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人类“它者”：全球生态危机背景下
人类学的多物种关怀

陈　彪　曹　晗

：全球灾害频发促使人们重新审视人与非人物种的边界及共生关系。人类学的跨界研究可以更好地、

多方面地理解它者的社会生命，从而探索自然与文化断裂的接触地带。然而，人类学的它者指向在现当代遭

遇表述危机与实践困境，导致多物种研究的本体论转向，跨物种民族志便是此次转向的一种延续和突破，为

弥合人与非人、人与自然两分提供了启示。跨物种民族志将人与非人置于更为宏大且具体的社会关系、文化

背景和政经体系中，从制度、体系、文化、价值上探寻多物种共存的可能未来。在新时代生态文明建设中，

人类学应当进一步深化它者的应用研究，促进跨地域、跨学科和多语言的交叉，融合全球与地方、传统与现

代两类知识，丰富人类学知识体系，多方面展现多物种保护的中国话语与实践，构建全球生命共同体。

ῗ ：生态危机；多物种关怀；本体论转向；跨物种民族志；全球生命共同体
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ᵷ ἲ ˵ς ἲ˼ ₧ͻΐ ͇Ӿѱ ȋd ὕ ℗ О₲ − Ӷ̈́ ͟˿Ѵͻ

ᴯ˵ ͟˿Ӿ ᵷ ἲ ͇ω ˿ᵷ ѰὍ Ҳļ ͟ ͟ ‚Ľe ₯Ϊ

͟ ‚ᴇ ȋ ת ͟ ‚ ς ᴴ ˵ Ѱ μ ͟ ‚Ằᴱ

Έ Φ ‹ὠᴌ́˿ ꞊ ̕ ẛἲ ͂њ ļ ̝̥ĽΪ Κấ

ᴬ͟˿ ̎һ +₿ ≠ ͟ ἇȋ

ѩ 21̅ Ằ ‚ Ѳ ̃ ת ̜ Ȋὐᴊѱ ϶ ₯Ί ͟ ‚ ς

ᴴ ˵ ᵷ ȋѴѲ ̈́͟ ‚ Ϊ Әѱ + Ӷ̈́ Ḧ͟  ἲ

͔ ὗת ͟ ‚ ˾ ᵷ ֙͂њ ˿ ֙ ⅓ ȋf ļ Ӷ̈́

͟ ̅ Έ ̸֙҇ ѱ ͟ ˿ặ ˻ѴͻΥεᵷ Ἠ Ľg ͟ ‚₯ א˼

ᴇ Ѫ ֙ Έ ẓּכ˿ѱ ȋẰ ײ ὠ ת֩͂ ₡‚ Ằ ̻ ᴁ

ὗњ̅ ͟˿ ͟ ὗ ᴴ Ȋ ͇ѱ ᴃω Ѵ ₯ אָ Ȋ ὗњ

̜͟ ‚ ὗ ἇ̕ ļ ‚Ľ ͮΊ˼˾ᴯ Ѿ₇בᴛ ˵ ᾊ ₯ ֒ 2021 hȊ

  2021 iȊ 2019 jȊ 2018 kȊ 2013 l ᴃ Ẻἇ Ѓ ֥ 2020 mȊ

a　Latour Bruno, Reassembling the Social: An Intorduction to Actor-Network-Theory, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007．
b　de Castro, Viveiros Eduardo, Perspectival Anthropology and the Method of Controlled Equivocation, Tipití：Journal of the 

Society for the Anthropology of Lowland South America, Vol.2, No.1, 2004. 
c　Fausto Carlos, Feasting on People:Eating Animals and Humaning Amazonia, Current Anthropology,Vol. 48, No.4, 2007.
d　Descola Philippe,The Ecology of Others, Chicago: Prickly Paradigm Press,2013.
e　Ingold Tim, Anthropology Beyond Humanity,Suomen Antropologi: Journal of the Finnish Anthropology Society, Vol.38, No.3, 

2013, pp. 5-23.
f　朱剑锋：《跨界与共生：全球生态危机时代背景下的人类学回应》，《中山大学学报（社会科学版）》2019 年第 4 期。

g　Kirksey S., S. Helmreich, The Emergence of Multispecies Ethnography, Cultural Anthropology, Vol.25, No.4, 2010, pp. 545-
576. 

h　Jennifer L. Britton，Christian Hunold, Bordering Processes and Pony Wildness on Assateague Island, Society and Animals,  
2021, pp.1-20.

i　Beisel Uli , Wergin, Carsten, Understanding multispecies mobilities：From mosquito eradication to coexistence, in Hall M. , 
Tamïr D. , Mosquitopia: The Place of Pests in a Healthy World, London: Routledge, pp. 32-46.

j　María Elena García, Death of a Guinea Pig：Grief and the Limits of Multispecies Ethnography in Peru, Environmental 
Humanities, Vol.11, No.2, 2019, pp.351-372.

k　Sophie Chao, In the Shadow of the Palm: Dispersed Ontologies among Marind, West Papua,Cultural Anthropology,Vol.33, 
No.4, 2018, pp.621-649.

l　Pouliot, Alison, John Charles Ryan, Fungi: An entangled exploration,Philosophy Activism Nature,Vol.10, 2013, pp.1-5.
m　BlattnerCharlotte , Donaldson Sue , Wilcox, Ryan, Animal Agency in Community: A Political Multispecies Ethnography of 

VINE Sanctuary,Politics and Animals ,Vol.6, 2020, pp.1-88.
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ỸⱫ Ὠ 2019 aȊ̷ ҉Ẻ 2019 bȊỞẼἭỷẺ 2018 c ȋ ὗ₯ ᵷ ế Ѵ̕

Ȋ ˿ ˾ Ҳ ᵖ ὗ ˿ Ԉȋ

˵ Ằļὗ ͆Ľ͒ ̕О₲ὗњȊᴬω˿Ѱ ấ ᴴ ѵ Ȋὗ Ȋ֒₇ ͟

‚ȋ ˾ὢѱ Ȋӂᵷ̥͟ ̾ ̦ ̾ļ͟˿ ̦͟ӎĽ

Ằ͂ ̦ ἷȋ˿Ί ͟ ‚ ₯ Ӻ̖₡Ȋὗњ

ἇ א₈ָ̜ ̵ ѵ ȋ˿ ᴯ ᴀ˿Ȋᴬω Ί϶˿Ѵ

ͻ ᴬѰ ѱ ļѰ Ľ ˿ᴬω͟ ‚ О₲ ļᴬω Ľ˾ ᴬ dᴖ˾

Ѵᴬω˿Ѱ ₯ ˾ ₧ ᵷ №ѱ ͟ ȋᾊ Ѿ Nicolas Lainé ὗὈ ᴌ́

֚̊תׇּ̾ ֽᾥ ͟˿ὠ ̦ ᾊσ Ȋ Ȋ͒ ȋͻ Ҳ ͟ ̅ ֵ˵

‘ ẕ̜ ̦ ᴬω˿ ͮ ͟ Ѱ Ѱ ͇ Ѱᴯ ̾ ặ

ȋe

͂ Ằļὗ ὑ Ľᴌ ̕ ὗ Ȋѱ ˿ ς Ӿ Ȋὗ ᴴ Ȋѱ Ѫ ȋ

̾ᵰᴨ ᴬω˿Ѱ ̵ Ԅ ặἇȊ Ȋὗ תּ Ϸϝ͟ ‚

ֵͮ ᴴὗ ̡ Ѫ ֙ +̃Ằὗ Ӿ ̕ ˾ᴯ Ȋ˿̝ ѱ ᴪ

Ί϶ ς ȋѵς ₿ Ắ Ȋặ Ȋ֥ἇ ̝ς

̈́‹ Ȋ Ȋ ֙ Ѫ ̕ Ằὗ ļ ĽᵷļẺ Ľ ᴪ ѱ ͒ᴂ˿

Ӷ ѡΊ ͟ ‚ Ȋ ֙ ȋΊ ͟ ‚ ӶωȐ

ȑ̜Ϣ ′ Anna Lowenhaupt Tsing ₿̅ ᴪặ ͟Ȋ ᵷ ֙ ≠ ̾͟

˿ Ằ ᵷ ̕ᴪ ѱ ₯ ˿ ȋ ᾊѴ ļכᴞ ͟ ͟ ̜

כּ ̅ ӈ ὗ Ľf ὑ ˿͒ᴂᴌ́ ᾈặ ̾ ᴬѰ ȋ

˺ Ằļὗ Ѱ Ľ̕ ѵ ȊẺἇ ˿Ằặ ˾ Ӻѩᴪ ς Ȋ ˿ ȋ

ҝ Ằ ↨ ̕ ļ҇Ľ ᴁ˾ᴛ ѡặẰļ Ľȋ ˿

‚ Ӷ̈́ļ Ľļ⁵ Ľļ ᾺĽ ˾ᴯ ͮ ‚ ̝̥ᴴ ֙

̝̥ ᴋ ˾҂ֵ ‚ ļҝ Ľ ļ͇ӾĽᵷļ Ľ Ϯ ̈́ ⁄ς

˿ ͮב ֙́ ļ Ľ ̜ ļ₯ ĽȋẰ ὗωᶖ̕ ὗ ω̜Ӿ ₧

ấ ᵷ Ѵͻ Ί ӑѰ ˿ѱ ȋ ᾊ Julie Soleil Archambault ב₯₅ֿ

ẚ ͟ ‚ ₧ ᵖ ͟˿  Ȋ͜ₔ Ȋ ͇Ӿ Ҳ͟˿ ̦ ˾ͧẰֵ

ḋᶖѱ Ằ ς˿Ḻς ѱ ˵ ͜ₔ ȋg

ᴛΊ ӑ ͟ ‚ὗњȊ ςȊ Ȋ֒₇ȊѰ͘ ‚ ᵷ ₯כּ̜

Φ ὗ א Ϩ̾ ѱ ȋ ₯ ὗ ᵷ ἲ ὗᴋ ˵ Ѳ‚ Ằ

ὑ ֙́ Ѵ ˾ ̤ќһ ˾Ὓὗ Ѵ ̵+

a　Sands Kerry, Shared spaces on the street: A multispecies ethnography of ex-racing greyhound street collections in South Wales, 
Leisure Studies, Vol.38, No.3, 2019, pp.367-380. 

b　Donati Kelly,Herding is his favourite thing in the world: Convivial world-making on a multispecies farm,Journal of Rural 
Studies, Vol.66, No.10, 2019, pp.119-129. 

c　Colin Hoag, Filippo Bertoni, Wasteland Ecologies: Undomestication and Multispecies Gainson an Anthropocene Dumping 
Ground,Journal of Ethnobiology, Vol.38, No.1, 2018, pp.88-104.

d　乔治 • 马库斯、陈子华：《超越“仪式”的民族志：合作人类学概述》，《广西民族大学学报（哲学社会科学版）》

2020 年第 1 期。

e　Nicolas Lainé,Living and working with giants: a multispecies ethnography of the Khamti and elephants in Northeast India, 
paris: Muséum national d’Histoire naturelle, 2020.

f　[ 美 ] 罗安清：《末日松茸：资本主义废墟上的生活可能》，张晓佳译，上海：华东师范大学出版社，2020 年，第 200 页。

g　Archambault, Julie Soleil, Taking Love Seriously in Human-Plant Relations in Mozambique: Toward an Anthropology of 
Affective Encounters, Cultural Anthropology, Vol.31, No.2, 2016, pp. 244-271. 
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̦ ќ ȊЯ ᵷ̀ ȋẕ ᴆ Ί˼

Ѵ˵ ᴬ ᵷ Ӷ ˿ ᾊσ ˿ ᵷ ᾊσѰ ˿Ϊ

₧ רײ Ȋ ᵷᵖ ͻ Ὅἲ˵ ᴬ Ȋ Ὅ

ᾈļ / Ľļ / Ľ ͇Ӿ ᵷᾈ Ѱᴯ ̥̦

Σὗ ȋ ̈́ ₯ ȊѾ₇ᵷẺ ὗ Ȋὑ ᵷ Ѵ̸҇

ὗ‚ Ȋ Ằ˵ ˻תּ һ Ȋ ֙ Ằ ̕Ằ ˿‚ ᴅ ϩ

́ ב ˵ Ѳ‚ ⅍ ̝ Ȋ‴ὐ ᵷ ς Ằ ὗ ֙

́ Ӷȋ Ằ ˻ ̈́ ₯ ļ Ӿ Ľᵷļ Ľ תּ

ω̈ ẛ ļ Ľ ļ Ľ˿ ļӡ Ľ̵ ꞊ Ằ ҇ ˿ ̕

ѡẰ ȋẕ ᾊσᴇ ὗ‚ ‚ Ӷ ᴬ ˿ ặײ ὑ

֙́ ‚ ΐ˾ ײ˾ ₯ ȋ

Ѵ͂ ҝ ˿ή ὗ ᾊσ Ѱ σΊᴛ Ằ

ὗ ᵖ ͟˿Ѵͻ Ȋ +Ὅ ˿ή ȋ

Ằⱡ ὗ ̦ ͟˿Ѵͻ ļѰ Ľ ᵁ  ˿Ϊ ˾ᴯ ͟

‚₅ ᵁ ᵷ ͟ ᴛ  ̈́  ̤ Ȋᵅ ͟

‚₅ ѩ Ὓὗ ᴀ˿ ₧ȋ ὗ Ằᴬ̩ή Ȋᴛ Ȋς ν Ȋ

͟ ̅ μ ⁵ ͻΐ ̦ ὕ ̈́ļ ͟Ľ ̜ļẰẺ

꜠ Ľ ᴁ σ ̜ļ Ľ Έ ͟ Ѵ ᵷ ̵ẕ ȋ

Ѵ˺  ˿ ω ᾊσײ ļ Ľᵷļͻ Ľ ₯ ļ ẮĽ˿ļ Ľ

̥ ᾊ˻ Ӷ̈́ ὗ Ѱ Ѱ ᵱ Ѱᴯς μẰѵς  ˿ ω̕

+˾ ᴆẰ ᴛ ͟ ấ ᾈ ԀӶ ꞊ ᴊ ȋ˵

Ȋ ̀ Ȋ˾ ̤ͣ ѱ  ΐ˾ ˾ Ѵ ᵁ Ӊ ҂

ѩ˵ץ ͟ ̕ ̝̥ ̕ ̝̥ ѡẕ ὗ ͻ Ѓ Ҳ

ẕ ᵷ םתּ ₲ ẕ ΐײ ᾊσ Ȋ͒ Ȋ Ȋײ ᴓ˵

ẰѪ ֙ ͫὡ Ӿ˿ Ȋ ˿Ѱ͘ ͫ̅ ̝ ἲ ᵷ ͇Ӿ˾ ẕ

Ắ ȋ ӡ ˵͍‚ ̈́ Έ Ȋ Ȋ ̅ ₯Ϊ Ȋ Ắ ᵷԀ

Ӷג˾ὢ˻ ὗ ļ ςĽļѱ ĽļᴬωĽ μᾊσὍ Ắ˿ἇὕȊ

֥ἇ˿Ấ ѱ ͟ ‚₅ ὗ ȋ

Ҏɻ ᴂ ᵫΐ Еָ Ґ ғ

（一）参与与实践：推进人类学“它者”的应用研究

Ằ‚ ᴇ≠ ̕ ὠ ͟ ‚₅ Ҳ̸ Ȋ ᴴ Φ כּ₿ ͽ  ͟ ‚ כּ

Ɽ ᾊ ͟ ‚Ȋ♩ḋ͟ ‚Ȋ͇ ͟ ‚Ȋ ͟ ‚Ȋ ͟ ‚ ȋa ↄ Ȋ

ὗ Ѓ ᵷѪ ѬѰׄ ′Ѫ ͟ ‚ ᴛ ѡặ ἲ ᴇ≠Ҳ̾

ἲ͟ ‚Ȋ ͟ ‚Ȋ ͟ ‚Ȋ ₂͟ ‚Ȋᴇ≠͟ ‚Ȋ֦‚͟ ‚Ȋ К͟ ‚ ȋ ˼

Ѫ א ᵷ ὗ Ң ᴯ͟˿ ͟ ѰὍ Ȋ Φ ᵷ ֙́ ѱ ẕ ω̜

Ίᴀ˿ּכ ᵷѱ Φ́ Ȋ ֙ὗ ‚ ͟ ‚˾ ͮ Ȋ ֙ γȊ

ӈ ‚ תּ ͮ Φ ӓȊΖШ Ȋ Ὅ  תּ כּ ˵ ᾊσᴇ Ѵּכ

ặᴀ˿ӑļ Ľ ̕ כּ˾ ὕȋתּ̦ ̤ ͟ ‚ļ Ľ כּ

̤͢ᵤ Ằ ͟ ˵ ӄ ͟ ֒Ạ Ѵ ẓ ̕ ↄ Ѱ

a　周大鸣：《人类学的应用研究和中国学派建设》，《原生态民族文化学刊》2020 年第 4 期。
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 ӓΊᴃ͟˿ ͟ ֙ѰἨ ̝ Ηӻ϶ ᴌ Ȋᴆ ˿ Ằὗ Ѱ ᵱ Ѱᴯς

̕ Φ ֙ Ἠ͟Ȋ ͟˿ ļ ғặꜞĽȋѵς ᴛΊѱ μ˾ ̈́Ί˼̎̒ תּ

Ѵ˵ Ἇ̈́Ѫ Ȋ ӾȊὑ ĸ Φ Ằ ἲ Ȋ Ѓ Ȋ

ѱ ᴪ ͟Ȋ Ȋ́Ȋςӓ ӓ Ѱ Ȋ͇ӾȊ ᴋᴃѴ Φ ֙ ȋ қ ᵱ̒ς+˾Ằ

ὗ ˿˾ᴯặἇȊ  ˾ᴯ ∑ Φ ֙ₔҼ ѱ +̃◗ѩᴪ Φѱ Ȋ ֙

ᵷ ς ̕ ẕ ͟˿ ͟ẰӓּתȊς Ȋ ֙ȊΖШ˻ּכ һ Ȋ

֙ ∑ ͮ ς Ȋ  Ȋ Φ ᵖ Ȋ ̡ ₯כּ ὗ ̐ὧ

ᵷЃ ͟ ‚ᴀ˿ļ Ľּכ ȋתּ

Ѵ͂ ͮ‹ὠ Ȋᴌ́ͬѩѵς ꞊ ˿ ѱ ͟˿ ͟ ˾ᴯ ᵱ ς ӎ

ςẰ Ѝὑᵷ Ѓ ̕ Ȋ Φ ᴃѴ Φ ֙ ȋ͟ ‚ѱ ᵱ Φἲҕ

ὗ ὗ К ғ ͍ ץ˵ ˵͍ ιļ ‚Ľļ

Ľļ Ľ ѱ ˿Ѓ Ҳ̩ ặ ̜ļ Ľ ᴛ ᵷặ ȋ͟

‚ Sophie Chao ₯ׇ↕ ⱦⱬ͌ ꜞ ֥ ₧ ᵖ ̾˵̒ẕ ặ ᵱ

Ѭ Ȋ Ễ Ѓ Ϣȋפ ͟˿ ặ ̅ ὡ ̃ ̢ ļ͜≢ѱ

Ľ ļΚ̈ ЃỢ ĽẰ ặ ͇ Ѱ ѱ οפ Ѓ ֥

ὡ ̜ ẚ פ ω ὠ ᴉΈ ꜞ ϶ ֥Ѿ ὗ ᵱ̒ςļ‘

ặ ặ Ľaȋײ ᴛ Ằ ἲ ᵷ ὗ Ѓ ѱ ͟˿ ͟ ᴪ̝̒ς

ᶳ ЍὑᵷЃ Ȋᴃ Ȋᾚ Ȋ Ίᴃᴛ Ҳ Φ +̃

Ằ ˻Ȋ ̥˻ᵷή ˻ѵ תּ ȋ

ὕ ̈́₯ļ Ľ ѱ Ȋּצὠ ͟ ‚ ᵷ Ҕ ˾ͧ ˼ Ȋ

̃ ̢ Ȋ Ȋ ᴴ ȋ̵ↄ Ằ ļ Ľ ͟ כּ‚ ̕

₧ ˼ Φ Ҽ ̝ς ὗњ Ȋ Φ ὗ ᵷ́Ε Ә ̵ ̒ς ᵱᴞȊ

ᴞᵷ ֙ᴞ ӑ͟Ȋ Ȋ́ ᴛ ᴃ ᴴ + ̈́ ЍὑȊ Ѓ Ȋ ѱ ᴱ ς

ӓ ӓ Ȋ Φ ֙ Ȋ ȋ

（二）开放与共享：促进跨地域、跨学科和多语言的交叉

ѡ ̝̥ ἹӺ ὗњ ӡ͟ ‚ Ѱ b Ằ Έ Φ ̕ ẓּכȊ

ᴀ˿ᵷ Ѫ א ˼ ὗ ѱ ͟ ‚ļ Ľ כּ ᴬѪ ˿ặ

Ԅὗ Ȋ ֙ȊΖШȊ ᴬω Ϸ ặἇȊ ‚ ᵷὗ ͒ᴂȋ˵ ͟ ‚˾̪

Ӌ ȊѾ Ȋ Φ Ằ ײ ˵ Ѿ Φ

Φ̝ ω̜ ₯ Ằ ᴖ Ϩּכ ̜ļ Ľļ  Ľ ˵

ὠ תּ ︡̈́ ς ѴẰ ͕ᵷ Ѓ № ̵꞊꞊ ļ Ľ

ѱ ᵷЃ ғ ȋ ὗϢ עὠצּ͍˵ ΊᴃὈԈ ὠ ӾẰ Ȋ Ѫ

א Ӷ ὗ ấ ᾈ ԀӶӹͅ˵ ˾ᴊ ặ ᵷ ֥ ג ᾈ

ẕẰ̈́ļפ Ľ ֙ ӡ͟ ‚ ͕˿ ͭ ặẰ Ѫ ˿ặ ȊЯ

˿ ȋ͟ ‚˾ֵ ֵ ̥˻ ‚ ͔ Ѫ ̥˻ ὗ Ȋὗ Ὠ Έ ‚

ļὑב ͟ ‚Ľȋ ļ Ľ כּ Ѫ ˿ặ ̦ ˵ἤἷ Ϸ ͟ ‚

͕ ӑ ặἇ Ȋ Ѱ͘Ίᴃ Ӷ Ѱ ȋ

a　Sophie Chao, In the Shadow of the Palm: Dispersed Ontologies Among Marind, West Papua, Cultural Anthropology, Vol.33, 
No.4, 2018, pp.621-649.

b　这是巴西人类学者古斯塔沃 •L• 里贝罗（Gustavo L. Ribeiro）和卡门 • 里亚尔（Carmen Rial）在 2020 年第 32 届巴西人

类学协会上发起的全球人类学动议，为人类学界所关注。
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ᴓ˵ ӡ א Ɽ Ҳ͟ ‚ ‚ ᴬ ᴉᴴ ֙ Ἇ̈́ℓỢ

Ѱᴯς Ϊ ͟ ‚ Ί ὑ Ȋὗ Ȋ Ӿ ἲ ἲȋẕ Ằ ͟ ‚ļ Ľ

ᵷ ̕ О₲ὗ‚ ͒ᴂΦ ᵷὗ ᴬ ‚ ἾỤ˿ Ӷ̈́

≠ ᾊӺ ˿ Φ‚Ȋ ‚Ȋָ ‚Ȋặ ‚Ȋ ‚Ȋ ‚Ȋ ἲ ‚ ‚ ᴬω Ԅ

ὗњ̝ςᴇὈ ֒ Ȋפּ Φ Ȋ̂₅Ȋ Σ Ί ₱ ͒ᴂ ˿͇ Ӷ Ϸ

͟ ‚ļ Ľ ȋ

（三）传统与现代：两类知识体系的融合

Ϊ ˿ Έ ͟ ‚˵ ẓ ̃ ꞊ ᾊ ℗ ļặ ĽaȊ ℗ ļὠ

Ϊ ˿ℓΪ ĽbȋẰ ӡ ὗ Ѓ ̕ Ằ ̎ ς ͇Ӿᵷָ ˵ Ίļ Ȋ ϿȊ

̅ϿĽ̜ Ϊ ς ֒ ꞊ ȊҝӆȊ ˿̶Ͽ ͂ Ίļ Ȋ ӾȊ Ľ̜

Έ ς ֒ ᴪ Έ ˿ ̎ ς Ȋᴉ ̎ ἲ˵ ẛ ͟ ‚

ὗ ѱ  ȋ Ằ ˵ ₯Ϊ ֙ ӎ ₯ặ ᵷ Ȋ ˿

₯ļ Ľ תּ ᴓ˵ ₯ Έ Ȋ ˿˾ Κấ ļ Έ Ľ ѩϵ

̈́ļפᾧĽļ Ľļפ Ľ ἲ ϶ב ξ ἲȊ Ӎ ȋ

ΊỞẼ ˵ Ѓ ̜Ϣ ỞẼ ̜Ӎ Έ Ҕ ӡ ἲ ̦

Ѫ אָ אָ ỞẼ Ằ ג̕ ὗ ֥− ᴆ₯ ₲ ļ

Ľļ ‚ ҃ Ľȋ˿ ι ѵ ļ Ľכּ אָ ˿ᴆ₯ ϶ ļ

ặ Ľ c ̾ ת ἲ́Εȋ Ằᴓ˵̒ Ѓ Ϣ̕ Ϩ̾˵̒

ὗ Ѓ ᴛ + ֵ ļ ‚Ľ ˿ặ Ϊ ̶ϿȊ ᴬȋ

╗ Ѓ Ӿ ̦˵ ׳ ᵷפּ Ҳᴜ̾ ὗЃ ̾₯ ặ̏ Ȋ ‚ ἲ γᵷ

ὕ Ϊ ĸĸ˿ ặ Ỹ Ӿ ᴬ ẰļỸ ἲĽ Ӻѩ њ +

̃ Φ̟ Ỹ ̜ ᵱᴰ Ύ ȋ ˿ ặ Ỹ ІΑ ᴬ ϝ ặ͟ ӑļύά₂ ̒Ӿ

Φ˾ᴭӍĽȋͮ͟ ‚ תּ ļ א Ľᵷļ˾ᴭӍĽѴ ˵ẓ́ Ằ  Φᵷ֥ἇ

 Ϊײ ᵷ Ѓ ȋd

Ϊ ˿ Έ+˾ғ Ằ ἲ ᵷὗ ѱ  ̕ ͟ΐ ̶ ̈́ϝ Ὢὠ
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（四）文化自觉与自信：多物种保护的中国话语与实践

̢Ί ̕Ấᾧ ͟˿ ᵷ Ѱ Ѫ ἲ ὗ
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a　参见 [ 美 ] 克利福德 • 格尔茨：《地方性知识——阐释人类学论文集》，杨德睿译，北京：商务印书馆，2016 年。

b　 Redfield .R, Peasant Society and Culture, Chicago:University of Chicago Press,1956.
c　 张劼颖、李雪石：《人类学以何研究科学：反思科技民族志》，《广西民族大学学报（哲学社会科学版）》2020 年第 4 期。

d　王希言：《乌龟、水獭和城隍：自然人类学视野下的环保与中华宇宙观》，澎湃新闻网，https://m.thepaper.cn/
newsDetail_forward_9909370，2021 年 10 月 10 日。
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Human “Others”: Anthropological Multispecies Care in the Global Ecological Crisis

CHEN Biao & CAO Han
(Guangxi Minzu University, Nanning, 530006)

Abstract: The frequency of global disasters has prompted a re-examination of the boundaries and symbiotic 
relations between people and non-human species. The cross-border studies of anthropology can better understand 
the social life of others in a multifaceted way and further explore the contact between nature and culture. However, 
“others” of anthropology suggest the crisis of expression and practical dilemma in modern times, which leads to 
the ontological turn of multi-species research. Multispecies ethnography is a continuation and breakthrough of this 
turn, which provides inspiration for bridging the dichotomy between human and inhuman, human and nature and 
places people and non-people in more ambitious and specific social relations, cultural background and political 
system to explore the possible future of multi-species coexistence from the institutional, systemic and cultural 
values. To construct ecological civilization in the new era, anthropology should further deepen its applied research, 
promote cross-regional, interdisciplinary and multilingual intersection, integrate global and local, traditional and 
modern knowledge, enrich the system of anthropological knowledge, demonstrate multiple species conservation in 
China's discourse and practice, and build a global life community.

Keywords: Ecological Crisis, Multispecies Care, Native Theory Turns, Multispecies Ethnography, Global 
Life Community
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