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APt E §J$D*[ 2 v (A 84 E 2 (ethnomethodology ) ﬂf}E‘TjE
(computatlonal linguistics ) I’ }b?ﬁi&%ﬂm ( complexity theory ) =l {4 Elf‘]ﬁ
| MY #rf“%[gﬂ%ef]pﬁi'wu > Vendulka Kubalkova =~ * (1998) [[[}:L.=
3=I'] Nicholas Onuf ﬁ'p{—‘??, i T’T?T_, HL LR ‘ﬁ‘ﬁ’%’ﬁ ’ §Ei ]'"‘;7_$7F'di NN
wﬁl[fkrff}[u o E Lf&gjiﬁé #2H (Fierke and Jorgensen, 2001 ) E'[J?ﬂiﬁ“f‘% TQT
FHEEI ﬁ*ﬁ* AERUE (R AR 'EJEJE";F %F[J/ » Wendt
ENpSIP=a-In=t —Pu«ﬁyf‘g* =S N R LF‘{EJE\Jﬁ?ﬁE‘]E‘f%II » ERLENEE % T VB
i 53 HI 7 PR (O D)

[ES“[W;FTAI T” f ]l fﬁlﬁﬁﬁ' - [9?3?/@7}“ HET 2 ﬁ%@'ﬂwuﬁ”ﬁ]ﬂi} ’
PER e aer ﬂ”ﬁ%“ AR S RSP H RIS AE'F“"'—Il [[ig= g
Ty W2 (Goldstein and Keohane, 1993) > IE Aalberts and Munster (2004)
HUET Wendt | liﬁﬁéﬁﬁffﬁﬂ’réjﬁq' é”“yﬂ??f“# F 0 YIE s
TR ELIE S AL R RV R [/hgfl FITRETES o SE AP H =
Flﬁ*ﬁ » Wendt }f‘F’,H', Social Theory of International Politics — ?;i{ﬁ?{ﬁﬂ?“
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FUE[ 2 (Cartesian science) > H]| l“ﬂﬂ'f\i_ﬁlf'\ FH‘FEﬂ]ﬂJ & (mind) #/ ( mater)
:ﬁﬁJF":ﬂauéE R W[P—?’;HIEJFHI?J Vop 7 IR FRLIERY - Wendt
(2006: 182-188) &~ HT'|.wPu~ mT@x fE TJr%" S[EPAUEET > 3 (PRI p Bl
=0 S p— B %L%l@?ﬁ’bﬂ ?‘;F”Td[ﬁﬂj i E"ﬂ]ﬁﬂrup [EiiRalEs =k "
Wendt '] =2 5" S8R 4 T& [ (wave-particle duality ) ~ ¥ ﬁ;‘ﬁﬁﬁg (wave
function collapse ) ~ ! F% f (the measurement problem ) > I')] W ZE; Jff £
(non-locality ) FIfF Wf?ﬁ]%}%ﬁiﬂ‘l;y‘“\ ( mind-body ) F% ; |”jj’ LHF| |

FISRRISFAVH Z0E S - Jdi=s ~ 5 Jf‘ﬁ‘a Vil UHJ%EG%%]'%F  2E]

GRS o %ﬁﬁgg'P@h_@gaﬁfl$(wﬁf
PrEI%) - Wendt (2006: 189-205) IJ12 34 B 4 o o BB (=4 1
B R 5 wﬁ@frgm?wﬂm FUEECT TR
RS BT RIS AL MGRR - IRRR S A L
@Tﬁé{i" o “J‘B”}fi:gﬁi/[l Steve Smith i FT; EHEHEIU‘[‘??% ’ ;éﬁﬁﬂfj} %«}iﬁ’ﬁﬁ%ﬁ

B BT RS A RS B

<~

Bl BEEETRERBEIZENERSEES

R (EIED 2%
BT - HE
PSR R %

HE CHED =5

R (e

" 87 &M 845 % T2 3 (quantum brain theory) $2:% < % 4 89 £ £ (a panpsychist

metaphysics) » B ZRAALA 09 FRA O AMEAYEAME F WA 78k R B

(collapse of wave) 4% & F4a M 1E (coherence) » MfdAb4d T2 M RAHIE E 249
WHE o FENERAARELER ABERRZT —W -
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2 EBEEANERSTE

B = FHEIRSE A DR 7 ”Eﬂyﬂw’%M$ﬁ%W\
B B TR H O 5% *%%WH*%W@%E%
(Wight, 2001) » HA= HHHF 20 BRI B (s
2002) - 7 F}u[E #H (Klotz, 2001 ) ﬁlf% : '_IS]FE]F[ NS i[[ [J@?}“
3‘5-‘1:1H i FIE? ET: Vo WERLE A = ARSI S AR ARV g
@ﬁw’@ﬁiyﬁiﬁé. & IRRTED 2 3R T APk
T fQL_’ri’H‘ - iFFLLT] Fih e :élf'T JL— M- B9 ). ( Katzenstein et al., 1998:
680) - TIFIIEIFVEIE = AFHLT E14l7u UEEF}E"H%JPJZ#WEJ[E?J—W;&
T” ’f_ ﬁl EA%EJZ‘”S’Q%M#’ b FE'EJ:%L}» ’ beh? 5L E*%'Fu
(mlddle -range theories )@F[f_ﬂE'U(Rlsse 2000b: 12)- & £15°H ( Christiansen
et al., 1999 ; Wiener, 2001, 2003 ; Pouliot, 2004a ) !} Wﬁfﬁfﬁh ( stations
on the bridge ) ?El_yé*ﬂf“4 =Sk F’f (SN [r,zfg @g}h + t[ﬂiﬁif“ﬂﬁi‘:[%ﬁ
e e IJT fflyir* # o F:i{ﬁk%#ﬂ/ Hsty 4 [L_lj)"f“ [IJB‘ «}3%“* =
AL I IJEF«";\jf_THAQEW ('social facts )fiu 4 ‘ﬁﬁ‘—ru s B I Uif‘ﬂ%—rﬂ B
L ﬁ’fg# »ff&-[ jﬂﬁ[[ ”fc_ﬂr%&qﬁ”iffgwu e ”f_ﬁ'%wauﬁ“ﬁ[}#
AR

B?PIFT y_$ = AFHD T Wendt 'Ji:[_—, %FA ;,yiﬂ ‘5'4@
S AR /x“é"rﬂ ENAE F'Wﬁﬁ—rnm_[*?%‘i [k Ef‘
[P E A ﬁf[*@ﬁlﬂ@&[%@ ( Albert, 2001 106 ) Fl&f_riﬁ
i AR R e B SRR
iﬁ.lﬁ‘b[ ‘F* pu gl (Jorgensen, 2001: 36-53 ) - ;@;d[“] F?‘r?%”:,»J
(Hermeneutics ) [®ELHHUHAS = 55" F’z Uiﬂﬁﬁaﬁ\— PN RAEE AT
COPE) A5 RO ) 52 A2 1512 A0 (Marcel,
2001 ) ; Guzzini (2000a: 147-182) I'] F%QF:ZWQ‘EJ ( Double Hermeneutics )

P BN A A RFIMA A AL G B RF 0 £5 0 48 Christiansen,
Jorgensen and Wiener (2001).



186 #i@*‘ﬁ}?ﬁfdk%‘ foBfjard ¢ RS BIEE D BP0 FREG JONE

Bh o3 R = AL 0T IFOBR T~ Sl S e S e IR
COREE==10| Eﬁﬁr %‘ﬁr@FUEJ&I%%FUPJE%éjJEI ';f‘%‘ll:l P FEUPTEE 2
& o QJ?J@E% #ZHJ[H ] Pierre Bourdieu ]EIJ‘EH‘;%?QTQEE " Niklas Luhman

F[Jip%i% %T?A » ' Georg Simmel A rﬂr%"* ‘*J%FFM (‘'sociation theory )
Itﬁ',@?f“# ;—f;l’j T.F[?F ]Elljzlt[%;—rm r []FE' PJjI:LIJ [ [’_‘;EEJFF” ]:[ ,[ E%F}ulﬁﬁ
B lijrﬁﬁ'—r,u - PR RRS 7 B IJTJrT? 15T PR IJ%XFE' ( corporate )
§J 15
rJFm °

Yo AR BB HRLAT O F RIS BRI
*’rﬁ“’f?’f %’f/ qav 2 s o [N wﬁ%ﬁh AP B
E%V@VFUEQﬁWFﬂ B BRI SR 2 ST
[r[;fg] | ]Jé}‘?{*“gg&’ F'u’ [ifﬂp%?ﬁ,’ﬁ?iﬂi T meg 17 EJy_i?fF‘ﬂf

_El

_El

2 BEXENINEREEIES

rationalist pole reflectivist pole

R f ¥ : Christiansen, Jorgensen, and Wiener (1999: 536).

[ES«‘BJ?FTJI TU TPBHARFT R (AL EV R PR A
SRR S AR | PRI TR R () B
(frame theory ) = Jurgen Habermas 1%/} ﬁ fl= ;{*Jfﬂ i ( Theory of communicative

13 %54 Leander (2004); Pouliot (2004b).
" 5] 4o Guzzini (2000b).
5 B 38 #9 sociation & 3518 A Z M 8 Z 8y & mx, T 4 € (Cederman and Dasse, 2003) o
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actions ) FEF[| FFBEIU?TELE[ ( Haacke, 2005 ; Weber, 2005 ; Wiener, 2001 ) - &
iy BEEAE = ASEET A (R EEAT) HA5 S S50 Wendt FIJ#:FT
MF COFERLER P () BT »f«ﬁ?ﬁrifﬂD%Tuf?ﬂ‘biU[ﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁféh‘%
ﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁ“?@& f ( question of foundation) » '’ '[f\_ VA Iﬂ[ AipEkevEy
Esﬁng:;gr;\@”;;ﬁﬁ\;ﬁzm,’FL[ i H (E@ﬁﬁ?ﬁ) aw,rfnjﬂmil aﬁ—JF‘“ rHE
BE EH (VHRERH) ML %ﬁ?ﬁﬂimw’wkiTw
AP 54 A (Smith, 1995: 29-30 5 Doucet, 1998) - PRI A
FLI) E’ﬁlp{&_ﬁﬁgﬂmﬁ ﬁﬂ{@[ﬁ%ﬁl 28 %‘FUF”I&LI%}IEJF T ael L_P glﬁfﬂfﬁ
OB A P R SR > ATHLEC S R S ARl

HIRE > HA rﬂpiﬁmj A PR CI /R ) ERLA R (]
’Ei}ﬂ'wﬁ'ﬁ/d’ﬁ) g riyi)f““” (CESEN (ﬂ‘%ﬁgﬁﬁﬁg I
fifl) FOmRpl 'Et‘*’nijlr:[ A8 (George, 1994:192) -

PSR T T A AR (ER) W
)ﬁ;:} F ”?% ﬂk’@:ﬁ F JEU{‘_T FME’J{’ lé(zé;ﬁ Iij:[[%—ru —tﬂiﬁ?tﬁﬁgg
FURLH]] (Price and Reus-Smit, 1998 ) > lﬁlyﬁﬂ“i ek F’f %Tﬁﬂi[l%ﬁﬁ[
2 AR A @?%’Ti%ﬁ'@‘s”@ﬁﬁ TU% [FHEEEY~ B ﬁm B
Fj:?Jﬁ[i_E]J/fjj o SN AT AT iﬁ[%gﬁg‘ ik F‘P%QFQ EL@E;E‘ e
Foo jﬂ]’,% @ﬁl%ﬁiﬁ YN T&]”H %2 T ﬁﬁﬁ ~ BRI [FJ Fﬁj ' ( the question of identity
and difference ) E‘J?F[ 73 FrE 15]& 1% (Webb, 1995) o ~§?§§;$%j; S IR
2 :é?ﬁﬂif\: ”]%Jﬁgﬁ?ﬁ , (nonfunctionalist ) pwgﬁgﬁ ( Debrix,
2003) ’f@r NEL f%i%ﬂj/?é‘, B2 BB R TR

ELpUE )~ [T~ Ufﬂﬁ& u::p%u IR R
i FIH?E;LEQJ (process tracmg) . r[flléﬁlL,[,J (feedback loops) -~ 4}
KL= (bracketing techniques ) %*Tfréh“ﬁiik ( Checkel, 2006 ; Johnston, 2005 ;

1% 5] 4o Price and Reus-Smit (1998) ; Kratochwil (2006).

7 f5]4= George (1994) ; Campbell (1992).

g s R A S R T A RS o R AR A R & SR SRR AR AR
1B RAESMEEAEA LI BAPZORERI T oiReg B c ARG EFERHL
ZAEFo R0y TR IR » AR F 4ok 09 B 18 5 RS B 772 & 4w 3t (Smith,
1997: 167-168) -
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Finnemore, 1996) » " *Jif-hLyF o g 4 = L A R T
o 25 o TIEEEE = S WPV ST *FH lﬁﬁiugﬁgﬁﬂ EJT»JLP
o [ 525 g BTPHC #*%H‘ YIRS AR R uﬁﬁg‘\ﬂf ,
I'J7 Fl[‘ﬁ% ”rTD:"FU@EF

BRI ITREERTERANERSIE

EIPE IR = B IR R 18 B N R e )
IEE »—k%ﬁ » EIRE \H:F—‘-Jy]E[J _F”_&EETE? [T [a ,U?ﬁ Urjﬁ”# s R RLTE
= e OF (@IS ORISR o RIS SR B ML
FE‘FIJJI?}Q (P2 > 2003a: 13-65) - "z‘?:@{%ﬁ’ g Eypys »—k%ﬁj BI~ B
¢?Wﬂ%’”ﬁﬂg@%ﬁji@aﬂéﬂw¢?w”w’ﬁi%wé
A’#&A[YE}L I [ S - iy F‘F”#ﬁa“*f @l[iz ;&ﬁi@fr: =4
TR L Fr e ATRR A 3 W 2T [ﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂ%‘r—ﬁ A TR
A -

— - BiErRERETENRm
g ]L FIEAR B IS RS R PR T OB R
Tl [t John M. Hobson (2000: 145-148) A% » Tjﬂ"#“@?ﬁﬁﬁg =R

FRilr ug’ VS.Wi?*ﬂ%‘ﬁU%?Fﬁ@ » Z1ERY (malleable ) [ES“%:’FJ?’:F[J?E vs. il &
Elfl[ﬁﬁ'%‘:’?f’i fﬁjﬁﬁ' . ﬁfﬁﬂﬁﬁ (regulatory ) i vs.iZ 5% Y (constitutive ) I &
ElfJT [F[ @'Eﬁ Fearon #[1 Wendt (2002: 58-67) EJ[JF EVEIED & E"ﬁy_iﬁ ~xl
U%Tu%{fﬁ TP ET R ovs. B R~ & N (B #EEH (The Logic of
Consequences ) Vs.ﬁ?l}"[‘%i‘fgﬁj ( The Logic of Appropriateness) -~ ?J ZNEs AT
(norms as useful ) vsA#EF|[*/#F (norms as right) - Jf i~ (exogenous) F#
% vs.[']3% (endogenous ) FERE - “Bii ]ﬁ‘ﬁg‘é F vs. HiFEF fﬁZ"%‘E‘i =
PR vs. rmjﬂﬂu e EHITU FUNE (2003D 120 125) s “%FJ

? Andrew Moravesik #» Checkel ¥ 3t i@ £2 16 3¢ 7 i i 47 3 » 4B Checkel (2001a, 2001b) ;
Moravesik (2001) ©
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_ﬂ

WW%?@%%%%Mi%E*%?%%i% SRS - R
BT e SRS S P RIS o R S IR AR
= I S RIS = A VB B kL Y (Jupille et al., 2003:
15-17) -

U5 Wendt (1999: 35) (O SRS = g = . ] F”%
e+ P RL S R T RS R
P e b i PR R R R 9 g > BTIAE Vi B A = =2
itk ? [\JHF;J[FJ&@%[ ﬁf/mﬁ]ﬁj,‘@ rj‘Ji?ET”EJFF P T\F:?_{k"gl'”ji‘ R
ALY PSR QSR PIRTRL DGR T ST (R N IEGERRLE TR

IR SRR S R ERL N e ”E*’E“ﬁéﬂ“%lfi

A& PFMI' - ][—Vfﬁ—LFIJ.ﬁJW[?&?]}Jf\_H I Eﬁij [ [ (™ JI/:&;FEIFLEJ EHE
= BIEE S SR S G T FPVET (Wendt, 2000: 179)
it Wendt 12 - W%%ﬁi%@ﬁﬁgﬂwﬂuﬂ%fiwwﬁﬁﬁmﬁ
- B —Fu U N L[*F‘fﬂf_%ﬁ"ﬁ %‘E’—Pu IHIFFU ( Fearon and Wendt,
2002: 67) *JF Il iﬁﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁqiﬁllfh’lﬁﬂdﬂjf i == E“WIF%}%_KALHE&EM
?F PRI g > IRl F’%‘E” BOR B R kLA WP“?FI?JWUI REEIE

T’T%“ (Fearon and Wendt, 2002: 52-54) - Morten F. Greve (2004: 7) “JI?;J

P EIES ?&E"ﬂ@r4 FRLI P IRIF [J%Q%[%?igw@% R TR
[r[ A E#«ﬁi?f“ (world constructions ) o }Z\% o g %‘;ﬁ"?@ﬁ} ESISET
FFU Eﬁ:’j"fﬁﬁ h«ﬂ&%zﬂwuﬂjﬂ‘ru ’ [ﬂ[TU[ES“[BJr}rTJ[ ik Iﬁl—ru (£ ﬁ:ﬁA‘]‘fﬁT}jzﬂﬁﬁgﬁ
g1 FhpApT %F*jr tﬁﬂ:”ﬁ A aS«l[{;;rjd]T’E’Ju )y & Fui_%ﬁﬁﬂjug&ﬂ_@&%
i T o ﬂ“ﬂ[: Pl Bl o 2 B HAL A
( self-interested ) = £% = FE‘J\_F‘ CEME) %]E' SR yﬂ*ﬂf“g A RLN H R H
Py ( other-regarding ) 7 £f = JFE']? & = g El fi~J éﬂﬁtf 7 ( deliberative
dynamics ) (Jupilles et al., 2002) < “4fiERLY[ {7 7 [Elﬂjﬁ £, = 1’;@ FoI Rl leTLJ
g7 s I‘Hﬁ'ﬁjdl—‘ R L RIS EI*JIH% i ﬁf’?‘fﬂﬂﬁ %ZEJ%
B

B EREEEEROEHERIS

ES“W?FTJ I7: 5@:[ AP S SR 2 ?ﬁ‘ﬂﬁﬁé e Uﬁ‘F] HFESE
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l*‘%’ﬂau Tﬁ?[ ( Checkel, 1997 ; Hermann, 1998 ; Zurn and Checkel, 2005 ; Kahler,
1998 ; Schweller and Wohlforth, 2000 ; Brooks and Wohlforth, 2000/2001 ; Risse,
2000a; 2000b; 2002 ) - :,!3{ ‘1T Jurgen Habermas 1% ﬁﬂﬁ;ﬁjﬁﬂm?ﬁ
- ,3% E’lﬂ“fﬁﬂﬂﬁ 1% ﬂilﬂ Thomas Risse (2000a) #[! Antje Wiener (2003) °
T:Frm *]LI;TF,F’ PR T ETHIREE (competitive testing ) f:fﬂ?ﬁﬁj EH [Py
FRETRARI T T P A R (domain of application ) ,EL_?F[:VE f%'r. g E
B S R AR IR TR RS KRR )
('sequencing ) f:jf &l ‘<, Eﬁ%‘“’* I B IIEJE] TR R R
fﬁ' ’lU%@ﬁ%ﬁé@ﬁE' EJBE‘FEE |1 [ﬂ A Y S Q]El VAR ?EE?F, (incorporation or
subsumptlon)f_f’ 4%’ e ? bl HEE i (Jupille et al., 2002; 2003 ) -
%ﬁii@ﬁﬁ4%3*w%ﬁ FUALS T IR TSR Py 9B
Ul fRERRTE (7 ) W (empirical testing) {SHIEHTERIVELYE - 2 2
IR LI ORPTS ) Fhf PR D AT RS (S -
%“:'Fj%fﬂ?_ FLAHIFEE (Single-Theory Null Model Test) ~ & 7% i 4 fL=
( Zero-Order Competitive Model ) ~ %;l?ﬂlﬂ%—ru FUgTai =" (Multiple-
Theory Controlled-Competitive Model ) * %] fx‘;\_lﬁ’ﬁ‘/ﬂﬁﬂ[l I'Ef il A5 =
(Residual Variation Approach or Value-Added Model ) (Jupille et al., 2003:
25-28) g SRR RS RRPAARCE [ 2 A A 2 A HIuRE
ﬁﬁ i TN Iwuﬂ‘ﬁ ,)E&%“ 1] = 3 ] uirﬁﬁ’“ (Zurn and Checkel, 2005:
1058) [ = f@%}%ﬁ [ﬁﬁ'* EH'JES*'FJ%‘FW r?i?ﬁi' ESgE SN =
*%3 AV 'J%p:'?p%# Fkg‘ﬁ“ e
ﬁFV’W@ﬁW%WF O SRR b

= AHAE T A **BJJ‘/PFWIFLi 12 R “% £ 0 BT R SRy
ﬁﬁj # (PR 3) %w SIS E'EJ?I:?“?F%JI% 57 'iiﬁh” U R -

01084 43 (HAMEA) ERSHBKABKGEOLESNETER A 3% 2HERAE
PEEAMAREAZMMGETUAERRES » AR LB TEGABRNAES  43%%
T H B AR IR 20% %35 H 0B A AR T F 03K 8 1R AR KR4S £ B Peterson
and Tierney (2005) °
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B3 BEMIRREEIRHNEFES

TOR IR (B

= - BT RAEERIRNIERITS

ﬁlk*ﬁ@%ﬁz%@ﬁﬁﬁ%yﬁﬁﬂ?%ﬁﬁ<%@ﬂ%?%
az % - B - i PR U A Il - O
%?EW%@)HET{F@%‘*ﬂfﬂﬁ%ﬁ&@%ﬂVJ@j%@
AR (R A R p I 52 “‘Jﬂlﬂau%ﬁ:fl ‘Jﬁ'f“ ~ Ry
Hﬂéﬂ%mwgﬁW?%f’%ﬁziwﬁﬁéﬂmEw%ﬁ“FWﬁ
FUE| Efjig?ﬁrﬂ‘:ﬁﬁ (neofunctionalist ) == F{‘I—Fu (mtergovernmentahst) I [e]p
%ﬁ% (Pollack, 2005)  |fj =" FH% = %ﬁ‘ﬂﬁ%“4 Z VB (divide) ©I
RV DR R - G0 R
@‘lﬁﬁégln FHPVFURRL T Y > 7 71U Thomas Risse-Kappen ~ Antje

N

Wlener Frank Schimmelfennig - Jeffrey T. Checkel, Stefano Guzzini =~ -
VIR = SR = S ik £ BIRNE PP (L B0 Jeffrey
T. Checkel (1997) é”m:ﬁ %= ;ﬁ‘lﬁfr * RS B ISP
ﬁmqﬁﬁéﬁﬂﬁ%’EﬁﬁéﬁWﬁ%’wﬁV SRLF I
Tﬁf? o Miles Kahler (1999: 296-298) “JFZ“HE" T 4Ry 5 B :ﬁéw[ T}BEJ@BFF

BNy AR E R A O FF £ 2 A EE B Millennium AT > A &S E BALH
European Journal of International Relations 3#7-F| 24 2 #7 4 sg Journal of International
Relations and Development #1F] » @ £ E 69224 £ &4 82 £ £ B Ak International
Organization #1F] o Du)”?%#%i%’a%‘yiu AREZRAMH|EARY LA LEEH
FREZIN S ABERETERLIRNmRF LY o
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o ﬁ’fg* AT TELT Fug'ﬂ%p:' 4= ?«s-@%‘?}’ Y RLA' I Z K AY o Daniel
Nielson =™~ (2005) #iEl J%ﬁ%# FIFIJ@%JJ[@[K}? A (CH L= ) prElér
EIN EIJ?F FREE gy AR 2 S R il HE*,E’?EII*ﬂ uﬁﬁg ES
| Irﬁ:ﬁ% 1) ESEPE B - Wendt (1999: 318-336) 4T Fmﬁ
EE | (natural selection) =2 T (=3 | (cultural selection ) ["Et@%[ﬁj’ﬁé
)R RS o 0T ] R RS (’rﬁll”ﬁgﬁ*fﬁ D Rt E T B
= # }wir < [Fil JFE{'W’?‘/L%F@% R\ U ”P i_T*"AIH%F”T [l
El[ﬂj Wendt (1992a: 425) ﬂ?}:g%;H R [F'EJH I Elii[l%&ﬁ:ﬂﬁt (B
PRREFRAVROET) - FUE T S EPRITEROS B 2 }&@E’ﬁﬂﬂjaﬁ:ﬁﬂéj
':L%F' ljﬁl?réi%? EH*‘FH °
Pernille Ricker (2004) [I[|= 3=t /Esl] 1] % R p| , (problem-driven)

TR r%—rukr[ﬂj (theory-driven) » ZEI4= ;‘;.E'?yéﬂ“ SRR T%F“JEIU?F‘JI
4[~ s F‘?ﬁf‘tflﬁi \:%.;IAf,jﬁfﬁﬁ,:?,ﬁﬁrjuﬂ\]g;@[ 5t ﬁge%%%ﬂf
PP SZEAE S0 MR B2 S0 050 TP 2
# , ( Liberal Constructivism ) ~ © #r 1l g 7}“ = & | ( Neo-Liberal
Constructivism ) ~ r%&?ﬁﬁiﬁéj} # ; (Realist Constructwlsm) Y r;v_iﬁéjﬁi
d= & | (Constructivist Realism) (Risse-Kappen, 1996 ; Checkel, 1997 ;
McSweeney, 1999: 203-207 ; Jackson and Nexon, 2004 ; Gofas, 2002 ) - [
Joseph Jupille =~ (2002 ; 2003 ) ?jﬁmltﬁ’i’\"'%%ﬂﬂ W L‘ﬁfﬂ@ SR Fﬂ?ﬁh
= %3‘?@7%} FAVEL HIBERLE E Y o BT e dgpy o F («?ﬁ CEES
ARV [ R iﬁﬁaﬁﬁlﬁaﬁﬂﬁ#ﬁiﬁf“‘* o SHBEIT I RIE S AT
)FTE:J} %ﬂ}%&é]‘ [ESE[F;‘?%‘ﬁfU’*" < el [ A rﬂ%‘* 1{~ 4 (socialization) - yE[fi|F|]]

*;IFQ Pﬁ?ﬂiﬂr%" Uﬂ%\li&&ﬁfubﬁ[ﬁ[[ %% (scope conditions ) - #5!'
I'E?\'b«}iﬁ‘ﬁﬂﬁ 1% o

HFY AL S B 2 BB B AR

] }wﬁ?ﬁmﬁ%%f’:k ?%: ﬂfﬁﬁ% [IOPPEFE —H ] (stage- complementanty)
[P BT OB SRS SR S SIS BT R - I

22 % International Organization #5 2005 4k 38 sk & v bk 4 & £ 4% > L F Michael Zurn
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The Bridge-Building Projects in
International Relations Theory

-- Exploring the Synthesis between
Rationalism and Constructivism

Tahua Mo*

Abstract

Exploring the bridge-building projects between the islands of theories in
International Relations research is to build a communicative and dialectic dialogue
bridge among these international relations theories. Since the Third Great Debate,
the bridge-building projects have become trendy; there were three bridge-building
projects: a bridge between rationalism and reflectivism, a bridge among
constructivisms, and a bridge between rationalism and constructivism. Along with
the Fourth Great Debate, the Rationalism-Constructivism debate, a bridge is being
built to synthesise them all. There still remain some injunctions that push in the
direction of bridge-building projections: one lane or multi-lane bridges; one or more
bridges and constructivism’s epistemological pluralism; the debate is in its
philosophical ground, and empirical research for the theoretical validity, and the
possibility of theoretic dialogue and synthesis.

Keywords: Bridge-Building Projects, International Relations Theory, Rationalism,
Constructivism, Reflectivism
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