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Synergy and Emergence – two so strange phenomena  

1. Preamble 

The reality is offered to us under three modalities/modes: 

a. as objective reality: subject-independent object (subjects themselves are objects for other subjects 

– analogous to the phenomenological description of the transcendental “creation” of the 

transcendent subject, that is, as Popper’s world 1); 

b. as subjective reality: subject-dependent reality, i.e., the world of feelings, perceptions, 

representations that the subject experiences - Popper's world 2; 

c. objectified reality: the reality dependent on the subject but opposable to all subjects 

(objectification of the contents of inter-subjectivities) – Popper's  world 3.  

Each of the three modes of reality is perceptible (hence, knowable) under three hypostases, either 

distinctly or simultaneously: 

(i) thing hypostasis: generic nominal object, defined by its quiddity (essence) – Nota bene: the 

quiddity is not a property, because it does not distinguish but consecrates the existence; or, as 

Kant has shown in connection with the ontological argument (Anselm), the existence is not a 

property; 

(ii) (ii) property hypostasis: particular nominal object, “personalized”, called hic and nunc (the 

property implies only the object concerned); 

(iii) (iii) relationship hypostasis: things or properties under connections with each other. In their 

turn, the relationships can be of three categories:  

- causal: 𝐴 is the cause of 𝐵, (which is, in turn, the effect of 𝐴) if and only if the exhaustive 

conjunction is verified: (𝐴 → 𝐵)⋀(�̅� → �̅�) – usually, it is a temporal relationship, so an a-

spatial one, and we have here a modus tollens syllogism; 

- structural: 𝐴 is coexistent with 𝐵 if and only if the exhaustive conjunction is verified: 

(𝐴 ≈ 𝐵)⋀(�̅� ≉ �̅�), where the logical constant ”≈” means ”co-existent”, and ”≉” means ”non 

co-existent”; 

- functional: 𝐴 is a function of 𝐵, that is, 𝐴 functionally depends on 𝐵 if the exhaustive 

conjunction is verified: [𝐴 = 𝑓(𝐵)]⋀[𝐵 = 𝑓−1(𝐴)] (Nota bene: a) it is usually a spatial and 

temporal relationship; b) the introduction of dating, respectively location, in the quantitative 

equations, refers to a mathematical space and time, not to the corresponding physical concepts; 

c) the condition 𝐵 = 𝑓−1(𝐴) is not, however, a sufficient condition for the existence of the 

functional relationship, as it signifies the bijectivity of the functional relationship between 𝐴 
and 𝐵, which is a too “strong” condition. 

2. The synergy 

The etymology of the term synergy is: (gr.) συνεργία sin συν): together; ergos εργός) operation. The 

cataphatic definition – synergy is a property generated by relationships, while an apophatic definition 

– synergy is not a property-generated relationship. There are six significations of the concept of 

synergy, based on the idea that the synergy cannot appear than when a system arises by integrating  a 

set of elements having at least a common property and, at the same time, having at least a different 

property among all the components involved. 

(a) it violates qualitative (identity) preservation – by arising of new properties which did not exist 

at any of the components which formed the system in case; 

(b) it is a genus for the species (better known as a Hegelian dialectical construct) "quantitative 

accumulations cause qualitative leaps"; 
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(c) in Popper’s world 1, the synergy has a necessary character, in Popper’s worlds 2 and 3, it has a 

contingent character; 

(d) the synergy is the only engine of evolution "invented" by nature (Nota bene, a more primitive 

”invention” of nature is the structure, based on which the synergy comes); 

(e) the synergy also seems to be the mechanism by which cognitive novelty appears 

3. The emergence 

The etymology of the term emergence is (lat.) emergere, meaning rising up. So, emergence is an non-

necessary and non-deliberative appearance of properties or relationships (not of things!). The 

emergence can be characterized as follows: 

(a) in the reality of non-living objectivity – 𝑅0: emergence is not possible, because we do not have 

here non-necessity (more precisely, we have not contingency, that is, possible and not 

necessary); 

(b) in the reality of non-cultural living objectivity (without human beings) – 𝑅1: the emergence is 

"maximum" possible (at least at the current level of knowledge), because here we can have 

contingency, and we have also non deliberativeness (that is, there is not free will); 

(c) in the reality of living cultural objectivity – 𝑅2: emergence is possible, but in an extremely 

small extent, because here dominates social deliberation, which necessarily reduces much of 

the emergent space; 

(d) in the subjective reality – 𝑅3: emergence is not possible, because everything is deliberative. 

Some of the finest problems are put on the concept of emergence by structuralism and psychoanalysis: 

(i) by structuralism: 

• structuralism eliminates deliberative decision from social action; 

• it states the existence of certain structural patterns of society that allow filtering of social 

action, which thus becomes non-deliberative; 

• the problem is that, in this way, social action also becomes necessary (see, here, Marx’s 

historical laws, Althusser’s structural Marxism, Xenopol’s historical series; 

• the conclusion: structuralism blocks, in principle, the emergence, from the perspective of 

defeating of the condition of non-necessity (that is, of contingency). 

(ii) by psychoanalysis:  

• the subconscious causes the individual action, and this causing is "masked" by conscientiously 

provided justification of the supporting story (see here Kahneman’s the two decision-making 

systems); 

• the conclusion: psychoanalysis blocks also, in principle, the emergence, from the perspective 

of defeating of the condition of non-necessity (that is, of contingency) (Nota bene; 

psychoanalysis involves a sui generis structuralism at the level of the subject, or, equivalent, 

structuralism implies a psychoanalysis at the level of society (aspect already approached in 

literature see, here, the Freudo-Marxist position). 

 


