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The Analysis of the Concept of Individuation

Wang Guoxia Gai Xiaosong

(Psychology Department,School of Education Science in Northeast Normal University,Changchun 130024)

Abstract: The process of individuation is an important theme in the studies of the development and education of the children and
adolescent. However, this research area is developing and changing, therefore, current researchers have different opinions on the
implication of individuation. This article will analyze and summary the concept of individuation in current research from two
perspectives,one is from the development of the individuation theory and concept, the other is from the development of the
measurement and the operational definition of individuation. Through this analysis, the concept of individuation is synthesized:in
the area of cognation and emotion, individuation is a process, during this process the relation between parent and children is
changing and the new forms are emerging again and again,at the same time,individual will develop the quality of independence
and autonomy. Finally, the relations between the individuation and related concepts are analyzed.

Key words: individuation; autonomy;relatedness
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