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A Review on Post-Merton Sociology of Science

HONG Wei

(Center of Science, Technology and Society, Tsinghua University)

Abstract ;: Textbooks on the sociology of science in China have been focusing on the Mertonian soci-
ology of science. For the post-Merton era, attention has been directed to theories on the sociology of
scientific knowledge, as if the Mertonian sociology of science has been extinct. In fact, although the
Mertonian sociology of science was denied legitimacy in STS and has been a marginal concentration
in sociology, its value has been appreciated in the areas of public policy and management studies and
its visibility is increasing. This paper reviews previous studies in stratification in science, research
collaboration, and the impact of science on economies to promote the development of the sociology of
science in its original discipline.
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