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Understanding Water History from the Paradigm of Civilization
Zheng Xiaoyun  (107)

This paper explores the issue of water history within the framework of civilization paradigms focusing on
two key aspects: the interaction between water and human civilization and the study of water history as an ac—
ademic discipline. Water history can be understood through various paradigms including engineering technol-
ogy economics society religion and civilization. Within the civilization paradigm water history represents a
narrative of how water has played a pivotal role in the construction development and continuity of civiliza—
tions with water sometimes directly influencing the rise and fall of these civilizations. Furthermore water as
a driving force has facilitated exchanges and integration between different civilizations enhancing their influ—
ence. Therefore understanding the historical development of human civilization cannot overlook the role of wa—
ter. From the perspective of water history research new interpretations can be made regarding the origins and
development of human civilizations. This research can delve into local regional and global civilizations as
well as examine the role of water in the processes of civilization’s origin development integration and even
decline. Water history also provides valuable insights for the construction of contemporary forms of water civili—

zation. This is an important mission and frontier topic for water history research today.

From “Authenticity” to “Technological Replicability”:
How Art Becomes a Medium?
Lu Chunhong  (179)

From the “authenticity” of traditional art to the “replicability” of modern art Benjamin not only clarifies
the indirect relationship between the aura and its mode of existence in modern art through a comparative analy—
sis of the “original work 7 but also highlights the shift in ideological context from traditional to modern art.
This shift is represented by the opposition between “permanence” and “temporality ” marking a transition
from the rationality—driven thought of tradition to the sensibility—oriented thought of modernity. More crucially
the disappearance of the aura once imbued with sacredness in modern art is not merely a sign of loss but
serves as an indication of modern art’s media identity. Modern art by transforming forms mediates the presen—
tation of a disparate world and reveals the paradox of modernity: people in contemporary society access the
presentation of the aura through art yet the medium’s identity simultaneously ensures the impossibility of pres—
enting the aura. However this paradox does not lead to purely negative outcomes; rather it signals the true
direction of modernity’s sensibility—based thought: no longer fixated on the eternal nature of thought but fo—
cused on the present moment’s sensuous existence. In this regard  ‘replicability” becomes an intrinsic demand
for the work to express itself thereby emphasizing the hermeneutic dimension of media art. This shift reflects
not a historical unfolding of the spirit’s inevitable end but a “leaping” generation of the current reality of ex—

istence.



