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A Further Review of “Fragment” and “Fragmentation”

in Historical Research

Li Xitanming & Li Ying

Abstract: The study of “Fragment” is the prerequisite for the phenomenon of the “fragmenta—

tion” while the “fragmentation” is not necessarily the inevitable result of the “Fragment” study.

The two are a concept of both close and differentiated. The “Fragment” is indispensable to historical

research But not all “fragments” are worth studying. Therefore the key to resolving the problem of

“fragmentation” is not whether to study “Fragment”

but to choose “meaningful’

“Fragment” to

study. It is crucial that historians in possess of “fragment” along with “historical significance”

should hold a “general history” viewpoint
2 y p
tendencies of “Fragmentation”.
Key words: historical research

150

“fragmenf’ X
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“fragmentation”; a general history viewpoint



