DB 2022, Vol. 42, No. 5,422 —429
PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

o5 o5 — A3 PGy A T 5T A TE KR PHT

S z 1zl 2 sy = 3 I 424
HdEE TR, NEE, TR
(1. Z BRI AR, B8 200433 52. Wil TRy K% TR W% Be , biH 310018;
3. BB EOE B, M 215000 54, AR 20 PME B b, AR 610106)

i E.5AEaRET, MEARRINMREALSERFHAR, EMBLETRLRGS
RENHNELAREREARZANGRRAEAETZEL, B ARFIH NTHWRAKREFT G A
R, T RNEORE~ERELRAE ARG ERES, 2t F -5 5 LSRN HHE
FE, ARSI % A RBATEAGEAN, B, RET & BEARR P AAF ALY WM %
BELHUEZERZMMN LR, REAFETALERATE 5B R SN T E ERAILS
RTHME ARSI E ARG L ERTHR-FRE,

KBNS AFGHTAZGEMAZALAK; ARER

PES %S B4 ERFRIRAG:A
1 3|8§

R | EL B P 2% {5 B, 0 (CNNIC) T 2022
9 R E R M R JRRM G
BUL %2022 26 A, REMRMEEF 10.51 12,
ANBJ g B CIR 29. 5 /N, ZE 5T el il A B 1B &
A, b WA S e kA A 30 /i LA b, PR
2 WS AN Gt S ES NS SR e b N1 3 R M
2019 4EJIETFF A TS OB NI T P A= TE 1 & o
MTEMZ F TR S ATS) a2 EFRE
1 EAZB S BUE AT TH 3 LR WL i
Bu R 28 AR AR A , 3 SE AR 45 B A ) 84T S B
BT R BTGRP 40 I AH TS
R, PR R BCEE vT LSO AT (¥ P A R AT D 4
M ( Azucar et al. ,2018 ; Zhao & Zhu,2019) , H.#E#
BEE W T A AR R %4 B (Hinds & Joinson,
2019; Youyou et al. ,2015) , A4, AfITHE M 45 it 5
HEHRHMRERENAR? BEALHHEHRAE
EBAERIRR? AT [IE X8, 7 % &K
PIRE S A G IS HEAT M, IR R M 2 H IR 5%
HIRTES B3 IME LA B M S5 J5 T B 2% 5 B How2 wi
W=,
2 MEBERNESRBXER
2.1 R%BROBE

B2 5 3 (cyber self) A I PFR1E 507 B3R

XEHS 1003 - 5184(2022)05 — 0422 - 08

(digital self) 5f g #1 H & ( virtual self) , EH &34,
HrARSEMAERIM LR Z, H1FBRE
TR UBFRIE AN a3 B A RN A
BT SR IIRET , B PILSE, — Bk, M4
BRES TEMMEHEAPSAREXLNAL; S
AR, Bk B R FLEAR B L R P R R, A5
TA TR B & BRI, LR AR
TETSEREXRPIASE . Mg aRRIEE
TRZF, B T A2 ) 45 K5 i 9000k 5 R e 0L
e MBS EZAR B s A B RAHE, B
THMANE PR, ARl oM.
MG RATH A 5 IREFRE B K (Herring et
al. ,2004) , FEHUL & (avatar, XN FIJLIE) , 8 X
AR Mg s H] R RAEA R B — s =4 B,
IR B RIE AT R E W HTE 5 (Mccre-
ery et al. ,2012) , ] G A IR e 3% b AR B K YAk
s R R EME S R LIS HE % FAT
FIREM P RS S 50, G IRAE E & AL M
#8122 ( Belk, 2013 ; Vasalou et al. ,2008), K&
B WG AN TFE R 2% B R B A R & 2R
FEE G EFNE, WM EHEE M ERA L
FFrE Y (Belk ,2013)
2.2 W% HRGMAER

XL AZ P48 37 5%, Zhao (2005) B THAF5 H.3h

» BEWE: HFEARPHEESFEIE (71901072) , #7114 HABHFIEHRERT H (1LQ22G010008 ) , VLA A B H 4t SR — ik
T H (20208JA1372) , AR 2 2023 4R 2 A BN L BE R B 2830 H (CDIX202305)
BEHAESE : T4, E - mail ; wangyuqi@ mail. zjgsu. edu. cn; X =2, E — mail : liuyunzhi2013@ 163. com,
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FIHG M % B R NEM B FI R ERK A
K. SERNZEIHEAR, Mg P32 E DTk
LU (telecopresence) FITEAFTE . TEM 4R H T 2
AT TEE o ) P48 o Al A s B AR
SEUAES, 75— EWES AR R BHAR B R

EF M 48Rk 8, Jin (2012) 2L F AT B B TR 38
15 (possible selves) & H T HE 484 7] fig H & ( virtual
possible selves) HMER: , {RFRAATE U A 7] BB
RAMMIA HRNES . AR ELAGEE
RAUSYR SISV, YEHEEaISEDTE
LS B AP RFFIE R R LK B 3 (embodied self) ,
PLSGE I A R s 1R R MAE R R Rl 5 3
(disembodied self) ; T4F-5-4E B F 2 A HH4E 2 JEE
PAKBES =AHERE o Buad v LAE 78 2 400 T S 1
110 5 RIUKAI R, B B8 R J7 T : AT T7T 2
T U M FLAG B B SNE S ARHMIE, B8 Hok 2 B i
A AT LA SR B RTT 8, BT A Bk
JI RGBS ST A5 (Jin,2012) .

A AR %5, Belk (2013) FE T LA H
F (extended self) Bt LRI4 B3R, TA R4 i 54
5 NATRRAE TR AT B IR, P2 B
TR E AR RIS AT LUE R B IR A
BUrHoRgy B REEM R T LR : (1) WK
. ( dematerialization) , FEfi B & o] 0™ R 41K , B
BRI R SE 1A 5 (2) R R EH (re - embodiment ) ,
R XS R Y, AT B RAEM 152 E
5 (3) 73 (sharing) ,BCFHARMANTHE L HHL
SHTERTE; (4) HREILE (co - construction of
self) , B AR BN ABIEN, RN E3) 51t
N [R5 T 18 (5) 184253 Ak ( distributed memo-
ry) , P RC I M A R % 3 AN A o
3 MEBRSHULBENXE

P2 SRR T SE iR G A [ R 46 H R
MR THIARBENESG . 2, MEPHARS
T B RAFEBREN X R APPFRERX
— BT T BRIV, R T AR IR B U

—BEBIF 5 3 B Y S AR Y JE R IR I ( extended
real life hypothesis) , 1A 5 W 4525 ] & B SL AR TS B9 3
J&,MEHhr AR 5B g RE B, IR EIA
0, W4 B BRI A] Dl THSF MRS, A
BB EEM ERFE B O (Valkenburg & Peter,
2009) . LAAEZZ Rl ), AAT AT DAGE o Sk 4R L B
MR SIS EE B AR — AR AR TS 1y

(Hinds & Joinson,2019) ; i “ A& H ” AP A4S F0 B 14
AR XE PR e — 2 , AR 5 AR & BB AP i v
RIS o B, o T 8 S HERE 89 A Bk
A AETFRRAAPRRR, AMTTEMNS E2IDE B
B H 2 5L B RARSF B (Hollenbaugh & Fer-
ris,2015) ,

WAHPEAN, MEHRSGHALZHRIFATS
—E, ATHEM 2% b i) T R B SRR B 3R
IR NG EHIS , N TAMAE T HEIR, A&
A2 S A RAXKNER , LAITE A A T H
RS NEEREC . MERTFHPRREE
M5 BIERIR, UM A MEXEEATERE
W, XFFIHMERR BB AR TR, B
Bl A6 1) 90 S Hhoxfe LA SE B B4R 5 3R (Rigby &
Ryan,2011) , AT 2D T B 55 5 3R A A9 22 R ( Klim-
mt et al. ,2009) , 75— EFEE LMK T X P2 B
Y0P E TR R Mancini & Sibilla,2017)

WA R T N% AR AAMERDL. X
— WA, P 5 B S T AR 58 4 A [R) R 4
E,ERTAFRRERNER, SHPRBNAh
FTIAEI T A T b s L B 5 R 5 1 B 3. (Vie-
dan & Ulusoy,2008) , Mancini i Sibilla (2017) A
o, B RP R B R GBS R PR A R AT LU
TORBRE BAHERT Lo I Ah, R FE R AT
) H WA R THTRIER . XL Py ] Bk
ZAL SRR IAAR, R 254 X LA SR A 4 A By
KEA I /EH (Kraut et al. ,2002)

Ph B LA AR A5 2 T 48 4 STHEBF 53 1 SR,
WHRIEE R e T MEN B G SMER AR =4
i
3.1 &4

Pl MRE SR ERRAR DAL
EEAWREZ—, AHRER T ARESTHELR
Pk S0y SELH AR Z E N ESRE, KA —
BABLL T , ATEM S F AL RE H O OR
fil. ( Messinger et al. ,2019) , At, WM&t EE AL
AAAEBEME R 8 2B B, LA BRI H
WMo B, r 2 LRI R BCR 2ok i AL 5 1%
FERL S B SE A A I 89 M ) (Song & Jung,
2015) , XA 5 B A7 M BE AT LA B R
] 2% 35 ( Ratan et al. ,2019) , X AT DU i $ A4 5K: )
235 ( Hussain & Griffiths ,2008) , X 40, X #iikE 514
HIPFSE R B, DB T Buk AR i M Wk B R
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i 5 43 (Kafai et al. ,2010) ,{H 23 H X8 A Y
RFPTE SR I, B K R B H AR S 0
] Pt 23 K (Lee ,2014)
3.2 4

MRELETHPEMSE LE2AHARIELS
HIRFL P LRI Z 81 —BE, A KT
PR HRMINRTE R L SE P i 2R 5] 07
WA B R MIEB L B e ( Cacioli & Mussap,
2014 ; Ducheneaut et al. , 2009 ; Messinger et al. ,
2008) o FEXFHEAZ P uk TS W, L EOM A A
X H HINE AT —E B E R B 5L (Ma et
al. ,2017) , X Fh XA Z HIM I E LR P Sl
A {2 ( Bareket — Bojmel et al. ,2016) . #5552 7EAH3E
bl oW SIARYS R sl v <35 A GO R e s
At R B L T A HE UM TR A S A E S
4E1% (Gibbs et al. ,2006) . TR 7 18 RE 2046 &
MIEL 2 IMEMZ 50, ] L5 B IR, S
SEAR Y AMEFRAE ( Cacioli & Mussap ,2014 ; Ducheneaut
et al. ,2009) , AT LI 5 P WHESSME o R—KE
P TE R AT BB T K “ LR (real
soul) TAESMR( Costello,2012) , AT BEAUALZ g T 7%
Al % 2 3 B R A SR E (Cacioli & Mussap,
2014) Fif7##( Ducheneaut et al. ,2009) %%,
3.3 A

HEADHRIEE LT AN TEALSE s R B
A S ERPH—2E, BT DAMSS
FEA RS TS R B, it % T e R 4% E R
DA NG B KA 5 7 F B2 5F (Youyou et
al. ,2015), it B F& T W& & P (Back et al.,
2010) , M2% 5 3 2B B MARHE 5 KA L R
AHFRM—BE, BETAE4RE B E—E2E
5, N FAER e P s R E S B A E N
— 1 ( Vazire & Gosling ,2004) , T7ERLRIEAL T , IF
RIME BRSNS B O ERLEEF TR 5k
JRIZSE LB | (McCreery et al. ,2012) ,{H
P S EER AN H R— RIS AT H
WEM A F B E R B EA W] J7 (Messinger et
al. ,2008) ,7ER T Sbray Ph4E R 3o BE &, ZE A
Z R4 FPE4 5% ( Ducheneaut et al. ,2009) %,

b M HRE—EBE FRBTHE AR
T2 W 28 5[] BB, (B P EAME RSt i 845 5
ZERE ST MR b S AT 1 BE AR AL, R )
SEARBLIE B & 5 T o

4 ¥MRNEARSALERZBXEZHEER

W FIEEIA B AT, s P 4% B 35 B
HE - BRENER FEEEMNET-& 1R
FHA NRFE R 77 TH
4.1 F%FE8EK
4.1.1 E&MH

MK IELE T EAERE R4 it %
B s B SRR LR G R (Qian &
Scott,2007) . BRIFHAEZEEZ WML EREAR
SEE BT SR AN B (Misoch ,2015) . —J5 T,
Zi AL (deindividuation ) P 26 35 5% 46 25 1 AT B
HRMNBRIE BT, AP R T RE
“BeuE B 3R B FRIE (Suler,2002) , AMITHEEZ 23
HST-f 8 R 3 (948 325 ( Mckenna & Bargh,2000) , 5
— 7, MR MRS TRREAF AR
(Rosenmann & Safir,2006) , F /] DL £ i FAR 19
H 3 (Bargh et al. ,2002) , THEIEE 2 KM 25352
ol BB TR ALK AR ER SRR
T BUHIALAZ R 25, B IRAH 3R W ol S FETEAROR I TE 1Y
KTRREWFE L, AMTEHE T2 -1 HE
T BE H 3" (hope — for possible selves, Yurchisin et
al. ,2005) , X—HEKAH THE K, B MEAER
KTREBFI WAL SHVFR BRIER, BRI
M- TR AEAR BRI HEE AR,
4.1.2 ZLHIRZITHE

AR & LR EX R, —EFE
b ST RAR RS R B, i G A SR E ) A R
ARV )& TAH A B 245 5 TAE 55— 26
& b P E WX R LIRS 200, B4R
HARME SR A RASRNGESESRA A
AR F S, TEEA 2T EX RN, BT
LA BB M AFENR , MEAFEIEFE R XH
RIEESUA, A B EFRISHITEER. RH2
A H TGRS A TS B, AT
i FEMZ FRASL T -BUI B RIER, i
GRINE T AA G B SR B (Schlosser,
2020) ,
4.2 AP HASAGFIE
4.2.1 flFHN

MITSHHAEA B RS AAR MM ET- 6,
WEREAFBSHPRAE A -FHBER. KW
=, G DA B IS S F R i, S 7E R4
LRI SE A W # S 5 FHEH (Rosenmann &
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Safir,2006) ; 2 F* DL 4 28 54 R B S AR 1y sl
MR, STEM % E RIS SREL PR
M B T s S LAE R R 483 it 32 4 3
2R, W 2RI BAFE AL SV BYRHE (Triber-
ti et al. ,2019) , Hollenbaugh £ Ferris(2015) X4 T
FH P (5 AL 22 R 3l 59 BRI, R B REE P bl
A LAE 0 R 5 A58 MR SR, AR H
AR RGBT P STEN G RO EIS
WL HRERMGE R Mo, IR E R 5 RIXNE
SR P TEAL S Mg 2B — DAL AR Y
FEFEH,
4.2.2 HEEAE

M2 B AR P TER % ok 8 D r Bl
ARG EI RS AP R R, BRI R R
AT M 25 T P AT R M8 s S g 7 (5
B TR LMENS 58 5HAMA P R E S, 3%
ME SRR T PR ES e, I m T A e
B AFRE (Klimmt et al. ,2009) , Prensky(2001a,
b) X7r THAAR BREAE M E: 7 AR
( digital natives) FIFFE K (digital immigrants) , %X
FIFAE RN P e IR0 TR L I 5
PLIERAL A BB M, M E R B R WS BT
W, HEEME FRAERMTRERR BRTHEH
BTRAMMBETNRAGBEAELER, “Ek
FEZER X P IR RN RFSE, R M
HASHATHANESEE, N THFEERR
Ui, BRI AT H 3 AR IS T BN T 208 —FB )
T T4 7 ROR U, W 2% T 5 5 352 T A ER
g2 F R A5 1) ( Kesharwani ,2020)
4.2.3 A#&

HETFRANE TR R, A 2200 METE
Mz EERARKT NGNS mEAERRE
HORE AL AR 2T G R M RE 5 4P 3T , o BE A5
| TAEA R M 4 2 AL H R mARE A
AR ) S ) T R AR PSR AR A 4R EOR R, AT
"] H #3535 8 © 148 55 (Hollenbaugh & Ferris,
2015) 5 iy 28 T B A4 B0 ) K AL A 48 B AR
B NEF I, EABEN. FALZNERIESR
(Seidman,2013) ; & SMEUPE #4944 BE A0 ] T7E 9 2%
4T B FARK R (Michikyan et al. ,2014) , &7 H ¥
MRXERE. B A % W% (Hall & Pennington,
2013) ;R RTTHE AR M 4 B B 32 HE
AR, TR SRS B8 23 7E M 28 - 2 B1F

B FR Y B FRAIEAR LK B 7 (Seidman ,2013) , H
s AR BB B AN S e MATE R 4
i B 2 K2 (Hollenbaugh & Ferris,2015)
5 EBERER . MEARENZERNERERK

g5 EATR  ZEANARRR BT K0 B 3 RRIE S5 T T
AT A Te] T 78 ) 28t A b R B BRSE AR i B
M A, MAESMESE 7 T, ATTEAR ) T E—E R
TR, RAEAP R BRIER . WAL, MK
BELE RZ I, UL AP B & Wil 5
NE RN SR i MATEM 4% LB RE
A1),

1 MERRSUZARZEMNKE

BEE ML RIS 25, M4 B IR 2 H e & AT
AL E K. EF—SfF5E R TSR i
RS SRR LA E P HEE ST ANE
ey , B 2 5 i RN ( proteus effect , AHIC SRR LT £
T 45,2014)  BFFERBL, BIML S 5B B R ZH)
AR 5B A1 BB, X B 1046 5 1A F]
PR T 5 (Soutter & Hitchens,2016) ; [FIBf, 4~ &
Xof KEFAAL B B IA ) By, HC X B S B R A 582 W o
ROHRERR AN 55,2020) o X RS AN
[ AR LASZ e P P AR 55, 3 25 5 i AT 11 B FR TR
— M (Klimmt et al. ,2009) , S48 AT B A0 fa]
(Hollingdale & Greitemeyer,2013) Bi& 3E4E&1T R
(1518 %,2017) . (HIEARM R AR, £IRTHE
A [R] B4 [R) A, 23 m Y 4% 1 ) XU : ( Mancini
et al. ,2019) , WA R IH AT .

HIE R 2% H G I B FRAAE— € 22 0 (virtu-
al self — discrepancy, Jin,2012) , A {1 7] DL X 4%
HESER AL, BER L BRI EUL
EYHIPERS AT B AT BB, 4R T e B SE i B 3R
PAoRANEFh 220 (Ahn et al. ,2013) . ZRTM, AR M
ZHREAL HRZ B FAEBRBIRL, 2 R H



426 gt

2022 4E

W, —J7m, A AR R EAT R ZE
) 2= 5 Al B 51 AR B B LA K AT 4 (Kim &
Sundar,2012) ; 55— 5T, I F 2 T 3-8 BB 2 CH:
5 QB S 2B R AGTE A CALAZ M ERfE
BT R4 (Choi et al. ,2015) , T 7 X 55 W& TH
e B 15t B BARS 1 3 s T BB il — 2B R BE 2 B S T
1544 (Kross et al. ,2013),
6 MRRE

W £ 25 [R] Ry O B AR B S SR T 1 2 B L8
AKX} 4% H RS BSE B F AR R M E— BT ]
PASRHE LT LA .
6.1 BFE&AHHTNRLE KIE

WA PR KR Z RIRIES — B M S 58—
R, RZEVE BHRNILE . SRE M
& BA A KR8 R AEB A W] i M 4% 3 &
(AL Y AR ) , A [F W28 F & B RRE R
PRFAR, MI#TBRERY T AN E WA
FiAlE. B, AP S RIEARM M Y5, AEA
[ B i 004K B ok 38 & 7 IR B WL AR ( Waggoner,
2007) . HIR, ARIKFLT-E B, AT R R
FAEA R %7 2 (Phua et al. ,2017 ) , BV 2 [F] — 7l
HAEXFR, NS5 B RERHNIE WA AR
(Karapanos et al. ,2016) , B, %3 WWF5E 0] LA
TR ZEF & EGREHEN, ARA RN 5
TR IIRE R R R AT R B R
NS REPNEIE Y EP S oR

HIFm, FELG A RN & 55 5RE
Rl b ARRBFIEAT UK R = T iR T 8
Go AAMBIEMERETHEHAME T,
MNRFRE B4 AA X ) 45 1 5 ) B AT 0T, R
T, FEE LB M 5B e FIRE AR, ey RS
EERZ MR T & #1T TG SRS . #ilin, K
STINREPERI N 4T S E# R T AL s a8 1, T A A
MKW ERWYHEE. RELNGRHIM
2% B IRIIEA L DIZEST 5 RREI Sh T g 52 J B R 4%
gt , B, SR SR RS AR B R
HOSARR T B, ARSRWIESE W) DAE I RER] Bt —
BTRAFELIER TG 2R Al EAR I G RL,
6.2 FRHFHGT RABEEMLITH

RZ T8, AATAE R 4 A 10 T 8] 42 dh JR R
“TRAUE” TIE E A R . BN, R
AEHCMEM S H RN ERETRNERRE
T, MATED NGB P EHEH#ATHIA (Sun & Wu,

2004) . P FRE T — P FT R ZE S, bR
A EEERAES 3947 W AT DA T fth A R (Belk 2013 )
Fln, et T MR T e R S B
SHIRAITIER , A B kR AT DA R R R 13
LS 2N ¢ 1= IRe=S ¢k N S e e e (5
AT “MRE—T AN (Azucar et al. ,2018)
SR, B AT IWFAE AR 318 Bl AR S 1 R 45 1)
AR IR M 4 A 3, M LA LIRS 45X
e R . BTN BRI 5 A TEEE
WA BT3P 835 gl #4720 A, O AT B PR A
AT R B4R, (R BE 2 38 AL AR 27 T I 5 s
SIHT LR TP G Bl , A8 AR DG ( Kosinski et al. ,
2016) ;{5 IR B = 2 19 07 12 ARG i JH 1) o A G
52 (Guo et al. ,2016) %5, KR MBS TT AR R 40
uf AEARAP P BRRD A A AU 0 240 B W RIT 4R 1 B 47
H I FA R84 T o B SEAT B 5T 70 A7 (Hinds & Join-
son,2019)
6.3 AHAIMWEEHER

EAMBIFREY], ARSEE = MRk
FAARFRRIERZER B K. WIERBEL B, T
Ui REE B AR TE T 28 M 7 =N (an il Rk
1B, R 3E PR ) B8 44K gt B 4 1K 3C S (Cho,
2010) , 7TERINFEE L, W43 Wk L # P
it FEHES AR, BT BRER, W
b3t Rl ) A P A B8 ) AL AE M9 4%, B3
EoHh e T B R (Cho,2010) , TERIBHK M b,
P07 M RTEAL S M ] B AT R ERA —
R, ) an e B () B P 136 B (Facebook ) A 1 EE
AT -l P 36 B UE B HEAT B 40 (Ma et al. ,2017),
M EAGF B ARIRILZ M A K, AR R AT LA [R] B
AR RIE RS &, Wi LURIEF & B X
FAMAK AT RHEICH BREIIR R
(Cho,2010 ; Huang et al. ,2018) , [, FEE M4 K
B R R WA RAT B T — AT B, K P 2%
11 RAMAZ 5 S0 BT S+ I b B

3% 30k
T, S, TR (2014) . 2 B SR Lt T
SRR, DERLE ,37(1) 232 ~239.

R, B, R, . (2020). MR AE B
B BRI, O BRI E 28(5) 810 - 823.
S R 2 INTR. (2017) . WU o 110 F B A .

BRI E 25(9) ,1565 —1578.
o B4 5 L (CNNIC) . (2022). 1 [E L E 26 52
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Me and Another Me; The Relationship between Cyber Self and Actual Self

Shi Yuanyuan', Wang Yuqi®,Liu Yunzhi’ ,Huang Zihang®

(1. Department of Tourism,Fudan University , Shanghai 200433 ;

2. School of Business Administration ,Zhejiang Gongshang University , Hangzhou 310018 ;

3. Department of Education, Suzhou University of Science and Technology , Suzhou 215009 ;
4. Mental Health Education Center,Chengdu University , Chengdu 610106 )

Abstract ;: Compared with actual self in the real world,cyber self refers to the self that people present in the cyber world. Clarifying the

relationship between cyber self and actual sell as well as its antecedents and downstream consequences,are of great significance in un-

derstanding people’ s attitudes , behaviors, affective experience ,and mental health both online and offline. We explored the relationship

between cyber self and actual self from the aspects of identity , appearance and personality , and found that the cyber self reflects the pro-

jection of actual self in cyber space to some extent;while,cyber self, especially represented by avatar,can also be the idealized self in

terms of appearance and conscientiousness , which are characteristics influenced by social evaluation. Besides ,features of cyber platform

(i. e. ,anonymity and audience diversity) ,and cyber users’ individual factors(i. e. ,motivation,self — involvement and personality) can

also influence the relationship between cyber self and actual self. Future research can further extend the research realms of the cyber

self ,and explore the roles that different cyber platforms,cyber contexts,social and cultural factors play in the virtual self — discrepancy.

Key words: digital self;cyber self;virtual self;actual self;self — presentation





