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Abstract. On May 16, 2024, China and Russia jointly issued the “Joint Statement
of the People's Republic of China and the Russian Federation on Deepening the Com-
prehensive Strategic Partnership of Coordination in the New Era on the Occasion of
the 75th Anniversary of the Establishment of Diplomatic Relations between the Two
Countries”, which clearly emphasizes the need to “jointly promote a correct view
of World War Il history”. The “view of World War Il history” encompasses a multi-
level understanding of the war, which is one of the key factors influencing national
policies and public perceptions in contemporary international relations practice. In
recent years, the post-war world order and the correct view of World War Il history
are being impacted and deconstructed. It is urgent to construct effective ways to
promote and disseminate the correct view of World War Il history, support the global
governance concept of “co-governance, co-construction, and sharing”, practice true
multilateralism.
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Hay4Has cTaTba

MpoasuKeHne NpaBUIbHOro BOCNPUATUA UCTOPUM
BTopo¥ mMupoBOIA BOMHDbI U 3aLMUTa MEXAYHAPOAHOro
nopAAKa: I0rMKa 1 nyTb

YskaH Jlyuxoy

KuTalckuii yHMBepCcUTET KOMMYHUKaUuiA, MeknH, Kntalickas HapogHas Pecny6auka,
colin422@126.com

AHHOTauma. «lMepcnektMBa BTopoit MMPOBOM BOMHbLI» OTHOCUTCA K 0bLiemy
OTHOLLEHMIO M B3rNA4aM N0Lel Ha UCTOPUYECKOe MOHUMAHWE, MHTepPNpeTaLuto u
OLEHKY BTOpOit MMPOBOI BOMHbI. ITO HE CTaTUYHOE UM eAMHOEe NOHATUE, @ AMHA-
MWYHOE, OTKPbLITOE U CnopHoe none ansa gebatos. Ee cogepikaHve U BblparkeHue
BapbMPYIOTCA B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT PasHbIX MCTOPUUYECKMX NEPUOA0B, CTPaH U NAE0N0-
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rmin. OnpegeneHne «nepcneKkTMBbl BTOpol MMPOBOM BOMHbI» YAacTO TECHO CBA3AHO
C COBPEMEHHOW HaLMOHAMbHOM MOMUTUKOW U MEXKAYHAPOAHbIMU OTHOLIEHUAMM.
McTopua — 3To He NPOCTO NPOCTOE NOBECTBOBAHWE O MPOLLIOM, HO M TOYKA nepe-
ceyeHun BNaCTU, NAMATU U UAEHTUYHOCTU. [103TOMY pasivyHble CTPaHbI, FPyNMbl 1
[axe OoTAe/IbHble IMYHOCTM GOPMUPYIOT pasHble nepcnekTusbl Btopoli mnposoi
BOMHbI, UCXO4A U3 CBOMX COBCTBEHHbIX MHTEPECOB, LLEHHOCTEN U UCTOPUYECKOW Ma-
MATU. ITO HE TONIbKO BaXKHOE HanpaB/ieHNe UCCNEL0BAHNA B UCTOPUU, HO U KtoYe-
BOM GaKTOp, BAUAIOLLMIA HA HALMOHAbHYO NONIUTUKY M 0BLLECTBEHHbIE BOCNPUATUSA
B COBPEMEHHOM MPAKTUKE MEXKAYHAPOLHbIX OTHOLIEHUA.

Mccnepya Nctopuyeckmne apxmBbl, 4aHHasA CTaTbsA YTBEPHKAAET, YTO NPaBU/IbHan nep-
cnekT1Ba BTOpoli MMPOBOI BOVHbI 3aKNaAbIBAET MPOYHYH OCHOBY 4/19 NMOCTPOEHMUSA MNo-
CeBOEHHOW rN106anbHOM cucTeMbl ynipaseHus. OHa He To/IbKO NoMoraeT nobeAmBLIMM
cTpaHam GopMMPOBaTb HALMOHANBHYIO MAEHTUYHOCTb, HO W NO3BOAAET MM 3aHUMATb
WMHULMATMBY BO BHELLHEW MOUTMKE BO BPEMA MEXKAYHapOoAHbIX 0bmeHoB. Hanpumep,
B AManore mexay npasutenbcteamu Kutas u AnoHuuM nepcnektmsa Bropoli mmposoii
BOVIHbI YaCTO MUCMOJ/Ib3YeTCA KaK OCHOBA, NMOAYEPKMBAsA arpeccMBHoe noseaeHve AnoHun
BO BpeMS BOWHbI U BblAE/AA 3aKOHHbIE NPaBa Kutas Kak nobeamsLueli cTpaHbl B OTHO-
weHuax ¢ AnoHueit. 21 mas 2024 r. npeactasutens MUHUCTEPCTBA MHOCTPAHHbLIX e
KuTas ony6/11MKoBan B COLMabHbIX CETAX CTaTbio 8 «MOTCAaMCKOWM AeKnapaLum», CCbi-
N1aACb Ha NPOBOKALMOHHbIE AencTBUA ANoHWM No TaliBaHbCKOMY BOMPOCY M HAMEKas Ha
TO, 4To KnTal no-npexHeMy COXpaHAET NpaBa U MHTepeckl NobeausLLel CTpaHbl BO BTo-
POl MMPOBOW BOMHE. ITO NOKA3bIBAET, YTO HAMOMUHAHME 06 UCTOPUM BAXKHO HE TO/IbKO
AN NoAAeprKaHUA TOYHOCTU UCTOPUYECKOM MAMATH, HO U A1A NONYYEHUA NMOSIUTUHECKUX
NPEUMYLLECTB B COBPEMEHHbIX MEKAYHAPOAHbIX OTHOLLEHUAX.

CraTbA TaKXKe nccaeayeTt KOHKPETHbIE MPAKTUKKU U NOCAeACTBMA KMCTOPUYECKOTO pe-
BM3MOHU3MA» U «CTpaTernvyeckoro danbecuodunLLMpoBaHmsa Uctopmmn» ana GopMMpoBaHNUA
«nepcrnekTBbl BTopoli M1poBoit BoViHbI». OnpeaeneHne «nepcnexkT1ebl BTtopoli mupo-
BOV BOMHbI» Pa3/IMiHbIMM CYBEPEHHbIMW FOCYAapCTBaMU He TONIbKO GOPMUPYET MeK-
rocyA,apCTBEHHbIE OTHOLLIEHWUA U BbIPpabOTKY BHELUHEN MOUTUKK, HO M OKa3blBaeT B/W-
AHME Ha NoAZEepPKaHNe N KOPPEKTUPOBKY MEXKAYHAPOAHOro NopaaKa B NPaKTMYECKom
nnaHe. [lna cTpaH B HbIHeLWHo 3noxy «VUCA» 3TO co34aeT AUeMMY 3a3JepiKaBLueiica
rno6annsaLmm n ConpoBOKAAOLLMECA €H0 PUCKM BOMHDBI M PacTyLLasn HeonpeaeneHHOCTb
B pa3suTMU. C TOYKM 3pEHMSA MCTOPUYECKON IOTMKM, MepCneKkT1Ba Bropoli muposoli Bo-
MHbI 3aTpParMBaeT He TO/IbKO MCXOZA, BOVHbI, HO W BK/IHOYAET r/lybOKMEe PasmbILLIEHNA O
MOpaan 1 OTBETCTBEHHOCTW BOMHbI, MOAYEPKMBAA TAXKe/ble KaTacTpodbl, KoTopble da-
LUM3M U MUAUTAPU3M MPUHECN BCeMy YenioBeyecTBy. C MPaKTUYECKOM TOYKM 3peHus,
noazepyKaHve npaBuIbHON NepcrnekTMBbl BTOpoli MMPOBOI BOVHbI — 3TO He TOJ/IbKO
334a4a UCTOPUKOB, HO WM KOJIZIEKTMBHAA OTBETCTBEHHOCTb MEXAYHAPOLHOro coobuie-
cTBa. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTe CTaTbA YKa3bIBAET, YTO NOAAEPIKAHME MOCNEBOEHHOM CUCTEMBbI
Yyepes NOCTOAHHDBIW CTPaTernvyeckuin AManor 1 06MeHbl MeXKay OCHOBHbIMU CTPAHaMM
MMeET peLuatoLLiee 3Ha4YeHne. ITo CnocobCTBYET PacnpOCTPaHEHMIO LIEHHOCTeN U 06pa-
30BaHWA, CBA3AHHOTO C NPaBW/IbHOM NepcneKkTMBoli BTopoit MMpoBOI BOWHDI, 3aLLMLLAA
TEM CaMbIM CYLLLECTBYHOLLYIO MOCIEBOEHHYHO CUCTEMY MEXKAYHAPOAHbIX OTHOLLIEHW. 3TO
CBA3QHO C NPOAO/IKEHMEM [106a/IbHOM CNPaBeAIMBOCTU U MUPA, MHOTOMNOAAPU3aLLMel
MMPa, AEMOKPATU3ALMEN MEXKAYHAPOAHbIX OTHOLIEHWI U pa3BMTUeM bonee cnpases-
JIMBOV M Pa3yMHOM cucTeMbl 1106a1bHOrO YNpaBAeHuS.

KntoueBble cnosa. lMepcnektua BTopoit MMPOBOM BOMHbI, MeXAYHAPOAHbIN
NOpPSAAOK, CTpaTerMyeckuin AManor, puUTyain3MpoBaHHOE BbIPAXKEHWE, UCTOpUYe-
CKoe obpasoBaHue.

MHdopmaumsa o ctatbe. [aTa noctynneHun 23 gekabpa 2024 r.; gata noctyne-
HUA nocne nopabotkn 14 despansa 2025 r.; fgata NpUHATUA K nevatn 17 dpespans
2025 r.; naTa oHnanH-pasmeweHna 31 maprta 2025 .
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C. 34-45.

Introduction

The “World War Il perspective” refers to
the overall attitude and perspective people
hold towards the historical understanding,
interpretation, and evaluation of the Sec-
ond World War. It is not a static or unified
concept, but rather a dynamic, open, and
controversial field of debate. Its content and
expression vary across different periods,
countries, and ideologies. The definition
of the “World War Il perspective” is often
closely related to contemporary national
politics and international relations.History
is not merely a simple narrative of the past,
but also a convergence of power, memory,
and identity,Therefore, different countries,
groups, and even individuals construct dif-
ferent World War Il perspectives based on
their own interests, values, and historical
memories. This is not only an important re-
search direction in history, but also a key fac-
tor influencing national policies and public
perceptions in contemporary international
relations practice. Through the research,
this article posits that a correct perspec-
tive on World War Il lays a solid foundation
for the construction of the post-war global
governance system. It not only aids victori-
ous countries in constructing national iden-
tity but also helps them seize the initiative
in foreign policy during international ex-
changes. For instance, in the government-
to-government dialogue between China and
Japan, the perspective on World War Il is
often used as a basis, emphasizing Japan's
aggressive behavior during the war and
highlighting China's legal rights against Ja-
pan as a victorious country. This article also
examines the specific practices and impacts
of “historical revisionism” and “strategic his-
torical falsification” on the construction of

the “World War |l perspective”. The defini-
tion of the “World War |l perspective” by dif-
ferent sovereign countries not only shapes
inter-state relations and the formulation of
foreign policies but also affects the mainte-
nance and adjustment of the international
order in practice. For countries in the cur-
rent “VUCA” era, this poses a dilemma of
delayed globalization and the accompanying
risks of war and growing uncertainty in de-
velopment. From a historical logic perspec-
tive, the World War Il perspective not only
involves the outcome of the war but also
encompasses profound reflections on the
morality and responsibility of war, highlight-
ing the severe disasters brought by fascism
and militarism to all mankind. From a practi-
cal perspective, maintaining a correct World
War Il perspective is not only the task of
historians but also the collective respon-
sibility of the international community. In
light of this, this article points out in its re-
search that maintaining the post-war system
through continuous strategic dialogue and
exchanges among major countries is crucial.
It promotes the dissemination of values and
education related to a correct World War Il
perspective, thereby defending the existing
post-war international relations system. This
is related to the continuous continuation of
global justice and peace, the multipolariza-
tion of the world, the democratization of in-
ternational relations, and the development
of a more just and reasonable global gover-
nance system.

Literature Review

The Constructivist Paradigm advocates
that social reality is constructed through
social interaction and cultural transmis-
sion, emphasizing the role of individuals

36 Theoretical and Practical Issues of Journalism, 2025, vol. 14, no. 1, pp. 34-45
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and collectives in shaping historical and
political memories. Its core viewpoint holds
that relations between countries, political
power, and historical memory are not de-
termined by certain fixed external facts, but
are constantly changing and reconstructing
through the process of social construction
[1, p. 110-122]. Currently, the definition
of “World War Il perspective” by different
sovereign states shapes inter-state relations
and the formulation of foreign policies, and
even in fact affects the maintenance and
adjustment of the international order. With
changes in the global political environment,
the “World War Il perspective” plays an
important role in national identity, interna-
tional cooperation and confrontation, glob-
al governance, and other aspects. This study
will rely on social constructivist theory to
analyze the formation of historical perspec-
tives on World War Il and their interaction
with international political cognition.
Benedict Anderson, an Irish social an-
thropologist, pointed out that “national
identity is often constructed through shared
memories of historical events, especially
through war memories to enhance national
pride and a sense of belonging” [2, p. 282—
288]. Under the framework of constructiv-
ism, historical memory and international
relations are viewed as dynamic and con-
stantly evolving processes of construction
[3, pp. 77-85]. This theoretical perspec-
tive emphasizes how nations and groups
construct collective cognition of histori-
cal events through rituals, education, and
public memory, thereby influencing their
foreign policies and international stances
[4]. The perspective on World War Il history
is not merely an objective review of past
events, but rather a historical representa-
tion by nations within specific social and
political contexts. To apply this theory, this
study adopts an analytical approach focus-
ing on social construction processes, par-
ticularly in analyzing how different nations
narrate the history of World War Il. It pays
attention to how nations construct and dis-

seminate historical memory through poli-
cies, education, media, and other means.
Through this analytical framework, this
study will delve into how nations shape
their national identity and pursue political
interests on the international stage through
specific historical narratives.

For victorious countries such as China,
Russia, and the United States, the historical
narrative of World War Il directly influences
their national identity and international po-
sitioning. In its historical narrative, China re-
gards the comprehensive victory in the War
of Resistance Against Japan as an important
starting point for national independence
and liberation. This not only enabled China
to shake off the passive image of “the sick
man of East Asia” and reestablish its nation-
al self-esteem and international status, but
also constructed a collective identity cen-
tered on national pride and national reju-
venation through comprehensive memory
and complete promotion of the history of
the War of Resistance Against Japan. This is
not only a connection with the global anti
Fascist struggle, but also a historical contri-
bution to the establishment of the post-war
order represented by the United Nations
system. The Chinese People's War of Resis-
tance against Japanese Aggression is a just
war against aggression. “It has significantly
improved China's international status and
influence, made the Chinese people win the
respect of peace loving people in the world,
and the Chinese nation has won a high na-
tional reputation”?. Russia refers to World
War Il as the “Great Patriotic War”, deeply
integrating its historical perspective with its
national spirit. The Soviet Union's victory
in World War Il was not merely a military
triumph but also a significant testament
to the country's righteousness. Through
historical narratives, the Soviet Union so-
lidified its international status during the

! One Hundred Years of the CPC: The New
Democratic Revolution Period / Central Party His-
tory and Literature Research Institute. Beijing, CPC
History Press, 2022. 259 p.
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Cold War [5, p. 43-71], and the contem-
porary Russian government has inherited
this “World War Il historical perspective”,
using it to reinforce national legitimacy and
ethnic unity. Every year on May 9™, Russia
holds a grand military parade in Moscow to
commemorate the victory of the Patriotic
War. This underscores the importance and
“ritualized” expression of victory, which re-
mains a central aspect in the study of Rus-
sia's political discourse on World War Il his-
tory.

Currently, historical memory plays an
increasingly prominent role in international
relations, especially when dealing with his-
torical issues. The “World War Il historical
perspective” has become one of the im-
portant references for countries' decision-
making. In the intergovernmental dialogue
between China and Japan, it is often used
as a basis to emphasize Japan's aggressive
behavior during World War Il and to high-
light China's legal rights against Japan as
a victorious country. For instance, on May
21, 2024, Foreign Ministry spokesperson
Chunying Hua posted Article 8 of the “Pots-
dam Proclamation” on social media regard-
ing Japan's provocative actions on Taiwan-
related issues: “The sovereignty of Japan
shall be limited to the islands of Honshu,
Hokkaido, Kyushu, Shikoku, and other small
islands to be determined by us” [6]. This
implies that China still retains the rights of
a victorious country in World War Il. Thus,
reiterating history is not merely to maintain
the accuracy of historical memory; it is also
to gain political advantages in contempo-
rary international relations. In Japan, his-
torical revisionism has long existed among
right-wing forces, especially the downplay-
ing and denial of World War Il crimes, lead-
ing to diplomatic tensions with neighboring
countries. This so-called “revision” is not
only a debate in the academic community
but also directly affects foreign policies [7].
Whenever the Japanese government at-
tempts to revise textbooks or visit the Ya-
sukuni Shrine, it triggers strong reactions

from China and South Korea, leading to the
deterioration of bilateral relations. Simi-
larly, Russia also places great emphasis on
the “World War Il historical perspective” as
a basis, emphasizing its role as a liberator
in foreign policy and competing with NATO.
Russia's World War Il narrative has become
an important means for it to respond to
Western criticism and enhance its interna-
tional status [8, p. 301-305].

After World War I, the global gover-
nance structure was gradually established
around the United Nations system, and the
“World War Il historical perspective”, as the
historical foundation of the international
order, continues to influence the legitima-
cy and stability of global governance. The
United Nations and its subsidiary agencies
often use the historical lessons of World
War Il as a backdrop, advocating for main-
taining global peace and security through
multilateralism and international coopera-
tion. As former UN Secretary-General Kofi
Annan pointed out, “The lessons of World
War Il are the foundation of global cooper-
ation, and countries should maintain inter-
national order through a common memory
of history” [9].

Research Method

This study primarily employs archival
analysis as its core research methodology.
Through systematic analysis of relevant
academic literature, policy documents,
and historical materials, it explores how
different countries understand the history
of World War Il and its application in in-
ternational relations. Given that research
on “historical revisionism” and “strategies
of politically motivated historical distor-
tion” heavily relies on textual analysis, ar-
chival analysis serves as a crucial tool for
this study. In conducting archival analysis,
this study first conducts a comprehensive
analysis of official historical documents is-
sued by governments (such as government
statements, records of commemorative
activities), academic works, media reports,
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and communiqués issued by international
organizations. Content analysis is employed
to systematically code these documents
and extract core thmes, keywords, and con-
texts related to the “historical perspective
on World War II”. This analytical approach
facilitates a deeper understanding of the
formation process of historical narratives
and the political intentions behind them.

Specifically, the research is conducted
through the following steps: First, literature
selection and screening involves choosing
authoritative academic literature, official
statements, and historical records related
to World War Il narratives, with a focus on
historical memories and foreign policies
involving China, Russia, Japan, the United
States, and other countries. Second, coding
and classification involves categorizing his-
torical narratives in the literature, extract-
ing key historical viewpoints and controver-
sial points, especially those related to his-
torical revisionism and war crimes. Based
on the themes and presentation methods
of the literature content, classification cri-
teria are set and coding is carried out. Third,
qualitative analysis involves further explor-
ing the social and political backgrounds of
various historical narratives, analyzing how
these narratives are disseminated domes-
tically and internationally through cultural
and educational means, and subsequently
influencing international society's percep-
tion of historical events.

Study Results

The value and significance

The value significance of a correct view
of World War Il history is that the post-war
international order was constructed by the
Charter of the United Nations and multi-
lateral cooperation mechanisms, reflect-
ing the historical victory over fascism and
militarism. The establishment of the United
Nations originated from the vision of the
Anti Fascist Alliance for post-war interna-
tional peace and security mechanisms, with
the main purpose of avoiding war, resolv-

ing international disputes, and promoting
international economic and social progress
through multilateral cooperation. The es-
tablishment of the United Nations is not
only a response to the failure of the League
of Nations, but also a consensus gradually
formed by the allies during the war process,
that is, to maintain global peace through
a more effective international organization
[10]. Its core value lies in maintaining global
peace and justice through multilateral coop-
eration and collective security mechanisms.
Since the war fully exposed the serious
threat of global disorder to world peace, it
has become a global consensus that coun-
tries can engage in dialogue and negotia-
tion through the United Nations platform,
and avoid repeating the mistakes of World
War Il through the promulgation and imple-
mentation of international law. The United
Nations system also lays the foundation for
modern international law and the equality
of state sovereignty, ensuring equal partici-
pation of countries in international affairs,
and containing international conflicts that
may lead to war through collective security
mechanisms. A correct view of World War Il
history recognizes the United Nations sys-
tem as the cornerstone of today's world
security order. It is not only a historical ac-
count of the past, but also a consensus of
the international community on post-war
peace, security, and justice. In the context
of the “unprecedented changes in the cen-
tury”, the Russia-Ukraine conflict and the
stalemate in the Palestine-Israel conflict are
difficult to resolve. Some member states'
neglect or even disregard for the authority
of the United Nations occasionally occurs,
highlighting the profound practical signifi-
cance of maintaining the post-war interna-
tional order and spreading a correct view of
World War Il history.

The diverse interpretations

Specifically, the diversity of views on
World War Il history can be summarized
into the following different perspectives.

Bompock! TeOpHH M NPAaKTHKK KypHanucTuku. 2025. T. 14, Ne 1. C. 34-45 39
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First, the perspective of the victorious
countries. This perspective is represented
by the United States, the Soviet Union (Rus-
sia), Britain, and China, which claim their
leadership position and great contributions
in the anti-fascist war. The victory of World
War Il was not only a military victory, but
also a defense of human values and moral
systems. After the war, the establishment
of the United Nations and the Charter of the
United Nations were seen as a continuation
of this historical view. Second, the perspec-
tive of the defeated countries. Represented
by Germany and Japan, the defeated coun-
tries gradually formed their own view of
World War Il history after the war, mainly
through “reconstructing memory” and
“washing away humiliation” to reshape
their national image. Third, the perspec-
tive of the Cold War. The rivalry between
the United States and the Soviet Union
created new rifts in the interpretation of
World War Il history between the East-
ern and Western camps. The Soviet Union
(and later Russia) regarded World War 1
as a “great patriotic war”, highlighting its
decisive role on the European battlefield;
Driven by Cold War ideologies, the United
States downplays the contributions of the
Soviet Union and emphasizes its victories
in the Asia-Pacific region. This divergence is
not only a historical debate but also a con-
tinuation of ideological struggles during the
Cold War. Fourthly, there is a post-colonial
perspective. For instance, India, which
gained independence after World War I,
combines the history of the war with the
history of anti-colonial struggles, forming
a unique perspective on World War .

The communication dilemma

“Revisionist narrative”

As a foundational event of the modern
international order, World War Il has pro-
foundly influenced modern international
law, international relations, and the political
and social structures of various countries.
However, historical revisionists are attempt-

ing to rewrite past history to serve current
political goals. Especially in the context of
the rise of extremism, historical revision-
ism has become a powerful force that un-
dermines the existing global political order
and national identity. Specifically, there
are three main manifestations: Firstly, the
denial and downplaying of the aggressor's
atrocities. Despite the detailed investigation
and evidence supporting the historical facts
of the Holocaust, revisionists still attempt to
question the death toll in the concentration
camps and even deny the existence of sys-
tematic extermination. Holocaust deniers
attempt to undermine the recognition of
the atrocities committed by the German
Nazi regime and Japanese militarism during
World War Il by questioning the authentic-
ity of historical evidence. American histori-
an Deborah Lipstadt systematically refuted
these revisionist views, pointing out that
these actions are not only distortions of his-
torical facts but also carry political purposes
of reviving extreme nationalism [11]. Sec-
ondly, the beautification and glorification of
the historical role of the aggressor country.
Another major form of historical revision-
ism is to change the historical positioning
of aggressive countries during World War I,
especially Japan and Germany, by beautify-
ing their roles. This type of revisionism often
attempts to downplay or completely deny
war crimes, claiming that these countries'
military actions are in self-defense or in re-
sponse to international pressure. In Japan,
revisionists attempted to redefine their role
in World War Il by revising history textbooks
and glorifying Japan's war behavior in East
Asia. For example, Yasukuni Shrine, as an
important war memorial site in Japan, en-
shrines several Class-A war criminals from
World War Il.Thirdly, the redefinition and
division of war responsibility. In recent
years, some extreme right-wing forces in
Eastern European countries have attempted
to reshape national history through this re-
visionist narrative, transforming the Soviet
Union in World War Il from a “liberator”
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to an “oppressor”, downplaying German
Nazi atrocities, and even viewing Nazis as
a “smaller threat” [12, p. 313-352]. This re-
visionist narrative is not only a distortion of
history, but also serves modern nationalism
and anti-Russian sentiment politically. By
denying atrocities, glorifying invading coun-
tries, and redefining war responsibility, his-
torical revisionists attempt to change global
historical memory to serve the current na-
tionalist revival and geopolitical game. This
trend not only triggers a competition for his-
torical memory in domestic politics, but also
undermines the stability of the global peace
order through the competition for historical
narratives in the international community.

The rise of extreme nationalism

The resurgence of extreme nationalism
impacting the correct perspective on World
War 1l is not accidental but has profound
historical backgrounds and motivations,
such as regional economic development
imbalances under globalization, changes
in national sovereignty demands brought
about by instability in the global political
order, cultural diversity, and the migration
crisis. Against this backdrop, extreme na-
tionalists attempt to reshape history, high-
lighting their country's role as a “victim”,
and beautifying or downplaying aggression
and atrocities during World War Il. Taking
Japan as an example, right-wing politicians
attempt to strengthen the “victim image of
the Japanese nation” by attributing Japan's
defeat in World War Il to the atomic bomb-
ings and postwar occupation by the United
States, thereby downplaying Japan's war
responsibility and providing legitimacy for
extreme nationalism and militarism in Ja-
pan. In the United States, some extreme
nationalists reinterpret the history of World
War Il, emphasizing the principles of “isola-
tionism” and “self-defense”, downplaying
the global responsibilities of the United
States, and promoting the withdrawal of
the United States from the multilateral
cooperation framework. Some historians
point out that these extreme nationalists

use this historical revisionism to win do-
mestic national sentiment, and combine it
with the current anti-EU and anti-globaliza-
tion sentiment to form a political narrative
that revives “national pride” [13, p. 1-28].
Strategic historical falsification
Falsifying historical memory has be-
come a means for some countries to achieve
political goals in great power games. By con-
trolling historical narratives on the interna-
tional stage, they try to find legitimacy for
their foreign policies and domestic gover-
nance. Strategic falsification of historical
memory not only poses a threat to the ob-
jectivity of historical narratives but also has
a potential impact on the post-World War Il
international order. Since the Cold War,
some countries led by the United States
have taken a series of actions to falsify his-
torical memory based on their international
political needs at different times. For exam-
ple, during the Cold War, the mainstream
historical narratives of the United States
often focused on the Normandy landings,
the Western Front battles, and the victories
of the United States in the Pacific theater,
while the Soviet Union's victories on the
Eastern Front and its tremendous sacrifices
were glossed over. This selective memory
shaping weakened the Soviet Union's posi-
tion in the global anti-fascist war. Another
example is the manipulation of historical
memory in culture and media. During the
Cold War, the United States shaped and ex-
ported a narrative framework of “freedom
against totalitarianism” in World War I
through a large number of cultural products
such as movies and TV series. This not only
consolidated the specific memory of World
War Il among the public domestically but
also influenced global historical cognition
through external dissemination, with far-
reaching effects even after the end of the
Cold War [14, p. 145-146]. In addition, the
news media and propaganda agencies of
the United States also disseminate specific
historical views of World War Il at home
and abroad. This competition for historical
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memory serving political games has become
the biggest threat to global peace and inter-
national cooperation based on the post-
World War Il order in the post-Cold War era.

Realistic Path for Disseminating Cor-
rect Historical Views of World War Il

Maintaining the Post-World War Il Sys-
tem through Continuous Strategic Dialogue
and Exchange among China, the United
States, and Russia.

Continuous strategic dialogue among
major powers is a powerful way to maintain
the multilateral mechanism and interna-
tional rule of law centered around the Unit-
ed Nations, which helps consolidate the
post-World War Il system. China, the Unit-
ed States, and Russia play a central role in
the construction and maintenance of global
multilateral mechanisms. Institutions such
as the United Nations, the International
Monetary Fund, and the World Bank all re-
quire cooperation and support from major
powers, especially the United Nations Se-
curity Council, which is the core decision-
making mechanism for global security after
World War Il. Professor Jeffrey Sachs of
Columbia University in the United States in-
sightfully pointed out: “Solving global chal-
lenges not only requires unilateral actions
by China, the United States, and Russia, but
also necessitates coordination and coop-
eration among the three countries to main-
tain the sustainability of the post-war inter-
national order” [15]. If confrontation be-
tween countries intensifies, it will directly
weaken the authority and effectiveness of
the global multilateral mechanism, thereby
threatening the foundation of the post-war
system. In fact, the strategic direction of at-
tempting to “contain” China or Russia has
been historically proven to be detrimental
to the United States itself. Shortly after
George Frost Kennan released the “Long
Telegram”, strategist Walter Lippmann
published a series of articles opposing the
“containment” strategy — that the United
States could not use “confrontational forc-

es” at constantly shifting locations around
the world [16]. Mao Zedong also highly ap-
preciated Lippmann's strategic vision. Even
when Kennan himself soon found out the
harm of the “containment” strategy to the
United States, he wrote: “countrymen of-
ten asked me where to start to deal with
the threat of the Soviet Union? My answer
was: where the United States failed, what
we thought was shameful, or what worried
us” [17]. By maintaining strategic dialogue
among China, the United States, and Rus-
sia, especially within the framework of the
United Nations Security Council and inter-
national rule of law, the three countries can
reach a minimum consensus on global se-
curity issues, thus ensuring the substantial
existence of the post-war system.

Commemorative activities and other
“ritualized” expressions promote the dis-
semination of the correct view of World
War Il history.

Commemorative activities are an im-
portant manifestation of collective histori-
cal memory. Through symbolization and
ritualization, they focus the attention of the
country, society, and the global public on
specific historical events, thereby strength-
ening consensus on these historical memo-
ries. French social psychologist Maurice Hal-
bwachs pointed out that commemorative
activities, as symbols of collective memory,
enable history to be constantly reproduced
in society through the regular reenactment
of specific historical events, thus consoli-
dating the moral foundation of historical
justice [18]. For example, China and Russia
will jointly celebrate the 80th anniversary
of the victory of World War Il in 2025. For
the view of World War Il history, this inter-
national commemorative event jointly or-
ganized by the major victorious countries is
not only a commemoration of heroic deeds
during the war, but also a reaffirmation of
the moral legitimacy of the post-war in-
ternational order. At the same time, com-
memorative activities can strengthen the
continuous accountability for war crimes.
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Commemorative activities have a clear sig-
nificance in international rule of law. Ex-
pressing official positions through symbolic
commemorative activities can strengthen
the continuous accountability for war
crimes. In addition, it is necessary to pro-
tect commemorative sites and newly estab-
lished commemorative symbols. Battlefield
sites, war relics, commemorative statues,
exhibition halls for evidence of aggressors,
and other sites serve as “material memory
fields” [19, p. 906-922] that can maintain
historical memory at both the physical and
symbolic levels, resist the erosion of his-
torical revisionism, and maintain the cor-
rect view of World War Il history. In addi-
tion, to ensure the continuous and accurate
dissemination of the historical perspective
on World War Il, apart from protecting
existing offline memorial sites, immersive
communication and collective memory
construction can be achieved through the
application of digital humanities technol-
ogy. For instance, developing VR virtual
memorial halls, restoring historical scenes
from a first-person perspective, combining
eye-tracking technology to study emotional
resonance points of the audience, and op-
timizing the dissemination effect of digital
media platforms.

Grasp the empowering effect of digital
technology on historical research

The Second World War involved many
countries. Its historical narrative is not lim-
ited to the perspective of victorious coun-
tries, but also encompasses the diverse
memories of defeated countries, occupied
countries, and neutral countries. By pro-
moting cross-border historical dialogue
and cooperation, countries can reduce dif-
ferences in historical memory and increase
consensus on the history of World War 1.
Currently, the trend of digitization and visu-
alization of historical memory provides op-
portunities for global cross-border histori-
cal dialogue. Countries should strengthen
academic and historical education coop-
eration under a data-driven historical per-

spective, weaken the influence of historical
revisionism, and maintain a correct histori-
cal perspective of World War Il on a global
scale [20].

At the operational level, a transna-
tional cooperation mechanism should be
established, utilizing the “Visual History Ar-
chive” from Yale University or the Chinese
Anti-Japanese War Document Data Center
as data sources. Drawing on the collabora-
tive model of Wikidata, an open knowl-
edge graph of World War Il history should
be constructed, ensuring that technologi-
cal applications align with the narrative of
a community with a shared future for man-
kind. Additionally, adversarial algorithm
models should be designed to conduct
semantic recognition and fact verification
of World War Il rumors on social media,
pushing links to authoritative databases to
counteract algorithmic interventions pro-
moting historical nihilism. The propagation
patterns of related topics on platforms like
Bilibili and TikTok can be analyzed using Ge-
phi network graphs, and micro-propagation
paths of World War Il history on social me-
dia can be designed and developed. For
instance, social network analysis (SNA) can
be employed to mine short videos of oral
histories from World War Il veterans, iden-
tify key opinion leaders (KOLs), and devise
precise push strategies based on user per-
sonas. Furthermore, a multicultural calibra-
tion mechanism should be established to
mitigate ethical risks that digital humanities
technology may pose, such as monopoliz-
ing historical interpretation rights due to
algorithmic bias caused by weight deviation
in databases.

The education system plays an ir-
replaceable role in shaping the histori-
cal view, worldview, and values of young
people. By improving the education system
and ensuring that the correct view of World
War Il history is fully presented in school
education, countries can cultivate correct
cognition and reflection on history among
the next generation from basic education.
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Conclusion

After the end of World War Il in 1945,
the victorious Allied Powers led the recon-
struction of the post-war order, especially
through the formulation of the Charter of
the United Nations and the establishment
of a series of international legal and mor-
al systems such as the Nuremberg Trials,
the Potsdam Proclamation, and the Cairo
Declaration. The values foundation of the
“World War Il perspective” was established
internationally. The international order at
this time not only reflected historical justice
but also served as an ethical cornerstone
for peaceful cooperation, mutual trust, and
mutual benefit among nations worldwide.
Lenin once pointed out, “Without revolu-
tionary theory, there can be no revolution-
ary movement” [21]. In the early post-war
period, the mainstream historical perspec-
tive interpreted the war as a showdown
between justice and evil, with the Allied
Powers (represented by the United States,
the Soviet Union, Britain, and China) being
seen as “heroes” who saved the world by
defeating the Axis powers that launched
aggression and genocide. It is evident that
the formation of this historical perspective
is closely related to the historical facts of
the war, the construction of the post-war
international order, and the perception of

victory and defeat among nations. The cor-
rect perspective on World War Il, which in-
cludes anti-fascist struggle, investigation of
war crimes, and recognition of historical re-
sponsibility, directly shapes the legitimacy
and stability of the post-war international
system. From a historical logic perspective,
the perspective on World War Il not only
involves the victory and defeat of the war
but also encompasses profound reflections
on the morality and responsibility of war,
clarifying the profound disasters brought
by fascism and militarism to all mankind.
From the perspective of practical paths,
maintaining the correct perspective on
World War Il is not only the task of histori-
ans but also the collective responsibility of
the international community. The revision-
ist debates surrounding World War Il histo-
ry are actually a direct threat to the existing
international order. History and reality are
closely connected, so spreading and main-
taining the correct perspective on World
War Il and defending the post-war interna-
tional system are related to the continuous
continuation of global justice and peace, as
well as the democratization of world mul-
tipolarization and international relations,
and more importantly, the development of
a more just and reasonable global gover-
nance system.
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