All indications are that evolution and emergence, including the emergence of systems and levels of organization, are special aspects of the existence of entropy.  The movement of energy toward entropy generates energy dissipative structures and where there are energy dissipative structures there will be competition among these structures.  This competition will induce phenomena associated with evolution such as Darwinian selection, information storage, mutation of information, recombination of information, pooling of recombinant information, systems of isolation of information and species formation, systems for establishment of species organization, set points and feedback systems for maintenance in homeostasis in adaptive systems in all of the above.  Thus, all of the systems types and subsystem types normally found in evolving complexes and levels of complexes.
Emergence will occur within any finite system because it is based on the interaction of information, mathematical structure potential, and thermodynamics, and the quality and quantity of information, and mathematical structure potential is weightless in respect to thermodynamics.  This means that all effects of quantity and scale are relational, exist within a context, in the relationships that occurring within that context.  This implies that all the systems features that we find operating in the visible world could exist anywhere within the invisible world, but simply below the lower thresholds of the objective system, the measurement system we operate in.  Thus, quantum limits may apply only to our objective system, the system visible to us.
The problem is that there is no reason to apply these limits to the subjective system that contains our being from within existence.  There is no reason that the being from within core must exist in the same system that our external surface exist within.  

The hypothesis that I have entertained is as follows.  Even though I accept the thesis that a major portion of the subjective aspect of existence is nothing more than internal effect of observed external emergence, not all of the subjective aspect is from this source.  Granted that most of the subjective effect of being within an organism with a brain is simply the result of conditions generated by that brain during its physiological processes, there is no reason to assume that possible interactions are limited to those conditions.

The existence of emergence and system at the quantum level and above in our universe, does not preclude the existence of emergence and system at levels below the quantum, necessarily excluded from our universe, but not necessarily excluded from larger contexts to which our universe is related, or to which the subjective content of our universe is related.

Quantum effects may be observer effects, not metaphysical effects.  Considerations of parsimony may be methodological and discipline related and not metaphysics related.  We may be making many category mistakes of the kind described by Gilbert Ryle in Dilemmas when we confuse science and metaphysics and existence and objective existence.
If Democritus was right in suggesting objective existence to be atomic, could he also have been right in suggesting subjective existence to be atomic, that there are subjective atoms just as there are objective atoms, but these subjective atoms are much smaller than the objective atoms, so small to be external to our universe, but to function as the observers of our universe, ultimately, perhaps, so small as to be infinitesimal, therefore not to be subject to entropic decay, as with the monads describe by Leibniz in his Monadology.

We developed a grid system in which we attempted to associate quality and quantity in which quality and subjectivity emerged at the transcendental limits of quantity.  What if subjectivity and quality are merely phenomena of the infinite and infinitesimal aspects of the finite and the statistical, just as circleness emerges at the infinitesimal and infinite limits of the finite?  Thus, you take an infinite number of infinitesimal sides to get a circle.  Just so an infinite number of infinitesimal events are necessary to expose the hidden subjective qualities, values of finite systems.

What if these hidden transcendental aspects were the hidden sources of what seem to us to be random aspects of the finite?  What if randomness is nothing more that hidden subjective order seen from the outside, from an external universe that contains it, walls it in within an external shell, but holds it only as long as the subjectivity attaches to it?  What if these attachment structures are infinitely complex?  Would our finite science be able to discover them?

Is such a situation possible?  Our work suggests that it is more than possible.  Our work suggests that it is the most likely, in the end the simplest possible explanation of the observed because it does not require any peculiar substance or any strange entity but simply the projection of existing systems principles into an infinite and an infinitesimal that we know to be possible simply by the observation of the mathematical principles of circles.

The word, the quality cubes, octahedral that we develop, that were first presented to the world in the book Love, Allan Ralph Andrews, Los Angeles, 1974, demonstrate that possible, that probability, that explanation of the relationship of subjective being from within and external form.

We do not imply a traditional metaphysics, because these are not ethereal substances.  This is not metaphysics of substance.  The essence involved is insubstantial, infinitesimal, from within and not from without.  Hence, we have called these structures AMOS, or Anti-Metaphysical-Objects, because we have designed them to be terrorist weapons, designed to explode within the structures of our traditional positivist and rationalist metaphysics, blowing that metaphysics into the garbage heap where it belongs.
