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Modernization Theory and World-systems theory being among four known theories on developments are theoretical explanations that are principled in interpreting the efforts of development done in the developing states. The approaches allow us to clarifying concepts and setting into both social and economic perspectives. It also allows us to identify various recommendations from the social policies in the different developing states. 
Modernization theory.
It explains modernization that happens in society. The theory examines the various factors within a nation while ignoring that by assisting developing countries all the developing countries will be developed in the same way the developed nations have been brought to the same state they are in today. According to Alvin, the inception of the theory was favoured by three historical elements. First included the rise as a superpower by the United States. Countries like France, Britain and German got weakened during the Second World War while the superpower emerged from the war and got strength thud becoming the superpower with the Marshall Plan implementation restructured war-torn Europe (Berger, 2004).
The second historical element involved the spread of the Communist Movement in the United. The Soviet Union influenced Eastern Europe, but also they changed Korea and China. The Third historical element involved the disintegration of the Colonial Empires at the Latin America, the Asian and the African region leading to the birth of the many nations in the developing continent which was searching the model development to help enhance their independence in terms of politics and promote the economy (Cardoso, ET al.1979).
According to Karstedt (2012), modern societies are productive incredibly, with
Educated children who need receiving welfare in plenty. According to the analysis done by Smelser, he stated that particular features of the structural differentiation are in the modern societies, to mean that in the National institutions, there are clear definitions of the political roles and functions. He argues that even though structural differentiation has led to the increased functional capacity of the organizations and also created integration problems of various activities of the newly structured institutions.
 Modernization as the theory of development is also basing on various assumptions which include the following; Modernization being a homogenizing procedure, we can state modernization tends to produce sense directed to convergence in the societies. Another assumption of the theory is a phased process of modernization.an illustration is, Rostow states the five phases. 
Complacency attitude towards the superpower state and other European countries are widely stated in the modernization literature. The nations of the United States and the European states have unmatching democratic stability and the economic prosperity.to add on this is that Modernization is irreversible once it has started and it will be difficult to stop. This is to mean that, when any third world country associates with countries in the west, will be in a position not to oppose the move towards development to modern. A continuous process of modernization is another assumption that is durable rather than being inevitable. 
Coleman states that all the political systems that are already modernized are in a higher capacity capable of handling social legitimacy functions of Identifying, participating together with distributing than the traditional political methods. The last assumption of the theory am going to talk about is that it has a lengthy process which is revolutionary change rather than evolutionary change that takes centuries and generations to cover to ensure that done and its profound impact always felt throughout. For clarity, I would like to clarify that the assumptions mentioned are derived from the theory of Europe American revolutionary.
Other various assumptions, they based on the functionalism-structuralism emphasized mostly on the institutions' independence, structural variables importance in the cultural level and finally constructed the process of change using the equilibrium of homeostasis. The classical assumptions of modernization include Modernization is systematic, transformative, and ultimately because of both transformative and systematic nature of the theory, it is an imminent process building change in the systems.
The most known principal of the theory for all period has been on the field related to economics decisions in the various policies. The method of modernization from here is known to be based on the five development stages, which include; traditional society, the process of taking off, the drive to maturity and stage involving high the mass consumption. The solution was able to promote modernization in the developing states. Indeed if the difficulty faced by the developing nations dwells in their lack of investments meant to be productive, solving this lies on the provision of the expertise, capital and technology. The Alliance for progress and the Marshall plan are examples of programs in the Latin America that got influenced by the Rostow’s political theory associated with the theory of modernization.
Strength of Modernization theory.
First, identifying the basis of the research focus is smooth. Although major modernization activities were done by both social, religion and political sociologist, other various authors have extended the theory.
The framework analysis is another Modernization perspective feature. The Authors assumed all the undeveloped states are traditional, and the developed countries are all modern, and for those states to develop fully, they will adopt the culture and values in the west. This methodology is generally based on the general studies and the differentiation of the stable dictatorship, unstable democracy and permanent dictatorship. 
Critique of the Modernization theory.
According to Foster (2012).The popularity of the theory was in the year 1950s, and it began to be critiqued in the 1960s. Its critics included; FIRST, Development should not be necessarily unidirectional. SECOND, the perspective shows only possible development model. The United States is the development design, nevertheless, against this circumstances, nations have experienced advanced development states such as South Korea and Taiwan of which all their current development has been as a result of the strict regimes.
Third Modernization critique identifies the reason for eliminating old-fashioned values. Developing nations have old-fashioned unmatching values. Instead, the costs of developing states are very different. The second critique is that the modern, together with traditional values, are not at every time conflicting. Having an example of Japan and China, In spite of having advanced in their development economically, they are continually operating on the traditional principles. More so, saying that current status is dichotomous from the traditional values is not possible. The loyalty can demonstrate this to the emperor can be at the same state to be transformed into firms. 
WORLD SYSTEMS THEORY
This is the approach directed to the development of world history and the social change by Immanuel Wallerstein. He brought clearly that, exists a world economy that some nations benefit in the expense of others being exploited. The key most element from which the theory emerged as the unique form of capitalism taking in charge of world Economy from the 1960s to be specific.  
Beginning at this decade of 1960s, developing countries had new conditions that were aimed at attempting to lift their living standards and the social requirements, and this was because the international trade systems and finance started to be having more flexible characters that the national government began to have less influence. These circumstances made it possible for the researchers concluding that there exist very up to minute activities at the capitalist globe that could not be examined within the boundary of the perspective of dependency. New features experienced were identified mainly by the various aspects which include the following.
a) The protracted crisis in the socialist states that includes; Cultural Revolution failure, split of the Sino-soviet, stagnation of the socialist state economy and the socialist gradually opening to the investment which indicated the rebuff of the  Marxism.
b) Remarkable economic growth rate by East Asia states like Singapore. It is thus becoming difficult to portraying these countries' economy.
c) Crisis in North America that included the war at Vietnam, the 1975 oil embargo, the Watergate crisis, the sentiment of protectionism. Government unprecedented deficit in the 1980s.
All these mentioned elements above lead to the emergence of the world-systems theory. Immanuel is considered as the key person in the field of theoretical analysis. He and those with him recognized the broad conditions which operated as the determinants for the undeveloped countries together with the level of analysis of a nation-state is not crucial in the study of the requirements of development more so in the developing nations. The new global systems of trade, communication, financial system internationally and the military links transference and knowledge were all as a result of the factors which have a most significant impact on the internal growth of developing countries (Chase, 2018).
The main assumptions include;
a) Availability of the critical link between social, economics, political discipline and among sociology.More attention is given to the growth of individual areas of specialization rather than interaction on the various disciplines. It also recognizes how the effects in the real term conditions of a specific area or society.
b) Rather than addressing each variable’s analysis, Finds it necessary for studying the reality of the social systems.
c) It is a necessity to recognize characters that are new of the capitalist system
In summation of my comparison between the two theories before sketching the table to summarize the discussion is the Durkheimian-Modernization theoretical perspectives dominate that crime study. This is evaluated then presented into ecological opportunity perspective and the
Marxian –world-system perspective. Each of the two theories is for their specific causal explanation of behaviour, social change, together with crime. The evidence is assessed, and the support found for the dominant perspective is weak. Thus modernization theory suits to be more useful as an explanation of variations in crime across different cultures (Cotterrell, 2017).
The table below summarizes the comparison between the two theories.
	Dimension
	Modernization Theory
	World Systems Theory

	Theory Definition  and  framework
	Advancement as a Systematic process. 
	Capitalism as the dominant system. 

	Model 
	Europecentric and united states, a normative model.
	World- centric.

	Focus
	Cultural differnces; political Inflicting of western values and policies.
	Relations between Countries. 

	Principal direction 
	Institutional fabric.
A progressive process. 
	values. 

	Problem of unactualized 
identified.
	Un-industrialized. 
	Adaptable

	Important points in explaining
inequality
	Different values and Systems. Immature Systems.
	Lifestyle  and state’s role 

	Extent-unit of analysis
	country 
	International relationship. 

	Automatic identification system in third-world nations.
	Embraced from western states.
	Accounting is elegance issue.
 

	Useful Aspects.
	Takes current technological know-how into contemplation 
(Chase-Dunn 2000).
	Considers normal way of doing things into consideration. Unites socialist countries (Wallerstein 1979).

	Gloomy aspects.
	Doesn’t involve, Developing states (Rostow 1962).
	It perceives one world the system referred as capitalism (Reyes 2001).

	Importance of studying 
Automatic I identification system.
	Irrespective of the national characteristics.it  Views the western systems adoption  as progress
	Emphasizes western Systems to dominate at the expense Of third world nations.
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