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AHAJIU3 ITPOBJIEMbBI HCTHHBI B TEOPHH IIO3HAHUA
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Bseoenue. 1lenb 1aHHOW CTaThH — IPOAHAIU3UPOBATEH IIPOOIEMY UCTHHBI B TEOPUH MTO3HAHUS. AK-
TyalbHOCTh HCCIEAOBAaHHA OOOCHOBaHA OCOOEHHOCTSIMU Pa3BUTHsA TEOPUH MO3HAHUS B COBPEMEHHOM
mupe. CoBpeMEHHBIII MUpP TepsieT BENUKHE IIEHHOCTH MPOILUIBIX JIET — HCTUHY, 100po u kpacoty. IIpo-
6reMa McCIen0oBaHNsl — KaKOBBI TPAKTOBKH MOHATHSA HMCTHHBI B TEOPHHU TO3HAHUS U NMPUYUHBI UX H3Me-
HEHUsI B TEOPHU MTO3HAHUSL.

Memoovi. AHaNMN3 U CUHTE3 HAYYHOI! JINTEPaTyphl, METO NSIYKIMH 1 HHITYKIHH.

OcHosHble udeu uccie008anus, NOJYYeHHble pe3yIbmamsl U ux o0cyxcoeHue. AHaNIN3 HaydHBIX
MyOJIMKAIM{ TTOKa3all, YTO TPAKTOBKA MOHATHS MCTHHBI U €€ KPUTEPHH 3aBHCAT OT aKTYAILHOH HAayIHOM
KapTHHBI Mupa. B pa3HpIX GpruirocodcKux KOHIENIMAX HOHATHE HCTHHBI M KPUTEPUU NCTUHBI OTIINYAIOTCS.
CyniecTByeT WeaquCTHYeCcKas, MaTepHaJINCTUYECKasi, MeTadu3nuueckas M JUaJCKTHYEeCKas TPaKTOBKa
MOHSTHUS HCTHUHBL, IIPU 3TOM KPUTEPUH [UIS KaXKIOH U3 HUX PAa3IMYHBL B HacTosImee BpeMs MOXKHO OTMe-
TUTh KOHBEPTEeHIUIO BUPTYAIbHOTO U PEATbHOTO — 3TO CBUJIETENBCTBYET O (POPMHUPOBAHUH «COLMANBHOM
BUpTyanpHOCTH». C yu€roM BceoOmiel HU(POBU3ALUH, ITOCTOSHHO IPOUCXOIUT POCT KOJIMYECTBA HH-
(opmManum; He0OX0AUMO YMETh OTOMpATh HCTUHHYIO HH(OPMAIMIO OT JIOXKHOH. YU&HbIe CUNTAIOT, YTO B
OmmxaiiimeM OymyImieM BO3MOXKHA CMEHA HaydHOI KapTHHBI MUPa U KapTHHBI COIMAIBHON peanbHOCTH. C
y4€TOM 3TOT0, HEOOXOJUMO NEPEOCMBICIHTh UMEIOIINECS] 3HAHHS 10 MPOOIeMaTHKE HCTUHBI B TEOPHH
TIO3HAHUS.

3axniouenue. TeopeTnyeckas U NPaKTHYECKasi 3HAYUMOCTb MOJIYYEHHBIX PE3YJIbTATOB 3aKIIIOUACTCS
B JIOTIOJTHEHHY TIOJIOXKEHHUI TEOPHUH TO3HAHMS, PE3y/IbTaThl MOTYT IPUMEHSATHCS KaK METOINUYECKUil MaTe-
puan s oOydeHus CTYACHTOB U aCIHPaHTOB (GHI0CO(PCKUX PaKyIbTETOB U MIUPOKOTO Kpyra HHTEpECy-
IOMUXCS CIyIaTene. AKTyaabHBIM JUIS ITOCIIEMYIOMET0 U3Y9eHUsI OCTaéTCs BONPOC MPUMEHEHHS HCTH-
HBI M €€ KPUTEPUEB B BUPTYAIbHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE M PEIICHUE MPOOJIeM BHEAPEHHs] BUPTYaIbHOTO MPO-
CTPAHCTBA B IOBCETHEBHYIO KHU3Hb C YYETOM UMEIOIUXCSl HAYYHBIX JIAaHHBIX.
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ANALYSIS OF THE PROBLEM OF TRUTH
IN THE THEORY OF KNOWLEDGE

1. A. Malygina
Moscow city Pedagogical University, Institute of natural Science and sports technologies,
Moscow (Russia)

Introduction. The purpose of this article is to analyze the problem of truth in the theory of
knowledge. The relevance of the research is justified by the peculiarities of the development of the theory
of knowledge in the modern world. The modern world is losing the great values of the past years-truth,
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goodness and beauty. The problem of research is what are the interpretations of the concept of truth
in the theory of knowledge and the reasons for their changes in the theory of knowledge.

Methods. Analysis and synthesis of scientific literature, method of deduction and induction.

Results. The analysis of scientific publications has shown that the interpretation of the concept
of truth and its criteria depend on the current scientific picture of the world. In different philosophi-
cal concepts, the concept of truth and the criteria of truth differ. There is an idealistic, materialistic,
metaphysical, and dialectical interpretation of the concept of truth, and the criteria for each of them
are different. Currently, we can note the convergence of virtual and real, which indicates the for-
mation of"social virtuality". Given the universal digitalization, there is a constant increase in the
amount of information; you need to be able to select true information from false. Scientists believe
that in the near future it is possible to change the scientific picture of the world and the picture of
social reality. With this in mind, it is necessary to rethink the existing knowledge on the problem of
truth in the theory of knowledge.

Conclusion. The theoretical and practical significance of the results obtained is to Supplement
the provisions of the theory of knowledge, the results can be used as a methodological material for
teaching students and postgraduates of philosophy faculties and a wide range of interested listeners.
The question of applying the truth and its criteria in virtual space and solving the problems of intro-
ducing virtual space into everyday life, taking into account the available scientific data, remains rel-
evant for further study.

Keywords: truth, interpretation of truth, theory of knowledge.
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