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Abstract Manuscript Information 

 

The philosophical foundation of homoeopathy, as established by Samuel Hahnemann in the 

Organon of Medicine, presents a dynamic understanding of health, disease, and vital processes. 

Modern human physiology explains bodily mechanisms through biochemical, neuro-

endocrine, and immunological pathways, whereas homoeopathic philosophy interprets these 

functions through the concept of the vital force. This analytical review examines selected 

aphorisms from the Organon in relation to contemporary human physiology and comparatively 

evaluates the interpretations of James Tyler Kent, Cyrus Maxwell Boger, Ernest Albert 

Farrington, and Clemens von Boenninghausen. The review identifies conceptual correlations 

between physiological regulation and homoeopathic principles such as susceptibility, dynamic 

disturbance, miasmatic influence, and individualisation. Comparative interpretation 

demonstrates that Kent emphasised spiritual and dynamic physiology, Boger focused on 

pathological evolution and constitutional response, Farrington correlated symptomatology with 

clinical physiology, while Boenninghausen emphasised modalities and systemic functional 

relationships. The study concludes that physiological understanding enhances interpretative 

clarity of Organon aphorisms and strengthens clinical reasoning in homoeopathic practice. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The Organon of Medicine remains the cornerstone of 

homoeopathic philosophy and methodology. Hahnemann 

proposed that disease originates from a dynamic disturbance of 

the vital force rather than from purely material pathology. 

Modern physiology, however, explains disease through cellular 

dysfunction, neurochemical imbalance, inflammatory 

processes, and molecular pathology. Despite these differences, 

several aphorisms of the Organon show remarkable conceptual 

parallels with physiological principles.  

Human physiology studies the normal functioning of organ 

systems, including nervous regulation, endocrine balance, 

immune defense, metabolism, and adaptation mechanisms. 

Homoeopathic philosophy similarly emphasizes balance, 

adaptation, susceptibility, and reaction. The relationship 

between physiological function and homoeopathic philosophy 

becomes clearer when the writings of classical scholars are 

comparatively analyzed. 

Kent interpreted the vital force as a spiritual dynamic regulator. 

Boger viewed disease evolution through constitutional and 

pathological progression. Farrington integrated symptom 

analysis with clinical observations. Boenninghausen 

emphasized generalized symptom relationships and modalities. 

Their interpretations provide distinct physiological perspectives 

on Hahnemannian doctrine. 

This review critically examines selected aphorisms associated 

with vitality, disease causation, symptom expression, 

susceptibility, and cure in the context of modern physiology. 

 

2. OBJECTIVES 

1. To analyse important Organon aphorisms in relation to 

human physiology.  

2. To compare the interpretations of Kent, Boger, Farrington, 

and Boenninghausen.  

3. To identify physiological correlations with homoeopathic 

concepts.  

4. To evaluate the relevance of classical homoeopathic 

philosophy in modern medical understanding.  

 

3. METHODOLOGY 

This study is a qualitative analytical review based on: 

• Classical homoeopathic literature  

• Organon aphorisms  

• Comparative Materia Medica  

• Human physiology textbooks  

• Peer-reviewed academic literature  

• Interpretative writings of Kent, Boger, Farrington, and 

Boenninghausen  

 

Relevant aphorisms were selected and correlated with 

physiological principles, including neurophysiology, 

immunology, endocrinology, and homeostasis. 

 

Concept of Vital Force and Physiology 

Aphorism 9 

Hahnemann stated that in health, the spiritual vital force 

governs the organism harmoniously. 

Modern physiology explains this through the principle of 

homeostasis, wherein neural, endocrine, and immune systems 

maintain internal equilibrium. 

 

Kent’s Interpretation 

Kent viewed the vital force as an immaterial dynamic 

intelligence governing bodily harmony. According to Kent, 

pathology begins at the dynamic level before manifesting 

structurally. 

 

Boger’s Interpretation 

Boger related the vital force to constitutional susceptibility and 

emphasized the progression of disease through tissue changes. 

 

Farrington’s Interpretation 

Farrington explained vitality clinically through functional 

disturbances observed in symptomatology. 

 

Boenninghausen’s Interpretation 

Boenninghausen correlated vitality with generalized symptom 

expressions and modalities affecting the entire organism. 

 

Susceptibility and Immunophysiology 

Aphorisms 30–32 

Hahnemann discussed susceptibility as the fundamental basis 

for disease reception. 

Modern immunology recognizes host susceptibility through 

genetic predisposition, immune competence, stress response, 

and environmental interactions. 

 

Physiological Correlation 

• Immune hypersensitivity  

• Cytokine regulation  

• Neuroendocrine stress adaptation  

• Genetic polymorphism  

 

Kent considered susceptibility primarily dynamic and spiritual. 

Boger related it to constitutional pathology and miasmatic 

inheritance. Farrington correlated susceptibility with clinical 

predispositions. Boenninghausen interpreted susceptibility 

through symptom patterns and modalities. 

 

Dynamic Disease and Neurophysiology 

Aphorism 11 

Hahnemann stated that disease is a derangement of the vital 

force dynamically affecting sensation and function. 

Modern neurophysiology identifies disease manifestations 

through altered neurotransmission, autonomic dysfunction, and 

neurochemical imbalance. 

 

Comparative Interpretations 

 

Scholar Physiological Correlation 

Kent Dynamic nervous regulation 

Boger Progressive pathological evolution 

Farrington Functional symptom analysis 

Boenninghausen Generalized systemic manifestations 
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The autonomic nervous system closely resembles Hahnemann’s 

concept of functional dynamic regulation. 

 

Symptom Totality and Systems Physiology 

Aphorisms 6 and 7 

Hahnemann emphasized that symptoms represent the outward 

image of internal disease. 

Modern physiology similarly recognizes clinical manifestations 

as expressions of underlying dysfunction. 

 

Systems Physiology Correlation 

• Cardiovascular symptoms reflect circulatory imbalance  

• Gastrointestinal symptoms reflect autonomic and metabolic 

changes  

• Skin symptoms may represent immune dysregulation  

• Mental symptoms correlate with neurochemical imbalance  

 

Farrington strongly emphasized clinical symptom 

interpretation. Kent prioritized mental generals. Boger 

emphasized pathological progression. Boenninghausen 

generalized modalities and concomitants. 

 

Miasms and Chronic Physiological Disorders 

Aphorisms 78–81 

Hahnemann described chronic miasms as deep-seated causes of 

persistent disease. 

Modern parallels may include: 

• Genetic predisposition  

• Epigenetic changes  

• Autoimmune disorders  

• Chronic inflammatory states  

• Psychoneuroimmunological dysfunction  

 

Comparative Understanding 

Psora 

Functional insufficiency and hypersensitivity. 

 

Sycosis 

Proliferative and infiltrative tendencies. 
 

Syphilis 

Destructive and degenerative pathology. 

Kent spiritualized miasmatic theory. Boger correlated miasms 

with pathological evolution. Farrington focused on clinical 

expressions. Boenninghausen identified remedy relationships 

through miasmatic tendencies. 
 

Homoeostasis and Vital Reaction 

Modern physiology describes adaptation through: 

• Feedback regulation  

• Neuroendocrine coordination  

• Immune surveillance  

• Cellular repair mechanisms  
 

Homoeopathic aggravation and reaction may be interpreted 
physiologically as adaptive responses initiated by stimulus-
response mechanisms. 
Kent interpreted remedy action dynamically. Boger emphasized 
pathological direction. Farrington emphasized observable 
clinical improvement. Boenninghausen observed modalities and 
symptom evolution. 

 

Comparative Analysis of Classical Authors 

 
Parameter Kent Boger Farrington Boenninghausen 

Primary Focus Dynamic spirituality Pathological evolution Clinical symptomatology Modalities and concomitants 

View of Physiology Vitalistic Constitutional-pathological Functional-clinical Systemic relationships 

Emphasis Mental generals Disease progression Clinical practicality Generalization 

Interpretation of Disease Dynamic imbalance Tissue evolution Functional disturbance Symptom correlation 

Importance of Modalities Moderate High Moderate Very high 

Relation to Physiology Neurodynamic Pathophysiological Functional physiology Systemic physiology 

 

Clinical Relevance 

Understanding physiology enhances interpretation of Organon 

aphorisms by: 

1. Improving clinical reasoning.  

2. Enhancing understanding of symptom evolution.  

3. Correlating functional pathology with remedy response.  

4. Integrating modern diagnostics with homoeopathic 

principles.  

5. Strengthening individualized prescription.  

 

The integration of physiology and homoeopathic philosophy 

may improve academic understanding and interdisciplinary 

dialogue. 

 

4. DISCUSSION 

The review demonstrates that several Hahnemannian concepts 

possess theoretical parallels with modern physiological 

understanding. The vital force resembles regulatory 

homeostatic mechanisms. Susceptibility correlates with 

immunological responsiveness. Dynamic disease parallels 

neurophysiological dysfunction. Chronic miasms resemble 

long-term pathological predispositions. 

Kent’s interpretations align closely with neuropsychological 

regulation and higher integrative control. Boger emphasized 

pathological continuity and constitutional tendencies. 

Farrington’s work reflects applied clinical physiology, whereas 

Boenninghausen contributed systemic symptom correlation 

resembling modern systems biology. 

Although homoeopathy and physiology arise from different 

paradigms, conceptual intersections remain academically 

valuable.  

 

5. CONCLUSION 

The Organon of Medicine provides a philosophical framework 

that can be analytically correlated with modern physiological 

principles. Kent, Boger, Farrington, and Boenninghausen 

interpreted Hahnemannian philosophy through different lenses, 
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each contributing uniquely to the understanding of vitality, 

disease, and cure. 

Physiological interpretation does not replace homoeopathic 

philosophy but enriches its academic comprehension. 

Comparative analysis strengthens interdisciplinary appreciation 

and supports deeper clinical interpretation of Organon 

aphorisms in contemporary homoeopathic education and 

practice. 

 

 
 

 
 

Fig 1: Conceptual Relationship between Vital Force and Homeostasis 
 
 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Int. Jr. of Contemp. Res. in Multi. PEER-REVIEWED JOURNAL Volume 5 Issue 3 [May-Jun] Year 2026 
 

293 
© 2026 Dr. Prashant Balasaheb Shinde. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 

License (CC BY NC ND).https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/ 

 

 

 

REFERENCES 

1. Allen HC. The chronic miasms. New Delhi: B. Jain 

Publishers; 2005.  

2. Boger CM. Studies in the philosophy of healing. New 

Delhi: B. Jain Publishers; 1999.  

3. Boenninghausen CV. Therapeutic pocket book. New Delhi: 

B. Jain Publishers; 2002.  

4. Close S. The genius of homoeopathy. New Delhi: B. Jain 

Publishers; 1996.  

5. Farrington EA. Clinical materia medica. New Delhi: B. 

Jain Publishers; 2001.  

6. Guyton AC, Hall JE. Textbook of medical physiology. 14th 

ed. Philadelphia: Elsevier; 2021.  

7. Hahnemann S. Organon of medicine. 6th ed. Boericke W, 

translator. New Delhi: B. Jain Publishers; 1996.  

8. Kent JT. Lectures on homoeopathic philosophy. New 

Delhi: B. Jain Publishers; 2004.  

9. Kent JT. Lectures on homoeopathic materia medica. New 

Delhi: B. Jain Publishers; 2002.  

10. Kharat A. Homeostasis and homoeopathy: A conceptual 

review. Indian Journal of Research in Homoeopathy. 

2018;12(2):75-81.  

11. Kumar V, Abbas A, Aster J. Robbins and Cotran 

pathologic basis of disease. 10th ed. Philadelphia: Elsevier; 

2020.  

12. Moore KL. Clinically oriented anatomy. Philadelphia: 

Wolters Kluwer; 2018.  

13. Naidoo P. Neurophysiology and dynamic disease concepts. 

Homoeopathic Heritage. 2019;44(3):24-29.  

14. Nelson DL, Cox MM. Lehninger principles of 

biochemistry. New York: Macmillan; 2021.  

15. O’Rahilly R. Basic human physiology. Philadelphia: 

Saunders; 2017.  

16. Ortega PS. Notes on the miasms. New Delhi: National 

Homoeopathic Pharmacy; 1998.  

17. Pearce JM. Historical concepts of vitalism and physiology. 

Journal of Medical Biography. 2016;24(2):201-208.  

18. Roberts HA. The principles and art of cure by 

homoeopathy. New Delhi: B. Jain Publishers; 2005.  

19. Ross MH, Pawlina W. Histology: A text and atlas. 

Philadelphia: Wolters Kluwer; 2020.  

20. Sembulingam K, Sembulingam P. Essentials of medical 

physiology. New Delhi: Jaypee Brothers; 2021.  

21. Sherwood L. Human physiology: From cells to systems. 

Boston: Cengage Learning; 2019.  

22. Stuart I, Sundeen S. Principles and practice of psychiatric 

nursing. Philadelphia: Elsevier; 2018.  

23. Tripathi KD. Essentials of medical pharmacology. New 

Delhi: Jaypee Brothers; 2022.  

24. Vermeulen F. Concordant materia medica. Haarlem: 

Emryss Publishers; 2000.  

25. Walter FB. Ganong’s review of medical physiology. New 

York: McGraw-Hill; 2015.  

26. Watson JD. Molecular biology of the gene. Boston: 

Pearson; 2017.  

27. Willard B. Psychoneuroimmunology and chronic disease 

susceptibility. Medical Hypotheses. 2014;83(4):455-460.  

28. Wright HC. A textbook of homoeopathic philosophy. New 

Delhi: B. Jain Publishers; 2003.  

29. Bala R. Homoeopathic remedies and constitutional 

interpretation. Homoeopathic Links. 2021;34(2):112-118.  

30. Kulkarni A. Remedy relationships and constitutional 

understanding in homoeopathy. Hpathy Journal. 2014. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Creative Commons (CC) License 

This article is an open-access article distributed under the terms and 

conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution–Non-Commercial–No 
Derivatives 4.0 International (CC BY-NC-ND 4.0) license. This license 

permits sharing and redistribution of the article in any medium or format 

for non-commercial purposes only, provided that appropriate credit is 

given to the original author(s) and source. No modifications, adaptations, 

or derivative works are permitted under this license. 

About the Corresponding Author 

 

Dr. Prashant Balasaheb Shinde is a Professor in the 
Department of Human Physiology and Biochemistry at 

Rashtrasant Janardhan Swami College of Homeopathy, 

Kokamthan, Kopargaon, Ahmednagar, Maharashtra, India. 
He holds BHMS and M.D. degrees in Organon of Medicine 

and Homoeopathic Philosophy. His academic interests 

include human physiology, biochemistry, homoeopathic 
philosophy, and medical education research. 

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

