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Figure 1. Japan map (political map) (Werner Steinhaus; DesignEXchange, license Nr. 10861983)
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Burial mounds were among the first monuments of 
antiquity to attract the attention of antiquarians in both 
Europe and Japan. They comprise a very particular 
category of archaeological remains. Archaeologists 
spend the majority of their time on materials that have 
survived from the past through chance and serendipity. 
The archaeology of burial mounds, on the other hand, 
presents the fortunate excavator with materials arranged 
in a manner originally expected by those involved in the 
funerary rites to last long into the future. The materials 
recovered from burial mounds, and indeed other forms 
of tomb, were intended to accompany the incumbents of 
these sepulchres to the afterlife: those incumbents would 
surely have been surprised to know that their afterlife 
would include an archaeological intervention.

This volume represents the culmination of the first phase 
of an international collaboration between Japanese and 
European specialists in the archaeology of burial mounds. 
It also marks the inauguration of a new series of volumes 
intended to explore the international significance of 
Japanese archaeology through comparative studies. To date, 
the collaboration has comprised a series of trilateral study 
visits between Japan, Germany and the United Kingdom, 
examining sites, meeting practitioners on the ground, 
giving talks and participating in workshops. As well as 
bringing together established specialists interested in what 
a comparative approach can achieve, these interactions 
have provided opportunities to introduce students from 
the various countries to each other, to broaden their 
perspectives through encounters with very different ways 
of approaching comparable archaeological material.

The papers in this volume are based on presentations 
given at an international workshop at the Eberhard-Karls-
University Tuebingen in November 2015. The workshop 
was supported by the German Research Foundation (DFG) 
within the program ‘Initiation of international cooperation’, 
the Sainsbury Institute for the Study of Japanese Arts and 
Cultures and the Ōsaka University. Sincerest thanks are 
due both to the organisers of the conference and to the 
editors of this resulting volume. Thanks are also due to 
Joseph Ryan (Ōsaka University) for editing the texts of 
the Japanese colleagues as well as translating some of the 
texts from Japanese into English and to Katherine Song 
(Hiroshima University) for editing two texts of the German 
colleagues.

It is hoped that this publication will both provide the 
foundation for further fruitful international collaboration 
in regard to this most fascinating class of archaeological 
site, and also stimulate further comparative studies of 
Japanese archaeology.

Dr Simon Kaner

Executive Director and Head of  
the Centre for Archaeology and  
Heritage Sainsbury Institute for  

the Study of Japanese Arts and Cultures,  
and Director, Centre for Japanese Studies,  

University of East Anglia
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