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Abstract

Cognitive errors and logical fallacies are among the principal causes of error in belief and ethical
conduct. Examining these errors in light of the verses of the Holy Qur’an can clarify the path
toward rational decision-making and behavioral reform. Throughout history, exegetes from both
the Shi‘i and Sunni traditions have adopted different approaches to analyzing the reactions and
arguments of disbelievers, polytheists, and hypocrites in response to revelation. Drawing on
authoritative exegetical sources from both traditions, as well as concepts from cognitive
psychology and informal logic, this study adopts a comparative-exegetical approach to identify
and classify these errors. It employs an analytical-inferential method, combining qualitative
content analysis of the relevant verses with a comparison of the views of exegetes from the two
schools. The findings indicate that, from a methodological perspective, Sunni exegetes have
generally formulated and explained fallacious techniques by drawing on detailed historical
evidence, whereas Shi‘i exegetes, particularly ‘Allamah al-Tabataba’1, have sought to highlight
the tactics employed by those who have gone astray through [an incomplete phrase in the
Persian source]. Among the techniques examined, demagoguery intended to obstruct
understanding occurs most frequently in Sunni commentaries. Fallacies such as reductionism,
analogy with an act of the self, assigning primacy to tradition and wealth, insult, distortion,
incomplete quotation, spurious correlation, erroneous interpretation, and appeals to emotion are
among the principal strategies employed by opponents of revelation and have received attention
in the commentaries of both traditions. A comparative analysis of the views of the two traditions
not only provides a more comprehensive account of the structure of these fallacies but also
highlights the Qur’an’s discursive capacity to critique intellectual deviations within the
exegetical traditions. It further lays the groundwork for future interdisciplinary research
connecting Qur’anic studies, cognitive sciences, and critical thinking.

Keywords: Holy Qur’an; Cognitive error; Logical fallacy; Shi‘i and Sunni Exegeses; Cognitive
psychology; Exegetical traditions.

* Received 08 July 2025; Received in revised from 27 October 2025; Accepted 17 February 2026; Published online
30 March 2026

Cite this article: Vardenjani, A., & Movahedi, M. (2026). An Analytical Study of the Fallacies of the People
of Misguidance in the Qur’an: A Comparative Analysis in Light of Shi‘i and Sunni Exegeses. Comparative
Interpretation Research, 12(1), 138-171. https://doi.org/10.22091/PTT.2025.13784.2509

Publisher: University of Qom m ©The Author(s)



mailto:ismail.danesh43@gmail.com
mailto:molavei@sku.ac.ir
Movahedi1345@gmail.com
https://doi.org/10.22091/PTT.2025.13784.2509
https://orcid.org/0009-0007-7273-4977
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-6706-6950

An Analytical Study of the Fallacies of the People of Misguidance ... 139

Introduction

Human reasoning is continually influenced by various cognitive, emotional, and
social factors, which may at times hinder the accurate evaluation of evidence
and the formation of rational judgments. Contemporary research in cognitive
psychology has demonstrated that many false beliefs arise not from a lack of
intelligence but from systematic distortions in information processing. Informal
logic, moreover, has shown that many apparently persuasive arguments are, in
fact, based on logical fallacies and flawed methods of reasoning. These issues
now occupy an important place in contemporary studies of critical thinking,
education, communication, and decision-making.

A careful examination of the verses of the Holy Qur’an reveals that this divine
scripture addressed human cognitive and reasoning processes with remarkable
depth centuries ago. Throughout the Qur’an, the divine prophets encounter
opponents who, despite being presented with clear evidence, refuse to accept
the truth and resort to logically and epistemologically flawed arguments to
justify their positions. The Holy Qur’an not only reports these arguments but
also critiques them, thereby exposing the mechanisms through which human
thought and judgment become distorted. The Qur’an may therefore be regarded
not only as a book of guidance but also as a valuable source for understanding
the relationship among human cognition, reasoning, and behavior.

Literature Review and Research Methodology

Previous studies of Qur’anic argumentation have focused primarily on its
theological and rhetorical dimensions or on the methods of argumentation
employed in the Qur’an. Few studies have attempted to analyze these arguments
in light of modern theories of informal logic and cognitive psychology.
Furthermore, although Sunni and Shi‘i Qur’anic exegetes have identified the
logical weaknesses in the arguments advanced by deniers when interpreting
verses concerning the dialogues between the prophets and their opponents,
relatively little research has systematically compared their views or examined
them in relation to concepts such as logical fallacies, cognitive biases, and
critical thinking. The present study therefore seeks to address this gap by
adopting an interdisciplinary approach and revealing the epistemological
potential of the Qur’an for analyzing human reasoning processes.

This study employs a descriptive-analytical method within a comparative
framework. First, the verses reporting the arguments of disbelievers, polytheists,
hypocrites, and other opponents of the prophets were collected and analyzed.
The interpretations of prominent Sunni Qur’anic exegetes, including al-Tabarf,
al-Zamakhshari, and Fakhr al-Din al-Razi, and those of Shi‘i exegetes,
particularly ‘Allamah al-Tabataba’1 and Ayatollah Makarim Shirazi, were then
examined and compared. In the next stage, the findings were evaluated in light
of established classifications in informal logic and fundamental concepts in
cognitive psychology to determine the extent to which Qur’anic analyses
converge with contemporary theories of cognitive and reasoning errors. This
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methodology makes it possible to examine Qur’anic arguments not merely as
historical accounts but as a transhistorical model for evaluating the soundness
of reasoning and the integrity of epistemic conduct.

The originality of this study lies in its integration of three fields—Qur’anic
studies, informal logic, and cognitive psychology—within a unified analytical
framework. This interdisciplinary synthesis demonstrates that the Holy Qur’an
not only presents doctrinal teachings but also provides enduring criteria for
identifying deceptive arguments, cultivating intellectual responsibility, and
strengthening evidence-based judgment. The findings of this study may
therefore contribute not only to Qur’anic scholarship but also to the fields of
critical-thinking education, the ethics of dialogue, communication, and
discourse analysis.

Research Findings

An examination of the selected verses of the Holy Qur’an demonstrates that,
rather than presenting logical, evidence-based arguments, the opponents of the
divine prophets employed distinct and recurring patterns of fallacious
reasoning. These fallacies were not merely rhetorical devices or historical
phenomena; rather, they constituted cognitive strategies used to preserve prior
beliefs, defend individual and social interests, and resist the transformative
message of revelation. A comparative study of Shi‘i and Sunni Qur’anic
exegeses further indicates that both exegetical traditions agree on the existence
of these patterns of reasoning, although they emphasize different aspects when
analyzing their causes and consequences.

The first category consists of fallacies based on distortion and the inversion of
truth. This category includes reductionism, false causal explanations,
incomplete quotation, textual distortion, and the arbitrary interpretation of
verses. The Holy Qur’an repeatedly refers to individuals who remove the
statements of the prophets from their original contexts or alter the meaning of
revelation through erroneous interpretations. Shi‘i Qur’anic exegetes generally
regard such conduct as evidence of deviation in epistemological foundations
and disruption of cognitive processes, whereas Sunni exegetes often emphasize
the historical, literary, and rhetorical dimensions of these distortions.

The second category comprises fallacies based on unsupported claims and the
substitution of psychological influence for rational argumentation. This group
includes poisoning the well, appeals to ignorance, shifting the burden of proof,
appeals to false authority, emotional manipulation, intimidation and threats,
wishful thinking, and argumentative traps. Rather than responding directly to
the clear evidence presented by the prophets, their opponents relied on inherited
traditions, social status, political power, or psychological pressure to persuade
their audiences. The Holy Qur’an presents these methods as signs of logical
weakness and an inability to offer sound proof, since persuasion in such cases
rests not on evidence but on emotion, fear, prejudice, or apparent authority.
Exegetes from both traditions identify these methods as major causes of
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intellectual deviation, although Shi‘i exegetes devote greater attention to their
epistemological and psychological roots.

The third category consists of fallacies employed to prevent rational dialogue
from taking place. The creation of ambiguity, diversion of the discussion,
generation of mental confusion, interruption of logical communication, and
disruption of the dialogical environment are among the principal examples in
this category. In numerous instances, the Holy Qur’an reports that the opponents
of the prophets prevented people from listening to the divine verses, created
disturbances to obstruct the hearing of revelation, or diverted the discussion by
raising irrelevant or mocking questions. Classical exegetes regarded such
conduct as evidence that the opponents were unable to respond to the prophets’
clear arguments and therefore adopted strategies aimed at disrupting
communication and dialogue rather than engaging in rational debate.

A comparative examination of the Qur’anic exegetes’ views demonstrates that,
despite their methodological differences, both exegetical traditions agree on a
fundamental principle: many instances of denial arise not from a lack of
evidence but from disruptions in the processes of reasoning and judgment. In
their view, factors such as arrogance, blind imitation, prejudice, attachment to
worldly interests, and the dominance of emotion over reason create the
conditions in which fallacies emerge. Under such circumstances, rather than
adopting truth as the standard of judgment, individuals employ flawed
arguments to preserve their prior beliefs and avoid accepting reality. Thus,
logical fallacies in the Qur’an are not merely theoretical errors but also
reflections of moral and cognitive disorders in human beings.

A comparison of these findings with contemporary theories of informal logic
and cognitive psychology also reveals considerable conceptual convergence.
Many of the patterns of reasoning condemned in the Qur’an correspond to
concepts such as confirmation bias, authority bias, motivated reasoning,
emotional reasoning, excessive simplification, and selective perception. This
correspondence demonstrates that the Qur’anic analysis of the mechanisms of
the human mind is not confined to the historical context of the period of
revelation but can also explain many epistemological and communicative
phenomena in the contemporary world. Accordingly, the Qur’an provides
transhistorical criteria for distinguishing sound reasoning from intellectual
deception and calls upon human beings to exercise evidence-based judgment,
rational reflection, and ethical responsibility in the realm of thought.

Conclusion
The findings of this study demonstrate that, in recounting the dialogues between
the prophets and their opponents, the Holy Qur’an does not confine itself to
presenting doctrinal disagreements or reporting historical events. Rather,
through a careful analysis of the methods of reasoning employed by deniers, it
offers a comprehensive model for identifying logical errors and cognitive
deviations. The comparative examination of Shi‘i and Sunni Qur’anic exegeses
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revealed that both exegetical traditions regard logical fallacies as among the
principal means used by the opponents of revelation to resist the truth. Both
traditions attribute these fallacies to such motives as prejudice, imitation, a
sense of superiority, attachment to worldly interests, and the dominance of
emotion over reason.

Nevertheless, clear differences between the approaches of the two exegetical
schools also emerge. Sunni Qur’anic exegetes generally highlight the historical,
literary, and rhetorical contexts of these arguments, whereas Shi‘i exegetes,
particularly “Allamah al-Tabataba'1i, place greater emphasis on the
epistemological foundations, cognitive processes, and psychological roots of
these deviations. Taken together, these two approaches provide a more
comprehensive account of the mechanisms through which human thought
becomes distorted.

Furthermore, comparing the Qur’anic findings with developments in informal
logic and cognitive psychology demonstrates that many of the fallacies
discussed in the Qur’an correspond to established concepts such as confirmation
bias, authority bias, motivated reasoning, emotional reasoning, selective
perception, and cognitive simplification. This convergence reveals the
considerable potential of Qur’anic epistemology for analyzing the intellectual
and communicative issues of the contemporary world. It also demonstrates that
Qur’anic teachings may be applied in such fields as critical-thinking education,
media literacy, the ethics of dialogue, discourse analysis, and efforts to counter
misinformation.

The Holy Qur’an is therefore not only a book of religious guidance but also a
valuable source for explaining the principles of rational judgment, epistemic
responsibility, and evidence-based dialogue. From this perspective, by
integrating Qur’anic studies, comparative exegesis, informal logic, and
cognitive psychology, the present study offers an interdisciplinary framework
for a deeper understanding of the mechanisms of reasoning and intellectual
deviation. It may also provide a foundation for future research in the fields of
education, cognitive studies, and the philosophy of argumentation.
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1. Fallacy of trivializing
2. Fallacy of lying
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1. Incomplete quotation
2. Fallacy of distorting
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1. Fallacy of misinterpretation
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1. Fallacy of claming without reasoning
2. Fallacy of Argumentum ad lapidem
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1. Fallacy of poisoning the well
2. Fallacy of Laying a Trap
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1. Fallacy of appeal to ignorance
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1. Fallacy of shifting the burden of proof
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1. Fallacy of Appeal to Emotion
2. Fallacy of Appeal to force
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1. Fallacy of wishful thinking
2. Fallacy of appeal to authourity
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1. fallacies in criticinzing
2. Fallacy of parasite
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1. Fallacy of your word is unclear
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1. Fallacy of argumentum ad hominem
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1. Fallacy of adhominem abusive/insaulting
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1. Fallacy of the straw man
2. Fallacy of refuting the example
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1. Fallacy of trivial objection
2. defending fallacies
3. Fallacy of irrelevant homour
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1. Fallacy of extensionol pruning
2. Fallacy of error in reasoning
3. Fallacy of argumentum ad antiquitam
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1. Fallacy of Non-anticipationa
2. Fallacy of argumentum ad novitam
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1. Fallacy of argumentum ad crumenan
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1. The fallacy of false analogy



VEA Vol (Y 595 NP0 ads s S\ gy

W Jol el 53 ¢ Sasleny (Conlasls  CING ol gladis 3 el 5 Al oo
INS 5wl gl SV Lale g i )y (Blae (slas S 5 3513 o ygome aillas 5 oVIS— Jo 3,0,
SI 55 diS o daoy 1y oy b 5 opl (GSaS sludl 351 by LB s 5 anadls e gt LBl 5 ogd
S35 SO A Losmases Ollallin daluy 5 e oo 5 Ldipls (2 me — s o ameds ()] ke
a5 0Bl s UM Sl 5 (alesple) «uibl «odlS mr o a2l panl o) (L3 S0
(Cdis s Lo Co b 4 SN (Ul Hon 4 olblb aedle Lo sunses anids () junio s> )3 351
5 i e 0l san (63,055 L 0TS plnly 331 5 oo dlallie A5 (28 me 5 ULl s ailion;
O SR 5 513 olblies 3NS5 b slaobs 3ol 4 das S ol L e i 5
Sl 2g agh @ S Jlass cpl (Cuwles S aily) JbU 5l g asls ¢l Codlas 4 ClSH
o5 9 okl (Sland sl (S R3Sl (rilin s 4l S oo S ko (g 520 a4l 3 ) BT _allse
slaplesS L Jq.arUé.‘; aglge 050 B os g (oolasl S8 Oojlgs 5 L p.l.p ‘daj};_j} Obe L 3
Sl 9315 QLS 5 Do (Sl pnd ) IS 05 Sods) eleil 5 (635 sl 53 Sk o
L olmely SVslme L s oS dies Las S ) lasC Sy Jadie glasligy 4 013 s Sl

sl gl laanl Kos 5l S e 4dis | LSuSS (o)) S

@L:ﬂ

S Ols

Okl 25 015 (Shadmadkoms (e a2 e Homen SNV 5 Sl p il (VA S g

e (0L (en S35 &an p (WYAY) e 5]

08 R30S (Ol (s Sk S 4 ) il B D5 s (VWP T samme ko < Sl

W13 PR3O (g e e 5 (S8 o= e Gl (WA T¢I

oo DL Ol coMotn 0 o a5 el 5 5 ol (e S8 (WA o el

S 5 ke DLl S0 L el dexl a5 5 058 ) (VP Q) il 3 (S0

(3 ek a5 (a3 ko 3 (Sl gy S 295 F) 3,05 (slaalallan OV F 0 ¥) lad Sl 555005 g
Lol b 5

costla) 0l T3 e 53 OLas 33 SISl (WA D) dees ¢ Sldod jivum

YAV o plal hngsy (o255] dmmngo (03 por €38 (WAV) eolitis coliy 5 s

L oK1 (e dasers anbsx (WWYY) ST e dusers

B IMe 13 (L g ey (B BB e s o) Ganlgp i e BLESI (BVFI0) a3 semms 5 E5ue)
casadadl oSN ls g s sgedl

Sl DS Ol Jhe pde Sen 2 (WFY) s (g3l

Bl g o YT Il A oL, (VF  0) (6ol o daesdons



s P el 50 53 00 S 013 53 CIL ol Sllallas Joloss 5 o 154

Dl (S0 g Ol g5 e £ 5 Tomg 75 S35 Ja 5 b 4 8 1 8 OYPA) (o STltes o
Sl LS g5 @i s ) (VFPV) LS Je ol
08 SLS deses daxl 13005 (AN () 56 o ) o (BVFY ) s (5 b
DL 0l ek o oo LT (@ 156 o Mgl G et iz 5 ((WF0F) 5 o pidems <5 b
ey
sl DL 33 03 QAN s (3 015l (V) o e ¢ LB LD
13 dmgo (g (53 )5 pdlaiall 5 el Siadl et S BLLII (VYY) 0 e
S D s oo Sin b (1WAQ) o s
O ol 4o alel o e dS QLA s (3 LIV a5 50 ol (ol s (SIS b
AN S el s 2 (ool eilie) oSl ] (V1) jasipidases (531, 58
O3 (23 (S 5558 Ol 958 s CNTAV) (s ¢ 515
g ply o8l ShLanl ) late (VWAY) 5 jals sl (Sl 3
c e o SILED g e le sl G (VFAF) 5 jal bl o Sl 3
(3 ke o8l chgtun ¢ us Slalllas alils gs (VWA 5ol b ol (Shal 3
adadl CasST1ls (g ¢ pddl s Cpa does e SNV Belo B W e ONA) e oy ol 2413
Ol A5 0L sl Sl cShemmade (oo daz 5 ) 5 s Sl 1638\l Bl s (AL Sl ¢ g
o paadlyls 1y o e pdest 13adod (VS s (BVFN0) D ¢ b s 5 o pidones ¢ e
eV ST (Ol 5 8903 o (L5035 ols (VWA D510 p)\Se
Sl <Ol e o )b Eim b (VYAY) does ¢ yans
Do Sl (g Laindd 5 glare) (oWl pde\s Jsl (WWAS) ia o (5 glas
Do O e aidd 5 glate (V74 0) o2l 5o (S sghas

ez 0L (D) 2 S ppsh smds (VAN L35 50 (S glas

References

The Holy Qur’an

‘Amid, Hasan. (1389 SH). Farhang-i Farsi-yi ‘Amid. Amir Kabir Publications. [In
Persian]

Amuli, Muhammad ibn Mahmiid. (1362 SH). Nafa 'is al-Funiin fi ‘Ard’is al- ‘Uyin (ed.
Mahdi Muhaqqiq). University of Tehran Press. [In Persian]

Anvari, Hasan. (1382 SH). Farhang-i Buzurg-i Sukhan. Sukhan Publications. [In
Persian]

‘Arif Tamir. (1412 AH). Al-Munazarat li-Shaykh al-Mutakallimin wa al-Mantigiyyin
Fakhr al-Din al-Razi. Mu’assasat ‘1zz al-Din. [In Arabic]

Bacon, Francis. (1369 SH). Arghaniin-i Naw (trans. Ahmad Aram). Scientific and
Cultural Publishing Company. [In Persian]

Beck, A. T., Rush, A. J., Shaw, B. F., & Emery, G. (1979). Cognitive Therapy of
Depression. New York: Guilford Press.

Beck, Aaron T. (1381 SH). Shinakht-Darmanit va Ikhtilalat-i Hayajani (trans. Yahya
Sayyid Muhammadt). Nashr-i Arsbaran. [In Persian]

Dehkhuda, “Ali Akbar. (1377 SH). Lughat-Nameh-yi Dehkhuda. University of Tehran
Press. [In Persian]



Y- Vol (Y 595 NP0 ads s S\ gy

Ellis, A. (1962). Reason and Emotion in Psychotherapy. New York: Lyle Stuart.

Ellis, Albert. (1394 SH). Darman-i ‘Aqlani-Hijani-Raftari (trans. Hamid Parsarifi).
Nashr-i Danizh. [In Persian]

Ellis, Albert. (2003). Reason and Emotion in Psychotherapy. New York: Citadel Press.

Fakhr al-Razi, Muhammad ibn ‘Umar. (1401 AH). Al-Tafsir al-Kabir (Mafatih al-
Ghayb). Dar Ihya’ al-Turath al-"Arabi. [In Arabic]

Fayd Kashani, Muhammad ibn Shah Murtada. (1373 SH). 4/-Safi fi Tafsir al-Qur an
(ed. Husayn A ‘lamt). Maktabat al-Sadr. [In Arabic]

Husayn1 Hamadani, Muhammad. (1380 SH). Anwar-i Dirakhshan dar Tafsir-i Qur an.
Lutf1 Publications. [In Persian]

Kahneman, Daniel. (2011). Thinking, Fast and Slow. New York: Farrar, Straus and
Giroux.

Khusrowpanah, ‘Abd al-Husayn. (1387 SH). Kalam-i Jadid. Imam Khomeini
Educational and Research Institute. [In Persian]

Leahy, R. L. (2003). Cognitive Therapy Techniques: A Practitioner’s Guide. New York:
Guilford Press.

Leahy, Robert L. (1387 SH). Darman-i Shinakhti-Raftari: Mabani va Fardayandha
(trans. Yahya Sayyid Muhammadi). Nashr-i Ravan. [In Persian]

Mahalli, Muhammad ibn Ahmad, & Suyiiti, Jalal al-Din. (1415 AH). Tafsir al-Jalalayn
(ed. Ahmad ibn “Ali). Dar al-Ma ‘rifah. [In Arabic]

Makarim Shirazi, Nasir, et al. (1380 SH). Tafsir-i Nemiineh. Dar al-Kutub al-
Islamiyyah. [In Persian]

Mu‘in, Muhammad. (1387 SH). Farhang-i Farsi. Amir Kabir Publications. [In Persian]

Mutahhari, Murteza. (1386 SH). Ashna'’i ba ‘Uliam-i Islami (Mantiq va Falsafeh).
Sadra Publications. [In Persian]

Mutahhari, Murteza. (1388 SH). Tafsir-i Mawdii i-yi Qur’an. Sadra Publications. [In
Persian]

Mutahhart, Murteza. (1390 SH). Mantiq va Falsafeh-yi Islami. Sadra Publications. [In
Persian]

Paul, Richard, & Elder, Linda. (1403 SH). Mughalatehd-yi Porkarburd: 44 Tarfand-i
Kathif-i Ra’ij Bara-yi Barandeh Shudan dar Bahthha (trans. Mahdi
Khusrawani). Nayish Publications. [In Persian]

Qalqgashandi, Ahmad ibn “Ali. (1418 AH). Subh al-A'sha fi Sind‘at al-Insha’ (ed.
Muhammad Husayn Shams al-Din). Dar al-Kutub al-‘Ilmiyyah. [In Arabic]

Qara’att, Mubhsin. (1387 SH). Tafsir-i Nir. Markaz-i Farhangi-yi Darsha’'1 az Qur’an.
[In Persian]

Qaramaliki, Ahad Faramarz. (1380 SH). Ravesh-Shindsi-yi Mutala‘at-i Dint.
University of Islamic Sciences of Razavi. [In Persian]

Qaramaliki, Ahad Faramarz. (1384 SH). Mantiq 1. Payam-i Nir University Press. [In
Persian]

Qaramaliki, Ahad Faramarz. (1394 SH). Akhldaq-i Sazimani. Saramad Publications. [In
Persian]

Sajjadi, Sayyid Ja‘far. (1362 SH). Farhang-i ‘Ulium-i ‘Aqli. Amir Kabir Publications.
[In Persian]

Shirazi, Sayyid Muhammad al-Husayni. (1400 AH). Taqrib al-Qur’an ila al-Adhhan.
Al-Wafa’. [In Arabic]

Siyast, ‘Ali Akbar. (1367 SH). Az Mabani-yi Falsafeh. Amir Kabir Publications. [In
Persian]



s P el 50 53 00 S 013 53 CIL ol Sllallas Joloss 5 o W)

Smith, Philip J. (1381 SH). Tafakkur-i Mantiqi, Ta lim wa Tarbiyat (trans. ‘Ali
Shar1‘atmadari). SAMT Publications. [In Persian]

Suroush, ‘Abd al-Karim. (1368 SH). Tafarraj-i Sun': Nazariyyeh-yi Qabd wa Bast-i
Ti’artk-i Shart‘at va ‘Ulam-i TabiT. Mu’assasah-yi Farhangi-yi Sirat. [In
Persian]

Tabar1, Muhammad ibn Jarir. (1356 SH). Tarjumeh-yi Tafsir-i Tabari (Jami* al-Bayan
‘an Ta 'wil Ay al-Qur’an) (ed. Habib Yaghma'1). Tiis Publications. [In Persian]

Tabari, Muhammad ibn Jarir. (1420 AH). Jami ‘ al-Bayan ‘an Ta 'wil Ay al-Qur’an (ed.
Ahmad Muhammad Shakir). [In Arabic]

Tabataba’1, Sayyid Muhammad Husayn. (1374 SH). Al-Mizan fi Tafsir al-Qur’an.
Daftar-i Intisharat-i Islami. [In Arabic]

Zamakhshar1, Mahmiid ibn ‘Umar. (1415 AH). Al-Kashshaf ‘an Haqd'iq Ghawamid
al-Tanzil wa “Uyiun al-Agawil fi Wujith al-Ta 'wil (ed. ‘Abd al-Razzaq al-
Mahdi). Dar al-Kutub al-Tlmiyyah. [In Arabic]



