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... The study challenges the assumption that sex is
necessary for organisms to diversify ...

I am a neophyte in the study of biology and evolution, but I
wasn't aware that such an assumption was made by our standard
theories.

Don't bacteria evolve without sex? Don't many single celled
eukaryotes evolve without sex? Don't some multi−celluar plants
and animals evolve without sex? Aren't many types of mutation
caused by radiation, ultra−violet light, or errors in mitosis
without requiring any sex?

It has been demonstrated that even bacteria can exchange DNA.
However, if there were no evolution without sex, there would be
no differences in DNA to exchange.

This reminds me of a major announcement made by a professor of
agriculture at the University of Illinois when I was a student
there in the early 70's. He told the newspapers that he had
found a way to make unpalatable beans palatable. When asked what
he did, he said he boiled them in water for 20 minutes. He had
apparently thought that boiling beans was a new and unique
discovery.
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