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 ABSTRACT

The Modern Chinese Literature and Philosophy of Nietzsche:
Focusing Acceptance of the Nietzsche's Philosophy on Guo Mo Ruo 

and Mao Dun

Ko, Hae-kyung

Nietzsche in the early 20th century, many Western thought came to China 

pushed the time, who want to reform the Chinese young intellectuals was a great 

welcome. 

Around 5.4 times writers representing China Journalism Guo Mo ruo ․ Mao 

Dun and social needs of the times according to the spirit, according to their 

ideology, no tubes and four optional understand Nietzsche. Was acceptable, in 

the process, Nietzsche was transformed hem into various forms. In this paper, 

two Guo Mo ruo ․ Mao Dun accept Nietzsche as Nietzsche socreated their own 

awards and also looked at these similarities and difference.

Nietzsche Guo Mo ruo the remnants of the old feudal ideas and traditions 

were to break down and accept only select perspective. Nietzsche's self-discovery 

and individual liberty, and against the reality and accept the terms of loan 5.4 

seconds, an ideal Nietzsche award was created. However Guo Mo ruo particular 

aspect of the acceptance of Nietzsche, whereas Nietzsche regarded as an extreme 

pessimist history, and his extreme caution and idealistic form of individualism 

was often criticized.

Mao Dun the core ideas of Nietzsche 'Superman' and 'will power' noted. 5.4 

All time view of life, a new morality must re-evaluate the need for a practical, 

based on the old tradition of Nietzsche completely against the spirit of rebellion 

was to have especially appreciated. But this was different Mao Dun Nietzsche 

and moral beliefs. What is the old morality Nietzsche corrupt, bourgeois morality 

and ethics, and was negative for democracy and freedom, Mao Dun dark realities 

facing the old Chinese feudal and traditional idea of  revolution as a democrat 

were negative for.



Guo Mo ruo ․ Mao Dun optional for Nietzsche's acceptance was 5.4  times 

that contemporary needs can be met.
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