
           Corresponding Author: smarand@unm.edu 

        10.     https://doi.org/10.61356/j.plc.2025.3541 

                            Licensee Plithogenic Logic and Computation. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and 

                            conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 |Introduction 

Wittgenstein’s Tractatus2 famously contended that language shapes our understanding of reality, proposing 

that the structure of language reflects the structure of the world [9]. Yet even Wittgenstein struggled with the 

paradoxes inherent in communication, particularly as language often fails to capture the fluidity of meaning. 

Neutrosophy extends this inquiry by asserting that truth is not an absolute but a multiplicity. A statement, its 

negation, and the spectrum of intermediary propositions may simultaneously hold truth, partial truth, or 

falsity. [4, 6] 

                                                 

1 Gottwald, Siegfried, “Many-Valued Logic”, The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Summer 2022 Edition), Edward N. Zalta (ed.), 

https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2022/entries/logic-manyvalued. Accesed: 29 May 2024. 

2 Wittgenstein’s work on the limitations of language and its impact on understanding the world is foundational in discussions about 

meaning and truth in philosophy. Neutrosophy builds on this by expanding the idea of partial truth. 
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Philosophy, long defined by its pursuit of truth, has historically been a battleground for dichotomies: truth vs. 

falsehood, materialism vs. idealism, reason vs. emotion. These oppositions often provide a framework for 

understanding philosophical discourse, but they fail to capture the full nuances of reality. To challenge these binary 

oppositions, I introduced the neutrosophic perspective in philosophy, rooted in Mathematics, and Many-Valued 

Logics.1 By emphasizing the interrelation of affirmation, negation, and neutrality, Neutrosophy allows for the 

reconciliation of seemingly irreconcilable viewpoints, providing a new lens through which to reinterpret age-old 

philosophical questions. 
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2 |Many-Valued Logics 

Many-valued logics emerged as a response to philosophical issues of the “law of the excluded middle,” a 

fundamental principle in classical logic that asserts every proposition must be either true or false, with no 

middle ground.  

To address these concerns, the first formal systems of many-valued logic were pioneered in the 1920s by Jan 

Łukasiewicz in Poland and Emil Post in the United States. Their groundbreaking work laid the foundation 

for a rapidly expanding field, as researchers recognized the broader applicability of many-valued systems to 

various philosophical, mathematical, and semantic challenges. [1] 

One significant development in this domain was intuitionistic logic, which arose from fundamental questions 

about the nature of mathematical truth and constructivist approaches to proof theory. Similarly, other 

branches of many-valued logic—such as fuzzy logic, approximation logic, and probabilistic logic—have been 

developed to address issues that classical binary logic is ill-equipped to handle.  

These systems enable more nuanced reasoning by allowing for degrees of truth, uncertainty, and 

approximation, making them particularly useful in areas like artificial intelligence, decision-making processes, 

and linguistic modeling. 

Each of these many-valued logical frameworks has given rise to distinct formal systems, providing a rigorous 

mathematical structure to explore and apply these ideas effectively.  

3 |Beyond Dialectics: Trialectics and Transalectics 

For instance, in ethical philosophy, the debates between universalism and particularism exemplify this 

complexity. Universal principles such as justice or equality often conflict with cultural and contextual 

particulars, leading to tensions that neither pole resolves alone.  

From a neutrosophic perspective, the resolution does not lie in choosing one over the other but in exploring 

the spectrum of partial overlaps, contradictions, and neutral zones that lie between them.  

This approach encourages a more nuanced view of ethics, one that is neither wholly universal nor entirely 

particular but instead acknowledges the interplay of both as equally valid contributors to a greater 

understanding. 

Hegel’s dialectical method,1 which posits that the development of ideas occurs through the reconciliation of 

contradictions, has been one of the most influential contributions to philosophical thought. However, this 

framework remains incomplete, as it overlooks the potential role of neutrality in the dialectical process.  

Neutrosophy extends this framework into a trialectic model, where affirmation, negation, and neutrality 

coexist and interact in a dynamic relationship. This model challenges the rigid opposition of traditional 

dialectics and invites a more inclusive understanding of how ideas evolve. 

Moreover, neutrosophy introduces the concept of transalectics—an understanding of ideas as part of a 

continuum of interactions rather than fixed oppositions. This dynamic view is especially apparent in the 

dialogue between science and religion. While traditional dialectics may pit science and religion as adversarial 

forces, neutrosophy reveals their shared quest for understanding. Both traditions seek to answer the 

fundamental questions of existence, but each does so through different methodologies and frameworks. The 

                                                 

1 Hegel’s dialectical method, which focuses on the resolution of contradictions, is critiqued and expanded by neutrosophic theory 

through the introduction of neutrality and trialectics. 
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law of complementarity highlights how seemingly opposing forces can work together, not merely as rivals but 

as potential collaborators in the formation of a more holistic view of reality. 

4 |The Paradox of Paradoxes 

Paradoxes have long been a central feature of philosophical inquiry. They present contradictions that 

challenge our understanding of reality, as evidenced in Zeno’s paradoxes of motion.1 These paradoxes 

question the coherence of continuous progress, as each step seems to require an infinite number of divisions. 

Rather than seeking a definitive resolution through rejection or acceptance, neutrosophy encourages 

embracing the paradox as a framework for rethinking continuity itself. 

In economics, this paradoxical dynamic manifests in the debate between Keynes’s concept of the “unstable 

equilibrium”2 [2] and Rugina’s idea of a “stable disequilibrium.”3 [3] Neutrosophy reconciles these opposites 

by positing a dynamic system that oscillates between stability and instability. Here, equilibrium is neither a static 

state nor a final goal but a process of perpetual adjustment. [5] This is akin to the feedback loops observed in ecological 

or social systems, where stability arises not from stasis but from constant movement and adaptation. 

5 |The Hermeneutics of Neutrosophic Philosophy 

Interpretation, or hermeneutics, has long been a cornerstone of philosophy. Gadamer,4 for example, 

emphasized the inevitability of bias in understanding, arguing that our “prejudices” shape our interpretations. 

Neutrosophy, however, views this bias not as a flaw but as a neutral element within the interpretative process. 

In this light, neutrosophy transforms the traditional understanding of horizon and prejudice into a dynamic 

interplay of positive, negative, and neutral perspectives. 

This shift is particularly evident when analyzing historical philosophical movements. Consider the progression 

of ideas in Indian philosophy, exemplified by Sankaracharya’s non-duality5 (Advaita), Ramanujacharya’s 

special duality,6 and Madhvacharya’s dualism.7 What begins as a unity gradually evolves into differentiation, 

and through neutrosophic synthesis, a deeper unity is revealed. Neutrosophy thus fosters a view of philosophy 

as an evolving process of affirmation, negation, and synthesis rather than a static set of competing systems. 

6 |Neutrosophy and the Future of Philosophical Inquiry 

At its core, neutrosophy itself is a philosophy of philosophy—an inquiry into its own necessity and 

inevitability. In this way, neutrosophy mirrors the nature of existence itself, which is inherently paradoxical 

and multi-faceted. Consider the mind-body problem, traditionally framed as a dualism between physical and 

mental phenomena. Neutrosophy reveals that these phenomena are not opposing forces but mutually 

constitutive elements. [7] 

                                                 

1 Zeno’s paradoxes of motion are key examples of the type of philosophical problems that neutrosophy seeks to engage with, showing 

how paradoxes can be used as tools for deeper understanding rather than obstacles. 
2 Keynes’s economic theories on equilibrium and instability are connected with neutrosophy’s ideas on dynamic systems and the 

oscillation between stability and instability. 
3 Rugina’s exploration of stable disequilibrium in economics can be seen through the neutrosophic lens as another example of how 

contradictions within systems can coexist and inform each other. 
4 Gadamer’s hermeneutics on interpretation and the influence of prejudice on understanding is enriched by neutrosophy’s view of 

neutrality and the dynamic interplay of perspectives. 
5 Sankaracharya, S. (8th Century). Advaita Vedanta. Sankaracharya’s non-duality philosophy provides an important comparison to 

neutrosophic ideas about the interrelationship of opposites, where unity and differentiation evolve together. 
6 Ramanujacharya, R. (11th Century). Vishishtadvaita Vedanta. Ramanujacharya’s special duality theory, offering a synthesis of unity 

and difference, aligns with neutrosophic approaches that combine affirmation, negation, and neutrality. 
7 Madhvacharya, M. (13th Century). Dvaitha Vedanta. Madhvacharya’s dualism serves as a historical example of philosophical thought 

that can be enriched by neutrosophy’s dynamic interplay of concepts. 
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However, neutrosophy doesn't merely analyze existing philosophical problems; it offers a framework for 

generating new ones and exploring uncharted intellectual territory. The increasing complexity of our world, 

characterized by rapid technological advancements, globalization, and a growing awareness of diverse 

perspectives, demands philosophical tools that can grapple with ambiguity, uncertainty, and paradox.  

Consider the implications of artificial intelligence. As AI systems become more sophisticated, they raise 

profound philosophical questions about consciousness, ethics, and the nature of humanity itself [8]. 

Neutrosophy's ability to analyze the spectrum of possibilities, including the neutral or indeterminate states 

between human and machine intelligence, can be invaluable in exploring these uncharted territories. 

Furthermore, neutrosophy's transdisciplinary nature encourages collaboration and cross-pollination of ideas 

between different fields of inquiry. Neutrosophy is not just a new branch of philosophy; it represents a new 

way of doing philosophy.  

7 |Conclusion: A Unified Philosophical Framework 

Neutrosophy’s ultimate contribution lies in its potential to unify divergent schools, movements, and theories 

within a single, comprehensive framework. This unified field theory in philosophy is not an attempt to erase 

differences but to illuminate their shared underpinnings. Neutrosophy holds that no philosopher, no school 

of thought, is inherently superior to another; each contributes a fragment to the mosaic of human 

understanding. This inclusivity extends beyond the boundaries of philosophy to art, culture, and science. The 

marginalization of non-Western thinkers and creators highlights the importance of acknowledging diverse 

intellectual contributions. Neutrosophy challenges the reduction of knowledge to a narrow, Western-centric 

canon.  
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