LFR2=3E 2020, Vol. 52, No. 10, 1178-1188
Acta Psychologica Sinica

© 2020 FrELOHIZE L
https://dx.doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1041.2020.01178

MRS ENNER: BRKENATIER

;1,2 =

E N

=

7

2,3

& g7 2

(XA R T R EBRRT B, dEET 100029) CIEE RO 2, JbaT 100084)
ComN K22 30 R T M A P2 b, P 92093 22 [) (IEHE K EFIINTT R A= 1%, Il 518055)

=

TR T B  AiE SRR, LSRR R RIS E T . SE8 1 SRIVESITER AT 55

VI PUH AL R R QIS T o SRR, BT BUT S, PUMSCARIT T AR B B s i A3 g o 52
56 2 R T RIRT AL S, I TR B T S5 R, Y SE MR A | R R KA 5, A
BT B, PSR T A ar tE RS @ PR R TS AR T 24 58 UG AR
REKATR 5 I, BUHSSR BB A AR . Wt it, FUA 008 T 55 ZOR e i RK-F RO B e, BUB SR
A REPEHEQNIE I KA . BEET S, AW X T2 -5 B3 1 DL S # R K15 Q13 ) i 7 26 Lot — 2
BB, XTSRS TS, BAREAERIE RACT M AR & A, BN T2 A Uit 2= e i B3 J1 7K

KB B IR T ROIOR: TR
FES B84

1 515
1.1 [ORRiE S

TERHRGHUR Y S AT AL, QRIS 2 2
R AT B — D EH G, BlE IE R —
FHTCAEATERIMES, S AN [F U AY O B2 5 3 [
BTG R8 (Simonton, 2000), KEWFFT A B, BIH
A SEL % AR AR A A 2 V) 38 AC Uit 1Y 45 2R (Mumford &
Gustafson, 1988; Paulus & Nijstad, 2003; Sawyer,
2006), 15 B3 . HIRAS I (Monge, Cozzens, &
Contractor, 1992)Ph J 4553 X T8 38 38 i A 70 1Y
1E 7] )2 i (Shalley & Gilson, 2004)#F2x {2 fd Af1728
BEMEAE S FE, AEPea —FE o
M AT A2 i, B, AR AR L OE 1Y 3SR i A &k A
B A BE A% JB% RN B T 21 R A A a3 K A o ]
n, YR T R s AN, AR B B A7k
PR AT E R A S A AS; H— AR A
[F] 22 Bb Z [ AR 2 BT B I, AR 2R 27
4 B AT R & AR AH L] Y AU o X e [ 4 R R AZ U
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W, MR, TEESEATHR M A & A I Y < T 58 it 2
BRI T BA WK E ST 38 i M A
JIHYSCHR T, R Z2 B0 5 A R LS R AR AL T
FIBIE 77 5% 2 (Monge et al., 1992; Lu, Akinola, &
Mason, 2017), FIAR/AGWF 588815 38 i 10 X A1) s
FIRENR o AR OB T 58 0 A2 75 2 5 1 )
1, VAR T5UA 52 It 5 me B 3 g i AR . ELRDE
FEIMEL . RS AS T AR kA . AT AR T
WA A3 ZE I, TR 3 02 A5 AE i LE 5 1 T 252 )
B3 777
1.2 Eit5/E
1.2.1  GIE SRR

O 3 2 R 1) P00 1) 2 T A S AR A 1 ) AR
—Fpd R, B, Koestler (1964)IA K611 J7 I8 T4
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(A 5255 & BRI SRR o T R AR 2 D B 22 5 14D
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BRI BB R E, [, 33X — 7 W8 N Y e A% AE
Sz Pz I (Amabile, 1983; Barron, 1955), Amabile
(1983) it — 2 %38 T B3 1 19 55 — ki, BDH Er
() IX — AT 55 20 J R X AN 2 e Uy o ol
SEUL, AR TE AT 55 Y AR T M T Y, IR
2 T AL S5 1771, SRR Z o B Al i
J1o FA Y —TUTE 55 A 15 W i e pg At A R
RBLE B3 T o ASBESE RIS H T X ) X —
W& AE S
122 ZR5MENNXR

R 10 B2 R4S B 22 A SR RR R W T 52 T R
T /1Y B E A (Kanter, 1988; Lu et al., 2017;
Shalley & Gilson, 2004; Woodman, Sawyer, & Griffin,
1993), Ancona Al Caldwell (1992)#F5% % PA,
BA B 7% B ) BB 22 B M BB A8 12 2 1T Ak 53 1) 255 141 BA
HRERAE UL, X AR SMEBAC i AT LA — 20 0 A R
X% A BB B PR . Monge 45 A (1992)%f 21
AT A I [a] P S AR I, PS5 28 IR DG 1 22
(AR BRI AT ARV 38 ) B A% F50I0 20 23 R 5% il 7
AR BB, T2 LB =1~ 53
BLAH S 0 A8 B (S IEPE AT | 3R 25 1 28 R i 4
2 e ) WA 3 A A8 Pt 7 FH o

ik 25 SCHR R 22 IR 8 38 T 5 4R RS A 3ok
B SN SR . van de Ven (1986)IA R
ARER T/ 2 B A5 58 T 55 A D1 L TR AR,
0 W 12 LA A ST ) AR N, DT BB A% T8 -4
INEL LA T AR . Aiken 1 Hage (1971)HIHF5E
K, & ARSI AL E 2R N AT
R A 963, DT AR A AR VR 45 38 . Ebadi Al
Utterback (1984)41 32 Jiit A7 B % 1% 15 4 AH R &
KWFE, RIACTAIMIER | il BRI Z ST R B
Fe A3 vy B BA BRI
123 FHARARSEIENHXR

BRI SR R LEA KRS
UERFSE, (EZ X T 3 91 52 3t an o] 52 me 61 38 77 1 ) it
AR DA W B AR AE AR B 221 58 B,
TP RAESEACHEE, ERSMAZRAC
B3 07 238 AN TR B TR, 3 T3 23 5 e 28 Tt
#J N %5 (Douglas & Sutton, 2003; Semin, de Montes,
& Valencia, 2003), X H vt m] GEALEE Py 25 1) A1 i
o WA SE B IE S % A (Shalley & Perry-Smith,
2001), AH b 7009 42 0 B PEA, WA A 2 AU PE AL
CERLT U A i) 2 AR T B A A T .

KT T AZ 0 A3 g i sE i pL ], — A R

&, U237 R ED A B G 2, SR RA A
R A1 & 1 sh L (Uziel, 2010); 1852, 1F K —Fh4h
BB, NG4S B A TE 2 AT BE XTI 3 2 6 T
20 (Amabile, 1985), L L, ML T L
W] 5% e 1) 3 ) B9 2518 IR AN —F . 4N Shalley
F1 Perry-Smith (2001)iz & F shHLEEIE Ok i B 1 19
TR ETEAS XTI 1E 7 52 ), (R IR A B S AL
TEH PR E R

AW 5T 223 A R Ty X 78 i AE s L 1k Y
FARE, M REZKF-BRE R PRI U S8 i Bl
RS2, f# K S FHIE (Trope & Liberman, 2010)4#
th, O SR B S I S AA N S A KT . A
M, OHEPEERRNE—MLUSE Y A 2 b2
HES Y F2 U002 1 s B Y 5 AL S W S,
FEEFE] .z ] dhey o RIRPEDAN MR, KT
MR A F Y R AR . BN, & TMA
AT, A/ g A 27 X AR TR 8
fEREKT, T8 A0 )8 T BAR R R K. L
FERFFE R, T I O B B RE A5l o T v 1Y) i
7K¥-(Trope & Liberman, 2010)Jf{di 154~ A& H A 41
& JJ(Forster, Friedman, & Liberman, 2004; Jia, Hirt,
& Karpen, 2009; Polman & Emich, 2011), XJZ&/HTF
TR 1Y A R A A R T AT T B 4 R A 1 )
1 55 W 3RS B A R B (Forster et al., 2004),
AL, XF T3 I B T B R, A AR R ] A% 8
B A9 15 B (Joshi & Waslak, 2014; Joshi, Waslak,
Raj, & Trope, 2016), i, 4% & & WP EZ L
TR, AT A g AR A LUEF, £
T A TR B A O I 2, 091 20 Bl R e A 3R
[a] . FERFOR A H 2 (Joshi & Waslak, 2014), 4
W AR B H OO FREE B G | BRI . BRI YR
A S BTPERE, A2 B TR R £ (Joshi &
Waslak, 2014; Joshi et al., 2016), X EEHF 57 Fr ¥ 3- #Y
S F S PR B AL T A SR B < T 320
EENMEEESE D, 5T WAL MRBEEE LR
AR BB Z AT 5E B o BRI AT LA R, 238 Y
THARZ I T A BEAKF-, 38 2k 98 3 4k 2 D\ e 171 52 il
TR NE

gi b, ASWRIT IO, 24X A i e AR A, A
IR AELERYPEAE 5 (Ward, 1994)3X Fil 75 B4l 42 8% 1k
A1 Jry AR AT 55 i R B T Z 00 ), 4 g i
WEFEAR I :

R 1 AARTESS R BN T AT 32 B
FEI T AN T
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WEr ik, eSO, MR R K
- g5 (Joshi & Waslak, 2014; Joshi et al., 2016),
AT DA, U A i 5 | & i A S R 4E RR 8 i A5
IRAE TG EER AR = i B KP4 55 Th AR R TR 47
OSSN U U P OEER <8757 0 g A = O 2
fif BEIK - B3 A 55 R ARAS AT A R B . I AnERE
RS [1] 2 25 B8 5 | & v i B 7K - (Trope & Liberman,
2010), [EAFASAAE IE Ry A2 B v il R 7K T )
BRI E A B, HIIEARRR A AAE 0 2B AR 1Y)
A BE 7K Y- 7] R B 2 3045 B 47 (Forster et al., 2004).
FE RS T, AT AR

fBAE 20 O AE A A A v A R 7K ST 1 )
FEAAE S R T R B3 T, AR AR R K T
(AN 7 AR AT 55 RS B A 3 ) g
1.3 HETHR

ARG 30 5 A Sk A3 S AR R 1 SR
W2, WFFT RIS HELRANIE 1 /R . Amabile (1982)%}
B3 ) PR O s AR Al 0 W SR A AH B
ST HBPE AL — A 77 i I 43 SA R 7 o A A Y,
B2 3XA = ot B A3 )7 Al S E R 1R
TR L BGRAZ 7= b AR DS ATU & 5 . Pl T X 8T 45 1
FEFIEER), ff P B AR AR B Y, B )
1 BRI R LAY o Silvia 45 A (2008)38 i 461517
il 45 5 5 00 5 7 M 6 K MG HEFE DA ) SR K%
BRI OE FR, & B A AL 7 X B KA AL
B FEARMFGE BT A AT 55, A fml &y =03
FEF R ST 0 F TR ASBIE ST A S B R 4y
S R 25 48 P AH 4241 55 (Polman & Emich, 2011;
Ward, 1994)5 ¥tV &7 4 4T 55 (Forster et al.,
2004; Jia et al., 2009), 33X PG IH FH 96 1 4F 551
VA [ TR A DL 1%, JF BNV Ry
PERENR, RS i o SO PP A A T A0 1 g il
ito XFRIE S, BT g AR 32
SPF53A8, Bl IR ATt . AR . B dr e
GBI TN . b, W M R SO T
SR EB AT M AR SR IR 28 ) i ok
FEVE, T A Pk A AR AR G SO Ay [ 24 A o R R
(Plucker & Makel, 2010), S5 1 4R HUH AC it
UNAT B Wi 7 25 AR PR AT 55 AR B e iR s g s
55 2 SR FH—A 8 1A ik 3 X ——0 B = A AT
%, PR 5 B K A B A8 -5 A3k
KR RATER .

2 SR

A

B (/) Y BlEH

K1 WRSER B HE 2L

2 SEEe 1 IS AIE T B

2.1 XEHEM

AR SR FH A5 A VR 44T 55 (Polman & Emich,
2011; Ward, 1994)4] 45 51 W 28 9 X Al s ) g 5
e o A S A LM IR A B9 IR = AN ARHE A2 Tt T30
Ao L 1A A8 Tt U s 2 A E T = i B T
22 WMRFE
2.2.1 #HIXFFARIKIT

ARSI Ry R R A ] SE g e, H AR G T
WIZEF A0, AR R 2 m A2 A3 25 1455
5y h AL S 1R AT R ER AR M) R HE R

WA 1N RFES ST %8, S 55%
PTG R 1, FESSIR s ol 5 B Y 1 = 5 U0,
AR T MM . —1 S5 E TR0 0] 24
VERE I IR) 8, B R W A B &b, Rk, ARsE
B BHE Sr BT B A REARICR 110 N (& tE 65 N, B
P45 A5 M =20.19 %/, SD = 1.59 %),

2.2.2 SLIEHR

()T AE T A ER R ) o MR i A Sk i 7
#(Joshi & Waslak, 2014; Joshi et al., 2016), 5 JGTi
IAAE i 2ok 4 T TR LR o IO S I A ) Bl
N ——TH IR A 58 A RN AT 55 T 5
B Z S5, R P2 HE S PR RE S a0 2, R Ak
W—, IR E LU X 7 R R AR
VR o TG T A8 i AL B 1 e —— i 4 B R
M H SERSNE NS AT 5 o VR 2 I SR E 4
s, LR HE AR EAT SR AN ME B #EFT T
it o X —F8 18 AT LU 80000 gk a0 28 9 sk G
LK T (Joshi & Waslak, 2014) .

()83 77 W AR} B3 7 I R FH 2
LER R 4T 55 (Polman & Emich, 2011; Ward, 1994).
PP S T T TR 10 A4 A RN
2 W4T 55 . BAIEHT A SC#R(Polman & Emich, 2011),
BATEZAT 5 P IS 1 O Har k. S T4
RERE, ATIPAGE B o ar k. w1, R
5 Amabile (1982)AYIFAL N, WAL SeA T fi 52
55 B AU A TF 53 AR At 1T 7 32 0050 W7 X T
s R B B 3 7GR A M) #EA T T ST Y ST
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(1 = EERARIET ... 10 = R A,
P PES NP B 34— 2P (Cronbach’s a
= 0.80), PRIHCHRPIAN P43 1P S50 S %) T2 1
AR IR EPE Sy o R, AR DITESS M AT
% ik (Polman & Emich, 2011), PF4 AXFAMEA
2z RS S R AT (AR HbER A )RR B 64T Tl
SEVEAL, R 3R AR P A A B 22 AR 2 i T 2 A
BI3E T o PIALPE ST N RPE S5 IR AR BT B0 i — Btk
(Cronbach’s a = 0.79), F KW A9 E5F01E R
AT RF IR o B A 3 VTS 5 B A R AR O R
JASEFE B 3 77 GBI &7 1) Y I ST R A

()47 il A2 N £ b R e B LAAE A T F o b
WOLR P AR i (3% Forster et al., 2004; Hirt,
Devers, & McCrea, 2008; Jia et al., 2009; Lu et al.,
2017y I, OB ke 7 AR XX
BEARHATIFN (1 = BeAFE .. 7 = B2
T o 32K LR AR A 5 XA 55 B GR FR B (TR FE
B IXATLIAT557) . EAZ TR EE (TR L IAT 55
JERLER, R Z XA SLIRAT 55, Cronbach’s a =
0.87). ARS8 AT 55 I I S ALK P (“Fo 58 i 52 30 AT:
PR 0y, <A HE A O ARSI 0 1 58 BT
%7, “IA AR L RAT S PRI A C 1)
777, Cronbach’s o = 0.68),

(ARAERG IR o B R AT T A2 i 2H 5 TE 1
2SI A AN 5 2238 T A TUN AT G S50\ (Joshi
& Wakslak, 2014), #i7F5 [\ ML K 2K, IR
T Jo 2 A5 e N g — N R e R B R 2 [m] 2
it % 1 B3 O TR0 52 i 2 [T 28 <5, e U 32 I
2L ] 28 S B Bl A0k oA TE B S 48 i L R i
YER: S, HEHRR AR 22 b T LGB . 31 4
B TR B A R ARG B0 R, B R A
b &2 A Vi
223 IR

Pl B AL 2o 150 2 A7 U A2 i 4 0 G LA 22
TAH, LA WU RS i el e I AE i A 1 T TR
SE AN BN AT 55 o 2y AT 55 B Bl 7 58
56 AT 55 B AR v, F R A Bl 38 T vk W vk
A A, Bl Je s S A R e T 52

Tio SEMBE AT S5 5, Wk gk 2 50 sl i A8 f )
ARL, JEIERAER R, B, SEE N DU
W25, TR RS UL, 5 ag
PR O E e 2/l N S i = T SN S0 a8 NS I i S ¢
P X5 0 Ve 44 5 T o
2.3 ZINHER
23.1 EHT=E

DIAAERE . =32 WM OG5 BT F- 3y
B9 BINE R = A1 i A8 B e B 1A 4y, o B 36 A
(A RO TE AR T | 22 JE Bl E R AR TE 22
o MAIAEA t KIS RERY], TS X K
HISEIR AN B35, £ (108) = 1.52, p= 0.13; FiASS Hi Xt
2N 2, £ (108) = 0.32, p=0.75; Tl
WA SHHLI S A B3, t (108) = 0.02, p =
0.99. B, 75 B 73 A i oA FRT e I s g
il AR i
232 BlE&EH

ARSI (A /T8) h H AR &, B3 117450 A
AR AT SRS t RIS, e B T B8 T A A8 ik
#,1(108) =338, p=0.001, d = 0.64, TASTHiLH
HET A ER (M = 4.59, SD = 2.13) L ETIIAC i
HM=3.31,SD=1.87)H &, LIFUHACH(A/T)H
HAS R, BT RRE R O AR RE R AT BT FEAS t A
55, RILWUIASH ROV B3, t (108) = 3.18, p =
0.002, d = 0.61, THHHAC L2 i vp B 4 (IE b Bk
AYNRFIESRE(M = 2.04, SD = 1.26) L EHUI AL i
H(M=1.26,SD = 1.21)5 5, XJ P AR i Fll 25 458 il A2
Eg LN E SN IOETBUN c s R € ae U
2.4 iFig

S 238 SR 3 ek X 22 1 v A i g i AR A
TP R A FR OB AR R B, AR 2 St
AZEH A O EAERE, SR B R B
BrartE, BATE ZAEHERAE YR BURRE . IG5 R
KW, EASCHBPMELT, MESRIHHER
BIREIARTE, SRS 1, 00 oy P 45 e Ak,
W ZH IR XAT: 55 1Y AR JEE | =252 M58 U T 55 1Y
Sl AR B 0 25 5, WD HERR T ik s g i AR

b Al

F1 TRMBAXAZETHMFESS . METFTER. 2BE. ZZEMIHN
. A A AR IEEL R R il
T AE i
M D M D M D M D M D
H(N=53) 4.59 2.13 2.04 1.35 1.47 0.95 5.05 1.30 5.38 1.02
Jo(N=57) 3.31 1.87 1.26 1.21 1.77 1.10 5.13 1.46 5.37 1.03
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HRHEADEFE BB HESR, T0UHAAC It 8 4 $2 1=
PV (I il 52 S0 )k i 4t v ) )y o AR SR rh
K FH 04 45 46 1 A8 G A 5 T AR i S R AR A SR
B4 (Ward, 1994), R, 7EWIsHimt, ASARE
M R ACTE By b gk g o (HUE, ARSI T
AN RT3 — ML HEAT BRI E . SC50 2 #%
FE I At 38 2 AT 55 i A K - 1% 9 1 4 T BIL
PEAT 3R (3 T 9895 B9 P A 56 75 75 3 WL Spencer,
Zanna, & Fong, 2005),

AN, BAR FUEAL (e.g., Amabile, 1982; Silvia
et al., 2008) FIFr a1 F# i 5 & P74 (Polman & Emich,
2011; Ward, 1994)#%) 1z iz H T0IxE 1 arse, if
HAR S A LT B 45 o BT e i — 3k, 3
X — AR B B 1 3 M ELVE A bR o 5N B
—, BRI RTA . R R A
JIHIA% 04 B (Amabile, 1983; Barron, 1955), il
A& A2 A 5 A A 38 ) 0 A AE BE AT SR A R B E . R
THRANX — AR, SEG 2 R FH—ASHT A il
B —ARE 7T 55 (e.g., Jia et al., 2009), I
WA AR T AR A i
HEATVEA .

30 SEER 2. fRREAKCFAET ACTRY
M) 2138 77 H 8 1

3.1 SEHE

TESLHS 1 YRR B, 5250 2 SR A — S nd ik
IR —B 55 (e.g., Jia et al., 2009)
E— 2R U A2 % B 3 ) B sE s [RR, ARSI
5 3 B RS 55 A B 1) i T 7K T T T 400 32 ik 5 el
B B PETVE T o ARSEIG AR, 78 5E B A R
TRV A3 AT 55 B, 004 A2 Ui 2 A B i g o
i, TAE 58 AR AR KT B B3 AT 55 B, T Ag
Vi ZH B A PR A B3 e

T A i BE K T AR b= B 1 0 3 = 15 S AL,
B 2AESE EAR | s AR B K A 55 1, 48]
A i R A AN HI I AS 2 X0 AT 55 6 L A A i3
EM . MZT, RATES S ERG . BT
S5 B, T AZ I AT R I A A i 0 B 4R Ty X i R
KPR sh A4y, JHEealE ). F5 b, DA
5% (Forster et al., 2004)il 14155 2 54 4 18 35 VE
FW, fRBE AT 0 B B 5 S B3 1 L . H
T B S i PE s At s, Y
L PRER B FEAE 5 ARl 2 b (Joshi et al., 2016), FATHE
DN e o 7 P, i e P 52 2 il )3 g B ML

3.2 ARFE
3.2.1 #WiAS5 WK

AL W R R A L g ke, 3 AR A
WA T (A /70) R 55 ff B K F- (R /IR, R 1 A8
PRI AR AN S ) G AT PR ) . ARR I AR (R SE )
FARE 45 BE QR ) . XSl S48 ba sl 1z i
FHF 0 % SO AT 55 TR B B35 T (e.g., Jia et
al., 2009).

RIS 5H R 155 A RKFEHP, 3 45
WA LT, B A PN AL 5. B
KIREARBCN 152 (&ctk 65 N, B 87 A5 4k
M=19.78 %, SD = 147 %), IiAS5HMEE T
AR, IR T A Ekdim
3.2.2 IGMH

(OIUH S A ER SR, 55256 1 AH[E], T
W22 A B AT B R SR E 4 H
PR WS4 ;T T4 52 AL 2 A s e 25 R, 5
SLEAT S5 IS, AT BEAE R RE A S EE N R — 44
SE R A O R

()83 77 WA} B3 7 I R 25 Y
B E =4 AT 55 (Forster et al., 2004), i 5 Sopish
M EX LT REAN PG HRTREZNEA
B HAF G g, WiE, R4
B Z T AT A AR BT, g AL
53 E BIIRAf B 7K - 20 A0 B 3l 0] 1 28 1 b A ]/ 4
SAATHRIE . AT S Bk B T 00 & g B K1
Y 28 i 22 <47 ARl i 3% (Behavior Identification
Form, Vallacher & Wegner, 1989), TMi%l %)X —1% i
e Gt ) A B AR A 55 I 4 B D Forster 58 A
(2004), TEX —AF 55, “ R At Il A3 o il
IR, <8 A B 1R) AR AR A BE K OF- (Trope &
Liberman, 2010),

5 LR AR B A AT 55 1 F 5T (e.g., Hirt et
al., 2008; Jia et al., 2009)Z5/pL, A 52563 i< 731
AR AR 3 N YERERITHIRE Sy e, B
AT SR B AT O A P I R, AR M
i CIR - SR et S N iR G S G 7L s (8 e
AN [R] Il 25 1) 2% H L

50 1 20, Ay M R A R 4 B bl PR
7 5 SE AN HE 5256 H A A 93 43 Nl Sz k45
(1= EalAelE ... 10 = HHA A T)).
WAL PE 5 N BT o B A 85 5 1) — 2P (Cronbach’s
a= 0.87), KPR B0 AR AT AT
P53 o ABEPEVEAr TS T ARSI phseh
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AR M PTG ¥k (e.g., Hirt et al., 2008; Jia et al.,
2009), 4 SCHR T 208 B AT 28 SR AT A R IA 48 OF:
il b, Z 5 RIE AR ERT A F S 2 5
T R W PR K T
2% B8 A

G)EE A Em E R, 535 1 MIE, L5 2
[ A T i AR . 5232 )% (Cronbach’s o =
0.90)F18hHL(Cronbach’s o = 0.80).

(DERAER IR, [RISEE 1, BT A ks i o
THAERS
323 XEIE

BB BENL B R 4 4L, 2B A FU S i —
ff A 2H . PSS i — I ek 4 . JE T AC
Tt — e i T K T AL RN TG T 28 i — I A R KT 4
RTEA R A48 T35 T I 58 A AT 55 . 558
55 1 L, AR AR S el Sr SE R, S8 AT
it A, FE A AL BRI TR Mg w25
%, Pkt Ieik 5 b il sk R0 738 . ek
BIE AR 555, WOR Ak 25 50 s il A8 5t 5 44
Bh, IF IR ER R I R, B, SEER N DR B
RS, #ATEEFE U, & AU A
B 2 T ok A B BS AT .
33 XWHER
331 =HITE

VIR | S22 B8 | WU OC % H T4 11
H 50 BIE R 3 A il A8 B 4 i A5 40 o 43 DK =4
P A AR oy R AR B HEAT 2(TASE I : A3 /TE)
2(fE S5 AR = AR B R 2 Ty 225386

SRR, X TRAKIE 7, BUHA I F54
MARE, F (1, 148) = 0.13, p = 0.72; {L55f#FEK
A RO A B, F (1, 148) = 0.02, p = 0.90; T
38 I 55 4 55 ff B K 7 19 28 HAE H R AEAS B 3%,
F (1, 148) = 0.35, p=0.55., Z5{UIHh, X T =232 M
W, PSS ESOV AT E, F (1, 148) = 1.29, p =
0.26; 1155 M ReAK T ERN A RE, F (1, 148) =
0.74, p = 0.39; WIS 51155 K V- 58 AR
A B3, F (1, 148) = 0.84, p=0.36., ), VAShHL
RAR R, WSRO AR, F (1, 148) =
0.30, p= 0.59; £ BKF- 09 B A B3, F (1,
148) = 0.87, p= 0.35; MEMZHAEMIARE, F
(1, 148) = 0.35, p=0.56.

TR AS R, WA BEAE] B AR R R
N R E A EAE YR B . ik, s 5
ST AN B X e s i AR i

332 BliEAR
X} ¥ AT AR A AT 2T A . A /) x
2SR . BRI R Jr 225081, 2551
R, BUWRSHAY ERN A BE, F (1, 148) = 1.66,
p=0.20; {5 MREKT0 ERE, F (1, 148) =
15.96, p<0.001, ) = 0.10, @& flE B4 (R H47,
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Abstract

Early research on creativity viewed it as intellectual skills and thinking styles, or as a personal trait. In
recent decades, however, researchers recognized that creativity can be influenced by social contexts, and
therefore can vary within individuals. Among the social factors that significantly increase creativity,
communication is a substantial one. Past research proposed that the generation of creative ideas is often a result
of communication among different people. However, little research investigated how anticipated communication
might affect creativity. This omission is striking because although communication helps to refine an idea, some
important original ideas often come up before any communication actually takes place. In generating these
original ideas, would differences in levels of creativity already manifest for creators who expect communication
versus those who do not? Without any prior exchange of knowledge, skills and ideas, would mere anticipation of
subsequent communication influence creativity? The current research examines the influence of anticipated
communication on creativity and the moderating role of construal levels in this process.

Experiment 1 adopted a structured imagination task to explore the main effect of anticipated
communication on creativity. In this experiment, each participant performed an alien-drawing task. We
hypothesized that the anticipation of communication, as opposed to no such anticipation, facilitates creative
generation in drawing aliens. Experiment 2 used a new paradigm — an idea generation task — to measure
creativity and examined the moderating role of construal levels required by the task. In this experiment, we
devised two creative generation tasks that varied in their construal levels. Both tasks centered around the same
topic—greetings. The high construal level task asked about why one should greet others whereas the low
construal level one asked about how one can greet others. We hypothesized that for tasks with a high level of
construal, anticipated communication facilitates creative generation, whereas for tasks with a low level of
construal, the anticipated communication group no longer has the edge.

The results of Experiment 1 showed the influence of anticipated communication on creativity. When people
anticipated communication, compared with when they did not hold this anticipation, the aliens they drew were
considered as more creative. Results of Study 2 suggested that when responding to why they greet others, people
displayed more novelty and flexibility when they anticipated communication than not. However, when people
responded to how they greet others, the effect of anticipated communication was no longer present. That is to say,
construal levels play a moderating role between the anticipation of communication and creative generation, and
the anticipation of communication only enhances creativity when the creative task requires high-level, abstract
thinking.

Taken together, the studies build upon past research on the relationship between communication and
creativity as well as research on the relationship between construal levels and creativity. For abstract creative
tasks, expectation about communication is sufficient to bring about an increase in creativity even before any
informational exchange happens. Creativity can be promoted before any communication actually takes place, as
long as communication is expected.

Key words anticipated communication; creativity; construal level; moderating effect





