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processes, and make up for the methodological shortcomings of quantitative and institutionalized
research. The application of qualitative research methods in the study of the life course has
advanced in the following three directions: presenting the specific mechanism and story behind
the regularity model of digital statistics, expanding the sociological imagination, and exploring
the individual’ s initiative in the life course.

Theoretical Fusion and Methodological Concurrence: A New Trend in Study of the Life Course
Wang Dianxi and Zhao Yufeng « 122 «
In order to cope with the new changes in the social field after the 1960s, the study of the life
course has produced two different paradigms. The North American paradigm emphasizes the
influence of initiative on individual lifetime development, while the European paradigm holds that
the life course is the product of the influence of social structure. The obvious difference between
the two paradigms led to the integration of interdisciplinary research achievements after 2000. In
terms of theory, scholars have constructed a comprehensive theoretical framework of the life
course cube in an attempt to systematize key concepts and mechanisms of the life course that
connect individuals and social situations. In terms of method, the competitive trajectory analytical
method combines the advantages of event history analysis and sequence analysis, in an attempt to
make up for the shortcomings of different methods. On the basis of the latest progress in the
field, the study of the life process based on the Chinese situation has a bright future.

* Evaluation Perspective *
The Bottleneck in the Evaluation of Chinese Academic Works and the Way Out: An Analysis from
the Perspective of the Life Cycle of Academic Works Jiang Ying « 133 ¢
In recent years, with the discussions about getting rid of the unfortunate tendency of
regarding the “thesis only” and perfecting the representative work system, the importance of the
evaluation of academic work is increasing. However, at present, a systematic and complete
evaluation mechanism and system for Chinese academic works which could be of wide service to
academic circles has yet to be established. The bottleneck problems restricting the development of
the academic works evaluation system include the fact that there is as yet no pre-publication peer
review system; the validity of the evaluation data is low; and research on evaluation is
insufficient. From the perspective of the life cycle of academic works, a whole process evaluation
model for Chinese academic works can break through the above bottlenecks. The key is to break
down departmental information restrictions, promote the flow of information on evaluation, and
achieve information sharing, so as to promote the construction of a scientific and rational
comprehensive evaluation system of academic works based on peer review and assisted by
quantitative evaluation.

A Study of the Evaluation Criteria of Chinese Children’ s Literature in the Past Century
Li Lifang « 145
In the value evaluation of children’ s literature, the evaluation standard, which refers to the
value yardstick and boundaries applied to the subject of study, occupies a core position in the
values of children’ s literature. In the past century, the study of Chinese children’ s literature
has constructed representative evaluation criteria from three main dimensions: the triple
evaluation standard of “children as the standard, a literary nature, and a social orientation” sets
up the basic framework of evaluation criteria; the unity of “being good for you” and “being
appealing” embodies bottom line thinking on values; and “consciousness of classical work”
affirms the standard shaped by the literary tradition itself, which exists as an ideal standard in all
the criteria. On the basis of the continuous development of the existing evaluation criteria, we
should have a scientific understanding of children as actors, should test and perfect the evaluation
criteria with children’ s practice and put the development of children as actors and the evaluation
standard for children’ s literature in a deep two-way intercalation and cause-and-effect value
construction process. This is the basic way to make the evaluation standard of children’ s
literature scientific and rational.
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