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Abstract

This study investigates whether a single research paradigm can dominate knowledge acquisition across empirical
and interpretive domains or if a multi-paradigm approach is essential for achieving a holistic understanding.
Twelve paradigms, including Positivism, Pragmatism, Hermeneutics, and Feminism, were evaluated across six
domains: Science, Philosophy, History, Art, Religion, and Culture. The methodology employed comparative
analysis, factor analysis, sensitivity testing, and inter-rater reliability assessment to quantify paradigm performance.
The findings confirm Positivism's strength in empirical fields like Science and Philosophy but reveal its limitations
in addressing ethical, cultural, and interpretive dimensions, where paradigms like Hermeneutics and Feminism
excel. Pragmatism and Critical Realism bridge empirical rigor with interpretive depth, offering integrative
solutions for interdisciplinary challenges. By applying statistical tools within a philosophical inquiry, this research
highlights the necessity of humility and open-mindedness in selecting paradigms to address complex questions.
The study concludes that no single paradigm suffices across all domains, advocating for a multi-paradigm approach
to foster collaboration, inclusivity, and a more comprehensive understanding of knowledge production. These
insights have implications for interdisciplinary research, education, and policymaking, emphasizing the
importance of integrating diverse epistemological perspectives.

Keywords: positivism, pragmatism, hermeneutics, feminism, critical realism, multi-paradigm approach, empirical
knowledge, interpretive depth, humility, open-mindedness, statistical analysis

1. Introduction

The acquisition of knowledge is central to various academic disciplines, with each paradigm offering a unique
pathway to understanding the world. Positivism has long dominated scientific inquiry through its emphasis on
empirical observation and data-driven methods. However, paradigms such as Pragmatism, Hermeneutics, and
Critical Theory extend beyond empirical evidence, providing valuable perspectives on interpretation, meaning-
making, and social critique. No single paradigm fully captures the complexities of human knowledge. Each has
strengths and limitations, particularly when applied to diverse domains like Science, Philosophy, History, Art,
Religion, and Culture. These fields require approaches that range from empirical rigor to ethical and interpretive
depth. Therefore, a multi-paradigm approach may be necessary to achieve a holistic understanding of knowledge
acquisition. This study investigates the performance of twelve paradigms across six domains to evaluate whether
a single paradigm can dominate knowledge acquisition or if a combination is essential for comprehensive
understanding. By examining the strengths and limitations of each paradigm, the research addresses the following
key question: Can one paradigm dominate all aspects of knowledge acquisition, or is a multi-paradigm approach
essential for addressing complex domains? The findings aim to underscore the importance of multi-paradigm
thinking in tackling the intricacies of interdisciplinary knowledge and integrating empirical and interpretive
paradigms to provide a broader understanding of how knowledge is acquired, interpreted, and applied.
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1.1 Research Motivation

One key motivation for this research stems from the prevalent tendency to undervalue non-empirical methods of
knowledge acquisition. Empirical approaches, such as Positivism, are often viewed as more 'scientific,' leading to
a disregard for the interpretive and ethical dimensions that are crucial for understanding social and cultural
phenomena. This bias not only marginalizes alternative paradigms but also limits the scope of inquiry in fields that
require a deeper, more nuanced understanding.

Additionally, many researchers exhibit a lack of discipline in maintaining consistency within their chosen
paradigms. Rather than fully exploring and refining their methodologies, there is a tendency to shift between
different modes of knowledge acquisition, often without fully understanding the implications. This superficial
approach can lead to a diluted understanding, where breadth is prioritized over depth—resulting in a ‘'jack of all
trades, master of none' scenario.

The purpose of this research is to challenge the assumption that empiricism is inherently superior and to
demonstrate the value of a multi-paradigm approach. By integrating empirical methods with interpretive
frameworks, this study seeks to illustrate that each paradigm offers unique contributions to a more comprehensive
understanding of complex, interdisciplinary knowledge.

1.2 Research Question

How do different research paradigms contribute to knowledge acquisition across empirical and interpretive
domains, and to what extent do paradigms like Feminism and Hermeneutics complement Positivism in providing
a holistic understanding of Culture, Religion, and Science?

1.3 Literature Review

While science offers a structured, empirical method for acquiring knowledge, it is only one among several
approaches. Philosophical reflection draws from thinkers like Kant, using reasoning and ethics to explore abstract
questions (Creswell & Plano Clark, 2018; Saunders et al., 2023). Historical analysis reconstructs past events
through document interpretation, adding context that empirical data alone can't provide (Ibarra & Mormann, 2006).
Artistic interpretation, explored by newer works in creative cognition, reveals aspects of human experience that
transcend scientific observation (Gaut, 2020). Religious or spiritual experience, discussed by contemporary
scholars like Swinburne, offers existential understanding through faith and revelation (Swinburne, 2004). Cultural
practices, explored by modern anthropology, embed knowledge within community life through rituals and
traditions (Bernard, 2011). Each of these methods enriches the broader spectrum of human knowledge.

In contemporary epistemology, several recognized methods of acquiring knowledge extend beyond empiricism:
rationalism, skepticism, intuition, and tradition. Rationalism emphasizes reasoning and logic (Bryman, 2012),
while skepticism questions the certainty of knowledge (Johansson, 2016). Intuitionism values insight beyond
empirical evidence (Haack, 2018), and tradition relies on cultural continuity for knowledge (Bryman, 2012;
Johansson, 2016). Other important sources include memory and authority, which maintain accumulated knowledge
across generations.

Empiricism remains dominant in academia, particularly in natural sciences and quantitative social sciences, where
observation and measurable outcomes are highly valued. However, recognition of its limitations in fields requiring
deeper social and cultural insights, like sociology and anthropology, has led to the increased adoption of mixed
method approaches that integrate interpretivism and constructivism (Bryman, 2012; Mertens, 2005). While many
view positivism as the most "scientific" approach due to its focus on observable, measurable data, critics argue
that its widespread application to fields like philosophy, art, and social sciences can oversimplify complex human
experiences (Guba & Lincoln, 1994; Mertens, 2005).

Positivism is foundational in empirical research, focusing on observation, experimentation, and measurable
outcomes (E. A. Sharp et al., 2011). Pragmatism, on the other hand, bridges empirical and interpretive methods by
emphasizing practical outcomes, proving useful in diverse fields like public policy and education (Morgan, 2014).
Interpretivism explores subjective experiences and social constructs, making it key in sociology and cultural
studies (Schwartz-Shea & Yanow, 2012). Constructivism emphasizes that knowledge is co-created through
interaction, particularly in understanding educational processes (Kim, 2024). Hermeneutics deepens understanding
in fields like religion and ethics by focusing on interpretation (Gadamer, 1989). Critical Theory and Feminism
critique power structures and address social inequalities (Mertens, 2005). Phenomenology captures lived
experiences, offering insights into subjective realities (Schwandt, 2000). Critical Realism balances empirical data
with social structures, making it relevant in fields like public health (Bhaskar et al., 2017). Postmodernism and
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Post-Positivism challenge established truths and embrace complexity in knowledge (Guba & Lincoln, 1994; E. A.
Sharp et al., 2011).

This research investigates whether the scientific method can be effectively applied across six ways of acquiring
knowledge and twelve sources, questioning whether positivism, as traditionally perceived, is truly as universally
powerful as often assumed.

2. Methodology
2.1 Research Design

The study applies a comparative analysis of twelve paradigms: Positivism (L. Sharp et al., 2011), Pragmatism
(Morgan, 2014), Postmodernism (Guba & Lincoln, 1994), Hermeneutics (Gadamer, 1989), Critical Theory
(Mertens, 2005), Constructivism (Piaget, 1977; Vygotsky, 1978), Realism (Bhaskar, 1975), Interpretivism
(Schwartz-Shea & Yanow, 2012), Critical Realism (Bhaskar et al., 2017), Phenomenology (Schwandt, 2000),
Feminism (Mertens, 2005), and Post-Positivism (Guba & Lincoln, 1994). These paradigms are evaluated in six
domains: Science (Creswell & Plano Clark, 2018; Saunders et al., 2023), Philosophy (Johansson, 2016),
History/Tradition (Ibarra & Mormann, 2006), Art/Creative Interpretation (Gaut, 2020), Religion (Swinburne,
2004), and Culture (Bernard, 2011).

The methodology employs a comparative evaluation across multiple domains, informed by relevant literature, to
assess the feasibility of a multi-paradigm approach for comprehensive knowledge acquisition.

5.2 Scoring System

Each paradigm was scored on its contribution to the six knowledge domains, using a scale from 0 to 3. A score of
0 indicated no or minimal contribution, 1 signified minimal contribution, 2 reflected moderate contribution, and 3
represented strong contribution. The evaluation incorporated both theoretical foundations and practical
applications, providing a balanced view of each paradigm's relevance across the domains.

2.3 Quantification Process

Each paradigm's performance across the six domains—Science, Philosophy, History/Tradition, Art, Religion, and
Culture—was quantified using the established scoring system. This process aimed to assess both the theoretical
and practical contributions of each paradigm within these domains. It considered the paradigm’s philosophical
foundations, its methodological approaches, and its ability to address the unique challenges, questions, and
objectives relevant to each domain. The systematic scoring provided an accurate representation of each paradigm’s
strengths and limitations across various fields of knowledge.

2.4 Factor Analysis

Factor Analysis was conducted to explore the relationships between the twelve paradigms and the six knowledge
domains. The goal was to determine whether specific paradigms aligned more strongly with empirical or
interpretive knowledge and how much variance in paradigm contributions could be explained by these factors.
Factor 1, representing Empirical Knowledge, captured paradigms like Positivism and Pragmatism, which
dominated fields such as Science and Philosophy. Factor 2, representing Interpretive Knowledge, highlighted
paradigms like Feminism, Hermeneutics, and Critical Theory, which were particularly relevant in interpretive
fields such as Culture, Religion, and Art.

As a well-established statistical method, Factor Analysis simplifies complex data by identifying relationships
between variables, in this case, paradigms and knowledge domains. It groups correlated paradigms to reveal the
primary factors driving variance. The process began with the calculation of a correlation matrix to identify patterns
between paradigms' contributions to various domains. Factor extraction followed, isolating two dominant factors:
empirical and interpretive knowledge. Factor loadings quantified how strongly each paradigm correlated with these
two dimensions. For detailed methodology, see Appendix A.

2.5 Inter-Rater Reliability (Validity Testing)

An inter-rater reliability analysis was conducted using simulated ratings from three evaluators, each assessing the
12 paradigms across six knowledge domains. The aim was to measure the consistency of the evaluators' ratings
and identify variability in their assessments. Fleiss' Kappa was employed to measure the level of agreement among
three evaluators who rated the contributions of various paradigms across six knowledge domains—Science,
Philosophy, History, Art, Religion, and Culture. Unlike Cohen's Kappa, which is suitable for two raters, Fleiss'
Kappa extends this analysis to multiple raters, offering a robust metric for evaluating inter-rater reliability in
studies with more than two evaluators. The methodology is provided in Appendix A.
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2.6 Sensitivity Analysis

A sensitivity analysis was conducted to test how variations in domain weightings would affect the overall
performance of each paradigm. The weightings of different domains were adjusted to determine whether the
rankings remained stable across different scenarios, revealing which paradigms were more sensitive to domain-
specific weightings. The further elaboration of sensitive analysis is provided in Appendix A.

3. Findings
3.1 Descriptive

The twelve paradigms were analyzed based on their performance across six knowledge domains: Science,
Philosophy, History/Tradition, Art, Religion, and Culture. See Table 1 for the ranking among them.

Below is a detailed examination of each paradigm’s strengths and limitations across the domains:

Positivism (Total Score: 100): Positivism excelled in empirical domains like Science and Philosophy, emphasizing
objective data and measurable outcomes. However, its limitations in interpretive fields such as Art, Religion, and
Culture, where subjective experiences and creativity matter, highlight its narrower focus on empirical data. (See
Table 2)

Pragmatism (Total Score: 181): Pragmatism performed well across multiple domains, particularly in Science,
Philosophy, and Culture, due to its adaptability and focus on practical solutions. However, it may lack the deeper
interpretive nuance needed in fields that require more ethical or subjective reflection, such as Religion and Art.
(See Table 3)

Hermeneutics (Total Score: 172): Hermeneutics provided deep insights in Art, Religion, and Culture, excelling in
contexts that require ethical reflection and subjective analysis. It struggled in more empirical fields like Science,
where objectivity and measurable data are essential. (See Table 4)

Postmodernism (Total Score: 129): Postmodernism thrived in challenging established narratives, especially in
Philosophy and Art, promoting critical reflection and creativity. However, its rejection of objective truth limits its
effectiveness in empirical fields like Science. (See Table 5)

Critical Realism (Total Score: 147): Critical Realism offers a balance between empirical evidence and interpretive
analysis. It performed well in Science and Philosophy, while also recognizing the role of subjective experiences,
making it useful for interdisciplinary research. (See Table 6)

Constructivism (Total Score: 139): Constructivism is effective in domains like Culture and History, where
knowledge is seen as socially constructed. However, its focus on subjective experience limits its applicability in
empirical domains like Science. (See Table 7)

Critical Theory (Total Score: 159): Critical Theory is particularly strong in addressing power and inequality in
History, Culture, and Tradition. Its focus on social critique, however, limits its application in empirical fields like
Science. (See Table 8)

Interpretivism (Total Score: 155): Interpretivism offers deep insights into subjective aspects of human experience,
making it valuable in Religion and Art. However, its lack of empirical grounding limits its use in domains requiring
objective data, like Science. (See Table 9)

Phenomenology (Total Score: 125): Phenomenology excelled in exploring human experiences in Art and Religion,
providing deep insights into subjective perspectives. However, its lack of focus on empirical data limits its
suitability in domains like Science. (See Table 10)

Feminism (Total Score: 170): Feminism highlighted power dynamics and social justice, offering valuable
perspectives in Culture and Philosophy. However, while it excels in ethical reflection, it may lack the empirical
focus required in Science or technical fields. (See Table 11)

Realism (Total Score: 125): Realism emphasizes objective reality, making it effective in fields like Science and
Philosophy that require practical outcomes. However, its focus on objective truth limits its applicability in more
interpretive domains like Art and Religion. (See Table 12)

Post-Positivism (Total Score: 119): Post-Positivism builds on Positivism, accepting that while objective
knowledge is possible, it is open to revision. It is particularly strong in Science and Philosophy but lacks the
interpretive depth needed in more subjective fields like Art and Religion. (See Table 13)

From the detailed examination of each paradigm’s strengths and limitations across the six knowledge domains, it
becomes evident that some paradigms offer more versatility and broader applicability than others. To provide a
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clearer perspective, the following ranking is based on the total scores accumulated by each paradigm, reflecting
their performance across the domains of Science, Philosophy, History, Art, Religion, and Culture. See Table 14
for the summary of Paradigms.

A comparative view of the paradigms’ contributions across all six domains, highlighting their strengths and
limitations in relation to one another. The comparative radar chart (Figure 1) illustrates the performance of the
three most prominent paradigms across six knowledge domains. Positivism excels in Science, while Pragmatism
and Critical Theory offer more balanced contributions across multiple domains, particularly in fields that require
both practical and interpretive insights. However, these findings are not yet conclusive, as validity and sensitivity
analyses are still required for further verification.

Similarly, the table presented as Table 15 is a hypothetical model designed to conceptually illustrate each
paradigm’s engagement with the twelve sources of knowledge (see Figure 3). The values reflect assumptions made
by the researcher for illustrative purposes only and do not represent empirical data. This model aims to provide a
preliminary visualization and should not be interpreted as a verified or exhaustive account of paradigmatic
differences. For a more empirically grounded model, further evaluations from multiple assessors could be
integrated, though this falls outside the scope of the current study.

3.2 Factor Analysis

The Factor Analysis confirmed that no single paradigm could adequately address all domains of knowledge
acquisition, especially where ethical, social, and cultural interpretation were concerned. The result is illustrated
by factor loading plots (Figure 2) showing how paradigms grouped around the two main factors. The Factor
Analysis confirmed that no single paradigm could adequately address all knowledge domains, particularly where
ethical, social, and cultural interpretations were crucial.

3.3 Validity Findings

The results of Fleiss' Kappa (Table 16 and Table 17) reveal varying levels of agreement among the evaluators
across six knowledge domains, reflecting the influence of their philosophical orientations on paradigm assessments.
In the Science domain, evaluators demonstrated slight disagreement (Kappa = -0.026), suggesting that the
evaluators' distinct philosophical perspectives—ranging from empirical positivism to interpretive paradigms—Iled to
conflicting assessments. The slight disagreement highlights the tension between empirical rigor and the evaluators
who may value interpretive, more context-driven insights. This finding suggests that empirical domains, though
grounded in observable data, still face challenges when approached by evaluators with differing epistemological
orientations.

In Philosophy, the Kappa value of 0.014 points to minimal agreement among the evaluators. This likely reflects
the inherently interpretive and often subjective nature of philosophical inquiry, where different evaluators might
prioritize theoretical frameworks differently. The evaluators' philosophical orientations, rooted in both empirical
and interpretive traditions, might have created a wide range of interpretations, complicating efforts to align their
judgments.

History, with a Kappa value of 0.045, displayed similarly low levels of agreement. The evaluators likely struggled
to reconcile the dual demands of empirical evidence and interpretive depth that characterize historical analysis.
The low agreement in this domain underscores the challenge of evaluating paradigms that intersect both factual
and narrative-based methodologies.

In contrast, the Art domain showed slightly better alignment among evaluators (Kappa = 0.189). Though still low,
this value suggests that evaluators were more capable of finding common ground, likely because Art demands a
degree of subjective interpretation, which may allow for broader interpretive flexibility. However, even in this
interpretive domain, achieving consensus remains difficult due to the evaluators' varied perspectives on how
paradigms should engage with creativity and expression.

Moderate agreement was found in the Religion domain (Kappa = 0.257). The slightly higher consensus here may
reflect a more unified approach to evaluating paradigms relevant to religious studies, where evaluators could
have shared a common interpretive framework. Despite their philosophical differences, evaluators appeared to
converge on certain aspects of religious knowledge, where interpretive depth and ethical reflection are critical.

The last domain, Culture, stood out with substantial agreement (Kappa = 0.689). This suggests that cultural
paradigms, which often engage deeply with interpretive methods, were understood more consistently across
evaluators. The shared assumptions about cultural frameworks and the emphasis on social and contextual
understanding likely contributed to this higher level of agreement. This finding emphasizes that, in domains where
interpretive paradigms dominate, evaluators with diverse philosophical backgrounds can still find common ground.
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3.4 Sensitivity Analysis and Paradigm Performance

The sensitivity analysis reveals how paradigm rankings shift when different knowledge domains are prioritized.
To explore the robustness of the paradigm rankings across different knowledge domains, a sensitivity analysis was
conducted. This analysis aimed to assess how shifting the emphasis among domains (e.g., empirical vs.
interpretive knowledge) affects the final paradigm rankings.

3.4.1 Weighting

The study applied different weight assumptions to prioritize various knowledge domains: Science, Philosophy,
History, Art, Religion, and Culture. In the Empirical Focus scenario, Science and Philosophy were prioritized
with a weight of 0.4 each, while History, Art, Religion, and Culture were each assigned a weight of 0.05. This
setup evaluated how paradigms such as Positivism and Critical Realism, which emphasize empirical knowledge,
performed when objective, data-driven inquiry was prioritized.

The Interpretive Focus scenario shifted emphasis to Art, Religion, and Culture, where paradigms like
Hermeneutics, Feminism, and Interpretivism excel. Art was weighted at 0.3, Religion at 0.25, and Culture at
0.25, while Science and Philosophy were each assigned a weight of 0.05, and History at 0.1. This allowed the
study to assess how interpretive paradigms performed in domains requiring subjective analysis and ethical critique.

In the Balanced Focus scenario, equal weighting (0.166) was applied to all six domains, ensuring an unbiased
evaluation of paradigms like Pragmatism and Critical Theory, which integrate both empirical and interpretive
strengths. This balanced approach revealed each paradigm's overall performance without prioritizing any single
domain.

3.4.2 Sensitivity Testing

Each scenario was run through a sensitivity analysis to measure how shifts in the emphasis on specific knowledge
domains affect the paradigm rankings. This analysis ensured that the final results were not disproportionately
influenced by one domain or evaluative perspective. By adjusting the weightings across different scenarios, the
study reveals which paradigms are more resilient to changes in focus and which are more domain sensitive.

The results from these weighting scenarios allowed for a more comprehensive understanding of how paradigms
perform under varying contexts, ensuring that the conclusions drawn are robust and reflective of diverse forms of
knowledge acquisition.

The Paradigm Sensitivity Rankings have been calculated based on three scenarios (Table 18). In the Empirical
Focus, higher weights were assigned to Science and Philosophy, reflecting the emphasis on empirical data and
logical reasoning. The Interpretive Focus prioritized Art, Religion, and Culture, domains where subjective
interpretation and ethical considerations are more prevalent. The Balanced Focus applied equal weights across all
six domains, ensuring a more neutral evaluation.

These rankings illustrate how different paradigms perform depending on the focus. For example, paradigms like
Hermeneutics and Feminism rank highly when the emphasis is on interpretive domains, while Pragmatism shows
stronger performance when empirical fields are prioritized. This demonstrates the adaptability of certain paradigms
based on the domain-specific weighting.

3.4.3 Impact on Ranking

Hermeneutics and Feminism both performed exceptionally well under the Interpretive Focus, with scores of 2.75
and 2.8, respectively, reflecting their strengths in subjective, culturally driven domains. Both paradigms also
maintained strong, though slightly lower, scores in the Balanced Focus, with Hermeneutics scoring 2.324 and
Feminism also at 2.324. Pragmatism, on the other hand, performed best in the Empirical Focus (2.75),
demonstrating its applicability in scientific and objective domains, though it scored lower in the Interpretive
Focus (1.85). In the Balanced Focus, Pragmatism remained strong with a score of 2.158, highlighting its
versatility across different contexts. Notably, Critical Theory achieved the highest score in the Balanced
Focus (1.992), demonstrating its consistent performance across both empirical and interpretive fields.

A key finding from the research highlights the limitations of Positivism across different knowledge domains.
While Positivism dominates in the Empirical Focus with a score of 2.1, it still performs lower
than Pragmatism in this domain, which scores 2.75. This suggests that even within its core strength—empirical,
science-based inquiry—Positivismmay  not  always be the most effective  paradigm.
Moreover, Positivism's significant underperformance in the Interpretive Focus (0.6) reveals its lack of versatility
in subjective and culturally driven contexts such as Art, Religion, and Culture. This underscores a critical
conclusion from the research: while Positivism excels in empirical domains, it cannot singularly address the
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complexities of knowledge acquisition, further reinforcing the need for a multi-paradigm approach that includes
paradigms like Pragmatism and Hermeneutics to achieve a more holistic understanding across both empirical
and interpretive fields.

The analysis aimed to identify which paradigms were the most versatile across the three focus areas: Empirical
Focus, Interpretive Focus, and Balanced Focus (See Table 19). Versatility was measured by calculating the total
differences in performance across these areas. Paradigms with the smallest total differences exhibited consistent
performance regardless of the context, making them the most versatile. In contrast, paradigms with larger
differences were considered less versatile, indicating significant variability in their performance depending on the
focus.

The results indicate that certain paradigms demonstrated a high level of versatility, performing consistently across
empirical, interpretive, and balanced domains. Critical Theory, with a total difference of 0.01, emerged as the most
versatile paradigm. Its nearly uniform performance across all focus areas suggests broad applicability in different
contexts, making it a robust paradigm for both empirical and interpretive knowledge acquisition. Phenomenology,
with a total difference of 0.15, also demonstrated considerable versatility. The minimal variation in its performance
across the three focus areas highlights its balanced approach to empirical and interpretive domains, making it
adaptable and widely applicable. Critical Realism, with a total difference of 0.37, similarly showed significant
versatility. Its consistent performance across different focuses highlights its capacity to integrate empirical rigor
with interpretive understanding. These paradigms, performing consistently across the Empirical, Interpretive, and
Balanced focuses, suggest that they are well-suited for a variety of knowledge acquisition contexts. Their
versatility allows them to adapt to both objective, science-based fields and more subjective, culturally driven
domains.

On the other hand, some paradigms exhibited greater variability across the focus areas, making them less versatile.
Postmodernism, with a total difference of 3.34, showed the greatest variability between focuses, particularly
between empirical and interpretive domains. This suggests it is less adaptable to empirical knowledge contexts.
Positivism, with a total difference of 3.04, also exhibited substantial variability, especially between Empirical
Focus and Interpretive Focus. Its performance was weaker in interpretive and balanced contexts, underscoring the
highly specialized nature of Positivism, which is better suited for empirical domains but less adaptable to
interpretive or balanced approaches. Feminism and Hermeneutics also demonstrated noticeable variability, with
total differences of 2.8 and 2.0, respectively. While these paradigms performed strongly in interpretive domains,
they were less effective in empirical contexts, highlighting their limitations outside of culturally driven or ethically
focused areas.

4, Discussion

This research evaluated twelve paradigms across six knowledge domains—Science, Philosophy, History, Art,
Religion, and Culture. The central question was whether one paradigm could dominate knowledge acquisition or
if a multi-paradigm approach is necessary. This chapter interprets the findings to address these objectives.

4.1 Key Paradigms in Practice: Empirical, Interpretive, and Integrative Strengths

The findings reveal that the twelve paradigms evaluated across six domains exhibit distinct strengths in empirical,
interpretive, and integrative approaches. This sub-chapter synthesizes these insights, organizing paradigms by their
core contributions.

4.1.1 Empirical Strengths

Positivism stands out for its empirical rigor, excelling in domains like Science and Philosophy, where
observation, logical reasoning, and measurable outcomes are paramount. Its ability to produce clear, quantifiable
results has driven scientific progress and technological development. However, its limitations emerge in fields like
Sociology and Anthropology, which prioritize understanding social systems and cultural dynamics. Positivism
captures behavioral patterns through statistical data but often overlooks nuanced social structures, power dynamics,
and cultural contexts.

For example, in Anthropology, its focus on empirical data fails to account for the rich narratives and traditions that
inform human actions and beliefs. In interdisciplinary research, such as public health, Positivism measures disease
prevalence and treatment outcomes effectively but struggles to address cultural barriers to healthcare access or the
impact of social stigmas on patient behavior. These limitations underscore the need to complement Positivism with
interpretive paradigms to achieve a more comprehensive understanding (See Figure 4).
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4.1.2 Interpretive Strengths

Interpretive paradigms prioritize meaning, context, and human experience, making them essential in subjective
domains like Art, Religion, and Culture.

Hermeneutics excels in exploring cultural narratives and human experiences, offering depth where empirical
paradigms fall short. It emphasizes ethical reflection and subjective analysis, essential for constructing meaning
in diverse social systems. Hermeneutics is increasingly relevant in modern contexts like ethics and digital
humanities. For example, it facilitates the interpretation of moral dilemmas in artificial intelligence and bioethics
while enabling nuanced analyses of large digital datasets. By addressing such complex phenomena, Hermeneutics
proves indispensable in contexts requiring interpretive depth (See Figure 6).

Feminism contributes significantly to domains like Culture and Religion by addressing power dynamics and
social justice. It focuses on amplifying marginalized voices and challenging established knowledge systems.
Feminism introduces critical ethical dimensions that complement empirical paradigms, offering a broader
perspective on human interactions. Its emphasis on social critique and ethical reflection provides unique insights
into societal inequalities and justice, essential for ethical decision-making (See Figure 7).

Interpretivism is vital for understanding socially constructed realities. It focuses on interpreting human
experiences and cultural meanings, enriching qualitative research and cultural studies. Its strength lies in
capturing the nuances of social phenomena, particularly in subjective fields. However, Interpretivism requires
complementary empirical paradigms for robust interdisciplinary applications (See Figure 9).

Constructivism further supports the interpretive dimension by exploring how knowledge is shaped through
human interaction and social contexts. By examining the construction of collective realities, it provides insights
into cultural narratives and shared meanings. Like Interpretivism, Constructivism excels in context-driven fields
but benefits from empirical paradigms in data-intensive applications (See Figure 10).

4.1.3 Integrative Strengths

Paradigms like Pragmatism and Critical Realism bridge empirical and interpretive approaches, offering versatility
and balance across domains.

Pragmatism stands out for its adaptability, enabling seamless integration of empirical evidence and interpretive
insights. Its versatility makes it particularly effective in fast-evolving fields like technology, public policy, and
healthcare. Pragmatism translates theoretical findings into actionable outcomes by balancing technical feasibility
with contextual relevance. For instance, it fosters innovation in technology by combining empirical rigor with
human-centered design. In public policy, Pragmatism reconciles empirical findings with social considerations,
resulting in evidence-based yet culturally sensitive policies (See Figure 5).

Critical Realism provides a balanced perspective by integrating empirical data with insights into underlying
social structures. It is particularly effective in interdisciplinary contexts like environmental studies and public
health. In environmental studies, Critical Realism combines data collection with critiques of socio-political
influences on policy. Similarly, in public health, it examines how social inequalities shape health outcomes while
maintaining empirical rigor. This dual capability makes Critical Realism indispensable for addressing complex,
real-world challenges (See Figure 8).

4.2 Sensitivity Analysis and Domain-Specific Strengths

The sensitivity analysis reveals that paradigm performance varies depending on the domain emphasized, directly
influencing research and policy decisions. Empirical fields such as Science and Philosophy prioritize measurable
evidence, favoring paradigms like Positivism. In contrast, subjective domains like Art, Religion, and Culture
benefit from Hermeneutics and Feminism, which emphasize interpretation and social critique.

In practice, this variability has significant implications. For instance, in environmental studies or public health,
relying solely on empirical paradigms may yield scientifically valid data but fail to address broader social or ethical
considerations. Paradigms like Critical Realism, which integrate empirical rigor with social critique, offer more
comprehensive solutions by addressing both data and underlying societal structures.

Likewise, in ethics and culture, empirical methods alone risk overlooking essential human experiences and power
dynamics. Feminism and Interpretivism provide tools to understand societal impacts and amplify marginalized
voices, critical for ethical decision-making and cultural analysis. The sensitivity analysis highlights the need for a
multi-paradigm approach, balancing empirical and interpretive paradigms to ensure both measurable data and
deeper cultural, social, and ethical dimensions are considered, resulting in more effective and inclusive outcomes.
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4.3 Evaluator Agreement and Philosophical Orientations: Fleiss' Kappa Findings

The Fleiss' Kappa results provide valuable insights into how philosophical orientations influence paradigm
assessments across domains. Low levels of agreement in empirical fields like Science and Philosophy highlight
the challenges of reconciling divergent approaches. Evaluators with empirical, positivist leanings prioritized
observable data and measurable outcomes, while those with interpretivist perspectives focused on contextual
interpretation and meaning. This divergence underscores the inherent difficulty in achieving consensus when
evaluators approach knowledge acquisition from different epistemological frameworks.

In contrast, the moderate agreement observed in the Religion domain reflects a more nuanced interaction. While
evaluators shared some common interpretive frameworks, particularly for ethical and spiritual questions,
differences in philosophical approaches to metaphysical or existential issues persisted. This demonstrates the
complexity of applying empirical rigor to domains that demand interpretive depth.

The Culture domain, with substantial agreement (Kappa=0.689), presents a stark contrast. Here, shared interpretive
assumptions about cultural frameworks allowed for greater consensus, indicating that evaluators from diverse
epistemological backgrounds can align more easily in domains where social and contextual understanding are
central. This highlights the potential for common ground when paradigms emphasize societal structures and
narratives.

These findings reinforce the broader argument that no single paradigm can dominate knowledge acquisition across
all domains. Variations in agreement levels between empirical and interpretive fields reveal the distinct strengths
of different paradigms and the need for an integrated, multi-paradigm approach. While philosophical
disagreements are likely to persist in domains requiring empirical rigor, interpretive contexts like Culture
demonstrate the possibility of alignment, emphasizing the importance of context in paradigm evaluation.

Ultimately, the Fleiss' Kappa findings emphasize the need for interdisciplinary approaches that balance empirical
evidence with ethical, cultural, and contextual considerations. By fostering dialogue and bridging philosophical
divides, researchers can achieve a more comprehensive understanding of complex, interdisciplinary challenges.

4.4 Synthesis of Multi-Paradigm Approaches: The Role of Science and Humility

This study demonstrates that no single paradigm can fully address the complexities of knowledge acquisition.
While Positivism provides empirical rigor and remains indispensable for validating observable phenomena in
fields like Science and Philosophy, its limitations become evident in contexts requiring subjective interpretation
or ethical reflection. Paradigms like Pragmatism and Critical Realism bridge these gaps by linking theory with
practice and offering both empirical and interpretive insights. Meanwhile, Hermeneutics, Feminism, and
Interpretivism enrich understanding in subjective domains like Culture and Religion by addressing power
dynamics, ethical considerations, and human experiences.

Science, celebrated for its empirical rigor and transformative impact, has played a cornerstone role in knowledge
acquisition, from Roger Bacon's foundational work in the 13th century to Francis Bacon's refinements during the
Enlightenment. The scientific method, emphasizing observation, experimentation, and logic, laid the groundwork
for Positivism, which prioritizes empirical observation and measurable phenomena. However, as this study
underscores, science is only one part of a broader system of knowledge acquisition that also includes Philosophy,
History, Art, Religion, and Culture.

Fields such as environmental studies, public health, and ethics illustrate the limitations of relying solely on
empirical methods. While science provides essential data-driven insights, it often requires complementing
paradigms to address deeper social, cultural, and ethical dimensions. For example, environmental policies must
incorporate socio-political critiques to ensure sustainability, while public health interventions demand an
understanding of cultural barriers and social inequalities. Similarly, debates on privacy, Al ethics, and digital
identity highlight the need for Hermeneutics and Critical Realism to explore cultural and ethical implications
beyond measurable data.

This recognition of science’s place within a larger, interconnected system of paradigms calls for humility. No
single discipline or approach holds a monopoly on truth. While empirical methods like Positivism bring precision,
interpretive paradigms such as philosophical reflection and cultural analysis add depth and context. Together, these
approaches enrich our understanding of complex interdisciplinary challenges, ensuring a more holistic framework
for knowledge acquisition.

Humility in research is not merely a philosophical ideal but a practical necessity. It demands openness to critique,
collaboration across disciplines, and acknowledgment of the value of diverse perspectives. Intuition,
autoethnography, artistic interpretation, and other interpretive methods offer complementary insights into human
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experiences that cannot be reduced to measurable phenomena. By embracing humility, researchers foster
intellectual growth and contribute to a more inclusive, comprehensive view of knowledge.

The integration of empirical rigor with ethical and cultural considerations underscores the value of a multi-
paradigm framework. By respecting the strengths of each paradigm, this approach ensures that knowledge
acquisition is both scientifically precise and socially relevant, enabling richer and more collaborative processes
across disciplines.

4.5 Practical Applications of a Multi-Paradigm Approach

The findings highlight the importance of integrating multiple paradigms to address complex, interdisciplinary
challenges. This principle is exemplified by ongoing research on entrepreneurial ecosystem development in
Indonesia, employing a combination of autoethnography, system dynamics, and mixed method approaches to
generate actionable insights. Although still in progress, preliminary findings demonstrate the effectiveness of this
multi-paradigm framework in addressing real-world problems.

The research investigates how early childhood exposure, family culture, and national values shape entrepreneurial
tendencies. Early findings from autoethnography reveal the influence of "sparkling moments" in childhood on
long-term mental models, capturing nuanced cultural and familial factors that drive entrepreneurial aspirations in
the Indonesian context. These qualitative insights are translated into dynamic models using causal loop diagrams
(CLDs), which identify systemic barriers and leverage points in the entrepreneurial ecosystem. Pragmatism guides
the development of culturally sensitive accelerator programs, combining measurable performance metrics with
interpretive analyses to ensure relevance and rigor.

The methodologies and insights from this research offer a roadmap for applying a multi-paradigm approach across
other domains. In public health, autoethnography can uncover cultural barriers, such as vaccine hesitancy, while
system dynamics models simulate the impact of interventions on population health outcomes. In education,
understanding family culture’s influence on entrepreneurial tendencies can inform curricula that balance
standardized outcomes with fostering creativity and self-efficacy. Similarly, in environmental studies, integrating
empirical climate data with community narratives can lead to culturally inclusive and sustainable policy solutions.
This approach demonstrates how combining quantitative data with interpretive frameworks produces policies that
are not only effective but also contextually sensitive.

By bridging empirical rigor with interpretive depth, this multi-paradigm framework underscores its potential to
address interdisciplinary challenges. Its application in entrepreneurial development highlights its broader relevance
to public health, education, and environmental studies, ensuring both scientific precision and cultural sensitivity.
For further details, see the author’s ongoing doctoral research on autoethnography and system dynamics in
entrepreneurship development (Toronata Tambun et al., 2024).

4.6 Philosophical Reflections on Paradigmatic Integration

The findings highlight the necessity of integrating multiple paradigms to address the complexities of knowledge
acquisition across diverse domains. Bridging empirical and interpretive methodologies creates a comprehensive
framework for interdisciplinary research. This multi-paradigm approach advances both theoretical understanding
and practical applications, enabling researchers to tackle interdisciplinary challenges with greater precision and
inclusivity. By adopting this framework, the nature of knowledge production in academia is redefined to embrace
diversity and holistic insight.

4.6.1 Critical Realism as a Bridging Paradigm

Critical Realism exemplifies the potential of paradigmatic integration by combining empirical rigor with
interpretive depth. It captures observable phenomena while probing the underlying social structures that influence
them. For example, in public health research, Critical Realism not only quantifies disease spread but also explores
how social inequities and cultural practices shape health outcomes. This dual focus makes it essential for
addressing complex issues that require both measurable data and a deeper understanding of systemic dynamics.

4.6.2 Pragmatism as a Framework for Interdisciplinary Collaboration

Pragmatism complements Critical Realism by prioritizing practical outcomes over theoretical divides. It facilitates
interdisciplinary collaboration by focusing on actionable solutions, enabling empirical and interpretive researchers
to align their efforts. For instance, in policymaking, Pragmatism reconciles the precision of empirical methods
with the contextual insights of interpretive paradigms, producing policies that are both effective and culturally
relevant. This adaptability positions Pragmatism as a meta-framework for integrating diverse paradigms in real-
world problem-solving.
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4.6.3 Epistemological Implications of Multi-Paradigm Approaches

A multi-paradigm approach challenges the traditional dominance of empirical methods by emphasizing the value
of contextuality and multiplicity in knowledge production. It moves beyond the positivist pursuit of universal
truths, advocating for a pluralistic understanding that includes cultural narratives, ethical considerations, and
marginalized perspectives. Integrating paradigms such as Hermeneutics, Feminism, and Pragmatism enriches the
scope of inquiry, democratizing the academic discourse and allowing for a more inclusive production of knowledge.

4.6.4 The Role of Humility in Knowledge Production

Adopting a multi-paradigm approach requires humility—acknowledging that no single paradigm can fully
encapsulate the complexities of human experience. Humility fosters openness to critique, interdisciplinary
collaboration, and recognition of diverse perspectives. For example, integrating autoethnography with system
dynamics, as demonstrated in the author’s ongoing research, reflects this mindset by valuing both personal
narratives and systemic analyses in understanding entrepreneurial ecosystems. By embracing humility, researchers
foster intellectual growth, interdisciplinary collaboration, and a broader, more inclusive understanding of
knowledge.

5. Conclusion

This study addresses the research question by demonstrating that no single paradigm can fully dominate knowledge
acquisition across all domains. Positivism, while essential in empirical fields such as Science and Philosophy, is
limited in areas that require subjective interpretation and ethical reflection, like Culture, Religion, and Art. The
research shows that interpretive paradigms, such as Hermeneutics and Feminism, are indispensable for
understanding human experiences, cultural narratives, and social justice issues, which Positivism alone cannot
fully capture. Pragmatism's versatility is highlighted as it successfully bridges empirical and interpretive
approaches, offering practical applications in fields like public policy and technology. Critical Realism also proves
essential in balancing empirical evidence with social critique, making it effective in interdisciplinary research
where both data and societal structures must be considered.

The analysis confirms that no single paradigm can dominate knowledge acquisition across all domains. Positivism
provides empirical rigor but faces limitations in subjective and ethical fields. Pragmatism bridges theory and
practice, while Hermeneutics adds interpretive depth. Feminism and Critical Realism contribute valuable ethical
and social perspectives, particularly in fields like Culture and Religion.

The findings confirm that a multi-paradigm approach is necessary to provide a holistic understanding of knowledge
acquisition. Empirical rigor, while vital, must be complemented by paradigms that address ethical, cultural, and
interpretive dimensions. Thus, the study directly answers the research question by establishing that integrating
multiple paradigms, such as Positivism, Pragmatism, Hermeneutics, Feminism, and Critical Realism, ensures a
more comprehensive framework for understanding knowledge across diverse domains.

6. Recommendations
6.1 Align Paradigms with Research Objectives

Researchers must clearly define their objectives and align these with appropriate paradigms. Recognizing that no
single paradigm provides a universal solution, the selection process requires deliberate sense-making through deep
engagement with the literature. This involves critically analyzing and synthesizing insights from extensive
references rather than relying on superficial keyword searches. Such rigorous exploration ensures paradigms are
theoretically sound and contextually aligned with the research’s goals.

Embracing humility in this process fosters intellectual openness, bridging empirical rigor with interpretive depth
and enabling interdisciplinary collaboration. This mindset nurtures continuous learning and ensures research is
both methodologically robust and ethically grounded.

6.2 Integrate Ontology, Epistemology, and Axiology

A strong understanding of ontological, epistemological, and axiological foundations is essential for meaningful
research. Ontology shapes views on reality, epistemology governs how knowledge is constructed, and axiology
guides the values underpinning the research. Value-driven research moves beyond procedural checklists, ensuring
inquiry is purposeful and ethically relevant. Humility supports this integration by encouraging openness to critique
and alternative perspectives, enriching the philosophical underpinnings of research and fostering greater
interdisciplinarity, adaptability, and innovation.
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6.3 Foster Institutional Support for Diverse Approaches

Academic institutions must create an environment that values intellectual openness and methodological diversity.
Progress often emerges from the interaction of differing paradigms and perspectives, making it essential to avoid
rigid adherence to specific approaches. Institutions should actively promote interdisciplinary collaboration and
provide resources that encourage researchers to explore diverse paradigms.

Educators play a pivotal role in cultivating curiosity and adaptability in students, preparing them to navigate
interdisciplinary challenges with both humility and intellectual rigor. In policymaking, humility ensures decisions
are informed not only by data but also by ethical, social, and cultural considerations, leading to more
compassionate and impactful outcomes.
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Appendix A Detailed Explanations of Statistical Methods
Factor Analysis
Definition:

Factor Analysis identifies underlying relationships among variables by reducing them into common factors. It
simplifies complex data and shows how paradigms align across domains.

Obijective:

In this study, Factor Analysis reveals patterns in the contributions of different paradigms to empirical and
interpretive domains.

Process:
1. Correlation Matrix: Relationships between paradigms and their performance across domains were
analyzed.
2. Factor Extraction: Factors representing empirical (Factor 1) and interpretive knowledge (Factor 2)
were identified.
3. Factor Loadings: Each paradigm's alignment with empirical and interpretive knowledge was
quantified (as illustrated in the provided Factor Loading Plot).
Result:

Figure 2: The plot shows how paradigms are distributed along two axes—empirical knowledge (Factor 1) and
interpretive knowledge (Factor 2). In this case Hermeneutics and Postmodernism rank high in interpretive
knowledge but low in empirical knowledge. Positivism excels in empirical knowledge but ranks low in interpretive
dimensions. This distribution underscores the specialization of paradigms in addressing different knowledge
domains.

Fleiss' Kappa

Definition:

Fleiss' Kappa quantifies agreement among multiple evaluators. It evaluates how consistently paradigms were rated
across knowledge domains.

Objective:
To measure the philosophical alignment or disagreement among evaluators about paradigm contributions.
Process:
1. Evaluator Ratings: Each paradigm was rated by multiple evaluators for its performance across six
domains.
2. Kappa Calculation: Scores range from -1 (complete disagreement) to 1 (perfect agreement).
3. Levels of Agreement: Agreement levels indicate evaluator alignment.
Result:

Table 17: Fleiss' Kappa Result. Here substantial agreement in Culture suggests common understanding of its
interpretive nature, meanwhile, slight disagreement in Science reflects evaluators' differing philosophical
approaches to empirical paradigms.

Sensitivity Analysis
Definition:

Sensitivity Analysis evaluates how paradigm rankings change under varying assumptions about domain
importance.

Objective:
To test paradigm robustness when emphasis shifts between empirical, interpretive, or balanced domains.
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Process:
1. Assign Weights: Three scenarios were considered:

e Empirical Focus: Higher weights for Science and Philosophy.
e Interpretive Focus: Higher weights for Art, Religion, and Culture.
e Balanced Focus: Equal weights across all domains.

2. Recalculate Rankings: Paradigms were re-ranked based on weighted contributions.
Result:

Table 18: Paradigms’ Sensitivity Test Rankings. Hermeneutics and Feminism perform well in interpretive
contexts, underscoring their relevance to subjective domains like Art and Culture. Positivism dominates in
empirical contexts but performs poorly in interpretive domains. Pragmatism remains versatile, balancing
contributions across all contexts.

Table

Table 1. Paradigm Ranking

Paradigm Total Score
Pragmatism 181
Hermeneutics 172
Feminism 170
Critical Theory 159
Interpretivism 155
Critical Realism 147
Constructivism 139
Postmodernism 129
Realism 125
Phenomenology 125
Post-Positivism 119
Positivism 100
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Table 3. Knowledge Acquisition Matrix Pragmatism Paradigm
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allows philosophical applied to insight that encourages | accepted if open | respectedasa | respectedif | respectedifit | acceptedifit accepted ifit | is valued if it
empirical data claims that challenge leads to openness to to source of they yield contributes to contributes to values leads to
10 be ignore overly objective | meaningful diverse reinterpretation | subjective and | insightful interpretive jective and | i ive and | balanced
interpreted subjective or abstract philosophical | interpretations | and subjective intery i i i i
within interpretations. claims. interpretations. of ideas. reflection. insight. understanding. insight. insights.
philosophical
contexts.
Historical:Traditions Historical H it istori istori Accepts Historical istori Historical
events are icism in opticis i ism is historical beliefs are seen intuition is traditions are ‘memory is consensus is authority is recanciliation
viewed history revisits seen through fallibility, as interpretive, | embraced ifit | embraced as vatued for respected ifit | respected if it balances
empirically but | questions facts |  estabiished lenses that understanding with doubt aids in sources of incorp empirical data
are interpreted that lack facts for consider events as subject | allowing new interpreti i interpreti evolving with symboiic
based on cultural or contextual context and 10 contextual | interpretation. richness. of past evenss. | dimensions of | interpretari i
context and situational meaning. human reimterpretation. insights. the past.
meaning. insight. experience.
Art/Creative Empiricism in Skepticism is Artis Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic memary Artistic Artistic Art reconciles
Interpretation art focuses on | applied to art if ioned lism is bilism is p ial, intuition is traditions are | is preserved for | consensus is authority is subjective and
experiential | interpretations when encouraged ifit|  embraced, | allowing doubt | highly valued, | respected for itsrolein | appreciatedifit | embracedifit | experiential
and subjective ignore interpretations leads to allowing varied, to question providing their eultural experiential aligns with supports insights with
perspectives of |  subjective or lack insightful evolving interpretations | insight beyond and and i i ientic interpreti i i
sensory perienti iential or | i i interpretati lacking empirical interpretive depth. and freedom and meaning.
observations. Sactors. cultural of works. meaning. observation. value. interpretive depth.
resonance. values.
Religion Empirical Religious Religious Religious Religious beliefs Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious
evidence in ici kepticis lismi is are seen as beliefs are intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is recanciliation
religion is questions questions valued when | fallible, open to interpreted embraced if it | valued as they | respected if it valwed if it valued if it is embraced if
reinterpreted | beliefs without dogma that providing reinterpretation | within cultural leads to provide preserves includes allows for it promotes
based on historical, Jails to align cultural or over time. context, with symbolic or historical and symbolic and cultural and symbolic symbolic and
historical and | symbolic, or | with symbolic historical doubt as a tool | meaningful symbaolic cultural symbolic interpretation. contextual
cultural cultural or confextual insights. for insight. | interpretations. meaning. relevance. interpretations. understanding.
Culture Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliefs Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural
iricism is ici icis i ism is are are flexible, intition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is recanciliation
contextual, challenges examines applied fo as evolving and allowing appreciated for | respected for valued as a respected ifit | respected if it balances
with data norms lacking | practices and understand adaptable to reinterpretation its role in their role in source of maintains preserves tradition with
interpreted interpretive or | beliefs for their | traditional and new based on understanding maintaining collective interpretive interpretive and | interpretive
according to historical deeper, v | i ! ditional historical identity and depth and historical relevance.
cultural relevance. historical beliefs. relevance. practices. context. historical historical relevance.
frameworks. significance. interpretation. continuity.
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Table 5. Knowledge Acquisition Post Modernism Paradigm

Knowiedge Empiricism Empirical i Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kant's
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Science Empiricism is | Empirical Scientific Rationalism is | Postmodernism ific beliefs Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific | Postmodernism
approached Sindings are skepticism questioned in embraces are held with intuition is tradition is memory is consensus is authority is | values Kantian
skeptically, | guestioned as questions science, as fallibilism, doubr, valued if it ioned for fomed as ie or ioned if itiation i
ioni jectivi i viewing izing the i i i potentiai bias | it reinforees it critiques
claims of shaped by recognizing emphasizes | scientific claims constructed objective dominant reinforcing and biasesor | objective reality
objective dominant science as a subjective as pravisional natre of assumptions | paradigms biased reinforcement | excludes through
reality in ideologies in socially interpretations. | and context knowledge. or reveals | without critical | narrativesin | of dominant | alternative subjective
science. seience. constructed bound. flectic ideologi i insights.
endeavor. knowledge.
Philosophical Empirical Empirical Philosophical Rational
Reflection evidence in skepticism skepticism insights are | conclusions are belicfs are intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is | authority is | reconciliation is
philosophy is questions challenges critiqued as | seen as fallible, questioned, respected for | valued if they valued if it valued ifit | accepted if it valued if it
deconstructed | absolute truths, claims of potentially open to Sostering open generating contribute to | helps critique or | fosters critical | contributes to blends
10 examine | revealing biases | objective truth, | biased, rooted | deconstruction critigue and ideas that critical challenge and open eritical subjective and
underlying in revealing in subjective or and rejection of fived | question examination of |  established discourse. discourse. | critical insights
i i i i cultural reinterpretation., ideas. established | accepted norms. ideas. meaningfully.
and biases. elainis, biases. contexts. norms,
Historical/Traditions Historical Histarical Historical Histarical Historical Histarical beliefs Historical Historical Histarical Historical Histarical Histerical
empiricism is claims are ici i ism is ives are are held intuition is traditions are memory is seen consensus is authority is recenciliation
seen as i Sallible, subject provisionally, embraced if it seen as as fluid, open to | respected ifit | respected if it balances
limited, with | to expose biases accepted to reveal biases 10 embracing doubt helps constructs that | reinterpretation | embraces aliows room | objective and
an emphasis | and constructed | narratives, andpower | reinterpretation | asameansto | reinterpret or | reflect the biases | and critique. multiple for critique subjective
on multiple narratives. | exposing hidden | structures in and critigne | uncover diverse uncover of their time. narratives and | and diverse | narratives to
perspectives or marginalized accepted Sfrom new narrafives. hidden diverse narratives. reveal hidden
over facts. voices. histories. perspectives. narratives. perspectives. histories.
Art/Creative Artistic Artistic Artistic Art is seen as Belief in art is Artistic Artistic Artistic memory Artistic Artistic Art reconciles
Interpretation fci ic i ism is Sallible, based on intuition is traditions are | is preserved as a | consensus is authority is diverse
questions fixed |  encourages applied if it embracing personal kighly vaiued | respected if they |  repository of | appreciated if | embraced ifit | experiences
g | intery i interpretation, | reveals deeper evolving resonance, with | forits role in | embrace diverse diverse, it reflects supports with social
diverse, encouraging | viewing art as social or interpretations | doubt fostering |  expressing cultural evolving subjective, | interpretive crifique,
subjective multiple, subjective and eultural and subjective multiple subjective expressions. interpretations. diverse Sreedom and embracing
experiences subjective context critiques. i interpretations. | experience. experiences. social subjective
over universal | meanings. dependent. critique. interpretation.
iruths.
Religion Empirical Religious Religious Religious | Religious belicfs | Religious beliefs |  Religious Religions Religions Religious Religious Religions
aspects of beliefs are doctrines are jonalism is | are consi are unds i | intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is | authority is | reconciliation is
religion are | deconsivucted | questioned for | examined for Sallibie, as culturally | respected if it | deconstructed to | respectedifit | respectedifit | valuedifit | embraced ifit
questioned, to reveal their cultural i i 3 reveals reveal their | includes diverse | promotes allows for promotes
viewed as cuitural and | construction and | assumptions | within cultural | open fo doubt deeper, cultural and | interpretations caftural individual | personal and
i i i i within rational | and ideological and culturally ideological acrass cultwral | diversity and | imterpretation cultural
within i implicati contexts. i i i contexis. interpretive and cultural | understanding.
cultural meanings. lexibility. inclusivity.
frameworks.
Culture Cultural Cultural norms Culiural Cultural Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliefs Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural
iricism is | are ioned ici ionalism is are are accepted as intuition is traditions are memory is consensus authority is recenciliation
deconstructed | as products of |  interrogates viewed acknowledged as | fluid, with doubt | appreciated |  respected but valued ifit | embracedifit | embraced ifit balances
to reveal social norms, exposing i isi i Sor it seen as open to | reflects diverse allows for respects tradition with
power construction | power dynamics |  questioning | constructs open opennessio | connectionto | critigue and perspeciives multiple diversity and | diversity and
structures and | rather than | within societal universal to multiple diverse, | reinterpretation. | ratherthana | perspectives | avoids rigid, multiple
biasin universal belicfs. reasoning | deconstruction. |  perspectives. evelving singular within society. | singular perspectives.
knowledge truths. within diverse social nmarrative. truths.
creation. contexts. constructs.

Table 6. Knowledge Acquisition Critical Realism Paradigm

Belicf and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kant’s
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Science Empiricism is Empirical Scientific Rationatism is Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Seientific Seientific Critical
valued in findings are skepticism used to findings are | beliefs are held | intuition is tradition is memory consensus authority is | Realism values
science, with questioned if questions interpret seen as fallible, with doubt, valued if it valued if it preserves past respected respected if it is Kantian
recognition of |  they overlook knowledge empirical encouraging encouraging inspires includes discoveries includes rooted in balance in
bath underlying lacking abservations, openness to inquiry into hypotheses | continuity of | valued for their | insights into uncovering integrating
observable causal explanatory | seeking causal deeper hidden causal about inquiry into | connection to causal underlying empirical
and mechanisms in | depth of real | explanations in | interpretations. factors. unobservable cansal underlying explanations. causal observation
underlying science. cansal fuctors. science. causal structures. causes. structures. with causal
mechanisms. mechamisms. depth.
Philosophical Empirical Empirical P Philosophical i i Philosophical i i i i Philosophical | Philosophical | Philosophical
Reftection evidence is ici ici ionali ions are | beliefs are held | intuition is | traditions are |  memory is consensus is authorityis | reconciliation
i '] e I values viewed as provisienally, respected if it | respected for | respected if it valued if it accepted if it is valued if it
Sfoundational superficial ideas without | understanding |  fallible, with with doubt generates providing includes contributes to | contributes to blends
but examined | observations, | acknowledging the real, openness to new fostering ideas about context on comtext on ontological understanding subjective
for deeper | secking deeper deeper underlying | causal insights. ontolegical underlying structural structural understanding. structural insights with
tructural i i i structures ploratic i insights. inftuences. structural
causes in insights. structures. shaping contexts.
philosophy. knowledge.
Historical/Traditions Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical
events are narratives are | skepticism re- events are narratives are beliefs are intuition is | traditions are |  memory is consensus is authorityis | reconciliation
assessed questioned if evaluates rationally | acknowledged as | questioned to | embraced ifit | embraced for valued for respected if it | respected if it balances
empirically rthey reglect narratives to exaniined o Jallible, uncover aids in insights into preserving incor k led, Jacuial data
while underlying understand uncover encouraging underlying exploring enduring understanding | understanding | evolving social | with insights
exploring root | forces shaping underlying structural reinterpretation societal cansal factors social of social of secial influences. | into underlying
causes beyond events. societal causes behind Sor depth. influences. of events. dynamics. structures. dynamics. causes.
observable influences. events.
facts.
Art/Creative Artis seen as | Skepticism in Artistic Artis rationally | Art is seen as Belief in art is Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Art reconciles
Imterpretation bath an art questions skepticism interpreted 1o | fallible, opento | experiential, inmition is | traditions are |  memory is consensus is authority is individual
empirical and i its varied with doubt valued for respected for | appreciated if it | appreciated ifit | embraced if it | experience with
interpretative | that lack depth | interpretations reflection of interpretations encouraging revealing their role in conveys reflects shared supports societal and
reflection of |  in reflecting that reveal | deeper societal | based on sacietal deeper subjective portraying | societal context social and interpretive eulral
underlying societal hidden social or | dynamics. context. interpretative | insights into societal and deeper cultural Sreedom and critiques.
societal structures. cultural exploration. sacial i i is i social insight.
influences. meanings. dynamics.
Religion Religious Religious beliefs Religious Rational Religious beliefs Religious Religious Religious Religious Religions Religious
experience is | are questioned | doctrines are analysis is are considered beliefs are imtnition is | traditions are memory is consensus is authority is
approached | if they ignore | questioned if applied in | fallible, allowing | respected with | respected if it |  valued for respected ifit | respected if it valued if it is embraced if
empiricaily, underlying they ignore religion to for depth in doubt, offers insights their reflects reflects decper promotes it promotes
recognizing spiritwal or | decper spiritual | align beliefs | understanding | ackmowledging | imte decper | exploration of | spiritual depth collective understanding | understanding
both visible cultural ar social with underlying | social contexts. underlying spiritual deeper and cultural | understanding. of deeper of spiritual
and decper dimensions. realities. social social and contexts. spiritual significance. spiritual contexts.
spiritual influences. cultural contexts. contexts.
Jactors. influences.
Culture Cultural Cultaral norms Cultural Cultueral Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliefs Cultscral Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Caitural
are ici ionali are und d are valued if intuition is traditions are memory is CONSENSHS is authority is reconciliation
are analyzed | if they fail to interrogates assesses as provisional, | they account for | appreciated | respected for | valued forits | embraced if i embraced if it balances
empirically to reflectthe | normns to expose | practices to open to structural and Sfor its reflecting role in aligns with reflects tradition with
reveal structural forces | underlying uncover reinterpretation | social context. | conmectionto |  strwcral maintaining | collective social | collective, insight into
underlying behind them. social forces. underlying | based on social unspoken forces in collective understanding. structural structural
social structural structures. secial seciety. identity and wnderstanding. dynamics.
Sstructures. Jorces. COMSITUCES. context.
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Table 7. Knowledge Acquisition Constructivism Paradigm

Knowledge Empiricism Empirical ep Belief and Inition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kanr’s
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Recenciliation
Science Empiricism is Scientific Seientific Rationalism is Scientific Scientific beliefs Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Constructivism
valued if it findings are skepticism is valued in findings are are held intuition is tradition is memory is consensus is authorityis | values Kantian
recognizes questioned if applied to science if it considered tentatively, with valued if it respected if seen | valued for respected if it | respected if it balance in
that they fail to question includes Jaliihle and doubt inspires as a construct preserving acknowledges allaws for integrating
observations | acknowiedge | findings that | awareness of open ta recagnizing the hypotheses that adapis ta constructed | the constructed sacially empirical and
are the constructed ignore social social reinterpretation constructed about new knowledge that nature of constructed rational
constructed nature of constructions in | constructions through nanire of constructed understandings. | adapts with new scientific interpretations, | constructs in
through observatians science. shaping i findings Imowledge. science.
personal knowledge. knowledge.
experience.
Philosophical Empirical i c ; ; . [
Reflection evidence is re- | claims are skepticism vaiues rational Jfallibilism beliefs are intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authorityis | reconciliation
examined io | examined with chailenges analysis that encourages valued if they | respected if it | valued if they respected if | accepted ifit valued if it is valued if it
inchude skeplicism claims that acknowledges openness 1o allow for generates ideas | provide context past ideas reflects shared | offers insights blends
constructed | toward overly disregard the subjective different fexihility and based on for constructed | contribuie to constructed | into constructed | subjective and
meaning and | objective o constructed | construction of | interpretations | recognition of constructed | interpretations. |  constructed | understanding. meaning, constructed
context in detached perspectives. meaning. shaped by constructed perspeclives. interpretations. meanings.
philosophy. | interpretations. context, meanings.
Historical/Traditions Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Histarical beliefs Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical
facts are narratives are skepticism re- events are narratives are are open to intuition is rraditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
viewed scrutinized (o evaluaies analyzed viewed as reinterpretation, valued if it respected as valued as it respected if it | respected if it balances
through the | uncover socially | narratives to | rationally while Jailible aceepting guides social constructs|  preserves includes acknowledges | empirical data
lens of social | constructed | exposesocially | recognizing | constructs epen socially interpretation of | that evoive with | narratives sociaily evolving with sociaily
and cuitural meanings. constructed socially 1o evolving constructed socially understanding. within constructed socially constructed
constructions. elements. constructed interpretations. confexts. consirucied i .
interpreiations narratives. sacial contexts. narratives.
Art/Creative Artis seen as Skepricism is Artistic Artistic Artis Artistic beliefs | Artistic intuition Artistic Artistic memory Artistic Artistic Art reconciles
Interpretation aconstructof | appliedinart | skepticism is | rationalism is | understood asa | are held if they | is highly valued, | traditions are | is appreciated | consensus is authority is shared and
personai and when valued when valued if it Jailible resonate with providing respected for | for its role in valued if it embraced if it individual
societal representations questioning considers the xpression of cled 15 d their role in maintaining aligns with supporis experiences
experiences, | lack personal or | rep i i personal and insights into shaping canstructed constructed freedom of through
with value in | cultural context. | lacking cultural role of meanings and societal values. personal constructed cultural cultural constructed constructed
subjective construction. | individual and | perspectives. experience. eulteral expressions. meanings. expression cultural
expression. societal expression. expressions.
influences.
Religion Religious Religious Religious Religious | Religious belicfs | Religious beliefs Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious
experiences beliefs are doctrines are | rationalism is | are considered | are respected as intuition is traditions are memory is eonsensus is authority is reconciliation
arevalued if | questioned if examined appreciated faliible and social respected ifit | valued if seen as | valued if it respected if it valued if it is embraced if
interpreted as they ignore eritically ro when it includes subject to constructs, open aligns with evolving includes Josters shared promotes it promotes
constructed, social and reveal insights into | reinterpretation | to individual constructed constructs evolving belicfs as interpretations | constructed
culturally eultural underlying constructed | within cultural | interpretation. cultural and within social | interpretations | constructed aligned with | meaning and
shaped influences in constructed beliefs and contexts. social values. contexts. within cultural sacial cultural social
phenomena. their formation. meanings. practices. CONSIruCtS, CONSIFUCES, COMSITUCIS. understanding.
Culture Cultural Cultural norms Cultural Cultural Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliejs Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Culturat Cultural
h are ' keptict If are seen as are accepled iff intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
are valued as if they are interrogates | values norms adapiable seen as flexible | appreciatedfor | respectedfor | respectedasa | embracedifit | embraced ifir balances
constructs presented as | norms thatare | that consider constructs, | comstructs rather | its role in their role as repository of reflects reflects tradition with
influenced by | absolutes rather |  presented as soeially evolving with | than fived truths shaping constructs collectively evolving collective, constructed
shared than consiructs. natural or consiructed and societal adaptive social adapted by ed 1 ed sirucied collective
experiences unquestionable evolving changes. constructs. collective experiences. meanings. values and experience.
and truths. meanings. experience. practices.
perspectives.

Table 8. Knowledge Acquisition Critical Theory Paradigm

Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kanr's
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Science Empiricism is Empirical Scientific Rationalism Seientific Scientific beliefs |  Intuition in Seientific Scientific Seientific Scientific Critieal Theory
valued but findings are skepticism is | is respected | findings are | are questioned, science is tradition is memory is consensusis | authorityis | values Kantian
viewed critically |  questioned if used to but re- cansidered with doubt viewed respected if it valued if it valued if respected if itis | balance when
for potential they support | question results | evaluated to | fallible and open applied to skeptically if it supports preserves inclusive and socially empiricism and
biases and power | dominant that reinforce avoid w0 prevent disregards socially contributions | open to critical |  responsible rationalism
structures in power ppressi inforci i i inforci social context |  responsible of diverse perspectives. | and inclusive. | promote soci
science. structures in systems. social based on social inequities. or inclusivity. | advancements. voices in Justice.
science. inequatities. impacts. science.
Philosophical Empirical Skepticism Philosophical Rational Phi i i Philosop F Philosophic Phil i i i
Reflection evidence is re- challenges skepticism insights are fallibilism beliefs are intition is | traditions are | memoryis | consemsusis | authorityis | reconciliation is
examined unproven chalienges | valued if they |  enconrages provisional, respected ifit | valued ifthey | respecied if | acceptedifit | accepted ifit valued if it
philosephically, | philosophical | claims that lack | critigue opennessto | fostering critical | promotes yield critical pastideas | contributes to values critigues
questioning the claims, consideration | dominant | diverse, socially | examination of critical insights into | foster critique | social critique | inclusivity and dominant
influence of | especially those | of marginalized | ideologies or informed societal examination of social of social and equity. | critical social ideologies
dominant upholding voices. expand viewpoints. structures. social issues. structures. inegualities. insight. constructively.
ideologies. societal norms. inclusivity.
Historical/Traditions | Historical events Applied to Historical Historical Accepts Hisrorical Historical Historical Histarical Histarical Historical Historical
are assessed historical rationalism is historical beliefs are intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
empirically, with | claims that may revisited, | fallibility, with scrutinized, valued if it embraced if | embracedto | respected ifit | respected if it balances
attention to reinforce emphasizing | an emphasis on | encouraging | reveals hidden | they contribute | understand includes acknowledges | empirical facts
social power and | hegemonic reveal hidden | perspectives revealing reinterpretation or w0 and rectify diverse evalving and | with suppressed
i ivesor | or of of traditi inali; i pastsocial | perspectives diverse rorical
voices. silence perspecti inali i i perspecti social injustices. and narratives. insights.
minerities, groups. dynamics. marginalized
voices.
Art/Creative Empiricism in Skepticism in Artistic Artistie Artistic Belief in art is Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Art recanciles
Interpretation art critiques art questions icism is ionalism is ibilism is valued when it intuition is traditions are memory is consensusis | authority is personal and
sensory interpretations valued for | encouragedif | ~ embraced, fosters respected for | preserved for | appreciated if | embraced ifit | social critiques,
experiences o that averlook questioning it leads to allowing varied | awareness, with their role in its role in it aligns with supports JSostering
reveal social and i interpretations social interpretations | doubt applied to challenging or | eritiquing or social interpretive | awareness and
cultural thatignore | awarenessor | and evolving | restrictive views. |  social and reflecting revealing | awareness and | freedom and activism,
meanings. emancipation. | social critique. critigue. | social meanings. cultural society. social issues. critique. social critique.
critique.
Religion Religions Religious Religious Religious | Religious beliefs | Religious beliefs |  Religious Religions Religious Religions Religions
empiricism is beliefs are skepticism rationalism is are seen as are respected if intuition is traditions are memory is consensus authority is | reconcitiation is
evaluated questioned for examines valued when | fallible, open to | they promote | respectedifit | valuedifthey | valuedifit | respectedifit | valuedifit embraced if it
critically, witha |  reinforcing doctrines that | it critiques | reinterpretation | social justice_ | encourages offer ethical includes | fosters ethical promotes promotes
Jfocus on institutional may justify dogma with social but doubted if | inclusivity or growth or ethical and equitable ethical ethical,
institational | power or social social supporting | justice in mind. hall inclusivity in teachings community | understanding inclusive
power and i it i ies or | instituti dogma. practice. practices. | and inctusivity. | understanding.
influence. biases. power.
Culture Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural norms | Cultural beliefs Cultural Cuitural Cultural Cultural Cuitural Cultural
iricism is icis icis it ism is are viewed as are questioned if intuition is traditions are memuory is consensus is authority reconciliation
viewed with challenges interrogates applied to evolving, with they maintain | appreciated if it respected if appreciated if | embraced ifit | respected ifit balances
skepticism, | norms that may | norms that | challenge or fallibilism social inequities | fosters critical | they evolve fo | it represents benefits ailows for tradition with
questioning perpetuate | maintain power | redefine ensuring or silence understanding | meet diverse collective diversity and diverse inclusivity and
biases in oppression or | imbalances in socially openness to diverse voices. of social societal needs. identities adapts to perspectives social equi
cultural restrict society. imposed societal change. norms. inclusively. social needs. 2
representation. diversity. norms. adaprability.
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Table 9. Knowledge Acquisition Interpretivism Paradigm

Knowledge Empiricism Empirical Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kant's
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Science Empiricism in | Seientific Seientific Rationalism in Scientific | Seientific beligfy | Seientific Seientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Interpretivism
science is findings are skepticism is | science is used | findings are are held intuition is rradition is memory consensus is authorityis | values Kantian
valued as | gquestioned for applied, with an considered | tentatively, with | respectedifit | respected ifit | preservespast |  respected if it respected if i balance by
i 4 bjectivity, i i s Sfallible, doubt allowing inspires allows room for findings includes acknowledges integrating
through the | recognizing that | objectivity and that emphasizing for multiple interpretations interpretive valued for acknowledgment interpretive empirical data
s | all i i opennessto | interpretations. of ohserved analysis. their of- i persy with interpreti
are i P shape interpretive phenomena. interpretive perspectives. meaning.
insights. perceplians. insights. relevance.
Philosophical Empirieal Empirical Philosophical Rational Phil ical
Reflection evidence is skepiicism skepticism insights are | conclusions are | beliefs are intuition is traditions are memory is cansensus is authority is | reconciliation is
used in examines values 1pr if | provisional, provisional, valued as a valuedifthey | respectedjor |  accepted ifit accepted ifit valued if it
philosophy claims questioning | they recognize | recognizing | fostering open source of | provide a basis itsrolein | reflects collective supports blends
but eritically, ideas that lack the role of multiple and contextual subjective, for subjective shaping i i presi ity with
interpreted | questioning the context in subjective 7 interp, L rpreti reflection. interpretive insights. understanding. subjective
within interpretive human interpretation. | frameworks. insight. reflection interpretation
persanaland | framework experience
social
contexis
Historical/Traditions Historical Historical Historical Historical Hisiorical Historical beliefs Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical
Sacts are narratives are k re- fism is are are accepted intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
analyzed for | questioned if evaluates valued when it | seen as fallible | provisionally, | respectedifit | respected for valued for respected if it | respected ifit | balances factual
the subjective | they lack narratives to | acknowledges | constructs open | embracing leads to their role in preserving incorporates inchudes accuraey with
meanings inierpretive uncover subjective o re- reinterpretation relevant shaping narratives variee openness 1o meaningful
they hoid for | depth of social v paints and | interg . | through context. interpretive interpretive with interpretive evolving interpretation.
individuals meaning social meanings. meanings. perspectives. | social memory. | i i ypoi i 3
and groups. depth.
Art/Creative Artistic Skepticism in Artistic Artistic Art is viewed Artistic beliefs Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic consensus Artistic Art reconciles
Interpretation empiricism is | art questions skepticism is | rationalism is | asa fallible, are valued if intuition is swaditions are memory is is valued if it authority is individual and
embraced as | interpretations vaiued for embraced if it evolving they resonate | highly valued, | valued for their | appreciated | resonates with valued if it cultural
awayof | that overlook questioning includes expression of | with individual | allowing for | role in reflecting | for s role in shared promotes interpretations,
expressing | theartist’s or | representations | insights into subjective and cultural personal and cultural maintaining interpretive freedom of embracing
subjective, viewer's and focusing on | personal and sxperi peri P meanings. interpretive experiential
sensory experience. subjective cultural interpretation. meanings, expression. meaning.
experiences. experience interpreration.
Religion Empirical Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious beliefs Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious
aspects of beiicfs are dactrinesare | rationalism is beliefs are | arerespectedas |  intuition is traditions are memary is cansensus is authority is | reconciliation is
religion are | approached | examined if they | appreciated for |  considered personal appreciated if it | appreciated if | respected for |  respected if it respected if it | respected if it
understood as | skeptically if overlook its alignment open 1o re- interpretations provides they comiribute | preserving promotes a allows for promofes
experienced they lack personal with interpreiation apen 1o new meaningful, 1o evalving collective shared diverse spiritual | personal and
and interpretive or interpretive interpretive based on understandings. personal spiritual spiritual interpretive interpretations. shared
preted by P ial cperi spiritual personal spiritual interpretation. | experiences. | understanding. interpretations.
believers. context. experiences. experience. insights.
Culture Cultural Cultural norms Cultural Cultural Cultural beligls | Cultural beliefs Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural
phenomena | are questioned skepricism rationalism are seenas | are appreciated |  intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
are examined | if they are exploves narms | values norms adaprable, as interpretive | respected forits|  respected as valued as a embraced if it valued if it balances
Sfor their presented as as interpreted | that adapt to shaped by constructs, role in shaping adaptive, repository of allows for reflects tradition with
interpreted | absolute rather | constructs, not interpreted evolving social adapling lo adaptive, socially shared, interpretive collective, evolving
meanings than Sixed truths. social confexis. social change. interpretive interpreted interpretive diversity within interpreied inerpreiive
within interpretive. meanings. practices. canstructs. social identity. society. social meaning. | social meaning.
specific
social
contexts.
Table 10. Knowledge Acquisition Phenomenology Paradigm
Knowledge Empiricism Empirical Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authorigy Kant’s
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Scietce Empiricism is Empirical Scientific Rationalism Scientific | Scientific beliefs | Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific | Phenamenology
valued if it veflects | findings ave skepticism is respected | findings are are tentative, intuition is rradition is memory comsensus is | authorityis | values Kantian
lived experiences | questioned if questions in science ifit | seen as fallible | aliowing dowbt | valued ifit | respected ifit | preserves past | respectedifit | respected if balance by
and subjective they lack knowledge lacking | incorporates and open to to foster aligns with includes discoveries, acknowledges | grounded in integrating
observations in personal experiential the subjective revision, understanding lived subjective valued for its diverse lived experiences objective data
seience. xperienti i i specti of subject i ibuti ion to i in | validated by | with subjective
relevance in of observers. subjective perspectives. and of historical lived findings. communities. | experience.
science. insights. observational | perspectives. | observations.
insights.
Philosophical Empirical icism is Philosophical | Philosophical | Philosophical | Philesophical i i Philosonhical | Philosophical | Philosophical | Philosophical | Philosophical
eflection evidence is re- applied t skepticism is | rationalism is | fallibilism beliefs are intuition is | traditions are |  memary is consensus is | authorityis | reconciliation is
examined to claims that encouraged ifit | valued if it encourages provisional, respected ifit | valued for respectedif | acceptedifit | valued if it valued if it
include subjective ignore questions leads to apenness to fostering open | generates ideas | their ability to | past ideas reflects offers blends
perception and subjective or objective claims insights multiple interpretation of | grounded in deepen continue to collective insights that | subjective and
experience. perceptual | without subjective | grounded in subjective subjective personal personal inform subjective resonate | rational insights
elements in insight. personal i i i perception. flectic subjective i P i
philosaphy. experience. understanding.
Historical/Traditions | Historical facts Historical Histarical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical Historical
are viewed narratives are | skepticism re- eventsare | narratives are | beliefs are open | intuition is | traditions are |  memary is consensus is | authorityis | reconciliation
through the questioned if evaluates analyzed with | considered 0 embraced | respectedas | valuedasit | respectedifit | respected ifit balances
subjective they lack depth | narratives to rationality fallible and | reinterpretation, | when it aids in | they preserve |  maintains includes acknowledges | objective facts
experiences and | in representing | include lived | that considers | open to re- encouraging interpreting the lived ives of i the subjectiy with personal
meanings of the personal experiences and | personal and | interpretation | new perspectives lived experiences lived from various | narratives of | narratives and
past. perspectives. | personal stories. | communal based on on lived events. | experiences of of past experiences lived individuals. | experiences.
meanings. experiences. the past. generations. | from the past. | experiences.
Art/Creative Artreflects Skepticism in | Artistic skepticism Artis Artis embraced | Belicfin art is Artistic Artisfic Artistic Artistic Artistic Art reconciles
Interpretation subjective art questions | values questioning | rationally as fallible, based on intuition is | traditions are |  memory is consensus is | authority is shared and
ie and ie ? i 0 allowing personal highly valued | embracedas | preserved for | valuedifit | embracedifit|  individual
sensory that ignore the lacking appreciate its | evelving and | resonance, with | forits role in | expressions | its experiential |  aligns with reflects experiences
perceptions, artist’s or experiential reflection of personal doubt expressing of shared | and emotional shared experiential | through sensory
embracing viewer's resonance. subjective | interpretations. | encouraging personal experiences depth. subjective authenticity | and emotional
phenomenological | experience. experience. diverse experience. an interpretations | and depth. expressians.
views. interpretations. perceptions. and meanings.

Religion Religious Religious Religious Rational Religious beliefs | Religious beliefs Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious
experience is beliefs are doctrines are analysisis | are understood | are respected as | inmition is | traditions are | memary is consensus is | authorityis | reconciliation is
valued when approached | questioned if they |  applied in as failible and personal embraced if it | valued ifthey | valued ifit | respectedifit | respected ifit | embraced ifit

viewed as a lived, | skeptically if | ignore personal | religion to | open to personal |  experiences decpens resonate with | preserves promotes resonates promotes
personal disconnected spiritual Sind experiential open 1o personal personal collective shared with personal |  personal and
from individual i li i i individual spiritual spiritual spiritual | spiritual values | spiritual collective
experience. with understanding. | understanding. |  journeys. experiences. and experiences. | understanding.
individual experiences.
spiritual
experiences.
Culture Cultural Cultural norms Cultural Cultural Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliefs Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural
are are i ici i i are are valued for intuition is traditions are memaory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
interpreted if they fail to interrogates assesses their i iated for | respected for | appreciated as | embracedifit | embraced if it balances
through shared reflect the norms that lack practices | as evolvingand | to collective | its conmection | their roots in | a repository of | maintains | preserves the | tradition with
lived experiences | collective lived personal or based on adaptable with experiences, to shared, lived shared, shared lived callective significance the collective
and subjective experiences. coilective experiential shared open to doubt. ie ienti i ignif to of tived ed
perceptions. phenomenoiogical | and collective | experiences. heritage. and identity. lived experiences.
relevance. significance. experiences.
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Table 11. Knowledge Acquisition Feminism Paradigm

Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kant's
Acquisition Skepticism Doubi Reconciliation
Science Empiricism is Empirical Seientific | Rationalism is Scientific Seientific beliefs | Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Feminism
valued but findings are skepticism embraced in findings are are held with intuition is tradition is memaory is consensus is authority is | values Kantian
viewed questioned if they i science if it considered doubt, valued ifit | respectedifit | preserved for | respectedifit | respeciedifit |  balance by
critically, Jail to include supports Jallible, recognizing the |  encourages evolves to inclusivity, | includes diverse |  promotes integrating
focusing on gendered gender encouraging potential for inclusive include valuing and inclusive | inclusivity and | empirical rigor
inclusivity in spectives in ivity and i bia hypotheses and | diverseand | contributions gender recognizes | with inclusive
scientific science. diverse inclusion of traditional | diverse insights. feminist of all genders. |  perspectives. diverse perspectives.
wbservations. gender issues. | perspectives. | diverse voices. views. perspectives. contributions.
Philosophical Empirical Empirical Phil it Phil i Phil ic Philc hical T ¥ Phil it I ¥ I
Reflection evidence is it in kepticis i ism is i is beliefs are intnition is rtraditions are memory is CONSERSUS IS autharity is reconciliation
idered but hilosoph hall applied with | valued, fostering | accepted if open | respected ifit | vaiued if they | respected if it valued if it valued if it is valued if it
often re- challenges claims | ficed ideas that | awareness of openness o 0 reveals support promotes supports advocates for combines
examined to that ignore reinforce power gendered reinterpretation gendered reflection on diverse feministand | equality and | rationality with
inchude diverse social | unegual social | structuresin | interpretations. | through feminist | perspectives and | equality and | perspectives | intersectional | social justice. Sfeminist
diverse voices contexts. power gendered perspectives. social critiques. | secial power. | and feminist perspectives. insights.
and contexts. dynamics. contexts. theught.

i it Historical istorical claims Historical Historical Historical istori. Historical Historical istori istori Historical

facts are are questioned fo skepticism events are narratives are beliefs are intuition is traditions are | memory is consensus is authority is | reconciliation
assessed to reveal gender revisits examined to viewed as embraced appreciated ifit | respected for | valued for respected if it | respected if it balances
uncover biases and narratives to uncover falible provisionally, aids in their inclusion | including | includes diverse | acknowledges | objective data
marginafized | underrepresented recover overlooked | constructs open |  allowing for recovering of diverse overlooked | narratives and the with
perspectives voices. silenced or | contributions to recovery of marginalized gendered ibuti inalized ibutions inali
and gendered marginalized | by women and | reinterp i inali i cperi by voices. of all genders. | narratives.
biases. i inoriti with i ivit voices. marginalized
voices.
Art/Creative Art reflects Skepticism is Artistic Artistic Artis viewed as | Belief in art is Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Artistic Art reconciles
Interpretation experiential | applied to art if skepticism | rationalism is Jallible, valued if it intuition is traditions are | memory is consensus is authority is individual
insights, often | interpretations encourages vaiued if it embracing aligns with highly vaiued | vaiued if they | appreciated if |  valuedifit | embraced ifit | expression with
emphasizing | overlaok gender | interpretations includes diverse, evolving | inclusive and | for expressing | contributeto | itreflectsa | resonates with promotes societal
voices or social justice | that consider | diverse voices | interpretations gender- feminist and diverse and | diverse range inclusive, freedom of critigue,
marginalized elements. diverse, and with feminist conscious inclusive inclusive of gendered gender- expression and | embracing
by traditional gendered challenges insight. interpretations. | interpretations. cultural experiences. conscious diverse voices. |  inclusivity.
norms. experiences. stereotypes. narratives. interpretations.
Religion Religious Religious beliefs Religious Religious | Religious beliefs | Religious beliefs |  Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious Religious
experiences | are questioned if | doctrines are | rationalism is | are understood | arerespected if | intuition is traditions are | memory is consensus is autherity is | reconciliation
are analyzed they uphold questioned if | respected ifit | as provisional, they foster respected if it | appreciatedif | respected if it | respected if it valued ifit | is embraced if
with attention |  patriarchal or they uphoid promotes apen to re- equality, promotes they foster supports supports ethical Josters it promotes
to gendered |  biased cultural patriarchal ethical evaluation of | doubted if they inclusive, equality and ethical equality and | inclusivity and |  ethical and
roles and norms. structures or | inclusivity and | gender norms. reinforce gender- resist inclusivity and | inclusivity. resists gender-
cultural bias. lack inclusivity. sacial hierarchies. equitable oppressive social patriarchal inclusive
equality insights. norms. progress. limitations. values.
Cultire Culnural Cultieral riorms Cultural Cultural Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliefs Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural
are app fci ionalism is | areseemas | areappreciated |  intuition is | traditions are |  memory is consensus is | authority is | reconciliation
are examined skeptically, interrogates applied to adaptable, if they support | valued forits | respectedif | valuedasa | embracedifit | embraced if it balances
empirically to | questioning roles | practices that | critique norms shaped by inclusivity, | role in adapiing | they evolve to collective | fosters diverse, | represents tradition with
reveal that enforce reinforce that enforce inclusive questioned when | to socially embrace identity that inclusive diverse, progressive,
gendered and | gender biases. | gender roles or d d | interpretati icti progressi inclusive promotes societal norms. socially inclusive
intersectional inequalities. and social beliefs. gender inclusivity. equitable perspectives.
experiences. change. perspectives. values.
Table 12. Knowledge Acquisition Realism Paradigm
Fallibilism Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kant’s
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Science Empiricism is | Skepticism is Scientific Rationalism is Science Scientific beliefs | Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific | Realism values
fundamental | used in seience | skepticism tests |  applied in recognizes are provisional, | intuition is tradition is memory is consensus is authority is Kantian
in science for | to question | theories against | science to Sallibility, with with doubt valued if it valued if it valued for respected if respected if | balance when
observing observations real-world interpret | findings open to |  encouraging inspires continues to preserving grounded in based on empiricism and
objective that may not evidence. empirical revision upon continual hypotheses that | align with verified, iri 1pi ionali
reality. reflect reality. observations | new evidence. | testing against can be empirical realistic validated validated lead to an
and develop veality. empirically findings. knowledge. knowledge. findings. objective
thearies. tested. reality.
Philosophical Empirical osonki Hosophi el ical hilosonhi losohi i ilosonhi i ical wilosonki i i hil
Reflection evidence claims are icis ionali ions are | beliefs are held | intuition is ons are memory is consensus is authority is | reconciliation
supports tested against questions Ssupports seen as fallible, | with caution, | respected ifit | respectedif | respectedifit | acceptedifit valued if it is valued if it
philosophical empirical belicfs not | wnderstanding given the tested against | leads to ideas | they provide a | holds ideas that | contributeste | offers realistic aligns
claims reality, with grounded in of reality evolving objective and grounded in realistic align with understanding | insights into subjective
grounded in skepticism objective through logical | understanding | logical insights. shared understanding abjective reality. human experience with
external toward reality. reasoning. of reality. experience. of life. realify. existence. objective
reality. subjective reality.
views.
Historical/Traditions Historical Historical Historical istoric istori Historical Historical Historical Historical istori Historical
facts are narratives are | skepticism re- events are narratives are beliefs are imtuition is traditions are memory consensus is authority is | understanding
valued questioned if' evaluates analyzed considered provisional, valued if it aids | vaiued if they valued as it respected if it respected if it reconciles
empirically, they lack claims for rationally to fallible, with | with openness to | in exploring represent preserves a aligns with provides empirical data
with a focus empirical Sactual deducce factual | openness to doubt and realistic realistic realistic realistic Jactual, with realistic
on objective | groundingin | aceuracyand | accuracyand | revising them ificati interpretati interpretati i interpretati realistic narratives.
accuracy. acts. consistency causes. with new of evenis. of the past. of past events. of the past. interpretations
with reality. evidence. of history.
Art/Creative Artis Artis Artistic Artis Artis Beliefs in art Artistic Artistie Artistic Artistic Artistie Artis valued
P i iated as ioned if it kepticis rationally interpreted as | are grounded in intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is JSor reconciling
a reflection of | overly deviates guestions interpreted to Saliible realism, embraced if it | respected when | appreciated if it|  valued if it valued if it individual
external from interpretati its p i doubting reflects or grounded in reflects reflects shared, | aligns with | experience with
reality representing | notbasedon | reflection of | of reality, open | representations relates to depictions of realistic, observable realistic external
observed the external shared, external 1o new lacking shared | shared, realistic reality. shared experiences. depictions of realism.
through world observable reality. interpretati cperi cperic experiences. shared
empirical realistically. experiences. experiences.
means.

Religion Empirical Religious Religious Rational | Religious beliefs | Religious beliefs | Religious Religions Religious Religious Religions Religious
aspects of claims are doctrines are analysis is are understood | are respected if intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
religious approached questioned if applied in as fallible and | they align with valued if it vaiued if they valued if it respected if it | respected ifit | is embraced if

practices are | skepticaly if they lack religion to find | may evolve with observable aligns with maintain aligns with promotes promotes aligns beliefs
respected if not aligned empirical or | alignment with | greater social | reality, open to common relevance to collective shared, beliefs with observable
grounded in | with observabie |  historical human understanding. | re-evaluation. human shared, experiences | realistic beliefs | grounded in human
shared cperi istency. i experiences observable and social | and practices. shared experiences.
experience. and reality. experiences. relevance. experiences.
Culiure Cultural Cultural norms Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural beliefs Cultural Culiural Cultural Culiural Culiural Cueltural
hi are d ticism is ionali practices are are maintained intuition is iraditions are memory is consensus is authority is recenciliation
are valued | if they do not applied to assesses acknowledged | with flexibility, | appreciated respected if | preserved for | embraced if it | embraced if it balances
when align with norms that | practices based | as fallible, doubted when when it they are its role in intais intai itional
observabie objective, contradict on logical adapting with reality conneets with | consistent with | maintaininga | relevance to social valwes with
and grounded i with societal contradicts collective reality and shared, contemporary | relevance and realistie
in reality. reality. social realities. reality. changes. them. experiences | societal needs. realistic society. realistic societal
and reality. heritage. alignment. adaptation.
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Table 13. Knowledge Acquisition Post Positivism Paradigm

Knowledge Belief and Intuition Tradition Memory Consensus Authority Kant’s
Acquisition Skepticism Doubt Reconciliation
Science Empiricism is | Empirical data Scientific Rational Scientific Scientific beliefs Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Scientific Values
central, is questioned, skepticism analysis findings are are temative, intition is rtradition is memaory consensus is authority is Kantian
findings are izi derlines all failible, with doubt respected if it valued if it Ppreserves valued if valued if it reconciliation
viewed as | potential biases | findings, empiricism, promoting Jostering leads to reflects findings, reached upholds by balancing
fallible and an, valuing supporting | openness to new further hypotheses accumulated valued for through rigorous empirical
open to observational |  provisional logical data and investigation. testable by empirical continuous rigorous, empirical findings with
revision. errors. of | interpretati interpretatic empirical knowledge. empirical verifiable standards. recognition of
results. of data. methods. insight. methods. Sallibility.
Phil it Empirical icism is r F Phil it F F I I r F
Reflection evidence is applied to questions rationalism is | insights are seen | beliefs are held | intuition is rraditions are memory is consensus is authority is | reconciliation
valued, though empirical philosophical valued if it as provisional, with doubt, valued if it respected if respected if it respected if it respected if it blends
recognized as claims, claims that lack | adds depth to | adaptable to new | encouraging prompis ideas | they contribute holds ideas is ity with
limited in accepiing that empirical empirical | interpreiations. | questioning and open to io deeper refevant o Jallibitity. limits and empirical
revealing is idation or i growth. empirical empirical empirical adaptability. flexibility.
deeper truths. tentative. testability. validation. understanding. inquiry.
 facts Historical His ical Hi ical Hi: ical Historical Historical His ical Hi: ical
are valued but accounts are skepticism events are nmarratives are beliefs are intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
luated to i analyzed | acknowledged as | respected with valued ifit | appreciated for | respected for | appreciated if it valued if it values fact
uncover recognizing revisiting logically to | failible, subject | an openness to inspires preserving preserving | includes diverse respects with
underlying | possible biases claims to validate to change with | revisiting and h interpretati interp perspect interp i ?
biases and | and omissions. | explore new empirical new evidence. | reinterpreting. abour subject to narratives. and evidence.
errors. interpretations. Sfindings. unrecorded review.
aspects
Art/Creative Art is Artis Artistic Artis Art is seen as Belief in art is Artistic Artistic Artistic memory Artistic Artistie Art reconciles
rpretati iated for iated but i i evalving, provisional, inwition is rraditions ave | is valued if it consensus is authority is realism with
its empirical | critiqued if it | values critiques through embracing valuing highly valued | valued if they reflects respected ifit | respected if it subjective
aspects but is lacks of rationality, muitiple, reinterpretation | for exploring | resonate with evolving reflects values creative culural
i d T hasizi adaptable over time. subjective empirical cuitural evolving shared freedom. reflection.
within broader | with empirical that ignore consistency | interpretations. i i i i i i
contexts. aspects. empirical input. with
observable
Sacts.
Religion Religious Reiigious Religious Religions | Religious belicfs | Religious belicfs Religious Religious Religious Religions Religious Reiigious
experience is beliefs are doctrines are beliefs are are viewed as | are questioned intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
examined approached questioned if | examined for | provisional and |  if they resist | appreciated ifit | respected if | appreciated ifit | respected ifit | respected if it respeets
empirically, skeptically if | they cannot be logical apen fo reinterpretation encourages they adapt to preserves aligns with | supports ethical empirical
recognizing lacking empirically coherence | reinterpretation. | within empirical | ethical or social | empirical and adaptable inclusive, inclusivity. ethics and
cultural empirical supported. within cantexts. inguiry. social contexts. | interpretations. adaprable diversity.
influence on grounding. empirical values.
beliefs. Sframewarks.
Culture Cultural Cultural norms Cultural Cultural Cultural beliefs | Cultural beliefs Cueltural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural Cultural
it are kepticiy norms are are accepted as are seen as intuition is traditions are memory is consensus is authority is reconciliation
are analyzed | acknowledging values re- analyzed adaptable flexible, open to | respected if it respected if valued for valued if it respected if it balances
\piri d ion of rationally, | comstructs, open societal aligns with | they evolve with | preserving aceommodates promotes tradition with
with an realities. practices respecting to change. evolution. observable societal collective societal adaptability. diversity and
understanding without logical sacial changes. identity. diversity. inclusivity.
of bias. empirical basis. | consistency. dynamics.
Table 14. Paradigm — Descriptive
. Total o
Paradigm Strengths Limitations
Score
. Excels in empirical domains like Science and | Struggles in interpretive fields like Art,
Positivism 100 . .
Philosophy. Religion, and Culture.
. Strong in practical, adaptable solutions across multiple | Lacks depth in fields requiring ethical or
Pragmatism 181 ) . .
domains. subjective reflection.
. Deep insights in Art, Religion, and Culture; excels in L. L . .
Hermeneutics 172 . i Less effective in empirical fields like Science.
interpretation.
. Challenges conventional ideas, strong in Philosophy and | Rejection of objective truth limits application
Postmodernism 129

Art.

in Science.

Critical Realism

147

Balanced  approach; and

interpretive strengths.

integrates  empirical

Lacks the empirical rigor of Positivism in
some domains.

Constructivism

139

Strong in Culture and History, emphasizes socially
constructed knowledge.

Less applicable in empirical fields like

Science.

Phenomenology

125

Excels in exploring human experiences in Art and
Religion.

Lacks focus on empirical data, limiting use in
Science.

Feminism

170

Highlights power dynamics and social justice, strong in
Culture and Philosophy.

Lacks empirical focus required in Science or
technical fields.

Critical Theory

159

Effective in deconstructing power structures, strong in
History and Culture.

Less applicable in empirical fields like

Science.

Interpretivism

155

Deep insights into subjective experiences, strong in
Religion and Art.

Lacks empirical grounding, limiting its use in
Science.

Realism

125

Emphasizes objective reality, effective in Science and
Philosophy.

Limited applicability in interpretive fields like
Art and Religion.

Post-Positivism

119

Builds on Positivism, allowing for empirical exploration
with openness to revision.

Lacks depth in subjective fields like Art and
Religion.

42

Published by IDEAS SPREAD



hssr.ideasspread.org

Humanities and Social Science Research

Vol. 7, No. 3; 2024

Table 15. Paradigm Sources of Knowledge Hypothetical Table
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& 5 5 g = 2 2 2 =
£ 2 3 S 12 B E = g £ =
2 < c s} — =1 — 15 = k7] = 2
= £ g = = = 5 S [S) < K] a
= =) = S @ S S c = =
3 8 5 ZEN = 5 = 2 2 S| 8| B
a a T a o o O = o L o a
Empiricism 24 22 18 19 20 |21 18 | 22 23 17 20 | 22
Empirical
- 20 21 17 20 22 |20 19 |21 22 19 18 | 23
Skepticism
Skepticism 22 23 22 18 19 |22 23 | 18 20 20 2 |21
Rationalism 24 24 20 17 18 | 23 20 | 23 19 21 21 | 20
Fallibilism 18 20 15 22 21 | 19 22 |20 21 18 19 |19
Belief and
20 22 19 18 20 |18 17 | 19 18 22 17 | 22
Doubt
Intuition 16 23 24 21 19 |22 21 | 22 19 23 24 | 18
Tradition 22 21 21 23 22 |20 19 |18 23 20 23 |21
Memory 20 24 22 20 21 | 24 20 |21 20 21 18 | 23
Consensus 24 23 18 19 23 21 18 23 22 19 21 20
Authority 22 20 16 17 18 | 23 20 |20 21 23 20 | 18
Kant's
_— 24 24 23 24 24 |19 23 | 22 18 18 22 | 24
Reconciliation
Table 16. Evaluator Rating
Paradigm Evaluator
Science 1 | Science? | Science3 | Philasophy1 | Philosophy2 | Philosophy3 | History! | History2 | History3 | Aml Art2 Art3 | Religion1 | Religion2 | Religion3 | Culturel | Culture2? | Culrure3
Positivism 2 3 1 2 3 I 1 3 1 0 1 0 o I 0 i 1 1
Pragmatism 3 2 2 3 2 2 z 2 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2
Hermeneutics 1 1 3 2 1 3 2 1 E 3 1 3 3 2 3 3 2 3
Feminism 2 1 3 2 1 3 3 1 3 3 1 3 3 2 3 3 3 3
Critical Theory 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Constructivism 2 Fi 1 2 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 i 1 2 1 2 2 2
Realism 2 3 2 3 3 1 2 2 1 1 2 i 1 2 1 i 1 1
Interpretivism 1 1 3 1 1 3 2 1 El 3 i 3 3 2 3 2 1 Ej
Critical 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 2
Realism
Phenomenology 1 3 2 3 3 2 2 1 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2
Post-Positivism 2 F 1 2 2 1 i 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 2
Postmodernism 0 1 3 1 1 3 2 1 3 3 1 3 3 1 3 3 3 3
Table 17. Fleiss” Kappa Result
Domain Fleiss' Kappa Level of Agreement
Science -0.026 Slight Disagreement
Philosophy 0.014 Very Low Agreement
History 0.045 Very Low Agreement
Art 0.189 Low Agreement
Religion 0.257 Moderate Agreement
Culture 0.689 Substantial Agreement
43 Published by IDEAS SPREAD



hssr.ideasspread.org

Humanities and Social Science Research

Vol. 7, No. 3; 2024

Table 18. Paradigms’ Sensitivity Test Ranking

Paradigm Empirical Focus Interpretive Focus Balanced Focus
Hermeneutics 1.75 2.75 2.324
Feminism 14 2.8 2.324
Pragmatism 2.75 1.85 2.158
Critical Theory 2 2 1.992
Interpretivism 1.3 2.45 1.992
Postmodernism 0.95 2.65 1.992
Critical Realism 1.95 1.7 1.826
Phenomenology 1.95 1.75 1.826
Realism 2.25 1.25 1.66
Constructivism 1.85 1.35 1.494
Post-Positivism 1.85 1.35 1.494
Positivism 2.1 0.6 1.162

Table 19. Paradigm Versatility Ranking

. Difference (Empirical Difference (Empirical . . Total

Paradigm X Difference (Interpretive vs Balanced) i
vs Interpretive) vs Balanced) Difference

Postmodernism 1.7 1.042 0.658 3.4
Positivism 15 0.938 0.562 3
Feminism 14 0.924 0.476 2.8
Interpretivism 1.15 0.692 0.458 2.3
Hermeneutics 1 0.574 0.426 2
Realism 1 0.59 0.41 2
Pragmatism 0.9 0.592 0.308 1.8
Constructivism 0.5 0.356 0.144 1
Post-Positivism 0.5 0.356 0.144 1
Critical Realism 0.25 0.124 0.126 0.5
Phenomenology 0.2 0.124 0.076 0.4
Critical Theory 0 0.008 0.008 0.016

Figures

Comparative Radar Chart: Positivism vs Pragmatism vs Critical Theory

History/Traditfon

Positivism

=~ Pragmatism
= Critical Theory

Figure 1. Comparative Radar Chart: Positivism vs Pragmatism & Critical Theory
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Factor Loading Plot: Empirical Knowledge vs Interpretive Knowledge
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Factor 1: Empirical Knowledge

Figure 2. Factor Loading Plot

Positivism Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/Trads

Figure 4. Positivism Performance Across Knowledge Domain
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Comparison of Sources of Knowledge Across Paradigms

Positivism Pragmatism Hermeneutics
Rationalism

Consensus
Critical Realism Constructivism

Rationalism Rationalism Rationalism

Consensus Consensus
Critical Theory Interpretivism
Rationalism

Consensus
Feminism Post Positivism
Rationalism Rationalism

Consensus.

Figure 3. Paradigm's Engagement with 12 Sources of Knowledge - Hypothetical Model
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Pragmatism Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/Tradh

Figure 5. Pragmatism Performance Across Knowledge Domain
Hermeneutics Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/Tradition

Figure 6. Hermeneutics Performance Across Knowledge Domain
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Feminism Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/Tragito ™

Figure 7. Feminism Performance Across Knowledge Domain

Critical Realism Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/Tr

Figure 8. Critical Realism Performance Across Knowledge Domain
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Interpretivism Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/Traditi

Figure 9. Interpretivism Performance Across Knowledge Domain

Constructivism Performance Across Knowledge Domains

History/‘l’Msophy

ience

Figure 10. Constructivism Performance Across Knowledge Domain
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