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Abstract: In the modern world, digital transformation has affected all spheres of public life. It has manifested itself most 

vividly in education. The education system must necessarily correspond to the accepted model of the world 

in society. The world model reflects the accumulated experience, both social and historical. Historically, there 

have been two models of the world: metaphysical and dialectical. The metaphysical model of the world 

originates from the philosophical tradition of the sophists and is an artificially constructed reality. In turn, 

dialectical originated from the philosophical ideas of Aristotle and represents the accumulated and recorded 

experience of many generations. Modern digital transformation demonstrates the transition to a model of the 

world that is not peculiar to this society. This transition is most noticeable in the education system, when 

students are not ready to explore and analyse information, but prefer to receive it ready-made. Thus, 

knowledge is obtained kaleidoscopic, and not holistic and imaginative. 

1 INTRODUCTION 

Modern society is on the verge of radical changes and 

transformations. Due to the active development of 

electronic technologies, there is a digital 

transformation of social reality as a whole. It affects 

such important spheres of society's life as 

management, economics, law, and most importantly, 

education. After all, it is it that forms specialists who 

ensure the economic and social development of 

society. With the advent of digitalization, not only the 

usual social actions change, but also the thinking 

itself. It becomes more abstract, fragmentary, 

kaleidoscopic, loses its integrity and imagery. 

2 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

Dialectical, philosophical, comparative methods are 

widely used in the article. 
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3 FINDINGS 

Society is constantly in motion and changing, 

representing a historically formed form of human 

interaction. Forms of joint activity of people cause 

any social changes. In general, the joint activity of 

people is aimed at studying objective reality and 

social reality, the laws of the development of the 

world and the adaptation of objective reality to their 

needs. The expansion of the boundaries of knowledge 

of social reality and the world as a whole, as well as 

the laws of the development of society and nature, 

causes a change in ideas about perfection and a 

transformation of the understanding of the social 

ideal. These changes entail the desire of a modern 

person to simplify his life, but at the same time a 

person does not intend to limit the possibilities and 

ways of satisfying his growing needs [see: 1, 2]. In 

other words, a person seeks to make his sphere of life 



and ways of his life affirmation more comfortable, but 

not perfect. 

4 DISCUSSION 

It should be emphasized that at all times any society 

is built and developed according to one or another 

model of the world. It is the model of the world that 

determines the direction and goals of social 

development, being a kind of organizing principle. 

Thus, two models of the world coexist in social 

reality: dialectical and metaphysical. The dialectical 

model generates a collectivist type of social relations. 

At the same time, society develops as a self-

organizing system. On the contrary, the metaphysical 

model of the world is realized as the construction of 

social reality according to the rules of formal logic. 

Abstracting from the universal connection of 

phenomena, the metaphysical model of the world is 

revealed through the consumer properties of the 

individual and generates an individualistic type of 

social relations.  

The metaphysical model of the world originated 

in the sophistic philosophical tradition, where a 

person is the measure of all things [3, p. 25] and acts 

as a free person. Such anthropocentrism determines 

the completeness of the metaphysical model of the 

world, which is called the Universe or the universalist 

model of the world. It is arbitrarily constructed, 

subjectively accepted and purposefully implemented. 

Consequently, the metaphysical model of the world 

presupposes the existence of a constructing subject. 

This type of world models is relevant for solving any 

technologically feasible and consumer-significant 

tasks. Such models of the world define a certain phase 

space or a certain time series necessary for the subject 

constructing the model of the world. 

The completeness of any model of the world is its 

content and design. Thus, the completeness of the 

metaphysical, or universalist, model of the world is 

the sum of the degrees of freedom of the subject. In 

other words, the universalist model of the world is 

accepted subjectively on the principle of free will. 

This means that the construction and implementation 

of a metaphysical model of the world depends on the 

degrees of freedom of the subject and can have many 

versions. The completeness of the Universe can be 

valuable and useful. Value completeness is 

manifested in the fact that the subject can realize all 

the degrees of freedom necessary for him to satisfy all 

his imaginary and real needs. Utility completeness is 

a special case of value completeness and determines 

the satisfaction of the subject's current needs. The 

value completeness of the Universe can be the 

completeness of the degrees of freedom of an abstract 

subject and the completeness of the degrees of 

freedom of a specific subject, as well as the 

completeness of the degrees of freedom of the subject 

in relation to a given object and the completeness of 

the degrees of freedom of the object regardless of the 

object. As is obvious, the principle of dualism is 

realized in these aspects of completeness, which 

determines the disclosure of the completeness of the 

independence of the material principle from the ideal, 

the bodily component of the social system and the 

spiritual. So a free subject, discovering his degrees of 

freedom, is forced to enter the probabilistic world in 

his measure of disclosure by means of deductive 

theories and in his measure by means of inductive 

theories. 

In this case, it is appropriate to emphasize that the 

concept of the Universe is revealed as the "sum of 

versions" [4, p. 65]. In this variety of versions, society 

appears as a set of consumer-minded individuals for 

whom the world around them is necessary only to 

meet the growing needs of a person. The values 

determined by an arbitrarily accepted scale of values 

are an indicator of the Universe. In a society 

developing according to a metaphysical model of the 

world, education is similarly oriented towards a 

value-based research approach. The method of 

idealization and the method of intuition become 

relevant. The value approach is based on the principle 

of free will, which leads to a departure from the 

universal connection of phenomena. It becomes 

obvious that in such an educational approach, the 

main place is given to value knowledge, a projective 

methodology is used. In this case, one of the 

fundamental cognitive means, as noted above, is the 

value approach. It follows from this that in a society 

formed on the basis of a universalist model of the 

world, every individual is so free that no one has the 

right to interfere with his freedom, even with the aim 

of helping to improve, otherwise there will be a 

violation of the right of individual freedom. On the 

contrary, a collectivist type of society is formed 

within the framework of a dialectical model of the 

world, where the interrelation of people is actualized, 

thanks to which mutual assistance in improvement 

occurs. 

The need to meet growing needs, "neglecting the 

universal connection of phenomena" [5, p. 73], serves 

as a justification for the transformation of the 

surrounding world and the construction of reality, 

including educational. To do this, a person needs a 

"minimal set of knowledge". In the modern world, 

people began to acquire such knowledge through 



digitalization. Thanks to her, the principle of 

anthropocentrism, characteristic of the metaphysical 

model of the world, is even more established in 

society. Thus, a person becomes the main value in 

relation to society and nature [see: 6]. As a result of 

this principle, consumption, one–sided perception of 

reality comes to the fore in social life, and with 

increasing digitalization, the doubling of reality in 

human consciousness (digital and objective). The 

subjective perception of social reality generates the 

replacement of being with existence, since being 

implies the existence of the principle of the unity of 

the world. 

In such a reality, society acts as a tool to meet the 

needs of the subject, and education – as a tool for the 

formation of free subjects. A person in a modern 

society subject to digitalization prefers to receive 

information in a ready-made form. As a result, a 

person ceases to develop the ability to analyze, 

identify a cause-and-effect relationship, and place 

accents. When receiving information in a ready-made 

abstract form, these skills are simply not required 

[see: 7]. The metaphysical model of the world is 

characterized, firstly, by the active participation of 

man in the transformation of the surrounding reality. 

So, digitalization transforms the world, making it 

abstract. Secondly, there is an attempt to dominate 

nature and transform it as a space convenient for 

human activity. Man is not looking for opportunities 

and ways to arrange a harmonious life with nature, 

but subordinates it in accordance with his needs. In 

the process of practical implementation of the 

metaphysical model of the world, human free will is 

actualized. It leads to the construction of social 

reality. In this case, the digitalization of social space 

is an effective tool for this. 

The dialectical model of the world is implemented 

in radically opposite ways. In philosophy, it is 

commonly called the cosmic model of the world, that 

is, ordering the world. It is formed objectively on the 

basis of social practice that ensures the continuity of 

social ties and various forms of joint activity of all 

members of society. And in this joint activity, man, 

first of all, acts as a part of nature. In this regard, 

social laws are formed and developed in accordance 

with the objective laws of nature. Digital reality in 

this case acts as a limiting factor in the harmonious 

development of the existence of nature as a whole and 

man as a part of it. Secondly, a person is positioned 

as a part of society. He measures and coordinates his 

activities according to social laws. Therefore, 

according to the dialectical model of the world, the 

main goal of both man and society as a whole is not 

to construct, but to observe and study objective laws. 

The dialectical model of the world is based on the 

development of society from a variety of sides. It is 

known that dialectics as a theory and method of 

research presupposes the development and universal 

connection of phenomena, therefore, in the dialectical 

model of the world, the development of society is 

conditioned, firstly, by the universal connection of all 

members of society, secondly, by objectively 

accumulated social experience, and most importantly, 

by the harmonious unity of man and society, society 

and nature. Therefore, the dialectical model of the 

world determines the collectivist type of society.  

In turn, the collectivist type of society, the 

collectivist type of public relations ensures perfection 

and completeness in public relations, reveals the unity 

of the world in its diversity. For example, Aristotle 

also noted about completeness and perfection: 

"Finished, or perfect, is that outside of which it is 

impossible to find at least one part of it <...> every 

essence is perfect if, by the look of their dignity, they 

do not lack any part of the natural magnitude" [8, p. 

169]. 

In the cosmic model of the world, the complete 

and perfect reveals the order in the relationship of a 

person with other members of society, in the 

interaction of society and nature. In other words, the 

finished and perfect reveals the harmony of order in 

the cosmic model of the world. Consequently, the 

harmony of order in the cosmic model of the world 

acts as a source of development, and orderliness 

reveals the mechanism of development in which each 

member of society contributes to the improvement of 

social relations that limit the extremes of both the 

individualistic type of society and the collectivist 

type. As a result, the harmony of order represents 

such perfection that it is impossible to change without 

breaking the established connection between man and 

society, between society and nature. 

In the cosmic model of the world, there can be a 

wide variety of forms of perfection, revealed both in 

an individual (individual) and in society (as a whole). 

Perfection is something into which nothing can be 

brought from beyond its limits, and there is nothing 

that can be removed from its content. "Perfection is 

something better in its relation," N. M. Churinov 

wrote, "and this best represents a certain form of 

perfection" [9, p. 124]. 

Cosmos as a model of the world reveals the unity 

of the world in diversity and has a certain 

completeness in the most perfect form [10, p. 142]. 

The world as a Cosmos appears as an ordered 

integrity, as something complete, developing in time 

and possessing antientropic tendencies, creating order 

out of chaos. For example, the cosmic model of the 



world generates a type of social consciousness 

corresponding to the disclosure of the human and 

social world through the perfection of social relations. 

This type of social consciousness forms and provides, 

among other things, a variety of social norms. 

Striving for perfection is endowed with all living 

things, which within the framework of the dialectical 

model of the world began to bear the name of 

completeness and fulfillment. The dialectical struggle 

of opposites is the source of movement and 

development. It is objectively and automatically 

contained in the objects themselves initially. The 

world is developing and moving towards perfection, 

thanks to the contradiction contained in it. Perfection 

reveals the opposite sides in the subject and at the 

same time demonstrates its completeness through 

identity, thereby emphasizing the dialectical 

interpenetration of opposites. Consequently, the 

natural state of a person is formed from the objective 

principles of a collectivist society. Such social 

phenomena as family, clan, community, collective, 

conciliarity are conditioned by the dialectical 

interrelation of people in society. In contrast to the 

metaphysical model of the world with an 

individualistic type of society consisting of free 

individuals, the dialectical model of the world asserts 

that a person is constantly in a system of social 

relationships. And in this case, the universal 

connection of phenomena acts as the basis for the 

self-realization of a person in society. 

The dialectical model of the world is determined 

and shaped by the accumulation of historical and 

social experience, so such a society is very viable. 

According to N. M. Churinov, this experience is 

consolidated, firstly, by the system of proverbs and 

sayings of the corresponding people. Secondly, 

ideologies are formed thanks to the images of social 

reality. In addition, the completeness and 

inexhaustibility of the model of the world is 

characterized and expressed by a certain vocabulary 

that reveals it. Further, the social experience that fills 

the dialectical model of the world is determined by 

the objective living conditions of society and its 

subjective factors. Also, historical and social 

experience, which makes up the completeness of the 

dialectical model of the world, is accumulated with 

the help of the institutional formalization of 

civilization and the individual uniqueness of culture. 

And, finally, the society in which the dialectical 

model of the world is formed is distinguished by the 

rigor of dialectical logic and the interrelation of 

objective and subjective dialectics, that is, the 

relationship between man and society [10]. Such a 

society lives and develops according to dialectical 

methodology and is based on the principle of the unity 

of the world. It should be emphasized that both 

metaphysical and dialectical models of the world, as 

has already been established, assume their own types 

of completeness. At the same time, each type of 

completeness has its own set of completeness 

components: if different variants of the universalist 

model of the world are characterized in their entirety 

by different sets of degrees of freedom, then different 

variants of the cosmic model of the world are 

characterized by different identities of perfection of 

social relations. 

Man and society, as well as the world as a whole, 

according to the dialectical model, are constantly 

evolving and changing. Consequently, a person, 

following the whole society in such a social reality, 

first of all, strives for self-knowledge and 

introspection, which abilities society already contains 

and what potential it can reveal within itself. Further, 

a person and society directly realize their inner 

potential in practice and accumulate social 

experience, thereby revealing their capabilities in 

objective reality. And finally, society is moving 

towards further development, namely, not only 

accumulates even more historical and social 

experience, but also preserves and transmits this 

experience of previous generations to the next in 

order to protect future generations from mistakes that 

may arise in their social activities. Consequently, the 

main characteristic of a society developing according 

to the dialectical model of the world is the desire for 

development. At the same time, development 

becomes diverse and multifaceted, since it is based on 

a universal connection of phenomena. In this case, the 

practical implementation of the historical and social 

experience accumulated by society is an indicator of 

the degree of its development. 

Thus, it becomes obvious that the modern 

educational process, as well as society as a whole, 

develops according to the metaphysical, or 

universalist, model of the world and determines the 

formation of an individualistic type of society. It is 

equally obvious that digitalization has become one of 

the stages of the educational process as a whole. It 

caused the transformation of all levels of education. 

It should be noted that the digital transformation of 

the educational process has its advantages and 

disadvantages. Among the positive aspects, it should 

be noted that students can independently study the 

educational material of the discipline, regardless of 

the time of study and their location. It also includes 

the flexibility and mobility of technologies, which 

allows students to independently monitor the 

assimilation of acquired knowledge. Such a 



transformation of the educational process can have 

positive results in the correspondence form of 

education, when the student already has a certain 

stock of theoretical knowledge and practical skills. 

The interaction of teachers and students is carried out 

in the format of consultations on specific issues of 

educational material. However, the lack of equipment 

for distance learning (Internet, computer, laptop, etc.) 

completely excludes the possibility of using digital 

technologies. 

In addition, the use of distance technologies in the 

educational process excludes the possibility of "live 

communication", students face a whole range of 

problems, including the lack of skills of independent 

study, perception and understanding of educational 

material. This key problem not only generates a 

kaleidoscopic perception of theoretical knowledge, 

such a transformation of the educational process leads 

to kaleidoscopic knowledge. The training loses its 

systematic character, the student does not acquire 

practical skills in the course of independent study of 

the discipline. 

The development of the digital transformation of 

the educational process has put the modern education 

system before choosing further ways and means of its 

development. In one case, a path based on holistic 

knowledge may be chosen, in another case, society 

will follow the path of acquiring disparate, 

kaleidoscopic knowledge. The first way of obtaining 

knowledge and further social development is based 

on the unity and interaction of man, society and the 

world as a whole, while observing the laws of nature 

development. Holistic, dialectical knowledge 

determines and ensures the improvement of both 

human and social relations. In this case, the 

digitalization of the education process will benefit the 

individual and society. The second way of acquiring 

knowledge is based on a person's consumer attitude 

to nature and to the world as a whole, it implies the 

"subordination" of objective reality to their desires, as 

well as the extraction of natural resources to meet 

their growing needs. A kaleidoscopic set of 

knowledge can provoke social and natural problems 

on a global scale, as a person begins to disrupt the 

objective course of the development of nature and 

objective reality as a whole. 

In conclusion, it should be noted that the 

dialectical model of the world is formed on the basis 

of objective laws of the development of nature and 

society. The dialectical model of the world is based 

on the principle of the unity of the world and on the 

universal connection of phenomena. Therefore, it 

asserts the inseparability of the one from the many, in 

this case, man from society. The dialectical model of 

the world reveals objective reality, including social 

reality, as the interconnection and interaction of 

perfections, thanks to which society becomes 

developed and viable. Such a vitality of society, on 

the basis of which a dialectical model of the world is 

formed, is due to the ability to combine the fulfillment 

of social norms with the objective laws of nature and 

society. The metaphysical model of the world is 

determined by the constructed reality – it is the 

"kingdom of values", which reflects the consumer 

properties of a person. The expansion of the 

boundaries of consumerism obliges a person to obtain 

new knowledge that provides the ability to transform 

the world and construct social reality. The 

philosophical meaning of the digital transformation 

of the educational process should consist in the 

formation of a perfect, harmoniously developed 

person who is able to rationally use the theoretical 

knowledge and practical skills acquired and, thereby, 

ensure the improvement of public relations. 

4 CONCLUSIONS 

We hope you find the information in this template 

useful in the preparation of your submission. 
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