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Other Threatened Life:
The Tip of a Vast Unknown
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Extinction Selectivity
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Body Size
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Body Size
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ccological Lite Mode

Feeding

Motility
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ccological Lite Mode
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ccological Lite Mode
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~reeding: Mean Biovolume
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ccological Lite Mode
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~0sslls & Lithology
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Clastic & Carbonate
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Macrostratigraphy
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Lithological Affinity
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< DDOOD

Extinction Selectivity

probability of extinction:g =3 ~ 6 = 0.3/5



< DDOOD

Extinction Selectivity

¥ probability of extinction:g =35 ~ 8 = 0.3/5

" probability of survival:  p =1 -g= 0625



< DDOOD

Extinction Selectivity

probability of extinction:g =3 ~ 6 = 0.3/5

probability of survival;

odds of extinction:

b=1-qg=0.625

g+p=0375=+0625=06



< DDOOD

Extinction Selectivity

probability of extinction:g =3 ~ 6 = 0.3/5

probability of survival:
odds of extinction:

log-odds of extinction:

b=1-qg=0.625
g +=b=0575= O6Z258 =Rk

n(0.6) = -0.51



Logistic Regression
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Logistic Regression
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Selectivity (log—odds)
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Conclusions

Multiple logistic regression is a simple, straightforward

method for assessing risk associated with multiple factors
Relatively Iittle selectivity for size + tiering

@ Penate-assoclated taxa have Increased extincliomEnEs

and decreased odds of origination during the post-jurassic

Predators show consistent selectivity for extinction and
origination, reflecting high turnover



