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( » N
( tmp_ patents,,) (eff_ patents,)
(3) o o
: ( pop) . (pop®)
( density) . ( devQuality) . GDP (fluct) (rev) .
(fei) (gdp_ 3) . (exp) (urban)
( employ_ 2) . (K/Y) . ( RD_ exp) . (edu) .
( RD_ per) . (infra) ( house)
1 o
1
padp GDP 9372 9.112 | 1.088 | 6.035 11.98
patents 1 9372 3.074 2.306 0 11.403
eff_ patents 1 9372 2.169 2.027 0 10. 278
imp_ patent, 1 9372 2. 646 2.093 0 10. 726
pop 9372 5. 802 0. 699 2.383 8. 075
pop” 9372 34.152 7.944 5.679 65.202
density 9372 5.736 1. 003 1.397 9.126
devQuality 9372 0. 036 0.27 -0.574 1. 142
Sluct GDP 9372 0. 359 0. 875 0 20. 455
rev GDP 9372 0. 064 0.033 0. 002 0.268
fdi GDP 9372 0.017 0.029 0 0.593
gdp_ 3 GDP 9372 0.368 0.1 0. 067 0. 807
exp GDP 9372 0.117 0. 099 0. 002 1. 027
urban 9372 0.432 0. 196 0. 045 1
employ_ 2 9372 0. 427 0.14 0. 005 0. 844
K/Y 9372 0. 858 0.595 0. 069 8.12
RD_ exp 9372 7.584 1. 899 0.904 13.524
edu 9372 0.027 0.019 0 0.298
RD_ per 9372 10. 858 1. 655 1.737 17. 085
infra 9372 4. 864 2.402 0. 196 14. 155
house 9372 0.23 0.134 0. 001 1.918
. devQuality o
4.
o GDP N

GDP
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> Y w, pedp, - pgdp) ( pgdp; - pgdp)
n ==
I = n n n ( 3)
Y Y o, > (pgdp; - pgdp)
i1 j=1 i=1
pgdp; ~ pgdp;  pgdp i GDP. j GDP
GDP w; o (3)
GDP 3 o GDP
1% GDhP
3 GDP  Moran’s 1
( SDM) (1) (2) ( 2) » Wald SAR Wald
SEM p 1%
o LR LR-lag LR-
error 1046.55  1002. 46 LR-lag  LR-error
864. 92 1%
- Hausman Hausman
NO) Levin—Lin—Chu test ~ Im—Pesaran—Shin test
2
patents eff_ patents
P P
Wald SAR 42. 84 0. 000 42.70 0. 000
Wald SEM 42.02 0. 001 43.16 0. 000
LR-lag 1046. 55 0. 000 864.92 0. 000
LR—-error 1002. 46 0. 000 830. 03 0. 000
@ {Hausman Monte Carlo Yy « ) 2014 5
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1.
(1) (2)
(4) ( SDM)
1% 3 . (1)
1
(RD_ per o
) N ( mfm) ( h
ouse) 7.
( 1) ( 2) ( 3)
1 2 (4) (5)
patents 0. 002 *kk 0 " 3 1 ( 6)
eff_ patents - 007 0. 008™** 2 3
pop _ ek
: 0.662°"* | -0.654*"" | - R R R 0.0137" 0.013"
pop 0.014** 0. 661 0,663 . .013
d R . 0.014™** 0 kk : - 0.638™" — 0. 642%**
ensity — 0.008" 0 P -015 0.014™** 0.012* <642
devQuality 0. 06" . 008 ~0.007" 0,008 . 012 | 0.013**
. -0.015 . - 0.008" -0 "
ﬂuCt -0 005*** -0 037** . 007
: - 0.006*"* ~0 . : -0.019
rev ~0.077 . 006 — 0.006*** .
A . — * kK
: 0. 026 0.007 _ xk
fdi ~ 0.0 0. 024 - 0.08 0. 006
. 082 - 0.035 ~ : 0.015 0
gdp_ 3 — 0.4287** 0.038 -0.083 012
: - 0.3747** _ . bt - 0.036 -0
exp - 0. 129*** 0.375 _ 0,437 . 039
: - 0. 207*** _ *kk . - 0. 381*** -0 Sk
urban 0.507** * 0.2 Z 0. 1227 o . 382
. ek . — ek
employ_ 2 0. 006" 0.576 0.579*** 0. 51" 18 - 0.173***
- 0.01°** Seses . 0.5727** 0 .
K/Y 0.007** 0.01 0. 087 *** -573
R - 0.007** o : 0. 069 *** 0.010™**
D_ exp 0. 036 0. 007 0,007 .010
: 0.065*** 0. 062" ' 0. 006™* 0. 007"
edu -1 39*** . 062 0 006*** - . 007
2D . - 1. 367AX« _ *kk - 0. Ol*x* 0. 06 ok %k
_ per 0. 013*** 1.377 — 1.399%** - - 065
. . . . - 1.3837"* -1 kK
infra 0.024*** 0.013* 397
house - 0. ]54*** 0. 024***
(1) 5 — 0. 154+
w* patents 0. 033 *** 0 ( )M* (3) (4) (5
w* eff_ patents 03 0.035"" ) (6)
w* pop * *k
. . 2. 302** 2. 339*** o 0. 027 - 0. 014*** 0 P
w™ pop -0.19 Kk 2.418 2 337*** . 021
sk . . 8 - 0. 192*** _ ko ’ 2. 337*** 2 Kk
w* density 0. 099*** . 0.2027~ Z 0,199 5 — .433
. k% . _ *
w* devQuality 0. 192 0. 092 0. 086*** 0. 096 . 188 — 0. 199***
« . 0.1117** : 0. 086 0 ek
w~ ﬂuct 0 0 176‘A><)< . 082
w* - 0.006" 0 - 0. 114***
rev -0.275*" . 004 0 ;
— 3 —0.502%** _ ek - 0.008*" -0 ook
w . O 366** " . — O 475*** _ O .
w* gdp_ 3 0. 453 0.253 Z 0273 . .467
. ' 0. 499*** 0,514 — 0.282 0.196'
w* exp 0. 201 *** . 514 0. 453 % . 196
* y 0. 423 *** e - 0. 507 *** 0 ok
w* urban _ 0. 437 0. 196*** .514
. 0. 085 - 0267 196 0.397"*
w* employ_ 2 0. 024*** - - 0.204*"* ~ 0,048 0.4257"*
® - 0. 023*** SRk : - 0. 209*** -0 ok
. e x . . g
0.084 0.0 | 0.061" 081 0.026
. 0.077** -
0.079
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w* RD_ exp 0.017 0.102** 0.071 0.025*** 0. 026*** 0.052***
w* edu 2.0617** 1.234"* 1.2417 2,147 1.329*** 1.306***
w* RD_ per —0.022% —0.024%
w* infra - 0.002 0
w* house - 0.016 - 0.01
Spatial
p 0. 806™** 0. 848™** 0. 851 0.814™* 0. 86 0. 86
o 0.0117°* 0.012*** 0.012*** 0.011*** 0. 0127 0. 0127
* %% 1% ** 5% * 10%
2 2
o (2) (5) patents
0.007 eff_ patents 0.013; patents 0.03 eff_ patents
0.014; 1% 1 2,
GDP ; GDP
3 o o
( devQuality) 61
3 2
2
o ( devQuality) 2 o
( pop) GDP “u
( density) . ( devQuality) . (fdi) . (gdp_ 3) .
(exp) . ( employ_ 2) . (K/Y) . (RD_ exp)
(edu) GDP GDP (fuct) .
(rev) ( urban) GDP o
GDP o
2
GDP N
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(4) x o
GDP o
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(7)
4
1% o GDP
GDhP o
4
patents 0.014™* 0.233** 0. 247
eff_ patents _ 0.018*** 0.176™* 0. 194™**
pop2 - 0.349 11. 441 11.092*** - 0.311% 12. 499 *** 12. 187
pop -0.016™* - 1.154™** - 117 - 0.02%** - 1.2417%% - 1.261%**
density 0. 007 0. 54*** 0. 547 0. 007 0. 555" 0.5627**
devQualiry 0. 002 0. 629*** 0.631*** - 0.002 0. 675 0.673™**
Sluct - 0. 008 *** - 0.074™* - 0.083*** - 0.009*** - 0.094*** - 0.103***
rev -0.055 - 3.059** - 3,114 - 0.068 - 3.207** - 3.276***
fdi 0.019 2. 146™* 2.166** 0. 007 1.752" 1.759"
gdp_ 3 - 0.341** 1. 157" 0.816™** - 0.346™** 1. 2417 0. 895™**
exp - 0. 164*** 157 1. 406*** - 0.136™* 1. 669*** 1.533***
urban 0.612*** 1. 407 2,027 0. 622*** 1.961°** 2,583
employ_ 2 0.015*** 0.202*** 0.218*** 0. 095*** 0.98** 1.0757*
K/Y 0.022*** 0.576*** 0. 598*** 0.021*** 0.577*** 0. 598***
RD_ exp 0. 092*** 1. 005 *** 1. 098 *** 0.016*** 0.2377** 0.253***
d _ * kK * KKk :
edu 1.355 0. 665 -0. 69 -1.358 1. 178 -0.18
2.
1
(1) : (1) (2) GDP
1% GDP
GDP o
2
(5 ) ( o 2010—2022
3) (4) o
GDP 2010—2022
GDP
(3) o

( imp_ patents, ) o
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(4) o
o 6 (1) (2)
GDP
NE (4)
(1)
(1) (2) (3) T (5)
2010—2022
patents 0.009™** 0.01***
eff_ patents 0.013*** 0.012***
imp_ patents 0.01***
pop - 0.625"" -0.61° - 0. 666" - 0.665" - 0. 649
pop’ 0.017*** 0.015** 0.015™* 0.015™* 0.014™*
density - 0.007 - 0.007 - 0. 006 - 0. 005 - 0.008"
devQuality - 0.009 - 0.013 0.071*** 0. 071" -0.017
Sfuct - 0.006™"* - 0.007 " 0 0 - 0.006™*
rev 0.01 - 0.001 0.211°* 0.204** 0.022
Jdi 0. 002 0. 001 - 0.103 - 0.124 - 0.036
gdp_ 3 - 0.371"" - 0.377" - 0.205" - 0.206™" -0.376"""
exp - 0.191" - 0.167™" - 0.378"* -0.378" -0.197""
urban 0.614*** 0.611°** 0. 476" 0. 483" 0.574™**
employ_ 2 0.01*** 0.078™** - 0.004 ™ 0. 083™** 0.01***
K/Y 0. 007 ** 0. 006" - 0.053"* - 0.054™ 0.007**
RD_ exp 0.075*** 0.01™* 0. 084 ™" - 0.004™* 0. 066™**
edu - 1.429* — 14447 —0.945™ - 0.927" - 1.371"
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
w* patents 0. 029*** 0. 008"
w* eff_ patents 0.013™** 0. 003
w* imp_ patents 0. 024™**
w* pop 2.267*** 2.2627** 0. 827" 0. 854™** 2.329™**
w*  pop’ - 0.189™ - 0.185" - 0.0427% - 0.044™ -0.191™
w* density 0. 091 0. 085" 0. 174 0. 171 0.093™**
w* devQuality 0. 111 0. 114™ 0.076™** 0.073™** 0. 125™**
w* fluct - 0. 006%* 0.013*** - 0.008*"" - 0.008™" - 0.006"
w* rev - 0.487" - 0.008™" - 0.385™ -0.39"" - 0.4727
w* fdi 0.355™" - 0.458*" 0.917*** 0. 898" 0.341°*
w* gdp_ 3 0. 497 0.269" 0. 5427 0. 533" 0. 505™**
w* exp 0.414™** 0. 505 0. 247" 0.258™** 0.417***
w* urban -0.313" 0.389*** -0.182** -0.175*" - 0.256™"
w* employ_ 2 0.023*** - 0.256*" 0.019™** 0. 156™** 0. 024™**
w* K/Y 0. 084" 0. 068 - 0.041 - 0.045 0.08™
w* RD_ exp 0. 087" 0.077*** 0.16™* 0.019*** 0. 086"
w* edu 1.291™* 0. 026™** 2,525 2.593*** 1. 349
Spatial
p 0. 845™ 0. 858™** 0. 737" 0. 741 0. 854™**
o 0.012™* 0.012°** 0. 002" 0. 002" 0.012™**
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(1)
(1) (2) (3) (4)
patents 0. 009 *** 0. 003
eff_ patents 0.012*** 0.006™**
pop2 - 1.106™** - 1.073™** - 1.358™* - 1.341"
* kK * Kk * Kk
por 0. 045 0. 042" 0. 058™** 0.056™**
density 0. 001 0. 001 0. 003 0. 003
devQuality -0.019 -0.025 -0.019 -0.022
Sfuct - 0.009™** - 0.009 ™" - 0.009 ™" - 0.009 ™"
rev - 0.448*" - 0.458™** - 0.392"* - e
fdi 0 199*** * %k . * %k O. 39§
. 0. 196 0. 161 0. 159
gdp_ 3 - 0.250 - 0.255™ - 0.256™" - 0.260™"
exp 0. 005 0.012 0. 037 0. 040
urban 0. 604 0. 606" 0. 484" 0. 483"
employ_ 2 0.014™* 0.014™* 0.011™* 0.010™*"
*kk *k *k
K/Y 0.014 0.014™** 0.011*** 0.011***
RD_ exp 0. 165" 0. 163"~ 0. 1117 0. 108"
edu - 1.175*** - 1.161™ - 0.995"** - 0.988""
(1) (2) (3) (4)
w* patents 0. 028" 0. 029™**
w* eff_ patents 0.012** 0.014™**
w* pop2 2. 395”% 2.365""" 2.897°"* 2.837°"
w*  pop - 0. 1477 - 0. 1417 - 0.183"* - 0.175™
w* density - 0. 005 - 0.007 0. 003 0. 002
w* devQuality 0. 141 0. 154™* 0.048" 0.059**
w* fluct 0. 002 0. 000 0. 005 0. 004
w* rev 0. 249 0.252** 0.290™** 0. 308"
w* fdi 0.243** 0.215" 0. 169" 0. 143
w* gdp_ 3 0.366""" 0.376™*" 0.298*** 0.305™""
w* exp 0. 464 0.457** 0.231*** 0.218™**
w* urban 0.394™** 0. 467 0. 305 0. 368"
w* employ_ 2 0. 045 0. 048" 0. 034™** 0.036™**
w* K/Y - 0.013 -0.019" 0.012 0. 005
w* RD_ exp -0.172™ - 0.163™" - 0.108™" - 0.104™
o Hkx Hkk
w* edu - 1.207** - 1.0517" - 0.335 - 0.227
Spatial
p 0. 661" 0. 674" 0.752"* 0. 764"
o 0.014™** 0.014™** 0.012*** 0.012***
(5) o
. (1) (2)

1%
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(1)
(1) (2) (3) (4)
L. patents 0.005**
L. eff_ patents 0. 009>
patents 0. 008 ™**
eff_ patents 0.011**
pop - 0. 6447 - 0.637* - 0.289"" - 0.244"
pop’ 0.013™* 0.012** - 0.009" -0.013™
density - 0.009** - 0.008** - 0.008" - 0.008"
devQuality 0.010 0. 008 - 0.001 - 0. 006
Sluct - 0.006*"* - 0. 006" - 0. 006" - 0. 006"
rev 0. 1417 0. 135 - 0.045 - 0.079
fdi - 0.042 - 0.042 -0.108 - 0. 100
gdp_ 3 - 0.383*"* - 0.388"* - 0.236™ - 0.236™
exp - 0.183** - 0.164™ -0.112™* - 0.085™**
urban 0. 567 0. 564" 0. 486" 0. 491"
employ_ 2 0. 009 *** 0. 009 *** 0.012*** 0.012***
K/Y 0. 006" 0. 005 0. 006" 0.005"
RD_ exp 0. 066 ™~ 0. 068~ 0.029" 0. 030"
edu — 1.641% - 1.652"* - 1.118™ - 1.152%*
(1) (2)
w* L. patents 0. 026"
w* L. eff_ patents 0.010™*
w* pop 2,371 2.336™"*
w* pop’ - 0.194™ - 0.188™*
w* density 0. 089*** 0. 084 ™"
w* devQuality 0. 066~ 0. 089™**
w* fluct - 0.006" - 0.008™"
w* rev - 0.655*"* - 0.595™*
w* fdi 0.279" 0.230
w* gdp_ 3 0. 469" 0. 486"
w* exp 0.343*** 0.314™*
w* urban - 0.211* - 0.168*"*
w* employ_ 2 0.023*** 0.026™**
w* K/Y 0. 080*** 0.075™**
w* RD_ exp 0.101** 0. 086"
w* edu 1.920™** 2,056
Spatial
p 0. 862 0. 871"
o 0.011** 0.011**
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(6) ( GS28LS) . Drukker  Xu
@ 7
(3) (4) o Sargan Basmann 519.21
548. 90 497.20  524.32 1%
3.
N ( slope;)
0® Y
o Nunn  Qian

(funds,) o®

) 1

w, = X funds, (8)

slope,
8 (1) (2)
Cragg—Donald F 28.05 Stock = Yogo 10%
16. 38, Anderson—Rubin Wald test 18. 48 1%
o Anderson canon. corr. LM 28.01 1%
o (3) (4)
1% Cragg—Donald F 80.8 Anderson canon. corr. LM
80. 24 o
GDP
(1PP,) @

@ David Drukker Ingmar R. Prucha Rafal Raciborski ~ “Maximum Likelihood and Generalized Spatial Two—stage Least—squares Estima—
tors for a Spatial—autoregressive Model with Spatial —autoregressive Disturbances ” Stata Journal Vol. 13 No.2 2013 pp.221-241; Jiabin

Xu etal.  “Impact of Industrial Agglomeration on Carbon Emissions from Dairy Farming—empirical Analysis Based on Life Cycle Assessment
Method and Spatial Durbin Mode " Journal of Cleaner Production Vol. 406 No.6 2023 137081.

@ N . R N > « ) 2021 5 N
€ . )« ) 2021 5 .

athan unn anc 1an > 00 1 and 1Vl onthct e merican Lconomic eview ol. 0.
® Nathan N Nancy Qian “US Food Aid and Civil Conflict ” The American Economic Review Vol.104 No.6 2014
pp. 1630-1666.

@ N K Yy« ) 2019 2 .
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court,/ GDP,
IPP, =———— (9)
court,/ GDP,
court,, ] t GDP, i t GDP court,
GDP, t GDP o 4
(1) (2) (3) (4)
w 0. 001" 0.001***
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
patents 0.411°*
( 0. 000)
eff_ patents 0. 266"
( 0. 000)
Inp 1. 568 *** 0. 050 0. 865*** 0. 464***
( 0. 000) (0.753) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
In p2 - 0.051*** - 0.043%** - 0.009 - 0.061
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) (0.412) ( 0. 000)
In cityPopDens 0. 087" - 0.036*"" 0. 105*** - 0.028*"*
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) (0.001)
devQuality 3.027 0.311 3.090 0.732**
( 0. 000) (0.280) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
Sluct - 0.027** - 0. 004 -0.010 -0.013™
(0.012) (0.471) (0.312) (0.011)
rev 2. 4717 - 3.008*** 3.7017 - 2.978*"*
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
fdi — 35127 1.077%** - 34417 0.550**
( 0. 000) (0. 003) ( 0. 000) (0. 030)
edp_ 3 1.615% — 1. 146% 1. 428 — 0.862%*
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
exp 1. 294*** 0.952*** 0. 134 1. 448***
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) (0.296) ( 0. 000)
urban 2,223 0.831™** 1. 496" 1.3477%*
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
InRD_ exp 0.314*** 0. 042 0. 271 0. 099 “**
( 0. 000) (0.158) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
Koutput - 0.103*** 0. 093 *** - 0.062°* 0. 068 “**
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
L2Rate_ 0.307*** 0.258™** 0.346™** 0.292%**
( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
finEdu_ 1.269" -5.107*** 4.5327" -5.793***
(0.062) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000) ( 0. 000)
N 9372 9372 9372 9372
R’ 0. 834 0. 853
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i=1 i=1
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1990—2022
9
(1 (2)
did 0. 054™** 0. 042>
pop -0.739 - 0.215"
pop’ 0.016 - 0. 009
density - 0. 006 - 0.004
devQuality - 0.010 0. 088"
Sfluct - 0.008 ™" - 0. 006"
rev 0. 025 - 0.092"
Sfdi 0. 101 -0.034
gdp_ 3 - 0.320"* - 0.158™
exp - 0.396™" 0.023
urban 0. 610 0. 652"
employ_ 2 0.010 0.021***
K/7Y 0. 007 0. 003
RD_ exp 0. 106" 0. 031"
edu - 1.157** - 1.249**
w* did - 0.081"
Spatial
p 0.907***
o 0.013™**
N 9372 9372
R’ 0. 989 0.423
10
1990—2022 2010—2022
patents eff_ patents patents eff_ patents
0.014™* 0.018™** 0.012** 0.013™*~
0.233*** 0.176™ 0.057™** 0. 046"
0. 247" 0. 194™** 0. 068~ 0. 059***
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ABSTRACTS

Major Challenges and Solutions in Constructing Al Ethics:
From the Perspective of Emergency Ethics
Li Ping (1)

The main purpose of the construction of artificial intelligence ( Al) ethics is to enable Al agents to gener—
ate stable altruistic behavior by endowing them with human-like moral capacities. The current mainstream re—
search approaches include “top—down” rule embedding ‘“bottom—up” machine learning and “hybrid” ap-
proaches along with their derivative paradigms. However these approaches have not yet thoroughly addressed
the fundamental issues of human—Al coexistence: how to establish an intersubjective ethical relationship be—
tween humans and Al at the ontological level and how to resolve the ontological dilemma of attributing moral
status. These issues constitute a major bottleneck restricting the development of Al ethics. Furthermore the
mainstream approaches to Al ethics construction face several major challenges namely “asymmetric risks ”
“meme mutation ” and the intensification of the human existential crisis. From the perspective of evolutionary
biology humans are dual carriers of genes and memes and their behavioral patterns are often regarded as
those of “intelligent machines” driven by these two replicators. However what distinguishes humans from oth—
er life forms is the ability to initiate a “cognitive revolution” through the awakening of moral reason. Each such
awakening marks the emergence of emergency ethics demonstrating humanity’s potential to transcend biologi—
cal determinism. In view of this the challenges of Al ethics construction can be addressed through emergency
ethics—that is by adopting “risk —sharing” strategies based on synthetic evolution to deal with asymmetric
risks advancing toward “endosymbiosis” to cope with meme mutation and practicing a “theory of coexis—

tence” to mitigate the human existential crisis.

Effective Innovation and Economic Growth from a Spatial Perspective
Zhang Ziran He Jing  (69)

Under the guidance of the innovation—driven development strategy improving technological innovation
promoting the commercialization of scientific and technological achievements and transforming them into tangi—
ble productive capacity are of great significance for achieving high—quality economic development in China.
Based on panel data of 284 prefecture—level cities in China from 1990 to 2022 this paper empirically exam—
ines the effects of technological and effective innovations on economic growth and their underlying mechanisms
from a spatial perspective. The results show that: (1) Both technological and effective innovations generally
have significant positive effects on economic growth. (2) Without considering spatial dependence effective
innovation has a greater effect on economic growth than conventional technological innovation. However when
spatial dependence is taken into account the effect of effective innovation on economic growth is relatively
smaller. (3) Mechanism analysis indicates that compared with non—industrialized technological innovation
effective innovation enables its holders to obtain direct monopoly profits and competitive advantages because it
is protected by stronger intellectual property rights preventing imitation and follow—up by competitors. Conse—

quently under the context of intellectual property protection the economic growth effect of effective innovation
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is mainly concentrated within the city while its spillover effect on surrounding cities is relatively limited.
(4) With the overall strengthening of intellectual property protection in China the spatial spillover effect of
technological innovation tends to decline. This study provides important policy implications for optimizing tech—
nological innovation and resource allocation improving the intellectual property protection system and promo—

ting coordinated regional economic development.

New Research on the Mingtang Sacrificial Rites in the Southern Dynasties
Niu Jingfei  (95)

The establishment of the Mingtang in Jiankang was the result of Emperor Xiaowu of the Liu—Song dynasty
’s persistent promotion of filial piety as a means to assert his political legitimacy. Thereafter the Mingtang rites
of the Southern Dynasties were further developed and refined. Following several adjustments during the Song
and Qi dynasties it was ultimately decided that the suburban sacrifices and the Mingtang rites would no longer
be conducted on the same day. Wang Jian a prominent statesman of the Qi dynasty explicitly emphasized
that sacrifices should be performed in the Mingtang even in the absence of a designated emperor. The rulers
and officials of the Liang dynasty devoted greater attention to revising the details of ritual practice in order to
underscore the function of Heaven worship inherent in the Mingtang rites. In the Southern Dynasties the ar—
rangement of seats in the Mingtang was closely tied to the construction of imperial legitimacy. During the reign
of King Yulin of the Qi dynasty it was proposed that Emperor Shizong the posthumously honored Crown
Prince Wenhui be enshrined in the Mingtang. In the reign of Emperor He ( Donghunhou) the Mingtang was
dedicated to both his father Emperor Ming and Emperor Wu ( Taizong) . By the later Southern Dynasties a
new tradition gradually emerged in which the emperors enshrined in the Mingtang varied in accordance with the

succession of the throne.

“Journeying toward There” and “Departing from Here”:
A Comparative Analysis of Lu Xun’s The Passerby and Kafka’s The Departure
Zeng Yanbing  (167)

In the 1920s Franz Kafka and Lu Xun independently crafted works with strikingly similar themes and
closely related genres: Kafka’s The Departure and Lu Xun’s The Passerby. The horseback—riding protagonist in
Kafka’s narrative and Lu Xun’s wandering passerby function as partial spiritual self—portraits of their authors a
lineage of self-representation partially attributable to their shared intellectual mentor Friedrich Nietzsche. In
Kafka’s story the protagonist heeds a distant bugle call and resolves to embark on a journey whereas in Lu
Xun’s poetic drama the passerby is compelled to keep moving by a voice from ahead. These distant bugles and
forward voices symbolize the authors’ inner convictions and existential calling. The protagonist in Kafka’s The
Departure yearns for a true journey; this departure signifies not only his personal fate but also the eternal desti—
ny of the Jewish people. In contrast Lu Xun’s The Passerby compelled to move without rest embodies the
author’s method of resisting despair. Although Kafka and Lu Xun grapple with analogous philosophical and ex—
istential concerns their narrative techniques and expressive strategies diverge notably—a difference that re—

flects not only individual artistic sensibilities but also broader cultural divergences between East and West.



