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Abstracts * 401 «

previous or contemporary authors. These four kinds of works were the

basic forms of travel notes in ancient China.

Theory and Method in Identifying the
Manichaean Cao’an Temple of Quanzhou
Lin Wushu & Wang Yuanyuan( p. 343)

The identification of Manichaean relics should be considered as a
sheer academic issue. On the basis of the research fruits achieved in
the past half-century and more the paper makes a case study on the
Cao’an Temple located at the foot of Huabiao Mountain of Jinjiang
County of Quanzhou  examining the evidence supporting its
Manichaean attribute from the perspective of theory and method in a
bid to develop the normalization of academic research on identification

of Manichaean relics.

On the Genealogy and Belief of
Mi Fu in the Song Period
Zhang Xiaogui ( p. 371)

This article studies the documentary records concerning Mi Fu
who was one of the most famous painters and calligraphers in the
Song Period. It believes that the ancestors of Mi Fu came from
Maymurgh of ancient central Asia namely the ancient Sogdiana.
From the point of view of the Sogdian genealogy “descendant of
the fire priest” and “cleanliness ” he preserved some traces of

Zoroastrian rituals and practices. However his ancestors had lived



