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@ Demonstrate selecting models by
information criteria is inadequate
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@ Demonstrate selecting models by
information criteria is inadequate

@ I'll propose a more robust framework
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pes of models

(a)
(b)
Brownian /_\
Motion
dX =o0dB Ornstead-

Uhlenbeck NN N
dX = o(f - X)dt + odB
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omparing Models: Uncertainty dominates
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@ Small datasets 2
@ Uninformative topology T e
@ Model details (i.e. high rates)
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Model A rejects Model B.
Model B rejects Model A.
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e All models are nested
e Estimate number of niches
e Also estimate rates of transitions
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U 3 vs OU.4: Why you should mistrust painting trees
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