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TENEEWRNIER

[] Eric W. K. Tsang

B OE: CUFATRAA AR AR AR L S ] S A
PR E A OB LN RS T XN, WA ) B R A A AR
REGEERN, FRERTELME, HF0TANERE LA LB,
AINEH CEFGIF A, AT kb E A A AL T 4 #xEE
RO T, ALESETESSIUROBE, FARSRNT R F 05 %
PR T — 2L

EBIF. HFUF, MR, Sk, H¥, I8

2920 4EHT, BE KR T H—IR ST S I K AT A LAl CF (Tsang &
Kwan, 1999), HIRLIK, ZEH iz ik 1778248 BT ST 7 8 U & Pk )
B, RO SCEE DL A5 KA B TR T, AR SOREE T e — TR, 37 27 045 PR AT
HAH2MET BEMVEITFER T IERA, KA SCHE S0 7 2= eIt R
I PR AC T = R A R 50, A BRI AT HIRAEAE IR B A B (Tsang, 2013) .
S D IR 3 SR A P R A R 0 A i [ AR A — E 1 SR R
R SCRE T 4 T T4 AR (0 SO AN, SRS Bl 3 R 2% 1 AR 1 51 5%
ZALIE, AT B ARSCHY SCHR

DGR E VDRI E 50 Z B BRI R, Rl 58 M
FEZIAI R . HIE, 0 B E A R 8O SR R A — Fh 0
Mo WESEMPI KR 2D RPN T T ——A1KIE (ontology) FIIARIR
(epistemology ) o WFFE#E X TG Y HEA M T R B E BRI T HAKIL KM (ontologi-
cal commitment) o AAIEICH M LR T AT | IXEETARA S MR R 5 AR ETE
HFF 98 5 QAT SR EBCRN AL BRI | n e ) RE B LR B 0 e k. AR A AR RIS
ARV 2SR M FON IR, AR FIA RIS 1 37 3 L [R] 5% 1 25 BIF 92 35 6 2R 52 11
PEHIBRUE (Tsang, 2017)

TEVHETE I PR BRI T 7k I STRRZ AT, 208 B R A R TR, AR



RS TR 2 BE BB G E A B O R
Bl (ERMAMBE, BAtaPler) R,
HR, ARSGEW T BHA7E 04 77 & 500 K e B
SRR, WERNEVICR Y T 84
PrEAfene 4 T BIOE IS . FRR, ASCRTHE
PoF Al g LS T e M S R, i
RSO A BRIFTEE PR T — 2

—. BEF, —[TitSRBER

Thomas (1979: 2) X} “Bh2g” $&H T —
AT E L« TR B AR R, HW
SR 52 SRR By, O B 2D — AR
I BRGBARE AT D2 R 8 X A WALV R
[T H AR, B — DA AR R 122 R
EWPBE R 2 —R Wy (R )
(1911) EMBAMEEER: BHONERA
Bl2fE, Perrow (1994 192) [8] )i 4% BH~4 7E 20
tH2e 20 4EACZE 50 SRR R RIS, Al AR
EHEE AN — IR, Perrow FTULHY) “F
WIAR" RILAEE B TGO T 44 b,
CEHPBL#4ZT))  (Administrative Science Quarter-
ly) . (PESERIEY (Decision Science) . (AL
.Y (Management Science) . (HLREY (Organi-
zation Science) HI (B IBLFATEIR) (Review of
Managerial Science) . FOHTN—AFUZI TR 2016
FERIPIE (EIEEREY  (Strategy Science) o

CEBBAIHE) (RMS) MffiarE < A4
A A5 B 25 AN B 2 U BB B SR AR R B
“ORORBERNE, RMS J™ K AT XUE [FATIE
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PP R S 0 BT RN R T 0 o o s
SERCT . CEIERLE) 19k T AL sR I T 4
FEMRREME . < G HMEIERRIE R, R
AT A AT R A A R A B AE 4R
(Smiddy & Naum, 1954: 31), “ELiE KRl
XERE < PhREE " — A SR B 50 AT AR IA
NEHA R SRS, 2
MRS, SN E AR
HRRE PRV RE, BRI Y SR oK B2 R
AN TPRIEJERE, BN, Rousseau %5 (2008: 475)
FERZE RS, AT T EE IS 41 ZURR
SURHEAT R GV RAFRFE L. B
Z, RS E A H O B BOA  2
FOAERRLY, 8 A OO RES

TR E X BT BRI A,
Fe R IEA IR R T, 58 B R B
D 52 K AR T A5 B 5 B B 2 2 B ) ik 1
B, 1959 4F, FEAMRNEE-RFARS (Carne-
gie and Ford Report) i &% iR H &AL T ¥
KA AL, (ERTEBITF RN Bl A
(7545 o FHorb— AN EAS FRIE 14 728 Al 2 ol 35 2% B
AR IEARA, AL BN BRE . Chalmers
(2013) 7TEHMGEEAE (Bt 4) WITRE
HRE|, CRIERZAET HCEE I
Fleeian R s, LAART0) 2 AR 1Y [ SRR 2
KR, WS T 08 Bt HEET A
Ftb ottt AEHFE E BT BT, A
FFRIRH A2 H

EI T H BT R A S R, A

@ BRT Thomas BYXIZARIE, BEFEHE L Popper B9 “HIUECY” A Al Sl PITRR A FI Wy — AT SO 5 BL 2 . fERL T2
Gk, “RREET 9 FUE R — DN AR A AT, EOGERAYTEE AT LABIE Gieryn (1983) Fll Resnik (2000)

— 9 —



1 % 2t % 125 A 9 /£ A

YR TR SRR AR IS 3 SOy
MBI, SRR A RBE I — A A
FIFET . B RBEF# W5 A B 1 10 3R 48 b 36T
“TEXANEMH R, fFTE— R — T,
BIgEff a (9 & b REBEE S 1F b R4
(Bhaskar, 1978 70) . &= gt § 76 0& —14>
HHRRGE, T AT WL 2 S5 HL I
JP o AR, SRR R AR D REAE B A R S8
THT, ABAT AW A A S R G A
¥y, #2 RG I (Sayer, 1992), 1iiH.,
P PR I 23 B8 52 55 S AR A A (EDUL,
HET 32 W7 0 YR IF 58 3 Jor W 4 0 42 1) A
(Ghoshal, 2005; Numagami, 1998), # & R4
HATFcrE, < RMEISIER, (R HH 5k
PR PRE — B AR ELSE”  (Lieberson, 1992
7)., SRS SPA AR FR B,
A B SRR T O 2 B 1D

FEESREF A E SRR 00 5 — A AR R &
FEEMZ IR, HABE R K« Hm
" (Giddens, 1976), RIXS A SR BLG A i B¢
SRS E BT S5 Ty, AR BRI IR ——
FRoBbIE XU R RE” . BIFSE I T 2 I R
PebtgEE A B0 3B, R R B Y B
fith IR 52 AL 2 B 50 X G AN AT 43 Y 2 B 43
( Danermark et al. , 2002)

AR SR Z A TE 2 5, HiX
AR PIAS SR 12 R FAS [F] B A 1R 45
S EE MBS ( Bhaskar, 1998) . LRI

Kt

HIEEA B, AATE N, AT R L OE
FIARE 2% 1 i e 2L A9 AR 1 ( Rosenthal & Ros-
now, 1984) . #EZBl Al F SRBL AN 1% 0 1
A, X — ACRE AR SO TR A B 3A

gi b, BHEEI AL SN —1] (F
43) BhERh, XM, REZHE B3 E En]
PIAH H e TRIAISE , Pleffer (1993) 15
RO R A R — B B E
PRI 30 AEJR ISR, X —HIWHKAR T, A
MR, — SR B 0 5 AR 3 S g A
P H AN B RbaET AR, MA1EIE T
—A FARJE B R BLARERE (post-
modern science) (Chia, 1996) , X~ Z Jf LI
FIAHP &, 2 RO RR A r AR FR AT 3 1
ez b, MEHAF s N2« doh B
FJA %4887 (Hicks, 2011 23), B L#E
THEM R TSRS, AR SCET R
W E SRR R RN R, JUHME S VE
P95 BB R IR

. BEERENER

VAP AR IR T A, N—TF iR 5 7
AR R IR, A SCLUT #70K 4% R 8]
I S B A B AR o 3 A T AL i Y P A
WA, AUERZN4E,

(—) whvres

WHAZER PRy hicd, T

@ AHEZE AT DASEILA R . B, RS0 B AT LR M B e R A ARG, (EA B BOA A B e S 5

2001 4EEEM <9 - 117 FH4E,

@ AL, L SRR AT A T SR B B R T B Ak



P T HXRF22 A = BOg (2480 TR
T3 X (universal definitions) F1IH 445 3F
(inductive arguments) , i3 B+ Z2 A AR
SERMMPER, ERRFII RN,
ST AR R SR ALE . W At M
M EN Z 4 B RB =R T8
(IBR) (De Caelo) W, WHRA-ZHEHEEN T H
AR b ORERL FEIXAEAI T MR Ik
RFHFIH 565 RAK S Bk A, WH L2
IR — g < HLOBEAL N, KIC#
FHRCERFCE RS M OBIR” BRI
R (A5 2 0 UG o WA RE R
FEHRISE “ Mo OEAL” | ORI IE 7 2 50
IR, BRI, W E A 2 A i
HE, RIHIREITEA 5K ER P12 RIE,
Iz REBLIT H IRIE B 52 (4 b SRR BR1K 132
PR AT b EOR A ERIRT KSR,
L 2B A WA A T BRI, 7E
12 28 4 A 2 KR 2 KA S M - BT &R
(Thomas Aquinas) ZWA T RFHERZH,
R A 22 A0 B 2 1 BT R AN (S A I AE 22 b
WXL b, ARG Iy ik b Wb B2
BHAEH O (method) X —ARiEH £
%, B2 Esn “Jrk” Wy THR Er
E X —— R A R, K 54545
A S R SUE; AR E] I (H
REH) S5MFERIZEE (BB LR
2 (McKeon, 1966), MAh, M7 H 4 2
LTRGBS, R EEE T
WA W 2R R, B LU
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KIS, RELERT, WH+ 22
S H A 22 H R P TR AR AR, JF
HKAMZ (Hintikka & Sandu, 1996) ., Z\9%
X LTE A e b, (B U R, WL 2R
FERFEWFSE 1 A5 AR T 28 BT 4a )5 14 5Tk

() Ffdidy

TEP IS GEIR T, Bt AT
HWHE @A, BN 20 H R
WERHEAT o0 Bt o XA I 3 A )2 5 5 F 5 5
A (AnHe B A 2 E ), MRS/
B L TR EH AR (Goddu, 2010), —EF] 16
ez, AfpeiRt o —AKN KR
TR, AR Ol R T ER B
o FFAJE — ML i, 8 WERAT R Y
st e, fFEER M HOB
7 CHLLEL, BRI, AR
FF A Ot 1) SR FH 28 96 F 5% 5 10— R n 4 Rl 2¢
FAVEM BRI 7 1, EXAE L L, R
BRI L W RN U RN

FFEJRERE < HAOUET 1100 4E)5, AIAES
I 7 — B RCRILE, BEARH < HOE
7R T 2R, RIS, I E
WeEEREANERL, fan, W+ Z AN EY T
FEAFIEL RIS Ay, Zmg s STy, A
VIR ARIRE R REE TV, A2 AR B R 5
Wi, I HANTF ZEARCSE I T LASE,, (] X ix
AR e UE 2 T2 (reductio ad adsurdum )
(2 BN FISEAS (RIS AT AT £ A T 1) 490 J
P, DU HC A AF TR B, Finocchiaro

@ BRI L2 OB L) iesSn BRI, BT —IRRH T SORESN “HIR” (scientia) , “BRRT —ITE 14 g

JRA TR, 76 19 et R4 BA BRI AT
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(2005: 390) KA SRS B BOR AT

“mREHT HFE, KERLDFTH
b, mREmEGAE—A, THERGDIKM
THIZ A IRIEZ, THRIZGHIRMT BBy
WAk FG| ik, FRAEKRIKE LT %ot &
%, WA HBEART A ZR, A, eREHT
BB L, WFANTRE K N6 B R AR Gr fE — A2
WA, A EE LM T B3R, ik Em
THEF, 2\ M RGE—RE, TR
KXo Bk, mREHT HEPR L, WXANAEK
FAZ T AR T AR T, Wk, ‘EHTH
W e T A B AT B R 4k
RELIL MR T %1%, L EH T Hk,”

X SR K AR 208 R AR E i — A, 5
ZHFHERZ L Finocchiaro (1980) , X252 #i
HEHLZ T A B FZ AR 2 T H R m iy
WIEE A T RGeS s rHESE , 2% [N i s
i RS AT R R e, HE L A Ok
A 5 —HOBI DGR S AN

I s [5) $070 1 15 AR B8 T Bk 2 A A i AT
“2HLRH, Laudan (1968: 19) ¥ 35 HR 09 STk tA
WA M A5

“EARIE 200 SFHY BT B, HARAGA A R IL
REBAFHOZE AR FZL, ARAH
AR SARATALF 09 F TR Ede
SR A BB THR, 5 FMF L

BARIA N, A9 JE R R SRl Lt T
R AR EI A F2 3 L, SR rEHTE
TS, R, Bz, <&
R B YR M B 1 AR 5 v b 28 5 6 AN T
T - Z2fEARZH” (Salmon, 1967: 2),

BRI 35 475, — 22 LORORE s, Al

il

IR AR 24 WBCF R —H KRR, B RIRTE
HAEE AR 11 2 R s, ANy
JEEE A B AR TR M TTER, 1R — 1L
PEg (BOEEFR BRI 155) , MR
A “FRIBEIRAE” (Cogito, ergo sum) i) HA
M, AT RAERATAREMEE A C WAL, Bl
MIATIREER, FRATLMERE, 4R %
T, EEWERNTAE, XA R R R 4
SHfi7E (absolute certainty) FUZESR, 4511 E 2
R ST I SERY . R RA OB T M A&, #E
PLERIEKEN T, HRRIERRE T T ARAT 3 B
Ro B, ARETRAARAEHEBL (inductivi-
sm), HRRANE T —FMEBGEZEE  (hypothetico—
deductive method) FYZEA, VFZRF2 GRS
XAk (Lauden, 1966) . AREX A ELCIE
BB S, BE2A AT %A B 10 il
AR B, TR ) A A o i
oy o ARG 0 45 2R 5 (R WO AR B, )
SRR T A B BIE SRR S A5 R S T —
B, WSS RAESE TR S

AR R 2 A S U AR AR A, FEA
I — BN rf, ML 22 Bl 4 J5 i k22 K
AR, AR NAGE RS, 7641004 16 1Y)
AR, ML HFRIER TR 58 AR
K", “BHFEZRT — EHE 19 A E R,
7E 1833 4 6 H o E B 2= {2 Hp 2 (The British
Association for the Advancement of Science) J—
W b, W FEEE - RJER (William
Whewell) ZEIEMNFZARM AT “EREK”,
PR M FHBL 0 ARZFR N “BHEET, Mk
“PrEx” AR ER” (Snyder, 2011),
MABLAJG 37 27 Rk 2 1 > 4504ak 11 27 25 {6 49 1]

¥
4%

=



B X Ak, B AEIR R X Lok E, 400
WIFAEARIE S ARAE “Trx” . i (AR
e Bee i) —AREAREE, HNE
M SRTE 2 13 o 1 B s A 9 K, B
OB PE BT TR A& AT, gk
TWIEE DGR, A A TR R £L 2
BERESE B W S AFTEVF 29, (HAT] RN
B, ARSI “HRBR R AT AT Y
R EMNE A (Laudan, 1968; 23),

(=) gitbghfir

FRARL — A2, BRIkl ok TR
Fofi g X —A R R B, X — R Ay
PEUE K A dE A0 2= Uk ( Vienna Circle) , XA~
SFURTGIRT 1924 ~1936 4F, Mgy K 2EAR 1
T R MR F R AN FIR A — R A2
T — R HEAT R T, 24 B 2 R Y sk A Dy 5 L
W - ATHLTE (Moritz Schlick ) , XA 2E IR IR EI AR
PRl B BT (I DU A RIS IE )
FH R T 2560 20 42 30 4EACFE [
GPREON EAR, P2 PEam TR, Jf
FESEE R EFATHL, AN A IR 5 A [
SN, AE g IR T2 R R X R
HELi A IISONTIRZ S i

ALY IR 0 A AW AR AL, 2E RS Y
SUEE VRN LRt Y F AN (NN L R e
RS 45 3 XL (logical empiricism) | 2 %
SEIE 3 X (logical positivism) BT SZIE 32 CHK
Rk, (RRAHAM, GEtigi22IR) ( The Sci-
entific World Conception ; The Vienna Circle) W5
B, AW FIRNE S AR AW TR
FEAly b g o7 R B 2E i B0 (Sarkar, 1996
331)
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“BAEIRAZR I AAFIEEIL, A
Bedn 230 St — 0 kR, EHLE T E LA
TR, H A ERAAL M AN ARE G F
BRI, EAEFIINA AL F A0 B 6 2 T i
WA R BATZ BT, BB R—FHF B4R

Ao 2~ YR 53 BT i 5 25 i R IX G o
K, BEFIECAAUE o ain il B R AR
HATHUE A AR Z B N2, AReA 835 50 J A
(factual truths) . FHSZ, ZF& i fe e X b
A HAREIE, FEE A A AR L, &
A EE B R ARG I i Bl b il
IR, FERRAWEIE T B e 56 19 43 By fim A
(hmBEAECEAE) RMRERAL a8 (R
Fomd) BAEY, © R AIA A REE”
SR FAE e R TR X, A8 TR
W, e 40 IR 1R 20T LA B4 - i
(Emst Mach) & 5 R M A —— “ JCEEHGIE
TG, AJERET (1883 [1960: 587] ).

UTEEAE | AR AR =T W ) T
TREUEPE, BN, HOC TR A A R SCIE WL
RN T, BT HERR 7285 AT I U Z A Y
ZR75”  (Blumberg & Feigl, 1931; 294), —&4f
SRR T N NAERZE. T
WHAIRITE E IS — D EAE (Haller, 1982;
25) " HEBGAAIRML A B S0 — LA, (AIX
FEARREAR AT BRI 0 BTRR 78 2B )27
RIEBAFET, #RPERSPY . SHES,
B T A5 AR AR ST ERE

BT 2 R 1 25 AR N DR 4 A1 40 27 R 114
RO Z 1k, KRR - %K (Karl Popper) Fi
FLE5Hr - FER (Thomas Kuhn) ZZEthgH~=IRZ
SMYPIALE AR, KRR - RN

13—
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(BFFRINA B EY (The Logic of Scientific Dis-
covery) FEH T R MR X 23 B2 5 Oh B2 11
P, R - FERU (FEEFAaIZERT) (The
Structure of Scientific Revolutions) IR T Bl A
TEHAPER AR R B I B2 SRR A ¢
SUHPE AR 1 AR 2 22 R 95" (para-
digm) ( Burrell & Morgan, 1979; Donaldson,
1995; Mathieu & Chen, 2011; Pfeffer, 1993;
Romani, Primecz & Topeu, 2011), "] LLFE H,
JE B 8y O 5 AR A B T RE R N A T

. B EXEE R NI

M E—FB o] LUE PG Rl S5
(%2 AR AR AL . A B, WL T — it 7E
Bl (B b)) R 2 7 18T L 2 4R
MY, R 2R R OR, TR,
PreF e B2 K e A e s0A RIS i A
S, FEJE S LV B R R SCEE N
1], TR BT 2 Al 7 7 vk 8RR 2 [
05 T PRI TR H TR

(—) Hikig

P IS B ST R 2 )8 T 7 5l
W, Locke (1689 [1996: 3] ) kN, #2T]
DIAVEREE R, FTHE A A B, 5 bR %
B, 76 (FRPIZRTERSY  ( Theaetetus) 1,
TIRE PR 3 4 1 B = 28 1, AR s
bR EAAAE T AT E &, A B2 P AT A5

% (Benardete, 2006: 1.13-1.14), 522,
TERF RIS o, P75 IV F L 2 4 B A ATTi8
FI B (% R A eI 5 e R, B2 AT A
Jre B B REAT, T IE i T Bk L R Aok
WpEhSE AR SY ( Bhaskar, 1978)

Tsang Al Kwan (1999) JE2EH M —5
SEHERISCRE R SCE Y H Y2 [ — A AR Y
i 1) BT, B AL 2B 2 vh IR W] R AT A
W5E ., FRk — WA ANy, S I 5 LA ZE A
Wl 2 F F HEAT 2 B s SEUE BRI a4 ; A SRR
FHAX A, Mt SREIEAR g, BA
PR 25 A2 58 2 A A Y (Machlup, 1988)
Tsang Al Kwan (1999) 211 T %K. BEMEEA
SRBbEh ) WORTFREAE S MR & P EE
ZHTRSES  FATT T AR AR U 4 I S AR G
MZfF, Bk, REmSCBlaE il HE— AR
A, AN, HARFRA I 5 L a2
FRET RS L, A SRR a, mRk£
BOHOCHIAL 2 5 B8R 2] 7 4 bl FoAT 4 AT LA
I EZEHEAT T I E 2,

S WAy PR, DI QIE Y
51 (Brown & Coney, 1976), Tsang il Kwan
(1999) #&H 7 —FhEETEA R 28 . RATEM D
HERE LK S oy S R R, D 4y A A
Q% 553 B QK BR & il @ HE & 4 b
GZ 1 1 8 i AU A4 © 8 i A AL 4% % A i
ARG NT AT 4 AR S0 5 AT = IR

%

@ FIREPN S —EWEERAR CEE, EAE LB T, BA T 2R L, B, Donaldson (1995) fEIX>ESHGRLAE
e FREAESENE . RUEBEE . WRKEEEE . BB RIS S A B AN T EEE I, DO R ISR — FE S, FESCE R
TOCHRET R CYER” WAEEE, BRI B BRI R R (RHEE AR A ) XA, DL AR AL I R TE
gLy <" BE XL, Masterman (1970) ZBUPERA R 3" A 21 FOAR R, EEH— DA 4020, 210

JRE B e 5 SL—— (0 FAT T A A RN 2 T

@ MAWPEAEHIT, EH RS TR R AIRIE, BOGEREE T BE S



FRATTF 52 i 9F 5 1 = B e T A A PR R T
K, 2016 4 (HEEEREARE) (SMI) A —
WIS T H R MR, Bettis 45 (2016) 4w
TR,

BT —F S (Tsang, 2006) iz
FARE T RIS AT R B, X R SCRE LG
TR A — X 3 5 A 285527 (Transaction Cost
Economics, TCE) [ £ % ¥ 7 72 & 19 4+ 18,
Ghoshal Fll Moran (1996 40) X} TCE #2H 1742
BUAHLTT .

“REREZBFFTAEILK =+ R HFe A
WZ A BEEAK K Foeeees 1248 % % & J9F R4k
WEHRRKZ, XAFABRTT (Hlde, BE,
TR TTABAR AR R AR, X 2 HE TR AL
K ENBZEGE LT TAF R G L8

Williamson (1996 55) %%t I 3R 1F =1 )i
PR, TCE j& “— &k my ok gs”, W
— T RA R TERA 7 334 ] R fof 28 35 TR
AIRFE TCE 256150 )71

TERA T, S5 MR RN ] A A5 R 2
A X, 25 F R AR S 2R AR B A4
ER R HAE R R, fAREIN HaERoR
PRI 705t 5 e 2% 14 1 728k 22 ] 198 4 5 ) 8 AR G
R BA SRR

z=f(x, y) (1a)
Horp
x=g(u), y=h(v) (1b)
¥ (1b) MRA (1a) B2 LR fifk
R,
z=¢(u, v) (2)

XA BB 7 V50 b A O R 22

(Bunge, 1997), # 4, X (1b) A& i) 48
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x Fly, iz (2) NS bR, @&
RO /0 T AR B, Ll 2 R R R O i B
Fok, SSFREAL T DL S s R AR A (A fEjfk
BRI REHE T S5 AR 5 PR AR A0 13 T
RUHE S AEA AR — A ORI 25 FR 0 S () et
(inverse problem) , TEM T A Y SCHR I A 2
5, EHEEMKZETCE KB 5ia T TCE
TR RS | X BERIF 5T 22 M T — SE G B v A AR
i, Bl 3 CEEAT AR RY 28 fE, Ghoshal Al
Moran (1996: 40) f& i, Ffaj bR Jo 5% 5%
PR Z I C R, 20 T AL E X
BRI, FBXAEABIFE I IEFR N« B AR A
BTk o R TR A AR AL 4 5 45 M A A A oK
MNEZ (Bunge, 1997), Jir LU fii AL 55 B At Y
o 30 A WA R oy P T ) 2 P AL L W 2 A 46
WS, TCE FEAREE “ Z W B ik 3
ETOSCHE, AATRER DRI IE R
=, HAEL L, BRT TCE W5, A FLZHR
MR “ 2B k", T EIEX
PR, 288 e SO PR ISR R, A PR R A
DOZR A A& BB MR k" (R4S
FREAY) 5 T ELZE PRI K R R B B, 3 g ™
MR HIX A7 (Tsang, 2006), “f0 & B HY
K i el B PR A o T i 22 06 S 4

(=) P SR )

P2 ml LA e 8 BB 5 v %) MR A P (]
N LAY L2 B AR R ), B AR
K IE L (theory of forms, L% N AHIE)
Pk, “fF7E” —HETFARBHEO R,
PreEnl LRI S M e “fEAE™ MR &k n]
B, IR T B L2 A AR A 2 B i

16 F Shane 1 Venkataraman F¢ Bl Mk F 7T 451 45,
— 15—
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FIFTSEL) (2000), XA SCHE L, Ak
MRS < RIIERI A B AL
(p.217) o AN KBNS F WAFLER “HL
RRIIE” NADLMFTEZE T IR SRR, SR
M, “HlakBie” =23 THRBEZ kK, F
22 F I BN WAELE, Bhl# R
R T HLZ” X — WA (Alvarez et al.,
2014; Davidsson & Wiklund, 2009; McMullen
et al. , 2007), Gorling 1 Rehn (2008: 101) 5
B AL 2 R (T A AE R - ZO AT
B EXERE A —MrF RN T “Hle
BIER" . FIAREMAFAER LR, M2 m el
LRI AEBI3E A (Korsgaard, 2011; Wood & Me-
Kinley, 2010), HAZLEMEE, “HLSHAEM
FEAE, AN E S H 2 PR (process of enact-
ment) B3 THLZ: (Alvarez et al. , 2013; 307),”

Pl kBie” M “HlalEn” # R
ARG B BRIG . Pl R A, Bl
BRI TR L2, SREILARIH, MHE X
LR, BORBMHL AR R FI AT, R,
TERDE AL R AR — 2, HE R E &
WisE 1, A TR AABLHR  (Ramo-
glou & Tsang, 2016), 1fi “HLEAIEL” #HF
WA, FEANY ) E i PR L2 Z T
WLEIEARIELE (Alvarez et al. , 2013), —
B0 LAHE R X — ol ik, F5E b, RAES
2, VR 2 BN AL 2 BN 2 i AL A i
(1, TR A 28 0 skt 45 10 2 2l 25 4 1 AR 4k
it Bl 58 15 I B TR RIL ( Col-
vin, 2020). Alvarez % (2013) A] LLjik % iR
R WL AN, R SE ML 2 A R Y, T

ALl Z ORI, SR, ARATRE I — A
RE S, BDUIHE IX X A bL 2, AR
FIER, LARBRh “HLa kB Bk
F (Ramoglou & Tsang, 2017)

E# B L (Ramoglou & Tsang, 2016:
411) FETISEF XREPTE, il el
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Why Philosophy Can Help Management Research

Eric W. K. Tsang

(Naveen Jindal School of Management, University of Texas at Dallas)

Abstract: In this essay, I attempt to answer the question; Why can philosophy help management research? I trace the rela-
tionship between philosophy and science ever since science was founded by Aristotle. The intimate relationship indicates the impor-
tant role played by philosophy in the development of science. Since management is a social science discipline, philosophy could
play a similar role. Based on my own publications, I discuss the contributions of philosophy to management research in terms of
methodology and conceptual arguments. 1 share my experience of studying philosophy and provide some suggestions to readers who
are also interested in having a deeper knowledge of philosophy.
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