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表二　元代實錄纂修表
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Analysis on the Dual System for Compiling Official
History in the Yuan Dynasty 

Peilei Shi

Abstract

This paper studies the two systems for the compiling of official history

that existed in the Yuan dynasty. The Yuan dynasty’s dual political system was

the reason for this dual compiling system. In the first system, the Yuan Palace

continued the Mongolian tradition of compiling history by setting up an

official entitled Bishechi , who had the responsibility of recording the

emperors’ words and deeds and compiling the history book Tuobuchiyan

. In the second system, the Yuan followed the Chinese tradition in setting

up Qijuzhu and Guoshiyuan to compile records of political

happenings, books of the Emperors’ daily activities, histories of previous

dynasties, books on political systems, and local chronicles. Because of this

dual system for compiling history, the official history of the Yuan dynasty is

unique among official histories from ancient China. 

Keywords: Yuan dynasty, Mongolia, historical studies, dual system, Bishechi 

, Tuobuchiyan
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