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B A T AR 2 LA I A 7
HK 55 B B2 (Amabile, 1996; Liu, Gong, Zhou, &
Huang, 2017; Zhou & Hoever, 2014), %%, 1E4NFF
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Z AN, TE 2T AR R R O PSR E To o HOE
AR LRk, HARPRE — e
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WP AR HAIH; RF A, SIFRA SR BAR/ KRB SHHEX

AW NI, AR REE E, AREIE R
EERRE IR T E R AT . Filan, R
O El R R A A R BE LAY R —, (A
B TR RETALIX — A P R T S ML w8 &
FETRITITY, REAHEDIREHE, HEETT
Bl 55 fe 5 IR AR s rh 8% 3l 7R 2007 48
A R HE L T AF RS e A AN RIS TR A,
B 5 AR R T LA AR B A RV 3 T i
Y, B HTTERS 3 B R 2 D el el U,
4 O BT A B 77 A (idea generation), T Z AL
R AT e 8 T e Y =R (idea recognition)
TAE, RALEIH LTI — KR X, Y48
BB, DRI A i T S TR A o A R
eI EOE A M EM AT R . B, K%
JFHEE ST R OC PRI, o A AN B2 T B
A B ) SR R, B 4 SLEHT S B
T s, WK 22U ) A BRI 5T A5 I A B
A, B F P T X A FE 2F (Mueller, Melwani,
& Goncalo, 2012),
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HALBREARWIELE R T, RRH L HE T
A3 AN IR LA dr L VE R BRI . (H2, BRIk
W TR RO A (8 0B R U R,
T8 52 H BT (Mueller et al., 2012; Mueller,
Melwani, Loewenstein, & Deal, 2018), ek
I T 2 A T i A HE T (Berg, 2016). 1
BRI R THS QBRSO , R
SR IR B A AR e ) P LR, A4
WARBAREROT M UUE A RILAB R S M
B, PORE RO/, SRR m iR
B E H) eHE[R Z (Elsbach & Kramer, 2003; Mueller
etal., 2018), 0> 2 (mental models) 2™ X 4
TE T3 PN 25 DG B B 2% Qe A AE S Y 25 4 A Y
VAR, T2 AT 1 1 155 52 204 7 B A e 3
FIrHHS ) RO BRAL A (Johnson-Laird, 2010; Rouse
& Morris, 1986). 7RI PUN R, P& 4R
B G 000 3 A8 2 47 B 3R R K T (Elsbach &
Kramer, 2003), .05 455 2t £ 52 e 40 W v o 24
(Mueller et al., 2018), i P 3 OB A 200 1) &
PN A 52 M S AL, RSB H . BT
MaE, REOCEBEA W EERA S E TN
W, EHPLER SRR — PR .

YT, AWH LA ) RGEW(The Systems
View of Creativity) (Csikszentmihalyi, 1988, 1999)°4
SIS HESS, MIRRE AT, IR
PR A TR/ 7 25 7500 8 4 X (growth/fixed  mindsets)!
el 5 ) LA B U A ROR; IR — SRR AE R
HABFFE T ANMIEE . AERRBIX L 081
BETRG. ERERERNHARE T RG]
AHE AR, e[ 5 me ge 5 2 0 A U o

AT H A 2% 2H 2L 3 7 AR Y B S
et b TTmk . HERJETE, W E KT A N A 1
BRI PRH, TR I SR H B OB R,
UM B m R R, IR0 RE ML SR
PR E 5SS H KM T RENZEAEM, K
2H 200 3 7 RN BIH SRUE R T A 5T R AR T Y
o B, SCER)ZT, HH TR DR B
A AR, AT LA Sy o SR B AT A TR SR I B

! Mental models I mindsets Pi->HE& 2T, AT &
& ™, 20T ERWSRME G, FEMNL LT
ARG BE . AT H A BB, REA% X5, 5 — il
DA,

A AR AR T BRI RE 1 R BEELE TR &
2 XERERIR

ROk, BRI 2R Ty R RETEBUIR, fE
AFTE R IR X, JF LA ) RG34 2l
FOR BT SRR AR JE G IOR E B ER
I )25 Rl i 22, JF A0 28 o B H R RN B Jim iR
PR OB AR U T T BB 2 1E T
2.1 QIEIRFIEALAGFHEREPNEEN

HAVR5E WS AR T e E SR B
T, R EAER R . RS
B R B 5 & &5 R (Shalley, Zhou, & Oldham,
2004; Woodman, Sawyer, & Griffin, 1993), £id%£
SRR, SR o AT R IS AR
fiE . SUFAT R . HIBARHE . HLUR BRI ER, D
Kk AR Z 18] B9 28 AR I 255 R 57 TR )
(Anderson, Potocnik, & Zhou, 2014; West & Sacramento,
2012; Zhou & Hoever, 2014)., #R1fi, WA BF5%# 15
th, ANBESUOCTE QIR A A By, XL T
5, BIE L (idea implementation) 5 Ji &4 (West,
2002)—— 1 O B AR L A, AR S
BrEFZm, A REEIESE A AR N, Sk
B S TEH LN AR IBGE SIS, fEfe B 25,
R L IB DA ) 45 5 BU HET B © #9832 (Janssen,
2001; Scott & Bruce, 1994), 3R 5l A S H5
(Baer, 2012; Lingo & O'Mahony, 2010; Perry-Smith
& Mannucci, 2017), {75635 LS .

EXTHAQF M S, QSR AR, B
i &8, Chandy, Hopstaken, Narasimhan
Prabhu (2006) % B, Wik H&E L 0l 25 Aw, H
b AR I N AT B R B Al R R e Y
F iR pt K fei b 4 HEE R TETHE LK
T BRI B O A T H AT R AR A ] 2
TCBEIR), o B OE HA O E D H0R) Rk,
Sl R ATIE 5838 5 B A0 S, A g 414
BT AR UG U PR 1Y (Berg, 2016), — HL7E
BIE VU R 5l 0 B R R, e T ANE
TiCH I LAHERE, AERE B AR LS, R IR 2%
T UL IR M H LM (Kornish & Ulrich, 2014),
T3 — M IR TEANME LA gE, B e T RV T
BN R T A BRI IR B B8 . K2 Bl
LR RN ERGE 2, (HEEA M E B AR X 7
e, DRSH WAL DA Ny . W) R R A fiE
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52 B 7 EA A7 1 (Stevens & Burley, 1997).

A1) RN A R T A A S A,
LT sh B % D HEERTT (Berg, 2016; Zhou,
Wang, Song, & Wu, 2017), #8111, 41615 T Fn)
AR Y — KR IX, 16 42 2 ZUNOC T Wl 8 &
% T4 L T B A B AT HE R R S, T2 T
B34S A SR 2 A0 A R AT B R TR (Mueller et
al,, 2012), ZLEHX—IRIX, TEEBPFTUM,
SN RS, BB R T IR
B PRE B b, BT 52 0P 3R 3 B ) T
PEMIR R L AEFBLEI DA S G 5%

Csikszentmihalyi (1988, 1999)815& 11 R4
W, 20 TR B AR R A T HS HE SR
(LI 1) iZ BRI S e AR, O W SR,
A Aa] — SR 3 AR = A, #R R = AT RS
AME L S (field) 5 75 W5 (domain) 32 H./E 45
R BARME, —WA08E RN =L 4 =4k
Bz (1)Jumh N — 2503 R 52 s WA AT S A 1
I ES, XEEfE BAGH AN, A AN Bl
PN RARYE; Q) MEE R EIEE, AR T
W5 P BE A SRR, Q)X R RET M AT R R
Shy YW PN ) U, TS A A 2 a1
S & EE 1] N (gatekeeper) B 1E S, HRIEILHEM
UL S B DA R e R R P TR R
E 5 1E A I LA A A BT A0 o B 2 an 2R
TR, WA AT B TR A G A1 P AR
VBT 2%, BN Y8R 1Y — 3843 3552 i HoAth A 14
1 J5 2B B A S 18R 2 0R s A v —
FEWs . AT AMA AN, #F
BURRE U OB RS, fltn e .
G | RS AN E 5. I g AL
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HhIA . WHIEFEANE ., LR=AT RN
EHAE AR . A A3 5 e e s 3 i B
LRSIk PN & R A B P sy A el = 7
PR F VL, a3 MR 0 A7 7P Ah 5 4%
B3 IR W H. BN, B2 N JE PR AL T B
M5B .

A 38 77 F G0 0 R 7T LA >k fif B 20 2L 1 ok
FRFNZESR o A=A S0 AR —F AR 5 (Mainemelis,
2010), HZ, 0 T7AERA M THLUYH ™ 5 .
TR R 55 BT AR R S A (e, AR LAY BT
RS EH SV IR LUE 3, DA & #4855 BT M 5%
IR TE T BN 2 56 )% Z 1 51 5 7F
1 B9 45 5 (Kickul & Gundry, 2001), ZHZ4> T E
TRATHPRHE & AR ECRE A6, A TERE
1 B B R AN R AR 0 TAE, e W LT
RE L B UGN E R S 5 A LB (Mueller,
2017: p.100), i HARZAENL T, PesfH x4 414
S 38 v T S S R S Y B i
(Mollick, 2012), BtAh, LML —J5 T R 7 & 42
HEBEIR, 53— 5 T OGE i i IE AU sk R 1E =
FEXT BT S S LA S | A, A I, 4
LA = R —AEH . ORE 54
UG ——TEAF XTI T4 45BN Y5 I = A~
RY, =HMEAEH, LR AL 00H .

o2 Ag AR, U005 7 MR S i 2
AMRREZERET R TX—BEET RS, L
HRTWZER A B R, M2 MdeRsE
HSCHEM B FRATIA N, MBI T RGEW &, #
WA MBI e I TR SR, R USR5 A1 2R )
Ryt AR . AR R R BOLE AL, A
BRI o
2.2 RREHVWEIRBAM SR

BE LIS B R AR R AL T A 25
Ji 7~ (Berg, 2016; Mueller et al., 2018; Zhou et al.,
2017), MHEEIE, XHIE R MBS T
Lo B, Bom TN, BRI E fUE £ otk
BEWA RN, TN ZHHE B A TTHE
DRIR 3 B RN B 5 H B 25 X — R |, X5
W B R R AR R Z IS 2 o BTk, Al
fA] B G5 PR R R R I BT I B0IR

AL RS SAFES T, REH AN E
ISR O B R, WA EaE, If
AT 3T, F R M, e A HE B 2 5L it
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(Mueller et al., 2018), | Z 4 2V I 1 5 )2,
TERIHATEA . BIBVNIK . —Z0 T 28 5%
BREGUTH, M Z SRR MA, A
EHZH B, MNYONORE NI EEE | ¥
Ml T B8 A o B i) P 52 5 R R B AR T
TRTEAN (R St O = AR AR T R, B — 1
L4 2 P4 33 72 (Stevens & Burley, 1997). i
W, R AR R UM — 2, ARG G
ZREHEE, IEIRIPR AL T (Diedrich,
Benedek, Jauk, & Neubauer, 2015; Ford & Sullivan,
2004). BEE BT BURA, RFH DR iE— 05 B H
BB RN, TEJ5 U138 A B2 % 1 St A, &
S Z A XS] Ny B SR AU AR
A B E R (Dailey & Mumford, 2006).

TR FN W R A 13 ik, oI 2 TERE
ARSI, N34 7FH (Boudreau, Guinan, Lakhani,
& Riedl, 2016) . i 3CPEH (Siler, Lee, & Bero, 2015),
I S 7E b WL (Criscuolo, Dahlander, Grohsjean,
& Salter, 2017), BRI H AR IGIL I R IE A &
P B YRR, TR R R s B R B
FIWr, ARIAERAFEE KA (Mueller et al., 2012;
Mueller et al., 2018; Zhou et al., 2017); X} 5%k
SRAEATII, 15 22 T2 AN Al 4 (Berg, 2016)

SR BB HU A i 22 38 A 30 D A8 5] v i
JERYBIE  Criscuolo 5£(2017) & B, A AIH
1% 28 Bl AJEAtE 38 (BRIt 05 0 R 3 RS 1Y L f5))
T H AT R U B R, DA
BEM I H 28 B Pt A dm i, TR RE R L H
Z AR R MK . Boudreau %(2016)%F BHIF I
H S 4 89 0 A WA U B, WO 508 AR
R — AL, I B AT R4 R
K 4.5 D E L

SRR e R R — RO, P
F B SR L A BE AT AL I T (Kaufman,
Baer, Cropley, Reiter-Palmon, & Sinnett, 2013), {H
T EORL, PR A T SR LT X R
ERFUIER 22 R B A K o Siler 2£(2015)70 47 T
B2 A U = AN IR TR L b 0 P HE R 00, 445
R, 5 ARAEZ G A B K 14 Rg S,
HR G 1] X = AN PR TC— B AR Re o i EL
Hoh 12 2 i AR (desk rejection), X
W i 6 DA A 3k 0 SO N B, B A A B
HARE . AT I, BA Ll AR 2 5 1

TR 2F AR P4 8t 22 ™ E 2R iR

Berg (2016)INNy, PSR W HIW KRR, £
EREAGABHAEHEMR ALYk, b
L T HRL Xk A1 48 S R B BE S S Xk
TH RS ER R, S5SR AR, EHEN
T 2 LB 25, ARG F AR AR A
FEHE AEBED, mTMEARR, &EEMEES
FHAT AR B RE, THAWERFELGGIE
JH BT R R SR A SR, DR T RE S ME A T
W H WA EKCE PSR E HUOR R A TR,
O 2t 18 FR R R AL 0 ok FI W, = X A =
A ik R B O RO, B AR R T R R
J1o SRMIVER R TR, JF8ch Bk i A 4E
HREMITE o

ok E AN E RN, RS ARRIE R 5E R
EAHAE ML R (Zhou et al., 2017), Zhou %
(QO17) KB, 5B ml i AAH L, £2 3 m) Y
NG =8 B0 B DL S 1R RIS, SRR
R G N, HAHLS AR A, 5 X
AR B R PENY T AR, Y TALER
5% 0 R L [l e SRRy S, 957 2 1) A AR B R A
TR RITAN T TR o

U F U 3R N AR T 45 SR AR AR
FRAE R E N, A E AT IR IR E R
REAEZEE L, B merse il 784 6
B, WA, X ENIGREZ RN,
5 T5 AR EEHRT o
2.3 ARRHLERNX O EIR B M0

Mueller % (2018)2¢ T 5 .08 B A0 o] 5%
mel B RIS R TR SR THMCHE. #iikk
W, — B AIAS T P A, X i R R R
BRI 5T AL ROR 2 TR, X R sk
B LR R AT LB (economic mindsets),
R A AR AR, FERIWE . R NAT
PR, WEMEREE . BSO8R, A
B R %5 55 24 35 P8 PR (Molinsky, Grant, & Margolis,
2012), Mueller % (2018)2A B NN# & Bl — 1 Hr HiE
BERE R T S T, IR BRI A B K
oo FTEE MM TR AR —BEER M, YT
FAFAZ T TR B B AR AR = BEIATT, ThdR
AR A BT A 22 55 (H A SRAR A
T AR AR B H RS2 AR BT, SRR 4
A He = 0 B, T AR PSR R 28 3 A
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] o A RO SR BT R B, DRSRE R SE R ESR A
LU OB, T E R O R R A PSR
O A B AR RS

OB ARG | R R R T A
HSTH: L% P 72O BEBLIR (Rouse & Morris, 1986). 7
BT b, R ORI AR B A RS A, B
Xof T4 AR Hh G B L R A0 e LM AR B 2R ) AR
OHUERAE, &k A CRMIRSEH, AATRIZE T it
SRt 2 Rttt B s AR A R ) R, T
FHUAFE S H C A HERE  HI A1 e % (Johnson-Laird,
2010).,

N2 HIZA1E JIE R A C B P F3EE (implicit
theory), HILM#REEANANE A . m Bl 14
MR B RFAE | B3 1 Y ok I 9] 8 (Baas, Koch, Nijstad,
& de Dreu, 2015; Loewenstein & Mueller, 2016),
BOESE R . R . IR B 3 1 3l
MR OREAEA . T IREHE THEE R AAES %
W, R E R A A R 2P
BL2x, 33 I 0 HAR O 8 A6 A Ay S B A ke 5 )
¥it, Elsbach #l Kramer (2003)J 324 T iE 4 .
AT AR, TEAF3RIS R R A Rl m 24 s 0 B
wh, TEAE 7 24w E I (prototypes), Hid A B
FIFE R EAT Q) T RE, Al 5 SEMIBk= 455 ).
P T AR AR A AR TR ) g B8 ok UL TS
FOARL L I ) A PR S, 2 5 AN T 48 24 9l S LS
A, EREOCT, AR A T AL DG e e A W A i
TRV, BARERTTE Y, Gralewski Fll Karwowski
(2018 HUIT X 2 £ A1 1 7 114 J5 U A 01 4 Ay iz
7 (adaptive and incremental creativity)Fll A 7 =
(innovative and radical creativity)B§25, WZSRA
HONRANE S A E AR s A ER.
HTAROLR . R [E Z A AE T, 0 = A Y
WAy, BLE I E R A AR, JF
QTR ST TE - E W iR € 1NNy =T ol Bies
N R b gl . AR R A Bl
I3 IR B Ay PPN 22 2R 1 1 3 ) 2 B A

SO o RN 2R A A BT, X 2R BE TR
JE RN T2 S B Lo AR m B D R
B XS AR EE RN 2 5 B 22 R FR0E 3 9 L A i R g
B A5 A o B3 AR A AT R AL,
DUAS 25 52 e i3k S 20X HA3E T PP . 5 i
L 00, AT T A A I A ARG ) 55 A B R
BI3E Ty, 2 A BRI IRMAT g, AR

FOmXT HA 1 T T . FRESE R, BT ER
SOH R IR A SRR, eRE A Ol
XE L9 2% (Mueller et al., 2012), {15 P58 & A 11
DA B A Im 22, BB R ) O 2 TC 15
i BXELL A IE . BT, WA T R E L8
A5 5 e B R 5 PEAL, X 2 2RI Y R
FER S A R

Dweck M HAVEF $2 H 1 P B 36 G HAA TS
7 (Dweck, 2006; Dweck, Chiu, & Hong, 1995).
ZHEIS IR, E A ST A S EA R (A T,
rn A TS FRE )R B A C AN R e, HEZEN
BB T Nk Lo v (R A [ N, i 2 AR Ak
DAKCRT IR o 5 e ) P RO [R] 0 B 855K, T
N [E 25 TR (fixed mindset), J5# MK
LR (growth mindset), FFAS [A) O LR
AR, FEXT A BRI A AR AE &L A ET
TR SIPL. H bR 0 5 7 TR WL fef W% L
(Levy, Plaks, & Dweck, 1999), Wi# 1% .02 RTE
TR T ARAREEE, B 8O BT
VUL B2 AT 1, T A 0 38R = U 5% AN i
A MBS, TR 1,

JS AR TR [ 2 5000 R 255 M A AR 1 1) e
IR, G EE OB AR b, Rk
AR B A AAE 22 T I RN & ik S 4
MR AN 1 1 AT S B ARBUE A, A1 A AL EE
JB T 5 (Puente-Diaz & Cavazos-Arroyo, 2017), Xt
A C 8 A & 1 2 B EFE M T8 & (Karwowski, 2014;
O'Connor, Nemeth, & Akutsu, 2013), {HE{KIMN
H B URA1E J) 45 G Rk s, T H
KEWITHMANZE =AML R . #lU, Mumford
RILAEVEE R, 4 B C Pk ng.o8 B n
Jak, AR = A AT 55 I BKE AH 5 (Barrett et al.,
2013; Hester et al., 2012; Mumford et al., 2012),
Steele, Johnson F11 Medeiros (2018)JF & B & P4l
B TR AHE AR I R, W T RO S A
KUK RIZER X8, 5REHW, WEN
FETE MG, i BRI CENE, BRT X
TSGR Z Ah, AR A B BT A R/ [ 5 5
DR AN 2 B IR B 45 5
2.4 BEFHRRIT

EFINN, HLRE T FIAH B A
TAR. B—, ALU003E 1 FATHT R 52 R 55 B
FERX, WEWR TR ™4, 2R
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F1 EER/ARKBEOERANER

[ 20 AR

AT R

BAMEMGE  ANRRREEAL

AR B AR BUE S, T H AT Al 28 1

FRRUSAT AR R TR Rl BB E, SMET N RE RIRAR 7NN Z R R R IR R, I B A
PIERE 5T, PRI T S W A B AT O mT DA Rl W Wi AE A, & 2 07 MR SE g — D ALEA [
A5 VA £ 340 W23 AT RN, A RE X % B L

PRI T AL PRI AN T, USRI 0 DA S8 e AR T, RIBIE 17X 400 H i

PN &, GESRINEVE IR S R, MBRAEW T &, BHGESR AR JE s, JIsRAeW T %
) £ 27

R &5 2 B, W RRBIX SR p W E B A AR, R 55, AR 2 RN E M
BT BRIATR b B9 8 AN E 1R AT R 25

AN E P 2 &, S GEAT AN EE P, A TAERFAE M B, BURIREB Sy, S J B A
B9 28 A BURZS T2 PR AR HURZS

H AR GEgC, T3 R AR RIAET), BRB 2], EEEE S5 SR S R
VRO, Tl £ S 5 R Y g

X U 75 B KWORFARES 22, ACAWBUEIRE N S8, & RAFE T AW BRI B BRI, L& S

T e e A, A T8 B

SR AR fife e [t 4 5

[BERIRUR 7R AR A A5G SR B 45

HRAEQEPUNMETE, B, R HE QRN
SRS NI A, o i 2 X 0] o i i ) O g
W E R MRARGT . =, AR ERL,
AR e >R FH ¥ W R S AHE S8 AE S 5 R T R dF 5 o

Zi b, DB A 1 T BT i A Tk
BB, R EART. &a LR
ACHET T 0 88 A 2 T 52 g A PR 1) 38 7 A i 3R
Mo SRIMNEMPFFR TR, PO H 2 B O il g
BB T R U AR (Elsbach & Kramer,
2003; Mueller et al., 2018), 2£& I\ Ny, HiThRHE
BB AN 52 A Z U, SR 2L Y
PIATBOE . L, LA e R 5 A 0 B
KR &, FAEPINS B A5,
MARE N E .

3 AR

G B 3E 1 & 48 W (Csikszentmihalyi, 1988,
1999), PR | Q& FPIE FTE A4 2 A
A 2 A DG, (HAE H LR 8 b R AR
AR, Rk E 22 eHd B Rz o mE]
N A3 R A B S S A RAN, HITAE
B AR B B AL O RRIE . 2T
SR B TR S RURRAE, B3R 3 R i 1T o)
AR AR A 24 454

AT H LI G GBS HESE, PR

MUIA, g | Qg HE AL =T R
GEARIN A BT FTHE SRR, 38 5 B3 9F 52 0 52 56 it
FEARGE G, MR [ B0 B AR R A AL
5 0 TR SR TR B R IR B PR 1T Y 25 5, P 7s DRI
A OB R B R B A AR AL, O
— SRV 5 B & T R G/ M A A
WEET R G PRI o WIF R PUSETE, HFT 1
IR RO R i B R RCR 1
AL, SRJE R TR RS REE TR
GLETE 2). PLECSHLQIHHEL T REWE 3)
MER IR, BF9E 4 ZREHRIT =T REIKS
RO S AHEZR AN 2 s
3.1 WRE 1: REREFREHEN U EIRAE R

i K E AR

WFFE 1RSI0 LA, HESRIE LI 3. it

TN TS AR R IR B WAL QB TN,
FoOB B AT QU A S5 2R . LAk, Bt
EM SN 23 P QU SRS EP S R 3PS L]

B 1) SRR E AR L, PSR 0 R AR R
B RPN 04 5 2 15 TE R 2) G ] AR A A el
R IR DR

BT B TR AT M, B ) R A
HA B A AEAEAR K i (Siler et al., 2015; Zhou
et al., 2017) o % FLRE 26 (B 5l S BOR A9 TR, 32
72 W JEME LGB i (Berg, 2016). BLAL, SRR Y

65
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SRR
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wien |

LHRAE |

B3 PeRE T R GURR AR IR A RN B N AR LR AT S AE S (TS 1)

BIE, VMBI AR Z AR, TR EEd 2
AL TEE . ARSI A7 A A BRI AN
EME, HESSE T, B ARAS H A (HMueller,
Wakslak, & Krishnan, 2014), HA 4P 5K & A
FE 2 2L % (tolerance of uncertainty) &, A4
FIREFTSY . AT HLPEAR, MTTE SRR BE (Mueller
etal., 2012). PRI, A PR 728 20 B2 A R N
JEIEAHG

AN RE MRS AR ARAE AL T AN E VA S
BTN 15 4 BT A Sy A ) 5 2 BE v A,
T BB H22 32 AN 1 M O SR OB AR B % Iy =X A8 2
TRE AR, T 282 P A e 708k, A Bl
B PR SR ZURE I o R [ AL O R R A A (LA
T TR [ )RR A A AL B AR (DL
1 R B TR AN 5 PR A5 BE IE AP AR I, T R
e R N B E T ORI B, TN R RE A2
AW REME(Levy etal., 1999), R # F MKHUR & 5K
Ty PR A TR E A S L R (R
A, PR, 2012), JEREE A RSN T
HEXT Y A TR (IR R, El, RRA,

2016), AIRATIT, A AL He S 3 5 Ao e 4
T, A R IR R

MTS5AE0eRE ML, IRIRETRERHEEL
TE, MARZBMATEESER, X FEE
BRI E M S, XIS N . S T IHRA
WPk, [EE B3 T AT RR IR SFAL 1T A =Y
i & (Mueller et al., 2018), £i b, WF5T 1 Wil . 5
Fe A AL O B R B A L, R R AL
B PSR, AN 1 A L B AT, ki
A PN R AL, g i NI R R

HI: P43 0.0 B OR A 0 22 5AE i
ER WAL . BRINE, FEEEROFRIK
ek, HAIETs B M TAEIOR &, R
R ALK, T A0 BTG 1 BOR £ 7

ﬁ%%ﬁ“o

H2: PPAG 0O BRI AR (i S A
FRM N E PR K BRI, R [ A
ORI RS, HAWEEAL K RES
TARRR R W B B B, AN
TEVER R AR 25
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H3: ABEMERZD A T ORI A @
2 HAEFXS B A 52

5T 1 AT 3 AFIFR, IR la HELRE
Sy WEST 1b WIS S, HR A PR R A
T3 1 ik — 2P A 9 AN A 2 B R A O WFSE
lc BT, BRI LR ah Rl X
ISIE
3.1 R 1a: RRFOLERAZMWEEZIRAE

LWELWHAR

WFFE 1a R 2x2 SHIE T, BRIFA RO R
SO R/ 45 B FIAA 5 (DR /AR DR SR ) ]
LR RPN, JF DR A E A 2
AR AE

5 la Jyid: (S DMERRSERT T OB
J& 8l 77 #:(Chiu, Hong, & Dweck, 1997; Hong, Chiu,
Dweck, Lin, & Wan, 1999; O'Connor et al., 2013),
P A SR ] 152 5 A R A [ A R A
A ARE, 51T Bl i A R 2 A 0 A
o M2 Mueller 25 (2018) 9 iR M (o, RKiH
TR SR O R PORAE B EVPAR AT 55 h A I & e
B, BIREVPAL S5 R 58 4 th R D e s AR DR
ELRZIVEN, HP 2 AL Aoy — i
FIENE RN 8, ARARER . i L,
TEFE—A 1 BIE PEAKCF 19 B AR LB b BHAE 5
HERTOESSEEE 547, FREANMG. N
(] O B A X B A B PP (AN Pk . TR AEAN
(B S0 AL SR AR ) 2 A 22 57 o

5T 1a BUHETR ARYE FIR A5 U HE S,
WH5E 1a FUHLC A 2CR A (628 B4R 0 35 52 )
BIEIPA RRE T HY), RBR . R B
PR ORI AT B 22 5 R B
DR PIFP M AR 35 22 5, ORIy
BAR; TEFTA DURD AR PET, 5 A AL B AR HL
AR A AR AE, O RITAG  EsAR cn
4 Fi7R)o

PIAN PR 2R 28 A 5% i AN iff o M 2 20 R =X
KA BT H2, WL 5)o A BT /RH K
0, 5 R AL A A AR A 1 1 1 2 K
SRR, P AR W 2R S R A RO
AR 1 A AR 8 AN 6 T P S TR B A A A 8 2
PR H AR, EFTA AR E T, 15 B LG
R EURH R A GRS E A D
B A%

AIEE S 23

W
4

BRI

[ B

DA
B4 RS A O 52 HAR ) BT A 09 52 i
(WFFY 1a BUPZER)

| @k
1 W PSR

m

EHEZ
LA
K5 RS A OB SSEAR N A E TR iR
W (WFIE 1a BUHESR)

TEEER
e STV R N VAR C N |

AR

AT H R T, OB A A A 52 BAE ]
28 H AN R 1 7 A R A RO B 25 W B R ATA
(i 3 fros, XHTF H3)o MEIRGE T4 A
B, X JE T8 0 8 Y %0 AR L (Edwards &
Lambert, 2007). HAEHH A @ HEFREELOH
A5 2 B A8 22 BT LU 1R 7K TR R P A B R SF
S R A AL AT DX AN P 25 L P R P e A1
3.1.2 R 1b: THEMBFTHPNBNMER

W

5T 1a SR HIGETT I3 T4 J5 25 R A 3 A 2 12
BURSEIPMEN . SOkl Z A g, 4
S R AT DUA AR A BERS I B, T2 PR L4k
BTG 50 Hh A 35087 1Y B8 "8 915 11 (experimental
causal-chain design) (Pirlott & MacKinnon, 2016;
Spencer, Zanna, & Fong, 2005) . 1X Fli% i1 @I S5
ORI DR AR, R R AR, F
£¢ AR AR IS T RE R B P A AR B R ARG T
W AE AL 2yl i o — AL SR, BRSO P A
i, RN R R, BT R AR
R GBS R AT E U AR . R
ST S R A5 RAERAT S U, IR A SN A
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FUBICAE: RS 5 W, (ARMES : PR3 ORI 81 IR B B L Bt 5 461 579

TEABEFE T, A AR i —— R P A
RESTOFRON, SR R, PR O R PR SR Y
B, =R P AR . BFSE 1a XTI
s —2, BT 1o WDRSEMEE — 20, Biitahar
S AR AN E M A (R BRI AN KT, F
SEICRIP SR f (019 38 AR R UR 545 5 T

WF5E 1b J7ik . R 2x2 i, EiE%g
AN 7 T 25 2 (R MIR) R A (8 (DR SR /AR DR )
fu e [F] 5 e B U o 26 Mueller 45(2012) 77
2, R BAEERSEN L, MRS — 5
L SCOR SRR AL AL, 3 B N B M S
JE. BARZERMET, PO ST SRR
[1i) J5L 5 A 7E 22 o IE B0 1) e R 587 3K U Akt 5
A Z B AN, S SCFE I UE A AT [a] 7 X
FETE— B IE A 1 D vk, DR A i 3R gL
KSR AT 45, FFSE 1a AT

5T 1b BUIZE S A M 2 A 58
AR W S A R R, 38 AR AL S
6 bl B AR 2L FR I R i, PRR A €5 14
AR B35 25 5 YA E 25 AR EARE, WA
e E 2R, A AR YR E Vo A% TE T
A 4 FEMET, AfEEAEZRNIRE, GE
AR i

| B s
W yesE

pi3

AR,

oo BB A O R S E AR B BT AR 89 R 0
(BT 1b FILER)

3.1.3 A% le: REZOCERAFT MG EIRHIH
AR

WESE 1c PR A MIBTHA T, X LT la
2 25 R AT 2 UIRAE, {EFEPIE AR )R
MG ERNESNEHOEENX, BRESH
{5300 458 1T i T B (Karwowski, 2014); 2)8F5¢
X AE PR TAERER, SR Z ook, RIEH
AT B3R A FIAS AR H PSR TR B AR AR B 06

32 MR 2: REETFRGESWEEFRGEHH

=R

WERWESE 1 &M, SAERREM I, ROEE
RO RS ) R PVAG B 52 e A 2 B, U A
5T 2 I R AR M G A BIETE R 42

WFFE 2 BEVHREAS [R) O R 1 D 33 1 1 3
PUNMERAPE, 25 B ERE R A F A . 5
WFSE 1 260, WF5T 2 MRIIE S A% O B R
F T [ A 0 R SR {1 T e AR ) R U 5 AR P Y
AHisEE(Levy et al.,, 1999), — 6 4 B B 2
B ANE E RO, [ A R PSR AR A B A
JE (AT REPE O AR, K B PR
BT XA E PR M R AR A, Z 3
B A B WA E PE R R A 2 b

B RHAE W 2 P i B R R, 2
P S A ) 2 1Y 4 1) S A B T 2655 AR AN Tl s M T2
A2 WMiE 2, AR S PEAL & i ok
B AT 5 P B (perceived uncertainty )7 7E 25 5 .
AN E PRI NIRRT R 2 — A S R
S QAT AR AL () S0 8 FOFA 7 (Rafferty & Griffin, 2006).
BRI 0 B 2 B BOE s B E MR, X
T B AT R O A R 0 L A ke A
W, SR, AN M DL TE B A R 24 v o g
JE A B R B 5 3 A o AR BRI T R
F O BT R B AN B E MR T . 2T ST R,
1o R A8 ) R BT i TC R A B PR AR A I A
(Boudreau et al., 2016; Criscuolo et al., 2017), iX
A RE R B 2R 0 e N R A R

A1) — 2 21 T g ¥ (idea-organization fit) s &
A E R EZORIR(L T RIFREIEICELEE) . Dailey
M Mumford (2006) & ¥, 7£ 7% [&— I8 & GE A5
NSt W B, VEAR i A S B E N LA T
T ERRE . (D332, BZA) 2 25 g 4l 21U 5
sz, BEAETEW RN, FELZ KT
AREARRIAAT, QX BA MR A TILRERE, RN
Rz E, AL MARER G AENE T
o, A WA T R R )R
SKEE, BIZ RN A Y 52 it 75 240 0 B 15 R £ 2% 1
WEZP NI W, MR HRA . ZEH
NS, FRATH O B R AL B oz B 2 A 2H 2L
A AR VR R R B I A R X VA R
PP W] T, T EASNRAR 2 AR, BE
FTRES V2 01 T RG] 55 R, H DG HC B2 AR
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Je 2k i o AR DRTE BE A5 A B o HZLRR 51 A
THRATEER R, T4 T BRI H B
) F R 1N E

25 b, B 108 T I R DI A R S R 5 ok B i)
TR B A 8 PRI — A, X USR A A
ORI A S R R AR UE T BE B
TSR BN E PRI K, T [ O
18 TR 5 3 K B Ko AN W 2 e ) 2 2 R AR
TR BRI RN AN E P, XA AL
TR e UL AR IO X 7 R A2 AR A X 3 S B 2 1
B, IS A AN E A9 PRI 70 5K (Mueller
et al., 2012), FEk, &80 VG B 1A =1l
) [&1 25 R P 5 D IS A BE R ORI . 5
TR B B RT L, A TR R 5 28 %o v o 8 /I DL
W B2 B A VRN A 0l T [ B e s . i A
WHE AR A AL e ), R ARG
TIr AT 1. IeAh, MfTA S & R AR DT
T 5 19 O TE AT T BB A A 2T SR AR AL Pk R,
M7 PR R — BB AL T, K B T S R RE AT
PRk AR thtt, FRATIUN, QIR E A
OB BEAKAAAE S TAE ], L[R5 0 e 33 1 B
PUI s DR B AT 7 1 28 2 RUAS T s S
SRR R bR R R R 4 F
B 5.

H4 . OB AR SR AE 2 [ 52 i D 3 2 1Y
BIEPUN, 400 5 n B R R B A Ak (H4a) sl DL i B2
B (HAb) I, FAS [R] OB R 0 e 3 38 % 2 3 1
VARG T W35 25 5 YRR R B A i (H4a) sl DR i B3
BR(H4b) I, (51 %5 B JSREH 1 RIE PG 1300 0 3%
T AL RS

HS: PRSEE WA 2 PR 2 2 RIAS B 1 B R

RHE TR

G ) B A ORI B T R AR 52 o R 5 3 1) 1)
BIrP A A  HRINTE Z, O AR ORI B B AR Y
SEEAFEHT, 385 AN E A 2 RN E P SR Y
LHAERE Y, RN RF A BRI

WFFE 2 AT PIUM S7 B4 5 WF S (WF S RE SR
YLD 7), J3 R B BT B AR R 5 B
UE e 3] 5 ke 3 O A AR SO B T DAl 19 52 i 2
WL WA TOF S HR HISE 50 07 1, 7 Bl A1
43X P ITRFALE
321 R 2a: QIEHHEATRREOERR

Xt 6l ZIR A B S

BB 2 B B IR B A SR — UL 55,
MIAITSE 2a 1 Yo7 G 0 R R E A4 9 19 2000

7k PIMOCEBGURARSTTE 1. Wi
BULEHEH TSR m B, PRUEBT AT /Y B R e
BRI EA RS

TRERLE SR+ OB U 1) 50 0 e JEE 2 LA
I, KRB PO PSR X IR
R A AR HOG 3 2 R D R
B R S A AR B, L PP BT R
BITLIE, [ B SR A PRAN 235 T R R o
Ko W L AR 2 i — P RA O AN 2 1
B E A E RN Z A S AR, RS
TP A B IR T OB, B GE T O i
LUK %5 (Hayes, 2013) Kf AN E V525 25 A0 52
PR SR AR ITUIA IR RE RS 2 s, HG o] 0 R
A, TR R B R R e AR [
ES (ENERTE SRR TE R
322 R 2b: QIEREEFTRREOCERR

X 6 ZIR A B S
WFFE 2b P61 7 DL BE BE A 18 15 8500

REZLERN
AR/ H R

> AHERAT

AEIRAEIR

BIESHE

Bk

WBIEHE

s PR

Y

FiFE (2a)

7

St R

VGL R (2b)
flEET RS

B 7 BRE T RG-S T R RO AT FAE L (BT 5 2)
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FUBICAE: RS 5 W, (ARMES : PR3 ORI 81 IR B B L Bt 5 461 581

FaiE: MR OE B ERINRIBIGE | R
2a. A WA EE A TS AR, PRIERT )
MEIETEC R A R 255,

FRERLE R . OB UR B B DL B 52 HAE
W, BRI Fesl K AL BB Pk, X
R PEAG AN 22 32 B DL IC BE A 52 e 41 ] 25 00 3
B PSR, WA DG C B 1) B 3 1 PP A 8 3 IR
TR VR RE B A o [R)RESR B A 1 98 200
FEADRAG B0 B 5
33 MR 3: RREFRGSHREFRENNE

B

WFFE 3 BRI TR OB 5 4 2L B R R
FRRAE QAT 52 AR T, SRR w1 2R . AR
ENRGEWE, AL WA QU R FIELETT
fRHTIG Bh, 2 ZUR SRR B E Bk TR, R
U2 T R B BT 1% s B i A B0 1 U AR B
(Csikszentmihalyi, 1988, 1999), Y A4 ZUK— b1, P
T B AR I 2 B 2 LT R AR R 52

20BN B 843 I & 2T (exploitative
innovation) TR R A Hr (exploratory innovation)
PIZE o A AR IR LE B AR BUAT 7 L IR A
7 S AR BB 3l J5 & $8 I8 5 e A
B - TR A A T U BOR B
Zfj(Benner & Tushman, 2002; He & Wong, 2004),
Al AR A B A R B . B 0k e SR
2B R (B 1, R, Reok, B,
2011), A Lol e 43 BT -1 iR B% (ambidexterity),
(7] i & 79 o 21357 - £ 0 5 22 ) 24455 1 (Benner
& Tushman, 2003). A7 2Ll I SR 5 18] W71 i i e
(punctuated equilibrium), BJJ7E5EANREE B Bof
AT Hrp—Fh, JEARYE MR I 25
A4k, PENLRAE B 3] 55— (Gupta, Smith,
& Shalley, 2006)

TF R AR R AL BRI T IT R, BB
FIBR A5 1) B2 0 12 B e AR AT 0 T 44K,
T BN E AR BRSO HORIE, SRR
B T ek A XIS B v, B 2 T 5 3 ) AN G R
o BN, dLAVRIHT B AL RT PRERE
PUN B PR RRAE, AR AE I 17 P SR O B A U0 =
BIE VU RO . BRI &, AN FEZTT
I I BB, PSR B A0 2 R B R K
G, 18 5 2R R B P 3R X0 R B 1 P A
AR 22 5 AR R QUFTE sk 1

FOAR B PRI, T RSB E Pt H iy, [
YR ARG SRR F A B, X AH ) A
PP REAS T K B g3 2 . el AR Hh K 6

H6: U RN 20 2R3 1 3 [7] 52 ) e 5
H BRI, DA R A H A B, RSO
BRI P X B R A PR T B A R, M4
AR BIF R R XA G Sh B, [ 5 R RE 1
BIEIAL 1S4 B N U B PR

WF5E 3 AT ST, 2 (0] O A,
VLA e B ZLA AR X AR i, SRR AT Y
EBRE, 59T 2 —8, DURIHASBENE 5
PER AT (4 S FE R R 5 0 S T 38 4
LUAPE AR 5, AR 2 A WGP T 5
Wk F—JF i, AT RUEFEAS [F 412U 4 1
EORHE B B ) F] L, (26 Zhou FF (201797
%, AIAE S SEREE - WA EES, BB
BRI Z )G, B8R IR A OB 8
B AR o7 e [] 52 e e 38 3 1) B T TR 2 R
i RS A A TR, AR AR
%4,

34 IR 4. REE. QEENTHE=ZNTFESR

BIBE &R

5T 2 FBFFE 3 BRI B RRAE 2k 21 2L 37 34
BeARIE 500k H OB M s HAEH, eI
Semh b, DESE 4 - AT RN S
HAEM.

WRIEHFFT 2 5T 3 MBS, JCie A
FREG AR /DL R ), IR H HAR R RECT &
FANHT IR R AR, A2 38 A 5 PSR 1Y
AN 2 S R R 5 i L) R R B SR . A
(R = DR B ) i B B AT & B TG s o R &
HEBATENE . EXFERT, RREA L
ARSI A EEHE, H, &
HR TR H B PINATFEREESR

DR R A IR B R, Rk
BRTE DA B B R (B DG i B ) B R TR R
KANFE S ET T o X FHeE G RO B g
FHEME, YHLLIREAOH N FEZAHHL
B, v R T 800 S5 G i 8 UK 1 ) o e ok o e
AOANTR E ME o [ 70 P 5 3 3 T 5 AR AP v ax 2
B PPN A I B SR AN 2 PRI (Mueller et
al., 2012) AHXI I &, Hpmid B0 B AR = e sk 3
B2 209 5 Z I A0 60871 2l b B Pk, X e B
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(AR T E D) B AR TS, S ] R
AR X BRI . P, ERRAQHE
gl e, [ 35 R R SR N T R (AR DL C 2 ) B
PR RA AT R B, R A IR T R R B
o VAP R RIHTh E R E08 foms, DL
Mo VT TAC 2 ) B A 2 5 B I A A il
I 5 T PR SR TG ANA 1 {1 B3k AN il R A SRR T o X
RAONEFFOR TS BE, DT RE S Al X R A R
A B, B ROR R PR AT B 2
5o HLER I B 7.

H7: OEEE B AE A BB Zh 17
TE =B 52 FAR I, 3 [ 520 ke 5 3 1 1) R U
HARI G, 2441403 27 R 2R3 A8 3 i
18] 255 7 B 346 3 X i3 B (H 7 ) s DC PR &2 (H7b) €1
BPEAL 320 W R TR BB 3 2 oAt % F
T, REAS TR AR A R SR 6 1) A P A G
FER

VB T 7 B R B DA 491, 2 W B S e A 0 20
LA 3h 1 = B 52 AR B OR BRI (L 8).
EHPUY, VEECRE 5 PN R 952 TR PR,
AT 7R

—— IR —e— WHRE
e TR e TR

BRAE EHE
DERK
B8 PR . Bl E IR T R = S HAEADR
BEWHF 4)

WEIE 4 AR LURFH ALV i 2 e SR 5T 1Y
HYEIE XL, ARSI BT, B4
AR G 2 B DS P ), I PR o A R
AL AR BRI, 5% Mueller %
(2018) 77 i R A5 A ) BEAYHEAE, BT S
B ESRAE B 3 T R — A B E TR A S
X BRI . 25 FRILE, b —F
SN i B A RS HZ A R 2 8L 5N

SE A A H TR (SR B BEARR), 5 — e U e 3
FORHR I, %) B R 280k 5N E Ty T B AR
(B UCBCEE w)  AITAE 3 JF A BB A & ik £
T AR

T =B B 2 dk R 2 A, R E
7% G2 T B R0 R DC R B 7 7 22 T 1% 28 ELAR
K= A= VB A HAR o BR T RO 2R i 2 5h,
VO [ 5 “EL AT B0 e e 0 R A st AR TR, BT
PABAWEFE 2R o P, AR 3T H Bl 25 52 57 it
PEANDCECRE 5 75 ARSI 3R 1 =B se AR . it
Ab, Bl S o e U R G 1 1 PR 2R A DR 2
L, AT LA = B 5 AN A T 58 SURIE

4 BIREMSIH

A L 25 71 5 BB 1 BIF 5 R4S B S
K WO R A S B B I b B, AT H 2%
N LBIR R A i AT, LIS RS
WM (Csikszentmihalyi, 1988, 1999) 4 FiEHESL 45
WHE R AL RIHIE A TIPSR, Q48 %3
B F MBS T T O B . BAACRUL, AT
HREDRF OB, TR G O
SRR O B Y T 3 7 B B U 3R 19 1Y
P25, HE R A OB B R Y A
PERBLE, JF i — BB Hanf 5015 & 7 &
gt HARUF I T R EAEN, F[R 5
K AL R

AT H S5 R B T RS = A iR A2 )
B H—, IREFE OB RUR SR m A
PRGN EER R, 0, ERITHLGHE
FTNHRTES, F5 [ 5 B alg A 0 B X Y D3R
H RIS T R A2 S, R AL O R AR
SR R B L LA B R 22 4 P AE O B
et 55, AT AR R SR A R R O
QUM N AEDLIE . e AN, Fe[E TR
R AL B PRS2 07 A2
5, AR B PSR A A UL T [ R
BN RETE AT AL R R, 5=,
PR A REREE = AT RGP ) RO an
RS2 37 e N L SR waR sl pEn PR AU N
i1 52 B B B2 R AR AN ZH LB PR AR (Y 9 T .
M5 2, [ RO AR BT S 20 8 R U i 22,
TE MR LEAR BT 23 5 ™ 2.

AT H R RTADE SR BLE i R LA T
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FUBICAE: RS 5 W, (ARMES : PR3 ORI 81 IR B B L Bt 5 461 583

o B4, WAL ) St TRl s . M
BN ) BT R L EWFE U R R, AT H
FEARTE A & A BESE T AL 2 anfar fi 4 53 T2
BB, TR PR AR A 2L an T R
TGRS R m R R, FEL L, dH
B 0 WoH H AR T — 20 & R TGk
FHAMEM A, A 2P0 2 B KR
H, K2R B R e, KT IR ENS
A ZURI T AL B2 e S TS R — 2k B T
(Mollick, 2012), MBIE ™A= 7 1 A R4 4
B3 7 AR 0BT ), TEAE R T AR 40 8 ) SEE
W iR A RSB, AR A EEE X,

Hk, BB E N EE S AAE8E T 5401
B A TE, AE ARG AT B, 8
TR E . 2R BRI E T
H B4 (Mueller et al., 2012; Mueller et al., 2018;
Siler et al., 2015). AT H WFE H, PR E WO
BB T BB P HLRE T BN AN AR I 32 B0 B BL
il o 38 2L ZR G Ll AR 1 25 780 B R R A 2 g e
REFEAZE PPN ES, FER TR
K225 S 1 h AL B 4R, AT H A
TRAFRT YL SR 5 1 P 30 B AE 20 o] 52 i ) 3
WU, # RSV 15 R0HH ST 193 FEFRIRBE

PR, KBl 1 R A L 11541
A, ARSI A T AU EISHESL , N
Zhou ZE(2017)Fr48 s, PR3 Ik H M it fin 5
Wi, TG FR B R R sg 4N — ik, JE IRl e A
EIUNREE R . A, LR AN R F R R
% HIRTE, H50500 M alEE AF, R
HEEREATIAMAG, RS L, BER
el A 7 S 5L, R
(Mueller, 2017). 5% RGEIAYE R, AT H [t
Ko | Qg . A8 =T RENAF
FoRHEZR h, (H 3R AR T P 3R & 2 Q3N 3l 4
A TINfA, IR =T RN U . 21

SRR WUISEE L RIS AR R R T8

IR HABIIE F1 5 BT T 105 SAERERL

e, AT & AT B T R G AR A
SEH RIS . XIS BARER I T IR 1
HEMEORF TN, HIH DA H b e 5 i fig
A REEAFEATHLA (0 A B O R n fr
TERSEE EATR TN RS TR AR, ot
FERCR X B RS AL AT — E BTk o

AT H % 2H 20007 i ST Bt A R
IR, BRI, B B TR
PR AR BT R A B U] 1 2 MU
TRERIERET R THRQIHEE N | B IEMSTHRL
AR, B T B R A 7 R AT DA R 2T 4
HUERE . SR, P DR U SR S Y R
R, I AL A ZLRH PR ek, AL
T Q8T W B . 55—, IAPOUR R 4 B
HAEQF SRR, KRR TH A
LR P B RE B A3 812 AT (Mainemelis,
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M N TFF R ANHT, s AR AL BT SRy o —Fhj2
HEE RIS, BETES S5 UIHA SR
B, BUE R B E ERE R R R R
BEAh, A0S A T 5 Ao Ut B Rk 1 R B
AR 20 2RI I 7 ), 3k R B e o B A AR
B, AR AR R TIZ  H =, ARIE TR
FOBB TR, T LU 424 R G B
N GG PSR A DR A s . DR TR A 3R
M, BiRF A C A OB —— R XA i )
TR 9 A% J5E A4 1A B A R0 R AR 285 W —— 2 LA
b7 2R L BURH G 7 ) o X6 TR 25 T
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Pearls are everywhere but not the eyes: The mechanism and
boundary conditions of the influences of decision maker's
mental models on idea recognition
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(' CASKey Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
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Abstract: As one of the major limitations in organizational creativity and innovation research, much
endeavor has been focused on idea generation rather than on idea recognition. Recognizing creative ideas
among many options is the most crucial stage in the long process of organizational innovation, and
contributes more to its success than generating ideas does. The critical role of decision maker’s mental
model—the knowledge and belief structure that individuals use to describe, interpret, predict outside world,
and to make judgment and decisions—on idea recognition has yet been examined. By adopting
Csikszentmihalyi’s (1988, 1999) system view of creativity, the current study aims a) to demonstrate the
difference in idea recognition accuracy between decision makers holding a fixed mindset or a growth
mindset; b) to reveal the mediating effect of decision makers’ uncertainty tolerance decision makers; and c)
to investigate the moderating effects of idea features and the pattern of organizational innovation practice.
The current study contributes to organizational creativity and innovation literature by introducing a new
perspective to this field. Also, decision makers can gain insight on how to avoid costly mistakes by
reflecting on and modifying mental models of their own.

Key words: organizational creativity & innovation; decision makers; idea recognition; mental models;

fixed/growth mindsets





