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Abstract

In an era of rapid cultural and technological transformations, examining the coexistence
and interaction among religion, science, culture, and technology has become a strategic
topic in interdisciplinary studies. This article employs a conceptual analysis method and
a systematic review of theoretical and empirical sources to investigate the
epistemological and functional differences among these four domains within modern
societies. Initially, the fundamental distinctions between religion and science are
explored regarding the acceptance of mystery, explanation of phenomena, belief
structures, and normative judgments. Subsequently, culture is analyzed as a context for
interaction or conflict between these two domains. Technology is also examined as a
transformative force in human spiritual and social life, with an emphasis on its ethical

and secular implications. In the applied section, a comparative analysis of a regional
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case study concerning the determination of lunar months in Islamic countries that are
members of MABIMS is conducted, focusing on how scientific, cultural, and religious
institutions interact in the collective decision-making process. The findings indicate that
intelligent interaction among religion, science, culture, and technology can lead to
sustainable coexistence, balanced development, and a redefinition of the relationship
between tradition and modernity. Finally, new research avenues in interdisciplinary
interactions are proposed, including the impact of emerging technologies on the
structure of religious beliefs and models of intercultural coexistence in multi-

religious societies.

Keywords: Epistemic Convergence, Religion—Science Interaction, Culture and Technology,
Secularization, Epistemic Coexistence, Social Implications.

Introduction

This article aims to demonstrate, through a literature review, that despite their
differences, religion, science, and technology can constructively and complementarily
serve human society. Religion, science, and technology are three significant cultural
systems that each respond to fundamental life questions in distinct yet complementary
ways, shaping our understanding of the world. The relationship between religion and
science is a complex issue that has gained new dimensions with technological
advancements. Technology has, at times, acted as a bridge between religion and science,
fostering opportunities for collaboration. Research indicates that both religious and non-
religious beliefs play a crucial role in explaining phenomena and mediating interactions
among these domains. Ultimately, a positive interaction among religion, science,
culture, and technology can contribute to the development of a more balanced and
advanced society

Materials & Methods

This study adopts a descriptive—analytical qualitative approach based on a systematic
literature review. The research explores the dynamic interplay—and at times conflict—
between religion, science, culture, and technology by analyzing a wide range of
scholarly, philosophical, historical, and theological sources. Data were collected
through documentary studies and a comprehensive review of credible academic
literature, with the analytical framework grounded in thematic analysis.

Key concepts such as faith, truth, the science-religion divide, and technological
secularization were identified and examined through qualitative coding and
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interpretation. Furthermore, a comparative case study method was applied to investigate
concrete instances of religion—science—technology interactions, with particular emphasis
on the experiences of MABIMS countries as an institutional model of religious
engagement with politics, science, and technological development.

This qualitative methodology enables a holistic and in-depth exploration of the
complex and multidimensional relationships among religion, culture, science, and
technology, both in theory and in practice.

Discussion & Result

The findings of this study indicate that the interaction between religion, science, culture,
and technology in modern societies is not confined to conflict or autonomy but can
serve as a platform for constructive coexistence and the provision of innovative
responses to contemporary challenges. The nature of these interactions, depending on
the degree of compatibility and alignment among the domains, may yield either positive
or negative outcomes. Secularization emerges as one of the most significant
consequences of such interactions—while it has altered certain concepts and functions
of religion, it has also preserved moral values and religious beliefs as influential factors
in shaping societal attitudes and decision-making. The case study on lunar month
determination in MABIMS member states further demonstrates that joint engagement of
scientific, religious, and cultural institutions can offer a successful model of practical
collaboration for addressing complex issues.

Conclusion

Ultimately, the study concludes that although tensions may arise between religion,
science, culture, and technology in certain contexts, these domains can, in many
instances, engage in constructive interaction and harmonious coexistence that foster
mutual growth and advancement. Such an approach, in addition to reducing tensions
and avoiding confrontational stances, enables the complementary capacities of each
domain to be harnessed, thereby offering more comprehensive solutions to global

challenges.
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