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METHODOLOGICAL ACCEPTUATION FRAMEWORK OF LEADING APPROACHES
IN CONTEMPORARY SCIENTIFIC AND PEDAGOGICAL RESEARCH

S. L. Yatsenko*

The article provides a comprehensive analysis of the phenomenon of acceptuation of
methodological approaches in contemporary scientific and pedagogical research. The contributions of
domestic and foreign scholars to elucidating the key pathways for the acceptuation of leading
methodological approaches in modern scientific studies are examined.

An analysis of contemporary scientific and pedagogical research reveals that the efforts of early-
career researchers to construct a unified research strategy through the systematic integration of
methodological approaches within a single dissertation project remain insufficient, often resulting in
their fragmentation. The phenomenon of acceptuation is theoretically substantiated as a mechanism
for the selection, coordination, and integration of leading methodological approaches in modern
scientific and pedagogical research, as well as for identifying prospects for acceptuation as a
component of the formation of a researcher’s methodological culture.

The essence of priority directions for the development of the methodological culture of the teacher-
researcher is highlighted, and the interrelationships among leading scientific approaches implemented
in contemporary research are outlined. It is demonstrated that acceptuation, considered as a scientific
and methodological category, ensures the integration of different paradigms, contributes to the
formation of a holistic research strategy, and functions not only as a methodological tool but also as
a worldview guideline for research. The essence of the acceptuation of axiological, competence-based,
personality-oriented, systemic, and synergistic approaches is defined. The main directions of
acceptuation of leading methodological approaches and the risks that may arise in the process of its
implementation within a specific scientific and pedagogical study are characterized. The article
outlines ways of systematically conceptualizing the process of acceptuation of leading methodological
approaches in contemporary scientific and pedagogical research, with the possibility of applying its
key provisions in the preparation of a dissertation.
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AKIIEIITYALISA ITPOBIJHHX METOOOAOI'TYHHUX ITIIAXOAIB Y CYJACHOMY
HAYKOBO-IIEJATOTTYHOMY OOCAIAXXEHHI

C. A. SAluenko

Y ecmammi 30ilicHeHO KOMNeKCHUU aHali3 heHOMeHY aKyenmyauyii mMemoOos02iuHUX nidxo0i8 Y
cyuacHux Haykoso-nedazo2iuHux Oocnio)keHHsx. IIpoaHanizogaHo 6HecoK SIMUUSHSHUX ma
3apybiKHUX YUEHUX Y BUCBIMJIEHHI NPOBIOHUX WIISXI8 aKuenmyauii npogioHUX MemoOOI02IUHUX
nioxo0i8 Yy CYUacHUX HAYKOBUX OOCTIOIEHHSIX.

Y pesynemami aHaNi3Yy CYUACHUX HAYKOBO-NeOa2o2iMHUX OOCHIOIKEeHb  3'SICO8AHO,  UL0
HedoCmamHiMU € CnPoduU MONO0UX YUEHUX w000 8ubydosy8aHHs €0uHoi 0ocniOHUYUbKOI cmpameeaii
wsixom ix cucmemHoi iHmezpauyii 8 mexax KoHKpemHoi oucepmauiiiHoi pobomu, nonepeorKeHHs
neeHoi ix ppaemenmauii. Teopemuuro o6TPYHMOBAHO PEeHOMEH aKUenmyauii sk MexaHism eubopy,
Y32000KeHHsL Tl iIHmezpayii NposioHUX MemOO0N02IUHUX NIOX00i8 Y CYUACHOMY HAYKO80-Nedaz02iuHOMY
O0OCLIOXKeHHI, a4 MmaKoX Y BU3HAUEHHI nepcneKkmug akyenmyauyii sik cKkiadogoi GopmyeaHHs
Memo00102i4HOT KYsibmypu OOCNIOHUKA.

BucgimneHo cymHicme npiopumemHux Hanpsimie po3gumiry mMemooo102iUHOT Kysnemypu nedazoza-
JocniOHUKA ma OKpec/leHO 83aeM038°S130K MK NPOBIOHUMU HAYKOBUMU NIOX00AMU, ULO
peanizyromuscst 8 CYUACHUX HayKosux po3eidkax. [logedeHo, uo aKkyenmyayis, ika po32.1510aemucsi ik
HAYyKo80-mMemoooi02iuHa Kamezopis, 3abe3neuye iHmezpayiro pisHUx napaduam, Cnpusie popMy8aHHIO
yinicHoi OocniOHUUbKOi cmpamezii, € He milbKU MemoOOJ02UHUM HCMmpYymeHmom, ane U
C8IMO2NSIOHUM OpieHMUpoMm OO0CNiOXKeHHs.. BusHaueHo cymHicms axuyenmyayii aKcioslo02iuHoz2o,
KOMNEemeHiCHO20,  OCOOUCMIHO  OpPIEHMO8AHO20,  CUCMEMHO20, CUHezpzemuuHo20  nioxoois.
Cxapaxmepu308aH0O OCHOBHI HANPSMU AKUenmyayii npogioHUX Memoo002IUHUX NIOX00i8 MA PUSUKU,
AKL MOKYmb eUHUKAMU Y npouyeci ii peanizayii 8 mexax KOHKPEemH0o20 HAYKO80-nedaz02iuHo20
odocnioxeHHs.. OKpecneHO WNSIXU CUCMEeMHO020 OCMUCTEHHST npouecy axkyenmyauii npoeioHux
MEMOO0A0ITUHUX NiOX00i8 Y CYUACHOMY HAYKOBO-NEOAROIUHOMY OOCAIONKEHHI 3 MONJAUBICINIO
BUKOPUCMAHHSL OCHOBHUX i Nos1osKeHb Y npoyect nidzomosku oucepmayiiiHoi pobomu.

Knrouoei cnoea: axyenmyayis, Memooos02iuHI ni0xo0u, HAYK080-nedazo2iuHe OOCNIOIEeHHSL,
Memo0o02iuHA KYAbmypa.

Introduction of the issue. The current
stage of development of pedagogical science
and practice is characterized by diversity

and multidirectionality of scientific
research, which is increasingly based on
the principles of interdisciplinarity,

integration of approaches and methods,
and orientation toward the individual as a
subject of the educational process and the
highest social value. In general, this
concerns the complication of the subject
field of contemporary scientific inquiry,
which determines the urgent need to clarify
and coordinate scientific approaches in
accordance with their relevance to the
theoretical and methodological
foundations of a particular study.

This necessitates addressing the process
of identifying, selecting, coordinating, and
integrating leading methodological
approaches that serve as "framework"
guidelines for the researcher and define the
essence of the concept of acceptuation.

Proceeding from the understanding that
the methodology of pedagogy cannot

ITocTaHoBKa npobaemu. CydacHwuii eran
PO3BUTKY IIeNaroriyHoi HayKW i HpakTHUKHU

XapaKTepU3yeThCsl  Pi3HOMAHITHICTIO  Ta
0araTOBEKTOPHICTIO HAYKOBHX OOCAIIKEHBD,
dKi [Aefasl  dacTilie  I'pPyHTYIOTBCS —Ha

IPUHIIAIAX MDKIUCITUIIAIHAPHOCTI,
igTerpamii mixoaiB i MeToiB, opieHTAallil Ha
AIOIMHY-Cy0'€KTa OCBITHBOTO IIPOIIECY SK
HA¥BUINy CyCIABHY IUHHIiCTB. Maerscd
3araaOM IIPO YCKAQIHEHHSI IIPEIMETHOIO
oAd Cy4aCHHX HAYKOBHX PO3BLIOK, IO
JeTepPMiHy€e HaraabHy ITOTpe0dy B yTOYHEHHi
Ta y3TO/[KEHHI HAyKOBHX IMIiIXOAIB Ha
IIPUHIMIIAX IX PEeAeBaHTHOCTI TEOPETHKO-

METO/IOAOTIYHHX  3acazaM  KOHKPETHOIO
JOCAI/IZKEHHS]. 3asHadeHe 3YMOBAIOE
3BEpPHEHHSI [0 TIIPOLleCy BH3HAYEHH,

BUOKPEMAEHHS, V3TO/KEHHsI Ta iHTerparii
IPOBITHUX METOMAOAOTIYHUX MiAXOMIB, SKi
CAYTVIOTh B SKOCTi "pPaMKOBHUX' OPI€HTHUPIB
IAS JIOCAITHHUKA 1 OKPECAIOIOTH CYTHICTH
OHATTS "aKIIeNTyaltis".

Buxogsuu 3 MipKyBaHb, 110 METOAOAOTII
IIeJarorikul He MOXKE 3aAUIIaTHCd Y CTaHi
CTATUYHOCTI 3 OTASly Ha CHCTEMHI IIpOIeCH
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remain static in view of the systemic
transformation of social institutions and
educational practice under today’s
complex conditions, the need for its
renewal, acquisition of new forms, and the
search for innovative paths of scientific
inquiry becomes especially relevant [7: 15].
Thus, the problem of acceptuation of
methodological approaches is defined as
one of the conceptually significant issues
for shaping the scientific paradigm of
contemporary scientific and pedagogical
research.

Current state of the issue. A
significant contribution to the
development of the  problem  of

acceptuation of scientific approaches,
principles, and methods - reflecting a
tendency toward active comprehension of
the role of methodology in pedagogical
research — has been made by N. Volkova

[13], O. Dubaseniuk [4], S. Sysoieva,
T. Krystopchuk [12], M. Fitsula [5],
V. Sheiko, N. Kushnarenko [11],
Ye. Khrykov, O. Adamenko, V. Kurylo,
and others [9]. Foreign scholars such as
K. Christian [3], J. Hiebert, J. Cai,
S. Hwang [6], K. Williamson, and
G. Johanson [15] examine promising

ways of implementing research projects,
research methodology, organization and
conduct of scientific studies, and the
specifics of applying research methods
within modern scientific paradigms.
Defining a scientific approach as the
theoretical or logical basis for considering
or designing the object under study - a

set of methods and techniques for
carrying out activities based on a
particular idea or principle -
O. Dubaseniuk emphasizes the

importance of selecting an approach from
a certain position regarding any problem
or phenomenon. We agree with the
scholar’s assertion that "the complexity
and multidimensionality of pedagogical
practice and the level of development of
the theory and methodology of
professional education allow researchers
to turn to a variety of approaches, both
well-established and widely tested, as
well as modern scientific
approaches" [4: 65].

TpaHcdopMarlii COIiaABHUX IHCTUTYTIB Ta
OCBITHBOI IIPAKTHKM B CKAQIHUX yMOBax
CBOTOJICHHSI, aKTyaAbHOI € IoTpeba B il
OHOBAEHHI, HaOyTTi HOBUX (QOpPM, IIOLIYKY
IHHOBAIIMHMX IASXiB HAyKOBHX ITONIIVKIB [7:
15]. Otxe, mpobaeMa aKnenTyarti
METOMOAOTIUYHUX IIi/IXOMiB BHU3HAYAETHCH SK
omHa 3 KOHIIENITyaAbHO BaXKAUBHUX [AS

dopMyBaHHA HayKOBOi napagurMmu
Cy4acHHUX HayKOBO-II€JaTrOTiYHUX
[IOCAiPKEHb.

Anaais OCTaHHIX  JDOCAiIKEeHBb i

myOaikamiii. Baromuifi BHECOK y PO3POOKY
IpoOAEMH aKIIeNTyallii HAyKOBHX IIiIXOiB,
OPUHIIUITIB Ta METO[iB, II0 3acBimuye
TEHIEHINIO [0 AKTUBHOIO OCMHCAEHHSI POAi
METOJ/IOAOTIl B IMIEMATOTIYHUX JOCAIPKEHHSIX,
apmiticauam H. Boakosa [13], O. [ybaceH:ok [4],
C. Cucoepa, T.Kpucromuyk[12], M. diryaa
[5], B.Ietixo, H. Kymmnapenko [11],
€. Xpukos, O. Aramenko, B. Kypuao Ta in. [9].
3apy6izkHi BueHi K. Kpicrian (K. Christian) [3],
[x. ldepr (J. Hiebert,), [Ix. lait (J. Cai),
C.XBanr (S.Hwang) [6], K. Biabsamcon
(K. Williamson), T.Hoxamcon (G.Johanson)
[15] posrasmaroTe MEPCHEKTUBHI  ITIASXH
peaaizarrii JOCALTHUITBKIIX IIPOEKTIB,
METO/IOAOTIIO, OpraHi3allifo Ta IIPOBEIEHHI
HAyKOBHX JIOCAi/KEHb, 0cobAHBOCTI
3aCTOCYBaHHSI ~ METOiB  JOCA[DKEeHbL V
Cy4aCHHX HAyKOBHX IIapaJurMax.

Busznagyaroun  HaykoBUM — Imiaxim 8K
TeopeTudHe abo AOTiYHE MiAIPYHTS PO3TASIITY
ab0 TIPOEKTYBaHHS OOCAIKYBaHOTO 00’€KTa,
CYKYTIHICTb CITOCOOIB i IPpUHOMIB 3/1iHICHEHHS
MiFIABHOCTI Ha OCHOBiI Oyab-gkoi imei abo
npunnuny, O. [lybaceHIoK CTBEPIKYyE IIPO
BasKAMBY POABb HOT0 BUOOPY 3 HEBHOI MO3MUIIiT
CTOCOBHO Oyab-siKOi  MIpobAeMH, SIBHIIIA.
[Toromkyemocs: 3 MipKyBaHHSIMH BY€HOI, III0
"CKAQOHICTb, 0araTOMIpHICTh IIeOAaroriyHOl
IIPaKTUKW 1 PpiBEeHb PO3BUTKY Teopii i
METOMUKHN HIPOdeciiHOI OCBITH [03BOASE
HAyKOBILIIM 3BEPTATHCS OO Pi3HOMAaHITHHX
IiaxXomOiB, SIK 10 TAKUX, 1110 B3Ke YTBEPAHANCS,
OPOHIIIAM IIIUPOKY ampobarlifo, Tak i A0
Cy4aCHHMX HayKOBUX ITixomiB" [4: 65].

N cy4JacHilt IeJaroriyHif Hay1i
METOAOAOTIUHUH ITiAXiA TAYMadUTBCS TaKOK

dK CYKyIIHICTH izmel, 110 BHU3HAYAIOTh
3araabHy HAyKOBY CBITOTASITHY IIO3HUILiIO
BYEHOIO, IIPUHIMIIN, ILI0 BHU3HAYAIOTh

OCHOBY CTpaTeTii JOCAITHUIILKOI MiIABHOCTI,
a TakOoK CITOCOOH, IPUHOMU, TIPOLIEAYPH, TKi
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In contemporary pedagogical science, a
methodological approach is also
interpreted as a set of ideas that
determine the general scientific worldview
position of the researcher, the principles
underlying the research strategy, as well
as the methods, techniques, and
procedures that ensure the
implementation of the chosen strategy in
practical activity [2: 36].

N. Volkova focuses on the necessity of
integrative combination of empirical and
theoretical methods in pedagogy, which
ensures methodological consistency and
effectiveness of scientific inquiry within the
chosen scientific approach [13: 27].

L. Kovalchuk conducts a component-
wise analysis of the implementation of
systemic-synergetic, personality-oriented,
activity-based, culturological, competence-
based, and anthropological approaches in
scientific and pedagogical research,
emphasizing their essence and the basic
requirements for their application in a
specific study [8: 15-21].

M. Fitsula emphasizes the importance of
maintaining a certain hierarchy of
methodological levels in scientific and
pedagogical research, within which the
philosophical level serves as the
substantive basis of any methodological
knowledge, defining worldview approaches
to cognition and transformation of
reality [5: 30].

V. Sheiko and N. Kushnarenko stress
the particular importance of achieving a
high level of methodological reflection by
the researcher in organizing scientific
activity and ensuring the effectiveness of
its results in the context of axiological
comprehension (material and spiritual
values), as well as the production of
specific values (cultural, educational,
pedagogical, professional, etc.) [11: 71].

O. Bashkir identifies methodological
research  culture as a  personal
phenomenon and a leading factor in
research effectiveness under conditions of
fundamentalization and universalization of
higher education, emphasizing that a
researcher must not only possess methods
but also be able to critically correlate
them [2].

3a0e3I1eyyroTh peaaizaltito oopaHoi crparerii
B IpakTU4Hil misgabHOCTI [2: 36].

Tax, H. BoakoBa 3ocepemkye yBary Ha
HEOOXiTHOCTI IHTErpaTUBHOTO IIOEHAHHS
EeMITIpUYHUX 1 TEOpPeTUYHUX METOiB B
Iefarorimi, Io 3ades3redye BiANMOBIOHICTH
METO/IOAOTIYHUX 3acan Ta 3abesnedye
e(peKTUBHICTh HAYKOBOI'O IIOIIYKY y MeXKax
BUOpaHOro HayKoBoro miaxomy [13: 27].

A. KoBaabdyK 37iHiCHIOE OACHeKTHUU
aHaai3 YIIPOBIZKEHHSI CHCTEMHOTO
CHUHEPIeTUYHOTO, OCODOHMCTICHOTO,
JUSIABHICHOTO, KYABTYPOAOTIYHOTIO,
KOMIIETEHTHICHOTIO, aHTPOIIOAOTIYHOTO
IiIXoaiB y HayKOBO-IIeJaTrOTiYHUX

[OCAIPKEHHSIX, aKLEHTYIOYM yBary Ha ix
CYTHOCTI 1 OCHOBHUX BHMOrax /10 peaail3artii
B KOHKPETHOMY HAyKOBO-IIEIarOTiYHOMY
JOCAiIKeHH] miaxony [8: 15-21].

[Ipo BaxKAUBICTH OJOTPUMAHHSI II€BHOI
CYHiApSAHOCTI  piBHIB ~ METOHOAOT B
HayKOBO-TIENATOTiYHUX  JOCAI/KEHHAX, V
Mexkax gkKoi pinocodpcbKull  piBeHb €
3MiCTOBOIO OCHOBOIO Oy1b-IKOTO
METOJOAOTIYHOIO 3HAHHS, III0 BH3HA4ae
CBITOTASIAHI TAXOAUW A0 IIPOLIECY ITi3HAHHS
Ta IIEPETBOPEHHH [MiMCHOCTI, 3a3Ha4dae
M. diyaa [S: 30].

Ha ocobauBiti 3HAYyHIOCTI [IOCSTHEHHS
BHCOKOTO PIiBHA METOMOAOTIYHOI pedaercii
[OCAITHMKA B IIPOIIECi opraxizailii HaykKoBOi
IiSIABHOCTI Ta 3a0e3reyeHHs epeKTUBHOCTI 11
PE3YABTATIB ¥ KOHTEKCTI iX aKCiOAOTiYHOTO
OCMHCAEHHSI  (MaTepiaabHI Ta  [OyXOBHI
LiHHOCTI), a TaKO¥XK IIPOAYKYBaHHSI BAACHHUX
crrerpigHUX [IHHOCTEH (KyABTYPHIi, OCBITHI,
IIeJaroTivHi, npodpeciiini TOILIO)
HarosoliyroTs B. Illeiiko Ta H. KynirapeHko
[11: 71]

[IpoBimHUM YUMHHHUKOM PE3yABTATHBHOCTI
[IOCAiTPKEeHb O. Bamkip BH3HAYae
METOLOAOTIUHY HayKOBO-IOCAITHUITBKY
KyYABTYPy $K OCOOHCTICHHY QeHOMEeH B
yMoOBax dyHrameHTaaizarii Ta
yHiBepcaaizartii BUIIIO1 OCBiTH TA
HIIKPECAIOE, II0 OOCAIMHUK Ma€e HE AHIIe
BOAOIITH METOaMH, a ¥ YMITHU iX KPUTHUYIHO
cIiBBigHOCHUTH [2].

o mnpobaemMu yCBiZOMAE€HOTO  BHOOPY
HIASXIB  peaaizallii HayKOBO-II€AATOTIYHOIO
IOCAI[DKEHHST Y MeXKaxX  BiOIIOBiIHUX
METOJIOAOTIYHHX IIOXOMIB 3BEPTAAMCS TaKi
BITYM3HAHI HAYKOBII, 9K [. AHOCcOB, M. EABKiH,
M. T'oroBKOBa, A Kopobuenko Ta in. [1: 10].
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The issue of conscious selection of ways
to implement scientific and pedagogical
research within appropriate
methodological approaches has been
addressed by such Ukrainian scholars as
I. Anosov, M. Elkin, M. Holovkova, and
A. Korobchenko, among others [1: 10].

A brief review of contemporary
Ukrainian studies in the context of the
outlined problem allows us to assert the
relevance of acceptuation as a mechanism
for coordinating methodological
approaches, which determines the need to
examine it within this article.

Outline of unresolved issues brought
up in the article. Analysis of research
results concerning the conscious and

balanced choice of methodological
approaches allows identifying several
"problem fields" that require further

clarification. First of all, this concerns a
certain fragmentation in the consideration
of the phenomenon of acceptuation.
Analysis of dissertations in general
pedagogy, history of pedagogy, and theory
and methodology of professional education
shows that most researchers focus on
individual methodological approaches (e.g.,
systemic, activity-based, competence-
based, axiological, personality-oriented)
and attempt to explain their significance
within the studied problem. However,
insufficient attention is paid to building a
unified research strategy through their
systemic integration within a specific
scientific and pedagogical study, thus
preventing fragmentation.

Moreover, contemporary scientific and
pedagogical research increasingly employs
achievements from philosophy,
psychology, sociology, cultural studies,
etc., which requires an interdisciplinary
analysis of the problem under study. In
this regard, it is important not only to
combine methodological approaches but
also to ensure their = conscious
acceptuation, which should substantiate
the methodological foundations of the
research.

Another unresolved issue is the
correlation between classical and modern
methodological paradigms as guidelines for
contemporary scientific and pedagogical
research. Traditional research concepts

KopoTKuii orasgn MOOCAIIKEHb Cy4acHHX

BITUM3HAHNX HAYKOBIIB Yy  KOHTEKCTI
OKPECAECHOI pobaeMu J03BOALIE
CTBEPAKYyBaTHU Ipo aKTYyaAbHICTh
aKkIenTyalii 9K MeXaHi3My V3Io[KeHHs

METOMOAOTIYHUX IMIifIXOZIiB, II0 3yYMOBAIOE
HeoOXiHICTb HOro po3ragay B MeKax Iie€l
cTarTTi .

BuzineHHa  HeBHpillleHHX  paHilne
YaCTHH 3araAbHOI IIPOOAEMH, SIKHM
IPHCBAYYETHCH cTaTTA. Ananiz
pe3yAbTaTIB JIOCAIT>KEHb B acrieKTi
YCBIZIOMAEHOTO Ta BHBaXXEHOTO BHUOOPY
METOAOAOTIYHHX IIiaxXomiB JIO3BOASIE

BHOKPEMHTH KiAbKa "TIPOOAEMHHUX ITOAIB", gKi
BUMAararmTh IIOJAABIIONO BHCBITACHHS Ta
po3pobku. [Jo TakuX BigHEceMo, IepemaycCiMm,
eBHy  (pparMeHTapHICTb y  PO3TAdmi
denomeny  arunentyartii. Tak, aHaai3
QUCEePTALlHUX POOIT 3 3araAbHOI I€IarOTiKH
Ta icropii memarorikmu, a Takoi Teopii i
METOAVKHN IIPOodeciiiHOl OCBITH [O03BOASIE
CTBEP/KYBaTH, IO IIepPeBa’KHA OiABIIICTH
JOCAITHUKIB 30CEPEMKYIOThCS Ha aHaaisi

OKpeMHX METOIOAOTIYHUX OiaxodiB
(Hampukaaz, CHCTEMHOIO, [iSIABHICHOTO,
KOMIIETE€HTHICHOTO, aKCiOAOTIYHOTO,
0COOHCTICHO OpPIEHTOBAHOTO TOIIIO),

HaMararoTbCs IIOSICHUTH IX 3Ha4YeHHS B
KOHTEKCTi HOoCAimKyBaHoi rmpobaemu. [Ipote
HEeOOCTaTHIMH, Ha Hallly OyMKy, € CIIpobu
BUOyZIOBYBaHHS €IHO1L JIOCALTHHUITEKOL
CTpaTerii IIAIXOM X CHCTEMHOI iHTerpalli B
MezKaxX KOHKPETHOI'O HayKOBO-IIEAATOTiYHOIO
[OCAIPKEHHSsI, IIONEepe/XKEeHHT TIIeBHoi ix
dparmenTalii B guUcepTaliiiHiii POOOTI.
3a3HauNMO TaKOX, 1110 B CY4aCHUX HayKOBO-
IIeJATOTiYHUX [JOCAIIKEHHSIX BCE dacTillle
BUKOPHUCTOBYIOThCSI  3000yTKHU  (piaocodpii,
TICUXOAOTi], COIIiOoAOTii, KYyABTYPOAOTii TOIIIO,
110 BUMAara€ MiKIUCIIUIIAIHAPHOIO aHaaizy
JOCAIIKyBaHOI ~ HAYKOBIIEM  IIPOOAEMH.
BaxkanBUM y 3a3Hay€HOMY AacleKTi € He
AUIIE TIOEAHAHHS METOMOAOTIYHUX ITiIXOMdiB,
a ¥ ix ycBijoMAeHa akIlenTyallis, III0 Mae
CAyTYBaTH OOI'PYHTYBAHHIO METOIOAOTIYHHX
3acal JOCAILTKEHHS.

OkpiM TOrO, HEe BUPIIIEHOI 3aAUIIAETHCS
npobaeMa  CITiBBIHOIIIEHHS KAACHYHHX i
HOBITHIX METOMOAOTIYHUX MapagurM sK
OPIEHTHUPIB Cy4acCHOTIO HAYKOBO-
IIEAATOTIYHOIO  JOCAiKeHHd. Tpaauiiitizi
JOCAITHUITBKI KOHIIETIIIi XapaKTepH3yIOThCS
€BPHUCTHYHOIO IIiHHICTIO, aZieé BHMAaraioThb
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possess heuristic value but require
coordination with challenges such as
digitalization of education, strengthening
axiological aspects, comparative analysis
with national experience, formation of
global competencies, and development of
critical thinking among participants in the
educational process.

Thus, the article aims to outline ways of
systemic comprehension of the process of
acceptuation of leading methodological
approaches in contemporary scientific and
pedagogical research, with the possibility
of applying its main provisions in
dissertation preparation.

Aim of the research is to theoretically
substantiate the phenomenon of
acceptuation as a mechanism for selecting,
coordinating, and integrating leading
methodological approaches in
contemporary scientific and pedagogical
research, as well as to determine the
prospects of acceptuation as a component
of forming the researcher’s methodological
culture.

Results and discussion. Let us consider
the concept of acceptuation in the scientific
and pedagogical context. This term is used
in contemporary scientific discourse to
denote the process of conscious selection,
acceptance, and coordination of theoretical
and methodological approaches that form
the basis of research. Unlike the routine use
of methodological approaches and research
methods, acceptuation presupposes critical
reflection and integration of different
paradigms. From this perspective,
acceptuation can be viewed as a kind of
"methodological framework" that enables the
researcher, for example, to combine
humanistic, axiological, personality-
oriented, systemic, and competence-based
principles within a unified scientific field. Let
us examine examples of acceptuation of
methodological  approaches  commonly
implemented in contemporary scientific and
pedagogical research. The axiological
approach is based on the recognition of
values as the foundation of education,
learning, and personal development. It
focuses on spiritual and moral foundations
of education and the formation of students’
worldview orientations. N. Volkova traces the
relationship  between the  axiological

V3TO[PKEHHS, HaIIPUKAQZ, 3 BHKAUKAMHU
udpoBizartii OCBITH, HeoOXiTHICTIO
IIOCUAEHHSIM aKCIOAOTIYHMX acCIIeKTiB,
IIPOBEAEHHS IIOPIBHSABHOIO  aHAAI3y 3
BITYHU3HSIHUM JOCBiZIOM, dopMyBaHHS

TAODAABHMX KOMIIETEHTHOCTEH, 3a0e3IIe4eHHA
PO3BUTKY KPHUTHUYHOIO MHCAECHHS Cy0'€KTiB
OCBITHBOTO IIPOLIECY TOLIO.

TakuM  YHHOM, CTaTTd [TOKAWKAaHA
OKPECAUTH IIASIXU CUCTEMHOI'O OCMHCAEHHS
IpoLecy aKIlenTyarii [IPOBITHUX
METOOAOTIYHUX MiAXOAIB Yy Cyd4acHOMY

HayKOBO-IIEJATOTiYHOMY  JOCAIMPKEHHI 3
MOXKAMBICTIO BHKOPHUCTAHHA OCHOBHHUX ii
IIOAOXKEHb y IIPOIIECi HiITOTOBKU
QUcCepTalliiHOI poboTH.

MeTa craTTi 1oadra€ B TEOPETHUYHOMY
oOIpyHTYBaHHI (peHOMEHY akKIIeNTyallii gk
MeXaHi3My BHOOPY, Y3ro/I>KeHHS ¥ iHTerpartii
IPOBIMHUX METOAOAOTIYHUX ITAXOOIB Y

Cy4acHOMY HayKOBO-II€JaTOTIYHOMY
JOCAIPKEHHI, a TakKoX y BH3HA4EHHI
IIEPCHEKTHUB AaKIENTyallii sK CKAaIoBOi
dopMyBaHHA  METOMOAOTIYHOI  KYABTYPH
IOOCAITHUKA.

Buxaan OCHOBHOT'O MaTepiaay.
Po3sragaemMo moHarTsa akuentyailia' B
HayKOBO-IIeJaroridyHOMy KOHTeKcTi. LleH

TEPMiH BHUKOPHUCTOBYETHCH Y Cy4acCHOMY
HAyKOBOMY [OHUCKYpPCi [OaS  IIO3HA4YE€HHS
IIPOLIECY YCBiZOMAEHOTO BiAOOPY, IPUHHSITTS
Ta Y3TOMKEHHS TEOPETHKO-METOMOAOTIHHUX
MIiIXOMIB, gKi dopMyOTH OCHOBY
nocaimkenHd. Ha BigMmiHy Bim 3BH4YaiHOTO
BUKOPUCTAHHS METOAOAOTIYHUX IIiAXOMIB i
METO/IB [OCAIIZKEHHST aKIIenTyallis
nepenbadae KpUTHYHY pedaekcito Ta
IHTErpallifo pi3HUX HapagurM. 3 Oragay Ha
e, akIEeNTyallid MOXKe PO3TAdaTUCS €K
CBoepimHa '"MeTodoAoTiyHa paMmka', gKa
JI03BOASIE IOCAITHUKY, HAIIPUKAA, IIO€THATH
TYMaHICTH4Hi, aKcioAoriyHi, 0OCOOGHCTICHO
Opi€EHTOBaHi, CUCTEMHi Ta KOMIIETEHTHIiCHIi
3acay B €IUMHOMY HayKOBOMY IIOAI.

PosragHemMo  mpukaagy  akLenTyarli
METOIOAOTIYHUX  IMAXOmiB, 4Ki  9acTo
PEeasi3oBYIOTECH Y CydacHHX HAyKOBO-
IIeIaroriyHuxX JIOCAIIZKEHHSTX. Tax,
akcionoiuHuill  Miaxim  I'PyHTYETbCA  Ha

BHM3HAHHI ITIHHOCTEH K OCHOBH BHUXOBAHHSI,
HaBYaHHS 1 PO3BUTKY ocobucrocti. Bin
aKIeHTyE€ yBary Ha [QyXOBHO-MOPaABHHUX
3acaziax OCBiTH, (POPMyBaHHiI CBITOTASTHUX
opienTHpiB yuHiB. H. BoakoBa 1mpoctexye
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dimension of pedagogical research and its
humanistic orientation [13: 63].

Acceptuation of the personality-oriented
approach occurs through recognition of the
learner’s individuality, unique subjective
experience, natural potential, and needs.
In scientific and pedagogical research, this
approach is implemented by orienting
methodology toward identifying conditions
for forming student subjectivity and
designing educational environments that
correspond to individual developmental
trajectories [16].

Considering the competence-based
approach as one of the leading approaches
in contemporary pedagogy, its
acceptuation is associated with focusing on
the formation of key competencies
(communicative, social, digital, civic, etc.).
Given its integrative nature, this
necessitates modeling appropriate
research procedures [8: 157].

One of the most frequently implemented
approaches in scientific and pedagogical
research is the systemic approach, which
considers pedagogical phenomena and
processes as holistic structures composed
of interrelated elements. In the context of
acceptuation, it performs an integrative
function: it allows combining different
approaches within a single research logic,
ensures universality of scientific inquiry,
and creates a foundation for
comprehensive and interdisciplinary
studies [11: 144].

The synergetic approach in pedagogy
focuses on studying self-organization and
self-renewal of educational systems. It
makes it possible to identify mechanisms
of emergence of new qualities in the
educational process. Acceptuation of this
approach implies incorporating ideas of
nonlinearity, openness, and variability of
development into research
methodology [14].

A generalized view of acceptuation of
leading scientific approaches in
contemporary scientific and pedagogical
research is presented in table 1.

B32€EMO3B'SI30K Mi3K aKCiOAOTiYHUM BHMIipOM
IIeIaroridyHoro  JOOCAiMKeHHd Ta  Horo
TYMaHICTUYHOIO CIIpsgMoBaHicTio [13: 63].
Ak1leniTyallisi 0cobucmicHo OpieHMO8aH020
miaxomy 3MiHCHIOETBECS B IIAOIITHMHI BU3HAHHS
IHOUBIAyaAbHOCTI y4HSI, HOro VHIKaABHOIO
Ccy0'€KTHOTO IOCBify, IPHUPOIHOIO IIOTEHITIaAY

Ta morped. Y  HAYKOBO-IIEIATOTIYHOMY
OOCADKEHHI aKIIEITyallis IIbOTo ITiAXOIy
PeanizoByeTbCI IATXOM  3abe3redyeHHsT

CIIPIMOBAHOCTI METOZIOAOTI Ha PO3KPUTTS
YMOB (pOpMyBaHHSI CyO’€KTHOCTI IIIKOASIPA, a
TAKOXX  MOOyZOBYy  MOZEAE€H  OCBITHBOIO
CEpeNoBHILIA, 110 BIAIIOBiAE iHAWBIAyaAbHIH
TPaEKTOPii HOro po3BUTKY [16].

Posrasimaroun KkomnemerHmmicHull Miaxia aK
OIIUH i3 IIPOBIMHUX Yy CydacCHIY IleqaroriyHiit
Haylli, IIOB'93yeMO HOIo axIlenTyalliio i3
CIIpSIMyBaHHSM [OCAIHUKA Ha BHUBYEHHS
IIPOLIECIB dopmyBaHHS KAIOYOBHX
KOMIIETEHTHOCTEH (KOMyHIKATHUBHO1,
COLIiaABHOI, ITU(PPOBOI, TPOMAATHCHKOI TOIIID).
3 orasimy Ha IHTETPATHUBHHM XapaKTep LIBOTo
migxomy Hnerscs Ipo HEOOXi/THICTD
MOJIEAIOBAHHS BIAIIOBIAHUX OOCAITHHUIIBKIX
npouenyp [8: 157].

OpgHuM i3 YacTo peasizoBaHUX y MexXKax
HayKOBO-IIeJaTOTiYHUX JOCALT>KEHD €
cucmemHuil TiAXiA, 1110 Iepeadadae po3Tass
TIeJaroriyHUX SIBUIIL i IPOIIECIB 9K ITIAICHUX

CTPYKTYD, 1110 CKAQAIOThCI 3
B3a€EMOIIOB’A3aHUX E€AEMEHTIB. Y KOHTEKCTI
akienTyalii BiH BHKOHYE IHTErpaTUBHY
dyHKIlIO, a caMe: [I03BOASE IIOEIHYBaTH
pizHi IIiaxoau B MexKax €IHO1L
JOCAITHUIIEKO1 AOTIKWY; 3abesrieyye
YHIBEPCAABHICTD HayKOBOTO TIOIIIYKY;

CTBOPIOE IIATPYHTS OASL KOMIIAEKCHHUX Ta
MIKIUCITUTIAIHAPHUX NOCAIKEHD [11: 144].

CuHepeemuuHull MHiaxin y IIeOaroriii
CIIpSIMOBaHUH Ha J[IOCAIPKEeHHS
caMoopraHisallii Ta CaMOOHOBAEHHS OCBIiTHIiX
cucreM. BiH m03BoAsIE BHIBUTH MEXaHiZMHU
BUHUKHEHHSI HOBUX SIKOCT€H y HaBYaAbBHO-
BUXOBHOMY IIPOILIECi. AKIIENITyallid IIHOI0
HiIXOAYy 03HA4Ya€ BKAIOUEHHS Y METOIOAOTIIO
[OCAIPKEeHHS iied HeAiHiHOCTI, BiIKpPHUTOCTI
Ta BapiaTHBHOCTI PO3BUTKY [14].

Y3arasbHeHe OaueHHd aKIenTyartii
IIPOBLIHMX HAYKOBUX IIIXOMIB Y Cy4acHHX
HayKOBO-II€JaTOTIYHUX JIOCAIPKEeHHSIX
IpeacTaBA€HO B TadA. 1.
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Table 1

Acceptuation of Leading Methodological Approaches in Contemporary Scientific
and Pedagogical Research

Methodological Essential Application
Approach Characteristics Key Research Focus Potential
Considers  pedagogical Identification of|Modeling

phenomena as holistic,

Systemic hierarchically organized

structure, functions,|leducational systems,
and interconnections |programs, processes

systems
. Substantiation of]
Interprets personality Analysis of activity|effective teachin
Activity-based development through Y o Y g
. . types and conditions |jland learning
productive activity methods
. Identification and|Development of]
Competence- Focuses on integrated o
. assessment of|assessment criteria,
based educational outcomes .
competencies standards, programs

Emphasizes values as

Analysis of value Formation of value-

Axiological the core meaning of|lorientations and semantic
. ) components of
education ideals .
education
Views education as a||Analysis through||Integration of]
Culturological sociocultural cultural traditions and|national and global
phenomenon norms cultural experience
. . e .. |[Consideration of|Design of individual
Personality- Recognizes individuality|.” . . .
. L individual needs and|educational
oriented and subjectivity . . .
potential trajectories
Comprehensive
Interdisciplina Integrates  approaches|Use of methods from|study of complex
P Y lfrom different sciences ||related disciplines pedagogical
phenomena

Analysis of individual methodological
approaches shows that their acceptuation
implies not isolated or fragmented use, but
conscious selection and combination in
accordance with research goals, objectives,
object, and subject, ensuring
methodological integrity, scientific novelty,
and theoretical significance.

Each of the approaches emphasizes a
separate dimension of pedagogical reality
(structural-systemic, personal, activity,
value, cultural or interdisciplinary), at the
same time, without exhausting its
multidimensional essence. A complex
combination of methodological approaches
provides a holistic vision of the object of
research, deepens the interpretation of
pedagogical phenomena and processes,
and strengthens the evidence base of
scientific conclusions. In this context,

AHaAi3 OKpPEMUX METOAOAOTIYHUX ITiIXOIiB
3aCBiIUYUB, mo ix aknenTyalis — gK
CBOEpPiMHUI MexaHi3M HayKOBOIO IIOIIYKY
nependadae He i30AbOBaHe abo
dparmeHTapHe BHKOPUCTAHHSA, & CBiIOMUH
BUOIp Ta MOEAHAHHS BIAMIOBIIHO A0 METH i
3aB/iaHb, 00'€KTa 1 IpeaMeTra [A0CAIIKEeHHS,
1110 3abearieqyye HOro  MeTOIOAOTIYHY
LiAiCHICTB, HAYKOBY HOBHU3HY Ta TEOPETUIHY
3HaAUyILCTh. KoXeH i3 MiAXomiB aKIIEHTYeE
OKpeMHM BHMIp I[I€JAroridHOi PEeaAbHOCTI

(cTpyKTYpHO-CHCTEMHHUH, OCOOHCTICHUH,
MISIABHICHUH, IHHHICHUH, KyABTYPHHH a0bo
MDKIUCHUTIAIHAPHUH), BOJHOYAC, He

BUYepIlyloun ii GaraToBUMIpHOI CYTHOCTI.
KomMmrinekcHe moO€mHAHHS METONOAOTIHHUX
migxomiB  3abesmedye  IliaicHe — OadeHHS
ob’ekrTa JIOCALIDKEeHHS, IIOTAMOAIOE
IHTEpIpeTalilo  IMeJaroriYyHuX  SBUII i

IIPOIIECIB, IiZICHAIOE MOKA30BIiCTh HAYKOBHX
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culturological and axiological approaches
acquire special significance, the
implementation of which allows us to
consider the educational process in the
plane of the formation of value
orientations, national identity and socio-
cultural experience.

Acceptuation thus appears not as a
formal list of approaches but as a
methodological strategy aimed at achieving
scientific novelty, logical coherence, and

practical significance of pedagogical
research.
The acceptuation model can be

presented as a staged process (Fig. 1).
These stages include:

BHCHOBKIB. Y IIbOMy KOHTEKCTi 0COOAMBOi
3HAUYYILIOCTI HalyBa€ KyABTYPOAOTIYHUM Ta
aKCIOAOTIUYHUM MiAXOAM, peaai3allis SKuxX
IO3BOASIE PO3TASIIATH OCBITHIM IIpollec y
TIAOILIMHI dopMyBaHHA IIIHHICHUX
OopieHTallili, HAIlOHAABHOI iOEHTUYHOCTI Ta
COLLIOKYABTYpHOTO AocBimy. Takum 4uHOM,
aKIenTyarlis METOMOAOTIYHNX  IIIXOIiB
rocTae He gK (popMaAbHHU IlepeAik, a K
METOMOAOTIiYHA CTpaTerisd, CIIpsMOBaHa Ha
[OCSTHEHHSI HAyKOBOi HOBHW3HU, AOTIYHOI

IiAICHOCTI Ta HPaKTHYHOI 3HAYYIIOCTI
[1€JATOTiYHOIO JOCAIIKEHHS.
Mogeasn aKIemnTyarlii MOZKHa

IIPEeNCTaBUTH SK I[IOETAITHHUM IIPOIlec, IO
nepenbadae HACTYIIHI KPoKH (puc. 1).

Identification of relevant methodological

approaches.

Critical analysis of feasibility and

compatibility.

Formation of a methodological framework
and hierarchy.

Institutionalization through methods and
procedures.

Reflective evaluation and adjustment.

Fig. 1. Main Stages of Acceptuation of Methodological Approaches

Let us consider the essence of each

stage. Thus, the identification of
methodological approaches involves the
researcher's determination  of key

paradigms relevant to the topic of his
research.

At the stage of critical analysis of the
feasibility and compatibility of scientific
approaches, the possibility of their
integration within the framework of
current scientific exploration is
investigated and substantiated with a
clear definition of points of contact and
internalization.

The formation of a methodological
framework is determined by establishing

Po3ragHeMO CyTHICTH KOKHOIO eTaIy.

Otxke, imeHTUdIKAIlIA METOIOAOTIYHUX
IMiIXOmiB nepenbagae BHU3Ha4YeHHS
JIOCAITHHUKOM KAIOYOBHX nmapaaurMi,

peAeBaHTHUX TeMi HOoro JOCAiIKEHH4.

Ha erarii kpuTH4yHOIO aHaaily AOIIABHOCTI
Ta CYMiCHOCTI HAYKOBHX iaxo/iB
JOCAIIZKYETHCS Ta OOI'PYHTOBYETHCS
MOZKAUBICTS iX iHTerpallii B MeKaxX aKTyaAbHOI
HAYKOBOI PO3BIAKN 3 YiTKUM BHU3HAYEHHSIM
TOYOK JOTHUKY Ta iHTepiopu3artii.

dopMyBaHHA METOAOAOTIYHOI pPaMKU
BU3HAYAETbCH BCTAHOBAEHHAM iepapxii
OiaXOMiB (CHCTEMOYTBOPIOBaAbHI, 6a30Bi,

JOIIOMizKHi, MOIaTKOBI).
IcTurynioHaanizalis y  ZOcCAizKeHHi
nepenbadae  KOHKpeTH3allilo  o0paHux
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a hierarchy of approaches (system-
forming, basic, auxiliary, additional).

Institutionalization in research
involves specifying the selected
approaches in the form of methods,

procedures and methods of interpreting
results.

At the stage of reflective evaluation, the
researcher checks the effectiveness of the
applied acceptance model and adjusts it
if necessary)

Such an approach
methodological eclecticism
ensuring research flexibility.

Let us give examples of the practical
application of acceptance in modern
pedagogical research.

In dissertations aimed at the formation
of civic competencies, axiological and

avoids
while

competency approaches are often
combined. Axiological provides a value
basis (respect for human rights,

democratic guidelines), while competency
determines practical mechanisms for
acquiring knowledge, forming skills and
abilities. Acceptance of these approaches
allows you to create a holistic model for

the formation of civic culture of
schoolchildren.

In modern research on the
digitalization of education, the

integration of systemic, synergistic and
competency approaches can be traced.
The systemic approach allows you to
consider digital educational
environments as complex structures;
synergistic — explains their dynamics and
ability to self-organize; competency -
focuses on the formation of digital
literacy. Acceptance of these approaches
provides a full analysis of educational
digitalization.

In research in the direction of military-
patriotic education, axiological,
personality-oriented and systemic
approaches are integrated. The first
defines the value basis (patriotism, civic
consciousness), the second takes into
account the individual characteristics of
students, the third allows building
effective educational programs.
Acceptance in this case becomes a factor
in the harmonious coordination of social
and personal goals.

OigXOMAiB y BUTASIAI METOAIB, IIPOLlEeAyp i
criocobiB iHTepHnpeTallii pe3yAbTaTiB.

Ha  erami  pedaeKCHUBHOI  OLIIHKH
JOCALIHUK epeBipge e(peKTUBHICTH
3acTOCOBaHOI MoZeai akuenrtyamii Ta

KopHurye ii 3a rrorpedn)
Taxkuit niaxim mo akmenTtyailii J03BOAsIE
VHUKHYTH METOIOAOTIYHOTO €KAEKTHU3MYy H

BOHOYAC 3abesmeyye THYYKIiCTh
IOCALIZKEHHI.
Hasememo OPUKAQIU  HPAKTUIHOTO

3aCTOCYBaHHS aKIENTyallii
IMEeIArOTiYHUX JOCAIIKEHHSIX.

y OUCEepTaLliHHUX poborax,
CIIPIMOBaHHUX Ha dopMmyBaHHA
TPOMAaASTHCBKHX KOMIIET€HTHOCTEM, 4acTo
IIOEAHYIOTHCA aKCiOAOTIYHUH i
KOMIIETEHTHICHUH IMiaxoau. AKCIOAOTIYHUH
3abes3nedye MiHHICHE IMiAIPyHTS (IIoBara oo
IpaB AIOOWHH, JEMOKPATUYHI OPIEHTHUPH),

y CydacHUX

TOAI 9K KOMIIETEHTHICHMNM BH3Ha4dae€
OpaKTUYHI MexaHi3Mu HaOyTTd 3HaHb,
dopMyBaHHH BMiHb i HaBUYOK.
AxkrnentTyaria OUX ~OiOXOAIB  JI03BOASIE

CTBOPUTH IliAiCHY MoaeAb (popMyBaHHS
IPOMAaASIHCHKOI KYABTYPH IIIKOASPIB.

Y cywyacHux po3BimKax 3 nudgposizarlii
OCBITH IIPOCTEXYETHCA iHTerpaltisa
CHCTEMHOTO, CHUHEPreTUYHOTIO Ta
KOMIIETEHTHICHOTO migxoniB. CHCTeMHHM
Oiaxim [O03BOASIE  PO3TAgAaTH  IHQPOBI
OCBITHI cepeaoBHIIIA K CKAQIHI
CTPYKTYPH; CHHEPLETHYHHUH — IIOSICHIOE
ixHro  aguHaMiKy ~Ta  30aTHICTB 10
camMoopraHizariii; KOMIIETEHTHICHUH  —
dokycyeTbca Ha ¢opMyBaHHI IHEPPOBOI
TPaMOTHOCTI. AKNIenTyallis 3a3HadeHUx
migxodiB 3abe3riedye MOBHOIIHHUN aHaai3
OCBITHBOI ITM(ppOBi3arLii.

Y [HJocaimkeHHSX HanpaMy BiMICBKOBO-
[aTPIOTUYHOIO BUXOBAHHS IHTETPYIOTHCS
aKCIOAOTIYHHH, OCOOHCTICHO Opi€HTOBaHHH i
cucreMHUH 1gxomu. lleprmii  BH3Ha4ae
LiHHICHY OCHOBY (IaTpPioTH3M, IPOMaATHCEKA
CBLOOMICTB), APYTHH ypaxoBye€ IHAVBIAyaAbHI
OCOOAMBOCTI y4YHIB, TpeTii — [I03BOASIE
BUOyayBaTH e(eKTHBHI BHXOBHI IIPOTPaMH.
AxnieniTyaltii 'y = ILIBOMYy BHIIQZIKy CTa€e
YHUHHUKOM rapMOHiHHOTO Y3TO/KEHHI
CYCITIABHHUX # OCOOHCTICHHX ITiA€H.

Y  mpakTHIi = Cy4YacHUX  HayKOBO-
IeJaroriyHUX [JOCAIIKEHb aKIIeITyallid
BHUABALETHCA, HAIIPUKAAL, Y HaIlIpdAMax:

e PpPO3pPOOKH aBTOPCBKHX IIporpam
BUXOBaHH4 (I0€AHAHHS KYABTYPOAOTiYHOTO
1 aKCiOAOTIYHOTO MiAXOMdiB);
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In the practice of modern scientific and
pedagogical research, acceptance is
manifested, for example, in the following
areas:

* development of author's educational
programs (combination of cultural and
axiological approaches);

* creation of new educational
standards, where competency and
activity approaches are integrated;

* educational projects of a patriotic
orientation, based on the synthesis of
systemic and axiological approaches, etc.

For example, a study of the formation
of value orientations in out-of-school
educational institutions of a military-
patriotic orientation demonstrates how
acceptance allows for the simultaneous
consideration of individual and social
needs.

The influence of acceptance on the
formation of the methodological culture of
the researcher is unconditional, which is
determined by his ability to consciously
build his own research activity, guided by
a system of worldview and methodological
guidelines. Acceptance of methodological
approaches directly affects this process,
as it ensures:

» formation of the ability to analyze and
integrate different paradigms;

* development of critical thinking
regarding methodological principles;

* avoidance of dogmatism and
methodological limitations;
* balance between tradition and

innovation [2].

It is also worth noting that acceptance
as a methodological tool has not only
advantages, but is accompanied by
certain risks, which include:

* risk of methodological eclecticism
(when the combination of different
approaches occurs without proper
justification; there is fragmentation of
their use, which leads to the loss of logical

integrity);
* risk of reductionism (in a situation of
excessive simplification of complex

educational phenomena for the sake of
their formal integration);

* the risk of excessive abstraction
(when the methodological "framework" is

e  CTBOpEHHI HOBUX OCBITHIX
CTaHOAPTIB, e IHTEerpyIOThCH
KOMIIETEHTHICHUH 1 JIIABHICHUH ITiIXO1H;

e BUXOBHHUX IIPOEKTaX IIaTPiOTUYHOTO
CIpsIMyBaHHsI, III0 0a3ylOTbCHI Ha CHHTE3i
CHCTEMHOTO ¥ aKCIOAOTIYHOTIO IIiIXO/IiB TOIIIO.

Hampukaam, mocaimkeHHsT (popMyBaHHS
IIIHHICHHUX opieHTaIli y 3arAaIax
IIO3alIKIABHOI OCBiTH BIMCBKOBO-
HaTPIOTUYHOTO CHPSIMyBaHHS A€MOHCTPYE,
dK aKLeNnTyalliss [OO3BOASE OIHOYACHO

BpaxyBaTU IiHOUBIAyaAbHI Ta CYCIIiABHI
noTpedu.

BesymMoBHUM € BIIAMB akLenTyallii Ha
dopMyBaHHS  METOHOAOTIYHOI  KYABTYPH

JOOCAITHUKA, SKa BU3HAYAETHCH YEpe3 HMOoro
30ATHICTh YCBIIOMAECHO BHOYIOBYBaTH BAACHY
JOCAITHUIIBKY [iSIABHICTb, KEPYIOYUCH
CHUCTEMOIO CBITOTAIAHHUX 1 METOIOAOTIYHHX
OPIEHTHUPIB. AKIIENITyallisi MEeTOJOAOTIUHUX
migxomiB Oe3rocepeHb0 BIIAMBA€E Ha IleH
IIPOIIEC, OCKIABKH 3a0e3redye:

e popMyBaHHS BMiHHS aHaAidyBaTu Ta
IHTEerpyBaTH pPi3HIi HapaaurMy;

¢ PO3BUTOK KPUTHYHOIO MUCAE€HHSI LIIOJ0
METOLOAOTIYHHUX 3acaf;

e YHUKHEHHIO JOTrMaTHU3MY Ta
METOIOAOTIYHOI 0OMEKEHOCTI;

e DanaHC MiK TPaIULIIEIO i
HOBaTOPCTBOM [2].

Bapro TaKOXK 3aHa4YUTH, 10
aKIenTyaltis K METOOOAOTIUHUH

IHCTPYMEHT Ma€ He AMIIIe IIepeBaru, aase
CYIIPOBOIXKYETHCH IIEBHUMU PU3UKaAMHU, 0
AKHX BilHECeMo:

e PU3UK  METOMOAOTIYHOI
(koAM  moemHAHHA  PI3HHUX
BigOyBaeThCH 6e3 HaAEXKHOTO
OOIPYHTYBaHHS; CIIOCTEpPIraeThCsa
dparMeHTapHICTs IX BHKOPHUCTAHHS, IIO
Bejie 10 BTPaTH AOTIYHOI IiAiCHOCTI);

e PU3UK PEeNyKIiOHI3MYy (B cuUTyarii
HaAMipHOTO CIPOIIEHHS CKAQIHUX OCBITHIX
SABUII 38/1A51 IX (popMaAbHOi iHTEerpartii);

e pU3UK HaaMipHOi abcTpaxkmii (Koau
METO0AOTIiUHa 'pamka' BigipBaHa Bifg
IpaKTUYHUX OCBITHIX peaaili).

3a3HaueHe OiOTBEPIKYE OYMKY
BHIATHOTO YKpaiHCBKOro iaocoda Ta
nepgarora I. 3a3roHa: "Metomoaoria wmae
CAYZKHUTH ITPAKTHILi, a He IIEPETBOPIOBATHCS
Ha camouiap" [17: 219].

BHCHOBKH Ta IIEePCIEKTHBH
mocaimxkenb. [IpoBemeHe mocAimzKeHHS
[O3BOAVIAO 3’dCyBaTH, II0 aKIenTyalia
OPOBIAHUX METOMOAOTIYHUX ITIAXOMIB Y

EeKAEKTHUKH
IMiIXomiB
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detached from practical educational
realities).

The above confirms the opinion of the
prominent Ukrainian philosopher and
teacher I. Zyazyun: "Methodology should
serve practice, and not turn into an end
in itself" [17: 219].

Conclusions and research perspectives.
The study demonstrates that acceptuation of
leading methodological approaches in
contemporary scientific and pedagogical
research is a necessary condition for both in-
depth theoretical analysis and practical
implementation of educational innovations.

Key conclusions include:

1. Acceptuation is not a mechanical
combination but a synergistic integration
of approaches.

2. Leading approaches include
systemic, activity-based, synergetic,
axiological, culturological, and

personality-oriented.

3. Methodological integration enables
a fuller reflection of educational reality.

4. Acceptuation promotes
interdisciplinary research and new
educational models.

5. It significantly
formation of the
methodological culture.

6. Risks of eclecticism, reductionism,
and excessive abstraction require a clear
application algorithm.

influences the
researcher’s

Promising areas of acceptance
research, in our opinion, are:
* development of a typology of

acceptance models depending on the
goals and objectives of scientific and
pedagogical research;

* creation of methodological tools for
implementing acceptance (algorithms,
diagnostic tools for assessing the
methodological compatibility of scientific
approaches, etc.);

* interdisciplinary analysis of
acceptance taking into account
philosophical, psychological and

sociological principles;

» study of the impact of acceptance on
the quality of training of future scientists
in higher education institutions of
Ukraine.

Cy4acHUX HayKOBO-IIeIarOTiYHUX
PO3BigKax € HeOoOXiAHOI YMOBOIO K IAS
IOTAMOAEHOTO TEOPETUYHOTIO aHaaizy
OCBITHIX SBHUI 1 IHIPOLECIB, TaK 1 A4
OPaKTUYHOTO BIIPOBAIKEHHS iHHOBAIlfl y
cpepi ocBitrm. OCHOBHUMH BHCHOBKaMH
pO3rasily OKpEeCA€HOI HIpobAeMH MOKHA
BBaxKaTH HACTYIIHI:

1. Axierrtyaltis € He IIPOCTO MEXaHIYHUM
IOEMHAHHAM IIAXOMAIB, a 1 IMIPOIECOM ix
CHUHEPreTH4HOi  iHTerpamii B MexKax
KOHKPETHOTO HayKOBO-II€ATrOTiYHOIO
JOCAIIZKEHHSI.

2. o IPOBiOHUX
HamyacTiiie MMiIAITaIOTh
MO3KHA BIJHECTH TakKi,
JISIABHICHUH, CUHEPreTHUIHUH,
aKCioAOTiYHUH i KYABTYPOAOTIYHUH,
OCOOHCTICHO OPi€HTOBaHUM.

3. MeromoaoriuHa iHTEerpallis, 110
3abe3reyyeTbCsd  aKLENTyalli€lo IIPOBiIHUX
HAYKOBHX ITiXOdIB, CIIPUSIE OiABII IIOBHOMY
B aZekBaTHOMY BimoOOpasKeHHIO OCBITHBOI
PEeaAbHOCTi, OCKIABKHU JO3BOASIE BPaXOByBaTH
9K IHAWBIAyaAbHi, TaK i CyCIIiAbHI BUMIipH.

4. Aknentyallisi CTBOPIOE YMOBH OAdL
PO3BUTKY Mi>KIUCIIUIIAIHAPHUX TOCAIIKEHb i
IPOAYKYBaHHS HOBUX OCBITHIX MOZIEAEH.

S. Be3ymMoBHUM € BHOAMB akIlenTyallii Ha
dopMyBaHHE  METOMOAOTIYHOI  KYABTYPU
JOOCAITHUKA, sIKa BU3HAYAETHCS depe3 Horo
3MaTHICT 10 pedaercii y  3aificHeHHi
YCBiZIOMAEHO BAACHOI JOOCALTHUITEKOI
MISIABHOCTI y TIAOIIMHI 00paHOi cucTeMu
CBITOTASITHUX i METOOAOTIYHHUX IIPIOPUTETIB.

6. BomgHouac iCHYIOTH PU3HUKU €KAEKTUKH,
PeOyKIiOHI3MY Ta HaaMipHOI abCcTpakliii, 1110
BUMAara€ YiTKOIO aATOPHUTMY 3aCTOCYyBaHHS
IIBOTO MiIXOdY.

[TepcrieKTHBHUMU HarpsMaMH
[OCAI/DKEHHS aKIIelITyallii, Ha Hallly AyMKY, €:

e  pPO3pobKa THUITOAOTI1 MoeAeH
aKIlenTyallii 3aAekKHO Bif ILiael i 3aBHaHb
HayKOBO-II€JATOTIYHOIO JIOCAIIZKEHHS;

e  CTBOPEHHA METOAUYHUX
IHCTPYMEHTIB [OAd peaaizalii akienrtyartii
(aaropuTMmiB, [iaTHOCTHUYHOTIO
IHCTPYMEHTAPIIO JALI OLIIHKM METOIOAOTIYHOI
CYMICHOCTI HAyKOBUX IIiIXOAiB TOIIIO);

e  MDKIUCIUIAIHAPHUN aHaai3
aknenTtyarii 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM (PiA0CO(PCHKUX,
TICUXOAOTIYHMX Ta COILLIOAOTIYHHX 3aca;

e BHUBYEHHd BIIAHUBY aklenTyalii Ha
AKICTb IATOTOBKHU Mail0OyTHIX HAYKOBIIB Y
3aKAa1axX BHIIOI OCBITH YKpaiHU.

miaxomdiB, SKI
aKIenTyarii,
SIK CHCTEMHUH,
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