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This page depicts the analytical results of all 100 matrices generated by Congreve & Lamsdell [1] using a
ternary plotting approach [2], with quartets and partitions used as distance metrics.
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Quartets Dataset 5: CI=0.26
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0.3 Trees 11-20
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Quartets

© % Decreasing resolution
o

2ouabiaip Buisealou|

28,
0,55
2925 Q\@@

o 3
1 % S5 fg}) ‘e“\
6’080 &
6

39

-.9050 S

Quartets

© % Decreasing resolution
o

2ouabianip Buisealou|

Quartets

© % Decreasing resolution
o

Bouablanip Buiseasoul

Quartets

° g Decreasing resolution

[
)
1)
' ;9
0LL
SSTT

@
A
R
491
GZ6T
Z 9
S
2
<
ouabianip ﬁLlISESJOLll

A

Dataset 21: CI=0.26

Dataset 22: Cl=0.26

Dataset 23: CI=0.25

Dataset 24: CI=0.23

identical partitions

identical partitions

identical partitions

identical partitions

o

dourISIp 4y Buiseasou|

Jqléze‘ (\e‘é\‘ Equal weights
I\ —— Implied, k=10

T Implied, k=5
& Implied, k:
* Implied, k:
Implied, k:

Ov PP AP OOCRRF RN

MR

.10

0

2ouelISIp 4y Buisealou)

S
77\ O Makoy
' Equal weights
e
N\ —— Implied, k=10
2 256 ~ Implied, k=5
29 & Implied, k:
* Implied, k:
Implied, k:

OV PP P 6 A® OVCORFEE N0
&

3

MR N

10

o

2oueSIp 4y Buiseasou|

O
AN
2 Q«aﬁ ~&— Markov
S
2z 3 e Equal weights
a4 (\& —— Implied, k=10
t Implied, k=5
29 & Implied, k=2, 3
“ Implied, k=1
Implied, k=2..10

O PO PR e OVCVRFTE NG

o

Equal weights
~=—Implied, k=10
+ Implied, k=5
29 & Implied, k=2, 3
* Implied, k=1
Implied, k=2..10

OV PP PR e 0VCVRFTE NG



Quartets Dataset 25: CI=0.28
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