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13 David Jordan, James D. Kiras, David J. Lonsdale, Ian Speller, Christopher Tuck, and C. Dale Walton,
Understanding Modern Warfare (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), pp. 3-5.
14 Fgut HHRHE R L fﬁﬁiﬁ%‘:%’ % B G AR J[ : John L. Alget, Definitions and Doctrine
of the Military Art: Past and Present New Jersey: Avery, 1985); David G Chandler, The Art of Warfare on Land
(London: Penguin, 1974); Thomas Cleary, The Japanese Art of War: Understanding the Culture of Strategy (Bos-
ton: Shambhala, 1991); Bruce Condell and David T. Zabecki eds., Oz the German Art of War: Truppenfulyrung
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