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Abstract

The research was designed to explore the influence of sex facilitation effect in creative activities.
In experiment 1, we chose Remote Associative Tests and Alternative Uses Tests. In experiment 2,
problem situations on scientific innovation were selected as materials. The above cooperative
studies investigated two issues—the first is whether the presence of opposite sex will affect one’s
divergent thinking, convergent thinking, and creativity or not; and the second is whether the sex
facilitation effect exists. The data showed the opposite sex situation would enhance the perfor-
mance, when undergraduates accomplished the creative questions (RAT and problem situations
on scientific innovation). It reveals that sex facilitation effect happens in the advanced mental
process. In addition, sex facilitation effect seemingly occurs in the female creative process, and
this issue is waiting for further studies.
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1. 51§
1.1. #SBKBM

B Allport (Allport, 1924)#&H1 “#:2:B1K:” (social facilitation)iX M5, 4 BhK R IZ 7 R A
LB A A SZ — o RSB T A TE S 51 1 2 AT AT AT 0% (Riether, Hegel,
Wrede, & Horstmann, 2012). X B “fh ANTE3%” , BEEFEESLESE R B ENES, AT od”
W 51 S 2 S NAT S T B i 1 e

MK AN WA — Bk UL, H WA R, AMMARGES B 4T 58 5 8] 51 A 18 K (well-learned)
FRIAT5%, 110 7E PR X BT 5 FR AT 25 h R B BE 2 (McCaffrey, Lynch, & Yantz, 2005). Torrents 25 A (2010)#&
PRI R 58 SR ETEAT S5 I, GiE J138 T . Herberg 25 A (2012) A 58 &K B, Al NFES = F- P02 21 il 1%,
S AR OGAE B IR E 24 . Eastvold 25 A\ (2012) 254 210 R AHOCHE RS i e g R Eom: S50
TE S — 2 R LRI S AT SE e R a2, 2], IR FZERA R TS5 e

HRT, 5 T2 B KRR E A 3 MR Fiif. 1) K MR F i$(The drive/arousal theories); 2) #:<x
M FL i (social valuation theories); 3) I 7 it (attention theories). LA 5T 4t £ WK U 0 B2 5K
Zajonc $EH TIXJIMeEEEE G, At AN SN B A BE A B F 7K P K ST AR 3R] Wk 2 (Guerin, 2010; Zajonc,
1965) o #- 2= PR B G TR P MU R 8 : 00 E A1 FE 8 (the objective self-awareness theory) (Pinel & Bosson,
2013; Wicklund & Duval, 1971) 1 4 & £ I H 18 (the self-presentational theory) (Bond, 1982)# 5 A 1E 1%
B, MESEZRTHIER, LI HRAEE B RAE R EZEHEE, MMISS %8N E2E. EE
IR INA, MATEY, SFECMEREZR B ZE: ARLEfE B i K TS5 5E B2 B B 2, TR EA Mk
R, FUb NTE AR W B AR5 AT MR T8 2 B DAGRAIE SR, Tl ATE
W SRR, FrAEEMNSE, FimRIAE(Guerin & Innes, 1984; Steinbach, 2014),

12, HRBKBN S EES

PEABI, RASBIRIT AR — AN EER D, R ARSI &, 80 Tk R R e
RN VA T FVEROR R AT e A F (it 9Ky, 1995 REFE, RO, MY, 2012). 525
SENCATE, 9K, 1997)4R M “SAERN” , B i TR I SR B S M R ACR . BARRIL
AE SR MERZASHEEE. —STAFEEES), WERA AR DFEE R, EESTREN
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e o FEHE AR, RATRE R Ak fmE, BAFEar T, ERAEE RN
MHEFI B B E A N AR s, R LA rE & A S nl R s, [Re, LAEx
FAR U, TR RS R

AR BB R TE, EHFRAMEMEAAESS (G e, 5kA, 1995), ZEEMSE (ST &
S, 2005) KA EE S EAME, FEHE NG, S8, Wenlu, 2005) SCRFRT T8 L IERIEE
%, @R EIR: MBI KA RAEENE, FEE S MO, oM DL IR B A R
TR FEAT N, X T 51, &6 R AR AT RIS TN E K (Charness & Gneezy, 2012; Cobey,
Stulp, Laan, Buunk, & Pollet, 2013). fEAEFRTTIH, BYEAES TR, RoBTRE K FH 52 B 7K1 22 1R T
(Goldey & van Anders, 2012; van der Meij, Almela, Buunk, Fawcett, & Salvador, 2011; van der Meij, Buunk,
& Salvador, 2010).

PRI O3 M B /E ] . Csikszentmihalyi (1993)H2H 1 QI M RMEAL, fh\ A B 4 J7E
MANS X S AL H EAE R T A R, BT OIE VRN TR N B B 3R Sk 2 SR R R 5 &
Glaveanu (2011) \tt2x RGEH A EEMREREGIIE WL R, FEULH] “ QI —AR—EIHT 17 =Ml 5
ETH2 A EAEH T . MAE 2 —FIAERER, 7] DR EirliE AR i (Fouts & Jordan, 1973).
Forster 5 A\ (2009)FF 58 &L, Hib#ilE R E O 53R E SO MK R A %) INAE — RS S,
GG /) 23 TR

1.3. [EIRERYERH

LA 1A M B B N I SR E, SRR R: T 5 B B, ot DL B e R
PHAEIILG . ZEA AR AL LA IR R, o] RS AR IX LR 5 45 HH AT 55 58 2 A1) T 5 Re R #4E
PETTTH, I T ARG E B ] o SR00 AP AT 55 I R — AT 2 Il f . P e s AR,
R IR T AT 45 . AT Lotk R, X AT S NS S B, O T Lt sebREE IRk
FEo DAL, FRATT R R i B I G Ltk B AN A AE T A 7] FRIAT 5%, TR R T 2 M e 1k B R R
EMAFLE.

IR T Ml B ARORE S RTRIE 7S, 22 AR B B K RN R AR E 22 S (2, T, ok T,
g, 2010 4xhEfE, kAN, 1995), BUE R HAEE B AEAEERD(Inceoglu & Spino, 2013: JHI%
e, WEA, A, 2011), KMERIBh KN S R O B R A A R IR D . Rk, SIS iE
i (R PR SEAN S VR PREAE  oR S 22 5 LA (R R B e L SR SR K B PR A AT PR B B R, ARt
BGOSR T IR AL

AP TR B v 0 BRI AR (B ) B e MESA A AE S 1t B KORE, S50 FH ot B 8 R AR I . P A ke
FHI IR e Rk 2 A B B3¢ S 56 9] FBUN SR a6 AR, 83T 2 ANSEIGEATRR I, IR AR AR G B KR B
HAEHE .

2. BW—: RMBUEMREBUNFIERIEHN
2.1. SXHEAY
ALY A GO I S S M LA ) S5 42 01 A B R (R B 4 J R U )2

2.2. #iR
TEARS KA U 44 NCPER 21 %, AniEZE RN 1.414), Hrh LB 22 N, M AsiFF EM 5
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EH. BESMSES, KR% T2,
2.3 KM SEH

SEIGAPRL: I BE B ICAR IR (RAT) 32 2258 520 1 B AR HE & B¢ & B8 77 (Shavinina, 2001), HAR#HE
W SRt BHBESS, NHIEEG R QG AT 7 8 S S S50 A k. A — i
PRSP EIN LABE R . fldn, MIE: B, 5. . EREZERN: S(ER. AE SR ALK AT
BIICARINIA 42 (1% H 9w ¥ 300 8 RAT Wl EE, ~FIHERE p = 0.45, BEEAEEAE 0.3~0.7), Al 2 @A
A, A 40 B, BEAL S A R S (E T L

YRR R &R (AUT), il 2. KER R WAFER AR REZ 1S H— Ak
I, 2R RAT ZEEENNR. A S8R YRR R @S 2 BORESE): T8, YT

SCEG A PHIEAHAR HAT B S e BN E N, S EREARBENM G, MRk, BT, B
AT

2.4, SKBRT

KH 2x2 ZHFREGLE R, WABLRESNA: 1) SCRABEHNALE, EidILEE L
W) WM. BERAKE. 2) $laEmAER): B, LK.

AR B FEbR: P S ICARIIR, SRA XA B [ IER AN DV RRR R L&A, feimig it ARl
PE. FANE =AM VR s SEAMA R — A OISR R R, SR RN ARt 4R
AMETRAE B R A B SEMEIRIEE R E A FE R, AR “Hatt y= 8
PRI BN U RS Z AT E RS R BN, 5%LLNiEH 4, 5%~10%id—7r, 10%ic % 4.
LRI AVED S BHRETE S iR IF M 7, — 8 ST 90% (r = 0.920), XJ T DEA—EHid
oy 45 i RS F RS E

TR R R A5 IR 200 56t s AT 0 i Rk AT o0 P 1

PRMAZE L : AR — R = R FH ABBA J7 AT P47, BI—30 0 Bl S ik —, 59—
RS

25 SEWIERF

SEIGLE P (R AR AR HAT B 56 2 — 8 5 M A7 . APEINT iR ZE, SEReRA T ABBA T HE.

SIS FRE S L A FEEE AR WK Gz R B AR A AT - R R R i D D
F), MR = G PR B AR S = + RRER I I 28 o IR ik Microsoft Office Power Point
nfs, K EZEIT.

1) HERHB: RN MR EN E TP, S, B—, B2, &—, k=), sk
56 2 w0 E R AT, R — 8 B g AT, BB EAULE R F.

2) MHAPY B 1: B4 BAAE—AN D510, WA BT S — A Ak, BPEVERSEIN, ik s .
© SIS HWA R @ ASZIS IR 1) 2 M B 6138 7 (B S U I S50 2 1), 17 45 W0 ST 2 R (3
G E A 2R )

3) BB M AN —/5, File Y A AR E =508, RIS ) PPT 4T+

4) BB 2. J— o 2g s BREAT N Ay s, BUSRE A . Tk R IaR BL 1.
5) SKIRLE R Ja Bl BB, 4 T, Rl .
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Horp 24 2l bl ERERE, NPT IR ZE, T34k 20 Bl Seit 22 HE RN 55 PA b Se 4 — 3L,
AFRE, SeiEAT I (RPN, )5 58 Bl — G PEA 5 t) o

2.6. ERE5H
BRF BN 44 N, FHATEH 0T,

2.6.1. FFIAEET (R M) 4% st i 2R B Ik A8 =t A 5%

FRA T 4 AT [ P R S P R S B8 25 N G 1 IR [ e PR B AR N B R 1.

GUIHAIREFH SPSS 16.0 #HATE M7 24041, S5 RERW: SCIRIAETM RN R RE, SR
B G T A 3R, F(1,42) = 4.139, p<0.05(=0.048). #ikPEmIp X208 25 B3, LAhRRET
T 54, F(1,42) =6.861, p<0.05(=0.012). SIS HAANEN A8 BAR B2 . i — kAT 1) B 2400
SIHTRIL: ERMERETS, ZWAERSHLT 54, F(1,42) =5.759, p<0.05(=0.017).

B, B oo B R A B 1 B B AR e R, AFTE R RN, X SR AI RS
FAH—E(Gall & Mendelsohn, 1967). Mg IR A 1) 3 R0 22 57 8 3%, BDCIe7E et sl RIPE IR, LBk
ST RA, WL EARGEONEKEE R, MERERSE R, ZERSGEERTRE, R
PR TS BAENZERIFARE, BN ERERES TG, ATHEN, MFEERSE ] R 5,
A LG i 2 (A AR AR RV S PEER B o B 25 IR N 42y il 9 10,73, 11,59, B AAE[RIPE e P BR 5% v [
EIEMAN 20508 9.18, 10.27).

2.6.2. FEFPEAEE T (BSR4 )4 o 4ok AR a0k o 5%
FA T 4 AT [ P R S P P R S B8 25 NG 1 IR [ e B B AR N B R L 2.
GuiHKL I FH SPSS 16.0 HEAT H M & 77 220 A, 25 SRR KRk &K v . A PE . B

Table 1. The performance of Remote Associative Tests under two circumstances (the opposite-sex and the same-sex)
= 1. IR T (B 51 #it T e B AR B 5%

SIS ek N ERA50(%) SD
5 22 9.18 (46) 21

7 P e 22 10.73 (54) 21
&it 44 9.96 (50) 2.2

CH 22 10.27 (51) 27

At “© 22 11.59 (58) 28
&l 44 10.93 (55) 28

Table 2. The performance of Alternative Uses Tests under two circumstances (the opposite-sex and the same-sex)
7 2. FRMEREE T (B 515 SR 45 5k g MR A =

SEIOFA Bt N bk 743 A2tk Hpik
B 22 5.50 4.82 259
Eiia
B/S 22 4.86 3.95 1.32
L 22 5.23 477 2.23
S
I 22 5.64 4.64 1.68
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PEZAMRARB SRR IR ) E AN 2 R IR . FAUESRbR T, SRS SRS BAEH B .
BE— B REAT T BN AT R FERIVEREE N, SRR T4, F(1,42) = 4.400, p < 0.05 (=0.042).
T PEFR bR TP AT A BN A AT, AR R PRI T RS T RIS, IF Has B geut 2 bk br i
1% (marginally significant), F(1,42) =3.991, p<0.1(=0.052).

S — B AN E R I RS BYE SO BUBSE, TR BRRR @ DI 3 TR IDRAR () 5 9 R
2, AR S, HAR PR B IS A R o 1K S SIS AL, TR TR R N AR AR A A i 0 3
TEFE R A5 52 e 1 SRVE RS o DRUONAE H W AR I S AT — AN S BB A 1 — A s LA g,
Wb B 2 — AN 1) 22 FhoRR R a8, T G R B IR AR 1) RE(RAT), R B SEI0 AT, 76 H AT
DL L, A TR A O R O RN B SR e K, BTSRRI R R B A3 S )
X o] A A TR RIE IR, ARG SB R AR, BASHNE. RATEE,
U SRR [ 2 A R R T AR L SN 3 B S A v R A B A R, AR S AR N RS e A BT
$eTt, RIS LR B N 2
3. R AIEMEERRE R HN
3.1 XWHM

A S B AR G R SR (R ECR R 1) o 75 22 X o) 27 R BH 1) ek S 60 ) 30 g e A 52
3.2. iR

R KA 40 N, Hh AL A% 20 N, ABEFIEMAIER . BESmMEER, SLifE45TE
I o 3 444t S s R O SRV B, BOR 52 RS ES A H A SIBR AT R R SR A
37 A 18 N, 19 N).

3.3. KWK SRR

SEIGARE IR RS (AP F, DR e, ATy, BRVL, 9RO, 2010)Fém S5 (R & B 13 5256 1)
ARHEEY o, AR AEFEFR bRkt 40 18 IEASELR @ H (4] et al., 2011). tbAbiAs—TE R 2 S )8
DATEBH o et 2 il < o [ A S AR KL R 2T, BHE AR FHURE B T o FHUR AR
R ZF R F o, BEEA — & R R k2 U, NERWS S, T FH R MARERIE. BErEEFEHM
IRBEA IR L Re H e ? 7 ZHE R BRI, HeEHamss, BRI S, K5
PR =5 2 RSl A A R AR S IR T

SEEGIAEE: WHIAAHAR HATE e 4 — BN, A ERAAFBKR TS, #1F ol FaEas+.
3.4. ZHFIT

KA 2 x 2 ZIRFRIREG LB, WABZESNA: 1) SRHEENRE, 8Tl mE ).
e SRR 2) gkt E): B, LK.

DRIAR & (5 H B0 1) IR A AN B B R I 44 V2 B AR IR S 28 B it 48, — B4 T 90% (r = 0.900),
X TS B — B 43 45 5% B IR IE ER R A E -

ToRAF R R SR A3 IO S8 0 4 gk AT I AT 7 2H P 1

PERFAE L K 11 A0 12 IR H ABBA J7 UEAT 48, B — 820 B i 56 5 10, 55— gk s fi 12,
35. KB

e ORI B Qi S8 i) AR ) w1 40 T8 H 3 s B SEE . BCEAH R R A IR, 2l
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PRGN 11, 12 (P1=55.76, P2 = 55.78). WliX@iE T E-prime ZwfE, HUiX H3IZAT.

1) #ERI B BRRSERE A DG R A HEAT, SEB B R AT O, dER L 11 B H BT, £
B AR E = L

2) MAARTBL 1. I AT K SRS, iR AR, R T, AR e A
KiE, A5, HERERIESE, RS 1 Wk, Seid R, R A BT 5], 7ERR
LRTEH A o SRR BT 45 RS A R R AR

3) WREMT B Apligse 11 W5, FaleHar R S =050, FIRE 12 W7 I o5 S

4) MK B 2. AZ3 BN 1) EIREEAT 12 WK, APIRS 10 WHRAH ). BIX Tl ist, 32l i)
RS 1 2 N P 7 [ R 7. 1 = A s A N 2 o 2o e s 20

5) EIRG THARERS, IEATHRM

3.6. ERS5HR

BEE R 37 N, Htk 37 A( 18, L& 19)it TGt a4, SRIE RS B RS T gk ok
PE ] AR P () TR AN B, e 3 B

GRS FH SPSS 16.0 #ATHEEME T 2 /00, SRR LIRATM RN EFBE, FER
B RS T FIVERR S, F(1,35) = 4.406, p <0.05 (=0.043). SZIGH 8 SHOAME ML HAET BE. #—
TR BN R fER MR T, BAMSHLT 4, F(1,35) =5.759, p<0.05(=0.022); 54
ESF RS T PRSI T RS, IF Hak 24t 5% B br e 2 M (marginally significant), F(1,35) =
3.612, p<0.1(=0.066).

T AN R ) RS i 25 T, AR AR R R W B ag SR e N A A e 1 B R AR, T
EFMERET, BamSGREzZR, SRR, BARSIEERT 24, S LERER
B oy W, X UL A P AR, B AR RIS TR SR T BE 2 (A AR AE A S A R (R B R AN
58 5.89. 6.52, FATE[RIVE SRR A [FIE IR BN B0 R 7.28. 8.44).

4. +ig
4.1. BELETES R EECHN

AHIFE LAzt R B AR AR ik P e A A s 27 R W) B g S5 ) R Ry S B d Rl e )3 7
ANTR] S5 PR B ([F) 1 PR A S AR, 28 S | Bl A 205 o] vy 20 0o B R (B P L) S R S o 45
Table 3. The correct number of problem situations on scientific innovation under two circumstances (the opposite-sex and

the same-sex)

% 3. RIS RMIME TR e E M AR A IE#

206 %A Bt N ERA$(%) SD
CH 18 7.28 (36) 3.1

Gl s 19 5.89 (29) 2.4
il 37 6.59 (33) 2.8

5 18 8.44 (42) 29

Atk &L 19 6.52 (33) 2.0
A1t 37 7.48 (38) 25
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BRI L EAEPIF AR R SEIGFREE,  E I8 R B0 I AR AR 27 5 3G S 56 17 ) i 51 S 35 1) 22
Sto B ARDy: R EIHARINE, PO AE SR PE IR B SR 2 T FIVEIA BT R W B SR )
AR L, FYEARE R R SURE T RS XA R 75 DR B -SSR, fEm
L AR AR AE A B R

(EEAHIE FEAED) it R R & I, e ARk Btk =MRks b, Seie A8 (R R 1k
PREE) A RS AT T B G vt i 25 2 SRR AR AE BB A 14 BBt AN 3 3 1) S M B R X T
AYENEIRREN S, BOEEE BN L, FUER RN ISR EIF AR A . IXT]
AE BT T H & T AR 2 Z 8, AR R0 AR, BN H BBt 2 18) SRR . RN 7E A5
ORI, ER RS LT R N AT, AEAE RIS AR UL T R, XA R T Gt
WG EZEEL PLFHUR T 2 AR 00 B FE A7 AR5 S PR B RN o (B A8 IR 451008 0 &
PEEIE VE HARE AHCE RN KSR IR T -

(7 e Ak 3 P 2 BB AR N M AR 2 i B ) e S 6 1) U R SR AFAE U R IR 5 B A SR iR
O VAR R (SRR T N B ), ERVEMET, LA MRS E T A (SR I S M A 5
TERIE), (RS MEIAE T IS B 257 A B35 (SR 5 gl M a8 AR A ) o U BATTAT
DAHEI: AT A s, AWRVER SRR e, ARG L

4.2. MEFLEIE DRI N B

AR EEINR, BHTES Rk, &7 AR BB, B BT A2 I K SF- 2 36 A (van der Meij,
Almela, Buunk, Fawcett, & Salvador, 2011; van der Meij, Buunk, & Salvador, 2010). S i B> W BERE TR FE
TR AL LRNIR, XEeplnE 2l e e A, AEZMEREREE, BaFHERaiES
HrlReth k. XA REAE B R EREE N AR PR N G 3 2 R A

A BN, ANRBNE M e, 5 IA S B R ORI AEIRAR AL, dn (R At A Fl,
N XA BT R I E S A1 2 (Griskevicius, Cialdini, & Kenrick, 2006) . £E 44> o 5 — 2 $3 18
FHREZHME, £S5 R ERAR N A RO B Z RN, WEA R ERE CRAET), B
KT ANEME R4S, XAl 1R I LA RIS O R ST

MR AL SNBSS, M ATESR, MASERH T HE S, FHUILARMBEEERAES
EZRREN, AMIMSS %N ER. Bl ErEe, MEEbm 5 e RN EL, DER
13 5 PR IR . T IR AR AR B AR 3R A S A FE RS B T SRR, AN T S 1 T 2R B B L 4R
HEGFABRES LA S QUG AR NP AR RE 7180 —Flbr i, SEUF A& R I T AR H
BIRE 1. R, fESERCEAT SR, ERERE T, MESB IR EF RS, Rl gemFE i 2
MERRSG R, MRS IREZINNL, X% 55 M M B 808 B 2 2 3% 1 5 A
%

5. &g

ARIGAF AR Z18: X R SR GG VR R, AR SRR SR T, R gD
M REAAAE A VEBR RN, S PEAERF R QG PEAE 55 EBAFAE R PE B RN . 4 Ja A s B0 HoAl . 3 61
TG PEAT: 55 575 T PR 1 ) B S8 S St — 2D AR, FF E— PR R A A F LA

B
R LIRS GhE L T 10 SR S B
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AR ST B SRR AR L 55 2 B I 5T S 00 H )i B A A B O ER ML AT (SWU1109
062) 1% Bl o
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