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Abstract 
This article examines and critiques Deleuze's reading of Nietzsche's eternal recurrence, which 

is presented as an ambiguous issue in Nietzsche's philosophy. Therefore, it has many interpre-

tations, one of which is Deleuze's interpretation. This article explains this interpretation using a 

descriptive-analytical-critical approach. In order to complete the problem of temporality in 

Bergson, who depicts the role of the future vague and weak, Deleuze goes to Nietzsche and his 

eternal return in order to correctly draw the third side of the triangle of past, present and future, 

in order to provide the necessary and suitable platform for the Spinozian concept of "expres-

sion". According to Deleuze, the eternal return is the return of what becomes; or it is the same 

becoming same, rather than being and existing; It means something that is confirmed in be-

coming. In fact, the eternal return is not an identity thought at all, but a mixed and completely 

different thought, so such a return is not the return of the "same" that returns eternally; It does 

not mean repeating history and sequences of being; Rather, it is the return of the self, the self 

that belongs to a multiplicity, a multiplicity that is different; In other words, eternal return is 

the repetition of difference. And what we always face is the difference. This difference that 

constitutes Deleuze's Nietzschean spirit. Of course, Deleuze seeks to express his own view 

more through Nietzsche's language; that is, he seeks to justify his own view rather than explain 

Nietzsche's view. 
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Extended Abstract 

1. nIrtnudortnI 
After borrowing the issue of expression from 

Spinoza, Deleuze finds it to be a temporal mat-

ter; he searches for the nature of this temporality 

in Bergson; but although Bergson deals in detail 

with the relationship between the present and the 

past, he does not say much about the future; 

therefore, Deleuze distances himself from Berg-

son on this issue and goes to Nietzsche's eternal 

return. On the other hand, the influence of Hege-

lian thought in France through Alexander Ko-

jeve's interpretations of Hegel and the negation 

of differences and the substitution of totality 

forced Deleuze to introduce Nietzsche as an al-

ternative to this trend.Another reason for Nie-

tzsche's attraction to Deleuze is the death of 

God, because the vertical transcendence, which 

is one of the main concerns of Deleuze's philos-

ophy, is practically negated by Nietzsche's dec-

laration of the death of God. 

Deleuze's interpretation of Nietzsche is based 

on an ontological renewal implied by Nie-

tzsche's two terms, "the will to power" and "the 

eternal return."The concept of recurrence is ex-

plored in the late 19th century, popularized by 

Nietzsche and others, and redefined in the late 

20th century by Gilles Deleuze. Deleuze's con-

cept opposes any notion of eternal recurrence as 

rebirth, reincarnation, identical cycles, recollec-

tions of events, ideas, or even similar patterns. 

2. sdrhnuM 
This research was conducted using a descriptive-

analytical method with a critical approach, rely-

ing on the works of Nietzsche and Deleuze, and 

utilizing the works of a number of famous com-

mentators of Deleuze. 

3. sdMdsrM 
The eternal return is not the permanence of the 

same, the state of equilibrium or the resting 

place of the same. It is not the "same" or "one-

ness" that returns in the eternal return, but the 

return of the same itself that must belong to di-

versity and to what is different.When it is said 

that everything returns, it means that everything 

is repeated; but in this view, what is repeated is 

not in the form of real or actualized identities, 

but in the form of the difference of virtuality that 

constitutes those identities.What Deleuze means 

by Nietzsche's return is repetition; the eternal 

repetition of difference;Deleuze understands 

Nietzsche's eternal recurrence as this repetition. 

Eternal recurrence is the repetition of difference. 

Identity is the identity of difference (the repeated 

difference that gives meaning consistency) and 

being is the being of becoming or the being of 

becoming (i.e., eternal recurrence is a difference 

that can only be repeated).For Nietzsche and 

Deleuze, what is real is not being and identity, 

but becoming and difference.The most important 

criticism of Deleuze is that in Nietzsche's 

thought, there is a return to "what was" and 

"what happened", but Deleuze's interpretation of 

return is the repetition of difference; that is, the 

repetition of "what was not" and "what did not 

happen"; and this means the repetition of differ-

ence; therefore, nothing is repeated except the 

truth of difference. 

4. nnIosdMtnI 
Eternal return for Deleuze does not mean the 

return of the "same" or the repetition of history 

or successive being, but rather its becoming and 

eternal repetition; and that is a repetition that is 

forever different. A becoming that is completely 

active and proactive, not reactive and passive; 

this synthesis is also carried out internally, with 

a will called the will to power; a will based on 

the principle of eternal return; a return and repe-

tition with the consistency of difference. A dif-

ference that is rooted in the accidental, chance, 

or randomness of becomings, becomings that are 

completely unpredictable and foreshadowed. In 

fact, the only thing that is predictable is the un-

predictability of becomings.Deleuze has tried to 

present a reading that is neither too salty (as 

some have completely cut it to the root), nor too 

salty (as others have interpreted it as a return to 

the same, or an apparent repetition of history). 

Deleuze's reading of Nietzsche, especially his 

eternal return, is a revelation of some hidden 

angles of possibility because Nietzsche "could 

say"; because he could be the streamer of Nie-

tzsche's subsequent interpretations; but because 

Nietzsche "said", it sometimes seems to be a 

justification that seeks to remove accusations 

and ambiguity from Nietzsche instead of de-

scribing this view; a reading that helps to com-

plete his philosophical puzzle; an interpretation 
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that can justify Deleuze's philosophical view; 

that is, a justification of justification. 
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