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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

ZEEEXERRENL. RERRESHENNXR

® &' BwE? HEX kER

(LRI B B, ER 250358) (5P IS e A dn L2 e, TFHE 250200)

B OE CUELSHRENEFE—AAVNEATRGECFA, 128 G TIHRBAREE L IRE L Z AR 24
BHY ST AMAR T RABR T EEF R, AR F R, BT 0 AT A 6 AL
BT RACEFARGRE, EARFESLAREZ Ry, RIEAEFHR AR TREAREAEL FRBE
REMRAMSREAHat T EDPHFRBETIE, KFXA S ERAALER . RERTARLRH 3T T4
AR LR AMINE, SZme) ) A IEEHRTE R, SFERABRZ L SHRFARZELRKFE
REAER A e T AR RITIRE, BARFANE R (DBLA S ShtX AR FRAEX
548 W RXRZNAAFE, BB FAUBEXSCRAAXGEAR, QO HAhe AR, #—F X KA FTH
WX ERERFERLEE S AR REFREXZEASEE AR PUPANER . KARAY THF %
H 8 E VLA RR], R X T AR 5 2R a0 i ) % e 69 4 A ALl 69 B AR

XKER 4k, AR, FE, ANEES, DNA ¥R

SES  B84s
1 o fRH AT R BRI A AR G T2 B S0 H W7 35 45 AN R BE RN,
R i FUIE % 905 13 9 AR 6 0 38 15 15 B 8
G R, TS S TR ;Tm@ 1E & B 5 0 A 26 B9 it 5 5 B

T 3BT AT B A ROR B A O TR, TR NS
EHEEROH AT, Q1 AR 2RI
Ak Hy LA 35 A5 SO R R TR, TR (R A2
PR AR W ILR . X T 52 m )8 710 fe 5
B R R R R 1A T 50 8 € AT R s L e At
o RHBAEFRIBFFE, PFEE A T i
1% 5 P8 X3 A A2 S AR Tk, R
FE R B Ty BA v A AR B B8 AL RO K =
855300 (Canter, 1973; Grigorenko et al., 1992;
Nichols, 1978; Reznikoff et al., 1973), ijiX &k %k B
W45 B T A 5E Y X FF (Hur et al., 2014;
Kandler et al., 2016; Piffer & Hur, 2014; Roeling
etal., 2017)c SR, Fh T 5E BEAT MR AL A 0F 50 L g
18 3o AN [ il 2 O 2R A AT AH [) FAS [ R 45 v

T ELIE M R B e A3 iR S R
£, MRAWEEHRT KEWR, JFRE T F6
MR . X TRz Bl ) st R, WHE A
B oy ¥ st AL Wh 9 T B, KT 2 L e 24804 T
T 2 A RE S I A R R . X T
S A3 ) PR R g R B, SRR
AR EREE, U H R R BB X i ) B B
Wi, AN, XF T s R S B AL HAR PR &
R, 2 Ui AR O ik [R5 % #4508 1) 3t g BAT
HEWAZHAEM . VL EARR RIS, B0 25 IE Sk
T 2T BAROCHE N | I LA K A8 BAE
A RESE I LB MR 22 R R 2 —

AR IX BRI TE K B K IR TR A G T
B3 AR 25 5 TR Y R, R XS T 2 B AH
RHEM | G E PR LA K 25 52 BAE T X B3 g 1Y
I 20210519 WELERE, (47 — VI 4R AR L 3
* [ AR E 4 (32000758) B D ROy R, T H AR Z R T A
BEVES: 7K%%, E-mail: yinxingren1986@hotmail.com RS XA 1 J7 5% ) 431 A ML G T AR, (A

1911
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%29 %

W oA A% 5 BRI A St ke ke, T
Lt — Al s Z2 LR S D 5 SR SR S S HAE
PR B3 3 52 08 B VA 735 A= OB

UTAER, FMLIE A AT 5T Y D4 g FRATT Ak ke
X AR AL T RE . RIS AL S 2 L A
SR BRI HE & o 5 UKL N 2 DNA Bl 7 91 ik

JIR BSR4 38 A8 A R 58 N A 1) 28 s AL A AN ],

FWL 35 A% 27 2 NI A 5 BR BT AH BLAE Rt f, AT
FEH PRI G Y SR WL AL A i, TR A 2 R DY 4
DNA G8EE 751 A5G0 T, XF DR e S RN Rk
T A RL# (Bird, 2007; Jaenisch & Bird, 2003;
Petronis, 2010), 1E R X & LG22 04 J1#b 5
K, FRMBALAEIATNRE], B TR,
PRI DR TR A 0 2 gk oF i DR 2 A 2 L 33 £ 81 4
SO HE R TR RN B, JE TS AR B0 R
17N (Bagot & Meaney, 2010; Meaney, 2010; Roth,
2012; Szyf & Bick, 2013; Zhang & Meaney, 2010),

H R 0 BRAT Sy 1 2 WL a8t 4% 27 iF 50 K B,
PL DNA HUEAE Sy 3= AR 1 R s A2 1B 4 5 .0
AT A A PR 2 53 B DI AH OC (Moore et al., 2013;
van lJzendoorn et al., 2011), FH T BEME MR R S
B Z BB R MA >, 1305 L e s
PRIE A2 HAR F R0 BEAT S B 52w R v A A
(Barker et al., 2018; Mulder et al., 2017; Zhang &
Meaney, 2010), X &5 % B 4587 2 558 2 X
TIREE UL St 5 IR AL AR TN O BRAT N Y5
Mg AL, ] Aty itk — 25 i 78 SR BE BRI DL e 2 1
¥ R 5 B PR 5 5% B 3 45 28 AR G375 Ml 174
WL TAEMALE SR A YRR R, TR ER
B, FRATHEIN 22 U0 Jile A OC kPR iy WY R Al ] BB 52
e B i ) Ak 22 S S SR R, O BT B4R R 1k
F 92 BE IR 855 5 22 U e R DG 3k DR ) <A 2 N 40177,
TEFR BEFREE L) N 22 T M AR DG TR 5 R B R B8 A2 .
VEFAAS B3 7 952 i vy 8 OB R A 2 T AR L
il A4 £ £

YT, AT RN 2 U A 56 FE R 24k
SRR RIATE S, IF TR b,
— 2P 22 P A O HE R F AT SR E BRI DL e &2
B P A DG PR 5 R B 58 28 A X B 3 g 52 il
VR TR R . AT IR OC T30
855 DA R 3t A% 55 A58 58 A X8 ) 520 19 1
AYALE BN, IEE BT DR 48R i
I LA R 2 2 A R B 0 5 e g/ LR

2 EAMERIEK

21 ZBEERBEXERSHEAN

F Reuter 5§(2006) & & 1K TR 111943
T E R Lk, R E SR T — R 5
5¥(Ren et al., 2019; Z=WFF %, 2016; Kk %,
2013), BT EA MG L L BRI 238 7 50 s
I3 B FAR SR IR Z BE B A B U1K R (Boot et al.,
2017; Chermahini & Hommel, 2010; Cools &
d'Esposito, 2009; Flaherty, 2005), £ [ i 258 5
3 % T R DG BE PR B A T AR S B A G
WEGPE RN, Z3 THREWNZ kT, R
FE T e 5L D RO BIE ST R, BIF 5T 0 22 e ph 22
358 O3 g P ORH DGR R 5 B3 ) B S R AT TIRA
g, KB T ILAS W -O- W B 5% 7 il (COMT) &
. Z e s (DA IER . ZEHE D2 2k
(DRD2)AE[E | £ D4 52 /K (DRD4)EE A th £~
g 51 A R 2 A PENL S (Han et al., 2018;
Jiang et al., 2015; Lu & Shi, 2010; Mayseless et al.,
2013; Runco et al., 2011; Takeuchi et al., 2015;
Zhang & Zhang, 2016; Zhang et al., 2014a), It4h,
BT Z A TTIRBIE, IR E B T 2 K
2 356 O 3 (8 v A )RR PR 22 ) 52 HLAR T B3
My, Jf R BT — RN ETE Y R ] 1Y 22 9058
HAEH Murphy et al., 2013; Zabelina et al., 2016;
Zhang et al., 2014b) (5% 1),
22 RERESEIEN

XF TR RIIE R R EE RN R, BESEE R
KIEAL X ZEGE ML . G BE I8 AU M AL B3R 7
AR ANE T AT T REH 5 W TRE
Fog AL . RIERG S B NO KM, B&
MR BEAT 2 2 BT HAL . BRI 19 52 o B B3 45U G A2
& HA B R EAE H (e.g., Dai et al., 2012;
Zhang et al., 2018; 224 %5 2004; WifEE, H
4ksz, 2007, EBEF 5, 2009). X TACREIR TS
KB I, R BT A £X
T RERIAYHIR 7 S )N B i Ty HAT BUR G e
HEVER, MIHB A REZR Ty Ao B . &
il 24 1) 3% 5 A ) X B3 ) B T AR BT AR
JH(e.g., Fearon et al., 2013; Mehrinejad et al., 2015;
Miller et al., 2012; Moltafet et al., 2018; K5
85, 2014) i EIER MR, JE BRRISE R B T i
Z M BE T I TE R E IR KR, (H 23X et



11 ik Sk A ZUBAHCEER P L . REAE S A R 1913
®1 SEREXERSHENXEZNTERAREDN
sS4
EHOEG) BRI 3% 10 TR Eﬁig; L L
Reuter et al. 92 FA AR 3 45 ¥4 I 55 (BIS) 1 Ay COMT, DRD2 #E[H Taq IA (rs1800497)% &k 5
(2006) [GRLEPN i Inventiveness 43 i & DRD2 B3 Fy A, A AL SEALSE
AREA TR BRI T,
Lu & Shi 108 Williams £/ 7 B 11 46 COMT COMT #E[H Vall58Met(rs4680) % s
(2010) PIEBURARE  Torrance ] B 4E M 56 (1 TE) SRS BEME, B Val SR
BB E AT,
Runco et al. 147 KHURAED S . 24 4E % . K COMT, DAT, COMT 3£ [H Vall 58Met(rs4680)% &M |
(2011) Y EIN WAL . ESzAls iy DRD2, DRDA par mpy YyNTR £751:. DRD4 A
£% VNTR £ 5008 ) B EAH X,
Mayseless etal. 185 KEUBYENY . ZHik{L4%5 . DRD4 DRD4 %K VNTR £ &4k 5003 /1 5.3
(2013) FIIEARE Torrance @3 S8 4 5 vh iy 5] FSK, # TR S50 IR A AR R s
PEIAT: 55 A%,
Murphy et al. 147 KHURYEN S . 24 4E % . K COMT, DAT, COMT [ Vall 58Met(rs4680)% Z&M: |
(2013) =Y IEP N2 WALS . BRI g DRD2, DRDA 1 \r e pd vNTR £ 251 \DRD2 3 Taq
2% IA (rs1800497) £ & 1k . DRD4 2 [H
VNTR £ &P 776 B —ot
M=JCLHAEH
Zhang et al. 543 KHURYENG . £ Hi&Es . DRD2 DRD2 #: [H Taq IA (rs1800497) .
(20142) TEDUEARE  ppis 5 C957T(1s6277) . rs2283265 . rs1076560
L5 9 A LA A S R R 5 B g
FMK, Hrh, ¥4y 2SS L5
PELEE A FE IR (AN Taq TA B9 T S5 3L,
BV A1 S0 BE R sl ol A A SE R Y
AR CO5TT 1 CC FEH R Ay A4 B
A R 4.
Zhang et al. 543 EHURYEN G . Z eSS . COMT, COMT 3 Val158Met(rs4680) .
(2014b) TEDUEARE  ppis 5 DRD2 rs174697 15737865 Fl rs5993883 L4 H:
PG00 o WA, Hoh, WAz
AN AT R LA SEF (AN rs4680 11
A G ) 5 A A C . DRD2 5
H5 COMT #: R x5k /177 16 B E 1
TR BAEA
Jiang et al. 753 25 BTG (0] LR AT 55 COMT COMT 2 [H Val158Met(rs4680)F rs4630
(2015) DU ARE LAY SO B EMK, 154680 () A
ENEFEIN | 154633 BY T A FEK 51
18 JI A 0155993883 LA MANTE B Mk
56k )y @A
Takeuchi etal. 766 S-A QI3 7 55 DRD2 DRD2 3 [ Taq IA (rs1800497) % 251l
(2015) W ARE AR AL I IR RS S ma A 7
Zabelina et al. 100 Torrance A5 B 455 A fif COMT, DAT  COMT 3 [H Vall58Met (rs4680)Z£ 21k
(2016) FIMEARE f(ATTA) 5 DAT P4 VNTR £ 2 et 03 9 AL
A3 Wk 1] 45 (CAQ) B RENLEEM,
Zhang & Zhang 425 22 SR AL AT 55 DRD2 DRD2 3t [l Taq IA (rs1800497) .
(2016) RS YN 1s2283265, 151076560 %5 7 L&A
AT S B s BEASE . Hop,
HR o 2o A M A ) YR B2 45 3L 5 X (1) Taq
TA B T 407 5L, B AT 2540 ) 5 s
Bl SR
Han et al. 321 KB ZH&ES  COMT, COMT FE[H 155993883 £ 4545813 /1
(2018) PEBURARE oo mge. uiF s gerAT) PRD2 TEZIP
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AT BR AL OB AT R 20T, Xk 4 5E g R B
PR 28 %0 3 5 00 11 437 A B AL A R AT B
WM.
23 SEBREXER-HZERENZEERSH

&5

T AN K i 2 A% 5 PR 28 AR T i 45
B, H LB i & R K AR 22 5 0T iR
FH PR 35t 1 SO B DR R T e, T 1 A 3 [
1 I B9 45 3 (Bouchard Jr et al., 1993), % T4l )y
M5, 8% R AN [R] A A A X (] — B 5 1) SRR v
A BEAFAEZE 5, AN (R IR 58 % 38 A4 4% S5 A IR 1 4~
PRI AR TT BB BT AN ) o QSR AU 0 o offe iy
7R i R AR 2 S SRR, e R X A
55 858 AR R T 5 A T R

FERTI T AR, St X L 5 IR S A
(7% 85, AT H 4 & BT 22 U i 20 08 I 3 it b
A FE R 5 A B R 7 K s EAER o
40, x+F DRD2 £, COMT M5 H# 5%
7 KA EAE AR KB, CSE/EE R L] AR/
BESEAURL . ACERUE BRI B O 4 FOG 4 Sk
PR 485 o o A6 A7 3k PR R o A A 3k R AL A A
PR BI 7 77 LA B0 (Si, Su et al., 2020; Si et al.,
2018; Si, Zhang et al., 2020)., BIRLL FAFFRIESE T
185 5 IR 85 22 AR R A5 s, ER T
H i 2 X 1 5 B PR BE AR 9 B 237 2R ALl
MR, TR — 2P 4 7R 2 B R SC R 5 5K
JE PR 5% 58 HAE G 1 7 56 e 18 VS FE o A
HLA
24 REMEESSEREXEEREN

DNA H BLARAE 5 B 2% B0 26 WL it A% 18 1
HRZ—, TZEETESEY T, DNA H ik
F K 4T DNA #Y CpG B (& & CpG “MH
(X 3R), JE7E DNA AL EERS B AO1E T, (il
CpG AL TR R 5"V P J v 1 2% 705 Ay PP 3 g g 114
B FE . DNA H L AL BB A% 8 o i A Yo (0 T 25
¥4 . DNA #% [ DNA 58 A A9 H AR A 5 =K,
Xof e PR Rk A A o 38 R BRI S B
DX 3811 B AR KO T, i R 3R 3k 0 32 3 4
HJE AR K ST AR, 3 PH 3% 58 U 45 31 3 5% (Bagot
etal., 2014),

PR 85E DR 22 0T L3 e %o 3 DR 114 P 35 T 46 o o) G
FEIR R REIEAT IR, 3T 5 M)A A 11 K R K0y
FH 4T}y (Bagot & Meaney, 2010; Meaney, 2010;

Roth, 2012; Szyf & Bick, 2013; Zhang & Meaney,
2010). MeAh, AUFF LI, EIR DNA HIEIFA
W R B R 41 DNA B8CEE P 51 B0, H 2 A AR ]
20 DNA Tl 5 51 ) 22 53 1T RE 23 52 0 BRI 0 7 ik
PR 20 YRR AL B AR, B35t 4% TR 3R AT BE7E it ot
PR E o X TR, W5
PRI 28 %8 JHE YRR A A8 M 1) S8R TT B 25 PRUAS ) AR e
P57 AL L R A [R) I A AN ), 3 TS BO0 A
PCIRAT AN RIS IR (Barker et al., 2018; Mulder
et al., 2017). RLL#FTE A B it — A i B 3158 LA
Bttt 55 2085 58 TR TR A A0 BRAT Ay 5 1 1) 7
TEGr TAEYPLHI S T SRR

CA NI R, FREE R R X 2 Ui AR DGk [
AL 4 HA E 2R, (N, XF T COMT
BLPR ARG A B, i R PR PR R 5 s ) AR
SR BE N B V)M (Moriam & Sobhani, 2013;
Robinson et al., 2013; Ursini et al., 2011; Vaessen
etal., 2015), 7EEH KT HKEIREX A KR T
O BRAT g 5 R B VLB AL 2T R, BEFERE RTE
189 R 22 0 2 3 JE A 55 %o I J8ORH DG 6 PR (A e i —
o T A AR DGR PR W B B R A2 A K]
S IAL B, H RO ST 5 46 T R
PRI X 22 O JHe R S BE PR AR 52 el o E — TR
T DAT R | ARk 3R 5T F T AR 45 S AT R
) BT b, BT R BT A DAT B 33t e
Z AR RBE SR AU ) B DAT J [A]
LB 53 2 BAEH (Cimino et al., 2019). 7E53
— TG00 T DAT & | B350 BRSBTS D AR B
BERFRYWEIT Y, AT E W ARAT TR RN TS e,
R IRTT DA DAT e K 35t 1% 22 25 VE BRI ] 5 B0
PRURR B0 H DAT J [ Y 564K /952 17 (Cimino et all.,
2021), DA FRFSE R AL AESE T FEE AR DL I
22 [ JHe A DG [R5 G o B4 358 28 AR X 22 L G A
L PR BEAL B2 R, S A 5T K s S5 B9 T
SRR T Be by SRR
25 ZBEREXEEFRELEEEN

PR N, BARCA R BB,
Feist (2010)#“Functional Model of Personality and
Creativity”, 4 £ 58 I i 22 W st (% LR X T 61 &
JIE B, HIE ERTX T A0 i 3R
WL R TS5 5 RV I E 1 TE . 1EUA LRk
WHoE, W98 G X 5 2SR B iy i R W s A%
KR IEAT 73S BRI b SR, IR E
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188 JTURH 5 R PR (0 22 0 Jiig AH DG 3 AT ) 8 1R 664 vl g
& 5w A 3 ) i B R W A5 R (Karlic &
Baurek, 2011),

RIS R, 2 UL HeRE DC R 9 FE B4k
X B3 g AH G B NN Bl e D) R B A B
filtn, %57 COMT F:PR M58 A B, i K iy
S S TARICAZ . AT D RE LA AT 55 3 i v i 4t
I (%) 385 7% PR 25 %% U) AH 56 (Alelu-Paz et al., 2015;
Ibrahim et al., 2018; Ursini et al., 2011; Walton
etal.,, 2014), XfF DRD2 J:[HAHFFE LB, %%
PR P AL 5 BAT R AT S B B AT D RE RO 45
¥EFE A K (Hagerty et al., 2018) o 7E— X} T X4 F
FIBREFE T, BFSE & A BLIR B UL T 1 24 2 1
FHICIEIH (I COMT 4EPH . DAT JEA . DRD2 i
(K F1 DRDA4 JE K] 45 ) F B4k, | 1Y) 22 SRR A6 A 280l
HAEPATIIREAE 55 H R I (Lewis et al., 2019),
AN, A W K B 2 U e A DGk PR iy WY Al
AIRE S 5 T A3 g A G RS B 1Y e HL
il an, SAPFLH COMT HH | DRD2 %
(K} DRD4 & [ 1% F B Al ] BB 55085 43 BL0E 12 1
R 5 £ gh AT %5 Y #H ¢ (Abdolmaleky et al.,
2006; Kordi-Tamandani et al., 2013; van Mil et al.,
2014; Yoshino et al., 2016), 3T LA FiEdE, AT
FEI 22 U0 frle R G 56 PR 1 P Ak ] BB 2 5% 1 1] 32
1Y EE BRI BN o ARSI AE DI,
Xof 52 B3 ) 4 R WS AL LR A T 5

3 fRAE

31 HEAE

AHIF AT P 0t 22 U0 e AH 5G 5 DA R R A AR =
HA& R R T E L, I TUHERZ i —
B RFIEIE . 2 U A CIE R AT 2 51
IR S0 2 MR R . BARFRNE
a4 :

(1) 25 L e A 56 BRI R b =X 5 3 1) ¢
F e H AR S 001 A Se i £ A 56
I RAD T B EA Y T A, Mk, RO HE G
R RS W 58 B 11, X 22 P e A G ik PR R 6 A A
K5 S WX RIIT W RENHLE, ik
HEARB S 5008 A R, AT %4
IR A R BE I 8% D Bt A5 5 R e IR B 2
AR 3 75 e b A 24 B

Q)FBEFEE . 2 U A B R A8 2251k |

B S 01 I e R X FifiEhm 2 e
A JE L, SR sE i e Wh s it i — 2%
BHH AR IEREIRBE U LSRG 2SR
BE PR BE 52 BAR R 2w o g A AR
32 MRAR

HT RS EEMERMEFELZLRBNSH R
158, A58 400 18] e XoF 22 [ g ot 22 326 o i e op 22
ANFEP(COMT F£[H | DAT %A . DRD2 FE[H DL
DRD4 P B BB T 2w % 5% . th A
WEIE BB B R 2R ST AR, T 7
FEIORE Wl HE Al 175 28, AR AR 5 000 3k
JIT B AL 1) PR VR R AR AT R S ARAG I, R AR R R
A G A L i) FRY R Ak A8E 2 5 i 41 b i P R =
AIRERT A 225, (AC AR KM E LA REN
AP (Braun et al., 2019; Smith et al., 2014),

AW FEANRE A G T 2257 A B A7 o

W B TERSFAEREA T, X 2 b 2
3% T30 M H 1) COMT 28 . DAT 2 [K . DRD2 3
K LA &% DRD4 3 2 7 X9 B 3 e ik 7 4
TSI, R FH B A B AR AN A5 43 B D S
T I R A KT 19 4 A %o I 5 B 3 T i O &Rk
TTRGEHEE, DIk P AR 5 00E 1 H
KHFH

BB MRS — BB AT AR, e
T ZEAEAT P SR AN 3 R A BB SE I FE R
Sprp AR REAR R X0 B FE R R AT SR AR A
KEER A1, I8 G Y\ 38 BR RO, SR 28 U
Jea WFFE BT 58 L5 01 H AR AE 2 U o 01 R e oA
B (RBEAL S 2 BRI . R BE PR R 45 BRI RN A BE 5%
7 A VL st il 2 Ak B 5B A B8 28 BLAR
JAXT 5 R0 S i b AR (B 1)

@

DNAF #4k,

O @

PSR B BT A B A R B
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4 IBIREN

H AR T 5 000 34T st E R IR R B
AR ;T A YHLHIKT o BRSBTS ik
A, BEFEEBENRE], BT 280548 R (i
JE [N 41 DNA R BAE P 31)), Wi 14 P &R (1 DNA
AL 55 )[R FE R A 7E AN R JE TR 20 DNA B 7
UG OLTS, XF 3L 0 Rk T RE EAT 45 o 31X
FERATT, XTI W ek R D B8 0y SC B 7,
T R A R R AR E S, W2
4 AT 7 B 1 8 78 52 O BRAT S 19 43 T AE W HILARIL,
L6 A ] I 25 i R WL A% K R Y52 0 (Bird, 20075
Petronis, 2010),

CA Tk R 1E )15 22 0 i pf 22356 5 1) )
REFUIAHOC, JF HoAwIT i UE 45 28 W] 22 [0 e AR DG
PR R A X B3 7 A G TN R Zh B B 5
Wl o Ak, FRATTHEI 22 B e AH G L R () Y 3k ]
AE S 500 1] 36 ) 9V A S R AL AL . AT
FEHG R AL 2=t A, X 22 T e A DG L K]
AR 5 Q138 ) O RIEATH L, IR
S A3 ) 1 RWEAL HLH], DR T3
mi B3 7 1 431 AR LA IR

AN, A R 1 4 B AR R R 21 2 ] A <
>, FWas L A 78 Ry AT E RN R 35
. ABE5AE S = FZ MR THLE,
TECA BT, T B T IR R R X B3 )
A A F AR HLE IR, SO R ] 2 e
TEC IR RAT N R T BT IREE L) R gt % 5 R 5T 28
AR AR 3E 5w AR AL . XA FRATIE
2 LUBE G i 0L B 5% . PRBE LA S A HAE
FHXT QI3 Sy i s, 2 35 A% 24 A SE R 5 SR 85 A0
HAEF AR 25 S0 AT O AR 25 S IR, TR
PRI D B A% 5 A 55 38 HAE L O B AT R (1) 5%
W R RE @ T DNA 3045 3 Wast % R 2= i 1
JHTSEBE Y (Barker et al., 2018; Zhang & Meaney,
2010, 33X R FATHE R BREE DL K345 5 IR E AL E
VXN 5 7 52 m 9 23~ A AL R L T Y
JA7R

B WFT & I 5EE PR LA % 2 T B A DG 6 R
5 R EEIEE 038 BAE X ) B BRI
HTIRERZEFTE DNA H 3 b 7E £ AR O
R BT RE R M PR AR A, IRATHE
W 2 U e A G B PR g WY Ak T R I 2 i B 5 LA K

Z LM AR S P g% 2 251 5 S SR R se AR
X BI3E 3R e BV LE 2 T LE MU RL] o AT ST 0K
AR YIA R, MR 20 A i &, X DNA
H AL AR PRI D Bt A% 5 PR 58 58 A X 1 i
M ROV AT 5, LU 7R BRI A L gt A%
5 PRI A HAR GBI 3 T 5 ) 2 AR WL,
M2 LR AT Tl . B 58 )
=FH Z R AR

S % 3Lk
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Abstract: Although the debate over “nature versus nurture” has been an intense focus of creativity research
and great efforts have been made to identify genes and environmental factors that contribute to creativity,
the molecular biological mechanisms by which environment and gene-environment interaction may
influence creativity are still unknown. Recently, with the development of epigenetic studies, identification
of the epigenetic basis of complex traits and behaviors has been one of the leading issues in psychological
research. As a potential mediator between environment and genome, the epigenetic approach provides an
opportunity to reveal how the complex interactions of genes, epigenetics and environment give rise to
individual differences in creativity. Based on this notion, by investigating the relationship between
methylation of dopamine-related genes, family environment and creativity, the present study aims to reveal
the epigenetic basis of creativity and the molecular biological mechanisms by which environment and
gene-environment interaction may influence creativity. To this purpose, the present study employs a
two-stage design. Stage 1 is designed to systematically investigate the association between methylation of
dopamine-related genes and creativity, and aims to identify the gene whose methylation is associated with
creativity. Stage 2 focuses on the identified gene whose methylation is associated with creativity, and is
designed to investigate the relationship between family environment, genotypes, methylation and creativity.
It is expected that findings of the present study would help to demonstrate the epigenetic basis of creativity
and to provide important insight into the mechanisms by which genes and environmental factors interplay
with each other to influence creativity.
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