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Constructing a Theoretical System for Evaluating Philosophy
and Social Sciences with Chinese Characteristics:

Research Status Practical Difficulties and Breakthrough Paths
CAO Zhaole

( Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Evaluation Studies Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100732 China)

Abstract: The evaluation practice in the “new era” is breeding the new evaluation theory. The construction of a theoretical
system for evaluating philosophy and social sciences with Chinese characteristics needs to be concerned urgently. This article
analyzes the literature data of evaluation theory research which are collected from CNKI database from 2015 to 2019 by emplo—
ying their measuring visualization analysis function and VOSviewer literature metrology software. Moreover the article interprets
and analyzes research characteristics of the Chinese philosophy and social sciences evaluation theory system from the perspec—
tives of research attention discipline distribution research team research hotspots and frontiers and discovers the difficulties
and predicaments in constructing the evaluation theory system in three aspects including core concept construction discipline
construction and theoretical discourse influence and promotion. Based on this the paper explores breakthrough approaches and
strategies for constructing this theoretical system of evaluation of philosophy and social sciences with Chinese characteristics.

Key words: evaluation theory; Chinese characteristics; evaluation of philosophy and social sciences; core concepts; disci—

pline construction; discourse system



