Kofun Period: Research Trends 2011
Higashikage Yu?

Introduction

Kofun period research in the 2011 Fiscal Year was conducted in wide-ranging
fashion. In particular, the publication of overviews and comprehensive treatments
was rich, and new perspectives were presented alongside syntheses of Kofun period
research to date. There was also active research on individual types of artifacts, and
based on various regional perspectives.

1. General treatments

Shiraishi Taiichird’s Kofun to Kofun jidai no bunka (Tombs and the Culture of the
Kofun Period) is a compilation of previously published articles, which touches not
only on the political but also the cultural aspects of the tombs.? Tsude Hiroshi’s
Kodai kokka wa itsu seiritsu shita ka (When Did the Ancient State Emerge?) is a
new development of his previously stated arguments for the Kofun period and the
early state, and incorporates the results of research of recent years.? In a special
issue edited by Hirose Kazuo of Kikan kogaku (Archaeological Quarterly) on the
theme of “Looking Systematically at the Kofun Period,” a wide range of
perspectives are presented for examining the Kofun period, including not only
views from within Japan but also those based in China and the Korean peninsula, as
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well as on ethnology.® Shimogaki Hitoshi’s Kofun jidai no éken kézé (The Structure
of Monarchy in the Kofun Period) attempts a portrait of persons interred in Early
and Middle Kofun period tombs from an analysis of domestic mirrors and burial
facilities, and touches on the structure of the monarchical system these materials
comprised.® Gina L. Barnes’s article “Kofun jidai zenki ni okeru t6ji shihaiken
kasetsu (A Hypothesis for Early Kofun Rulership)” develops an experimental line of
thought regarding the political ideology of the Early Kofun period, and infers by
analogy the role played by the cult of the Queen Mother of the West.” A sequel
carries critiques by a number of Japanese researchers, and the differences in
opinion are of great interest.® In the above manner, efforts to gain a better image of
the Kofun period are as lively as ever in debates about the early state and
monarchy.

2. Chronology

With the publication of monograph series and general overviews one after another,
the chronological divisions of the Kofun period and views of its transition have been
sorted out, and many summaries have been seen for the chronologies,
periodization, and absolute dating of various regions. The first monograph on the
Kofun period in the series Koza Nihon no kokogaku (Japanese Archaeology
Series),” edited by Hirose Kazuo and Wada Seigo, gives an overview of the
conditions of the construction of tombs in each region, and summarizes the basic
frameworks and chronology of Kofun period research. It also touches upon
Hokkaido and Okinawa of the Kofun period, which are not commonly treated,
making the conditions of the period in Japan clearer in the context of East Asia.

The monograph Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi (Historical Framework of the Kofun
Period), edited by Ichinose Kazuo, Fukunaga Shin’ya, and HGjo Yoshitaka, gives
comprehensive treatment of the framework of the Kofun period through
examinations of periodization, perspectives on absolute dating, and typologies of
various artifacts.!® Kishimoto Naofumi’s article on periodization gives a synthesis

5 Hirose Kazuo J& WA/, ed., “Kofun jidai o taikeiteki ni miru” w5 ¥ K%K RIZA S (Looking
Systematically at the Kofun Period), a collection of 13 articles in ZEF|% 5% (Archaeology Quarterly),
no. 117 (2011): 13-89.
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Jjidaishi no wakugumi o7 ¥EFEA s DFeflA (Historical Framework of the Kofun Period), vol. 1 of Kofun
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for each division of the Kofun period, the Early, Middle, and Late.!! It focuses on
typologies of grave goods, principally mirrors, and while it touches on transitions of
principal (kingly) graves based on documentary sources, it is not yet clear how
reasonable such comparisons are with historical materials. Morishita Shoji’s
treatment of the absolute chronology for the Early and Middle Kofun periods states
that the start of the Kofun period may possibly be put back earlier based on the
accumulation of new data and research.!? He moreover points out discrepancies in
chronological views based on comparisons with Korea. One feels a real need for
further minute comparative research regarding the position of the Kofun period
within East Asian history. With regard to this point, Shirai Katsuya’s study of the
current state of absolute dating for East Asia gives detailed discussion of various
methods for deriving absolute dates and their effectiveness.!® Hishida Tetsuo’s
treatment of absolute dates for the Late and Final Kofun periods expresses a view in
terms of calendar dates centered on Sue!'* ware, which serves as a major
chronological index from the Middle Kofun period on.'® While the debate on
absolute dates for the Late Kofun period appears to have largely become settled, it
is important to note that for the Final Kofun period in particular there remain some
differences among scholars. Also in the same volume are summaries of
chronologies for separate types of artifacts. In particular, for haniwa'® typologies
which have long been used as the standard for chronologies of tombs, treatments of
cylindrical haniwa by Hirose Satoru for western Japan'’ and Inuki Tsutomu for
eastern Japan'® are highly detailed, as is Yamada Kunikazu’s contribution on Sue
chronology for western Japan.'®

3. Mounded tombs and mortuary rites

Clarification of the characteristics of the structures of tombs and of mortuary rites
that were conducted on them is indispensable for interpreting the picture of the
Kofun period. The third volume of the series edited by Ichinose et al,, titled Funbo
ko6z0 to soso saishi (Mound Structure and Mortuary Ritual), is a compilation on

Jjidai no kokogaku diER{R D% 5% (Archaeology of the Kofun Period) (Douseisha, 2011).

I Kishimoto Naofumi /&4 & X, “Kofun jidai to jiki kubun” KR L KEHX 4 (The Kofun Era and
Periodization), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H6j6, Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi. 34-44.

12 Morishita Shoji #& T # &, “Zen/chuki no jitsunendai” §j- 1 #IDE4EM (Absolute Dating of the Early
and Middle Periods), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and Hojo, Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi. 213-21.

13 Shirai Katsuya [13: 52, “Higashi Ajia jitsunendairon no genjo” W7 Y 7 EFER D EIR (Current
State of Debate on Absolute Dating in East Asia), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H6jo, Kofun jidaishi no
wakugumi. 231-40.
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15 Hishida Tetsuo %M # KR, “Koki/shimatsuki no jitsunendai” 8 - ¥R DFEAE (Absolute Dating of
the Late and Final Periods), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H0jo, Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi. 222-30.
16§ttty

'7 Hirose Satoru [ i, “Nishi Nihon no ent6 haniwa” 7§ H A @ M f& 5fi#& (Cylindrical Haniwa of
Western Japan), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and Hojo, Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi. 173-186.

18 Tnuki Tsutomu K A%, “Higashi Nihon no entd haniwa” ¥ H A D M fEfE# (Cylindrical Haniwa of
Eastern Japan), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H0jo, Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi. 187-200.

19 Yamada Kunikazu [/ H #3#1, “Sueki no hennen: Nishi Nihon” ZHE 2D E: /6 H A (Sue Ware
Typology: Western Japan), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H6j6, Kofun jidaishi no wakugumi. 146-59.
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those topics.2® Kishimoto Michiaki's study of keyhole tombs and Yayoi mound
burials, while discussing the differences between the two, clarifies the timing of the
emergence of the keyhole tombs and its meaning.?! Also, Tanaka Yutaka’s
contribution on the historic nature of square keyhole tombs points to the political
roles of their occupants as background to these tombs’ construction.?

Hojo Yoshitaka’s treatment of the current state of debate over planning in the
building of mounds summaries the history of research and points out various issues
in this area.?® Niiro Izumi’s tentative interpretation of the construction design of
keyhole mounds can be said to advance further debate about this topic, through the
use of 3-D measurement, popular in recent years, in referring to construction
plans.?* The exact shape and scale of a tomb is often revised based on investigation
through excavation. In order to make debate about mound design more reliably
effective, it is surely necessary to analyze the various parts of tombs together in
comprehensive fashion, including clarifying the method of designing and the
technology for constructing the mounds. With regard to such various portions of the
mounds, Ichinose’s contribution on piled stones and mounded dirt,?® Hirose’s piece
on surface cobbles and construction in tiers,?® and Nakai Masayuki's look at
facilities incidental to mounds,?” are very detailed.

Meanwhile, as items that dealt with the structure of burial facilities, there were
Okabayashi Kosaku's article on the various types of wooden coffins,?® and a
contribution by Kitayama Mineo on split-log, boat-shaped, and chest-shaped
sarcophagi.?? Okabayashi’s MEXT grant-in-aid research report on wooden chamber
burials in northeast Asia takes a broad overview of its topic, clarifying the process of
transmission from the Chinese mainland to the Korean peninsula and Japanese

20 Ichinose Kazuo, Fukunaga Shin’ya, and Ho6jo Yoshitaka, eds., Funbo k6z6 to sosé saishi YEZEMEE L 3
EEME (Mound Structure and Mortuary Ritual), vol. 3 of Kofun jidai no kokogaku (Douseisha, 2011).

21 Kishimoto Michiaki ANERE, “Yayoi funkyubo to zenpokdenfun” HRAE L b Z & B A& M (Yayoi
Mound Burials and Keyhole Tombs), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H0jo, Funbo k6z6 to s6s6 saishi. 7-117.
22 Tanaka Yutaka FHH1#, “Zenpokohofun no rekishisei” #i /5% DM S (The Historical Nature of
Square Keyhole Tombs), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H6jo, Funbo k6z6 to s6s6 saishi. 18-33.

23 H6j6 Yoshitaka, “Funkyt chikuzé kikakuron no genjo” I Ir 25 & 4 i # D B4k (Current State of
Debate over Mound Construction Design), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and Hojo, Funbo k6z6 to s6so saishi.
34-43.

24 Niiro Izumi ##l &, “Zenpokoenfun no sekkei genri shiron” i J5 % M D &% 3+ H # X (A Trial
Approach to the Construction Design of Keyhole-shaped Burial Mounds), Kokogaku kenkyu # v Z 5%
(Quarterly of Archaeological Studies) 568, no. 1 (2011): 16-36.

2 Ichinose Kazuo, “Tsumiishi to moritsuchi” 7 # & B + (Piled Stones and Mounded Earth), in
Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H0jo, Funbo k6z0 to soso saishi. 54-63.

26 Hirose Satoru, “Fukiishi to danchikusei” B4 & B4 (Cobblestones and Tiered Construction), in
Ichinose, Fukunaga, and Hojo, Funbo kozo to soso saishi. 64-73.

27 Nakai Masayuki H' #f IE 3%, “Funkyl ni fuzui suru shisetsu” 1 2 B 9 % i 3% (Facilities
Accompanying the Mound), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H6jo, Funbo k6z6 to s6s6 saishi. 74-83.

28 Okabayashi Kosaku [ #k = {E, “Mokkan no shokeitai” K DF4 A& (Various Forms of Wooden
Coffins), in Ichinose, Fukunaga, and H0jo, Funbo ko6z6 to sos6 saishi. 106-17.

29 Kitayama Mineo JbI1IE4E, “Waritakegata sekkan/funagata sekkan to nagamochigata sekkan” #I777%
A - RIE AL ERE AR (Splitlog/Boat-shaped Sarcophagi and Chest-shaped Sarcophagi), in
Ichinose, Fukunaga, and Hojo, Funbo ko6z6 to sosé saishi. 118-217.
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archipelago, and the regional transformations involved.*°

Research taking up horizontal stone chambers was plentiful. Ota Hiroaki’s Kinai
seiken to yokoanashiki sekishitsu (The Kinai Polity and Horizontal Stone Chambers)
analyzes the Kinai-type horizontal stone chamber, pointing out the relation between
the “Kinai” region of the Kofun period and the sphere of influence of the polity, and
also touching upon the lineages of leading families of the region.?! An article by
Tomiyama Naoto examines the characteristics of stone chambers and the method of
utilization of their interior space, and regards the influence of both the continent
and Kyushu to have been complexly intertwined in the emergence of the Kinai-type
horizontal stone chamber.?? He also discusses the contrast which can be posited
between the Yodo® and Yamato®* river basin areas in this regard. Fukaya Jun’s
study of Haji ware in horizontal chambers points out that the mortuary practice of
placing these vessels at the corners of the back wall comes from immigrant
groups.®® As background it is further mentioned that the establishment of miyake®®
is possibly related. A contribution by Kishimoto Naofumi points to the possibility of
the date of construction of a tomb not matching the time of the occupant’s death,
and discusses the practice of building tombs within the lifetime of the interred
person.’” This indicates the need for more detailed examination of tomb
construction and the timing of mortuary rites.

A special collection of articles focusing on the actual conditions of the Saki tomb
group appeared in Kokogaku janaru (The Archaeological Journal).®® Kanekata
Masaki’s* contribution on the manufacture of stone objects and Hirose Satoru’ s

30 Okabayashi Kosaku, Hokuto Ajia ni okeru mokkakubo no tenkai ni kansuru sogoteki kenkyu L7
TILBARBMEDREMIZE T2 A IS (A General Study about the Expansion of the Wooden
Chamber Burial in Northeast Asia), MEXT Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research report (project number
21320153) (Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo, 2012).

31 Ota Hiroaki A 7HA, Kinai seiken to yokoanashiki sekishitsu 8N BMEE /XA 4= (The Kinai Polity
and Horizontal Stone Chambers) (Gakuseisha, 2011).

32 Tomiyama Naoto & [LIE A, “Yokoanashiki sekishitsu naibu no riyo jittai to sono henka katei: Harima
to Kawachi o chushin to shite” #/XNAZEWNIOF HEREZD @R FBELIMNEZHF.LELT (The
Actual State of Utilization of the Interiors of Horizontal Stone Chambers and Its Transformation:
Focusing on the Harima and Kawachi Regions), Kodaigaku kenkyt, no. 191 (2011): 11-25.

33 {i

34 KF

3 Fukaya Jun EATE, “Yokoanashiki sekishitsu no okuheki sumi ni Hajiki o sueru k6i” R\ a0
EERBIZ L AT 88 % #6 X 217 % (The Act of Placing Haji Ware Vessels in the Corners of the Back Walls of
Horizontal Stone Chambers), Kodaigaku kenkyd, no. 189 (2011): 38-57.

36 [Translantor’s note: Sometimes written as # & but in this case given in katakana, miyake were
estates held directly by the Yamato court in the pre-ritsuryo era.].

37 Kishimoto Naofumi, “Yokoanashiki sekishitsu no keishiki wa hisosha no katsuyakuki o shimesu” ##
NRAAEDM NI ZEHE DIE BN %779 (Reconsidering the Chronology of Horizontal Stone Chambers,
Assuming Construction Prior to the Occupant’s Death), Kékogaku kenkyi 58, no. 1 (2011): 78-89.

38 “Saki kofungun” {EAC A& (The Saki Tomb Group), a collection of four articles in Kokogaku janaru
&Y ¥ —7 )V (The Archaeological Journal), no. 624 (2012): 5-23.

39 Kanekata Masaki ## /5 IEf, “Kofun jidai zenki ni okeru sekiseihin no seisaku” HIERRETHIIZH IS4
OB AE (The Manufacture of Stone-maid Objects in the Early Kofun Period), Kokogaku janaru % &
Yy —7 ), no. 624, 5-9.

40 Hirose Satoru, “Saki kofungun no keisei to haniwa yoshiki” &t & HE# D JE k& il X (The
Formation of Saki Kofun Group as Seen from Haniwa Style), Kokogaku janaru % i %Y ¥ —7 )V, no.



-6 - TRENDS IN JAPANESE ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH, 2011

study of haniwa styles both analyze these materials and explain their transitions,
accompanying the formation of the Saki tomb group, as gradual continuations from
the previous era when large-scale tombs were built in the southeast portion of the
Nara basin. Meanwhile, Tanaka Shinsaku’s article on the appearance and
development of soft-stone imitative articles in the shapes of agricultural tools makes
the supposition, based on relations of co-occurrence with other items such as armor
and mirrors, that the forces associated with the tomb groups of Saki, the southeast
Nara basin, and Mozu*' and Furuichi*? were in competition with one another.*®

Also, as examinations of tombs regarded as those of great kings, a special
collection relating to the Kawachi Otsukayama tomb (Osaka prefecture), appearing
in Historia (Journal of the Osaka Historical Association), can be cited.** Kishimoto
Naofumi’s*® article on basic research regarding this tomb hypothesizes a sequence
of construction based on mound design from Imashirozuka,*® to Kawachi
Otsukayama, to Gojono Maruyama,*” while Sogo Yoshikazu’s*® detailed examination
of haniwa from the Hikisho-Nishimachi kilns supposes they were meant to be
supplied to the Kawachi Otsukayama mound, and also points out the possibility that
this tomb was an unfinished mausoleum intended for Emperor Ankan. Mizutani
Chiaki’s examination of this tomb from the perspective of the native chronicles
takes a somewhat cautious view, based on written sources, of the theory shared by
the two previous authors that Kawachi Otsukayama was intended as the tomb of
Emperor Ankan.* This demonstrates clearly the difficulties of establishing the name

624, 15-18. Tanaka Shinsaku HH1&{E, “Nokogugata sekisei mozohin no shutsugen to sono tenkai” £
TEBAHEEE SO RS ZDER (Appearance and Deployment of Stone Replicas), Kokogaku janaru
FH¥ETy—7 ), no. 624, 19-23.

4 & (Osaka prefecture)

42 I 7 (Osaka prefecture)

4 Tanaka Shinsaku HH & /E, “Nokogugata sekisei mozohin no shutsugen to sono tenkai” = T. B A #
B D HBLE Z DR (Appearance and Deployment of Stone Replicas), Kokogaku janaru % i %3 ¥ —
FJ)V, no. 624, 19-23.

4 “Kawachi Otsukayama kofun to ‘Shingai no hen’” /N K LI H#E & 3% D%£ | (The Kawachi
Otsukayama Tomb and the “Shingai no hen”), a collection of three articles in Historia ¥ A1) 7
(Journal of the Osaka Historical Association), no. 228 (2011): 2-71.

45 Kishimoto Naofumi, “Kawachi Otsukayama kofun no kisoteki kentd” i A A 35 111 # 48 0D i K # 2
(Fundamental Research on Kawauchi Otsukayama Tomb), Historia, no. 228 (2011): 2-26.

46 S48 (Osaka prefecture)

47 H 451l [Translator’s note: This tomb, a 300+ m keyhole mound lying in the three districts of
Mise H i, Ogaru K#, and Gojono fi 5<% in the city of Kashihara #& )i, Nara prefecture, has
traditionally been called Mise Maruyama, but in recent years Japanese archaeologists have come to
use the name Gojono Maruyama because it lies largely in that district. Regarded by many scholars as
the actual tomb of Emperor Kinmei, the round portion of the mound is maintained by the Imperial
Household Agency as a tomb possibly related to the imperial line.]

48 Sogd Yoshikazu i B #l, “Hikisho-Nishimachi yokei entdo haniwa to Kawachi Otsukayama kofun:
Ankan mikanrydsetsu o megutte” H (& £ P8 B 28 & [ & il & 900 9 R IR (L 3 AR HE D> T
(Cylindrical Haniwa Made at Hikisho-Nishimachi Kiln and Kawachi Otsukayama Tomb: On the Theory
of Incomplete Tomb of Emperor Ankan), Historia, no. 228 (2011): 27-51.

49 Mizutani Chiaki /K& Tk, “‘Ki/Ki’ kara mita daioryo to sono kaisé: Kawachi Otsukayama kofun to
Ankan tenno o megutte” [Fg-fLIMNSAZKEELFDOWFE: MARFKILHIEE ZHRXE2%H<>T (Tombs of
Great Kings and Reinterments Viewed from Kojiki and Nihonshoki: On Kawachi Otsukayama Tomb
and Emperor Ankan), Historia, no. 228 (2011): 52-71.
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of the interred even for tombs that are very likely those of great kings, and how
opinions may differ among researchers. Additionally, as an item taking up tombs of
great kings, Shirakami Noriyuki’s consideration of the triple moat surrounding the
tomb attributed as the mausoleum of Emperor Nintoku affirms the possibility that
the third moat was part of the initial design.®°

Clarifying what kinds of scenes were depicted by the placement of haniwa, and
particularly representational ones, is a vital problem for grasping the views of life
and death of the Kofun period played out at tombs as the stage for mortuary rites.
As a basic task for grappling with this issue, a special collection in Kokogaku janaru
edited by Wakamatsu Ryoichi gives an overview of the placements and
compositions of representational haniwa on keyhole tombs in every region.®?

Hozumi Hiromasa’s article on facilities regarded as mortuary sites furthers his
analysis of waterways utilizing culverts as being mogar’®? huts (temporary structures
for housing the deceased before interment), and points out the possibility that other
facilities besides water works can be recognized as having been used as spaces for
the same function.?® This is an important perspective which points out the need to
consider the nature of mortuary rites conducted at places other tombs.

4. Royal palaces and settlements

Excavations and research on royal palaces and settlements are showing
advancement in recent years. The results of investigations at the Makimuku®* site in
the city of Sakurai, of a large building regarded as a royal palace from the initial
portion of the Kofun period, have been made public by publications such as Yamato
no o to kyokan (Kings and Elite Residences of Yamato) by the Sakurai Municipal
Buried Cultural Properties Center.*® In addition, investigations are being advanced

50 Shirakami Noriyuki H##2, “Nintoku tennéryé kofun no sanjigé ni tsuite” (K 2EHED =HEE
IZDWT (On the Triple Moat of the Mausoleum Attributed to Emperor Nintoku), in Horita Keiichi
sensei kiju kinen kentei ronbunshu ¥ H & — o 4 = # 5l & Wk 2 i X% (Anthology Dedicated to
Commemorate Professor Horita Keiichi’s Seventy-seventh Birthday), ed. Horita Keiichi Sensei Kiju
Kinen Kentei Ronbunsha Sakusei linkai Jif B — %6 42 52 53 Gl S B 2 8 CEAE R ZE B4 (Committee for
Preparing the Anthology Dedicated to Commemorate Professor Horita Keiichi’'s Seventy-seventh
Birthday) (2011). 181-200.

51 Wakamatsu Ryoichi # R —, ed., “Koki zenpokoenfun no haniwa taikei” 487 75 % FHE O HE iR 4K R
(The System of Late Keyhole Tomb Haniwa), a collection of six articles in Kokogaku janaru, no. 617
(2011): 3-32.

52 ﬁg

5 Hozumi Hiromasa FEFi# E, “Kofun jidai ‘s6sd iseki’ to iu wakugumi” R T2 B | &\ S HL
# (The Framework of So-called “Mortuary Sites” of the Kofun Period), in Biwako to chiiki bunka:
Hayashi Hiromichi sensei tainin kinen ronsha FEE M & g (b w168 S5 48 SBT3l &5 5 (Lake Biwa
and Regional Culture: Professor Hayashi Hiromichi's Retirement Commemorative Anthology), ed.
Hayashi Hiromichi Sensei Tainin Kinen RonshtG Kanko Iinkai #k 8 3@ 2% 4= 5B F 30 /& a4 T 17 2 ¥
(Committee for the Publication of Professor Hayashi Hiromichi's Retirement Commemorative
Anthology) (Hikone, Shiga prefecture: Sanraizu Shuppan, 2011). 54-59.

54 ,;%EI-EJ

% Sakurai Shiritsu Maizo Bunkazai Senta # ¥ 7 37 M g 32 {b if £ > & — (Sakurai Municipal Buried
Cultural Properties Center), Yamato no 6 to kyokan: Heisei 23 nendo tokubetsuten Y~ hDELJEE:
B 23 FEAZFRE (Kings and Elite Residences of Yamato: 2011 Fiscal Year Special Exhibit) (catalog
of exhibit held from 5 October - 4 December 2011).
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at the Wakimoto site and elsewhere in the same city of facilities regarded as related
to the royal palace, and it is very significant that the contents of these sites are
being clarified. Furuichi Akira’s contribution on royal palaces of the fifth and sixth
centuries, while being written from documentary sources, clarifies the
characteristics of royal palaces as they can be seen in documents, and touches
upon the structure of royal palaces of the Kofun period.*® It is a task for the future as
to how the results of archaeology and documentary history are to be integrated.

Analysis is also advancing with regard to settlements. In particular, as items
taking up craft production within settlements and its relation with immigrants, there
was Fujita Michiko’s article on immigrants of the Shitomiya Kita site and
pasturing,®” and Miyoshi Gen’s treatment of Kofun period craft production in
northern Izumi based on the investigation of the Terada site.?® Fujita shows that
Shitomiya Kita was a core site of northern Kawachi that functioned as the pasture of
a horse-breeding group under the leadership of immigrants from the mid-portion of
the Middle to the Late Kofun periods, and that there were multiple waves of arrival
of immigrants. Meanwhile, Miyoshi analyzes the Terada site and other settlements
of the northern Izumi region, and points out that circumstances of the involvement
of immigrants in the manner of craft production and its development show a
complexity that varies with individual sites. Aoyagi Taisuke examines how this
regional development by immigrants in the Kofun period was linked with the
locations of government headquarters in the Ancient period.®® As an analysis of the
structure of regional settlements, there was Kondd Hiromu’s study based on
ceramics at an example from the Yayoi to the Early Kofun periods in the Omi
region.%°

5. Grave goods

Much research has been done on weapons and armor in recent years. Kawahata
Jun’s contribution on visorless keeled helmets puts together a typological
arrangement based on analyses of the detailed characteristics of each portion of a

% Furuichi Akira &5, “Go/roku seiki ni okeru 6kya no sonzai keitai: Omei to hangyaku densho” #.-
AHACITBIT 2 E'E DT EH/EPN{EA (Actual Conditions of the Royal Courts in the 5th and 6th
Centuries), Nihonshi kenkyi HAR S #%% (Journal of Japanese History), no. 587 (2011): 1-28.

57 Fujita Michiko M &+, “Shitomiya Kita iseki no toraijin to maki” # @2 ALiEBiO ¥ AL (People
from the Korean Peninsula in the Shitomiya-Kita Site and Horse Farms), Historia, no. 229 (2011): 1-27.
5 Miyoshi Gen =#f%, “Izumi hokubu ni okeru Kofun jidai no shukdgyo seisan: Izumi-shi Terada iseki
no chosa seika kara” FRALEICE D HERARD T T2 AR MR FHEOFHESLEL»S (Handicraft
Industries in the Kofun Period of the Northern Izumi Region), Historia, no. 229 (2011): 28-42.

59 Aoyagi Taisuke # Ml #E/r, “Kodai kanga to toraijin: Kodai kanga shozaichi ni okeru Kofun jidai no
toraijin no chiiki kaihatsu o kangaeru” &HAEfTEIERA: & AEMATEHICE T S b R D P A D ik
Bi%%% 2% (Ancient Government Offices and Immigrants: Considering the Regional Development by
Immigrants in the Kofun Period at Locations of Ancient Government Offices), in Horita Keiichi sensei
kiju kinen kentei ronbunshu. 91-96.

0 Kondo Hiromu T /i, “Doki y6s6 kara mita shiiraku no kései: Omi ni okeru Yayoi kara Kofun jidai
zenki no jirei” TEBRMMNOAZEFZORER: EITIZB T2 IREND R AT O FHHl (Settlement
Composition Seen from Ceramic Conditions: Examples in the Omi Region from the Yayoi to the Early
Kofun Periods), in Biwako to chiiki bunka. 13-19.



Korun PErIOD -9-

helmet, clarifying the transition over time.®! Tsuchiya Takafumi's study of metal
fittings for quivers of the Kofun period analyzes the various characteristics of these
items, and conducts a classification on the basis of clusters of such characteristics.%?
He then analyzes their process of transformation through a comparison of these
materials from Japan and the Korean peninsula. Hatsumura Takehiro’s treatment of
changes in lamellar cuirasses of the Middle Kofun period conducts a classification
focusing on the techniques and standards of production for lamellae of different
parts of the cuirass, and discusses the introduction of this type of armor into Japan
and its subsequent development.®?

While it is an example from the Korean peninsula, Kim Woo-Dae’s study of
decorated ring-pommeled swords analyzes these items and posits groups based
among other things on their techniques of manufacture.®® Then, making an
examination of their periods of transition and distribution, he clarifies the actual
state of the diffusion of this technology. In addition, there was a special collection in
Kokogaku janaru edited by Anazawa Wako on weapons recovered from Late and
Final Kofun period tombs, with articles by Takise Yoshiyuki on various sword
fittings, by Mochida Daisuke giving an overview of decorated ring-pommeled
swords in the Late and Final Kofun periods, by Oya Hiroshi on changes in swords
with ring-pommels and bulbous pommels having inlaid decorations, by Uchiyama
Toshiyuki on iron arrowheads buried in tombs of the sixth and seventh centuries in
eastern Japan, and by Tsuno Jin on the origin of battle formations comprised of
lined shields in the Kofun period.®® In this manner, detailed examinations of the

61 Kawahata Jun JIIHll#f, “Shokakutsuki kabuto no keishikigakuteki hairetsu” 7& £ {15 o 54 2 (4 i 51
(Typological Arrangement of Beaked Helmets), Nihon kokogaku H A% # % (Journal of the Japanese
Archaeological Association), no. 32 (2011): 1-31.

62 Tsuchiya Takafumi == )& [% 5, “Kofun jidai ni okeru yanagui kanagu no hensen to sono tokushitsu:
Chosen hantd nanbu/Nihon rettd shutsudo shiryd o chishin ni” HEERIZBIIEHBCEDEBLZD
WE: AR B HARSE L& RE hZ (The Transformation of Nomadic Quivers in the Kofun
Period: Mainly with the Artifacts Enearthened from the Southern Part of the Korean Peninsula and
Japanese Island), Kobunka dansé v XAt#%#% (Journal of the Society of Kyushu Prehistoric and Ancient
Cultural Studies), no. 66 (2011): 29-60.

63 Hatsumura Takehiro ## &%, “Kofun jidai chtki ni okeru kozane yoroi no hensen” iRz
T2 /NLEODZ#E (The Transformation in Lamellar Cuirasses in the Middle Kofun Period), Kodaigaku
kenkyt, no. 192 (2011): 1-19.

64 Kim Woo-Dae 45K, “Soshokutsuki kantd no tachi no gijutsu keifu to denpa: Chosen hanto tonanbu
shutsudo shiryo o chushin ni” %Effi{d BRUH K JJ D H AT RS LA LB Em T E LERZ LI
(Genealogy and Diffusion of the Ring-pommeled Sword with Decorations: From the South-eastern Area
in the Korean Peninsula), Kobunka danso, no. 66 (2011): 87-127.

55 Anazawa Wako JViRIRYG, ed., “Ko/shumatsuki kofun shutsudo no buki” # - #&K#&HEH + 0K 8
(Weapons Recovered from Late and Final Period Tombs), a collection of five articles in Kokogaku
janaru, no. 616 (2011): 3-29. The five articles are: Takise Yoshiyuki  #fl %5 2 , “Kofun jidai
ko/shumatsuki ni okeru tachi koshirae no yos6” w7 - MR EIZB D R ITHFOREM (A Study of
Sword Fittings in Late and Last Kofun Period), 3-6; Mochida Daisuke £f H X #fi, “Kofun jidai
koki/shimatsuki no soshokutsuki kanté no tachi” R A - M RBH D XA (T BRI K JJ (Outline of the
Decorated Sword with Ring Pommel in the Late and Terminal Kofun Period), 7-12; Oya Hiroshi K% %
1R, “Zoganso tachi no hensen” $ % K JJ D £ #E (Changes in Inlaid Sword: Considering the Sword
with Rounded Pommel, Bulbous and Projecting Hilt), 13-18; Uchiyama Toshiyuki A (11 & 17,
“Koki/shumatsuki kofun shutsudo no tetsuzoku” & - # KA H LDk (Iron Arrowheads Buried
on 6-7th Century Tumuli in Eastern Japan), 19-22; Tsuno Jin ##{~, “Tateretsu to jinp6 no genrya” g
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manufacturing technology of weapons and armor were conducted, and the
presentation of their chronological assessments is of great significance.

Iwamoto Takashi’s study of a triangular-rimmed mirror recovered from the
Yotsuzukayama tomb group in Masuda, Shimane prefecture, indicates it is a
duplicate produced from the same mold as mirrors known from the Chohoji
Minamibara® tomb in Kyoto.®” Tokuda Masashi’s report on an inspection of
materials held by the Boston Museum of Fine Arts, the majority of which have been
regarded as coming from the mausoleum attributed to Emperor Nintoku, indicates
they cannot be determined as having come from that tomb with certainty.®® From an
examination of the transformation of leaf-shaped harness pendants, Takamatsu Yu
discusses the establishment and change of new technology introduced in the
seventh century®’

6. Regional society and foreign interaction

Taking the relationship between the core area of the monarchy and various regions
as “center” versus “periphery,” in contrast to Hirose Kazuo’s position of
emphasizing the common element of keyhole tombs to envision a system of
regulation between center and periphery,”™ treatments such as Kurafuji Hiroshi and
Hashimoto Tatsuya’s of Kyushu,”' and Tsuji Hideto’s of southern Tohoku”™ and
others stress the non-homogenous nature of regional society based on factors such
as the variation of each area’s mortuary system. Fujisawa Atsushi’s study of borders

Hl&MIEDJERE (The Origin of Lined Shield and Style of Battle: Layout and Combination of Shield in the
Kofun Age), 23-29.

66 £yESFm R [Translator’s note: The two same-mold items from the Chohoji Minamibara tomb are part
of a set of duplicates that with the addition of the Yotsuzukayama tomb group example is now known
to include a total of 10 items.]

67 ITwamoto Takashi & A& &, “Shimane-ken Masuda-shi Yotsuzukayama kofungun shutsudo no
sankakubuchi shinjikyo to ‘dohankyo’” BRI 25 H diPUER (LB T O = A Esie s
(Triangular-rimmed Mirrors Displaying Animals and Divinity Motifs from Yotsuzuka Tumuli at Masuda
in Shimane and “Mirrors Produced from the Same Mold”), Shakai bunka ronshu: Shimane Daigaku
Hobun Gakubu kiyo shakai bunka gakkahen #h4x XAGGmEE: B K 22 35 O3 0 fd 28 4k & S0k 22 B
(Journal of Socio-Cultural Studies: Memoirs of Faculty of Law and Literature, Shimane University) 7
(2011): 11-26.

% Tokuda Masashi i H 7% & , “Beikoku Bosuton Bijutsukan shozo iwayuru ‘den Nintokuryo
shutsudohin’ no chosa” HKERA N EMEEFEFTRE - H L& DFEE (Report on the Investigation
of So Called “the Artifacts from the Mausoleum of Emperor Nintoku” Owned by the Museum of Fine
Arts, Boston), Shoryobu kiyo [Ryobo hen] EEHH B [EEFE] (Bulletin [the Mausolea and Tombs] Study
on the Japanese Culture in relation to the Imperial Family and Court), no. 62 (2010): 1-17.

% Takamatsu YU &M H, “Togetsuki kabenkei gyoyo no hensen to chokin gijutsu: 7 seiki ni okeru
shinrai gijutsu no donyu to teichaku” IR HIED LB L LM 7 HALUICHBITDH KEMOEALE
% (Transformations of Thorn-tipped Leaf-shaped Harness Pendants and Engraving Technology: The
Introduction and Establishment of Newly Arrived Technology in the Seventh Century),
Machikaneyama ronso [Shigakuhen] 13 111G 8 [ 2 %2 %% | (Machikaneyama Ronso [History]), no. 45
(2011): 53-79.

0 Hirose Kazuo, “Zenpokoenfun to wa nani ka” (What are Keyhole Tombs?), in Hirose and Wada,
Kofun jidai jo. 3-53.

™ Kurafuji Hiroshi ji%E £ % and Hashimoto Tatsuya A EH, “Kyasha” JuMl (Kyushu), in Hirose and
Wada, Kofun jidai jo. 103-46.

"2 Tsuji Hideto 75 A, “Tohoku nanbu” HILFEEES (Southern Tohoku), in Hirose and Wada, Kofun jidai
j6. 479-517.
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and ethnic groups of the Kofun period also emphasizes that cultural differences
recognized from archaeological materials do not divide along clearly marked
boundaries, but show mixture and gradual variation.” From the nature of such
borders, he argues that in the Kofun period there was no sense of identity
integrating the archipelago as a whole. Hashimoto Tatsuya’s examination of the
southern limit of tomb construction similarly makes inquiry into social movements
in peripheral regions, and points out a situation of flux in which disintegration and
reorganization of groups occurred at the periphery due the to the centrifugal force
of separation from the core.” The creation of an awareness of boundaries (a sense
of the state) was the result of political contact with the East Asian realm, which he
regards as becoming prominent from the latter half of the Late Kofun period.

Yoshimura Kazuaki’s study of subterranean horizontal chamber tomb groups in
western Miyazaki prefecture examines a model of kin relations of the occupants of
those tombs from the conditions of their skeletal remains and grave goods, and
points out that interment based on bilateral principles of consanguinity was
conducted throughout the fifth century.” Further, Tanaka Yoshiyuki, Funahashi
Kyoko, and Yoshimura Kazuaki’s study of kin relations based on skeletal remains
from the interior of Miyazaki prefecture similarly makes clear the characteristic of
this region as one to which the transition to patrilineal relations seen in most of the
archipelago in the latter half of the fifth century did not extend.’®

In a study of the distributional boundaries of types of horizontal stone burial
chambers, Ota Hiroaki constructs a typology based on differences in character of
the distributional regions.”” He then cites differences in social relations as a factor
giving rise to such differences, and asserts the possibility that the chamber styles

8 Fujisawa Atsushi & IR %, “Kofun jidai no ‘kydkai’ to ‘minzoku’” T IEKFMR DB H | & TR #E |
(“Borders” and “Peoples” in the Kofun Period), Kikan kokogaku, no. 117 (2011): 54-59, 6.

" Hashimoto Tatsuya, “Kofun chikuzo shuen’iki ni okeru kyokai keisei: Nangen shakai to kokka
keisei” o G A RIBICH T HEA N MRS ERE K (Boundary Formation at the Periphery of
the Distribution of Kofun Burial Mounds: Society at the Southern Limit and State Formation),
Kokogaku kenkytu 58, no. 4 (2012): 17-31.

" Yoshimura Kazuaki & # #l#8, “Miyazaki-ken nishi shoken chiiki ni okeru chikashiki yokoanabo no
bogun keisei to maisd genri: Tachigiri chikashiki yokoanabogun o taisho to shite” ‘& I I P 34 IR Hig 2 5
oM N AR R DO ER T & HZE R U N AR E R 2 R & U T (The Formation Process of
Subterranean Rock-cut Tomb Cemeteries and the Reconstruction of Kin-organisation of the Middle
Kofun Period in the Southeastern Kyushu Region: The Study of the Tachigiri Cemetery as a Case),
Kyusht kokogaku JuMM= % (The Journal of the Archaeological Society of Kyushu), no. 86 (2011): 41-
64.

6 Tanaka Yoshiyuki M # K 2, Funahashi Kyoko ##&%%F, and Yoshimura Kazuaki, “Miyazaki-ken
nairikubu chikashiki yokoanabo hisdsha no shinzoku kankei” = I (5 A [ B T KGN SE 4 285 OB
f%& (Reconstruction of Kin-relations of the Skeletal Remains from Under-ground Tunnel Tombs Located
in Inner Area of Miyazaki), Kytishi Daigaku Sogo Kenkyu Hakubutsukan kenkyi hokoku JuMN K&
oy fERT %8 & (Bulletin of the Kyushu University Museum), no. 10 (2012): 127-43.

77 Ota Hiroaki, “Koko shiryo ni mirareru bunpu kyokai rydiki no yos6: Yokoanashiki sekishitsu o shiryo
to shite” Z o ERNIALNG 73 /RIS OB : BN G =42 &R L U T (Archaeological Evidence of the
Distribution Boundary of Stone Burial Chambers), Kokogaku kenkyd 57, no. 4 (2011): 71-89.
[Translator’s note: This statement requires further explication to be understood. Ota looks at select
examples of the distributions of regionally defined types of horizontal stone chambers, classifying their
boundaries as “exclusive,” “permeable,” or “mixed,” and then tries to link these types with social
characteristics such as stratification, reciprocal relations, etc.]
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functioned as social and political symbols. Monographs by Irie Fumitoshi
(Wakasa/Etsu Kofun jidai no kenkyu [Research on the Kofun Period of the Wakasa
and Etsu Regions])” and Miki Hiroshi (Kofun shakai to chiiki keiei [Kofun Society
and Regional Management])”™ both take up reconstructions of regional portraits of
the Kofun period as their theme.

As something dealing with foreign interaction, there was Inoue Chikara’s study
of the occupants of tombs on the Korean peninsula having items originating from
Japan as grave goods.®? From an examination of the portraits of persons seen buried
with Japan-related articles in tombs of the Gaya® confederacy, he points out from
these items’ characteristic as prestige goods that the interred are not necessarily
ethnically Wa.

7. Economic production and technology

The Buried Cultural Properties Research Society held its 60th meeting at which
discussion was held on the topic of the procurement and circulation of stone
materials in the Yayoi and Kofun periods.®? As items discussing the Kofun period,
there were presentations by Nara Takaya dealing with the stone materials of Early
period vertical-style stone compartment tombs, by Kitayama Mineo on the
circulation of Early period sarcophagi, by Takahashi K6ji on armband-shaped stone
objects, by Nakamura Hiroshi on Tatsuyama stone and the stone materials for
sarcophagi, and by Imanishi Yasuhiro on the stone materials at the Imashirozuka
tomb,?? with the conditions of procurement and circulation of stone used as material
for each type of feature and artifact becoming evident. If debate deepens regarding

78 Irie Fumitoshi AJLXH, Wakasa/Etsu Kofun jidai no kenkyu %5t - # & IR DHFZE (Research on the
Kofun Period of the Wakasa and Etsu Regions) (Gakuseisha, 2011).

™ Miki Hiroshi = A#A, Kofun shakai to chiiki keiei 3% & HiIg& = (Kofun Society and Regional
Management) (Gakuseisha, 2012).

8 Tnoue Chikara # _EFFi, Chosen Hanto Sangoku jidai no Wakei ibutsu o fukuso suru kofun hisésha
ni kan suru kenkyu SRS ZERAROEREWLEIZET 2 HIEEEE BT 201%% (A Study on the
Deceased Person in the Tumuli that was Buried along with the Japan-originated Artifacts in the Three
Dynastic Period of Korea), MEXT Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research report (project number
21720291) (Kashihara Kokogaku Kenkytjo, 2012).

81 ANHR

82 Sekizal no ryttsu to sono haikei: Yayoi-Kofun jidai o chishin ni A+ DB ETDE 5 HRE~T ERHMR
% 102 (The Circulation of Stone Materials and Its Background: Focusing on the Yayoi to Kofun
Periods), abstracts and materials from the Dai 60-kai Maiz6 Bunkazai Kenkyu Shukai £ 60 [a]# i 04t
[HHfzE4E 4 (60th Meeting of the Buried Cultural Properties Research Society), held at Takatsuki, Osaka
prefecture, 3-4 September 2011 (place of publication unknown, 2011).

8 All in Sekizal no ryutsu to sono haiker: Nara Takuya 25 B #i75, “Zenki kofun (tateanashiki sekkaku) ni
okeru sekizai no sentaku to ryatsa” Fif i 3 (B2 RN EE)IZE T2 AM OER L E (Selection and
Circulation of Stone Materials in Early Period [Vertical-style Stone Compartment] Tombs), 45-56;
Kitayama Mineo, “Kofun jidai zenki ni okeru sekkan no ido” WIERAR B I 2 6B OB B
(Movement of Sarcophagi in the Early Kofun Period), 57-63; Takahashi Koji & &35, “Udewagata
sekiseihin no sekizai to ryatsu” Hila A8 & DG L@ (The Stone Materials of Armband-shaped
Stone Objects and Their Circulation), 65-75; Nakamura Hiroshi A #f 44, “Tatsuyamaishi to sekkan
sekizai” # (I f5 & £ #8 44 # (Tatsuyama Stone and Sarcophagi Stone Material), 89-100; Imanishi
Yasuhiro 4 PEkEZ, “Imashirozuka kofun ni miru sekizai no ryttsi to sono haikei” 4 5 EIZAD A
DiE L ZDHE 5 (The Circulation and Background of Stone Material Seen at the Imashirozuka Tomb),
111-19.
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the groups of technicians who obtained the stone, the artisans who worked it, and
those involved in its circulation, the situation regarding the production and
circulation of stone materials in the Kofun period will become even clearer.

The Chugoku Shikoku Keyhole Tomb Research Society held a meeting on tombs
of the Middle Kofun period as seen from haniwa, in which the development and
points of transition of haniwa in each region were examined, with it becoming clear
that these did not necessarily match up.’* From two contributions by Tsujikawa
Tetsurd, on materials from the Omi Toba Kamezuka®® and Yasu-shi Koshimaezuka®
tombs, the situation regarding haniwa materials in the Omi region has become
clearer. A study by Kitahara Rie and Fukunaga Shin’ya on Tango-style cylindrical
haniwa points out two separate lines of development of these items, and as
background for this, that a change in local leadership can be discerned.®” Kirihara
Takeshi assesses a boat-shaped haniwa recovered from the Tonomura®® site in Iida®’
as a vessel for transporting the souls of the dead, and points out the possibility that
such objects were supplied to tombs where figures such as kuni-no-miyatsuko®
were interred.’’ Furuya Takeshi’s study of the structure and transition of house-
shaped haniwa compares them with the remains of buildings and points out these
items’ realistic and abstract aspects.??

Hosokawa Shintard’s study of the production and distribution of lidded
container-shaped stone objects makes a classification based on form and points out
three lines of development.”® From an examination of their distribution, and of the

8% Haniwa kara mita chuki kofun no tenkai Yaig»5 B7- A HIED R (Development of Middle Period
Tombs Seen from Haniwa), abstracts and materials from the Dai 14-kai Chugoku Shikoku Zenpo
Koenfun Kenkyukai 28 14 [a] i [ P [E § 5 $5 FIEMTZE 4 (14th Meeting of the Chiigoku Shikoku Keyhole
Tomb Research Society), held at Yurihama, Tottori prefecture, 26-27 November 2011 (place of
publication unknown, 2011).

8 Tsujikawa Tetsurd 3tJ1135 8, “Omi Toba Kamezuka kofun shutsudo haniwa no saikento” il - & &
Bl Y O H M et (Reexamination of the Haniwa Recovered from the Omi Toba Kamezuka
Tomb), in Biwako to chiiki bunka. 93-98.

86 Tsujikawa Tetsuro, “Yasu-shi Koshimaezuka kofun saish@l haniwa ni tsuite” Bl vl - B gt & BEER 4 IE
#filZ DWW T (On Haniwa Gathered at the Yasu-shi Koshimaezuka Tomb), Omi bunkazai ronso i ¢
##% (Omi Cultural Properties Essays), no. 3 (2011): 48-53.

87 Kitahara Rie JtJfi%Y7L and Fukunaga Shin’'ya, “Tangogata enté haniwa no 2 keitd to sono tenkai
katei” FH&R P& fdg D2 2L 2 DR (Two Lines of Tango-style Cylindrical Haniwa and Their
Process of Development), Taniwa koko K ¥ J# %% i (Taniwa Archaeology), no. 33 (2011): 1-11.
[Translator’s note: The Tango-style cylindrical haniwa ends with a distinctive rounded constriction at
the top, rather than as a straight cylinder or with the rounded constriction continuing into an outward
flare.]

88 JAY

8 [ (Nagano prefecture)

% [E & [Translator’s note: A title conferred in the pre-ritsuryo era on regional administrators by the
Yamato court.]

o Kirihara Takeshi #iJf{#, “Haniwabune genso” Ml <48 (Haniwa Boat Illusions), Ina ft7} (Ina),
(2011.4): 25-34.

92 Furuya Takeshi #iA43%, “Iegata haniwa no k6z6/hensen to bunseki shikaku” FEIEIROREE - Z&EE 7>
#r #1 1 (Structure and Transition of House-shaped Haniwa and the Analytic Angle), Haniwa
Kenkytikaishi HEERF4% 235 (Haniwa-Archaeology), no. 15 (2011): 129-45.

93 Hosokawa Shintaro fllJI[3% A BE, “Gosugata sekiseihin no seisan to rytitsa haikei” & ¥4 %8GO 4
& it &= (Production of Lidded Container-shaped Stone-made Objects and the Distributional
Background), Kodaigaku kenkyu, no. 190 (2011): 15-37.
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characteristics of the tombs where they were interred and of their accompanying
materials, it is supposed that their distribution and receipt took place within the
framework of the monarchy. In his examination of soft stone imitative goods,
Sakuma Masaaki analyses examples recovered from the Kanto region, and asserts
that individual makers can be recognized for sets of items based on shared
properties of form, manufacturing technique, and material.®* He further touches
upon differences in the manufacture and structure of sets from tombs in Kozuke®
and Shimosa,’® supposing this reflects the designs of the chiefly classes who
conducted the mortuary rites. Sakurai Tomoharu’s study of Sue ware focuses on the
conditions of its production in the Tohoku region, which traditionally has not
received much treatment, and analyzes the process of development from the Final
Kofun into the Ancient periods.””

Not only archaeological classifications and typological analyses, but also
approaches to the Kofun period utilizing scientific techniques were in great favor.
The volume Rinsetsu kagaku to kofun jidai kenkytu (Related Sciences and Kofun
Period Research), edited by Ichinose Kazuo, Fukunaga Shin’ya, and H0jo Yoshitaka,
brings together this type of research.®® Mizuno Toshinori’s study of bronze mirror
manufacturing techniques utilizes the three-dimensional measurement of these
items which has become popular in recent years, and discusses the scientific
evaluation of mirrors which based on archaeological analysis have been regarded as
produced from the same mold.” With regard to bronze mirrors, there is Murakami
Ryu’'s analysis utilizing techniques of the physical sciences and microscopic
examinations of the triangular-rimmed mirrors recovered from the Tsubai
Otsukayama tomb, which discusses the importance of these items’ composition and
metallographic structure.!®” Hagiwara Kyoichi asserts the utility of X-ray
fluorescence analysis of the clay body of haniwa for a perspective to study the

94 Sakuma Masaaki {£AMIERA, “Kantd chiho ni okeru kofun shutsudo sekisei mozohin no seisaku k6zo
ni tsuite” BIEMLGIZ3517 2 I I A B E F O BAEREEIZ DWW T (Manufacturing Systems of Soft Stone
Imitative Goods from Tombs in the Kanto Region: With Special Attention to Chiefly Burials in Kozuke),
Kokogaku kenkytu 58, no. 2 (2011): 54-73.

% ¥} (modern Gunma prefecture)

% "N#& (part of modern Chiba prefecture)

97 Sakurai Tomoharu # & #%, “Kofun jidai shimatsuki kara tagajo soken zengo no sueki seisan no
tenkai” IR R AN S 2 BIRAIE T D EE R EFEDERM (Developments of Sue Ware Production
from the Final Kofun Period to Around the Tagajo Fort Site Construction), Miyagi kokogaku ‘& k4% 15
(The Miyagi Archaeology), no. 13 (2011): 93-110.

% Ichinose Kazuo, Fukunaga Shin’ya, and Hojo Yoshitaka, eds., Rinsetsu kagaku to kofun jidai kenkyu
W 32 Bl 22 & B A 98 (Related Sciences and Kofun Period Research), vol. 8 of Kofun jidai no
kokogaku (Douseisha, 2012).

99 Mizuno Toshinori /KEF i #, “Sanjigen keisoku to dokyo seisaku giho” =Rt &H Ml & # &5 8 /E 1 1k
(Three-dimensional Measurement and Bronze Mirror Manufacturing Techniques), in Ichinose,
Fukunaga, and H6jo, Rinsetsu kagaku to kofun jidai kenkyt. 82-89.

100 Murakami Rya # LB, “Sankakubuchi shinjukyo no sosei to kinzoku soshiki: Tsubai Otsukayama
kofun shutsudo no sankakubuchi shinjiky6 o chishin ni” = M EREE DML & @AM B H AR lE
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production and supply of these materials.!?!

Conclusion

Efforts to sum up conventional Kofun period research in comprehensive fashion
and suggest new perspectives for study are now very common. However, with
regard to the chronologies and periodization which have served as the basis of
traditional frameworks, most of these new attempts accord with conventional
research. It has now been 20 years since an archipelago-wide chronology was
constructed. Advances in the research of particular artifacts, and readjustments of
frameworks on the basis of regional perspectives have been accumulating. The
difficulties of assessing the entire archipelago in a uniform manner are clear from
the variety seen for burial systems, utensils, and regional society.

Research giving weight not just to tombs but also to palaces and settlements has
been actively conducted. There are many topics needing examination with regard to
how tombs, palaces, and settlements are related. We hope that comprehensive
treatment of these, coming out of research conducted in a variety of fields, will
produce more vivid portraits of Kofun period society in the future.

101 Hagiwara Kyoichi # R #%—, “Haniwa no seisan to kyokyu o taido bunseki kara kangaeru” Jfig D4
ELfBEB Lo 5%E 25 (Considering the Production and Supply of Haniwa from Clay Body
Analysis), Haniwa Kenkytkaishi, no. 15 (2011): 103-14.



