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Al

[l

EHpi xR S LRAEH GEAFLOERER > 4 2 L LRHEH
7o fe g 1*%_1*1‘;: HZEPRELEMI KB F LI K2 Fa? g it (via media,
mlddle ground middle way ) = % i i fRpE 5‘;‘ FHIEHAL KA qd,, 5
SR TR RN Ef Pt e 5] <Mmmmm> JEREE 1
%&ﬂwm s 2 R4pT 2 (£ & 2002) ° % 4.3 &% (Klotz, 2001) J&
w: TRAPT R BRI AFTE 2 ﬁLa%? T AT
Ao R b EPE Al RFFR DA NG OB © LR TEHL H- By
(Onuf 2001:245) - 7] ’Lfﬁf HZEH AL FTAFI Baugilerisk £ F jﬁ’”’*’"

paE2Y F2 g ik ? TR PSS AEX 3 AR TuEZ 2587 F
mi&E* AERWPHE > AR FFEORE? LT G VA 2%
( Christiansen et al.,1999; Wiener,2001; 2003, Pouliot, 2004 ) 12 " j#.:i ;]%%m Feng sk
(stations on the bridge ) fLif 22453 &\ 307 b cnirabm gk £ B R4 ¢ L

EUEBRAR T P2 &5 EbL B QR ETHEE (conversatlon)
BONER A K AR P @AB R AL ¢ T F (social facts) ehh#E 4 Lr? W] e E SR
W BT FRIEM LG RFF I P2 L5 TE L B
TEFAgER - AT T ken (W3 § - - k) o (Katzenstein et al.,
w%ﬂm)’lkﬁﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁiéjf ‘mmmﬁzmﬂ,ﬁﬁ{%%
Alexander Wendt 2 2 8 § fih 5 A2 2 duE i & ‘”"JL*T;& B -]
NE BT R ER B 2 LT £ R F}_ﬁ? LARR & M
Z v B 45 40° K 123 (middle-range theories) £ 4 i R (Risse, 2000:12)

ZHA BN PR SEALE T A L R P RTRpA R 2 R (X

#2002 ; 2003) - %&{5}, s o A ¥ LR BB LS Ao de
faj&"\fg.ﬁbfr;"gk;ﬁgc_ﬂc’L*_f_j_xﬁ’)f%%ﬁ:@%\ B M ILmE A d 2 - 2 H

e B A A e Rl daE 4R & o ;ﬁd il o~ % P\?m’t‘r%?ﬁniﬁk*’l‘i’?‘*i AR
EHIZEZFAFEEIT > REHI RN L F LA hP o aish Ad

i@a@;m@’%—%&ﬁd@mwﬂﬁiéﬂmﬁﬁii A EHE L B

bR ANECE A P SR = B T T RS - BB (2002) 5 1T
dﬁﬁﬁf",t:ﬁj T [ﬂ &l#’Jguﬁﬁgr -ﬂ.%%" ST {f' Jpu= 9= » =[] Christiansen, Jorgensen and
Wiener (2001) -

AN wﬁﬁ.iﬁ s S5 A SECV E Y R - 1R S R RV
T IFRARTR - = BECSE (2006) -
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REOAN TER A P Fmm AN o A ERE RS L AP
WendrBm L P H PR ARMEI ZEF L3 K2 Fg2d F'*sg (middle
ground, middle way, via media) =i i *i&'— ENPNVE S| & (¢
HRPE KRB PR RS R ) 2B i % ?;‘;35&/,,\ ;]'J{ﬁsﬁu fe e
A HrauE &N v 2 ) B RSN R IRT L

=. BEREIENAERD ]

Yot
@
\.2
|
B
ks
e T
\

2 AP P .'rﬁ‘a‘ﬁ'!“*ﬁ”’#ﬁ [ A ifmi”u‘ S ART A R ATen
AEHF R L E PP Wb 2 23R 7 (Alder, 1997:323-324) o srEbih
AP L@@ i ~ A#HE 3 R VMDA P BEFF Mg F o
ﬁ%°%ﬁwm#Pﬂw%ﬁﬁ*mﬂkéﬁ’wﬂ%?&9éﬁﬁﬁ *ﬂ%
1) e SR (R RL) g B E R P L & LA g
e o 2 EFAAEE R o WE S AEBZAE LR T TEE IR AE S
Bl o i1 ol g BRK FR e B 7 g sk v o0 (verifiable) - Ap ¥
k"v ) {8 ﬁ * 3 5k L7332 (apriorreason) fE EAdiand & 45 4 éﬁ%ﬁd 2R

3 m B E AR AT 2 A A R 2 o U A R IR 32 f2 (Ssympathetic
understandmg) ) h UTRFRE A A E A € B R > A e RlenE i AR P R
FhRME > UAG MR VRN TEAR e A ALY i‘ﬁﬁw;ﬁ’g’f:‘l
(objective materialism) =4 ¥ 4% §_22 BERH R aawiiae g B L LD
1 4 3 & (subjective idealism) =4 8 mF'JﬂrJE’ 1ok F LRt i g M
Bio e A & fRdrtt > A F AV L g0 n A BiF S T ERRARIE L S R AR .

gt o 73:’]3%_'1‘;"3,; A Bh P EAARIBEISIEAL L KPS AR
PoZ gl A F . JAGRF BB R i kA RRLE

7 L B oo Glde > Wendt SR frea® 40 & 0 L fr7 2 R TR

HUTENh 0 Fla R T ARNAEAI RPN AMAR Z FLFHEL B TEG o2 H_
BEWMA AWK E T HE L &% (Wendt, 1999:39-40 )

iﬂﬁ%ﬁi%mfm;ﬂ’?wﬁ%*éﬁniﬁiﬁi%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ’

A RSsGEEERIAREHEIADLE R R o HE FFA R F

A~

3 f AR LN (2002) -

4”iﬁ?www%ﬁ%w;%mf%o )
ﬁffﬁ“ A szfﬁ”f i Eljﬁ' PR Wendt g ?,w%‘jﬁ T AR & ‘/F 1H 17
=S I = A @«[F%E'T.J(crltlcal international theory) 1 [l (755777 # j [ﬂ
= 9=2(Reus-Smit,2001:222-225) -
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- = ERIPE IR - I'lﬁif‘f’lfiﬁ'{—g‘wi%\ FOUFRRL AR 2T ,:s“,,bi»g 13
= g) Rk ,juagsz; M B K ¥ vy AR TS 0 b L AR P
R R T ’Mmeﬁww EERTERE'Y R
Lotk 228 8 F LT FREHROFHESR ? P40 Kratochwil
(2000:89) 7% * RWAL? L3 4 LFHT Sz e £- i &E 0 @ L
fRendp st p Mg AT R TR L Rias (tenet) 97 B4 L R
RIDHP IR APEEF P2 A RBpEFT P hn i@ Lggs ik Xi
I&%‘kmﬁ’m.&,wﬁ o Flpt o S ERMZEHI HF F 2 B s mé?l F AT
I - Wi RFEFAN RS FREEE RPN L 8§ R AT
(how things became what theyare) @ % £." & ¢ i&4% ;, (how thingsare) (Adler,
2002:100-101) - ®w4c R FFIE -~ BTG F ~ R do 82 5k (how was it
down.) (Weldes, 1996;Hopf, 2002 )

A ok

‘mk-

—. Ted Hopf K948

Ted Hopf (1998) M @i B B wiiihnZ B U Z R p 238 %h e g »

T 4 1@ Yien (conventional ) £7 4 %) &0 (critical ) 22 ’f#_;'_ E- T e]:{ {Vegwgw Zeh
A I TR R RIS 0 R B A RHm ARG - R B A
AP AERS Y > X AEY T r:*z‘;vq. % “ﬁ‘m E R P [ SR N
14 (sample characteristics ) ~ £ 8 = ;# (methods of difference ) ~ i 47 i Bi_ ( process
tracing) ¥4 % E % (spuriousness checks) il Lo '/I“'ﬁ’erﬁig T TR
ek AR A % hd #h & (contingent universalism) 5 f4 H LR i P
(criticize) p = LA &R » ¥ A kRF AA#Gh o Bl Bl x4 ha
GRENRPRE RIn ] (B &) Bm 2 B Efsus o v RE He F Y R
Fo ik 0 T g Fﬁ’?ﬁmvv SRV 1“51)34-1{@ zmxé’ﬁ],» T ints ¥
st hrs AR s /@ilfxwfﬂﬁ Fip R LR v R D R F R
FPFoio® chdp 3 A BBz Ab 3 A A 5 (75 F]}fg# gﬁﬂxem}wﬁ*’ =7
T BN AL FIRNE £4F eniF ;Y (Hopf, 1998:171-185,199-200) -

\

- T

¢ Adler(2002: 95-118)

! EJHf;B“F?’?F*E l'f%'%ﬁ‘lﬁlﬁﬁ% 1R (question of foundation)"‘éjé FelfL Mark Hoffman #1 Nick Rengger
VIFIFOAR R SELS UL 5 P 3 SO sed S - "ﬁ%
A LT '“'i‘ %?rl HIEA S & PR T R IR AT R o P fﬂ |
W po :@1 H|E o 2 FY Hoffman(1987; 198%) Rengger(1988); Hoffman and Rengger(1992)
Smith(1995); Doucet(1998).
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) ae
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{4 i’.;\ps;}%ﬁbﬁ Kl H fmtb§dz I LR e L N A B Soaud Ha Y-
—‘ﬁ &_ Friedrich V.. Kratochwil ~ Ronald L. Jepperson -~ Alexander Wendt ~ Peter J.
Katzenstein ~ David Dessler ~ Elizabeth Kier ~ Richard Price ~ Nina Tannenwald ~ Martha
Finnemore ~ Robert Herman ~ Thomas U. Berge ~ Tzvetan Todorov - Ashis Nandy % % ;
projehE gl E ﬁ Pl E_ X ot 21825 e B —‘ﬁ » 4 Richard Ashley ~ David
Campbell ~ R. B. J. Walker ~ Cynthia Weber ~ James Der Derian ~ Mark Hoffman ~ Andrew

ar AA

Linklater ~ Asturo Escobar ~ Daniel Deudney ~ Roxanne Lynn Doty ~ Jim George % % -

—. Jeffrey T. Checkel BY %38

Checkel (2004:230-231;2006:4-7 ) {¥dp4vassmPerp ~ 77 > 2 22551 % LR
T B a & - 2 (interpretative) 24 S &rper] (i) S & 0 @
ML H iR Poe AR EA & RARFEE 27 B IEGRIL B R E
B S AN BB R 0 LG5 R IR K IR A g
g > w5 ¥ 5 Caporaso ~ Checkel ~ Jupille ~ Derek Beach 2 Jeffrey Lewis o 2 f#:&
B LSRR B A B gﬂ@m@ A Ty
TRIEFrEFTEE VLRF AR FLFPT RGBT 3ERe 227 PanEs #£
37 s %‘fﬁ 4% Checkel ~ Thomas Banchoff ~ David Laitin o 3+ (,;wi) Efpa E: ffa?
PEI= l‘ ’Tffiﬁj ﬂﬂ‘j’l_tfj =g s ’59)?’%me+£31,2- A Jhop B
A 2 FHALE B aE s AL R E 0 § —’ﬁ&r Maja Zehfuss ~ Thomas Diez ~
Waever ~ Erik Oddvar Eriksen ~ John Erik Fossum ~ Juergen Neyer ~ Liesbet Hooghe % -

=. Ralph Pettman By %8

Ralph Pettman (2000:12-25) & 4pi & - "t g 4@, (scientific
reasoning ) = ;% /4 & %= &1 (conservative ) =) N &~ A g/;‘,mm(somal theory )
2 £ @b (commonsense) 2R & ¥ = 4 o BT iR & ﬂufﬁzv
F A BB P F e Tk g F 0 # Y ®FE & (adaptation ) ,}, %3
RipX A RRAF L RIS FHE E‘;’;’E_‘m;fi%*;fa: ol PR B BRI K- B
"5 B e B i (empirically tested ) ehirEs R AR o T cuE Jf;i EPMEBVLEE
& 5 A £ % (hard-line co-constitution) £ § frend ¢ 1= Ha # (soft-line social
constructivism) & B =t #g » w0 ¥ f Ao $ismiki apﬁ PeRPF o P AR § B
I A BREL o Pettman 3 A P 4y "R A 74—\'1 7% %8 (agent) ¥
e (structure) hf? & » BE &1 5kt 5 i A= 448 (constructs) * ¥ £ 4p3 £ X

a n'ﬁz
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7 ( co-constitute ) 2. #g r’ﬂ%i’iz o %éifﬁl'l—«‘iﬁi;; Lo UAAERPF SN F
FIpE R R EI GG 10 4 (people )& A € B % (social
relationship) - % §i~§r John Ruggle ~ Peter Katzenstein -

Ahg amiuE g ;xn—\:fﬂﬁ RAGAE G BeAk € T @ AF Rk Pl
Ak ¢ FLE 2 %fj o fo I A AEFFE LN AF 0 R URT i FViF (T o
oL )*:Hn FAAEM G- A AAEFT T NI - ok PTAIES
T84 3 3E * 12 4 (rationalistic use of reason) % i B4F chik ™ & o B2 F LR
SRR AT I %ﬁ¢ﬁﬂﬂmuﬁ,%%ﬁﬂ%oﬂ&’wk{ﬂﬁ¢*
Bz — > 2@t > T A - TR e BT A BRI A g AR
(excess of modernity) > # i # 1 ¢ iRt H FI #% IR SR S

#4 AR > R F ke & & (discourse and discipline ) e #ichd R pF o 1
IF“J, FAAREIRLFIARED GBS a IR R AR DB RS
(contingency) ° # P& 2 ¥ EF 2 Benfh > @ AL E B 0% o 4ok gtk
g Pl guE %z?—ﬁ‘%éﬂ L ENr8 5 (outof business) o F1 5 T ¢ FE
*ié&aﬁﬁgg%%’ﬁé%mﬁﬁ%?ﬁéﬁi%oﬂ&’ﬁﬁU§%“
L kﬁﬂhur& TR PRy SRR FRP I TR SRR
BTN fi)f s g

PR BB F R R T AT o0 A E R 5T T L R AR
3 ﬁg\ ( co-constitution) =uF (£ % » & (¥ 5 R IR F—(7H (speech-act)
ﬁﬁﬂ’»ﬁiﬁzﬁ%m@’ﬂﬂ:%*%!i"m$ﬁ&%’i§ﬁé%
& 4 o Nicholas Onufﬁf‘u{“ iiﬁé?dz o

B I A BT IR E Y 3 Bt 3 - A s R Ak eh
WEER X > & A i w3 T EM o Faed oo (world-knowing) A€ p 3t

A% TR K AR T o

/. Alexander Wendt 9% %8

Wendt k,L*Jfﬁ £7F Z #fini% (stream) > e 3 K P oFEdy :",—Flév\i*éf* %
R A1 IR f—-gf B 2 B ihimsim s o BiRie oL s A
AEFIRRIL s RESHARF A SRR ERL BB U RAKERELE D
ﬁﬁﬁwﬂw*mah%mﬁilﬁ BB L RS REFHEIE LT B P b
Fl & o AR RN AR T A e A A o 8 (1992:393-394; 1999:3-4 ) #-

® FUECWendt (1992:393-394)p9FE » ARLET j«%o
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Ruggie f- Kratochwil jF#f 5 32 41 & - Ashley {- Walker RIEF#p 5 (53R
i ?‘*? #21 & - Spike Peterson {= Ann Tickner Efﬁé;T? LM RE L*ﬁé o
[REN  c | U 2 M~ £ A iﬁ AARAL § B 2@ 7\ 1 ( Wendt,
1992.393-394,1999.3-4) o A ARIEIR R & (Wendt, 1999:47) - i %t
%;g'é% " & - g3 A (ideas all the way down) sud i &fF2 2 it i

Ak X hdhi e AR D ) 550 (thin) 243 £ B9 o (thick) 24
A& A RARASEEEE (Wendt, 1999: 1-2,81,131,132 136) ’FL Wendt
HIGLE 0 T JX'F‘] 4 is {%*“};&i'ﬁf‘ﬁ_ E NN B ) “S A

T, John G. Ruggie #9538

Ruggie (1998:,1999:240-242) R /i 43 & ¥ cif F A 2 o A dras ¢ 4
v wbiv s A% %mﬁﬁgﬁémﬁﬁiﬁﬁ"ﬁéﬂp%

(neo-classical ) 13 & ~ R MHE L K& P K1 £ (naturalistic) 244
%zi SR o AT LR R ER AT Y A & (pragmatlsm) ’ ;ﬁd ZEF A

TR~ BLFEEA S FEN BRI TL AT AMIRNL L > D RFEAE
7fi§ g8 A o fs #-p & % Ernst Haas ~ Peter Haas ~ Kratochwil ~ Onuf ~ Emanuel
Adler ~ Finnemore ~ Katzenstein ~ Jean Elshtain §F & ¢ #f o (8B ihE 43 & chiv
B Fm"\’ Jr®_% p Friedrich Nietzsche ~ Michel Foucault 2 Jacques Derrida » H 35 3%

dnE T S R B S AMe AR (primitives ) & F 12 4 ’}‘r SN
dxﬁ = (units) ;35 & e (legitimate) AL ¢ HE I A B> a L HES
it (hegemonic discourse ) =334+ & (disciplinary power) 3 4c— B " & 72 ep

P, (regime of truth) » # )&% #++ § % & - & ]! Richard Ashley ~ Campbell ~
Der Derian ~ R. B. J. Walker ~ Spike Peterson 4" #f0% § o p 21 K H1 & D
RHAA R AM RS LT IR E S S OEE e U BATT L R A & -
BRLLMAEANET s ANHEY Ahe TR R o v Bl -
B pRPEEN ﬁm‘igﬁig , (naturalistic social science) - 1% p #X ﬁi%‘f B3k
R SM RN CETEE S SRR R R R R R
TR e 7] 4) Wendt fr David Dessler _§>% st 4 ©

9 |*‘1 rﬁg@ﬁfx jl%g T F'fi HC P S uﬁ;;ﬁ«;: FoHoh o T FIﬁ;ﬁg@;ﬁ@@@—;émg%jgjg
B GESAR T I?JE ]%T'Eji_qrtj EIfol A T e impy > ) i Bl A 2
m(Wendt 1999:136) -
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75. Richard Price # Christian Reus-Smit B9 %0 %8

Price f= Reus-Smit (1998: 267-270) & #2243 & v 4f 55 4+ 2| BF"E 3234
(critical mternatlonal theory) » AtEA Mgt 2 G2k MAT T 55 8 o T}szﬁu £y
ML N R S AR TEH®R Y :IZ-}\»’EFJ_I EPN AL HRBE SIS
BB E o ?}ﬁvei X RN S NEFE FIRES S S Ree
r’v’ﬂﬁa@ % 7‘}5“‘ &k Fuen (systemic) Léﬁ» 2 &8 eh (holistic) Lﬂ#i &
AL B RAFIRY 3 o) nih ) S SHpE RO LR T PR
& wﬁﬁg APEEEF RS T AN F S A ME SRS G LA fET

~ mzéﬁ: &0 A A€ LR (asocial billiard ball theory ) I 2 Wendt
A A o FEMauE BRI LR &E—&«fx’f@ Fp frR% IR % 0 ALK %18
enfs fE 0 B ERTRPN BRI G T B ot e X RE R LR R EE
R xRN R g Kratochwil fr Ruggie % ~ 4% - (SR
13;@:*?3_;&), AE 7 ;L;F(,m;_ rg@ﬁmﬁigﬂ—;—@nfﬁgm%;,ﬁgﬂf# T g §= v —%‘.‘%I
TORELAE RS Tt E s e el 3N G s B A g
RAFaTRIRE L B o i %J" 3 Roxanne Lynn Doty - Karen Litfin ~ Price -
Janice Thomson ~ Cynthia Weber -

+. David Campbell B 38

Campbell (1996; 1998) & #.p H A £ mfs 24 e ELEL - A% f\?v%“féf; EY
fAGERE L &P VE A I P M e o (critically mclmed) I N FH s f
PPIIEHEL B AL S R F S AL S 4L & F 0 4o Barry Buzan .
Ole Waever ~ Jutta Weldes ~ Mark Laffey 2 Wendt - = % % F 4 1 aE ﬁ» %:
P& *:*’#Lf' sEfEd K2 AR R PR LS RE P NS
A R oo BIRA S BHAL & LALRF W8 (T4 & (performative constitute )
FWEAR T .iﬂw?ﬁ WP BEAIE A A R F A & oid (2 (performativity )
Mmo2ho A E o T KIRILE M m;’& TS+ Foip hhg s (domain of the political ) 2
p\ rERE AR 2 X e R B ¥ TRG RS e g 2 Lk D

EEREENCE  RNEEN SR R E SRl Ep a8 Y IR . £ TER S8 st

ﬁ—’ M AR B U RREFRORTE G e (FLAFS T 2 TR AR

%4 21N

3

1% Reus-Smit(1999:165-168) 7 i % (=1 » » JK Price A1 Thomson ¥[| ER BRIV AE = 555
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12 o e gk (1998 217-227,287)

ﬁiﬂgjmﬁﬁﬂ<%$%Ti)’ﬂﬁ?u%m§%%%gﬁi§§ﬁ
AL TR R Fﬂkmﬁﬁﬁﬁvgﬁjigjgﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁlk
ST 2N o ARGFAT S A P E A - Gkl L AR bldhe Wendt (1999:
313-369) F & o H_IR N auE f# 3 %g.ﬂz ) '-‘Z—E’\’s;—f“f# ERE L ‘_L,f#‘%_‘g\
S AL o AR T B AT 1‘?’ EESIERES 25 NEF 2
BEOF F ) TR m/”\‘*‘P ﬂd*m/”\‘*‘ﬁ ’ “Lrv? *“*1‘*“»—*‘*7? 3 ;1 R £

i LR E K Byt A ﬁl’\m**%’”ﬂg”‘} PE A awr 2’5@°“’*’4&§%

AT o T '“ﬂﬁftta% K2 *Krrvaxp R
A6 B F L K pi o wd 3 4e Emanuel Adler (2002:96) “3  B%
Mtmy o2l 54 Aa R e i henn £ R EmbRREN 3T
%ﬁﬁﬁfmiﬂ’mﬁﬂ*?méh X o

FpL FEAue 7 UFRE FHNE L B @k e P B
S r;ﬁ;ﬁ&%@?éﬁi% I 5 A»FI :—*F‘l’ B i*;fig-ﬁ 228 4 g& 4 resﬂ;;‘l\f‘]}&,
PR REM e TEEA L AL TR Gl gy pdgd s
W (BRI REEEHL &) fr;“é;n*wif% i R x‘amﬂlﬁ*u F % ot s i
WAL EM PR H LR AT HEL R THFHE T EL R TR FNLH &
BLI AN '?-TL lv”'ﬁﬁv;#flé‘é #P%‘V?Lf’f#l‘amﬁig AEB Q2 ;L@Jr#i%x?é
?‘%’%E’ FHIA B HA A LIEMI FEE LD K2 Fepd FELEE;E,Q P g
Wendt 14 2 £ § &ihat 2 e E»*iﬁﬁ%éf#i ERE rmw*n :
SRR JERS N/ ﬁg?{, (mlnlmal foundatlonahsm) (""P{J‘r"‘lkm 5
BF ?}‘% RIS ijé& %"I‘T'ﬁk P U%ﬁd B mR R ERITE
o d A RGHE )RITUAD PEY ARFEEPIRSF LA KA AL
5%‘1@5“‘ S B o 4 2 (&ﬁ)ﬂ# ERRAEE D Ahe F AHL kin

1

)

g\
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\

<

1

Em  H (TR By SHTR TR #H e L s g
ﬁ%amw@mﬁ“#LEﬂ)’Kﬁiﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ*‘ ~?’mf@5%—
AEES S Rl £ H B35 it gl ¢°4§ﬁ)(¢ﬁ)gﬁ EX

% (4o Onuf~ Kratochwil ) & 7 £ ge2vaE 232143 &2k L3 K2 B v F’HE
Jfb PIE 34 30t @ /g g2 ((5)4e Schimmelfennig ~ Hopf ~ Guzzini) - » 7]
FOREALEFAR S L R AR 53 2 Wendt £2 Checkel #7534 04 & §
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Hopf s SoF 4 5 F N R wEE T - &R~ F#EH S+ - |Kratochwil, Jepperson,  Wendt,
HRAA R Bl At~ LA AR ~ ¢ |Katzenstein, Dessler, Kier, Price,
M 4TEA AL g R B B # Tannenwald, Finnemore, Herman,
4B % Berge, Todorov, Nandy
4 - R~ %2 %~ F |Ashley,  Campbell,  Walker,
A S gk 88 > 3 <4 Weber, Der Derian, Hoffman,
4% Linklater, Escobar, Deudney,
Doty, Geroge
Checkel TR B B FHAZBH ~ T~ #542(Sikkink,  Barnett,  Finnemore,
T RER PHEOBRAT AL Wendt
Wil Kk @f s F A Har@dh 3 A~ 17|Hopf,  Price,  Reus-Smit
BT~ 2487 g3 $37 o|Neumann,
e ta@ @A Kk ~ %2 A |Zehfuss, Diez, Waever,Eriksen,
SRy Jﬂf ~ & fpm g P engz|Fossum, Neyer, Hooghe
R e SN A SE T
RO E R ATE S T g
Y
Pettman i oA Bl g4 Ruggie, Katzenstein
ALE TR |k Seik § T8 Onuf
Wendt kAR Rk |FHELETRS Ruggie, Kratochwil
BN R EL RS Ashey, Walker
A E [REA RS Peterson, Tickner
Ruggie TEAABLEFTTL [ LA KEAE S Hass, Kratochwil, Onuf, Adler,
PEF Rt Finnemore, Katzenstein, Elshtain
GBI [BIEH ARG F1E 72 7 A % | Ashley, Campbell,
e Der Derian, Walker, Peterson
X3 d |[FLEF At f A4S 5 e [Wendt Dessler
§14%
Price and| 4 2|38 25 ende b ik A EMek g Léﬁ%f » X |k et Wendt
Reus-Smit [ b 3 LERTE- X 30
WF L& Ady D RiBiEAE
E AR %R AR+ Kratochwil, Ruggie
(SN (184 Bl % Doty, Litfin, Price,
Thomson, Weber.
Campbell BAGE i fzp R ed B Bl R AE TS LRk Campbell
S WEBEFAE  FusT R
Eo) e M 3 ’Ei-_q\l « Fi %-2u e |Buzan, Waever, Weldes, Laffey,
WL G 3 4 A esm e Wendt
%L,
FHR AR e p F 4 E (2002)
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) e
EEA

i He gt (1BIA) 244 & (b4e Campbell ~ Ashley) M £ 5 % ¢ ;ﬁ ¢
FOAH HIEH 2 B - AL L DIER o B R. RAF T w7
Eo R L ERFTHEY DS FHIM G g A L R A E
FRh o P Rl RO

Fo-  ZFEfpa Zp Ik kL R4
oA (o) R () e (BRE)
B P I SN SR - AR -
e 2 B A FHA LR | AT WA AHgFHLR 2
o LR g R AR Racigd | A RO B L
PR S SRR S S SR S £
0 R FI R R | BT fE Tl B ILfE o
ﬁi?}‘f”i\‘o
| A#HL B FA#EAL A FR#A &
8 I8 ke y ?p’}i;@: S B BN K
PER b e e A &
PR } i H

. BRERAINABRFR

EHEA R WE I REAEEE L KL% ’Lﬂ]&u EN NS T PYR- S P
W 7] 0 (Jacobsen, 2003; Ruggie, 1998) » i & § & ¢ frimiud 2@ &
BFERLIEZEY BFEROBAZHEI ZAR A SHL & 4 m%\,{%ﬁﬁar
Adler ~ Wendt ~ Checkel » # i &R &L 4p7 4 LA AGY L BT FH oidh il
MaxEF LA K2 B P TR iiiii}ﬁ}ﬁi(Adler,l%Z Checkel, 1998:327;
Wendt, 1999:40) - o >y § [ i ;kig:} FEREM AR (R LE) A
PR RPN AL RIES o T 2 (P2 2L ERFERNLERS LA
¢ AEmE R BRHmES v‘ FEpd s e (Schlmmelfennlg, 2001; Hopf,
2002; Guzzini, 2000) - 7 T jrie (SIS ) I AFTRAF $2 27 F g

H iﬂ/ﬁﬁliiﬁm‘ﬁ(.ﬁ'[*)@rﬂ; TRLT | 45 (Adler, 2002) FAEIfI =2 s = 35> B H o
’?’T“‘i G P | Jﬁﬁ#ﬂiﬁfu
12 Ruggle(199£242)ﬁd[L Mark Neufield | u@f&f =] ﬁ%—4 e SRR = 2 Usrﬂﬁuﬂ
Eime) S ﬁﬁdﬁiﬂf Jop s f ] Campbell S5 Wendt pul?ﬂm’ == xﬁ P -
ifEliJ Ruggie(1999) -
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RIS M A2 AT N R i d — o R R R S

(Ashley,1988,1989; Campbell, 1998) - Pigit 2b3 jia 43 & £ ¥ &2 4 Ji F% M
B (LA %) L B RIEL T A B WL R A EP
mgﬁiaﬁﬁ’»{ﬁrﬁﬁ%m;£°*¢{1ﬁ{“‘ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬁi‘
ﬁ@nﬁéf Foo A jmia N 2REIZLA AN IR AR AR T #L CalE AR e - SR RSPy
£l i@k A#H D A R WS R F G Fl 35 & (strange bedfellows )
(Marcel 2001) - #73 T B g A5 B A ¥ @ % (Epistemological anxiety
makes for strange bedfellows. ) ; (Wendt, 1999:49) - ¥ § =41 & & ¥ #kp

MW H BT E > FRPIM LB H 2 F 8§ ~ o
—, ERER—EBITHEERNEREBES

7 Ji—‘i’?i‘#i-%:§ CRSGEALE AR F L & owihB-E (seizing)
W HEE LT K2ZEF? Fipie (Adler, 1997) ¢ §:2 = (establishing) ¢ &
s,ﬁ,}ix ( Christiansen et al., 1999, 2001 ) &t {f?:;}%fi‘i (Wendt,1992;1999) = i &

IRV R o e A RIS GRS (BHA R ) LR T A AMSG
WisxrcLenL BRI parpient » X H A P2 B RGOV ko gt
BLEAFFLERIRE [ W Fd S FFRRE FERNRHBELF
Boodm s AnauEiEl RN 4 FAAE = ez fpa &% WF /% (American
variant) IR EHA & o

333“

st

=1

(- ) Adler é1? [ if gt LiEHA

Adler (1997:321-323) ;%5 i & L F R At § 515‘3 I EI KW REI
F2 W RdpE v AL Redp (éﬁ?) FER Y g o
Fla iflim !t v AP %:*’I“’.ﬁ;%’:wﬁ‘v']mﬁ SRR
LT oA AT A G R v AP FFE Y AR —'%z °
@ BRI 2 oz aew - (cognitive evolutlon) WA EAE LR o At A
#F,Mg-)ijltfﬁ*%iﬁ’m'ﬁ*’ﬁa*giﬁ ??Kfzm—»APFﬁQ Fl o B
g AR chiziv- Bz A g% R Ad P ’E‘rﬁ T b’%* g2 B WILfRATAE €
% T]%ém (Adler,1997:337-339 ) o oy it A F - BRI E Y I3l > 5 2 iE
HABNERFAEL 2Pp B FFEHIZNENMFRIowHIZE T I~ B 40
A FFE 7+ (Adler,1997:339-348 )

13 T F[ F' 1&1?7{“TE:~ }yﬂflﬁf’%‘_~ a=y %’jﬁ(Oga,ZOOS) °
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) e
EEA

BT BN 204 SR AT > Adler 35 5 60 AR F RS
&P ME e A#H - B3I (200228) ’@—“f#& %;F\}i% Zik 2 - R R
B S S AL A B 2 R PR s R B e

( micro-foundations) - > ;izfuéf BisPFREREFES 5 ‘a’% FPEEE
#% (Adler,2002:109-111)

(= ) Wendt ¢ RFif gt LiEHE A

Wendt (1992:) #5¢ 4 B2 ffi %5 AIL i R9F LA K2 B2 R4
o BUPET BT LS %mi"f%z&?{’ BRI it
e PLEF LRI - APETE BB R (TERL D) B2 r At A s
’P T mﬁié‘-}«._pm Hrpe e oo g ﬁiﬁ‘?‘fﬁkx FRF A AR et o T
FRED a2 45 f*? FpRIR o AR AT s (Wendt, 1999:47 ) - Wendt
EAEL AL AR AL K AMKL RAPE S AT R Rk
f"_g' T fE 5 drEh 4 5’5)5 lER &d o - 3G Al HAAMHma 2L
9
-

\*:t \—

TR NRFALBFERF O V- e PR L% KA
(block) ‘55 @ ¢ 1 ?»mw AN A% o BRE FERFEEgES
( constitutive ) & %E*fs”ﬁ WERE I DI A B A € B (1999:39-41)

- q*bﬂu’w’ BT b o B UG A "ﬁ’*m‘*’ W F BT R P EEES
b APEEREPERT IR PERES TE LR PE
(1992:35;1999:1,39,77,374,378;Shapiro and Wendt, 1992:210) - i3 2 > ¥ 335
MEFUWERB: N LEE BURBLIE T L RV EY PEEGI 2
BT L3 0 EREEfEF A PER TR A R SRR S
- 3z (Wendt,1999:51-76)

fe Rissl* §3F FEHHAP » WAL I F 11iE f—?fi%ﬁﬁﬂ’“ ( Wendt,
2006) ot T3 H AL E F DB PG EA § T R AEHALE T WS iE
AR BRI AL BRDEY o {ER DT BRNIMERERGE FIT g RS
chZ B oo fe Flhk Menglon P R AUt 2 Bl 2 2maA R 2k g
] —‘ﬁ g w F i34 B (Wendt,1999:85-88) - Wendt { & Bl 2 ehg + 4
g pel—¥§ 3 @3k (quantum consciousness hypothesis ) 5 # #7314 chpl e
BdhE N REE > I ek 3 R % (wave-particle duality) ~ & O dic s
k- (wave function collapse ) ~ iB| & F* 42 (the measurement problem) - 12 % 2L 5

IR ﬁT“A“ﬁ? VI FTJIJV %Eﬁfﬁﬁ%ﬁw(social mechanism) o
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BN R R R T i E — Rk e R 8

#7444 (non-locality ) ﬁigﬁiﬁiﬂ?% i (mind-body) B AT 0 AL € ﬁi
Baifih e wadmpe 7 25 - BEFAEHE (KA HEE) > i

EHPEF hihopgs (10id,189-205) - & e ih  # L - 25 m:r;axfgq%
PR R ARREFAT BEARIEH L Hn 2aeBh i h o & F] AL Z
Feho Tl MR AL s 0 REA L DA RS (ﬁ?i%ﬁé d i)
*?ﬁ'awiﬂm{#%maﬁwﬂ%owfﬁﬁ %@ 2 > Wendt #7 & 4
TR LHIEEE LT LA -

Checkel (2001c 554) p fLE IR R A %z v B4 RATIT & ok o

EPeP > 2ha B & - FiREA :rEfff 4 F'“j,&* v e 7 fe 3 Wendt 0 3%k o
Checkel B q‘i p &é*ffr;%k;n*nﬂfiﬁi B HP VB 2 RAT > S
. «ff?' & (&3 Wendt) 35 = 7\? {?; LEH s P AR wATEG
I Wendt 2%k AWBH B TRAHOREE > BB LM RBEED
55;@‘ "L 2 2= 4f3H & (Checkel, 2006:9-12) - f;é. o T BN AKALRA
RAeE A & A JCE A A T ? Epees Byl REY R
%éﬁ %mmdpik’ﬁﬁiﬁ &P E 1@&éﬁiim@ﬂi&.
EOo YT UAER AH AT RIS T i’ gEnl xELAREFHEHIL A
B E vlawzmﬂrﬂ°mf"‘i§_—§if§ FEB LAY 2 E

K2 B 2 HE A A R aRmh s (Checkel 2006:14 ) o ©# ¥ RELiF AR
EHAT Y P 2B PR AR TS AN RRAA PR e T LT
AR S PR L A B - 2 1‘5&—1 & 2. F’“rr AL R R AT LA
R BYFHTEG? PERATASVRIASWS BB L AL “%
~ e E 5 B (2005 Checkel, 2006: 13-14)

i 5 2 » Checkel (2006:29-30) s2.5 d *1i24f1 & # B 312 § okt & 32
i @R el Ap REARE MBI L P A R R BRIEH P~

LEBEHELSAIFY o RIE L AR R 7
B Ariids oo Adler ~ Wendt ¥ Checkel 374 3k2& = @ R ig & > e Checkel %
WEAE L R Rk B oY B s MLE L P Sk B

' Checkel(2006:30)fi1 ¥ fj][ﬁw ﬁ?fﬁi AFHFLIFR {FJ e s 1A =
SPARRRAVES ik *‘v?rt 5o S IR = BEP BTV A TR R R R
GRS oY

%J
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=, FEHERMH (2B ) BEISENE (BRR ) 2RISR

EHLRNIT AL 0L PEFFRAPAL G o8 LR L
IIF£T$,_ B A AbaEL FW i "‘ﬁ‘)-’v—\’“’? 6 Im 'J“ /-—FW @ BJ»}?{ ’Ffb“x% EF/”\ » F}—%§(*‘L
H) Bt (KA ) A L oipuatzbajn ]L%& fAe S e R N sRIPE LA F 4
BEH PG R - F ok ) 1 x%ffﬁ B IR BB R e AE AR
£ HF7 ;ﬁggﬁ, %K@T«ﬁﬁ TEAF LD E ‘_?,T}Urr Bimm o ,;wéié:f#»l Ea
%éiﬁ,x*ff## %wdk.a #rw‘rﬁ KIERE rﬂ R et N Y g AR | EE R ROR
MEDBREFF A BRI NRELS LA S E VAT RE- BRI KA e
2 & (Wendt,1999; Checkel 2004) ;7 mﬁi RIRe s it i BB 5 28 L
ik Fligrid i R g a xx 24405 (Adler, 1997; Checkel,
1998) ;s FLEFFAFRFARERALEEEHFIREFRE Jhm%ﬁd Eiy
IEEATE LSRN L & GpE o Price - Reus-Smit  (1998:267-270) 3 EALRES 2
A& A B e 1235 (critical international theory ) » AFEA M &I 2 S5kt
=gy m;;%oﬁ}r/#u W;%xﬂ'?‘ﬁﬁﬂxﬁ,lk;ﬁf IR AT T W RS &S
AEREHE SR A S A - § L2l 4 (Pettman, 2000: 12-25) &6 $$14
B IRCRRE ) *ﬁ#bﬁwﬁs‘ v 5 &F‘* B 5 (co- optlng) BIMAALE - TRETER
B (Engllsh School ) ?—"f Robert Jackson (1996:213) ~ & 3k F A #H henis
TS B e+ k] R AL g;wpm o} %3 3 % Ashly o Walker fF 47 5 147
L ﬁ(postmodenlst)mz*ﬁ» # (Wendt,1992a: 393-394, 1999: 3-4 ; Ruggie, 1998b:
240- 242 ) o ARm > BRAIKEL R AL REEFEOA AR BB a7 A
ER i (ﬂmrﬁ/z&v B3 224 (b2 R/ 4) @ Ladfhiget
(o2 s /w’aﬁ' A ) e )R ~ % it B2 B (George, 1994:192) -
T B BT L AT B I r A K B RS Rehd Ko
PR LT

i

¥

(- ) @2 #2 & —Onuf & Kratochwil

Onuf (1989:35-65) M 47 & * 35 #H* R # » 1 12 Wittgenstein ¥ 7] &
BB S & 0 B ff—ﬂ‘ﬁ"«kﬁ’ *T#'L«' AR BE e fbﬂ + s e o g
(duality of mind and matter) @ = » # 325 & Ha HTE B 28 5 A
L R - B 5 oz 3 (existential standing) o A - B A2 deig o (2

LN 4 .3
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BN R R R T i E — Rk e R 8

FORRY AP gL A R o AEF T PR o SrE- B
Bl Aaniivm bR miong o e gFRALR TR AR 2
i%zrmfiﬁi‘réﬁ P H o R PR o XA 2 £ - BALg S -

3 %k ee E_ik g 1235 o0 (theory-dependent ) - £ A #g o Arer s o e 32
R bt’ﬂdi R A A AT o A AT S o T E A R
T gochig feo B ERACIR B U] (1989:36-30) o iy 1 wr k45 cud 4
ERE i* BtwrP e haibeg o aF L7 L3 PF

(contaminate) ; + 2 2 F ¥ - Fehd 3 b0 PG - FAIsHE D v TR A
BT X BT D P FRIAAL P (beings) > Hp: g RepF 2T
a%m@wm‘{J@w’waﬁéﬁﬁmmﬁm'ﬁwzo&ﬁﬁﬂﬁwﬁ
L*T#’ FALFFREKD A (1989:40) - X E S K F R
2 ’£T$ AHE L 5? ¥ ¥ % 5w (learning and knowing) » ¥ §_fvif 4o e i * v

¢ 37 B AP A (1989 97) -

KratochW|I (1989:21) 32z A m B I A i gl fz o B 514 2
?ﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁé‘ﬁﬂﬂmﬂﬁé#(mm%)~"%?ﬁ“‘%m&iu
454 A ﬁéﬁfé‘u%ﬂ?i‘ﬂﬁljwui I EY o RE > AKE
power of reasoned speech) » i A iy $#3cin G & P EEL o X 55 (78 AL RP] T
i¥en (rule-governed) ~ £f& 7 # 3 3 (actionwords) > §d A $FIZ i ia 30 iE 48
(reasoning process) + F R4 (regulate) £ 4= 4% gﬂw (K)o A AL ¢
T I RGE 0 R o A R E 2 R 2 AT I B R N AT B
75 F R FRRst (resortto) e o gt A2 o AEF #al‘i' (practical reasoning )
FAEIL (78 ATRAL 0 4 HF L i N 0 i Ag4x 1 & (iinstrumental ) m
m—‘—ﬁw poenenff 5 (1989:1-12) o s 3G ALEE R eanF R IR § R AT

H 29 E & # R (elaborating) Fd - % ¥ (justifying) & » ¥ & i
*i 7 (excusing) f7#+ > @ # 8 F % (refuting) B (1989:24-25) o F|t » ©
FI* F 5 AT R RP) B R R A g B R L E AR
R P AR o B e AP EEHZ F 4 4 2 (things in themselves) >
T i s ut (description) @ P R AR 4 2 P BEA B kIR - 7 Hub g
FEREJEH TS L A AfE & T4 (makes the things into what they are
called or referred to) ( Kratochwil,2000:95 )

Onuf f= Kratochwil 4% {6 F ##h i@ 2 3> 5 82 H 18 2 2§

A g R A AL p T AR R K B R R ;ﬁnﬂ
R B ‘gﬁﬁﬁ’éiﬂﬁi%ﬁéﬁﬂﬁxﬁmﬂﬁi i

AR -

\m'-

~=h
e
* &
S
T
%
gl
—
~—+
=>
D
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i’
A=
i

(=) ¢ Fgra@Eii & —Schimmelfennig ~ Hopf ~ Guzzini

L éﬁ¢%1ﬁg%Uﬁ§? th had 2 d B Banvdh A
HoPFLEFERFR eV RELRRETEL S (AL R8P TR Sy
HmmiE Hd FE'.“%E&;_E. » (TR kLM A ;x'?t’i*’f?_l &3 E o

Schimmelfennig (2000, 2001, 2003a, 2003b, 2005 ) 5! * Habermas 2|32 3 e
M4z 76 | (rhetorical action) % & F % i & 3244 {3 % (rational choice
theory ) - 4% M it kg p 9% 78 (strategic action in a community
environment ) & R % AL ¥ T g1 vk {7 & (strategic action in a international
community) - E_f ;&%&/i—a{v‘ B34 s ﬂmw* WIE AT R
PP ihE TR P ATIEEER R ik S R B R -
IR '%2*’5‘1‘#'%2 A HFEE2FEOT A
Hopf (2002) ¥ &4 % Fﬁfr?é*;%ﬁs?{mféf{&i & iEz iii?}%ﬁii v s R
L e (Fﬁtﬁ ) BR lamﬁﬁi%‘}%’filjiirﬁ‘gﬁ’!if%}%‘f\?‘/f%#
BATE 0 LR ﬂ AL S ??56%1:5? 7 5 A %8 (agential modeling) - % %
B RGRfe W e 47 & Az 38 o R R B2 g
Guzzini (2000) Ej& Rk = ~ (79 B2 - k2 B> M EE - RKeb
ffﬁ 3R ISWILGL S Ho nrpz*fﬁ 2B A i H# ﬁhﬁﬁ’é’»% SUACIRRES 3

o (

e ‘gm Q. T
2

o

ERE: N 5 ¥ ’h&' ﬁfr’va mB L 2EE @Bl 0T {4}3 ﬁ,@*"ﬁ‘r';fg\‘rﬁz_}_g
e AANHmY 0 vy ML g }‘}m(ai_g)iéf#o%&f—?ﬁs@;tag,?

B #Bﬁ BT R A - IR

LB Kehpd L KM > T BR
* 7 L4 & (Adler,2002:107)
%%j{% 'gf"}'} 3 %:—h-’ﬁﬂx %R

HERML £ RSl R L
PRI KRy EL—J;’ EERTIENE- S
"Campbell 4= George ¥ /5§ i3 st 241

1emmemw%1wﬁﬁ DR AERLEE S B2 (ode) AL Ui 3
R () -

Y Ad1er(2002:107) L1 | #1245 (cognitive interest) T 53 E IEE S e ;;%’H”;_i;[rﬁi ES
GEIE rjﬁgtﬁﬁfi}@mrjrﬁ#4ﬁﬂir+§ip§¥;ﬂj* ]E‘;] I;{tﬂ i HE I“Fﬁ“ﬁﬂr?iﬁl%‘;ﬂj* FIE AL T
FLESERRAS 1 bt - WIF“7 IJ%{%IF URL o E AR T S F[ii [ R EH

ﬁhﬂﬁi@%w*z’r##ﬁwﬂﬁ.%ﬁéﬂﬂj%
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BN R R R T i E — Rk e R 8

LT T £ B iﬂz ( Price and Reus-Smit,1998: 270; Campbell,1996:13;
George,1994:15) - i i}u@ WAAHIAFTARLBLAEAEHN Bh> 20 3
(Onuf,1998:58-63; Checkel ,1998:325-326) » & H HFF %%ﬁ.‘éﬁrﬁ = o fSIMA
EREN FHA E NI SRR St A HoOHBARANFULZ BEEHRD Fak
b m‘Jf v H 3 &Empéﬁ Ao 2BEHL R B A 20 H o

oA 50 BIMAKE R L S 2 0 bldoE £ B3k (double
reading) -~ k%% (geneaologies) ~ ¥ & & 47 (text analysis) Z 2 R%ZM % o

Ashley (1988) i& * Derrida ehf € Bl = 2 f#4E7 L 7R3 5 M K248 K
£ I ,‘fgu WAL E MG AT 7 {%ﬁe Btk e BVE R 2 IR
RRERS Sikdp 23f b GBS0 B anait o 2 3?%%:1 AHEREAY
it & g4 B uﬁ’llifg,I}ﬁQ‘*f#;ﬁdﬁ’ A A4 s i s 3 guE AR
(Ashley,1987 ) -

A A&+ > Campbell (1999) &_F $fwisihar » # REZH S o F 5 -
APl F &0 AR 3 ‘\v"’ﬂg&ﬁy}_;‘l 7f 353 iﬁu—*f"ﬁ&*é{
it v 2 ¢ (narrativizing of reality) = ¢ (1998 33-4) o i B iR R
T3 g8 | (subjectivity) R » % F ¥t @A N 2 mfr"‘*“?f hdh o T AR
FAEd AT AManhit v TR h o b (1998a 24-25; 1998b: 4)
(1998b) it ({854 ) wmit XL MM T #A K1 5k A1 HF 1 ‘—é—
W HlE & (&4 *Mvmﬁf# &) A wl > IR fEG K LW% ERpT
T#* | (appropriations) ®#% i & » 9% f Y AR ey e A P
SUEE L f SR AR e A D N N T LR RS T mFMFE L R
A LERE S fﬁr’?—]‘ﬂ W ERRF R G v (T3 L 70 jE 5 1S F]Zﬁn@l !
HArgdpend jRigE* 125 % (1998h: 223-225) o $L 5|3 & 152 g
PR I (5. p’]‘#_ HPAEATIEFE > T g 2 Rl
( George and Campbell,1990: 280-281 )

George (1994:24) :nis et A- 2 8- BHR2EEH - ¥ -
PR RFEERE > FIP R ARV RRDARFDTHET a*;i»iﬂg - B
Iy BRATER m—Eﬁ‘L’»,TJL,;‘FLE 2 A Edp R B g M i e ”‘F‘%{—‘*E‘T
R ARG S L WA e B R B 2 T R (190481

[

18RSI S0 ] %2 B Hoffman(1994:70-71) - Reus-Smit(2001'214)

19 L;:| J i_f%érﬁ'[”“‘i }y{[ﬁpﬁ_ ;{ s, ﬁl‘lﬁ_?qg‘/ﬁ ]’—“jF[‘j?ll I"“‘ FEFQ =35 I'l }ﬁ@ﬁ

yuw%‘;ﬁt VPRI - Campbell 7] [P*:‘ﬁ"[pui u=e JE'M}»)’?&H 32"3“ LRkl
?":? u T
i
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) e
EEA

1345 Price {- Reus-Smit c ;% » Campbell & 55 125 3 # "“urm,ﬁ:ﬁ hade; a4
SR S R ,;U ERT (1998273) v 2 R AR (PR
L&A ) B KK REIFY BN B o Sy ﬁ,a;%g (agents of

change ) (1998:283) -
= EBFIREBEVPEERNSE®R

PR AR AIEEA RO F LA K2 B2 Bl K8 % 4rd
NR LR A LR AL S5 BR (Iﬁu*)ﬁf?,_éaw:; *ﬁ“é 7}455‘? B A
BB FEF LA K2 By BER 2 (2]) 2453 &4 207 kb
AHL ZEED G OFFRLY FERAIL] T EF ARG ARG T
feen s g (SR ) 24 RPN ARAT 7o

Kratochwil (2000,2006) 5 Wendt 144 5 5 b o2 B LE % > 12
& Wendt chft 8§ fghi 3175 2453 K ehBKIEH P o 343= Wendt 123 5
F hdhid ”Ll*ﬁ‘-.. & WINE S K F‘ A ApF o @ r Wendt &% « 5 &t &
FamEs e TRaPFMEN BE - B2 pra 8548, { 12 % 78(scrabble)
PEEL T A %Vﬁﬁﬁj fu J“r’;g\ﬁgilk%’}?_;_ HEPRDTFIR G EFPZTERY Fé&lgﬁaé,
(middle ground or viamedia) » » & % Z & 37ehit I o v ARH T A
S I Ry f‘?%’%r’ Wit gy (FEE) B ”f?é %o A (knowledge)
7 EF G - BRAe (knowing) * iz > XHFE TR APENFFHF L R
B FEARFE SR - B (R hh) AL (Kratochwn 2000:73) -

Guzzini fr Leander (2006:73 ) #+ = Wendt ﬂ-rf]"?%ﬁ;pi“' WA IEE R
WE B >k 7_(gatherer) = 2t ~ (hunter) » £ A - B p 2 chE%E
P A g 12 pé‘nF\ BhEATEPRER P RERETER Sk RTEE AR
LU JRE AT hd f o A€ FlEri (Albert Einstein) A2 5 4 12 5 iR
- $k > & Wendt % 4 4ot > @ §3F % 5 (particles) & a3 481 > T E_

kg R o F R ED o © cFaiken (target) P L AE B

WA x5 A#RDREM RIZHDT 0 i frd 3 LF apt Ffar sp o Hhmd
H R (2006:74-78) o T EFH WA T LLanE RA & (statism) o 2 E 0@
BehR] 74k ¢ (society of states) B T R Fis 0 iptheniF & B B H 1A KD
i £ &M (2006:78-88) -

Campbell (1998b:219) 3= 4 i Kb » B f & H{d % 2 - i}u—fe\;;‘?_
:J:L@:f#_j_;&;ﬁp & ari e o Ra4ckiAK 7 F R ?L)I}g p#AR ey
FEFREELBRTT G ABDEFS I NRES ', Flo Wi E AL A AL

Y
4
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BB S L ARG N 2 i — e e R

gEfEm kehe Wik A= Wendt 3 B FE 2 LREEMN BIZH% 0 RE L
WFH ARG A 5k o s Wendt iR gk 2 R Aarddhap s
(epistemic conceit) (1998b:219-221) »

Wmm%ﬁﬁétmik*s%la’wﬁﬁﬁtmvﬂﬂaﬁﬂ'%ii
a0 pARA K Jﬂ.,z—ﬁfé—ﬁ_gt‘ Y Y L LA g-ﬂ BABEEL 2R
B - pd BLANES Mrf;ia\ g3 A A B oo &4 Wendt Lﬂ]&#amﬂ & ik
% (Lechner,2006:9- 14) PERFAGFLA 0 TR RFRG g T
p o FA v AP RE R OMABRBFESIAAELY AF > F oA %‘%GV%'%‘L
( Lechner,2006 )
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* FrEpY sociation KL~ IR g s ’J'fiﬁ > Lars-Erik Cederman and Christopher Dasse,
(2003).

241



BN R R R T i E — Rk e R 8

AHpEE A B o F A g WL(wﬁA)ﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ@ (i) E4
B W Sl %g o A et > 5 diE A4 w:fg e B 4k e (critical
junctures ) = iz f? E Nt A B*-a‘ & o7 3 3k 4L (Risse and Wiener,
1999:779-780) -

%ﬁiﬁéﬁﬂigﬁﬁ*im(ﬁﬁéﬁ v) EfEL £ FF Wendt ehge
A o PR RRRE (i) Sl A0 }m_ﬁﬁﬂwm@ﬁw
ek # F* 32 (question of foundation) » 8 FAp £ Frac 0¥ = & LR R SE A
PUREER SRR o W (AAEGE Y ) RS B LAY T N ﬁé’¢ﬁ<£
BRAGE) PR ERAKAA R M T E G F5 87 w5 BRNZF RAT
(Smith,1995:29-30; Doucet, 1998) o /{5 Tt 1 % E 1 F A# % 5 ,}g@, TR R
M AILG N RILH AT > 20 EATIR R S A D R G R -
Moo SR AARAL RN REIFOARAPEE HArp At A4 (“PIF‘F'?/
W2RFO &AEH (T R/x+) »n A diwe i (o2h
BB FFERE) m/ir% 2o vgrzz e g i (George, 1994:192) o itk
ELEE AT ﬂaﬁﬁ"ﬁ'*ﬁ‘ﬁ‘- BE SR RS BT F LIRS AR
(RS AEE HAAFE R m:_i ’ f@ﬁt*@"}%—l AR EEGFE LA KD

F AL B IS A ‘L%#w /Eﬁ’*imt i &anFabainegi &
PEE B AR A A EF B BATRe D R R E AR RER (Prlce
and Reus-Smit, 1998) - :&m i @1‘”}%‘_1 %%F\ TEAARBARE A R G 2B L
BB At DY - BEEE R o H2 B Apd 2 o A BRI
RAFZLTBHE D ZHARESTELL BREFA# LEZ - REI 5B

~ ¥+ 2 F B° 42 (the question of identity and difference ) #73% 5 4 47 & 31+ (Keith
WEbb (1995) - Z@ a2l HPi%kAPL I E > —*ﬁ*ﬂa rat %?5&”
(nonfunctionalist) =& f ## (Francois Debrix, 2003) » &7 11 & {8 £ 2_§& >
AHEHA R ARk B XA R - BEH - himEga L3 ~ thoir
;*é;ﬁ AR FFY 2R A e o 4o DiEARE g (processtracing) ~ T w Ak

¥ | (feedback loops )~ § éﬁ:}iﬁ(bracketmg techniques )% # 3 = ;= ( Checkel,2006;
Johnston,2005; Flnnemore,1996) By SR AR L ATGRE Y R

N
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