(R BR B BF 58 ) OB T 2022 4F 45 118

A ERIEIRG e R« IR X W5
NI % 5 0l 7

oo AR

NERE 2HERXAFHNERXAMARBT — MK
BEHFEMFRANR, FEMARET EFEXRF R AREFHARNA
AAAREE, EARMNAL 2 XRERX ZAFHATT EHRFX R
FHERE BEBE T —FEITWH T LIREHF T L LT E &R
XMEFRR R B R EARBEETH.2RKEFXRAFAILIT FHF
BE RN EARLKNEEE R R LR EERZ N
FVBRA, A -—MHFWEFXRERLR . 2%EBHF X RAETR
FEMARTERAAARN AR L. X T U BEFEZEHFERE
RABEMAELTEEGENEETWERX 2L B, E+EHHNER
RKAFREELLEKKIT,

X ERweEL 2RETXRAF BHFERXRF
FHEFERXRFE ARL FEERXRAFR

xS B RFBOR S A E M AE BRI HE . (R4 :266100) 5 R 90 B . KA F 8 R A 0F 58 01 .
(HIE % :518103)

v T B OBz L RE T R L SR B SR L AR R R R LR B L A O E B8 A% U (Alvin
Yang) 1 5% A% S E 0, B BR BOA BF 58 ) BE 44 PF 37 % R0 I8 SO, SRR IR RS B 22 A HE 2B

Ui
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2014 45, ph 38 [ R B I < g 42 BRE 5 B 5 1R 19 4 B0 L 0F R S I R R
Il H”(Teaching, Research, and International Policy, TRIP) ¥t [E bR % & 2% 5&
A b 38 [ 32 G X — R AT R T IR A, 2 U5 T B 2 80N O 56 [E B 5 7R
] IR 26 R A 5% v 1 A7 2 T P 1 . O 3 R R A R P Oy [ R O X R G R
WF5E B -0z 3 MR AT 18

BT R AR 56 I = 04 O A 4 11 B OG R 24 BF N A < 22 P AU AL (Gram-
scian Hegemony) LA K AE VG J5 A9 “ R 157 B 4, © 36 F) 8 K 2 H P2 B] K 85« Bl ¢
W (Amitav Acharya) Fl% ES BBUAZ T FHER X RRAREAROE - i
# (Barry Buzan) ¥ 43 = AW BE#E 47 & 1E ., 2005 465, ] & EJEAT — T 44 Ry
AT A BAT ARG T Y B PR OGRS R TR B A B OGRS AR AN
R T Z AR BRI — R, 2007 4, 3% % AR ] BAAE (I K
BRI E & TR AR, 92010 ﬁfﬁﬁ?éﬁﬁ%}ﬁ%?ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
PG 07 R OC R BE - W R 2 SRR A ) — A5 . © e S BT A S R A B 1 F 5
PR AR 2 W N AR P 5 7 1) A BR 7 LU 8 W ke HLR 4 e 7 5 AR 7
RIS BTA AR 2013 4F 12 H 10—12 HJE B & K28 90 19 44 0 “ T3
B2 B7 KPR ZNRMA7ER ARSI EREFPERE L%
BRI PR ¢ & %% ” (Global International Relations, Global IR) i #E & .9 2014
A, BT 25 3V 7E 24 3% B PR 0F 5% 15 2= (International study association, ISA) 3 Ji i
EPE IER R I 2R E PR X R B BRI 2 2 PICE BR A 58 3718 ) 76

O HEBFEXR¥EEZEEESFNFERNE LA 1106055 R REIFE ", 49 % 1% H KRR
B MAEEPRRRFREFRIGT EFWERRE LA 22% M2 E R 7,53 % M8 KRR F &,
% W, Wiebke Wemheuer-Vogelaar and Nicholas J. Bell, eds., “The IR of the Beholder: Examining Global IR
Using the 2014 TRIP Survey,” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.l, 2016, pp. 21-23,

@ BV H FERIAE R M5 % 5 (Robert Cox) T 1983 4F & 19 3C & b, 8 ¥ 2 TN IA
SeAk B T AR W 38 A8 S S H 47, 2 W Robert Cox, “Gramsci, Hegemony and International Relations: An
Essay in Method,” Millennium, Vol.12, No.2, 1983, pp. 170-174,

@ ACFE M S )L Amitav Acharya and Barry Buzan, “Why Is There No Non-Western Internation-
al Relations Theory? An Introduction,” International Relations of the Asia-Pacific, Vol.7, No.3, 2007,
pp. 287-312.

@  Amitav Acharya and Barry Buzan, NowWestern International Relations Theory: Perspectives on
and beyond Asia, New York: Routledge, 2010.

®  Amitav Acharya, “Imagining Global IR Out of India,” Keynote Address to Annual International
Studies Convention, New Delhi, India, December 10-12, 2013.
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2016 455 — W1 7 2 Bk E PR OC R F P58 & 8, VR 2 2015 A UK R E BR AT
G U2 AE S IR AN 5 B /N B 38 T SR DA S [ 4 A O 4 Bk Bk G 2R
T SR

FEMZ 5 B W 5 A 8 T 2017 AR 3[R R RO A2 %A 0 5 19 B Br
KR TR )—3C X P T AR F U5 AT WS LY A
SeAEVE 7 (i FLBR Y A BRE PRt £2 (Global International Society) il [ bR % &
f B R AR DG BB HE R L JFE 3 2 ER E PR OC R N R A 2 I IR
FE 2019 4F 3 3.1 G4t RRQCA BRI bR 06 R 2 1 A B AR R R 5 AR ) —
A5 O AT R OC &R 2 0 36 E BV O 4k S5 Bk A 2 BHI T A7 L X BR
RERFARFR B BBV B AENRE E#EL, 2Bl kTR
Xt 4 R B 56 2R 2 00 3 38 Ot i 4 Bk E PR OE R 227 AR 5O BF 5T 43 BT
XA

BT A SO R0 TR R L A BRI B G 2R 25 AR AR b A] DU A 28 i 1
PR O 2R 2RI TRUB M S DL B TR A B i 1 B 06 R 27 9 L7 AR SO e il
G R EBROC R H X — IR ERMATARE R R T AR FLIX %
P DA K TR B 56 2R 8 A TR A A T o] f B 2 R A O O ST I 0 )
B 38 ) ZR G SCHR 10 B 35 1 43 AT 5 SR a3 A 09 B 58 0k 6 A R IR PR G
F 4R DR P A SR R B0 L 4 BRI BR 0GR 2 el 2 0 B OG R W ST A

O  ZEENGE T AR o RPEHTIH (Peter J. Katzenstein) | - 4E 225 N0 SE 10 /8 c&, H
HiZ & U S 5 i B A Y 5E W, 2 WL Amitav Acharya, “ Advancing Global IR: Challenges, Contentions, and
Contributions,” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.l, 2016, pp. 4-15,

@  Amitav Acharya and Barry Buzan, “Why Is There No Non-Western International Relations Theo-
ry? Ten Years On,” pp. 341-370.

@  Amitav Acharya and Barry Buzan, The Making of Global International Relations: Origins and E-
volution of IR at Its Centenary, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2019, Il 3 B B 75 Ak K 27 X1 £l
SRR A R AT 2021 4F 7 A B R SCAR . 2 IO BKREE « BTy S, Ce D I AL« A B . ( A Bk PR G
T ) X A R L 1 R AL 2021 4R

@ Fitn, 2021 4F 6 H L CEPRFITIEIE ) (International Studies Review , 1SR) &5 — 1] % % 8 T 4% 2020
E PR R 2R SRR ER R AP Z T S 5 R —F L, £ 75 & 7 (Multiple Identi-
ties and Scholarship in a Global IR: One Profession, Many Voices) B 7N i L&, § 7 ERE PR RFHEQR T
PR B 06 R 24 R R R B e 3 B i .

© LG E P AR — 1 A 6 3 32 % O B G R A IS Hod E A OIAE T E KK (E
BB S W 38 SR " O A T R 56 2R 4R b, X 5 — ) B A R R SEIE 5 R SEIE F RS % O Y
2o MERNARXW F BRI, RRE PR R Y5 X — 16 T0 0 8 OCHE, R A SCHE E CE BRE R 2R
I 230 6 R AR R N A B 2
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WIS A J& AT . DA b 42 BRI PR 5C 2 52 19 O R I SR AT B, B &5 R
T

—  AHICHE T ] i

HAERE PR G AR 2 4 RIOK  Fr A2 8 0 gt 17 7 3. ARk
FH M AR T Y EA B R
T K A BRI B 56 2 S A 0 00 58 U AU AT AR PRI 9T, 55 — 26 s Tt A PR T 5
AR SCHY W T BEAE T US4 [ Ah S A i U

(—) £KERXRFHTEERAR

X4 Bk [ PR O AR o AT AT A T 5 ) 2 3 R A4k ] A I R A 8 B4 A9F 5 R A
KRS58 BRI PR OC R e, Hor, SOR LUAR o O B BE AT 9T 5 A E 0T 5T
e

1. BRI, ASGHRETT MR SEIT I . B 5 N F A5 E £ JE 2 ) — A 3¢
Oy T 5 A BR ] B 5% 2R 5 14 i) B A A R e oK o 5% R = 0 e A
A5 ) R 5 U] A JR T B TR . O I o DA SR R LN 2 A L B
SFEARTE AR P IE A R E R 5 A 5 K J i AL O 5 B 4 B P G AR o i
BERTREAY = BB SR B2 . 4, SRR B L 22 R R SR 2 R - JEAE

© 2 W Qin Yaging, “Introduction: the Global Turn in IR and Non-Western IR theory,” in Qin
Yaqing, ed.. Globalizing IR Theory : Critical Engagement , New York: Routledge Press., 2020, pp. 1-26;
BT (EFREPRE RS H E E PR R B ), (E PR WE)2020 4E55 2 ], %6 2745 3 ; Tang Shiping,
“Practical Concerns and Power Considerations,” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.1, 2016,
pp. 162-163; fEBE (ZFREPR XRS5 P E IR ). CESMESRH)2019 4255 4 8,58 141147 50 X048
it YR (21 g DU SR 5 R O R 2 R T Y KR L 0 e R U R ) L BRBUIR B 9T ) 2018 AR
B3 WL 137161 TUs UIME RIBIKREE K« BT . ¢ 48k B bR o6 &R 2% 5 E RO R FS (0 p [H 22 R . 2
MR BRI (MR ETF S5 BUA 2015 AR5 2 1,55 10— 15 T1: B2 10 (SRR E PR 56 &R 2= B i« oh [/
IRV H)  CE PR WLSE ) 2021 AR5 2 391,58 130 UL, 45 4%,

@ RTRBREMRMAZMRUSHELZER « 3% KIRME (Joseph Lepgold) i L. Horp, B EEHF 5T
B R 7 T T 28 A TR R i R 7 PR 2 3 T PN A8 B 2 TR Y D6 5 S R W58 0 18 76 A e BL (A i sl B A8, O H
1 — 7 T2 - FR ), 55 — O TR B A A X — PR R s AR, Joseph Lepgold, “Is Anyone Listening?
International Relations Theory and the Problem of Policy Relevance,” Political Science Quarterly, Vol.113,
No.l, 1998, pp. 43-62; 1 [H2H B WH 51 A Ik TiX— R0, S WE VAT (BJ1 « HIE « k), b
KA AL 2016 4E R 4% 264280 TT,
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iy (Andrew Phillips) I\, 2 BR FE PR ¢ R # 2 0 E PR R ¥R EB 52k L
HEAT SRR 3 L TE T 2 5 W PR OC &R 7 0 & R rhom AR5 5 B AR 29 85 o
TR AP L RF « 4E ) (Peter Vale) WEIFH LR PG J5 X5l AY Py 52 4 25 27 5N
KA T AW AR L 5 L R B SR 2= PRI 2 B PG « BE 3K 4 (Dorothee Van-
damme) WP {5 FH 200 341 27 v (1) fif % B 52 2 53 BT 15 (interpretive phenomenologi-
cal analysis, TPAVEIE [ FROCFR #RHHTRA 7= A 3R ARk B A ]
HRMERRXEREHEN LI E 5%,

T3 —FR 53 A N J7 vk 2 T s BB 35 DA R A X 4 BR [ B O &R A AT
PEAR, SO o DN BRI A 1 5 ) EE R R PR D T LR S il IR R R R Y 8%
fan , fE E WA — IR R BUR W il L5 4 - 45« KR8 $1 (Wiebke Wem-
heuer-Vogelaar) . H = 4 1 J¢ WK 218 14 Jé b i ¥ « U1K (Nicholas J.
Bell) 55 2% 35 A R E PR O¢ R 2 AR “ R V8 5 sl 6 1 32 L o o 8 2 1B P G R 2%
FEN FB A AZ Lo V6 J7 2 35 A 7 BRAE T AE PG J7 5% 5 S AL U0 a4 iR
gy TIUIR . PHE BB K2 BUA 2% R LA Bl « &3 (Gelardi Maiken) A
h s B4 X ey S B4 3K R OC 2R 57 1 [R] A i R e — 09 R IR OF
AL B AT AR SR b T M R0 TR 2 R B 3 T An] i R (R B b D7 R HTR T
] 41 25 3 7 PR AR A BR AL ” = ANl R 25 T — AP I K7, B HIEER
B RFBOR S H IR IR« IR 4 (Pinar Bilgin) K 2 fE 48 « g% A8 “XF 7
% 27 (Contrapuntal Reading) ¥ F| | & 2 5K E PR O¢ R 2 rh, SCE AR SCA T
“SELUHEE PR 0 X A R E PR G R A AT O vk .k EDURH R AR R
Je k242 (Eun Yong-Soo) i EPr KR 2R HELZ Lo . Z REE FREZ
A = 15 IV 12 TR I BB 1 0 BE R AT AR ST A i 5 R AT I v PR O R
i H (broadening IR project) » L =F & B 1 A 5 [ P 5¢ R 8 — £t

@ Phillips Andrew, “Global IR Meets Global History: Sovereignty, Modernity, and the International
System’s Expansion in the Indian Ocean Region,” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.1l, 2016,
pp. 62-77; Peter Vale, “Inclusion and Exclusion,” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.1l, 2016,
pp. 159-162; Eric M. Blanchard and Lin Shuang, “Gender and Non-Western ‘Global’” IR: Where Are the
Women in Chinese International Relations Theory?” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.1l, 2016,
pp. 48-61; Dorothee Vandamme, “Bringing Researchers Back In: Debating the Role of Interpretive Episte-
mology in Global IR.” International Studies Review . Vol.23, No.2, 2021, pp. 370-390.
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AIE S

2. NERM|R. NRUITEEIM R — HAR B B0 5 4 5K E R OC R 4 1
B, REHCAHER S SREFRCRFHETE RS A SRS S
B [E PR 06 R 2 AR S5 G DN 78 52 42 35K 8] R 0GR 27 1Y 22 09 e PN 38 P . B - o0
FLAM BRI B T 27 Be 42 4 B 90 vh 0 W 58 B OK BROR « | B (Michiel Foulon) H i
2P AR AR R R A B PR O B R - 6K (Gustav Meibauer) DUHT i L3 52
F SR I Sk B AR T 5 9 52 B R A8 S B Rl S 32 SCE N R OB B A
T 30 v e 00 5 = SR e O LA A R Y R A Dy LR A A BRI B OC R 2
PEAL T AT AT BK AR . BTAR 4B 7 T 38 P 4k & Bl 5 BE B M TN BF - E PG L PE R
(Melisa Deciancio) 37 & Hr T & P 1y X 48 32 S, BRI B AT X S0Re 8 09 B AR X 4
BRIEPR G R R TR . 5 248 M A2 A 095 8 BRO0r 45 4 BR [ B OC R 2440 L AT
ek E AR A B 3e ny B Ak ) G, B RE 7R R A By P A 3 A e .
U 7y (Deepshikha Shahi) . £ 97 27 22 i L g 332 0+ 30r =2 4 X 4] 2 AR 9 95 4 £ X
bR 0C R FRIR 78 15 A BK E PR OC 2 57 19 [ IF AR 0 1 3G 5 1 75 3E 32 SCIE B
5% F1 B 1 3 8 L@

75— G 5 0 R A A T B O R A B R OR R IR AT B9 BT B8 08T L
Mo FRRFRX ARSI LR X Ik H o7 PR AR L 7E 2 BR E PR ok R AR
BT I AR DX TA 8 2 T (Matrix) H0 32 88 % 89 H B0 7E 3 30 L IF T 10
BRI 3X RIS 0 L A ok 5 IV A 5 A ot A DX Y B I L A5 2 s 7 g
R0 AL G A A B 5 R R A SRR PR OC R AN L.
VS AU o Y0 A 78 B ol MO 0 AR Rl B I IR B O X Ay, X
P HB SN ——ItE X7 (Advaitic monism) FIARIE , FE KR FIS K (E4E T

@ Wiebke Wemheuer-Vogelaar and Nicholas J. Bell. eds., “The IR of the Beholder: Examining Glob-
al IR Using the 2014 TRIP Survey.” pp. 16-32; Maiken Gelardi. “Moving Global IR Forward: A Road
Map,” International Studies Review, Vol.22, No.4, 2019, pp.830-852; Pinar Bilgin, “Contrapuntal
Reading’ as a Method, an Ethos, and a Metaphor for Global IR,” International Studies Review, Vol.18,
No.1, 2016, pp. 134-146; Eun Yong-soo, “Opening up the Debate over ‘ Non-western’ International Rela-
tions,” Politics, Vol.39, No.l, 2018, pp. 4-17.

@  Michiel Foulon and Gustav Meibauer, “Realist Avenues to Global International Relations,” Euro-
pean Journal of International Relations, Vol.26, No.4, 2020, pp. 1-30; Deciancio Melisa, “International
Relations from the South: A Regional Research Agenda for Global IR.” International Studies Review ,
Vol.18, No.l, 2016, pp. 1-14; Deepshikha Shahi, “Introducing Sufism to International Relations Theory: A
Preliminary Inquiry into Epistemological, Ontological, and Methodological Pathways,” European Journal o f
International Relations, Vol.25, No.l, 2018, pp. 250-275.
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AL O FERIE (g B % R 9 O AU Z 18] B9 A EL R A . BEE MR A iR
2 T AN [ 25552 1) A I 2R 1) R 7« il AR i R b 3 0 AT LR R R Y R
e BE— A X A A RIS BE S T AR B AR 25 B IR I T SR
(¥ R 5 LN T R A T R O 2R 2 I o B A I WL i R A A T A
T ARA B B DX R T AR I A TR T 8 25 % (Mandala) 8 2 59 JE i 48 &
Ay B 2R R I R G R B TR AL T — A A O

(Z) SRERXRFM R M5

AT A A P S 10 2 BRI T — WA T S T M T 4
BRI 70 R BE A 0 2 e 2 T M, A % [k
WL - R RITIEIR John J. Mearsheimer) 8 2 i 6 BR 5 5 2 9 £ 72 1L 3%
B AW o 6 1R S R TR 2 0 B3 2R 25 10 8 99 . I 1 T LA 9E £
2B PR 3 [ R ) 19 B 2 1 0 B 5 28 25 0 BE A3 7 10 S WG 5
WS A PGy [ B 0 2R AR B0 B0 52 0 LU 530 0 M L e
TEWFIE R DA B B 1 b 3 — B 2 1055 [0 6 RO M0 R F1 6.0 T
O AR 7 R — B 5 914 A B 9B S 5 7T 0 43y i K

1. SETREBRE R RAE I 6 2Bk 5 0 25 25 7 % (0 4 1 1R 52 4
IO P 7 B ) — 5 VA — B2 3 A M 1K 46 5 4R I B 0 2R 2 e L 5
G5 [ 3 2R B B 7 R U L T 17 1 1o A 9 02 A T 7 7 B 4 610 L
L R B R B T G0 SR R L DR L BT 4 BR B R
2 AT T B 10 2 B Al 1] S vt 0 4 BR I B 0 28 25 LR 19 47 o 4
L 0 L R 7 I 2805 R 15 0 e B I O R 2 S — 9 it
H7. UL R SRS + T 5 F (Melody Fonseca) i\ % i 2 757
LB P 040 TR 38 7 5 I R 7 U2 T b A 1 B 0 R

@ Deepshikha Shahi and Gennaro Ascione, “Rethinking the Absence of Post-western International Re-
lations Theory in India: ‘ Advaitic Monism” as an Alternative Epistemological Resource,” European Journal
of International Relations, Vol.22, No.2, 2015, pp. 313-334.

@ FRWL OIS KI5 - R I 44 & - A% 2R R 0 1 B 56 3R A 0 1 £ ) (i 37 22 3% 15 BUIR ) 2020 4R 56
11 41,55 89—116 31,

@ John J. Mearsheimer, “Benign Hegemony,” International Studies Review, Vol.18, No.1, 2016,
pp. 147-149; Van Der Ree G, “Saving the Discipline: Plurality, Social Capital, and the Sociology of IR theo-
rizing.” International Political Sociology. Vol.8, No.2, 2014, pp. 218-233.
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SR AL A TE T B AU b A B R K BORE P 5 X R A [ B OC R AR
NN R EAETE s R REAR T B PR OC &R 2 B 2 on Mk iy 26 B 22 R A I Rk o7 Bt
AR AE « A 22 )8 (David L. Blaney) 5 38 [E #]8 L L R 2 2L BTAE « 35 504
(Arlene Tickner) Ay 42 BK [E PR o¢ & 5 “ I A FEA MRS b 52 B 58 R AL 13U
GBI HLX TT RE S B IO A B — 11 57 (4 B B =2 vb DT il A5 4 AR
IF] T S5 0 14 45 A7 SRy AR 14 18 B 0 JC T 45 39 R A R 4 SRR ) T 2 e i v gk, @

2. MEIKERXRFRIRERF 50 K2 T INNRIRERCR AR
Ji Y VS T7 3 B R 2R K S B — A P B 3L TR RITE S A b
AT T o A Bk B B — 1 B IR B T s A 0 7 — AR PY 5 R T R A7 B
BF o o — 30 322 O AR PR OC 2R 22 BOE B A A Bk Y e M 2 b
U R R S 7 (V5 B e TR ) I B e 1 IR T v
/R (Felix AnderD 5% NIy, 8K [ PROC R 2 {8 2 2RV Se 30 Ve A — D2 40
—UIR LS SR AL T A BRI B B R R HI 5 TR IR A S M B A
WHIRE B . 53— O TR A BRI B 56 B o K T A Y [ B
KA AETY 7 [ PR RIS, S E B OC R 2 C A W F 0 0 05 [E
P 5 28 B8 R o DA T P 00 N A b o 3 Al P4 05 55 08 O o xSz B9 e A . B
N B e TR ) A R B O AR 2 R BT 9 27 B B 0T 4 B A 150 ik R AT LA DU
2 A T B G 28 0 B Ta) R 377 5 1 74 B0 28 Bk 4 o5 204 B A I« i 4 5K (Oli-
ver Stuenkel) B J2& 58 P 33X Flt — 0 X0 57 (A& P A A0SR AR P O 2 A X
ol eb P 5 22 E QIS BP9 O —AE TS ool i S B BKE PR OC R TR AT
7RI L R SR AL PG 5 SCAR Y P A A ] AR P O i 32 e o, ©

Zi BRrik E NS E C A Bk E bR OC R F AT T HA KR A
PEREFE , Forb ) A R [ B O 2R 5 1 2 3 il M B8 1 A Bk I B 5C R 2 i 3

@ Melody Fonseca, “Global IR and Western Dominance: Moving Forward or Eurocentric Entrap-
ment?” Millennium: Journal of International Studies, Vol.48, No.1, 2019, pp. 45-59; David L. Blaney
and Arlene Tickner, “Worlding, Ontological Politics and the Possibility of a Decolonial IR,” Millennium :
Journal of International Studies, Vol.45, No.3, 2017, pp. 293-311.

@  Felix Anderl and Antonia Witt, “Problematising the Global in Global IR,” Millennium: Jowrnal of
International Studies, Vol.49, No.l, 2020, pp. 32-57; Eun Yong-Soo, “Global IR through Dialogue,” The
Paci fic Review, Vol.32, No.2, 2019, pp. 131-149; Eun Yong-Soo, “‘The West/Non-West Divide” in IR:
How to Ensure Dialogue as Mutual Learning,” The Chinese Journal of International Politics, Vol.11,
No.4, 2018, pp. 435-449; Oliver Stuenkel, “Toward a ‘Global IR”? A view {rom Brazil,” in Qin Yaqing ed.,
Globalizing IR Theory : Critical Engagement , New York: Routledge Press, 2020, pp. 124-138.
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o ABNE B —T7 AT AR DTS 2 T ARk E PR OC R e RN E LB, A7 AR
B 2 BRI B O 2R 2 T AR A9 48 ), PR T 955 40 HE A ) B O 2R o B v RO B 5 0
HR AL T S5 o5 — 57 1 JoE B8 A TR P 58 28 238 ML i 27 3 220m 1T IARe B R
B — i BT 0 oK A~ Bk 32070 A9 SR8 32 S UIR 4 BT B O R o IS A
VG T7 B DR 2 58 4 75 52 V5 J7 BAE L I O LR e B s [, BT Ay [ Bk 56 2R
TR 22 0 AL TN BR R OR B 0] BE 5 4L ) 42 BR [ PR 50 28 2 i B 1 1) 2 3 28 W 1
B A5 7. 5 A1 0 A a2 T I ) SELARL I A R L A R — ) i R A M) 1
SRR AR I AR . 2 W2 A D 0 a0 3 OR R BT 58 BUAR 1 o7
FHE B, 4Bk [ PR o & = 7RI TRIR 2 T HY B (678 2 AR B A7 500, 5 2tk — 2
LN o TR IEZ

BN N AR ek DN | Y e o6 o

T 1 PR 5E 2R 2 Bk e B I3 A v o 56 I 9 DR 2 BT LA B HG 2 R 0 )L ok
5EANE— ARSI GV A [ Pr 5 R A BB 05 )L OF B s BHOF IS R .
PROC R 2 B PR 2 40 9 AN KT R A 7 9 2 AL Y Bk B 1Y
AR PG T35 3 O f SR8 T B O A8 AT 5S04 7 AR S 7 A Y 970 D B2 ) L 4 K B G AR
PR O 3K — BB A g 2 R Al 2 2R [ B O AR E 5T P R AARUGR A
A AR o 3 Bl [ P 5 R 2 B A i 1

(—) £KERXRFHIF

1. FEFERXEFNE, MAHEERR, Ee Rl 2
BT A =R R IEAE e BEAE DY 7 [ PR SC R i 26k . 38 — DR R R
EXHB R K. W HERPBECARB ERER R FAA L,
1999 4% WAL [ PR 5038 )4 B8 9 FE S 3 « LR RF 52 /K (Thomas J. Bier-
steker) FLFR, 18 bR 5C & b i P i 2 OB A 1 52 B IE B9 Bk B B A

@ Ole Waever, “The Sociology of a Not So International Discipline: American and European Develop-

ments in International Relations,” International Organization, Vol.52, No.4, 1998, pp. 687-727.
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%7V [l X 6 R 22 UK HS H 2 R MR R R E PR L E b B E
SCHE XY J5 E PR OC R 2E TR S B 3 U b AL A 07 6 PR AR X FE — i R
B EARHE T EPRC RIS [ SO A R AR A DR 3R R B S R AR
Bk.o21 Al Dok, B AR PE 5 [ 5K 5 06 U5 B K Z TR W e B IR AR A ) B
KRS LT T R G RTEL S O DL E R P O R S AR T
[ 58 Z 18] B 35 5 A K F FF 4 iy BRI 1] T /5 38 19 28 4k 3 S JE 7 O [ B OC & 2
M)A B E T LSl . 2B =D R B AR AW IR TR, 1ELH
(R 235 1 B S 3 S B A E R S SCRIEE RS 2 =R Z R RSE 2 R BB A
TR BHE (grand-theory) B BT {5 26 DU R BRISHE A R L R A B . 2013 4F, (K
P PR OG22 )3 RIHE 8 PR OC R B8 19 24457 (The End of International Rela-
tions Theory) & BUEE ], Z 800 F X B & R AT S HF s g @
PRI, o) D PG 5 61 B O 328 F 50 v 3145 I 52 I AR 18 O 18 B 06 3R & 3 B A T
AR AT A SR FE W E PR OC R GA AL A k. SRR E & E
.ﬂ{ﬁ 28 S 0 2 S i AR A R AR VY U [ PR OC R 2 R R R R — (R AE
lﬁ,ﬁjﬁ%@ﬁﬂﬂ&%@E‘Ki‘%%%ﬁ@%ﬁﬂ%ifﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂo i 4n , #R2 H
S P AR A 1B N Y e RR T S — SO R B SR T, AN BUIR L M S B0 | 4
Bk IS TR TER D W 2s R 68 Sk, R B X S R I B WSS L A BUTR
BB B G L E 0 5 PR OC R =R o — 1T 2R BUTIR G A B &
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