
1 

 1 
Biomarkers in a socially exchanged fluid reflect colony maturity, behavior 2 
and distributed metabolism 3 
Hakala SM1, Meurville M-P1, Stumpe M2, LeBoeuf AC1✉ 4 
1 Department of Biology, University of Fribourg, Chemin du Musée 10, 1700, Fribourg, Switzerland, 2 5 
Metabolomics and Proteomics Platform, Department of Biology, University of Fribourg, Chemin du 6 
Musée 10, 1700, Fribourg, Switzerland  7 
✉ Corresponding author: Adria LeBoeuf, email: adrialeboeuf@gmail.com 8 
Abstract 9 In cooperative systems exhibiting division of labor, such as microbial communities, multicellular 10 organisms, and social insect colonies, individual units share costs and benefits through both 11 task specialization and exchanged materials. Socially exchanged fluids, like seminal fluid and 12 milk, allow individuals to molecularly influence conspecifics. Many social insects have a social 13 circulatory system, where food and endogenously produced molecules are transferred mouth-14 to-mouth (stomodeal trophallaxis), connecting all the individuals in the society. To understand 15 how these endogenous molecules relate to colony life, we used quantitative proteomics to inves-16 tigate the trophallactic fluid within colonies of the carpenter ant Camponotus floridanus. We 17 show that different stages of the colony life cycle circulate different types of proteins: young 18 colonies prioritize direct carbohydrate processing; mature colonies prioritize accumulation and 19 transmission of stored resources. Further, colonies circulate proteins implicated in oxidative 20 stress, ageing, and social insect caste determination, potentially acting as superorganismal hor-21 mones. Brood-caring individuals that are also closer to the queen in the social network (nurses) 22 showed higher abundance of oxidative stress-related proteins. Thus, trophallaxis behavior 23 could provide a mechanism for distributed metabolism in social insect societies. The ability to 24 thoroughly analyze the materials exchanged between cooperative units makes social insect col-25 onies useful models to understand the evolution and consequences of metabolic division of la-26 bor at other scales.  27 
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Introduction 33 In the course of social evolution, related organisms have formed cooperative entities such as 34 multicellular organisms or groups of social animals (1–3). In social animal groups, collective 35 decisions on movement, reproduction and even development are needed for survival (4, 5). 36 Some social groups have taken this coordination to a very high level: social insect societies de-37 velop and function as a single unit instead of as competing individuals, as ‘superorganisms’ par-38 alleling the development of multicellular organisms as a single unit rather than as a set of com-39 peting cells (6, 7). 40 In these superorganismal societies, reproductive queens and males function as the germline, 41 and workers as the soma. Similarly to different tissues in multicellular organisms, workers can 42 be further specialized and exhibit division of labor across different behavioral and morphologi-43 cal castes (8). While morphological castes are determined during development, the behavioral 44 caste of an individual worker typically changes during its lifetime. At the beginning of their adult 45 life, workers specialize inside the nest as nurses focusing on brood care, and as they age, they 46 switch to foraging outside of the nest (9). Social insect colonies also go through life stages. 47 Young colonies have an initial growth phase where they solely produce one type of worker, and 48 only later in their life cycle they may produce more specialized worker castes and finally, males 49 and queens (10). The switch to reproductive phase is a major life-history transition at the colo-50 ny level, and connected to female caste determination. In social Hymenoptera, determination of 51 whether a female larva develops into a queen or a worker, and what kind of worker exactly, is 52 controlled by intricate differences of gene expression of the same female genome, guided pri-53 marily by environmental factors, in particular nutrition and social cues, sometimes partially 54 influenced by genetics (11–14).  55 Coordinated function of tightly integrated groups such as social insect colonies, and subgroups 56 such as their different castes, has been described as social physiology (15), consisting of various 57 behavioral, morphological and molecular mechanisms that ensure cooperation and inclusive 58 fitness benefits for all group members. As a part of their social physiology, some social insect 59 societies have developed a form of social circulatory system (16), where nutrition and endoge-60 nously produced functional molecules, such as hormones, are transferred mouth-to-mouth from 61 the foregut of one individual to another (17, 18). This social fluid transfer is called stomodeal 62 trophallaxis (19). It ensures not only that food is distributed to all adults and larvae within the 63 colony, but also that all individuals of the colony are interconnected through shared bodily flu-64 ids. Trophallactic fluid of ants and bees typically contains endogenous proteins involved in di-65 gestion, immune defense and developmental regulation (17), indicating that this fluid transmits 66 more than food. 67 Molecular signals are important in controlling the colony life histories and guiding caste deter-68 mination both at the colony level and at the individual level. Queen pheromones are central sig-69 naling molecules acting across individuals (20–22). Juvenile hormone and vitellogenin are cen-70 tral signaling molecules in classical insect development that may also play across-individual 71 roles in some social insects (17, 18, 23, 24). Together with fundamental nutrient-response sig-72 naling pathways (insulin, TOR), these molecules establish the developmental trajectories of in-73 dividuals (25, 26). In solitary organisms, such molecules are produced and function solely with-74 in the organism’s own body. In contrast, in social Hymenoptera even the molecules traditionally 75 functioning within-individuals can be secreted to the crop and distributed among the society 76 members through trophallaxis and the social circulatory system (17). 77 
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Molecular components transmitted through trophallaxis, namely juvenile hormone and juvenile 78 hormone esterase-like proteins, have been shown to influence the development of ant larvae 79 (17, 18). Thus it is possible that molecules in trophallactic fluid may influence caste determina-80 tion, similarly to honeybee workers feeding larvae with royal jelly to direct their development 81 toward a queen fate (17, 27–30). The molecular functions of trophallactic fluid are still largely 82 unstudied, but it is known, for example, that social isolation changes its composition (17), with 83 some protein components of this fluid shifting with social environment. In medicine, such corre-84 lations are typically used to define biomarkers for specific conditions and treatments, and often 85 both accurately predict function and provide mechanistic insights (31). We propose that troph-86 allactic fluid could both reflect and affect the social environments of the colony, thus providing 87 important cues for collective decision making. However, it is not yet feasible to study the causes 88 and consequences of the molecular composition of trophallactic fluid, as it is still largely un-89 known how much and what kind of qualitative and quantitative variation is present.  90 If indeed trophallactic fluid acts as a form of social circulatory system, managing distributed 91 metabolic processes related to colony maturation, endogenously produced factors should corre-92 late with colony life stages. To test this, we analyzed the trophallactic fluid proteome of the car-93 penter ant Camponotus floridanus at different scales. Our aim is to demonstrate that trophallac-94 tic fluid proteomes are filled with biomarkers reflecting biotic and abiotic conditions at both the 95 colony and individual scale. 96 
Results 97 We sought to determine whether the endogenously produced proteins present in trophallactic 98 fluid create a robust biomarker-like signature of colony status. To assess this, we analyzed the 99 trophallactic fluid proteomes of colonies at different stages in the colony life-cycle (Young vs. 100 
Mature), of colonies in natural conditions or kept in the lab (Field vs. Lab), and between colonies 101 found on different nearby islands (East vs. West) (Figure 1, Supplemental file 1). Because troph-102 allactic fluid proteins may be differentially expressed, transmitted, and/or sequestered across 103 the social network of a colony, we also analyzed trophallactic fluid proteomes of single individ-104 uals in different colony ‘tissues’ – in-nest workers taking care of brood and out-of-nest workers 105 (Nurse vs. Forager). 106 
Overall proteome variation 107 Over the 73 colony and 40 single-individual trophallactic fluid samples analyzed, a total of 519 108 proteins were identified (Figure 2). Trophallactic fluid samples contained a set of 27 ‘core’ 109 trophallactic fluid proteins that were present in all samples regardless of life-cycle, life-stage or 110 environmental conditions. Fifty-seven percent of the 519 proteins we observed were present in 111 less than half of the samples. Even though the most common proteins displayed higher average 112 abundance, across the entire dataset, protein abundance did not correlate with the proportion 113 of samples containing the protein – even proteins present in only a small proportion of the sam-114 ples in some cases exhibited high abundance (Figure 2 – Figure Supplement 1). The overall pro-115 tein abundance was higher in colony samples relative to single individual samples, reflective of 116 the larger trophallactic fluid volume collected. The number of proteins identified for a given 117 sample correlated with trophallactic fluid sample volume (Pearson correlation test p < 0.03, r = 118 0.24 for colony samples and p < 0.01, r = -0.40 for single-individual samples).  119 Field-collected samples exhibited more variable proteomes than did lab-collected samples (Fig-120 ure 2b, gamma GLM posthoc p-values < 0.001, Figure 2 – source data 1). Further, colonies that 121 had been in the lab for more than one year showed less variable proteomes than did colonies 122 that had been in the lab for only six months (Figure 2b, gamma GLM z=-4.46, SE=0.04, p <0.001). 123 The trophallactic proteome variability of young and mature colonies did not differ significantly, 124 
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nor did nurses’ and foragers’ (Figure 2b). Foragers had fewer identified proteins in their troph-125 allactic fluid than did nurses (Figure 2a, negative binomial z=3.72 SE=0.08 P=0.005), and there 126 were no significant differences among the main full colony samples (Figure 2 – source data 2). 127 When the principal components of the trophallactic fluid proteomes were analyzed, the samples 128 tended broadly to align with others of the same type, though clusters were not fully distinct 129 (Figure 3A and 3B). We developed a metric, self-similarity (S), to assess the depth of difference 130 within and across sample types (Figure 3C).  Because field-collected samples had more diverse 131 protein content even within sample types (Figure 2, 3A), the self-similarity in the Young vs. Ma-132 
ture comparison is low (Figure 3C). Single individual samples, and especially forager samples 133 were less complex, allowing a larger proportion of their dissimilarity to be explained by sample 134 type. Further, because our classification of nurse and forager is based on the individuals’ loca-135 tion on brood or out-of-nest, it is possible that some nurse-classified individuals were either 136 misclassified, transitioning from nurse to forager, or had trophallactic fluid in their crop un-137 characteristic of their behavioral caste. 138  139 
Comparisons of trophallactic fluid across conditions 140 In addition to characterizing the most abundant and core proteins of the trophallactic fluid (Fig-141 ure 4, Figure 4 – Figure Supplement 1), we wanted to robustly identify proteins that differ sig-142 nificantly in our comparisons despite the noise inherently present in this social fluid. To accom-143 plish this, we chose to overlay three distinct statistical approaches (Figure 1B): classical fre-144 quentist, empirical Bayes and machine-learning in the form of random forest classification. In 145 our main comparisons, Young vs. Mature colonies from the field, young colonies in the Field vs. 146 
Lab, and individual Nurses vs. Foragers in the lab, we found significant differences between 147 groups with all three analysis methods (Figure 5, Figure 5 – Figure Supplement 1, Figure 5 – 148 Figure Supplement 2, full results for the significantly differing proteins in Supplemental File 2 149 and for all proteins in Supplemental Files 3-5). 150 For the Young vs. Mature comparisons, there were 10, 10 and 30 differentially abundant pro-151 teins according to frequentist t-test, empirical Bayesian LIMMA and the random forest ap-152 proach, respectively. Similarly, for the Nurse vs. Forager comparison there were 21, 57 and 26 153 differentially abundant proteins, and when young colonies were brought to the laboratory and 154 resampled after six months, 17, 31 or 29 proteins had significantly different abundance. The 155 average accuracies of classification for comparisons with the random forest approach were: 156 
Young vs. Mature, 87%; Nurse vs. Forager, 93%; and Field vs. Lab, 91%. This indicates that our 157 trained classifier can predict whether a trophallactic fluid sample originates from a nurse or a 158 forager with 93% accuracy. We found no clear signature of spatial structure (East vs. West) in 159 the trophallactic fluid proteomes. The frequentist analysis between different sampling areas 160 found no significantly different proteins, and the random forest model did not reach high 161 enough accuracy for this dataset to be informative (58% classification accuracy). Only the em-162 pirical Bayes approach found eight proteins that significantly differed between the sampling 163 areas (Figure 5 – Figure Supplement 1, Supplemental Files 2 and 4). 164 To leverage the unique benefits of the different forms of analysis we focused our further anal-165 yses on proteins significantly different in two out of the three forms of analysis. Here, young and 166 mature colonies differed by 12 proteins, and nurses and foragers differed by 19 proteins (Figure 167 5). When young colonies were brought to the laboratory and resampled six months later, the 168 trophallactic fluid proteomes differed significantly by 20 proteins. Additionally, the single indi-169 vidual dataset showed that proteomes are affected both by colony of origin and by behavioral 170 role of the individual, with 60 proteins showing significant interaction between the two factors 171 (Supplemental File 3).  172 
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 173 
Functions of the proteins in trophallactic fluid 174 To investigate the functions of the proteins found in trophallactic fluid, we performed functional 175 enrichment analysis of gene ontology terms, pathways and protein-protein interaction (PPI) 176 networks of the trophallactic fluid proteins’ Drosophila melanogaster orthologs. The sixty most 177 abundant proteins in trophallactic fluid (Figure 4, Figure 4 – Figure Supplement 1) are predom-178 inantly involved in the biological processes of carbohydrate metabolism, lipid and sterol 179 transport (Figure 6, Figure 6 – Figure Supplements 1-3, FDR < 0.00038, FDR < 0.0013 and FDR < 180 0.0087 respectively). The larval serum protein complex was represented by 3 out of 4 members 181 in both the most abundant proteins and in the significantly differing proteins (hex-182 amerins/arylphorins: Lsp1beta, Lsp1gamma and Lsp2). A strong representation of the innate 183 immune system (Reactome pathway FDR < 6.57e-5) was evident as were lysosomal processes 184 (KEGG pathway, FDR < 3.21e-9).  185 Beyond the sixty most abundant proteins in trophallactic fluid, many others are of interest as 186 well.  A critical protein in insect physiology, vitellogenin is the 93rd most abundant protein in 187 trophallactic fluid, present in 77% and 88% of colony and single individual samples, respective-188 ly. Three of the 60 most abundant proteins had no similarity to Drosophila genes, and thus could 189 not be included in the functional enrichment analysis. One of them is a putative odorant recep-190 tor, another a G-protein alpha subunit, and the third showed no orthology to characterized pro-191 teins. None of these proteins significantly differed in more than one analysis for a given compar-192 ison.  193 Many of the trophallactic fluid proteins, abundant or significantly differing, were represented in 194 trophallactic fluid by multiple genes from the same protein family, in some cases part of tandem 195 repeats in the genome, indicative of relatively recent evolution. Multiple proteins of the same 196 family were found in the most abundant trophallactic fluid proteins (Figure 4, Figure 4 – Figure 197 Supplement 1): a family of cathepsinD-like proteins (six in the top 60; (17, 32) and a family of 198 Maltase-B1-like proteins (five in the top 60). In the list of significantly differing proteins (Figure 199 5, Figure 5 – Figure Supplement 2), we observed fewer members of these families and instead 200 saw three guanine deaminase proteins, all of which significantly differed in the Young vs. Mature 201 comparison. Other families that showed duplications were glucose dehydrogenases, CREG1 and 202 tobi-like proteins (target-of-brain-insulin).  203 There was an overlap of 16 proteins between the most abundant proteins and the proteins sig-204 nificant in two out of three of our statistical methods in any of the comparisons. The PPI net-205 work for our differentially abundant protein set (46 proteins, Figure 5) was similar to that of the 206 most abundant proteins (Figure 4) but with increased interaction in the networks of the pro-207 teins themselves beyond what would be expected by chance (PPI enrichment p-value < 2.35e-11 208 in differentially abundant proteins relative to p-value < 1.59e-9 in abundant proteins), with not-209 ed enrichment in oxidation-reduction processes (FDR < 0.0026) and stronger enrichment in 210 carbohydrate metabolic processes (FDR < 2.15e-6).  211 To better understand the functions of the significantly differing proteins in each comparison, we 212 analyzed the GO terms and PPI networks of proteins significant in two out of three statistical 213 methods separately for each of our three main comparisons (Figure 6, Figure 6 – Figure Sup-214 plements 1-3). The Nurse vs. Forager comparison yielded a network of proteins with more in-215 teraction than would have been predicted by chance (PPI enrichment p-value < 2.57e-4) as well 216 as a higher degree of PPI enrichment than the other two comparisons (Young vs. Mature p < 217 0.002 and Field v Lab p < 0.02). The orthologs of differentially abundant proteins found in the 218 behavioral caste comparison involved not only carbohydrate processing (FDR < 1.7e-4), but also 219 oxidation-reduction and malate metabolic processes (FDR < 0.023 and FDR < 0.02, respective-220 
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ly). These pathways have been implicated in the determination of lifespan (33). Indeed, two of 221 the 46 differentially abundant proteins over all comparisons have D. melanogaster orthologs 222 with the gene ontology term ‘determination of adult lifespan’ (Men, Sod1). The C. floridanus tet-223 raspanin, significantly more abundant in nurse trophallactic fluid, is a one-to-many ortholog to 224 the family of Tsp42E genes, one of which has also been implicated in determination of adult 225 lifespan in D. melanogaster.  226 As trophallactic fluid samples of young and mature colonies were distinguishable by principal 227 component analysis and our random forest classifier, we wanted to see if our trained classifier 228 could assess a change in maturity of our young colonies after they had spent six months in the 229 laboratory. Our random forest classifier assigned an average out-of-box maturity score to our 230 16 laboratory samples of 42% mature, reflecting the intermediate position of the laboratory 231 colony samples in Figure 3.  232  233 
Discussion 234 When an ant colony matures, the protein composition of trophallactic fluid changes in bi-235 omarker-like manner, suggesting that these proteins circulating amongst individuals play a role 236 in age-related colony metabolism and physiology. At the individual level, certain trophallactic 237 fluid proteins correlate with behavioral caste within the colony, a trait known to encompass 238 both individual task requirements and age (34–36). Trophallactic fluid complexity declines over 239 time when colonies are brought from the field to the laboratory. This may reflect dietary, micro-240 biome or environmental complexity – typical of traits that have evolved to deal with environ-241 mental cues and stressors (e.g. immunity, (37)). 242 Overall, our data reveal a rich network of trophallactic fluid proteins connected to the principal 243 metabolic functions of ant colonies and their life cycle. Pinpointing contexts that induce changes 244 in trophallactic fluid, along with the exact targets and functions of the proteins, are important 245 subjects for future work. Our establishment of biomarkers transmitted over the social circulato-246 ry system that correlate with social life will allow researchers to formulate and test hypotheses 247 on these proteins’ functional roles. 248 
Metabolism changes with maturity 249 We found that trophallactic fluid includes many enzymes involved in metabolism and protein 250 products of metabolism. Many are core trophallactic fluid proteins present in all samples, but 251 many also differ significantly among the colony and individual life stages. Some proteins abun-252 dant in mature colonies (Lsps, apolpp (38–40)) are major insect nutrient storage proteins (40) 253 that may be required to consolidate resources into large workers and sexuals, potentially acting 254 as superorganismal hormones. Proteins abundant in foragers and young colonies (Gld, tobi, 255 Amy, Mal, (41, 42)) are well-conserved enzymes for fast sugar processing. This suggests a func-256 tional role of trophallactic fluid in the social physiology of ant colonies.  257 Similar shifts in protein composition or gene expression can be seen in different tissues of mul-258 ticellular organisms as life-stage priorities change, for example in the midgut of drosophila fe-259 males after mating, where changes in expression are observed in many genes orthologous to the 260 proteins we found here (42). Additionally, Drosophila larval hemolymph proteome changes as 261 development unfolds (43), and many of these same proteins also appear in our comparisons of 262 worker trophallactic fluid. We suggest that regulation of larval development may at least in part 263 occur over the social network of ants, in line with previous experimental results (18). 264 
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Ageing and division of metabolic labor  265 Viewing the colony as a superorganism, the division of reproductive labor between different 266 types of workers (soma) and queens (germline) should result in different individuals requiring 267 differing resources and sustaining differing metabolic costs. Our results support this hypothesis. 268 We show that trophallactic fluid transmits numerous factors linked to ageing and coping with 269 oxidative stress, including two of the three most well-known antioxidant enzymes: superoxide 270 dismutase and glutathione peroxidase (44). These and other ageing-related proteins, such as 271 those in redox pathways and malate metabolism (33, 45), are especially elevated in nurses, the 272 individuals that are physically the closest to the brood and queen in the trophallactic network. 273 These results link trophallactic fluid to one of the main topics of evolutionary ecology: the lon-274 gevity-fecundity tradeoff between reproduction and coping with oxidative stress (44, 46, 47). 275 Social insect individuals seemingly escape this tradeoff with long-lived and highly reproductive 276 queens and short-lived, non-reproductive workers (44, 47, 48). We reveal a possible distributed 277 metabolism which could explain why social insects seem to subvert this tradeoff. If molecules 278 dealing with oxidative stress, or beneficial products of metabolism (nutrient storage proteins) 279 can be spread over the circulatory system, as our results show, certain individuals may bear the 280 costs that others in the network incur. This could account for some of the puzzling results on the 281 plasticity of senescence in social insects (49–51), and provides a new perspective to analyze the 282 regulatory changes of social insect reproductive castes with regard to ageing (34, 52–57). While 283 most previous work has focused almost exclusively on gene expression, we show that for spe-284 cies that engage in trophallaxis, expression studies are necessary but insufficient to understand 285 where in the colony the relevant genes act.  286 Our gene-set enrichment analysis showed significant enrichment in immunity-related proteins 287 characteristic of phagocytic hemocytes (58) in trophallactic fluid (‘innate immune system’, 288 ‘complement cascade’, ‘neutrophil degranulation’). These results indicate that hemocytes may 289 themselves be transmitted mouth-to-mouth, and generally shows the involvement of the social 290 circulatory system in colony-level immune responses with implications for social immunity. Our 291 results do not show clear caste differentiation in the abundance of immune-related proteins, as 292 did a study in honey bees in glands that produce trophallactic fluid proteins (59), though we do 293 see similar regulation of sugar processing enzymes and glutathione-S-transferases.  294 
Evolution of trophallactic fluid 295 Trophallactic fluid is one of many social fluids in biology – milk and seminal fluid are similar 296 examples of direct transfers of biological material between individuals. Such socially exchanged 297 materials often contain molecules that target receivers’ physiology beyond the fundamental 298 reason for the transfer (60, 61), and allow social effects to directly influence the evolutionary 299 process as indirect genetic effects (62–64). Some of the proteins we find to be significantly dif-300 fering in our comparisons have previously been implicated in these other social transfers. For 301 example, one of our protein hits is orthologous to Drosophila’s CG10433, a seminal fluid protein 302 (65) that impacts juvenile-hormone-associated hatch-rate post-mating (66). In another parallel 303 to a phylogenetically distant social fluid, trophallactic fluid’s most abundant protein is CREG1, a 304 secreted growth-associated glycoprotein also abundant in mammalian milk (67). Finding mo-305 lecular parallels in distinct behavioral processes hints at the fundamental role of these exchang-306 es in the evolution of social physiology, and possibly common adaptive requirements for bioac-307 tive social fluids.  308 Lysosomal pathways are enriched in our most abundant trophallactic fluid proteins and in our 309 set of significantly varying trophallactic fluid proteins between nurses and foragers, according 310 
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to the KEGG analysis. Lysosomes are acidic and can be major players in secretion, autophagic 311 flux and exocytosis (68–70) – processes that may be important for nurses that feed larvae by 312 trophallaxis. These significant lysosomal signatures we see in trophallactic fluid may indicate 313 the mechanism of secretion (71), or may give us cues of how this fluid has evolved. As trophal-314 lactic fluid has become acidified in formicine ants (72), lysosomal genes could have been dupli-315 cated and neofunctionalized to a new role in this acidic fluid, similarly to juvenile-hormone-316 esterase-like proteins in trophallactic fluid (18). The fact that many abundant trophallactic fluid 317 proteins represent clusters of related proteins from a few families (cathepsins, guanine deami-318 nases, maltases) suggests there has been adaptive evolution in the proteins arriving in this fluid. 319 
Conclusions 320 We show that the protein composition of ant trophallactic fluid varies across different external 321 contexts and internal conditions both at the colony and at the individual level, suggesting that 322 the dynamic trophallactic fluid proteome has key functions in social physiology and life cycle of 323 colonies. By describing the natural variation of trophallactic fluid we have laid the groundwork 324 for future studies on the possible functions of these proteins in controlling the colony life cycle, 325 senescence and behavior. 326  327 
Materials and methods 328 
Key Resources Table 
Reagent 
type (spe-
cies) or 
resource Designation Source or 

reference Identifiers Additional 
information 

Other 
UniProt Ref-erence prote-ome (Cam-
ponotus flori-
danus); ac-cessed Febru-ary 2020 

UniProt UP000000311  

Other 
NCBI RefSeq Reference proteome (Camponotus 
floridanus), v7.5 

NCBI Ref-Seq GCF_003227725.1  
Biological samples (Campono-
tus florida-
nus) 

Trophallactic fluid (see de-tails in Sup-plementary File 1) 
This pa-per Supplementary File 1 Supplemen-tary File 1 

software, algorithm MaxQuant v1.6.2.10 MaxQuant RRID:SCR_014485  
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software, algorithm Perseus v1.6.15.0 Perseus RRID:SCR_015753  software, algorithm R 3.6.1 R RRID:SCR_001905  software, algorithm Matlab 2020b Math-works RRID:SCR_001622  software, algorithm R-package MASS 7.3-53 R Project RRID:SCR_019125  software, algorithm R-package LME4 R Project RRID:SCR_015654  
software, algorithm R-package multcomp 1.4-15 R Project RRID:SCR_018255  
software, algorithm LIMMA-pipeline-proteomics pipeline 3.0.0 GitHub 10.5281/zenodo.4050581  
software, algorithm sklearn v0.22.1 Scikit-learn RRID:SCR_019053  software, algorithm Python 3.7.6 Python RRID:SCR_008394  
software, algorithm SHapley Addi-tive ExPlana-tions package v0.37.0 GitHub RRID:SCR_021362  
software, algorithm OMA Browser (Jan 2020 re-lease) OMA Browser RRID:SCR_011978  
software, algorithm Flybase Flybase RRID:SCR_006549  software, algorithm STRING v11 STRING RRID:SCR_005223  
 329 
Study species 330 
Camponotus floridanus is a common species of carpenter ant in the south-eastern USA, and has 331 already been the focus of previous trophallactic fluid analyses (17, 18). They live in dead wood 332 or in man-made structures, often in urban habitats, and forage for honeydew, floral nectar, ex-333 tra-floral nectar, and arthropod prey. Each colony has a single, singly mated queen (73), and 334 polydomous nest-structures where queenless satellite nests are common. Colonies grow to tens 335 
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of thousands of workers and produce sexual brood only after multiple years of initial growth. 336 Large established colonies have two morphologically differentiated worker castes, with variably 337 sized small-headed minors focusing on brood care when young and foraging when old, and big-338 headed majors that engage in nest defense, foraging and food storage (74). 339 
Colony and sample identification  340 The species was identified based on worker and queen morphology (74–76). In line with previ-341 ous studies, we use the name C. floridanus with the knowledge that the taxonomy and nomencla-342 ture of the C. atriceps complex (to which it belongs) is not fully resolved (74).  343 We collected full young colonies (0-80 workers) and mature colony extracts (30-200 workers) 344 on several Florida Keys islands (Figure 1 and Supplementary File 1) in winter 2019 and 2020. A 345 colony was deemed “young” if the worker population was <100, primarily minors, and the 346 queen was found (meaning both that the species could be clearly identified and that the nest 347 was not a queenless satellite of an established colony), and “mature” if the colony was larger 348 (>1000 individuals visible) and the opened nest contained many large aggressive majors. Young 349 colonies lack majors (77) and individuals are generally less aggressive. We only collected ma-350 ture colony samples when we also found larval brood in the opened nest. In our study area, we 351 observed that young colonies are typically found nesting in different material than are mature 352 colonies. Young colonies are often found under stones or in lumps of clay-like mud associated 353 with crab burrows a short distance from the water, whereas the mature colonies were found 354 nesting in large pieces of damp rotting wood. 355 
Laboratory rearing 356 Young colonies were brought to the lab and maintained in fluon-coated plastic boxes with a 357 mesh-ventilated lid, at 25 °C with 60 % relative humidity and a 12 h light/dark cycle. Each colo-358 ny was provided with one or more glass tube for nesting, 10% sugar water, and a Bhatkar & 359 Whitcomb diet (78) and some Drosophila melanogaster. One week prior to proteomic sampling, 360 we substituted the honey-based food with maple syrup-based food to avoid contamination with 361 honeybee proteins (as in LeBoeuf et al 2016). 362 
Trophallactic fluid collection 363 Field samples of trophallactic fluid were collected within eight hours of ant collection. Of the 20 364 young colonies and 23 mature colonies, workers collected from two of the mature colonies (L 365 and N) were subdivided into six fragments to assess variation within a single colony (two sam-366 ples from major workers, two samples from brood-associated workers, and two samples from 367 the remaining minor workers). For all other analyses only one of these for each colony (referred 368 to as minors1) was used to avoid pseudo-replication. In the laboratory, the trophallactic fluid 369 samples underlying the Field vs. Lab comparison were sampled after six months in the lab. The 370 four colonies used for the single individual analyses had been in the lab for 18 months at the 371 time of trophallactic fluid collection.  372 Trophallactic fluid was obtained from CO2- or cold-anesthetized workers whose abdomens were 373 gently squeezed to force them to regurgitate the contents of their crops. This method of collec-374 tion was shown previously to correspond to the fluid shared during the act of adult-adult sto-375 modeal trophallaxis (17). For each colony, at least 30 individuals were sampled to obtain at least 376 10 µl of raw trophallactic fluid. For many young colonies only smaller samples were possible, 377 because of the low number of workers (Supplementary File 1). Young colony samples were only 378 used for further analysis if at least 2.5 µl of trophallactic fluid were collected. For single individ-379 
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ual samples, workers with visibly full abdomens were chosen and the obtained sample volumes 380 ranged from 0.7 µl to 2.2 µl. An individual was classified as forager, when it was seen outside the 381 nest tube in the feeding area of an undisturbed laboratory nest box, and a nurse, when it re-382 mained in the nest tube even after the tube was removed from the original laboratory nest and 383 placed into a new one. For colonies from which individual samples were collected, a pooled 384 sample was also taken from individuals that remained after individual sampling. Samples were 385 collected with glass capillaries into 5 µl of 1 x Sigmafast Protease Inhibitor Cocktail (Sigma-386 Aldrich) with 50 mM Tris pH 9 in LoBind eppendorf tubes and were stored -80 C until further 387 analysis. The total proteomics sample number is 73 colony samples of following types: 23 ma-388 ture colonies with two of them sampled 6 times, 20 young colonies in the field, 16 young colo-389 nies in the laboratory, four laboratory colonies used for single individual sampling; and 40 indi-390 vidual samples: 20 nurses and 20 foragers.  391 
Protein mass spectrometry sample preparation and analysis 392 Samples were mixed with Laemmli sample buffer and pH was adjusted with 1 M Tris-Cl, pH 7. 393 After reduction with 1 mM DTT for 10 min at 75°C and alkylation using 5.5 mM iodoacetamide 394 for 10 min at room temperature protein samples were separated on 4-12% gradient gels (Ex-395 pressPlus, GeneScript). Each gel lane was cut into small pieces, proteins were in-gel digested 396 with trypsin (Promega) and the resulting peptide mixtures were processed on STAGE tips (79, 397 
80). 398 LC-MS/MS measurements were performed on a QExactive plus mass spectrometer (Thermo 399 Scientific) coupled to an EasyLC 1000 nanoflow-HPLC. HPLC-column tips (fused silica) with 75 400 µm inner diameter were self-packed with Reprosil-Pur 120 C18-AQ, 1.9 µm (Dr. Maisch GmbH) 401 to a length of 20 cm. A gradient of A (0.1% formic acid in water) and B (0.1% formic acid in 80% 402 acetonitrile in water) with increasing organic proportion was used for peptide separation (load-403 ing of sample with 0% B; separation ramp: from 5-30% B within 85 min). The flow rate was 250 404 nl/min and for sample application 650 nl/min. The mass spectrometer was operated in the da-405 ta-dependent mode and switched automatically between MS (max. of 1x106 ions) and MS/MS. 406 Each MS scan was followed by a maximum of ten MS/MS scans using normalized collision ener-407 gy of 25% and a target value of 1000. Parent ions with a charge state form z = 1 and unassigned 408 charge states were excluded from fragmentation. The mass range for MS was m/z = 370-1750. 409 The resolution for MS was set to 70,000 and for MS/MS to 17,500. MS parameters were as fol-410 lows: spray voltage 2.3 kV; no sheath and auxiliary gas flow; ion-transfer tube temperature 411 250°C. 412 The MS raw data files were uploaded into MaxQuant software (81), version 1.6.2.10, for peak 413 detection, generation of peak lists of mass error corrected peptides, and for database searches. 414 MaxQuant was set up to search both the UniProt (RRID:SCR_002380, www.uniprot.org) and 415 NCBI (RRID:SCR_003496, www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov) databases restricted to C. floridanus (UniProt, 416 February 2020 version; NCBI RefSeq, version 7.5), along with common contaminants, such as 417 keratins and enzymes used for digestion. Carbamidomethylcysteine was set as fixed modifica-418 tion and protein amino-terminal acetylation and oxidation of methionine were set as variable 419 modifications. Three missed cleavages were allowed, enzyme specificity was trypsin/P, and the 420 MS/MS tolerance was set to 20 ppm. The average mass precision of identified peptides was in 421 general less than 1 ppm after recalibration. Peptide lists were further used by MaxQuant to 422 identify and relatively quantify proteins using the following parameters: peptide and protein 423 false discovery rates, based on a forward-reverse database, were set to 0.01, minimum peptide 424 length was set to 7, minimum number of peptides for identification and quantitation of proteins 425 was set to one which must be unique. The ‘match-between-run’ option (0.7 min) was used, 426 which helps improve the protein identifications especially for our single-individual samples. All 427 
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proteins labelled as contaminants, reverse or only identified by site were excluded and proteins 428 with scores less than 70 were removed. After the filtering, the dataset contained 519 proteins. 429 Quantitative analysis was performed using iBAQ values. Intensity-based absolute quantification 430 (iBAQ) is the quotient of sum of all identified peptides and the number of theoretically observa-431 ble peptides of a protein (82). 432 
Statistical analyses 433 Analyses of dataset characteristics were performed in Perseus v1.6.15.0 (83), R 3.6.1 (84) and 434 Matlab R2020b (Figures 2 and 3). Differences in protein numbers among the sample types were 435 analyzed with a negative binomial model, using the function nb.glm from the R-package MASS 436 7.3-53 (85). Proteome variability per sample type, as measured by the coefficient of variation of 437 the iBAQ abundance of each protein when present, was analysed with a generalized linear mod-438 el with gamma distribution and log-link with the R-package LME4 (1.1-26) (86). The package 439 multcomp 1.4-15 was used for post-hoc testing for both models. Pearson correlation tests were 440 used to check whether obtained protein number correlates with the sample volume. Because 441 significant correlation was found, all further analyses were done separately for the individual 442 samples that have small volume, and colony samples that have larger volume. Principal compo-443 nent analysis was run in Matlab on raw iBAQ values, for both the individual and the colony da-444 tasets.  445 Metric for self-similarity (S) within and across samples was calculated in Matlab2020b 446 (https://github.com/dradri/variation2021) as follows: pairwise standardized Euclidean dis-447 tances (dissimilarities, D) were calculated between each pair of samples based on square-root 448 transformed and median subtracted protein abundances; these dissimilarities were averaged 449 for each sample with the other samples within type𝐷 ∈and with the samples of the other 450 type 𝐷  and divided by the average dissimilarity to all other samples. Thus, self-similarity 451 was calculated as: 452 

𝑆 = 𝐷 − 𝐷𝐷   453 To establish the proteins whose abundance differs significantly between sample types, samples 454 were subdivided according to three main comparisons (Figure 1): Young vs. Mature colonies 455 from the field, young colonies in the Field vs. Lab six months later, and individual Nurses vs. For-456 
agers in the lab. In addition, the extent of spatial effects was analyzed for the field-collected 457 
Young vs. Mature dataset by dividing the sampling locations to two areas (East vs. West). For the 458 colony data, the differing sample volumes may account for a small proportion of the significant 459 differences in the Young vs. Mature comparison, and to lesser extent in the Field vs. Lab compari-460 son, where sample volume is collinear with the sample type. Our analyses may miss some of the 461 proteins more abundant in the young field collected colonies which have the smallest sample 462 volumes. 463 Quantitative proteomic comparisons between sample types were performed independently 464 with three different approaches to robustly identify significantly differing proteins: 1) classical 465 frequentist t-tests, 2) linear models with empirical Bayes variance correction, and 3) machine-466 learning paired with modified Shapley values. Our approach is designed to be at the same time 467 conservative and to find most of the differing proteins among our comparisons of the trophal-468 lactic fluid. The frequentist t-tests are the most conservative, and they miss some interesting 469 proteins due to their strict model expectations that allow only to use the most common pro-470 
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teins. The empirical Bayes approach to cope with sample variance is a more flexible method that 471 allows use of the entire dataset, finding important hits also among the rarer proteins, although 472 the high amount of missing values, where iBAQ equals zero, makes the model less powerful for 473 these proteins (87). The machine learning approach paired with modified Shapley values, alt-474 hough less well explored in the current proteomics literature, is promising for its ability to find 475 multivariate patterns that the other methods miss, and results in interpretable classification. 476 For each comparison, we report the full results of all three analyses in Supplemental File 2 (sig-477 nificantly differing proteins only) and Supplemental Files 3-5 (all results). Our results and dis-478 cussion sections focus on the proteins that appear significantly different based on two out of 479 three analysis methods (Figure 5). 480  481 
Classical frequentist analysis 482 Within each dataset only proteins present in over 70% of the samples were analyzed. Out of an 483 original 519 proteins, the final datasets for each comparison contained the following number of 484 proteins: Young vs. Mature, 172; Field vs. Lab, 137; and Nurse vs. Forager, 136. All data were log2 485 transformed and median-centered, and missing data were imputed by random sampling from 486 normal distribution with 2SD downward shift and 0.3 width for each sample. For colony da-487 tasets, we used the permutation-based FDR of 0.05, and for the single individual dataset that 488 contained more borderline-significant proteins, we used a more stable Benjamini-Hochberg 489 FDR with a stricter threshold of 0.01. S0 parameter (similar to fold-change) was set to 2 for all 490 analyses. All comparisons were run as two-sample t-tests, with the Field vs. Lab as paired.  491 For the individual dataset, the combined effects of colony identity and behavioral role (Nurse vs. 492 
Forager) and their interaction were analyzed with two-way ANOVA, with Benjamini-Hochberg 493 FDR corrections performed in R with the base R 3.6.1 command ‘p.adjust’. Both factors were 494 also analyzed separately with multiple- and two-sample t-tests (for colony identity and behav-495 ioral role, respectively). To allow comparison to the other statistical methods, only the simple 496 
Nurse vs. Forager analysis without the interaction was used for combining the lists of signifi-497 cantly different protein abundances. Our balanced sampling guarantees the results of this sim-498 pler model are robust enough to find the most descriptive proteins for nurse and forager troph-499 allactic fluid, even when the more complex interactive patterns are lost. 500 
Empirical Bayesian analysis 501 We implemented LIMMA (Linear Models for Microarray Data), a method for two-group compar-502 ison using empirical Bayes methods to moderate the standard errors across proteins (87), on 503 our score-filtered iBAQ proteomic datasets with the LIMMA-pipeline-proteomics pipeline 3.0.0 504 (http://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4050581) developed for R 4.0.2. Data were median-505 normalized before comparison and all comparisons were run with a log2 fold change cutoff of 2.  506 
Random forest and SHAP analysis 507 We used random forest models (sklearn.ensemble.RandomForestClassifier version 0.22.1, (88)) 508 to classify samples into one of two groups for each comparison. These analyses were performed 509 in Python 3.7.6 in a Jupyter notebook (https://github.com/dradri/variation2021). For each 510 comparison, ten analyses were performed, each with a different seed. For each seed, the dataset 511 was split into 80% training set and 20% test set, and a model was fit, tested and accuracy com-512 puted. If accuracy was below 85%, hyper-parameter tuning was performed with GridSearchCV 513 (sklearn 0.22.1), and the model re-fit. A seed and its corresponding model were not retained for 514 
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further analysis if accuracy could not be improved above 75%. Accuracies for East vs. West 515 ranged from 33-89% and over 20 seeds, only one could be improved above 75%. The typical 516 parameters: max_depth, 3 or 5; max_features, 'auto'; min_samples_leaf, 3; min_samples_split, 8 517 or 12; n_estimators, 100 or 500. Samples were classified with out-of-box scores (Supplemental 518 File 4). The average accuracies of classification for comparisons were: Young vs. Mature, 87%; 519 
Nurse vs. Forager, 93%; Field vs. Lab, 91%; East vs. West, 58%.  520 To understand which proteins contributed to the classification, we used SHAP (SHapley Addi-521 tive exPlanations, shap package v0.37.0 for Python 3), a game theory tool that explains the out-522 put of machine learning models (89). To analyze the importance of each protein in a given com-523 parison (feature importance), we averaged the absolute value of the Shapley values per protein 524 across the data to derive the feature importance. Then for each protein, we averaged the feature 525 importances over each of the ten seeded models. Proteins that have no impact on the model 526 classification receive a feature importance value of 0. When ranked according to average feature 527 importance, the data had an approximate Pareto distribution with an inflection point typically 528 at feature importance of ~0.15. Thus, because there is no established cutoff for significance in 529 this form of analysis, we chose to include as ‘significant’ in further analyses all proteins with a 530 feature importance of > 0.15 (Supplemental File 5). 531 For random forest predictions, models trained on the classification between young and mature 532 colonies were used to classify the same young colonies after six months in the laboratory. Out-533 of-box scores were averaged over five seeded models.  534 
Orthology, gene ontology, and protein network analyses 535 Because little functional work has been done in ants, we analyzed gene ontology terms for the 536 
Drosophila orthologs to our genes of interest. Orthologs to C. floridanus trophallactic fluid pro-537 teins were determined with OMA (“Orthologous MAtrix” Jan 2020 release (90)). If no ortholog 538 was found within OMA for a given gene, the protein sequence was protein BLASTed against Dro-539 
sophila melanogaster. In some cases, no ortholog could be found. Annotations were compiled 540 from NCBI RefSeq and UniProt annotations. 541 GO analysis was performed using both Flybase (91) and STRING v11 (92). STRING was also used 542 for protein-protein interaction and pathway analyses, including KEGG and Reactome (SI Table 543 4-6). The protein-protein interaction enrichment analysis in STRING used a hypergeometric test 544 with Benjamini-Hochberg corrected FDR. Only 43 out of the 60 most abundant proteins had 545 sufficient annotation for use by STRING while 44 of the 46 differentially abundant proteins had 546 sufficient annotation.  547  548 
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Figures and legends 560 

 561 Figure 1: Schematic of study design. A. Four comparisons, Young vs. Mature, Nurse vs. Forager, 562 
Field vs. Lab, and East vs. West, analyzed in this study with sample numbers indicated in paren-563 theses. In all comparisons sample numbers indicate colonies with the exception of Nurse vs. For-564 
ager, where samples are from single individuals, ten each from four colonies. Palm trees indi-565 cate field samples and boxes indicate laboratory samples. B. Schematic of analysis approach to 566 find robustly differing proteins in each comparison. Sample information can be found in Sup-567 plementary File 1. 568   569 
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 570 Figure 2: Protein presence in trophallactic fluid varies with biotic and abiotic factors. A. Mean + 571 SD of the proportion of proteins present in samples of a given type. Proportion of proteins pre-572 sent in all samples of a given type are highlighted in black. B. Coefficient of variation (standard 573 deviation/mean), calculated for the iBAQ values greater than zero of all the proteins identified 574 by sample type. Sample sizes per type are given under their names. Mature L and Mature N are 575 mature colonies that were sampled six times to assess within-colony variation in colony sam-576 ples. Significance of comparisons based on gamma GLM (A) or negative binomial GLM (B): NS 577 indicated when p > 0.05 significant, ** p <0.01, *** p < 0.001 (full results in Figure 2 – source 578 data 1 and 2). 579   580 
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 581 Figure 3: Similarity across trophallactic fluid proteome samples of colonies and single individu-582 als. Principal component analysis for all proteins for (A) colony samples and (B) single individu-583 al samples from the four colonies. Symbols representing the four colonies represented in (B) 584 can be found in maroon in (A). C. Ranked Self-similarity S for each sample type comparison. Self-585 similarity is the absolute value of the difference between dissimilarity within and across sam-586 ples divided by the average dissimilarity of all samples (by standardized Euclidean distance of 587 protein abundance). Samples with higher S are more similar to samples of the same type, while 588 samples with an S of zero are equidistant to the centroids of the two sample groups.  589   590 
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 591 Figure 4: The sixty most abundant proteins in trophallactic fluid over 73 colony and 40 single 592 individual samples. Ranking of abundance (including missing values). From left to right, Dro-593 
sophila melanogaster orthologs, proportion of samples in which the protein was identified in 594 colony samples and single individual samples, average iBAQ abundance across all samples, log2 595 of the fold change in abundance between types for a given comparison, the comparisons for 596 which the protein was significant in two out of three methods are marked with yellow dots, an-597 notation terms. Annotation terms are bolded for the 25 out of 27 core trophallactic fluid pro-598 teins that are amongst the 60 most abundant proteins. The additional but less abundant core 599 proteins are a cathepsin (26-29-p) and a myosin heavy chain (Mhc). For protein accession num-600 bers, see Figure 4 – Figure Supplement 1.   601 
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 602 Figure 5: All proteins that significantly differ in two out of three of the analysis methods (fre-603 quentist, empirical Bayes and random forest classification with SHAP values). From left to right, 604 Venn diagrams of significance overlap between methods, Drosophila melanogaster orthologs , 605 proportion of samples in which the protein was identified in colony samples and single individ-606 ual samples, average iBAQ abundance across all samples calculated without missing values, log2 607 of the fold change in abundance between types for a given comparison, the comparisons for 608 which the protein was significant in two out of three methods are marked with yellow dots, an-609 notation terms. Annotation terms are in bold for the core trophallactic fluid proteins present in 610 all samples. For visualization of each analysis method, see Figure 5 – Figure Supplement 1. For 611 protein accession numbers, see Figure 5 – Figure Supplement 2. For all the 135 proteins signifi-612 cantly differing in any analysis, see Supplemental File 2. For full model results, see Supplemental 613 Files 3-5. 614   615 
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 616 Figure 6: Gene set enrichment analysis of trophallactic fluid. Significant terms for Drosophila 617 
melanogaster orthologs of (A) the 60 most abundant trophallactic fluid proteins, trophallactic 618 fluid proteins significantly differing between (B) Young vs. Mature, (C) Nurse vs. Forager, and (D) 619 
Field vs. Lab, with -log10(FDR) indicated on y-axes. Deep purple indicates GO biological process; 620 blue, GO molecular function; turquoise, GO cellular compartment; lime green, Reactome path-621 way; orange, KEGG pathway. Circle size indicates strength, log10(observed proteins / expected 622 proteins in a random network of this size). Full results can be found in Figure 6 – Figure Sup-623 plements 1-3.  624  625 626 
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Legends for Supplementary Figures, Files and source code 627  628 Supplemental File 1: The sampling scheme  629 Trophallactic fluid (TF) sampled for proteomics analysis. Date (field) indicates when the colony 630 extract was collected from the field site, Date (TF sampling) indicates the date of the 631 trophallactic fluid collection. Volume and ants indicate the volume collected and the number of 632 ants collected from for each sample. The lab2019 colonies were used for single individual 633 trophallactic fluid samples. For the two mature colonies that were sampled six times, * marks 634 the sample that was used in the main datasets. 635  636 Figure 2 - Figure Supplement 1: Protein abundance and commonness  637 Protein abundances of the 519 proteins, calculated without missing values (where no matching 638 spectra were detected), in A) the colony dataset, and B) in the single individual dataset. The 639 proteins highlighted in red are the most abundant ones when calculated including missing 640 values in both datasets combined, as shown in Figure 3. The red dashed line shows the cut-off 641 used for classical frequentist statistical analyses – for the empirical Bayes and machine learning 642 analyses all proteins were included.  643  644 Figure 2 - source data 1: Coefficient of variation by sample type  645 Post-hoc comparisons of gamma GLM on coefficient of variation by sample type. 646  647 Figure 2 - source data 2: Protein number by sample type  648 Post-hoc comparisons of negative binomial GLM on protein number explained by sample type. 649  650 Figure 3 – source code: Matlab source code to produce self-similarity scores, plots and PCA plots 651 that make up Figure 3, https://github.com/dradri/variation2021.  652  653 Figure 3 – source data 1: Matlab MAT data file based on iBAQ values, gene names, and sample 654 classes to produce self-similarity scores, plots and PCA plots that make up Figure 3.  655  656 Figure 4 - Figure Supplement 1: Most abundant proteins with accession numbers  657 The sixty most abundant proteins in trophallactic fluid over 73 colony and 40 single individual 658 samples. Ranking of abundance included zero values. From left to right, accession numbers, 659 proportion of samples in which the protein was identified in colony samples and single 660 individual samples, average iBAQ abundance across all samples, log2 of the fold change in 661 abundance between types for a given comparison, the comparisons for which the protein was 662 significant in two out of three methods are marked with yellow dots, annotation terms. 663 Annotation terms are bolded for the 25 out of 27 core trophallactic fluid proteins that are 664 amongst the 60 most abundant proteins. The additional but less abundant core proteins are a 665 cathepsin (26-29-p) and a myosin heavy chain (Mhc). 666  667 Figure 5 - Figure Supplement 1: Visualization of all results.  668 Venn diagrams summarizing statistical methods, frequentist volcano plots, empirical Bayes 669 volcano plots, example SHAP value plots of feature importance the top 20 proteins. Each SHAP 670 plot is for one of the ten models trained. For significant proteins, see Supplemental file 2, for full 671 model results, see Supplemental files 3-5. 672  673 Figure 5 - Figure Supplement 2: Significantly differing proteins in two out of three analyses with 674 accession numbers  675 All proteins that significantly differ in two out of three of the analysis methods (frequentist, 676 empirical Bayes and random forest classification with SHAP values). From left to right, 677 accession numbers, proportion of samples in which the protein was identified in colony samples 678 and single individual samples, average iBAQ abundance across all samples calculated without 679 zero values, log2 of the fold change in abundance between types for a given comparison, the 680 
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comparisons for which the protein was significant in two out of three methods are marked with 681 yellow dots, annotation terms. 682  683 Figure 5 – source code: Jupyter notebook to run random forest analyses, 684 https://github.com/dradri/variation2021.  685  686 Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 1: Network characteristics for all gene set enrichment analyses  687 The detailed results for each network are presented in Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 2 (for 60 688 most abundant proteins) and Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 3 (for significantly differing 689 proteins, divided by comparison). 690  691 Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 2: Gene set enrichment analysis for the most abundant 692 trophallactic fluid proteins  693 Gene set enrichment analysis results for the D. melanogaster orthologs of the 60 most abundant 694 trophallactic fluid proteins. Observed gene count indicates how many proteins in the network 695 are annotated with the term. Background gene count indicates how many proteins in total have 696 this term, in this network and in the background. Strength describes how large the enrichment 697 effect is: log10(observed proteins / expected proteins in a random network of this size). False 698 Discovery Rate describes how significant the enrichment is. P-values are corrected for multiple 699 testing within each category using the Benjamini–Hochberg procedure. 700  701 Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 3: Gene set enrichment analysis for the significantly differing 702 proteins  703 Gene set enrichment analysis results for the D. melanogaster orthologs of the trophallactic fluid 704 proteins significantly differing in two out of three of our statistical methods, first combined and 705 then separately for the three main comparisons. Observed gene count indicates how many 706 proteins in the network are annotated with the term. Background gene count indicates how 707 many proteins in total have this term, in this network and in the background. Strength describes 708 how large the enrichment effect is:                  log10(observed proteins / expected proteins in a 709 random network of this size). False Discovery Rate describes how significant the enrichment is. 710 P-values are corrected for multiple testing within each category using the Benjamini– Hochberg 711 procedure. The significant annotations are indicated for GO: Biological process (GO:BP), GO: 712 Molecular function (GO:MF), GO: Cellular component (GO:CC), Reactome pathways and KEGG 713 pathways. 714  715 Supplemental file 2: All 135 significantly differing proteins  716 This supplemental file combines into a single sheet the results and additional information for all 717 of the significantly differing proteins in our four comparisons (Young vs. Mature, Nurse vs. 718 Forager, Field vs. Lab, East vs. West), by all of the three statistical methods (classical, empirical 719 Bayes, machine learning). Protein accession numbers, presence in colony and individual 720 datasets, abundance when present, fold changes by comparison and significance both by 721 comparison and by model are shared. 722  723 Supplemental files 3-5: Full statistical results  724 These supplemental files share the full results of all the models run.  725  726 Supplemental file 3: Full frequentist statistical results  727 Statistical results for the classical frequentist models; the imputed data are also shared.  728  729 Supplemental file 4: Full empirical Bayes statistical results  730 For the empirical Bayes LIMMA models, results are shared as raw output tables.  731  732 Supplemental file 5: Full random forest statistical results  733 
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Accuracy, seed, and mean feature importances for each gene are reported for each model 734 trained for the random forest analyses. 735  736   737 



25 

 738 
References 739 1.  E. Szathmáry, Toward major evolutionary transitions theory 2.0. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. 740 

A. 112, 10104–10111 (2015). 741 2.  D. C. Queller, A General Model for Kin Selection. Evolution (N. Y). 46, 376 (1992). 742 3.  W. D. Hamilton, The Evolution of Altruistic Behavior. Am. Nat. 97, 354–356 (1963). 743 4.  N. Miller, S. Garnier, A. T. Hartnett, I. D. Couzin, Both information and social cohesion 744 determine collective decisions in animal groups. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 110, 5263–745 5268 (2013). 746 5.  I. D. Couzin, Collective cognition in animal groups. Trends Cogn. Sci. 13 (2009), pp. 36–43. 747 6.  B. R. Johnson, T. A. Linksvayer, Deconstructing the Superorganism: Social Physiology, 748 Groundplans, and Sociogenomics. Q. Rev. Biol. 85, 57–79 (2010). 749 7.  J. J. Boomsma, R. Gawne, Superorganismality and caste differentiation as points of no 750 return: how the major evolutionary transitions were lost in translation. Biol. Rev. 93, 28–751 54 (2018). 752 8.  A. F. Bourke, Principles of social evolution (Oxford University Press, Oxford, UK, 2011). 753 9.  Z. Y. Huang, G. E. Robinson, Regulation of honey bee division of labor by colony age 754 demography. Behav. Ecol. Sociobiol. 39, 147–158 (1996). 755 10.  E. O. Wilson, The insect societies (1971). 756 11.  D. E. Wheeler, Developmental and Physiological Determinants of Caste in Social 757 Hymenoptera : Evolutionary Implications. Am. Nat. 128, 13–34 (1986). 758 12.  K. E. Anderson, T. a Linksvayer, C. R. Smith, The causes and consequences of genetic caste 759 determination in ants ( Hymenoptera : Formicidae ). Ecology. 11, 119–132 (2008). 760 13.  R. Rajakumar, S. Koch, M. Couture, M. J. Favé, A. Lillico-Ouachour, T. Chen, G. De Blasis, A. 761 Rajakumar, D. Ouellette, E. Abouheif, Social regulation of a rudimentary organ generates 762 complex worker-caste systems in ants. Nature. 562, 574–577 (2018). 763 14.  T. Schwander, N. Lo, M. Beekman, B. P. Oldroyd, L. Keller, Nature versus nurture in social 764 insect caste differentiation. Trends Ecol. Evol. 25, 275–82 (2010). 765 15.  D. A. Friedman, B. R. Johnson, T. A. Linksvayer, Distributed physiology and the molecular 766 basis of social life in eusocial insects. Horm. Behav. 122, 104757 (2020). 767 16.  W. M. Wheeler, The Social Insects: Their Origin and Evolution (Abingdon, Routledge, 768 1928). 769 17.  A. C. LeBoeuf, P. Waridel, C. S. Brent, A. N. Gonçalves, L. Menin, D. Ortiz, O. Riba-Grognuz, 770 A. Koto, Z. G. Soares, E. Privman, E. A. Miska, R. Benton, L. Keller, Oral transfer of chemical 771 cues, growth proteins and hormones in social insects. Elife. 5, 1–27 (2016). 772 18.  A. C. LeBoeuf, A. B. Cohanim, C. Stoffel, C. S. Brent, P. Waridel, E. Privman, L. Keller, R. 773 Benton, Molecular evolution of juvenile hormone esterase-like proteins in a socially 774 exchanged fluid. Sci. Rep. (2018), doi:10.1038/s41598-018-36048-1. 775 19.  M.-P. Meurville, A. LeBoeuf, Trophallaxis: the functions and evolution of social fluid 776 exchange in ant colonies (Hymenoptera: Formicidae). Myrmecological News. 10, 4136 777 (2021). 778 



26 

20.  S. D. Kocher, C. M. Grozinger, Cooperation, Conflict, and the Evolution of Queen 779 Pheromones. J. Chem. Ecol. 37, 1263–1275 (2011). 780 21.  H. F. Nijhout, D. E. Wheeler, Juvenile Hormone and the Physiological Basis of Insect 781 Polymorphisms. Q. Rev. Biol. 57, 109–133 (1982). 782 22.  T. Pamminger, A. Buttstedt, V. Norman, A. Schierhorn, C. Botías, J. C. Jones, K. Basley, W. O. 783 H. Hughes, The effects of juvenile hormone on Lasius niger reproduction. J. Insect Physiol. 784 
95, 1–7 (2016). 785 23.  M. E. Scharf, C. E. Buckspan, T. L. Grzymala, X. Zhou, Regulation of polyphenic caste 786 differentiation in the termite Reticulitermes flavipes by interaction of intrinsic and 787 extrinsic factors. J. Exp. Biol. 210, 4390–4398 (2007). 788 24.  G. Harwood, G. Amdam, D. Freitak, The role of Vitellogenin in the transfer of immune 789 elicitors from gut to hypopharyngeal glands in honey bees (Apis mellifera). J. Insect 790 
Physiol. 112, 90–100 (2019). 791 25.  V. Chandra, I. Fetter-Pruneda, P. R. Oxley, A. L. Ritger, S. K. McKenzie, R. Libbrecht, D. J. C. 792 Kronauer, Social regulation of insulin signaling and the evolution of eusociality in ants. 793 
Science (80-. ). (2018), doi:10.1126/science.aar5723. 794 26.  R. Libbrecht, M. Corona, F. Wende, D. O. Azevedo, J. E. Serrão, L. Keller, Interplay between 795 insulin signaling, juvenile hormone, and vitellogenin regulates maternal effects on 796 polyphenism in ants. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. (2013), doi:10.1073/pnas.1221781110. 797 27.  A. Buttstedt, R. F. A. Moritz, S. Erler, Origin and function of the major royal jelly proteins 798 of the honeybee (Apis mellifera) as members of the yellow gene family. Biol. Rev. 89, 799 255–269 (2014). 800 28.  A. Buttstedt, C. H. Ihling, M. Pietzsch, R. F. A. Moritz, Royalactin is not a royal making of a 801 queen. Nature, E10–E12 (2016). 802 29.  M. Kamakura, Royalactin induces queen differentiation in honeybees. Nature. 473, 478–803 483 (2011). 804 30.  R. Kucharski, S. Foret, R. Maleszka, EGFR gene methylation is not involved in Royalactin 805 controlled phenotypic polymorphism in honey bees. Sci. Rep. 5, 14070 (2015). 806 31.  K. Strimbu, J. A. Tavel, What are biomarkers? Curr. Opin. HIV AIDS. 5, 463–466 (2010). 807 32.  C. Hamilton, B. T. Lejeune, R. B. Rosengaus, Trophallaxis and prophylaxis: social 808 immunity in the carpenter ant Camponotus pennsylvanicus. Biol. Lett. 7, 89–92 (2011). 809 33.  C. D. Wiley, J. Campisi, From Ancient Pathways to Aging Cells - Connecting Metabolism 810 and Cellular Senescence. Cell Metab. 23, 1013–1021 (2016). 811 34.  J. Korb, K. Meusemann, D. Aumer, A. Bernadou, D. Elsner, B. Feldmeyer, S. Foitzik, J. 812 Heinze, R. Libbrecht, M. Majoe, J. M. M. Kuhn, V. Nehring, M. A. Negroni, R. J. Paxton, A. 813 Séguret, M. Stoldt, T. Flatt, Comparative transcriptomic analysis of the mechanisms 814 underpinning ageing and longevity in social insects. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. London. Ser. B 815 
Biol. Sci. 376, 20190728 (2021). 816 35.  D. P. Mersch, A. Crespi, L. Keller, Tracking individuals shows spatial fidelity is a key 817 regulator of ant social organization. Science. 340, 1090–3 (2013). 818 36.  B. Wild, D. M. Dormagen, A. Zachariae, M. L. Smith, K. S. Traynor, D. Brockmann, I. D. 819 Couzin, T. Landgraf, Social networks predict the life and death of honey bees. Nat. 820 
Commun. 12, 1–12 (2021). 821 



27 

37.  B. P. Lazzaro, T. J. Little, Immunity in a variable world. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 822 
364, 15–26 (2009). 823 38.  T. Burmester, K. Scheller, Ligands and receptors: Common theme in insect storage 824 protein transport. Naturwissenschaften (1999), , doi:10.1007/s001140050656. 825 39.  T. Burmester, Origin and evolution of arthropod hemocyanins and related proteins. J. 826 
Comp. Physiol. B Biochem. Syst. Environ. Physiol. (2002), , doi:10.1007/s00360-001-0247-827 7. 828 40.  T. Burmester, Evolution and function of the insect hexamerins. Eur. J. Entomol. 96 (1999), 829 pp. 213–225. 830 41.  S. Buch, C. Melcher, M. Bauer, J. Katzenberger, M. J. Pankratz, Opposing Effects of Dietary 831 Protein and Sugar Regulate a Transcriptional Target of Drosophila Insulin-like Peptide 832 Signaling. Cell Metab. 7, 321–332 (2008). 833 42.  M. A. White, A. Bonfini, M. F. Wolfner, N. Buchon, Drosophila melanogaster sex peptide 834 regulates mated female midgut morphology and physiology. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 835 
118 (2021), doi:10.1073/pnas.2018112118. 836 43.  B. Handke, I. Poernbacher, S. Goetze, C. H. Ahrens, U. Omasits, F. Marty, N. Simigdala, I. 837 Meyer, B. Wollscheid, E. Brunner, E. Hafen, C. F. Lehner, The Hemolymph Proteome of Fed 838 and Starved Drosophila Larvae. PLoS One. 8, 1–10 (2013). 839 44.  P. Monaghan, N. B. Metcalfe, R. Torres, Oxidative stress as a mediator of life history trade-840 offs: Mechanisms, measurements and interpretation. Ecol. Lett. 12, 75–92 (2009). 841 45.  R. E. Koch, K. L. Buchanan, S. Casagrande, O. Crino, D. K. Dowling, G. E. Hill, W. R. Hood, M. 842 McKenzie, M. M. Mariette, D. W. A. Noble, A. Pavlova, F. Seebacher, P. Sunnucks, E. Udino, 843 C. R. White, K. Salin, A. Stier, Integrating Mitochondrial Aerobic Metabolism into Ecology 844 and Evolution. Trends Ecol. Evol. (2021), , doi:10.1016/j.tree.2020.12.006. 845 46.  T. Flatt, Survival costs of reproduction in Drosophila. Exp. Gerontol. 46, 369–375 (2011). 846 47.  D. Edward, T. Chapman, in Mechanisms of life history evolution: the genetics and 847 
physiology of life history traits and trade-offs, F. T, H. A, Eds. (Oxford, UK: Oxford 848 University Press, 2011), pp. 137–152. 849 48.  J. Heinze, A. Schrempf, Aging and reproduction in social insects - A mini-review. 850 
Gerontology. 54, 160–167 (2008). 851 49.  B. H. Kramer, V. Nehring, A. Buttstedt, J. Heinze, J. Korb, R. Libbrecht, K. Meusemann, R. J. 852 Paxton, A. Séguret, F. Schaub, A. Bernadou, Oxidative stress and senescence in social 853 insects: a significant but inconsistent link? Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. Sci. 376, 20190732 854 (2021). 855 50.  J. Heinze, J. Giehr, The plasticity of lifespan in social insects. Philos. Trans. R. Soc. B Biol. 856 
Sci. 376, 20190734 (2021). 857 51.  E. R. Lucas, L. Keller, The co-evolution of longevity and social life. Funct. Ecol. 34, 76–87 858 (2020). 859 52.  M. A. Negroni, S. Foitzik, B. Feldmeyer, Long-lived Temnothorax ant queens switch from 860 investment in immunity to antioxidant production with age. Sci. Rep. (2019), 861 doi:10.1038/s41598-019-43796-1. 862 53.  D. Elsner, K. Meusemann, J. Korb, Longevity and transposon defense, the case of termite 863 reproductives. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 115, 5504–5509 (2018). 864 



28 

54.  M. Corona, K. A. Hughes, D. B. Weaver, G. E. Robinson, Gene expression patterns 865 associated with queen honey bee longevity. Mech. Ageing Dev. 126, 1230–1238 (2005). 866 55.  C. Gstöttl, M. Stoldt, E. Jongepier, E. Bornberg-Bauer, B. Feldmeyer, J. Heinze, S. Foitzik, 867 Comparative analyses of caste, sex, and developmental stage-specific transcriptomes in 868 two Temnothorax ants. Ecol. Evol. 10, 4193–4203 (2020). 869 56.  M. Corona, R. Libbrecht, D. E. Wheeler, Molecular mechanisms of phenotypic plasticity in 870 social insects. Curr. Opin. Insect Sci. 13, 55–60 (2016). 871 57.  K. Von Wyschetzki, O. Rueppell, J. Oettler, J. Heinze, Transcriptomic signatures mirror the 872 lack of the fecundity/longevity trade-off in ant queens. Mol. Biol. Evol. 32, 3173–3185 873 (2015). 874 58.  U. Shokal, I. Eleftherianos, Evolution and function of thioester-containing proteins and 875 the complement system in the innate immune response. Front. Immunol. 8, 1–9 (2017). 876 59.  R. L. Vannette, A. Mohamed, B. R. Johnson, Forager bees (Apis mellifera) highly express 877 immune and detoxification genes in tissues associated with nectar processing. Sci. Rep. 5, 878 1–9 (2015). 879 60.  J. J. Bromfield, J. E. Schjenken, P. Y. Chin, A. S. Care, M. J. Jasper, S. A. Robertson, Maternal 880 tract factors contribute to paternal seminal fluid impact on metabolic phenotype in 881 offspring. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. (2014), doi:10.1073/pnas.1305609111. 882 61.  F. Savino, S. Benetti, S. A. Liguori, M. Sorrenti, L. Cordero Di Montezemolo, Advances on 883 human milk hormones and protection against obesity. Cell. Mol. Biol. (2013), 884 doi:10.1170/T950. 885 62.  T. A. Linksvayer, The molecular and evolutionary genetic implications of being truly 886 social for the social insects. Adv. In Insect Phys. 48, 271–292 (2015). 887 63.  J. W. McGlothlin, A. J. Moore, J. B. Wolf, E. D. Brodie, Interacting phenotypes and the 888 evolutionary process. III. Social evolution. Evolution (N. Y). (2010), doi:10.1111/j.1558-889 5646.2010.01012.x. 890 64.  J. B. Wolf, E. D. Brodie, J. M. Cheverud, A. J. Moore, M. J. Wade, Evolutionary consequences 891 of indirect genetic effects. Trends Ecol. Evol. (1998), doi:10.1016/S0169-5347(97)01233-892 0. 893 65.  G. D. Findlay, X. Yi, M. J. MacCoss, W. J. Swanson, Proteomics reveals novel Drosophila 894 seminal fluid proteins transferred at mating. PLoS Biol. (2008), 895 doi:10.1371/journal.pbio.0060178. 896 66.  C. Liu, J. L. Wang, Y. Zheng, E. J. Xiong, J. J. Li, L. L. Yuan, X. Q. Yu, Y. F. Wang, Wolbachia-897 induced paternal defect in Drosophila is likely by interaction with the juvenile hormone 898 pathway. Insect Biochem. Mol. Biol. 49, 49–58 (2014). 899 67.  L. Zhang, S. Boeren, J. A. Hageman, T. Van Hooijdonk, J. Vervoort, K. Hettinga, Bovine milk 900 proteome in the first 9 days: Protein interactions in maturation of the immune and 901 digestive system of the newborn. PLoS One. 10, 1–19 (2015). 902 68.  B. Tancini, S. Buratta, F. Delo, K. Sagini, E. Chiaradia, R. M. Pellegrino, C. Emiliani, L. 903 Urbanelli, Lysosomal exocytosis: The extracellular role of an intracellular organelle. 904 
Membranes (Basel). 10, 1–21 (2020). 905 69.  T. Csizmadia, P. Lorincz, K. Hegedus, S. Széplaki, P. Low, G. Juhász, Molecular mechanisms 906 of developmentally programmed crinophagy in Drosophila. J. Cell Biol. 217, 361–374 907 (2018). 908 



29 

70.  T. Maruzs, Z. Simon-Vecsei, V. Kiss, T. Csizmadia, G. Juhász, On the fly: Recent progress on 909 autophagy and aging in Drosophila. Front. Cell Dev. Biol. 7, 1–15 (2019). 910 71.  J. Martínez, I. Marmisolle, D. Tarallo, C. Quijano, Mitochondrial Bioenergetics and 911 Dynamics in Secretion Processes. Front. Endocrinol. (Lausanne). 11, 1–18 (2020). 912 72.  S. Tragust, C. Herrmann, J. Häfner, R. Braasch, C. Tilgen, M. Hoock, M. A. Milidakis, R. 913 Gross, H. Feldhaar, Formicine ants swallow their highly acidic poison for gut microbial 914 selection and control. Elife. 9, 1–25 (2020). 915 73.  J. Gadau, J. Heinze, B. Hölldobler, M. Schmid, Population and colony structure of the 916 carpenter ant Camponotus floridanus. Mol. Ecol. 5, 785–792 (1996). 917 74.  M. Deyrup, Ants of Florida Identification and natural history (Taylor & Francis Group, 918 Boca Raton, FL, USA, 2017). 919 75.  M. Deyrup, An Updated List of Florida Ants (Hymenoptera : Formicidae ). Florida 920 
Entomol. 86, 43–48 (2003). 921 76.  C. S. Moreau, M. A. Deyrup, L. R. Davis, P. Oliveira, Ants of the Florida Keys: Species 922 accounts, biogeography, and conservation (Hymenoptera: Formicidae). J. Insect Sci. 14, 923 1–8 (2014). 924 77.  R. L. Gibson, Soldier production in Camponotus novaeboracensis during colony growth. 925 
Insectes Soc. 36, 28–41 (1989). 926 78.  A. Bhatkar, W. H. Whitcomb, Artificial Diet for Rearing Various Species of Ants. Florida 927 
Entomol. 53, 229 (1970). 928 79.  J. Rappsilber, M. Mann, Y. Ishihama, Protocol for micro-purification, enrichment, pre-929 fractionation and storage of peptides for proteomics using StageTips. Nat. Protoc. 2, 930 1896–1906 (2007). 931 80.  A. Shevchenko, H. Tomas, J. Havlis, J. V Olsen, M. Mann, In-gel digestion for mass 932 spectrometric characterization of proteins and proteomes. Nat. Protoc. 1, 2856–2860 933 (2006). 934 81.  S. Tyanova, T. Temu, J. Cox, The MaxQuant computational platform for mass 935 spectrometry – based shotgun proteomics. Nat. Protoc. 11, 2301–2319 (2016). 936 82.  B. Schwanhäusser, D. Busse, N. Li, Global quantification of mammalian gene expression 937 control. Nature. 473, 337–342 (2011). 938 83.  S. Tyanova, T. Temu, P. Sinitcyn, A. Carlson, M. Y. Hein, T. Geiger, M. Mann, J. Cox, The 939 Perseus computational platform for comprehensive analysis of (prote)omics data. Nat. 940 
Methods. 13, 731–740 (2016). 941 84.  R Development Core Team, A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. 942 
Vienna Austria R Found. Stat. Comput. 1 (2013), p. ISBN 3-900051-07-0, , 943 doi:10.1007/s00300-013-1395-4. 944 85.  W. N. Venables, B. D. Ripley, Modern Applied Statistics with S. Fourth Edition (Springer, 945 New York, 2002). 946 86.  D. Bates, M. Maechler, B. Bolker, S. Walker, Fitting Linear Mixed-Effects Models Using 947 lme4. J. Stat. Softw. 67, 1–48 (2015). 948 87.  K. Kammers, R. N. Cole, C. Tiengwe, I. Ruczinski, Detecting significant changes in protein 949 abundance. EuPA Open Proteomics. 7, 11–19 (2015). 950 



30 

88.  F. Pedregosa, G. Varoquaux, A. Gramfort, V. Michel, B. Thirion, O. Grisel, M. Blondel, P. 951 Prettenhofer, R. Weiss, V. Dubourg, J. Vanderplas, A. Passos, D. Cournapeau, M. Brucher, 952 M. Perrot, É. Duchesnay, Scikit-learn: Machine Learning in Python. J. Mach. Learn. Res. 12, 953 2825–2830 (2011). 954 89.  S. M. Lundberg, S. I. Lee, in Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems (2017). 955 90.  A. M. Altenhoff, C. M. Train, K. J. Gilbert, I. Mediratta, T. Mendes de Farias, D. Moi, Y. 956 Nevers, H. S. Radoykova, V. Rossier, A. Warwick Vesztrocy, N. M. Glover, C. Dessimoz, 957 OMA orthology in 2021: website overhaul, conserved isoforms, ancestral gene order and 958 more. Nucleic Acids Res. 49, D373–D379 (2021). 959 91.  A. Larkin, S. J. Marygold, G. Antonazzo, H. Attrill, G. Dos Santos, P. V. Garapati, J. L. 960 Goodman, L. S. Gramates, G. Millburn, V. B. Strelets, C. J. Tabone, J. Thurmond, FlyBase: 961 updates to the Drosophila melanogaster knowledge base. Nucleic Acids Res. 49, D899–962 D907 (2021). 963 92.  D. Szklarczyk, A. L. Gable, D. Lyon, A. Junge, S. Wyder, J. Huerta-Cepas, M. Simonovic, N. T. 964 Doncheva, J. H. Morris, P. Bork, L. J. Jensen, C. Von Mering, STRING v11: Protein-protein 965 association networks with increased coverage, supporting functional discovery in 966 genome-wide experimental datasets. Nucleic Acids Res. 47, D607–D613 (2019). 967  968 





 

Figure 4 - Figure Supplement 1: Most abundant proteins with accession numbers 

The sixty most abundant proteins in trophallactic fluid over 73 colony and 40 single 
individual samples. Ranking of abundance included zero values. From left to right, 
accession numbers, proportion of samples in which the protein was identified in colony 
samples and single individual samples, average iBAQ abundance across all samples, log2 
of the fold change in abundance between types for a given comparison, the comparisons 
for which the protein was significant in two out of three methods are marked with yellow 
dots, annotation terms. Annotation terms are bolded for the 25 out of 27 core trophallactic 
fluid proteins that are amongst the 60 most abundant proteins. The additional but less 
abundant core proteins are a cathepsin (26-29-p) and a myosin heavy chain (Mhc).  
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Figure 5 - Figure Supplement 1: Visualization of all results. 
Venn diagrams summarizing statistical methods, frequentist volcano plots, empirical Bayes 
volcano plots, example SHAP value plots of feature importance the top 20 proteins. Each 
SHAP plot is for one of the ten models trained. For significant proteins, see Supplemental 
file 2, for full model results, see Supplemental files 3-5.  
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Figure 5 - Figure Supplement 2: Significantly differing proteins in two out of three 
analyses with accession numbers 

All proteins that significantly differ in two out of three of the analysis methods (frequentist, 
empirical Bayes and random forest classification with SHAP values). From left to right, 
accession numbers, proportion of samples in which the protein was identified in colony 
samples and single individual samples, average iBAQ abundance across all samples 
calculated without zero values, log2 of the fold change in abundance between types for a 
given comparison, the comparisons for which the protein was significant in two out of three 
methods are marked with yellow dots, annotation terms.  
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Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 1: Network characteristics for all gene set enrichment 
analyses 

The detailed results for each network are presented in Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 2 (for 
60 most abundant proteins) and Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 3 (for significantly differing 
proteins, divided by comparison).  

Proteins used N nodes N edges

Avg. local 
clustering 
coefficient

Avg. node 
degree:

60 most abundant 41 32 0.361 1.56
Significant in 2/3, in any comparison 44 44 0.312 2
Significant in 2/3, Nurse vs forager 19 6 0.158 0.632
Significant in 2/3, Young vs mature 10 4 0.5 0.8
Significant in 2/3, Field vs lab 20 11 0.583 1.1



Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 2: Gene set enrichment analysis for the most abundant 
trophallactic fluid proteins 

(Next two pages) Gene set enrichment analysis results for the D. melanogaster orthologs 
of the 60 most abundant trophallactic fluid proteins. Observed gene count indicates how 
many proteins in the network are annotated with the term. Background gene count 
indicates how many proteins in total have this term, in this network and in the background. 
Strength describes how large the enrichment effect is: log10(observed proteins / expected 
proteins in a random network of this size). False Discovery Rate describes how significant 
the enrichment is. P-values are corrected for multiple testing within each category using 
the Benjamini–Hochberg procedure.  



De
sc

ri
pt

io
n

O
bs

er
ve

d 
ge

ne
 c

ou
nt

Ba
ck

gr
ou

nd
 

ge
ne

 c
ou

nt
St

re
ng

th
Fa

ls
e 

di
sc

ov
er

y 
ra

te
#t

er
m

 ID
M

at
ch

in
g 

pr
ot

ei
ns

 in
 th

e 
ne

tw
or

k

ca
rb

oh
yd

ra
te

 m
et

ab
ol

ic
 

pr
oc

es
s

8
23

6
1.

06
0.

00
02

5
G

O
:0

00
59

75
Id

gf
4,

He
xo

1,
LM

40
8,

M
al

-B
1,

G
ld

,s
m

p-
30

,to
bi

,A
m

y-
d

lip
id

 tr
an

sp
or

t
5

75
1.

36
0.

00
09

5
G

O
:0

00
68

69
Np

c2
a,

Np
c2

g,
Rf

ab
g,

Np
c2

e,
CG

30
50

3
st

er
ol

 tr
an

sp
or

t
3

22
1.

67
0.

00
71

G
O

:0
01

59
18

Np
c2

a,
Np

c2
g,

Np
c2

e

m
et

ab
ol

ic
 p

ro
ce

ss
26

49
26

0.
25

0.
02

2
G

O
:0

00
81

52
Id

gf
4,

PH
G

Px
,H

ex
o1

,R
Na

se
X2

5,
Rp

L4
0,

Np
c2

a,
Dh

pD
,C

G
40

17
,L

M
40

8
,M

al
-B

1,
G

ld
,A

ct
87

E,
sm

p-
30

,D
Na

se
II,

CG
45

72
,to

bi
,C

G
14

51
6,

Am
y-

d,
ep

si
lo

nT
ry

,C
G

30
01

6,
ca

th
D,

Hi
s4

,C
G

31
26

9,
CG

30
50

3,
So

d,
CG

94
49

in
tra

ce
llu

la
r c

ho
le

st
er

ol
 

tra
ns

po
rt

2
7

1.
99

0.
02

35
G

O
:0

03
23

67
Np

c2
a,

Np
c2

g

pr
im

ar
y 

m
et

ab
ol

ic
 p

ro
ce

ss
23

40
93

0.
28

0.
02

35
G

O
:0

04
42

38
Id

gf
4,

He
xo

1,
RN

as
eX

25
,R

pL
40

,N
pc

2a
,D

hp
D,

CG
40

17
,L

M
40

8,
M

al
-

B1
,G

ld
,A

ct
87

E,
sm

p-
30

,D
Na

se
II,

CG
45

72
,to

bi
,C

G
14

51
6,

Am
y-

d,
ep

si
lo

nT
ry

,C
G

30
01

6,
ca

th
D,

Hi
s4

,C
G

31
26

9,
CG

30
50

3
m

on
os

ac
ch

ar
id

e 
m

et
ab

ol
ic

 
pr

oc
es

s
3

55
1.

27
0.

03
23

G
O

:0
00

59
96

LM
40

8,
G

ld
,s

m
p-

30

nu
rs

e 
ce

ll 
ap

op
to

tic
 

pr
oc

es
s

2
13

1.
72

0.
03

95
G

O
:0

04
54

76
DN

as
eI

I,c
at

hD

pr
ot

ei
n 

de
gl

yc
os

yl
at

io
n

2
14

1.
69

0.
04

16
G

O
:0

00
65

17
He

xo
1,

LM
40

8

or
ga

ni
c 

su
bs

ta
nc

e 
m

et
ab

ol
ic

 p
ro

ce
ss

23
44

32
0.

25
0.

04
18

G
O

:0
07

17
04

Id
gf

4,
He

xo
1,

RN
as

eX
25

,R
pL

40
,N

pc
2a

,D
hp

D,
CG

40
17

,L
M

40
8,

M
al

-
B1

,G
ld

,A
ct

87
E,

sm
p-

30
,D

Na
se

II,
CG

45
72

,to
bi

,C
G

14
51

6,
Am

y-
d,

ep
si

lo
nT

ry
,C

G
30

01
6,

ca
th

D,
Hi

s4
,C

G
31

26
9,

CG
30

50
3

or
ga

ni
c 

su
bs

ta
nc

e 
ca

ta
bo

lic
 

pr
oc

es
s

8
73

5
0.

57
0.

04
23

G
O

:1
90

15
75

Id
gf

4,
RN

as
eX

25
,R

pL
40

,D
hp

D,
DN

as
eI

I,C
G

45
72

,C
G

14
51

6,
ca

th
D

hy
dr

ol
as

e 
ac

tiv
ity

21
16

85
0.

63
2.

37
E-

07
G

O
:0

01
67

87
CG

64
14

,Id
gf

4,
He

xo
1,

RN
as

eX
25

,D
hp

D,
CG

40
17

,L
M

40
8,

M
al

-B
1,

sm
p-

30
,D

Na
se

II,
CG

45
72

,to
bi

,C
G

14
51

6,
Vh

a1
6-

1,
Am

y-
d,

ep
si

lo
nT

ry
,C

G
30

01
6,

ca
th

D,
CG

31
26

9,
CG

30
50

3,
CG

94
49

hy
dr

ol
as

e 
ac

tiv
ity

, 
hy

dr
ol

yz
in

g 
O

-g
ly

co
sy

l 
co

m
po

un
ds

6
97

1.
32

4.
32

E-
05

G
O

:0
00

45
53

Id
gf

4,
He

xo
1,

LM
40

8,
M

al
-B

1,
to

bi
,A

m
y-

d

ca
ta

ly
tic

 a
ct

iv
ity

24
37

39
0.

34
0.

00
06

6
G

O
:0

00
38

24
CG

64
14

,Id
gf

4,
PH

G
Px

,H
ex

o1
,R

Na
se

X2
5,

Dh
pD

,C
G

40
17

,L
M

40
8,

M
al

-
B1

,G
ld

,s
m

p-
30

,D
Na

se
II,

CG
45

72
,to

bi
,C

G
14

51
6,

Vh
a1

6-
1,

Am
y-

d,
ep

si
lo

nT
ry

,C
G

30
01

6,
ca

th
D,

CG
31

26
9,

CG
30

50
3,

So
d,

CG
94

49
st

er
ol

 b
in

di
ng

3
14

1.
86

0.
00

06
6

G
O

:0
03

29
34

Np
c2

a,
Np

c2
g,

Np
c2

e
lip

id
 a

nt
ig

en
 b

in
di

ng
2

3
2.

36
0.

00
2

G
O

:0
03

08
82

Np
c2

a,
Np

c2
e

lip
ot

ei
ch

oi
c 

ac
id

 b
in

di
ng

2
3

2.
36

0.
00

2
G

O
:0

07
08

91
Np

c2
a,

Np
c2

e

lip
op

ol
ys

ac
ch

ar
id

e 
bi

nd
in

g
2

6
2.

05
0.

00
4

G
O

:0
00

15
30

Np
c2

a,
Np

c2
e

60
 m

os
t a

bu
nd

an
t p

ro
te

in
s

GO: Biological process GO: Molecular function



en
do

nu
cl

ea
se

 a
ct

iv
ity

, 
ac

tiv
e 

wi
th

 e
ith

er
 ri

bo
- o

r 
de

ox
yr

ib
on

uc
le

ic
 a

ci
ds

 a
nd

 
pr

od
uc

in
g 

3'
-

ph
os

ph
om

on
oe

st
er

s

2
8

1.
93

0.
00

58
G

O
:0

01
68

94
RN

as
eX

25
,D

Na
se

II

lip
id

 b
in

di
ng

4
14

0
0.

99
0.

01
16

G
O

:0
00

82
89

Np
c2

a,
Np

c2
g,

Rf
ab

g,
Np

c2
e

pe
pt

id
og

ly
ca

n 
bi

nd
in

g
2

18
1.

58
0.

02
03

G
O

:0
04

28
34

Np
c2

a,
Np

c2
e

hy
dr

ol
as

e 
ac

tiv
ity

, a
ct

in
g 

on
 e

st
er

 b
on

ds
6

43
5

0.
67

0.
02

06
G

O
:0

01
67

88
CG

64
14

,R
Na

se
X2

5,
sm

p-
30

,D
Na

se
II,

CG
30

50
3,

CG
94

49

ca
rb

ox
yl

ic
 e

st
er

 h
yd

ro
la

se
 

ac
tiv

ity
3

96
1.

03
0.

03
45

G
O

:0
05

26
89

CG
64

14
,s

m
p-

30
,C

G
30

50
3

ex
op

ep
tid

as
e 

ac
tiv

ity
3

10
0

1.
01

0.
03

62
G

O
:0

00
82

38
CG

40
17

,C
G

45
72

,C
G

14
51

6

ca
rb

ox
yp

ep
tid

as
e 

ac
tiv

ity
2

29
1.

37
0.

03
72

G
O

:0
00

41
80

CG
40

17
,C

G
45

72

pe
pt

id
as

e 
ac

tiv
ity

, a
ct

in
g 

on
 L

-a
m

in
o 

ac
id

 p
ep

tid
es

6
53

3
0.

58
0.

04
34

G
O

:0
07

00
11

CG
40

17
,C

G
45

72
,C

G
14

51
6,

ep
si

lo
nT

ry
,c

at
hD

,C
G

31
26

9

ex
tra

ce
llu

la
r s

pa
ce

11
45

4
0.

92
5.

81
E-

06
G

O
:0

00
56

15
Ls

p1
ga

m
m

a,
RN

as
eX

25
,N

pc
2a

,L
sp

1b
et

a,
CG

40
17

,S
pn

43
Aa

,R
fa

bg
,L

sp
2,

Np
c2

e,
So

d,
CG

94
49

la
rv

al
 s

er
um

 p
ro

te
in

 
co

m
pl

ex
3

4
2.

41
3.

74
E-

05
G

O
:0

00
56

16
Ls

p1
ga

m
m

a,
Ls

p1
be

ta
,L

sp
2

ex
tra

ce
llu

la
r r

eg
io

n
13

95
3

0.
67

6.
65

E-
05

G
O

:0
00

55
76

Id
gf

4,
Ls

p1
ga

m
m

a,
RN

as
eX

25
,N

pc
2a

,L
sp

1b
et

a,
CG

40
17

,s
m

p-
30

,S
pn

43
Aa

,R
fa

bg
,L

sp
2,

Np
c2

e,
So

d,
CG

94
49

Ne
ut

ro
ph

il 
de

gr
an

ul
at

io
n

10
40

8
0.

92
3.

05
E-

05
DM

E-
67

98
69

5
He

xo
1,

RN
as

eX
25

,N
pc

2a
,L

M
40

8,
CG

14
51

6,
Vh

a1
6-

1,
CG

30
01

6,
ca

th
D,

CR
EG

,C
G

94
49

In
na

te
 Im

m
un

e 
Sy

st
em

11
57

4
0.

81
3.

83
E-

05
DM

E-
16

82
49

He
xo

1,
RN

as
eX

25
,N

pc
2a

,C
G

40
17

,L
M

40
8,

CG
14

51
6,

Vh
a1

6-
1,

CG
30

01
6,

ca
th

D,
CR

EG
,C

G
94

49

Ly
so

so
m

e
9

11
7

1.
42

2.
03

E-
09

dm
e0

41
42

He
xo

1,
Np

c2
a,

LM
40

8,
DN

as
eI

I,N
pc

2g
,V

ha
16

-
1,

Ts
p4

2E
a,

ca
th

D,
Np

c2
e

St
ar

ch
 a

nd
 s

uc
ro

se
 

m
et

ab
ol

is
m

3
33

1.
49

0.
00

2
dm

e0
05

00
M

al
-B

1,
to

bi
,A

m
y-

d

M
et

ab
ol

ic
 p

at
hw

ay
s

10
99

4
0.

53
0.

00
42

dm
e0

11
00

He
xo

1,
Dh

pD
,M

al
-B

1,
G

ld
,to

bi
,C

G
14

51
6,

Vh
a1

6-
1,

Am
y-

d,
CG

30
01

6,
CG

30
50

3
Ar

ac
hi

do
ni

c 
ac

id
 

m
et

ab
ol

is
m

2
17

1.
6

0.
00

87
dm

e0
05

90
PH

G
Px

,C
G

30
50

3

O
th

er
 g

ly
ca

n 
de

gr
ad

at
io

n
2

22
1.

49
0.

01
11

dm
e0

05
11

He
xo

1,
LM

40
8

G
al

ac
to

se
 m

et
ab

ol
is

m
2

37
1.

26
0.

02
42

dm
e0

00
52

M
al

-B
1,

to
bi

GO: Molecular function GO:CC  Reactome KEGG pathway



Figure 6 - Figure Supplement 3: Gene set enrichment analysis for the significantly 
differing proteins 

(Next three pages) Gene set enrichment analysis results for the D. melanogaster orthologs 
of the trophallactic fluid proteins significantly differing in two out of three of our statistical 
methods, first combined and then separately for the three main comparisons. Observed 
gene count indicates how many proteins in the network are annotated with the term. 
Background gene count indicates how many proteins in total have this term, in this 
network and in the background. Strength describes how large the enrichment effect is:                  
log10(observed proteins / expected proteins in a random network of this size). False 
Discovery Rate describes how significant the enrichment is. P-values are corrected for 
multiple testing within each category using the Benjamini– Hochberg procedure. The 
significant annotations are indicated for GO: Biological process (GO:BP), GO: Molecular 
function (GO:MF), GO: Cellular component (GO:CC), Reactome pathways and KEGG 
pathways.  
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