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the recognition of species. However, because SMRSystems cannot be 
compared they are different from other characters; they do not 
necessarily make sense if used to reconstruct history. SMRSystems as 
group-level features cannot be polarized into primitive and derived 
states like attributes of single organisms. Thus, SMRSystems can 
never be primitive [contra Rosen (1979) and Nelson (1989)l. They only 
exist as unique features of species. These SMRSystems can only be 
related after the history of a group has been elucidated by other 
characters. Such characters may be parts of males and/or females that 
are used in specific mate recognition. 

In addition, because of the principle of common descent, 
evolution is an historical process, and components of the SMRS in 
closely related species will be similar. The study of the features of 
interbreeding groups and the characteristics of organisms in those 
groups may prove very important, for their interaction occupies the 
nexus between pattern/process and macro/micro-evolutionary approaches. 
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