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Introduction

this book is about the longest aristocratic age in Chinese history—the 
Springs-and-Autumns period (Chunqiu 春秋, 770–453 BCE). That age 
spanned three odd centuries, starting with the collapse of the Western Zhou 
西周 dynasty (ca. 1046–771 BCE), and ending with the disintegration of the 
state of Jin 晉, which marked the onset of a new era, the Warring States period 
(Zhanguo 戰國, 453–221 BCE). Because the end of the Springs-and-Autumns 
period coincides with the lifetime of the singularly influential Chinese thinker, 
Confucius (Kongzi 孔子, 551–479 BCE), this age is often paired with the War-
ring States period as the formative age of China’s cultural tradition (both are 
parts of the so-called Eastern Zhou 東周 era, 770–255 BCE).1 However, I think 
this pairing is wrong. From many points of view, the Springs-and-Autumns 
period marks a dramatic rupture rather than continuity in Chinese history.

It is remarkable how much the Springs-and-Autumns period differed from 
what is often associated with the normative orientations of Chinese political 
life. It was an age when political fragmentation was considered a norm and not 
an aberration, and efforts were made to perfect and stabilize the multistate 
system. It was an age when many states were moving from monarchical to 
oligarchic forms of rule, and political participation of the lower strata was 
acceptable and even partly institutionalized. It was an age when pedigree 
mattered more than abilities in determining an individual’s career, when the 
concept of the Mandate of Heaven had little to do with the notion of universal 
rule, and when lineage cohesiveness was subversive of rather than conducive 
to the preservation of the sociopolitical order. In many respects, this period 

1. The “Eastern Zhou” is called so because of the relocation of the Zhou capital to the eastern 
part of the royal domain, near Luoyang. Note that the Zhou dynasty was terminated in 255 BCE, 
while the Warring States period ended in 221 BCE with the unification of the realm under the 
Qin 秦 dynasty (221–207 BCE).
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appears as an inversion of traditional Chinese political values rather than their 
affirmation. Reevaluating this age and its place in the broader context of 
China’s history is the goal of this book.

My study has three major objectives. The first is to introduce the reader to 
the basic parameters of this insufficiently understood era. The explosive 
growth of material and paleographic evidence, parallel to advances in our un-
derstanding of relevant textual sources, allows us to engage with Springs-and-
Autumns history anew, and to present a more nuanced (and, hopefully, more 
accurate) picture than was possible a few decades ago. This is done in the first 
part of this book, which introduces demographic and geographic back-
ground, traces differences and similarities in the political trajectories of major 
states, addresses tensions between political fragmentation on the one hand 
and ongoing elite cultural unity on the other, and explores the role of the “aliens” 
in the Zhou world.

The second goal of the book is to go beyond the confines of teleological 
narratives that view Springs-and-Autumns developments through the prism 
of how they contributed to the rise of the centralized and bureaucratized War-
ring State en route to China’s eventual imperial unification in 221 BCE. Instead, 
I want to understand the policies adopted by Springs-and-Autumns statesmen 
on their own terms and within their contemporaneous social, political, and 
intellectual contexts. In my view, the Springs-and-Autumns period was China’s 
longest experiment with a polycentric world and polycentric society. In parts 2 
and 3 of this book, I shall evaluate the pros and cons of this experience, first at 
the level of stabilizing the multistate system and second at the level of attaining 
domestic stability. Although both experiments eventually failed, I want to 
highlight their logic and their achievements, even if those were ultimately 
short-lived.2

My third goal, conversely, is to go beyond the confines of the aristocratic 
era itself and to situate it within the longue durée of Chinese history. What 
were the lessons learned from the Springs-and-Autumns experiences by 
political thinkers of the Warring States era and by their imperial-era heirs? 
How is this period related to different paradigms through which China’s past 
is analyzed domestically and by outsiders? These topics will be addressed in 
the epilogue to this study.

2. When I refer to “experiments” here and throughout this book, I do not mean deliberate 
tests but rather improvisations, the results of which were analyzed by thinkers and statesmen 
who then devised new political solutions. It is this postfactum analysis that makes the “experi-
ment” label valid.
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Studies of the History of the Springs-and-Autumns Period
The history of the Springs-and-Autumns period was among the best known in 
traditional China. This is surprising when we consider that the period under 
discussion neither shared the historical prestige of the preceding Western Zhou, 
nor witnessed an intellectual flowering on a par with the subsequent Warring 
States era. The puzzle is resolved once we recall that the very name “Springs-
and-Autumns” derives from the title of the Lu 魯 chronicle, the Springs-and-
Autumns Annals (Chunqiu 春秋; hereafter Chunqiu). This dry and formulaic text 
was overwhelmingly viewed by the imperial literati as the embodiment of Con-
fucius’s deepest political wisdom. To grasp fully the “great meaning in subtle 
words” (weiyan dayi 微言大義), allegedly embedded in Chunqiu by Confucius, 
the reader had to possess basic knowledge of contemporaneous events. This 
knowledge was provided by the Chunqiu commentaries, particularly the Zuo 
Tradition (Zuozhuan 左傳; hereafter Zuozhuan). The canonization of Chunqiu 
and its commentaries made these texts required reading for the imperial lite-
rati from the Han 漢 dynasty (206/202 BCE–220 CE) until the beginning of 
the twentieth century. The oversized engagement with these texts resulted in 
hundreds of works, from glosses and subcommentaries, through philosophical 
analyses, to focused historical studies, exploring topics such as kinship rela-
tions among the protagonists or the events’ geographic setting. Without these 
studies, modern scholarship would remain on an entirely different level.3

In the twentieth century, studies of Springs-and-Autumns history entered 
a long lull. The loss of Chunqiu’s canonical status led to a dramatic shrinkage 
of scholarly interest in this (frankly, quite tedious) text and its historical set-
ting. Moreover, the Springs-and-Autumns period, associated with lasting tur-
moil, was deemed uninspiring for most historians, who preferred to focus on 
more prosperous ages in China’s long history. Yet the major reason for schol-
ars’ reluctance to engage with that age was the outburst of bitter debates about 
the authenticity and reliability of Zuozhuan, the singularly important relevant 
historical source. When, in the late 1920s, the renowned leader of the “doubters 
of antiquity” current (yigupai 疑古派), Gu Jiegang 顧頡剛 (1893–1980), averred 
that Zuozhuan’s historical reliability is akin to that of a literary masterpiece, 
the Romance of the Three Kingdoms (Sanguo yanyi 三國演義), his opinion had 

3. To demonstrate the “oversized” nature of Chunqiu-related studies, suffice it to mention 
that the major imperially approved compilation, Complete Books in the Four Treasuries (Siku 
quanshu 四庫全書, 1772–1783), comprises well over a hundred titles focused purely on Chunqiu 
and its commentaries.
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a huge scholarly impact.4 Henceforth, a historian planning to explore Springs-
and-Autumns history first had to engage in lengthy and immensely complex 
debates about the reliability of the text that contained the lion’s share of the 
information about that age. It is no surprise that most scholars preferred to 
eschew the challenge and focus on other, less contentious topics.5

It was only in the last decade or so of the twentieth century, when debates 
about Zuozhuan’s historical reliability in China receded, that studies of 
Springs-and-Autumns history resumed in earnest. Although only a very few 
monographs focused specifically on that period,6 many others discussed it 
within a broader time span, usually encompassing the entire Zhou era. Schol-
ars in China and Japan produced many excellent studies of the political, social, 
cultural, and institutional history of the age under discussion; I am particularly 
indebted to the astute observations of Zhu Fenghan (1990; rev. ed. 2004), 
Zhao Boxiong (1990), Tian Changwu and Zang Zhifei (1996), Yoshimoto 
Michimasa (2005), and Watanabe Hideyuki ([2010] 2024), to mention only 
the most prominent monographs. In addition to these, hundreds of other 
monographs, dissertations, and scholarly articles explore Springs-and-
Autumns diplomacy and warfare, histories of individual polities, and social, 
cultural, religious and intellectual life. Many of these will be referred to 
throughout this book.

In Western Sinology, by contrast, interest in Springs-and-Autumns history 
remains meager. The pioneering research of Hsu Cho-yun (1965) was an im-
pressive scholarly achievement for its time, but it did not yield follow-ups. 
Only aspects of the military history of that age have been adequately covered 

4. See Gu Jiegang 1988b: 16 (this is the summary of Gu’s lectures from 1929–1930); compare 
Qian Xuantong [1931] 1963. For Western parallels, see, for instance, Henri Maspero’s views of 
Zuozhuan as a “historical romance” ([1927] 1965, chapter 7), or, later, Jacques Gernet’s labeling 
it “a semi-fictional chronicle” (1982: 86). Gu Jiegang gradually modified his views of Zuozhuan, 
but, judging from the summaries of his lectures in 1940s published by his student, Liu Qiyu 
劉起釪 (1917–2012), he refrained from addressing systematically the question of Zuozhuan’s 
historical reliability (Gu Jiegang 1988a). See also the next note.

5. A notable exception to this rule was Gu Jiegang’s student, Tong Shuye 童書業 (1908–
1968), who finalized in 1941 under Gu’s encouragement his History of Springs-and-Autumns 
春秋史 based on the revisions of Gu’s lectures from 1935–1937. The book gained due attention 
only after its republishing in the 1980s (Tong Shuye 2003).

6. The only major academic publication aimed at comprehensively discussing Springs-and-
Autumns history is Gu Derong and Zhu 2001, published as part of the Series on China’s History, 
Chronologically Divided 中國斷代史系列. This is, frankly, not among the strongest volumes in 
the series, particularly due to the uncritical incorporation of the Warring States–period materi-
als as if reflective of Springs-and-Autumns realities.
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by Lewis (1990: 15–52; 2021: 17–46) and Kolb (1991: 167–260). In addition, 
several articles, book chapters, and two monographs have touched upon other 
aspects of institutional and diplomatic history.7 This dearth of historical stud-
ies can be contrasted with the in-depth engagement of Western scholars with 
Zuozhuan. From the onset of the twenty-first century, a series of major studies 
has elevated understanding of this crucial text to a qualitatively new level, 
highlighting its immense complexity, analyzing its interpretative techniques, 
and exploring the nature of its sources and the impact of compilers, transmit-
ters, and editors on its content. The cumulative insight of these publications 
allows incomparably more nuanced utilization of Zuozhuan (and mutatis mu-
tandis other relevant transmitted texts) than was possible before.8

Aside from a better understanding of transmitted sources, the second major 
impetus for revisiting Springs-and-Autumns history is the archaeological 
revolution, which allows us to go beyond textual confines in analyzing the 
social, economic, cultural, and, infrequently, political history of the age under 
discussion. Here, for a nonarchaeologist like myself, the most prized works are 
integrative ones that process a vast amount of excavation reports and analyze 
spatial and temporal differences in material culture. In particular, the impor-
tance of Lothar von Falkenhausen’s publications (primarily 1999, 2006, and 
forthcoming) cannot be emphasized enough. These meticulously executed 
and methodologically transparent studies are a must for any historian who 
aims to engage archaeological materials in earnest. Without them I would not 
be able to effectively utilize archaeological materials that are crucial especially 
for part I of this book.

Archaeologists (and, unfortunately, their competitors, the tomb looters) 
have brought to light numerous paleographic sources—from the inscriptions 
on bronze vessels to manuscripts written on bamboo and silk. These texts are 
intensively studied by scholars in China and elsewhere, without whose 

7. Aspects of administrative and political history of the Springs-and-Autumns period are 
covered in Creel (1964), Blakeley (1977–1979 and 1992), and Thatcher (1977–1978, 1985, 2004). 
Rubin (1960 and 1965) and Lewis (2006: 136–50) explored the relevance of the city-state para-
digm to the Springs-and-Autumns world. Walker’s The Multi-State System of Ancient China 
(1953), even if much outdated, is the only English-language monograph dedicated to preimpe-
rial interstate relations in China. Another relevant study is Stumpfeldt’s (1970) exploration of 
the formation of the territorial state during the Springs-and-Autumns period (I am grateful to 
Christian Schwermann for introducing me to this monograph). Additionally, Gassmann’s 
(2006) study of kinship and social systems of the Zhou era contains many astute observations 
about Springs-and-Autumns political history.

8. See Schaberg 2001; Pines 2002a; Li Wai-yee 2007; “Introduction” in Durrant, Li, and 
Schaberg 2016, and the articles collected in Pines, Kern, and Luraghi 2023b.
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paleographic expertise I would not be able to utilize them in the first place. My 
own previous monograph (Pines 2020c) explored the impact of paleographic 
sources on the reevaluation of Zhou-era historiography. In the current study, 
I utilize these inscriptions and manuscripts to fine-tune discussions of Springs-
and-Autumns political, social, and cultural history.

Sources, Old and New
One of the major impediments to studies of Springs-and-Autumns history is 
the need to navigate among textual sources, which differ considerably in terms 
of their nature, authorship, intended audience, agenda, proximity to the de-
picted events, and, of course, the degree of their reliability. Understanding 
these complexities is the critical first step toward any meaningful research 
of that era. Systematically addressing these problems in the framework of 
the current introduction is impossible; hence, I shall briefly outline my 
choices, referring the reader to further relevant discussions when possible. 
(Readers who are less interested in the technicalities of my study can skip 
this section.)

Transmitted Texts

Let us start with Chunqiu, the text that gave its name to the period under 
discussion. Putting aside for the time being the perplexing question of this 
text’s relation to Confucius, we may conclude, following Yang Bojun (1990: 
16–22) and Van Auken (2023), that the text overwhelmingly reflects contem-
poraneous records by Lu scribes. These records could be at times edited and 
manipulated, but these manipulations were evidently rare. And, whereas the 
text’s laconic and formulaic entries make it fairly tedious, they also allow for 
observing long-term changes, which may reflect either alterations in Lu’s for-
eign policies or, more significantly, new social realities. These barely observ-
able changes are precious because we may confidently conclude that they were 
not the product of a later editor. Therefore, despite its laconicism, concealment 
of negative domestic news, and selectivity (the events would not be recorded 
unless properly reported to the state of Lu), Chunqiu remains a valuable his-
torical source.9

9. For the nature of Chunqiu, see Yang Bojun 1990: 16–22; Zhao Shengqun 2000; Pines 2020: 
17–23; Van Auken 2023. For barely notable yet highly significant changes in, for example, report-
ing about the state of Chu, see section 2.4, pp. 81–82; for changes reflecting the rise of the 
ministerial stratum, see section 7.2, p. 248. For Chunqiu’s laconicism as possibly reflecting the 
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Laconicism and an abundance of formulaic records, often aimed to conceal 
more than they reveal, have made Chunqiu a notoriously difficult text for read-
ers lacking scribal education.10 Not surprisingly, from the earliest stages of its 
circulation, the text was accompanied by oral or written commentaries, the 
most important of which for a historian of the Springs-and-Autumns period 
is undoubtedly Zuozhuan. The compilation of this text likely started in the 
fifth century BCE, but it contains much later segments, which led many schol-
ars to date it to the fourth century BCE or even later. Zuozhuan is among the 
most controversial texts in the entire corpus of early Chinese writings. Tradi-
tional debates have focused on the nature of its relations with Chunqiu, its date 
and authorship, and the accuracy of its exegesis. In the twentieth century, as 
noted earlier, some scholars questioned the very relevance of Zuozhuan as a 
source for Springs-and-Autumns history. By now, few, if any, scholars deny 
Zuozhuan’s historical reliability altogether, but the degree to which its narra-
tives should be trusted is still an open question. What is clear is that a “one size 
fits all” approach is inadequate to deal with Zuozhuan. The text comprises both 
highly accurate and independently verifiable stories, as well as fictitious 
narratives. Reducing it to either “true records” (shilu 實錄) or “a historical 
romance” is untenable.11

The most important new understanding, spurred particularly by the dis-
coveries of paleographic sources such as the bamboo manuscript *Xinian12 
(see the following), is that the bulk of Zuozhuan’s information comes from 
local histories prepared by court scribes of competing states. These histories 
comprised both informative segments (focused on “who, what, when, and 
where”) and interpretative ones (focused on “why”). Zuozhuan preserves in-
comparably more informative segments than any other preimperial historical 
or quasi-historical text. Thanks to this, we are exposed not just to a huge 
amount of personal and place names, official titles, and the detailed chronology 
of many events, but also to substantial information such as kinship relations 

limitations of its material medium (the text apparently was prepared as a tablet with limited 
number of bamboo slips per a year’s season), see Chen Minzhen 2023.

10. For instance, the Han man of letters, Huan Tan 桓譚 (ca. 20 BCE–56 CE), exclaimed: 
“Should the [Chunqiu] classic lack the [Zuozhuan] commentary, the sage would close the door, 
ponder over it for ten years, and even then he would not understand it” 經而無傳，使聖人閉門

思之十年，不能知也 (Xin lun 9: 39).
11. For controversies about Zuozhuan and for new trends in studying this text, see notes 4 

and 8 earlier.
12. I have marked with an asterisk the titles of unearthed manuscripts if they were assigned 

by contemporary editors. To avoid alienating the reader with too many asterisks, I do this only 
once, at the first appearance of the manuscript’s name.
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among political leaders, local administration in major states, the scope of mili-
tary campaigns, and even intralineage management. This information is the 
core of what will be used in this book.13

That said, we should beware of overtrusting Zuozhuan. The authors of its 
original sources (local historians of Springs-and-Autumns polities) had their 
agendas, and so did the text’s compilers, transmitters, and editors, who could 
redact existing records or add outright fictitious information. Without equally 
rich alternative sources of information, our perceptions of Springs-and-
Autumns political life are significantly influenced by these agendas, which 
determined the selection of materials to be narrated as well as their interpreta-
tion. Additionally, we should pay attention to differences in the coverage of 
major states in Zuozhuan. Unequal density of this coverage and the different 
preferences of local historians result in considerable gaps in our knowledge 
of the individual polities’ foreign and domestic affairs. When, in the absence of 
alternative sources, my discussion has to rely almost exclusively on Zuozhuan 
(particularly chapters 4 and 9), the analysis remains inevitably tentative.

The single most controversial segment of Zuozhuan are speeches attributed 
to major Springs-and-Autumns statesmen. Although it may be surmised that 
most of the speeches were incorporated into the text from its primary 
sources—and in that case, even if they are outright fictitious, they should re-
flect the Springs-and-Autumns intellectual milieu14—this does not necessarily 
mean that the speeches we read today are identical to the early versions. As 
these speeches often encapsulate the lessons to be gleaned from particular 
events (Schaberg 2001), they were susceptible to ideological manipulations by 
the text’s compilter(s), transmitters and editors. It would be much easier to 
alter the content of the speech, or to invent one outright, than to modify a 
detailed narrative account.

That said, I believe that with due care Zuozhuan’s speeches can serve as a 
reliable source for Springs-and-Autumns political history. First, as I have ar-
gued elsewhere (Pines 2002a), the content of Zuozhuan’s speeches differs so 
much from the ideas exposed in later texts that it is unlikely that they were 

13. For an analysis of “informative” versus “interpretative” strands of early Chinese histori-
ography and their applicability to Zuozhuan, as well as for the nature of the “local histories” that 
its compilers utilized, see Pines 2023c. For detailed chronology of many events in Zuozhuan, see 
Durrant 2023. For later interpolations in Zuozhuan, see Pines 2002a: 221–26 and 233–46; see 
there for further references.

14. This can be inferred from the proximity (and sometimes identity) of many speeches cited 
in Zuozhuan and Discourses of the States (Guoyu 國語). As explained later in the text, it is likely 
that Zuozhuan and several sections of Discourses shared common primary sources, from which 
the speeches may have originated.
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heavily edited by the Warring States or later redactors. Topics common in the 
Warring States discourse—such as support for political meritocracy (“elevat-
ing the worthy” [shang xian 尚賢]), the importance of personal self-cultivation, 
the normativity of politically unified realm, and so forth—are notably absent 
from Zuozhuan speeches. Additionally, these speeches differ from later texts 
in their lexicon (Pines 2002c). In light of this, I believe that the Zuozhuan 
speeches underwent less ideological redaction than, for instance, those com-
piled in Discourses of the States (Guoyu 國語) discussed later. Nevertheless, 
given widespread doubts about their reliability, I will use them sparingly in 
this book—except for section 7.5, where they play a central role.

Two other Chunqiu commentaries, Gongyang zhuan 公羊傳 and Guliang 
zhuan 穀梁傳, were composed in the latter half of the Warring States period. 
Both differ from Zuozhuan in their exegetical approach. They are predicated 
on explaining the “great meaning” of Chunqiu, which they do through the 
meticulous analysis of the text itself, its formulae, and the patterns of devia-
tions from the normative records. The background historical information is of 
less importance to the Gongyang and Guliang exegetes than to their Zuozhuan 
counterparts; when it is provided, it sometimes echoes Zuozhuan, but at times 
differs considerably. How to treat these discrepancies is not just an exegetical 
but also a historical question. Many scholars, myself included, tend to trust 
Zuozhuan a priori, but this may be premature, as argued by the foremost spe-
cialist on the Gongyang tradition, Joachim Gentz (2023a). At the very least, 
one must acknowledge that Gongyang and Guliang’s understanding of the 
Chunqiu formulae is at times superior to Zuozhuan. More importantly for 
the current study, both commentaries provide an interesting example of the 
Warring States–period interpretation of Springs-and-Autumns history, and it 
is through this prism that they will be primarily utilized in this book, particu-
larly in the epilogue.15

Judging from both transmitted and newly discovered texts, the bulk of his-
torical information in the Warring States period circulated through didactic 
anecdotes—vignettes valued for their moralizing messages or amusing fea-
tures. The nature of these anecdotes was conveniently summarized by David 
Schaberg (2011). Most of them are short and easily detachable textual units 
of several hundred characters’ length, which normally contain an exchange of 
speech and either a confirmation of one of the speakers’ prescience or judg-
ment by a later commentator. As such, they unequivocally belong to the 

15. Gongyang zhuan was analyzed in several studies by Joachim Gentz (2001, 2015, 2023a). 
For a comprehensive discussion cum translation of both Gongyang and Guliang zhuan, see 
Queen and Gentz, forthcoming.
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interpretative or didactic strand of early Chinese historiography. Schaberg 
(2011: 394–95) concludes, “The early Chinese historical anecdote is a funda-
mentally didactic form, as valuable for instructing rulers and peers as for train-
ing young students.”

Putting aside for the time being my single disagreement with Schaberg (he 
considers the anecdotes as the primary building blocks of early Chinese his-
toriography, whereas I think that they were extracted from larger local histories 
produced by the Springs-and-Autumns scribes [Pines 2020c: 73–80]), the 
point to be addressed is the anecdotes’ value for the current study, which fo-
cuses on political rather than intellectual history. This question is particularly 
important with regard to two collections of anecdotes that purportedly deal 
with the Springs-and-Autumns events, namely, Discourses of the States and 
Springs-and-Autumns of Master Yan (Yanzi chunqiu 晏子春秋). Both collec-
tions, especially the former, contain many overlapping anecdotes with 
Zuozhuan, but also entirely different vignettes. Of the two, the latter poses less 
of a problem for me: it is so lacking historical details as to be of little use for a 
historian in the first place.16 This cannot be said about Discourses of the States, 
though. Parts of the text resemble Zuozhuan so much that a few scholars even 
considered the latter as being produced out of the former or vice versa. By 
now, these speculations can be dismissed; instead, the most plausible explana-
tion of the similarities (and differences) between the two texts is their resort 
to common primary sources, probably the same local histories that served as 
Zuozhuan’s building blocks.17 The question is how to assess the Discourses’ 
value as an independent source for Springs-and-Autumns history.

Before answering this question, we should repeat the warning against a “one 
size fits all” approach. If it applies to Zuozhuan (which was meticulously edited 
and can be read to a certain extent as a coherent compilation),18 it is doubly 
valid with regard to a heterogeneous compilation such as Discourses of the 
States. Discourses can be tentatively divided into three parts. One, which com-
prises the Zhou, Lu, Jin, and Chu 楚 sections, shares many similarities with 
Zuozhuan; many anecdotes in these sections clearly derive from the same 

16. For translations cum studies of Yanzi chunqiu, see Milburn 2016 and Ariel 2018; see more 
in Cook 2015 and Liu Jiao 2018. Some—but not all—of Yan Ying’s 晏嬰 (that is, Yanzi, d. ca. 500 
BCE) speeches assembled in Zuozhuan may derive from independently circulating Yan Ying–
related anecdotes that were later assembled into Yanzi chunqiu.

17. The most famous claim that Zuozhuan was forged on the basis of Discourses of the States 
was made by Kang Youwei 康有爲 (1859–1927), which spurred lasting controversies (Kang You-
wei 1955). Zhang Yiren (1962 and 1963) had convincingly shown that both texts are independent 
and were not produced one from another.

18. For meticulous editing of Zuozhuan, see Schaberg 2023.



I n t ro du ct i o n   11

sources that served Zuozhuan’s compilers. However, the Discourses’ compilers 
were primarily interested in the didactic message of the protagonists’ speeches; 
they were less bothered with “who, when, where, and what.” Moreover, the 
cited speeches underwent by far more substantial literary or ideological em-
bellishments than in Zuozhuan’s case, resulting in recurrent instances of War-
ring States–period ideas and lexicon in Discourses, in contrast to Zuozhuan.19 
These observations reduce the relevance of Discourses to the current study; 
only infrequently can it augment Zuozhuan’s information.

The second segment of Discourses comprises a single section, that of Zheng 
鄭. This section is centered around a long speech allegedly pronounced by a 
prescient Zhou scribe to the Zheng ruler on the eve of the Western Zhou 
downfall. It has long been demonstrated that the speech reflects realities of the 
sixth to fourth centuries BCE, and as such is unrelated to the anecdotes’ inter-
locutors. However, the section is full of historical details that may derive from 
the currently lost early text(s), and as such merits attention.20

Four other sections of Discourses—those of Qi 齊, Wu 吳, and two sections 
of Yue 越—belong to what I have dubbed recently “didactic narratives” 
(Pines 2022a). Much like the anecdotes, didactic narratives served the ideo-
logical needs of the Warring States thinkers, but they did this not through edi-
fying speeches but rather through tendentious narrative aimed to lead the 
reader to desirable conclusions (for instance, the importance of profound 
political reforms for the state’s prosperity). Whereas less common than short 
anecdotes, didactic narratives proliferated widely in the Warring States world, 
as can be confirmed by the discovery of at least four of them among the re-
cently unearthed bamboo manuscripts. Two of these manuscripts share much 
in common with the Qi and Wu sections of Discourses of the States, while two 
others present an alternative narrative of the Wu–Yue conflict, different from 
the Wu and Yue sections of Discourses.21 The Qi story (which focuses on Qi’s 
most eminent ruler, Lord Huan 齊桓公 [r. 685–643 BCE] and the reforms 

19. A systematic comparison of historical reliability of Discourses and Zuozhuan is still very 
much lacking. For some of my preliminary observations, see Pines 2002: 39–45 and 2005d: 
207–13; Luo and Pines 2023: 18–19.

20. For a detailed analysis of this section, see Qiu Feng 2007.
21. Tomb 36, at Shibancun 石板村, Cili 慈利 county (Hunan), dated to the early Warring 

States period (Hunan sheng and Cili xian 1995), yielded badly damaged slips with parallels to 
the Wu section of Discourses (Zhang Chunlong 2004). A manuscript preliminary named *Qi 
Huan gong zi Ju fan yu Qi 齊桓公自莒返于齊, unearthed in 2020 from the Warring States–period 
Tomb 46 at Zaolinpu Paper Mill 棗林鋪造紙廠, Jingzhou (Hubei) parallels, at times quite 
closely, the Qi section of Discourses (Zhao Xiaobin 2023). The Wu–Yue struggle is discussed in 
two closely related manuscripts, the *Yuegong qishi 越公其事 from the Tsinghua collection, and 
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allegedly launched by his famous aide, Guan Zhong 管仲) is paralleled also in 
the “Xiao kuang” 小匡 chapter of the fourth–second century BCE compila-
tion, Guanzi 管子.22

Not a few colleagues, especially in China, tend to treat the preceding didac-
tic narratives as reliable versions of Qi, Wu, and Yue history. I beg to disagree. 
My reasons for dismissing the bulk of the Wu–Yue narratives in both Discourses 
of the States and in the newly discovered manuscripts have been explained 
elsewhere (Pines 2022a). Here, I want to briefly explain why I dismiss all three 
stories about the so-called Guan Zhong reforms. The problem is not just with 
blatant anachronisms and geographic inaccuracies in these narratives but, 
more substantially, the improbability of the reforms in the first place. The idea 
that Guan Zhong created a highly centralized bureaucratic state in Qi in the 
seventh century BCE is contradicted both by Zuozhuan’s depiction of Qi’s 
domestic life after Guan Zhong and by some of Qi’s bronze inscriptions.23 
Therefore, I fully concur with Stanley Rosen’s (1976: 437) summary that it is 
“much more probable that the author of the Kuo Yü [Discourses of the States, 
YP] was presenting a blueprint of the government that, in his opinion, ought 
to exist, rather than a history of one that did exist.” Consequently, none of the 
didactic narratives mentioned earlier will be utilized in my study.

Ideological biases—the desire to present a narrative about what “ought to 
have happened” rather than focusing on “who, when, where, and what”—is 
characteristic also of the recurrent references to the Springs-and-Autumns 
events in the anecdotes scattered throughout the texts associated with the 
Warring States and Han-era thinkers. For the current study, the major prob
lem of these anecdotes—which abound in particular in late Warring States–
period texts, such as Han Feizi 韓非子 and Lüshi chunqiu 呂氏春秋—are not 
biases themselves (which are, after all, inevitable in any historical text) but 
rather the persistent negligence of historical details. As centuries passed after 
the depicted events, few if any thinkers paid attention to such issues as the 
event’s location, its chronological ramifications, the participants’ official titles, 
and so forth. This information is essential in Zuozhuan, and appears in many 
of the Discourses of the States’ stories, but is either dismissed or skewed in most 

*Wu wang Fuchai qishi fa Yue 吳王夫差起師伐越 from Tomb 46 at Zaolinpu Paper Mill (Pines 
2022a).

22. For Guanzi in general, and for the dating of its component chapters, see Rickett 1985 and 
1998.

23. For the latter: All the narratives of Guan Zhong’s reform allege that xian 縣 (county) was 
a sizable territorial unit in the state of Qi. Yet the Shuyi-zhong inscription (chapter 2, note 64) 
mentions a land grant of 300 xian, from which it is clear that the size of a xian in Qi a century 
after the alleged reforms was akin to a single settlement.
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late Warring States–period and Han versions of earlier anecdotes.24 Therefore, 
utilizing these anecdotes as sources for Springs-and-Autumns history is 
untenable.

Another, potentially important but very controversial source of informa-
tion is ritual texts. These were normally designed as prescriptive rather than 
descriptive, but this is not necessarily an obstacle to their utilization. After all, 
in a society that was permeated by ritual norms (chapter 3), even prescriptive 
texts could have some descriptive value. The problem is the immense difficulty 
of dating ritual texts and ascertaining whether they depict the Springs-and-
Autumns rituals, modify these to fit the realities of the Warring States society, 
or simply invent ancient rituals to serve as a blueprint for the future unified 
empire. The latter is probably the case of Zhouli 周禮 (Rituals of Zhou), the 
“constitutional” text (Schaberg 2010), composed between the late Warring 
States and the early Han dynasty. Whereas it is likely that the text’s compos-
ers incorporated astute observations about earlier Zhou realities into their 
blueprint for an ideal society, it would be imprudent to rely on this text in 
discussing the administrative, military, social, or ritual practices of the 
Springs-and-Autumns period.25

On the opposite side of the relevance spectrum stands Yili 儀禮 (Cere-
monial rituals), a text that was probably composed earlier than other ritual 
compendia and may have incorporated genuine ritual texts from the Springs-
and-Autumns period (Xu Zibin 2010). It is particularly relevant for the current 
research because a few of its chapters, most notably the “Pinli” 聘禮 (Rituals 
of friendly visits), depict the same normative situation of a multistate world 
that dominates Chunqiu and Zuozhuan. Less clear is the degree of relevance 
of the third ritual compendium, Records of the Rites (Liji 禮記). While some 
of its chapters may reflect genuine ritual norms of the Springs-and-Autumns 
period, overall the probability is high that they are reflective of the Warring 
States–period ritualists’ adaptation of early rituals to their current needs; 
hence, I use them very sparingly.26

The final text that should be addressed in this brief survey is Sima Qian’s 司
馬遷 (ca. 145–90 BCE) Records of the Historian (Shiji 史記). Being the foun-
tainhead of China’s imperial historiography, this text’s impact on studies and 

24. For examples, see van Els 2017; Li Wai-yee 2023: 136–41; for the habitual neglect of his-
torical accuracy in the Warring States texts, see also Pines 2020c: 88–91.

25. For discussions about Zhouli, see Peng Lin 2009 and Elman and Kern 2010.
26. The relevant chapters are “Qu li” 曲禮 (Minute rites) and “Tangong” 檀弓. For their dat-

ing, and the analysis of their relation to Zuozhuan, see Yoshimoto 1992 and 1995a. (I do not 
necessarily concur with all of Yoshimoto’s analysis, but I think his arguments about the chapters’ 
dating to the second half of the fourth century BCE are valid).
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perceptions of China’s past is enormous. The crucial question to the current 
study is that of Sima Qian’s sources. It is broadly accepted that Sima Qian 
utilized Zuozhuan (more precisely the earlier version of Zuozhuan, which 
differed slightly from the current one),27 Discourses of the States, and many War-
ring States–period anecdotes in composing his opus magnum; but did he pos-
sess additional sources for Springs-and-Autumns history? Did any of the local 
histories utilized by Zuozhuan compilers survive by Sima Qian’s time? Here, 
Sima’s own answer is negative: he famously lamented Qin’s destruction of the 
“historical records of regional lords” 諸侯史記 (Shiji 15: 686), which left the 
historian only with Qin’s own, inadequate records (see section 2.1, p. 36). Once 
we acknowledge that the accounts of Springs-and-Autumns history in Records 
of the Historian are overwhelmingly derivative of Zuozhuan (and sometimes 
of less reliable anecdotal sources), we cannot treat Sima Qian’s opus magnum 
as a primary source for the history under discussion.28

This being said, one should be reminded of an important source that was 
utilized by Sima Qian (and many commentators of transmitted texts) until it 
was lost between the Tang 唐 (618–907) and Song 宋 (960–1279) dynasties, 
namely, Shiben 世本 (Roots of generations). This text, composed in the late 
Warring States period, preserved genealogical data about ruling lineages and 
major aristocratic houses of the Zhou era. It was probably Shiben that allowed 
Sima Qian to reconstruct with relative accuracy the chronology of early rulers. 
Glosses based on Shiben are an important additional source of information 
about Springs-and-Autumns aristocratic society.29

Material Data

As noted earlier, archaeology revolutionized the studies of the Springs-and-
Autumns period. Thousands of tombs of rulers, aristocrats, lower-elite mem-
bers, and commoners have been excavated in recent decades. The analysis of 
mortuary customs, especially the assemblages of mortuary goods, allows us 
to reconstruct aspects of social and gender stratification, the nature of the 

27. For perceptive analysis of the differences between the earlier Zuozhuan version, utilized 
by Sima Qian, and the current one, edited by the Han librarian Liu Xin 劉歆 (46 BCE–23 CE), 
see Xu Jianwei 2017: 181–246.

28. For minor inaccuracies resulting from Sima Qian’s utilization of Zuozhuan, see Nien-
hauser 2003 and 2007. For more substantial ideological alterations, see Rubin 1966. For Sima 
Qian’s demonstrable lack of reliable sources for pre-fourth-century BCE history, see Pines 
2020c: 95–121.

29. For Shiben, see Cang Xiuliang 2006, 1: 78–90. For attempts to reconstruct Shiben from 
different quotations in transmitted texts, see Shiben bazhong.
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ritual-based hierarchy, and even long-term changes in the elite composition. It 
further allows us to redraw the contours of the Zhou cultural realm, its interac-
tion with neighboring ethnocultural groups, and regional variations within this 
realm (see chapter 3). Mortuary data can also contribute more directly to the 
questions asked in this study—for example, by providing clues to the spatial 
dimension of a polity (see, for example, section 1.2). Sometimes, these data also 
allow for rethinking textual evidence and recharting new historical trajectories 
of Zhou polities (see, for example, Shelach and Pines 2006).

Burials aside, archaeology offers many clues about socioeconomic life 
(Falkenhausen forthcoming), demographic trends, population density, and 
settlement hierarchy in specific localities. Regional surveys provide us with 
information that cannot be traced through textual sources. Of particular value 
for this study is the rapid expansion of excavated (or at least archaeologically 
surveyed) city sites throughout the Zhou world. The analysis of these sites 
allows us to rethink the relative significance of a given polity, the density of its 
population, and even the balance of power among neighboring polities (chap-
ter 2). My study has benefited enormously from the comprehensive survey of 
China’s preimperial cities by Xu Hong (2017), whose tabulation of these cities 
into four tiers according to their relative size is utilized in my work.30

Paleographic Sources

Paleographic sources constitute the third pillar of the current study. The most 
notable of these are bronze inscriptions. These inscriptions—short texts 
inscribed primarily on sacrificial vessels that were placed in tombs and ances-
tral temples of high-ranking nobles—have been identified long ago as one of 
the primary sources for Zhou history.31 However, until recently, historians 
of Springs-and-Autumns were less attracted to this medium than scholars of 
Western Zhou. The major reason was the relative brevity of most Springs-and-
Autumns inscriptions in comparison to the Western Zhou ones, which gave 
rise to the habitual view of these inscriptions as secondary to the informa-
tion in received texts, merely footnotes to Zuozhuan (for example, Wang 
Zewen 2002). This situation is rapidly changing now, both due to the expan-
sion in newly discovered lengthy inscriptions and due to the fact that even 

30. Xu Hong’s work provides also an excellent clue about the rapid expansion in the number 
of surveyed city sites. In the earlier version of his study (2000), Xu tabulated 428 Eastern Zhou 
(that is, both Springs-and-Autumns and Warring States period) sites, whereas in 2017 their 
number increased to 585.

31. For bronze inscriptions, see, for example, Falkenhausen 1993a; Kern 2009; Shaughnessy 
2011: 379–90.
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shorter ones can yield useful historical information about topics not ade-
quately covered in the received texts, such as the fate of polities conquered by 
their peers (Xuan Liu 2022).

The most significant contribution of bronze inscriptions to the current 
study is the light they shed on the polities that are inadequately covered in 
textual sources. One notable example is the state of Qin. A series of inscriptions 
on bronze vessels and chime-stones, cast by the orders of its rulers between the 
eighth and sixth centuries BCE, present a radically new picture of this state, its 
rulers’ ambitions, and its cultural orientations (Kern 2000: 59–105 and sec-
tion 2.1). Even more fascinating are the recently discovered inscriptions cast 
by the rulers and elite members of the state of Zeng 曾 (or Sui 隨), which shed 
a new light on its barely known history (see section 8.1, pp. 283–96). These and 
other examples (section 5.2) show the increasing importance of bronze in-
scriptions to studies of Springs-and-Autumns history.

Whereas the number of Springs-and-Autumns bronze inscriptions increases 
annually, not a single bamboo or silk manuscript from that age has been dis-
covered thus far, in stark contrast to the subsequent Warring States period.32 
Luckily, some of the Warring States manuscripts contain precious information 
about the Springs-and-Autumns and even earlier periods.

The first major discovery of Warring States–period historical and quasi-
historical texts occurred in 279 or 280 CE, under the Western Jin 西晉 dynasty 
(266–316). The plundering of the tomb of King Xiang of Wei 魏襄王 (r. 318–
296 BCE), at Ji 汲 commandery (Henan), brought to light numerous bamboo 
manuscripts, the most prominent of which was a chronicle named by its edi-
tors the *Bamboo Annals (Zhushu jinian 竹書紀年). Two separate editions of 
the chronicle were prepared by the Jin editors, and while the original slips were 
soon lost, the edited versions survived for centuries, being cited in numerous 
texts, most notably the glosses to Records of the Historian and Li Daoyuan’s 
酈道元 (d. 527) Annotated Canon of Waterways (Shuijing zhu 水經注) (these 
scattered citations are referred to as the Old 古本 version of the Bamboo Annals). 
Long after the Bamboo Annals ceased to circulate, the text resurfaced in the 
late sixteenth century in what is called the Current 今本 version. The dominant 
scholarly opinion dismisses the Current version as a forgery (for the recent 
comprehensive discussion, see Cheng Pingshan 2013), although Edward L. 
Shaughnessy (2006: 131–256) has demonstrated that this may be a premature 

32. The earliest example of inscribed bamboo slips come from one of the best-studied buri-
als, the tomb of Marquis of Zeng named Yi 曾侯乙 (d. 433 BCE). Not coincidentally, perhaps, 
this tomb is reflective of changing views of death in the Zhou world (Falkenhausen 2006: 
306–8).
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conclusion. Controversy aside, what matters for the current discussion is an-
other Shaughnessy insight, to wit, that any version of the Bamboo Annals is the 
product of the third-century CE editors, who tried to make sense of the dis-
parate bamboo slips on the basis of their knowledge of early history. Possibly 
because of this editing, it is only exceptionally that the Bamboo Annals (over-
whelmingly, its Old version) present information that differs significantly from 
Zuozhuan. As such, the text’s value for the current study remains, regrettably, 
minuscule.

After the Bamboo Annals, there was a long lull in discoveries of other his-
torical or quasi-historical manuscripts relevant to the period under discussion, 
the only (inconsequential) exception being the silk manuscript *Chunqiu shiyu 
春秋事語 (Affairs and discourses from the Springs-and-Autumns period), un-
earthed in 1973 from Tomb 3, Mawangdui 馬王堆, Changsha 長沙 (Hunan).33 
This changed dramatically in the twenty-first century, when several relevant 
manuscripts were discovered in a row. The most important of those that have 
been published by now is *Xinian 繫年 (Linked years) from the collection of 
looted Warring States–period manuscripts acquired by the Tsinghua (Qing-
hua 清華) University at the Hong Kong antiquity market in 2008. Its publica-
tion in 2011 became a true milestone in studies of Zhou history. Despite its 
brevity (ca. 5,000 characters, which is just 3 percent of Zuozhuan’s length), 
Xinian (which covers the period between ca. 1046 to 395 BCE) is highly in-
formative, especially regarding the events that precede or postdate the 
Zuozhuan narrative (see, for example, section 5.1). Moreover, parallels be-
tween the Springs-and-Autumns sections of Xinian and Zuozhuan allow 
meaningful reconstruction of the nature of primary sources used by the com-
pilers of both texts and considerably advance our understanding of early 
Chinese historiography in general (Pines 2020c).34

In 2017 and 2019, scholars announced the discovery of two additional his-
torical manuscripts from the state of Chu: one from the bunch of looted man-
uscripts acquired by Anhui University (Huang Dekuan 2017), and another, 
scientifically excavated from Tomb 324, the Longhui River 龍會河 cemetery, 
Jingzhou (Hubei) (Li Huibo and Wu Yaxiong 2019; Ke Yaqin 2019; the nature 
of the latter manuscript is still not clear). Both of these still await publication 
(as of mid-2025). Other manuscripts that are tangentially relevant to the cur-
rent study include historical anecdotes, didactic narratives, and lists of 

33. For the (limited) historical value of this text, see Yoshimoto 1990a; Pines 2003.
34. Following the publication of my monograph, Hans van Ess (2023) argued that Xinian 

may be a forged manuscript, but this is not the case. See my arguments in Pines 2020c: 45–48, 
and more in Shaughnessy 2024.
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meritorious rulers and ministers; although these are not reliable historical 
sources, they are important evidence for the Warring States views of the 
Springs-and-Autumns events and personalities. Of greater value is another 
Tsinghua University manuscript, *Chu ju 楚居 (Chu residences), which pro-
vides brief information about early Chu history and location of Chu’s royal 
residencies. The importance of this text for understanding Chu’s historical 
geography is discussed in section 2.4.

The combination of textual, material, and paleographic sources raises our un-
derstanding of Springs-and-Autumns history to a qualitatively new level. 
However, it also poses new challenges, especially when transmitted and newly 
available sources contradict each other. This issue is particularly pertinent with 
regard to the identification of ancient place names, a sine qua non requirement 
for historical geographers, and a highly relevant issue for my study. The vast 
majority of place names in the transmitted sources have been identified cen-
turies ago by traditional commentators or by ancient geographers, such as Li 
Daoyuan. In many cases, the identification is undoubtedly correct: for in-
stance, the site of the ancient state of Huang 黃 has been recently discovered 
precisely at the place of its traditional identification (near the modern Huang-
chuan 潢川 county). The identification was confirmed by the discovery in the 
nearby burials of bronze vessels with inscriptions made by the rulers of Huang 
and their kin.35 Sometimes, however, textual, archaeological, and inscriptional 
evidence contradict each other, for instance regarding the location of the Chu 
capitals (section 2.4). This reminds us of the limitations of our knowledge and 
cautions against presenting definitive answers to many enigmas of Springs-
and-Autumns history.

Structure of the Book
This book’s focus is decidedly political: social, economic, technological, or 
cultural aspects are discussed only insofar as they influenced contemporane-
ous power structures and political struggles.36 The book is divided into three 
parts. The first provides a detailed introduction to the Springs-and-Autumns 

35. The most significant of these discoveries are the tombs of Ruler Meng of Huang 黃君孟 
and his spouse discovered in the nearby Guangshan 光山 county (see Henan Xinyang and 
Guangshan 1984, where other inscribed Huang-related vessels are also discussed). For the rem-
nants of Huang’s capital site, see Yang Lüxuan 1986.

36. Readers interested in detailed introductions to the preceding topics should consult 
Falkenhausen (2006 and forthcoming); Gassmann 2006; Rawson 2023; and Chinese and 
Japanese monographs cited throughout this study.
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world, while the second and third parts focus, respectively, on interstate dy-
namics and power relations within major polities. Parts II and III form the core 
of this study; it is there that I analyze the peculiarities of China’s aristocratic 
age—such as war and diplomacy, ruler–minister relations and the formation of 
ministerial oligarchies, experiments in territorial control, and the impact of 
lower strata on contemporary politics. It is also in these parts that I evaluate the 
advantages and disadvantages of contemporary polycentric arrangements.

The attempt to generalize the political dynamics of the Springs-and-
Autumns period faces two pitfalls. One, noted earlier (p. 2), is a common 
tendency to consider these centuries merely as a prelude to the robust reforms 
of the Warring States period. Avoiding this pitfall is relatively easy: discarding 
the teleological narrative allows us to analyze the Springs-and-Autumns 
political choices on their own terms and within their own contexts. It is my 
conviction that the Springs-and-Autumns search for stability was less an at-
tempt to attain preconceived political goals and more a series of improvisa-
tions that primarily responded to contingencies rather than being derived 
from a master design. In many respects, the Springs-and-Autumns represented 
an open-ended situation, which makes its political dynamics all the more 
interesting.

The second pitfall is more challenging. Facing a bewildering number of 
political entities, many scholars tend to analyze Springs-and-Autumns history 
through a few well-known events and phenomena, treating contemporary 
polities as if they evolved along similar lines. This results in simplifications, 
such as reducing the interstate dynamics to the struggle for hegemony (chap-
ter 6, p. 203), or singling out a territorial unit xian 縣 (“county”) as the only 
noteworthy attempt to ensure territorial control (chapter 8, p. 279). My avowed 
goal in this study is to avoid this monochromatic discussion.

To achieve this goal, I opted for a “thick description” of Springs-and-
Autumns history.37 This means not only acknowledging the heterogeneity of 
political trajectories during that era but also addressing rarely noted factors 
that influenced contemporary interstate and intrastate dynamics, from popu-
lation density and terrain to the age of individual rulers at the time of their 
enthronement. However, this focus on minute details poses another chal-
lenge to this study. Few readers would be attracted by minutiae about bygone 
polities, noble houses, and individuals, most of whom are barely known even 

37. The term “thick description” was coined by British philosopher Gilbert Ryle (1900–1976) 
and popularized by anthropologist Clifford Geertz (1926–2006) in The Interpretation of Cultures 
(Geertz 1973: 9). In Sinology, it was popularized by Goldin (2005: 2), from whom I borrow 
this term.
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to professional historians. How can one preserve the thick description without 
becoming tedious?

My solution was to concentrate minute details in one lengthy chapter 
(chapter 2), which introduces individual trajectories of major polities and ana-
lyzes the specifics of their geographic settings, differences in their coverage in 
historical sources, peculiarities of their cultural backgrounds, and the like. That 
chapter targets primarily historians of early China. Readers with less interest 
in minutiae can skip it or turn to its specific sections that are cross-referenced 
throughout. In other chapters, I tried to maintain a digestible amount of detail, 
much of which is relegated to lengthy footnotes to smooth reading.

My focus on the heterogeneity of political patterns during the Springs-and-
Autumns period does not mean, for sure, that I am avoiding generalizations 
whatsoever. To the contrary, my second avowed goal is to highlight common 
patterns behind divergent political trajectories. These broad patterns are inter
esting not only from a modern historian’s perspective but also because they 
were analyzed by political thinkers beginning with the Warring States period. 
The lessons gleaned by these thinkers from the history of the aristocratic age 
were of lasting importance for China’s subsequent political developments.

This latter topic is the focus of the epilogue of this study. How was the 
Springs-and-Autumns era perceived in its immediate aftermath and later, 
throughout the imperial millennia? What was the role of the (largely negative) 
view of this age in shaping traditional Chinese political culture? And how does 
the story about China’s major experiment with polycentrism fit (or not) into 
the monocentric paradigm through which China’s history is habitually ana-
lyzed? I hope that engaging with this longue durée perspective will be of inter-
est not just to students of early China but also to all those eager to understand 
China’s perennial preoccupation with its past as a mirror to its present.
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215–221, 226–227, 232–234, 266, 297; Jin-led, 
167n21, 198, 200, 212–227, 230–231; marital, 
71n68, 120, 144, 289; Qi-led, 142, 207–210

allotments, ministerial (caiyi 采邑), 32, 
249–251, 261, 277–279, 308, 325, 327; in 
Chu, 265; in Jin, 61, 248n15, 254, 298–303, 
306–307; in Lu, 75–77, 318–319n16; in Qi, 
32n28, 69–70, 272–273; in Wei, 32n28, 120, 
304n48; in Zheng, 32n28, 118, 305; in the 
Zhou royal domain, 112

altars of soil and grain (sheji 社稷), 133, 228, 
243, 262, 267–270, 315–317, 322

An 鞌, battle of (589 BCE), xiv, 158, 171, 175, 
200n40, 223, 272

Analects (Lunyu 論語), 132n11, 259n35, 329, 333
anarchy, in international relations, 203–204, 

230, 233
anecdotes, didactic, 9–14, 17, 25, 28, 30n22, 

36, 45n12, 88, 101, 115n164, 132, 145, 149, 
165, 167n20, 182, 196n32, 209, 268, 297n38, 
310n5, 321–324. See also historiography

Anhui 安徽 province, 83, 93, 99n130, 
105n148, 235

Anhui University collection of Chu 
manuscripts, 17, 79, 83n95, 170n26

Annotated Canon of Waterways (Shuijing zhu 
水經注), 16, 55n35, 59n45, 115n166

annexations, 27, 74–77, 113n60, 119, 148, 
165–166, 233n43, 234, 306, 308; by Chu, 
89–93, 96–99, 122–123, 165, 230, 234–235, 
264n44, 280–281, 296–298, 303; by Jin, 
51n21, 55–60, 165, 177, 216, 221–222; by Qi, 
65–67, 208; by Qin, 45, 91, 108, 298n40

archaeology, 5, 14–15, 18, 24, 29n18,20, 33–34, 
36–39, 43–45, 47n14, 48n17, 49–50, 54n33, 
60n49, 78, 82–94, 102–103, 110–111, 113–114, 
118n172, 122, 128–130, 137–141, 145–147, 179, 
204n4, 247, 284

archives (mengfu 盟府), 213
artisans, 61, 179, 267, 312, 316–317, 321
assemblies, interstate (or meetings, hui 會), 

27, 99n130, 104n44, 108, 131–132, 140, 147, 
198, 200–201, 207–209, 213, 227–233, 
243–244, 246, 248, 262, 297n39. See also 
covenants

“assemblies and covenants” (huimeng 會盟) 
system, 137, 212–213, 215n21, 221n27, 232, 318

“auspicious words” (guci 嘏辭), 194, 289

Ba 巴, regional polity, xviii, 91
Ba 霸, regional polity (Western Zhou), xvi, 

50–51n21, 144n36
ba 霸 hegemon(y), overlord, 19, 45, 56, 65, 

76–77, 88n106, 90n112, 94, 96n125, 
108–109, 121, 145, 166–167, 197–198, 
200–201, 203–215, 221–232, 236, 332–336. 
See also bo 伯 (overlord)

Bai Qi 白起 (Qin, d. 257 BCE), 91
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Baidi 白帝 (White Thearch), 40
Bamboo Annals (Zhushu jinian 竹書紀年), 

16–17, 49, 53, 54n30, 55n35, 59n45, 109, 112, 
115n166, 183–185; Current Bamboo Annals, 
16, 53, 54n30

bang 邦 (country, state; used before the 
Han dynasty), 309–310, 324n24

*Bangren bu cheng 邦人不稱 manuscript, 
310n3

Bao 鮑 lineage (Qi), 69n64, 272–273
Bao Guo 鮑國 (Qi, fl. 575–500 BCE), 133n13
Bao Mu 鮑牧 (Qi, d. 487 or 481 BCE), 273n57
Bao Si 褒姒 (consort of King You of Zhou), 

182–184
Baoji 寶鷄 municipality, 39, 194
Baoshan, Jingmen 荊門包山 (Hubei), 

Tomb 2 manuscripts, 79n84, 81n90
battles, pitched, 26, 30n23, 46, 54n30, 95, 

106n49, 153–161, 165n19, 167n22, 169–179, 
191n18, 200n40, 207, 210–211, 215–217, 
222–223, 226, 233n42, 243n4, 253–254, 
263, 265n45, 272, 317n15; naval. 105n47

Beibai’e 北白鵝 cemetery, 52n26
Beizhao 北趙 cemetery, 52
Beng 祊, Zheng possession near Tai  

Mount, 116
Bi 邲 battle, 597 BCE, xiv, xviii, 96, 157, 

167n22, 170, 173, 217, 226, 254, 256
Bi 費city (Lu, capital of the Jisun allot-

ment), xvii, 75–76, 251n22, 311n7, 318n16
bipolarity, in interstate relations, 227, 232, 236
Biyang 偪陽, regional polity (extinguished 

in 563 BCE), xvii, xviii, 28n15, 121, 158n12, 
177n40, 283n9

bo 伯 (“elder” or “earl”), 79
bo 伯 (overlord), 198, 212, 227, 335; “minor 

overlords” 小伯, 202n5
Bo (Bai) 柏, regional polity, subjugated by 

Chu, xviii, 94
Bo Pi 伯嚭 (Wu, later Yue), 133n14
Bo Zhouli 伯州犁 (Chu, d. 541 BCE), 133n14
Bo Zong 伯宗 ( Jin, d. 576 BCE), 133n14
Boju (Baiju) 柏舉, battle of (506 BCE), xiv, 

xviii, 106n149

Book of Changes (Yijing 易經), xiv, xviii, 
106n149

Book of Lord Shang (Shangjunshu 商君書), 29, 
117n71, 160n15, 178n41. See also Shang Yang

Bo Youfu-jian 伯有父劍 inscription, 195
bridges, 26, 46, 58, 75n77, 114
bronze vessels, 18, 38, 40, 52n26, 54–55, 

61–62, 72n71, 73, 93n120, 96, 102, 104n143, 
113, 123n179, 127–130, 138–139, 145–146, 
247, 293–296. See also inscriptions, on 
bronze vessels (bronze inscriptions)

Bulang 不羹 (Eastern and Western), regional 
polities, then Chu counties, xviii, 98, 303

bureaucracy, bureaucratic norms, 2, 12, 70, 
126, 239, 262, 265, 274–277, 327, 337, 339

burials, 15, 16n32, 18, 37–38, 41–45, 50, 52, 68, 
82–85, 92nn118–119, 104n143, 111n153, 113, 
116n169, 129–130, 144n36, 146n39, 146n41, 
155, 173n30, 174, 255, 265, 285, 289–290n22, 
296. See also tombs

Cai 蔡, regional polity (extinguished in 447 
BCE), xiv, xviii, 54, 106, 108, 121–123, 286, 
287n17; and Chu, 89, 92–94, 98–100, 
201n42, 216, 293, 296–297, 303–304; 
interstate relations of, 201n42, 205–206, 
208, 212, 214–216, 218, 230–235, 246n13; 
military affairs of, 161, 163, 166, 171

Cai Hou Shen-pan 蔡侯申盤 inscription, 235
Cai Hou Shen-zun 蔡侯申尊 inscription, 235
Cai Hou-zhong 蔡侯鐘 inscription, 235
Canon of Documents (Shujing 書經 or 

Shangshu 尚書), 53n27, 128, 136n20, 
320n19, 324n23; “The Decree to Marquis 
Wen” 文侯之命, 53n27

Cao 曹, capital city of Wei 衛, xvi, xvii, xviii, 30
Cao 曹, regional polity (extinguished in 487 

BCE), xiv, xvii, xviii, 60, 74–75, 121, 167, 
181, 209, 211, 222, 234n44, 299, 306, 315n13

capital-dwellers (guoren 國人), 30, 173n33, 
240, 248, 260n36, 309–326, 336

“central states” (along the middle-Yellow 
River course), 34–35, 94, 109–110, 121,  
123, 204
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Central States (Zhongguo 中國, cultural 
designation), 23, 81–82, 101, 103, 136, 
142–144, 207

centralization, political, 98, 239, 266, 274, 
279, 307, 327. See also territorial control

Changzhi Basin 長治盆地, xvi, 50, 57–58, 139
Changzhou 常州 municipality ( Jiangsu), 102
chao 朝 (court visits, interstate), 92, 184, 

212–213, 225n36, 262, 311, 316
chao 朝. See court assemblies (audiences, of 

capital-dwellers)
Chao 巢, regional polity (extinguished in 

518 BCE), xviii, 106n148
chariots, 24–26, 30, 32–34, 61–62, 66, 

71–73n72, 77, 84, 98, 104, 107, 113, 119, 122, 
132, 146, 154–157, 161, 170–180, 195, 231, 
245, 265n45, 276, 297, 299, 301, 312–313

Chen 陳, regional polity (extinguished in 
478 BCE), xiv, xviii, 118n173, 121–123, 
133n15, 272; capital-dwellers in, 311–312, 
316, 319; and Chu, 92–96, 98–99, 100 
n134, 296–297, 303–304; interstate 
relations of, 108, 117, 204–206, 209, 
214–216, 230–231; military affairs of, 161, 
163–164, 166–167, 171, 173n33, 175n37; 
territorial dimensions of, 122

Chen 陳 (Tian 田) lineage (Qi), 69–70, 
267, 272, 327

Cheng 郕, regional polity, 74n75, 197n36
Cheng 成 branch of the Ruo’ao lineage 

(Chu), 264
Cheng 郕 (成) city (Lu, capital of the 

Mengsun allotment), xvii, 75, 319n16
Cheng Dechen 成得臣, appellative Ziyu 子

玉 (Chu, d. 632 BCE), 94–95, 156–157, 
166–167, 264n43

Chengpu 城濮 battle (632 BCE), xiv,  
xviii, 95, 155n6, 156, 167, 171–173, 175, 
191n18, 198, 211–212, 215–216, 222, 226, 
264n43–265n45

*Cheng wang wei Chengpu zhi xing 成王為
城濮之行, manuscript, 167n20

Chengzhou 成周, Western Zhou-era 
eastern capital, xviii, 110, 161, 184, 199

chief ministers, 112, 218, 223, 260, 267, 269, 
309; of Chu (lingyin 令尹), 88, 92, 98n129, 
156, 161, 163, 166, 170, 227, 232, 234, 248, 
250, 264–266, 275, 281–282, 289; of Jin 
224n32, 225, 300

“Chinese” (Xia 夏, Hua 華, Huaxia 華夏), 
83, 134–137n21, 140, 142–145, 148, 167, 190, 
193n24, 291–292. See also Xia

Chu 楚, regional polity (extinguished in 223 
BCE), xiv, xv, xviii, 191, 196n33, 197n37, 
203n1, 240, 251–252, 256n31, 259–260, 
311–312, 315, 340; capital-dwellers in, 315; 
capitals of, 83–87; cultural affiliation of, 
80–83, 129–131, 136, 142; early history of, 
78–80; expansion of, 35, 87–100, 117, 186; 
historical sources of, 6n9, 10, 17–18, 78; 
interstate relations of, 25, 47, 58–59, 
103–109, 121–123, 146–148, 198–201, 
207–236, 316; kings of, 43, 195, 243n4, 
244–45, 247n14, 263–266, 277, 296–297, 
301, 303, 306, 315; language of, 131, 161; 
military affairs of, 25, 59–60, 104, 133n15, 
157–159, 161–177; ministerial lineages in, 
88n106, 96, 226, 248–249, 263–266, 281, 
300, 301, 303, 306; population of, 33; 
reforms in, 275–276, 307; territorial 
control in, 88, 90, 92, 95, 97–100, 230, 263, 
265, 279–298, 301, 303, 306–308; and the 
Zhou house, 95–96

Chu Huangcheng 楚皇城 site, xviii,  
85, 87

Chu Ji-yongzhong 楚季甬鐘 inscription, 
87n103

*Chu ju 楚居 (Chu residences), bamboo 
manuscript, 18, 79–80, 86–87, 96, 263

Chuanfeng Xu 穿封戌, Duke of Chen 陳公 
(Chu, d. after 529 BCE), 297n38

Chunqiu (Springs-and-Autumns Annals,  
the state of Lu), 3, 6–7, 9, 13, 25n7, 63–66, 
73–75, 81–82, 99n130, 101, 105n48, 107, 
120n176, 122, 137, 140–142, 156n9, 166, 
174n34, 196, 204, 206–215, 229, 233n41, 
245, 248, 275, 324–325, 332, 334–336; and 
Confucius, 3



380  i n d e x

*Chunqiu shiyu 春秋事語 (Affairs and 
discourses from the Springs-and-Autumns 
period), silk manuscript, 17

Chunyu 淳于, capital of Qǐ 杞, xvii, 73
cities, Springs-and-Autumns, 15, 24n4, 

29–31, 34n33, 40, 47–48, 60, 65, 67n58,  
71, 78, 93n122, 104n145, 117–118, 121, 
165–66, 178, 303–305, 311; “main cities”  
or “secondary capitals” (du 都), 31–33, 
318–319. See also settlements (yi 邑)

citizens, early China, 240, 309, 316, 318–319
city-states, 5n7, 27, 34, 309
clans, 26, 50–51, 54n30–55, 57, 64–65, 68–70, 

73–74, 76, 79, 89, 91, 94, 119–123, 127, 132, 
140–141, 147–148, 196n33, 205, 215–216, 
220–221, 235, 270, 273, 280, 283, 285n12, 
287n17, 292–293, 310, 327, 339. See also 
exogamy

coalitions. See alliances
commoners (shuren 庶人), 14, 44, 52, 143, 

149, 179, 229, 270, 310n4, 311, 316, 319–324, 
329–330. See also people

commonwealth, Zhou, 21, 67, 125, 129, 
133–134, 137, 145, 147–149, 152, 181, 196, 
200–201, 204, 211; definition of, 125

Communist Party of China (CPC), 135n18
“compensation statelets,” 93n121, 283
Complete Books in the Four Treasuries (Siku 

quanshu 四庫全書, 1772–1783), 3n3, 
325n26

Comprehensive Mirror to Aid the Government 
(or “aid orderly rule”; Zizhi tongjian 資治
通鑒), 181, 202, 327

Confucius 孔子 (551–479 BCE), 1, 39, 63, 
148, 177n40, 178, 259n35, 262, 328–330, 
332–333, 336, 340; and Chunqiu, 3, 6, 
334–335; comments in Zuozhuan, 277n55, 
322. See also Analects

conscription, 30, 32–33, 172, 176, 178, 180, 327
counties (xian 縣), 12n23, 19, 69n64, 124, 

179, 230, 339; in Chu, 33n32, 47n14, 88–93, 
97–100, 173n30, 175, 230, 279–282, 
296–297, 303, 307; in Jin, 31, 32n26, 39n57, 
57, 59, 133n14, 301–303

court assemblies (audiences) (chao 朝) of 
capital-dwellers, 315–320, 324n24, 325

covenants (meng 盟), 77, 89, 93n121, 96, 103, 
108, 140, 142, 149, 160, 162, 165, 198, 201, 
204–221, 226–236, 248, 264, 285, 294, 
298–299, 306, 308, 317; with capital-
dwellers, 248, 311n8, 317–319, 324, 325; 
with grandees (ministers), 248, 267n36, 
311n8. See also assemblies

“covenant texts” (mengshu 盟書), 31, 61, 257, 
317; Houma 侯馬, 61, 257; Wenxian 溫縣, 
31, 257, 317–318

Cui 崔 city (Qi), xvii
Cui 崔 lineage (Qi), 70, 250n21, 272
Cui Zhu 崔杼 (Qi, d. 546 BCE), 224, 268, 

272, 311n8, 317

Da Yu-ding 大盂鼎 inscription, 193n25
Dabuzishan 大堡子山, archeological site, 

39, 41, 43, 60
dafu 大夫. See grandees
Dahong 大洪 Mountains, xviii, 89
Dan 丹 River (Han tributary), xv, xviii, 47, 

80n87, 83, 86, 88
Dan 丹 River (Si tributary), xiv, xvii, xviii, 120
dang 黨 (“association” or “group”), 311–312, 

318–319, 323
Dangyang 當陽 city (Hubei), 85
Danjiangkou 丹江口 Reservoir, 86n102
Dao 道, regional polity, subjugated by Chu, 

xviii, 94
de 德 (moral virtue, charismatic power, 

mana), 187–188, 191–192, 198–200, 
209n14, 222–223, 286, 291

democracy, in early China, 309, 314, 
318–324; “military democracy,” 319

demography, Springs-and-Autumns, 2, 15, 19, 
21, 29–34, 47–48, 97, 104, 111, 117, 181, 249

Deng 鄧, regional polity and then Chu 
county, xviii, 89, 107n49, 165, 289

Deng Man 鄧曼 (Chu), 87
Di 狄, ethnocultural groups, xiv, xv, xvi, xvii, 

24–25n6, 29, 36, 38, 50–51, 56–57, 66, 68, 
74, 81–82n91, 119, 136–144, 146, 156n10, 
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158, 177, 207, 210, 215, 221–223, 316; Red Di 
赤狄, 139, 141, 223; White Di 白狄, 57n39, 
139, 141, 144

Di 帝, Lord, 40, 122, 188, 190, 196n34, 286, 
331n9. See also Lord-on-High

Dianling 顛軨 road, 51, 56
didactic narratives; didacticism, 10–12,  

17, 100
ding 鼎 cauldrons, 38, 52, 54, 58nn41–42, 

61–62, 71–73, 113–114, 130, 137n24, 173n31, 
188n14, 193n25, 285. See also lieding 列鼎

Diqiu 帝丘, Wei capital, xvi, xvii, xviii, 119
Diquan 翟泉 assembly and covenant (631 

BCE), 200, 214
disarmament (mibing 彌兵) conferences 

(546 and 541 BCE), 204, 226–230
Discourses of the States (Guoyu 國語), 8–14, 

36, 49, 53, 78, 82n93, 101n136, 108n151, 132, 
182, 201n43, 268, 306, 310n5, 320–322n21, 
324–325

diversity, cultural, 50, 68, 125, 129–131. See 
also inclusivity; integration

domain, royal. See Zhou, royal domain
Dong Hu 董狐, Jin scribe (fl. 607 BCE), 254
Dongting Lake 洞庭湖, xviii, 92
Dou Ban 鬬般 (Chu, d. 605 BCE), 264n43
Dou Bo 鬬勃 (Chu, d. 627 BCE), 156, 264n43
Dou 鬬 branch of the Ruo’ao lineage (Chu), 

264, 281
Dou Chengran 鬬成然 (Chu, d. 528 BCE), 

264n43
Dou Jiao 鬬椒 (Chu, d. 605 BCE), 264n43
Dou Ke 鬬克 (appellative Ziyi 子儀; d. 613 

BCE), 82n93, 281n5
Dou Min 鬬緡 (Chu, d. before 690 BCE), 279
“doubters of antiquity” current (yigupai  

疑古派), 3
du 都. See cities: secondary capitals or  

main cities
Du Yu 杜預 (222–285), 49n19, 183
Ducal Grandson Guifu 公孫歸父 (Lu, 

exiled 591 BCE), 258
Ducal Grandson Hui 公孫會 (Qi, fl. 405 

BCE), 306

Ducal Grandson Wuzhi 公孫無知 (Qi, d. 
685 BCE), 304

Ducal Son Ban 公子班 (Zheng, d. 578 
BCE), 317

Ducal Son Bao 公子鮑, Song, later Lord 
Wen of Song 宋文公 (r. 610–589 BCE), 313

Ducal Son Chong’er 公子重耳. See Lord 
Wen of Jin

Ducal Son Duan 公子段 (Gongshu Duan 
共叔段) (Zheng, later Wei, fl. 730–710 
BCE), 118n172, 205, 304n45, 305

Ducal Son Ping 公子馮. See Lord Zhuang 
of Song

Ducal Son Qingfu 公子慶父 (Lu, the 
founder of the Mengsun lineage, d. 660 
BCE), 258

Ducal Son Sui 公子遂 (Xiangzhong 襄仲) 
(Lu, d. 601 BCE), 258

Ducal Son Ya 公子牙 (Lu, the founder of the 
Shusun lineage, d. 662 BCE), 250n20, 258

Ducal Son You 公子友 (the founder of the 
Jisun lineage, d. 644 BCE), 258

Ducal Son Xinshi 公子欣時 (appellative 
Zizang 子臧; Cao, d. after 575 BCE), 222

Ducal Son Zhouxu 公子州吁 (Wei, d. 719 
BCE), 256n13

Duke of Zeng named Qiu 曾公   
(fl. 640 BCE), 285–286. See also Zeng 
gong Qiu-bianzhong

Duke of Zhou 周公 (d. ca. 1035 BCE), 70, 
231, 242n3

Dun 頓, regional polity, then Chu depen-
dency, xviii, 92, 95, 122, 122n178, 166, 297n39

Eastern Guo 東虢, regional polity (extin-
guished soon after 770 BCE), xviii, 115, 305

Eastern Zhou 東周 (770–255 BCE), 1, 15n30, 
21, 30, 31n24, 33n29, 34n33, 35n2, 41, 92n118, 
97n126, 110, 117, 125, 132, 136, 182, 184, 274, 287

Egypt, ancient, 275n61
“elevating the worthy” (shang xian 尚賢), 9, 

329. See also meritocracy
Emei Plateau 峨嵋高地 (or Emei Mountain 

Range 峨嵋岭), xvi, 50–51, 55n33
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Engels, Friedrich (1820–1895), 319
ethnicity, ethnocultural groups, 15, 24, 36, 

38, 40, 49–50, 73–74, 83, 96n125, 130, 
135–145, 149, 216, 325–326, 338n19, 339.  
See also aliens; identities, cultural

examinations, imperial, 336
exclaves, 27–28n14, 75
exogamy, 132, 235

fa 法 (“Legalist”) tradition, 309
Fan Gai 范匄 (Fan Xuanzi 范宣子, Jin, d. 

548 BCE), 225, 298, 301
Fan 范 lineage ( Jin), 58n41,44, 172, 179, 234, 

236, 251n23, 256–257n32, 302, 312n9,
Fan Xie 范燮 (Fan Wenzi 范文子; Jin, d. 

574 BCE), 223, 254n28
Fan Xuanzi 范宣子. See Fan Gai
Fang 房, regional polity, subjugated by Chu, 

xviii, 94
Fangcheng 方城, Chu defensive line, xviii, 

90, 92, 98, 116, 223n41, 296
Fantang 繁湯 (or Fanyang 繁陽), city, 54, 

287n18, 288
*Fanwu liuxing 凡物流形 (All things flow 

into form) manuscript, 331n9
Fei Bao 斐豹 ( Jin, fl. 550 BCE), 312n9
Fen 汾 River, xiv, xv, xvi, xviii, 23, 49–50, 

53–55, 60
Fengtai 鳳臺 city (Anhui), 105n148
Fengxiang 鳳翔 county (Shaanxi), 42
Fenshuiling 分水嶺 cemetery, 58n42
fields (tian 田), 28–29n18, 60n48, 66n55, 

75n78–76, 111, 179, 223, 229, 249, 254, 275, 
281, 293, 311–312, 316

Five Hegemons (wu ba 五霸), 88n106, 
90n112, 203, 333n11

Five Zones (wu fu 五服), 136n20
*Four monarchs and five hegemons (Siwang 

wuba 四王五霸) manuscript, 88n106, 
90n112

“four quarters” (si fang 四方), 188–189, 
191–195

fragmentation, political, 1–2, 21, 125–126, 129, 
151, 168, 337–339

Fu Xia 傅瑕 (Zheng, d. 680 BCE), 
247n14–248n15

fugitives, 27, 32n59, 74–75n78, 106, 131, 133, 
166, 168, 205, 211, 230, 234, 248n15, 272

Funiu 伏牛 Mountains, xviii, 90

Gangu 甘谷 county (Gansu), 37
Gansu 甘肅 province, 37–39, 138
Gao 高 lineage (Qi, descendants of Zhou 

“overseers”), 271
Gao 高 lineage (Qi, sixth century BCE), 272
Gao Qumi 高渠彌 (Zheng, d. 694 BCE), 

246n13
Gaotang 高唐city (Qi), xvii, 68–69
Gecheng 葛城 city site, 105n146
Gegenwelt concept, 149
Geling, Xincai 新蔡葛陵 (Henan), Tomb 1 

manuscripts, 79n84
Geng 耿, regional polity (extinguished in 

661 BCE), xvi, 55, 165
Geng 郠 city ( Ju, later Lu), xvii, 76n79
Geng-hu 庚壺 inscription, 25n6, 

67n59–68n61
Genmou 根牟, regional polity (?) 

(extinguished in 600 BCE), xvii, 76n81
Glory of Yue (Yue jue shu 越絕書), 101
gong 公 (“duke,” “lord,” “patriarch”), 81, 96, 

120n76
Gong 共 city (Wei 衛), 29, 58n41
gongyi 公邑. See “the lord’s settlement[s]”
Gongyang zhuan 公羊傳 (Gongyang 

commentary), 9, 25n7, 82, 142, 170n.26, 
181, 207n9, 302n43, 325n25, 335

Gongshu Duan 共叔段. See Ducal Son Duan.
good faith. See xin 信
Grand Duke Wang 太公望 (Qi’s founder, 

eleventh century BCE), 64
grandees (dafu 大夫), 32n28, 43n10, 95, 156, 

169n23, 179, 225n36, 247, 251n24, 267–268, 
291–292n30, 311n8, 314, 316–318, 321, 
329–330, 336n17

The Great One Engendered Water. See Taiyi 
sheng shui 大一生水

Greece, classical, 29
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Gu 穀 city (Qi), xvii, 66n69, 75n77, 166, 176, 
282n6

Gu Donggao 顧棟高 (1679–1759), 26n9, 76, 
105n147

Gu Jiegang 顧頡剛 (1893–1980), 3–4nn4,5
Guai Bo-gui 乖伯簋 inscription, 195n31
Guan Zhong 管仲 (d. 645 BCE) 12, 63, 65, 

142, 206n7, 209
Guangli 廣里 (Guang Hamlet, Qi), 20n16, 

64n53
Guanzhong 關中 Plain, xiv, xv, 35
Guanzhuang Village 官莊村 (Henan) site, 

115n167
Guanzi 管子, 12, 102n138, 331n9–332n10
guci 嘏辭. See “auspicious words”
Gui 媯 clan, 122
gui 簋 tureens, 37–38, 102n139, 190, 193n25, 

195n31, 285
Guicheng site, Longkou 龍口歸城 

(Shandong), 67
Gujun village, Xingtang county 行唐縣古

郡村 (Hebei), cemetery, 146n41
Guliang zhuan 穀梁傳 (Guliang commen-

tary). 9, 25n7, 148n42, 207n9, 325n25
Guo 虢, regional polity (extinguished in 655 

BCE), xiv, xv, xvi, xviii, 52n26, 55n34, 56, 
59, 77, 110, 112–116, 123, 165, 183–184, 189, 
192, 194, 197, 221, 313

Guo 虢, Zheng’s town (assembly of 541 
BCE), 226–227, 230

Guo Ji Zibai-pan 虢季子白盤 inscription, 194
Guo 國 lineage (Qi, descendants of Zhou 

“overseers”), 271
Guo Zhong 虢仲, the ruler of Guo, 189, 194
Guo Zhong-niuzhong 虢仲鈕鍾 inscrip-

tion, 189
guoren 國人, 240, 309–312, 324–326. See also 

capital-dwellers
Guoyu 國語. See Discourses of the States

Han 韓. See Hanyuan 韓原
Han 翰, Lord of Guo 虢公, 114, 183
Han 韓, ministerial lineage ( Jin) and 

regional polity (after 453/403 BCE), 

26n10, 31–32n26, 60, 63, 117, 124, 202, 257, 
274, 301, 318, 327

Han 邗 Canal, xiv, xviii, 108
Han 漢 dynasty (206/202 BCE–220 CE), 3, 

7n10, 12–14n27, 36, 54nn31,33, 60n49, 101, 
127n4, 151n1, 169, 200n39, 245, 309n3, 
333n11, 334n14, 338n19

Han Fei 韓非 (d. 233 BCE) and Han  
Feizi 韓非子, 12, 45n12, 246, 324nn22,  
23, 332

Han Hu 罕虎 (Zipi 子皮) (Zheng, d. 529 
BCE), 314

Han Jue 韓厥 ( Jin, d. after 566 BCE), 158, 
250n18

Han Qi 韓起 ( Jin, d. 514 BCE), 224n32,  
301

Han 韓 regional polity (extinguished ca. 
747 BCE), xvi, 53–54

Han 漢 River, xiv, xv, xviii, 23–24, 35, 78, 80, 
85, 88, 90–92, 97n126, 106, 176, 281, 285, 
287–289, 293, 295

Handan 邯鄲 branch of the Zhao lineage 
( Jin), 251n23, 306

Handan 邯鄲 city ( Jin), xvi, 57n39, 306–307
Hanyuan 韓原 (Han 韓) battle (645 BCE), 

xiv, xv, xvi, xviii, 46, 54n30, 56, 243n4, 253, 
317n15

He 合 city, Song, 121n177
Heaven (tian 天), 127, 151, 183, 187–188, 196, 

199, 243. See also Mandate of Heaven; 
Son of Heaven

Hebei 河北 province, 24, 35, 49, 57, 141, 
146n41

hegemony, hegemons. See ba 霸 
hegemon(y), overlord

Hejia 賀家, archeological site, 47n15
Helü City闔閭城 site (possibly Wu 

capital), 104n145, 105n146
Henan 河南 province, 16, 18n35, 24, 31, 35, 

49, 56n38, 57, 73, 79n84, 91, 114, 116n169, 
147, 173n30, 196n33, 283

Heyatou 河崖頭 cemetery, 68
Heze 菏澤 city, 25, 68n61
histories, local, 7–10, 14, 49, 101–102, 154
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historiography, Zhou-era, 6–8, 10, 12–13, 
16–17, 36, 63, 83, 101, 136, 186, 244, 310, 315. 
See also anecdotes; didactic narratives; 
histories, local; Warring States, 
developments in

Hong 泓River, battle of (638 BCE), 25, 159, 
210

horses, 24, 61–62, 68, 73n72, 84, 104n143, 113, 
144n36, 146, 155, 157, 171, 174, 176, 195, 276

Hou 郈 city (Lu, capital of the Shusun 
allotment), xvii, 75, 319n16

Hou 郈 lineage (Lu), 262n40
Houma 侯馬 city (Shanxi). See covenant 

texts: Houma
household servants. See retainers
Hu 胡 , ethnocultural group (“northerners”),  

138–139, 325n27
Hu 胡, regional polity (extinguished in 495 

BCE), xviii, 99n130, 100, 297n39
Hu-gui 㝬簋 inscription, 190n16, 193n25,
Hu-zhong 㝬鐘 inscription, 193n25
Hu Ji 狐姬 (Rong, married into Jin), 145
Hu Yan 狐偃, appellative Zifan 子犯 ( Jin, 

d. ca. 629 BCE), 145, 167
Hu Zhen 狐溱 ( Jin, d. ca. 629 BCE), 301
Hua 華, Huaxia 華夏 (“Chinese”), 135–136, 

148. See also “Chinese”; Xia
Hua 滑, regional polity (extinguished in 627 

BCE), xv, xvi, xviii, 60n48, 111
Hua 華 lineage (Song), 234, 246, 251
Huafu Du 華父督 (Song, d. 682 BCE), 246
Huai 淮 River, xiv, xvii, xviii, 23–24, 35,  

64, 78, 89–91, 93–98, 103–106, 108–109, 
115, 123, 137, 176, 204, 207, 216, 280, 
287–289n20, 295n33, 339

Huan 桓 lineage (Song), 167n21, 258,  
307, 313

Huang 黃, regional polity (until 648 BCE) 
and Chu county, 18, 93, 208n10, 289

Huangchi 黃池 assembly (482 BCE), 108, 
147, 201

Huangdi 黃帝 (Yellow Thearch), 40
*Huangdi shu 黃帝書 (Yellow Thearch 

documents), manuscript, 331n9

Hubei 湖北 province, 11n21, 17, 79n84, 
83–84, 88n106, 89, 91–92n118, 331n9

Hui 澮 River, xiv, xv, xvi, 49, 51, 60
Huixian 輝縣 municipality (Henan), 58n41
Hulao 虎牢 pass, xvi, xviii, 60n48, 116–117, 

305–306. See also Zhi 制
human sacrifice, 38, 42–44, 72–73, 84, 121, 

130, 137n25
Hunan 湖南 province, 11n21, 17, 23, 92n119, 

331n9
Hundred Years War, the (1337–1453), 340
Huo 霍, regional polity (extinguished in 661 

BCE), xvi, 55, 165
Huo Mount 霍山, xvi, 50
Huqiu 壺丘 city (Chen, then Chu). 122n178

identities, cultural, 72, 81, 83, 96, 132, 135–137, 
143n35, 149, 292. See also ethnicity, 
ethnocultural groups

inclusivity, cultural, 125, 135, 149, 193. See also 
diversity; integration

infantry, 154–155, 161, 172, 176–180, 312
inscriptions, on bronze vessels (bronze 

inscriptions), 12, 15–16, 25n6, 28n17, 32n28, 
51, 52n24, 54, 67–69, 78–79, 81, 87n103, 101, 
131, 137n21, 145, 154, 173n31, 188–196, 210, 
235, 283–295. See also specific inscriptions

integration, cultural, 38, 45, 50, 71–72, 129, 
135n18, 149, 292. See also inclusivity

intermarriages. See marital ties
international relations (IR), theory, 128, 

203–204, 226
interstate relations, Springs-and-Autumns. 

See multistate system

Ji 稷, assembly in (710 BCE), 246
Ji 紀, regional polity (extinguished ca. 690 

BCE), xvii, 65, 71n68, 77, 206, 216n23, 334
Ji Huanzi 季桓子 (Lu, d. 492 BCE), 259
Ji Kangzi 季康子 (Lu, d. 468 BCE), 77
Ji 濟 River, xiv, xvii, xviii, 23, 25n6, 28n16, 35, 

59, 63–70, 75, 93, 95, 108, 162, 299
Ji Wenzi 季文子 (Lu, d. 568 BCE), 216n22, 

223, 258
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Jia Mi 加嬭. See Mi Jia
Jia Yi 賈誼 (200–168 BCE), 333n11
Jiang 江, regional polity (extinguished in 

623 BCE), xviii, 93, 208n10, 289
Jiang 姜 clan, 64–65, 68–70, 216n23, 273, 

280, 327
Jiangnan 江南 (area to the south of the 

lower reaches of the Yangzi), 23, 35, 
102–105, 109

Jiangshan 絳山 (Mount Jiang), 50–51
Jiangsu 江蘇 province, 23n1
Jiangxi 江西 province, 23
Jiantu 踐土 assembly and covenant  

(632 BCE), 198, 200n41, 212–214, 221
Jiao 焦 city (Chen, then Chu), xviii, 89n110, 

122n178
Jiao 焦 city (and former polity, Guo, then 

Jin), xvi, 59nn47–48, 113n160
Jiaozhou Bay 膠州灣, xvii, 67, 71
Jie 桀, Xia king, 188, 199
Jijiahu 季家湖 site, xiv, xviii, 85, 87, 96
Jilian 季連, Chu’s progenitor, 79
Jin 晉, regional polity (extinguished ca.  

369 BCE), xiv–xvi, xviii, 1, 27, 36, 64, 76, 
87, 103, 124, 133n14, 207–208, 272, 281,  
283, 296, 310n5, 312n9, 314, 327, 332; and 
“aliens” 50–51, 57, 137n21, 140–141, 143n35, 
144, 146–148; capital-dwellers in, 315–316, 
320, 324n24; capitals of, 30, 60–61, 113; 
early history of, 49–55; historical sources 
of, 10, 49; interstate relations of, 45–47, 
66, 68, 70–73, 75n78, 94–99, 104, 108–109, 
117, 119–121, 123, 134, 210–236, 258, 260, 297, 
316–317, 340; military affairs of, 25–26, 
133n15, 155n6, 156–159, 162–167, 170–173, 
175–179, 243n4; ministerial lineages in, 
44, 49, 54n30, 57–63, 69–70, 133n14, 172, 
175, 179, 202, 216n22, 224–226, 234, 251n23, 
252–257, 261–263, 270–271, 273–274, 
276–277, 300–303, 306–308, 312n9, 318, 327; 
population of, 30–33, 129; rulers (ruling 
house) of, 26n10, 52–55, 60–63, 113, 175, 
189, 191–192, 197, 209, 224, 243–247, 
254–255, 261, 264, 301–302; territorial 

dimensions of, 24, 35, 45–46, 48, 53–60, 
111–112, 119, 306; and the Zhou house, 
182–186, 189, 197–198, 200–202, 210–212

Jin E 金鹗 (1771–1819), 31
Jin Gong-dian 晉公 ( Jin Gong-pen 晉公

盆) inscription, 191
Jin Gong-pan 晉公盤 inscription, 191, 210
Jin Hou Su-bianzhong 晉侯穌編鐘 

inscription, 51, 151n2
Jin Jiang-ding 晉姜鼎 inscription, 54
*Jin Wengong ruyu Jin 晉文公入於晉. See 

*Lord Wen of Jin Entered Jin
Ji’nan 濟南 municipality (Shandong), 63n52
Jinancheng 紀南城, xiv, xviii, 83–85, 87
Jing 荆, mountain, Chu core territory, and 

an alias for Chu, 80–82, 142, 282, 295
Jing 京 city (Zheng), 116, 303–305
Jing 涇 River, xiv, xv, 46
Jingshi tianwang-zhong 敬事天王鐘 

inscription, 196n33
Jingzhou 荊州 municipality (Hubei), 11n21, 

17, 83–84, 88n106
Jinsheng village 金勝村 cemetery, 58n43, 61
Jinyang 晉陽 city ( Jin, the Zhao lineage 

stronghold), xvi, 58, 61, 307
Jisun 季孫 lineage (Lu), 75–76, 251n22, 

258–259, 262n40, 268, 271, 307n51, 318n16
Jize 鷄澤 assembly (570 BCE), 200n41
Jizha 季札, Wu prince, 69n65, 105n148
Ju 莒, regional polity, xiv, xvii, xviii, xviii, 

33n29, 67, 71–76, 129, 137, 175n37, 181, 214, 
216, 222–223n30, 225n36, 227–228, 231, 
315n13, 334

Ju 雎 River, xviii, 86, 90
Jueyin 厥憖 assembly (531 BCE), 201n42
junzi 君子. See noble man

Kang Youwei 康有爲 (1859–1927), 10n17
Kangshu 康叔, Wei 衛 founder, 118
Kayue 卡約, archeological culture, 146n39
Kehuang 克黃 (Dou lineage, Chu, fl. 605 

BCE), 249
King Cheng of Chu 楚成王 (r. 671–626 

BCE), 94, 266n48
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King Cheng of Zhou 周成王 (r. ca. 
1042–1021 BCE), 49, 199, 242n3, 287

King Fuchai of Wu 吳王夫差 (r. 495–473 
BCE), 107–108, 149, 168, 196n33, 203n1, 
234n44

King Gong of Chu 楚共王 (r. 590–560 
BCE), 158, 263, 266n47

King Goujian of Yue 越王句踐 (r. 496–464 
BCE), 101, 107, 109, 177, 196n33, 203n1,  
234

King Helu of Wu 吳王闔廬, named Guang 
光 (r. 514–496 BCE), 106–107, 168

King Huan of Zhou 周桓王 (r. 719–697 
BCE), 112, 134, 197, 243n4

King Hui of Zhou 周惠王 (r. 677–652 
BCE), 208n11, 288n19

King Jia’ao of Chu 楚王郟敖 (r. 544–541 
BCE), 230, 265

King Kang of Chu 楚康王 (r. 559–545 
BCE), 88n107, 264, 286

King Li of Zhou 周厲王 (r. ca. 877–842 
BCE), 115, 190n16, 313

King Ling of Chu 楚靈王 (r. 540–529 
BCE), also known as Prince Wei 公子圍, 
60, 80n86,97–99, 106, 123, 227–228, 
230–232, 234, 247n14, 265–266, 283, 
293n31, 296–297,303–304, 307

King Min of Qi 齊閔王 (r. 300–284 BCE), 
196n32

King Mu of Chu 楚穆王 (r. 625–614 BCE), 
291

King Ping of Chu 楚平王 (r. 528–516 BCE), 
named Qiji 棄疾, 99, 123, 229, 231, 
266n48, 297, 304

King Ping of Zhou 周平王 (r. ca. 770–720 
BCE), named Yijiu 宜臼, 39, 41n8, 
53–54n32, 112, 116, 182–186, 189, 198

King Shoumeng of Wu 吳王壽夢 (r. 585–561 
BCE), 101

King Weilie of Zhou 周威烈王 (r. 425–402 
BCE), 327

King Wen of Chu 楚文王 (r. 689–675 
BCE), 83, 86, 88–90, 92, 94–95, 97, 161, 
165n19, 264n44, 266n48, 290–291

King Wen of Zhou 周文王 (d. ca. 1047 
BCE), 64, 101, 118, 123, 187, 190, 286, 288, 
291, 295

King Wu of Chu 楚武王 (r. 740–690 BCE), 
86–90, 279–280, 285

King Wu of Zhou 周武王 (r. ca. 1046–1042 
BCE), 64, 187–188, 191, 286, 287n17, 288, 
291, 295

King Xiang of Wei 魏襄王 (r. 318–296 
BCE), 16

King Xiang of Zhou 周襄王 (r. 652–619 
BCE), 56, 111, 197–198, 208, 210, 212,  
288, 313

King Xuan of Zhou 周宣王 (r. 827–782 
BCE), 81n89, 188n14, 280

King Yi of Yue 越王翳 (r. ca. 410–375 BCE), 
109

King You of Zhou 周幽王 (r. 781–771 BCE), 
182–184, 188

King Yunchang of Yue 越王允常 (d. 497 
BCE), 101

King Zhao of Chu 楚昭王 (r. 515–489 
BCE), 90n113, 99–100, 107, 266, 293–294

King Zhao of Zhou 周昭王 (d. ca. 957 
BCE), 80, 287–288, 292, 295

King Zhuang of Chu 楚莊王 (r. 613–591 
BCE), 82n92, 89, 91, 95–97, 103, 177, 
199–200, 203n1, 249, 263, 265–266n47,  
281

kings, Zhou. See Son(s) of Heaven
Kuai 鄶, regional polity (extinguished soon 

after 770 BCE), 115
Kuaiji, Mount 會稽山, xiv, xviii, 107, 177
*Kucheng Jiafu 姑成家父 manuscript, 

255n29
Kui 夔, regional polity (extinguished in 634 

BCE), xviii, 91, 216n23
Kuiqiu 葵丘 assembly and covenant  

(651 BCE), 208–210

Lai 萊, regional polity (extinguished in 567 
BCE), xvii, 67, 177n40

Lai-pan 逨盘 inscription, 194n25
Lake Tai (Taihu太湖), xviii, 23n1, 103n142
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language, spoken, 101, 131, 161. See also 
written language

Langye 琅琊 (or Langya), Yue’s capital, 
xvii, xviii, 109

Laotong 老僮, Chu’s primordial ancestor, 79
Laozi 老子, 330–331
Lesser Zhu 小邾, regional polity, xvii, 

26n10, 72n71, 74n73, 74n75, 75n77,
lì 鬲, ceramic vessels, 37, 138
Li 櫟 city (Zheng, then Chu), xviii, 95, 

116–117, 304
Li County 禮縣 (Gansu), 39
Li Daoyuan 酈道元 (d. 527), 16, 18. See also 

Annotated Canon of Waterways (Shuijing 
zhu 水經注)

Li Ji 驪姬 (consort of Lord Xian of Jin,  
d. 651 BCE), 56, 252, 302

Li Ke 里克 ( Jin, d. 650 BCE), 246n13
Liji 禮記. See Records of the Rites
lineages, ministerial, 1, 26, 31, 52n26, 130–133, 

174, 239–240, 246–252, 261–263, 269, 
273–274, 277, 308, 325, 334, 340; in Chu 96, 
263–265, 281; in Jin, 49, 54n30, 57–63, 69, 
172, 179, 224, 234, 251n23, 252–257, 273n58, 
301–303, 306, 308, 312n9, 318, 327; in Lu, 75, 
178, 224, 251n21, 258–260, 262n40, 268–271, 
307, 313, 318–319n16; in Qi, 69–70, 267, 
271–274, 300, 315, 327; in Qin, 43–44; in 
Song, 167n21, 234, 246, 251, 314; in Wei 衛, 
119–120, 304n48; in Zheng, 118, 218, 260–261, 
314–315; in the Zhou domain, 111–112

Liang 梁, regional polity (extinguished in 
641 BCE), xv, 46, 313

Liang 良 lineage (Zheng), 260n36
Liang Xiao 良霄 (Zheng, d. 543 BCE), 

260n36
Liao 聊 city (Qi), xvii, 68n61
Liao 遼 dynasty (916–1125), 151n1
Linfen Basin 臨汾盆地, xvi,49–51, 54–55
Ling-bo 镈 inscription (or Baozi 鮑子-bo) 

inscription, 69n64
lingyin 令尹. See chief ministers: of Chu
Linqiu 廩丘 city (Qi, contested with Jin), 

xvii, 68n61, 70n67, 298–300, 303, 306

Linzi 臨淄, Qi’s capital, xvii, 65, 68–70, 72, 
162

Liqiu 犂丘 city (Qi), xvii, 70n67
Liu 劉 lineage (Zhou), 111
Liu (Lu) 六, regional polity (extinguished 

in 626 BCE), xviii, 93
Liu Xiang 劉向 (79–8 BCE), 333n11
Liu Xin 劉歆 (46 BCE–23 CE), 14n27
Liujiadianzi 劉家店子 cemetery, 71–72
Liulige 琉璃閣 cemetery, 58n41, 62
Liuquan 柳泉 cemetery, 62
Loess Plateau, xiv, 23, 45, 138–139, 144n36
Longhui River 龍會河 cemetery, Jingzhou 

荊州 (Hubei), Tomb 324, manuscript 
from, 17

Lord Ai of Lu 魯哀公 (r. 494–468 BCE), 
244n6, 259

Lord Ai of Qin 秦哀公 (r. 536–501 BCE), 
99n131

Lord Cheng of Cao 曹成公 (r. 578–555 
BCE), 222

Lord Cheng of Jin 晉成公 (r. 606–600 
BCE), 254

Lord Cheng of Lu 魯成公 (r. 590–573 
BCE), 75n78, 216n22, 244n6

Lord Dao of Jin 晉悼公 (r. 573–558 BCE), 
named Zhou 周 or Zhouzi 周子, 244, 
255–256, 269

Lord Dao of Lu 魯悼公 (r. 467–437 BCE), 
259

Lord Dao of Qi 齊悼公 (r. 488–485 BCE), 
273n57

Lord Huai of Chen 陳懷公 (r. 505–502 
BCE), 311–312

Lord Huan of Lu 魯桓公 (r. 711–694 BCE), 
205n6–206, 246, 258

Lord Huan of Qi 齊桓公 (r. 685–643 BCE), 
named Xiaobai 小白, 11, 30, 57, 65–67, 73, 
95, 102n138, 122, 142, 176, 197, 203n1, 
204–210, 212–214, 221, 244, 272, 285, 288, 
305, 332

Lord Hui of Jin 晉惠公 (r. 650–637 BCE), 
named Yiwu 夷吾, 243n4, 246n13, 
247n14, 248n15, 302, 310n5, 315–317
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Lord Jing of Qi 齊景公 (r. 547–490 BCE), 
68, 267, 272–273

Lord Jing of Qin 秦景公 (r. 576–537 BCE), 
41, 189

Lord Li of Jin 晉厲公 (r. 580–574 BCE), 
254–255

Lord Li of Zheng 鄭厲公 (r. 700–697 and 
679–673 BCE), 116, 247n14, 248n15, 
304n45

Lord Ling of Jin 晉靈公 (r. 620–607 BCE), 
253–254

Lord Ling of Qi 齊靈公 (r. 581–554 BCE), 
67, 69, 162, 272

Lord Ling of Wei 衛靈公 (r. 534–493 BCE), 
232n40, 316

Lord Min of Lu 魯閔公 (r. 661–660 BCE), 
244

Lord Mu of Qin 秦穆公 (r. 659–621 BCE), 
43–48, 59n48, 211, 243n4

Lord Mu of Song 宋穆公 (r. 728–720 BCE), 
205

Lord Mu of Zheng 鄭穆公 (r. 627–606 
BCE), 217n25, 222, 245n15, 260

Lord Ping of Jin 晉平公 (r. 557–532 BCE), 
143n35, 223n30, 225n36, 256, 262n41, 298

Lord Shang of Song 宋殤公 (r. 719–710 
BCE), 205, 246

Lord Wen of Jin 晉文公 (r. 636–628 BCE), 
named Chong’er 重耳, 53n27, 56–57, 95, 
112, 144–145, 167, 191–193, 197–198, 
200n41, 210–215, 222, 253, 302, 324n24, 332

*Lord Wen of Jin Entered Jin (*Jin Wengong 
ruyu Jin 晉文公入於晉) manuscript, 
324n24

Lord Wen of Lu 魯文公 (r. 626–609 BCE), 
258

Lord Wen of Qin 秦文公 (r. 766–716  
BCE), 45

Lord Wen of Wei 衛文公 (r. 659–635 BCE), 
119

Lord Wu of Qin 秦武公 (r. 697–678 BCE), 
41, 43, 189

Lord Wu 武公 of Quwo (later of Jin 晉武
公, r. in Jin 679–677 BCE), 55

Lord Wu of Wei 衛武公 (r. 812–758 BCE), 
182, 185n8

Lord Wu of Zheng 鄭武公 (r. 770–744 
BCE), 116, 182

Lord Xi of Lu 魯僖公 (r. 659–627 BCE), 
244n6

Lord Xi of Zheng 鄭僖公 (r. 571–566 BCE), 
260

Lord Xian of Jin 晉獻公 (r. 676–651 BCE), 
55–56, 60n49, 191–192, 223, 252, 302

Lord Xian of Wei 衛獻公 (r. 576–559 and 
546–544 BCE), 119, 262, 269, 304

Lord Xiang of Jin 晉襄公 (r. 627–621 BCE), 
172n28, 212n16, 253, 255

Lord Xiang of Lu 魯襄公 (r. 572–542 BCE), 
229, 244, 259

Lord Xiang of Qin 秦襄公 (r. 777–766 
BCE), 39–40, 182, 185n8

Lord Xiang of Song 宋襄公 (r. 650–637 
BCE), 25, 159–160

Lord Xiang of Zheng 鄭襄公 (r. 604–587 
BCE), 260

Lord Xuan of Lu 魯宣公 (r. 608–591 BCE), 
258

Lord Yin of Lu 魯隱公 (r. 722–712 BCE), 
205, 245n10, 246

Lord Zhao of Lu 魯昭公 (r. 541–510 BCE), 
75n78, 224, 229, 244n6, 259, 262n40, 
268–270

Lord Zhao of Song 宋昭公 (r. 619–611 
BCE), 313

Lord Zhao of Zheng 鄭昭公 (r. 696–695 
BCE), appellative Manbo 曼伯, 246n13, 
304n45

Lord Zhuang of Lu 魯莊公 (r. 693–662 
BCE), 170–171, 209, 244n6, 258

Lord Zhuang of Qi 齊莊公 (r. 553–548 
BCE), 224, 247n14, 268, 272, 285, 311n8, 
317

Lord Zhuang of Song 宋莊公 (r. 709–692 
BCE), named Ping 馮, 205, 246

Lord Zhuang of Zheng 鄭莊公 (r. 743–701 
BCE), 115–117, 134, 158, 166, 197, 205n5, 
206, 243n4, 260, 304n45, 305
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Lord-on-High (Shangdi 上帝), 40n7, 
196n34, 286. See also Di 帝

“the lord’s settlement[s]” (gongyi 公邑), 
301–302

Lower Ruo. See Xiaruo 下鄀
loyalty (zhong 忠), 88, 97, 101, 107, 123, 208, 

217n25, 223, 247n14, 250, 257, 268–269, 
284, 295, 297, 300, 303, 307, 318, 322

Lú 盧, city (Qi), xvii, 69–70n66
Lu 魯, regional polity (extinguished in 249 

BCE), xiv, xvii, xviii, 3, 81n89, 122, 124, 
156n11, 196n32, 277n65, 329–330, 334;  
and the “aliens,” 73–74, 103, 137–138, 141, 
147–148; capital of, 27, 37, 71; capital-
dwellers (commoners) in, 32n27, 317–318; 
early history of, 70–71; historical sources 
of, 6, 10, 63, 213n19; interstate relations of, 
74–77, 82, 95, 108, 134, 204–209, 215–216, 
222–234; military affairs of, 32n27, 33, 71, 
155n9, 158n12, 161, 166, 170–171, 174n34, 
175n37, 176, 178, 276; ministerial lineages 
in, 75–77, 120, 133n13, 178, 216n22, 223–224, 
229, 248n15, 250n18, 250n20, 251nn21–22, 
252, 257–260, 262n40, 268–271, 274, 300, 
307, 313, 318–319n16, 332, 340; population 
of, 129; rulers (ruling house) in, 32n28, 
155n9, 170, 222, 224, 243–246, 258–259; 
territorial control in, 74–78; territorial 
extent of, 27, 28n14, 35, 60n48, 63–64, 
74–78, 116, 299

Lü 呂, regional polity and then Chu county, 
xviii, 89, 280–282

Lu Bo Dong-gui 彔伯 簋 inscription, 
195n31

Lü Sheng 呂甥 (also known as Lü Yisheng 
of Xia 瑕呂飴甥, appellative Zijin 子金) 
( Jin, d. 636 BCE), 59n45, 316, 324n24

luan 亂 (turmoil), 3, 46, 48, 56, 69n66, 
75n77, 89, 96, 104n144, 112, 196–197, 201, 
204, 206, 215, 219, 233–234, 240, 246, 252, 
257, 259, 263, 273n57, 295, 315n13, 317, 331, 
332n10, 333n11, 335–336, 340

Lu’an 六安 city (Anhui), 93
Luan 欒 lineage ( Jin), 256, 301

Luan 欒 lineage (Qi), 58n44, 272
Luan Shu 欒書 ( Jin, d. after 573 BCE), 

254n28, 255
Luan Ying 欒盈 ( Jin, d. 550 BCE), 302–303, 

312n9
Lüliang 呂梁 Mountains, xvi, 50, 140n29
Lunyu 論語. See Analects
Luo 洛 River [Northern, Shaanxi], xiv, 

46–47, 59, 194
Luo 洛 River [Southern, Henan], xiv, xv, 

xvi, xviii, 46n13, 60, 96, 110, 146n38
Luoyang 洛陽, xviii, 1n1, 39, 41n8, 

43n10,46n13, 53, 59n46, 110–113, 138, 145, 
182–185, 195n30

Lüshi chunqiu 呂氏春秋 12, 331
Luxembourg, 27n12

Man 蠻, ethnocultural groups, 54n31, 
80n88, 136–138, 140n30, 190–192

Manchus 滿洲人, the, 137n22
Mandate of Heaven (Heaven’s Mandate, 

tianming 天命), 1, 40, 187–193, 199, 235, 
294–296, 320

Mang hills 邙山, 110
Mao Gong-ding 毛公鼎 inscription, 188n14
marital ties (intermarriage). 74, 79n86, 127, 

132, 144, 191n18, 195, 200n40, 205–206, 
233, 289–290, 295. See also exogamy

Marquis of Zeng named Bao 曾侯寳,  
289–291

Marquis of Zeng named Yi 曾侯乙 (d. 433 
BCE), 16n32, 284, 298n40

Marquis of Zeng named Yu 曾侯 , 
294–295. See also Zeng Hou Yu-
bianzhong inscription

Marquis Wen of Jin 晉文侯 (r. 780–746 or 
770–736 BCE), 52n25, 52–55, 182, 
184–186, 198

Marquis Zhao of Cai 蔡昭侯 (r. 518–491 
BCE), named Shen 申, 100, 123, 234–235, 
293

Master Kuang 師曠 ( Jin, fl. 560–530 BCE), 
269, 320, 332

Marx, Karl (1818–1883), 149, 323
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“masters of the covenants” (mengzhu  
盟主), 165, 213–214 226, 228, 230, 232,  
234, 298–299, 308, See also ba 霸 
hegemon(y), overlord

Mawangdui 馬王堆, Changsha 長沙 
(Hunan), Tomb 3 manuscripts, 17, 331n9

meetings, interstate. See assemblies
Mengjiazhuang 孟家莊, Zhangzi 長子 

county (Shanxi), cemetery, 58n42
Mengsun 孟孫 lineage (Lu), 75, 178, 

258–259, 319n16
Mengzi 孟子 (d. ca. 304 BCE) and Mengzi 

孟子, 82, 237, 320n19, 324n22, 325, 330, 
334–335

merchants, 92, 115n165, 179, 267, 312,  
316–317, 321

meritocracy, 9, 18, 32, 69n64, 126n2, 243n5, 
249–250, 262n40, 272, 276, 278, 281, 
327–328

Mi 羋 clan, 79, 91, 216n23
Mi Jia 嬭加 (or Jia Mi 加嬭, Chu princess, 

the spouse of Marquis Bao of Zeng; fl. 
after 613 BCE), 239, 284, 289–293, 295

Mi Jia-bianzhong 嬭加編鐘, 290–292
“Middle Springs and Autumns Ritual 

Restructuring,” 39, 130, 247
Miluo 汨羅 city (Hunan), 92n119
minben 民本 thought. See people, the: 

“people as the root” thought
mingqi 明器 (ceramic imitations of bronze 

sacrificial vessels), 38, 113, 130
ministers, 6n9, 18, 32n28, 96n124, 143, 

226–227, 239–240, 243n5, 247–251, 277, 
319–320, 325, 332, 335, 338–341; in Chu, 
88n106, 226, 263–266; in Jin, 58n41, 61–63, 
133n14, 175, 202, 216n22, 224–226, 252–257, 
273–274, 300–303, 327; in Lu, 75–77, 
216n22, 223–224, 229, 257–260, 268–271; in 
Qi, 63, 69, 206n7, 267–268, 271–274; in 
Qin, 44, 48; and rulers. 19, 44, 48, 61–63, 
222–224, 245n9, 251–271, 278, 330n7; in 
Song, 121, 227, 236, 251, 314; in Wei 120, 
222–224, 262, 269; in Zheng, 118, 163, 
173nn32–33, 218, 228, 260–261, 305, 309, 314. 

See also allotments; chief ministers; high 
ministers; lineages, ministerial; oligarchy

monarchism (wangquanzhuyi 王權主義), 
241, 263–266, 330, 332, 341. See also rulers

Mongols, 326n27
Mozi 墨子 (ca. 460–390 BCE) and Mozi, 

43n10, 48, 174n36, 178n41, 324n23, 329
Mudu 木凟 city site, 105n146
Muling 穆陵 pass (Shandong), xvii, 65
multistate system (interstate relations), 

Springs-and-Autumns, 1–2, 5n7, 13, 19, 64, 
76–77, 93n121, 121, 123–126, 131–134, 140, 144, 
151, 166–167, 181–182, 198, 200–201, 203–237, 
240, 243, 247–248, 256, 333, 335–36, 338, 
340–341; and alliances, 204–234; anarchic, 
204–210; 230–236; bipolar, 227, 232, 236; 
and hegemony, 200–201, 203–204, 206, 
209–215, 221–224, 229, 231–232, 236; 
multipolar 232, 236. See also assemblies; 
covenants; ba 霸 hegemon(y), overlord; 
rules-based order; wars

Nan Kuai 南蒯 (Lu, d. after 528 BCE), 
251n22, 268n50, 307n51, 318n16

Nang Wa 囊瓦 (Chu, d. after 506 BCE), 232, 
234, 266

Nangong Kuo 南宮括 (a.k.a. Bokuo 伯括 
or Patriarch Nan 南公, fl. 11th century 
BCE), Zeng progenitor, 285–295

Nanyang 南陽 area (to the south of the 
Taihang Mountains), xvi, 56, 112

Nanyang Basin 南陽盆地 (southwestern 
Henan), 56n38, 80, 86, 89–90, 94, 110, 
185n7, 280

Nanzhihui 南指揮 necropolis (Qin), 41–43
Near East, ancient, 152
Ning 甯 lineage (Wei), 262, 304n48
Ning Xi 甯喜 (d. 546 BCE), 223, 262
Ning Zhi 甯殖 (d. 553 BCE), 262
noble man (junzi 君子), socio-ethical 

concept, 157–159, 328, 329n3, 333
“noble man” (junzi 君子), Zuozhuan 

commentator, 48, 67n57, 88n106, 111, 
160n14, 166, 213, 264
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oligarchy, ministerial, 19, 224, 247, 251–263, 
266, 273–275, 277, 325, 327, 338, 340

“one” or “oneness” (yi 一) as philosophical-
political concept, 330–332

overlord (bo 伯), 198, 204–205n5, 208–209, 
212–213, 215, 221, 226–228, 335. See also  
ba 霸 hegemon(y), overlord

overseers, royal, 126, 272

pacta sunt servanda (agreements must be 
kept) principle, 214, 220, 236

Pangeng 盤庚, Shang king, 79
pedigree, 1, 26, 79, 118, 123, 130, 136, 147–148, 

277, 328, 340
Peng 倗, regional polity (Western Zhou), 

xvi, 51, 79n85, 144n36
Peng 彭 lineage (Chu), 264n44, 281
Peng Zhongshuai 彭仲爽 (Chu, fl. 685 

BCE), 264n44
Pengcheng 彭城, Song town, xviii, 28n15, 

120–121, 167n21
“people,” the (min 民 or ren 人), 50, 61,  

170, 173n33, 187–189, 218–220, 262, 
267–270, 273, 291, 310–314, 319; 
definitions of, 310. See also capital-
dwellers; commoners

“people as the root” (minben 民本) 
thought, 319–324

“people of wilderness” (yeren 野人), 
311–312n10, 319

pin 聘 (ministerial-level friendly visits), 13, 
25n5, 212–213, 225

Pingdingshan 平頂山 City (Henan), xviii, 
94, 116

Pingqiu 平丘 assembly (529 BCE), 201n42, 
231

Pingyang 平陽, Qin capital, xv, 39, 41, 47
Pingyin 平陰 city (Qi and modern city in 

Shandong), xvii, 64n53, 75n77, 163
political thought, 193, 241, 319, 341. imperial 

era, 334–336; Warring States period, 328, 
330–333

population. See demography
Prince Chao. See Prince Zhao

Prince Dai 王子帶 (Zhou, d. 635 BCE), 
111n156, 208n11, 313

Prince Hu 王子虎 (Zhou, fl. 630 BCE),  
198, 212

Prince Tui 王子頹 (Zhou, d. 673 BCE), 
111n156, 208n11

Prince Yuchen 王子余臣 (Zhou), also King 
Xie 攜王 or King Hui of Xie 攜惠王 (d. 
750 BCE), 53, 100, 112, 114, 116, 183–185, 189

 Prince Zhao (Chao) 王子朝 (Zhou, d. 505 
BCE), 112, 183, 197, 201

Pu 蒲 city (Wei), 303–304
Pu 浦 fortress ( Jin), 56n37, 302–303
Puchengdian 蒲城店 site, 116
Putian 圃田 city (Zheng), 117–118n172
Puyang 濮陽 city (Henan), 119, 173n30

Qi 齊, regional polity (eleventh century to 
221 BCE), xiv, xvii, 48n18, 133nn13–15, 254, 
282n6, 298–299, 304, 306, 313, 319n16; and 
the “aliens,” 66, 140–141; capital-dwellers 
in, 311n8, 315, 317, 325n24; capitals of, 
68–69; early history of, 64; economy of, 
29n18, 67–68; expansion of, 35, 58–59, 
63–70, 75nn77–78; historical sources of, 
11–12; interstate relations of, 71, 76–77, 
105, 109, 119–120, 148, 161, 204–216, 
222–224, 226–234, 246n13; military affairs 
of, 28n16, 156n11, 158, 162–163, 166–167, 
170–172, 174n34, 175–180; ministerial 
lineages in 32n28, 63, 69–70, 118, 206n7, 
248n15, 250n18, 250n21, 252, 267–268, 
271–274, 300, 315, 327; Qi of the Tian 
lineage 田齊 (after 386 BCE), 69, 274, 
277, 327; rulers (ruling house) of, 66, 69, 
224, 243n4, 247n14, 264, 272, 332; 
territorial control in, 12n23, 29n19, 32n28, 
65–70, 279, 298–300, 302, 306–307; and 
the Zhou house 134, 200, 288n19

Qǐ 杞, regional polity (or two?), 73, 76, 
143n35, 216, 223n30

Qī 戚 city (Wei 衛), 119–120, 201n42, 
221–222, 304

Qi 淇 county (Henan), 58n41, 118
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*Qi Huan gong zi Ju fan yu Qi 齊桓公自莒
返于齊, bamboo manuscript, 102n138

Qi 祁 lineage ( Jin), 249n16, 262n40
Qin 秦, regional polity (after ca. 800 BCE), 

xiv, xv, 49, 63, 66, 207, 281n5, 315–16; and 
the “aliens,” 36–38, 45, 112, 137n21, 138, 
144, 146, 147; capitals of, 38–40, 113; 
cultural affiliation of, 38–39, 82, 130;  
early history of, 36–40; historical sources 
of, 16, 35–36; human sacrifice in, 43–44; 
interstate relations of, 56, 91, 99, 107, 
134n16, 210–211, 214–215, 222, 226–227; 
military affairs of, 26, 107, 172n28; minis-
terial lineages in, 43–44, 48, 263; popula-
tion of. 34n44, 47–48, 129; rulers (ruling 
house) of, 40–43, 48, 52, 189–194, 243n4; 
territorial control in, 307; territorial 
dimensions of, 35–48, 58–60, 111, 186, 210, 
298n40; and the Zhou house, 39–40, 46, 
182, 185n8, 190, 197nn35–37, 200n41

Qin 秦 dynasty (221–207 BCE), 1n1, 23, 124, 
339

Qin gong-bo 秦公鎛 inscription, 194
Qin gong-yongzhong 秦公甬鐘 inscription, 

190
Qin records (Qin ji 秦記), 36
Qin-gui 秦簋 inscription, 190
Qinjiazui 秦家嘴 Tomb 1093, Jingzhou 

(Hubei), manuscripts, 88n106
Qinling 秦嶺 mountain range, xv, 47
qing 卿. See high ministers
Qing 慶 lineage (Qi), 272
Qing Feng 慶封 (d. 538 BCE), 156n11, 224, 

230, 272, 311n8, 317
Qingdi 青帝 (Green Thearch), 40
Qinyang 沁陽 city (Henan), 116n169
Qiujiazhuang 邱家莊 cemetery (Shanxi), 

303n44
Qu 屈 fortress ( Jin), 56n37, 248n15
Qu Jian 屈建 (d. 545) (appellative Zimu  

子木), 275–276
Qu 屈 lineage (Chu), 133n14, 264, 281–282n7
Qu Wuchen 屈巫臣 (Chu, then Jin), 103, 

133n14, 281–282n6

Quan 權 county (Chu), xviii, 88n109, 279–280
Qucun 曲村 cemetery, 30n21, 52
Qufu 曲阜, capital of Lu, xvii, xviii, 27, 37, 

71–72, 74–75, 77
Quqiu 渠丘, city (Qi), 304
Quwo 曲沃, city ( Jin), xvi, 26n10, 54–55, 

252, 302–303

ramps, in rulers’ tombs (mudao 墓道), 41, 
52nn25–26, 54n33, 61, 73n72, 113, 195, 198, 
285, 289–290n22

Ran Ming 然明 (Zheng, fl. 550–540 BCE), 
322

Ran Qiu 冉求 (Ran You冉有, b. 522 BCE), 
Confucius’s disciple (Lu), 178

Records of the Historian (Shiji 史記), 13–14, 
16, 36, 39–40, 43, 45, 48–49, 53, 54n33, 78, 
80n88, 81, 83, 101, 108n151, 109, 122, 
170n26, 182, 185, 245n11, 260, 266n48, 272, 
273n57, 325n24, 333n11. See also Sima Qian

Records of the Rites (Liji 禮記), 13, 136n20, 
151n1, 333; “Qu li” 曲禮 (Minute rites) 
chapter, 13n26, 329n4; “Wang zhi” 王制 
(“The Monarch’s System”) chapter, 136n20

“refined words” (wenci 文辭), 132, 145, 149
reforms 11–12, 19, 100, 240, 274–275, 277, 

307; in Chu, 29n18, 275–276, 307; in Jin, 
175–176, 215, 253–254, 316; in Lu, 176, 
258–259; in Qi, 12, 63; in Zheng, 275, 
322–323. See also ritual-reform(s)

regional lords (zhuhou) 26, 63, 104n144,  
106, 116, 161–164, 202, 211–212, 219, 228, 
232–233, 239–241, 243, 246, 248, 251, 252, 
257, 270–271, 278, 298, 299, 309, 327, 329, 
336n17; appellations of, 120n176; and the 
Son of Heaven, 126–127, 182–187, 195–96; 
as sumptuary category, 41n8, 43, 52, 
54–55n33, 198. See also multistate system; 
rulers; ruling house(s)

“regionally based military” (zhou bing 州
兵), Jin system, 175, 215, 253, 316

ren 仁 (benevolence), 160, 221, 232, 296, 333
retainers (household servants, jiachen  

家臣), 250–251, 257, 268, 277
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ritual (li 禮), 15, 25n5, 61, 63, 113, 127–132, 137, 
195, 198, 202, 241, 250, 261, 267, 276, 
287n17, 307, 313, 315, 321, 322, 327, 333, 335, 
340; and “aliens,” 51n21, 71–74, 102–103, 
143, 145–149; and Chu, 82, 93n120; and 
interstate relations, 207n8, 208, 212, 
217–218, 221, 224, 225, 228–232, 235, 236; 
and Lu, 77, 259; and military, 158–160, 
163, 166–170, 207n8; and Qin, 38–40, 43; 
reform of, Eastern Zhou (Middle Springs 
and Autumns Ritual Restructuring), 39, 
130, 247–248; reform of, Western Zhou, 
128–129; and rulers, 241–244, 259, 262–63, 
267–268, 271n55; texts about, 13, 196, 
251n24, 325n25, 333

rivers, 24–26, 35, 90, 94, 104, 220, 228; and 
transportation, 24, 25n6, 104–105, 110, 
176; and warfare, 25n6, 105, 156, 177

Rizhao 日照 municipality (Shandong), xvii, 
33n29, 65

roads, 24–25, 27n13, 28, 51, 56–57, 89, 161, 
217n24, 321

Romance of the Three Kingdoms (Sanguo 
yanyi 三國演義), 3

Rong 戎, ethnocultural groups, xiv–xviii, 24, 
28, 36, 66, 68n61, 74, 81, 82n91, 114, 136–146, 
149, 156n10, 177, 186n10, 197n37, 198, 207, 
221; Li Rong 驪戎, 56n37; and Jin, 50–51, 
56–57, 112n58; Luhun Rong 陸渾戎, xiv–xvi, 
xviii, 60, 95–96, 112, 139, 146; Mountain 
Rong 山戎, 139, 207n8; Northern Rong 
北戎, 139; and Qin, 36–38, 45; Western 
Rong 西戎, 36–37, 45, 138–139, 146; 
Wuzhong 無終 branch of, 141n31

Rong Sheng-bianzhong 戎生編鐘  
inscription, 54

Royal Grandson Jia 王孫賈 (Wei, fl. 502 
BCE), 316–317

Royal Grandson Man 王孫滿 (fl. 630–605 
BCE), 199

Royal Grandson Sheng 王孫勝. See Sheng, 
Duke of Bai

royal house, Zhou. See Sons of Heaven
Ru Qi 女齊. See Sima Hou

Ru 汝 River, xiv, xv, xviii, 54, 60, 90, 92–94, 
98, 110, 287nn17–18

Rui 芮, regional polity (to ca. 640 BCE), xv, 
46, 52n26, 197n35

Ruo polities. See Shangruo; Xiaruo
Ruo’ao 若敖 lineage (Chu), 96, 249, 264–265
rulers, 10, 16, 18, 26, 31–32, 77, 100–101, 112–117, 

121, 163, 189, 203, 205–206, 210–211, 222, 228, 
240–247, 254, 274, 277, 339; appellations of, 
xiii, 79n85, 120n76, 285n13; assassinations 
of, 107, 133n15, 173n33, 205, 222, 224, 230, 
235–236, 245–246, 258, 260, 266n48, 
268–269, 272, 302, 304, 311n8, 317; burials 
of, 14, 38, 40–44, 52–54, 60–62, 71–73, 113, 
130, 284–85, 289–290, 292–93, 297–98n40; 
and capital-dwellers, 311–313, 315–321, 
324–325; of Chu, 43, 79, 83, 87n103, 89,  
91, 95, 98, 100, 195, 230, 243n4, 244–245, 
247n14, 263–266, 277, 296–297, 301, 303, 
306, 315; functions of, 213, 228, 243–247, 
255–256, 262–264; of Jin, 26n10, 50, 52–56, 
60–63, 113, 175, 189, 191–192, 197, 209, 215, 
224, 243–247, 254–255, 261, 264, 301–302, 
310n5; of Lu, 77, 170, 224, 258–259; and 
ministers, 19, 44, 48, 61–63, 120, 175, 
222–224, 234, 245n9, 251–271, 278, 330n7; 
mourning of, 133; overthrow of, 187–188, 
223–224, 245–246, 269–271, 304–305; 
political discourse of, 187–196, 199, 
266–271; of Qi, 65–66, 69, 158, 200n40, 208, 
224, 243n4, 247n14, 264, 268, 272, 311n8, 
317, 332; of Qin, 40–44, 48, 52, 189–194, 
243n4; and ritual norms, 71, 74, 137, 170, 213, 
224, 232, 241–244, 259, 262–263, 267–268, 
271n55; of Rong and Di, 140; during Shang, 
241–242; of Song, 234, 243n4, 246, 251, 
304; in the Warring States era, 327–328, 
330–332; of Wei, 120, 223, 232, 243n4, 
246n13, 262, 320; during Western Zhou, 
242–243; youngsters as, 19, 239, 242–245, 
265–266; of Zeng/Sui, 285–297; of Zheng, 
116, 228, 246–248, 260, 304–305. See also 
monarchism; regional lords; Sons of 
Heaven
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rules-based order, 201, 203, 204, 221, 
224–226, 232, 236

ruling house(s) (gongshi 公室), 49, 63, 75, 
77, 93n121, 101, 118, 122, 182, 197, 252, 257, 
261, 271, 281, 289

sacrifices, 27, 38, 61, 68, 79, 84, 90n113, 128, 
130, 153, 207, 218, 225, 232, 242–243, 249, 
262, 283, 289. See also human sacrifice

Sanguo yanyi. See Romance of the Three 
Kingdoms

Sanmenxia Basin 三門峽盆地, xvi, 51, 
55–56, 110, 112–113n160

Sanshi-pan 散氏盤 inscription, 28n17
Scribe Mo 史墨 ( Jin, fl. 515–485 BCE), 

270–271, 330n7, 332
scribes (shi 史), 6, 7, 10, 36, 102, 153, 165–166, 

225n36, 286n15, 287–288, 302, 321
senior ministers (qing 卿), 32n28, 228, 239, 

247–248, 251n24, 253–256, 262, 270, 272, 
311n8, 313–314, 320–323.

settlements (yi 邑), 12n23, 15, 27–33, 37, 48, 
74, 76–77, 88n109, 111, 113, 118n173, 120, 
129n6, 138n26, 140, 176, 192n21, 227, 249, 
277n65, 278–281, 298–304, 311n7, 319

Seven Mu 七穆 (Zheng ministerial 
lineages), 260–261

Shaanxi 陝西 Province, xv, 23–24, 39, 42, 45, 
50, 139, 280, 284n10

Shanbiaozhen 山彪鎮 cemetery,  
58n41, 62

Shandong 山東 Province, xvii, 24, 26n10, 
33n29, 34n33, 35, 37, 51, 63–78, 95, 103, 
108–109, 121–122, 137, 204, 206, 222–223, 
284n10, 334, 339

Shang 商 (Chu county), xv, 47n14
Shang 商 dynasty (1600–1046 BCE), 36–38, 

43n10, 50–51n21, 73, 79, 96n124, 102n138, 
118, 120, 126–127, 144n36, 187–188, 193, 199, 
241–242, 266, 270n53, 278, 280, 283, 
285n12, 287n17, 295

Shang Yang 商鞅 (d. 338 BCE), 47n14, 307. 
See also Book of Lord Shang

Shangcai 上蔡, Cai’s capital, xviii, 123

Shangcunling 上村嶺 site, 52n26, 54nn33–34, 
113–114, 189

Shangdi 上帝 (Supreme Thearch or the 
Lord-on-High), 40n7, 196n34, 286

Shangguocun 上郭村 cemetery, 303n44
Shangge 商蓋 (a.k.a. Shangyan 商奄 /商閹), 

37
Shangma 上馬 archeological site (Houma 

city 侯馬, Shanxi), 32
Shangqiu 商丘, Song’s capital, xvii, xviii, 120
Shangruo上鄀 (Upper Ruo), xviii, 47n14, 87
Shangshihe 上石河 site, 113
Shangyang 上陽, Guo’s capital, xv, xvi, xviii, 

59n48, 113
Shanxi Bronze Museum, Taiyuan, 62, 191
Shanxi 山西 Province, xvi, 23–24, 35, 45, 

49–51, 55n33, 56–57, 62, 113, 138–139, 141n31, 
191, 339

Shaoling 召陵 assembly and covenant (506 
BCE), 99n130, 201, 232–233n41, 297n39

Shaoxing 紹興 municipality (Zhejiang), 
103n141

She 葉, Chu county, xviii, 98n129, 296
She 攝 city (Qi), xvii, 68n61
Shen 申, regional polity and then Chu county, 

xviii, 89, 92, 97–98n129, 103, 165, 173n30, 
182–183, 217n24, 264n44, 279–283, 296

Shěn 沈, regional polity and then Chu 
county (?), 296n37

*Shen [should be Chen 陳] gong chen Ling 
wang 申公臣靈王 manuscript, 297n38

Shenliu-zhong 甚六鐘 inscription, 194
Shen Wuyu 申無宇 (Chu, d. before 529 

BCE), 303–304, 306
Sheng, Lord of Bai 白公勝 (Chu, d. 479 

BCE), 266n48, 296n37
Shensheng 申生, Jin’s crown prince (d. 656 

BCE), 302
Shenzi 慎子 fragments, 332n10
Shi 邿, regional polity (extinguished in 560 

BCE), xvii, 75n77, 76n81
shi 士 (low nobles, later elite designation), 

179, 267, 271, 274, 311–312, 321, 323, 
327–328, 333, 340
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Shi Qiang-pan 史墙盤 inscription, 193n25
Shi Que 石碏 (Wei, fl. 719 BCE), 246n13
Shibancun 石板村, Cili 慈利 County 

(Hunan), Tomb 36, manuscripts, 11n21
Shiben 世本 (Roots of generations), 14
Shiji 史記. See Records of the Historian
Shou County 壽縣 (Anhui), 235
Shouzhi 首止 city (Wei), 28n15
Shu 舒, ethnocultural group, xiv, 90n115, 

96n125, 195
Shu Jiang-fu 叔姜簠 inscription, 283
Shuhou, Duke of Shen 申公叔侯 (d. after 

632 BCE), 282n6
Shuijing zhu 水經注. See Annotated Canon 

of Waterways
Shuliao 舒蓼, regional polity (extinguished 

in 601 BCE), xviii, 96
Shun 舜, Thearch, 122, 270n53
Shusun Bao 叔孫豹 (Lu, d. 538 BCE), 

133n13, 224n32, 227
Shusun Chuo 叔孫婼 (Lu, d. 517 BCE), 

229
Shusun 叔孫 lineage (Lu), 75, 258–259, 268, 

319n16
Shusun Qiaoru 叔孫僑如 (Lu, exiled 575 

BCE), 133n13, 258n33
Shuxiang 叔向 ( Jin, d. after 527 BCE), 212, 

231–232, 252–253, 262n41, 314
Shuyi-bo 叔夷鎛 inscription, 67n59, 69n64
Shuyi-zhong 叔夷鍾 inscription, 12n23, 

67n59, 69n64, 193n24
si fang 四方. See “four quarters”
Si 駟 lineage (Zheng), 260n36
Si River 泗水, xiv, xvii, xviii, 64, 73, 104n144, 

120–121, 207
Sichuan 四川 Province, 23, 91
sieges, 67, 158n12, 161, 165–166, 172, 176–177, 

279
Siku quanshu 四庫全書. See Complete 

Books in the Four Treasuries
Sima fa 司馬法 33n31
Sima Guang 司馬光 (1019–1086), 181, 202, 

327. See also Comprehensive Mirror to Aid 
the Government

Sima Hou 司馬侯 (a.k.a. Ru Shuqi 女叔齊 
or Ru Qi 女齊, Jin, d. after 537 BCE), 
216n23, 223n30, 225n36, 262n41

Sima Qian 司馬遷 (ca. 145–90 BCE), 13–14, 
36, 40, 43, 45n12, 48, 53n27,29, 79–81, 83, 
101, 182–186, 259, 272–273n57. See also 
Records of the Historian

Siwa 寺漥 (寺洼), archeological culture, 37, 
138, 146

slaves, 179, 312
“soft power,” 126–128, 149, 181, 200, 284
Son(s) of Heaven (tianzi 天子; Zhou 

king[s]), 26, 40, 43n10, 46, 53n29, 55, 64, 
95, 96, 100n133, 126–128, 151n1, 152, 181, 
190n17, 193, 203n1, 215, 221, 235, 241, 242, 
270n54, 272, 327, 329–332, 335; as 
exclusive Zhou appellation 127, 181, 188, 
195–196; and regional lords, 126–127, 
182–187, 195–196, 208, 227–228, 231, 233, 
235. See also Zhou, royal domain

Song 宋, covenant (546 BCE), 214n19, 
226–228, 236

Song 宋, covenant (580 BCE), 227n30
Song 宋, regional state (extinguished in 286 

BCE) xi, xvii, xviii, 59, 63, 110, 118, 120, 124, 
281, 283, 298–299; and the “aliens,” 137n25; 
capital-dwellers in, 171n33, 313–314, 315n13; 
interstate relations of, 25n5, 95–97, 
197nn35–36, 204–211, 219, 230, 234; military 
affairs of, 25, 158n13, 159–161, 166–167, 171n33, 
176–177; ministerial lineages in, 121, 167n21, 
234, 246, 250n20, 251, 300–301, 314; rulers 
(ruling house) in, 234, 243n4, 246, 251, 304; 
territorial dimensions of, 73, 120–122, 306

Song 宋 dynasty (960–1279), 14, 151n1
Song Mount 松山, xv, xviii, 110
Songzhuang 宋莊 cemetery, 58n41
Southern Yan 南燕, regional state (date of 

elimination unclear), 206
Springs-and-Autumns Annals. See Chunqiu
Springs-and-Autumns of Master Yan (Yanzi 

chunqiu 晏子春秋), 10
Springs and Autumns of Tao Zuo (Tao Zuo 

chunqiu 桃左春秋), lost text, 246n12
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Springs and Autumns of Wu and Yue (Wu Yue 
chunqiu 吳越春秋), 101

Springs-and-Autumns period (Chunqiu 春秋, 
770–453 BCE), 1–21, 23, 26–27, 29, 31, 34, 
38–40, 44n10, 47–48n17, 52, 54n33, 56, 
58n41–43, 61, 64–65, 67n58, 68, 71, 73, 
75n77, 76, 78–79n85, 82, 84n98, 86n100, 
91–95, 97n126–127, 100–106, 110, 112, 115, 117, 
119, 121–123, 126–127n3–4, 130, 132, 138, 140, 
143n35, 151, 154, 156, 160, 168–169, 175, 179, 
193, 196, 207, 220, 237, 239–242, 245, 248–249, 
251–252, 258, 260, 263–264, 266, 268, 274, 
276, 278, 283, 292, 296n36, 298, 300, 309, 
311, 315, 320, 323, 325n25, 328, 330, 333–334, 
336–339

steppes, 23, 35n2, 45, 61, 138–139, 144n36, 
146, 149

Stratagems of Warring States (Zhanguo ce 戰
國策), 30n22, 34n35, 38, 145n37, 196n32

Su Li (Zhu Suli 朱蘇力) (b. 1955), 337–339
Su 蘇 lineage (Zhou), 51, 111
Su 涑 River, xvi, 51
succession norms, 119–120, 126, 184, 197, 

208n11, 209–210, 242, 244, 247n14, 
252–253, 256–257n32, 260n36, 265–266, 
272

Sui 隋, dynasty (581–618), 338n19
Sui 遂, regional polity (extinguished in 681 

BCE), xvii, 65–66, 208n12
Sui 隨, regional polity. See Zeng 曾
Sui 睢 River, xiv, xviii, 120
Sui-Zao 隨棗 corridor, 89, 92, 283
Sujialong 蘇家壟, Zeng city, 287n18
Sun 孫 lineage (Wei), 119–120, 304n48
Sun Linfu 孫林父 (Sun Wenzi 孫文子) 

(Wei, d. after 542 BCE), 119–120, 222–224
Sunzi bingfa 孫子兵法 (Sunzi’s Methods of 

War), 154, 174
Susha Wei 夙沙衛 (Qi, d. 554 BCE), 70n66
swords and daggers, 38, 44n11, 109n152, 113, 

138, 155, 179, 195, 297n38

Tai Mount 泰山, xiv, xvii, 28n14
Taibo 太伯, Wu’s ancestor, 101, 148
Taigong 太公. See Grand Duke Wang 太公望

Taigongmiao 太公廟 (archeological site), 
41, 43

Taihang Mountains 太行山, xvi, 56–58n44, 
111n154, 116, 139, 141, 307

Taihu 太湖. See Lake Tai
Taijia 太甲, Shang king, 96n124
Tai-Yi Mountain Range 泰沂山脉, 64–65, 

70, 276
*Taiyi sheng shui 大一生水 (The Great One 

engendered water) manuscript, 331n9
Taiyuan Basin 太原盆地, 50, 57–58, 139, 

141n31
Taiyuan 太原 city, xvi, 62, 177, 191, 307
Taiyue 太岳 Mountains, xvi, 50
Tan 郯, regional polity (extinguished in 585 

BCE), xvii, 103
Tan 譚, regional polity (extinguished in 684 

BCE), xvii, 65, 208n12
Tang 唐, regional polity (extinguished in 

505 BCE), xviii, 99, 106, 232–233, 297
Tang 湯, Shang founder, 188, 193n24
Tang 唐 dynasty (618–907), 14
Tangshu Yu 唐叔虞 ( Jin founder, eleventh 

century BCE), 49–50, 191–192
tattoo, 148
Teng 滕, city of (Wei 衛), 29
Teng 滕, regional polity, xiv, xvii, xviii, 

73–74, 121, 133n15, 181
territorial control, 5n7, 19, 21, 25n5, 27–29, 

210–211, 221–222, 228, 239–240, 275, 
278–308; in Chu, 88, 90, 92, 95, 97–100, 
230, 263, 265, 279–298, 301, 303, 306–308; 
direct control, 49, 90, 279–282, 299, 302; 
indirect control, 49, 92, 100, 282–283, 297; 
in Jin, 26n10, 57, 59, 61–63, 77, 138, 240, 265, 
278–279, 298–303, 306–308; in Lu, 74–78; in 
Qi, 12n23, 29n19, 32n28, 65–70, 279, 298–300, 
302, 306–307; in Song, 121, 306; and 
territorial state, 5n7, 29, 70, 100, 278, 324; in 
Wei, 119–120, 222; in Wu, 105, 108–109, 307; 
in Zheng, 116–118, 305; in the Zhou domain, 
111–112, 197–198. See also allotments; 
centralization; counties; soft power

territorial lords (fengjun 封君) (Chu),  
307
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Three Huan 三桓 lineages (Lu), 258–260, 
262, 270, 307, 313. See also Jisun, Mengsun, 
and Shusun lineages

Tian Heng 田恆 (also known as Chen Heng 
陳恆; fl. 490–468 BCE), 273

Tingshan 亭山 site, 103n141
Tongbai 桐柏 Mountains, 90
topography, 24, 91, 109
translatio imperii, 339
tribute (gong 貢), 80n88, 93n122, 136n20, 

174, 225
trustworthiness. See xin 信
Tsinghua (Qinghua) University 清華大學, 

collection of manuscripts, 11n21, 17–18, 
82n93, 83n95, 101n136, 115n164, 243n5, 
324n24

Tuo, Invocator 祝佗 (Wei 衛), 50
turmoil. See luan 亂

unification (unity), political, 1n1, 2, 21, 151, 
196, 237, 328, 330–332, 338–341

Upper Ruo 上鄀. See Shangruo

Waifang 外方 mountains, xviii, 110
walls, long walls, xviii, 28n16, 29n19, 70, 90, 

92, 98, 116, 233n41, 276; of Chu 
(Fangcheng), xviii, 90, 92, 98, 116, 233n41, 
296; of Qi, 28n16, 29n19, 64n53, 70, 276

Wanfunao 萬福瑙 site, 86n103
wang 王, royal title, 81–82, 96, 195, 235, 

291n28; “Heavenly king” (or “Heaven-
appointed king,” tianwang 天王), 183, 196

Wangcheng 王城, Zhou royal capital, xv, 
xvi, xviii, 110

Wangshan, Jiangling 江陵望山 (Hubei), 
Tomb 1 manuscripts, 79n84

Wangsun Jia 王孫賈. See Royal Grandson Jia
Wangzi Dai王子帶. See Prince Dai
Wangzi Tui王子頹. See Prince Tui
Wangzi Zhao 王子朝. See Prince Zhao
Wanqiu 宛丘, Chen’s capital, 122
warfare (wars), 4, 23–25, 55, 98, 104, 128, 

132–133, 141, 152–180, 182, 196, 202, 
204–206, 226, 228–229, 236, 313, 332, 340; 
changing modes of, 175–180; costs of, 

172–174; as a game, 154–160; historiogra-
phy of, 153–154, 165–166, 173–174. See also 
battles; chariots; infantry

Warring States period (Zhanguo 戰國, 
453–221 BCE), 1–4n6, 9, 11–20, 23n2, 
24n4, 25n6, 28–31, 33n31, 34, 36, 38, 40, 
44, 48–49, 60–61, 63, 67n58, 69, 72, 
81n90, 82, 84–86, 92n117–118, 94, 100, 
102–103n141, 117–119n174, 124, 127n4, 
131n7,9, 132–133, 136, 138, 141, 146n41, 149, 
152–155n7, 160n15, 169, 174, 178–180n44–
45, 195–196, 202–203, 221n27, 236, 
239–240, 266, 271, 274–277, 284, 308, 
324–325, 328, 330, 332–334, 336n17, 340

weapons, 113, 174, 179–180, 226, 275, 298.  
See also chariots, swords and daggers

Wei 魏, ministerial lineage and regional 
polity (after 453/403 BCE), 26n10, 57n39, 
58n41, 63, 202, 257, 274, 327

Wei 衛, regional polity (extinguished in 209 
BCE), xiv, xvi–xviii, 58, 59, 110, 121–122, 
124, 298–299; annihilation (temporary) 
by Di, 29–30, 57, 119, 141, 142n32, 207; 
capitals of, 57n39; commoners in, 
312–313, 316–317; interstate relations, 95, 
108, 118–119, 197n35, 204–211, 214n19, 
221–222, 232, 234; military affairs of, 158, 
161, 167, 179; ministerial lineages in, 
32n28, 69n64, 119–120, 223–224, 250n20, 
252, 262, 269, 300, 304; population of, 
29–30; rulers (ruling house) in, 118, 223, 
243n4, 246n13, 262, 320; territorial extent 
of, 28, 60, 67–68, 118–120

Wei 魏, regional polity (extinguished in 661 
BCE), xvi, 55, 165

Wei 魏 dynasty (220–265), 110n153
Wei 薳 (or 蒍) lineage (Chu), 264–265
Wei 洧 River, xviii, 115, 117n171
Wei 渭 River (and Wei River Plain), xiv, xv, 

23–24, 35–36, 39, 45–48, 50, 52–53, 114, 
138, 204, 339

Wei Yan 蒍掩 (Chu, d. 543 BCE), 275–276
Wei Ziping 薳子馮 (Chu, d. 548 BCE), 265
Weiying 為郢 city (Chu, possibly 

secondary capital), xiv, xviii, 86–87, 96
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Wen 溫 city (Zhou, then Jin), xvi, xviii, 
111–112n157, 161, 198, 200n41, 214, 301

Wen county 溫縣, 31, 257, 317–318
Wen 汶 River, 66, 73
Wenfengta 文峰塔 cemetery (Suizhou, 

Hubei), 292, 294
Wenyang fields 汶陽之田, 66n55, 223
Wenxi 聞喜 county (Shanxi), 54
Western Jin 西晉 dynasty (266–316), 16, 

151n1, 338n19
Western Zhou 西周 (ca. 1046–771 BCE), 1, 3, 

15, 23n2, 24, 26, 28nn16–17, 47–48, 50–53, 
57, 65, 79–81, 89, 94, 112–13, 125, 140n29, 154, 
173, 243, 249, 251, 261, 266, 272, 274, 337; 
downfall of, 11, 39, 45, 53–54, 182–187, 204, 
280n3, 283–285, 310–311, 339–340; political 
discourse in, 187–188, 193, 195, 320; power 
structure in, 126–129, 278, 283, 300, 311

Wittfogel, Karl A. (1896–1988), 337–339
workshops, 61, 127, 146, 174
written language, 101, 127–128, 131
Wu 吳, regional polity (extinguished in 473 

BCE), xiv, xviii, 23, 133n14, 304, 307; cultural 
belonging of, 102–103, 131, 136, 146–149, 
167; early history of, 102–103; historical 
sources of, 11–12, 100–102, 108n51, 149; 
interstate relations of, 47, 76–77, 92, 94, 
96–100, 107–109, 123, 175n37, 201, 226–27, 
230–235, 266, 293–96, 311–12, 316; kings 
(royal lineages) of, 65, 195–196, 263; 
military affairs of, 66, 106–108, 133n15, 
167–169, 176–177; population of, 33n34, 104; 
and riverine transportation, 25n6, 104–107; 
territorial dimensions of 35, 104–107

*Wu ming 吳命 manuscript, 201n43
*Wu wang Fuchai qishi fa Yue 吳王夫差起

師伐越, bamboo manuscript, 12n21
Wu Yu 烏餘 (Qi, then Jin, fl. 549 BCE), 

298–300, 303, 306
Wu Yue chunqiu. See Springs and Autumns of 

Wu and Yue
Wu Zixu 伍子胥 (Chu, then Wu; d. 484 

BCE), 106–107, 167–169, 234
Wuzhong 無終. See Rong: Wuzhong

Xi 息, regional polity and then Chu county, 
xviii, 89, 92–93, 97, 165, 173n30, 217n24, 
280–282n7,

Xi Cheng 郤稱 (fl. 650 BCE), 301
Xi 酅 city ( Ji 紀), xvii, 65
Xi Fuji 僖負羈 (Cao, fl. 640–632 BCE), 211n15
Xi Ke 郤克 ( Jin, d. 587 BCE), 171, 254
Xi 郤 lineage ( Jin), 255, 301
Xi Qi 郤乞 ( Jin, fl. 645 BCE), 316
Xi 淅 River, xviii, 80n87, 83, 86, 88
Xi Zhi 郤至 ( Jin, d. 574 BCE), 158–159
Xia 夏 (“Chinese”), 36, 50, 83, 134, 136–137n21, 

140, 142–143, 145, 148, 167, 190, 291–292
Xia 瑕 city (Guo, later Jin), xvi, 59n45, 

59nn47–48, 316
Xia 夏 dynasty, semi-legendary, 50, 73, 

143n35, 188, 193n24, 199, 270n53, 321
xian 縣 administrative unit (county), 12n23, 

19, 31–32n26, 57, 69n64, 88n109, 179n42, 
279, 282, 301–302. See also counties

Xian 弦, regional polity (extinguished in 
655 BCE), xviii, 93

Xiang 項, regional polity (extinguished in 
643 BCE), xvii, 76n81

Xiang 向 lineage (Song), 234, 251
Xiang Xu 向戌 (Song), 121n177, 227, 236
xiangxiao 鄉校 (meeting places), 321–322
Xiangyang 襄陽 Municipality (Hubei), 

107n149
Xianyu 鮮虞, ethnocultural group, 57, 

139n28, 141, 146, 149
Xiao 蕭 city (Song), xvii, xviii, 28n15, 

120–121, 304
Xiao 崤 mountain range, xv, xviii, 110, 114.
Xiao He 蕭何 (257–193 BCE), 36
Xiao Yu-ding 小盂鼎 inscription, 173n31
Xiaruo 下鄀 (Lower Ruo), regional polity 

(to 635 BCE?), xv, xviii, 47
Xiasi, Xichuan 淅川下寺 (Henan), 

cemetery, 196n33, 265
Xiayang 下陽 (夏陽), city (Guo), xv, xvi, 

xviii, 56, 113–114
Xiechi (or Hedong 河東) Lake 解池, xvi, 

51, 54n32
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Xihan 西漢 River, xiv, xv, 39
xin 信 good faith, trustworthiness, 213, 

218–220, 223
Xing 邢, regional polity (extinguished in 

635 BCE), 57, 67–68n60, 119, 133n14, 
141–142, 207–208

Xing-zhong 鐘 inscription, 193n25
Xingtai 邢臺 municipality (Hebei), 57n39
Xingyang 滎陽 City (Henan), 115
*Xinian 繫年, bamboo manuscript, 7, 17, 37, 

49, 53, 70n67, 89n112, 92, 99, 100n134, 
103–104, 106, 109, 112, 115n164, 116, 119n175, 
165, 172, 180n44, 184–186, 221n27, 226, 
227n37, 233, 256n31, 298, 306n50

Xintian 新田, Jin’s capital, xv, xvi, xviii, 
60–62, 68–69, 257, 302

Xinzheng 新鄭, Zheng’s capital, xv, xvi, 
xviii, 80n86, 115–117, 161

Xiong Qu 熊渠, a ninth century BCE Chu 
ruler, 81

Xiong Yi 熊繹, early Chu king, 80
Xiong’er 熊耳 mountains, xviii, 110
Xiongjia Mound 熊家冢 burial (Chu), 43, 

84–85, 195
Xiquanqiu 西犬丘 (Qin capital), xv, 38–39
Xixinyi 西新邑 (Qin capital), xv, 39
Xú 徐, regional polity, xiv, xvii, xviii, 194, 

207, 209
Xŭ 許, regional polity, then Chu’s 

dependency, xviii, 28n14, 80n86, 98n129, 
122n178, 164, 166, 183, 214–215, 297n39

Xu Liangdai 胥梁帶 ( Jin, fl. 548 BCE),  
299

Xue 薛, regional polity, xvii, 73, 121, 137
Xue Old City 薛國古城 cemetery, 73
Xun 荀, regional polity (extinguished  

ca. 700 BCE), xvi, 55
Xun 荀 lineage ( Jin), 251n23
Xunzi 荀子 (d. after 238 BCE) and Xunzi  

荀子, 102n138, 127n4, 332n10, 333
Xuyang village, Yichuan 伊川徐陽村 

(Henan), cemetery, 145–147
Xuzhou 徐州 municipality ( Jiangsu),  

28n15

Yan 燕 (Northern Yan 北燕), regional 
polity (extinguished in 222 BCE), xiv, 
23n2, 35n2. See also Southern Yan

Yan 延 (Yanling 延陵) city (Wu), xviii, 
106n148

Yan 鄢 (Yanling 鄢陵) city (Zheng), xviii, 
117, 118n172, 158

Yan 閻 city (possibly Jin county), 59n46
Yan Ying 晏嬰 (Yanzi 晏子, d. ca. 500 

BCE), 10n16, 68n61, 69n65, 267–268, 
311n8, 325n24, 333

Yancheng 淹城 site, 102, 105n146
Yandi 炎帝 (Red Thearch), 40
Yang Hu 陽虎 (Lu, later Qi and Zhao, fl. 

515–485 BCE), 251n22, 259, 323, 329
Yangshe 羊舌 cemetery, 52n25
Yangshe Fu 羊舌鮒 (also known as Shuyu 

叔魚 or Shufu 叔鮒, Jin, d. 528 BCE), 
231–232

Yangshe 羊舌 lineage ( Jin), 262n40
Yangzi (Changjiang 長江) River, xiv, xviii, 

23–24, 35, 83, 86n103, 90–92, 94, 96, 100, 
103–106, 108, 177, 230, 295

Yanling 鄢陵, battle of (575 BCE), xiv, xviii, 
158, 171, 217, 226, 254n28

Yanzi chunqiu 晏子春秋. See Springs-and-
Autumns of Master Yan

Yao (or Xiao) 殽 battle, 627 BCE, 47, 215
Yellow River (Huanghe 黃河), 23–26, 29, 

34–35, 46–51, 55–60, 63, 65, 67–68, 70, 91, 
95, 109–116, 119–120, 139, 197, 207, 211, 
217n24, 299, 305, 337

Yellow Thearch Documents. See Huangdi shu 
黃帝書

yi 邑. See settlements
Yi夷, ethnocultural groups, 71–74, 82n93, 

90n115, 120–121, 136–138, 140, 142–43,  
207, 216; as culturally neutral term, 137; 
Eastern Yi 東夷, 37n4, 137n25; Huai Yi  
淮夷, 64, 287–288, 295; Su Yi 夙（宿）
夷, 51; as Wu 吳 designation, 147–148

Yi 翼, Jin capital xvi, 55n34
Yi 夷 city (Chen, then Chu), xviii, 122n178
Yi Mount 嶧山, 72
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Yi 伊 River, xiv–xvi, xviii, 45, 95, 110, 112, 121, 
137n21, 138, 146n38, 176

Yi 沂 River, xiv, xvii–xviii, 64, 71, 103, 
104n44, 108

Yi Yin 伊尹, Shang minister, 96n124
Yichang 宜昌 city (Hubei), 86n103
Yicheng 宜城 city (Hubei), 85
Yicheng 翼城 county (Shanxi), 60
Yihou Ze-gui 宜侯夨簋, 102n139
Yili 儀禮 (ceremonial rituals), 13, 25n5, 

225n34, 333
Yima 義馬 Municipality (Henan), 113
Yishui 沂水 county (Shandong), xvii, 71
Ying 郢, Chu capital, xiv, xviii, 83, 85–87, 

93n122, 99, 106–107, 176, 233, 293
Ying 應, regional polity, subjugated by Chu, 

xviii, 94, 287
Ying 潁 River, xiv, xv, xviii, 54, 90, 95, 110, 

115–116, 122
Yiyi 夷儀 city (Xing’s capital, then 

contested between Wei 衛, Jin, and Qi), 
xvii, 68nn60–61, 119

Yong 雍 (Qin capital, 677–383 BCE), xiv, xv, 
39, 41, 46–47

Yong 雍, regional polity (to 611 BCE), xviii, 
47, 91, 97, 266n47

Yong Lin 雍廩 (Qi, fl. 685 BCE), 304n47
Yongqiu 雍丘 (contested, Song-Zheng), 

158n13
You 幽, assembly and covenant (678 BCE), 

207
You 游 lineage (Zheng), 260n36
You Ji 游吉 (Zheng, d. 506 BCE), 212n16, 228
Youyu 由余 (Rong and Qin, fl. 625 BCE), 

45n12
Yu 虞, regional polity (extinguished in 655 

BCE), xvi, 25n5, 56, 165, 177, 221
Yu 邘, regional polity (extinguished in the 

eighth century BCE), 111n154, 116
Yu 禹, Thearch, 101, 136n20, 190, 291
Yu Mi 漁芈, the spouse of Duke Qiu of 

Zeng, 284n10, 289–290n22, 291n26
Yu Quan 鬻拳 (Chu, d. 675 BCE), 88
Yuanling 緣陵, capital of Qǐ 杞, xvii, 73
Yuanqu 垣曲 county (Shanxi), 52n26

Yue 越, regional polity (ca. sixth to third 
century BCE), xiv, xviii, 23, 34n33, 48n18, 
133n14, 307; cultural belonging of, 102–103, 
131, 145–146, 149; early history of, 102–103; 
historical sources of, 11–12, 100–102, 149; 
interstate relations of, 70, 76, 96, 
107–109, 148, 168–69, 232–234; kings 
(royal lineages) of, 195, 263; military 
affairs of, 66, 107–108, 168–69, 177; 
territorial dimensions of, 35, 107–109

Yue jue shu. See Glory of Yue
Yue 樂 lineage (Song), 314
Yue Wang Chaxu-ge 越王差徐戈 inscrip-

tion, 109n152
Yueyang 岳陽 city (Hunan), 92
*Yuegong qishi 越公其事, bamboo 

manuscript, 11n21, 101n136
Yun 鄖, regional polity and then Chu 

county, xviii, 92
Yun 鄆 city (Lu or Ju), xvii, 75n77, 227–228
Yun 鄆 city (to the west of Lu), xvii, 75n78
Yuncheng Basin 運城盆地, xvi, 51, 54
Yunmeng Marsh 雲夢澤, xiv, xviii, 92
Yuzhou 禹州 County (Henan), 116

Zang Wenzhong 臧文仲 (Lu, d. 617 BCE), 
277

Zangsun 臧孫 lineage (Lu), 262n40
Zaolinpu Paper Mill 棗林鋪造紙廠, 

Jingzhou (Hubei), Tomb 46, manuscripts, 
11n21, 101n136

Zaoshulin 棗樹林 cemetery (Suizhou, 
Hubei), 284n10, 285, 290, 292

Zaoyang municipality 棗陽市 (Hubei), 92n118
Zeng 鄫 or 繒, regional polity (Shandong, 

extinguished in 569 BCE), xvii, 75n77, 
121, 137n25, 284n10

Zeng 鄫or 繒, regional polity (Western 
Zhou, in Shaanxi), 183, 284n10

Zeng 曾 (Sui 隨), regional polity (to late 
fourth century BCE), xiv, xviii, 16, 89, 92, 
195, 196n33, 216, 282–297; and Chu, 
285–297; early history of, 285, 287–288; 
“enigma” of, 284

Zeng bo Qi 曾伯  (fl. ca. 700 BCE), 287n18
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Zeng bo Qi- fu 曾伯 簠 inscription,  
287n18

Zeng gong Qiu-bianzhong 曾公  編鐘, 
285–289

Zeng hou Yu-bianzhong 曾侯 編鐘 
inscription, 81n90, 193n24, 294–295

Zhai 祭 city (Zheng), 117–118n172
Zhai Zhong 祭仲 (Zheng, fl. 722–695 

BCE), 161, 305
Zhang 鄣 city ( Ji 紀), xvii, 65
Zhang 漳 River, xiv, xviii, 86, 90
Zhanguo ce 戰國策. See Stratagems of 

Warring States
Zhao Chuan 趙穿 ( Jin, d. after 606 BCE), 

254n27
Zhao Dun 趙盾 ( Jin, d. after 601 BCE), 222, 

253–254, 269n51
Zhao Jianzi 趙簡子. See Zhao Yang
Zhao 趙 lineage ( Jin), then regional polity 

(after 453/403 BCE), 26n10, 58, 61, 63, 
119n174, 234, 250nn18 and 21, 251n23, 257, 
274, 301, 306–307, 327

Zhao Wenzi 趙文子. See Zhao Wu 趙武
Zhao Wu 趙午 (known as Wu of Handan 

邯鄲午) ( Jin, fl. 500 BCE), 306
Zhao Wu 趙武 (Zhao Wenzi 趙文子)  

( Jin, d. 541 BCE), 227–228, 298,  
300–301

Zhao Yang 趙鞅 (Zhao Jianzi 趙簡子) ( Jin, 
d. 476 BCE), 58n43, 61–62, 179, 270–271, 
306, 312n9,

Zhaoge 朝歌 (Wei 衛 capital, then Jin 
stronghold), xvi, xviii, 57n39, 118

Zhaokang Old City 趙康古城 site 
(possibly Jin’s capital), 60n49

Zhangzi 長子 county (Shanxi), 58n42
Zheng 鄭, regional polity (extinguished  

in 375 BCE), xiv–xvi, xviii, 32n28, 33–34, 
66n56, 80n86, 89, 98n129, 110, 129, 156n10, 
309, 340; capital-dwellers in, 311–317, 
321–22; early history of, 115–116; historical 
sources of, 11, 63, 115n64; interstate 
relations of, 28nn14–15, 47, 95–96, 108, 
117, 119–124, 142n32, 158, 161–163, 179,  
200, 204–209, 212, 214, 216–230, 233n42, 

234, 281; military affairs in, 158, 161–167, 
173nn32–33, 175n37, 117n40, 243n4; 
ministerial lineages in, 118, 163, 173nn32–33, 
218, 228, 252, 260–261, 274, 300, 305, 309, 
314; reforms in, 275–277, 322–323; rulers 
(ruling house) in. 116, 246–248, 304–305; 
territorial control in, 116–118, 305; 
territorial extent of, 28nn14–15, 59–60, 
111, 115–118, 305–306; and the Zhou house, 
111–112, 134, 143, 158, 160, 182, 186, 197, 305

Zheng Qiao 鄭樵 (1104–1162), 78n83
*Zheng Wu furen gui ruzi 鄭武夫人規孺子 

(Lady Wu of Zheng admonished her 
child) manuscript, 243n5

Zhi 制 city (Zheng), xviii, 116, 305. See also 
Hulao Pass

Zhi 知 lineage ( Jin), 251n23, 256–257
zhong 衆 (multitudes), 310, 316, 325
Zhonghang 中行 lineage ( Jin), 58n44, 234, 

251n23, 256–257n32
Zhonghang Yan 中行偃 ( Jin, d. 554 BCE), 

255n30
Zhongshan 中山, regional polity, xvi, 57, 

141, 145n37, 146
Zhongtiao Mountains 中條山, xvi, 51, 

55–56, 114, 139
Zhou 州, city and county ( Jin), 31, 301
Zhou 周, royal domain (as regional polity, 

ca. 770–255 BCE) and royal house, xiv, xv, 
xvi, xviii, 40, 45, 59, 123–24, 134, 181–202, 
205, 222, 252, 294–295; and the “aliens,” 
142–144; capital-dwellers in, 313; and Chu, 
95–96, 287–288; historical sources of, 10, 
13, 182–185; and Jin, 55–56, 144, 182–186, 
189, 197–198, 200–202, 210–212, 231; 
ministerial lineages in, 111–112; and Qi, 134, 
200, 209n14, 288n19; and Qin, 39–40, 46, 
182, 185n8, 190, 197nn35–37, 200n41; 
population of, 110–111, 118; succession 
struggles in, 46, 59n47, 112, 119, 196–197; 
territorial dimensions of, 31, 40, 56, 60, 
110–112; and Zheng, 111–112, 115–116, 134, 
143, 158, 160, 182, 186, 197, 305. See also Sons 
of Heaven

Zhòu 紂 (d. ca. 1046 BCE), Shang king, 187, 199
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Zhou 周 dynasty (ca. 1046–255 BCE), 4–6, 
14–15, 17, 36, 327; ritual culture of 13, 38–39, 
43, 70–74, 77, 82–83, 94, 102–103, 128–131, 
137, 145–149, 155, 166, 221, 224, 235, 335. 
See also Eastern Zhou; Western Zhou

Zhou 周 realm (the “Chinese” world), 2, 15, 
16n32, 21–35, 43, 64, 95, 108–109, 125–150, 
206, 209–10, 214, 232, 248. See also 
commonwealth: Zhou

Zhoukou 周口 City and Municipality 
(Henan), xviii, 95, 122

Zhoulai 州來, polity and city (contested 
between Chu and Wu, later Cai’s capital), 
xviii, 100, 105n148

Zhouli 周禮 (Rituals of Zhou), 13, 154, 
324n23

Zhoutai 周臺 site, 92n118
Zhouyuan 周原 plain, 47–48
Zhu 邾, regional polity, xiv, xviii, 26n10,  

27, 72–77, 108, 137, 175n37, 181, 205, 216, 
223n30, 225n36, 231, 233n43, 234n44, 334. 
See also Lesser Zhu

Zhu Xi 朱熹 (1130–1200), 78n83, 336n17
Zhuangzi 莊子, 330
Zhufang 朱方 city and county (Wu), xviii, 

106, 230
Zhuliang, Duke of She 葉公諸梁 

(appellative Zigao 子高) (d. after 475 
BCE), 296n37

Zhurong 祝融, Chu’s primordial ancestor, 79
Zhushan 竹山 county (Hubei), 91
zi 子 (“viscount” or “heir”), 79, 82, 140n30
Zi 淄 River, xvii, 65, 68
Zichan 子產 (Zheng, d. 522 BCE), 115n164, 

163–164, 225, 261, 275, 277n65, 309, 
321–323, 340

Ziche 子車 lineage (Qin), 43–44
Zichong 子重 (Chu, d. 570 BCE), 281
Zifan-bianzhong 子犯編鐘 inscription, 145
Zigong 子貢 (d. ca. 456 BCE), Confucius’s 

disciple, 148
Zihan 子罕 (Yue Xi 樂喜) (Song, d. after 

542 BCE), 236, 314

Zihan Xi 子韓皙 (Qi, fl. 530 BCE), 268n50
Ziliang 子良 (Zheng, fl. 605–584 BCE), 260
Zinan 子南 (Chu, d. 551 BCE), 264n43
Ziqi 子期 (Chu, d. 479 BCE), 294
Zisi 子駟 (Zheng, d. 563 BCE), 218, 317
Zixin 子辛 (Chu, d. 568 BCE), 264n43
Zizang 子藏 (Cao, fl. 580BCE), 222
Zizhan 子展 (a.k.a. 公孫舍之 Ducal 

Grandson Shezhi) (Zheng, d. 544 BCE), 
164, 218–219, 260n36, 314

Zizhi tongjian 資治通鑒. See Comprehensive 
Mirror to Aid the Government

Ziyi 子儀, Zheng ruler (d. 680 BCE),  
304n45

*Ziyi 子儀 manuscript, 82n93. See also Dou Ke
Ziyou 子游 (Song, d. 682 BCE), 304
Ziyu 子玉. See Cheng Dechen
Ziyu 子魚 (Ducal Son Muyi 公子目夷) 

(Song, fl. 652–638 BCE), 159–160, 169
Zizang 子臧. See Ducal Son Xinshi
Zong Li 鬷戾 (Lu, fl. 517 BCE), 268
Zongzhou 宗周 (Western Zhou capital), 52
Zuozhuan 左傳 (Zuo tradition or Zuo 

commentary), 3–17, 23, 25, 114, 122, 
131–132, 186, 248, 275, 332–333, 335; and 
Chu, 78–80, 83, 86–88, 93, 96–98, 131–132, 
167, 263–266, 283–284, 294, 296–297, 304; 
and interstate order, 203–236; and Jin, 49, 
53, 167, 193n23, 252, 298–302; and Lu, 63, 
74, 259; on the Mandate of Heaven, 193, 
199; on military, 33n31, 153–180; on 
ministers, 250, 266–271; on “the people” 
(capital-dwellers), 313–315, 320, 323–325; 
and Qi, 63, 67n57, 69, 272–273; and Qin, 
36, 48; on rulers, 241–247, 256, 263–266; 
and Sino-alien interactions, 136–149; 
sources of, 7–8, 10–11, 153–154; speeches 
in, 8–9, 10n16, 169, 171, 266n49, 269, 320; 
and Wei, 119; and Wu/Yue, 100–106, 
108n151; and Zeng (Sui), 284, 289, 
293–294; and Zheng, 111, 115–116, 
260–261, 305; and Zhou royalty, 196–201. 
See also historiography; “noble man”




