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[ABSTRACT] Based on the brief introduction of reduction and
reductionism, this essay first demonstrated how they should be
treated in the academic field of religious studies. I have then focused
on how we shall apply reductionism or reduction in interdisciplinary
research such as religion and science. From my point of view, modest
reduction should be used in most of the academic research areas,
whereas ontological reductionism has to be avoided all the time.
Holism in the macro scope and methodological reduction used locally
are beneficial in interdisciplinary research, and providing effective
communication between the relevant conceptions on the two sides is

of great importance for interdisciplinary comparative research.
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