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The Proposition and Definition of “the Original Hun”
MA Li-qing

(Department of Higtory, Remmin univemsity of China Beijing  100872)

[Abstrac) In the research of the origination of Hun, some scholars often used the term “early culture of
Hun” or “pre-Hun culture” in the past to express the culture before the period of Hun. When they talked about the
Hun, they tended to take the authentic Hun, the branches of Hun as well as those joined the Hun and became Hun
as one thing. Therefore there is a big divarication and chaos about the origination of Hun. The term “the Original
Hun” is to take the authentic Hun out from the whole Hun in Han dynasty and the core of Hun friom those hypotaxis
that were conquered when the Hun was expanded. “The original Hun was used specially to denote the pre-existence
of the authentic Hun hence the “culture of the original Hun” denotes the core of the culture created and used by the
Mainstieam Hun nationality .

[ Key words] the original Hun; the culture of original Hun; tem; definition
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