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ABSTRACT

This study aims to analyze an old religious text, Imam Ali sermon
Al-Shagshagqiyya by using three critical discourse analysis models.
The three models VanDijk’s, Fairclough’s, and Wodak’s have been
used to analyze both the original Arabic sermon with its English
translation. The study examines Al-generated outputs across three
Al systems. The results show that ChatGPT-4 is the most accurate
in terms of accuracy, coherence and human-guided CDA in English
text. DeepSeek demonstrates significant expertise translating
culturally and historically embedded elements of the Arabic text
while less skillful in doing so for the English. ChatGPT-3. 5, on the
other hand, yields only surface-level interpretations and there is no
analytic depth. Cross-linguistic findings suggest that English
translations are more accessible, but involve sacrifices of

rhetorical force and cultural subtlety found in the Arabic text.

Keywords= Artificial Intelligence - CDA - Al-shagshaqiyyah

13


mailto:hod.rustaq@gmail.com
mailto:muayyed2003@yahoo.com
mailto:muayyed2003@yahoo.com
mailto:m.hussein@uoalfarahidi.edu.iq
https://doi.org/10.31185/wjfh.Vol22.Iss3/Pt2.1754
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wasit Journal for Human Sciences /Vol. 22/ Iss3/Pt2/2026

DeepSeek s ChatGPT (slikall slsill &l gai aladialy ¢ lall Gilladld) Julas
A8l gl B ABRAAY o aleY) Apbd A Gilhadl) cilba] i) daad!
3 agw Opaall de i 30 Phaea use ) <o ke aly o))
G padl ealary A salas) ARl and — Ay i) AIS (saml A daals
aliiual

Ay gall Glhadl) dlas b 7 s A5 aladialy ¢ o ALl Laiaall Lhd g cal S el alad ) Al 038 Cangs
ey gt g Aa) Aupall Adasl) (il (lagy = 3saiy (DS = 3sats el b = 3gai 1AV 2 3laill Crerida
FSY) sa ChatGPT—4 o milill jelil . jolilaial olS3 Aalaf 335 e ellal) (IS 5l gall s yiall dushyall s
& Aasale 5y el DeepSeek Ll . (gulatY) patll 3 Gk aSgal) (gaill GUadll bty 3Ly (8l Cas (40 482
(A Bali Gag - (@ulatY) paill ae Jalaill 6 5)lga JB 43S ¢ pall il dds g Ll Asaal) 3 aalial) das
IS ety Gleasl) o) ) lall slall i) s dasl) eall ) kg i duadan < ais ChatGPT-3.5 o3k
v patll 8 B3y gall AN A3l Le M 5l (Ggins e CVIE el i) cagdl) L Al g

a3al) Aadll (gatll Glhadl) s e lila) IS :dalidal) cilals)

1. Introduction

Recent substantial advancements in artificial intelligence (Al) have empowered language studies.
Scholars have been able to utilize computers to analyze old texts using advanced language models
(LLMs) such as DeepSeek and ChatGPT. The objective of the current study is to use an Al application
in analyzing Nahj al-Balagha Sermon 3 (al-Shagshagiyya) by Imam Ali ibn Abi Talib. Imam Ali is a
noteworthy known for his great deeds in different aspects of life. He is the prophet’s cousin and son-
in-law. This sermon presents a strong moral argument, criticized the dynamics of authority, and
implies strong political arguments.

The rhetorics and the accuracy of ideological theses and the preservation of meaning across the Arabic
and English translation have been scrutinized by comparing the obtained results from the analysis.
Thus, the current study aims to enhance text processing and the translation quality and accuracy
through conducting comprehensive historical analyses of early Islamic works. Important as it is, this
analysis helps to handle important scientific and moral issues connected to using Al to study religious
or cultural themes. This study assesses the effectiveness of two important Al models, ChatGPT and
DeepSeek, in considering and using discourse strategies inside this speech through several
methodologies of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). This study follows the studies done by; Teun
van Dijk (2006), Norman Fairclough (1995), and Ruth Wodak (2001) who are considered the
foundational CDAfigures CDAto demonstrate how different Al systems can critically evaluate Arabic
literature.

1.1 Research Questions
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1. What kinds of rhetorical strategies do Al find when they examine Sermon 3 of Nahj al-Balagha
using the Van Dijk, Fairclough, and Wodak frameworks?

2. How do ChatGPT and DeepSeek display discourse strategies differently?

3. What are the differences between the strategies seen in the Arabic text and the English translation?
4. Which Al application is more effective in interpretation, and completion of critical discourse
analysis?

2. A review of the literature

1. Discourse analysis using artificial intelligence

Two Al models, GPT-4 and DeepSeek, have been developed with the explicit purpose of solving
language problems (Brown et al., 2020). Al-based interventions have also found broader use with the
launch of Natural Language Processing technologies for voice and speech analysis. All these artificial
intelligence technologies enable simpler text analysis to permit closer reading of meaning and
resolving complicated queries like the way in which meaning is constructed in discourse, what
rhetorical functions are utilized and how the audience responds. The researchers have achieved better
understanding, argumentative bias, lexical range, and syntactic patterns through the utilization of the
tools along with Large Language Models (LLMs).

Computational discourse analysis with techniques is a recent area that uses quantitative and machine
learning approaches to examine patterns within language (Nguyen et al., 2016). Computational
discourse analysis with Al-based techniques has greatly changed the range and efficacy of
computational discourse analysis. Although LLMs are extremely good at encoding linguistic
variation and structural phenomena, they are found to fall short in meeting the requirements of
Discourse Analysis (CDA) applications, chiefly religion, history, politics, and society (Bender et al.,
2021). The effectiveness of such approaches relies greatly on the material one is working with and
the extent to which the models are reflecting the cultural and linguistic environment in which the
discourse was conducted.

DeepSeek is a new member of the large family of Large Language Models (LLMSs). Unlike some of
the earlier models, who were really trained on English corpora alone, DeepSeek draws significantly
from non-English corpora like Arabic and Chinese. The two languages are relevant in the sense that
they are of enormous linguistic communities and contain rich cultural, historical, and religious
heritage. Arabic, for instance, becomes the focal point by itself when interpreting traditional and
modern Islamic sacred writings while Chinese embodies for far deeper meanings with social
perceptions, literature, and philosophy. With such languages incorporated, DeepSeek—and ChatGPT
models—opens multicultural thought interpreting new horizons. Such an attribute is very significant
while interpreting works like traditional Arabic sacred writings, where meaning and context are all
that need to be interpreted thoroughly. The differences which become evident in such multilingual
scholarship are significant because they require further comprehension of the workings of ideology,
culture, and language.

2. Critical Discourse Analysis and Classical Religious Texts
The aim of CDA is to explore the way language is used to reinforce power, ideology, and social
injustice (Fairclough, 1995 and Van Dijk, 2006). Language, argument structure, intertextuality, and

15

Badar, B., Juma, M., & Swear, M. A




Wasit Journal for Human Sciences /Vol. 22/ Iss3/Pt2/2026

rhetorical positioning are all examined to support or negate the most prevailing perspectives. Van
Dijk argues that ideological speech structures include the functioning of pronouns, polarization (us
vs. them), and assumption. Wodak's Discourse-Historical Approach takes into account political and
social context. Therefore, it is most effective for religious or historical studies.

Through the lens of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA), it becomes evident that Imam Ali, in Nahj
al-Balagha—particularly in Sermon 3 (al-Shagshaqiyya)—asserts his moral authority, denounces the
illegitimate transfer of power, and articulates a profound sense of injustice. The sermon is rich in
metaphors, political grievances, and moral arguments, which together reinforce his critique of the
socio-political order of his time. In line with CDA’s focus on the relationship between language and
power, previous scholarship has highlighted Imam Ali’s use of rhetorically and politically charged
discourse to challenge authority and expose injustice (Modarressi, 1993; Al-Azami, 2020).

As a further category of interest, religious texts rather use discursive strategies such as parallelism
and intertextual connections. In other words, they are heavily relying on specific ways of using
language to convey meaning, authority, and persuasion.

It has been presented through studies using Critical Discourse Analysis on the Qur'an (Elsharif &
Elmassri, 2020) and Hadith that linguistic choices are reflective of religious and political ideologies.
However, there is not much research on using Critical Discourse Analysis on Nahj al-Balagha and
hardly a research with the addition of artificial intelligence here.

3. Comparative Al Studies in Discourse Contexts

Some recent studies have started to compare the interpretive linguistic analysis capabilities of various
Al models and indicate their comparative strengths and limitations in enhancing discourse analysis.
The interpretative capacity of GPT-4 in handling literary and thematic content has been examined in
prior work on large language model evaluation, which reports strong performance in complex
reasoning and semantic interpretation tasks (Bubeck et al., 2023). In contrast, Da San Martino et al.
(2019) developed and evaluated NLP approaches for identifying propaganda techniques in political
discourse, demonstrating how computational models can capture rhetorical and ideological structures
in text. These studies demonstrate how Al can potentially be used to recognize structural and. patterns
of theme although may not recognize deeper social or ideological meaning. The language problems
are the most applicable to the Al performance evaluation as it helps to indicate the melodramatic
discrepancies between systems. The GPT models were mostly qualified on English contents, in
Arabic language difficulties found due to challenges in diglossia, syntactic complexity, and structural
variation (Habash, 2010). DeepSeek, in its turn, has a better ability to process better Arabic languages,
and this applicable to enhance its capacity to handle complicated literatures like Nahj al-Balagha
sermons. The Al models of the Islamic religious or political speeches are not compared
systematically. The Sermon 3 carries a cultural and ideological weight and the discrepancy appears
significant by the application of Al in education and interpretation of the Muslim discourse.

4. The Need for Human-Al Hybrid Approaches
Even with advances in Al, most researchers think that human-assisted Al systems are essential for
processing cultural -rich texts. Weidinger et al. (2022) and Bender et al. (2021) also warn against
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using complete automation in studying politically, religiously or ideologically (beliefs, values, and
power relations) loaded texts. They suggest a hybrid method instead, in which Al produces
preliminary results that are interpreted within the context of human scholarly experience. In trying to
understand religious language, this method provides cultural sensitivity, contextual applicability, and
ethical responsibility. Instead of perceiving Al as a substitute for human interpretation, the current
research perceives it as an analyzing instrument to complement human judgment. The current study
makes methodological contribution to religious discourse analysis by the use of CDA criteria.
Specifically, it utilizes the same sermon to contrast and compare the outcome of DeepSeek and
ChatGPT.

3. Methodology

3.1 Research Design

This research employs a Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA)-based qualitative comparative case study
design. Using a historical Islamic sermon, Sermon 3 (al-Shagshagiyya) from Nahj al-Balagha, it
examines how three advanced Al language models—ChatGPT (GPT-4), ChatGPT (GPT-3.5), and
DeepSeek Chat—understand and generate discursive frameworks. Van Dijk (2006), Wodak (2001),
and Fairclough (1995) all have different perspectives on the sociopolitical and ideological levels of
discourse that the CDA employs.

3.2 Data Sources

Primary Text: The Arabic version of Sermon 3 (al-Shagshagiyya) is from Nahj al-Balagha. The
sermon was shared on DeepSeek Chat, ChatGPT (GPT-3.5) and ChatGPT (GPT-4) in both Arabic
and English to:

e Translate the text into English directly.

e Summarize the rhetorical devices and themes.

e Interpret the ideological and political gist.

To demonstrate how different languages convey ideas through discursive strategies. The analysis has
examined the original Arabic text and the Al-generated English translations separately.

3.3 Data Collection Procedures

1- A set of questions was constructed to evaluate the responses provided by different Al systems.

2- The sermon was presented via DeepSeek Chat, and shared by ChatGPT (GPT-3.5), and ChatGPT
(GPT-4) in both Arabic and English.

3- All findings were systematically documented, dated, and anonymized. The models and
terminology used to label the results (such as GPT-4-EN and DeepSeek-AR) were similar throughout
the investigation. To conclude, the case is based on:

* Van Dijk’s socio-cognitive model, with an emphasis on ideological and actor-centred
representation, and semantic macrostructures (the main meaning of a text, made from the details in
its sentences).

»  Fairclough’s three-level model of textual analysis, which examines discursive practices, and
sociocultural context.

17

Badar, B., Juma, M., & Swear, M. A




Wasit Journal for Human Sciences /Vol. 22/ Iss3/Pt2/2026

«  Wodak’s discourse-historical approach, focused on argumentation, and intertextuality, and
historical framing.

Al based applications have been applied to analyze discourse strategies in Sermon 3 (al
Shagshagiyya) in Nahj al-Balagha, when considering Arabic and English versions. Consistency for
each of CDA criteria has been confirmed through three comparisons, namely (1) manual versus Al-
assisted analysis, (2) ChatGPT versus DeepSeek outputs and (3) Arabic and English versions of the
sermon.

4- Results

In this section, full result writings from manual analysis together with three Al applications
(DeepSeek, ChatGPT-4 and ChatGPT 3.5) are provided with comprehensive descriptions. This
research is based on the following research questions:

1. What Rhetorical devices does each Al tool ascertain when examining Imam Ali: Sermon 3 (al-
Shagshaqgiyya)?

2. How do communication strategies vary within the two different Al platforms that is ChatGPT and
DeepSeek?

3. What are the linguistic and interpretive variations between the Arabic text and its English
translation?

4. How well do these Al technologies perform CDA? The performance of the two tools has been
evaluated based on their capability to detect:

The effectiveness of each tool has been evaluated by examining its ability to identify:

1. Ideological structures

2. Agent representation

3. Presupposition

4. Evidentiality

5. Macrostructural organization
6. Vocabulary strategies

In addition, cross-linguistic comparisons were employed to demonstrate the depth, clarity, and
precision of the information.

Q1: What discursive strategies can Al applications identify in Sermon 3 using Van DijK’s,
Fairclough, and Wodak’s frameworks?

Al systems have been sensitive to detect the most dominant discursive strategies in Sermon 3, based
on models developed within Van Dijk, Fairclough and Wodak traditions. Results from the studies
developed by Van Dijk and Fairclough suggest that characters, political polarization, macro-
structures, text-text connectivity, word choice and semantic weight are identified precisely by
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ChatGPT-4 (and DeepSeek). DeepSeek demonstrated strong results to comprehend Arabic text with
historical presuppositions and cultural metaphors. These methods reveal the possibility of using Al
tools to uncover subtle, often covert power relations that persist in language and discourses.

Q2: How do ChatGPT and DeepSeek differ in their ability to extract these strategies?

The academic foundations of ChatGPT-4 and the formal discussion analysis were the same in both
languages. The results not only were well-structured, easy to read but they were also amazingly
similar to the ones derived manually, particularly for English. DeepSeek, however, did very well in
highlighting the patterns of appearances of Arabic terms, differences between cultures and religious
references across different pieces of writing. However, the findings to be drawn from the English-
language results were unclear and inconsistent in form. ChatGPT-3. 5, in contrast, has done poorly in
both languages for its high level of abstraction that failed to capture the complexity of speech.

Q3: Is there a variance between the analysis of the Arabic text and the translated English
version of the Sermon?

The version in Arabic completely preserves all the rhetorical, ideological, and semantic details. As
for detecting moral binarism (binary opposition) , historical allusions, and assumptions in Arabic,
deep learning models including DeepSeek significantly outperformed baseline models. The English
version was more readily comprehensible, but not as rhetorically inspiring or intellectually deep as
the original. That is because Arabic uses metaphor and culturally related phrases, and complex
rhetorical strategies that are much harder to reflect, sometimes even in translation into other languages
(Al-Shawi, A., & Mahadi T., 2012). ChatGPT-4 did the best at maintaining ideological coherence
and organizing English across different interfaces. These differences imply that the translation might
have lost some of the grammatical and cultural depths present in the Arabic text.

Q4: Which Al application shows higher accuracy in CDA?

Table (1) below shows that it is clear that ChatGPT-4 was the Al tool that worked best compatibility
with human analysts’ manual analysis in Arabic and English. DeepSeek ranked second and
demonstrated strong capability in understanding Arabic text. ChatGPT-3.5 performed poorly, as it
oversimplified the analysis and missed significant clues in the conversation.

Table (1) Scoring of Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) Features: Manual vs. Al applications

CDA Feature Manual ChatGPT-4 ChatGPT- DeepSeek
3.5
Actor Representation 5 5 3 4
Ideological 5 g 3 4
Polarization
Presupposition & 4 4 2 4
Implication
Evidentiality 4 4 2 4
Macrostructures 5 4 3 4
Lexical & Semantic 5 g 3 4
Moves
19
Badar, B., Juma, M., & Swear, M. A




Wasit Journal for Human Sciences /Vol. 22/ Iss3/Pt2/2026

The results indicate that Al could contribute significantly in CDA especially in discursive strategies
identification. The overall academic analysis was also better performed by ChatGPT-4, and its
Arabic-to-English translations are closer to human reference translations than to manually produced
translations.DeepSeek helped particularly in exploring cultural and contextual diversity, especially in
Avrabic, but not so with English. ChatGPT-3. 5 was successful in the sense that it might be applicable,
but it did not provide the level of analysis needed in upper level CDA. ChatGPT 5 is a move towards
the right direction but too minimal to allow serious CDA at high level. The research also identifies
the challenges of valuing the linguistic differences of cross-linguistic. speech. and ideology of the
original language Arabic language and its translation into English. In conclusion, scaled conversation
elaborates, the feasibility of scalable conversation shows that advanced Al interprets can assist in the
analysis of dialogue on a broader range of languages. They also demonstrate that despite the
reinforcing strategies and author- positioning still, contextual complexity is fairly uninspiring perhaps
even in translated literature.

5. Discussion

This study shows that Al technologies like DeepSeek, ChatGPT-3.5, and ChatGPT-4 can effectively
analyze the sermon text by utilizing modern natural language processing techniques within a CDA
framework. Three main CDA frameworks-Van Dijk, Fairclough and Wodak-are used in the analysis
of the sermon by examining its relevance on leadership, justice and ideology. This work offers a
comparative analysis of various Al models and their limitations by refining multi-level features
towards challenging religious textual interpretation. This serves as evidence of both the merits and
the restrictions of the models when it comes to more advanced discourse analysis. The study finally
discusses the quality of these outputs in this regard and the results suggest ChatGPT-4 demonstrates
a high degree of effectiveness, especially in terms of its consistency with human evaluations.

5.1 Van Dijk Analysis Model

For both Arabic and English, ChatGPT-4 is the best AI model available. The “legitimate central
figure” in Actor Representation is Imam Ali, whereas Abu Bakr is portrayed as the illegitimate
usurper. The meaning of this is passive complicity or ineffectuality. Metaphors that serve to enhance
his reputation (birds, flood) at the expense of the other person’s ethics. ChatGPT-4 explores further
into the topic of Ideological Polarization and the clear contrast between justice (Ali) and injustice
(usurper). The valid leadership of Ali and Abu Bakr’s understanding of it is accordingly recognized
in Presupposition and Implication, which points toward betrayal and moral decay. By analyzing
Evidentiality, the tool demonstrates that “swearing Allah” and “references to knowledge” are more
similar to rhetorical evidence than actual testing. Usurpation, divine right, internal moral conflict,
and silent endurance are parts of the sermon’s ascending emotional arc, according to ChatGPT-4 4’s
analysis of Thematic Macrostructures moving from declarative to emotional storytelling, the Lexical
Choice and Semantic Moves analysis charge terms like seized, loot, flood, and birds, which construct
a narrative of injustice and domination.

ChatGPT-3.5 often provides a simpler analysis that is not as in-depth or complex as ChatGPT 4. The
part under Actor Representation says that Ali is depicted as a legitimate yet marginalized leader, Abu
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Bakr is characterized as deliberately unjust, and other actors are mostly absent or inactive. It appears
that the issue is a conflict between right and wrong, stemming from differences in beliefs. This is an
indication that polarization is implied and not directly expressed. Presupposition and Implication
stating that it presumes injustice without explanation and needs to know earlier or learn the truth
before getting complete understanding of message. Further investigation of Evidentiality shows
that the text indicates that Abu Bakr knew Ali was right, but does not explain on how he knew.
Thematic Macrostructures highlights personal stories and the emotional confusion of characters
rather than a greater concept or historical event. Lexical Choice and Semantic Moves talks about
how one can use less intense metaphorical language or make fewer semantic shifts .

DeepSeek is more effective than ChatGPT-3.5 at identifying features that are nearly relevant, even
when it conveys different information. For Actor Representation, Ali presents himself as “morally
superior and oppressed” his opponent’s, implicitly accused of treachery, it also says, while the
public remains in the background. In ldeological Polarization , it is suggested that the discourse sets
up a clear moral contradiction: Ali is depicted as virtuous and noble, while the others are charged
with treachery or usurpation. Presupposition and Implication indicates the acceptability of Ali’s
assertion is not challenged but taken for granted and the discourse forces or implies complicity on
the part of others through omission or silence. It is performative language and moral force rather
than external references on which Evidentiality argues a use for metaphors as indirect evidential
instruments. Analyzing various themes of injustice and moral obligation, the narrative concentrates
on Ali’s powerful support in contrast with his being quiet through severe pain that DeepSeek
identifies Thematic Macrostructures . In Lexical Choice and Semantic Moves, the author argues
that metaphors, rhetorical imagery and religious or historical language are used to construct a
stronger case for an ideological position.

5.2 Fairclough Technique

The Fairclough model addresses the following: structural coherence, interdiscursive hybridity,
modality, sociocultural context and textual analysis. The use of modal verbs and declarative
statements were illustrated in expressions like “I came to the conclusion” and “So I adopt patience”
which express certainty and determination. In this regard, modality serves to highlight the
commitments of a speaker to a certain point of view and emotional control. Interdiscursive hybridity
is one of the rhetorical strategies adopted in merging metaphysical imagery with social criticism in
order to incorporate various areas of meaning. ChatGPT-4, in this case, understands the ethics of
succession to be based on the relationship of morality, politics and religion. Then, Structural
Coherence displays as a development of assertion to internal argument, proving of conflict, a
continuance, and ultimate. consistency in argumentation. ChatGPT-3.5 gives a less in-depth
discussion of the sermon themes. The Textual Analysis section determines the existence of colorful
metaphorical language, but it also shows the lack of giving a detailed description of the figurative
structure. The discussion appears to change to an explanatory to a contemplative mode, whose
purpose might be the development of moral thought, as revealed through Discursive Practice.
ChatGPT-3.5 also provides a less deep analysis of the sermon themes. The Textual Analysis section
determines the existence of the vivid use of metaphorical language, but it represents the lack of the
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detailed explanation of the figurative construction. It also appears that the discussion has changed in
tone to a reflective rather than descriptive one, possibly to encourage moral reflection, which
Discursive Practice reveals. The early Islamic political landscape is addressed in the Sociocultural
Context, yet it lacks adequate details that address moral dilemmas and authority. Interdiscursive
Hybridity presents a blending of religious and political tones; however, Nahj al-Balagha lacks further
elaboration on this aspect. The narrative shifts from expressions of rage to a tone of philosophical
acceptance, a progression highlighted in the ‘Structural Coherence.

DeepSeek effectively identifies the characteristics of text. The central concept of Textual Analysis
revolves around how metaphors and imagery convey emotions and dynamics of power. The term
Discursive Practice indicates a shift in the manner of communication among individuals, evolving
from direct protest to the formulation of philosophical justifications. The Sociocultural Context fails
to establish a coherent connection with the post-Prophetic power struggle, despite making some
superficial references. In contrast, Modality employs first-person reflections to illustrate the
significance of rhetorical attitude. Interdiscursive Hybridity refers to the connection between political
discourse and spiritual dialogue. The discussion on Structural Coherence concludes an explanation
of a structural process that moves from resistance to accepting endurance.

5.3 Wodak Analysis Model

The Wodak model evaluates the Textual Analysis, Discursive Practice, Sociocultural Context.
Modality, Interdiscursive Hybridity and Structural Coherence. The model suggests that all aspects
of ChatGPT-4 are entirely perfect in Textual Analysis it demonstrates entirely accurate and strong
recognizing of metaphor and rhetorical images usage such as “pivot in a mill” and “birds do not
soar” to strengthen the speaker and set down the degree of their oppressions.

For Discursive Practice there is a shift from institutional control to the individual’s opposition, it
demonstrates a strategic development of historical narration to challenge the dominant notions. This
research traces the speech's roots and some major political changes that took place following the
Prophet’s Mohammad death. The sociocultural setting indicates the most important ideological
notions in the discourse. The early Islamic society had serious matters to deal with in regard to
morality and political power. Modality manifests itself in the form of statements of declarations like
“I have reached the conclusion” and there the “I do not wish to act without thinking about it”, which
underlies sincerity, patience and emotional control. A mixture of metaphysical use and social
criticism in the discourse is also employed to challenge the ethical validity of succession as an
example of interdiscursive hybridity of the political, theological, and moral worlds. The text is
organized structurally into intense conviction, individual struggle and finally a logical solution of
endurance and struggle.

ChatGPT-3. 5 covers narrow range of the issues. Textual Analysis displays an interesting figurative
language but not so deeply developed figurative structure. Discursive Practice is obvious in dialogue
transitions from descriptive to reflective mode, possibly because of ethical contemplation.
Sociocultural Context exhibited political relation and social interaction in early Islam, but the
investigation is not comprehensive in this point. Modality includes expressions of possibility and
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necessity in language: “sure, it should be done.” and decisional declarations or ethical dilemmas.
Interdiscursive Hybridity indicates that the work exhibits a fusion of religious and political tones,
although it lacks more elaboration. Structural Coherence demonstrates that the narrative transitions
from grievance to philosophical acceptance.

DeepSeek is quite good at consistently discovering literary features. The Textual Analysis displays
pictures and metaphors that show differences in power and emotional states. Discursive Practice
discusses how speech transitions from protest to philosophical argument. Sociocultural Context
discusses the authority struggling that followed the Prophet, but it doesn’t provide any clear
connections to the setting. Modality on the other hand focuses on rhetorical stance through the
author’s views. Interdiscursive Hybridity explores the intersection of political and religious
discourse. Finally, Structural coherence explains the structural transition from opposition to
acceptance.

Finally, in the analysis of Imam Ali’s Sermon 3, ChatGPT-4 consistently outperformed the three
CDA models (Van Dijk, Fairclough, and Wodak) and frequently aligned with public opinion.
ChatGPT-3.5 provided a more basic assessment, yet it often performed effectively to ChatGPT-4 and
did not consistently align with the judgments of human evaluation. DeepSeek performed a high
degree of alignment with the Van Dijk and Fairclough models; however, it occasionally
overestimated its effectiveness in comparison with human assessments. However, the Wodak model
created an impression of efficiency that exceeded its actual performance. Researchers assert that
ChatGPT-4 is the premier Al model for the critical discourse analysis of religious literature, such as
Imam Ali’s Sermon 3.

5.4 Evaluation of Al applications for Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA): Arabic vs. English
Performance

This section presents the evaluation of ChatGPT-4, ChatGPT-3.5, and DeepSeek of the Arabic and
English versions in conducting Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). The overall observations show
that ChatGPT-4 performs better and covers more material on all CDA examinations when assessed
in both Arabic and English. Ideological significance, complex situations, and intricate rhetorical
tactics are all readily apparent. ChatGPT-3.5 examines general trends rather than providing specific
methods, correlations, or case-specific results. The primary focus is on description, rather than
analysis. Lastly, DeepSeek shows a variety of skills. It sometimes gets some rhetorical components
right, but its overall analysis isn't always accurate and doesn't use the same systematic process as
ChatGPT-4 in other cases.

5.5 Evaluating according

In this section the aim is to ensure that the evaluation is clear, fair, and consistent, allowing for
meaningful comparisons and reliable conclusions according to the criteria which applied to evaluate
the Sermon systematically.

A. Van Dijk CDA Analysis Comparison

1. Actor Representation: In both Arabic and English, ChatGPT-4 always shows Imam Ali as the
righteous leader and Abu Quhafa (or Abu Bakr) as the tyrant. This shows that there are different

23

Badar, B., Juma, M., & Swear, M. A




Wasit Journal for Human Sciences /Vol. 22/ Iss3/Pt2/2026

points of view in the conflict. It makes the community look powerless or absent Jeli ) seanll Cuiy
Oinle sl Giela | 518 aeil Liaa et <), GPT-3.5 Imam Al is seen as the real leader, whereas Abu Bakr is
seen as a usurper. However, the other characters and the community are not described in as much
depth. DeepSeek, like ChatGPT-4, identifies the main characters and their roles (Ali is the oppressed,
and the opponent is the betrayer), but it does not clarify the representation of community.

2. Ideological Polarization: ChatGPT-4: Uses strong comparisons to show the clear difference
between justice (Ali) and injustice (the usurper). 4espasyddyl e Hill jual o g D Gladin) Gaill )
GaAY) alud g J Y1 el ) i Ay 8 o jlae pladils omeatasS, Justice and injustice are framed as a rigid moral
opposition. Ali uses metaphors that elevate himself (flood, birds) and degrade the opposition's moral
legitimacy. ChatGPT-3.5: However, instead of looking at the ideas and points of view that are
causing the disagreement, it talks about it symbolically, for example by describing the caliphate as
something that was “snatched” or “placed upon others while he endured patiently.” DeepSeek:
proficiently distinguish ideological differences by structuring meaning around binary contrasts such
as morally good or morally bad (right vs. evil) and alignment vs. misalignment with rightful authority
(light vs. dark).

3. Presupposition and Implication: ChatGPT-4 makes the main point very clear that Ali had a natural
claim to the Caliphate, which other people recognized but ignored. Also, it recognizes that people are
likely aware of the disloyalty. LS iy Cajny b3l e of a sy «tldY Aalal) 50 Jal 3o 23RN G paill (o iy
Criaa LSy ol Ga a3 AV of = @ Presupposes Ali's right to Caliphate as self-evident implies others
know also and presume audience have understood the betrayal. ChatGPT-3.5 recognizes injustice as
an idea, but struggles to clarify its specific impacts or how external factors impact it. DeepSeek
focuses on the main point, which is that Ali is right, implying the community is either helpless or
involved, given their silence.

4. Evidentiality: ChatGPT-4 correctly refers to historical knowledge as rhetorical support rather than
evidence from scientific inquiry to argue that phrases like “By God” are apparent and have moral
implications.

YL g yaal Ltaa il HLEL Anall oy Las cdling Al gl joe ) padiy cdlia o QIS (5 LYy anl) o aleY) pasiy,
Imam Ali uses swearing (‘By God') to assert credibility and suggests others' prior knowledge of his
right, reinforcing the claim through implicit acknowledgment. ChatGPT-3.5 effectively recognizes
strict language; however, it fails to demonstrate how these characteristics connect to methods of
gathering evidence. DeepSeek employs oaths and metaphors to establish the truth, but sometimes
overlooks their primary role as evidence.

5. Thematic Macrostructures: ChatGPT-4 clearly explains the text's dramatic structure and on
emotional arc while skillfully dealing with the central issue of usurpation and its effects. g s sl
el (oSl Hpad) 13 Joa il s e dasil) sLlaall s 43D Claie) s il Main theme is the
usurpation of the Caliphate and the resulting moral conflict; the text is structured around this with
cumulative intensity. ChatGPT-3.5 acknowledges that people suffer, but doesn't provide a clear
historical or ideological foundation for this understanding. DeepSeek covers ideas of unfairness and
moral limits, often linking them to Ali's strong argument and questioning his silence.

6. Lexical choice and semantic move: ChatGPT-4 explains why the emotionally charged metaphor
and strict language can be used to deepen the themes of injustice and the sense of control. It defines
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the knowledge of changes in meaning, ksl s alall s  sua g 53 jalall' s 'Jaudl 5 g Lgma! Jio &y 58 Ualall pasty
Pl 5m Gl ) alesind) e Jssill, figurative language and emotionally and ideologically
commitment, “the pivot in a mill, the flood, birds....” ChatGPT-3.5 in comparison argues that fewer
words utilize intensity and semantic modification. DeepSeek demonstrates how one may acquire an
ideological influence by employing rhetoric and a language with religious and historical roots.

B. Fairclough CDA Analysis Comparison

1. Textual Analysis: ChatGPT-4 effectively identifies and comprehends complicated metaphors and
phrases, as well as their contribution to the key meaning and tone of the work. ;s Ll idal) 3 aoand
Laslhaall 5y Gikle Nymaiy Gl 21 5 ey Lol e paai's euadi? Jie 45 5laws, The speaker has the right
position and disordered feelings are brought out through metaphor and symbolic expressions as 'pivot
in a mill" or 'birds not soar." ChatGPT-3. 5 acknowledges a strong language, but it offers little in the
way of direction on how to use rhetorical or grammatical constructs. DeepSeek demonstrates how the
text structure and the use of metaphor can separate its literal meaning from its impact on the reader.
2. Discursive Practice: ChatGPT-4 illustrates how the literature has evolved from expressions of
resistance and protest reflecting transformation in both its ideological alignment and audience
reception.” taall &l 5 2Ly 8 555 ) el Les oalaial colhad ) 4l sad s ) &gy sall (o o a8 5o Al jelal,
The extract reflects a shift in discourse from political legitimacy to personal resistance, indicating its
transformation from historical narration to ideological protest. ChatGPT-3.5 described the extract
as a protest, yet it fails to clarify the connection between the speaker, the audience, and the where the
sermon has delivered. DeepSeek presents the reaction of people towards the argument, which
advanced to anger.

2. Sociocultural Context: ChatGPT-4 analyzes comprehensively Imam Ali's perceptive and its
consequences for Muslims in the context of the political disorder following the Prophet's death. Gl
Gralusdl) o ally Hilliy A8l claiz) 3 e jhideay o ied Ahadlly o gm )l 85 2y bl g3 58 a0, The
sermon originates as a result of the political transition following on from the Prophet’s death,
revealing a society's disputation over social power and legitimacy in early Islam. ChatGPT-3. 5
includes a description of the political atmosphere, but not an analysis to the social consequences.
DeepSeek focuses on the work from its historical and social environment perspective, looking on the
people reaction towards the argument which developed to anger.

3. Modality: ChatGPT-4 finds powerful words and phrases, such as “By God”, and links them to
protest and a persuasive tone. Lhaiv) (uSay Lea czlaia¥l s Acldl) 51 Y talad 4l s 'l 5 Lelt Jie 4 58 2l Cllad ansid
Autlaall Al \aal s Modal verbs and indicatives, as in ‘I concluded and “So I chose patience’ reveal
clarity and limitations of emotion, increasing the persuasion intensity. ChatGPT-3. 5 discusses oaths
but does not connect them with a comprehensive framework on modality or rhetorical purpose.
DeepSeek considers oaths and emphasis to demonstrate points and change people's perspectives.

5. Interdiscursive Hybridity: ChatGPT-4 demonstrates the interconnection of political, religious, and
moral discourses, clarifying how rhetorical imagery and religious can be employed to criticize
political reality.

() 8 gl sl Al 5 e S ) geall (s 7 e Cam ¢ BNAYT 5 Gl ae oulad) CUadll Jalsh, Combines political,
religious and moral discourses mixing metaphysical imagery by uploading social critique to raise
questions as to the ethics of succession. ChatGPT-3. 5 examines the role of religious and political
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speech, yet there is in depth analysis on their connection. DeepSeek is an application for DeepSeek
demonstrates the successful integration of rhetoric and the interweaving of religious and political
texts.

7.Structural Coherence: ChatGPT-4 offers a detailed analysis of the text's structural evolution,
highlighting its convincing and logical movements from accusation to reflection and resolution. z_xu
Gladll 3 Lal o e lial (uay Laal 5 G s Bl IS5 Laa ¢ panally ) 5alls Jalill ) oL (g0 i),

The structure passages from claim over internal conflict and resolution to reflect a reasonable and
rhetorical flow of resistance-turned-endurance. ChatGPT-3. 5 lacks the analysis of the meanings and
transitions, but gives an overview of the events. DeepSeek demonstrates how the argument's structure
facilitates the transition from wrath to patience, ending in a clear and persuasive objective.

C. Wodak's CDA Analysis Comparison

1. Argumentation Strategies: ChatGPT-4 demonstrates a robust capacity to evaluate Imam Ali's
arguments, emphasizing his utilization of religious and historical rationale to validate his stance and
undermine his opponents. It emphasizes the utilization of sacred scriptures and the elegance of
discussion. maall Al 4d yeall ) 3 L5V aa ooy pe JC0 AR e M gainYl paml) el jul e alel) aadiey
5 a0l daall e Lae ctialy,  Imam Ali built a rational argument against Abu Bakr's legitimacy by
highlighting his awareness of Imam Ali's rightful position, employing personal suffering as evidence
“By Allah, the son of Abu Quhafa dressed himself with it (the caliphate), and he certainly knew that
my position in relation to it was like the axis in relation to the hand-mill. The floodwater flows down
from me, and the bird cannot fly up to me.” ChatGPT-3.5: provides a general argument without
focusing precisely on the argumentative structure. DeepSeek focuses on utilizing vivid imagery to
undermine the opponent's legitimacy.

2. Topoi (Commonplaces of Argument):  ChatGPT-4 explores and clarifies effectively the
application of ideas such as justice, moral obligation, and betrayal, connecting them to the assertion
that the right was unjustly removed. It additionally highlights the use of religious texts. " 3 &5 L\
&5k 3 g sh lind <l &) (8% W5 JE) e el da sl (o ool (8 Lgia (lan 3 Aol 485 ¢ Ailad o () Ll
Gaih e £33 Dalall L Qs 5l e 54 sl dada e Dol 3l celia gy Okl O G (85 Gl (i€ \gle
The text draws on topoi of justice, moral obligation, and betrayal, reinforcing a claim of rightful
inheritance denied. ChatGPT-3.5 recognizes ideas like injustice without separating them into various
topoi or looking at how they work in speech. DeepSeek uses words of injustice and justice to highlight
topoi by presenting Imam Ali's position as someone who was deprived of his natural rights.

3. Legitimation and Delegitimation: ChatGPT-4 show how to fade past rulers by calling them
usurpers and focusing on Ali's problems, which makes his position as the wronged party more
legitimate. (50 aSall alud (e g likeY) i 5o Aoy 45 )lia cdl) JUd (puali aghom s piball alSal) ce dpe il ¢ 3 dlee 51l
ale 4xn, It delegimates Abu Bakr's authority as a conscious act of wrongdoing reign, it demoralizes
his legitimacy and justifies. “he certainly knew that my position in relation to it was like the axis in
relation to the hand-mill” Imam Ali’s restraint and patience as an ethically justified “So | drew a
curtain over it and turned away from it, deliberating whether to attack with a severed hand or to
endure a blind turmoil. | chose patience, although there was pricking in the eye and suffocation in
the throat.”. ChatGPT-3.5 discusses the ideas of legitimacy and delegitimation however, it does not
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provide a systematic theoretical framework for examining the ways in which authority is created,
disputed, and opposed. DeepSeek does not analyze legitimation structures; however, it focuses on
describing the text in terms of its moral orientations.

4. Intertextuality and Recontextualization: ChatGPT-4 look at subtle orientations from the Quran
and the prophetic tradition and shows how they have been changed in political speech to fit the text's
moral and symbolic context. ¢ sbdl Glandl G it lua sale) 5 g saill il g ST AN (aill (g0 diaa L) Jlas
Lhlaall (5 e 15 BNAY) Y a3y L, It Includes references to natural metaphors and historical roles,
recontextualizing political usurpation as both moral and existential betrayal. ChatGPT-3.5 discusses
various aspects of intertextuality, yet it fails to clarify how they are applied within a political context
“He certainly knew that my position in relation to it was like the axis in relation to the millstone.
From me the floodwater flows, and to me the bird cannot fly up. ” DeepSeek undefines intertextuality,
but connects the text’s metaphors to its natural and political contexts It examines the text's natural
metaphors that are rich in cultural and historical significance such as floodwater, birds, and the
millstone—in both natural and political settings.

5. Perspectivization and Involvement: ChatGPT-4 identifies Imam Ali's voice as a central figure
who is emotionally and ethically involved, using expressive language that shows personal pain and
emotional connection. oasill a¥) (a5 et sl alasiuly (GEAT Liaddi ) sie o) JeliS oleY) Ciga ad
Gasll 8 Sl Ll A, Imam Ali expresses in the first - person with deep emotional engagement,
reflecting his involvement and moral position in the event. ChatGPT 3.5 provides a shallow analysis
of the emotional investment by way of Imam Ali and effective role in social and political society.
DeckSeek embodies Imam Ali’s position, from the inside of the event and reflects his affective and
cognitive engagement.

6. Temporal and Spatial Framing: ChatGPT-4 enhances the interpretative framework by linking
events to a particular historical context of the Caliphate succession and invoking physical sites as
symbols of public gatherings and societal division. a8 sl jliasiol 5 d8SAl Juludl 383 e Bl Slaa¥) Ly
Gllaall (g il HUY) Gery L il oLudi¥l 5 2 0dall 550 S 40l The narrative framing begins after the
Prophet Muhammad era and ends when Abu Bakr has already become a caliph; establishing that it
was a historical issue where justice was not addressed over a long period of time. ChatGPT-3. 5 places
the story in open and hazy time, with very little emphasis on specific geographic location or
symbolism. Consequently, the viewpoint appears to float free of space. DeepSeek places more
emphasis on spatial covering rather than temporal coverage. Its interpretation centers on significance
given to the past within certain sociopolitical and symbolic spaces, thereby indicating that proximity
in time is less important than historical events positioned in larger spatial and ideological
configurations. The focus here is therefore on leadership in the Caliphate more in the sense of
symbolic authority, and not so much as a simple phase of time.

To conclude, the above analysis proves that ChatGPT-4 is the most suitable candidate for CDA on
English/Arabic text pairs. The model has high sensitivity to linguistic peculiarities such as the
sensitivity to the nuances of rhetorical devices and the skills of interpreting the elements of literature
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in the context of the general socio-political processes. It has a good level of analysis in most cases,
and its interpretations are well clarified and analyzed critically. By contrast, ChatGPT-3.5 provides
just a superficial amount of knowledge and in many cases does not provide the depth and accuracy
that is needed to perform a thorough Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA). Its meanings remain shallow
and fail to always draw definite links between linguistic decisions and their ideological consequences.
DeepSeek, in its turn, demonstrates possibilities in a variety of aspects, though it is less consistent
and less analytical than the answers generated by ChatGPT-4. neither does it necessarily discuss all
the criteria of CDA in details.

7. Conclusion

This study uses Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) to assess the applicability of Al models (ChatGPT
(GPT-4 and GPT-3.5)) in the recognition of discursive strategies of Imam Ali Sermon 3 ( al-
Shagshagiyya ) in Nahj al-Balagha. The models were tested on the basis of the analytical systems of
van Dijk, Fairclough, and Wodak, in their capability of analyzing the rhetorical, ideological, and
semantic aspects of the Arabic and English texts. The results suggest that Al technologies can be used
to help interpret classical religious texts but have certain limitations when it comes to interpreting the
old religious language, metaphoric statements, and social and cultural context and preventing the
possibility of an ideological bias. ChatGPT-4 was the most structured and analytically consistent
model, and DeepSeek was characterized by a strong performance in capturing linguistic and cultural
nuances in the Arabic text.

In this study, Critical Discourse Analysis (CDA) is used to analyze the efficiency of ChatGPT (GPT-
4 and GPT-3). 5), and DeepSeek for the detection of discursive strategies in Imam Ali’s Sermon 3
(al-Shagshaqgiyya) from Nahj al-Balagha. Van Dijks, Faircloughs and Wodak analytical models have
been adopted to assess the extent of appropriateness with which such types of analysis are
implemented in practice, in the case study on Arabic-English versions of the sermon.

The findings indicate that Al is capable of providing valuable inputs in analyzing classical religious
literature, although major limitations are present. These challenges concern dealing with antiquity,
figurative insights and paying attention to historical and cultural contexts, and also the diminution of
ideological influences. ChatGPT-4 was able to generate the coherent and comprehensive analyses
with well-grounded and methodological. organized reasoning in English and Arabic.
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