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Silhouette images from PhyloPic by Lukasiniho (wildebeest), Margot Michaud (lion), Zimices (zebra), and an unknown author (impala).
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Model from Lambert et al. (2018), implemented in the R package UnitEvents    Albert et al. 2021
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j ≠ i

Silhouette images from PhyloPic by Zimices (zebra) and Margot Michaud (lion).
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➞ a lot of data needed
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• Spatial variables
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Icons: Freepik from Flaticon
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