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A bstract

A pair of sym m etric expressions for the second law of thermm odynam ics is put forward.
T he conservation and transfer of entropy is discussed and applied to problem s lke biology,
culture and life itself. A new explanation is given to the coam ic expansion w ith the concept
of diversity in this theory. The problem of contingency and necessity is also discussed.

I. Introduction

The world is a kaleidoscope. Both the lives in the world and the creations of the lives are
trem endous. For us hum an being, m ankind is the greatest life, hum an culure is the m ost
wonderfiil creation. But if hum an culture could not help us transcend our lim itation and
enter the realn of freedom in a broader and higher sense, then it would not be great enough
and m ankind would be no m ore intelligent than other anim als. Today hum an being has
various kinds of culture and great am ount of know ledge. But have we cbtained an aliude
at which we can have overlook at the various cultures, and a golden string to hamm onically
run through allknow ledge ? In the rstpaper I ntroduced the theory of uncertainty quanta
In a general system , as well as som e of its applications In som e problm s in physics and
m athem atics. In this paper we shall discuss another in portant part of the theory of general
system , the conservation and transform ation of order.

IT. D iscussion on the Second Law of T herm odynam ics

The second law ofthem odynam ics is the m ost m eaningful law in physics. Tt is profound
not only because it is a Jaw that has got the m ost discussion yet a Jaw that ism ost strange
to us, but also because it gives us the clue to the understanding of life, ie. the fam ous arrow
oftin e. For this fam ous arrow , physicists can at the m ost tellus that it is a natural choice.
Today we would not understand m ore about i w ithout the help of system atic view .

The s=cond law points out that an isolated system will evolve In such a direction in
which its entropy never decreases. This m eans there is a special direction in our life. The
tin e arrow points to the direction in which an isolated system getsm ore and m ore chaotic
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and disordered until its entropy gets to tsm axinum . T he entropy is a variabl indicating
the disorder of the system . The bigger the entropy is, the lower the level of order of the
system is. W e callthe order ofa system its negative entropy. In this theory, the second law
em bodies the lim itation of the ocbserver system . A fter introducing the inversion relation of
system , we'll com e back again to the discussion ofthe second Jaw from a new angle (See the
third paper \Q uantum Cosn ology" ). Then the unsym m etry of the second law w ill appear
In a wonderful symm etry relation. Here In this paper we shall only discuss it through the
relationship between di erent system s. So we express the second law In such a way: a high-
leveled (or highly ordered) system m ay deprive the negative entropy of low —leveled system s.
In this theory, the second law is only a possbility, not a necessity. It is the re ection of the
relationship between di erent system s. Thus in a sense, it isarti cial

Statistical physics tells us that the ncrease in the entropy m eans the Increase in the
m icroscopic weight of state of the system . W e know that there is a correspondence between
the statesofa system and that of itsenvironm ent on any tin e quantum . W hen we cbserve an
isolated system evolving in accordance w ith the second law of them odynam ics, the system
tums to be the environm ent of the cbserver. Thus on any tin e quantum of the cbserver,
there is a correspondence of the state of the system w ith that of the cbserver. A ctually, the
seoond law tellus such a thing: the cbserver (the system ) w ill correspond to such states of
the isolated system (the environm ent) that get m ore and m ore m icroscopic weights. In other
word, the degeneracy of the cbserver system gets higher. But what does thism ean ? The
ressarches of fiinctionalm aterial In recent decades has given us lots of Inspiration. Some
goecial functionalm aterials can select or discem the polarity or direction of free radicals at
a distance. Them ore ordered the functionalm aterial is, the stronger this selecting ability is.
Just aswe discussed in the  rst paper \System and Tts Uncertainty Q uanta", this selecting
ability is the ability of a system to x its environm ent. It decides the abundance of is
environm ent, which symbolizes the degeneracy of the system . T he degeneracy of a system
and the abundance of its environm ent are jist the sam e thing. Therefore we see, a m ore
ordered system can corregoond to m ore states of its environm ent, thus hashigher degeneracy.
So the second law of themm odynam ics actually reveals that in the evolution of an isolated
system , the cbserver gets m ore ordered whilke the isolated system getsm ore disordered. O r
you can say, there is a transfer of entropy.

Let’s see how the second law works. This is process which I call pararesonance of tim e
quanta. Im agine a system A, which is of high synergistic level, and a system B, which is
of relatively low level. Then according to this theory, we have t < 4 . A s dem onstrated
In Figure 1, if 5 is several tin es bigger than tA, then A will see naturally a number of
structures or possibilities, which B can not discem, In one tin e quantum ofB .Thism akes it
possible frA toa ectthe state of B atthewillofA .Like ornot, B hasto facethe in uence
that assim ilate is tin e quantum to that synchronous w ith that of the A system . There
m ust be the pararesonance because B is in the environm ent of A (otherw ise, the two system



would be irrelevant so that the two systam s do not exist relative to each other. See the
discussion about the four kinds of relationship between system s In \Q uantum C osm ology"
) . Such interaction happens in the basic structure of space and tin e and i provides a
basic background of space and tin e. So it does exist. T his iswhat I call the pararesonance.
The tin e quantum ofB is likely to be synchronized w ith that of system s that are of higher
synergistic level. Thism eans that it w ill disintegrate and lose its independence if it can not
get enough negative entropy from its own environm ent to sustain its existence. Then it will
have no independent tim e quantum of its own, which is just the case of the ssocond law of
them odynam ics.

But here the m ost m eaningfuil byproduct we get from the above discussion is: IfB can
get enough negative entropy to sustain its existence, then such n  uence from higher leveled
system s isbene cialto itsorderbecause it tendsto break up itstin e quantum to an aller one.
M oreover, when we think ofthe extrem e case In which A isthe perfect system wih zero time
quantum , we in m ediately get an am azing conclusion that such tendency is in fact the basic
property or structure of nite tinme quanta for all system s. Thus we m ay also express the
second Jaw in the follow ng form : a high—Jeveled (orm ore ordered) system m ay give negative
entropy to low Jeveled system s. O foourse it is stillnothing but a possibility. N ow we have got
tw o expressions for the second law of them odynam ics, which ssem tobe in con ict. In fact
it isthiscon ict that embodies the equality and symm etry of all system s In a higher sense.
T he tw o expressions reveal two kinds of property or nature of a general system , which add
to each other to give us a desper and m ore Integrated understanding ofthe world. I callthe

rst the I expression (Increasing E xpression), and the second the D expression (O ecreasing
E xpression) . Here m any readersm ay com e to the notion that the D expression w illhelp us
to understand vast quantiy of phenom ena in chem istry, biology, culture and even society.
W e shall discuss the problem in the next chapter. P ractically, absolutely isolated system
does not exist. The inner environm ent of a system is not closed and there are constant
Interchanges and transform ation between the inner and outer environm ent. Therefore, to
sum m arize the two expressions for the sscond law , we can get such conclusion for a general
system : There m ay be entropy transfer between a system and its environm ent.

Physicists always take the second law of them odynam ics as an infallble precspt, so
that som eone even declared that a theory m ight still be correct if it violates other law s in
physics, but would be hopeless if it did not conform to the second law . In orderto nd out
the truth, we have to face the danger of being hopeless. It is an interesting contrast that
although scientists are so con dent about the ssocond law, they can not provide a ham onic
and uni ed phys ics basis for the understanding of the vast phenom ena of order In biology.
O bviously, there m ust be a direction of tim e opposite to the classical second law . W e shall

nd out the opposite direction oftin e in the third paper"Q uantum C osn ology". H ere forthe
tin e being, we shall only discuss the 1im itation ofthe second law from the general property
ofand relationship between a system and its environm ent. D uring recent decades researches



In non-equilbriim them odynam ics have m a de a big progress. T hese achievem ents support
the expression Igive forthe second law . T he keypoint to understand this is to renew our idea
for order. The nature of the order of a system , or the negative entropy as som e physicists
like to call i, is the degeneracy of the system w ith resoect to the states of its environm ent.
M ore ordered environm ent is farther away from equillbbriim and has a an aller num ber of
m icroscopic states, thus the sub pct system has a low degeneracy and low order. In such a
case the negative entropy has been transferred from the system to is environm ent. Once
we have such an understanding of the second law , we get the basis to renew our know ledge
about this world.

Let’s study the case in Figd further. W hat would happen ifa lower-level system tries to
In agihe the environm ent of higherdevel system ? Obviously a lowerlevel system can only
discem part or even a an all part of the environm ent of the higherJdevel system , which is
also a part of its own environm ent and seem s to have no unusual signi cance to it. But
the IowerJevel system w ill discover in its environm ent that there are not only phenom ena of
super speed of light but also violation of the second law of them odynam ics (classical form ).
O foourse thesem ay be out ofthe sam e reason . T here isonly one one-to-one correspondence
between a system and its environm ent on one tin e quantum , and di erent corregpondences
areunfolded on di erent tin equanta. IftheB system , which has faih forclassicalexpression
ofthe second law , m akes cbservation in itsenvironm ent, ftwill nd nexplicable phenom ena.
W hy som ething or som e state appear suddenly w ithout interm ediate course ? W hy thetin e
can be reversed or transcend ? In Fig. 1 the time quantum of B is four tim es as large as
that of A, thus A can m ake our choices within one tin e quantum ofB, ofwhich B can’t
be aware. On the other hand, when B is at the tine P, A m ay have ssen or even given
some In uence to thetine Q in B’stine scale. In such a cass, an incident of super speed
of Iight happens to B . So the fuiture 0of B is seen or n uenced by A .Because such In  uence
happens in the uncertainty tin e quantum of B, i can not but accept it as fate when the
future becom es the present. Reversely, when B is at the pont Q, A may have no di culyy
In getting to the point P In B’s history. Then the second law of therm odynam ics, the golden
law ofphysics, is violated to B.

P hysics hasbeen generally regarded as the fiindam ental sub ct underlying all other sci-
ences. But physicists have been long perplexed w ith the futility in providing an integrated
picture to understand the phenom ena in biology, let alone parapsychology and those unin ag-
nablem ysteries in nature. O fcourse the smplest and most e cilent way to dealw ith those
nexplicable in present theoretical fram e is to denounce those as pseudoscience deserving no
attention. But if we want to get a higher alitude to understand m ore, we m ust outstrip
present theory, including the second law of them odynam ics. T he purpose of science is to
relieve hum an being from ideological barrier, no m atter where the barrier com es from or
whether it used to be bene cialto us.



ITI. The Conservation and Transfer of Entropy

T he negative entropy sym bolizes the order or the synergistic levelofa system . W hen we
tak about a system , we always have a corresponding environm ent. Here the environm ent
is referred to the total environm ent including inner and outer environm ent. There is an
one-to-one correspondence between the states of the system and its environm ent. Them ore
ordered the system , the higher its degeneracy. Thism eans it can correspond to m ore states
of the environm ent In m ore e cient ways. T here are m any such exam ples for this in ther-
m odynam ics, biology and other ressarches like the functionalm aterials, so it isnot di cul
to com e to this point. But here there is no reason at all to dissuade us from interchanging
the rolk of the system and the environm ent, ie. to regard the system as the environm ent
of its fom er environm ent. W e said in the rst paper "System and Its Uncertainty Q uanta”
that there is som e arbitrariness in delin itihg a system and is environm ent, which depends
on the synergistic function and our interest in the problam . T herefore the system and is
environm ent are bom equal, and the corregpondence between them is a m utual oneto-one
corresoondence between two In  nite sets. The system can a ect the environm ent and vice
versa. The systam can notm aster its environm ent com pletely because of its lin itation, and
the environm ent hastobe a ected by the system m ore or less. A system can act on purpose
or sslectively, but how can it deny w ith reasonable logic that the uncertainty in its environ—
m ent com es out of som e gpecial purpose ? Ifthe system could, the uncertainty would not be
uncertainty any m ore. In the third paper "Q uantum Coan ology" we shall have desper un—
derstanding about the sym m etric relationship between a system and its environm ent. Here
once we have enough soirit of equality and dem ocracy to m ake the ideological breakthrough,
we can Inm ediately get a profound relation: there is a com plem entary relation between the
entropy of the system and that of its environm ent. That is, the higher the degeneracy of
the system , the lower the degeneracy of its environm ent. O r the m ore ordered the system ,
the less ordered its environm ent. If the entropy of the system is designated w ith S, and the
entropy of its total environm ent S’, then we have

s+ s%=0 1)

In fact, In the ressarches for the dissipative structure in recent decades, such entropy con—
servation has already din Iy em erged. There, the irreversible process that were form erly
considered to generate disorder has beocom e good assistance for producing order, order and
disorder are kess hostilk, and disorder In som e sensem ay be preparation for order in a broader
sense. W e can see from (1) that if we Jevel system s according to their synergistic functions,
then order and disordered together at any level. They are m utual and co-existent. In som e
sense w hether they are order or disorder depends on how we see them . A llorder or disorder
phenom ena m ake up an inssparabl and interwoven whole together w ith oursslves. Evolu—



tion ofthings ism eaningless unlss an environm ent is indicated . Environm ent is the content,
ob Ect and ways ofbeing of the synergistic function ofa system . W ith synergistic finction,
som e oxder is transferred from the system to its environm ent or reversely, which is In accor-
dance w ith the expression I give for the second law of thermm odynam ics. T hus the order in
the environm ent can be seen asto have com e from its system . A system becom es the perfect
system once it achieves perfect ham ony. Such perfect system has In  nite negative entropy
and its environm ent has in nite entropy. So it isin nitely ordered and has an environm ent
that is absolutely disordered, or you m ay say that the perfect system has in nie sslecting
ability and an absolutely cbedient environm ent which, in fact, has com pletely m erged into
the system . But in practicalwe can nd no concrete system to be perfect system because it
ismuch m ore superior to us present system . T he perfect system hasno environm ent. It has
zero m ass and tin e quanta but ln nite space quantum . W e see from (1) that when di erent
system s becom e the perfect systam , they have no di erence any m ore. They are totally the
sam e. Yes, there is only one perfect system .

Ifwe take a m an as a system , we can have a better understanding In this theory about
the di erence am ong di erent peopl and between people and other kinds of lives, or m ore
generally, other system s. O bviously, thedi erence isboth mexorablk and in nite. W hen two
system sexist in the outerenvironm ents ofeach other, then forany one ofthem , the otherdoes
not exist. O n the contrary, iftwo system s have enough comm on part In their environm ents,
they must be able to nd som e linkage between them . In such a view, there m ust be som e
comm on part am ong people, am ong all lives, and even am ong all system s that are known
to us. But there are also endless di erences. The nature of the di erences is that system s
with di erent orders have di erent selecting abilities therefore di erent environm ents. In
fact it isnot di culk to com e to this conclusion. W hat is really surprising iswhy it is so
di cul forpeopl to get rid of an unreasonable belief that allpeople, even all lives live In a
com m on, Independent and com plete environm ent as is "comm only" sensed. A pparently this
is an epistem ological lin itation. Equality at low leveland in am all range conceals lnequality
at high level and In Jarge range.

A s an exam pl of the theory of general systam , kt's study the hum an culture, which is
som ething comm on and very in portant for hum an being. The word culture here is referred
to the wholebody ofallkinds of special cultures. It isthe linkage am ong ndividuals, arteries
and veins ofthe society. Nom atterw hat form it m ay take, it is In itsnature a relationship of
life and surpasses all languages. O bviously culture is an order phenom enon. A swe discussed
above the order in culture can be seen as to have com e from the order of hum an being.
Thus in its nature culture is a phenom enon of life that has obtained negative entropy from
m ankind. In this sense, culture isno di erent from otheranin als on the earth. They are all
assistants for hum an being to extract negative entropy from a w ide background of disorder.
They serve as storage of negative entropy for hum an being. This iswhy the culture system ,
or any of is subsystem s lke politics, econom y, science, art, language a nd etc., show some



characters of life when it advances to a relhtively high level. T he evolution ofhum an society
also show s features of life. This has resulted In the sim ilarities of m ethodologies, m odes of
developm ent and basic di culties n di erent areas. It is the sam e reason that gives vitality
to m any frontier and cross disciplines, jist lke a life develops a new organ or advances a
new kind of inction in a new environm ent.

But on another hand the culture system is signi cantly di erent from anim al system s
because it does not have m ass, tine and space quanta. Instead, its uncertainty quanta
describe other properties than m ass, tin e and space, or they are In di erent spaces in
popular Argon. That’s why it does not have a visbl and independent physical body lke
plants and anim als, but only exists in people’s participation. So it is a com pletely parasitic
life. It reveals the origin of its negative entropy m ore clearly than other order phenom ena.
A lltheplantsand anin alsdraw order from the vast disorderbackground In them oste cient
ways for them selves and thus for us hum an being (ram ember, order m eans degeneracy In
states). They have really been part of the life of hum an being. In this respect culture is
far less e cient and helpful. Ikt has both helpfil and ham fule ects. In som e cases, it is
Just the ham ful ingredient of culure that m akes m ankind feel "hungry" and then appease
its hunger wih its own body. In this theory, because of the oneto-one correspondence
between a system and its environm ent, the deterioration of our environm ent well em bodies
the w ithering of life of the m ankind. C om pared w ith real life in our environm ent, culure is
a parasitic and low calbre life In itse ciency and ham onization for hum an being.

T he function of culture has always been a controversial topic. O £ course there would not
bemy present paper if there were no culture. For the gigantic system of the present hum an
society, no socialprogress can be m ade w ithout the help of culture. But order does not have
only one form to take. (1) ram inds us that culture is neither the ain nor a m ark ofhum an
progress. It isonly a toolin our way to perfection.

IV . D iversity and U ncertainty Q uanta

In this theory, diversity of the environm ent is also an in portant concept sym bolizing the
level of order for a system . It is equivalent to an uncertainty quantum . They are the two
sides of one coin. D iversity is the abundance of existence in the environm ent ofa system , or
equivalently the selecting ability of the system . A pparently, diversity is the relative variable
ofthe environm ent forthe degeneracy ofthe system . Thehigherdegeneracy a system has, the
m ore abundant its environm ent is, or the richer its diversity. From the point of uncertainty
quanta we can also get a view on diversity. Sm allerm ass quantum m eans an aller basic brick
for our physical reality, and thus m ore abundant fom s of existence. W e know that m ass
is closely related to energy, and m ass quantum is a m ark of the energy scale for system .
T herefore we can say that system with an allerm ass quantum is ofhigher level of energy, or



has stronger selecting ability, thus it can havem ore choicesorget tom oredetailsin  xing its
environm ent. So com panied w ith the diversity is always a due selecting ability. Here we see
again the sam e reasoning as In the m athem atical consideration (See the rst paper "System
and Its Uncertainty Quanta" ): in nite and in nitesim al, or rather, the up and low lim is,
are related in a profound way. Therefore we see that a rich diversity of the environm ent
reveals a an all basic unit, i. e. uncertainty quantum , which indicates a strong synergistic
function and am all uncertainty.

In such theory we can understand m ore desply the in plication ofextinction ofthe species
on the earth. A cocording to som e experts, a quarter of the present species w ill face danger
of extinction in about thirty years. W e know that lives In our environm ent are the richest
collection aswell as the m ost e cient storage of form s of physical entity. T hus for hum an
being, such an inde nabl lossw illnever lin it tsham fulin uence only within our present
Industry and agriculture, but Inmerse us in a vast and threateningly claring shroud of
popardy. It has already changed our future in a way ofwhich we are stillunaware. It's true
that we have advanced science and technology today, but we have lost biclogical diversity
In our world, which is far m ore valuabl. This m eans that the synergistic level of hum an
Individuals, thus the whole m ankind, hasbeen lIowed down, or our hum an system isevolring
In theway to disorder. You m ay also say that the descent In our synergistic level has resulted
In the loss of biological diversity In our environm ent. In recent years m ore and m ore public
concem has given to this problem . The loss of a life n our environm ent m eans a loss of
order In our own life. W hat do we lose for the extinction of species in our environm ent ?

The biclogical diversity is an approprate indicator for hum an synergistic level from
system atic angle. From (1) we see that a m ore ordered system has a m ore disordered
environm ent. T hus richer biological diversity symbolizes a m ore ordered system and a m ore
disordered environm ent. But here is a very in portant but often m isleading conospt that
needs explanation. That is the conospt of order. W hy should a richer biological diversity
designate a less ordered environm ent ? A sam atter of fact, life is itselfa phenom enon oforder
In comm on sense. But to the observer system , it m ay be seen as concentrated m anifestation
of disorder of the environm ent, for an environm ent w ith m ore abundant biclogical diversity
hasm ore fomm s of existence, or m ore states. T he conospt of order involved in (1) is based
on am ore fundam entaland m ore generalm eaning. It is the abundance of states of the basic
particles (or rather, basic units) in the environm ent. The richer the life phenom ena in the
environm ent, the m ore states the environm ent has, thus the system has a higher degeneracy
(corresponds to m ore environm ental states) and ism ore ordered. It is the orderm anifested
In individual lives that creates the diversity of states of the w hole physical reality, or disorder
ofthe environm ent, which In tum corresoonds to the order of the system . Here again we see
the transform ation and interw eaving of order and disorder. T his supports ournew expression
for the second law of themm odynam ics and adds to our understanding of the relation of (1).

Such profound relation between uncertainty quantum and diversity has been em bodied



not only in mass quantum , but also In tin e quantum in the pararesonance, and in the

linkage of empty st and In nite in m athem atics. Here we shall consider the counterpart
In space quantum , from which we get very naturally the relation of space quantum and the

cogan ic expansion. O f course it is quite comm on to have di erent explanations for a sam e
phenom enon, which allm ight be correct to som e extent. I don’t want to deny the sucoess

of other theories In coam ic problem s. But in my opinion, irrequlariy stillm eans the defect

of the present theory unless we can endow som e physicalm eaning to it that is reasonably as
well as logically acosptable. In this paper I jist present a picture for the coan ic expansion.

There are still som e theoretical details that need to be worked out for other phenom ena

cbserved.

W e have seen from the above discussion that som e high calbre order has been tumed
Into low calbre order in hum an system because ofthe loss of negative entropy. T herefore the
synergistic level of hum an system in generalhasbeen lowed down (See also the third paper
"Quantum Cosm ology" ). That m eans the m ass and tin e quanta are being enlarged whilke
the space quantum is being shortened. W e know that the space quantum is the an allest
distance In which all spacial points are equal. It is the basic uni of our space and we know
nothing Inside the basic brick. So we have not the least reason to assum e that inside the
uncertainty quantum there is nothing worth consideration but a trivial series convergent to
lin it zero. W e should not m ake any assum ption for the property of uncertainty quantum
related to its inner structure, nom atterhow reasonable itm ight seem , because that isbeyond
our com prehension according to the de nition of uncertainty quanta. A s a m atter of fact,
fractal geom etry has given very good exam ples of divergence. In my theory, the expansion
of the universe is just the direct result of the reduction of the space quantum in hum an
system . The reduction of the space quantum in plies the reduction of the "length" that
is com posed of equivalent and indistinguishable points. A s a result, som e "distance" that
was form erly com posed of equivalent and indistinguishable pointsbecom es unequivalent and
distinguishable. Thus there must be an increase in the visbl spacial distance. In other
word, som e visble distance hasbeen "produced" from the space quantum , the basic unit of
Soace, resulting in the expansion of the space.

T he coan ic expansion is the experin ental comerstone of present coan ology. W hat kind
of coan ology w ill our brand-new explanation for the phenom enon lead to ? W e shall have
further discussion for this problem in the third paper "Q uantum Coan ology”.

V .Evolution of Life

T here is a trem endous saying in philosophy that space and tim e are the way ofbeing for
m atter, which reveals the dependence of space and tine on mass. In fact it is only a part
of a m ore profound relation. A soeci ¢ environm ent, which is described w ith three speci ¢



uncertainty quanta, always belongs to a soeci ¢ system . M ore ordered system has m ore
pow erflil synergistic finction and thus corresoonds to m ore states of its environm ent, there—
fore i has a m ore abundant environm ent. There is an one-to-one corregoondence between

the states of a system and its environm ent. In this sense, a m an has no essential di erence
from other fomm s of life. They all have som e degeneracy and independence relative to the

environm ent. But what is the nature of life?

Scienti c developm ents seem to have accum ulated m ore and m ore evidence that all life
activities have physical basis and are ensured w ith m atter In speci c ordered fom , and all
soiritual processes correspond to som e physical changes. But iam afraid thatm ost people do
not agree on such view ofextrem e reductionian . People even have developed special science
and therapeutics for spiritual behaviour. But such sub fct has never found in physics its
basis that can be widely acospted. People can say nothing about the nature of soiritual
activity but that i is a kind of function of the brain. Spiritual activity is one of the m ost
In portant features of life phenom ena, so we stillhave a long way to go for the understanding
of life. But here is a prerequisite, ie., wemust st adm it that the nature of life phenom ena
can be understood. If there were som ething In our world that we would never be ablk to
understand, then all the know Jledge that hum an being has acquired would be ofno sense: a
law would not be a law if it m ight fail at any tin e and nothing would exist in a world w ith
no law s.

In my theory, the diversity and uncertainty are not only the basic characteristic of life
but also constitute the essential part of it. System sw ith high synergistic level have rich envi-
ronm ents. A system and its environm ent have the relation revealed In (1) . Spiritual activity
has two m eanings. O ne is the richness of diversity In environm ent. O bviously, system s w ith
rich diversities have high degeneracy according to our above discussion, therefore are m ore
ordered and have rich spiritual activities. In this sense di erent life system sm ay have enor—
mousdi erences In their soiritualbehaviourbecause ofthe di erences in their environm ents.
On the other hand, it is uncertainty that m ore notably rem inds us the existence of spirit
In daily activity. In fact it is the m ore profound side of spirit. Uncertainty com es from the
outer environm ent of our system and it reveals the lin itation of our selecting ability. W hat
ism ore In portant, In m anifestation for our lim itation it shows us the in nite potential of
cognition we have, ie., all lim itations can be realized by us In their nature. Thispotential is
the sam e for all life system s, which epitom izes the conservative relation mplied in (1). The
corresoondence relationship between system and is environm ent is the sam e in nature for
all system s, nom atter high or low . In such a sense, spiritual and life phenom ena all acquire
som e kind of absolute m eaning. W e shall have further discussion about the relative and the
absolute m eaning of life in the third paper "Q uantum Coan ology" .

H istory tellsusthat although hum an society has alw ays developed in the direction toward
w ider and w ider equality (it is so because the society also has life feature, according tomy
theory), it hasalwaysbeen very di cul for hum an being to get rid of a sense of superiority.
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So whenever scienti ¢ progress abolishes a special advantageous status ofm ankind, it always
gives peoplk a great shock for a period. As is often seen, this blind sense of superiority
usually acoom panies the lack of selfcon dence. The developm ent of com puter gives a good
exam ple. Today com puters are so advanced that som e people begin to worry about the
possibility that a race of com puter m ay em erge and threaten hum an being som e day. In
fact this is In possble. In the abundant diversity of hum an environm ent, there is enomm ous
am ount of ncalculable ngredient aswell as calculable Ingredient. W e have three uncertainty
quanta for m ass, space and tin e, which gives us a very good sense of consciousness of our
environm ent. Such sense of consciousness would be greatly di erent foran inorganic system ,
whose environm ent is too sin ple because of its poor synergistic function. No m atter how
advanced future com puter technology w ill be, the com puter, In comm on sense, is only a
sim ple system w ith only one uncertainty quantum form athem atics, m ere extension ofhum an
organ. Its physical structure is too sin ple to hold enough negative entropy for it to develop
its own mass, space and tin e quanta which are delicate enough to m ake it alive. As a
system with three uncertainty quanta in general sense, it is even lss ordered than an ant.
Tt ism ore preposterous to think that a race of com puter would threaten the whole hum an
being. W hat ism ore, can the evolution of life take such direct route that summ ounts the
signi cant di erence between organian and norganisn ?

D amw In’s theory of evolution tells us that a species gradually com pletes itself on tsway
of evolution through natural selction. Environm ent plays a crucial roke In this process.
Variations are m aintained and developed when they suit the environm ent, din inished and
elim Inated when doesn’t. This theory has achieved great success. But the m utation in this
theory is random incident that lacks explanation. In our theory, because of the one-to-one
corresoondence between system and its environm ent, system — xes its environm ent w ith is
synergistic function, reversely, changes in the environm ent require approprate varation of
the system , no m atter w hether we can perceive the changes. T herefore all variations of the
system are Induced by som e soeci ¢ environm ent, and they embody som e requirem ents of
the environm ent. W ithout suitable environm ent a system can not em erge and exist. W e are
constantly changing, so is our environm ent, which in tum oconstantly Induces new system s
to realize the changes n a most e cient way. Life develops like this. Strictly speaking,
there is no such thing as mutation. Even birth and death, the soecial m utations of life,
are also embodin ent of the requiram ent of changes In the relationship between system and
its environm ent (See the third paper "Q uantum Cosnology" ) . The word mutation still
sym bolizes the lin itation In our know ledge. But if so, what causes change?

As a matter of fact, once we get further understanding of the nature of tine, then
evolution itself is also relative. T he developm ent in som e function m eans increasing of order
in this regpect. But doesn’t the order increase In one aspect at the price of decreasing in
anotheraspect? D cesn’t it Increase In a an all scope at the price of decreasing in a large scope
? Wese from (1) that entropy can notbe created but only ow from system to environm ent
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or reversely, w hich correspond to the expression Igive forthe second law oftherm odynam ics.
T herefore evolution of life should be appraised from its total synergistic function, from is
whole environm ent and from allthe relationship between it and its environm ent, rather than
partially concentrated on som e particular finctions.

In recent decades studies In dissipative structure have given us som e inspiration for
the problem of origin of life. Our environm ent is In constant change, so i m ay becom e
quite comm on for a system , away or even far away from equilbrium , to appear. Thus it
is in agihable that som e phenom ena of self organization m ay em erge under som e special
conditions. But the problem of genesis of life has not been com plktely solved. W hy is
our environm ent always In change ? N o satisfactory solution for the problm can be found
w ithout a profound understanding of the nature of tin e. O n what basis is the sym m etry of
the I Expression and D Expression of the second law established ? How and why did the
universe orighate ? W e should have an integrated and ham onic theory to understand these
questions, which we shall have further discussion in the third paper "Q uantum Cosn ology"

V I.Contingency and N ecessity

Is this a world of contingency or necessity ? Is everything in this world ruled by prob—
ability or by a suprem e adjidicator ? Such questions have been a topic of disoute for
philosophers for a Iong tin e. A cocording to this theory, di erent system s have di erent en—
vironm ents. Thus any contingency and necessity m ust be related to a speci ¢ system and
its environm ent, therefore relative. T he contingency and necessity in an environm ent reveal
the synergistic level of the system to which the environm ent belongs.

D1 erent system smay be ofdi erent synergistic levels and have di erent, even opposite

ain s for the selection of environm ent. In such case, the environm ent willbe xed at the
w ill of the high-Jeveled system at the price of som e extra order, because both system s have
to face the increased unsymm etry In their environm ents. A s I said above, this xation is
relative and stilla ected w ith uncertainty revealing the lin itation. Suppose there are two
system sP and Q , w ith Q being of higher synergistic kevel, and an incident Y In the comm on
part of their environm ent. Thus Y is related wih both P and Q, though strictly speaking,
it may have di erent fom s of existence in the two environm ents. If theiraims in  xing
the environm ent are close or In accordance w ith each other, both of them w ill save order
(rem em ber, order represents degeneracy). But if their ain s are contradictory, Y will be
decided by Q , and both ofthem w ill lose som e order to balance the Increased order in their
environm ents. T hen the environm ent is necessitarian and detemm inistic forQ but contingent
and undecidable for P. So we see that it depends on the selecting ability or the synergistic
JTevel of the system what roles contingency and necessity play in its environm ent.
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Strictly speaking, every in perfect system P m ay be In the environm ent ofa m ore highly—
leveled system Q , which has an allerm ass and tin e quanta and larger space quantum . T hus
Q can xtheenvironm ent ofP system In P ’souterenvironm ent In a way that is In perceivable
to P.That is, when a high-leveled systam observes a lowerJdeveled system in its environm ent,
it w ill clearly see the contingency In the lower-leveled system , because for one state of the
latter, the high—leveled system m ay have several equivalent states to choose from . W hen the
high-leveled systam is the perfect systam w ith zero m ass and tinm e quanta and .In nite space
quantum , then fortuity n an ordinary system isabsolute and inevitable. That is the fortuity
In an In perfect systam , because all In perfect system s are in correlation w ith isenvironm ent
in the level of the perfect system .

W e m ay also have an understanding on this problem from another angle. A swe know,
the state of a systam can be described w ith three uncertainty quanta which, as the nam e
suggests, also reveal the uncertainty In the environm ent of the systam . A systam can not
perceive the changes in is outer environm ent, ie., changes an aller than itsmass and tine
quanta but lJarger than is space quantum , therefore it has to face the results ofthese changes
w ithout know Ing the reason . So therem ust be contingency in itsenvironm ent. Lin ited soace
quantum restricts the range ofthe synergistic function ofthe system . O n any tin e quantum ,
a system can only act on m atterw ithin its space quantum , w hich, according to our discussion
on correlation in the rstpaper "System and TtsUncertainty Q uanta", is actually correlated
to allthe m atter in the entire environm ent.

Tt is the sam e w ith hum an world. C ontingency and necessity coexist. T his m eans there
are still things that peopl can not x or control. But there have never been eamest logic
or conclusive proof to show that peopl can not get rid of fortuiy in their environm ents.
W here has the contingency In hum an world originated ? Obedience to fate aswellas blind
arrogance often seriously restrict our thinking on this question. In this theory, a system w ih
Iim ited uncertainty quanta is doom ed to have fortuity In its environm ent. Though fortuity
can not be avoided In daily life for ordinary people, it m ay be quite di erent during di erent
periods or am ong di erent pecpl. In fact, hum an history is the records of victories over
contingency, in which the developm ents of science are them ilestones ofhum an em ancipation.
A s the best em bodin ent of the hum an spirit In pursui for truth, science contains the m ost
positive factors of life In a profound way. E nstein was correct. G od never plays dice. But
unfortunately we are not G od. Science today has not given us H is om nipotence yet. T hen
can a system really get to the perfect state In which the system has zero mass and time
quanta but iIn nite space quantum , so that thoroughly w jpes out contingency ? The answer
of this theory is yes. That is the very in portant concept of perfect system in our theory,
which is in fact the starting point for us to understand the world. W e shall discuss it In the
third paper "Q uantum Coan ology" .
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