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O E ARARAEAMAA AR, e IRMEIIRG A%, BRAZNNEHRLELELSEE, A
X AERmANAECEAFTRGEBE, BT —E 250 ARG, AR ABREEIRELS L
GARA R, RN EBE A BERTERAFRMGENT S, FHZAORFRAEABZRGHEC, FHA.
ER AR T, FEALS AT AR EAREC B CES SEa ER TR, Ak RS
HF L EN TG T— e A REMN, A @, ELEE&E AR, m— ikt . BT EWFE
B UNFAB GO T REGRANSF,; EEFHAREZ @, ARCEFRHL, Moo RLESR
BlEABALAEG LB, R 2B 0K, AEOALIE, EHNAIGOLEEE, BhTEAF G
W R, RIEN T SRt TS F AW H %, EESM T A L2 5B o 7T LA 1R 89 3%
A, WAASARZIFAZCH ARG LR RHEH A RR ., AR (G A BRGHEE)E E&
()3 ) Bty AR B A AR D BRRET LH,
E4EIA BSIAA, 4l ARG MEEL, K HFIAS, LA, KiSMEEE, wWEE A% AR,
AR SR RAER
SRS Bs42

1 3

11 AAIESEHNAAFEALBEHEIER
RfE N LR AR RS K e, ANKIIRZ 6k
T W g ALAs AR, 4o 3 & R B A5 1R R T
PMET 5.1%, &l AR B RATE 6%7E
4 (Xiong, Droppo, et al., 2017; Xiong, Wu, et al., 2017),
WAME N . PR BUI] L AR BLA B
DEHR SRR . Sl B ARy TR AT B K,
FL 2 % o 1 AR 1 R Y D3 T BE B AL A% T HUAR,
g WLt o] LL A 377 A4 4G5 (Wallner, 2018), M
BN BEE T B, 2l st BEheic. A

il

HESME (. FEL L AT SUR, A TR REC B
TRKEMARE, ML, ADaH
DR,

BARAENTEREC LTS TEMHEART
BATENE T ww, EE A TR A T &7
— S A Y SR N2, BRI B AT
AT P 31, ATmBRm T, SChr Lidf
R A BRI SR IR — 2 i
LIS, BETAY A T3 fE(Artificial Intelligence)
AL T 55 N TR RS, AR A LR g S
B REFEABIRAIAG . EOBAER ALIRAR

A bl
AR, BUE LT 2RI HLES A (Sage,
W H 1: 2020-07-27 2012), {HJ2 A AE i A& B — A8 BT R A 19X
* R ERRE B R A AT B TR R A ST T H (TSS-2015- W, BT LARE“RIVE" CE I U812 N2 2 1
06). ), S PRk BB AT VPV 2 2 1 ] L {8
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FERY RS | IR HE T AR, XREE T LUAR YR —
SR E R T IR, A5 R ML NI ET, ik
NEBSEAR EAR BT, RUCHHLER AT LAIE, 52
B 1AL 25 IS g 7R 56 21 33k i mj T 4R 75 19 3 1
S EEIEN S %, WHERRE, S0 A X
PSR E . HOBRER . 2R . ZARAE, TP
HTCRE N FT . B NERS ok, A RIBZER 01
VA PR, TN S A AN G R,
WAZANE, THEILRES A MRS, JF
FSE(RT LA 2k 1A 0 Sk FaR), fHAZE K
)P 22 0T 22 (8] 1 ya) il BR A F AR R s =,
FTAG 38 AT 5 AN 2 R < eI B RCRAS, i
B EERR AR, F—Er R,
Gt & M8 7l T S R g &, 15
LB, MR BN A2, A
E DN, 4 RS P A 8 R R A 25 58 ) —
Ela, EA—8A —8IK0E0N, AheiksEA
P24l i 2475 (Gazzaniga et al., 2013) . & T A4
B — il DX P T Z S S AR AR LR AR
WL T EFEE G EMALE Y, Bl RS mk
ARG, ARSIk, HA
7 AR TR K A 5 R 28 00 2 8] M5 5 ik,
B AR AT RAAE B — > 4 K AL g AR A B 22 T8 N
WK, BT HEITHNEBES . 40
PN B A2 . BB EE L NP (— R -
BB s i B A0 M R AN A BT, DR 4R R
H HL A 22 ) e o AR BRIy B T X421,
R, BOE . WHIEHAARL T, E RIS T
Tk B« At At & oo Z h 7= A AR 5 w2
FE AT LI AT A AR R R 1 M A )
B M TR RA TP e M E B85
REWIHENL, RAVIRAEA S X i F S0 E
B 2 ik N TR AR A 2 DA T A A
5o N FE MO A E T EALRE S Hh
AR, ABE S dBASE T N TR REM
BB (B, 2008).

TE A TR, N7 SR R N L3 e
KTk, A SR T AR EA A, T
MANKEEWET RS, AN TR RSB —L&
faj e EAL . AREROY AR, MMIEE ASEAETE N
WHAQNEYE . TN IS A O K
12 MU#BELHNAREREARNSHEESE

JEARZ By AT LU i 7 2 e — 26 H

B, AR Y SRR AT DL AR B AR T Al ok
VE g B B ) B AL (T A2, 2009) 0 2 57T DUAR 43
SR P RETTE K P I A 1, B HOR A 1k K
M ETE, DR UK 18] B (Bonnin, 2012). 1H4b
A — S B S Y RIE RSO T ARZE
W 1) B i M )R Pt (Kaufman & Kaufman,
2015; #hyli, Mg, 2005; #H %, 2017), (HZ
X G R [ Sl AT A A O A TN B
BT B P AE B SR, AH A A
Mg Y, JUHJRAE R D B A R )R, AR
FAERE R S AN SRS, A
B 2 B RS TR IR RE T B 7=, PRS2
TR SR, WA BN M (5] R L
K AR ST OCHR (G 4, L€, 2015), I
Ah, ABIE M DS RIET A S . . i
TG oo AW AR R | S, maL, AR
DITEJEA BL il 2 E P2 AW & W B13E . AW
HERE BT o Gazzaniga (2008, 2016)IA R :“ A5 H
RSN B8 . IR, Phzoo, #
FAE AT A LB DO, AR A
1 B TE TR 2 H R I, B AR TR
B Z R RIR ZR, A Z A I R 8 kA
AT TR R E, B ik o 5] R 3
A BRAE”

N B BIIE T LI E AR TR — A i 3h i)
(animal), B A J&—~ B4l {4 8% 3 ) (creature), 1M
JE— M3 (creator) . — M5ERE I AR = KIE
MIZifr, RO h 2 &y 4 A V-1
H A\ (Shi et al., 2007), B 55, NEAREHEME, X
—JBMETT LIRS 1 T ST SR A kAT
BIEVEBUR, AAERERRE 2R, L
L NSO 235 WAMNE A EWIETE, B A5
TR A AT AR AR R, A K AR AR A
R Gl W S S R R Sy PR NG ¥ o
Y, Dy RUA S AR AS B & M 48 iR S AE Y
otk b, AW —UIE S A E NS AR K
Fo it AT BARMETITABA GREH,
L5, 2010), TEQIGE S35 55 H o B R B — 4
SR ANA AL i, AR — A ANk R AR
YR IR, dos s B AR Bk k.

BSI #i%!(Bio-Social-Intelligence Model) (Shi
et al., 2007; Shi et al., 2013)4 i1 T —MoE & E 1
NHIRLAR, Gl 1a Firzs o R S7 5 ) 8 9 19 58
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EAPE PR AL TR, AR EE = WA
o EEEEAT R . AW E RN SH MY
B3, NS HAMAMIES—FE, #EAEITHRR
R, BEARAKE - -ee; WA 2 B YEAE— 5 shiY
AL, TSR RN TAE, B
M e A AR B AR — R S s
HAABEMHIEANZENE T AR RS, T#A
SREFLEE, MMk NS ARG SE, A
Al LR = SCEH B O ) SO — S S R
Lk, AR, 2R ASCHIRABEER,
TETT AR R B BT, B 1a iy = R g
AT ANHZMERMBREENEZMERE, =R 6
HIARRIEE LER B T 22 T Ay 6%, A=Atk
DAY 5 A BRSO T & 2Rk
X — 5.5 Maclean (1967, 1992)# H} i) K i /2
YA, XIS BRI R, X
O34 LLEBORL I, E 2 1 PR A7 B B iy EL AR AL T — A
F i HEAC LA T AR 22 N Bk, W&l 1b fir
o NFERMB AL Z AT T i — 2
EEMERR, AT TEAEIE R ORI,
M A EMELREC . PRI, OBk BRIE . BE
MG -ee o) A MCAT MR 360t [, B T — 2 5141
B MR L A AC AR R 0 BRSO DI RE Y
WG DX, FRZATFLING, AIER% ARG . IR .
FlGSEFRAL; SRR AN T — 2 RE0% B TR 1 fiki
X, BRZ AR, 857 ICTT IR . M LM A
B, ZARKRRET AR R, 20
AR TeAT o . Mzl i . RAS i, 2 PR R sk 2 figq X
RS HArIR T shY . WIlshy . RKEIY
R 45 R — 3, AR S RASZE Bl 2R 100 1Y)

BB
(Intellectual

Bio-intellectual { ’ natures)

aspects P '
e I A
(Biological SR

Social
natures) 1(1a -

Bio-social
aspects

Psycho-social
aspects

N, WA IR RTE T, 0050 w5
WHIEYERE ), T ERIK W RETRIRE ), 1
otk B T s T HAL R S . (HETEA
FB KM, TS IRATAE 2 ik 28 R i X (AT M) 5
“IE G (UKD, B M FE sty iR < TH g
Gz R ST I (RA IR, o 25 9 B AR
B, T H = Z WA R S AT AR LR R, T
EMEER, MR RER . BOR R AR
TIRECUnBIE J7), W 244 AN il DX A3 1 A1

2 BENIEFHIGE TR

B3k 1 NS GONRE ) 2 —, X —
PN AIRE IR AT BT B — 45k, BB
VLB N HRE I DA SR NG 1 ok el 4] gk
Ay, WET . WdEESR . TECKE. EE . B
He . Yo, Y MRS, FFH SRR
A, AT HAETLTERNER(AER &,
2012; BRZLAEL, 7R, 2005; bha:fl 2013; phad
5, ST, 2012; EEGEH 5, 2007). A3 ) LR
PRI A X G B R —FP O S, A5
FURY I3 0, BUT AT BEVE O B R, 3 W e e R
P PSR RN R = = i e e o S o R R S
e i W '] = AR - = <A1 o 1 I o
(Farmelo, 2006); 4o, —A~ NBITE T A %50k #5
AUACE BT SR FIRE T U [ B &, T
HE5#2s . UbAEHE VISR (Huff, 2010; Lubart,
2010; Shi et al., 2007; Jifid& 2%, 2012; M2Z4L,
2007; I 4, 2018), REAAGE JTE—A-AHL
WRRMRGE, MBAFRATE N 2% 3R 5 1% 18 A 1
K%, X LB F1 055 TR G 3

WFLAR G 2% R 4E)

% 1 a i BSI#%(Bio-Social-Intelligence Model) (Shi et al., 2007; Shi et al., 2013); b b Kk 19 )2 %% i (Maclean,

1967, 1992)
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IS — N NE & A Q8 A7
] HTE, SR B 7R A R e A
21 IANMFERIFEE

HAERERG—EINARET . 19 2 71
NATTRE 3 4 — iR g F 2 K, A A5 S5k
PSR A O, (HSEPR I X SE A G 58 9F AN e A5
ANl 5.0 BRSO 2 (8] 14 R S 56 2 (Beaussart et al.,
2014; Sawyer, 2012, 2013; Simonton, 2014), EK
TR — S8 58 19 22 CAnAS 3 B3 4 R A [ B A
ARG 3 B OB ) R0, (EL7E B A1 3 P 1
W, S 4 ARE, AHEE T IEH (Richards, 2010),
SEEAT NN 2 A2 ) 2 B 45/ (Plucker & Dow,
2010), FEANE T SREPRPEAYSC R MM T, Carson
(2011, 2014a, 2014b)M\ 55—~ FBE, 07 T Al
JIFORG R Z L 0 ) B R 2 QA
RS, BRI oK, a4
S A AR B — SR R SR
m TAEICAZBE ST, mNA R A, R R R
HEIERHNER G L —D N85 1158 LI FE 5
KA. ATy B LRGBS e B AT — 2L
fEr HE, . AR, TAEICIZEE, gL
R AR S b, X 2EfE B R 5 5 IR & A
AT R —LERE Pl . LR BLAN I
AR5 R M AR A B ST, B — e dh sy
Gy R, AR A RRA LS.

WA — A~ NTET7 5 B 3 1k R 0 B 3
ARG IE® M%), D—@ W J1IKF R
HLAli(Shi et al., 2007), 5 ZEHAIEH 19— BAR
REJTCELRG . TERT. BT, idiedy. 1EE . A
45); WEHERE—E B4 RS R, R
EBYE HNEELSE A TLEE %) (Csikszentmihalyi,
2014b); I ZA IEH ITINVHABE ST, FTIETCIAK
X AHCHORE. BB ESHER. MK
S LTI (BRIE RN, 2013), &R Wi
SR AT H CAERIR 9 F (Fayena-Tawil et al.,
2011), JCINFIZEQIE S P s E EE M A A, &
H A B B S A iR E oA 2,
INFURIS 2 . B 32222 RS, AR
. HIRITEMNEFE (Cleary & Zimmerman, 2004;
Zimmerman, 1998), @ M [n] B ff Pe 5 L1 T
TE A e [0] 48 H 32 P 6 DA 0 W 45 0K % (Jaarsveld &
Leeuwen, 2005) . JGIA I I S — Al 57 (A 0 6
o), MR &FINESI Y AIRER . AFREE

AT, TTINHT AT AT — 77 T B A FI 3 A 5
Wel (R FN, 2013), FLHEA0E J7 LA K [l B i e 1) fig
Jio — A NHIEACATES, s . A LR AN
A e i BN E M DL T [ O 7 B Sk w2 4
FlRe BT L 0B 1K AR B, 334 B8 3t v S
A58 J1 76N M (Beghetto et al., 2015; Kaufman &
Beghetto, 2013); 48R0 75 2 H 4 A 2 A8
R (RBEE S BE R EAFR), skt
TE—ME BB MER R, EREXFEINZ S,
WERANRE R, A e S B A5 B AT %
BE, Mo R R TTEM A, 205D
AN, B N A 1 R 2 T LR AR ) R M
(Beaty et al., 2018; Milton et al., 2007), 7] PLBfixX
Yo 558 14 51 R R I3 40 8«52 J] (capability)”,
Z LS ARk efg 1, — 2R
mes5—MoANAae ) MELEE R R, Ry
B SLEARAEN S L, AT,
22 FAMEBRHSXAFERNEG
HAE b SIEaER . AR, Hhss
SRS BBAESE, S T R L s SRR T gy
B3, If 5 b SCER BB I &R (52 )M XT R,
I FUBs X #e 4R 77 R EFRAVE 15 71 (vitality)” X B
BE IAULEE S AW 1, B aitsts . ok
B 1o TR AT : A4 W e 22 A ) — 2
FRACHTFE, WA E., RIMAEHE, HEXR,
A WP G, AT R 0 A T KA 2%
R A, MBS AR
R FEPERIG]E J) (Gerhart & Fang, 2017; Ryan &
Deci, 2000), 71 451 25 813 77 0 5¢ R I L,
5T R IR B 15 281 B Al TN R s v, A
MBS J7; MR IS LGS B, Wah
FIF N B B4, 38 2 Lk AP B DT 5%
A~ N B3 1 597~ 1 (Baas et al., 2013; Dreu &
Nijstad, 2017); A% 77 TR AL 15 — 28 3= 65 1
MR A . A3E S5 X0 H #0 W 0 I i B LE AR
K, Xof B S W 0 O A S KRR R R 4 5
B4 0 IF 4 56 (Storme & Lubart, 2012), W 25T
SR PERIA LSy, R AR R Ty
S PACNCINEZE S5 -0k ([ 3 3 Fel b e )
e 5 22388 FH B BB LR (Sawyer, 2012),
205 1Y) £ 7 (experiential diversity) °] P 5 EA
) Z KEE: (cognitive diversity), TitAFI ZEEN: AT
VL ol 26 7E 0] (A e v i A 38 1 R B (Page, 2007);
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Eft e SCRTE S Jr i Al AU T
A NI — ey AR e BT, WGP Ah s . 30fk
I35 [H & (Alfonso-Benlliure et al., 2013), A& J
B—Ft & B4 (Kim, 2007; Shi, 2013; Shi et
al., 2007; WMEELA, 1995; MEELAKR 4%, 2012), A%
BRI TS A R T A A R AR, MR T
JBSR . EHAISESE (Dai, 2013), i A ST T
B ZL T L B R AR SORARRE], 0y A B
N SEERE A SR AR 58 26 APERIAR I Z —, i
] N DN A A 5 56 N A s o 22— (5% [ K
2016), XA 5 F—230bEs . A~
A SCAL A IE SRS ], 3k 2 5 3507 3 2O [ Ay 3B SR
EHARFREE ., A7, B IR AWEREAR
[F(Shi, 2013), M (i #53 7E BB LR B Fr 2z 57,
Celik 1 Lubart (2016) I\ A A [F SCAb 2385 . i
TR P FE RE A, B 45 o) 3 AT A 45
By AE O B B ] RORE 7, AT S A5 SC Ak 1] 425
B T Ol BB A EA B,
Rt s SCA R, HRHR R H, ek
g A4 5 #12 SCAR H 9 R (Hennessey, 2007).

FESCAR R E, BRI SC Ak P R 3 R
730, RSO 2 L R R 58 A AN
VS SO, 8 28 S0 4 i =2 S48 A AL,
T8 2 TR YR DA — P 3 3 (U3 8 T A2 AN ) )
— ), B — L RIE R, ARG
S T 2 L S AR DU A 590 B0 A ) A D — i
B —g, HABRERYE, WL R A4 E Sk
PEARWRLE, VEE AR, I VE 7 SO K B
AN, BEE TR 2Rk, B4 L
2RO BWR /N IR S H A NG e —Fh
WM LR, RN SRR S &
W ORI i E SOk B A A R A
AHYETE DL VS W B (Celik & Lubart, 2016), Al
SALZ I AEH . WG, AR, X AR RSO
NKRA A, ZonAB A AMARE i a
TR (5% M8 (Celik & Lubart, 2016), 7E 2019 4EiF
PSCEAXFE R & b, SRR . <3 =2 0]
BA LS Z 5, RARFaERZ. ER&H
FEEA AT LIACTRELE, HARY:S, DS )
N R i, S Nz L m ik, >
23 BIEAEFHESIER. AEERBLEAEN

BpE

mE 2 Fios, BATE LA ) LR e 2

1 — 6 AR B G A T A 3 7 3R Y <l e B
wr, AR — B TSR0 R 3R W R
O DA Bt B A — L S N A

Horp, 3hh RGEJR A KE 1 Bl 0 SR (T 36 B
%, 2007); A DR RN OREL, EB
RIAELF A0 . 24 EAF o NG DL RO i A
0 1) 2 Gt 2 A%, 2006), 1M A4 R 4 A0 B
TR HLIE B 32 M = 9 8 1 kR (Ryan & Deci,
2000; Ryan & Moller, 2017) Il P 5 /1 1 72 A2 7
BEH A S, AR LA LA A g sty
FE 773K P 3 (FF 0 AR IR B R 58), A i
J1 B RGP Al FH 08 BT B 3R T PR,
W ON AR S Bl e, A &
JEAELE S IR, A 0] AR EL A LS A i T
T, JEAEECIERE L LW R A C RS, 15
MBI B . RZ AR TR RIS RE
JIREAE, A BEREE [ C A48 A

MNEREA . ARME—NEGENA
A, TR AR H R AR TS TS W7 58 3% A
<R3 AT VA (VS VR R GE) o W R i
W K5 AS R B T B TR AR G I AR Ak 1
PR R 3 B0 I 5 B i ) B 97 A OGN
o XA I BR NSRBI 1 ) 1 5E
Wi LA B A~ A X6 P45 19 1) 3 P I g A R TR . —
SEFRBEAE RIS FIE S, RG] R —
AN E 2l b HE AT A M R R AR s 5 — T
T 2 PR 358 X6 1) 36 1 >0 A5 RN B i A A 1) S R 5 0
T, YA A ) R R [ A B, R AR X
H 3h Ak i 2 SR B R AR A 7 1) 1% 18 . AE T A
I 2 T DA T PRBE S AR T LA
D)8 28 A T W) ST A %8R . S AR
S FH R B, B AR XA B R 2)5 ]
2 F2 2 B R N TR, R A (A
2012; JE-FAME, 2011); 3)AFEAFEASEL LS
b Bl 1 (pro-c B professional ¢) Mk C flli&E 1
(Big-C)F& it R B FLIL Y MR 75 . A H 4R 2 1%
&l HTR, 50 T0 MR AR 3 SR R, U
B3 1 R B, EOR R A A
(Sternberg, 2010), XJEIR W 4wiE 70, 44U,
Fom TR, DR RRES I E S B
FE, BARBYEEIFEGLE, SFms—
A BT T AU B R (Sawyer, 2012), Al
R XL T] 6 (Sternberg, 2007, 2010), NEEEH
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29 %

BlEPER S
5]

BlEHEAT N
R KAl

B2 03 g B 5% 00 W B

TR, AN RENLAR AL SO, B R A
R 5 RN B v SR A RG34
48, 2015); 4)5| o Az 206 7 1 L e 7R A TR] Y
FRE; S)BEHE A LE AW, R/ e — B 1) 1]
T ) RS e BE g I TR BR SR, O FLEES I

B AR SR T A e 1) DL e L A SRS

s AR 0 AR G R S P B L i £ BEiS
R, 6)IF HLRERS X HoA A BLAYTEN . 1
B1]3& P47 S 3 4 (Sternberg, 2007, 2010) K JE A
T AAS T, ALFE DB SRR RS T B
fEIT A AP . X BLITIE SR T A, RJE Sk R
KEHHE, BARAN ., WA EMER MY B
—41, BRI A A B X
YA ACAHENEL, SR A B E R,
MR — A AT A S G FOU SR, A~ M2
AR, AR H R DR R L 1 Ah
FEVRBE; 2)8k il 2 A8 o — AR 3)8k
il 2 6B =R R TR O B 32 A A8 A R Y

e DB R AW TR kR . (AR
BOE: BT RN RSB, BT RHKR
AR W o 33X LAY 2 AR 2T AR R R S O =
X R) A, T AS S R 220 L AR M R A ) A
(Sternberg, 2010); 5)5| F A HEATHMEE K,
ANEHHB K 6) A I s il A XU T A B
W EE, Bl AT S — g B A IREE &
FLIE A9 J1 (Runco, 2010), A1k A 45 Bl LA
AT IR RS KA, FEARGE w A )
ABFEE T e 1Y RE ) S RE T (Sawyer, 2012).

A3 77 15 3% 0 W I T D 28 SR —
W EANE N BEER R, R E AL
— S BRIk, H R — B E, B A
LB PR E T X L BAR R vk, R OF R
S B ELIE BR300 ) AR o B S SR E 1Y
FEAR TR o HAR R T ok B R A0E T, 2
i o AR R AR T SO A R ML BB Y, ik
b Clth 7175 78 T0 T bk B T) A T 45 O A e S



%4

SRS A5 R R A B . A1 3 ) R G MMEE A 713

% ROEER . RHAZITOHMAENAEES T,
e AT U, R R 3 A AR v A A B 3 M Bl T 4 )
FKedEFEANE . BIRBEY LT, AERT
JRRRAE ik, M2 T 7R 32 S h AR R T
i o ¥ 3 1 RGAE N BN E B SR RO T LU
il R AT

Hivk, O3 8555 0 W S FEBEE RN ¢
B IR SR, AR R C A $R At
WTE SR A5, 2T R C AlxE kst oy i 3,
M TIRZ MR NE . Ha 0y . mf
REYBRHIESE, K C Bl ST LLgfh>, EIk
&8z, /N ¢ B3 fi(little-c T everyday creativity)
S48 H W A 16 W A9 3 8 (original, new, or unusual)
A 7= X (meaningfulness) i £ #r (Richards, 2018),
IR SR A1 U1 5 H R A T T R RS 1 IS v
G UREE L AT DIJRAE N, AL BRI b 2 BT R
EIRICHE BT, M ReR”, BE A
AR, PRI B IR A ) RO B
AN, A RETE A R TS Q1 B . AlEE
WHREARMN—FIr L8 0 —Foh sk, WEREIER
G NRA R B, R L OE 2 1 N A
Z 0, fels RIE AR X, AT — A2
FA) A 9 A

AL, Z T DL AR S B, R —E
g R A I R p E S b i — AR, kA
CETF-WRE-FWE ) BEFECET M - BoK)
HEL L IR, R ZIRW; £ (R
AN S ) BT B CRZRLPOK, R
ik, AMEAE s, 2FhafSAE [ R
WRET, BTLUIAHMAAE, ALK, HEan
VIO NS b 2 48, BT LU A Ae s T 5,
TN W IR AS ], 98 A, VT B A, (R R D AT
. WORREE RNz, B3 00 W 25 26 AR 5 B )
WIEE . BTl —A NEREIEE WO, sAne
B O, HAEZ AL I AE A ik
T Cltl )] 7 R A 5, AR AR 1
W, ARt —m B B RN R H
PR, W RAT AT O R AR B, T
EAMIMEMAS, KEN RO RE A S & ()
Mtz B, \EED> N 2E L A 2 el
Z W men, Wz ARAR D, X ANE B RR SRAR A,
AN ) 0 R HEE R T A S ALIG B
ST LA 7 G A RE AR BB 5 0 B 3R TR PGB oK .

3 RIENEFRNZL: SHREREE

31 AMHATANRGERENEFHNZO?

H TR MRS B E e, ERIE 1%
R R, EIAEE S, oSN T Bk
BN HFTFENEOMATF, Kish4f. i
TG [ A B 1 55 A 1 45 OB 4 T R R T
W Bt A (2006) 7E £ A WF 78 S Al _L $2 0k 0 T B
NEEFR BB =K : Sh R, B
RY . XIERG, WK 3a iR, s h RS R
g — N AT RS E S TR E WS ),
BORAR DG . BT A TAERAAE AR, LR AT
TR N SR BB SRR BRT Bl
NEGUS, BEXFFRG, BRBEWE . .
R BI P2 S0R 7 T8 0 SR IR R A E O
HANEE SR ARG, AW By E . 298,
B, g T RSN, YTl
B AE S kUL, ERERMNX KRR
7 R PR L B R, SRR R
U8, #RIEh T kAR A AR RO RS ), AR
Ji A BB A b AT O R TS B, SR B
L, AT 2 0BRSS SRR ORI
W2 AR LA AR TR IR . SR, ERRIZ N IX AN B
NRGMS, M ERNS RS — BEGE, A
SR T DL THA b 7 A 08 S A OC [ B, 23 32 Bl Hbatk
TEIE PR, RIS AT 2, DLAIE R
FREF UL, I LAFRAT AT DK XA P A 00 98 B 4T
TF RN TP B A2 i 3 FrR), 3 RER
EPOMAE L, XHAGRSRIERAZ 1310
8%, WNREWRERTET, 2EMMSHAE
Z AR . AR AR S ) R R
PEFASZ WY, T2 A i

Piirto (2010, 2011)7EMh#E H A A K R4
PEAIRY v — AN 6 3 M 9K Bl ) R — R A
R . A, XA R ERAT
HMERAE B B, IRk A T XS4 S
TE 248K . Amabile (1996)tIA A HFE SIHLIE 2247 A1
T PRI B B A, T AR HE— A A Y B
W3, MiJooemFMESE AL 2 AT — A A1 3 M
R,
32 WMMAEREFFAEEFTPRITEEND

IEY Y

WAL 2 24 R R 4R 2 LB T R R R R
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ARG s
Bl Bt
S sf

EIIES
AL M
L, BlE:
A e

B3 (Bl R =RRGGER, 2006); (b)) FARTIF IR EKAR, 3 REAE A1 SR L

208

FUH SRR 7 & S Y T R DA O R B
TFRARHER — TR, HAHERE TR
R — S, A RELLFRATT A B S o LA R 5 2
FH o FRATTHE P — S ELAAR 11 S5 v 0 90 1 A 114 %
DEE,

LB AT 1 ERAEDE K office TR Mk f &
AR R, TR — NI N ] 6 5
ORI, (R TR K, hi HL 7
AP R DR (bug), AEH MR, TRAAN
FFET —adiEk: HERE| T 8, whaid BAH
NG BaA A0, R T — P H .
i X AR T — A s AL, R
25 HUAS [F) 3 55 b XA A B2 1 AR A9 38 7 RO RiE
BSR4 4500 (i 5EEF T 50 7
A win-7 XHEHE, 0RIFHRE T 6700 4 RGT1R 2,
AR EE R BB S . BT SRR R 2 BT )
3ot 75 o) AR 7T 0 (Werbach & Hunter, 2014),

A 2B NN AN Z T A2 SR LR 1 4 4k &R
ek, &N ZERIR e PR LA B L R
B, HEATBS . sE R EERRI, WH BT AER
o (HIXELHE T MRS LAY Wy, EARTT L4k
Fe—@WAT R, (HRAFD . BESIFAERE
X TR 2y Bl AR AN B AR R (KR, LR RE,
2015), FRATH IO MR A S BRI o A R
G ) — o i B AUE . B . By HEAT G2
A A i3 B AMTE Y B AY, AN A S 1) 4 g %R
MV, B Lk A v 1 X S A E P AR P, I
ANTE TG SN AS B WA . WAt U, SN BIBL

Al BESH 55 N shFl(Hennessey, 2010), Werbach
1 Hunter (2014)tA R 4MEA AL H 5 s H 15
RIS LAT BTGB BT ATE S B 4 5 A
o A AHESE S 5 IA FECR R K R Kk EAk,
R T 36 sh A 1% 3EAT o BT s Je A 4 R A
PR BT A IR 4 K i sh 1 e e AT
HAALER G, WALETE S, WE TR =X
KOV TR BRI S R A O T 0 A A T AR )R
BORUE, AU T FA48 i 4528 i T T/
AN NSRBI AT R
TENA B Z AT AT IR, AP X AR T3
ST BCTATT BLEE S

BT 2 TR YRR HoA LR,
AR Z DI RE AR LR AN B NSRRI, 4 AH S50 1
5 ISR BIH, FEf (A 2 DiRE b — A
MIThBE: BUELAL, 2016 4EF MM, MiELaa
IS R BT 38 321 AZIR, HLL 2015 42T 6
KM 32.7 /R BEK T 3T 10 4%, 2014 4R 200
W LT 500 5 AZ5, 2016 44T 5.16 /¢ A
FHBAAE 20435 55 BR AT 2 53 S50 AR IUCAR (MR 7S,
2016).

BF NGO BT LG B, AR
JEAE T T BENLIL AL 3], AT DL E<“ffE a5
AT RO TR R AR D AT X L, BT
AR X HAE T — A 2 B e A 80, — A2
EF AR E (MR, 2016)0 NLPRATIRIL
KE, “RAHL B Y4y K, H AU N
2 BEHLAR A B AT LALESORE (75 Sh oA 87 & A
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SRS A5 R R A B . A1 3 ) R G MMEE A 715

SRR B — B T B RENLAL S 2 AR A SR —
EAREAEREHLAL AL BRI . — SRl 2E 00, BEPLIL
(7R PG R — 2 A B (B0 . AR, (R i8R 1
AR ZEE BB T Bk, AT R 32 SRk
IS A KE . FEALAL B2 BT DL RENS 44 5
AT, BB AT 3 ke i —
P sk b 20, FEWRER iy E Rk, DL HGR
By, W H AR R O E RN IR B4 L),
RE N 0T 4F W 2AE F5 A7, 0 L D PR AR T IR A,
BERHL. W R AR T —2, iR g K
B s bRy, s AE R TR R Y, B
HNA B AEFREAT R . T — AR, S
AR S RN AR NE PN AR N NSV ENR ]
W (D) SIS PR, Q)FEHLH B4 5
(MRS, 2016), Lo HR 2= Hg — A0 I ik 2 R4
N s BORBIE AR, AT R R A, AR E,
WRARIE £ PiFE & —FE(Hsee & Ruan, 2016), “HFiY
JEMEA A7 X — s ik BB R G Ay, FEAL
B S HEESHFAWER, FREKILEEL
AR RN T — IR A BT, AT A R
FISCHEAE T SSARRTT T, 1A A&k,

LB 30 BB (FE Bt LAY — A3 3
Bk, BT TR gkl AR RS B T B R T
B, WG W N E W — A, AE R
Fes kMR B A EE RS, 45 AR [ ShHkph 5 38
PR R LA, A 66% 9T Nk BE R, R
IR T Bk, kA T AR M), Biar i bz ik
0 CFE B LR — A T v, X AR 97 34 1
RS EREE — AR RE 7S 5, Ui — ik
AR 55 Ak 1 BAYE, BeJa BRI — Ve . AT
PG kA SR T W AT B g, — FF 4 T 21 B
57 I, 8 LR BERK, BE A R A RN — 7R R
Hb, BERK S S R E AR SR S e, AR 2
R TR R SRR, T4 DAL R B R E )
(Werbach & Hunter, 2014), X 264105 7= ik 3 AT
FE TR AT ARSI

X H R ARG T S TR R TR R AT AR
BETWEKME? - adE B eib MITEERE LT
hk2ik 7 HEH IV TN Z AR E R4 )
N E S T RAT—F S A R B, —Fp RSk
VIS M R, )R A SRR 13 B
— AT N RS 7 FEAS R TR AR AL
NI A SR . SRR RO AT RELE RIS

o BATVCHEMZILIAR, WA KA T X
B N BRI, TR 5 558 th T AT
B, A AR AT R FIEE, ’BRATE TR Z T LA
NEE, WRRAHANER, JARAEE R MAE
RIRIMIMRIE 4, B4R, 2015), HABRIW L2
JE MR R (Suls, 1972, 1977), B« -F 2k Z 4h,
Gz, B AT BEALIE AR
SEIT YR . BRI e Z T DA 2k NI
Ak, 2R g Rk s TR, s ek
W IR SIS ICA KA, BAMYFE M kA
), —HBHEESERMOMET LT A5, 15EF
BAE SRR, 25— H B T o ry ],
AR, ik NS n—5%, MRS hm
RIS EGR S T2 R, AT SRS

S BR 5 R — X R SR, MR
AR WA R A B, SR U S AR R, FRATTAT
D 45 1) B ) B R TR B SR 8, s T L
A R B 25 ) BN SRR B AR . R
PRSI BT — A, IR A TR AR R 1 A% 0 o TR R L
ANRI TR, AETEHLZ A (D 9 %
gy, MR AT AR . A BRERGE . ERIE
fif R G FR v, 5 8K TR S A5 A 1E 2% 104 A9 ik ]
WA ER 5 AR A A 2 R R 2 A G, B3,
2012),

A BRI FE R B RIS MR . B R A
BROVROR, TR T MRS AR LI P 5 T 45 v
W, HAESMBRZNE RIF R ER -, H
H— 268 AT I Y S, — BATRE A R
W, b4 re A4 53 (incongruity), #F 1M 7= 42 B B,
BWCE — BRI T B (AT R0 BT A (R R,
Mo BN A&, R EREE SMER R T
TSR SRR AR B EE R, HE N X
T ECSHE T A GEm T e A AT
LR, SRJ5 IR R 2E AR ATTRE A fig 22 i
(B 224 NS0 & e K F) o 75— FMRI B
(Bartolo et al., 2006)%& ¥, 7T F) (4 2R i i ity i)
i, ML T N WEGE; ERRS G, £
A A A T, T2 A A T I M DT 2
AH3% (Hamann et al., 2002; Lee et al., 2004), HX,
HABR A I8 Selos T RIS %, AT 218
Jfic ¥ 7K - Canal 55(2019) 1] ERP AR E A
e 32 1 BRI A R B S T R T B, R )
=AANEIEFE . i (incongruity detection) . i [
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(incongruity resolution) X J5 ] id # (the later
processes), Chan %(2013)F] /] FMRI T f# A {15
BEAS [REA] B K i 16 3, & B0 Wl BROR 3 51 &
“Jei” (incongruity detection)fdJ R, fFEEf
=¥ Jil fr 30 e T 0 A e A TR RO Y i
(incongruity resolution) & A= F¥ i, £ Fili 25 XU
AT R ZE AN A L [ LR TR R O
J5 KIS (feeling of amusement), B 1B N
MFTAS . A L T S5 B ORI

W 4 FR . ROR VR AR YE O I8 i R 3
& (incongruent-resolution theory) (Suls, 1972, 1977), H
fi# A% 2l 1k #21& (comprehension-elaboration theory)
(Wyer & Collins, 1992)L) & FMRI #ff 5% (Bartolo et
al., 2006; Carter, 2014)35 TR 5

5T, WATERIS R e e R Y PR A A
oy A AT B E G R B, A2
JERE T AR FURR B AR, 75 U A A R i TEE
AR, WA Resib NHER BB, & e A
JB R B R (FRar 7R, 2004), HaBROR 074, 2
R 5 H M L ) S8 Y, B K
PR E R RE ), W BRI R A
HE— PN SB[ U [ 35 e, W R 0 42 i 22

HURR A
Hh#

(Al B
A RES)

BRI
eSS
ZH W
Yl

U BRIN R
R ﬂ%]:l%‘gﬁ %M‘@igﬁ
(i ga) XRRE BT

MAEEE

TER: BABRS B L HE R i Wy BR 2

BT, FN A AR
SEIEFA ARASE, A2BE=E
FRF AR, 0GR BRI
HIEMZAE, MATReLik AHEF
B, BRNERABRAME .

T34 P A L B P AR 9 30
L T MR R

AWM GES . ELEMERERT, B
WFHERPHRITR 2, 2012), MR A 1 #FH74
A BR R, B2 32 TR DR DA 2 A 1 Ak
T, S O AN — SOk 2 e AR e,
P AT I B BRI ARG R 5 Z AT A —
SN, AR E T — B R R, KRBT Xt
J7 VA A sl A SR A S i AR B E R R T R 1B 3,
HH P T R A K X (schema, B ILAD), w
S BN U BRSO R, TR B A A A2 LA
B IRl 1 2 5 [ B (AR T T 2 T R KT ) T
VLB & T 38 24 115 25 [

BRI AR, B S A Bk
SN EEE KA, B RIET X AE R AR P R L, X
S5FWAMNAESERANEmMG . NIk LER
I A 1110 AN =9 e 1 R T o
BT B WA K A AP AR F I A& JE ak Gl 2%
HAk, 2020). AN : FRATEEHEA G
R R RHT W F Y, KB A B R
AN R g, AT AN 7 S TH R 28 5 (1R
k). QNS HE T IH RN 00 fig B A, kol 3] T
B AR S, SR i R AN, s R R A R 2
IJnife), LUEAGERIIA P LB i o X i Zead

SR
e

BRI XIT
Dlafisa

BOA AT

BAER

Bk B
BREMWAES

Fk Fodhty
AR5z -/
B 7

R

| BH HH—3
(P A e BRI
TR

Kt SRR, ZE MU A E
NN 3 7 BRSO
SN 7 SR T M
5 (IR RIS T AR

BB ER, J7H T 2B
AR KR 31 KF-,

B4 WERA - A B . IR (Carter, 2014)
e O 28 MR AT S Bk} e T
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C R o = €l s By 2]

B - B33l 0 R IE A 717

NGRS T N TR N o T o T
10 B A AR SRS -« - AW HEAT, 383
VR T AN IS, X SR SRR R, 2
2 RGE N L RR . BT T HIN S YR
ANEG BN E BN, HNBH B AR
(A (R A ERAE——TCR); Ay
o LA 51 AT R S, R R i B Y
SERB(ED . A RHE——JOR); FUA RS 2 AR A
ENERAZ, WS IHAUE B R G T 2%
LR, SR BT RIAERE, TR AS [R] £ B i i i
GEANI T BB, ARETIER AT 2S8R, Jf {23
A 028 1 B el it o B BB i ar Z R (R 1),
TEFRARRE J136 B Z N (R IR, 248k 3 SR datoke 1
BA N A A EE BT 5, R4 SR Bt
SN S 10, AR 27588 2 jE LB N AR S
O RE S A RE R IG 0 AR, R Ry G R 2 A T N R e
KA RPN B, SREBA SR, N
Tk AR A S M R, S B A 1 O =X
FREE, MAEILERM T EMEZ TS FEE,
AAUAUEAM G AT, 38 0T LA i 378 1% PR 5 ml
VER AT

1H 33 BB R Y — s 2 AR CR B W A
[ AL A3 ) 35 TR A BT iR, H2 X Y
AR SE TR AR, M2 AR . U R
LR ER

X, Martin 25(2003, 2007, 2018)3 Hi 4 I ]
JIE 1 SR AU B P T B Y S R . WAL 5 TR,
Martin %55 4 8K 53 S 19 4~ 4 B2 Odb A C RS
R A FN) . AR gm Tk BUR XA R
(Humor Styles Questionnaire, HSQ) (Vrabel et al.,
2017; BEMOEE, AR, 2007, W 4, 2011),

Horp, BEXFA O A E (R BR 3 1)
SRR, BB FRAE T SRR E O, T R
X 1), A N3 TR GE AR 1Y BCR 3 1) AR R,
B 0 = e R AN M A i B 2 b
A FRSRAF N SRR XA A & B
ANIEH Z 48, 3l TR B Bl R 5 ) SRk, RP
SEABL BRI . WO, SRR, ANEEW
(W B B 00) AR 8, RIS AUy B . DU
AR ST SR W 5 L KU ) o 7EBIRE ) B SR ad 1R
o, T 22 R SR IE T Y ARER, T 2 3k A AN 3
A RER 3 E SRR 2 S 3 ) B R 1 — R
R 15U

> SE
BE AEH
(BR R 36 L ETE)

BREFAIAR | | BRIZMEIIR
& || HAT Self-enhancing Self-defeating
humor humor

3 SR, SRR
(EAFFISHERD Aggressive
XA Affiliative humor humor

Bl 5 DU ) B i R XUAS A 7 (Martin, 2007; Martin & Ford,
2018; Martin et al., 2003)

MYREH SR, R A AN R RS,
[) B 27 25 0 LG SR AR B G M), AATTAE A BB T
B, RAEHS, ERHp, AR R
(flow experience)dk “[F IR K (optimal experience).
(HZ AR A4 X PP 5 00 PEA O AR 3, BR T &%
JE SRR IR 2= RS T 20k, BB A
A B B 7 AT R AL T R R EURT Pk A, S TR
1o W A G PR S T AN WA L 3E 1 R R ARG,
RIS 7 0 BRE e JRe AL I 2 47 IR T P R B

Csikszentmihalyi ¥ $k % -5 B 71 539l VE S i Ale
RSP bR, PRERAMER S, B NWREIA =
FHAL, H AR5 8\ B R 2 (Csikszentmihalyi,
2014a), JoAr =R RS CEE T BB S
BEEAHICEC”, 4 H C e B © Iri g iy s
W, A1 RE I A B Fh sy AR 5 2 v A A
T I P PR AR AR, A CRB S R, S ek
B 5E R8T IE B R RAS, aX ROIR 2 Y conie g
(arousal), NIl 6a iR, MAE ST R TP, AL
2B EF 38 P4 (PT Re Ak 42 il 5 HORS RIR 2,
HXA B EA L AT IE, R A SR
PE T RN BE R R, AP REHE A AR
R BRTMRRE . FEHSERAF PR, A IR
L W IRIBSEAR KA RS o

J53£ Csikszentmihalyi (2014b)#5iX M EZSHE
RURTF A —A B R SRR, 4n& 6b FroR. N
R— D ANBIRETT G — A, AR A AT
REFR R HE A “RRImARS o A AW it i 20 4
REAS W7 AR5 20 b v e (R G, BEAE =24, B
iEA AW . AL TIERTRASR, 2K
LT AR TERES, S — Ll WA
Z UnfEE(anxiety) ol Toil(boredom), R T IR
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Bl (e )
fEHkiREY |!
‘ = |

"

f& Erd:

& 6 (a)l Csikszentmihalyi 4R 3 ELIE; (b) M4 Ui 119 3h 2 & J& 145 KU (Csikszentmihalyi, 2014a, 2014b)

A F AR A ELIE (flow channel)” W25 237 24 b 42
kR ECE H R, AN . M ICHE R (boredom)
Hh i SR B IR R A — 2E X A O A PR S
W Rl AT . A AR %R
525 ORI S A EF A R v Sk By B, TG
Wk 25T, s i AR IEFN B2
O); H—A APl ki F o B Ee ), &
JEE 2 IR — AN A P BT A i P XE IR B, T — HL
WENT HEAET, SIS Bl 3] ©);
MM NIRAREHIEIR, S PRingatE
—AFEXFPE L AR ST, o PRt DA AR it AR
A A ERRIRAS ¢, MR TIERE, W
R[] — WA, o2k 204, Ab Tl
R, BEHEFLAESOA DI 5| E S5 M D2
F| E), LAAEE YA S A O RE ) EUE BN A
TEAPRAR . R30S & SRR S 28 3 1 G R4,
FEORTEPRER A& M, PREURRE R, WoNRE
85, TR ES2FAE M INARE I TR, Y54 #0
FKRYEHRT, MBI A S, KA

4 NEERZE

B 1 IR O DAE T 3 I RGNS,
I 48 5% e A1) 35 7 B9 e oy o AR IS T B SR
e BB A —2F, R s, 27
AVA A, WESEAE H ORGSO ),
AR M, HEREECA
NHIBE 1 AR 22 5 RE Al B4 I O A B A 3k —
AHEMB N, WX — i Bk, —UIHF R
FEANE SRR BR A E A RET, RAEMHMS
FARE I ARG BIE T SR, RAMEZR AL 1E4]
1 71 B R A MR e Ty SXaT DIOR S R A B ke

A S SRR TIORGOS A AR 1 B
RY . ANERIRMS 54 B A VG IC 0 SR 255,
WSR2 AR A T R, AR E A
M ITINHIK -, R38R — L M ik, A8
SEPR LA LAY IR BT SRR, ISR AR R BT A UI A O
F . T BRI e HR A X A% N
o WX OIEE 2 23 AR BIRES
HE KRR, 30 RER RIS 2Rl i )
o ey sl A5 B, WETTRZ R B AR T AR,
200 BBl TR BN S T AR, kel S5
DL 3 P 0 O 2k 4T 36 3 (little-c X everyday
creativity)o A2 Y KN 846 I #E R R 0 S 0], 5
AR R R, K AR HE
B, MHK TSP NS AR, KT8
TE I 2T R, AR R IR L — TR o AR Y A i
PEAHE . Z G HEATATZ U, W RSk £ 5K
(professional-c), 7£45Fp 4 M/ERY, &4 4
& A B PE R R (Big-C), B —A B IRSLEM
Ao

R . EIRRRIT E, A EWis
VA K S B A5 7T LS 7 2R G A R Y R
1 IR FR IR R R AR S ERE ST
M, AT 2R EH B SRR, A
WEAR AT DL B3k T IR SR R SR R A —
TN LT AR G IR DG, A TRy I,
i LI B V8 T L Sy S o) S0 4 T F) B 3 D VR A
T HRRME—F BB IR . BeAh, Ak Sk aRm
WS — A SR ST T O B A R, B
— B WAL, WA H PR BUR, RARTT L
WA, HA AW R o BT ) AR
RIFEARSESE, AT LATE3ET SR iy SEUEHFSE b hn LA #
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Wisdom minds with creative wings: Igniting creative dynamics
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Abstract: Creativity is an interwoven system, encompassing individuals, groups, society, culture, etc. The
cultivation of creativity should also be systematic. In this paper, we integrated some creativity-relevant
theories to generate practical advice on the challenges of supporting creativity within the classroom. Based
on previous research on creativity, we put forth the “Butterfly Theory of Nurturing Creativity” to give a
bird’s eye view of nurturing creativity. In this theory, the core and premise of being creative are both to
have creative impulses or creative dynamics (i.e., dynamic systems). We generalized the conditions
supporting the dynamic systems into “two forewings” named capability and vitality (i.e., the supportive
system). At the level of capability, creativity calls for general cognitive ability, multimethod enlightenment,
attention to metacognition, and efficient knowledge information management. At the level of vitality,
creative dynamics also relies on the satisfaction of basic psychological needs, the healthy development of
personal traits, and reasonably supportive social interaction in an inclusively social and cultural
environment. Besides, if an individual wants to fly freely in a creative life, he also needs “two hindwings”
(conducting daily creative thinking and problem solving; forming creative habits and a creative personality)
that should be constantly improved in daily life to adjust the balance (i.e., the regulating system). We argue
that people who are creative show motivation to make novel and appropriate products in their domains of
interest. Creativity cannot be taught unless teachers find ways to intrigue their students’ creative impulses.
Intrinsic motivation, like interest, is the greatest autonomous motivator. The key points of this paper are to
find what the essence of interest or fun is and how to raise it. Combining theory with practice, this paper
also shows a general way to activate fun or interest in the classroom.

Key words: BSI model, the butterfly theory of nurturing creativity, intelligence current, fun theory, incongruent-

resolution theory, the humor style model, the dynamics of flow model





