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ABSTRACT

Can information theory provide insights into whether exoplanets are habitable? Here we apply information theory to a range of

simulated exoplanet transmission spectra as a diagnostic tool to search for potential signatures of life on Earth-analog planets.

We test the algorithms on three epochs of evolution for Earth-like planets orbiting a range of host stars. The James Webb Space

Telescope and upcoming ground- and space-based missions promise to achieve sufficient high-resolution data that information

theory can be applied to assess habitability. This approach provides a framework and a tool for observers to assess whether an

exoplanet shows signs of habitability.

Key words: Astrobiology – Methods: observational – Methods: Statistical – Techniques: Spectroscopic – Exoplanets

1 INTRODUCTION

Since the observation of the first planet outside our solar system over

5500 exoplanets have been confirmed1 , showing a remarkable di-

versity of exoplanets orbiting different host stars. Current and future

ground- and space-based telescopes promise to vastly expand both

the quality and quantity of exoplanet observations, accelerating our

ability to search for life in the cosmos. The James Webb Space Tele-

scope (JWST) (Gardner et al. 2006) allows for detailed spectroscopy

of exoplanets, including rocky, potentially Earth-like worlds. Recent

data from JWST was used to identify carbon dioxide, water, sulfur

dioxide, and sulfur monoxide in the atmosphere of gas giant WASP-

39 b (Ahrer et al. 2022; Rustamkulov et al. 2023; Ahrer et al. 2023;

Alderson et al. 2023; Feinstein et al. 2023), water in gas giant WASP-

96 b (Pontoppidan et al. 2022), and carbon dioxide and methane in

K2-18 b (Madhusudhan et al. 2023), confirming JWST’s ability to

resolve specific molecular signatures. Soon upcoming missions such

as the Atmospheric Remote-sensing Infrared Exoplanet Large-survey

(ARIEL) (Tinetti et al. 2018), Earth-2.0 (Ge et al. 2022) and the ESO

Extremely Large Telescope (ELT) (Ramsay et al. 2020) promise to

provide more spectroscopic data focused specifically on the search

for life.

However, the challenges of interpreting signs of life and habitabil-

ity in alien environments remain. Characterization of habitability

alone features a slew of complex questions requiring rough infer-

ence to categorize a planet as having the potential to host life (see

e.g. Seager (2013, 2014); Schwieterman et al. (2018); Kaltenegger

(2017)). Without the ability to spatially resolve the surface of ex-

oplanets, spectroscopy of their atmospheres provides a promising

★ E-mail: mgleiser@dartmouth.edu
1 The current number of observed exoplanets can be found on

NASA’s Exoplanet Archive.

avenue for detecting potential biological activity on other planets.

We focus on biosignatures first proposed by Lederberg (1965) and

Lovelock (1965) as pairs of chemicals in a planetary atmosphere that

are out of thermodynamic equilibrium with concentrations unlikely

to be sustained by inorganic processes. Rather, the concentrations are

sustained by biotic activity on the planet. In particular, these authors

suggested the pairs CH4 + O2 and CH4 + O3 as biomarkers.

Increased access to data accelerates the need for quantitative meth-

ods to assess the likelihood that an exoplanet hosts life. The ideal

method will require as few assumptions as possible about the form

that observational signs of life take, minimizing chances of en-

countering life but being unable to identify it. Proposed methods

for these so-called “agnostic biosignatures” often utilize complexity

measures including through in situ measurements (Guttenberg et al.

2021; Marshall et al. 2021; Chou et al. 2021), detailed chemical net-

works in the planet (Wong et al. 2023), and temporal variation in the

planetary reflectance spectrum (Bartlett et al. 2022). In this work,

we propose an information-theory-based method that quantifies the

Earth-likeness of a planetary spectrum without knowing a priori

what features to look for.

Here we assess the performance of information theory to explore

how “Earth-analog” an exoplanet is, defined here as having spectral

features with similar syntactic (as opposed to semantic, or mean-

ingful) information content to modern Earth’s. This is based on the

distance in information-entropic space (known as Jensen-Shannon

Divergence,D�( ) between the exoplanet’s transit spectrum and mod-

ern Earth’s spectrum (see Vannah et al. (2022)). We consider planets

with Earth-like parameters (radius, mass, surface pressure, temper-

ature, varying atmospheric composition based on Earth’s evolution

models) observed in different contexts (different host stars and dif-

ferent ages) to explore whether we can identify the biosignature pairs

CH4 + O2 and CH4 + O3 through atmospheric spectral signatures.

© 2023 The Authors

http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.09472v1
https://exoplanetarchive.ipac.caltech.edu
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We introduce a quantitative assessment of how “Earth-analog” a

specific spectral feature is, known as D�( density or simply X�(,a .

Quantifying the difference in information content between an exo-

planet and Earth as a function of wavelength allows us to determine

how similar an exoplanet appears to Earth at that wavelength. Cap-

turing the difference in information content of the spectra allows us

to assess aspects of the spectral features (such as their shape) that we

may not know a priori to look for. Clues to differentiating molecules

with degenerate absorption bands may be hidden in the shape of

spectral features.

One complicating factor in the search for potentially habitable

planets is the variety of contexts an inhabited planet may be ob-

served in. For example, a planet with the potential to host life may

be observed too early in its evolution, causing it to look dissimilar

to modern Earth. Similarly, an Earth-like planet could be observed

orbiting a host star with a spectral class different from the Sun.

This change in spectral irradiance selects which molecules are most

rapidly photodissociated in the planet’s atmosphere, thereby affect-

ing its chemical composition. Here, we apply our information theory

method to a subset of simulations of Earth-like planet transmission

spectra at three different stages of their biological evolution (at mod-

ern (0Gya), 0.8Gya, and 2.0Gya) and/or orbiting 8 different host stars

(F7V, G2V (solar), G8V, K2V, K7V, M1Va, M3Va, and M8Va) from

Kaltenegger et al. (2020) to assess the influence of the context on our

results.

In Section 2 we describe the dataset; Section 3 discusses X�(,a
and the information method. In Section 4, we present key results

and demonstrate how the information content of an Earth-like model

changes relative to our modern Earth with age and host star. Section

5 discusses limitations and further applications of our analysis. In

Section 6 we summarize our results and conclude that information

theory provides a tool to identify absorption features of methane,

ozone, molecular oxygen, and water in a transmission spectrum,

tracing the impact of life on Earth’s atmosphere over time.

2 DATA

In order to gather as much information as possible from exo-

planetary spectra while requiring minimal input knowledge about

their spectral appearance, we define an information-entropic spec-

tral method (defined in Section 3) to quantify how “Earth-

analog” a particular transmission spectrum is. We apply this

method to simulated data from Kaltenegger et al. (2020), which

use the well-known EXO-Prime code (Kaltenegger & Sasselov

2009; Rugheimer & Kaltenegger 2018), a 1D iterative climate-

photochemistry atmospheric model coupled with a line-by-line ra-

diative transfer code developed for Earth (Traub & Jucks 2002),

adapted to rocky exoplanets (Kaltenegger et al. 2007) to generate

transmission spectra for Earth-like planets. EXO-Prime models high-

resolution transmission spectra from the visible to the infrared (0.4—

20`m) at steps of 0.01cm−1 . The evolutionary stage of an Earth-like

planet, as well as the type of host star, impacts the chemical com-

position of the planetary atmosphere by determining, for example,

which molecular species experience photodissociation. To maximize

our chances of identifying life on an inhabited planet, it is critical

to identify Earth-like planets at different ages and orbiting different

classes of host stars.

We smooth the data to _/Δ_ = 300 for clarity, using the telescope

noise modeling package coronagraph (Lustig-Yaeger et al. 2019;

Robinson et al. 2016), which performs a top-hat convolution to re-

bin the spectrum to a lower resolution. The spectra are shown for

reference in the Supplemental Material. At this resolution, several

features overlap but can be discerned at high-resolution, as detailed

in Kaltenegger et al. (2020). We consider model spectra for a series

of Earth-like planets orbiting F, G, K, and M-type host stars for

three epochs in the evolution of life on Earth. We use these sim-

ulations to determine a range of expected information contents to

categorize an exoplanet as “Earth-analog.” The simulations assume

an Earth-like planet with Earth mass, radius, pressure, temperature,

and model atmospheric composition through geological evolution

(Kaltenegger et al. 2020). The major chemical species included in

the simulation are O2, O3, OH, O, H2O, HO2, H2O2, CO2, CO,

H2CO, CH4, CH3O2, CH3OOH, CH3Cl, HCl, HOCl, Cl2O2, ClO,

ClONO2, SO2, H2S, H2SO4, HSO, HS, H2, H, N2O, NO2, NO3,

NO, HNO2, and HNO3.

3 INFORMATION-ENTROPIC SPECTRAL METHOD

Vannah et al. (2022) explored how information theory can be used

to identify Earth-analog planets. We briefly review the method here,

explaining how it can be expanded to investigate the information

content of particular wavelengths linked to specific potential biosig-

natures.

We begin by defining the modal fraction, ?a , of the

spectrum. This discrete probability density developed first in

Gleiser & Stamatopoulos (2012) quantifies the relative weight of a

particular wavenumber a in the measured spectrum (related to the

wavelength, _, by a = 1/_). Since transmission spectra represent

the strength of absorption as a function of wavenumber, the modal

fraction is the normalized relative weight of a given mode,

?a =
ℎa∑
a ℎa

, (1)

where ℎa is the effective height of the atmosphere at a particular

wavenumber, a. The effective height of an exoplanet atmosphere is

the difference between the (wavenumber-dependent) transit depth

and the geometric transit depth (the transit depth if the exoplanet

did not have an atmosphere). It represents the maximum height of

the atmosphere that light can penetrate at that wave number. The

information content of a spectrum is defined using the Shannon

entropy relation (Shannon 1948),

�̂ =

∑

a

?a ;>6(?a ). (2)

The difference in estimated Shannon entropy, �̂, between two modal

fractions representing two spectra, ?a and @a , is closely linked to

the Kullback-Leibler Divergence (Kullback & Leibler 1951), D ! ,

defined as

D ! (? | |@) =
∑

a

?a ;>6(
?a

@a
). (3)

Since D ! is not symmetric on exchange of ?a and @a , it cannot

represent a true metric distance in information space between the two

spectra. For example, the difference between the information content

of the spectra of Earth and Mars is the same as between Mars and

Earth, but the D ! between them is not. To address this issue, we

use the symmetrized Jensen-Shannon Divergence (Lin 1991), D�( ,

given by

D�( (? | |@) =
1

2

∑

a

?a ;>6(
?a

Aa
) +

1

2

∑

a

@a ;>6(
@a

Aa
), (4)
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where Aa =
1
2
(?a+@a ) is the mean of the modal fractions. SinceD�(

is obtained by summing over all wavenumbers within a certain range,

it gives a global numerical distance in information space between the

two spectra being compared. As shown in Vannah et al. (2022), D�(

provides a quantitative measure with minimal input knowledge for

evaluating how similar two planets are even without knowing a priori

what similarities to look for. In log base 2, D�( has units of bits. For

a signal that can be expressed in a series of true-false questions—

such as a message encoded in logic gates in a computer—the number

of bits is the number of true-false questions that need to be answered

to convey the message. Each answer (true or false) would have a

probability of 1
2
. For modal fractions, each data point in the spectrum

has a different weight—or probability—which is less than 1
2
. As a

result, the D�( of two modal fractions is less than one bit. In this

work, we use natural logarithm rather than log base 2, which gives

D�( in units of nats.

To extract the information divergence between two spectra for a

particular biosignature feature, we use the D�(-density, X�(,a , given

simply by the summand of D�( ,

X�(,a (?a | |@a) =
1

2
?a ;>6(

?a

Aa
) +

1

2
@a ;>6(

@a

Aa
). (5)

Whereas D�( gives a global measure comparing two spectra, X�(,a
provides a local measure, allowing us to search for and directly

compare specific spectral signatures, such as those of a specific com-

pound or combinations thereof related to potential biotic activity.

Using the information measure as opposed to simply comparing ra-

tios of specific wavenumbers from different spectra offers several

advantages. By construction, X�(,a is calibrated to compare dif-

ferent wavenumbers within a joint normalized metric space for the

two spectra of interest (obtained through the quantity Aa that com-

bines the two spectra). This metric space depends explicitly on the

whole measured spectra and not on two arbitrary readings for spe-

cific compounds obtained from two different spectra. Due to detector

resolution and data accuracy, in practice X�(,a will quantify the

spectral divergence at a coarse-grained value averaged over a range

of wavenumbers. Using known approximate locations of specific po-

tential biosignatures, X�(,a quantifies how similar the two spectra are

at this particular location without assuming prior knowledge about

the planetary source. This is critical, as information in the line shape

may reveal an enhanced signal of inhabitance.

In what follows, we will use both D�( and X�(,a : D�( is sensitive

to the full spectrum and can be used to identify how Earth-analog a

rocky planet appears, X�(,a can then be used—assuming certain spe-

cific biosignatures—to identify Earth-analog planets from amongst

the pool of potentially habitable ones, as well as to explain the be-

havior seen in the D�( .

4 RESULTS

4.1 How Earth-analog is an exoplanet spectrum?

In order to apply information theory to determine how Earth-analog

a rocky planet appears and to identify potential signatures of life, we

first compute the D�( for our simulated Earth-like planets, obtaining

D�( and X�(,a in different contexts. We split the eight star-planet

systems into two groups: a hotter group of host stars (F7V, G8V, K2V

stars, and the Sun), as well as a cooler group (K7V, M1V, M3V, and

M8V stars). Because of the strong effect of the host star on a planet’s

spectrum, we compare planets orbiting the hotter star systems to

modern Earth around our Sun, while planets orbiting the cooler star

systems are compared to a modern Earth model around a M1V star.
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Figure 1. D�( of Earth-like planets through their evolution, orbiting different

spectral class host stars (specified in Figure legend). The planets orbiting

hotter stars (top) are compared to a modern Earth around the Sun, while the

planets orbiting cooler stars (bottom) are compared to a modern Earth model

around an M1V star. A small D�( indicates low information loss relative to

their comparison planet—meaning that the two planets are most similar.

Figure 1 shows the results for the total D�( for both hotter stars

(top) and colder stars (bottom). A lower D�( indicates that the

exoplanet’s spectrum is more similar to a modern Earth-like planet

around its comparison star. For the top plot, this means a lower D�(

indicates a planet more similar to a modern Earth around our Sun,

for the bottom plot, a planet more similar to a modern Earth around

an M1V star.

The general behavior of the planets follows the expected trends. We

find that planets are most similar to their respective Earth-standard

when they share Earth’s age. This is shown in the far right of each

plot, where the D�( for most of the planets is the lowest. The spectra

of Earth-like planets orbiting stars closer in temperature to the Sun

also result in lower D�( than stars much hotter or cooler than the

Sun.

Note that D�( values for planets of different ages orbiting differ-

ent host stars can overlap. This illustrates that the modeled planet

epoch and the spectral class of the host star do not impact D�( in-

dependently. Rather, both must be considered when analyzing the

spectrum of an exoplanet. This illustrates the need to compare exo-

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (2023)
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planet spectra to an Earth-like planet in the appropriate context. Our

analysis shows that to identify Earth-analog planets, one needs to use

a comparison to a host star that is similar when using information

theory.

4.2 Identifying Biosignatures

As discussed earlier, D�( is a global metric. This means it cannot

be used to analyze the information content of individual absorption

features. X�(,a provides a valuable companion tool for analyzing the

discrete, local spectral features created by potential biosignatures.

Figure 2 shows how X�(,a can be used to identify these spectral

features (see e.g. (Kaltenegger 2017) for more details on the discus-

sion of biosignatures in the atmosphere). For illustrative purposes,

we compute the X�(,a of all the systems relative to a modern Earth

model around the Sun, a G2V star model. This demonstrates the

ability of X�(,a to trace changes in molecular features of the trans-

mission spectrum. However, this analysis shows that the transmission

spectrum of an exoplanet should be compared to the modern Earth

model of the appropriate spectral class of host star, selected from

the bank of simulated transmission spectra like those available from

Kaltenegger et al. (2020) in order to provide an effective tool to iden-

tify Earth-analog qualities for real observations. As we seek signs of

Earth-like biotic activity, this will allow observers to quantitatively

compare an exoplanet’s atmospheric spectral features, including po-

tential biosignatures, to that of modern Earth models and to identify

similarities. As an example, we analyze two biosignature pairs here:

methane (CH4) with ozone (O3); and methane (CH4) with molecular

oxygen (O2).

The changes in the abundance of methane, oxygen, and ozone

are clearly visible for different stages of Earth’s history in Figure 2.

Concentrating specifically on the biosoignature pairs (i) CH4 with

O3 as well as (ii) CH4 with O2, we discuss the changes in these

spectral features below in detail.

Methane: Large methane concentrations for young Earth models

result in a large X�(,a relative to modern Earth at methane absorption

bands because modern Earth only features a moderate methane con-

tent. As the methane mixing ratio reduces, so too does the X�(,a as

the transmission spectrum becomes more similar to a modern Earth

model. However, the effect of the host star also has a large influence

on the analysis: the X�(,a for modern Earth models orbiting host stars

with more distant temperatures from the Sun (e.g. K7V and M8Va

stars) have lower X�(,a than models for similar epochs for host stars

with temperatures more similar to the Sun’s (e.g. G2V star). This is

shown, for example, in the two O3 features near 0.6`m and 9.6`m.

The modern Earth model (orange) around the coolest star (M8Va,

bottom) has the highest X�(,a of the four stars, followed by the sec-

ond coolest (K7V, second from bottom). The F7V star (top row) is

closest in temperature and UV levels to the Sun (a G2V star) in our

grid, giving it a near zero X�(,a . Finally, the X�(,a of the modern

Earth model around the Sun is zero since the model and comparison

planets are identical.

Oxygen and Ozone: O3 and O2 abundances are highest in mod-

ern Earth, progressively decreasing for younger Earth models. As a

result, the X�(,a of O2 and O3 are highest for the youngest Earth

model, decreasing as the the age of the Earth model approaches

0.0Gya. However, as previously shown, the host star influences the

O3 concentration as well as the strength of their spectral features

considerably. This means that models for planets orbiting cooler host

stars feature higher X�(,a in O2 and O3, especially for younger Earth

models (as shown in Figure 2). The increase in X�(,a at O3 and O2

absorption bands indicates a net change relative to modern Earth,

which could be from an increase or a decrease of the absorption

feature strength.

Figure 3 shows how this method can be used as a tool to analyze

observations of exoplanets by selecting the comparison Earth models

for the correct spectral class host star from the data bank of trans-

mission spectra. The figure shows how the X�(,a decreases for most

molecular spectral features when the model transmission spectrum

is compared to modern Earth models orbiting similar spectral class

stars (green and orange) rather than comparing to the modern Earth

analog orbiting the Sun (blue). Once the host star type has been ac-

counted for, X�(,a further decrease (from orange to green) for most

features when the age of the comparison planet approaches that of

the model planet (from 2.0Ga to 0.8Ga).

Note that D�( and X�(,a are comparative, rather than absolute

measures. Because they depend on the resolution, signal-to-noise

ratio, and wavelength range of the data, these measures can only be

used to rank how “Earth-analog” a planet is, rather than act as a

binary filter to determine whether a given planet is or is not Earth-

analog. In future work, we plan to derive ranges of values of D�(

and X�(,a for particular noise and resolution schema of transmission

spectra.

Finally, overlapping features can make it difficult to disentangle

which molecule is producing which feature. Since X�(,a uses prob-

ability distributions that depend on the full spectrum, the X�(,a
depends not just on the spectra at that particular value of a, but also

on the adjacent points in the spectrum. As a result, the metric is

sensitive to the shape of the absorption features. This means it could

be used to elucidate minor absorption features that may otherwise be

obscured.

5 DISCUSSION

The original analysis of these models in Kaltenegger et al. (2020)

focuses on four different evolutionary epochs—prebiotic Earth 3.9

billion years ago; Earth just after the Great Oxygenation Event 2.0

billion years ago; Earth just after the Neoproterozoic Oxygenation

event 0.8 billion years ago; and modern Earth—and provides model

spectra for planets orbiting nine different spectral classes of host

star from F0 to M8. This database captures the impacts of both the

evolution of life and varying spectral irradiance on the spectrum of

Earth-like planets. Here, we focus only on the three biotic epochs, as

the spectrum of prebiotic Earth is dominated by the methane features

rather than by one of the two biosignature pairs we use in our analysis

(CH4+O2 and CH4+O3). We plan to add the analysis of atmospheres

like Early Mars and prebiotic Earth in our framework in a next paper.

We also exclude planets orbiting F0 stars, as the lifespan of these

stars is arguably too short for modern Earth life to evolve. In future

work, we plan to apply our diagnostic tool to prebiotic Earth models,

as well as other lifeless planets test our method with an extended

sample of comparison planets.

The potential biosignatures we have chosen to analyze could be

degenerate with imprints from abiotic activity (for more details on

our choice, see Kaltenegger (2017)). Methane, a key byproduct of

anaerobic life, is also produced for example by water-rock reactions

on Earth (Schwieterman et al. 2018). Molecular oxygen (O2) could

also be produced in higher abundance in a variety of environments,

abiotically, especially in planets around cooler stars (Clampin 2010;

Tian et al. 2014; Gao et al. 2015; Luger & Barnes 2015). However,

for now, these biosignature pairs arguably provide the best base for

our analysis. Note that the analysis shown in this paper can easily be

extended to other absorption features.

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (2023)
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Figure 2. Jensen-Shannon divergence density (X�(,a) of Earth-like planets orbiting different host stars compared to modern Earth. Each row represents

Earth-like planets orbiting a different spectral class of host star; each column shows a different wavelength band with higher magnification in the near-infrared

to better show the absorption features in that range. We represent X�(,a here as a function of wavelength rather than wavenumber for readability, but emphasize
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to a model around the appropriate spectral class of host star.

Note that clouds may obscure spectral features if light is unable

to penetrate the clouds. On modern Earth, clouds appear primarily

below 12km (see e.g. Bétrémieux & Kaltenegger (2014)), which is

lower than the effective height of spectral features for a transiting

modern Earth (Kaltenegger & Sasselov 2009). As a result, clouds

on Earth do not obscure spectral features. In addition, clouds only

cover about 50% of modern Earth’s surface. However, for cooler host

stars light can penetrate deeper into the atmosphere. While there is

no consensus on the expected cloud heights of Earth-like planets

orbiting different host stars, we follow Kaltenegger et al. (2007) and

Kaltenegger et al. (2020) and do not consider cloud obscuration of

spectral features in our initial analysis for transiting planets. We plan

to expand our analysis for different cloud heights in a future paper.

The sensitivity of our method also depends on the noise and res-

olution of the data. In Vannah et al. (2022), we showed how the

sensitivity of the D�( of a transmission spectrum is impacted by

Gaussian noise. In future work, we plan to use the JWST simulator

JexoSim-2.0 (Sarkar & Madhusudhan 2021) to determine the effi-

cacy of our method with realistic noise from JWST. In this analysis,

we have reduced the resolution (R=_/Δ_) of data to 300, within the

range of JWST’s NIRSpec and NIRISS spectrographs (Willott et al.

2022; Birkmann et al. 2022; Jakobsen et al. 2022).

While we have focused on transmission spectra of Earth-like plan-

MNRAS 000, 1–6 (2023)
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ets, the framework presented here provides a tool for observers to

assess similarities and differences to any chosen planet, in transmis-

sion or directly imaged, in emission or reflected light. This approach

is not limited to Earth-like planets or to identifying signs of life. This

framework can similarly be used to compare any exoplanet spec-

trum to a Solar System object (Madden & Kaltenegger 2018) or any

specifically selected exoplanet to look for similarities.

6 CONCLUSIONS

We assess whether information theory could identify similarity to

modern Earth spectral features in transmission including potential

biosignature pairs on Earth-like planets using a model grid of trans-

mission spectra of Earth through time and around different host stars.

We defined how “Earth-analog” an exoplanet is by the similarity in

information content between the transmission spectrum of the model

exoplanet and that of modern Earth. We considered three different

benchmark epochs in Earth’s evolution: a Paleo- to Mesoproterozoic

epoch 2.0 billion years ago with 1% PAL; a Neoproterozoic epoch

0.8 billion years ago with 10% PAL; and modern Earth. This tool

compares the whole spectrum as well as specific wavelength ranges

of biosignatures to detect potential signs of life in different context.

Our analysis has shown that information theory can isolate the

information divergence of specific atmospheric spectral features. In

this paper we focused, as an example, specifically on two biosignature

pairs. Both identifiers used, D�( and X�(,a , are sensitive to the shape

(amplitude and width) of absorption features, rather than just their

presence. Both allow a user to quantitatively assess the likelihood that

an exoplanet is Earth-analog with minimal requirements for defining

what spectral features to look for.

This approach provides a framework and a tool for observers to

assess exoplanet spectra. Just as we analysed simulated transmission

spectra of Earth-like planets at different ages and around different host

stars in this paper, observed exoplanet spectra could be compared to

modern Earth. Additionally, this approach is not limited to Earth-like

planets or to identifying signs of life. This framework can similarly be

used to compare an exoplanet spectrum to any Solar System object,

or any specifically selected exoplanet to look for similarities.

DATA AVAILABILITY

The code used to generate the figures and the analysis is available at

https://github.com/saracha413/space-djs. The tools introduced here

and in Vannah et al. (2022) can be used together. D�( can help

identify interesting Earth-like planets, creating a pool of candidates.

X�(,a can then be used to search through the pool to identify which

planets show similar biosignatures to Earth’s.
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Figure 1. For comparison, we include plots showing how X�(,a (top row) compares to the simpler functions ?a − @a (middle row) and ?a/@a (bottom row).

We compare only the visible range (0.4-2.0`<), and compare each planet to a modern Earth model around our Sun, as in the second row of Figure 2. We

observe first that the two simple functions are not metrics: ?a − @a may be less than zero, while ?a/@a is not equal to 0 when ?a = @a (orange line). Simple

modifications to these functions such as | ?a − @a | also fail to produce true metrics (for example, | ?a − @a | does not obey the triangle inequality). This is key: as

a metric, X�(,a represents a distance in information space, while the non-metric functions only represent a difference between the modal fractions at particular

values of a. As expected, the simple functions and X�(,a generally show similar results. X�(,a appears less dependant on the spectral tilt on the blue end of the

visible range, but more sensitive to absorption features such as the twin peaks of the CO2 feature at 1.6`m.
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Figure 2. Raw data from Kaltenegger et al. (2020) used to produce the results for this work, smoothed to a resolving power (R=_/Δ_) of 300 using a top-hat

convolution. Each row shows the transmission spectrum of an Earth model orbiting a different spectral class of host star, labeled in gray. Each line represents the

transmission spectrum of the Earth clone at a different age. The thin, gray dashed lines represent potential cloud heights of 6, 9, and 12km.
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