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The article aims to defend the ontological priority of the whole by drawing on the concept of the analogy
of being. The author engages primarily with the philosophies of Aristotle and Aquinas and presents
several arguments from science and technology to support the claim that the whole is more than the

mere sum of its parts and cannot be reduced to its most basic elements.

The discussion of the analogy of being in the third section (“Hierarchy in the Material World and the
Analogy of Being”) is particularly valuable and contributes meaningfully to the overall argument.
However, the manuscript would benefit from a more explicit engagement with the concept of emergence.
A deeper consideration of emergence could help clarify the relationship between wholes and parts,
between different levels of being characterised by varying degrees of complexity. While I understand the
author’s intention to avoid the extensive and often complicated debates surrounding emergence,
incorporating selected arguments or key references from this literature would strengthen the conceptual

foundation of the article.

The argument drawing on physics, particularly the reference to de Broglie’s experiment, is interesting but
not entirely persuasive in its current form. The discussion might be reinforced by considering, e.g.,
Whitehead’s process-relational philosophy as an additional conceptual framework. There exists a
substantial body of literature engaging Whitehead in dialogue with modern physics, especially quantum
physics, and his critique of reductionism and materialism could provide a more robust philosophical
grounding for the author’s claims. Importantly, engaging Whitehead need not replace the Aristotelian

framework; rather, it could complement it and enrich the overall argument.

It should be emphasised that the reference to Whitehead is intended merely as one possible avenue for
strengthening the argument, not as a necessary framework the author must adopt. It is entirely

legitimate for the author to remain within an Aristotelian-Thomistic perspective, especially if this
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reflects the primary philosophical commitments of the paper. My suggestion is motivated rather by the
impression that the current conceptual framework, in its present form, does not fully suffice to render
the argument entirely compelling. Certain aspects of the relationship between wholes and parts, or
between different levels of being, remain underdeveloped. In this respect, the literature on emergence
could be helpful, as it offers more detailed analyses and, in some cases, more persuasive arguments
concerning the irreducibility and hierarchical organisation of complex systems. Engaging at least
selectively with this body of work could therefore enhance the clarity and strength of the overall

argument.
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