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1. INTRODUCTION

Quranic studies have undergone dynamic methodological developments throughout the history of
Islamic civilization. From the classical to the contemporary period, scholars have developed various
approaches to understanding and interpreting Quranic verses according to the context of the times and the
intellectual challenges they face (Shihab, 1994). The diversity of Qur'anic interpretation methods
demonstrates the intellectual richness and methodological breadth of Islamic scholarship. Differences in
interpretive approaches emerge from variations in linguistic analysis, theological perspectives, legal
traditions, historical circumstances, and intellectual backgrounds. Such diversity indicates that
understanding the Qur'an is a complex intellectual process that cannot always be reduced to a single
interpretive framework. Although the Qur'an conveys universal divine guidance, its interpretation inevitably
takes place within particular historical, social, cultural, and intellectual contexts. Therefore, diverse
methods of interpretation should be understood as part of the dynamic development of Qur'anic scholarship
and as an effort to relate the universal message of revelation to the changing circumstances of human life
(Baidan, 2012).

One approach that has received significant attention from academics and Quranic researchers
(Mustagim, 2015). This method developed in response to the reality of massive interpretative diversity, where
a single Quranic verse can have dozens or even hundreds of interpretations from various commentators with
different schools of thought, methodologies, and historical contexts. The emergence of the mugaran
interpretation method cannot be separated from the intellectual dynamics of modern Islam, which demands
amore critical, objective, and comprehensive approach in understanding the legacy of classical interpretation.

The urgency of studying the mugaran interpretation method is increasing along with the development of
discourse on the methodology of studying the Qur'an in various Islamic higher education institutions and
Islamic study centers. This method is considered to have great potential in presenting a new, richer and
deeper perspective on the meaning of the Qur'an by comparing the opinions of various commentators from
various periods and schools of thought (Fitriatunnisa, &, Rafdi, 2024). However, the mugaran interpretation
method also faces various challenges and criticisms, especially related to the complexity of the procedure,
epistemological validity, and the potential for subjectivity in the process of selecting and comparing
interpretations.

Therefore, the study of the mugaran interpretation method has received serious attention from Qur'anic
scholars in recent decades, resulting in numerous academic works exploring the methodological,
epistemological, and applicative dimensions of the comparative approach to interpretation. Various studies
have identified that this method developed rapidly in the 20th century along with the modernization of Islamic
education and the emergence of a new awareness of the importance of the comparative approach in Islamic
sciences.

Research conducted by Syahrin Pasaribu in his article "The Mugaran Method in the Quran" emphasizes
that the emergence of the mugaran method itself was driven by the need to understand the Quran broadly,
not partially. Pasaribu highlights that one of the main scopes of the mugaran method is comparing Quranic
verses with other verses that have similar wording, as well as comparing the opinions of various scholars of
interpretation. He also explains the various advantages of this method, such as fostering tolerance towards
differences of opinion, and its disadvantages, such as being less suitable for beginners and the impression
that it is more focused on tracing the opinions of previous scholars rather than producing new interpretations
(Wahid & Kamils, 2024).

Furthermore, Wahid and Kamils, in their article "Mugaran Tafsir Method: Its History, Basis, and
Implications," make an important contribution by mapping the history and urgency of this method. They argue
that the practice of comparative interpretation, although formalized only recently, has roots dating back to the
time of the Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him). They also highlight the urgency of this method in
uncovering the wisdom behind variations in verse wording and as a means to approach various schools of
interpretation with more tolerance. However, they also critically note the method's weaknesses, such as being
unsuitable for beginners and less reliable in directly addressing social issues due to its primary focus on
comparison (Wahid & Kamils, 2024).

Another significant study conducted by Maria Ulpah in her paper “The Mugaran Interpretation Method”
provides an important contribution by presenting a comprehensive overview of the basics of this method.
Ulpah emphasized that the emergence of diverse interpretation styles, caused by differences in the
intellectual and social backgrounds of the interpreters, is the main reason for the need for a comparative
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method. She defined mugaran interpretation as a method that compares (1) verses with other verses that
have similar wording, (2) verses with hadiths that appear to be contradictory, and (3) the various opinions of
exegetical scholars. One of the main advantages highlighted by her is the ability of this method to provide
broader insights and foster a tolerant attitude towards differences of opinion (Ulpah, 2019).

Although previous studies have provided a strong foundation in mapping the history, urgency, and basic
steps of the mugaran method, a significant research gap has been identified. The existing literature tends to
be descriptive of what and how this method works. However, there is a lack of research that specifically and
in-depth critical analysis of the epistemological debates surrounding this method. Debates regarding the
validity of cross-school comparisons, the tarjih criteria for selecting the strongest opinion, and the
hermeneutical challenges in addressing contemporary issues such as gender and science still require further
exploration.

Accordingly, this study seeks to address an existing gap in the literature by providing a comprehensive
examination of the tafsir mugaran method, extending beyond its technical and methodological dimensions.
The study specifically seeks to identify, map, and critically assess the epistemological debates that have
accompanied the development and application of comparative interpretation. In addition, attention is given to
the practical implications of employing the muqaran approach in contemporary Qur'anic studies. Such an
examination is important because comparative interpretation is not merely concerned with placing different
exegetical opinions side by side, but also involves understanding the intellectual foundations, methodological
orientations, historical contexts, and arguments underlying those interpretations. Through this perspective,
tafsir muqéran can be understood as a dynamic methodological framework that responds to the plurality of
Qur’anic interpretations.

Building upon this context, the primary objective of this research is to investigate the tafsir mugaran
method comprehensively from several interconnected dimensions. These include the historical origins and
development of the method, its epistemological significance within Qur'anic scholarship, the systematic
procedures involved in conducting comparative interpretation, and the various objects that can become the
focus of comparison. The study also evaluates the strengths and limitations of the method in order to provide
a balanced understanding of its academic potential. Furthermore, it examines contemporary scholarly
debates concerning the position, validity, objectivity, and relevance of tafsir mugaran in responding to the
increasingly complex demands of Qur'anic interpretation in the modern context. By addressing these
dimensions simultaneously, this research is expected to enrich methodological discussions in Qur'anic
studies and provide a conceptual foundation for developing interpretations that are academically rigorous,
contextually relevant, and responsive to the diversity of exegetical perspectives.

The significance of this research is also related to the broader development of Qur'anic interpretation
methodology. In an intellectual environment characterized by diverse interpretive approaches, tafsir mugaran
offers an analytical framework through which similarities, differences, strengths, and limitations among
interpretations can be examined systematically. Therefore, understanding its epistemological basis and
methodological procedures is essential for ensuring that comparative analysis does not become merely
descriptive but contributes to critical and responsible interpretation.

Based on these considerations, this study addresses several fundamental research questions. First,
how did the tafsir mugaran method emerge and develop throughout the history of Qur'anic interpretation?
Second, what is the epistemological significance of tafsir muqaran for contemporary Qur'anic studies? Third,
what methodological stages should be followed in applying this approach? Fourth, what forms or objects of
interpretation can be compared through the mugaran method? Fifth, what are the principal strengths and
limitations of this methodology? Finally, how do contemporary scholars debate the validity, objectivity, and
continuing relevance of tafsir muqéran in the study and interpretation of the Qur'an?

2. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
2.1 History of the Emergence and Development of the Mugaran Interpretation Method

The tafsir mugaran method has experienced a considerable historical transformation throughout the
development of Qur'anic scholarship. The fundamental practice of comparing different interpretations,
however, can be traced to the early stages of the classical exegetical tradition. Classical scholars frequently
presented various opinions concerning the meaning of a Qur'anic verse, examined the arguments supporting
those views, and, in some cases, selected the interpretation they considered more convincing. Although these
activities demonstrate the presence of comparative reasoning, they were generally incorporated into broader
exegetical frameworks rather than formulated as a distinct and independent methodology.
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The transition from an implicit comparative practice to a more systematic methodological approach
occurred gradually alongside changes in Islamic intellectual history. During the nineteenth century, increasing
encounters between traditional Islamic scholarship and emerging modern intellectual currents encouraged
scholars to reconsider established approaches to Qur'anic interpretation. Comparative analysis began to
receive greater methodological attention as scholars encountered increasingly diverse exegetical
perspectives and sought more systematic ways of evaluating them.

This development became particularly pronounced during the twentieth century. The expansion of
Islamic educational institutions, publication of classical and modern tafsir works, and growth of academic
Qur'anic studies created conditions that encouraged the formalization of comparative interpretation. Scholars
increasingly emphasized methodological classification, systematic comparison, and critical evaluation of
different exegetical positions. Consequently, tafsir mugaran gradually emerged from an informal analytical
practice into a recognized methodological approach within contemporary Qur'anic studies.

Its historical development therefore reflects the broader transformation of Qur'anic scholarship from
traditional modes of transmission toward increasingly systematic, critical, and academically structured
approaches to interpretation (Abd al-Hayy Al-Farmawi, 1977). The roots of comparative interpretation can be
traced back to the time of the Companions and the Tabi'in, where scholars had already compared the verses
of the Qur'an and compared interpretations based on historical context. The roots of comparative
interpretation can be traced back to the time of the Companions and the Tabi'in, where scholars had already
compared the verses of the Qur'an and compared interpretations based on historical context.

During the classical period of Islamic intellectual history, particularly between the third and sixth
centuries of the Hijri calendar, comparative elements were already evident in the works of prominent
Qur'anic commentators such as al-TabarT, al-ZamakhsharT, and Ibn Kathir. Although these scholars did not
explicitly identify their approach as tafsir muqaran, their exegetical works frequently presented and
examined different interpretations of the same Qur'anic verse. They compared the opinions of earlier
scholars, assessed the arguments supporting each interpretation, and, in several cases, selected the
interpretation considered to be the strongest. This comparative practice indicates that the basic intellectual
orientation of tafsir mugaran existed within the classical exegetical tradition. Nevertheless, comparison at
that stage was generally not developed as an independent methodological framework. Rather, it functioned
as one of several analytical instruments incorporated into broader approaches to Qur'anic interpretation
(Wahid & Kamils, 2024).

The transformation of comparative interpretation into a more explicit, systematic, and methodologically
structured approach became increasingly visible during the modernization of Islamic scholarship in the
twentieth century. Several intellectual and historical developments contributed to this transformation. First,
the growing availability and publication of classical works of tafsir, alongside the emergence of numerous
modern exegetical writings, resulted in a much wider range of interpretations accessible to students and
researchers of the Quran. This diversity created a need for analytical methods capable of organizing,
comparing, and critically evaluating different exegetical perspectives. Second, the increasing interaction
between Islamic scholarship and modern disciplines, particularly the social sciences and humanities,
encouraged Muslim scholars to adopt more systematic, critical, and analytical approaches to religious texts.
Third, the emergence of complex social, political, cultural, and intellectual challenges in the modern era
required interpretations of the Qur'an that could accommodate multiple perspectives and demonstrate greater
contextual relevance (Yahya et al., 2022).

Several scholars subsequently played important roles in strengthening the methodological formulation
of tafsir mugaran. Al-Farmawi, for instance, contributed to the systematization of comparative interpretation
by presenting methodological principles that could guide researchers in conducting comparative analysis. In
the Indonesian context, M. Quraish Shihab also contributed significantly through his contemporary approach
to Quranic interpretation, particularly by engaging with diverse exegetical perspectives and relating them to
current realities. The development of Islamic educational institutions, universities, research centers, and
scholarly publications in Indonesia further strengthened academic interest in tafsir mugéran. Consequently,
the method gradually developed from an implicit comparative practice into a recognized methodological
approach within contemporary Qur'anic studies (Syukkur, 2020).
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2.2 The Epistemological Urgency of the Mugaran Interpretation Method in Contemporary Qur'anic

Studies

The epistemological significance of the tafsir mugaran method is closely connected to its capacity
to respond to the increasingly complex intellectual demands of Qur'anic interpretation in the
contemporary era. The diversity of exegetical perspectives has produced a broad range of
understandings of the Qur'an, including interpretations that occasionally differ substantially or even
appear contradictory when addressing the same verse. In this situation, tafsir muqaran provides an
analytical framework for examining interpretive plurality in a systematic and critical manner. Rather than
treating differences as obstacles, the method transforms them into objects of scholarly inquiry through
which the foundations, arguments, and methodological orientations of various interpretations can be
examined (Rokhim et al., 2025).

First, tafsir mugaran has significant epistemological relevance in addressing questions concerning the
validity of competing interpretations. Different exegetes may arrive at different conclusions because they
employ distinct linguistic analyses, theological assumptions, legal principles, historical sources, or
hermeneutical approaches. Comparative analysis enables researchers to identify the basis of these
differences and assess the strengths and limitations of the arguments presented. Through systematic
comparison, researchers are able to distinguish interpretations that possess stronger textual, rational,
historical, and contextual foundations from those that may have weaker evidentiary support. Consequently,
the method facilitates a more accountable process of interpretation without assuming that every exegetical
opinion has an identical level of epistemological validity (Ichwan & Salisu, 2024).

Second, the importance of tafsir muqéran is reflected in its encouragement of critical engagement with
the classical exegetical heritage. Classical tafsir constitutes an essential intellectual foundation for
contemporary Qur'anic studies, but its authority does not necessarily mean that every interpretation must be
accepted without examination. Comparative methodology allows researchers to place classical
interpretations within their respective historical, intellectual, and methodological contexts. Each interpretation
can therefore be assessed according to the evidence, reasoning, and interpretive principles upon which it is
based. Such an approach promotes scholarly objectivity by emphasizing the quality and coherence of
arguments rather than relying exclusively on the reputation or authority of a particular exegete (Mahfud &
Kholid, 2025).

Third, tafsir mugéaran has become increasingly relevant for addressing contemporary issues that were
not explicitly discussed in the same form within classical exegetical literature. Questions concerning gender
relations, technological development, environmental concerns, human rights, social justice, and other modern
challenges require interpretive approaches capable of engaging with changing social realities. Through
comparison between classical and contemporary interpretations, researchers can identify the continuity and
transformation of Qur'anic interpretation. The method therefore provides an opportunity to formulate
contextual understandings while maintaining a connection with the fundamental ethical and theological
principles of the Qur'an (Fitriono, 2025).

Fourth, the epistemological value of tafsir muqaran extends to the development of intellectual
tolerance and recognition of interpretive diversity within the Islamic tradition. Examining how exegetes from
different theological, legal, and intellectual backgrounds understand the same Qur'anic passage
demonstrates that differences in interpretation are often influenced by methodological and contextual
factors. This awareness can reduce rigid or dogmatic attitudes toward alternative interpretations. Students
and researchers are encouraged to distinguish between the Qur'anic text itself and the human effort to
understand that text, thereby fostering a more mature attitude toward scholarly disagreement (Mually &
Abdulghani, 2024).

Finally, in an increasingly pluralistic religious and intellectual environment, tafsir muqé&ran can
contribute to constructive dialogue both within and beyond Muslim communities. By encouraging critical
comparison, methodological awareness, and respect for legitimate differences, the method provides an
important foundation for developing Qur'anic scholarship that is academically responsible, intellectually
open, and responsive to contemporary realities. Its epistemological urgency, therefore, lies not merely in
comparing interpretations, but in cultivating a disciplined process of understanding the Qur'an through
evidence, critical reasoning, contextual awareness, and respect for interpretive plurality (Samsir et al.,
2025).
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2.3 Mugaran Interpretation Method

In applying the tafsir mugaran method, the interpreter carries a substantial scholarly responsibility
to ensure that the comparative process is conducted accurately, systematically, and in accordance with
the objectives of the research. Comparison should not be limited to placing several interpretations side
by side, but must involve a careful examination of the arguments, sources, methodological principles,
and contextual backgrounds underlying each interpretation. The interpreter must therefore determine
appropriate objects of comparison and establish clear criteria for selecting relevant exegetical opinions.
Accuracy is essential because differences in interpretation may emerge from variations in linguistic
analysis, theological orientation, legal principles, historical circumstances, or hermeneutical
approaches. Misrepresenting an exegete’s position or removing an interpretation from its original context
can result in misleading conclusions. For this reason, researchers should consult reliable primary
sources and, where necessary, relevant secondary literature to clarify the intellectual background of
each interpretation.

Clarity is equally important. The researcher should explain the similarities and differences among
interpretations in a transparent manner so that readers can understand the basis of the comparison. At
the same time, relevance must remain a central consideration. The interpretations selected should
correspond directly to the research question and should contribute meaningfully to the analytical
objectives of the study. Furthermore, the interpreter must maintain methodological balance and avoid
allowing personal preferences to determine the outcome of the comparison. Every evaluative judgment,
particularly during the tarjih stage, should be supported by explicit and defensible criteria. Through such
methodological responsibility, tafsir mugaran can produce comparative findings that are academically
credible, critically informed, and contextually meaningful. To achieve this, several important steps must
be taken:

a.  Selection of Opinions of the Mufassirs

The process of selecting the opinions of exegetes is the main foundation of the mugaran method. An
exegete is required to carefully curate various exegetical opinions from the Salaf (classical) to the Khalaf
(contemporary) generations. In this selection, primary considerations include the credibility and scholarly
authority of each exegete, where intellectual capacity, depth of understanding, and academic integrity are
determining factors. Furthermore, the methodological context of the interpretation must also be taken into
account, whether an exegete relies more on the transmission of narrations (tafsir bil-ma'tsur) sourced from the
Prophet, companions, and tabi'in, or prioritizes a rational approach (tafsir bil-ra'yi) that emphasizes ijtihad and
linguistic analysis. This comprehensive selection process ensures that the comparisons made truly represent
an authentic and high-quality exegetical treasure trove.

b.  Thought Tendency Analysis

The analysis of the trend of thought requires a thorough examination of each exegete's ideological and
methodological background. The context of the school of thought plays a significant role in shaping the
interpretive perspective, with affiliation to a particular school of jurisprudence (Syafi'i, Hanafi, Maliki, Hanbali),
or the theological school of Mu'tazilah and Ash'ariyah often influencing how an exegete understands and
interprets a text. Furthermore, the style of interpretation developed needs to be clearly identified, whether it is
fighi, which focuses on legal derivations, akhlagi, which emphasizes ethical and moral dimensions, balaghi,
which highlights aspects of Arabic rhetoric and literature, or i'tigadi, which discusses theological and faith issues.
Understanding these trends of thought allows the reader to trace the roots of the differences in interpretation
that arise.

c. ldentifying Factors Influencing Interpretation

The process of identifying interpretive factors requires the interpreter to explore the various external and
internal elements that shape an interpretation. The cultural and social background of the society in which the
interpreter lives often contributes to the understanding of a text, including local traditions, societal values, and
the social realities encountered. The historical and political context of the interpreter's lifetime also influences
the interpretive emphasis, where power situations, political pressures, or specific social conditions can shape
interpretive priorities. In addition to external factors, the interpreter's level of knowledge and methodological
orientation determine the approach used, whether prioritizing rigorous linguistic analysis, a philosophical rational
approach, or a Sufi spiritual dimension.
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d.  Fourth Stage: Evaluation and Tarjih (Selecting the Strongest Opinion)
After collecting and analyzing various opinions, the interpreter must compare:
1) Similarity: A common ground between the opinions being compared
2) Differences: Aspects that are the fundamental differences between them
3) Advantages and disadvantages: Strengths and weaknesses of each opinion

e.  Conclusion Drawing

The conclusion-drawing stage requires the interpreter to synthesize various opinions that have been
analyzed comparatively. The interpreter is expected to provide an objective and balanced perspective,
uninfluenced by personal bias or sectarian fanaticism. This objectivity is achieved through an honest
presentation of the strengths and weaknesses of each opinion, as well as an in-depth analysis of the
relevance of each interpretation to the current context. At the same time, the mugaran method also provides
space for the interpreter to express personal opinions supported by strong arguments and comprehensive
analysis, provided that this is accompanied by an acknowledgement of the validity of other opinions that have
a valid basis (Yunus, 2025).

2.4 Objects of Comparison in Tafsir Mugaran

The application of tafsir mugaran encompasses a variety of comparative objects, depending on the
research questions, analytical orientation, and objectives pursued by the researcher. Determining the
appropriate object of comparison is an essential stage because the quality and relevance of the comparative
analysis largely depend on the suitability of the materials being examined. Through a clearly defined
comparative object, researchers can identify similarities, differences, methodological patterns, and the factors
underlying variations in Qur'anic interpretation.

The first object involves comparison between Qur’anic verses (muqaran al-ayat bi al-ayat). This
approach examines verses that contain similar expressions, related meanings, or interconnected themes.
The purpose is not simply to identify linguistic similarities, but to explore how the Qur'an presents a
particular concept across different textual and contextual settings. For instance, verses discussing justice
can be compared across various Qur'anic contexts to examine the different dimensions, principles, and
applications associated with the concept. A comparative examination of related verses may demonstrate
that a particular Qur'anic concept possesses multiple dimensions that cannot always be understood
adequately from a single verse. Consequently, comparing verses contributes to a more comprehensive
understanding of how the Qur'an develops, clarifies, and reinforces particular meanings through variations
in wording and context.

The second object concerns the comparison of exegetical opinions (muqaran al-ara’ al-tafsiriyyah).
This form represents one of the most prominent applications of the mugaran approach because it places
interpretations produced by different exegetes within a single analytical framework. Researchers examine
how several commentators understand the same Qur'anic passage and subsequently identify the similarities
and differences among their interpretations. Such comparison may involve linguistic explanations, theological
assumptions, legal considerations, historical narratives, or broader methodological orientations employed by
each exegete.

Comparing exegetical opinions also makes it possible to investigate the relationship between
interpretation and the intellectual background of the commentator. Differences in education, theological
affiliation, legal school, historical circumstances, and methodological preferences may significantly influence
the conclusions reached by an exegete. Therefore, comparative analysis enables researchers to trace the
development and transformation of exegetical thought across different periods.

Moreover, this comparison demonstrates that Qur'anic interpretation is not a static intellectual tradition.
Interpretive perspectives may develop in response to changing social, cultural, political, and intellectual
circumstances. Accordingly, the comparison of exegetical opinions allows contemporary researchers to
understand both the continuity of the classical heritage and the emergence of new interpretive approaches
responding to contemporary challenges (July, 2021).

The third object of comparison in tafsir muqaran is cross-school comparison, which examines
differences in Qur'anic interpretation among scholars representing distinct schools of jurisprudence, theology,
or religious thought. This approach is particularly important when analyzing verses associated with legal,
theological, or doctrinal questions because interpretive conclusions are often influenced by the
methodological principles adopted by a particular intellectual tradition. Through cross-school comparison,
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researchers can identify how different assumptions, sources of authority, and interpretive principles contribute
to variations in understanding the same Qur’'anic passage.

For example, comparative analysis may examine how scholars associated with the Shafi‘1 and Hanaft
legal traditions interpret Qur'anic verses concerning riba (usury). Although both schools refer to the Qur'an
as a primary source of Islamic law, differences in legal reasoning, linguistic interpretation, and the use of
supporting evidence may produce different conclusions regarding particular legal questions. Similarly,
theological comparison can be conducted by examining Sunni and Shia interpretations of verses associated
with leadership, authority, and imdmah. Such comparisons demonstrate that interpretive differences are not
necessarily caused by disagreement over the Qur'anic text itself, but may arise from different epistemological
premises, theological assumptions, and hermeneutical frameworks.

Cross-school comparison therefore provides an opportunity to understand the internal diversity of
Islamic intellectual traditions in a more balanced manner. Rather than positioning one school as inherently
correct and another as entirely erroneous, the muqgaran approach investigates the arguments, methods, and
contextual factors underlying each interpretation. This perspective can contribute to a more objective
understanding of scholarly disagreement while simultaneously encouraging intellectual tolerance and
recognition of legitimate diversity within Islamic thought.

The fourth object is cross-methodological comparison, which focuses on examining differences
produced by various approaches to Qur'anic interpretation. Researchers may compare, for instance, tafsir bi
al-ma’thdr, which emphasizes transmitted reports and traditions, with tafsir bi al-ra’y, which gives greater
attention to rational analysis and scholarly reasoning. Other comparisons may involve tafsir ‘ilmi, which
engages with scientific perspectives, and social or contextual approaches that relate Qur'anic teachings to
contemporary social realities.

This form of comparison enables researchers to evaluate how different methodologies influence the
interpretation of the same verse. It can reveal the distinctive strengths and limitations of each approach,
including the types of evidence prioritized, the assumptions employed, and the contextual dimensions
emphasized. Ultimately, cross-methodological comparison may encourage methodological integration,
allowing complementary approaches to be combined carefully in order to produce more comprehensive,
critical, and contextually relevant interpretations of the Qur'an.

2.5 Advantages of the Mugaran Interpretation Method

The tafsir mugaran method offers several significant advantages that make it an important approach
within contemporary Qur'anic studies. One of its principal strengths is its ability to provide a comprehensive
and relatively objective understanding of Qur'anic interpretation. By placing interpretations from
different exegetes within a comparative framework, researchers are able to observe the broad spectrum of
meanings that may emerge from a particular Qur'anic verse. Rather than relying exclusively on a single
interpretation, the researcher can examine multiple perspectives, identify their respective arguments, and
assess the strengths and limitations of each position. Objectivity in this context does not mean eliminating
the researcher’s analytical judgment entirely, but rather ensuring that every interpretation is presented fairly
and evaluated according to clearly defined and academically accountable criteria.

Another important advantage is the method's contribution to intellectual tolerance and appreciation
of interpretive diversity. Comparative study exposes researchers to the fact that highly qualified scholars,
despite possessing extensive knowledge and methodological competence, may arrive at different conclusions
concerning the same Qur'anic passage. Such differences may be influenced by variations in intellectual
background, theological orientation, legal tradition, linguistic analysis, historical circumstances, or interpretive
methodology. Consequently, disagreement should not automatically be regarded as evidence that one
interpretation is necessarily invalid. In many cases, diversity reflects the richness and multidimensional
character of the Qur'anic text, as well as the different contexts in which interpretations are produced. This
awareness encourages researchers to approach scholarly disagreement with greater openness and avoids
rigid or dogmatic attitudes toward alternative perspectives.

The muqaran method also possesses substantial contextual relevance for contemporary Qur’anic
studies. By comparing interpretations produced in different historical periods, researchers can identify
elements of continuity as well as transformations in exegetical thought. This provides an intellectual
foundation for responding to contemporary issues such as gender relations, scientific development, human
rights, social justice, and other emerging challenges. Contemporary scholars can examine how classical and
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modern exegetes approached particular questions and subsequently develop contextual interpretations
without severing their connection with the established Qur'anic interpretive tradition.

Finally, tafsir mugaran encourages critical and analytical thinking. Researchers are required to
examine evidence, compare arguments, identify methodological assumptions, and evaluate the consistency
of different interpretations before reaching conclusions. Thus, the method not only enriches knowledge of
Quranic interpretation but also develops intellectual discipline, analytical reasoning, methodological
awareness, and openness to scholarly diversity (Nasution et al., 2024). Ultimately, the tafsir mugaran method
serves an important function in revealing and critically examining assumptions that may remain implicit within
a particular interpretation. When an exegetical position is analyzed alongside alternative interpretations, the
intellectual foundations underlying each perspective become more apparent. Assumptions related to
theology, philosophy, linguistics, social conditions, culture, and the historical context of the interpreter can be
identified more clearly through systematic comparison. This process enables researchers to recognize that
interpretations are not produced in an intellectual vacuum, but are often shaped by particular frameworks of
knowledge and contextual circumstances.

Comparative analysis therefore provides an opportunity to examine whether the assumptions underlying
an interpretation are consistent with its textual evidence, methodological principles, and broader interpretive
objectives. Placing different opinions within the same analytical framework also makes it possible to identify
similarities and differences that may otherwise remain unnoticed when an interpretation is studied
independently. In this regard, tafsir mugaran goes beyond the simple documentation of exegetical diversity.
It becomes a critical instrument for evaluating the intellectual structures that influence the production of
Qur’anic meaning.

Furthermore, this method contributes to the development of researchers’ methodological awareness. By
continuously confronting different interpretive perspectives, researchers are encouraged to question their
own assumptions, recognize the limitations of particular approaches, and avoid treating a single interpretation
as the only possible understanding. Consequently, tfafsir mugaran promotes a more reflective, critical,
transparent, and intellectually responsible approach to Qur'anic interpretation.

2.6 Limitations and Challenges of the Mugaran Interpretation Method

Despite its considerable strengths and methodological potential, the tafsir mugaran approach is
accompanied by several fundamental limitations and challenges that require serious attention from
researchers. These limitations do not necessarily diminish the significance of comparative interpretation, but
they demonstrate the need for methodological discipline, intellectual maturity, and adequate scholarly
competence. Without careful consideration of these challenges, comparative studies may produce superficial
analyses, selective conclusions, interpretive bias, or even anachronistic readings that impose contemporary
assumptions on interpretations developed within substantially different historical contexts (Lutfhi et al., 2022).

The first major challenge concerns the extensive scholarly competence required to conduct
comparative interpretation effectively. The muqaran method requires researchers to possess broad and
sufficiently deep knowledge of the development of Qur'anic exegesis across different historical periods.
Familiarity with only one or two tafsir works is generally inadequate because meaningful comparison requires
engagement with a diverse body of exegetical literature. Researchers may need to examine classical and
contemporary commentaries, different theological traditions, various schools of Islamic jurisprudence, and
contrasting approaches to interpretation. In addition, they must understand methodological distinctions
between tafsir bi al-ma’thdr, which emphasizes transmitted reports, and tafsir bi al-ra'y, which relies more
heavily on rational reasoning and scholarly interpretation. Such requirements make comparative
interpretation considerably more demanding than approaches that focus on a limited number of textual
sources (Naufal et al., 2026).

Consequently, tafsir mugaran may be less accessible to researchers who are still at the
introductory stage of Qur’anic studies. Students who have not yet developed a sufficient foundation in
Arabic language, ulim al-Qur'an, principles of interpretation, Islamic intellectual history, and the
characteristics of major exegetical traditions may encounter difficulties in understanding the arguments
presented by different commentators. The large volume and diversity of opinions can create confusion,
particularly when researchers lack the analytical tools necessary to distinguish strong arguments from weak
ones. In such circumstances, there is a risk that conclusions will be based on the popularity of an
interpretation, the authority of a particular scholar, or the researcher’'s personal preference rather than on
systematic evaluation.
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A second fundamental challenge is the potential for subjectivity throughout the research process.
Although tafsir muqéran seeks to promote objectivity through systematic comparison, complete neutrality
is difficult to achieve because researchers inevitably make interpretive and methodological choices.
Decisions concerning which exegetes should be included, which verses or themes should be selected,
which arguments are considered representative, and which sources receive greater attention may all be
influenced by the researcher’s intellectual background, research interests, and prior assumptions (Syakir
etal., 2025).

The potential for subjectivity becomes particularly significant during the evaluation and tarjih stages,
when researchers determine which interpretation possesses greater strength or relevance. The criteria
employed may include textual evidence, historical context, linguistic analysis, logical coherence, theological
consistency, or contemporary applicability. However, the prioritization of one criterion over another may itself
reflect methodological preferences. Therefore, researchers must establish explicit analytical standards before
conducting comparison and clearly explain the reasons behind their evaluative judgments.

For this reason, methodological transparency and critical self-reflexivity are essential in tafsir
mugqaran. Researchers should disclose the basis for selecting sources, explain the criteria used to compare
interpretations, acknowledge the limitations of their analytical framework, and remain aware of their own
assumptions. Such practices cannot completely eliminate subjectivity, but they can make the interpretive
process more transparent, accountable, and academically defensible. Thus, the limitations of tafsir
mugqaran should be understood not as reasons to abandon the method, but as challenges that encourage
greater methodological rigor and scholarly responsibility. Furthermore, the mugaran interpretation also
faces epistemological difficulties in comparing opinions across periods. An interpretation put forward by a
classical exegete such as al-TabarT in the 9th century emerged from a completely different historical, social,
and intellectual context than an interpretation by a modern exegete such as M. Quraish Shihab in the 21st
century (Jahira & Faisal, 2026). They addressed different questions, addressed different audiences, and
derived from different epistemological assumptions. While the mugaran method does offer a wealth of
perspectives, it also faces serious challenges when comparing interpretations from commentators who
lived across vast time periods.

Directly comparing these two views without considering the contextual gap that separates them risks
anachronistic judgments, that is, judging past thought using present-day standards or sensibilities. This
can obscure the historical significance of an opinion and diminish the richness of meaning it contained
when it was first formulated. In parallel, this method also has limitations in providing direct and definitive
practical answers. Because its primary focus is on comparing, mapping, and analyzing the spectrum of
opinions, the result of a mugaran study often presents a rich landscape of interpretations, rather than a
single fatwa or solution. For an academic, this is a strength. However, for a practitioner or layperson
seeking a yes or no answer to a contemporary problem, this method may feel unsatisfying and convoluted
(Nofitayanti et al., 2022a).

Finally, and perhaps most fundamentally, there is the epistemological challenge regarding the validity
of the tarjih criteria themselves. The question of what makes one interpretation objectively stronger than
another remains a subject of ongoing debate among scholars and scholars of Qur'anic studies. Does the
strength of a sanad automatically trump the logical coherence of an argument? How should careful linguistic
interpretation be weighed against the relevance of the maqa (maqa)?yesid or sharia goals?

The lack of consensus regarding the hierarchy and validity of tarjih criteria demonstrates an inherent
methodological tension in the practice of mugaran interpretation. The resulting tarjih conclusions often reflect
the interpreter's own methodological preferences rather than a final interpretative truth. This demands
intellectual humility in presenting the results of a comparative study.

2.7 Contemporary Epistemological Debate on the Interpretation of Mugaran

Contemporary academic discussions concerning tafsir mugéran revolve around several fundamental
epistemological and methodological questions that significantly influence the development and positioning of
this approach within Qur'anic studies. These debates demonstrate that tafsir mugaran is not merely a
technical procedure for placing different interpretations side by side, but also involves questions concerning
the nature of interpretive authority, the criteria for evaluating competing interpretations, and the
methodological status of comparison itself. Therefore, ongoing scholarly discussions are important for
determining how this approach can be developed in a more systematic, critical, and academically accountable
manner (Fitriatunnisa & Rafdi, 2024b).
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One major debate concerns the status of tafsir muqéaran as an independent interpretive method.
Some scholars regard comparative interpretation as a distinct and legitimate method within the broader
framework of Qur'anic interpretation. From this perspective, the systematic comparison of different exegetical
opinions has its own objectives, procedures, and analytical outcomes that cannot necessarily be achieved
through other methods. Comparison enables researchers to identify differences, similarities, methodological
assumptions, and argumentative structures across interpretations, ultimately producing conclusions based
on the interaction among multiple perspectives (Nukhba, 2023).

In contrast, other scholars consider tafsir mugaran primarily as a supporting or complementary
instrument rather than an autonomous method. According to this view, comparison functions to strengthen
and deepen interpretations generated through established approaches such as tafsir bi al-ma’thiir and tafsir
bi al-ra’y. The comparative dimension does not necessarily constitute an independent form of interpretation
but serves as an analytical mechanism for testing, enriching, or contextualizing conclusions derived from
other methodologies. This disagreement reflects different understandings of the function and position of tafsir
mugqaran within the wider methodological structure of Qur'anic studies (Nabil et al., 2024).

Another significant debate concerns the selection of interpretations and the criteria used to evaluate
their relative strength. Since not every available interpretation can always be compared, researchers must
establish clear principles for selecting relevant exegetical opinions. The subsequent process of determining
which interpretation possesses greater argumentative strength also raises methodological questions. Some
scholars emphasize historical-semantic criteria by examining the linguistic meaning, historical circumstances,
and contextual background in which an interpretation emerged. Others prioritize methodological and rational
criteria, focusing on the coherence of arguments, textual evidence, logical consistency, and the interpretive
principles employed by the exegete (Nofitayanti et al., 2022b).

These debates indicate that the development of tafsir muqéran requires methodological transparency
and clearly formulated evaluation standards. Rather than eliminating interpretive diversity, the method should
manage such diversity through systematic comparison, critical reasoning, and responsible scholarly judgment
(Wahid & Kamils, 2024). Still others propose integrating these criteria with contemporary considerations of
relevance and practicality. This debate reflects a fundamental tension between a commitment to tradition and
the need for contemporary relevance.

One significant criticism of tafsir mugaran concerns the possibility of interpretive relativism. If
comparative analysis is conducted without clear methodological standards, there is a risk that all exegetical
opinions will be treated as equally valid, regardless of differences in their evidentiary strength, logical
consistency, or textual foundations. This raises an important epistemological question concerning the ultimate
purpose of comparison: should tafsir mugaran merely document and describe the diversity of interpretations,
or should it also provide an evaluative judgment regarding the relative strength of those interpretations? The
answer has important consequences for the way comparative findings are presented and utilized. A purely
descriptive approach may successfully demonstrate the richness of exegetical diversity but may offer limited
guidance concerning the validity of competing interpretations. Conversely, an evaluative approach requires
transparent criteria to prevent the researcher’s personal preferences from becoming the primary basis for
determining which interpretation is more convincing (Saputra & Alwizar, 2025).

Another important debate concerns the relationship between tafsir muqaran and contemporary
contextualization. Some scholars maintain that the principal responsibility of comparative interpretation is
to reconstruct and understand the meanings of Qur'anic verses within their original linguistic, historical, and
intellectual contexts. From this perspective, applying those meanings to contemporary circumstances belongs
to the broader domain of jjtihad and contextual interpretation rather than being an inherent function of tafsir
muqaran. Other scholars, however, argue that interpretation cannot be completely separated from the context
in which it is undertaken. Understanding is always influenced by the questions, circumstances, and
intellectual concerns of the interpreter (Sekardilla et al., 2024). Consequently, contemporary realities should
be considered when comparing and evaluating exegetical perspectives. These debates indicate that tafsir
muqéran must maintain a balance between historical fidelity and contemporary relevance, while
employing explicit methodological criteria to avoid both relativism and arbitrary judgment.

3. CONCLUSION

The tafsir muqaran method has experienced substantial development from a comparative practice that
existed implicitly within the classical exegetical tradition into a more structured and systematic methodological
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approach in contemporary Qur'anic studies. This development emerged from the increasing diversity of Quranic
interpretations and the necessity of examining such differences through a critical, balanced, and academically
accountable framework. Epistemologically, tafsir mugaran possesses an important position because it enables
researchers to examine various interpretations comprehensively, identify the intellectual and methodological
foundations underlying differences among exegetes, and formulate a more objective understanding of Qur'anic
meaning. Furthermore, this method provides an intellectual space for dialogue among different schools of
interpretation while encouraging openness, tolerance, and appreciation of scholarly diversity. The application of
tafsir muqaran generally requires systematic analytical procedures, beginning with the identification and
classification of relevant interpretations, examination of the methodological and intellectual orientations of the
exegetes, analysis of the factors that contribute to interpretive differences, critical comparison of the selected
interpretations, and formulation of a balanced synthesis. Its broad scope represents one of its major strengths
because the method can compare verses, exegetical opinions, schools of thought, and interpretive methodologies.
However, this methodological breadth also creates several limitations. The complexity of the analytical process
may make its application challenging for novice researchers. In addition, researcher subjectivity may influence the
assessment of competing interpretations, particularly when determining the validity and strength of tarjih criteria.
The contemporary debates surrounding tafsir muqéran, particularly the tension between preserving exegetical
tradition and responding to contemporary needs, as well as between objectivity and unavoidable interpretive
subjectivity, should not be regarded as weaknesses that invalidate the method. Instead, these debates
demonstrate its continuing relevance and methodological dynamism. Consequently, tafsir mugaran remains a
valuable approach for Qur'anic studies, particularly when accompanied by transparent analytical procedures,
critical methodological awareness, and continuous reflection on the relationship between classical scholarship and
contemporary contexts.
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