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By ph 3B T i N A AR P AN Z IR LB, M A Bh AT IR 2 3 IR AR AN i A KR, SRR BT R A,
B A alpha WM R R G A AN E NG mMmIEER, IRBTAENTEAIEPHAFREZEMIERE M, A
L FegdpRldsaigiR, R, SHBAVEERG AT EBESARIAT @M= AR HE, Bt femetF
SR ZEE LA ETN ARFRRZARSHLIER AL, 55 ERSFEHMATL, 3l
F kAL BB S b vk, RR R G A 2R S AL R T ARG A R R A T A F IR 2 He ik IR A 2
ESEN o

KgE w2, 2R, MEB,alpha WEEKY, TLFEBL

RS B842;B845

1 5|8 T M FF E T SR 8 et e A T
TR (AN & Bt B2 | PR B B AR 5 )77 A — S AT ik ik
PR AR B R T 7 58 B R XL R AR EE O
SATIRAN, EPEIRE B MO . E M T
1996). B2 B2k e 5 — Ao AR BE 25 166 T 2 %, YFEEIH . OB AE L (Beaty et al., 2016; Luft
L K S U T R o 2 4 TS A 98 etal., 2018), LAk, KM LMLV F WG
J1(Runco & Acar, 2012), T8 H A HEENEH, T T Z NI LA B IR 12 A
XA S P A LR R B G AaE L S BROR AR A, A e R AR AR

FESEWETR T o NPT 7 AR 2 L (B 5T (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)iE
TR J AR TR A, (R Y i e 5 2 B R 36 7 19 G 45 # F0 ) RE L Al 6 455 8 B 1

A3 71 (creativity )il 7 8 € L TE—EFE &
B R A AU Ry BB oA (8 S A
A8 AU BE 1 (Runco & Jaeger, 2012; Sternberg,

B FACIC AN SGCAZ M AMIE I R e 5T
BT 70075 H 9 T i 40 A B, A ZROFIEE T B4 MU T3 0 S BRSO T

IR, TARITAZS, TR R BOTRSE WRECAL . RS NI R P
% LT ENE . — g Ak reEml Mg, DIk msitssds . A MM IR ITH9 N
F0 T T (A 0 L HE S e A o e 3, TR Al BRI X 25 (BRBERK, 2017), (HOCHERBUR : X4
Bl LA S S T B 2 E R i B R 25 DO 4% A5 b 22 TR] 2 G i 7 66 ki) R 552 B
BT SRS BE J1(Benedek, Konen, & Neubaver, ZeAR RS, A DR UL 2205 2l 7K B 1 I I 32
2012; Mednick, 1962), ANk T A5 i ] 6 P A8 3, AR AR e FERE 7 AR B R
B R a3 R A (R, A X R (] 3 2 v 22 F oA R 2y e S ] B [ 4 ) e 2
ANl g 7= A s R PP 228k 7 (neuronal oscillations)
FEH P B A (4 (Agnoli et al., 2020; Fink
& Benedek, 2014; Friston et al., 2015), ¥ £k 3% /&
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A5 NAEHLHI (Buzsaki & Draguhn, 2004; Tiesinga
et al., 2008; X. J. Wang, 2010), A] LUEEFRATH I 1
fife 1 2215 B A 1 Bh A B A i

IR 7 A B b M IR E L, A
B T4 75 B3 g 7= Az i ) 2E A b Z2 R M D RE Y
B I) A FH DA R 22 i X 22 )45 858 O 1) 3 25 22 1k,
MR FE B 3 7 7 A2 5 i A 22 LT o T4 Ok,
R 8 22 F) SR RIF SR FH i I [ 53 B 3 1 i v 10
(electroencephalography, EEG)H: A% 58 Il & 117
A R R B A2 R B AL (Agnoli et al., 2020;
Arden et al., 2010; Benedek, Beaty, et al., 2014;
Benedek et al., 2011; Benedek, Jauk, et al., 2014;
Brinkman et al., 2014; Dietrich & Kanso, 2010;
Fink et al., 2017; Grabner et al., 2018; Lechinger et
al., 2016; Lustenberger et al., 2015; Rominger et al.,
2019; Schwab et al., 2014; X. Wang et al., 2019;
Zhou et al., 2019), FF-i& X Bk 177 A 1 24k
LA T — €W T i o ASCET b 25+ LA )
B3 I G SRS O BT T E R, DA FRTT Ap A
I 53 F 2215 HE 2290 7 28 SURS6 PN 2 O A1 3
NP R a2 AR G LR TSR, T B
Hal . PP LR WHRARMNS % DAY
B A I BHIE S E JR 25 T T X AR R T 5 07 1] ik
17T REE, LA 4 b S B 3 g 77 A= ik A% v BT
W KB IR AL

2 RIENFEIRPHBETNEMERS

NEFA AN HNE s #R 32 B R G A b 22 R 40
ByIREE, A LU R i el 4 TTSE R AL LR
i B2 J2 o AETRE R 0 A 8 70 3 Ao 4 I I o 2
ik A L 3% B2 DA PR AT & b el A BT B AR I S SS R,
I H e I — s ) A B T S B
it 28 TUEE T 1) 3 ol P 104 H A JRAT Sy R Sy ol
2% % (neuronal oscillation), 75 SEFRr#rH, M4
P& 5 B AL S LA A, B delta (0.5~4
Hz). theta (4~8 Hz). alpha (8~12 Hz) . beta (13~28Hz)
il gamma (28~100 Hz), 75 83& PR B0, BF
FFEANBAE RIS A0 777 A i3 B O 1)+ 28R
DB, Hrh R Z 1 alpha FUEB M 2R
2.1 Alpha #£& x5 & EIA &

Alpha $iEz(8~12 Hz)M &R & 5 i N i
Y 7502 T B P2 TR RE TG 3. FA A BEG 52
B9 R IR AE 22O R B B RGP

&N, alpha MEYRG T sh W im AL, MTE s e
FEIRAS T alpha P24 SO . Bk, 4
Martindale & Xz EEG #1700 s, £
e B3 A A L TR B 3 A B T B SR
alpha #12¥% % i (Martindale & Hines, 1978), F
W E N R3S S A OCHY) alpha A5UBE Y fl 28 4%
T MR AT BE S T — A ORI N T4 & (cortical
idling) B 2 K5 2 L3R EEREAR AR S (Dietrich,
2003; Martindale, 1999; Mendelsohn, 1976; Pfurtscheller
& da Silva, 1999). FfH1E2 1 1 63 J7 1o fIknge e
it (law arousal theory of creativity)FIBE & 4N
T.PRi% (the associative theory), iXLEFRIEIA MK
Fe MR IR T R ) DA B AR KT A 0 o) 4
BT A0 3 PR R U AR 7 A2 (Mednick,
1962),

{HANA-, R B2 1Y BT 92 9IE 36 98 BH 3 T fi R
i F i #.(Dietrich & Kanso, 2010; Fink & Benedek,
2014; Palva & Palva, 2007), i+ JLAER K& 541
T JIAROCH EEG MR R . AHLE THEM | 1158k
ICAC IR T AT 55, AMATE 58 LB AT 55 (L
B BT R AUT A 55) A S50
BUHY alpha i BEM 2295 7 (Fink & Benedek, 2014),
4N, Fink % A(2007, 2009)7E 6 1 71 5 v & B
MMAESE R AUT 1155 (alternate uses task, AUT) 5%
B L TR AT 55 i R B T SR EUA) alpha
M2 IR (Fink et al., 2007; Fink, Grabner, et al.,
2009), Fink, Graif I Neubauer (2009) % Bl #k i 7
50 R SR B A 1 19 61 32 74 55 LU AE 58 U v e
IRZE AT S5 B, A T A2 T BE5R 1) alpha
MR o TEQNE T = A= kR, &I alpha A
BEth 248 5 23 B T 000 A5, 1) 77 25 T 14 58 (Fink et
al., 2006; Grabner et al., 2007), 7E€1& J1 W75 4048
5T alpha 1 1 alpha 2 PRA~F40 B & 4R 5 1Y
AL i R % B — B 4518 (Fink et al., 2006;
Fink et al., 2011), 48 RZE015E 05 & BXF
alpha 1 il alpha 2 T80 B (1) X 43 I A X} 01 1 g 3
AR 3 P25 SRR IR (Agnoli et al., 2020; Fink &
Neubauer, 2008; Jauk et al., 2012; Rominger et al.,
2019), XL BT Rl )15 alpha #i 24k
Z VIR . XL 58Ik 40 3 W A1 3 07 7= 4
AR alpha MY 5 R1E JAE 55 F K& IE
2% &R (Fink et al., 2007; Jauk et al., 2012;
Martindale & Hasenfus, 1978), 31 H &A1& S MA&
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HERFAER AT [ alpha 28 90% 37 Y8 i (7% Fs) ]
B2 B K TR J1 M4 (Camarda et al., 2018).
— I 22 FA i FL ) (transcranial alternating current
brain stimulation, tACS)WF5T 28, 24LL 10 Hz 1Y
tACS 2 i HL A FH T4 alpha #2840 5 4
S, W] LA G 2 M PR B 0 A 1 A 45 R
(Lustenberger et al., 2015), HIZUESL T alpha #1458
PRGIEANE 17 At B M HEEAEM . Fink %A
(2009)i8 1 454 EEG Fl fMRI B FhF 58 B, i#E—
HARFERNE S 7 A i B h alpha PRERYIR T HE IR Y
PR o AT R A AR 58 MUY 3 J7 4 55 st 4
it alpha 2R, 010, If4 58 IR — 4~
T 774 45 BP0 i DXl A KT S S R . X
—FRW, Al 7SR R alpha #H&YRY
B S BT — AR A A N T R, AN
S R B2 J2 T AR B RN A% 2 (cortical idling).
A, GBS XA Sy 77 A iR alpha
ARG BT R AR LA AT IR SR . TR R IAE
g J = A R alpha #P YR BE A B[R] 4 A8
BF=d T —FaE Bl U B B0 5508 (serial
order effect) (Kraus et al., 2019; Rominger et al.,
2019; Schwab et al., 2014; M. Wang et al., 2017),
{HAERE(AK I alpha P ZEHR % 2 35 1S MY o3 5 ke
T ARG PR A SRR, AN ARTEAS TR A9 B BRI
TS (R BRI RN R B ) R A [ A TA N T R
TEANE 7777 A 3 3 TR FH R R R SRR
P T X DAAT B TR 28 3 R e 2 i 4R I 5
B B R 07 R A B 1 SR, 3 A X 3 22 ARVE 1Y
L, diak o B T AR, AR — Y R
. B2 A0S T AR B S I B IR R
AT EE R o AT DLk SR A 3 D 7= AR A A
il 42 ] A ¥ 25 5 AU 4E FH (Benedek & Neubauer,
2013; Fink & Benedek, 2014). Jy T iFS2X — s,
W% 4 22 /552 Uit H ) 8 (transcranial alternating
current brain stimulation, tACS)L? EEG W46
K, ZIMEF alpha SREL(10 Hz) AYZ 323
A 000 B850 P T LR T R A i B R AT 55
(remote associates task, RAT)H YR, EIHIESL
T AN AR A ) AR A R Y E AR R
ZHL (Luft et al., 2018). IEAMS i) 7 v SR HE A
fMRI A4S RAIESE T 838 777 Az i 72 il
A E M, it MR T R R b U 22 E)
A3 g 7= A i FE HP & T [Pl (inferior fontal gyrus,

IFG) 8% T2 BE (Aron et al., 2004, 2014)5 # ik {2
A A B A A P A TE A3 5¢ (Benedek, Jauk, et al.,
2014), T IFG W J2— A~ s 28 34 5 40 il 4 A O 1Y
KX 38, 4N LFP JZ1H (Bonnefond & Jensen,
2012; de Pesters et al., 2016; Dougherty et al., 2017;
Haegens et al., 2011; Samaha & Postle, 2015) 1
2702 1 (Watson et al., 2018)BIFHI#F5E, K
alpha #HZ:4R% SHI DI RE# VIAHIC, AN alpha
2R HIRT—FLL 10 Hz 2247 W3R R IR
P IR S o) A ot 22 36k S ) M 22 TC AR R o B LA
RUIEHE K H T Haegens %5 A (2011D)FIAHF5T . 1A
& B, LFP 11 alpha 41 % 1% 3l BE % i 22 JT 19 73
HIBURBRAR . R, BFSEEATTIAK, alpha 224
Dok JE SR T RERUSRIE A K . alpha MR
TR R R, O b 2 T AR RS B Y [ 2D
M hRER . X 5805 S R b alpha
R HIAEER O R B2 — 8.
22 HMSAERmaiR & E A6

1E 58 A T ARSI, BR T alpha BUBCRHI22
P35 W34 T Ak, L A7 7 H A A B o 22 9k 7 1 78
1k Boot A(2017)i i — > 92 505 ORI TE
B3 T 77 A o i v ) 3k 1 R A A A A A 2 iR
AR E s R R, AT R G MR YE, A
PRPEFT K Bk SRR delta #2848 50k 55 o 53 4h—
TR S A 28U & B, BB RN S 55N
FL A 5 L R 25 RO S 1 3 S R R SRR
B, B PRI X theta #24R 5 2 BEE B 1
7454 1 i v T AP o (L i B 10 I X LT 5 e 51—
Heik & X theta H B 11) B BE % 45 0 B2 23 Bl 4 6] 3
3 N S 3 (Wokke et al., 2019), — &M 5,
AN A 22 41 1 B T 2 it b 22 e AR B AR AN ) I
B AZ s S5 B, W RE S A AN [) 45 ) RS
A5 B AC TR AR o RTS8 90 3 PR ST 301 45
DA AT 8 35 ORI ] 83 10 A £ L A8 U, L2
AR 2 IR T R R, AR R S i BB R Y
BB . 28 Hh, A AFFEAR AR A A R
T AT LY 55 R 4s [)30 Bl 22 Je AR AR RO 45 2 A2,
T i A0 7 7R o 28 40 3 ) LR 9 4 Jg 8 X (B ¢
/NS () RUBE ) 4 b 22 50 56 BF A% B, 28 it (Buzsaki &
Draguhn, 2004; Csicsvari et al., 2003; Jensen &
Colgin, 2007). P ULARM theta 55 BLAY M 2R 15 1%
By AT LA SE A [l 0w 2245 B AT, AR TR
G DX ARG X T BRI, DU
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T2 X RS R, A ) 3 A AR 2
Fefith o P, 13 I 0977 AR 2 5 RS A SRR
T i X 2 ) 3 A7 4 IR ) A7 JE 58 U R RS 5 1 45
o BRILZAN, —BaAN X MR I T4 Y theta
T SRR i o 2 BR A, R BR T R TSR
BN ) ) #2241 85 (Cavanagh & Frank, 2014),
T A R — A R W 4 A Y 3 7 A AR Y
FHEH(7 . Zabelina Fl Ganis (2018)HF5% th % W 41
T8 )R 1 R AR I UE A G . beta A
2R 5 R B B AE R IO, A BT RIS
TE 58 IR I SE AEAT: 55 I 450 RN TR 1Y beta fili 22
R ¥ 4s i 3 W58 (Razumnikova, 2007), 5 T8
J17= A R gamma 3 28R 5 I BIF9E e I £ 4R
W — S R G, AR SR R IR E O A B
BB It gamma (40HzZ) S B 14 1l £ 52 U FEL 38K,
A DL R A AR ) E s i 1) 3 R SR I (Luft et
al., 2019), XAfESHLM gamma #HAIRG S5 £
Wy A 1) JB 1 in 1.4 % (Tallon-Baudry & Bertrand,
1999),

DL EWRSE R, B T B TR AR 2 058
A, BEAEA— B R 2 ARG M A T &
B 52 J8 A 55 ABAN 3 777 A= 1 B2 1Y alpha 1 £8
P X T3 Sy 77 00 5 UL e alpha B2
I 7 5 B2 B A 3 7 1 I i 1 5 X — 5 R
J& B EIA 1A SRy — B B 2
Wo Q&S EHF R A alpha 284k 5 1
SR AETA R BB T R — A BB R B A
TR 541 55 T n G 3, HEBRTTCBE . O
BN R 0 I 12 S B 7 R 2 DL B I 1 B 6
AP, i S R A T Y AT Y 4E 55 (Klimesch et
al., 2007; Sauseng et al., 2005), #iMt alpha £k
DGR Z2 S T — R AT A (R AL R EAE S )
A B SOME A HE R SR A A BT A
U, BRI b O A R R L SO R
WL AR 7 A, B SR R R o SORE 3% T RE
(Beaty & Silvia, 2012; Benedek, Franz et al., 2012;
Gilhooly et al., 2007), MM T 55 25 4 4] 1
A1) 3 P U 1, B A8 15 (Benedek & Neubauer, 2013;
Fink & Benedek, 2014), {2 EEZAZ, HHE
AR PEAN LR B0 O AR E TR i
Azt e, BT HAANRE S HOC . W RLACH,
PRI HUIN T/ SR A0 i ™ A A s il 2 B 1
TP R BARAE, H A E AN R E . S

[N, AN 25 2200 ) 2 HC AU B ol 22 41 9 1 136 )
PR ET/EM, LU theta P2 AR YR
B R T PRI G X 3 2 i B A P 2 A B L DL R
gamma, beta SEMETE QNS S 7 AR AR T ) L
PEJ, 33Xt 2 R kB 3 g oA w2 AL F 50 op &
BHAT ZAR RS

3 RENFETREIHNIXTERS

A T30 19 5 ol 2 40 355 6 AN [ i DX ] %) 4 308 71
SN FE LRI AL R A, AT LA 5 31 DX ]
{5 B3 i (Fries, 2005; Gregoriou et al., 2009), i
AN [R5 o 222 I 3% R ) B A () 7 X 22 [ 4 A
Y FH I 32 35 2 B0 o0 28 AT A H 4 (cross-frequency
coupling, CFC). H TRl i) bt 28R 35 BA 4%
B AR S, WOLTEM (5 BAG . b3 A7
HEN B EAE MM, CFC MRS TEZMN
MaRGFOAGER, AR THRAT M ™4
RPN RE (G B AL . PSR S R
ENESR7 IR RSPk

Bhattacharya Fll Petsche (2005)7F iz H] EEG
S AR HR O 1 58 03 58 TR #EAT 2R s RS
AT AR B Z [ 22 57, W90k I K LL A
KR WEH) delta (< 4 Hz)$ B i FHC I Y
[R5 Ak, 5 m AR X BRI beta (13~
28 Hz)#i BE Al gamma (30~70 Hz)%i Bt 4 4 it (9 [7]
AGKETR . i — 20 A AR N I R AEBRAE 2R A
A5 BF, HF ML - (posterior occipitotemporal
regions)IH Bl T £ delta #hEYRF1E5, 470
WU BT 2 beta Al gamma & IR 5 IG5
3P 1 G )R AR U D I B A ) 2P U . S SRR
B delta-beta 5§ gamma B HBL T 38 LT AL A
F) B 12— g 1 (WA {A — 1 18) #4 & (amplitude-amplitude
coupling, AAC), BRIV &5 AR I {E (FE =) 28 1k
R R IR G IR AR (BB ) IR 1 o 35 Y — T
FAMEIRT R HE, Rosen 55 A (2020)K H]
SPM-EEG %543 1975 15, #RFEXGHE IE N TX B4R
BPXSAE X —AA3E T = A R R Rg . 253 2 3
e T 1) B AR B 5 R 2 2 1R Xl 19 v At o
224 1% (beta AECH gamma $E)AH S, KR AY
B R AMERI S 4R EOR IUM- 065 K2 Ay 2
FRA X 8, BT AY beta 47 BE AT gamma #51 BE i 22
YA X (Rosen et al., 2020), X F e A 6] X 22
(] (R AR AT R ) =5 0 Y AAC IR R ZARAE T
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FAS A E AT I L S5 R BB i SR G 2
WX KR %), FWRHERFEENE
ARABIE TN A AE B 3 P AT 55 0 KA [ fi X
ZI] AN [ A DX N I R LA K~ 3K 1] ) REFR &
BTN 0 2 RE M 20 — 22 1 22 7 (Bhattacharya
& Petsche, 2005), #£—%iiz ] EEG fl fMRI 254
RARFIRE 5 — M o W kiR S8 4 2 (1] 22 S5 Y A
FE, TR E B ORI T UG 53R 2 6] i 42
FERMEUEE . PR P RAT 155 R FH 0 2 1001
B, fMRI SEAR IR W], ARG 2 20806 T
F 2 BRETHA_I 7] (anterior superior temporal gyrus,
aSTG); EEG 4 & W, 7E 45 o 72 b 5
alpha B A 4R % W95, FEIRIBTT 0.3 RbAT 4
RARTZ B gamma M4 4R % (Jung-Beeman et
al., 2004) . X 2k T 755 P A HEA TR, Gamma
M2 AR 5 T RE B 25 S W IR RRAE 1 T Bt (Tallon-
Baudry & Bertrand, 1999), 5 It[A]B}T Gamma £
PG5S S IZE BA DG, AR A b~
H R _E A5 B VCEL (Herrmann et al., 2004), M
M alpha 5 gamma 5 FERE& SO T 4604 =42
it AR AT RE P R AR B BT B ROCHR, DL S
25 B0 BB A AL . eAh, AE— I
M A EEG AR B f# e 5k () A1 CRA
A 55 B SR R 04 0 158 L AR A 1) PR AP 5 Y, 3 5
L0 iz 7 8 46 K IR AT fE FH 4 1 S 4 Ty =
DB 3 M P AR, E e UGB X R B alpha
WUBCHT theta A9 BCRN 28418 3 [A) A0 RS B 1 SR BL 4
(Erickson et al., 2018), X — PG 3 HH A= 3801  [X 45
1T theta P 224k %738 1L T alpha M0EL fH 29R
i, SEURT 0 BRI AR 10 B ) YR, AR S
BLER B Y E SEHE, X5 theta SR G 75 KW HE R
i P9 2% 3% 422 1t 78 v 1) 2 224 FH %% V) AH ¢ (Solomon
et al., 2017),

Zia L L, AT LUK 90 E R e g i
A RAN 3 7 A R v 2 B B b 2 iR 5 28 U AR
MERZMARE D, HXFRZ AR 2N,
LR RA QIS I A R h 200 B SR 58 X
TERG TR S LT A, Ht . g2
i X 2 [l 2. 32 i B B A8 2R b LA T Z FhA A T fig
F IR VE FHAIL, E LR o o 4 Aok 22 ML T A 1 i
— oY . (AR R A ) = A ad A e
ASTR] Wi DR8] ] — il DX P9 38 LA B AN [R) v 2891 355 [
i) CFC BLR AR & — T AR AR I K30 H.

WRAWTFER 7 1), A3 77 R R P g CFC AlRE
FETRZ b S e T —Fh A 2 B A 2 B, e
5 (e AT T T Lt 2R e 2 3 0 O AR B

4 BHEERE

A X g 7 A e R e e 2 R A G
MR BB RS, 7T DLk AN 1 S AE h—Fh
e AR T g, Hobi 28 A A R R T o — ik
X, TR R 2 A X 224 0 N 45 G B 2 UM
(Beaty et al., 2016; Sun et al., 2019), T R A%
W BRI (DB TRR R O I R
13 e ik i) 9 35 4 A 2 b A R R 1T LA A AR
FEAERN 3 7 7 A ok B v 5 A il X 22 8] 45 B 28 T
WA YME o (A7 F7 77 A 3 72 v b 264k 35 DL I
(B G 45 RAPATFHE— 8 25 5, 1 Ik i 25 5 1) 4%
AR R . D) R[R] A SEIEWF 52 Hh BT SR B B 1
PEAE 5 A TR o A [) B i 7 A 553000k T i 3 144
A RAFER, U WA AUT AT 55 0 5 4600
K HCEEAE, RAT AT45 5 200 T35 g i
B, W TR AT R A A B W, T
ol B B 2 AR 1 AT 55 22 TR I R — T i
M EARANE F7 . H ) B AR T X $e Bl 1% 14T 55
MAF B < 3E I ARG FR— M RERT, A
A T — 9 B 3 07 G L 4 AUT \RAT), i
AR ) A R — O TR R Y A T, e
o) B — R 25 AR T R B B — 1 R A AR AR (N
WA, 2009); 2)A [ (4 SEUEF T BT R A S 5
HEARZBOR R, B4R EEG I B HE £ B
FHi—, FIMEFRSE— 10-20\10-10 Y R 7 &
DI B % B R B8, (RS [RIIF 58 =22 (7] ) — s
HARM S B B BE AR, g
AH K [R5 b B 25 [ 25 Ak A B AR T i X A6 2 i i
e, MARGIGEHAR, MERA —EHER
PE, 0t A 3 e A e AR v i R BIL D B
AN—3 45 B4y JF [N Z —(Dietrich & Kanso, 2010;
Fink & Benedek, 2014); 3)7 [ 41l 1 1 9EHF 5
G AN o B N [ I A - e W Y PS ]
Z5M, RS EOE LR S5 A3 77 R ¢ /T
Ml EE SR EZREHE, A5 E N 2306E
V14 Ff1 3 o 3 2 S PR A TR R, A R bR AE
Al B A EEAEN, EERM KN
SR BN T T A i e Xt s 4 08 a5
A R AR D R TR SEAT A B, AT S R
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BT B 3 7 A0 I X LA R 2 PR 3% IRAT %5 . il
BERE L Em AR BFI] S R A R A R 2R AN [
MAFE—E 125 5 (Fink et al., 2006; PiFIL 4,
2010), H5BLFEIA, XHULHA T alpha JEST T
B3 7= A 0 R

Bt 2 R 2 B2 R & e RS 50 v X i B
e, A S AR ZE AL ] A 2Rk b
Mo AT A5 5 2, R AT E IR Ty =2
HI A % 1 22 0 In) BBURN 4 U075 B A U, R R R
TR 1A 5 58 AT 18— 25 LA JL 5 T4 7
%1,

85—, TEFIR LAy, B R AR T 3
WES, BEWE—NISHEL, ] B ATk ik A
AR IINSIR G Ry S R 22 OIS VB SR A 1 W <137
Tz — PG EICHELR, X5 5 ) AT
il R o EESR AT K 22 B0 9 B R A 3 e SON AR
—EAL ST N AR R H A A S A
T8 i SR B BE 0, ARAS TR I B 5
XTI 1E 7 AR B A 25 AN R 3% . L An Guilford
9 B FE4E B8 (Guilford, 1950) . Mednick &5 &
I AH 7 18 (Mednick, 1962) . L M Martindale F1 5z
S5 M B 3 35 (Martindale, 1999)%% 4%, X Fh Al o7 H
W2 AU T 3 A Q03 1 BT IS AE 4L Y
BELAS, SR T AT T 858 1A FOA R A IR
W, N, BERURAL I SRR T S B AL B B
BEhA, PSS SUE AR EDIE, BE Ak, R A%
LAt 2B U AR TR, LAt 23 I\ i 2B
(Melloni et al., 2014)#&7R~ T A L2 Sk X F
A3 77 7= A s e B G 5 B AR 2L (Tvancovsky
etal., 2018), 477 & f B HIIAIRBI3E 1 AR T .

B, MR TFBRER, BEELZERELTF
BOBCA . filan, BT ARG £ R OGR4
S5 EBEZ M ETRG 255, Wl LI
S B B O A0 Bk O 3 )5 e A AR P
P& 37 BE I ) A5 A A sh 25 B, Lhdn 2 ik 8 4k 7=
Az 3 AR e AU S8 1 R 2 AR G AL . AR
i FHAR 28 A BRI ST A T AT, B
HOA S HAMEE A W R, 788 20 K ik
P28 D 2 v, i 28 4R 5 L Y R A 26 I 45 A
BB R/NFTT R, R — R A A B A
A, T A A 350 2 45 W 1) 2 2 T AN Ry S e
B % S EEF (Smith et al., 2006), 4314 FIEHA
PIRRRRAE 45 Gk, KR0S T 47 M ie B p 245 B

i AR Ak, T SRR A b PR R B3 7 1A A
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Neural oscillation mechanism of creativity

YE Chaoqun, LIN Yuhong, LIU Chunlei
(School of Psychology, Qufu Normal University, Qufu 273165, China)

Abstract: Consensus on the origin of creativity has not been reached. Taking the advantage of high
temporal resolution, electroencephalography can accurately reveal the neural oscillation mechanism in the
process of creative production, which facilitates a deep understanding on the nature of creativity. In recent
years, studies have revealed that alpha rhythm of neural oscillation increases along with increased creativity,
which reflects an increased demand for internal processing and the top-down cognitive control during
creativity generation. Meanwhile, cross-frequency coupling of neural oscillation reflects the dynamic
exchange of information among multiple brain regions, such as frontal, temporal, and parietal lobes, during
creative production. Future research, based on integrated theoretical framework as well as multi-level and
multi-approach research tools, needs to be conducted to introduce more ecological mathematical calculation
methods, and to effectively predict the trend of individual creativity development through computational
neuroscience modeling, which facilitates a more comprehensively and profoundly understanding of creativity.

Key words: creativity, neural oscillation, electroencephalography (EEG), alpha neural oscillation, cross-frequency

coupling (CFC)





