¥ 2013 5% 1M ECONOMIC REVIEW No.1 2013

(%)

St

—A. FHROBRZFE I L AR

%o OB

DA FARBMINIR I EBON T BRI L AL . OLE R T K
MBI BFeE R RRA— R BHEANEFFRARARZZEAF, 2FFEb0E
G AERERK AT F A F S L0z B A A B M A, 2 F £ TRKIUTA
AR IL FAE A RS E S Bt R IB A, i B F I NI, BP e 2 B A A ke 33T %
LT ERE. WAAZRFFRABARFH— N2 L, A TEBOAERAS LAY
INER R GARS MM Ty o BAF A M NI F Y FAB I AT B F R TR Rt
A2, RIAL R B Ao g £ E P E BB P NAN T st B FFHFE TR 0.

D MR BeBBE BRERJUT ZFFHFN

18 o

”»

19
. 20

@,

* B, ERAF D 5 E LI HATER, R S A 400044, % F 15 4 chenqunqun@ 163. com.
AXFFEERRF P RBBAA LS R TBAR FFEFNG T SREFFHERNEPEAL (AR %5
CQDXWL -2012 -060) # %81 BB L FRARBGEZFENL, BA, LFHa k.
OB R, 201E (ZFFREATE O RAF, T RIT A A F R0 22T R RARE), (57T
#YESH,E5-11 Re




(43

( “« ”) o

o
o
o
°
“ ”»
” “« ”
. “ ”
( Wicksteed) °
. « ”
°
« 9 res ”
“ »
°
°
« 5 “ o« » “«
o
“ ”»
o
113 »

25%

DNA o

“ »



o 1919 “ 7

“ ”

« ”» . (

OHAB19L (BRBFHFEFHHEAN ), LAFERFHmRAE, F—=F,%10-50 R .

143

«



€« ”»

( F. Roy
Weintraub) o
RO € AR
» - 1930 10% 1980 75% o
@
( Cournot)
o 20
o ?
N 20
20 J®
o ( Leo Corry) “
N N @

OMRX— L EH L N R F= M 2 4% ( Grubel and Boland, 1986) , &k F 4 #f J& ( Mirowski, 1991) , = % % #f &
( McCloskey,1994) #= W 5%, 5 #7 ( Backhouse, 1998a) .

@iff4x « C. i ,2005 (ZFFFikik), PiEA, LEMEXFZHRAE,F 14 R.

@ Weintraub, F. Roy. 2002 ( Prologue) . How Economics Became a Mathematical Science, 15 — 24. Durham and London: Duke
University Press.

@Corry, L. 1989. “Linearity and Reflexivity in the Growth of Mathematical Knowledge. ”Science in Context, 3(2) : 409 —440.



20
7 AY ?
? “ — — — ” n
> ?
19
( JGVOHS) o e,
oD . ( Irving Fisher)
o ( Mirowski)
o o ( Pareto)
o ” @
. 19
19 ( Klein)
19 20
( Edgeworth )
. (
) o
20 ( David Hilbert) “ ”
* C. ( Sheila Dow) @:
1. 535 2550 ibeh ik
20 70
o LM o
? @ _

»

DJevons,W. S. 1871. The Theory of Political Economy, Chapter 8,389 —413. London: Macmillan Press.

@Pareto, Vilfredo. 1971. Manual of Political Economy. Translated from the French Edition of 1927 by A. S. Schwier, and Edited
by A.S. Schwier and A. N. Page. New York: Augustus Kelley.

@idx « C. i F,2005 (ZFFH k), PiFA, LEMZXFHRA, % 115-117 R



. ( IS-LM
) o .

2. 8 F 5 2F R AT R

( Debreu)  { ) O

1. . . 200t ¢ b o
2. . C. 2005 ¢ h) o
3. . 2009 { hs .

4. McCloskey D. N.1994. Knowledge and Persuation in Economics. New York: Cambridge University Press.
5. Weintraub Roy. 2002. How Economics Became a Mathematical Science. Durham and London: Duke University Press.

Should We Treat Economic Theory as a Part of Applied Mathematics?
Research on A. Rosenberg’ s Philosophy of Economics

Chen Qun
( Marxist Theory Teaching and Research Department Chongqing University)

Abstract: A. Rosenberg analyses the cognitive status of the economics discipline from the epistemological level. The consistent
adherence of Microeconomics to the Extremal Strategy Theory and intentional explanation program has shown that economics is not an
empirical science and the deduction features of economic theory has obvious similarity with Euclidean geometry about the cognitive
status in the history and their difference lies in that Euclidean geometry has improved and advanced reference theory of the modern
physics but economics does not have its reference theory even the modern cognitive science frontier theory cannot provide it. He
believes that economics is a branch of applied mathematics and is intersected between pure axiom system and applied axiom system. E.
Roy Weintraub analyses the evolution process of mathematizing of economics from the perspective of mathematics philosophy and
contextualism and studies the changes of mathematical views and influences on evolution process of economics mathematizing from the
cultural institutional and historical views.
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