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B E ARSI IARAER (Social identity model of deindividuation effects, SIDE ) M &AM HAL
HIE K Rk, CIKT AR —F L4 TAMREAE A RAME RN . RAAAFTAH ML, SIDE A
N b A Rk Y ST R AN AL HL S AE T # 6B, #TULARR A SIDE 32484 T iE3E, wAARATARE. W
B AKEF AT EERATT B RA L. SIDE #94R 8 E— R A2 E E FESTRAEL S F B w A B
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1518 Bon AR, AN NGRS, Fra A r AR,

ZAPELELR (Deindividuation Theory) f&4t2x TR A — I AR, AR K, SR1A
DB AR AR AL 51T 8 S, el LB LI e XA RO B B AR, 2
BT — A2t ot it . DUEREST BT AL I — B ) ST . XA, ZEE A AT
INA AR NTERAA IR BIAMAPE 2 2, RIEN—FIHLULIREAR, Le Bon FRZA“LrBE
B T AT A g s dl, AT F= 424N N ks ERIBEEA” (psychological crowd). (CvF_E FHE AR H
FIN A HILRAT A, BICUEIAR . SO o7 AMSEAA T A FAT B R, X BRE R A =
AT (Postmes, 2005), RELNMALIILT] A MRF g B4 (anonymity). 1545 FIT AR
T REWIT, HIZFFZIILHIEHKR D . Reicher, PR T By S g Rt . BRI, B (AR B
Spears 1 Postmes (1995) MAES AR AI4E <5261 TRRR R, WA REIRPARE R, TR
MR, FRITE RS TAME IR R A TR & = P HAT Sl R SRy, AMERI
B MHREY AT B M NN FIKP 38 24+ DR IRAE R — 7 ) LR AR RN, AN
SNRIZKF, AT 2 0t B8 2 b 308 < 20 A 1 fr 47 TR A NG IR W AR AT B A4 . AR L
o LA F2, Reicher 25 AR “ EAEALRE MY T, MEEAHZMMED, A —FAZACE
(¥ 4L 25 A A A% 7 7 ( Social Identity Model of  AHHIMIHLAY (F1FH JBRLL, 2007).
Deindividuation Effects, SIDE ). IX—#RIA &5 3 2.2 ENMEAERBAR

R T AR B B A — S 7L g6 8, 1 2L 1952 4E, Festinger, Pepitone F1 Newcomb f %5
FEHABAS AL A3 3 T S0 RN o Le Bon [FAZ0M AL, B — U0 B BT I
2 ENEVERHHES (R DS MAIFERESC ORI, MR AT

DA R g, EAMERI S akE.
PRTEREAA R 3P B 44 P ek /D T 4T 2 1 P 3 BRI
T IIAERERAT A (disinhibited behavior), EP7E
—HAE LT ARSI . DAV SR Z AR
T2 BPUHIAT 9, G0N AL S EAT h IR
I (Festinger et al., 1952). 1 Le Bon —#¥, Festinger
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EAIT . AR, AT RAMRIEA AT R
SRAEI B IR, A4 NN 7R A o A OB R ke

Festinger 5% T 23/ MEHI R ATV 2 B0 2
ib, el EA ARSI RTE S R R4, &
AL SR S BURFIAT h 5 Ak, Zimbardo (1969)
PR T RECE AR A AT N AT AR
H, HihmEEpnLetds BEat, MEsirk
&, MR, RGBS, HTBEAH USSR, TR
BN LA BSOS R YR . B A TR,
AMETEIXBE LA T k> T AR 7 BIER, N
T FBUT #6989 . Zimbardo Ak, MALS
FARERUL, EATEAAT AR A B AL R
WITFETS . MAT R Bk, AT A
. g, ANEREFRIR) . AN EAT A —
A, wiBe oo, JF H e RWgm, FIE Y
%k,

Zimbardo IS5 R T LIRS, 455
S SRRSO LRSS #5# (Donnerstein et al., 1972;
Diener, 1976). Diener 4§ HIXEHF 5 &5 18— B
BRI SUE B T EAE R N OB R, T
JEA A% Duval A1 Wicklund ) “ %00 1 B 8¢
(objective self-awareness) iX—ME&", XF LA AL
PG HEAT T A (Diener, 1977; Diener, 1979;
Diener et al., 1980). =&MW HERLEHPRE T, 4
IR T HR B 3, AT A AT BRI 45 B 3k
WA REU B ERERFPRS T, MRS
ANER, AT AP MR B RR T LT ZaR, AT AR
R . VF 2 R 3 AR BRI L 1 R 527K
S, AR AFUREAR, AEREHE ST, TR RSN
HAESE . DA, Diener FEAMEALE SN : B
TR B B AL B8 DL R B CAT O I A 2 3
PR HFPIRES o TEIXFPIEOLT, AMAAR T il S
WA NLE, TR T AR BRI

Diener % NHZMSERTER LT ZAEGIT
FAT KBRS, BRI T T
JLEM DT A5 (Beaman et al., 1979). {HIX
FHFRZ 2N T HABNEE, FER RS A
P G SNAT Ay Z AR R R IFAN—3 . Prentice
-Dunn Fil Rogers (1982) #i/i£ T Diener FJM fi, 2
H“ I B B HE 2288 (differential self-awareness

Y ST g AR L BB (5
ITHO, ¥4 self-awareness PEE “ AIRGEEE”, DAX A self-

consciousness “ HIE IR,

theory ), X 70 T A AWM H LW % (public self-
awareness ) Al /™ A [ H Tk 9 5% (private self-
awareness)o HI# 0/ MESVEAMART B CHIVENY, J5
%5 Diener $2& H IWHES AR, e AMARITE R #
H AT N o LR M4 R MK PR R B %
“TTMELR” (accountability cues), WIEE 457
R RERRARAMAT A4k B TGRS, AMA
ZRANFIAE L VEO, OB AEIRRERAT s T “3E
EVPELR” (attentional cues), UWIHEAREE J1F1 A4
MR, RN AE RS AT BB IR, AT RN
T PN R bR E O ARORE 24 0 T Ak 8 2 R B IR .
Prentice-Dunn 550N, AAH) A EAEEIKF 1 AR
HAREATEA, B AMRTE X RGO 5 0] LA
W B % B AT . AR, AN AHE R EEKE
0] 31550 I R U P o R O 7 N & ) =< ]
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o XL T Diener H X H RIEMRIE
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Reicher. Postmes #il Spears (1995) X244k
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B, B, M e a ki ks
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& THR 14558 (Postmes & Spears, 1998) . Postmes
FI Spears (1998) X4 & ZAMELIY 60 T FLHEAT
T, SRR (1) B4, BB, 3T
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FEI I B PR BT S BRI ERAT M. (3D
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TR 5 BRI —B0RAT AN 2 3 S R U )
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Reicher 5\, A% ZMEAFITES R —
B/, HrRem R T, AR IR R AT MK
P (1) —MNAKIBETR CGselt) JEHrE BT %
filh; (2) BEARPHAG T AIXA AN, R
AT M B RARFEMEN) (Reicher 5N, 1995). £
PRAZ TR SO IX AN VE R ROBHAPER S, B
AR AL SN R P (Social Identity Theory)
B & KR (Self-Categorization Theory )
(Brown, 2000). ‘EATAAMERIAE 2 A5 A LA A
SRARAT AN RR MR, MR EAMARAE T 8
AL -

JEF I, Reicher. Postmes. Spears 2542 H T “ 2¢
AMEAE N AT S A RS (SIDB), EHifdfE %
MRS . RN AR — 7, EAE
AR AR, T2 E RN IR i
NAD, 85 PRI O A R385y 3 — 5T
A PEAG TR AE XS A4 Bl D3 SR R () R A (R AT A AT
Mo SRR X AMEEAR I SO I, 25N PEAG R AR
K e R RN AT AR “IE” (power).
X T4 R R T SIDE FRIDA 0 4 i A SRems 4 1T
3.2 SIDE KyiAF4EE

SIDE ¥ A JI4E B B3R e T Ak s N R Atk 25
IR RERS 1) T - Tajfel 75 20 HHE20 70 EAUHTST
BEbr R BRI AL AR ELS, feth BRRE—1E
IR, WIESA NEF A KA R RS
JEBRHAH KA SN PIAT R G k%, 15
K, 2006). Turner ) H 37 HEBISAEILIER EIEAT
TR, el ARAZROKCE LT 528, RIMEK
g, O HIRIKSE CangRAT ARATD Rk
B IMAZ) (B, EHW, 200600 MEEREA
ZHIFBEAREAT AT, 102 B IRA
R 3 B8 B i AP A AL IR P R R i B 3 n 77
S INFE R EFEYE (salience of social identity), M
A REAAR 8 53 AT Ay 52 A 2 b T 1

fPE LR ER, SIDE A, UAMATEREMA .
B AMEL R, ZAER SR B TR
UNINGIE: 5k A SN PN R (RN Tl ey N
WEN, BRAEARILRT S TR AT A .
SIDE [X 43 T — AL S B AL A 5% (ElOiFA4)
W, SRR BRGSO ST I B (B4

U, ARA W] REIE TS — MR AL R, i se a5
NI AR E SN A ZE R, A B AR AL
S HIN BT LV o Reicher 33 S5 W Y B0 AE LR B 1K
¥ (Reicher et al., 1995). 771 il BT RPRIAE RS
Mp g A R IE B AR, K Bl o B A -
S BEAR-TT UL AT 2 AR - m] WY AN,
AT BEAT A — B Horp, @it 38
DUBER B MR ST A I, 454l s i BoF o 35
GBI R IINE 2 PR . SRR, BRI
S L SR A R TR S AN s S5 AR
FHIISAARLE, BRI ) B2 I A X
PR SRR = A SR . IXR I, B
SR AAE, FAT A Z RS, h HL2%
AMPEERAE (R RN S N BRI
UNGITE 2T P

FEGE R A AL IS 5 SIDE X 3 i 5 0
AR BRI TS T B BRI A B
il FECAT A JEE W ZA AR IR
T E BRI TR, TG T AN AR 5 5 R )8
Naoki Kugihara (2001 ) 38 it 4 il T 44 R0 ) R KR ASE
WSS UL PR R T R AT A, LA A 36 2%
AMEALEE R SIDE RIAEEME, 4EHRBL, ANBRE
A BSG R 5 [0 T PR 2 F RN, A
TR, ARG AT 5 i S A A (R B e —
s ERARROUTE B R, B R IR TR R
(1 52 B B P AR R U £ 22, R A T R ) R )
LRMATALR, RARIH SN —FAT N, 0T
L5 SIDE & H SR AL T MR o
3.3 SIDE HIKBS#E

SIDE MIIAGndE BE B, BRI I 2%
AL 2 DN RIK I SR A R U s sy o (R Bk
FFE BN 09T 4, AN B S 1A 2 A R AN
(7, JUILE AR 8 0 TR SO R AR, I HLE
PRI 452 A1 B 5 T RCRHIN B R RNAT R 1R R 0E
WA TTRESZ PSR URAEA s btk 7 B R <)
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FIFRSE EREMESRALX RN “ )R 7, i il, MMk
A BRI, ZATEACERER R A AT
MRS, XA SIDE MISENGLERs . Pk AT L
e WA R T LN, AT b 5 8 g R0
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Reicher % N[/ R 5 SERHTT LLAMEEAR 2 2%,
22T BEAAIA [R]85 P T AR B 44 1k IX AN AR
WV 2RI, RPAMEEAAR R I T LI A S
TG AN SZ AR RO AT N, X IIE T S 4
KM% (Reicher et al., 1995). #ITHIBIFLEM, Xt
T PN D AT L A At 25 A SR Wk BRI TRIAT S 3R
. U0 Barreto A1 Ellemers (2000) &I, SXHHEN
JRLFE A R 2 A AR LG, A IR A [ & AT T A
J8 53T 0 ) 4 A TR ST A o 3 B R
3 AT LSS BN ANMA CRe S A A IA [ )
TESTREARAUN AT A o

SRR, SIDE LR DA AR SEmE AN ESE, 73
Sl B Ay A KL G SIDE 047 TR EL
FELRSIX P 7 TR 4 A, U DARE 44 PR AR B S o
Mz . SIDE AMUAHFLARRE T 4 LAt e
A=A, 1 B el oA B4 A
P SRR R RO BAT R, TR
TETE N2 A 43 298 TE AT

4 SIDE By¥RRR 5K H

SIDE 7EAN AU A3 3 T $h AN o d 2
AW, H—2RMHIAEAR, Wik EHEA %
1l (Computer-Mediated Communication, CMC), £
RIS (BT Btk kR A
TR K gl 000 H2e A, 455
AFFEREE 5, TRIVTERE AR 4510 NN FAT
NFRIL, #hE SIDE KSR 4ERE (Levine, 2000),
4.1 CMC EgEANEL

CMC SE4R AR5 VNSRS AR AT (174
AT T O AS I, e KIRE iR R A4 .
2 AT, CMC IR 44 1t — J7 TR TGS
T AL 2 TR R A R MO >k, MR 24k 25
FOU R — o Sk AT ke, NS
N2 a7 =4:F&# (Christopherson, 2007). SIDE %
XX PP A (Spears et al., 2002). Spears 25 A5
L T R N e e N1 i 1 R A NSIN
I, CMC FFE 44 T e 38 5 A A 0T A2 0 ) )3 <
(Spears et al., 1990). Postmes 2 A\ K i shve B
BN, I CMC B 24 B B B TEAT 55
fit e RILTE 2 5 J3 SN — AT A (Postmes et
al., 2001). ITHIRFFOERIL, 76 CMC ', B4 A
AN (93 595 A AT TN K 3 2 R A K
1T 3 B B A8 K 38 I Z AR ED S R 0., 7= A
AR G I RANEFASE 4, AT SRAL T HEPR I (Lea et

al., 2001). IXLELHRY], CMC H [k A PRI FBCH
B SRS B, SO INGR T BN 52w,
FEAET BRI ST . BRG], ZIARED SRR PR
ZEFRAEROR, WAENHE T SIDE A EIYE LML R

1Ak, SIDE FRISRBSHERE TG 7E CMC 43
B0, BIAMA I SRS PEAIH CMC IEE A1
DAACHS AR S 4T 4 o Spears (20020 25 N EBL, 45
BRI R CMC (1B 44 PR 5 R L 5
P, AT A BT & B AR R 4~ A
22 K. Flannigan (2002) KIE CMC I
o, SRS TR A, T L PR TR R
Dk BUNTEBIEAR AT b, 55 T Dk o3
FOREAR, T A2 PSS PR ORI CMC R B 44 P L
Yy 5 B A4S . Coffey A1 Woolworth (2004)
LEEL T AERE A M BRI M A TS KA T, AME
MRS KRB EZER . AR, fEELT
Mg iRIR T, AMATIRIRRIE T 2 1 W TSR
MRE, RMTEAT RS, KPR EER D .
SIDE ] DAfBREIX R 25 5, DR A Y 28 10 B (R R 52 3
MERIEMN . IRE RIS, TR L R 44 1
Ias T AATIREX — B s HETEATFRS T
ST, AMTESF R OR ST IAL 2RO, PR R
BRIV A TR XMV, B2 kST R,
REEF GBI, B2 &
PRAEAEAAR S 3 RAL X AT A
4.2 I\RITAFRIE

SIDE I S s 4 5 G (2 A B (2
FEREAAE) WA AT IR . Klein (2007)
SENTERAG TS0 $h T SIDE SRBS HERE I 25
AT L& T TEMARTE G I A RN [RIAT R 1 3
1, WA T A 0 o 8 I A S e 1 A R R 0
(identity performance) AKFZMIY A%, S #E£ A A o
FrVE AR B, AR R LB ] 55 R0 AR OC
AT R, AT I8 5 i B A A R G
N RILE WA Dy g A A YL Cidentity
consolidation) FIA[FZ) 71 (identity mobilization).
R fRiE . s MR BRI, e
MU TR EEE R N A RIOR AR AT 3,
SEPLEEAA H AR o Klein 55 N385 BIAERE 9 FIREBR 7KF
b BT BTN RIILE FIA 3 2 X AN T
RERSEm . I XA DEE, A RERILTEARREAI)
WAL SAT b e T EER M, IR EIE
2%~ H T @ artk 25 A - Klein 5 AMGAFIATH
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. Difg. KA EFEYLT SIDE HEKYERE
N, R, TR T, e
WNIF USRI =3 2 (B A EL DG &R, ITIAE —
SERERE B PR SIDE 44 B2 5C R AR AL T fcHia

5 NEERE
5.1 IhgE

SIDE A ER R AL G2t TR A, e
S5 LA AL 1 X)) T ZER AL LU N LA
Hi: H—R IR A A B AT
FMEAC BRI T F 2 44, i SIDE £
SYERLSE B 44 1 s H T AR R A R .
EEAEAEE S, AMEOR A LR AR
W ARIERIDE A RIIAeE %, M7 SIDE
SRR SN R B KR AT
Ko FATEAILRISERE RPN RALSATH,
T SIDE K IXFIMT R 55 (BREA) Jm )
ST, I HIXRAT 0 R LEA s . Bk,
FAMMEAGFR R O T A0 B A FEWF A
WG, BHARAMAREIMEZ; 1 SIDE AAME
LR 2 MM R AR IX — IS, HREER
FAMAL AL S 0BT . R, SIDE #5244k
T RBEVERBERRI RN, A R A et i
(R A RIAT b R T, A AT T RE RS A6 SRR 1K)
I T A IS

SIDE R ET B, &4, SIDE Af
PUEE 2 B R (0 B4R FH . SIDE [HRIFFUAE
W, SRR AR L, MR AL
A N BEFIREHL L 2R T 2 B N . A AN
B aE TAERIAL S, ARG SE
BT AN AL S A, i HAE A3 B HE— 2
. HX, SIDE T BEAMFKMe. FELTIA
Ak, FEEOEARS B A AR R B IRAF BIRIE
PAR IR BeAT N G HIEIHL, IR AR it &
KE, A AR HFIE I, SIDE M
B T2 S BV 0 PRI [ 2 B S s 1 0 b A
PR IIAT S, WA A
5.2 RE

SIDE 142 e — @ fE s R E A IR &0
REE N AR R REARAT 5. MR iR
PR SO BRI BEOGS SR AT I 1, B R B 1)
EBRPE ALSAT N BRI S AR AL
MATFSREFAT A=A 40, IR B R L O3
Bl IR, BB EAGS B AT F01,
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JERIE SN RN HERE A Xl T AT

HORT AR LA G OB, A AL
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AHXS T AL AT A B H sz, Wiy KT #F58
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An Introduction to Social Identity Model of Deindividuation Effects

LAN Yu-Juan;

ZUO Bin

(School of Psychology, Huazhong Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Social identity model of deindividuation effects (SIDE) originates from the deindividuation theory. It
challenges the past view that deindividuation is the result of loss of self, which brings about the expression of
antinormative or antisocial behaviors. SIDE provides new explanations to the deindividuation phenomenon in both
cognitive and strategic dimensions. Research has been done to show evidence which supports SIDE and to apply it
in terms of identity performance and computer-mediated communication. SIDE is more relevant to the

contemporary research on group influence and group behavior in social psychology. However, more research is

needed for further validation and consummation.
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