
3D-provinces clearly split this region into two — one upper layer (3D-province 1, 53.3%) and one deeper
layer (3D-province 2, 46.7%). Moving poleward from oligotrophic gyres, our algorithm identified transitional
3D-provinces (6 and 7) separating those gyres in the upper 100 meters from higher-latitude 3D-provinces
(9-11). These higher-latitude provinces exhibited greater taxonomic variability and relative abundance of
eukaryotic phytoplankton (Panel B of Figure .

Finally, in Figure [7] we overlay the biological and Longhurst classifications on the abiotic conditions at
the samples from the two cruises P16S & P16N. We first see from Panel A that the samples are impossible to
properly cluster with temperature and salinity alone, as no natural groups emerge that are distinguishable
from others. Longhurst provinces explain away some of the variation in temperature and salinity — as
shown in Panel B. However, the biological clusters (shown as numbers) partition the samples much further
than the Longhurst provinces (shown as shapes). Furthermore, Figure El Panel C show the 3D-provinces in
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Figure 5: Comparing the estimated provinces from applying bioprovince to two cruises at a time (P15S &
P16N, and Gradients 2 & 3). [Top row] Colors show the estimated province, and the numbers show the
cluster memberships estimated at the sample locations. Longhurst boundaries are shown in vertical red lines,
and three oceanographic fronts are shown in grey boxes. Also, the dashed black line shows the estimated base
of the Euphotic Zone, calculated from the Darwin simulation model as the depth at which the sunlight (PAR)
is 1% of the surface level. The shaded black ribbon region shows the standard error for this dashed line.
[Bottom row] The average relative composition for each bioprovince, at the ecologically relevant plankton
group level, is shown overlaid over greyscale background in which each province is now shown as a greyscale
shade. Barplots of average compositions can be found in Appendix Figure E
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Comparison of novel 3D provinces to Longhurst
(Normalized so that rows sum to 100%)
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Figure 6: Comparison of novel biological provinces to Longhurst provinces, in a normalized cross-tabulated
table. Colors in each cell show the percentage. Rows (Longhurst provinces) are arranged from north to south,
and each row’s entries have been mormalized to 1. The provinces have also been arranged from left to right
according to the most highly corresponding province to each Longhurst province. The left panel shows the
biological provinces from the pooled P16S & P16N data, and the right panel shows the biological provinces
estimated from the pooled Gradients cruise data.

temperature-salinity dimensions, and Panel D shows it on the principal components’ space of seven abiotic
factors. In both plots, it is clear that (1) the abiotic conditions of the ocean alone are not adequate for
finding biological clusters, and (2) the novel genomic metabarcoding data we are using is highly useful for
defining new biological clusters and provinces.

4 Discussion

4.1 Insights from a single-cruise application

Our biological clusters and 3D-province estimates from the P16N cruise data (Figure [2]) are consistent with
studies of the same region that leveraged biogeochemical measurements to identify major differences in pri-
mary productivity across several known Longhurst provinces boundaries [39]. Specifically, the algorithm
reproduces the separation between oligotrophic gyres—such as the South Pacific Subtropical Gyre (SPSG)
and North Pacific Tropical Gyre (NPTG)—and regions of elevated productivity, including (i) equatorial
waters in the North Pacific Equatorial Countercurrent (PNEC) and Pacific Equatorial Divergence (PEQD)
provinces, (ii) frontal regions like the North Pacific Polar Front (NPPF), and (iii) subpolar regions such as
the Pacific Subarctic Gyres Province (East) (PSAE) (Figure [2)). Beyond confirming these known patterns,
the bioprovince approach reveals previously uncharacterized microbial community structure at depth, high-
lighting coherent vertical organization within each Longhurst province that is largely invisible in surface-only
analyses (Figure . This deeper structure underscores the value of integrating high-resolution ASV data,
demonstrating that biologically meaningful provinces extend beyond latitudinal productivity gradients and
into the three-dimensional structure of the water column.
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4.2 Oceanographic drivers of phytoplankton community structure

We extend the application of the bioprovince framework by pooling together five latitudinal cruises in the
Pacific Ocean from the GRUMP dataset. The analysis revealed 16 distinct biological clusters that capture
both surface and depth-resolved variation in phytoplankton communities (Figure [3)). These findings sup-
port the coupling between physical, chemical, and biological processes that organize marine phytoplankton
communities. For instance, continuous wind-driven upwelling in the equatorial Pacific enhances nutrient
supply, supporting elevated new production in these high-nutrient, low-chlorophyll waters [40, 41]. In this
region, we observe the recurring presence of biocluster 1 (i.e., P15S-01, P16N-01) across multiple cruises
(Figure |3). Beneath the upper euphotic zone, another distinct biocluster (e.g., P16N-02) emerges, charac-
terized by higher relative abundances of eukaryotic phytoplankton such as diatoms, prymnesiophytes, and
pelagophytes, consistent with enhanced nutrient availability in the equatorial Pacific waters that separate
two major oligotrophic gyres (Figure [4]).

Poleward from the oligotrophic gyres, the decline of Prochlorococcus and the rise of larger phytoplankton
taxa, such as diatoms and bolidophytes, also coincide with increasing nutrient availability, marking additional
transitions across environmental gradients that similarly support higher primary productivity [28]. Beyond
shifts in environmental gradients, this collapse with the Prochlorococcus populations has also been shown
to be impacted by ecological interactions (e.g., shared predation, impact of viruses) [42] 43]. Remarkably,
the patterns of these bioclusters appear symmetrical across hemispheres and also extend into deeper waters
(Figure [3)). This suggests that at equivalent latitudes relative to the equator, similar bioclusters—and by
extension, comparable ecological niches—occur in both the northern and southern Pacific. These observations
further prove that the GRUMP dataset is highly consistent and comparable across different data collection
methods in the same spatial latitude-depth area.

Seasonal variability further influences biocluster assignments. For example, samples collected across com-
parable latitudes in the P15S and P16S cruises exhibit different biocluster memberships in similar Longhurst
regions. Similarly, in the N. Pacific (i.e., NPTG, NPPF, PSAE) samples collected in the same region across
three separate cruises (P16N-12, G2-12, G3-12) all belong to biocluster 12, but with P16N-12 located sig-
nificantly more poleward than G2-12 and G3-12 — highlighting seasonally shifting ecological niches within
the NPTZ. In sum, we see in our analysis that when data collected in very different seasons are pooled
together, the samples’ estimated clusterings are often due not to purely spatial difference, but due to the
seasonality difference. The two are hard to disentangle and without significant postprocessing to post-hoc
combine certain biocluster memberships, it is challenging to use the bioprovince algorithm for geographically
coherent and interpretable 3D-provinces. Thus, we recommend defining 3D-provinces only from data pooled
from cruises taken at a similar time of year. In Section we do precisely this and discuss the results in
the following section.

4.3 Ecological insights from 3-dimensional provinces

By combining data across paired cruises sampled during similar times of the year, the bioprovince algorithm
resolves biologically coherent 3D-provinces that extend the classic two-dimensional view of ocean biogeog-
raphy. For example, within the oligotrophic gyres, since both the oligotrophic NPTG and ultra-oligotrophic
SPSG exhibit very low chlorophyll-a concentrations with very high abundances of Prochlorococcus [16),[44] [45],
the Longhurst framework delineates only two broad provinces. However, our method identifies multiple, verti-
cally distinct 3D-provinces corresponding to unique ecological niches (Figure[5]). This finer-scale partitioning
is largely due to the granular, ASV-resolution survey of plankton in the GRUMP dataset which captures well-
known niche differentiation among Prochlorococcus ecotypes. This includes: (i) high-light—-adapted clades
dominating the upper euphotic zone, while low-light-adapted ecotypes prevail at depth and (ii) a latitudi-
nal transition from HLIT to HLI ecotypes moving poleward towards cooler waters from the warmer, central
oligotrophic gyres (Supp. Figure . This separation of Prochlorococcus ecotypes by light and temperature
regimes has been well established using empirical observations in other ocean basins and laboratory-based
culture studies [46], 47].

The deeper 3D-province boundaries (in Figure [5)) are largely congruent with the base of the euphotic
zone, which further demonstrates the controlling role of abiotic factors such as light availability in structuring
phytoplankton communities (Figure [5| A1). One notable exception is the absence of a deep provincial
boundary in the Antarctic region, suggesting greater homogeneity in phytoplankton distribution throughout
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the water column that is likely driven by rapid particle sinking and strong vertical mixing [48), [49]. This
vertical homogeneity in phytoplankton community structure, dominated by diatoms and prymensiophytes
(Figure [5| B1), also illuminates the potential sensitivity of 3D-province boundaries to taxonomic scope. For
instance, the inclusion of mixotrophic taxa such as dinoflagellates could reveal additional vertical transitions,
as these organisms can persist across light and nutrient gradients by switching trophic strategies [50]. Overall,
the 3D-provinces derived here highlight how integrating biological and environmental information can reveal
complex ecological zonation in the ocean interior.

4.4 Comparison with conventional biogeographical frameworks

Our 3D-provinces exhibit strong concordance with established frameworks such as the Longhurst provinces,
while simultaneously capturing finer vertical and latitudinal variation. Cross-tabulation analyses confirm
that conventional Longhurst provinces are largely embedded within the new bioprovinces (Figure @,
underscoring that physical and chemical properties continue to structure large-scale marine biogeography.
Notably, the near one-to-one correspondence between the Antarctic Longhurst province (ANTA) and 3D-
province 11, as well as between two polar Longhurst provinces (PSAE and SANT) with 3D-bioprovince 9
and 10 in shallow waters, highlights that fundamental ecological boundaries are preserved even when defined
via genomic data.

Going beyond simply validating the classical province framework, the bioprovince approach further
reveals biologically meaningful refinements. In the North Pacific Transition Zone, the boundaries inferred
from Gradients 2 and 3 data are displaced southward relative to the canonical NPTG/NPPF/PSAE divisions,
likely reflecting seasonal shifts in frontal positions. We can further examine similar oceanographic features
in the S. Pacific — specifically the Polar Front (PF), subtropical front (STF), and equatorial upwelling (EQ).
These dynamic regions are well-studied by [9] (based on analyzing the densely sampled P15S cruise) as
persistent ecological boundaries. Indeed, in our cruise-by-cruise data analysis (in Appendix Figure, novel
3D-province boundaries successfully separate distinct phytoplankton communities across all three regions
(PF, STF, and EQ). This successful delineation is evident not only in the P15S cruise but also in the P16S
and P16N cruises, which sampled the region approximately a decade earlier. By revealing 3D-province
boundaries that persist across datasets collected across a long time period, our method corroborates findings
in [9] regarding the importance of persistent oceanographic features as ecological boundaries.

Our methodology successfully utilizes deeper water abiotic conditions to extend the conventionally known
province definition beyond surface-level delineation by revealing new coherent biological niches of deeper-
water marine microbes — especially in the oligotrophic and equatorial waters. Additionally, it is clear the
abiotic conditions alone would not allow for groupings made using biological conditions, as depicted in Fig-
ure Collectively, these observations demonstrate that the bioprovince framework reconciles biological
variability with physical and chemical oceanographic structure. By providing a data-driven, vertically re-
solved, and temporally robust view of marine ecological patterns, this approach complements and extends
conventional frameworks, enabling a more comprehensive understanding of the factors shaping marine bio-
diversity across space and depth.

5 Conclusion

The ability to define biologically coherent 3D-provinces has important implications for ocean ecology and
climate science. Our bioprovince algorithm provides a reproducible and objective means to partition the
ocean into ecologically meaningful regions, which can improve the resolution and accuracy of biogeochemical
and ecosystem models. By incorporating biological information directly, bioprovince enhances our under-
standing of how productivity, nutrient cycling, and microbial community structure vary through space and
depth.

To further enhance the utility of this framework, a crucial next step is to develop a statistical model for
microbial ASV compositions observed across both time and space that enables principled statistical inference
of estimated cluster memberships. This model should explicitly account for the annual seasonal cycle of the
ocean, which our biocluster analysis revealed to be one of the main drivers of community composition.
Properly handling this temporal dependence in a statistical model will also allow for more robust out-of-
sample province predictions in spatial locations farther away from existing samples, and in different times
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of the year. In addition, such a statistical model may also include a regression component to explicitly
use environmental factors (e.g., temperature, salinity, nutrients), which could further enhance its prediction
ability at new locations.

Beyond phytoplankton, this framework can be readily extended to other microbial groups within the
GRUMP dataset or applied to independent datasets such as the Atlantic Meridional Transect (AMT),
bioGEOTRACES, or TARA Oceans. Temporal comparisons across historical and modern metabarcoding
datasets could further illuminate how marine provinces shift seasonally or in response to climate variability.
The bioprovince algorithm thus offers a generalizable approach for investigating spatial and temporal
evolution in marine microbial biogeography, providing a foundation for integrating molecular observations
into global oceanographic research.
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1 Supplement: Additional figures

Additional figures (Figure |8 and @ are shown here.

Proportion of samples from each cruise
Cluster Gradients 2 Gradients 3 P15S P16N P16S

8 7.7% 38.5% 26.9% 11.5% 15.4%
9 33.3% 33.3% 16.7% 5.6% 11.1%
7 53.6% 3.6% 10.7% 17.9% 14.3%
3 11.1% 0.0% 11.1% 44.4% 33.3%
13 36.8% 36.8% 0.0% 26.3%  0.0%
" 42.1% 10.5%  0.0% 0.0% 47.4%
1 0.0% 0.0% 15.8% 73.7% 10.5%
16 50.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2 0.0% 4.2% 75.0% 20.8%  0.0%
4 0.0% 0.0% 60.0% 40.0%  0.0%
15 68.2% 31.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
14 31.2% 68.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
5 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%  0.0%
6 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0%  0.0%
10 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%
12 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0%

Figure 8: The mix of clusters from each cruise in the 16-cluster analysis of Figure @ in Section M The
table is sorted from top to bottom in order of how highly homogenous (mized) those clusters’ samples are
across the five cruises. The homogeneity is measured using a KL divergence against an equal mix of five
cruises. Here, 12 out of the 16 clusters are found are from multiple cruises — that is, those clusters consist
of at least a 70%-30% mix (of samples) from two cruises. Only clusters 13, 14, 15, and 16 (all in Longhurst
SANT and ANTA) originate entirely from a single cruise.

2 Supplement: Full procedure for choosing r

We took all pairs of distances between the n() samples in the data for a single cruise (1) that are close
enough to be relevant. (In our analysis, we isolate our attention to latitudes that are within 3 degrees, and
depths that are within 10 meters.) Then we conducted a linear regression of (1) the difference in Aitchison
distance onto (2) the latitude (degrees). Call this regression model: dp;, = b(()ll) + bgl) - diat. The slope by
quantifies the degree of decay in biological similarity (as measured by Aitchison distance) as one moves away
in latitude. Next, we conduct another linear regression of (1) the difference in Aitchison distance onto (2)

5 (OO
depth (in meters). Call this regression: dp;, = bgg + bgl) “dgepth- Call by = sz;% the weighted average
=1
5 1) (1)
of the regression slopes of latitude; likewise, call by = 212:51% the weighted average of regression slopes
=1

of depth.
In order to create a new rescaled version of latitude (call this scaled_lat) which has the same footing as
ddepth, we multiplied latitude by a factor of r = b1 /bs to obtain the scaled latitude:

b
scaled_lat = lat - —1, (5)
by

or equivalently, lat = scaled_lat - Z—f. Lastly, we see how r = by /by should come into play in the spatial
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A1 P16S & P16N biological compositions A2 Gradients 2 & 3 biological compositions
(11 biological provinces) (5 biological provinces)
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Figure 9: The average relative composition for each bioprovince, at the ecologically relevant plankton group
level, is shown as barplots (top row) and line plots (bottom). This figure is supplementary to Figureﬁ

distance between, say, two samples ¢; and is:
v/ (r-lat(iy) — 7 - lat(i2))2 + (depth(i;) — depth(iy))2

which upweights latitude by a factor of r, plays the role of rescaling latitude to be equivalent to depth.

Figure shows an example of the two types of regressions on each cruise. Here, the red slopes of the
regression of dp;, onto scaled_lat in the right panel are similar in scale to the slopes of the regression lines of
dpio onto depth in the left panel. This visually verifies that the rescaling of latitude results in a similar rate
of decay in biological similarity over both rescaled latitude and depth.

3 Supplement: Full procedure for choosing «

First, augment the compositional dataset P with four rows that are randomly selected four compositions

from the existing dataset P. Then, form a scaled (n + 4) x (n + 4) pairwise Aitchison distance matrix D>
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Province predictions in Pacific ocean using bioprovince algorithm
Separate application on 5 north-south transect cruises (over 9 Longhurst regions)
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Figure 10: Comparing the estimated provinces computed separately from the five transect cruises. Colors
show the estimated bio-province, and the numbers show the cluster memberships estimated at the sample
locations. Longhurst boundaries are shown in vertical red lines. The top-left figure (P15S) also shows bio-
diversity fronts from [9]. The bioprovince estimates in Figure and the current Fz'gure are consistent with
several well-established boundaries between Longhurst provinces that separate oligotrophic gyres (e.g., SPSG,
NPTG) from regions of elevated primary productivity, including equatorial waters (e.g., PEQD, PNEC),
frontal zones (e.g., NPPF, SSTC), and subpolar and polar regions (e.g., PSAE, SANT, ANTA).
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P16S & P16N Provinces
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Figure 11: Plotting the stab’ilz’ty of province estimates for P16 cruise data. The top panel reproduces
the provinces estimated from data from the pair for cruises (P16S and P16N), and the bottom plot shows
the stability estimates of each 3d-bioprovince in separate panels, with opacity of the color proportional to the
stability. Notably, the surface provinces appear more stable, while the two deeper provinces are less stable,
especially with respect to the province estimates in the top panel.
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Gradients 2 & 3 Provinces
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Figure 12: Plotting the stability of the province predictions for Gradients cruise data. The top panel
reproduces the provinces estimated from data from the pair of cruises Gradients 2 & 3, and the bottom
plot shows the stability estimates of the province predictions in separate panels, with opacity of the color
proportional to the stability.
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Choosing r (for rescaling latitude)

Biological distance vs Depth distance Biological distance vs Latitude distance
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Figure 13: The left panel shows a scatterplot of the pairwise biological distances (measured by Aitchison
distance of the compositions at each pair of samples) between samples (y axis) over the depth distance between
samples (z axis) using black points, as well as a linear regression line. Each subpanel shows this analysis
from one cruise. The slope of the regression approximately measures the speed of decay in the biological
similarity as one moves farther away in depth. Next, the right-hand-side shows a scatterplot of the biological
distances and the latitude distance in black points, with a linear regression line. The red points, show the
scaled distances scaled_lat from as x values instead, and the corresponding linear regression of biological
distances on scaled_lat. The red slopes are comparable in size to the left panel’s slopes, which verifies visually
that the rescaling of latitude is sensible.
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of the augmented (n+4) compositions as in . Also augment the latitude and longitude by four points that
are placed at the four corners in latitude and depth. Then, calculate the scaled (n + 4) x (n + 4) distance
matrix as in (3)), D% After scaling both Di¥ and D% ), take an entry-wise convex combination as in

to form D*"€. Next, using this matrix, form a 2-dimensional multidimensional scaling (MDS) plot, and
count the relative number of the points in the MDS coordinate space that are in the convezr hull connecting
those four points.

Repeat this L = 100 times to calculate this score n;(a) for the I’th replicate. Also call the null scores as
n?un(a), in which the four corners are also randomly selected spatial points in the sample. Null scores are
understood to be the score values when the four additional data points have no spatial meaning. Finally, pick
« to be a value that does not exceed the first value where the two {n;(a),l = 1,---,100} and {n}"(a),l =
1,---,100} are visibly separated. The first panel in Figure shows an example of the “non-null” scores n;(«)
and null scores n™'(a) from the example in Section — with a 95% balanced quantile bands shown as
solid lines. This plot suggests that a values that are smaller or equal to 0.4 are values for which the spatial
information (Dgeo) has not fully saturated the clustering, since there was no clear separation between the

scores and the null scores for o < 0.4.

Pacific Ocean P16 S/N ASV Picocyanobacteria Ecotype Groups
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Figure 14: Vertical and spatial distribution of phytoplankton community composition across the P16 S/N
transect. Fach pie chart represents the aggregated relative abundance of ASVs belonging to magjor pico-
cyanobacteria ecotypes in context to the residual phytoplankton ASVs including diazotrophic cyanobacteria
and eukaryotic phytoplankton (derived from chloroplast 16S) colored in gray at a given sampling depth and
latitude in the upper 200m along the transect. The dotted horizontal line within each station denotes the
approzimate lower boundary of the euphotic zone. Vertical dashed lines separate distinct biogeographical re-
gions along the transect, annotated by Longhurst provinces.
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