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The Value of Positivism in Economics Research and Its Methodological Limit

Jin Weidong
( School of Economics Shandong University of Finance and Economics)

Abstract: With diversified methodology developing modern economics research generally makes use of hypothesis — deduction model
that has obviously positivism inclination. The model employs logical deduction and meteorology inspection to validate and discover
theory. Nevertheless there are three types hypothesis in economics research that have different functions they also make it clear that
positivism research has methodology limitation. Firstly through logic deduction restrictive — hypothesis can be relaxed step by step and
theoretical — hypothesis can be restored back to so many potential economic phenomena that it hardly conforms to any fact finally.
Secondly it can find error and not truth by logic deduction and so it has little theory — discover function. Thirdly empirical test isn’ t
completely verification or falsification and its theory — discover function can also be reduced by the hypothesis.
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