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Annotation: This article investigates Ibn Sina’s ontological philosophy, focusing on
the concepts of existence, causality, and necessity. By analyzing his seminal works,
particularly Kitab al-Shifa, the study explores how Ibn Sina distinguishes between
essence and existence, examines causal relationships, and addresses the problem of
necessary beings. The article emphasizes the relevance of his ontological framework to
medieval and modern philosophical discourse, highlighting his systematic and rational
approach to fundamental questions of being.
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Introduction

Ibn Sina (980-1037) made pioneering contributions to metaphysics and ontology,
formulating theories that shaped Islamic philosophy and influenced European thought.
Central to his philosophy is the distinction between essence (what a thing is) and
existence (that a thing is), alongside the principles of causality and necessity. These ideas
address foundational questions about the nature of reality, the structure of the universe,
and the existence of God as a necessary being.

This article explores Ibn Sina’s ontological concepts, emphasizing how he integrates
logical reasoning, philosophical analysis, and metaphysical insight. By examining his
treatment of existence, causality, and necessity, the study demonstrates the coherence and
depth of Ibn Sina’s philosophy and its enduring influence on subsequent metaphysical
thought.

Main body

Ibn Sina’s ontological framework begins with the fundamental distinction between
essence and existence. Essence refers to the inherent nature of a thing, its defining
properties, while existence is the actuality of that thing in reality. Ibn Sina argues that in
all created beings, essence and existence are distinct; essence does not imply existence.
Only in God, the Necessary Existent, are essence and existence identical. This principle
forms the core of his argument for the necessity of a supreme being, who is self-sufficient
and the ultimate cause of all contingent beings.

Physics and Motion

In the realm of physics, Ibn Sina extended Aristotle’s framework to explore the
properties of motion and matter. He distinguished between different types of motion,



COBPEMEHHOE OFPA3OBAHUE Ne 2, yactb 2
N NCCIEJOBAHUA OKTHAOpB, 2025

such as local motion, natural motion, and forced motion, and analyzed the effects of
various causes on the movement of objects. For example, he considered that a body in
motion would continue moving until an external force acts upon it, an idea that
foreshadows the later concept of inertia developed by Galileo and Newton.

Ibn Sina also discussed the nature of space, time, and continuity. He argued that space
is not an absolute entity but rather a relation between bodies. This relational perspective,
while not identical to Einstein’s relativistic view, demonstrates his sophisticated
understanding of how objects exist and interact in space. Additionally, Ibn Sina’s ideas
about the propagation of motion, velocity, and acceleration reveal his attempts to
quantify natural phenomena logically, even in the absence of modern mathematics.

Matter and Causality

Ibn Sina’s understanding of matter was grounded in the four Aristotelian elements:
earth, water, air, and fire. However, he added his own insights by categorizing matter
according to essential and accidental properties. He explored how qualities like hot, cold,
wet, and dry interact to produce changes in substances. This conceptualization aligns
with the modern principle that the behavior of matter is determined by intrinsic properties
and interactions, providing a philosophical foundation for chemistry and physics.

Causality was central to Ibn Sina’s analysis of natural phenomena. He distinguished
between necessary causes, which inevitably produce their effects, and contingent causes,
whose effects depend on external conditions. This distinction allowed him to analyze
complex chains of causation, from celestial motions to biological processes. By
emphasizing causal relationships, Ibn Sina highlighted that the natural world is orderly
and intelligible, a view that resonates with the modern scientific paradigm.

Causality occupies a central role in Ibn Sina’s ontology. He distinguishes between
necessary causes, which produce effects inevitably, and contingent causes, whose effects
depend on external conditions. By analyzing causal chains, he demonstrates that the
existence of contingent beings requires a necessary cause. This reasoning anticipates
aspects of modern philosophical discussions on causation, contingency, and the structure
of reality, providing a rational basis for the existence of a supreme, necessary being.

The problem of necessity is also central to Ibn Sina’s thought. He differentiates
between necessary existence, which cannot not exist, and contingent existence, which
depends on external factors. This distinction underlies his cosmological argument for
God, asserting that contingent beings cannot exist independently and require a necessary
being as the ultimate cause. His reasoning combines metaphysical analysis with logical
rigor, offering a systematic framework for understanding the hierarchy of being and the
interdependence of existence.

Ibn Sina also addresses the metaphysical structure of the universe, including the
concept of emanation. He posits that all created beings derive from the Necessary
Existent through a hierarchical order of causes and intermediaries. This ontological
hierarchy explains the order and intelligibility of the cosmos while preserving the
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principle of unity and causality. In this system, every entity has a defined place and role,
illustrating the coherence and rationality of existence.

Furthermore, Ibn Sina’s ontology emphasizes the interplay between possibility and
actuality. Contingent beings possess potentiality, which is actualized through causes. The
relationship between potentiality and actuality provides a framework for understanding
change, causation, and the development of natural and moral order. This approach
resonates with modern metaphysical discussions about modality, potentiality, and the
actualization of possibilities in both physical and conceptual contexts.

Ibn Sina’s ontological reasoning influenced both Islamic and European philosophers,
including Maimonides and Thomas Aquinas. His distinction between essence and
existence, analysis of necessary and contingent beings, and treatment of causality
provided a systematic and rational approach to fundamental metaphysical questions.
These ideas continue to inform contemporary debates in ontology, philosophy of religion,
and metaphysics.

Conclusion

Ibn Sina’s ontological philosophy provides a rigorous and coherent framework for
understanding existence, causality, and necessity. His distinction between essence and
existence, analysis of contingent and necessary beings, and hierarchical conception of the
universe represent a profound contribution to metaphysical thought. By integrating
logical reasoning with philosophical and theological insight, Ibn Sina offers a systematic
account of reality that remains relevant to modern philosophical discourse. His work
exemplifies the enduring value of medieval Islamic philosophy, demonstrating the power
of reasoned analysis in addressing fundamental questions about being, causation, and the
necessity of a supreme being.
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