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trends of times enhance collaboration of research and actively explore interdisciplinary approach in

combination with various methods.

A Theoretical Reflection on “Little People” in Carlo Ginzburg’s Research // Zhang Xiaomin

Microhistorian Carlo Ginzburg studies “little people ” and this is his unique theoretical contribution.
In terms of the perspective of research Ginzburg emphasizes the change of individual images within the
group which reflects the theoretical influence of cultural anthropology and the trend of global history turn.
In terms of the content of research he pays attention to little people’s identity formation and the relationship
between self-identity and social identity. In terms of research methods he uses clue paradigms to explore
details and emphasizes the importance of social context associated with clues. The emergence of the above
research features depends on the sophisticated use of some neglected historical materials especially court
trial records. It is a complementary way in which historians look at these cases and court evidence as judges
treat testimony. In doing so they will provide multiple layers of historical evidence to study “little people”

in the future.

The Origins Practice and Characteristics of Global Historical Studies in Japan // Kang Hao

The rise and development of global historical studies in Japan are deeply rooted in the indigenous
scholarly tradition. Scholars such as Mizushima Tsukasa Haneda Masashi Akita Shigeruare the
pioneers and promoters of global history and with their efforts the Japanese study of global history has
unique characteristics different from the West. Both internal and external factors have contributed to its
development. On the one hand it is the influence from European and American scholarship; on the other
hand it is the Japanese tradition of studying Japan-Jurope comparison intra-Asian trade Maritime Asian
history and Eastern Eurasian history known as the so-called “Asian perspective. ” Thus one of
outstanding characteristics of global historical studies in Japan is the focus on the Asian continent and Asian

ocean sphere an emphasis on the internal mechanism of Asian economy and international order.

A Conceptual Analysis of Empire and Imperialism // Zhou Fen Zhang Shunhong

There is a tendency to generalize the concepts “empire” and “imperialism ” in world-historical
studies. In order to correctly understand world-historical development this article argues that empires are
generally not the large territorial states in ancient and medieval times that normally came into being through
gradual interaction and amalgamation of small states or kingdoms. “Empire” should specifically refer to the
ones established mainly by western powers through overseas colonial expansion since the late fifteenth
century. Imperialism belongs to capitalism and does not exist in ancient and medieval times. Imperialism
has two layers of meaning: primarily it refers to the monopoly stage of capitalism; it can also refer to the
policies behaviors and propositions of capitalist powers in pursuit of colonies and hegemony. Some
scholars in the West today have a strong ideological bias towards China when they use the concepts of
empire and imperialism. Chinese historians should clearly define and accurately use such concepts in
order to develop/a seteniificrdiseoutse thrdughrwhich to-vaise [ithe | impact [6f) Chinas| historicalsstudies inithe

international academic community.



