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1 (iR

B R E AT RIBIEABHEE, TENER
IR h | IR S AT IR s, 2015 4E 6 H, ([
55 B 5% F K3 E R AR L T AR A T BUR TS
IS D =R DI (= HE T 71 AN U AN AN CUE I
H R AR 20 D ph 2 Kk R B B i SR kR, R
i % At S BE I RE AR IS 1 A RUE R )
AR CBUN TAEE ) s BB KAl . 7
ABHF T 1 A HE 3 v 48 B Ak S R4 T I RS |
2% AR g — B EE . lk BURHIEE I
() G A T8 A, A E IR PR AR, Al 1 1A AR A
RAK, (HAAER R RMAE Y . H AR B
TR AL 8 AN I Y s T R A 5, AT R
SR, B2 R % (Carr, 2011), R4,
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Bl & Rl 53 T Gnfe] 7 R G BT BT e 7

A1 3% 77 (creativity) 1 £ H7 (innovation) 1Y HE &
T 0 B4 R4S B 24 B T 12 P58 (Hennessey &
Amabile, 2010; PAEK, Wi, Bmte, 5KIHK,
2017; &g A, 2016; SKIEMH, PREZZ, sK24H],
JEEEAR, 2018), ) LIWETH L, A3k J1 A 2l
Bl R JEMAFHmFHY . R IENERE, 4
Fr= i, B SCR R L, B )RR AR A
T A0 37 A0 2 5 A8 72 Y 52 2R 4% J5 22105 31 (Anderson,
Potoénik, & Zhou, 2014), i RAH AL 25T Y
FHICHFSY B, A2l A BN Bsr 2 22 IR T A4
I REAT RN AT (R A, S5, 2013),
B B R T2 2 B R R T 2 7l AR R
A EEE X (Gong, Wu, Song, & Zhang, 2017; Zhou,
Wang, Song & Wu, 2017), K ILASHESY B & T4
2 TH BB TN
11 FHEHEBSMS R

I (curiosity)fE M A2 A BE (Day, 1971),
TEXTRR Y . YRS B e AR . 18
SRR, B AT IR R MR 1 1 1 3
B 75 25 HL 4% 1) 3 L0 B ARME (Litman, Collins, &
Spielberger, 2005; 2= K45, AT R, 2015), &7 (g
MW AT 27 ) BOSBR  (5 B UOR b, il
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REF MR RF R . FR A RE, M
R . WEMATE ., Bk, iraE—
PG RA, ey RBA AWM GE, #5
AR, SRS AR R PR R AR5 2 A
i &% (Kashdan, Rose, & Fincham, 2004), PRzl
WA, A R AR AT R, 2 AR
KRB, B2 ME RN T, X H
AR AR 45 5| A T 2 5% 19 3 78 (Kang et al.,
2009) F1 2 F F- 3K (447 M (reward seeking, Wang,
2014; Wang & Huang, 2017), ZX W HURRFEN
HEARMLH Z —(Z W Kashdan & Silvia, 2009), F-2F
P A 8 R 2 22 07 T Y < A A BE 7 T T LA
HEEBNIRRITH . IS B(Litman & Jimerson,
2004) F1 6] 3 P4 H g P 7] & (Hardy 111, Ness, &
Mecca, 2017); FEAL2 )R8 J7 1w ol LAAE #E 4k & 38
1 (Kashdan, McKnight, Fincham, & Rose, 2011)#7
Ak 2% 2] (Baumeister, Zhang, & Vohs, 2004)%5

bfar f el WE? {5 B Bk 1 (information gap)
PR IN R AF AT RS A B 248 (B %8R B 4f 27,
curiosity as a feeling of interest, CFI)ak {5 B 5k 11
(HP 3125 BY4T-4F curiosity as a feeling of deprivation,
CFD, Litman & Jimerson, 2004; Litman, 2008)i% &
BN 8 BT 5 2 (Loewenstein, 1994), [F]Ef, 4R
PEARIRFS AR, KBS HINFNFET (cognitive
curiosity) Fll A F 77 (interpersonal curiosity, Litman
& Pezzo, 2007). INFIEFAF 2 X ) BRI LA B 7,
AL HE RSN BT, 00— K A A IR B — B
AR, FREREIRL, #ln VR (R IIEE)H
AR AR XTI S i A, BT A
(epistemic), +& M AR FAAHE M IAFIEE 5]
KA, BIANAREE T g NoK F LR s 2 i 2 A~
PRSPy 2 A 5 A LA R B G, ok R
BN A 4r 45, BVABRITET . EREXNHTSER
Hafar, AEEE A P17 R AR L R SZ (Farley,
2011), HHEMEHR, APRZZAEMMBEEETER
WA FEAT 4 MR 4T AR TR Y S8R AR B
R BN L E AT IR G, b A A ok
SR AR MBS, F Bk, BB,
AR T A E A R, HEZEE S AR
o A WS B AR SR LR P o s, A
W& Facebook . Twitter, fll{#55#R2& H P 73 45
B PELHRAMABRERZELWTS,

12 REHBLSIEH

R F (inspiration)— IR R E A, B804
PR RER OB, B ) 12 40 0] A A
RN T8I 2 G . AR R <20 2800
W LRI Re SR S N = AN X8 DR
W RSSGT RGN, KT, BETE, 2012),
Al Z A3z — G CAERF I A, B I 44
AV, LT EH TR . BRI 20
HR IR RRHEA: BRI . R A B AR 2= AR AE
RS RBAQIF P EZEN, 2B aEh
HUEHIR R S R JF(Amabile, 2012; Amabile, Conti,
Coon, Lazenby, & Herron, 1996; Csikszentmihalyi,
1997), S, —J2& RBH W w bl B A ag sk
K, TR RN AR B Z W . Thrash 1 Elliot
(2003, 2004) 14« 72 Ja& (1) 28 #4915 JFH o2 U] ) 4% 7
(nomological network)$ i T R JE& i 45 #4 1
Tk, AT RIBAHERAE M B SR PE R ) A
A SRR CIRAS T R AT IA N « R 1 A |
B A ) S AL = A0 AR . M (evocation)
SR PE RIBGRE F TR 2 MY S S ol A T e R
R, AN REERIR), SRR AR,
T 2 J ) bl e P LA IR B¢ A 4 MG FT 28 M (Lerner,
Li, Valdesolo, & Kassam, 2015), R/ E, BE
ARk B F KBS s (T IR R L BT
A HTBRAR), dal Lok A TA R (i, KA
SR OBERE NI R A R T (D,
EAF) (R &, 2012), i#Bii(transcendence)iE1R
RIBRES IR K R RBBSL )RR, RRAEL
P BETE, JEORTEAF Y B bR, 8 M E R R
(spirituality), IR SCILAYE X (meaning) FIH1E 5 A
PA(illumination), #4 W] h#l(approaching motivation)
WG ENHLIRE . H ARG Wit 048R, 24 58 e
W IE 51 AR ATy, A N AR R i
T8, RIEBETT DR — ety . Ba & 0t
P2 (inspired by M43), BB PR (8 7E e
ERPIR TSR ] DU SRR /8 S
K FEAFF (inspired to 4Y), BI—432JH & 1Y
MR IREET, £ XT /R IR GETE .. &
. AENITENEE . YRR BE NENE
AW A5 (Stephan et al., 2015), M FIHE S “inspired
by i B PR, T 1] L2 “inspired to”id F#
A9 4% 45 (Thrash, Maruskin, Cassidy, Fryer, & Ryan,
2010), FRIFE— 1] TR A~ 1 F2 R I & AR i
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J¥ (Belzak, Thrash, Sim, & Wadsworth, 2017), 5 H:
RN R I R —— A . RN S
AT, G X BN 2 1Y N 7E A (809 B BIL R D,
R8T MY, Sk AR B 3 Y PN A A
i 1% 3% T 2 (transmission), b T /Ny Al BE M 2
B A, R I 2 AT LA S A
JTIEL, WCHT SRR TEREIRE S, RO 25 BN I,
Flan, A EIRRE 2 | AR 45 (Amabile, Barsade,
Mueller, & Staw, 2005),
13 #&H. REEUHIEPIENAE

e, AR AT DL A R o LA B B
(Sadler-smith, 2015; Van Wulfen, 2016) (#R/t3E
PERLE LR 1 TR DUER /AR I R 8. AT
BRI T — SR E () [A] 8, G e ] @G| T A4S
IR B 2LERIT; 2)BAER I I TAR B, WEE RN
W2 AT, 3)WIWIWT . WA A B AR, 45
ET . HIWOEAR 2 & B M FIEARHE R S)in
TP s R M RE S . R R AR ok 5L
B8 W1 ¥ (Csikszentmihalyi, 1997), & B ]
PIRFEBIE ., B2 #Hen, MEARE G — BB
B 285 SR T LUTE RIS B B2 (A1 V) 45 8 %8 (Mainemelis,
2010; Zeng, Proctor, & Salvendy, 2011), SZJifi %L
AT IR B BRI se i . DL A e
BN T 473543 B T XS Bl 0 S50 R 48 1 1m] R, 5%
Wi B ) R B B o AR R BRI 1% 3 455 A (Thrash
et al., 2010), FREEX R SHPLR, AESE R
77 f B9 A1 3 % (Oleynick, Thrash, LeFew, Moldovan,
& Kieffaber, 2014),

Hk, MEIF M NEZRRE, Ok 1 s
15 (componential model, Amabile et al., 1996)$%
T EAEERNS . NTEAESS AL, ST DG
PHRE Bl MEAH DGR RE; b, S5 SPLEA TR
Mk, AEISEAURIE, B E TS 3.
Bl A SEH R B AR B E S, FIHE
B 7 A A AR (B, A B AMREET . Q%T

B = AN B AT Z B 56 ] LU R R, AT 55 shliE
a2 2] DT AR AR SR AH OCH B, AR5 8 Sh ek b
BIIEPEAHOCHLBE o BT 1Y 92 5T 2 1) L i R (Lubart,
2001; Runco & Dow, 1999). BIHT i) =4~ s 43 A LA
SR A B AR A4 R E B B (Amabile, 2012)1 58 1K
55 190 B [ g R 4 4 B B T AR B (s ] . AT
55 S i e REE S51) R0 7 AR S g B B, 4R A 56
FERE R Mo 1 25 F0 BN PE A B B, B3 M AR DG 4 RE
SO A RN B o 5 b, A 5 NTEAE 55 Sl
AR, RS E MO REA OC, REME X BIHr
P8 e A 7 A A S P R S

g5 b, BB TR T BRI A dok AR R 43 1R
Koy MR, R, 1 A DG OC RBF5E 4 i
bar 5 RIS 5RE BB AR 5. ME
M2 g R A SR, — T, 4
AR BT 5 22 56 T A A M DL R AR 1 A BR G
Z & FAH X (Hartung & Renner, 2011), BEWEFIM
AR 138 BE /1 (Day & Langevin, 1969), %5 —J7
11, 23 IF it 5 7R BT LA KA i R
K56 5L i 3 1F AH € (Trash & Elliot, 2003).

TR 2 525 ey ELAARAE T T RBWE 7 AN [ 26 4
HYAF AT, BEAE TR AN R RAT N, WE B B
oK o AT T I IR &, MR TR
A HRZE ) (Menon & Soman, 2002), R A 5
B, PR, 447 A N A5 R o A BR A A R
FANA G N Z )7 A B At 23 38 1, T R
19 ANPro% & (Kashdan et al., 2011), 38 4N
s #)—— Ntk 2 B 45 (Social Connectedness, Lee
& Robbins, 1998), Fh 2 BREEE K —Fh LA
TR, S AT RN e Ak 2
% 3l P ) 2 P (Baumeister & Leary, 1995), JEHIH:
SXREE HINHIF ORIR R IR AT A G, WFoE 4
B & B A 2 6 45 e 8 4R oF RO T R
(Stephan et al., 2015),

TER3E T 5T TR, RPN 2 ) = S

F1 GEEBHERMBR L

fE& R B
Wallas, 2014 4% preparation BzfR incubation B illumination ISIE verification
Mainemelis, 2010 e F TR A B T T
Amabile, 2012 FE A R] E £ FH R R 7 HE RN B UE S W4
AR 44
Busse &Mans g gAsd  WRARRIE oo AN B R

field, 1980
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HIENPLIRZS . Trash Z(2010)BF5EIX 43 TR FI R
B, AR R S R, B BRI, 1R
A U, RAEFEET RBOE XA R &
) (LA AR NBCE AT R ) Y M T R 4
R T RE AL, Rers O i B ARG R 45 K
TR A A A0 T A 7=

14 MRABE5ARER

e, BUHAT N I D vk R A H PR e A
P B4 2% AP 14 81587 (7] 4 (Wu, Parker, & de Jong,
2011), ZEAVEE G TRAIHIA TR, XA E X
A AT REIRYVE T B A B NS BRI B R AT
S, WD T AIHT R R 9 B - Anderson 48 A (2014)
i HH A s R 3 A o R I X AN () ) o B ——A)
A B = e S, T AR S B AR . R
K B 55 0 12 X S B Btk A7 LA S, 49 4
TEAR 2 A 7 A B LS i 5 52 T A BE A B
B, QPG R AR | SR EE | FESEET [A] % (Thrash et
al., 2010).

FLUR, 17 4 600 397 110 52 1) 1) S 285 2R 4 AR
K, BIFAEN—FE 200 BT EE, UK S 1
25 B S50 K T = AN 98 B (Amabile et al., 2005;
Bledow, Rosing, & Frese, 2013), H M %L F F E
T 25 9 VE JH (Lerner et al., 2015), 4 51 T1f I
LY FPRER T, B3 T 2547 Z2 05 4% I i (Kashdan
& Silvia, 2009), & T 47 &5 (14 BF 55 B A K b 220 g
T, G B — s RS (A R B IES, Keltner
& Shiota, 2003)t 2 —FINFIRES, 4537 S5O0
BT 43, X 3 O R R A I — LB B
— 7T, A R KE A (B A
% Berlyne, 1963 543k Jj & %% Barron-Welsh Art
Scale, Welsh & Barron, 1959), i HH 1A (&2 77
OB A X A A2 o I T b DX A T . S — T,
U375 008 BB 5T DA AR 5 B 9T 8 £ (Reio &
Callahan, 2004), RZSHEAYIF3 5815 16 R 1Y 5L
UERFFEAHRT =2 o ) SE 5015 50O AR 1 B8
WL T2 2V BT B g, 6 T S Ok
Uk, WA 2 5t T A A R CR IR m AR RE T,
KRR Z . WA, FFEEZmAR? A
[) S 70 11 e %) O BRAIL ) R0 1L k) SE b 2 AT 47
B o R R 11 R W) s 75 57 B NS AR B 1 94

25 b TR, ASHIESE UL A DR 1 F 5 P R 4
(DN GFAT 55 N BRGF-AT 2 75 2 AH B0 37 1 5 A 7
()47 G o] 52 ma A~ 44 SRR 7=, AR FRBIL AR

ERERY? ) A AT R MR 75 52 B AR A 3
RO 7 X3k 8 A B TR AR, AU RS
FR R SR AT T TTRR, 1T EL S Al BB S L 51T
BT RE S 1R T AR5 B S B 1 5 0

2 MR

AT K 4 G A R R R BT, A
FE O HL ARG B SRR T B, IR AT
XF R VE AL LA S 2 . A58 U0
BTG b w R A, N 5 APt A
AFRS ST B Tk 38 A A R A AR R AT A R
BrEFR, B IRAE R H ok S S 2 1 Y 8 g
RES R AR, EAMAZ B R & 77 R, Rk
S ILA BT U Sh LR BR AT o Hess
SRAALAT LA — 2L W affy R 7= A LR, 3 ik —
AR T RBBIERIB AT o i K A A . LR
FER AR 3 Sy = ARG AT PR3
21 RME— FHELBOMWMIREHNEFLE

Fn A AN F1

IR R B IR 28 N 2R AT il R 1 IR Y
SO, A5 R0 5 AU S R B TR R A
FRZS, D E R T AR LS . 5 AR
AR BRI A 0w i 3%

ASBIFFE I TR ¥ 45 BUAF45 p U T A . 241
PR B B YT Y AR A S AR RS 1 R AP AE
22 HE (RIAR BB D), 50 23 7 AR AH 0 20K, A
B BN ar, e MR R HOR BAIE A O YR
B, LGRS A ORI SE TR 2, Wk
MR RAT A, A BT i B 5 Bk
Sl EAMMEF AR, & B A5 B A0
JEIE AT B GO RN S S REEFE U
WRKR, B Berlyne, 1960), A AIRIGH
LR, SUAMPTEES, AT N
(Menon & Soman, 2002),

INAHUTF A A, AT 5E7T A 4P AT
A U 23 J2 B A HL 43 (Kumashiro & Sedikides,
2005). 4FAF R NAERIE A M BSIPLIRES, R1TR
e HNE W4T o # B (Gottlieb, Oudeyer, Lopes, &
Baranes, 2013), AR5 BB 0 E S A7 257 2
Sl R BRI RIT HVE? B BFFE & I A 4k
HISFAT, BERSH i i T 22 aUR o W sk o A X

VAR A RIS AR, R
REM AR AR, MAFEEEE, JIETE
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A, FFREINENT.(Menon & Soman, 2002; van
Dijk & Zeelenberg, 2007; Wang, 2014; Wang &
Huang, 2017; Zhou et al., 2017), ZAHF 5% #ill 75 7]
R DRAT 55 T, IAHIEE 35 T LB AE LRI Dy 26
R T L, RICAX SIS BT . X7 6
5 B4

MAEFE 2SR, N BRI 45 1S R Xt A
10 1 O 2 56 2 R T AR N S B, 125
NS B 22 o 3 B AR R R, Bl anifyie) L AR
MRS AR B AE O 4 (Hartung, 2010), A BR4FA7 T
B MRS TN E B, B AS it as
5, @R R AR KRR, M T MERH 2
AL H B B A A AU o ASBIESE U e AL A 1
WAL, N Brtfar l LA DL BR R R 1)
WRITH L, Bl Follow, Like, si%%, ¥ %, F
WAF, RILIE O AW B At 2 56 RN 4%,
RN NGBS o XL 5 BT o1 R AT N
2 N BRE ) i AR AT S 2 G 28 K I JE i B
B (Kashdan & Silvia, 2009),

A AEBFFER T 035 B g | R AR R AT I
M5 B B A5 (Wang & Huang, 2017), HIAHI
G 22 NPRGUERIZTT A . AOFFEAE LR
T, [R) I 25 G 2R 2 R A 5 | A E 1 Ah
IIIRRAT R o Fioh, S ar RS BAT R E Al 2205 3l
B, R A A W B &5 i e, IRR
TG DX O A 4 R (caudate nucleus) .
#T [l (inferior frontal gyrus) (Kang et al., 2009)7/
SO AR 2B ] LA K v B 22 T J i DX AR B %
(nucleus accumbens) (3 Il Kidd & Hayden, 2015),
Z: 50 T4 A Bk R 4 LPC 43 (late
positive component, Han et al., 2013). %% AT,
TR B 1.

BRIg 1. 5 BBk 051 A AR B R 425, A
G ar Gl R T IR R BE B T, AR
M5 EIET ANRLRNERE S,

FAPRFIE S AT RSB AT IR (DHfF R
B 475 RN R &7 AN BRAF 8T, 51 R R &R
B (IR B SE ) . (2)fR BB 17 Kl g & FA
Prbgar, 51RRHE A2 5 S
22 WRWEZ: INHFFMARFE MR L

R A0 L& 12

U ar b R AR BRRAT N, A BT R B e
I FH X £ 39 (Li, Maggitti, Smith, Tesluk, & Katila,

2013), A[RIAY1E B4 R IEHIXT BT SO ) 22 5 1 5t
AT REZAIRIAY : Levitt 55 A (2009)51 28 47 7 0 1Y)
BHLAEALSS . Bk 2E I IR RIT N, fedt APractE
SRR IR OIE B, B 235 Bl AR R 36 g % 52 24 &2
AR IR o AR 43X 622 B 1155 R 15 8 A ke R JR Wi 7

NV 25 7T LA 5| & 2 T AR & (Koo &
Choi, 2010), REZe4r e 1Y F B IFE -, X
BT ABREERE AL, BAEERBIEA
S RYMIREE R . Bifig, 1A BIAIREE 0T H fE
M, HFAT B R A EE A S ) R A R 5 I ) A
FARKARMRL, #R PG I FRAE 1) 58 IR 54 6 ol 2607 144
GREIB A, 2016), THE S B i P JEL 4 L S B 2
fili, PRATAT 51 & AN A AT R A

NBREF# v L5 &= F ARG EME R, 4
FEAFFREA N A L &) BAERUR S (Litman
& Pezzo, 2007) o HH 2 TAMURNE Ak 0o 35 2% 45 38 1) ot
FHENTNN AW FoR K TAE2 0 . M AR(E
BN T AR I AR o AU X A 42,
AR G g S iE S A, e S
(PN 2= RN L S N DN = gl ol 8 B iDL PSS
PAEMA LS o XA i R AR IS 3R %
AR R ERR SN, NS &5 ST
Ho NBRE BT ZFELEAPRME BB, #limEiR
ANYIBZDT . Wi FhakRE, @l APRFER
PR, AR, BRGEK, B, B
B RAEMT HIRMIAMES M ——Fh S,
R SIRES AR G Tk, DA N & 4r
Al 36, 2@ TR, Fh L AR IF 1) ) R R
774 (Stephan et al., 2015), B AT ST U 425
Al RLE A S B ik R KA . TR B
BEHIS U A 1) A i B 22 AR — 8 R gt ok
F, UL AHEZE T 815 i DA G 31 8 IR B 45 B
B2 m e R e R R . & LN,
AR LR 2.

BRI 2 A G275 TR R, B3
HREEH BT, e T R A =42 F B A
BT, AbRirdri T ARG MR, 13
ARG E A (LS BREY), R4 T RIEm
FEAE FNATHET SIHLAT = i B R

ST 1 5 B A SRR BB WAL 7 A A
7% M (Thrash et al., 2010), 281E 77 5Bl k2
I (14 A AL o SR o 26 B KRB A% U B4
BELIOVE LA R R BIE 03 ) o AT &
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T W (B BB 0% TN 1) i ) (¥ U4 {E (Thrash et al.,
2010). Higb Al UL, 38R LI = i i B v
AELZ DA R 3 7 i BIBT B AR BIF Y Bk = S TR TE
XHF. PP R IHTE R 1) RIEEE% 5 B K B
FREYSHL(Stephan et al., 2015), [t R &L ] §E
SR HE HPRITE R . 4ERERISE . R 2 2] H R
3 [ 5 W) 450k N N B 3 7 AH OC $¢ B (Hirst, Van
Knippenberg, & Zhou, 2009), #&IFRATHE B 3,

BRI 3: RGeS Ml & AFTBIHL, 71 & X A%
HARMIESK, mRAEHE T 7 5 ik

AR o DU RIS HATIUE : (DI
5 RGP A B RRWTFE; (2N HAf 75 0 R g™ 2R
R FE AR (IS 3 52 58, (B) N Bl ap b R A2
i R A R (T BT S 0); (4) R Ui i H AR Sh L e
T 5 B R AR
23 WMREE=. FHEEZMIABSTENEZMEER

RIBHY 7 A T BEA KX S N AE 1 UK,
AE 8% TR B AN B R 9 F s L, PRI R
TR 75 2 ek i 7 e 8 8k L TR 4 AN 2 AT A 45
) A B I-(Thrash & Elliot, 2004). AfTx 44
FAEH 2R A RTERT R . B2 . A E
PESETT AN, 5 G 00 A VR B8 6% K I 422 1T
ABOEFAES U EE . AFST A BLANE ) A A
HAR AR (@ RR, aTER, 2015),
R VR A7 — PR SRR e AR R BT, REE T
AR B 81387 R BE (Day & Langevin, 1969; Hardy
I et al., 2017), AT TR SH A
B, HEEBMZIHLE (Berlyne, 1963).

(), SRR BT RE 5T AR RBUR L . &
RN AR RN T, Bissmichz, &
ETHACHEE I RETEYNBR —Im, ff
AT T A A8 T, A 4 b A 3
AT AL (9 PRI (R4, 2012) R J8eRe T 5 1]
) B IR A G, ReTUINMA B R A1 B
FIP5E /K ¥ (Trash & Elliot, 2003), % T&F|#A4
T, R RS LR E R A
(Trash & Elliot, 2003),

1997) W, A eI 15 Bl #1174 (Zhou et al., 2017). &
[a] 9% 15 228 (Regulatory Focus Theory)f#if T A
ITEAT A3 SR B P H s A 3 £5 £ (promotion
focus)si i T %5 J1 5E B H bR, ARAGWC AR, [l £E A1
(prevention focus)iR i I TTALFIZE 4, #ERMK

R HE £ A A A T BB S R, oK A5 R AR 2k
F18) SR s 2 AR AT Iy, T [T 3 A AP A A £ P 4
SRURR, T T S Y SR 2l S i 2 R 2R I (E AR
B, XUKT5, 2014) AR H IR T AR RURR T RS 22
OHDRES . DRI, A R R RS R X ) 4
Sl AR AT PR I S E, AR AR ST AN A X T B
A G SRR, AU R R AT . AR H
Fr(Higgins, 1997, 1998), {1k 55 £ s GEAL 14
TS R (8] 1 5 & (Trash et al., 2010). %5
AR, AT B 4.

BRI& 4: AR SRR TR 75 8 A5 M 1) £E
b2 52 ) R A R A PR

FA TR LLUT BRIV L I TIAE : (1)
R 2 5 | e RS AR 1 VR (2) R
R U2 5 | K R XU AR B IR ERT; (3)i

3 EiEEMSEH

BIHT R AT B F R A RIES S, 2
T BRI A BT HfE B BT (Bledow et al., 2013;
Mainemelis, 2010). A4 78 R AT A 09 K EE 2R
T—— R PE R, MERIERWETR AR, EH
BLUI LA B 4 . RIBIRAE 40 T 6137 B 4k b iy
RHERY B, H A S K I HLEI L) B X BB A T
A S B SEIE R S IR AN £ E (3 W Thrash &
Elliot, 2003, 2004; Thrash et al., 2010), &2 A
FKMEATRZ —, s aREH . NaH
BEAZ M, X 6 TR A & A AN T i o A TR R,
Wesh TR Bl2g, FARFGTHWEH . G5
BIHTHI K R BV, A4 FR AR 8 i 15 B AR IBUR
Gl ) R B (Hardy 111 et al., 2017), {HE-EIR
XS B 45 e D) e/ SEEUEVEHE SCRF o AT 5T
FIAHFE B B0 T A, AR 2SR 15 B
B 355 % AH N Y 4 A AR AR, 77 AR IR 3 7 (Wang,
2014), BRAEAS AR IR R AT (FE B R), ki
JEIEAME BB R A BT R,
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Theinfluence of curiosity on inspiration: Phenomenon and
mechanism based on cognitive and affect processes
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Abstract: The Chinese market economic system is led by the government to a great extent, which has
impeded the transformation of the Chinese economy from a factor driven economy to an innovation driven
one. The question of how to maintain and promote innovation has caused wide concern of the researchers
and enterprises. Researchers have found that the curiosity and inspiration belong to subprocess and
component of creativity and innovation. Moreover, inspiration has a dependent psychological construct and
varied process, which can be influenced by conscious emotions. Based on these findings, this project started
from the perspective of dual-process theory (cognitive and affect processes) to reveal the phenomenon of
inspiration triggered by curiosity. The project intends to testify processing mechanism of inspiration on both
behavioral science and cognitive neuroscience levels. This project can not only contribute to the
development of inspiration theory, but also help to foster the creativity and innovation of entrepreneur and
employees.

Key words: curiosity; inspiration; cognitive; affect; social connectedness





