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A Textual Study on Su Shi’s Dongpo zhi lin

(Abstract)

Leung Shu Fung

Three extant versions of Su Shi’s (1037-1101) Dongpo zhi lin ¥ 3 FHEMdre in circu-
lation: a one-juan version, a five-juan version, and a twelve-juan-yersion. Although
this book is well known, not many studies have been conducted ‘on the differences
among these three versions. By examining the citations from -ZAi /in in the works of
the Southern Song dynasty, the author points out that two different versions were circu-
lated in the Southern Song, namely the one-juan versiong-which includes only thirteen
chapters of historiographical accounts, and the threefjuan Dongpo shouze 3% F I,
which was edited by Su Shi’s sons.

Of the three extant versions, most studies focused solely on the five-juan
version. However, by collating and analysingrthe citations from Zhi /in in Song and
Yuan documents, this article argues that'the five-juan version might have undergone
extensive editing, including large-scale additions and cutting. On the contrary,
although few studies have been catfied out on the twelve-juan version, it was com-
pleted as early as the Yuan dynasty and preserved most of the features from the
original edition, the three-juaityDongpo shouze.
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