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(1)

As to the kinds of the domestic animals in the possession of the Hsiung-nu %

#¢, thereis found a passage in Hsiung-nu-chuan %) Y {8 of the Shib-chi 22, which
readwas follows®™: Rhe commonest animals in the land are the horse, cattle, and
| sheep, while the more un-common are #‘o-shib 55 §ih; Ji-lo BY B, B uai-1% §E2, #4o-
Iy BB, tan-hsi BRFR.) It is quite unnecessary to discuss what mae } (horse),
nin 4> (cattle), yang 2 (sheep), and /u i (asses) actually represent. That #0-sbib 32
g refers to the came! §I§;§' Ef, and & § to the mule B is also faitly plain. 1t is re-
grettable, however, that the accurate facts concerning &wai-; gk B2, #ao-y7i 59 BR,
tan-hsi Hi¥% have not yet been investigated. Their reputation as beasts of the
Hsiung-nu 4 # during the Han dynasty may be ptoved Sy the following references
Li-king-pien 51 81 15 in the Yen-teb-inn 4% (Bk. f) by Huan K¢uan #5 %, in,
di:scussing the profits of anthoriz:dtrading with the Hsiung-nu, says: One #uan-18
feet of Chinese silk secutes in return sucha large quantity of most valuable com-
modities of the Hsiung-nu that they suffer from the effect. “For exarple Jo-/# 5 B,

#%0-shih 5TED in procession enter the Great Wall, and Tan-hsi 5RER, Ydian-ma 55 5

(1) EHZHE B4 307 2 005V BERALL ML 59 5 R
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become domestic animals of our land®. Wei-tung-pien SR £, dbid,, (Bk. 3), in
 discussing the results of the campaign by the Emperor Wu-ti # 7F, says:  The
official in charge says that the Emperor Hsiao-wu 2 expelled the Chliang-hu. 3
i} (Chtiang tribesand theHsiung-nu) and founded the Impetial preserves. There-
fore, the inner palaces were filled ;\Xfith cutiosities, and th%, outer stabies wer‘e.
" crowded with #‘a0-yii g B and £A%ai-r7 FREE®, In these passages, the terms fan- -
bsi BRSR, #a0-yii %9 B, and &uai-17 BRER are all found, Now, as to the term #‘z.-
VA 5%, Chu-ska-hsin 298 I in the Hagi-nan-izn W5 1 (Bk. 9) contains’ the
following simile: I Yin % 3%, though a shrewd minister of state, can neither
drive the ydan-ma 55 B nor control the #ao-yi BB like the Hsiung-nu®. Here is
suggestéd that cdntroliing thé #q0-yii 13.%3 % was regarded as the special talent of the
Hsiung-sa people . As to the &uai-+ R B, Chi-sichsitr 25 45 51, i, @Bk 11),
has the followingipassage: ONELEE ) T;) hatness a team of six ohi-chi B B¥
and a team of four &uzi-#7 E2E% . In the Notes‘ by Kao Yu g s%, it is explaiped
by the passage : The &uai-+ g B2 is an excellent hotse of northern nomads. (¥t
gﬁ{g;{h B2 R A passage in the Lua-tu-fu 5 & by Tu Tu #: & of Athel
Latter Han dynasty reads: Dﬁving deep into-the land of the Hsinng-nu 4 ﬁz,
| they destroyed the royal court. They drove mules and asses, managed Ferghana
hotses and whipped- k‘uai-ti 4 #{. Land wasoccupied for ten thousandsChinese
miles. Their fower was felt all over the world®.  Again the T"ies:-lsu-vu-lieh-fu
F - H B by Ssu-ma Hsiang-ju ] 15 47 fn contains verses describing in the
most tomantic fashion the animals from the north and south inhabiting the
northern and southern parts of the Imperial‘preserves of Shang-line _Efp,k: (1€
you went south, it would be in midwinter when everything is in full growth, with

water splashed and disturbed into waves, The animals thete ate jung-mao 4 i ,mo
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%% yak 3%, water buffalos 7p, t{:, chu-mi B2 BE, ch'th-shou 3 % (red-heads),nuun-t1
B & (round-heads) chtinn g-ch‘7l %% %5, elephants and rhinoceroses ¢ . - If you
went notth, it would be.in midsummer when the ground is frozen and cracked.
Ice raise§ the river. ‘The animals there ate .}'s-lin B, chias-chuan £ # (kind
of %), *ao-yu Yakk camels ZE 5, " tung B W, tan-hsi BRER, b uan-t i B BR, asses
and mules §f §E".) Here again t‘ao-yié B3ER, tan-hs: [RER . k' uai-t* 1Bk B8, along
with to-shif. ZE58, 10§ and lo 8§, are enumerated as animals of the north; this
account seems to coincides with that previously cited from H.rzuﬂg-mt—cbuan ] XA
in the Shir-chi % 52. la shott, it is obvious that k' yai-t i i B, t'ao-yit 59 Bk, and
tan-hsi B 5% were well-known in the Han dynasty as the strange domestic beasts
coming from the aorthern nomads.

Now, it would seem that no one ha§ &ct attempted to definitely identify these
so-called strange beasts of the Hsiung-nu. Even those scholats, both Japanese and
foreign, who elucidated dr translated the above cited Hsisng-nu-chuan 4§ {3 in
the Shib-chi L& (br_in the Chien-han-shy- i 5 %), and the Yen-t'ieh-lun ¥5 4% 355
have all touched this question very lightly. No one has yet attempted to identify
these animals®, All that has been done is that attention has' been

alled to the queer terms 'sai-1' BRER, tao-vii By %k, and tan-hsi ERER: and, as

part of the problem of the Hsiung-nu language, 1 tentative transliteration of these

(o SRRTRIIE & & 52 47 kB 0 BR MMM e SRS AR AR R B B 5 40 i M AL IR T 4
S B R T8 TR 5% R OB 0 R0 B B0 AR B AL EL BRER BB HE BB

{2) Monaxa Iaksno, in his translation of Hsiung-nu-chuan 9 i% @.in the Ch'len han-shu i 5%
¥, gives for % i BREL BYENE B2 BR BT camels, asses, mules and horses of 4. better Z€nerg

) De Groot gives “ZF EEtok-t, Sack-kamele, Esel und

Maulesel, BhES K ut-t's, B9 ER to-tu und BEEE to-hl,” translating the terms almost transliterally, andsays
inhisnotes “Aus der Zusammensetzung der sechs letzten Schriftzeichen ist ersichtlich, dass hier von
drei pferd-order eselartigen Tieren dié Rede ist. Diese niher zu deuten, ist unmdglich, weil hier
Kemmentare und Glossare versagen .. .. Die drei Benennungen sind hichst wahrscheinlich nicht
chinesisch.” {Die Hnnnen der vorchristlichen Zeit, Berlin und Leipzig 1921, ss. 2,3) E. M. Gale, in
5, gives for FREREYIE #5153 % “horses, dapples and bays and
prancing jmounts, come into our possession,” and for 58 E& EREREL % AFBE © fleet- footed palfreys and

trauslating the Yen-t‘ieh-lun %24

chargers pack the Quter Stabies.”” In short, no western sciholar seems to have made concrete inter-

pretation as to the identity of%ﬂ%,%\,&, and BiRZ.
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terms in the Mongolian or Manchu language have bccn attemptcd“’ However, in
order to investigate the nomenclatures of the qtrangu domestic amrnals of the
Hsiung-nu, is it not imperative as their premises to study their actual forms and

natures? Hence the present brief paper.

11
(a) Kouai-1igj 63
The fcrm kuai-+i ERER is foﬁnd in the Shib-chi 8130, under Li-ssa-chuan A W
185 Tsou-yang-chuan 35 B 4, 5. Jll-fll{l—b.fl'ﬂﬂg-jﬁ-cbﬂd;i W] M5 A8 A% and  Hisiung-nu-chuan
WX AR in the Huai-pan-tz4 4t 75 T, under Chi-sn-bsin P Ei: and in the Shao-
win-chich-150 Hp 3 TR by Hst Shén #r 1%, under the section for Ma & (Bk. 10).
As to its identitf, there seem to have been two views.

One vifew is that the £uai-#°/ §% B was a swift horse. In the above-cited Notes
by Kao Yu i 4% of the Latter Han dynasty, on Chi-su-hséin 7% §3 3 in the Hz.faz'—
nan-iu il Wi F-, there is a passage that the Klnait'isa splchdid hotse of the
nort.hern nomads?) A ﬁote by Hsti-kuang 4 % of the Chin dynasty & quoted in the
Pei- yin-chi-chieh 3% g8 Y% on Hsiang-nu-chuan in tﬁe Shih-chi gives it as (a swift
horse of ’the‘ notthernnomads®.) A note onj; uai-t iR B¢ in Tsow-yan g-chuanfy
22 11;. in the Shib-chi given in the Flan-shu-yin-i B T 38 by Wei-vhao 3 W8 of the
Wu dynasty 4, quoted by PEr Yin 2 25, reads the K‘uai-t'iis a superiot horse,
which on the seventh day of its birth jumps over its mother®. The note bjr Kvo- -
pfo 82k of the Chin dynasty % on the Tien-fya- yu-lieh-fu K F % B Bk says  the

kfuai-t‘i, on the tthd day of its blrth, jumps over its mother“". The statement 1o

(1) Dr. Michisaburo Mivazax: g ﬁ = Rl: Futatabi Fuku-toku Fit B (2 1 3¢ Hotogi) no koto
wo ronjite Kyddo-go to Méko-go no Hikaku-dan ni oyobu WU RBE(RIEZ)0oHEH U Ty s
ERWETEo ks Ze X (A Comparison of the Hsiung-nu Language with the Mongolian, after
discussing again the problem of Fukutoku B (ﬁl Ik 3% Hotogi) Shigaku-zasshi, Vol. XVIII, No. 7,
pp. 10711, Dr. Kurakichi Smirartor: B B i % : seitki-shijono Shin-kenkyu MR B o FiHFHH (A
New Studyonsthe History of the Western Regions from Chinag £§), Part 4, Toyb-gakuhd Vol. 111, p. 188.

(2) Rt B2 R B

(3) dumkE k.
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the effect that it jumps over its mother oa the third or seventh day of its birth is evi-
dently an example of hypetbolic emphasizing that it is a superior hozrse full of mettle.
All these references favour the view that theX 1eai-17 52 8% was a superior hotse.
The other is the view that the/Cua/i-ti was an offspring of a hotse and mule.
Under the section for Ma {E in the Shuo-wen-chich-tzu 353 3 # by HsT Shén 2F 7
of the Latter Han dynasty \ne tinds the following passage: The /Cuai-14 is an
offspring of 2 mule with a horse as its fathet®.  The ’fzu-{,iﬁ % fk by Li Shén B
tk of the Chin ?_“? dynasty cited in the Sp-yip 3 f& by Ssti-ma-chtn ] JE 1, on
Tsow-yang-c huan g b 45 in the Spih-chi 8 50, explains the term as it is an of-
spring of a mule with a horse as its father—a good hotse of the northern nomads.
It may be seen that the view held by Lii Shén B ¥ is only a compromise of both
views. Which, then, is the more adequate of those two views? The latter could
by no means be adequate, because it is well-known that 2 union of two mules, or
that of 2 mule and a horse or.an ass, will bring forth absolutely no offspring®.
There exists no such thing as an offspring of lo B (mule). The character ts1 F-in
the passage B « 3 F found in the Shwo-win 5 = may be taken as a redundant
character, and the passage may be read as & &2 # (The mule with 2 hotse as its
father), or it rﬁay be emendable to the effect B 42 B & & b (It is the mule with a
horse as its father and an ass as its mother) as suggested in.the Shuo-win-chieh-tzu-
chu Hh 3 ff 7 3 by Tuan Yio-tsai g £ 2% Should this view be adopted, the
k‘uai-t BB would be lo §, an animal obtained by afunion of a horse and a
female ass, namely hinny. Now the hinny is as a rule smaller in size, weaker-
legged, and less imposing in appearance than the common mule 2 (3)—an off-
spring of a mare and a male ass®  Therefote, should the %'zai-f'; ERE2 be the

(1) BT Lk K B .

(2) The Encyclopaedia Britanica, 14th ed., 1929, Vol. XV, p. 048.

(3) 1&id., p. 948. 1d China the hinny is at present called li-lo B8 or k‘vait B2E£, and is
generally known to be inferior to the mule—so-called ma-lo [ B2 (horse-mule). See Dr. Shinshichiro
Yosuia 35 A LR A Stuey of Domestic Animals in China X Ic AT 2 RFEOFHLL. Vol
A Study of Horses Bred in China RWEREOHIE p, 211; Kbkan Nakano H1¥FIT85: Chinese
Horses X 8 [ Things Chinese , X H A% % Scries VIIJ, pp. I55-160.
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hinny, it would not be a superior horse and woould conflict with the former view.
On the other hand, there are a few references which incidentally prove the
ade quacy of the former view that the k‘uai-t‘i was a supetior horse. The remnant of
a paséage from Shih-tzti P 71 reads:  even ifa team of six k‘uai-t‘i & H were
harnesszd to the wén-hsien 3¢ #F (carriage), but the wheel pin of fout-tsun Iength
on the axle-head were missing, then the carriage would fail to roll. With small
part missing, no great affair is complete®®. The k‘wai-2l R B here must be
identical with the A‘uai-#'7 &% and the reference suggests the animal as the
domestic beast for cartage. The letter to the Throne from Li Ssi 25 #f of the
Ch'in % dynasty“ﬂ on the prohibition -of fhe use of luxutious articles imported
from foreign countries other than Chin Z& state, says as follows: only the pro:
ducts of Chéin 2% state are permitted. No glass Pe; B shall adorn the Court, no
wafes madé of rhinoceros horn and elephant task shall be admired as curios: no
maids of Chéng £} and Wei 7 shall occupy the inner palaces; no k‘uai-t‘i 5% EZ
the superior hérse fill the outet stables®.  'This is a well-known passage, in which
the ;‘uai-1i B B2 is regarded as a superiof hotse. Chi-su-bsiin 75 #58 I in the. Huai-
nan-tz4 Y B8 F says: therefore, even though a team of SIX ch'i-chi BLEX or fout_
kuai-tiER B were harnessed to a carriage for the purpose of crossing the Yang-
tzu River or the Yellow River, it would not prove more conventientthan a hollow-
ed tree (canoe), because everything has its own place®,  According to this, the
k‘uai-1'i was no doubt a superior cartiage horse along with 20-chi BtEf. Then it
may be inferred that, as eatly as the Chan-kuo ¥ &, Ch‘in 2% and Han @ periods,
the® nai-1; was well—knowﬁ as a splendid carriage-hotse. This would support the

first view that the kyqi-t'; EREZ was a superiot hotse. If so thep‘um-t'i would

(1) Quoted inI-wén-lei-chii 88 % %% % (Bk. 71), Section of Chou % and Ch'é B and Ta-p'ing-yil-
lan A 245 ¥ (Bk. 773), Section of Ché 3.

(2) XFARAEENT ZRMETRGT ST UARE TR .

(3) Shih-ch: 5 58 (Bk. 87), Li-ssu-chuan Eﬁ,ﬁﬁ =,

(4 REZIEARRT EJJ%T{%2§7Fﬁﬁ?ﬂEE&i%ﬁ?‘%ﬁﬂi%%Zﬁﬁ‘?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ B’ R
RERT SRR, '

(5) BREtELRRASELLI W AR BRAG S R H AT
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not have been the hinny. The second view would be quite impossible.

Shounld the puai-t'1 B2 B2 be accepted as a superior carriage-horse, the next step
would be to investigate the genus and lineage of the animal. The foilowing would
be most important pointe; of the study.

(1) Seceing that the g'uai-t‘i B BE was, above everything, the fleet horse of the
northern pomads and the strange beast of the Hsiung-nu %) 13, it would follow that
it was not the common hotse of the Hsiung-nu,—namely the so-called Mongolian
horse bred from remote antiquity in Mongolia and its surrounding regions all over
East Asia, that is, Equus Przewal:<kii domesticated. This may be seen éather de-
ﬁnitely from the next item.

(2) Itis éuggested that the /‘nai-t'? fREE was rather a comparatively heavy
variety as.a cartiage-horse, while the Mongolian horse was decidedly a light variety,
originally being a riding horse. ‘The fact that the g u(;‘z‘_t‘gjumpcd‘ aver its mother
on the third or seventh day of its birth shows its marked mettle as well as the un-
usnal leaping power of its legs (especially that of its hind legs), while the lack of
leaping power and cowardice of the Mongolian horse are well-knownt.

(3) Itis certain that the ksai-t'7 existed in North Asia, especially in Mongolia,
asa ﬂeet.horse of the northernnomads or the strange beast of the Hsiung-nu, but
the report that it was a strange beast distinct from the common horse of the Hsiung-
"nu 4] [ makes us doubt whether it was a native one. It may be suspected that the
Chinese who put an account of the k*zi-t'; Bk B on record probably did not know
its correct lineage; but, merely from the fact that the p‘uqi-1*i was sometimes kept
among the Hsiung-nu, put it as the strange beast of the Hsiung-nu and as the fleet

horse of the northern nomads,

Did there actually exist a genus of horse in ancient Asia which might at once

s;tisfy these three basic points of investigation concerning the identity of the k‘uai-

I gk B2? The first genus which would suggest itself would be the Aryan horse,

(1) Dr.Yosmipa FHFE: op. cit.,.p. 73.
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so-calledTa-Wan-mak 58 5, Erh-shik-mc 36 /% in-China of the Han dynasty,
as that is the Nesaian (Nisaean) horse, or the Median horset?) frequently recorded in
Greek and Latin classics. The Aryan. horse, as is well-known was bred extensively
in the west, especially in Ferghana, Bactria, Parthia, Media, Persia, _Armenia—thc
régions adjoining the Aral and Caspian Seas, and it was especially noted for being
fleet-footed. Besides, the shape of the body may be realistically visualized frém the
figures represented on the gold relic discox}ered from Ozxus and dated about the 4th
century B. C., a Persian coin dated the same Period, and the Bactriancoin dated the
2nd century B. C. (Fig. 1)@, It'is plain that comparedl with the Mongolian horse,
it was one with more mettle and nimbler limbs, with greater leaping-power, and
very probably one iaxger—sized. “That the Aryan was a carriage-horse may be seen
from the gold carriage found at Oxus, and from the cartiage represented on the

coins of a Persian territory under the Achemenid dynasty. (Fig. 2)®®. The range

(1) C.A.PréTREMENT: Les chevaux dans les temps préhistoriques et historiques, Paris, 1883,
Chapitre IV. Histoire de la race chevaline aryenne chez les peuples aryens de 1'Orient ; Chapitre V.
Histoirc de la race chevaline mongolique chez les peuples mongoliques de I'Orient. T. de Lacouperic:
Western Origin of the Early Chinese Civilization, 18g4, pp. 220~224. V. Hehn: Kulturpflanzen und
Hausthicre in ihrem Ubergang aus Asien nach Griechenland und Italicn sowie in das {ibrige Europa,
Berlin, 1894, $S. 32-34. F. Hirth: The Story of Chang K'en, China’s Pioneer in Western Asia (Journal
of the American Oriental Society, XXXVII, 1917) pp. 141; 142. Dr. Shizaiori: A %85 # (A Study of
Ta-ylian-kuo A %2 [¥) TOyd-gakuhd, Vol. VI, No. 1, pp. 54-55. Mr. Yoshihiko Izushi i AHE: X5
# (A Sktudy of the Tien-ma X F§ (Heaveri-Horse)), T8yd-gakuhd, Vol, XVIII, No. 3. P. Yetts: The
Horse, A Factor in Early Chinese History {Eurasia Septentrionalis Antiqua IX) PP. 243-250. The
Aryan horse is often called seiho-ba 74 {5 (the western horse) in Japan.  In that case, there is danger
of its being®onfused with the so-called Occidental horse by the westerners—or what Frank calls Equus
robustus. Now the Oriental horse as the Westerners call it includes both the Mongolian horse and the
Aryan horse.  For this reason, I have here adopted the term Aryan horse,”’ accbrding to Pigtrement’s
classification (C. A. Piétrement : op. cit., pp. 316~318), not because I have thoroughly accepted his views,
but because I think it the most proper term for the name of the horse originally bred in Ferghana,
Bactria, and Persia, that is in Russian Turkestan or Iran, commonly acknowledged as the home of the
Aryan, o
(2) Quoted from C. M. Dalton: The Treasure of the Oxus with other Examples of Early Oriental
Metal-Work, London, 1926. PL. XIII, 46. from C. Seltman: Greek Coins, A History of Metallic Cur-
rency and Coinage down to the Fall of the Hellenistic Kingdoms, London, 1933, Pl. LV 5. and from B,
V.Head: The International Numismata Orientalia, The Cotinage of L;dia and Persia, London, 1877,
PL I 14, 15.

(3) Quoted from O. M. Dalton; op. ciz., PL IV 7.and from B, V. Head; op. cit., P11 1, 5.
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in which the Aryan horse was bred was so vast that it naturally comprised pasture
ZOﬁes. However the principal provinces such as Bactria, Parthiz, and Persia were
agticultural regions in which developed towns whete chariots were greatly favour-
ed from ancient times., as is seen from various relics, as well as Greek and Roman
recordsi?). It is easy to suppose that in these provinces the Aryan hotse had
especially dcvelopéd as a carriage-hotse.

It would be evident that the Aryan horse aileged as one with considerable
mettle, and nimble limbs with great leaping-power, comparatively large-sized, and
valued as a carriage-horse would be definitely icientiﬁed as the &'wai-#; E&E%. Now
the next question is whether or not the Atyan hotse principally bred in the vast
pastutes on the shotes of the Aral and Caspiah Seas had an-opportunity to be
transported to the homeland of the Hsiung-nu in the east. This question would be

" readily scttléd if we take into consideration the importation of the nephrite or the
so-called Kun-lun jade(¥i 43 2 BRIl ZE) into Chinaduring the three-Dynasty peti
od = 4%, and that of the glass-wares known as Yeb-kuang-chib-pei 77 S 2 5% from the
Roman Orient into China and Japan during the Chan-kuo %} B and Han @i period,
as Dr. Harada & [ pointed out some yearsuga®, If so, it would not be unreason-
able to assume that the A*uqi-t; §8 B2 which is mentioned sidc by side with the
Yeh-Kuang-pe: 7% % 8% (a kind of glass-wares) in the above mention:d report to the
Throne by Li Ssti 2= #f and also in the Yu-chun g-shu %% & by Tsou-yang £ iy
which will be referred to later on, was really the Aryan horse transported east from
Ferghana and Bacttia, and in those days was raised in the homeland of the Hsiung-
nu and North China.

So the theory that the so-called k*uai-t' 1R 52 of the xChan-kuo period and the

Han dynasty was the Aryan horse transported to the east may be safely established.

{1} SceO. Schrader: Prehistoric Antiquities of the Aryan Peoples, London, 1890, pp. 262-263. 1.~
Taylor; - The Origin of the Arvans, An Account of the Prehistoric Ethnology aad Civilization of
Europe, London, 1892, pp. 160, 161.

(2) SeeDr. Yoshito HARADAB BB A EH o B 12 o7 (On the Night-Glowing Pei &),
Kékogaku-zasshi, Vol. XXVI, No. 7.
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The only open question now would be why the g yqi-1'7 originally a native of West
Asia, was recorded by the Chinese as the strange beast of the Hsiung-nu %) [J,x, or
the superior -horse’ of the northern nomads—namely, a. product of North Asia.
Might this not, however,merely setve to show the various stéges of the introduc-
tion of the /e‘.zz(/i-l‘i into China? In other words, in the Chan-kuc neriod—that is,
before the Emperor Wu-ti it #7 of the former Han dynasty obtained the Wu-sun
horse (§5 7% J5) and the Ferghana l1érse (K % )J5), the Aryan horse was introduced
into China notdirectlvfromthe west, but from the ndrth through theinterchangeof
the Hsiung-nu. This being the case, the Chinese of those days did not know the
' oritiinal home of the k‘zt(li-t:i; namely the Aryan horse, and probably assumed it to
be the strange beast of the Hsiung-nu and the superior horse of the northern
nomads. And this interpretation alone would account for the fact that the pasture
of the kugi-t'i in Chiﬁa during the Chan-kuo period, according to various records,
wete in Yen 3% and Chtin 28, both provinces in the northern frontier adjoining the
Hsiung-nu. The existence of the#‘uai-1' in Yen 3 is found in the Yﬁmhung-shu
by Tsou Yang® in‘the follc;wing passage: . Su-ch‘in %% Z8 was a minister of state
in Yen #. The people of Yen falsely accused him to the ‘Thron_c. The king
grasped his sword, and was so angry that he gave him kuai-ti meat to eat. Pai
Kuei ¢ 2 became proininenfin Chung-sh'an o 1li.  The people of Chung-'shan
falsely accused him to Prince Weén =« of the Wei state ' Prince Wén 5 threw
some Yeh-Kuang-pei (glass-wares) for him to keep®. Keeping of the ,’.,'.‘H(zi-f‘ i-at
the palace of the Chin dynasty is clearly referred to in the above-cited report to the
Throne by Li Ssti % #ff. Under the chapter of Hsiang-wang ¢ 7, in Han-ts'c &
4 of the Chan-kuo-ts‘¢ By ] 4, Chang-i 58 % is reported to have said to the King
) .
Hsiang-wang ' 3 of Han 1 on the military greatness of Ch¢in in the following

~words:  The supériority of the horses and the troops of Chin %% is considerable.

(1) Shih-chist 78 (Bk. 83), Tsou-yang-chuan £ 153 &

(2) BEMBAEALZNETH S TR E USRS RSP P NABZRR R 2% &
ZU R '
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They explote forward and jump backward. Those which can leap oxer three
fathoms hetween hoof and hoof ate more than one can countd,  The supetior
horses of Chin here mentioned which can leap, making three fathoms between

hoof and hoof may be undetstood to refer to the i‘uagi-t‘s of the land. It is

natural to suppose that, because the k‘uai-t‘i was introduced direct from the
i*Isiun;%%m, it was especially raised in the areas adjoining the land of the Hsiung-nu
during theChan-kuo period, In short,it may be now clear timt the k‘ﬁai—t‘i, otiginally
the Aryan horse was introduced thfough the Hsiung-nu into the notthern frontiet
of China as eaﬂy as in the Chan-kuo periad. And , before the King lLan-shang
# b B T of the Hsiung-nu drove the Yite-shih H B westward and came into
direct contact with the Western Regions 7 &f, the Aryan horse must have been
imported to the Hsiung-nu, not direct *from its native land, but indirect through
the westetn neighbours of the Hsiung-nu such as the Yiie-shih and the Wu-sun g
%. The cxisvtcn(':e of the superior hotse in the land of the Yite-shih § I and its
introduction into the Hsiung»nu may be seen from the following account in
Hsiung-nu-chuan# 1% 4‘@: of the Shih-chi # 523 (The King Tow-man {8 had a
erown prince named Mao-tun ¥ @, Later the queen whom he loved had a little
boy. So the king wished to teplace Mao-tun § 1§ with thelittle boy. Thereupon,
the king caused Mao—tﬁn ' 1if{ to be taken as hostage by the Yﬁe-shih A K. Now
that Mao-tun i fi§ was 2 hostage of the Yiie-shih, Tow-mangg & all of a sud&en
assaulted the Yiie-shih J ¢, who intended to slay the hostage. Mao-tun § fg,
howevér, stealing and- riding a superior hotse, came away. Tow-man Hf & admir-
ing his bravery, appointed him Commander of ten thousand soldiers®. - The same
Hsiung-nu-chuan-®) §{ {i contains the following passage; Af this time the Tung-
hu 5 #) (Easternnomads) were powerful and mighty. Hearing that Mao-tun §

1 had killed his father and made himself king, they sent a messenger to Mao-tun
(1) E%IﬁZE?E;E-;Z%ﬁ%ﬁ'ﬁiﬁk%ﬁfﬂi—:%?ﬁf&’F‘ﬁI%ﬁtﬁ. .
(2) BERTHATA WA IR BICE D108 T 568 0 322 7,75 68 8 SR i

ARBERARHAHHSRRARARKBENTERA LSRRI CBESUBH S8

wE,
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v

B i and demanded the Ch'ien-li-ma F B J§ (The hotse capable of running a
thousand Chinese miles a day ), Mao-tun 13§ consulted his retainers. They all
answered ihe Ch*ien-li-ma = B JE is a treasure of th‘e Hsiung-nu. Don’t give itﬁ‘
away.” Mao-tun {{ #f said, *“ Why should two neighbours love one hotse?” and
gave away the thousand-mile-horse!™, It is probable that the thousand-mile-hotse
was tot a common Hsiung-nu horse, but al‘uar-t'; 582, namely the Aryan hotse,
the superior hotse impotted from the west.

Now if the view that the ;' yai-#7 B B was the Aryan hotse imported by the
Hsiung-nu thrbugh the Yiie-shih B I and Wu-sun E 7% and was brought and
raised in some'pa_rt‘ of China-even in the Chan-kuo %} B period shenkibe 1'eaéonable
the accepted view that the origin of the kee&xing of the Aryan hotse in China dated
fromthe transportation of the Hsi-chi-mq P4 88 1§ (Far-west-hotse) of Wu-sun [ 3%
and the Hom-hsieh-in- 1 10 B (sweat—blood-horse)' of irerghana (Ta-wan -k 58)
direct from the west could hardly be adequate. |

The last question on the subject concetns the temile‘u’ai- 7 Bk B itself. Wang
Nien-sun =E £ #% of the Ch¢ing 7% dynasty says in his Kuwang-va-su-cheng B #t Bt
2& (Bk. 10, Latter Part) Theword k‘uai R means i%, §2 i means B ;. the phrase
‘ imi:lies fast running. ‘The Shih-ku ¢ &k says that e means $< (fast). The shih-
- hung %2 & says that §% means 3f (running). The Shuo-wén % 2 says that Bk is a
word describing the manner of running of a horse. ¥ is equivalent toj. Hsis-
wa-hsin 6 ¥s 3 in fhe Huai-nan-tzu % 75 F commented by Kao Yu. 5 % says that
ti I means fast running®. Though the term kuai-ti §# BE is there interpreted as
a Chinese phrase meaning fast running, it is evidently a transliteration ofa forcigﬁ
word. Dr. MryAzaxy & I some time ago determined k‘vai-ti fREZ as 2 transliter-

ation of Auti in the Mongolian phrase kw#i Jagusa and kutitu of the Manchu phrase

(1) REXAEEHERBRANIHEHERAGRER A TASHANEERER
EFERANRGO/RAEHEEMNBEAEAE - BIRAZTLR,

(2) Bz ez EREEtz 4 0BRSS ALBRERRALRLNET R R A
HHEHETFHEHNFREED
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kutity Jorin®.,  Since the Mongolian Jagasa and the Manchu loyin both tefer to the
mule E,%(;ﬁ)(?’, and the view of taking of the kfuai-t4as theoffspring of a mule,
which is taken by the Shuo-wén 2 = is evidently false as proved in the foregoing,
Dr. Miyazaki’s interpretation can hardly be accepted. The kuai-ti must necessari-
ly be explained as the name of a genus of horse,

To begin with, the names of horses seem to be divided into two kinds:—
one includes the Arabian horse, the Cossack hotse, the Tai horse, and Mongolian
hotse etc.,—that is, the attributives being the names of their homelands, the localitiesm
of their horse fairs, or the people who breed them,while the other includes the white
horse, the red-maned horse 2 8 &, the Chfien-li-ma FHE (tho‘usand-mile-horse),
the han-hsieh-ma #F 1 ;l.l;j (sweat-blood-hotse) etc.—that is, the attributives being

&
given on the basis of their physical constitutions or characteristics. In other words,
the former are in accotdance with the principle of naming objects from their ex-
ternal conditions, while the latter that of xnaming them on the basis of their internal
conditions. And the category to which the name kuai-t‘i belongs can hardly be
the former, because the name of hotses given from the provinces or cities which
originally produced them, or the names of the people who bred them, in the days—
between the 4th and st cehturies B. C.—when the Aryan horse was transported to
the east under the name k‘uai-t'i ,are rather accurately known according to eastern
and western records ; but there is found no one which corresponds to the k‘uai-ti(®,
On the other hand, the Atyan hotse was ‘famous’in‘ the west as the horse of Meida or
the horse of Nesaia, and on its introduction into China direct from the west after
the Emperor Wu-ti 5 7% of the former Han dynasty, it was called Ta-wan-ma K58
5 ot Brh-shih-ma T BB etc., as is commonly known. These names seem to
represent the provinces in which the horse was otiginally produced or the principal

cities regarded as the sites of the horse fairs from which the horse came. Thus

(1) Dr. Mryaiaxr; op. cit., p. 10

(2) Dr.Téru riaveva B EE 4 57 FE L The Manchu-Japynese Dictionary, p. 294.

(3) Sec Hekoborus; Bk. VII, Chap. 40. STrason; Bk, X1, Chap. 13, 14. Privtus; Bk. V],
29. ArriaN; Bk, 11, IV. C.A.PifTREMENT,; op. cit., Dr. SHiraToRI [ 13 E;{TE#‘B-_}_—; op. cit,
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the names of the Aryan hotse given from external conditions are rather well-known
according to eastern and western records. As there is found no one which corres-
responds to I-‘ua’-t‘i, is it not one givex; from internal condition ? The physical and
functional characteristics of the Aryan horse, were, as previously discussed, (1) its
meftle and capacity of lgaping ; and (2) its supetiotity as a caﬁiage-horse; but here
comes up as :i third characteristic its ban-bsieh §F iy (sweating and bleeding) habit.
It is true, there is no record to thc:»ef_fect that the k‘uai-t'i had this physical habit
of sweating and bleeding. In view of the fact, however, that the genus known as
the han-hsich #F Iy horse in lacer times was the Aryan hotse, is it not possible to
infer backward that the k‘uai-t, the same genus of horse, likewise had thé same
sweating and bleeding habit? As to the mearu:ng of han-hsieh ¥ i, 2 passage in
Twzg-_f)‘iﬂg-h sien-wan-1s’ang-chuan ¥ 3 % EH4E in the Tung-kuan- pan-chi
FHR RS (Bk.7) readsW thusTt is said that the Emperor Wu-ti H# had 2 poem on
the heaven-horse besprinkled with red sweat. Now I have pe'rspnally seen how
it was. The blood came oﬁr of the small holes in the skin of the forelegs®. From
this it is plain th;t the meaning of hun-hsieh i ffy  refers to the unique habit of a
horse to bleed through the small holes in the skin. The present-day horse in
Turkestan, especially of the superior genus issues blood (Elutschwitzen) from the
neck and shoulders, during the spring, and always retains blood-stains, according.
to Mr. Schwartz’s report. This explains away the so-called sweating and bleeding
habit as Mr. Tzushi {75 had pointéd out®. " And from the fact that it was referred:
to, not simply as a Aisih-ma I B (bleeding hotse), but aé a lzan;hsieh-;fza 1 B

(sweating and bleeding horse)and a phrase occurs in the T ien-ma-chib-ko K }g B

which _reads‘ ‘Red sweat ran streaming v}ith red foams and dropk'ffg SO Bk T #EW.

\

(1) Eﬁiﬁﬁ%ﬁfaﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%'m% RIS /LR
{2) A ‘passage almost identical with this may be fo und inthe Hou-han-shu JE & (Bk. 72),

" lung-ping- sswnseang-1sTan g-chionin Kung-wu-shih-wang-lich-chuan % 2+ T EEEEE
y g

\3) Mr.Izusui; op. cit., pp. 375-6.
(4) Cht1en-han-snu B 38 5% (Bk. 22), Li-yueh-rhih 2 84 5
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it is easily supposed thdt copious sweat as well as blood ran. It is well-known
that the stone reliefs of the six horses at the Chao-ling 77 B of the Emperor T¢ai-
tsung Kk 5% of the Tang dynasty all graphically represent the Aryan horse; and
the ins_cripﬁon in praise of V the Shih-fa-ch‘ih {+ f,'% #% one of the six inscriptions
in praise of the equestrian statues at the Chao-ling i3 B, contains a phrase han-
ch'ieng # B (sweating and galloping)®. This seems to explain that sweating
was a peculiar habit of the horse. In short; it may be inferred that the Aryan
hotse which was an excellent carriage-horse, had a physical peculiarity of copious
sweating and sometimes bleeding through the skin,

Hete we may consider the nomenclatural correlation of the Aryan horse and
the kuai-t‘i, with these three physical and functional peculiarities in mind. The
view that Indo-Getmanic wortds for horse, acvz (Sanskrit), aspa (Zendavesta),

| irzos (Greek) asgwd( Lethaurian @ are derived from the a¢,04 (ancient Iranian, which
meant “ go fast (fleet-footed), go in hurry at 2 quick pace,”) is not yet decisively
accepted®. It is, however, evident that k‘uai-t‘i could not be traced to ava, aspa.
Thenan etymological study of the name k‘uai-t‘i on the basis of its peculiarity “ full
of mettle, with a great power of leaping ”” would hardly be successful. Only when
studied from its physical peculiarity, that of sweating, or sweating and bleeding,
a solution may be reached. The Mongolian for sweat JF is &#/#s7#®. The Com-
mentary, First Part, Section for Shen-t'i 2 8 in the Lu-.lung-sai—liao BEE
(Bk. 19) by Kuo Tsao-hsiang 3 i i of the Ming dynasty contains the characters
K'uo-lieh-sun i 7 /%, and the Tartarian Glossary # 48 5 4 ¢ of the Hua-i-i-yi

3 5% 3 7% in the possession of the Toyo Bunko contains in the Section for body

{1) SecLrx Tung $£¥; V'ang-chao-ling-shih-chi-k'ao luch i g B 7 BiZ BS (in the Kugn-tzu-
te-chi-ts'ung-shu I B 1335 8 3) (Bk. 5) Shih-fa-chti h-tsanti 4% F* %%, and Lo Chén-yii B % % : Chao

ling-pes-lu B 7% 15 ¢&.

{2) O. Scuriper; Prehistoric Antiquities of the Aryan People, A ManualofComparative
PhilologyandtheEatliest Culture , London, 1890, pp” 248, 261.

(3) V.Heux; op.cir.S.36.7.7. Mopy; The Hor;c in Ancient Iran, Journalof the Anthropolo-
gical Society of Bombay, Vol. IV,No. 1, p.s.

(4) L]. Scamipr; Mongolish-Deutsch-Russisches Warterbuch , St. Petershurg,

139 a.

183s, S.
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2 8% "] the characters K‘uo-lieh-sun i 45 1%, which are both transliterations of the
Mongolian. Besides, there is a custom in the Moangolian language to add sun
at the end of a word(, This kdlisin must have becﬁ such a word, and the stem of
the word was no doubt £&#/4. | It is highly probable that sweat in the Mongolian
language was éither kiiliisiin ot simply &i/i as a walled city was either balgasan ot
balga. Again, there is a way of forming an adjective by adding to the stem - fai (-2ei),
which means having, containing. It was to F. Hirth’s grea.t credit that at so early
a date he pointed out the presence of this suffix -#a7 (-#¢7) in the Hsiung-nu language®,
Thus the Mongolian for “ having sweat ” or *“ sweating ” is kalitei. \May this not
correspond to k‘uai-ti R EZ? If this view be accepted, it would be easily seen
how the Aryan horée, when inttoduced to the east was called k‘uai-t‘i £ E2 in the
land of the Hsiung-nu and /ian-hsich ¥f fy “sweating and bleeding* in China
during the Han dynasty, which were after all synonymous’ terms adopted for
physically distinguishing from the Mongolian horse which was the native of Bast
Asia, the copiously sweating horse, which was imported from the West. The

- horse of any improved stock is gene‘rally known to be sensitive and to sweat easily.
It is only natural that the Aryan horse sweated more than the Mongolian. More-
over, lf kuai-ti §%§Z should mean han-hsich ¥ 1t (sweating and bleeding), the
kuai-t‘i 5% EZ and the han-hsieh-ma {F i 5 would be one and the same thing even
in nomeﬁclature, and add to the view that it was the Aryan horsc.

To summa;ize, the kuai-ti EREZ was the Aryan hofse originally bred on the
shotes. of the Aral and Caspian Seas,—an excellent carriage—horse; which, when
imported by the iHsiung-nu was called k‘uai-t‘ §% EZ, that is, the sweating hozse,
and,when imported into the notthern frontiers of China since the Chan-kuo period,
was styled the superior horse of the northern savages and the strange beast of the

Hsiung-nu, because the Chinese in these days never dreamed the horse had original-

(1) See Dr. Smmaromi: BEEIKEZE3BEEO MBI (Interpretation of Mongolian
Words Found in Korai Shi % B 51, Toyo- gakitir Vol. XVIII, No. 1, pp. 152-3.

(2) F.HirtH; Sinologische Beitrige zur Geschichte der Turkvélker, 1. Die Ahnentafel Attila’s
nach Johannes von Thurocz, St. Petersburg, 1900, S. 226. .
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ly come from the West.

(b) Tao-yi HaEp

T‘a0-yli 9Bk occurs in Chu-shu-bsiin £ i I of the Hudi-nan-tzu # T
in the Ten-tzu-yu-lich-fu % ¥ 18 I8 by Ssu-ma Hsiang-ju 5] B # fn, Hsimng-nu-
chuan ) I 4% in the Shib-chi P 3¢ and the Ch'len-ban-sha Jfj i 2k, and the Section
for Ma [& of the Shuo-wén-chieh-zu 3 3z ## 52 by Hsu Shén 2 1it, besides, an ac-
count of it is found in the Sectibn for béasts of the Erh-ya 3§ ik B2 % and the Hai-
wrzi-perc/zz"ng e A b & of Shahg—hai-chz'ng i #E €. And as to its identity, the

| Notes by Kao Yu i 5% on Chu-shu-hsiin % 54 of the Huai-nan-1zu # ¥ T says:
the t‘ao-yu g Bk is é wild horse. 4 gﬁ_ 5E ﬁ;.\ The explanation by Ju Ch‘un
4 75 of the Wei dynasty quoted in .the notes By YEN Shih-ku # [ 1 under T“ai-p‘a
X # in the table of the Pai-kuan-tung-hsiangs & /5 %) in the Chien-han-shu B
2 also says : the tao-yi is a wild horse.  According to the view of Hsij Kuang
# & of the Chin dynasty quoted in the Pei-yin-chu-ckich 35 ¥ §< 48 on Flsinng-ns-
“ chuan §) 4044 of the Shib-chi the a;niinal. is described as it resembles a horse and is
black in colour fl, B3 - And the T2u-/in 5 # by Lu Shén B $ quoted
" in the So-yin Zg & by Ssu-ma Chén #] 5 #{ on the same work calls it yeb-ma 5 5
a wild horse. The notos by Kuo P‘o 3§#% on the Section for beasts of the Frk-ya
reads theShang-hai-chingil] # §& says that in the north sea there is a beast which’
is like a horse in appearance,. is called t‘ac-yl By Bt and is black in colour®. 1In
the light of the above references, it may be inferred thaf the t'ac-yiil} Bk was not 2
common horse, but an animal which resembled a horse in appearance, a wild horse,
and was black-haired. Only the explanation by Hsti Shén 2 1§ under the Section
for Ma B in the Shuo-wén-chieh- tzu 3 ¢ # =& differs from the other views, defining
it as a good horse of the northern fields. However, Tuan Yii-t'sai B £ % inter-

prets it as follows; T‘ao-yii 9Bk is said to be a superior horse of the northern

(1) Bk. 19, Former Part.
(2) WEB=ILE MNABRMBANEAH
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fields®, s 1t is called (a field hotse) ¥ k. Shouid this view be accepted, a con-
nection with the others may be made. But it is open to question whether the
yeh-ma ¥ §5 ascribed to the t‘ao-yii in othet records means a horse in the field, that
is, 2 horse put to pasture as TN Yii-tsai thinks, or really a wild horse.  Ifit should
be taken to tefer to ““a horse in the field ”, there would be no reason why the t‘ao-
yii alone should be so teferred to, because all Hsiung -nu horses were no doubt
put to vast fields. If it should be taken to tefer to “ a wild hotse,” on the other
hand, it would not contradict the view that the t‘ao-yii was not 2 common hotse,
but an an1mal rebemblmg a horse in appearance—a theoty hcld by Hsu Kuang 48 B%
and Kuo P‘o 3§#t. - Moreover, the previously quoted passage from Chu-hsu-shiin
3= 4% M in the Huai-nan-tzu 3t B F says : 1 Yin gt 3, though a shrewd minister of
state, can neither drive the yiian-ma g& [, not cbntrol the t‘ao-yi W,‘ﬁ g%, like the
Hsiﬁng-nu(z’. Here the passage JR59 BR (controlling the t‘ao-yii), is refetred to
* as the most difficult performance only attainable by the Hsiung-nu. The #a0-ys-
tsan W B B} by Kuo P‘o 3p 2% of the Chm dynasty also syas: The t‘ao-yu are wild
horses bred in the northern region. They gather together, crossing their necks.
and putting their shoulders together. Even Sgun—ﬁng 3% B8 could not control it®.
Here it is referred to as a horse impossible of controlling even for Sung-yang 3% ig,
a famous horse - ;ppreciator . 'This plainly shows that the t“ao-yii was a wild horse.
* If it had been the superior horse of the notthern field as Hsti Shén supposes, it would
have been quite easy to contr_él it; and the accounts in the Huai-nan- tzu and the
#ao-yi-tsan would have no meaning whatever. If the t‘ao-yii should be taken to
refer to an untrainable genus of horse, thete would be no doubt that the yeh-ma
5 JE or yeh—chun B B¢ referred to by Kao Yu & 2% of the latter Han dynasty, Lii-
Shén B # and Kuo P‘o §B ER of the Chin dynasty, meant the wild horse.

Now if the view that t‘ao-yii 5% B% was a yeh-ma %5 [ (wild hotse) should be

(1) HRBLOLREHRBEZSS
(2) % 5 B b 0 F B8 S8 A B 5446 G RS 52
(3) MRFREALREEHES PEREARBRTRR
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accepted, it may be inferred that in the phrase “To hurry the yeh-ma % 2 (wild hotse)

and to hatness the t‘ao-yii & EX")""which occurs in the T en-/ zuyn-lieh-fa K F I 18

& by Ssu-ma Hsiang-ju %] 5 # 4, the two terms yeh-ma %5 5 and t‘ao-yii 535

referred to one and the same thing, and are only symmetrically arranged. And
likewise the phrase in the Section for beasts of the Erb-ya 7 5k should be read

“The t'av-yii horse, namely a wild horse ”, not “ The t‘ao-yii horse and the wild
y y y

-hotse” though it is commonly rendered to imply two separate things, Subordi-

nately the notes by Kuo Po on the horse yeh-ma % J& in the Secticn for beasts of
the Erb-ya and the Tien-tzu-yu-lieh-fu by = Ssu-m Hsiang-ju saying "It resembles
a hotse, but smailer. and is raised ouisidé the frontiers!?"*and the Notes by Chang-
L3R #§ of the Wei £ dynasty quoted in the 19teS by Li Shan 2 3%, which says ‘Tt
resemb[es a horse, but is smalier®’ 'may serve to suppliment thé various notes on
the t‘ao-yii. |

It may thus be seen that the t'ao-yii was an untrainable wild horse, small-bodied
and black-haired and lived gregariously as seen in the passage in the tao-ys-tsan
59 Ex 8, which reads”Crossing their necks and putting their shoulders together'¥,

Did sﬁch a wild horse actually live in the regions inhabited by the Hsiung-riu ?
What occurs to our minds is EquusPrzewalskii Polyakoff, regarded as the only
genuine wild horse which gregariously lives to this day in the wilderness of Dzun-
garia in West Mongolia. This genus lives in a drove of from five to fifteen in
Dzungaria, the region on the southwestern slope of the Gobi Altai mountains. As
to the physical characteristics, the body is small, being only 153 cm. in height (at
the line of the mane); the head exceedingly large, with a profile of the so-called
fish-head type ; the small eyes receding far away from the nostrils, the facial expres-
sion, one of cowardice ; the ears longer than those of an otdinary hotse, but much

shorter than those of an ass; mane short and standing upright, blackish red ; no

(1) 2B meEyEe
(2) W5 W/ H &t
(3) BT

(4) REMES Iy
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. forelock ; the neck stout and short; the limbs likewise stout and short; so the
barrel appears to bé relatively long ; the tail extremely long, with no long hait on
the upper half like the tail of an ass, but with long black hair on the lower half. The
colou of the body is dun or grey on the barrel ; on the back aﬁd limbs almost black ;
that of the knees, shins, and the fetlock is black; ’In a word, the Przewalski horse
is a grey or black horse.® (PL. 1). And although the rangeof this horse is at present
limited to the wilderness of Dzungaria, it is known to have flourished in vast areas
of Eastern and Central Asia in ancient times® and to have been gradually domesti-
cated in vatious regions into the two genuses, the Mongolian and Aryan. It seems
that until rather recent times this genus lived as a genuine wild horse scattered
over vatious districts. Tarpan (Equus gmelini) which flourished in the steppe of
South Russia until the latter half of the 19th century ; but is now extinct®, and
Przewalski horse of Dzungaria seem to be nothing but the last survivals. ‘This
being the case, it is not hard to suppose that this wild horse lived in the land of
the Hstung-nu and that it was witnessed and captured by them. Moreover, thete
exists a relic which proves the fact. This is one of the Sui-yuan bronzes believed
to be a piece of work by the Hsiung-nu. (PL. 2)®. The horse represented on it
shows physical characteristics incredibly like those of the Przewalski horse. (Pl
1) The representation is even more to nature than the illustration given in the

original report of N. M. Przewalski. (Pl 3)® And on another of the Sui-yan

(1) N. M. Prieval’skii, Iz Zaisana chercz Kharai v Tibet 1 na verkhov'ya Teltoi
1883, cc. 40-42. W. Zalenski; Prievalskj’s Horsc (Equus przewalskii Pol.), London, 1907. rieki
5. Peterburg. G.E. Grum-Grjimailo; Zapadnaya Mongoliva i Uryankhaiskii krai.

¢ 5. 506-500. Pl, adopted from Yetts; op. cit., Fig. 3. Tom 1. S5.-Peterburg. 1914

(2) J. Urricn Duerst, The Horse of Anau in its Relation to History and the Races of Domestic
Horses (R: PomprLLy; Explorations in Turkestan, Expedition of 1904, Vol II, Washington, 1608,
C}xap. 19.) pp. 428-429, 431. O. KELLER ; Dic antike Tierwelt, Leipzig, 1909, Bd. I. 88. 271, 272.

(3) There is however, another view which regards the Taipan as a domestic which got loose and
became a wild horse. See. V. Henw§ op. cit., $5.19, 20. C. KELLER; Die Stammesgeschichte Unserer
Haustiere; 1919, ' '

(4) Adopted from J. G, ANpERsson : Hunting Magic in the Animal Style {The Muscum of Far
Eastern Antiquities, Stockholm, 1932, Bulletin No. 4) pl. XX, 5.

(5) Adopted from N, M, Trizsal'skii 3 OP.cif, cC. 0741
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bronzes an animal design is found to represent the same genus, as Pr. Yetts has
pointed out,™ not so accurately as the former, but quite doubtlessly. (PL. 4)@ It
is thus confirmed that the Przewalski horse, the genuine wild horse, lived in the
land of the Hsiung-nu, and that the people was familiar with the beast ; and there-
fore, it may be inferred that the tao-yii, the wild horse of the Hsiung-nu, was no
other than the hotse of this genus. That the t‘ao-yu was, as discussed already,
a-small-bodied black horse and lived gregartiously will coincide with the facts of the
Przewalski horse, and it goes far in supporting the above inference.

Now the t‘ao--yii being ascribed to the Przewalski horse, the next question is
~ that it not only lived as a wild horse, but was included among the démcstic beasts
of the Hsinung—ﬁu. This may be seen from the fact that the passage cited aiready
from Hn‘éﬂg—ﬂﬂ-rbaan W XK in the Shib-chi $1 20 enumerates the tao-yi & Bp
along with camels, asses, mules, and k‘ﬁai-t‘i 5% B2 and also Chu-shu-hsin % 3l 15
in the Hugi-nan-izu W 55 5 suggests it as a special talent of the Hsiung-nu #j to
control the tao-yii. If so, in what way did the Hsiung-nu capture the wild horse
and in what way did they use it ?

As to the way in which they captured, it may be suggested from the following
passage in the note on' “The Horse-sprouting from the River Wu-kuei [ 4 18 77k
H'"in the Chien-ban-shn W i & (Bk.6), which occurs under the autumn of the 4th
yeat of Yaan-ting 5t 54 of the Emperor Wu-ti B % @ Li Pei Z5 g says that there
dwelt 2 man named Pao Li-ch‘aﬁg % # & at Hsin-yeh 3 1§ i_n Nan-yang # 5.
In the reign of the Emperor Wu-ti, he was exiled 10 the frontier of T‘uﬁ-huang
f3 f2 where he became a colonial soldier. So often did he witness on the river-
side in a drove of wild horses, a queer beast which came down with common horses

to drink from the river. Li-ch‘ang | & first put 2 native on the shore with a strap

(1) P.YETTS; 0p. cit., p. 235. .
(2 }Adopted'from A. Salmony; Sino-Siberian Art in the Collection of C. T. Loo, Paris, 1933, P1.
VIII 3. Mr, Yetts also uses this in his op. cit. :
(3) 2=z E.ﬁ%ﬁg’ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ?&?ﬁﬁﬂ_@ HBERE AL KEAEE B S RE
BB gk ek F B 4 £ A HORAAEBRERTA ZREA SRS BB R R
e Y ’
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behind a horse for a long time, until the beast got used to it. Then he, holding
the strap in his hand, replaced the native, and succeeded in capturinglyits horse, and-
hé offered it to the Empetor. In order to mystify it; he claimed that the horse had
sprouted from the water.  The natives near T‘un-huang thus seem to have hidden
behind their horses and captured ,élive wild hotses with a strap when the latter
came down to drink. It Is not clear whether the native near T'un-Khung at the
Emperor Wu-tis time wasthe Hstung-nu #J, the Ch'iang savages % ot the remnant
of .the Yiih-shih. The same method is commonly used even to this day among the
* Mongols and Torks®. The Hsiung-nu seem to have also tesorted to this method
in capturing the wild horse.
In what way did the Hsiung-nu use the t‘ao-yi which they caught? The
" passage already quoted from the T*len-tzu-yu-lieh-fu by Sst-ma Hsiang-ju says “To
hurry the wild hotse and harness the t‘ao-yii, ik ¥ 1% #% £ 5"’ The character &
used here according to the notes interpretation in the Ch'e 8 section of the Shuo-
én-chieh-t2n (BK. 14, First part), means' Carriages roll together, while the character
#, according to the notes by Kuo P‘o %} £, means head of the axle. Both cha-
racters pertain to wheel or carriage, énd the passage must mean harnessing the
t‘40-yii or wild horses to a carriage and hurrying them back and forth. Thetefore,
if this description by Ssu-fna Hsiang;ju had been based' on fact, the t‘ao-yit would
have probably. been used as a carriage horse.  Now it seems to be easier to train a
wild hotse forcartagethan for riding. The horse of Sigynnae escribed by Heto-
dotus and Strabon seems to have been a hairy small-sized wild horse, prohably the
so-called Tatpan of later days—which it is said, could not be used fot riding, but
‘was a very fast carriage horse!®. Tﬁu’s the t‘2o-yii may also be inferred to have been
a car’riagé horse.

Finally, the term t‘ao-yii may be investigated. As to the pronunciation of t‘zo-

(1) T Souch Siberia a hunter is said to approach a wild ass behind a yellowish horse. Among
the Sarik-turkmans, a camel is used for this purpose. J. G. ANDERSSON; 07. cit., P. 259.
(2) G.Rawiinson; History of Herodotus, Vol. Iil, London, 1875, p. 215. V. Hehn; op. cit., S. 35.
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yi, the Shao-wén-chieh-izu says . B pertains to ma I§ iorse), and is prdnounced like
#a0 4gV).  BR pertains to ma f& (horse) and is proneunced like i 5. ;I'hc notes
by Kuvo P‘o on the Erb-ya says ‘It is pronounced t’ao-t'u #] %:®". The Notes by
Yen Shih-ku B & on Hsiung-nu-chuan in fhe Ch'ien-ban-sha says “The pro-
nunciation of & is t‘ao &k anc.I that of B is t’u %®”, In short, Hsii Shén e 8,
Kuo P‘o 3 3%, and Yen Shih-ku # i %, all approximately agree on the pronuncia-
tion of the character %, while as to the pronunciation of B2, t'u & is ascribed to it
by Kuvo P‘o and Yen Shih-ku, against which yii 42 is held by Hsii Shén 2F §it. Oanly
the Chich-ch‘ao % 3 by Yang-Hsiﬁng # K included in the Ch*ién-han-shu §f j =&
contains the well-known passage , ““ The great Han State nov} adjoins tﬁe Eastern
Sea on the left, Chi-son #E48 on the right, Fan-yii % & on the front, and T ao-t'u
Fi % on the back.”)® This last term t‘ao-t‘u Py %, is explained by Yen Shih-ku
B 5 as follows ; '}‘he t‘ao-yii B B horse is raised in the northérn region
Now saying that t‘ao-t‘u m at the back of thetlanState it must be the name of the
northern state. Because the country produced the horse, it was éo named.”®

| Should his view be right, the view which holds that yii 8 was pronounced tu ¥
might be accepted. However, unless evidence is i:roduced that t‘ao-t‘u B % in
the north mentioned in contrast with Fang-yii 5% f in the south was really the
country which raised the t‘ao-yii, this may be taken as a kind of folk-etymology
based on the view that the pronunciation of t‘ao-yii was t‘ao-t'u as advocated by
Kuo P‘o. Moreovet, according to the Chieh-ch‘ao ## E§ included in the Wen-
hsdan 788 (Bk. '4), the term t‘ao-t‘u Pig % is chiao-t‘u % and the notes by Lz
Shan Z3 says on it “ Ying Shao JE @) says that is the northern frontier of Yu-
yang 8 B * . According to this, tao-tu is probably‘a mistake, and should be

read chiao-t'u $§l % with no connection with the question of the pronunciation of

(1) B 4B RIS B

{2) M

(3) HEhpnEn

(4) SREERBHFEHBNEEE

(s) B9pe &My ﬁiﬁﬂtﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂfél{hﬁ%mﬁi\@ﬁi&’é_ﬁlﬂﬁ%
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the characters B Br.  Therefore, it cannot be decided now whether the pronuncia-
tion of B was yii 4> ot t'u #2. It may be said, however, that in ancient times the
pronunciation of yii 4 and that of t‘u ?’t were vety alike and, T should think, either
of them in ancient times had such initial sound as t-, d-, or s-, dz-. ‘This might be
easily inferred from a study of the i)rhmmc.iation of 3, U, B, 44 %3, etc., the
characters in the same category with yii 4. The ancientb pronunciation of t‘ao-yii
may be supposed to have been dau-du, dau-tu, dau-dzu, dau-su, tau-su, tau-du,
tau-su, tau-dzu. If this should be accepted, one might compare t“ao-yii with to-su

e

il in the phrase # JIj 4 jif which occurs in the Scction for An-ma % J§ in the
Chib-yiian-i-yii % 76 5% 75 Shéng 4z in the phrase shéng-ma‘k J§ being naturally what is
the opposite of shou % (tame, trained) , shéng-ma 4 J5 is nothing but a wild horse ;
- and the substance of to-su 4 Jfi is equivalent to tao-yli. I.Seside's', the pronunciation
of to-su #£ i so considerably approaches the ancient pronunciations of t‘ac-yi,
cspecially dau-dzu (tau-dzu), dau-su (tau-su), that both t‘ao-yii and to-su % i may
be interprered as transliterations adopted at different periods for the original
name. 4
So here is 2 hint that similar terms for the wild horse existed in the Mongolian
area from the days of the Hsiung -nu down to the Yiian dynasty at least. At pre-
sent it is said that the above-mentioned wild horse of Dzungatia is called faky-
gurasyn by the Altui | Mongols, éimply taky by the Altai Torgutes, and feky or ker-tag
by the Kirghiz®). Taky or #4g here mentioned is a tetm which has probably no
connection with t‘ao-yii or to-su ZE . On the other hand, this #z&y ot fag may be
taken as a word originated from the Hsiung-nu word san-ksi GE52, as will be dis-
cussed later, and origi.nally referred to the wild ass. I am of the opinion that the
reason why the texm came to be etroneously applied to the wild horse is probably
that, as the genuine wild horse has become so xcirce even in Mongolia that it sur-
vives only locally in Dzungaria, the knowledge concerning the wild horse has be-

come mote and mose inaccurate until it has come to refer to the sort of wild ass

(1)  G.E. Grum-Grjimailo; op. cit., 5. 507.
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which physically resembles the wild horse to a considerable extent™ and one of

the names for the ass has come to be applied to the animal.

:
(c) Tan-hsi i BB

"Accounts concerning the tan-hsi 5% §% occur in Flsiung-nu-chaan in the Shib-chi,
in the Tien-tzu-yu-lieh-fu by Ssu-1na Hsiang-ju, in Li-kéng-pien J; 8} 175 in the Yen-
£eh-lun B3 gk 5 by Huan Kuan Pi %8, and under the Ma 13 Scction of thé Shit-
wén-chieh-t-n. ‘The Shro-win W explaios it as follows - *“Tan Bt refers to the
tan-hsi 5%, a kind of wild horse. Tt pertains to the horse and it is pronounced like
tanii. It is also said that the tan B horse is black and has white spots the figures
of which are like those of the crocodile.  Hsi 5% refers to tan hsi 55-‘{3 2. Tt pertains
to-the horse and is pronounced like Hsi ™. Now that the view adovocated by
SuU Shén on th(. horse is often wide of the mark, as discussed previously, \VL must
see othets 5 the notes by Hsu Kuang 4 % of the Chin dynasty Gn the tan-hsi LHER
cited in the Pei-yin-chi-chieh FEER AL 7 in Hysivng-na-chuan, says a kind of chii-hsii
F M 2 B, and the notes by Kuo Po on the Yau-lieh-fu it 1 Tt says:* The
tan-hsi §R5Z is a Yp_riety of chii-hsii i g ”; and the nur‘:q—s’by YEx~ Shih-ku in the
Chien-han-shu §ff 1% #E follows it

It is now a prerequisite to find out the identity of the chi-hsti 15 j% or chii-hsii
Bigs. It will be recalled that chii-hsti Fi jf (g Bl), sometimes spelt Chﬁ-i]Sﬁ B e
and chi-hsii g Hi, has often been mentioned as mfsterious beasts in various beoks.
For instance, Pw-kun g-pien of Shen-ta-lan A W R R 15 in the Lz shib-ch'vz re-ch i,
B IC 7% 7% has the following passage. In the north there isa beast named chiieh 5.
It is a rat in its fore part, but a hare in its hind part. When it runs, it stumbles and

falls. Now the chiung~chiung‘chii-hsij TR IR $E )iz is a rat in jts hind part but a

hare in its fore patt.  The front is so high that it cannot get kan-ts‘ao 4 1%, So

(1) I.H. Miller records that the Kazaks and Kalmuks described the Przewalski horse to rescm-

ble the wild ass extremely. D. Carruthers; Unknown Mongeolia, London, i9t4. Vol. II, Chap. 20,
The Game of the Plain by J. H. Miller, p. 608.

(2) BRERTR A5 B AN 5L — i1 B 15

TREsCIn G £ R SRR WA IS R IR
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with the help of the chiieh %, it manages to eat the ‘grass.(“ A passage in the
Section for earth of the Era-ya reads® In the west there is a gregarious beast. Tt
always lives with the chiung-chiung-chii-hsti 7B I8 8 ffz. It gets kan-ts‘ao
for the chiung-chiung—‘chii-hsii TP IR . When in danger, the chiung-chiung-
chii-hsii T B iﬁ M runs away carrying the other on its back. The anima] is called
. chiieh B® . There is an account in Tao-ying-hsin 3 & I in the Huai-nan-tzue Y& 75
- (Bk. 12), which seems to be a compromise of the preceding two. It reads;
"In the north there is a beast which is called chiieh ¥%. It is a rat in its fore part, but
ahare in its hind part. When it runs, it stumbles and falls. It always géts Kan-ts‘ao
4t 2% for the ch'iung-ch‘iung-chi-hst # # 58 8% to eat. Whenever there is danger
for the chiteh ﬁ?;, the ch‘iung-ch‘iung-chii-hsti ¥t 3 5 8 puts it on the back and
runs away®. " It may be seen that the L;}'—sbz'/i—ab‘unml;‘iu and the Hﬂai-ﬂamf i give
““in the north ” while the Erb-ya gives “ in the west ™. According to thé Li-shih
and  Huai-nan tzw the beast called chiieh #% (#%) lives together with the chiung-
chiung-chii-hsii xp I6 #f i (F e ). Itis aratin its fore part, butAa hare in
its hind part. However, the description that the chinag-chiung-chii-hsti 1§ 7% #i 5
is a rat in its hind part, but a hare in its fore part, is found enly in the Lit-lan B &,
and nowhere else. And this description in the Lit-las ,’:’, ¥% about the gppearance
of the chiung-chiung-chii-hsii I§ If #f could not be taken literally, because the
following accounts almost definitely prove that the chiung-chiung-chi-hsii I 3 #f
4 was not 2 small animal like a rat or a hare, but a comparatively large beast belong-
ing to the genus of horse.  The T ien-tzu-yn-lich-fu says “'To rush the ch'iung-ch‘iung
suyr and drive the chii-hsii 78 j,.a0d to gallop the wild horse and harness the

t‘ao-yii 5§ Er®." Thus the chiung-chiung ¥ ¥ (28 ;) and the yeh-ma 5 /& (B4

(1) ‘4‘&:“}1‘1?‘13}%}2%ﬁi@ﬁﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁﬂéﬁéﬁﬁmﬁﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁ_é;ﬁﬁuﬂ&iihk{itiﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%K?%iﬁi
HERAREZ

(2) PG4 b B SR8 2 TR AR HE BB I IR e R B HEARNI EEATEREH Z g

(3) 4&'}1‘45%}'94:.E!’;&.&"ﬂﬁ?}mifé?&'si%ﬂufﬁit—-ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁkﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁm%zg&ﬁ%%:ﬁl'
Bt BHER 0 BT B

(4) 5% Svsvests sOAKE R 4E U5
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B#) form an antithesis, and the nuteson it reads:'Chang I 8% 8 says that the ch'iung-
chiung ¥ % is a black animal which looks like a horse. The chii-hsii BH e re-
sembles a mule, but is smaller. Kuo P‘o % says that the chii-hsii 8B 8 is iden-
tical with the ch'iung-chiung 3¢y, these being different phrases and words used
interchangeably.- Shih-ku i #% says that in the light of the account in the Erh-ya
the view held by Kuo #J is to be accepted(“.’s The notes by Kung-Chao 3|, &
of the Chin dynasty on Ku-chu-chi-hsii 3 45 96 £ in the I-chon- shut-wang-hui-pien .
R E X & B says: “ The chii-hsi is a wild animal and belongs to the genus of the
ass and mule®.”  The nates by Kuo P'o 32 on the passage ('the chiung-chiung-
chii-hsii I I} 6 & runs a hundred Chinese miles®) in the Ma-£ien-tzu-chuan BET
4 (Bk. 1), says (this alsn belongs to the genus of horse). Thus it is almost evident
that the chiung-chiung-chii-hsti IR 85 fi2 (8 35 58) was ﬁot a genus of rat or
hare, but a genus of horse. ‘The La-shib-ch un-ch'in alone interpreted it as an animal
which was a hare in its fore part and a rat in its hind part, perhaps because this
would make an excellent contrast with the chiieh ¥ which was a rat in its fore patt
and a hare in its hind part—metely an attempt t6 make the romance of co-existence
and co-operation of the two still more romantic.. It would not do to assert that the
view which holds that the chiung-chiung-chﬁ-hsii IR IR ¢ HE was a hare in its fore
part and a rat in its hind part is in every point a false one. There may have been
- some partial resemblance,—for instance, its head might have resembled the head
of a hare or the hind legs those of a rat. This will be discussed later.
A$ to the term chiung-chiung—chii-hs‘u IR TP B8R K, it may be found that the
Tien-tzu-yu-lich-fu gives chiung-ch'iung ¥ ¥ and chit-hsii ¥5 & side by side, and
Kuo Po is probably right in commenting on the phrases (The chii-hsii 78 g is

identical with the ch'iung-ch‘iung 3 #, these being different phrases and words

(1) ﬁEﬁiBﬂﬁﬁ%%&ﬁnl’éxﬁﬁﬁﬂl&imd\,%ﬁEﬂﬁﬁépﬂ‘ﬂ‘_ﬁiﬁﬁéﬁﬁrﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁi
HRED :

(2) ERRBF BB LS

(3) IBIKERETEH.
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used interchangeably.®  Shén-ming-pien H # ¥ in the Hsin-lun 3 33 by Liu Hsieh
%8 of the Liang dynasty also says The ch'iung-chiung g¢ ¥ and chi-hstt H i
are really one and the same beasts®.” It would seem that'chiuﬁg-chiung, chii-hsi,
chiung-ch‘iung, chii-hsii I} I} $5 f2 ¥ 3% 5 §f.are different transliterations of one
and the same pronunciation. If this is the case, we may get near the identity of the
chii-hsii B4, comparing and adjusting the vatious notes on each of them pre-
~vicusly quoted.

First, as lfor the chii-hsti 85 &§, according to CaaNG L8, it looks like a hotse
4p4m HE, it resembles the mule, but is smaller {86 (B%) Wi /b ;. according to
Kuvo Pfo, it is a genus of horse [§ % ; and according to Kune Chao 3L R, it is a
genus of ass ot mule §i BE 2 B, It certainly belongs to Equus, and it seems
that it considerably resembled the mule Bf (jif)—the ceature between the horse and
the ass. 'This is the reason why there was no agreement of views, some classifying
it either under the genus of ass, or mule , others under the genus of horse.

Secondly, that theAchﬁ—hsﬁ BN EE was a wild beast may be inferred from the fact
that the notes by Kunc Chao  says» the chii-hsii 5 i is a wild beast, and the
T'len-tzu-ya-lich-f4 mentions it side by side with the yeh-ma ¥ 5 (wild horse) 5 B2

(T“ac-yi) « Moteovert, the description of the chii-hsii &5 &% -as a strange animal
living together with the chiieh ¥ in the Li-/an, the Erb-ya, the Huai-nan-tu, de-
finitely proves that it was not a domestic animal.

Thirdly, the c};ﬁ-hsﬁ EHER seems to have lived together with the beast called
chiich ¥ which was a rat in its fore part and a hare in its hind patt.

Fourthly, it seems that the chii-hsii 55 & was an extrem.y Aﬂeet-footed beast.
This may be known from the following passages : ““The thousanci-mile-horse' is
always a chii-hst §6 g )in the ren;nant of Fan Tzu J5 T-; “The chi-hst 36 i
runs round with no respect to the ground®. in the remnant of Shih-tzut P T

(1) ERYBRBLEIEE

(2) ¥ RERHKE —K

(3) TEBLHER
(4) BT BB E
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quoted in the notes by .KUO Pfo in the Mu-t‘ien-tzu-ehuan ; ““The chiung-chiung- ‘
chii-hsii IPIF i 14 runs well 0 in W ang-bui-pien 7. €r 1 in the T-chou-shu 3 J& 2 ;

and (The chiung-chiung-chii-hsii runs a hundred Chinese miles” in the Mu-#ien-

t-u-chuan (Bk. 1). »

It is thus inferpreted that the chii-hsii Bi B§ was a wild animal belonging to
Equus, which considerably resembled the lo §% (#) (mule), was extremely fleet-
footed, and lived together with the chiieh ¥%, the genus of rat or hate.

Did such a wild beast actually exist in Mongolia? Weritings of the Ming
and Ch'ing dynasties are often found to report the existence of the yeh-lo % ¥ (%
F%) (wild mule). For instance, the Pei-chéng-lu Jt, f §% by Cain Yu-tzu &%
of the Ming dynasty says : it happened that Chung-kuan #1 ¢ shot a wild horse
which came fore‘&ard. The Emperor summoned (Chin) Yu-tzu (4) 41 #. Ac-
companied by Kuang-ta Mien-jén .ok i 1= and Fang Pin 7 % (5 &), he pro-
ceeded to see it.  The Emperor said “ A wild horse resembles a horse. This is 2
wild mule, not a wild horse. You should look at it closely.  Coming notth and
'looking at everything, you would increase your informationi”m The Chang-chia-
ko chih Uliyasutai Chu-chihessw® 552 0 E B B8 & 77 4% 5 by CHIH Jui
i @ of the Ching dynasty contains this passage , No-sa-chiin tai gk % & pro-
duces wild mules. Fleet herds gallop about like shuttles®. And an account in
the Ch'in-ting-Jé-ho-chib g% 52 4 77 % (Bk. 95, the Species of Animals B2 B in tﬁe
Products IV # g W), reads: T am of the opinion that there is no ass outside the
frontier. So no one keeps the mule. However, there are wﬂd mules. They are .
found in the desert. In the Mongolian language, “ear” is 7% 3% #4( dshiggetei,

chigetai). ~ Because wild mules have long cars, they are called by this

' (1) Thenotesby Li Shan Z£ % in the Wen-asuansr 3 on the phrase of Chi- fat: B8 (75 1L % Ea%
%8 26 £2) by Mei-shu # 5.
(2) B EN-BHERE tﬁ(fk/ﬁb&%%kﬂﬂﬁ&ﬁibﬁﬁ“m = BRMNE Ut 5 BRIk
BREAEFBZILREWRS LELY
(3) Included in % Manchuria-Mongolia Seties) Vol. II. com piledby Dr. Torajir8 Naitd
P B 1. 2 B5.
(4) BHTE & B BT BLR TR0 DL Ae
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term®” Tt is a well-known fact that the fule is an offspring of a male ass and a
mare artificially crossed, and the mule has no fecundity in itself. Thus there could
not have been in the nature of things what might be called 2 wild mule. Thete-

' fore, it is proper to interpret that this wild mule of Mongolia referred to a wild
ass or horse which physically resembled the muleto a considerable extent. And if
it was caniled‘ﬁ o 4 (dshigected :)ngefai)(z’ as the [é-ho- chhih A0 5 records, it is
almost clear that the animal was the wild ass.

The chigetai is the beast which still thrives to a great extent on the Mongolian -
plateaus, especially in the north-western mountain regions. 1. Messerschmidt, the
first Buropean who investigated this animal scientifically named it Mulus dauricus
foecundus; namely the fecundate mule.  So closely does it resemble the mule physi-
cally. Itis quite naturalthat the Chinese of the Ming and Ch‘ing dynasties mis»
took it for the wild mule. On the other hand, however, W. Rubruck in his travels
cémmented on Mongolian beasts that, I sawa very large numbeor of wild asses.
They looked exceedingly like mules. @ ‘he made quite exact observation. The

chigetaiis now deﬁnitély accepted as a kind of wild ass, under the scientific term Equus
hemionus'¥, According to the descriptions by Pallas, J. H. Miller, and R. Ch.
Andrews'®, its physical charactetistics are as follows; the ears much longer than
those of a horse ; the -maneshort and standing upright ; the head loo_kihg rather
heavy; the chest ratherla:rge ; the forelegs slender ; the hindlegs also delicate ;
therefore, the height seems to be gtreater in comparison with the trunk, giving an
impression of a tall creature. ‘The female specimen which A. N. Formozoﬁ' captured

measured 135 cm. at the height of the back and 140 cm. at that of the hip,

(1) EENEEE RS WESHMN A ZE DR R RN E RS T HEERME 2

(2) Pallas gave the native word dshiggetei, while J. H. Miller had about the same word chigetai,
In Schmidt’s Dictionary, this is represented as tschagatai. I J. Schmidt: op. cit., S; 320, b.

{3) W.W.Rockhill; The Journey nfWilliam of Rubruck to the Eastern Part of the World 1253-
55, London, tgo0, p. 69.

(4€. E. Grum-Gtjimaila 5 0f. cit.,s.509. D, Carruthers; op. ci,, Vol. II, pp. 607-608.

(5) Voyages du Professeur Pallas dans plusieurs provinces de I'Empire de Russie et dans I'Asie
septentrionale, Paris, Tome 5, pp. 426-428. D. Carruthers: og. ciz,, Vol. II, pp. 606-607. R. Ch.
Andrews; The New Conquest of Central Asia, New York, 1932, pp. 109-116.
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though smaller than the average Chinese female mule which stands 138.5 cm. and.,
135 Cin. respectivelyin height, but larger than the common hotse or ass.” The
colour of the body is generaliy bay (yellow-fawn celour); but the hair on the
inside of the limbs is grey or white, while the mane and the tail are dark brown,
almost black.  J. H. Miller says “ This beast in its general form is more like the
mule than the ass.” And R Ch. Andrews also says ““ This beast (the wild ass)
resembles the well-formed mule” .And t_hé _chigetai lives in a2 small
dtove usually of fromtwo to ten. Tt is clex}et and so fleet-footed as to be seen gal-

lopping frequently at from 36 to 40 miles per hour. So Pallas says that no other
beast can follow it ' »

Now it may be evident that the chigetai living in a drove on the Mongolian
plateau is 2 wild beast of the genus Equus which exceedingly resembles the mule
% (3) and most precisely corresponds in its physical and fuﬁctional characteristics
to the {:h-ii-hsii 5 8 which was known to be fleet-footed. The smallness of the size
of the chigetai, compared with that of the mule, cortesponds to the Notes by CranG
I3 #}, which says The chi-hsie i ff resembles the mule, but is smaller(gh ik 1oL }‘ﬁ}
iti /1) ; and the fact'that the length of its ears is so charactetistic that its name
dshriggetei—uthe Mongolian word for ““ ear 2_is cxplained‘by it, and that its head
looks like that of an ass, whicﬁ 'Japane'se calls #sagiuma, meaning hare-horse, its
suggests that the account in the Lii-lan E{fi, which says, the chiung-chiungis a
rat in its hind part anci.a hare in its fore part IRIB M 42 53 4% ifii T #) is not en-
tirely false.

Docs, then, the view which ascribes the chigetai to the chii-busi §i & settle the
most unique question that it Iivcd:together with a rat-hare called chieh % ? Before
touching this question, however, it may be necessary to makesure of the identity
of the chieh B2, a beast which was called a rat in its fore part and 2 hare in its hind
part (B i 1 7 8% ),

(1) Dr. Yosmpa ¥ i1 {5 op. cti, p. 214.
1929, €. 99,
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As to the chieh ', besides the referencs “above-cited, the Shuo-win-chich- 21
=5 {@’g - (Bk. 13, Section of Chung i) says: the chiich ¥ is a rat. Tt is said that
in the west, there is a beast whose fore limbs are shott and which lives together
with the ch'iung-ch'iung chii-hsti # 3¢ T3 iz, Its name is chiich B, And the
notes by Kuo P‘o 45 5t on the passage previously cited from the Section for earth
of the Erh-ya @] 7t £ # says: ‘inthe mountains of Flsia-wu B B of Kuang-wu-
; hsien [i 2 I in Yen-mén Province Jff [], there is now found a beast which is like
" a hare in .shaf e, but larger. Two of them walk together cartying each other.

The natives call it chiieh-shu % [3®.” Both Hsu Shég # 1t and Kuvo Po 23 12
scem to consider thechsieh® as a species of the rat, but it is almost cleat that it was
like a hare in appeérance, this is the reason why the beast was éxplained as one
which was a rat in its fore part and a hare in its' hind part. However, men of
Tater times interptéted it as a beast identical with the ."z';:o—i;u Bk & (Iea}vjng hare)
found in Mongolia. Ch‘én Kua 7, 3% of the Sung dynasty brought several t'izo tu
Bk (leaping-hares) when he came home from Li ng 3¢ whither he had been sent
as an embassy.  In his Work Meng-chi-pi-t'an 3 B & =% (Bk. 24, Tsa-
hih &k 5§), he says as follows ;— on the notthern frontier of Kitan # J9, the tiao-
t'u Bt 7 (leaping-hare) is found. Itisa hare toall appearance ; only the fore limbs
are aBout 1£'sun < ‘(‘I Chinese inch)iong, while the hind limbs almost 1 6% R
(1 Chinese. foot). When it walks, it usesthe hind limbs. It can jump several cbib
J& at a bound.  When it stops, it stumbles and falls on the around. It is bred in
the great desert in Ch’ing-chou B # of Kitan. When I weat on an embassy to
the country, I captured several hares ahd4br0ught them home. Iam of the opinion
that they are what the [yk-va B 3 calls chiteh-t'u Bpe), Lo-yiiaﬁ B in his
Erb-ya-i g jjﬂ; 52 (Bk. 21, Shih-show $ %) quotes the account by Cr‘HEN-kua o
and suppor:s the view‘that the t‘iao-tu P 7 is the chiieh B  Li Shih-chén = oY

(v) BER B 7 54 B8R S B A B R M 245 ) 2

(2) 4 HE P38 S K 5012 AL A7 B0 0 SR T S 77 £ 1 2 B R

(3) T3 b 54 B 50 T 45 ST U0 160 B J2 408 < 5 2 48 — ROTT SO0 56 2 o — 8 B R A 00 B R
1h30.2 R 3R Y B 2 S0 ABER P 08 S OO Y I8 2 MR OF AR
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of the Ming dynasty, in hisPen-ts‘ao-Kang-mud ¥ #9 B (Bk. 51, Shou #k Section
3) alsosays ; in the northern frontier of Kitan and Chiao-ho % [, there is a beast
called t'jao-tu Bk . So far as the head, the eyes, and colour of the hair are con-
cerned, it is like a hare. But the claws and the legs are like those of the rat. The
fore legs are only 1 #s%n <} long ,while thehind legsalmost 1 ¢hib K. The tail is long
and has hair on its end. It jumps several chih R at a bound. When it stops, it
stumbles and falls. This is what they call chiteh-shu B 5. , The natives hunt it
in the ground and eat it™.  Thus he, on the basis of the accountin the Pef-:be‘ng-/u
4k 4k #% by Caix Yu-tzu 4 %) 74, describes the z;‘z'ao-t‘u Bk 7 in greater detail and
identifies it with the chiieh-shu B §. So it may be evident that the t‘iao-#'z [k
of later times was chiieh (shu) ¥ () of remote antiquity as Ch®n kua %, 3%, Lo-
}'iiaﬁ B, and Li Shih-chén 221 3% assert, because this interpretation of the
chiich ¥ alone would most ‘rzlaturally reconcile the ‘above cited accounts in the
Lii-shib-ch'un-ch'in B % %% 7% and Tao-ying-hsin & FE N, in the Huai nan-lzu i 85
¥, the Shuo-wén 8 3z and the notes by Kuo 2 on the Section for earth—of the
Erlrya 8 56 52 H.

Now if the chiteh 5 wast‘iao-t‘u Ph & (leaping-’hare), it may be inferred thati
the animal in question was nothing but a small beast called Zerbagan by the Mongols.
The tarbagan is translitémted tarbagar ¥5 52 2415 ( pl form) in the Ydan-chao-pi-
shib 5.k B (Bk. 2). A side notey given for it is as the t'w-po-shu + #
(ground-hollowing rat) and the Y#an-chao-pi-shib states that T*ieh-mu-shén i >k &
in poverty used to kill and eat it. The l‘f'iﬂ-:ban-fbéﬂg:yao X B I 5 (Bk. 3, Shou--
p'in Bk fh) by Hu Ssu-hui 8 [ 3% of the Yiian dynasty says the ta-ra-bu-kass i
A 1E is also .called tu-po-1hu - s B (ground-hollowing rat). It is found in a
grassy marsh behind the mountains. The northern people dig it from the ground
and eat it'*.  This coincides with the passage on the t‘iao-tn k% already cited
mﬁﬁdh%ﬁ@h%@ﬁ TR LR TN 8§ Rt ITHERERRTFRER

HAE—BER R B R BR G AR
() BRI —& BB R AT S
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from the Pén-fsao-Kang-mu 317§ [1, which reads -+ A 4 7v ;2 (The natives
dig it out and eat it.) The tarbagarn really lives underground gregariously in the
steppes and mountain regions in Mongolia and Central Asia, and the head and fore
legs resemble those of a rat, while the hind legs and the tail havethe characteristics
of a hare.‘ (PL 3)@.  All this not only perfectly agrecs with the accounts ‘()n-the
tiao-tu k7, (leaping-hare) by Ch'en Kua #k 37, Lo Yiian i [,;g‘fj,‘ Chin ‘Yx.J—tzu )]
4, and Li Shih-chén 2 [} 3, but also coincides with the accounts on the chieh
¥4 in the Li-lan F) %, the Huai-nan-tzu ¥ 14 °F-, and the Shuo-win 3t 4. It is
almost cvident, therefore, that the t'iao-t‘u ik 7, or chiich ¥ was nothing but the
tarbagan (Arctomys bobak sibirica Radde, Marmota bobak sibirica Radde.)
Coming back to the question of the chii-hsii g §§ again, did the zzrbagan which

was chiich #% and the chige/ai which is supposed to have been the chii-hsii B %3

live together helping each other as the Lii-lan |\ % and frh-ya B ¥ recorded ?
AN. Formazoff and S. Hedin who personally observed the actual conditions of
animal .distribution in Mongolia and Central Asia will answer this question. Fot-
mazoff, in discussing the geographical environment concerning the distribution of
mammals in Outer Mongolia, assigns an extending from the desert to the steppes
in the mountains for the range of the farbagan, and s\uggests that this coincides with
the geographical environment of Equus hemionus, (that is, the wild ass)and gazellet®,

Indeed, Hedin, in hisdiary of his exploration of Central Asia, recotds that he found

at the same spot the wild ass and the Zerbggan®. ‘Thus it may be conceded that the

tarbagan and the chigetai actually ‘lived together. ~ Therefore, the trédition of the

chiteh # and the chii-hsti 5 §§ living at the same quarters might not be entirely

groundless. ‘The tradition saying that the chiieh ¥ piucked kan-ts‘ao f B for the

—_(_-1‘)' B. P. Y\koveLFr; Manchurian animals based on the collections stored in the Museum, Man-

churia Rescarch Society, Natural History Section, Ser. A. Fasc. 10, {Harbin, 1926, Fig. 16, p. 17. G. M.

Allen; Squirrels collected by the American Muscum Asiatic Expedition {American Muscum Novitates,

1935, No. 163), A. H. Formozov : op, cit., 55, 25-26.

{2) A. N. Formozov. ; ibid.,ss. 108-110.

(3) SvenHedin; Scientific Results of A Journey in Central Asia]899-1902, Vol. 111, pp. 53, 128,
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chii-hsii 5 & and the latter ran carrying the former on its back,—that is, they were
gregarious, living together, helping each other,—might be interpreted as a case in
which the fact that the two animals lived togethet is exaggerated into a kind of
romance, as is often found in folklore.

Thus, the identification of the chiung-chiung-chii-hsii JB IB #fi )l with the
c/zigetaz', 2 kind of wild ass, would most naturally solve all the problems involved.
if so, it would be as well supposed that the tan-hsi Efi §% described as ) i ,'LL{;
(a geaus of thé chii-hsii i 1) or 56 555 (a kind of the chi-hsti 5 8§) was also
a kind of wild ass. The view held by Hsii Shén # {it ascribing yeh-ma 1 )i (wild
horse) to the tan-hsi 5% must be corrected to ascribe yeh-lo WF B (wild ass) to it.
As to the wild ass, there are besides the above-mentioned chigezai (Equus hemionus
Pallas), twé genera, the &n/an (BEquus onager Pallas) and the kfang (Equus kiang
MootcrV).  The kwlan which is found in the vast area of West Mongolia on the
east, the northern frontier of Tibet on the south, and Russian Turkestan on the
west, is ‘often confused with the chigetai. This is not only because the two beasts
tesemble each other in physical cénstruction, but also because the Kirghiz and other
Turks as well as the Mongols‘® often call the chigetai kulan of k#lon'®. On the other
hand, the &iang, the Tibetan wild ass, is reported to thrive in an area extending from
Yarkand on the west to Kashmir on the south. J. H. Miller, pointing out the
difference Letwesn the &iang and the dshiggetes, asserts that the chief difference is in
the colour of the fore and hind limbs. (Fig. 4)(4’l In brief, it may be seen that theré
are three kinds of Asiatic wild asses,—dshiggetei, kulan, and kiang;—and if the

dshiggerei should be ascribed to the chil-hsii §5 &8, it would not be far wrong to ascribe

(1} ; op. cit., c. 500, S. Hedin; op. cit., Vol. VI, Part §, Zoologic von W.
Leche, SS. 61-63. . G. Andersson; op. cit., p. 259.

(2) D.Carruthers; op. cit., p. 607. )

(3) For instance, the?hih-yen-¢-yu B 5 5255 contains the term Hu-lan #AE. 1tis.obvious that
the Mongo!s introduced the term kulan to the Chinese. According to W. W. Rockhill, the first person
who introduced] the term kulan (culan) to the west was Rubruck, but he also puts it as a Mongolian
word. W. Rockhill; op. cit., p. 69, note 4, p. ¥34.

(4} D.Carruthers; op. ciz., p. 6o7.
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one or the other of the remaining two, preferably the &ulan, to the tan-hsi Fi 5% des-
cribed as H jf Z B (2 genus of the chi-hsi) or BF % 2 %8 (a kind of the chii-
hst).  The existence of the animal design alleged to represent the dshiggetei or
kulan (Fig‘;. 5) on the Suiytian bronzes which are believed to be a work by the
Hsiung-nu indicates their comparative familiarity with the wild asses.
11 thus the dshiggetei and kulan, two kinds of wild asses, be attributed to chii-
hsii i 8 and tan-hsi §§% respectively, it is not unreasonable to find the passage
previously quoted from the 7“ien-tzu-yu-lich-fu g F jj% 3% %, which reads B
i )_ijéfl;i% I K% (to rush the chiung-ch'iung ¥ ¥¢ and drive the
chii—hsii R, and to gallop.the wild horse and harness the tao-yii §§ B&.} in which
the ch'iung-ch‘iung (chii-hsit) ¥ ¥ (fa Hg), namely, c/hu—hsﬁ B 5§, and the t‘ao-yi
59 Bk (yeh-ma ¥ 5, wild horse) are mentioned as a pair; and alsc a passage from
Hstun g-nu-chuar 8 448 of the Skih-chi 8 & in which the tao-yi B4 B# and the
tan-hsi B 8% are described side by side as the strange beasts of the Hsiung-nu 4 4¥.
These might be seen as specifically given in a distinct consciousness of the existence
of the wild horse and the wild ass in the land of the Hsiung-nu. Now I'should
ventute to suggest that the chﬁ-hs;ii S8k and tan-hsi R 58, like the t'ao-yi &9 B,
wete employed for cartage. The passage previously cited from the 7*icu-lzu-yu-
‘ieh-fu K i #8 B, that is, 74 3 3e 88 5 8 (to rush the ch'iung-ch‘iung ¥ ¥
and drive the chii-hsii 8 jf ) does suggest this and there is a tradition in the south
that the ancient Hindoos employed the wild asses for their charaiots!®, which
proves the greatest suitability for cartage of ‘the wild horse and the wild ass bcléng~
ing to the genus Equus.
Finally, 2 word may be added on the terms chii-hsti &i g% and tan-hsi 5§ 5%.
On the basis of theYi-chih-wu-t‘i-ch'ing-wén-chien 9 38 7 & 7§ 3¢ 4%, Dr. SHIRA-

TORI seems to ascribe gibinty inribintwlorin of the Manchu phrase to chii-hsii 51 B,
(1) Adopted from A. Salmony; op. ciz., Pls. XI, XVI 17.
(2) G.Rawlinson; op, cit., Vol. IV, p. 7z.
(3) Dr.Smiraror:: FHi# i ko H ¥ % (A New Study on the History of the Western Regions)
op. cit., no. 4, p. 188.
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and there is giki lagusa also m a Mongolian phrase. Now /l#in and Jagus: both be-
ing the mule B, they could not be terms for the wild ass. However, the wild
ass as previously discussed, which is so very like the mule in appearance that it was
frequently called the wild mule (yeh-lo ¥ BE, ot B § ), it would not be far wrong to
suppose that the name for the mule was also applied for the wild ass. 1 am willing,
therefore, to favour Dr. Shiratori’s view for the time being at least.

As to. the etfmology of tan-hsi §f§%, Dr. Miyazaki has already ascribed to it
‘the Mongolian word a4/ and the Manchu #abe (fahi)®. He is probably right in his
inference. At present, faki (taky), tag are, as previously mentioned, terms for thev
wild hotse, not for the wild ass ; but as it is inferved that to;su 7, tao-yi B9 ER
(dan-du, ta-du, Hau—m, tan-su) referted to the wild horse in ancient times, the use
of #aki, tag for the wild horse, must date from tather recent times, presumably after
the Yﬁaqﬂperiod. On the other hand, in view of the fact that the word very accu-
rately coincides with the pronounciatin of tanchsi §# §8, the wild ass of the Hsiung
o, it may be inferred that #e£7, z2g originally the term for the wild ass came later to
_ tefer to the wild horse. Thus Dr. Miyazaki’s view in ascribing faki to tan-hsi B 57
may be accepted. ‘

111

To summarize, the k'uai-t‘i £t R, t‘ao-yi ¥4 8% and tan-hsi §{ 5% known as the
strange beasts of the Hsiung-nu, we have seen, were respectively (1) the Aryan
horse imported from the west by the Hsiung-nu, (2) the Przewalski horse or the wild
horse bred in Mongolia and (3) the wild ass, ptobably the &#/an bred in Mongolia.
This study has shown that the Hsiung-nu, in addition to theit common domestic
horse—namely, the Mongolian hotse, imported a supetior horse of the west on the
one hand, and captured the wild horse and the wild ass on the other hand, which
they domesticated,—thus incteasing the number of their domestic animals. This
maj suggest that so far as their stock-farming was concerned, the people did not

succeed in achieving self-sufficiency through ordinarily increasing their animals by

means of purely natural breeding,

(1) Dr. Mrvazaxi: op. cit., p. 10.



