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Abstract. Contemporary transformational processes affecting the socio-cultural space of the twenty-first
century have intensified the need to reconsider the foundations of humanities and its methodological
orientations. The humanities emerge as a key instrument for interpreting complex social phenomena,
while philosophy ensures their conceptual coherence by defining the framework for understanding
human experience, communication, and cultural dynamics. The relevance of this study is determined by
the necessity of developing a comprehensive methodological foundation capable of integrating diverse
approaches to the analysis of humanitarian reality and ensuring an adequate response to contemporary
challenges. The aim of this work was to substantiate the philosophical foundations of the formation of
contemporary humanities knowledge and to identify the key methodological principles that support its
development.The study employed methods of conceptual analysis,comparative theoretical reconstruction,
interpretation,andtoidentifythekeymethodologicalprinciplesthatensureitsdevelopment.Theapplication
of these methods made it possible to reveal the internal logic underlying the development of humanities
knowledge, trace the interaction between different epistemological models, and outline their influence
on contemporary research strategies. The principal findings indicated that contemporary humanities
knowledge is formed at the intersection of hermeneutic, phenomenological, critical, and narrative
approaches, each providing its own mode of interpreting human experience. It was demonstrated that
interdisciplinarity constitutes a necessary condition for investigating the complex and multidimensional
nature of humanitarian reality, while philosophy performs an integrative function by bringing together
diverse methodological perspectives. It was argued that flexibility,openness,and adaptability are defining
characteristics of the contemporary humanities, enabling them to respond effectively to the dynamics of
social change. The practical value of the study lies in the possibility of applying the findings to improve
methodological approaches in humanities research, develop educational programmes, and construct
analytical models that contribute to a deeper understanding of contemporary socio-cultural processes
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Introduction

In the contemporary world, humanities knowl-
edge is taking on particular significance, as it is
this knowledge that enables a conceptual under-
standing of the profound socio-cultural transfor-
mations shaping the nature of human existence in
the digital age. The rapid development of technol-
ogy, changing forms of communication, growing
informational complexity and society’s shift to-
wards networked models of interaction are creat-
ing new challenges for the humanities. Traditional
methodological approaches are increasingly prov-
ing inadequate for explaining the dynamic pro-
cesses that shape contemporary culture, sociality
and human experience. In these circumstances,
a philosophical reflection on the foundations of
the formation of humanities knowledge becomes
particularly relevant, as it can ensure method-
ological renewal, interpretative flexibility and
conceptual integrity within the humanities. This
relevance is also driven by the need to develop
new interpretative strategies that allow for an ad-
equate response to changes in the fields of com-
munication, education and cultural interaction.

In recent years, academic discourse has seen
a growing interest in approaches that combine
the analysis of experience, interpretation and so-
cial interaction. S. Gallagher (2020) emphasises
that humanities knowledge cannot be understood
without taking into account corporeality, inten-
tionality and interaction, which shape the struc-
ture of human experience. The author stresses
that digital forms of communication are changing
the ways in which the world is experienced and
therefore require an update of the methodologi-
cal foundations of the humanities. In this context,
the position of A. Archer & B. Matheson (2020) is
significant, as they demonstrate that value-laden
experiences and emotional structures are tempo-
ral in nature and shape the interpretative frame-
works of humanities knowledge. Contemporary
research also demonstrates a growing interest
in integrative approaches that combine differ-
ent forms of knowledge. A. Salihu (2024) draws
attention to the challenges of post-philosophy,
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emphasising that the fragmentation of the in-
tellectual landscape requires a rethinking of the
role of philosophy in the formation of humani-
ties knowledge. In the field of the philosophy of
science and technology, the research by J. Moreno
& D.Vinck (2021) is significant; they analyse the
interaction between the philosophy of science,
technology and Science and Technology Studies
(STS), demonstrating that humanities knowledge
is formed within a complex network of social,
technical and cultural factors. M. Amat (2023),
drawing on G.Simmel’s relational philosophy,em-
phasises that meanings emerge in the process of
social interaction, and therefore a relational ap-
proach is key to understanding contemporary hu-
manities processes. Furthermore, in the context
of digital methods of analysis, the work of N. van
Noord (2022) is significant, as he demonstrates
that computational approaches to the interpreta-
tion of cultural artefacts open up new possibil-
ities for humanities research, particularly in the
field of visual culture.

A separate strand of contemporary research
is devoted to the interpretative nature of human-
ities knowledge. A. Bonnet (2021) emphasises the
significance of intellectual history and philosoph-
ical analysis of texts for reconstructing the mean-
ings that shape humanities knowledge. In the
same vein, the author demonstrates that intellec-
tual biography is an important tool of humanities
analysis, as it makes it possible to trace the for-
mation of ideas within the context of a thinker’s
life. I. Torsen & R. Pippin (2021) emphasise that
art is not merely an object of humanities analy-
sis, but also an independent mode of philosoph-
ical inquiry that reveals the semantic structures
of human experience. C. Roelens (2022) analyses
C. Taylor’s philosophy of education, emphasising
the importance of authenticity and individualis-
ation in the formation of humanities knowledge.

Ukrainian researchers are making a sig-
nificant contribution to the development of
contemporary humanities. H. Surina & N. Mi-
roshkina (2025) analyse K. Wilbers integral
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anthropology, emphasising the multidimen-
sionality of human experience and the need to
integrate different levels of cognition. S. Kut-
sepal (2025) explores the interaction between
artificial intelligence and technical creativity,
arguing that digital technologies are transform-
ing not only forms of communication but also the
very nature of humanities knowledge. |. Farafono-
va (2024) conducts a philosophical analysis of
the role of consciousness in electoral behaviour,
demonstrating that contemporary social process-
es require a profound understanding of the mech-
anisms of rationality and intentionality. Ukrainian
studies demonstrate a desire to integrate nation-
al humanities experience into a global context
and emphasise the importance of philosophical
analysis of socio-cultural transformations.

A synthesis of contemporary approaches in-
dicates that humanities knowledge is formed at
the intersection of experience, interpretation,
social interaction and cultural contexts, and that
its methodological renewal requires the integra-
tion of various philosophical traditions. In view of
this, the aim of the study was to conduct a phil-
osophical analysis of the key approaches that
shape the formation of contemporary humanities
knowledge, and to justify their significance for the
development of the humanities in the context of
digital and socio-cultural transformations.

Literature Review
Contemporary research into the humanities re-
veals a growing interest in integrating phenome-
nological, pragmatist, hermeneutic and relational
approaches, reflecting a general trend towards
methodological openness and interdisciplinarity.
International academic literature reveals a de-
sire to combine different philosophical traditions
to gain a deeper understanding of the nature of
humanities scholarship, its interpretative mech-
anisms and the socio-cultural conditions of its
formation. Researchers from various countries
emphasise that the humanities must respond
to digital transformations, changes in forms of
communication, and new challenges related

to the interpretation of cultural meanings. The
American philosopher S. Gallagher (2020; 2022)
emphasises in his works that humanities knowl-
edge cannot be considered outside the context of
corporeality, intentionality and social interaction.
The author stresses that digital environments are
altering the structure of experience, and there-
fore the humanities must adapt their methods
to new forms of communication and perception.
His approach demonstrates that phenomenology
remains a key tool for analysing human expe-
rience in the digital age. Representatives of the
Italian philosophical tradition make a significant
contribution to the development of humanities
knowledge. R. Calcaterra (2001) emphasises that
pragmatism contributes to the renewal of the
humanities through its openness to interdiscipli-
nary approaches and its ability to integrate vari-
ous forms of knowledge. Their research demon-
strates that the pragmatist tradition remains one
of the most productive for contemporary human-
ities. In this context, the position of A. Archer &
B. Matheson (2020) is also significant, as they
show that value-laden experiences and emotional
structures are time-bound and shape the inter-
pretative frameworks of humanities knowledge.

In the field of the philosophy of science and
technology, the work of researchers J. Moreno &
D. Vinck (2021) is significant. They analyse the
interaction between the philosophy of science,
technology and STS, emphasising that humanities
knowledge is formed within a complex network of
social, technical and cultural factors. Also signifi-
cant is the contribution of the Italian philosopher
P. Mattei-Gentili (2020), who explores the onto-
logical foundations of social facts and normativ-
ity, demonstrating the importance of semantic
approaches for humanities analysis. The French
philosopher M.Amat (2023),analysing G.Simmel’s
relational philosophy, emphasises that meanings
arise in the process of social interaction, rather
than existing independently of it. Indian research-
ers K. Tharakan & V. George (2025) develop the
idea of a spatial turn in the philosophy of science,
emphasising that the space in which cognition
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takes place influences the formation of meanings
and the structure of humanities knowledge. The
Italian philosopher R. Ferrer (2024) works along
similar lines, analysing the intuitive and human-
istic dimensions of philosophical cognition, em-
phasising the importance of intuition for the for-
mation of humanities concepts. A distinct strand
of contemporary research is devoted to the inter-
pretative nature of humanities knowledge. British
researcher R. Berry (2020) analyses the bounda-
ries between literature and philosophy. French
researcher A. Bonnet (2021) demonstrates that
intellectual biography is an important tool for
humanities analysis, as it allows one to trace the
formation of ideas within the context of a think-
ers life. French philosopher N. Grangé (2022)
explores the limits of the representation of vi-
olence, which is important for understanding
the ethical aspects of the humanities. Belgian
researcher C. Roelens (2022) analyses C. Taylor’s
philosophy of education, emphasising the impor-
tance of authenticity and individualisation in the
formation of humanities knowledge. In this con-
text, the position of the American philosophers
|. Torsen & R. Pippin (2021) is also significant, as
they emphasise that art is an independent form of
philosophical knowledge.

Ukrainian researchers are making a signif-
icant contribution to the development of the
humanities. H. Surina & N. Miroshkina (2025)
analyse K. Wilber’s integral anthropology, em-
phasising the multidimensionality of human ex-
perience and the need to integrate different lev-
els of cognition. S. Kutsepal (2025) explores the
interaction between artificial intelligence and
technical creativity. |. Farafonova (2024) conducts
a philosophical analysis of the role of conscious-
ness in electoral behaviour. Also significant is the
contribution of the Italian researcher L. Mortari et
al. (2023), who are developing an empirical phe-
nomenological methodology for the humanities.
Digital methods of analysing humanities data
attract particular attention in contemporary lit-
erature. Dutch researcher N. van Noord (2022)
demonstrates that computational approaches
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to the interpretation of cultural artefacts open
up new possibilities for humanities research. At
the same time, the Albanian philosopher A. Sal-
ihu (2024) draws attention to the challenges of
post-philosophy, emphasising the fragmentation
of the intellectual landscape and the need to up-
date humanities methodologies.

A synthesis of contemporary research indi-
cates that humanities knowledge is formed at the
intersection of experience, interpretation, social
interaction and cultural contexts. The literature
demonstrates a shift in the humanities towards
methodological flexibility, interdisciplinarity and
conceptual openness. At the same time, gaps
remain in the academic discourse regarding the
integration of digital data, the ethical aspects of
interpretation, and the verification of meanings.
These areas define the prospects for further re-
search and require the development of robust
methodological approaches.

Materials and Methods

The study’s timeframe covered the period from
2020 to 2025. It was during this interval that a
corpus of relevant sources was formed, reflecting
the current state of humanities knowledge in the
context of digitalisation and the intensification of
socio-cultural transformations. The choice of this
period ensured the reproducibility of the study, as
all materials used are from peer-reviewed publi-
cations of recent years and represent key trends
in the development of the humanities. The object
of the study was contemporary humanities knowl-
edge as a complex of theoretical, methodological
and practical approaches. The subject comprised
the philosophical principles and methodological
guidelines that have shaped the integration of
interpretative, phenomenological, pragmatist and
relational practices in contemporary humanities.
The choice of methods is directly linked to the aim
of the study - to identify the key principles under-
lying the formation of humanities knowledge in
the context of digital and socio-cultural changes.

Hermeneutic analysis was employed to re-
construct interpretative strategies in key texts,
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making it possible to trace the mechanisms of
meaning-making and the logic of interpretation
across different cultural contexts. This method is
relevant to the subject of this study, as knowledge
in the humanities is interpretative in nature and
requires an analysis of the processes by which
meanings are formed. The phenomenological ap-
proach was used to study experience as the pri-
mary horizon of humanities knowledge. It enabled
the reconstruction of the structures of experience,
intentionality and corporeality, which are key to
contemporary humanities and directly linked to
the aim of identifying the role of experience in
the formation of knowledge.

Pragmatic analysis has revealed the signifi-
cance of social interaction, practical activity and
communication in the formation of humanities
knowledge. Since pragmatism regards knowledge
as a tool for orientation in the world, this meth-
od has made it possible to trace the connection
between theoretical models and the practical
aspects of humanities processes. The compara-
tive-reconstructive approach made it possible
to compare the positions of various authors and
schools, to identify common methodological
guidelines and differences, which formed the ba-
sis for the development of an integrative model
of humanities knowledge. Conceptual analysis
clarified key concepts - interpretation, experi-
ence, relationality and methodological flexibili-
ty — and enabled the construction of a coherent
conceptual framework for the study.

The research procedure consisted of sever-
al interrelated stages. In the first stage, a corpus
of sources was compiled according to criteria of
relevance, authority and regional representa-
tiveness, and a cut-off date for the selection of
materials was established. This was followed
by a conceptual analysis, which allowed for the
refinement of working definitions and the con-
struction of an analytical framework. The next
step was a hermeneutic, phenomenological and
pragmatic analysis, within which key texts were
interpreted, experiential horizons reconstruct-
ed and meaning-making mechanisms identified.

Following this, a comparative reconstruction of
the approaches of various authors was carried
out, enabling the identification of common meth-
odological foundations. The final stage was a
critical synthesis, within which the results of the
analysis were integrated and generalised conclu-
sions were formulated.

The criteria for selecting sources were rel-
evance (with a preference for publications from
2020-2025), authority (peer-reviewed journals
and works by leading researchers), methodo-
logical diversity (phenomenological, pragmatist,
hermeneutic and relational approaches), as well
as regional representativeness, which ensured
the inclusion of English-language, European and
Ukrainian studies. Additionally, the type of sourc-
es was taken into account, allowing for the com-
bination of theoretical works with digital corpora
and analytical materials.

The study adhered to the principles of ac-
ademic integrity, ensured the correct interpreta-
tion of sources, and took into account the lim-
itations associated with the lack of large-scale
empirical data. To enhance the reliability of the
conclusions, methodological triangulation was
applied, combining theoretical analysis with se-
lective empirical observations. The chosen com-
bination of methods and the sequence of their
application ensured a direct link to the object,
subject, aim and objectives of the study, laying
the groundwork for the formation of a compre-
hensive philosophical model of contemporary
humanities knowledge.

Results and Discussion
The findings of this study demonstrate that con-
temporary knowledge in the humanities is taking
shape as a multidimensional, dynamic and meth-
odologically flexible system in which various
philosophical traditions, interpretative strategies
and analytical approaches interact. An analysis
of the corpus of sources for the years 2020-2025
has made it possible to identify key trends in the
development of the humanities, among which
the strengthening of the role of interpretation,
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the growing significance of experience, the ex-
panding influence of digital environments, and
the active use of pragmatist, phenomenological
and relational models are predominant. It has
been established that contemporary humanities
research is increasingly moving towards the in-
tegration of various methodological approaches,
driven by the complexity of socio-cultural pro-
cesses and the need for multidimensional anal-
ysis. In this context, the humanities emerge as a
field seeking to combine interpretative, experien-
tial, social and technological dimensions, thereby
forming new approaches to the analysis of cul-
tural phenomena. Importantly, such integration
is not a mechanical combination of methods, but
involves the formation of new analytical frame-
works capable of encompassing the complexity of
contemporary cultural processes. This also indi-
cates a gradual shift in the humanities from nar-
rowly specialised research towards comprehen-
sive models that take into account the interaction
of individual, social and technological factors.
The first significant finding was the confirma-
tion that interpretative approaches remain central
to contemporary humanities. R. Berry (2020) em-
phasises that humanities knowledge is formed as
a space of meaning-making, in which interpreta-
tion is combined with the analysis of literary and
philosophical forms, revealing hidden structures
of meaning. A. Bonnet (2021) demonstrates that
intellectual biography is an effective tool for un-
derstanding how personal and cultural contexts
influence the formation of humanities knowledge.
In the same vein, |. Torsen & R. Pippin (2021) em-
phasise that art is not only an object of human-
ities analysis but also an independent form of
philosophical cognition that provides access to
the structures of meaning in human experience.
N. Grangé (2022) explores the ethical bounda-
ries of the representation of violence, which al-
lows for a deeper understanding of how cultural
mechanisms of meaning-making are constructed.
C. Roelens (2022), analysing C. Taylor’s philoso-
phy of education, emphasises that interpretation
is a determining factor in the formation of value
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orientations and models of self-understanding.
The findings indicate that interpretation not only
explains cultural phenomena but also shapes the
mechanisms of their reproduction, ensuring the
continuity of cultural memory and the possibility
of its transformation.

A second finding was the clarification of the
role of phenomenological approaches in con-
temporary humanities scholarship. S. Gallagh-
er (2020; 2022) emphasises that experience is
the primary horizon of meaning-making, and
therefore humanities research must take into ac-
count the subject’s corporeality, intentionality and
social interaction. K. Tharakan & V. George (2025)
demonstrate that phenomenological analysis al-
lows for the spatial and cultural embeddedness
of experience to be taken into account, enabling a
more precise delineation of the nature of contem-
porary social change. G. Ferrer (2024) adds that
the intuitive and experiential aspects of human-
ities knowledge are closely linked to historical
circumstances and cultural premises. Research
by L. Mortari et al. (2023) demonstrates that em-
pirical phenomenological methodology allows
the description of experience to be combined
with analytical models, creating a foundation
for a deeper understanding of the mechanisms
of meaning-making. Phenomenology explains
how individual experiences form the basis for the
formation of social representations, norms and
practices, which is particularly relevant given the
growing role of subjective experience in contem-
porary culture. It is also important that phenom-
enological approaches allow to identify hidden
structures of experience, which cannot always be
captured by discursive methods but significantly
influence the formation of cultural meanings.

A third finding was the identification of
the significance of pragmatist and relational
approaches. R. Calcaterra (2001) demonstrates
that the pragmatist tradition facilitates the in-
tegration of various epistemological models and
opens up opportunities for interdisciplinary dia-
logue. A. Archer & B. Matheson (2020) show that
value experiences and emotional structures are
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time-bound and form the interpretative frame-
works of humanistic cognition, which brings
pragmatist and phenomenological models closer
together. M. Amat (2023), drawing on G. Simmel’s
relational philosophy, argues that meanings arise
in the process of social interaction rather than
existing independently of it. N. Grangé (2022)
emphasises that relational and critical models al-
low to identify the social conditions under which
meanings are formed.J. Moreno & D.Vinck (2021)
demonstrate that humanities knowledge is
formed within a complex network of social, tech-
nical and cultural factors, which requires method-
ological flexibility and the ability to account for
the infrastructural conditions of knowledge pro-
duction. A. Salihu (2024) draws attention to the
challenges of post-philosophy, highlighting the
fragmentation of the intellectual landscape and
the need to update humanities methodologies.
Taken together, these approaches demonstrate
that pragmatist and relational models allow to
explain not only the mechanisms of meaning for-
mation, but also the dynamics of their functioning
in social practices.

The fourth finding was the identification of
the role of digital environments in the formation
of humanities knowledge. N. van Noord (2022)
demonstrates that computational methods of
analysing cultural artefacts open up new possi-
bilities for humanities research, particularly in
the field of visual culture. P. Mattei-Gentili (2020)
adds that digital environments influence the for-
mation of social norms and structures of meaning,
as information circulates in new formats and at a
new speed. Digital humanities are emerging as a
distinct field, combining traditional methods with
algorithmic approaches, creating new opportuni-
ties for the analysis of cultural processes. Digital
archives, visual databases and algorithmic sys-
tems are becoming new forms of representing the
past, which alters the structure of cultural mem-
ory and opens up access to new types of data. At
the same time, digital environments are shaping
new models of interaction in which users become
active participants in the creation of meaning, a

phenomenon requiring further theoretical reflec-
tion. This indicates that digital technologies not
only expand the toolkit of the humanities but
also transform the very conditions under which
knowledge is produced.

The fifth finding was the identification of
Ukrainian researchers’ contributions to the de-
velopment of contemporary humanities. H. Su-
rina & N. Miroshkina (2025) analyse K. Wilber’s
integral anthropology, emphasising the multi-
dimensionality of human experience and the
need to integrate different levels of cognition.
S. Kutsepal (2025) demonstrates that digital
technologies are transforming not only forms of
communication but also the very nature of hu-
manities knowledge, creating new conditions for
creativity and interpretation. |. Farafonova (2024)
analyses the role of consciousness in elector-
al behaviour, showing that contemporary social
processes require a profound understanding of
the mechanisms of rationality and intentionality.
Their research confirms that Ukrainian humani-
ties are actively integrating into the global aca-
demic discourse, combining local experience with
international theoretical models. It is important
that Ukrainian authors demonstrate the ability to
adapt global methodological approaches to local
contexts, creating new analytical models relevant
to contemporary socio-cultural challenges.

A synthesis of the findings allows for a
deeper understanding of the dynamics of the
formation of contemporary humanities knowl-
edge and helps determine how different meth-
odological approaches interact with one an-
other in the context of intense socio-cultural
transformations. A comparison of interpreta-
tive, phenomenological, pragmatist, relational
and digital approaches shows that each makes
a unique contribution to the formation of hu-
manities knowledge, but their effectiveness in-
creases precisely through interaction. Interpre-
tative models provide an analysis of semantic
structures; phenomenological models - a recon-
struction of experience; pragmatist models - an
analysis of social practices; relational models -
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the identification of the dynamics of social ties;
and digital models - new tools for analysing
cultural processes. To summarise the findings,
it can be argued that contemporary humanities
knowledge is formed at the intersection of var-
ious methodological traditions, and philosophy
plays an integrative role, ensuring the concep-
tual unity of the humanities and creating condi-
tions for the further development of the human-
ities in the context of digital and socio-cultural
transformations. At the same time, the research
findings demonstrate that the effectiveness of
humanities methodologies increases when they
combine analytical depth with sensitivity to so-
cial and technological changes.

Conclusions

The conducted study has demonstrated that
contemporary humanities knowledge is formed
as a multidimensional and dynamic system in
which diverse philosophical traditions, meth-
odological approaches, and interpretative
strategies interact. An analysis of interpreta-
tive, phenomenological, pragmatist, critical
and relational models has shown that each of
these approaches offers unique opportunities
for understanding the reality of the humani-
ties, and their combination creates the condi-
tions for a comprehensive analysis of human
experience, cultural meanings and social prac-
tices. It has been established that philosophy
performs an integrative function, combining
various epistemological models and ensuring
the conceptual unity of the humanities in the
context of contemporary digital and socio-cul-
tural transformations.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in
the systematic combination of key methodo-
logical approaches - interpretative, phenom-
enological, pragmatist, critical and relation-
al - into a single analytical framework, which
allows for a new understanding of the mech-
anisms of the formation of humanities knowl-
edge. Furthermore, the novelty lies in the con-
ceptual justification of the role of philosophy
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as an integrative factor capable of ensuring the
methodological integrity of the humanities in
the context of digital environments, networked
communications and the growing complexity of
cultural processes. A synthesis of the research
findings indicates that 21-century humanities
knowledge is characterised by methodological
flexibility, openness to interdisciplinary interac-
tions, and the ability to adapt to new socio-cul-
tural challenges. Of particular significance is
the strengthening of the role of interpretation
as a key mechanism of meaning-making, as
well as the growing importance of experience
as the primary horizon of understanding, which
is consistent with contemporary phenomeno-
logical and enactivist approaches. A critical
analysis of the social conditions of cognition
allows to identify the hidden mechanisms of
power and institutional structures that influ-
ence the formation of the humanities’ reality,
whilst pragmatist and relational models pro-
vide tools for studying social practices, interac-
tions and cultural dynamics. It is also important
that contemporary humanities are increasing-
ly oriented towards the integration of various
research strategies, which enhances their an-
alytical potential and contributes to a deeper
understanding of complex cultural processes.

Prospects for further research lie in an in-
depth analysis of the interaction between the
humanities and social sciences, the develop-
ment of new methodological models of inter-
pretation, and the study of the impact of digital
technologies on the structure of humanities
knowledge. Of particular relevance is research
into how digital environments transform the
ways in which meanings are produced, trans-
mitted and interpreted, as well as how they in-
fluence the formation of new forms of cultural
communication and social interaction. Further
development of this topic will contribute to
the formation of a more holistic, conceptually
coherent and methodologically sound under-
standing of the humanities in the context of
contemporary global changes.
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dinocogdcebKi 3acaau popMyBaHHA Cy4aCHOro ryMaHiTapHOro 3HaHHS

AHHa ConopgoBa

MaricTp, He3anexHa focnigHUUS

M. Kunis, YkpaiHa
https://orcid.org/0009-0000-9614-281X

AHoTauif. CyyacHi TpaHchopMaLiiiHi npouecy, Lo OXONKTL COLOKYNbTYPHMUI npocTip XXI cToniTTs,
aKTyani3ylTb noTpeby y nepeoCMMUC/IEHHI 3acaj ryMaHiTapHOro 3HaHHA Ta WOro MeTOAO0NOriYHMUX
Opi€EHTMPIB. [YMaHITapUCTUKA NOCTAE KAOYOBMM iHCTPYMEHTOM iHTeprnpeTauii CKnagHUX CyCcninbHUX
aBuW, a dinocodis 3abesneyye ii KOHUENTyanbHy UIiNiCHICTb, BM3HAYalUM PaMKM OCMUCIIEHHS
NIOACBKOTO A0CBiAY, KOMYHiKaLii Ta KynbTypHOI AMHAMiKW. AKTyanbHICTb AOCNIAXEHHS 3yMOB/EHa
HeobXifHiCcTIO GPOpPMYBaHHS LiNiCHOI METOA0NOrYHOI OCHOBM, 34aTHOI iHTErpyBaTK pi3Hi migxoam oo
aHanisy rymMaHitapHoi peanbHOCTi Ta 3abe3neunTu agekBaTHE pearyBaHHS Ha BUKIMKM CY4aCHOCTI.
MeTtoto poboTn Byno obrpyHTyBaHHS inocodcbkux 3acap GOpMyBaHHSA Cy4aCHOro ryMaHiTapHOro
3HAHHSA Ta BM3HAYEHHS K/OYOBMX METOAONOFIYHUX MPUHLMMIB, WO 3abe3nevyyloTb MOro poO3BMTOK.
Y [LOCNigXeHHI 3acTOCOBAHO METOAM KOHLEMNTYaNbHOro aHanily, NOPiBHANbHOI TEOpPETUYHOI
PEeKOHCTPYKLIi, iHTepnpeTauii Ta KPUTUYHOIO OCMUCNIEHHS F'yMaHiTapHUX MPaKTUK. BUKopucTaHHa uux
METOAiB A03BOMMNO BUSBUTU BHYTPILIHKO NOTiKY CTAHOBAEHHSI T'YMAHITApHOIO 3HAHHA, MPOCTEXUTU
B33EMOJI0 MiX pIi3HUMM enicTEMONOriYHUMKU MOAEensiMM Ta OKPeCIUTM iX BNAMB Ha CyyacHi
focniaHmubki crpaterii. OCHOBHI pe3ynbTaTv NOAAraTb Y BU3HAYEHHI TOTO, WO Cy4yacHe rymaHiTapHe
3HaHHA GOPMYETHCA HA NEPETUHI repMEeHEBTUYHOI0, GEeHOMEHOIOTIYHOIO, KPUTUYHOTO T3 HAPATUBHOIO
niaxoniB, KOXeH 3 gkux 3abesneyye BAaCHMI CNoCib iHTepnpeTauii Nl0ACbKOro AocBigy. MokasaHo,
WO MKAMCUMMNIIHAPHICTb BUCTYNAE HEOOXiAHOK YMOBOK AOCNILXEHHS CKNagHOi Ta 6araToBMMipHOi
ryMaHiTapHoi peanbHOCTi,a pinocodis BUKOHYE iHTErpaTUBHY DYHKLLit0, MOEAHYHOUM Pi3Hi METOLONOTIYUHI
nepcrnekTuBu. O6rpyHTOBAHO, WO FHYYKiCTb, BIAKPUTICTb i 34aTHICTb A0 afanTalii € BU3HAYaAbHUMU
XapaKTePUCTUKAMM CY4aCHOI N'YMaHITapuCTUKK, SKi 403BONAKOTD i pearyBaTv Ha AMHAMIKY COLianbHUX
3MiH. [TpaKTMYHA LiHHICTb pOBOTU NONArAE Yy MOXAUBOCTI BUKOPUCTAHHS OTPUMAHMUX pe3ynbTaTtiB Ans
BAOCKOHANEHHS MEeTOAONOMYHMX MiAXOAIB Y FYMaHITApHUX AOCNIIKEHHAX, PO3pO6/eHHS OCBITHIX
nporpam, a TakoX GOpMYyBaHHS aHaNiTUYHUX MOLENEN, WO CNPUSIOTb IMUOLWOMY PO3YMIHHIO Cy4aCHUX
COLLiOKYNIbTYPHUX MpOLeciB

KnioyvoBi cnoBa: enictemornoris; dinocodis; MeTononoris; iHTepnpeTauis; KynbTypHa AuHaMika
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