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No Clock VS. Global Clock
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-Rate Smoothing

Nonparametric Rate Smoothing / r8s (Sanderson, 1997)
Penalized Likelihood / r8s (Sanderson, 2002)

Thorneetal. (1998) / divtimebb, multidivtime
etc.
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3. Local Clock vs. Rate Smoothing

Local Clock Rate Smoothing
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