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Abstract

Deindividuation is when an individual loses control in a group and does what he would not do
alone. This paper sorts out the birth of “deindividuation” and the early research contents, dis-
cusses the causes of deindividuation and the influence of the theory of difference self-awareness
on deindividuation. Finally, it summarizes the shortcomings of traditional studies and explains
deindividuation behavior from the new perspective of social identity model.
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BNPE R — IREX PR R I R AT RGRR S MIER L], A X Rl S 0 IR R e T Tk
HAS NIIANER 52 BN RIFE BE R A, RUEE S AT 1o B o0 T, bt 2 15 IR LA Rk
RE H IR, 2RI AN ZE T 8 A 4k 7K TR — L JRAGARRE, BRI 29 AN N HE AR 4 2 4L
HIFEAE IR PR 25 T 28000

BN, TWEE AR, MARIRMAMER SR, MR GRS AT . fEMRAIE |,
NBERIR T — N R — R, XANMRRAEER DL — Rk oh L IS AERAAR I R BN TR S, 1A
RSz BENATEH S ML AN T, R AARET DR T8 . REF A
FREIINEE, (HEAEA RIS IR M i, A AT e P DURCAA SRS §11 A0 5 M A T
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IEWENPEAE (A2 TS FIARE, S B R 5 I A8 A 0] R 2t S A b Ak IR AN 2 38 e (1)
e Mie. E#EER, MERFELEZXMAER G TR 5l KXMILR . XML 5K T — RS
I IC. 9 T IRFIXFI G S R R, AU FUE B E el 1 “ XMtk (Deindividuation)ix 4>
LH A EAATER, EATEATT DR IR A A TEEAT B TS 3 i A EAT A NS, FE
A RCEAT IG5 [3]

Festinger [31%5#& 11 7 — RAISLIGUE W T A st S TERE R s R A, FE HARBESS N2 SR 18D s
DA K2 R A F A AL B R LR R A R 5] Jr e AR, TEXFIER T, XA AIRAEREH T
f NAR LG, 3P« ZBATA5—FF” (Bt S 3508/ W AE LI, 1T P 0 20 SR sk A R 14
il i 4T 9 (suppressed behaviors) IR, 1T IX A 25 AR AT Re 2> bk k2> B

SRR F A, Zimbardo [41I0h, EIRZ/MEMIT=E &2 2] T BRI, HE AR L2
AN ANNFBEERE . 22— FE A AR AT S T DO SR 2 1), BN EESR LB 5 H Tk
SELR NSt 2 KRR I e 2 T 5 b k. 7ESERE TR, XL RIS S a0 R AR DR
FeHE A, BAMATRBEE A WU B 2 T S M 5R. (Hig, £ Zimbardo )7 —ANs25aH,
IR ER S b 3K SRR, MRSt A . BB R F A, AR RS E R T
S IG5 ) JE S

Zimbardo [4]7E AR 23 /MG BIHLEI IS B2t AHOC P AR AR B (4 7 IR BT |, BE A
B, SRR, AhosmelE, BRACENEEL, RERAINVAKES, BT RERGRSY, 5ok
PR VBURESE) 2 FECE/MEMRPIRES . MRS IR 278 T B A 85 1o . | RS
(self-observation) FHxt 2 A/ AR RS (14 /D> 2= 5 B08 o B 28 1R AT A I = A

FEIX HABAG WL BT Zimbardo $5 H T N AR 5 DL K RTTTD J LA AE 038 4 H 10 s il R 2% i — A ] 22
(Y ER I o 285G SRR A PR AR FRA T AT DA H IR —ANHEN . AR 51 R AT R MR BDIR 2 (1 2> (R i3k VR
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2. EREREIRER

Bk T Zimbardo #2 i FIAHSCK Z4h, Diener Z[5]HH5EF] T H K& M (self-awareness), JHEH HHE
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M E RN B R, WERA T ZAME S R ST NZ KRR EEINN, AEAMEE B
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the theory of differential self-awareness
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FAMEUIIILG SR T A2 I, (B RAAIX SR 4 R 2 A —E. B, A FEE 9] s
8, DAY 2R — A B RIEAN D (10 BARZS AR PRAN B 5 | 2 R WS 4 A0 AR R S AT
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DAAE I 25N AR 25 T IR R B U < SR B (R ) I D OB AE A P i R IE A MR RS T
MR AR, FEE R ER AT NRERI[10]. XMEREE THEREB: 8%, ARRET A
HYER A, AR T, BT NS ZEH. R, BEATEYNE TS ERAMAE, BONEHA
PHAT T BRI EE, R AR

VF 2 OB A K SO IX RO A, B BRI (12 4L 2 WA [R) B8 (Social Identity Theory)Fl H 43 252
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BT A Ak G 1) 4 43 DA [|) A% Y (Social identity model of deindividuation effects, SIDE) [10]. iX /M B
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TR A
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