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Abstract

Divergent thinking is an important part of creativity. Because of the clear definition and easy
measurement, researchers often evaluate creativity by measuring divergent thinking. This paper
introduces the definition and three dimensions of divergent thinking, and shows that the tradi-
tional measurement of divergent thinking is time-consuming and laborious. This paper focuses on
the situational (state) factors that influence divergent thinking. Situational factors refer to state
rather than trait variables. It mainly includes external situations (physical environment, social
environment) and internal situations (physical state, emotional state, cognitive perspective). This
paper emphasizes that attention should be paid to the situational (state) variables that affect
creativity so as to stimulate individual creativity in a short period of time through human inter-
vention. The present paper also claimed that we could use computers to evaluate the divergent
thinking automatically, which will promote the development of this field.
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BREBMERERNERE 1. AN BREEBEFNBSHER="EE, FUHAERRRRIEB LR
WNE+HBNR . AXERER TRWABEBENBERER. BHRERERSEKT IR R 2R
B, TEAFMPHERWERSE. #HNNFRERE RS, BERS. WaAR)E. &
SCRRARLZRIER I IE ) KB B, CASkiE s AT PR JE I 18] A SO A BBl ) A St i
RFEBAEBLER RIS T, B AEBTHENLE S, DS ZIRARR .
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1. 518

BliE H— RN RERE —E R EH K, BHA—UIE 8GR, FPAEREMEE. M. S
WAL= b B i, X B R SR AR ORI R (A [ R &R b, 2001). ZETGEEN,
BIE SRS NANE K R SR Aoy B, (E20H WU W A N U R A . MR, 5 RAR
FE(Guilford) ik T A —ANE B —— R B B 4E——Guilford WL & 33E T RATTVF 2 AXHIIE )
[ 1% (Sternberg & Grigorenko, 2001), JUHZEGIE /1P 4. 846 Bi(Torrance) Ml A i b & 2% T3
JRAR AT (1) OB AR, e AT vz B A A Gl 773 (Baer, 2011).

RSB 56— e mT A SRR )3 T ARG, R R R U B AR AT R I P S, B
SR L P PE e IR T A NG YE . DR MG AN AR R, AR R 8 ) T B 3
FE AR TR TCAN BT (T %) KECESERINES 2 FTLAGGI N, BN E B ST Tl g%, e
F T G v R 198 D0 AT ISR VA . BARTRATA R 01 ) 5 R Bt 4RSS [R], (RO R B
SELYEXT B I TARAEAT A = X

W2, FEPE YRS — PR L /& —FORAS e 2 an SRR 015, SRR TR B R R E
1, JF H@ME LSO, R — PR HIE, IR AT DL R B ORI R 4
B, “ZFEECHEREER , NZEECRU, WERERE RS BRI O0E s RS A TE AR B
B R AR, AR AEF — R BiERe /1, BB B 2R FIRF AT, Ui r A4t 4 2 T
FEp B FOMER . T b, &, WRE. QIERAMAR, XA T, FEAEGEN L
B KA TTUARK o F8 an o] 58 G M 3R kB ) L3RR A3 W8 2 AR A 2 U 8, AR . A& )
(A B R e 3, B 2 ick ) . (R, dn SR R A e W B S B, 1R AAITRE
BEBk A E S, RBEGHIALA, BOVR AR QG VR e

2. BEERE

T RIE I RIWETE, BT DB IR A TCRT RO 24, RIS ) 5E SO “PAERTITR A
W7 (K& Sternberg, 2002) . FEA 2 & IR —Beif 18] A, BIF 708 AT 10 T 803 A 1 KB E i,
BT A ARRCFA IR, QLEENTE R, 2 MG A, — MR T8 & 2= m,
o —MPEABERITHE, I AT RS0 S & 7 RAPIE. B 19 2 di, Galton ) (i
FRBIRAD MARZ I, AICHREOCEREEZA TS 7 QIE R RS (LW, EAOR, &K

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.104062 498 S 250 B


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.104062
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

R

KF, 2007). HRAEREAA, BNAEAANE ), EIHFARIELANRNLE, Ty AN EFRIE T
ANRRWAMRE M Z 74— sm G /- da s, B, 817, &EA, 2006). iR B w2 Hr 772,
TR IR SR, RG] R R I — AN, A ) %O R R BUB 4E (A,
2007).

ZUt, REE BYER AR ARG RO . FTIE R BUDRGER R MNASF T BRI,
PROR 2 e U R 7 v B e R, HAA IR M (Fluency) . AR 7 (flexibility) . k5 (uniqueness) ATk £
£ (elaboration) 24 £ (Runco & Acar, 2012). Hocevar (1981)#f%E 7 WUFhEIE 71k A BUEZ4ENR. S5
ARG ANPENRFIAE IR & — DUt T A HE R, EILHFR, KEE4EN—
FREQNE VAU, R BUBYET RS RE A 2 QS I BRI, Torrance K #E Ak HUE 4 3
W, Gl 7R R B ISR I A GG A SRR (IR T, ARG, MRGHE, &AM, 2007).
JRUAE R PR 0 56 1 A5 A0 ) L AR 2 T AR K B M B 7T 3 M SR R BB I 36 H A A KA O (Kim), 2011,
Runco & Acar, 2012). AT LAUL, 324 1k, RO 256 AT SR 2 I = )3 77 1 28 — IR
3. RHMMELEERANESE

TE RO AE D56 A, {5 FH A0 28 20 v 1) A 5 7)Y 00 45 14 IV (Structure of the Intellect, SOI)
(Guilford, 1967). &% # i /7958 (Torrance Tests of Creative Thinking, TTCT) (Torrance, 1972)%5%, &
BCUE RS0 K 22 AR i) S B, SRR W] RE 22 IR J H 2R B 9% 4. lin, f£— s,
Z 5 WERIEF B AR Re 2 S B IR & . S 5385 R, MAINZFE R <8 Rt
PRUEFIR” BRI, (H3CA RS “EEART o N T IR TE AR S RO MERR, et — AN R Y
Bl . Z5FPERLE 2 5080 N B Z R 1)/ (Hass, 2015).

X, FEARUIRIERS B, EEMES T FEEErs L) (TTCT)MIL et 1 (hazEa)
EHERgEER) o ZERE CREE4ERER” M CREBHEER” WA ERMR. “REUE4ERER”
MILE 6 FUEH, ol “AEWAE” . EIERGE” . “TIREMIfER . “EIER MR . “4dE
B F1“RTEREIE” o AT 4 B HASIEMEEH, & 2 B8 HAEEAMEE H (A%, IR,
&MGEEE, 2009; IREEHEE, 2007).

— MRS, AT R B B4 N e AR @AM = AN . R R RUR 4R R, A
e e 4 RS M 44 P R 9 2% 7] (Benedek, Mithlmann, Jauk, & Neubauer, 2013), FIHA TS —%H “gh
Feth” okFak. HET, X TUAGHEFAAZEIER T, PR FEEARLR 8, Bt s 280 m )
o, BNER 0 Ry, BT B RO, B2 2 s MuRRE
(TH A A F AR E, Hang 58 HIUAIERAE 3% LA F 1t 0 45, 1%3 2.99%1t 3 45, fiKT 0.99%it 6 43 (ik
AR, A, &M, 2007); X b, #hH—ikdEMBRES RATERE, WREIRNERH
BAER S, AN, WRARIAEZR T, 8] DAEMERELERE Eik2r (il x5, &IEVE LS, 2016);
Silvia et al. (2008)& Nk Ay, A HIIIFEREA T /DT 5% R 170, HABEALSy, HiX L2
SEARINAS 3 R A B 4 IR MURR P 23 8

REEGFERE L, (R — b, RS0 5 5 28R R . [FFE—
NG, AE/EAR TR DL & BRI ), AR HE RFEAR TR il e AR E R 58 g i
FMRE I 2 8] B AE DGt vy, 3 ORI TS e 5 5 . A, FETH I AR, AT B A RE .
gt o, IR Z WA B ZARE v RN B RS 2 iU RS, R — LU SR B A1)
PERE S, (HR K ERAVISEIRE, TR, AMKE. i “¥+” ’mHEE 2”7, IPMER
FIRAE ST 5 30, IR IR AT BE AT 5%, A0 A a0 SR A% BRI AN bR, IXANZE N 244
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WER “MWRHMEE R, (RS E RN, XNERRAGHEY, ERE&FHEN, RN
ANGIE I3 Tl . 4, AT ERAAG T AR I, W E SR T DCR A E WP E . X R T E
FLR A AE R E (T (8] Py 0T R HOPE R AT 25 1) ) 26 H A Qs DB R, R a mREdE 3w
(uncommon). iz & (remote) FTEE B (clever)ix = ANk 45 45 7E 5 A& R L4745 (Silvia, Nusbaum, Berg,
Martin, & O’Connor, 2009). FEFEWIMERR BT, F—, WG HEMMEF IR ARG 20
BIFFC 2 B R A 32 W 53925 i Ui 1 A R P A DG A2 15 25 98/ (Benedek & Neubauer, 2013). 25—, Jlukk
PR B EE HIE, BRUMEE - A 2 BIREA R TR, 8=, —SHEARG S
PR ZAE W43 Ha] DASEAT 58 v 0 P T 5 i DA B (DT 545, 2016).

4. RN & B BEERNER RS B R

AT TER I, BUiE 0 m] e 2 RIS BBl RS IO . BRIk, R EREBISE A, fefth
FRRES, AT ASE s Bl 1. B4, FUREAEAT AR S BE RS T RE N st i i& 77 2 /T A
V2 W TR NMITFEAT AR 58 R 1T LASE s b AT 603 0. R I BN SRR MBI,
S ORI T A B B3 7 (52 .

4.1. YFEIREE

KEZHFED N AARAFAEENHAT TR 22 —SAEFUCN, YIE TAEIRSE T DU (sl i) 21 21
Hrf)/N N B1Ji& 71 (Ceylan, Dul, & Aytac, 2008). 4, Amabile (2018)48 i, B TH BV KR A 1 2
TR DG AE 7). AUFSER Y, W TAREPREE (Y S LR AL T DG I 175 47 2 B R b s e 136 )
O =N EY R SHETT TR, Y] LS 4 5 AR (Larsen, Adams, Deal, Kweon, & Tyler,
1998), HAI LA BIE AT 5 SRk TAES AT AR T DME A BE VAT 55 1 RIBCRIF RS B SR EH, &
JIIAEAE 0] BE B A S AYIAR L B (Shibata & Suzuki, 2004). 7 F ] DL FILKs B AR H AR 4% 45 1 4R T
FOINEANIERER . &AM ST LSRR IS S . — AN % 1 1B A] LA A AR (1 S e
FENZSIIIAEL,  REH RN TR P 04T 55 58 B S5 R A F (Leather, Pyrgas, Beale, & Lawrence, 1998).

EWNIY SEEAR S AT TAERIE 7. RS54 AR IRA T (B S IR R QS B R 7E— i
(Mehta & Zhu, 2009) . PAFE A 2 BIBE O B2 (R 70 iR — SUR I, W5 6] DLSUR Gilis P L4k . 7 2009
SR — TS =BT, LR SR A A [F 0 2 A T, St P W o T 5 PR A A P 40 € v i 55 1)
WORTE SRS T RIS L, FFHARY T SR E, EFEH THE 2R . BEn] L
i — A N1 %4 (Stone, 2003). i (2 —Fp-Ff Bt te, M4l e —MRiEigit. Laira=la s
NERRGIENO, ABIASIE OGO AEER G 1L N E(Kwallek & Lewis, 1990). 47E
ZL A IRBE A AT B B SR FAT 45 (B an A BRAT 45 ), SnT g 2> B (Stone, 2003).

B 1Bt Ah, TAERREE A A REE R (NS I BOR 2R 1) 2 s ma 5 26 A1 i& ) - A N T RE2 it
RIRVAHE L8 5 S AAKI A B HEA A KM A ST 2RI, RN, ZUi#H
R B0 A« FeiiG 117 SRR R X S i 2 R I A = o BRI NSk 5.
W, REMAE S5 (Ridoutt, Ball, & Killerby, 2002). HEE {42 HE A 7 BB AL AT G WL 4075 1)
TRV FARMSR IR L EARMRL, BE YA €, Bl NG B A 3R THT AR (McCoy & Evans,
2002).

42. HEHE
Csikszentmihalyi I\, QUi& 739 ARAE NI SRMN h A28, TR A8 N B AR AN AL 2 SO A B (AR AT HY
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HRA . EAR—MAMABIS, WREHTMIMG. 2R KA BT B 6K R KR
L AR (H s & m) 45 115, 2003).

Avrieti 7575 55 KA H BLIIHbIR AN 20 A AT LR G e, 8 B IR IR TR A% BEAR K b (2 i3k B
7 (B fe& ek <, 1987). Sternberg 55 A& Hi 1411 /4% % 22 i8 (investment theory) A h,  “fillig /1A
e EE GRS, MRANREISHETHNES. 7 Necka WAGLE IR TAS KRG sl
MNIEEENTEFAZ A0, T ARG S 2 L BAEAAR VR, Fid 4 MRS A #5577 1M i (Groborz &
Necka, 2003),

b, RS, Bk EEHNE NS5 . RN AT e 222 A1)
WK RE. %A H LR, BE AR BT LUk A 01iE Tk e . UM B0 SRS 2 ) 22 AR 6]
SRR, PRSI GE/NAL, IE SR, TFRIT IR B0 22 AR I 6138 70 R A AR A
FH(H /i, 2003). fERIAFNER S 5T, A% s, RGBSzt B4EgdE(r
MR 5 e T, 1985). fHAFERME, R Jafm ) LEQlE Hr k. AN RINIE 2
“DUFEZ R REIR” R/ NI ZAER LS, QUSRS R GRrs T, AR XN IR R R 2 L
TEVYAE T ik T 5 R ORFE— 80 BESEOZE, § BN, JE&IG00, #sAMAa1iE k(O
i, 1986).

BNk, SRR A BOR R R . SR IZFRAT X 700G 71 R @ = Ejem, BT ) L&
AFE N, wEJLEMAME, B2)LEr) “EIR” AR TR AAEIE N T BEENETH
WIS &1 OIS )2 WA SR, T RGHEE ST FK KRR %577, (2
& JJHK E(Albert & Runco, 1999). M. flig. REMFEFEAR T MEANE R R CH &
BAELE, 2004),

FEHAT —TULAERS, At N B85 B AN T BA B g2 AR AR RAR BE Esmi o — AN A& SR kiR
F(brain storming) i LACR AR GE M E 4, ta s, A, Sk K EE 2 i s it AT ki s
{E (brain writing) B8 58 KFEE B R FEGIE M B4 a2 ul, FIAP RN ANBS T A AL T 7=,
—J7 RN NF AT LASRAS B © idea AL, 55— J7 T AT DA GF (R E Q& J) . B 17— HEIBA AN R
AMARLE K X B SE A A G3E T4, AN RIS IR it ] DA H AR IR K AR . W TR R, TSEe s
Z ) At N T8 B8] 8 1NN 2 A A& 1o A ) 0l T8 B0 A% o mT BASRARAR 22 287 I s R
F, AT DUEE G S BAS R B 00 B R ), AN R PR T B — A B AR . X NI AL G R A R AT
HIAH IRt TIRZ S H R L. R ER T, ZE R EEEROTMEIRN, FEANFLL.. A
A SR AN—RAETE, KNIAF M. 2007 FF0— DU 7R BH,  BRFR e T RA 2 Lk sl R s i 58 A
U, AHESE EARLL A 0 A LA — e fE 1 2 A AR R M R Se bR . 2R b, S 3RATIHE
fife e @, FREANIE S R, UIRATERE TR NGO Z M AL, 280, #RaT DLOR
TATHICIERE Sy, FEBHT F A LRI (Nemeth & Ormiston, 2007).

A, BERIRKIRE ., #ZNEE . ER U SRR R Egm A1 60iE 1. A REIE
I 2 WAL B /A3 1T DABOR A B13E ) 5188 . 2009 41— TR 7 R B, ABLLAR T (8] 75 [8 20 A 15 (1) A 7R
— RHNBE PR 5 T E— B E N AR AR R BUE L, BRI S S AR AT S . plln, 5 HaE
JLEAALL, TEAEZSIHNE 5 1) LE AT BeH A 5 R GG I HEE AL A 2% 2 B 7 (Byers-Heinlein & Garcia, 2015;
Fan, Liberman, Keysar, & Kinzler, 2015). W5\ 5iAA, Z BT A4 BRI R 13 G 02 IR Dy 3 B Ak S
By TR FRANETEB L. [RIRE, SR Z MR S 0 16 22 Bk il N 3 HS G113 77 1¥1 39 Jn (Gaither, Remedios,
Schultz, & Sommers, 2015). XSCALFIAS NFITE B 28 A 35 BN A A A A2 B 1 f i) g e o, 2 IR
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SR AAT 0 TR RN AN [] () SO AR B 4 AR (Tadmor, Galinsky, & Maddux, 2012).
43. BFERE

WEFEF N OE T2 v AR B N =2 “or” e 77 30 FEIRXFOIRE R, AT 4171
FYEBIAFES, WA EZEE RSB NS L. GMAaRg, &SaErRRES T LAk
NTRBUBLEIRES o BFFLR R I, 22 AR SREARA T e AN BRAR (PPIR S Gl 85— K L) B B8 U M e o 7R
W i 75 2 %5 [ 1] #51(K ooraeim, Bayrami, Nazari, Heshmati, & Moslemifar, 2012). 1E40F#& 5 & B8 4E 6 5%,
B VRS vh BRIRAS AR B AT TQE MR p 7] /. Jarosz, Colflesh, & Wiley (2012) KB, W T /b & R4F
I 2 58 E— DR EAFB AR RS 5 0 SCEAT S PRI TR 4SRRI N . s, AR
IR K o 5 > R 22 18] PR K L3 AT LA i 6138 (Shobe, Ross, & Fleck, 2009). Z8F 7R § —Fh g nax A
128 BIAIR 1) 8] I8 3 —— 1 30 AP A IR BRIZ BN, 45 SRR IR & 2 FITFR AR F, 3 X Fh o771
K E s (e Sk AR 4R) R8T O ) B R #8A P imr. T “VR-& T (Mixed-handers)” & &I
KRS, HhpEETR R “RAET” HEEMEH O KM 24 3R T AR .

4.4. RERTS

KB FIFER T ERS IR0 v B gk, — ok, BRI 5 Ak o L4 (1 o
AR, M SHEEIE RN SEE T RS E XA RIRTERE) . BTAMR 1 013G 72 i i ARAR ) 1 46 Rk
BRI AT, BB J7vE . SIHUREEE S (N, SERE)Os 7 80 7). M, RS
EIOR SRS HLRI TR £ AL (o, RYE, FERE, B EHUR) SIRANE AHIE . A0 TSIt T s
S R SR (PUAS 335 5K BEAE & R IR R A7 R GE I A0 S 75 LU 22 i 1 4 ) 4% 1 B e A1 i R v
FEEAPERAIE 7). W “PRIREIR” WS 5HMAIE N HE . EPATREECNE TS50, LR TE %
EIR I h AT S5 02 5 R BI15 51 (De Dreu, Baas, & Nijstad, 2008). AW 7NN, FE1A1ERIH L% (o
A&, BN, BB PO ) 1 (175 28 (G 5 1) B8 B AR MR (R B R B, Tedia 1m) Mk 9 175 4 (VA I s 35
155) A] e 2 ARG i 7 ) R B (Probst, Stewart, Gruys, & Tierney, 2007).

Byron and Khazanchi (2011)K £ F&AE A s e i3 771 55— PG RS —EAT T 9L, Al D 45 18 5 it
PERILZ B RIAT T 0T 7e, ROUEE SETEAIE & 0E R 2 W3 ik . Gawda & Sze-
pietowska (2016)1f FH T REREILIRBARZ (FMRI) R I, 475 A5 FEAE QG MR 1E 5 Rk e, Rl RIEE I
MRS, AT DURSOR TP g o Bah, TESRAT SR AT S5 I, I A R R v A b A Ak 2 T 11 K i 38
IEAPTER 7 5. Lin, Tsai, Lin, & Chen (2014)4k1E T 1% 2 a0 SiE A R A13E 1R M. TR0
W, BRI B RS AR T DD A, (RISt v 17 R B S A 25 R Il R gk e () A R B0
45 INHIAEE

Hg i, AT A XM, DN R RATT A A BR 2 R it 3, 4R &8
(R, R A LR N B HR [R) 0 PR B8 R s 20 A A 13 RT3 W 70 R B B T XN B IR,
FHHBEFF T “UREAMANSEBEA NEHE, HATHACRIATH S BB AR Ergagk. X
R NG, RULOIEEEE ST A S mEA T B4 7720 Flan, FEE, R
TR 8] P 2 2k FRATE fh G B2, 0 SRR AR AR 1R I (1 M SRR B AN [RE B — AN ), IR E A
A BEfR YL AN ] (Polman & Emich, 2011). BtAh, #haxfhegnl DUA [FEFE R O3 ai b, 782 in) i),
BE 5, MBI A AT B AT DA S AT O EAE AR 71 A NS (il R e i R, kA2
RKOFHEAEG S MG NARE B CRTEE N, FATTE R REAR 2 5 2 85k B 1) 77 v o X SemF FL R B,
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o 5 (M 20 i) Rz , BRI DA R R B YE, {RRERiE 7= 4E (Polman & Emich, 2011).

PREEE A SIS B AR, B R R, MERNMAN 2 A S S R TR TR )
(Gaither, Fan, & Kinzler, 2019). #t£& 8143, HLnfpik. &k, WS EEa R T, HFAESER
0T B SAAE AR PEA . OB 22 R KRR B aX ek 2> By iy LT 48 5 AT 1947 J9(Dunham, Baron, & Banaji,
2006), (HXEPFFAALRET B2 S AMERFFR). xS h 22, REMHE A5 5%
FIZIRENRAIFEN, G — IR E R Fenid, Ry — A AR A i i, AN 2
LSRR, JEEBE AR T BERATH. B2, HEMEGHHEEE T UM, R
B, BESPIMRTH B IR B R S (B, AR 2ot A TR ) AT AR 5 61)id /) (Goclowska & Crisp,
2014) o IXFPEARPPR M RS T DA R — D NTEA R B4 2 [RS8 10 RIS 1, AT 5 3508 ot i g
Yi(tbin, note Al book FAI11R %% 5 263 notebook, {H & couch Al potato FA'11R #E 4  couchpotato) i1 &E /1
B, XFIQE MR A AR KRR R ANEMPMIREE R, BN ANEREA 2 ERAENTES S0
(Dunham & Olson, 2016; Gaither, 2018). — M AT LALLM AN, ZEIMMALEE, LMK BIREH
AR TR R A B B R X e 2 E AL By, (FR WA SRR 2 B AL 2 By 4y T RE 2 Gt 1R AR AN
fife 1 I 8L () e D PR AR AR R 2 o X SRR I, SO AT TR R AL AR, W AN = AN FR AL A (L
Bt N BCE WA A e Ee B A [E B ), BT DA I B 6103 g

5. AESRE

BE DB R RAMEE B LR Z EREE,. FEEER, FEGMAN, #AEFEaE s, I
HABTESS T 35370018 7y o MO 2% 5 A ) S LR TR TAR KRS . JE Tl N 7L, 3R
VRIS S SR R 2, ARSI B (W EIAEL . LB M N E BSOS . 1528
RS RIS, EREBIEOR NMAE S, X R I 5 OB RS IR R . A AFERO
PENLHIERSAE W ? B3 ) 0 KR35 75 AT IG (1 B ORES AARIR I IE 25 R3S, —eAMARTE NN B b T —FiAd
SFEIERPRA, IFH A BRI AEZE LLBG 1E B i . AR, XU R SIS OR, BN EARER N
FAMME . FERKRIBIF T, BUFRRNS R IIX Le 22 5 R 3 AE F T 00 ) AR SL R R, i — 2Dk AT
XFOIE IR . ER DT, 7 Bt — IR X SO 5T, CRAS rT R 45 R .

ESCUERE AT, E A SR ER T FATR S, —AELERERRIE I T ot ), R
N T4t . H AT O 77 5 5 B 7 v R0 & Bt e A&, PR g ok B 28 O B 1 1 7 S ELEis Mhr,
WHE NIV, AR @ RIRE IR — 4T 4, HER B/ AFT oy UORIG IT SV R VP ik
B BELAS G 7 SIERIF 7E A HEE

HfRRTT R, — 5 HIE T % R B B4 ) 2 0 v B 4E R S . RONVBER e R T
Tt AREE AR, BT AT bR S8 X AN T THOREAT . T TR X AN 4 B (7 4
HBEE A A E A (P BEAA T A BB BEAT TH 20, B A Al 5 i . A2t 8 UIEEAE
QIR FE Py EE A — D ANBEERNAL ST, XA PR T RER A LGN, RiTm
W98 L& TF AR 7E QI 0B 70 b N FH I SCBE B85 100 e i i v . X SR Fe b 7a T A 1) 2 W63 il &
FRALOIENE 7 I ZAT AR, 1 R] DUSE B 2 40 S AZ AN R B AE A3 ) P 4 FH (Kenett, 2019).

R, &R —REETFEMH AT RE . XFOTIEE BT RN B RIS T, 133
e AREPE. POREEAE CEEE . i, HATRCRIEE it — P 5AE. Acar and Runco (2014)if i 11
BN —2HAMAHEAT R BUBLENNR, AR5 18 B = ANE U2 X e AT ¥R 40« AT 6T E AR FRE 25
XFIN(ERB S ) — NG B —MEE S R — A NG B ARG 20 . A, AR RS Al
DLYE TSI &, JF HAE G122 b5 G0 VRS BE AT (B0 0 2 1 B P B 3R AH 9% . Beketayev & Runco
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(2016) W\, F T35 LAY A AR BE RN V20, A VR 2) 51, B DAVE 23 53 2Z 1) B AT FEE AN ) o
A R E R A I BT RS B AN (9140 MTurk), X RO iE AR R B . [E
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