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W hat can biologists say about galaxy evolution ?
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A bstract. It is possbl to borrow from a topic of biology called phylogenetic
system atics, concepts and tools for a logical and ob ctive classi cation of galaxies.
It is based on observable properties of ob fcts — characters —either qualitative (like
m orphology) or quantitative (like lum inosity, m ass or spectrum ).D istance analysis
can readily be perfom ed using a m ethod called phenetics and based on characters.
But the m ost prom ising approach is cladistics. Tt m akes use of characters that can
exist In at least tw o states, onebeing ancestraland the otherone derived .O b cts are
gathered depending on the derived states they share.W e illustrate a rst application
of this m ethod to astrophysics, that we nam e astrocladistics, w ith dwarf galaxies
from the LocalG roup.

K eyw ords: galaxies: classi cation { galaxies: evolution { cladistics

1. Introduction

B iologists have a long experience in the classi cation of com plex ob fcts
that are In evolution. It dates back to A ristote (@round 100 A D .) who
attem pted a rst classi cation of living organisn s. A ot of di erent
system s have been proposed, but a rst revolution cam e w ith Linne
(around 1730) and hisbinom ialnom enclature that is still n use today!
Its success is to be found in the fact that the nam es are unrelated to
properties of ob ects. A few years later, Adanson (in 1763) proposed
that an ob ective classi cation schem e can only be cbtained by using
all characters ofan ob Ect. T his idea hasbeen incredbly successfiiland
gave birth to what would be called now adays phenetics orm ultivariate
distance analysis. k wasnot untilD arw In (around 1850) that evolution
was found to be at the origin of the hierarchy and diversity of living
organisn s. It is then another century before Hennig (in 1950) devised a
m ethodology for introducing the evolution in the classi cation process
itself. This is called cladistics and has revolutionized som ew hat the
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evolutionary classi cation of species (see an interesting discussion in
Stewart 1993).

System atics (science of classi cation of living organism s) distin—
guishes three categories of classi cation: 1) from apparent look (pased
on a few characters), 2) from globalsim ilarity (pased on all characters),
3) from comm on history (ased on the evolution of characters). Until
the XV ITTth century, biologists classi ed living organism s according to
the rst category, the traditionalw ay. It consists of choosing one ortw o
characters (fruits, owers, legs, w ings) depending on very sub gctive a
priori assum ptions. It yielded quite a m essy picture of N ature, w ith
organisn s not tting in a given classi cation system and even incom —
pabilities between di erent system s. T he second category is phenetics
and bene tted a ot from the Linne’s binom ialnom enclature. It is not
clkar who rst proposed a hierarchical organization for living species,
but Linne clearly de ned the two nam es as to corregoond respectively
to genus and species. T his produced the wellknow n evolutionary trees.
N owadays, these trees are m ainly a result of cladistics analysis, that
corresponds to the last category of classi cation. It does not com pare
the values of characters, lke in phenetics, but com pare the states
of evolution of each character. This inform ation can be gained from
observations (palkontology), from m odels or theories, or from ocom -
parison w ith other groups of ob fcts. In a sense, cladogram s (trees
obtained from cladistics) are visualizations ofthe evolutionary schem es
hypothesized for all characters.

Since Hubbl in the 1930s, galaxies have always been classi ed ac—
cording to the traditionalway (eg.Rcberts & Haynes 1994 and refer—
ences therein) . N om enclature heavily follow s physical properties m or-
phology, size, activity, um inosity at a given w avelength, radio Joudness,
etc...). But an overw heln Ing am ount of new data com pels us to con-—
sider galaxies as very com plex and diverse ob fcts, and their history
as a quite com plicated puzzle.W e propose that a lot can be gained by
paralkeling the extragalactic context w ith biology. Som e findam ental
and fascinating questions can be raised: how do we describe a galaxy?
w hat is the life ofa galaxy? w hat is the history ofgalaxies considered as
a species ? w hat about the environm ent? Follow ing L inne’s approach, it
seem sto usthat a new nom enclature w illhave to be coined for galaxies,
based on a m uch m ore ob Ective classi cation.

2. A strocladistics

M ultivariate distance analysis (second category of classi cation) can
easily be used because it relies on tools and conospts fam iliar to as—
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tronom ers. A very few attem pts have been m ade (see references in
Rcoberts & Haynes 1994), but, to our know ledge, have not yielded a
new classi cation. It has the power to determm ine the m ost discrim inant
characters for an ob fctive classi cation.

C ladistics for astrophysics (astrocladistics) is probably the m ost
prom ising approach . B asically, the only requirem ent for cladistics to be
applicable and usefiil is the presence of a hierarchical organization of
the diversity due to evolution (see a discussion in B row er 2000) . Because
galaxiesarem ade ofm any di erent evolving processes, because galaxies
evolve strongly through interactions, diversity is increasing w ith tim e
and very probably organizes itself in a hierarchical way. N ote that
\hierarchy" is here taken in the whole com plexiy of a galaxy, not only
n m ass or size.) A strocladistics is the toolthat w illhelp us nding the
hierarchical classi cation of galaxies.

A stronom ers are particularly well equipped for cladistics. In princi-
pl, for each character, two states have to be de ned:one willbe said
\ancestral" and the other one \derived". In practice, it is possble to
de nem ore than two states (8 w ith current softw ares), hence hypothe—
sizing an evolutionary schem e foreach character.P rocesses occurring in
galaxies are relatively wellknown and can bem odeled som etin es w ith
great details. O bservations are providing m ore and m ore detailed data,
at lJarger and larger redshifts. Hence, character coding in astrophysics
does not seem to be too much ofa problem .

3. A pplication to the dw arfgalaxies of the Local G roup

W e are In the process of applying astrocladistics to a sam pl of dwarf
galaxies of the LocalG roup.D ata are taken from M ateo (1998). T here
are 36 galaxies and 28 characters (properties) . Each character isbinned
In up to 8 states, and these states are related to each otherby a linear
transform ation series. T his hypothesis is cbviously debatable and w ill
have to be m ade m ore sophisticated In subsequent studies. Am ong
the 28 characters, som e w ill certainly appear to be irrelevant after a
com plte analysis is perform ed. This work, still in progress, w ill be
published elsew here. But to illustrate the power of astrocladistics, we
present what kind of results and interpretations can be ocbtained.

At the end of the analysis, groups (or clades) of galaxies are found
on the cladogram ' ig.1).Thisprovides the classi cation. G alaxies in
each group share a comm on history: it can be the sam e kind of past
encounters, of environm ent during their lives, etc... In particular, one
of the group m ight well be tidal dwarfs. To understand the history, it
isnecessary to ook at which character changes on which branch of the
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_ _ Clade A

Figure 1.

cladogram . For Instance, galaxies of the three clades de ned on Fig. 1
have the follow ing properties:

Clade A CladeB CladeC

soheroidal irreqular spheroidal
Iow ellipticity high ellipticity high ellipticity
low HImass high HImass low HIm ass

Iow Fe/H allFe/H high Fe/H

ow M /L ow M /L high M /L

It is clear from the tabl that it is happropriate to nam e these
galaxies after theirm orphology or one other property, like birds cannot
be described only by wingsand m amm als only by wam blood.A new
taxonom y is to be invented, but this is not a trivial problem .
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