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The Comparative study of the Theory of Hui Scholar Training
—With a case of Tian Fang Xing Li written by
Liu Zhi in the early Qing Dynasty
Ji Fang tong

Abstract: LiuZhi’ s research on Hui scholars always begins with the viewpoints of reli
gion and philosophy. This article, however, starts with the viewpoint of Hui scholar
training and looks at the Hui Scholar research in different aspects so as to make up for its
inadequacies. By comparing the difference between the mental theory and the training the
ory, the author thinks that they are the same as the training theory of science. The two
are not only similar to the thought, categorization and function of the mental theory but
also to the content, order and realm of the training theory. In fact, Hui’ s religion and
science are two different cultures with different features. The author believes that the
training theory is a key point in the study of Hui Scholars.

Key words: Hui scholars; mental theory; training theory; Gong Fu; taste; communica
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