©

e

? AY
? ?
( 1201211) .
. C ” . »
( » 2010 207—221 ;. ¢
( : ) 2011 9—28 ; :
)y« )2015 30 : :

( ) 2015 275—295

» ¢ ) 2011 11—20

» « »2016 4

@



88 2017 2
)
o ( i
( bi
D 20 20
@
- « ” @
( )« ) o
o 1929«
) «
» ®
( i o
1949
.© o
« »”
© «
»
( «
n) i
©) ¢ » § » 2011 248—250
® .
« ” « ” « . ¢
» § » 2002 272—305 MK
“ 7 ( » 2010 1—28
® K ) { » 2002 467—478  (
1928 ); HK¢ » 2011 ( 20 30 ).
§ “ 7 » « »2007 5
@ MK — » ( » 103—139
® M ) ¢ » 1981 244—252
©
@ N N (index) ;
(Concordance) » ( » 2013 144—150



&9

OCR
(index)
@
)
)
@
®

y o2 11997
2002
@

@

MK
143—149

»

»

o 20
)«
(Concordance)
4 $1981

1
$2000

§

2011

)

§

THDL(



90

2017

OPAC

(indey) ( )

(Concordancg | { »

( DK

DA

( »

@
©)
®

@

MG » «

: ) » « $2009

MK » 2006 64—065

HK¢ —

2004 401—422
: Y«

»2015

8

9

1

»2015

®
®

1

Y (



91

S)

20

20

20 20—30

» 1930

( P

. 20 50—60

Do

®e o

®

(

30

(

(

20 30

. 20 50

(

Yy « $2015 2
11986 4 ¢
K :
1999 900—905
<< -

> « »2012

(

) (1956)
{

)«

» (1902

bi

» «
)

)

)

> «

»2015

(

293

bi
(

) (1960)

5

12006

44

»2015

1
$2007

(

4

2



92 2017 2

o Al o Qj
20 20
o 20 50
20 60—70
.2 20
80 ( 18 bi
( ) o
CMGPD( ).
(Chinese Population GIS CPGIS)
@ Al A A A A
@
°® [13 ”»
20 70
@ 20 80 ( »
@ ( » 71992
®
@ § N » « »2010 5
® ¢ e (1660—2000) » «

»2016 4



( ).
)
S ¢ )
«c )
( ) (
)- (
(CBDB)
N 20
@ N . 4

2009 243—269

(SNA)

( . ) )
(
) Y AY
(
) o
(THDL) @
(MPS)



94 2017 2
(CBDB)
( A)
D bi-gram
@
3 . €
»
( »
@
(GIS)
(CHGIS) . (CCTS) (THCTS)
o GIS
( : ) « ) .
(Application Programming Interface)
N . CBDB CHGIS
(Hilde De Weerdt) MARKUS
® § ) 18—19
@ ( y 19
® ( Y 19 o
@ € ) 2011 78.87



95

»

CBDB. 0

\OCR\

(born-digital data)

S

@

© e e

©

»2016

{19

4

MK

Yy 95—141

» «
$2000

©)

20 70
@®
(
23
.®
(
(virtual reality)
; :100871;
. 1510275)
( : )
( : )
» 2015
» 2012
2009
»2015 4
; M “ "y«



SUMMARY OF ARTICLES 159

others have perceived the “internal conflicts” in his ideas it is necessary for us to examine his philosophy
against the background of modern science and philosophy and consider them a theoretical system with
consistency and uniformity. What Fu Sinian opposed was the theory of history in the sense of modern
rationalism. Meanwhile he pursued the deductivist theory of history on the ground of modern science.
Thus the author argues Fu Sinian’ s idea of history was not modern Western positivism based on
inductivism but a new form of positivism that emphasizes historical contextualism and deductivism. In this
sense his ideas transcend the subject and object dichotomy. In sum we should not merely consider Fu
Sinian as an advocate of objective historiography; instead we should examine his whole theoretical system

for it was key to our understanding of Fu Sinian’ s scholarship.

Gu Jiegang’ s “Discussion of Ancient History” Movement and Its Relationship with Developments in
Western Sinology //Li Chang~in

The development of scholarship in modern China formed a close relationship with developments in
Western sinology. Gu Jiegang’ s launching of the “Discussion of Ancient History” movement in the 1920s
was a representative example. Hu Shi and Gu Jiegang proposed the notion that “there was no history before
the Eastern Zhou dynasty ” which was indebted to the historical skepticism by Philip Van Ness Myers and
Friedrich Hirth of the same period. The idea that “the Shang dynasty was still in the late Stone Age”
advocated by Hu and Gu was also directly influenced by J. G. Andersson’ s An Early Chinese Culture.
Conversely Arthur W. Hummel played a key role in introducing the “Discussion of Ancient History” to
Western academia. Paradoxically while Berhhard Karlgren wrote the On the Authenticity and Nature of the
Tso Chuan to refute Kang Youwei’ s reinterpretation of Confucian Classics his work however became of
value for Chinese scholars to reaffirm the value of New Text Confucianism and spear ahead the “Discussion
of Ancient History” movement. In a word if we would like to choose a saying to describe the relationship
between modern Chinese historical scholarship and Western Sinology the Chinese proverb “the stone from
other hills may serve to polish jade ” may be an appropriate choice.

Writing Her-stories: The Rise and Development of Women’ s History in Africa //Zheng Xiaoxia

After many countries in Africa achieved independence and buoyed by the strong nationalist sentiment
African scholars pursued with passion the writing of African history to explore and rediscover the continent’ s
past. Against the backdrop of great advances in “new historiography ” African history and feminist movements
in both Africa and around the world women’ s history began to emerge across African countries from the late
1960s. During the 1970s the field experienced a marked progress whereas as a whole it remained in the stage of
infancy. Thanks to the advance of women’s studies the focus of women’s history in Africa shifted from elite
women to ordinary women in both urban and rural areas including prostitutes maids and servants witcherafts
laborers slaves and farmers etc. From the 1990s gender studies also gained influence in Africa women’ s
studies in Africa have therefore also shown multi-perspectival and interdisciplinary characteristics.

Digital Technology and the Notion of History: A Study of the Relationship between Historical
Database and Historical Methodology in China //Shen Bin Yang Peina

The making of historical databases has merged the development of digital technology and historical
research. They represent the technological improvement in historical methodology and also help the latter’
s innovation and expansion. The creation of digital archives and their searchable function extends the
empiricist approach to historical study and textual criticism whereas the establishment of large quantitative
databases is indebted to the interest in using social science and statistical methods in historical analysis.
The development of digital technology has made improvement in both areas. In more recent years thanks to
the growing interest in digital humanities it is possible to explore more innovations in historical
methodology which can help expand the emphasis of the new historiographical trend on analyzing both
textual and historical contexts.



