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Microbial ecosystems carry out essential functions for global climate, human health, and indus-
try. These complex communities exhibit a surprising amount of functionally relevant diversity at
all levels of taxonomic resolution, presenting a significant challenge for most modeling frameworks.
A long-standing hope of theoretical ecology is that some patterns might persist despite community
complexity – or perhaps even emerge because of it. A deeper understanding of such “emergent
simplicity” could enable new approaches for predicting the behaviors of the complex ecosystems in
nature. However, most examples described so far afford limited predictive power, as they focused
on reproducibility rather than prediction. Here, we propose an information-theoretic framework
for defining, nuancing and quantifying emergent simplicity in empirical data based on the ability
of simple models to predict community-level functional properties. Applying this framework to
two published datasets, we demonstrate that the majority of properties measured across both ex-
periments exhibit robust evidence of emergent predictability: surprisingly, as community richness
increases, simple compositional descriptions become more predictive. We show that this behavior is
not typical within the standard modeling frameworks of theoretical ecology, and argue that improv-
ing our ability to predict and control natural microbial communities will require a shift of focus:
away from complexity of ecosystems, and towards prediction complexity of properties of ecosystems.

Microbial communities perform key functions in a wide
range of contexts, including human health, agriculture,
and the global climate. A key goal of microbial ecol-
ogy has thus been to predict community function from
its composition. Recent advances in high-throughput se-
quencing technologies provide a high taxonomic resolu-
tion of the composition of microbial communities, reveal-
ing that these communities consistently exhibit high rich-
ness (number of coexisting taxa), a surprising diversity
at all levels of resolution, high functional redundancy,
and a lack of reproducibility in even similar conditions.
These characteristics pose significant challenges for mak-
ing quantitative predictions, which are necessary for ap-
plications in industry and medicine.

A long-standing hope of theoretical ecology is that,
despite this complexity, some patterns might neverthe-
less be predictable [1–3]. The search for emergent reg-
ularities in complex ecosystems is as old as ecology it-
self. For example, classical work uncovered reproducible
trophic structures across taxonomically divergent com-
munities [4] or a consistent ratio of predator species to
prey species [5, 6]. More recently, moving beyond the
patterns persisting despite high ecosystem diversity, it
was proposed that some regularities could perhaps arise
because of it [7–9], coining the term “emergent simplic-
ity” [7, 10–13]. This notion is at the foundation of the
interface between statistical physics and the so-called
large-N ecology, explaining species abundance distribu-
tions and other patterns as some parameter becomes
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large [1, 8, 14–19].

The idea of emergent simplicity is very appealing,
suggesting that functional predictions could perhaps be
made directly in the complex natural context [20]. How-
ever, so far this hope remains out of reach. Most re-
ported instances of “emergent simplicity” fall under the
umbrella of functional convergence or self-averaging, fo-
cusing on reproducibility rather than prediction [4–7, 10–
13, 21–23]. Unfortunately, such reproducibility is often
approximate or limited to simplified conditions [24], and
even when it holds, offers limited predictive power. As an
illustration, consider the statement: “if the soil ecosys-
tem is diverse enough, the rate of process P will be ≈X
per gram of biomass”. This blanket expectation would
likely be somewhat näıve, but even if it were true, it
would leave key questions unanswered – such as how the
process rate would be affected by a perturbation, or what
intervention would help increase it. As a result, observ-
ing emergent regularities of this kind has generally not
led to improved functional predictions.

Understanding and harnessing emergent simplicity
could transform our ability to predict and control com-
plex natural communities. However, to realize this poten-
tial we require a framework focused on prediction rather
than reproducibility. Here, we introduce an information-
theoretic framework to explicitly quantify the predictive
power of simple models in ecological data. This allows
us to convert the aspiration of emergent simplicity into
a testable quantitative hypothesis. Applying our frame-
work to two published datasets on synthetic ecosystems,
we show that, remarkably, the predictive power of simple
models indeed improves with community richness, this
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FIG. 1. A quantitative framework for interrogating emergent simplicity in data. A: A general experimental
protocol with community richness (number of strains) as a control parameter. A fixed library of strains is subsampled to
assemble communities of low richness (top) or high richness (bottom). Community composition (strain abundances, ni) and
some property of interest Y are measured in each community. B: Our approach will be to train models predicting Y based
on combined abundances of groups of taxa. Each choice of a coarsening Ψ defines a regression model (coefficients {βΨ

i }),
whose performance we will evaluate. C: For each coarsening Ψ, we can evaluate the description complexity I(Ψ) (the extent of
coarsening; see text) and the out-of-sample prediction error, quantified as the fraction of variance unexplained (FVU) by the
corresponding regression model. The cartoon illustrates the expected general shape of the scatter plot in these axes, evaluated
for all possible coarsenings Ψ (points). Our focus is on the shape of the Pareto front (thick line), characterizing the best
predictive power achievable by models of a given complexity. As community richness increases, the phenomenon of emergent
simplicity is identified by the behavior of the Pareto fronts, and can take one of two distinct forms: D: emergent coarse-
grainability (horizontal arrow), or E: emergent predictability (vertical arrow). We stress that our normalization—focusing on
the fraction of variance unexplained, equivalent to normalizing all observables to unit variance—ensures that both forms of
emergent simplicity defined here are distinct from the simplest law-of-large-numbers intuition (a.k.a. central limit theorem or
“self-averaging”); see text.

improvement strongly supported for 4 out of 5 proper-
ties measured across both experiments. These results
provide support for emergent simplicity as a valid path
towards predictions, one for which community richness is
an asset rather than a nuisance.

I. THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. A model experimental setup

For concreteness, consider the experimental setup de-
picted in Fig. 1A. Let L be a fixed library of S strains,
indexed by i. Subsets of these strains are sampled from
this library to inoculate N communities, indexed by µ
and defined by a binary matrix biµ identifying whether
strain i is included in community µ. We will assume that
community richness Rµ ≡

∑
i biµ is kept consistent across

the dataset; this richness will become our key control
parameter for comparisons (a low-richness dataset vs. a
high-richness dataset). Once the communities are assem-
bled, we measure their microscopic composition (abun-
dance of each strain niµ) as well as some community-level
property of interest Yµ that we seek to predict (e.g., pro-
duction of a metabolite). We will not assume that the
communities reach any notion of a steady state, merely
that some assembly protocol is followed consistently in
each trial.

The simplest, and most familiar, notion of emergent
simplicity is self-averaging. As community richness in-
creases, one might observe the distribution of Yµ become

increasingly tight. Much previous work suggests that cer-
tain properties of high-richness communities may indeed
exhibit such “functional convergence.” [4–8, 10–13, 21–
23] However, for the purposes of this work, what we care
about is not the total variance of Yµ, but our ability to
explain it from community composition. Our goal is to
quantify the predictive power of simple models in ecologi-
cal datasets, and then use empirical data to ask how this
predictive power changes with community richness.

B. The candidate ‘simple models’

Our approach is motivated by an empirical ex-
ample, namely wastewater treatment bioreactors that
use microbes to digest organic waste into methane.
These complex communities assemble semi-naturally and
can harbor over 1000 taxa [25]. The rate of di-
gestion (the amount of methane produced) can vary
widely [26, 27], but, remarkably, can be explained
by simple models coarse-graining this vast diversity
into just 4 functional classes (acidogens, propionate-
degrading acetogens, butyrate-degrading acetogens, and
methanogens [28]).
Motivated by this example, throughout this work, our

candidate simple models will be indexed by the choice
of a coarsening Ψ, which maps individual strains into

a smaller number of classes: [1 . . . S]
Ψ−→ [1 . . .KΨ] with

KΨ ≤ S (Fig. 1A). Some natural choices of coarsening
Ψ might be to group strains based on taxonomy or key
traits, but we will allow any choice of Ψ as valid.
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For any coarsening Ψ, we will assess the prediction
error of the best model from a specified model class
M, taking as input the combined abundances ñΨ

jµ =∑
Ψ(i)=j niµ. This approach echoes other recent attempts

to relate community-level properties to coarse-grained
compositional features [29, 30]. The model classM could
be, for instance, the class of Generalized Lotka-Volterra
models, or some general-purpose ansatz (e.g., training
a neural network). In this work, we will pick a partic-
ularly simple class of models, namely linear regressions
Yµ = βΨ

0 +
∑

i β
Ψ
i ñΨ

iµ+ϵµ (where ϵµ is the residual noise).
This choice is motivated by two considerations. First, we
will want to apply our framework to data, and as we will
see, the limitations of existing datasets make it preferable
to pick a model class trainable on fewest data points. Sec-
ond, it was recently shown that simple regressions can in
fact be surprisingly predictive of ecosystem function [31],
motivating us to proceed.

In summary, the candidate “simple models” we will
consider are indexed by the choice of a coarsening Ψ.
Each Ψ defines a set of coarsened variables (ñΨ

iµ), which
allow us to train an instance of a linear regression model
(coefficients βΨ

i ), whose prediction error we will evaluate.
It is worth noting that a common approach to vary

modeling complexity is to keep the variables fixed (e.g.
“foxes”, “rabbits”), but change the model class (e.g, a
non-interacting model; adding quadratic Lotka-Volterra
interactions; then higher-order terms; etc.). In contrast,
the defining feature of our approach is to fix the model
class, and change the variables (vary the extent of taxon
grouping into putative functional classes). Our next step
is to define quantitative metrics for the performance and
complexity of each model thus constructed.

C. Quantifying the performance of simple models

For each candidate “simple model” (coefficients βΨ
i )

indexed by the coarsening Ψ, we will evaluate two fea-
tures. First, we will compute its out-of-sample predic-
tion error. Since we explicitly want to go beyond simple
self-averaging, we will normalize away the overall width
of the distribution of Y , and report the fraction of unex-
plained variance (FVU), defined as the mean square error
of prediction divided by the variance of Y , and confined
between 0 and 1.

Second, we will evaluate the description complexity
I(Ψ), which we define as the mutual information between
the label of the coarse-grained class and the identity of
the microscopic strain:

I(Ψ) = −
KΨ∑
j=1

SΨ
j

S
log

SΨ
j

S
.

Here SΨ
j is the number of strains that Ψ assigns to class j;

KΨ is the total number of classes; and S is the total num-
ber of strains in the library. Our definition of I(Ψ) imple-
ments the intuition that description complexity should

grow with the number of classes it distinguishes, but
generalizes it to groups of unequal size (for additional
discussion, see SI section “Quantifying description com-
plexity”). This metric I(Ψ) reaches its maximum for the
fully microscopic description, when each strain is its own
class: KΨ = S and I(Ψ) = logS.

Established results of statistical learning theory indi-
cate that if we could evaluate and plot the fraction of
unexplained variance against the description complexity
I(Ψ) for all possible coarsenings Ψ, the result would be
expected to look like Fig. 1C. Each point in the point
cloud corresponds to one choice of Ψ, and describes the
predictive power of one candidate simple model.

The left-most point Ψz is the ‘zero-information’ de-
scription that groups all strains together. If no composi-
tional information is available (only the total biomass),
we expect the fraction of unexplained variance—the or-
dinate of Ψz—to be close to 1. (If Ψz is notably below 1,
i.e., the chosen property obviously scales with biomass, it
might be more meaningful to seek to predict its value per
unit biomass; see SI section “Normalization of predictor
and response variables”.) As the information content of
a description increases, better predictions become possi-
ble. Models that provide the lowest prediction error for a
given complexity constitute the Pareto front (thick line).
The Pareto front continues to trend downwards until de-
scriptions become too complex to be fit on limited data
(overfitting), and out-of-sample prediction error starts in-
creasing (Fig. 1C). From now on, our focus will be on the
properties of this Pareto front.

D. Distinguishing emergent coarse-grainability and
emergent predictability

By construction, the point cloud in Fig. 1C, and thus
the shape of the Pareto front, explicitly depend on the
dataset on which the predictive power is being evaluated.
Our goal is to compare the Pareto front constructed for
a dataset consisting of high-richness examples vs. low-
richness examples (Fig. 1A).

We distinguish two behaviors of interest (Fig. 1D). As
community richness is increased, we might observe the
Pareto front shifting to the left. This would mean that
the same prediction accuracy can be achieved by increas-
ingly coarse descriptions (‘emergent coarse-grainability’).
Separately, we might observe the Pareto front shifting
down. This would mean that models of comparable com-
plexity become increasingly predictive (‘emergent pre-
dictability’).

Both phenomena could be collated under the umbrella
term ‘emergent simplicity,’ but are clearly distinct. A
given system could exhibit only one of these, or both, or
neither. Having built a theoretical framework to distin-
guish them, we now turn to asking whether these behav-
iors are expected (based on models), and whether they
are observed (based on empirical data).
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II. RESULTS

A. Standard ecological models do not generically
exhibit either form of emergent simplicity

Before we apply our framework to real data, it is im-
portant to establish whether observing the behaviors of
Fig. 1D would be surprising [32]. For this, we consider
two classic models widely used in theoretical ecology:
the Generalized Lotka-Volterra model (GLV) with a ran-
dom interaction matrix, and a Consumer-Resource model
(CRM) with a random resource consumption matrix.

To apply our framework, we need to specify the prop-
erty Y we would seek to predict. Here, we focus on com-
munity invadeability by a specified strain. This choice is
convenient because it is a relevant and non-trivial com-
munity property that can be accessed in both modeling
frameworks.

The exact simulation protocol and parameter choices
are described in the SI, but our overall approach is similar
for both models, and proceeds as follows: (1) Construct
a species pool, by starting from a random instance of a
larger ecosystem and simulating its dynamics to obtain a
coexisting set of about 25 species. (2) Define an “in-
vader,” drawing a random new species from the same
ensemble. (3) Generate the synthetic dataset. We
simulate the experimental protocol of Fig. 1A, with 1000
samples for each of three tiers of community richness: low

FIG. 2. Standard ecological models exhibit self-
averaging, but not the nuanced forms of emergent
simplicity defined here. As an example, we consider the
problem of predicting ecosystem resistance to an invader. A,
B: Applying our framework to simulated data from two stan-
dard ecological models: the Generalized Lotka-Volterra model
(panel A) and the Consumer Resource model (panel B), with
the observable of interest Yµ defined as the post-invasion
abundance of a designated “invader” strain. Shown are the
Pareto fronts in the error-complexity plane, for three tiers of
community richness. The Pareto fronts show no signature of
either emergent coarse-grainability or emergent predictability
sensu Fig. 1D. C: Same data as in B, replotted with the y
axis showing the absolute, rather than fractional, variance of
the observable Y . In these axes, the Pareto fronts show a
clear shift downwards. This corresponds to the self-averaging
behavior (as community richness increases, the distribution
of the observable Y becomes more narrow). We conclude
that, unlike the simple self-averaging behavior, both forms of
emergent simplicity defined here are not a typical feature of
standard ecological models.

richness, 1-5 strains; middle richness, 10-15 strains; and
high richness, 20-25 strains. These tiers were chosen to
match the empirical dataset of Ref. [33] used below. For
each community, we first record the equilibrium abun-
dances of all strains as niµ, and then simulate the out-
come of its invasion by the pathogenic strain, recording
the post-invasion abundance of the pathogen as Yµ. Fi-
nally, we (4) construct the information-prediction
Pareto fronts defined above, using a heuristic algorithm
to search the space of possible coarsenings (for details,
see SI section 6). The results, averaged over 10 random
choices of the invader, are presented in Fig. 2A (GLV
model) and Fig. 2B (CRM model).
We make two observations. First, we see that models

with I(Ψ) ≳ 3 bits are generally able to capture ≳ 75%
of variation in these simulated data. (Note that we simu-
lated 1000 samples, and as a result there is no overfitting
signature: the Pareto fronts show no uptick at high com-
plexity). Even in the absence of simulated experimen-
tal noise, this level of performance was not guaranteed.
Thus, Fig. 2 confirms that the model class of linear re-
gressions, while simple, can be sufficiently expressive to
describe datasets structured by ecological interactions.
The one notable exception is the high-diversity GLV,
where linear regressions provide no explanatory power.
Second, we see that in both cases, the Pareto fronts

shift up and right, not down (Fig. 1E) or left (Fig. 1D).
This analysis confirms our intuition that the emergent
simplicity as defined here is not a behavior one would
generically expect. Contrast this to Fig. 2C, where the
same CRM simulation data are replotted using the ab-
solute prediction error rather than relative. Here, the
Pareto fronts exhibit a clear shift downwards. This is the
phenomenon of ‘emergent reproducibility’ or functional
convergence, where the distribution of Y gets narrower
as richness increases. The contrast with Fig. 2A, B high-
lights that both forms of emergent simplicity shown in
Fig. 1D, E are distinct from this more familiar scenario,
widely reported both empirically [4–7, 10–13, 21, 22] and
in models [8, 30]. In Fig. 1D, E and Fig. 2A, B, the
prediction error of Y is always normalized to the over-
all width of the distribution of Y across examples of the
same richness tier. Our goal is to quantify forms of emer-
gent simplicity going beyond emergent reproducibility,
and our normalization explicitly removes this simpler ef-
fect.
To summarize, Fig. 2 demonstrates that standard eco-

logical models do not generically exhibit the nuanced
forms of emergent simplicity defined here. Thus, un-
like the simple self-averaging, observing either of these
phenomena in empirical data would be surprising.

B. Empirical data exhibit emergent predictability

To test the emergent simplicity hypothesis in data,
we need a dataset satisfying several conditions. First,
it must follow the combinatorial assembly protocol of
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FIG. 3. Both available empirical datasets (Refs. [33] and [34]) exhibit emergent predictability. A-E: The Pareto
fronts in error-complexity plane, computed for five properties of interest. Lines show the fraction of variance left unexplained by
the best model within a given tier of description complexity, when dataset is restricted to communities of low richness (orange),
or high richness (purple). At high richness, the Pareto front shifts down, indicating that simpler descriptions become more
predictive (emergent predictability, Fig. 1E). Each point and error bar shows the median quartiles across 100 random 50-50
splits of the data into training and testing sets. G,H: Illustrating the result by plotting predicted versus measured butyrate
concentration (the points on the Pareto front indicated by the arrowheads in A). At high richness, a simple compositional
feature explains 85% of variance in butyrate production (panel G). In contrast, for low-richness communities, even the most
predictive model of comparable complexity explains only 49% of variance (panel F).

Fig. 1A, with communities assembled from a fixed pool
of strains. Surveying the literature, we identified 9 can-
didate datasets (across both microbial and non-microbial
contexts; see Supp Table S1). However, for our purposes
it is essential that the assayed communities span a range
of richness, so that at least two tiers of community di-
versity can be defined and compared. Additionally, if N
is the number of samples and S the number of strains in
the pool, N/S should be sufficiently large (for each rich-
ness tier) to allow training the model from our chosen
model class. Our choice of linear regressions as model
class makes this last condition the most permissive, and
identified two datasets whose structure allows our ques-
tion to be asked. These are the data of Clark et al. [33],
who assayed communities of 1-25 gut-derived taxa and
measured the production of butyrate, acetate, lactate
and succinate; and the work of Kehe et al. [34], who
used a droplet-based platform to screen communities of
1-19 isolates, measuring the abundance of a model plant
symbiont H. frisingense as the property of interest. To-
gether, these two datasets provide measurements of five
properties we can examine for evidence of emergent sim-
plicity.

As above, for each dataset, we resolve three tiers of
community richness (with the high-richness tier, > 20
strains, only available for Clark et al. data). Since Clark
et al. did not directly measure absolute strain abun-
dances in the community (only its total OD and the
16S makeup), we adopted an approach where the relative
abundances estimated from the 16S data were first scaled
by community OD and then standardized to zero mean
and unit variance before training any regression models.
For consistency, the same standardization procedure was
also applied to Kehe et al data; though omitting this step
does not qualitatively change the outcome in either case;
see SI fig. S3. We then applied the same heuristic algo-

rithm as above to infer the respective Pareto front. The
results are shown in Fig. 3A-E.

Remarkably, we find that four out of five properties ex-
hibit emergent predictability (but not emergent coarse-
grainability): simple models become increasingly predic-
tive in communities of higher richness. As a control, this
behavior is not observed for measurements of commu-
nity optical density (OD), or if the values of Y or species
abundances are randomly permuted (see SI), indicating
that the behavior observed in Fig. 3 is not an artifact of
our analysis.

The additional controls we performed include subsam-
pling the data, perturbing the groupings forming the pu-
tative Pareto front, and considering alternative metrics
of complexity I(Ψ); see SI. For all four properties exhibit-
ing emergent predictability in Fig. 3, the result is robust
against all these tests. We conclude that emergent pre-
dictability is robustly supported by data.

Furthermore, while we formulated our analysis in ab-
stract terms such as the shape of a Pareto front, we can
also confirm the result in more familiar terms by plot-
ting the measured property against the prediction of the
simplest models identified by our framework. Two ex-
amples are shown in Fig. 3F, G, which correspond to the
points on the Pareto fronts labeled with arrowheads in
Fig. 3A. At high richness, a simple two-parameter re-
gression explains 85% of variance in butyrate production
(Fig. 3G). In contrast, for low-richness communities, no
model of comparable complexity can explain more than
49% of variance; the best-performing example is shown
in Fig. 3F.
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C. Mechanistic origin of emergent predictability

Why is this occurring? As emphasized above, our nor-
malization procedure for the Pareto fronts ensures that
the effect of Fig. 3 cannot be explained by simple self-
averaging of the observable of interest.

At least for the system of Clark et al., the emer-
gent predictability appears to be related to the domi-
nant structuring role of pH, which is one-dimensional.
While the data is insufficient to demonstrate this di-
rectly (independent measurements of pH were conducted
for only a subset of communities), we can obtain strong
indirect evidence by leveraging the fact that four func-
tional properties were measured simultaneously. These
four measurements (the final concentrations of butyrate,
acetate, succinate and lactate produced) define, for each
community, a point in what we will call the “functional
space”. Fig. 4A shows that at high community rich-
ness, these points are found along a lower-dimensional
subspace. Indeed, for high-richness communities, 73%
of variance is explained by PC1, compared to only 41%
for low-richness communities (Fig. 4B). This dominant
axis of variation is strongly correlated with community
pH (Fig. 4C), consistent with Ref. [33] identifying pH-
mediated interactions as a key factor structuring these
communities. This observation explains the sudden drop
in the Pareto fronts observed in Fig. 3A-D. Indeed, any
combination of species whose abundance is correlated
with pH will explain a substantial fraction of variance in
any of the observables that have a loading on the domi-
nant principal component of Fig. 4. As a result, even a
little compositional information can be sufficient to im-
prove predictive power, which is what the Pareto front
indicates.

This argument reinforces the conclusion of Fig. 2 that
the shape of the Pareto fronts observed in Fig. 3 is not
due simply to the number of interacting species being
large, but reflects the biology of the underlying commu-
nities. Crucially, the analysis of Fig. 3A-D used no knowl-
edge of pH. Thus, our framework may provide a prior-
knowledge-agnostic way for discovering the existence of
strong ecosystem-structuring factors.

For specifically Fig. 3A (butyrate), the results of Clark
et al. [33] provide some additional mechanistic insight.
Of the 25 strains in this study, five are capable of pro-
ducing butyrate. However, in high-richness communi-
ties, butyrate production is dominated by one of them,
Anaerostipes caccae (AC). And indeed, the first point on
the high-richness Pareto front in Fig. 3A is the grouping
{AC, all other strains}, and provides an excellent pre-
diction for the amount of butyrate produced (Fig. 3G).
In contrast, in low-richness mixtures, all five strains con-
tribute to the production, and no single compositional
feature is similarly predictive.

Clark et al. hypothesized that this transition is as-
sociated with AC shifting at high community richness to
an alternative metabolic pathway, utilizing lactate rather
than sugars, a physiological switch mediated by sensing

FIG. 4. Emergent simplicity in functional space. A:
Principle component analysis of the four-dimensional func-
tional measurements of Clark et al. (butyrate, acetate, lac-
tate, succinate) indicates that high-richness samples form a
lower-dimensional subspace. Principal axes computed for the
dataset as a whole; mid-richness communities omitted from
plotting for clarity; see SI for full dataset. B: PCA spectra
computed separately for the two tiers of community richness.
For high-richness samples, the dominant component explains
73% of variance, contrasted with 41% for low-richness. C:
Coloring the PCA plot by measured pH reveals the dominant
axis of functional variation is correlated with community pH.
Axes same as in A, but including samples of all richness. In
gray, communities for which pH was not measured.

pH and/or the depletion of key resources. Identifying
candidate mechanistic explanations for the other proper-
ties, and validating these hypotheses, would require new
experiments. It is conceivable that the observations of
Fig. 3A-D are all a consequence of specific physiological
features of individual community members. However,
the common outcome observed across two independent
datasets suggests that emergent predictability as quan-
tified here may be more general than a mechanistic id-
iosyncrasy of specific taxa.

III. DISCUSSION

In this work, we developed an information-theoretic
framework to nuance and quantify the notion of “emer-
gent simplicity” in ecosystems of increasing community
richness (treated as the control parameter). Our frame-
work enabled us to define and distinguish emergent pre-
dictability and emergent coarse-grainability, and to con-
trast both of these phenomena with the emergent repro-
ducibility considered in much previous work. We applied
our framework to data from two separate experiments
on synthetic microbial communities, and demonstrated
that four out of five measured properties exhibit robust
evidence of emergent predictability, whereby simple com-
positional descriptions become more predictive at higher
richness.
In three of these four cases, the phenomenon appears to
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FIG. 5. Shifting the focus from simple and com-
plex ecosystems to simple and complex properties of
ecosystems. As demonstrated in this work, even in a com-
plex (high-richness) community, some properties may be ad-
equately predicted with a low-complexity description; we call
such properties coarse-grainable (green Pareto front).

be linked to the dominant structuring role of pH in these
communities. This observation echoes other recent exam-
ples where coarse-grained predictions are enabled by gen-
eral physiological [10], metabolic [3], or toxicity-mediated
constraints [35]. Our results indicate that these structur-
ing factors may have higher explanatory power at higher
diversity, suggesting the existence of a subtler form of
functional convergence, where high diversity leads not to
better absolute reproducibility, but to a stronger collapse
onto a lower-dimensional subspace governed by metabolic
or physiological constraints. Understanding this behav-
ior will require integrating ongoing theoretical investiga-
tions of large random ecosystems with new models capa-
ble of incorporating the structuring role of such shared
constraints [30].

Perhaps the most exciting implication of our frame-
work is that it suggests a paradigm shift: instead of talk-
ing about simple and complex ecosystems (as quantified,
e.g., by community diversity), we should be distinguish-
ing simple and complex properties of ecosystems. In the
language we presented, this distinction is encoded in the
shape of the Pareto front, as illustrated in Fig. 5. For
some properties of interest, one might find that useful
predictions require substantial microscopic detail (non-
coarse-grainable; Fig. 5, red). However, all the proper-
ties in Fig. 3 exhibit the opposite behavior, whereby a
comparatively coarse description may provide a “good-
enough” predictive power at a fraction of the entropy
of the fully microscopic description (coarse-grainable;
Fig. 5, green). Our key result can be summarized as

saying that even as community complexity increases, the
prediction complexity of a given property need not do the
same, and can even become simpler, as we quantitatively
demonstrate.
An empirical confirmation of this behavior is very ex-

citing because learning to harness emergent predictabil-
ity could enable new methodologies for predicting and
controlling complex ecosystems: methodologies for which
community richness is an asset rather than a nuisance.
Understanding the mechanistic origin of this effect, and
developing a theoretical understanding for the condi-
tions of its emergence, are important directions for future
work.
Our approach has limitations. Defining emergent sim-

plicity requires specifying a class of models, and here, due
to the limited size of the two available datasets, our choice
(linear regression) was particularly simple. However, our
theoretical framework is more general; with sufficient
data, the natural generalization of the Pareto fronts in
Figs. 1-3 would be to evaluate the predictive power of
machine-learning models as a function of the dimension
of the compressed (latent-space) representation of com-
munity composition. Understanding the extent to which
emergent predictability depends on the choice of model
class remains a question for future work. We should
also note that in general, community richness (number
of species) is a poor metric of community diversity, as
it is overly sensitive to detection thresholds, and fails to
account for the relatedness of community members [36].
This was not an issue for our work, as the synthetic com-
munities considered here were assembled from a small
pool of well-delimited taxa. However, for natural com-
munities, this simple metric of diversity would need to be
replaced by one of the better-suited metrics developed in
the ecological literature [37–39].
All simulations performed in MATLAB (Mathworks,

Inc.). The associated code, data and scripts to reproduce
all figures in this work are available at https://github.
com/mtikhonov/emergentPredictability.
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION

1. Quantifying description complexity, I(Ψ)

The most obvious measure of model complexity is the number of model parameters. In the context of this work,
this would mean setting I(Ψ) (description complexity) to the number of classes (the cardinality of the partitioning).
However, in the main text, we opted for a different metric, defining I(Ψ) as the entropy of the partitioning, which
weighs classes differently based on the number of strains included. In this section, we comment on this choice.

It is important to emphasize that either choice preserves the phenomenon described in this work (compare main
text Fig. 3 with Fig. S1; in either case, the Pareto fronts exhibit the shift indicative of emergent predictability). To
explain our choice, we note that the entropy of Ψ is the mutual information between the label of the coarsened class
and the identity of the microscopic strain. Consider a scenario where two choices of two-group coarsenings are equally
predictive, but one splits strains 50-50, while the other coarsening separates one strain from the rest of the taxa put
together. If the latter is equally predictive, our definition identifies it as simpler, and thus preferable (same predictive
power, lower complexity).

This property is arguably desirable. If knowing the abundance of just one strain is sufficient to predict function,
this scenario makes it easiest to gain insight into the mechanism by which community function is assured. Thus, we
would prefer our framework to favor such coarsenings among others with comparable predictive power.

This definition also has some shortcomings. Most notably, any definition relying on counting strains suffers from
the fact that such counting is not always straightforward, especially when some strains in the pool are close relatives.
For our purposes in this work, this has not been a problem because we applied our framework to data from defined
communities constructed from a well-defined set of distinct taxa. (See also the discussion section in the main text,
regarding the validity of stratifying communities by “richness”.) In the general case, however, the hierarchical nature
of relationships between strains makes the choice of ecologically-informed metrics assessing the complexity of an
ecosystem description non-trivial, and a key question for future work to address.

Thus, the relative merits of our I(Ψ) compared to the simple cardinality of the partitioning remain to be investigated.
However, we believe this question merits further attention, and so used a non-standard I(Ψ) in the main text to
motivate this conversation.

FIG. S1. Replotting result shown in Fig. 3 with description complexity axis I(Ψ) measured in terms of number of classes of a
given coarsened description Ψ.

2. Simulations of standard ecological models

We investigate the concepts of emergent simplicity in two standard ecological models: a Generalized Lotka-Volterra
(GLV) model and a Consumer Resource (CR) model. The GLV model we consider takes the following form:

ṅi =
ri
Ki

ni

Ki − ni −
∑
j,j ̸=i

aijnj

 ,

which describes the abundance dynamics of each strain i in terms of its growth rate ri, carrying capacity Ki and
interactions with other strains encoded in aij . For simplicity, we set the growth rates for all strains to be the same
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ri = 1 since the key parameters determining equilibrium properties are the Ki and interactions aij [40]. We then
adopt the approach common in large-N theoretical ecology, drawing strain interactions aij and carrying capacities
Ki randomly from specified distributions. Following refs. [40, 41], we use a normal distribution for both Ki and aij .
For the Ki, we set the mean to 1 and std(Ki) = 0.3. For the interactions aij , the mean and spread of the distribution

scale with the number of strains as µ/N and σ/
√
N , respectively. We set µ = 1 and σ = 0.8 (modified from the

“simplest” choice µ = 1 and σ = 1 to facilitate the construction of a coexisting species pool). To obtain a strain
library from which to subsample as illustrated in Fig. 1A, we first simulate the dynamics of a larger pool to find a set
of coexisting strains (abundance ni > 10−6). With our parameter choices, we found that a random set of 45 strains
resulted in a community of 26 coexisting strains, similar to the high richness communities of the empirical datasets
we consider in this work.

The CR model we choose to study describes the abundance dynamics of strains competing for a set of resources as
follows:

ṅi = ni

(∑
α

σiαhα − χi

)

hα = hα(Tα) ≡
bα

1 + Tα/Kα

Tα ≡
∑
i

niσiα.

These are the same dynamics postulated in equation 1 of ref. [30] with slightly adjusted notation. Briefly, each strain
i is described as a binary phenotype σαi ∈ {0, 1} indicating which resources α each strain can or cannot consume.
The growth benefit of each resource hα is depleted as the total demand Tα for resources increases with increasing
abundance of competing strains. The strength of this depletion is set by parameters bα and Kα. For simplicity, we
take bα = 1 for all resources α. Finally, each strain is also described by a growth cost, which we choose to model in
the same way as ref. [42], χi = c +

∑
α λσiα + ϵi. As in ref. [30], we set the baseline cost c = 0.1 and the cost per

resource consumed λ = 0.5. Using the same approach as in studying the GLV model, we draw parameters Kα, ϵi
and σiα randomly. The “carrying capacities” Kα are Gaussian distributed with mean 1010 and standard deviation
109. (Note that the scale of abundance is of course arbitrary, and could have been set to 1. The value of 1010, meant
to evoke the large typical size of microbial populations, was chosen to visually underscore the difference between the
main text Fig. 2C (plotting the absolute variance of an invader abundance) and the other panels, such as Fig. 2A, B
showing the fraction of variance.) Random contributions to each strain’s cost ϵi are also Gaussian distributed with
mean 0 and standard deviation of 0.01. Each strain phenotype σ⃗i is a random L-dimensional binary vector where
each element represents the ability to consume a resource, and has probability p = 0.5 to be 1. Just as we did in the
GLV model above, we assemble a community from a larger pool of M phenotypes, choosing M = 50 and L = 40 such
that the number of coexisting strains is similar to the empirical datasets (≃25).
In both the GLV and CR models, we use the same protocol for our computational experiments, which follows

the scheme outlined in Fig. 1A and mimics the laboratory experiments we consider in this work. Using the same
distributions used to form the complete community, we randomly draw a focal strain to invade subsets of this commu-
nity. Specifically, we assemble 1000 communities for each richness tier: low richness with 1 to 5 strains, mid richness
with 11 to 15 strains, and high richness with 21 to 25 strains. After a specified amount of simulation time, we note
the abundances of all community members, recording them as the “pre-invasion abundances”; these will be used as
predictors. We then computationally “invade” the communities with the focal strain, and measure the post-invasion
abundance of the focal strain after the same amount of simulation time has elapsed; this abundance is recorded as the
response variable we seek to predict. Fig. S2 shows the resulting Pareto fronts inferred by our algorithm (see below
for details) for 10 random invading strains. These are the Pareto fronts we average to make Fig. 2 in the main text.

3. Description of empirical datasets

Scanning the literature for empirical studies that assemble communities from a fixed library of strains, we identified
9 candidate datasets for further consideration. These are listed in Table S1 below, cataloguing which datasets satisfy
the criteria required for analysis within our framework.

In summary, we determined that the datasets reported in [33] and [34] satisfy all requirements for applying our
framework; namely, (1) enough community richness levels are sampled to clearly define at least two distinct richness
tiers for comparison, and (2) enough communities are sampled within each richness tier to train and test linear
regression models.
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FIG. S2. Plotting the Pareto fronts for predicting post-invasion abundance of randomly drawn strains in a Generalized Lotka-
Volterra (GLV) model (top row) and Consumer-Resource (CR) model (bottom row). The panels shown in Fig. 2 are averages
over the 10 strains in each ecological model. See text for simulation protocol details.

Dataset Ecological Context ≥ 2 Richness Tiers
(yes/no)

Number of Samples / Number of Strains
(by Tier)

Satisfies Inclusion Criteria?

[33] microbial yes 870/25 (low), 477/25 (mid), 180/25 (high) yes
[34] microbial yes 19433/14 (low), 346/14 (mid) yes
[43] microbial yes 21/17 (low), 30/17 (mid) not enough data
[44] grasslands yes 350/31 (low), 200/31 (mid), 50/31 (high) not enough data; not all

strains were sampled in low
and mid richness samples

[45, 46] grasslands yes 345/32 (low), 22/32 (mid) not enough mid richness
samples

[47, 48] grasslands yes 200/60 (low), 40/60 (mid), 10/60 (high) not enough data
[49–51] grasslands no N/A too few richness levels sam-

pled and not enough data
[52] grasslands no N/A plots either had all or one

species present
[53] grasslands no N/A low richness only

TABLE S1. Catalogue of candidate published datasets that sample from a fixed library of strains. The last three columns
indicate which datasets satisfy the required inclusion criteria for our framework to be applicable.

Clark et al. [33] investigated the production of fermentation end-products (butyrate, acetate, lactate, succinate)
in synthetic gut communities consisting of 1 to 25 strain isolates. Final strain abundances were determined by
first measuring sequenced read counts to compute relative abundances, and then calculating absolute abundances
by multiplying by total OD600 of each community. These are the data use as inputs to our regression analysis for
predicting community function (see below).

The experimental platform of Kehe et al. [34] was a microfluidic device containing various geometrical arrangments
of microwells for high-throughput, parallel screening of community composition to function mapping. Each microwell
array enables the grouping and merging of nanoliter droplets that contain different strain isolates from soil. Unlike
Clark et al. [33], abundances of input strains were not measured; only the abundance of the focal strain H. Frisingense
was tracked in arbitrary fluorescence units. Because of this, instead of using abundance as inputs to our framework
presented in Fig. 1B, we use the presence (ni = 1) or absence (ni = 0) of strain droplets reported by Kehe etal as our
inputs for predicting the final abundance of the focal strain. When we apply a given coarsening Ψ, we sum up the
presence of strains that are grouped together for each sample community.
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4. Normalization of predictor and response variables

Experimentally, if we think about e.g. soil communities, it would be reasonable to define properties of interest Y
as measured in “per gram biomass.” In this case the overall biomass is normalized away, and this is the scenario we
had in mind when calling Ψz the “zero-information” description in Fig. 1C. This is equivalent to trying to predict the
property of interest from relative abundances of taxa.

In lab experiments, where an inoculum is provided a fixed amount of resources, normalizing to biomass may not be
necessary, since properties of interest can be defined in the absolute sense. (In fact, the resulting biomass could itself
be a property of interest.) In this case, Ψz is not actually “zero-information,” since knowing the overall biomass can
be predictive (in which case the fraction of unexplained variance will be smaller than 1).

In our analysis, rather than using the actual abundances of species, we standardized all input variables n to zero
mean and unit variance. All coarsening schemes were then applied to these standardized variables. It is important to
note that summing standardized abundances is not equivalent to standardizing summed abundances. However, the
experimentally available numbers (16S reads) are only proxies for the absolute abundances anyway. The proportional-
ity factor includes the number of 16S copies on the genome, which differs between species, and an PCR amplification
bias, which is unknown and often substantial [54, 55]. Furthermore, even if absolute abundances were known, it is
not clear if the summation rule implementing the intuition of ñ as putative “functional classes” should be in units of
biomass, in units of metabolic activity, or weighted in some other way.

Thus, although this intuition of ñ as the combined abundance of a putative functional class makes it easiest to
explain our approach, any practical implementation on the available experimental data would implicitly include an
unavoidable species-specific factor in front of every abundance value. Given this, we chose to fix these factors by
simply standardizing input variables to unit variance, which is generally good practice with regression models, and
came with the added benefit of improving performance. That said, we did also confirm that using raw OD-scaled 16S
counts without standardization retains our conclusion (Fig. S3).

The standardization step would certainly complicate attempts at mechanistic interpretation of the low-complexity
descriptions discovered by our framework (lying along the Pareto front). In general, this strategy—discover a coarse-
graining that is predictive, and then gain mechanistic insight by understanding why it works—is one of the promising
applications of a framework like ours, or feature selection frameworks more generally. However, in this work, we focus
on demonstrating the existence of diversity-aided emergent simplicity. Interpreting the variables is left for future
work.

FIG. S3. Reanalyzing result of Fig. 3 with raw input variables (non-standardized) used in regression models. That is, abundance
data is not standardized to 0 mean and unit variance.

5. Training and testing of linear regression models

As noted in the main text, we choose to focus on the simple model class of first-order linear regression for reasons
stated in section IB. This is the model class we use to apply our framework to all datasets considered in this work –
both simulated and empirical. Specifically, we write:

Ŷµ = βΨ
0 +

∑
i

βΨ
i ñΨ

iµ,

where Ŷµ is the model’s prediction of property Y measured in the µth community and βΨ
i are the regression coefficients

of each coarse-grained variable (see main text section IB) to be determined by fitting to a training dataset.
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Each regression model corresponding to a coarsened description Ψ is assessed on the same data constructed by
randomly splitting datasets into subsets dedicated for either training or testing of regression models. After account-
ing for replicate communities assayed in each richness tier (i.e., same presence-absence combination biµ defined in
section IA), 50% of communities are randomly designated for model training/fitting and the other 50% are reserved
for testing/validating prediction error. Model fitting was performed using the standard ordinary least-squares method
of MATLAB’s ‘fitlm’ algorithm. The predictions of the fitted model where then compared to the measured values of
the test set using standard mean-squared error (MSE). The Fraction of Variance Unexplained (FVU) was computed
in the standard way of dividing MSE by the variance of Y across the test set samples. This was repeated for 100
random 50-50 splits of the data, taking the median, upper and lower quartiles across these splits as the values for the
ordinate axis and for the error bars around it.

6. Deducing the Pareto front of efficient coarsened descriptions

The Pareto front of coarsenings Ψ consist of those with minimal prediction error for a given complexity I(Ψ).
Ideally, we would like to know this exactly. However, the brute-force approach of performing an exhaustive search
through the space of coarse-grainings is computationally infeasible unless the library of strains is very small. This
is because the number of possible ways to partition the strains becomes exponentially large: for S strains, the total
number is the Bell number BS , which is too large to enumerate fully. For example, the 25 taxa used in the Clark
et al. already results in B25 ≈ 5× 1018. This necessitates developing search algorithms to efficiently explore this vast
landscape.

With the tractability of a linear regression ansatz, a simple heuristic allows us to construct candidate coarsened
descriptions from the microscopic model itself, as we describe below. While these groupings are not guaranteed to be
correct or optimal, in practice, we find that they provide good starting points for executing a local search.

FIG. S4. A: In the context of a linear regression model class, the coarsening scheme we develop in this work maps onto
a regularization scheme. B: This observation suggests a heuristic procedure for constructing candidate coarsenings from the
knowledge of the microscopic model (regression with all species kept as separate predictors), by applying a clustering algorithm
to the microscopic regression coefficients. In this illustration, there are two clear classes, Ψ(i) = 1 and Ψ(i) = 2, from which

we can form a candidate two-variable coarsened model with coefficients β̃α. Error bars correspond to uncertainty in fit.

Specifically, we note that in the context of linear regression, the coarsening procedure Ψ we consider here (par-
titioning taxa into groups and summing the abundances of taxa assigned to the same group) can be mapped to a
regularization scheme (Figure S4A). This suggests that efficient coarsenings could be constructed by grouping strains
with similar regression coefficients (Figure S4B). For this, we implement a generalized K-means clustering algorithm

where the cost function accounts for the uncertainty carried by each coefficient estimate: cost(Ψ) =
∑

i

βi−⟨βj⟩αj=αi

σi
,

where angular brackets denote averaging over all taxa assigned to the same class by the coarsening Ψ. This generalized
K-means procedure is used to generate candidate groupings for a range of values of K, and these groupings are used
as seeds for local searches optimizing the Pareto front. The specific steps of the Pareto front search algorithm are as
follows:

• To obtain accurate estimates initially, the microscopic regression models are fit on all the data before deducing
the Pareto front coarsenings via this clustering procedure. This provides the initial guess of the Pareto front by
the heuristic depicted in Fig. S4.

• Evaluate the prediction error of all possible single-strain relabelings of strains. That is, for each coarsening Ψ
making up the current guess of the Pareto front, generate all neighboring coarsenings that successively re-assign
each single strain to all other classes in Ψ.
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FIG. S5. Using the total OD measured in the Clark et al. experiments as a property of interest for prediction, we apply our
framework to produce the Pareto fronts with description complexity I(Ψ) measured as partition entropy (A) or number of
resolved classes (B).

• Identify any relabeled coarsenings Ψ that result in a median FVU that fall below the convex hall spanned by
the lower quartiles in FVU of the current Pareto front coarsenings and update the current guess of the Pareto
front by adding these as the new efficient coarsenings.

• Repeat steps (2) and (3) until no single-strain relabelings of the Pareto front coarsened descriptions fall below
the lower FVU quartiles. At this point, the algorithm has converged to at least a local optimum.

7. No emergent simplicity in predicting total OD as property of interest

In addition to measuring fermentation end products, Clark et al. measured the total optical density (OD) of their
communities to compute strain abundances. Applying our framework to the OD measurements as a control, we find
that this property does not exhibit any form of emergent simplicity, indicating that the emergent predictability we
observe in Fig. 3 is not an artifact of the distributions of strain abundances (see Fig. S5).

8. Robustness tests

To verify that the observation of emergent predictability is robust, we perform two tests on the low-richness datasets
from [33] and [34] to check that the drop in prediction error at higher richness is not due to how the data was collected
or analyzed.

First, we perform a down-sampling test, shown in Fig. S6. To test robustness to sample size, we down-sampled
the low-richness communities to match the number of unique communities sampled in the high-richness dataset. We
performed 5 random subsamplings of the low-richness dataset and computed the Pareto fronts for each down-sample.
Comparing these in Fig. S6 to the reference high-richness Pareto fronts (purple dashed line), we find that for 4 out of
the 5 properties the effect we observe is not due to a smaller amount of data collected on high-richness communities.

Second, we perform a relabeling test. To check how well our heuristic deduction algorithm does at inferring the
Pareto front, which should be at least a local optimum, we evaluate nearby coarse-grained partitions by reassigning
individual strains from their original group to all other possible groups. Fig. S7 shows the best of all possible single-
move relabelings relative to the low-richness and high-richness Pareto fronts presented in the main text. For all
functional properties, performing such a relabeling perturbation either has no effect or decreases prediction power.
This confirms that our Pareto front search algorithm does indeed converge.

9. Testing for artifacts

Checking that the emergent predictability observed in Figure 3 is not purely due to chance, we compare the result
against Pareto fronts deduced after randomizing the datasets. For designing a stringent randomization test, one seeks
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FIG. S6. Downsampling test: observed emergent predictability is robust to sample size of datasets. To test
if emergent predictability is an effect of differing sample sizes, we downsample the low-richness datasets and re-obtain Pareto
fronts. If the Pareto fronts inferred from the downsampled datasets do not drop to encompass the higher-richness Pareto
fronts, then the predictability that emerges at higher richness is robust to our downsampling test. Each low-richness dataset
was randomly sub-sampled to match the number of unique community member combinations assayed in the high-richness
dataset. Plots show 5 random sub-samplings in triangles. Low-richness (orange circles) and high-richness (purple dashed line)
Pareto fronts from Fig. 3 are shown for comparison. We find that for the majority of properties, the Pareto fronts obtained
after downsampling do not close the gap between low richness and high richness, confirming the shift of the Pareto front is a
robust observation.

FIG. S7. Relabeling test: observed emergent predictability is robust to Pareto front detection. To test that
the emergent predictability we observe is not due to our heuristic algorithm failing to detect the Pareto front, we examine
the nearest-neighbor coarsened descriptions of the low-richness Pareto front. If any neighboring coarsened descriptions provide
more predictive power, possibly dropping to the low prediction error of the high-richness Pareto front, this would then indicate
that emergent predictability is not robust to our analysis of the data. Scattering predictive power of perturbed coarsened
descriptions making up the low-richness Pareto front, where a perturbation is the relabeling of a single strain from one group
to another. Original low-richness and high-richness Pareto fronts are shown for reference. Squares are median FVU of a given
relabeled coarsened description Ψ. Only those relabeling perturbations that fall within 20 percent of the minimum FVU are
shown for visualization purposes (those with larger error are not shown). We find that for each property, no neighboring
coarsened descriptions fall below the Pareto front obtained for the low-richness dataset, confirming the shift of the Pareto front
is a robust observation.

to shuffle the data in such a way that breaks the observed effect, while preserving as much of the original structure
present in the data. To apply this sentiment to the datasets from [33] and [34], we aim to keep the abundance statistics
of each species across communities fixed; so for each strain, we randomly permute its abundance in communities in
which the species is initially present. In doing so, we see in Fig. S8 that the emergent predictability in high-richness
communities disappears indicated by an increase in prediction error of the high-richness Pareto front obtained for the
permuted abundance data. This is similarly broken when we instead permute the measured properties in high-richness
communities, shown in Fig. S9. Both tests confirm that the shift of the Pareto front with increasing community richness
is not artifact and that the observed emergent predictability is significant.
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FIG. S8. Permuting abundance data breaks emergent predictability at high richness. To test that the observation
of emergent predictability is not due to an artifact in the abundance data, we perform the following permutation test to
see if it breaks our observation. We randomize the high-richness communities from the empirical datasets by shuffling the
abundances of each strain with other instances in which the strains were present (preserving the presence-absence structure of
each community). Pareto fronts are then inferred on the permuted data and plotted using triangle markers. The higher-richness
Pareto fronts from Fig. 3 are plotted for reference, as well as the low-richness Pareto fronts for comparison (orange dashed
lines). We find that the high-richness Pareto fronts obtained from randomized abundance data do worse than the low-richness
Pareto fronts for each property of interest, indicating that our permutation test breaks the observed emergent predictability
and confirming the shift of the Pareto fronts is not an artifact.

FIG. S9. Permuting property measurements breaks emergent predictability at high richness. To test that the
observation of emergent predictability is not due to an artifact in the measurements of properties of interest, we perform the
following permutation test to see if it breaks our observation. Similar to Fig. S8, we permuted the property data measured in
high-ricnhess communities of the emprical datasets. Pareto fronts are then inferred on the permuted data and plotted using
triangle markers. The higher-richness Pareto fronts from Fig. 3 are plotted for reference, as well as the low-richness Pareto
fronts for comparison (orange dashed lines). We find that the high-richness Pareto fronts obtained from randomized property
measurements do worse than the low-richness Pareto fronts for each property of interest, indicating that our permutation test
breaks the observed emergent predictability and confirming the shift of the Pareto fronts is not an artifact.
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