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Abstract

The Holy Qur'an, as the book of guidance for Muslims, has attracted the
attention of exegetes since the advent of Islam, and the interpretation of this
divine scripture among different Islamic denominations has given rise to
various schools of Qur'anic exegesis. The present study aimed to
comparatively examine the interpretive methods employed in Allameh
Tabataba'i's Al-Mizan and Dr. Wahbah al-Zuhayli's Al-Munir and to
identify their similarities and differences. This descriptive-analytical study
was conducted using a library-based research method. Allameh Tabataba'i's
exegetical method in Al-Mizan is primarily based on interpreting the Qur'an
through the Qur'an, with a philosophical-social orientation, whereas Dr.
Wahbah al-Zuhayli's interpretive method in Al-Munir is grounded in
jurisprudence and theology, drawing on both transmitted and rational
sources while also addressing contemporary issues. The findings indicated
that both exegetes regarded the Qur'an as the primary source of
interpretation and paid considerable attention to social issues. Nevertheless,
substantial differences were observed in their use of interpretive sources—
including the Qur'an, Sunnah, and reason—and in their exegetical
orientations, namely a philosophical approach in Al-Mizan as opposed to a
jurisprudential-theological approach in Al-Munir. These differences
stemmed from the doctrinal beliefs and the cultural and social contexts of
the two exegetes. It was concluded that, despite their methodological
differences, both Al-Mizan and Al-Munir constitute comprehensive and
valuable works of Qur'anic exegesis that make significant contributions to
the understanding and elucidation of Qur'anic verses.

Keywords: Qur'anic exegesis, Al-Mizan, Al-Munir, Allameh Tabataba'i,
Wahbah al-Zuhayli, comparative exegesis
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT
The Holy Qur’an, as the foundational scripture of

Islam and the principal source of religious guidance
for Muslims, has continuously been the subject of
interpretation from the earliest centuries of Islamic
history to the contemporary period. The semantic
depth of Qur’anic verses, the diversity of legal,
theological, ethical, social, and philosophical
themes contained within the text, and the
emergence of different intellectual and doctrinal
traditions in the Muslim world have contributed to
the formation of distinct exegetical schools and
interpretive methodologies (Dinparvar, 2008;
Moaddab, 2001). Qur’anic exegesis has therefore
developed not merely as an effort to explain
linguistic meanings, but as a complex scholarly
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discipline  concerned with identifying the
principles, sources, epistemological foundations,
and methodological procedures through which the
divine text may be understood (Erfanian, 2012;
Rezaei Esfahani, 2008). Among the most
influential modern exegetical works in Shi‘a and
Sunni traditions are Al-Mizan fi Tafsir al-Qur’an
by Allameh Sayyid Muhammad Husayn
Tabatabaei and Al-Tafsir al-Munir fi al- ‘Agidah wa
al-Shari‘ah wa al-Manhaj by Wahbah al-Zuhayli.
Al-Mizan is particularly distinguished by its
systematic use of the Qur’an-by-Qur’an method,
according to which the interpretation of a verse
should primarily be derived from its semantic and
conceptual relationships with other Qur’anic verses
(Rajabi, 2008; Tabatabaei, 19777). By contrast, Al-
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Tafsir al-Munir reflects a jurisprudential-
theological orientation in which Qur’anic
interpretation is closely linked to Prophetic
tradition, legal reasoning, classical Sunni
scholarship, and contemporary social concerns (Al-
Zuhayli, 1990; Mohseni & Ahmadi Bighash,
2018). A comparative examination of these two
works is important because it provides a means of
identifying both convergent principles and
distinctive  interpretive  orientations  within
contemporary Shi‘a and Sunni exegetical thought
(Fazeli, 2016; Najafi, 2010).

The principal objective of the present study was to
comparatively analyze the exegetical methods
employed by Allameh Tabatabaei in Al-Mizan and
Wahbah al-Zuhayli in Al-Tafsir al-Munir and to
identify the major areas of similarity and difference
between their methodological approaches. More
specifically, the study sought to clarify the
epistemological status that each exegete assigns to
the Qur’an, transmitted traditions, reason,
jurisprudential ~ principles, and theological
argumentation in the interpretive process, while
also examining the intellectual orientations that
shape the overall character of each commentary.
Previous studies have explored specific dimensions
of Tabatabaei’s interpretive method, particularly
the foundations of Qur’an-by-Qur’an exegesis, the
relationship between rational argument and
transmitted tradition, and the philosophical
dimensions of Al-Mizan (Mohammadi, 2011;
Rajabi, 2000, 2008). Other investigations have
addressed the methodology and thematic
characteristics of al-Zuhayli’s commentary,
including its  jurisprudential ~ foundations,
engagement with modern social questions, and
treatment of scientific and contemporary issues
(Mohseni & Ahmadi Bighash, 2018; Shateri,
2017a, 2017b). Comparative research has also
examined differences between Shi‘a and Sunni
exegetical traditions and compared Tabatabaei with
other prominent exegetes, demonstrating that
methodological differences often arise from
distinct assumptions regarding revelation, reason,
tradition, jurisprudence, and theological authority
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(Ghanbari, 2013; Khosravi, 2012; Saadati, 2014).
Nevertheless, comprehensive comparative
analyses specifically devoted to Al-Mizan and Al-
Tafsir al-Munir remain relatively limited.
Accordingly, the present study addressed three
central questions: first, what are the defining
methodological  principles of  Tabatabaei’s
interpretation in Al-Mizan; second, what are the
principal interpretive characteristics of al-
Zuhayli’s methodology in Al-Tafsir al-Munir; and
third, in what respects do the two exegetes
converge or diverge in their use of interpretive
sources, rational inquiry, transmitted traditions,
and social and intellectual orientations?

This study employed a descriptive-analytical and
comparative research design based on library and
documentary analysis. The primary sources
consisted of Tabatabaei’s Al-Mizan fi Tafsir al-
Qur’an and al-Zuhayli’s Al-Tafsir al-Munir fi al-
‘Aqidah wa al-Shari‘ah wa al-Manhaj, while
secondary scholarly sources concerning Qur’anic
methodology, Shi‘a and Sunni exegetical schools,
Qur’an-by-Qur’an interpretation, jurisprudential
exegesis,  theological interpretation,  and
contemporary Qur’anic studies were used to
support the comparative analysis (Al-Zuhayli,
1990; Sobhani, 2006; Tabatabaei, 1977). The
analytical procedure involved identifying the
principal interpretive sources used by each exegete,
determining the hierarchical relationship among
those sources, examining the role attributed to
reason and transmitted evidence, and analyzing the
dominant intellectual orientation of each
commentary. Particular attention was paid to the
status of the Qur’an itself as an interpretive
authority, the use of Prophetic traditions and
reports from religious authorities, the role of
philosophical and rational reasoning, the
employment of jurisprudential principles, and the
treatment of social and contemporary questions.
The comparative framework was informed by
methodological discussions in Qur’anic studies that
distinguish ~ between  transmitted, rational,
theological, jurisprudential, philosophical, social,
and scientific tendencies in exegesis (Haghi, 2004;
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Hakimi, 2005; Sajjadi, 2002). Rather than
evaluating the two commentaries solely from the
perspective of doctrinal correctness, the study
treated each work as an internally coherent
interpretive system shaped by its own intellectual,
theological, and historical context. This approach
made it possible to distinguish between differences
resulting from denominational foundations and
differences associated with the scholarly
specialization, philosophical orientation, and
socio-historical concerns of the individual exegete
(Fazeli, 2016; Hosseini, 2011).

The findings indicated that the most important
common feature of the two commentaries is their
recognition of the Qur’an as the primary source of
interpretation,  although  the extent and
methodological implications of this principle differ
significantly. In Al-Mizan, Tabatabaei
systematically employs the Qur’an-by-Qur’an
method, maintaining that the Qur’an possesses
internal semantic coherence and that one group of
verses can clarify, delimit, or interpret another
group of verses (Rajabi, 2008; Tabatabaei, 1977).
Within this framework, transmitted reports are
accepted as valuable explanatory evidence, but
they do not replace the interpretive authority of the
Qur’anic text itself, and their validity is assessed in
relation to Qur’anic principles and rational
considerations. Tabatabaei also assigns an
important  position to  philosophical and
demonstrative reasoning and frequently addresses
ontological, epistemological, theological, and
anthropological questions through rational analysis
(Mohammadi, 2011; Motahhari, 1991). Al-
Zuhayli likewise regards the Qur’an as the central
source of exegesis, but his methodology relies more
extensively on Prophetic tradition, reports from the
Companions and Successors, classical Sunni
commentaries, jurisprudential authorities,
consensus, and legal reasoning (Al-Zuhayli, 1990;
Hashemi, 1981). His interpretive method therefore
exhibits a stronger jurisprudential-theological
structure, particularly in discussions of legal verses,
ritual obligations, family law, social relations, and
practical religious duties. Another major
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commonality is that both commentators address the
social dimensions of Qur’anic teachings and seek
to relate revelation to the concerns of contemporary
Muslim societies (Mohseni & Ahmadi Bighash,
2018; Rezaei Kermani, 2006). However,
Tabatabaei tends to approach social questions
through broader philosophical, anthropological,
and civilizational analysis, whereas al-Zuhayli
more frequently approaches them through
jurisprudential, ethical, legal, and policy-oriented
interpretation. The results therefore demonstrate
both a shared commitment to the contemporary
relevance of the Qur’an and significant differences
in the epistemological mechanisms through which
that relevance is established.

The observed similarities and differences can be
explained by examining the doctrinal, intellectual,
and historical environments in which the two
exegetes  developed their  methodologies.
Tabatabaei’s interpretive system is closely
connected to the rationalist tradition of Shi‘a
thought and to his extensive engagement with
Islamic philosophy, particularly traditions of
metaphysics and  philosophical  theology.
Consequently, his use of Qur’an-by-Qur’an
interpretation is accompanied by sustained
attention to rational coherence, ontological
principles, human nature, causality, divine
knowledge, free will, and the relationship between
revelation and reason (Goli Zavareh, 1998;
Tabatabaei, 1977). His methodology reflects an
attempt to demonstrate that Qur’anic revelation
constitutes a coherent intellectual system capable
of responding to philosophical and ideological
challenges. This orientation becomes particularly
significant in light of the twentieth-century
intellectual environment in which Muslim scholars
increasingly encountered secularism, materialism,
modern philosophy, and competing conceptions of
knowledge (Hosseini, 2011). Al-Zuhayli, by
contrast, was primarily a jurist and legal scholar,
and his exegesis therefore reflects a more
pronounced concern  with Islamic  law,
jurisprudential pluralism, practical guidance, and
the application of Qur’anic principles to
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contemporary social institutions. His extensive
engagement with the four major Sunni legal
schools and classical exegetical authorities
illustrates the central role of jurisprudential and
transmitted traditions in his interpretive project (Al-
Zuhayli, 1990; Mohseni & Ahmadi Bighash,
2018). His attention to human rights, social justice,
women, Islamic economics, political relations, and
modern scientific questions also demonstrates an
effort to establish the continuing applicability of
Qur’anic guidance under changing social
circumstances (Shateri, 2017a, 2017b). Thus, the
distinction between the two commentaries should
not be reduced simply to a contrast between Shi‘a
and Sunni exegesis; it also reflects the different
scholarly identities of a philosopher-exegete and a
jurist-exegete, as well as their respective responses
to the intellectual and social demands of their times
(Fazeli, 2016; Khosravi, 2012).

The comparative analysis demonstrates that Al-
Mizan and Al-Tafsir al-Munir represent two
comprehensive and influential models of
contemporary Qur’anic exegesis that share a
commitment to the authority of the Qur’an and to
the relevance of its teachings for individual and
social life, while differing substantially in their
methodological  priorities and interpretive
orientations. Tabatabaei’s Al-Mizan is
characterized primarily by the Qur’an-by-Qur’an
method, a critical and supplementary use of
transmitted  traditions, and a pronounced
philosophical and rational orientation that seeks to
uncover the internal coherence of Qur’anic
concepts and their broader epistemological and
ontological implications. Al-Zuhayli’s Al-Tafsir al-
Munir, in contrast, combines Qur’anic
interpretation with Prophetic traditions, classical
Sunni scholarship, jurisprudential reasoning, and
theological analysis, thereby producing an
interpretation that is particularly attentive to legal,
ethical, and practical dimensions of Muslim life.
Both commentaries also demonstrate significant
concern with contemporary social questions,
although they approach such questions through
different intellectual frameworks. The study
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therefore concludes that the similarities between
the two works arise principally from their shared
recognition of the Qur’an as the central source of
guidance and their effort to relate revelation to the
needs of contemporary societies, whereas their
differences derive from distinct theological
foundations, intellectual traditions, scholarly
specializations, and socio-historical contexts.
Taken together, these two commentaries illustrate
the methodological diversity of modern Islamic
exegesis and demonstrate that different interpretive
traditions can offer complementary perspectives on
the meaning, structure, and practical significance of
the Qur’anic text.
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