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Abstract: Aims: The purpose of this scientific research is to provide a philosophical interpretation 

of the positive and negative characteristics of artificial intelligence that have been formed in the 

scientific and cultural discourse. It is noted that the research objectives are not focused on the usual 

analysis to determine the pros and cons of artificial intelligence potential. The philosophical 

interpretation of the status of artificial intelligence is to look for its negative aspects in the advantages 

and positive aspects in the disadvantages of this potentially global sociocultural phenomenon. 

Methodology: The study used general scientific, cultural, and philosophical methods. An obvious feature 

was the philosophical and methodological principle of reversal - the reverse (and in some cases, inverse 

proportional) interaction between traditional intellectual research activity and innovative artificial 

intelligence. Results:  According to the results of the study, a format for assessing the advantages and 

disadvantages of artificial intelligence through the prism of dialectical opposition and synergistic 

interaction is proposed. The model of scientific and philosophical analysis of artificial intelligence is 

formed by axiological, epistemological, methodological, and ontological characteristics. Scientific 

Novelty: A promising area of research is the correlation of artificial intelligence tools with innovative 

social concepts of the new humanistic paradigm. In the modern scientific picture of the world, the status 

of artificial intelligence is at the stage of worldview verification, so the prospects of this innovation are 
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possible only if it is recognised at the level of public consciousness. Conclusion: Philosophy is called 

upon to form the value, scientific, cognitive, methodological (and in the future, existential) dimensions 

of artificial intelligence in the human-dimensional worldview paradigm. The process of forming these 

constants is possible only if the pros and cons of artificial intelligence in the system of social and 

individual activity and consciousness are interpreted holistically.  

Keywords:   artificial intelligence, new rationality, axiological dimensions of technologization, 

innovativeness, philosophy of science, philosophy of technology, scientific and technological picture of 

the world. 

Introduction 

The intellectual potential is fundamental in the scientific and worldview paradigm. This problem 

has always been of dominant interest to philosophers. The study of human intelligence has confirmed 

the uniqueness of humans who possess this potential and has shaped the anthropocentric worldview.  

 Given that artificial intelligence is a reflection of human intelligence, philosophy defines two of its 

positions in the scientific and worldview picture: the weak and strong dimensions (Lee, 2020). Two 

definitions of artificial intelligence are used in the scientific literature: general artificial intelligence 

(AGI) and artificial niche intelligence (ANI). Fjelland (2020) notes that AGI is classified as weak AI, ANI, 

in turn, is strongly pronounced AI and more controversial in terms of its impact on humans and society. 

In human-machine interaction: “human-machine” interaction, the fact that technology depends on 

humans is crucial (Mühlhof, 2019). The reverse dependence is purely hypothetical and poses a threat 

only as one of the possible scenarios. Currently, the idea that artificial intelligence contrasts with natural 

intelligence is generally denied (Behrens & Sandis, 2020). Rather, the imitation of intelligence is realised 

with the highest possible level of naturalness. 

Livingston & Risse (2019) ask a pertinent question about human-technology interaction: “What 

do machines owe to humans, and what do humans owe to superintelligent machines?” To answer this 

question, it is necessary to realise that a human being in modern philosophical understanding is not a 

generalized image endowed with standard qualities. The problem of threats from artificial intelligence, 

described in detail in the works of scientists and thinkers, is generalized to humans. But modern 

philosophy proposes differentiation of human qualities, which makes it impossible to standardise the 

impact of AI on humans. 

Research Problem 

The key research problem in the study is focused on the public perception of the phenomenon of 

artificial intelligence not only as a scientific and technological tool but also as an element of influence on 

global consciousness. Nowadays, there is a total impact of information and digital technologies on the 

individual consciousness of an individual user. This approach generates a large number of individual 

disparate reactions to the use of artificial intelligence. Philosophical reflection makes it possible to 

systematize this disparate perception of artificial intelligence in the context of the worldview integrity 

of this phenomenon. To implement this systematization, it is necessary to define the value, cognitive and 

methodological characteristics of artificial intelligence.  

Ferrario et al. (2020) propose a model of gradual trust in artificial intelligence. This process begins 

with the interaction between humans and artificial intelligence in scientific, specialised, and 

technological aspects. Later on, trust extends to the everyday level, where every consumer of 

information and digital technologies can realize the role (and, in general, the negative manifestations) 

of artificial intelligence. Finally, the final level of interaction is formed at the fundamental worldview 
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level, when artificial intelligence is positioned as a generally accepted phenomenon that has a 

comprehensive perception (positive or negative) on the part of individual and social consciousness. 

At present, the scientific interpretation and positioning of artificial intelligence is dominant. 

However, with the deeper integration of artificial intelligence into the practical and everyday dimension, 

the need for a philosophical explanation of its nature and functioning will grow. As of today, the mutual 

coordination of the existence of artificial intelligence in the sociocultural space is at the verge of 

scientific and technological manifestation and transition to the practical and everyday plane of its use. 

Research Focus 

The focus of the study is to identify the following aspects: 

 the positive potential of artificial intelligence in the socio-cultural sense and a specific 

philosophical and analytical dimension; 

 negative aspects of artificial intelligence on a global civilisation scale and threats to this 

phenomenon as an innovative element of scientific and technological progress. 

Philosophy deals with the issue of artificial intelligence not only to organise this phenomenon in 

the scientific and worldview paradigm. It is no secret that science has ambitious plans to continue 

working on the creation of a technological environment. In particular, the issue of creating artificial 

consciousness is being considered (Chowdhary, 2020). If this scientific and technological project is 

successful, there will be a need to completely transform the worldview paradigm with new human-

dimensional principles. 

Research Aim and Research Questions 

The purpose of the research is to provide a philosophical analysis of the pros and cons of artificial 

intelligence in the axiological, epistemological, methodological, and existential dimensions. The purpose 

of the article is not to make a cultural statement of the positive and negative manifestations of AI in 

society but to search for the opposite effects of its functioning. This is how the holistic characteristics of 

artificial intelligence are formed, not only with regard to the practically oriented aspects of its use, but 

also with regard to the intended purpose of information and digital technologies. 

 Literature Review/Theoretical Overview 

In scientific and philosophical thought, the object of study of actual phenomena and processes is 

traditionally divided. Science focuses on laws (in the era of innovation - on technologies), while 

philosophy concentrates on the moments of building worldview perception. This format has been 

preserved in the issue of artificial intelligence, taking into account the growing role of the technological 

component (Sloman, 2019). Attempts to avoid a polarized space in the study of artificial intelligence are 

made in Abedin (2022). Identifying the opposite effects of artificial intelligence activity allows reducing 

the growing tension over the threats of this phenomenon to society.   

The problem of the purpose of artificial intelligence is beginning to prevail over its functionality, 

which leads to a qualitatively new positioning in the scientific and philosophical discourse (Krkač, 

2019). The literature review of the problem of artificial intelligence can be divided into the following 

clusters: 

• scientific and cultural discourse on the establishment of artificial intelligence;  

• philosophical and synergistic approach that defines the functionality of artificial intelligence. 
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Artificial intelligence has gone through several stages in scientific and cultural coverage. At first, 

the scientific and technological characteristics of the information and digital element prevailed. Later, 

cultural and ideological interpretations of artificial intelligence gained popularity. Currently, there is a 

return to the computer science and mathematical coverage of artificial intelligence (Frank et al., 2019). 

Science, in solving highly complex interdisciplinary problems, needs to be recognized and agreed 

upon at the level of public consciousness. That is why science needs a philosophy that has been creating 

public opinion throughout its development, ensuring the loyalty of individuals and communities to 

scientific successes and failures (Laplane et al., 2019). In addition, artificial intelligence is used in 

practice, in the real sector of production, which makes it even more important (Abioye et al., 2021). 

Post-digital science involves a transition from technological dominance to the interaction of the 

natural (human) and technological (digital). The convergence between the information technology and 

natural-biological domains allows for the formation of a separate ecosystem in which artificial 

intelligence occupies its unique niche (Peters et al., 2022). 

Dreyfus (1992) was perhaps the first in the scientific and philosophical discourse to propose a 

discussion of the problems associated with the use of artificial intelligence, actualising the issue of 

imperfections in computer intelligence. The criticism of artificial intelligence was actively taken up by 

the scientific and philosophical community at the turn of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries, 

during the period of the rapid spread of information and digital technologies.  

The large-scale introduction of artificial intelligence has provoked a significant number of 

discussions on this phenomenon. Particularly, the author proposes to consider the positive and negative 

aspects of information and digital activities. It is noted that in terms of culture, all information related 

to artificial intelligence is perceived. The philosophical interpretation in scientific discourse does not 

focus on quantitative indicators, acting according to the principle of “analyse problems and remove non-

problems” (Müller, 2021). 

Feng (2019), notes that philosophy's interest concerning the problem of artificial intelligence is 

also indicative of a crisis in philosophy itself. The deficit of philosophical thinking in society requires the 

actualisation of such concepts as “intelligence,” “consciousness,” and “subjectivity” through the prism of 

conventionalism. 

Islam et al. (2022) emphasise that artificial intelligence (AI) and machine learning (ML) have been 

thoroughly described in recent years in the context of their direct application. At the same time, there is 

an obvious lack of secondary research. A promising area for further scientific and philosophical research 

in the field of AI functioning would be to characterise its strengths and weaknesses (rather than its 

positive or negative aspects). Such positioning in the literature will allow us to form a holistic view of 

artificial intelligence in the worldview paradigm. 

Research Methodology  

General Background 

The diversity of the methodological arsenal of the study of the problem of artificial intelligence 

was ensured through the use of scientific methods of synergistic measurement. Namely, with the help 

of systematization and modelling, an attempt was made to create a structured system of scientific and 

ideological ideas that determine the peculiarities of the establishment of artificial intelligence. 

Consideration of the positive and negative manifestations of artificial intelligence in the scientific and 

cultural sense is possible due to a clear definition of the status and features of this phenomenon.  
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Somewhat different methodological approaches are actualised to achieve specific goals of the 

work. When determining the advantages of negative manifestations of artificial intelligence and the 

disadvantages of the positive role of this phenomenon, classical methodological approaches lose their 

relevance. Since the principle of research from the opposite has been actualised in this work, the general 

scientific methodology was focused primarily on the potential of comparative analysis. In this regard, 

the study actively uses the philosophical and dialectical method of identifying fundamental 

contradictions of a scientific and ideological nature regarding the functioning of artificial intelligence. 

It should be noted that modern science is increasingly facing problematic methodological 

manifestations. In particular, the model of science is being updated, in which the rules of substantiation 

of phenomena and processes are based on the principles of non-contradiction and impossibility of 

verification of truth (Floridi, 2019). Artificial intelligence in this context is actually an exemplary 

example of methodological uncertainty and imperfection of scientific and epistemological activity.  Dick 

(2019), systematising the scientific definitions of artificial intelligence, generalised this concept to the 

reproduction of intelligent human behaviour in a machine. 

Taxonomic systematisation is considered to be a relevant methodological approach to the 

positioning of artificial intelligence, as seen in the implementation of the AI Watch model in the 

European Community (Samoili et al., 2020). Taxonomy provides flexibility in monitoring the process of 

artificial intelligence development. This methodological principle is relevant for the presented research 

since the consideration of positive and negative manifestations of artificial intelligence is more objective 

in the dynamic dimension.   

Gabriel (2020) proposes a methodology for aligning the concepts of general and artificial 

intelligence. According to this principle, an attempt is made to establish interaction in a society that uses 

the intellectual arsenal from all possible sources. 

Science and philosophy are constantly striving to assess all phenomena and processes that have a 

global impact on civilizational progress. Usually, their methods intertwine and interact, forming 

innovative methodological approaches. In the study of artificial intelligence, such a methodological 

approach has become neurophilosophy, which in the course of research activities has been transformed 

into neuro-techno-philosophy (Al-Rodhan, 2023). 

In the methodological dimension, artificial intelligence is characterized by opacity, which does not 

allow to fully explaining the essence of its activities (Zednik, 2021). Science is able to explain the 

technological component of artificial intelligence but will not be able to determine the activation of other 

aspects of this phenomenon.  

Research Results  

Throughout the development of civilisation, philosophy has been distinguished by its specific 

coverage of current processes. In the scientific and worldview picture of the world, every global 

phenomenon received a comprehensive socio-cultural assessment. At the same time, the scientific and 

cultural analysis did not provide a complete understanding of the potential and prospects of a particular 

process or phenomenon. Typically, cultural interpretation identifies fundamental positive and negative 

qualities. Such a paradigm is appropriate when the development of a cultural and historical epoch is 

stable and balanced. When the socio-cultural space is in the process of transformation or in times of 

radical transformations or changes in cultural and historical epochs, the model for assessing and 

characterizing key social processes undergoes significant changes. The main scientific and 

methodological feature in times of instability is the flexibility of views and the relativity of assessments.  
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The modern world is still far from changing the cultural and historical era, but it is characterised 

by ongoing fundamental transformations of the socio-cultural system. This state of affairs requires 

flexibility in assessing global trends in the development of modern civilisation. Having a full-fledged 

scientific and cultural analysis of processes and phenomena, the author states the need for their specific 

philosophical interpretation. 

Artificial intelligence as an element of information and digital technologies is one of the most 

pressing problems of our time. The potential of artificial intelligence forces the scientific and 

philosophical community to thoroughly study it as a phenomenon, despite the fact that it is not actually 

realized by 1% of its practical potential. 

The scientific and cultural analysis of artificial intelligence is widely represented in contemporary 

literature - scientific, journalistic, fiction, or even advertising. These works describe in detail the 

technological characteristics of artificial intelligence, its scientific and cognitive value, and the practical 

and everyday benefits of its application. Considerable attention is also paid to the threats associated 

with the use of artificial intelligence. 

The results of the study attempt to characterise artificial intelligence not in terms of the 

fundamental development of culture, but in the context of flexibility characteristic of a dynamic 

innovative socio-cultural environment. It is a philosophy that can offer specific characteristics (see Table 

1). 

Table 1 

Philosophical and ideological characteristics of artificial intelligence 

1. methodological 

 

 

 

 

1. Artificial intelligence is a model of 
development that focuses on innovative 
means of acquiring knowledge and tools. 
The dominance of the human dimension 
of scientific and cultural activity is 
levelled in the cluster of practice-oriented 
activities. At the same time, the human-
centred target vector of socio-cultural 
development is preserved.  

2. gnosiological 

 

2. Cognitive and search activity is centred on 
the potential of information and digital 
technologies, in which artificial 
intelligence is not only a tool but also an 
organizer (creator). 

3. axiological 

 

3. Artificial intelligence gets the opportunity 
not only to create cultural artefacts but 
also to influence their further positioning 
and status in the scientific and ideological 
paradigm. 
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4. Existential 4. The existence of artificial intelligence 
becomes relevant not because of its 
effectiveness, but, in fact, because of the 
statement of its activity, which equates it 
with the uniqueness of a person. 

Source: author‘s own development  

The key problem of the methodological and cognitive nature for artificial intelligence is the 

formality of decision-making (Dreyfus, 1997). In the era of the New European scientific and 

philosophical rise, a similar dichotomy was traced in the issue of eliminating the sensual from 

rationalistic scientific knowledge. Páez (2019) proposes to change the methodological principles of 

artificial intelligence functionality. It is believed that the interpreted decisions of AI should be 

reformulated into the principles of pragmatic naturalistic understanding. 

In its epistemological manifestation, artificial intelligence is clearly expressed in deep learning, 

which is possible through the use of an expanded range of rationalistic and empirical tools of knowledge 

(Buckner, 2023). Hehl (2021) sees artificial intelligence (especially its potential ability to surpass 

natural intelligence) as a chance to prove that chance prevails over fundamentality. 

The advantage of natural human intelligence over its artificial counterpart is its increased ability 

to adapt to rapid changes in the sociocultural environment (Mohamed et al., 2020). Artificial intelligence 

has not yet had the opportunity to demonstrate its effectiveness in times of global transformation. This 

raises certain doubts about the realisation of the benefits of artificial intelligence in a crisis, where the 

natural dimensions of self-preservation, self-awareness, and self-organisation, in general, are 

actualised. 

An important component in the assessment of artificial intelligence in a worldview system is 

information (Lepri, 2021). Recent years have seen a significant increase in the flow of information in 

two aspects: 

• big data becomes a source for artificial intelligence, expanding its functionality; 

• humans and society receive much more information (including practically oriented results) 

about the activities of artificial intelligence. 

The transition to the introduction of artificial intelligence elements into the public system leads to 

a reorientation of the value norms and rules of this phenomenon (Coeckelbergh, 2019). An important 

nuance of the characterisation of artificial intelligence is the realisation of the difference between 

individual and public perception of this phenomenon (List, 2021). 

The globalised world is searching for non-standard solutions to the issue of developing public 

consciousness. In particular, there are attempts to raise the level of morality through the use of 

biotechnology (Lara & Deckers, 2020). This approach is actually controversial since moral and ethical 

norms traditionally have their own guidelines for establishing themselves in the socio-cultural 

paradigm. The use of an information and digital resource for the implementation of the human 

dimensional function is an innovative solution of modern science. Sutrop (2019) proposes to clearly 

delineate the principles of AI ethics, prioritising trust over granting this phenomenon a normative 

status. This approach should protect society from potential conflict between artificial intelligence and 

humans.  
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The ability of artificial intelligence to learn and improve itself helps reduce the human influence 

on its activities (Shaw, 2019). The danger predicted by most experts is related to the potential inability 

to control AI. However, the ability of humans to deactivate or destroy artificial intelligence at the 

practical and technological level is not mentioned. 

Discussion 

Having examined the characteristics of artificial intelligence, the scientific and philosophical 

community has actualised the discussion on the sequence of actualisation of the key components of 

information and digital technologies. The discussion is about prioritizing the main philosophical 

characteristics of artificial intelligence. 

Figure 1 

An algorithm for the development and establishment of artificial intelligence in the paradigm of 

public consciousness 

  

Source: author (s) own development 

Currently, the philosophical characterisation of artificial intelligence gives it a positive status in 

the cognitive and methodological dimension. The issue of value and ethical elements is in a state of 

contradiction between pragmatism and ethics. The existential prospects of AI are generally 

questionable since granting it ontological status immediately actualizes irreversible changes and threats 

to humanity on a global scale. 

The modern pragmatic world is enthusiastically observing the ability of artificial intelligence to 

perform highly complex tasks (Brendel et al., 2021). In the philosophical dimension, the primacy of 

efficiency is gradually beginning to dominate other elements of the world picture, especially the moral 

and ethical aspect. 

The task of contemporary thinkers is to promote the principles of harmonised artificial 

intelligence (Berberich et al., 2020). Humans are fascinated by the perfection of artificial intelligence, 

which forms false axiological constants (Shank et al., 2019). However, Schneider (2019) argues that 

cognitive and methodological +

value and ethical +/-

existential ?
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artificial intelligence does not compete with the natural qualities of humans but leads the 

epistemological potential to new directions of development. Humanistic guidelines are oriented 

towards progress (provided by science and technology), but with the preservation of the fundamental 

principles of humanity (the role of philosophy and culture). That is why the modern scientific and 

philosophical paradigm is in a state of confrontation over the status of artificial intelligence. The cultural 

and philosophical analysis states the need for AI and other components of innovative technologies but 

warns against the uncontrolled spread. 

The key contradiction of artificial intelligence from the point of view of philosophical 

understanding is the expediency of its creation not as a current methodological and epistemological tool, 

but as a prospect for expanding human mental and physical abilities (Farrow, 2019). In this context, the 

prospects look doubtful, since science has not yet been able to fully explore the potential of human 

intelligence. There is a classical quantitative multiplication of entities (according to the principle of 

Occam's razor) without giving them qualitative characteristics. With the limitless possibilities of human 

intelligence, the science and technology cluster does not study them but develops another similar entity 

- artificial intelligence, which will also need to study opportunities and risks, provide prospects and 

assessments. 

Abbass (2019) points to the transformation of technological progress: “from encoding human 

knowledge into a machine to developing machines that know how to autonomously acquire the 

knowledge they need”.  Artificial intelligence duplicates human qualities in an improved and refined 

form. While everything is more or less clear with brain activity, the functionality of the physical body 

raises a number of controversies. It is clear that artificial intelligence is not used for physical labor, but 

the ability of technology to support vital activity, and with it brain activity, is an important condition for 

its effectiveness (Su & Luvaanjalba, 2021). The issue of liability for the adverse effects of artificial 

intelligence also remains uncertain (de Sio & Mecacci, 2021). The problem of liability is exacerbated by 

the lack of direct application of legal norms to a non-human object (Gellers, 2020). From the perspective 

of axiological principles, responsibility lies entirely with humans, as they created and coordinate the 

operation of technology. On the other hand, if we consider the activity of artificial intelligence from the 

point of view of the scientific and methodological approach, it is autonomous and capable of taking 

independent steps. 

Scientists emphasise the potential risks of AI bias, which is a consequence of the inability to 

analyse available data from a moral perspective (Lin & Chen, 2022). Such realities will lead to the 

gradual accumulation of the injustice factor (not de jure, but de facto). It is quite difficult to understand 

whether artificial intelligence is able to predict the public reaction in its actions, let alone distinguish it 

from the public response. 

Scientists emphasise the need to classify elements of information and digital technologies with a 

clear division into factors that are limited to practice-oriented influence and those that are capable of 

existential expression (Zhou & Razak, 2022). Hui (2021) presents a variety of interpretations of the 

limits and status of artificial intelligence: from the technological modelling of conventional intelligence 

theory to an autonomous self-sufficient worldview element. The question that philosophers are 

concerned about is not whether artificial intelligence poses a threat (this potential danger is also 

understood by scientists), but rather the ability of artificial intelligence to surpass human intelligence, 

which is an existential threat (Clune, 2019).  In this context, it is important to understand the attitude of 

humans and society towards the most acceptable (or more convenient) status of artificial intelligence.  

If artificial intelligence is viewed as an expensive multifunctional toy, then it is not allowed to 

acquire a philosophical and existential status. If we are guided by the principle of humanistic (or rather 
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anthropocentric) priorities, then artificial intelligence is not an alternative to a human competitor (Cope 

et al., 2021). Auernhammer (2020) clearly defines the human-centred nature of artificial intelligence. At 

the same time, artificial intelligence is intended to take over some of the functional functions. In this 

context, a relevant question arises: is there a need for such a replacement? The statement of the primacy 

of human intelligence over artificial intelligence immediately removes the strategic positioning of these 

elements of philosophical discourse. If considering the pragmatic role of artificial intelligence, then we 

should completely eliminate the existential dimensions of artificial intelligence from the worldview 

paradigm. As for the value and ethical cluster, the evaluative and normative vector should be directed 

to artificial intelligence as a functional element, not a global axiological unit. Thus, in the status in which 

artificial intelligence and its prospects are positioned in the modern world picture, philosophical 

interpretation is concentrated on the practically oriented epistemological and methodological level. The 

axiological philosophical dimension of artificial intelligence is not global but rather applied normative 

in nature. Existential perspectives of artificial intelligence in the short or long term are not currently 

considered. 

Conclusions and Implications 

Thus, artificial intelligence has acquired the status of a global phenomenon, which forms a 

qualitatively new interpretation of this phenomenon in the scientific and philosophical dimension: 

 artificial intelligence needs to be given a clear status in the current dimension of its use and 

forecasting its prospects in strategic planning for the development of sociocultural space. 

 artificial intelligence is classified in a strong and weak format, which has formed two strategies 

for positioning AI in the scientific picture of the world with corresponding perspectives on the 

global impact on humans and society: on the one hand, artificial intelligence is not a competitor 

to human intelligence and complements it as information and digital technological support; on 

the other hand, artificial intelligence has the potential to be separated into an autonomous 

structure that can potentially have an unpredictable (both positive and negative) impact on 

the development of civilisation. 

 the potential threat of AI is not in its practical and subject matter functionality, but in the 

distortion of its intended purpose, according to which AI turns from a tool into an independent 

(and, thanks to intelligence and information, self-organised) subject of the scientific and 

ideological paradigm. Such positioning will deprive humans of the ability to influence AI and 

make it impossible to physically destroy or stop its inhumane or destructive activities. 

 scientific characteristics of information and digital technologies serve as a source for the study 

of the epistemological potential of artificial intelligence and determine the directions of 

further development of the general theory of intelligence. 

 the introduction of artificial intelligence should be based on innovative methodological 

approaches characterised by flexibility rather than fundamentality since the scientific and 

technological consideration of AI leaves many issues of the functional nature of this 

phenomenon unexplored. 

 artificial intelligence, according to the philosophical understanding of its status, should remain 

in the cluster of practice-oriented tools, while making it impossible to give it a global 

autonomous role (without human interference in its activities), since such an approach would 

pose existential threats to human existence and civilisation as a whole. 

 philosophical understanding of the role and significance of artificial intelligence emphasises 

the need to correlate innovative information and digital technologies with traditional 

humanistic principles, which is the key to the harmonious development of society and 

promotes balanced but progressive civilizational progress. 
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 the achievements of the socio-cultural space acquired through artificial intelligence are 

rapidly increasing in quantity and require the formation of qualitative characteristics. Among 

the achievements of artificial intelligence, the number of controversial and debatable elements 

is significantly increasing, which will eventually reach a critical point in society and will 

require the resolution of these contradictions. 

 the modern scientific and philosophical picture of the world needs new guidelines, which is 

associated with the introduction of the achievements of scientific and technological progress 

into global use. Interdisciplinarity and synergistic principle are innovative philosophical 

principles that will allow the formation of relevant philosophical systems in the cluster of 

philosophy of science (philosophy of mind, philosophy of consciousness, neuro-techno-

philosophy, etc.). 

 philosophy is not able to stop or deny the rapid scientific and technological progress, a key 

element of which is artificial intelligence, but the task of philosophy remains to maintain a 

balance between the dichotomous components of the scientific and worldview paradigm 

(traditionalism vs. innovation, fundamentality vs. flexibility, pragmatism vs. ethics), which 

preserves the supremacy of humanistic principles and ensures the existence and development 

of human civilisation. The task of philosophy is to form the value, scientific, cognitive, 

methodological (and in the future, existential) dimensions of artificial intelligence in a human-

dimensional worldview paradigm. 
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