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Abstract

Team creativity is the product created jointly by group members in the context of social interac-
tion. Previous studies used adults as subjects, and the results were only applicable to adults. In
this study, children of middle school age were selected as the research objects to explore the per-
formance characteristics and related influencing factors of team creativity in different divergent
thinking tasks. In experiment 1, the team creativity level of middle school-age children was
tracked for 6 months using an unconventional use task. The results showed that the change of
team creativity remained stable, and there was no significant correlation between team creativity
performance and individual creativity and cooperative behavior. In experiment 2, a realistic situ-
ational task was used. The results showed that the level of team creativity of middle school-age
children increased significantly over time. Team creativity is also affected by individual creativity
level and team cooperation level. Moreover, middle school-age children with high level of team
creativity will have more cooperative behaviors in the future. This study provides theoretical evi-
dence for understanding the characteristics and influencing factors of children’s team creativity.
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11. BlEEHNSERIEN

WEE A DE KB A SRR OIS SR, RO IR A,
BIE ST RARAME W T8 KT 6038 77 1 R Gt Tk ih T3 EL.OFL 52 5K Guiford, B MGG T 63 77
FIFMRIZEIRN . EIRE, ZEFEm N FE e O QG 2K —e B, BHrACMrER, ™
AHFEREEL R AR E B AME R SR EGRE T (R, M, UM, MRS,
2009). AHFF K Sternberg F1 Lubart (1996)Fr th (1613 77 e, BP A /)2 Bdg BUH A FH = i
BE 77

TTAER, 225 e it 7 1) B 6 AMAGIIE J % 1) 1 A1 BA A1 77 . Amabile X T A1 Al 77 1 XA,
FH A B3 7 2 P A G 3ds 3 i EL A T 7 b RO FEARNFR . Woodman 25 A (1993) 42 H i 613 1948 ELAE FI AR
W, BLESIFEASR B T MA SRS 2 B BB = i5(2008) 2ttt , FHBAGIIE 4Tt — 7 T 5
AMEGIET R IRBRISE K, B S MEZ RS EAGIE. R RFWREIEA . B
A BB RIS, R 2 S AR AL AT, FEIXFRESL R, FIRABIIE ) A4 24Tt (Shalley & Gilson, 2004).

1.2. EIBABIEH AN E

Guilford 7& 1967 4F4F X A& Hi B 45T & HHE & B0 3& 56 (Alternative Uses Task, AUT) % sk # a7 [ e i
[N, AR Z AR H e AT E B A A i% . IS5 ) 8 (Realistic Presented Problems, RPP)
R — PR B BT 55, BRI IESS HBLSLIEBE, 75— @ IR 1A] P9 R AT BE 2 Hhgh e ok /i
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1.3. EIB\BIiEN % REI KR

Torrance (1968) & ¥ 1 Gl 1) “ VU4EZR K4 (the fourth-grade slump)” o EHAWFRAH T 5HAM &
gs R, FREE e 4ES S4B K (Urban, 1991; Camp, 1994; Charles & Runco, 2001), ] Tl 52
(2006) A L) L8 32t G138 VAR 27 1r AL RE 0 A JRE (R DG BRI/ 2 DU A 4 G T R L B 5 /D 4R i I B et
B, HOEQNE NN FIUEGGR R TR EF (R, M, XM, PREE, 2009). BL &S
PR, W TAMATT S, O3 M B R R 1 S R B ATE T4 0 v o TR 2508 P 1 L 2 131 A B3
FIsmE R R, IR AERHRR ST,

LR bpTIR, ARFEE AUT A1 RPP PR BT I E . WA SRS, 20 R FE AN R B A8 4
5, A EIE IR Z S SR R &R . ERORE IO T, AW R R T s )
RFEIIRBEN, 5 1Ak I LB N Sl LI AR RVE N 8~11 %) ASHITFUR MU G BT
Fvrt, xR LE AT A 6 AN T B ERTT L. SR RG] LB R I BABIIE ) R R
KB, RN ZIFARALE AR R B AE 55 B DA BIAE 77 15 73 22 B I TR) 1T 2 2 0 s FLZf A i) A 1A 1)
i 1K B % 1F [ IO 5 A & B IS J3 7K. SEse TR SR P LIE AR RPP AT 55 R K1 A1 A€
18 Sy RIS HEAE I (A TG0 RPP AL 55 1 (& AR AT 948 b ENS 1E 17 500 [T BA 613 717K F-.

2. SEIG—: i H)LEEIEE MK (Alternative Uses Task, AUT)EIBABIE H{EFH
MRMEFWE=

2.1 EWIE

2.1.1. SRR

IEHUEZ T F R X AN 8~11 % )L 3 60 44 (CFH4FERE: 9.00 £ 0.80)fE Ak, HoFBA427 A, «
4233 No FTE BRSO R, $AGRITF, WU EAL I o B i B 2% 8 A AR (7 1 S5
M, BEHLALEE 20 = AN/, W AR EIERSEIGTFAGRT, BT E i st 1S, Exmk
SIS, AR IR 2] F LR D SR .

2.1.2. StIgwR

ARS8 225 AR ST T P A Y LB Bl i AR (0 3 PR B MEBCEL(HE 1, 2010), MAEIE IS5
FEH RS STy “ HH A P AR ACE A S H AR o BUAQNE /5 h AR US55
R BALRCEAT IR IR LR R B AT TR A TR

2.13. XZRIE

AHEFEAE 2019 4F 5 H (T1)F 2019 4F 11 H (T2) 2 3 HEAT T W5 Ut o

1) B til(T1)

SIS TFAATT, BT L e A Y i SR M . JLEE R stop signal AT %% LA J% 0-1-2back 1155
stop signal 11:45 LA & 0-1-2back 1T:45 F Eprime2.0 #1281

TE AL IR I 4 75 258 MR QNG J1AE 55 A1 BN GIE 1A 55, AR 1. AMEAIE 745 AT
FBAMTE S — AR SE S A — A AUT (155 . Bl (0 BT GI3E JJAE55H, #aeRe gty 21— 1) 58 i s e i
PI#EE, BENLARTE = AN BEAL E S pestis . ikul & AT NG, R R 58 s — N 25 ST 5 FT A
AR H AL & (Alternative Uses Task, AUT){E5%. fES5BMBL, 0K RIEAT A S, BABRABER
Mei, CREFIMEA[ES, BAHAEETTOU ‘&7, T—R48E%, BB EER.

SIS AR, il 7 HE S [ BA 6 ) £ (Group Preference Scale, GPS) & 1 4 &5 — Stk R B (o =
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0.80). MMM T HHREQIE AT S Wi AL, AT 55 88 FE 1) T {5 FZ (Cronbach’s o = 0.85). #¢ /o # i 75
B A EAT 55 MEBE ATV 20 o FEVEINEN B, $0AS SR VA B A

P8, : ke P, :
%3 e MARIE IS e %3] e ERRIE RS

Figure 1. Experimental process
E 1. EiRiE

2) B EN(T2)

PR TR 256 A O J AT 55 A T BAGIE JI4E55, AR RS TLAHRE, RASE A,
214. FEMESHERESRITE

A& 55 IR I I FE AU B 0 R o T BEAS 0 FH Al & O USRI R 7R o T s
1355 F B RPN E AT VRN AT, B RS2 850 VP AG 53 20 53l D B (0 o X ) /S W e T R L 15
5o AR B A B BB R 6 B H, NI S RGN S 53 /N A AR S A

EAEAT NI U RS G, WREERE = BIBNGIE /I 1S o I 264, MR 45 & BE ik 1
INHR A Z M EAERERE, AR, WA S A g & AR s

2.15. GeitibiE
AKSIAE T SPSS21.0 BEATEIE Gt 44T -

2.2. SEIREER

22.1. EXESEGITER

ARAE B AE B SR MG NEI RIS DL TARIRIZAT S R, UAAEmmER. AR
ERMMEE RGN, SRR, JLEMRIE ek K, NS TRz M ee 1 # AT
KT KB TEMRTE, 1528 L RAT SR E NIRRT G, SREAE RKAZ L, FikA]
PAHERR SR MR, 1528 DL AT 55 3 F5 (R 50

222 MEBIENRUER

SV R LEAMAGIE R, T W43 708 M = 4.65, SD = 1.15, T1 #i#itk1353 4 M = 14.08,
SD=3.58. T2 i tEfS7r M =6.68, SD=1.58, T2 ¥l N M=1956, SD=3.34. XIEMHAH
] s AR A G 7T A TS 7 SR ARG A AT IR RE AR T ke, 45K T2 B b, i
PEA 70 (t(19) =5.11, p < 0.001), FrAMEAR 7 (1(19) = 4.15, p = 0.001)#A 3% HI3E

223 BIAGIENRMER

H B\ B3t SR b, TL % ES2> A M = 20.20, SD = 5.04, T1 i #itE455> M = 52.46, SD = 14.28.
T2 i tE1S5r A M =21.80, SD =3.77, T2 #4537 M =56.63, SD =10.55. “#ikeH )Lz HEA G
W JJRIAE TL M T2 L2 5 WIS 20 Ralre m A 1] s i A A QIS 70 B 1445 25 5 8 A4S o0 ik
ATECATAEA Tt 45 R T2 iFA) A E, I A5 53 (1(19) = 1.34, p = 0.195), Hr #1543 (t(19) = 1.07,
p =0.298)Jc & & .
2.24. AUT ESEHEAEITHEBRER

X ARAE PN B 18] s A5 A A EAT AR AR AT RO FEAR T K58, S5 RW: ST NIEFR(1(19) =
1.81, p = 0.086)7E I B 7~ A~ H Ja o i 2 1

i
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Figure 2. The performance of team creativity of middle school-age children
Bl 2. FihHLERESIE R

2.25. BIAGIENEMEEIES . EEIEBIERMEXXER

ik — 5 U B e T ) L3 K HT A B3 ) RIS AMEBIIE 7 DL EARAT MR PRI R R, 18 1K,
TARAZ A BN FI I E gt il A &, BT mAH G/ i RN, 78 TLI s b, )L HIBAAIE 7 1)
W PEAR 4 5AMR)E SR 4340 (r = —0.24, p = 0.364) LR EAM 5%, JLIEFIRA B3 J1 i 9 Sk 154
EANMARGIE AR 5 (r = —0.23, p = 0.369) 2 [AIC W4 M. ) LE FBAAIE /1 5 A EAT N FaFR Z 1811 st
=0.31, p=0.222; r s = 0.28, p = 0.278) L EAHI; T2 B H] & b, HIBAAIE 1R g 15 7 5 A
JIRIFATELR 73 (r = 0.19, p = 0.462) 0 2 E A G,  BIAGIIE /1 (3B $PEAS 43 5 MR G13E 7 1B B4R 43 (r
=0.31, p = 0.229) 2 [A] G . 3 AH K . BN B1iEE /) 5 G ARAT NFEAR ZIAI(r e = 0.24, p = 0.345; 1 g = 0.18, p

=0.502) L F K.
3. LW = FiEArhHA)L EAEILIEIE (Realistic Presented Problem, RPP){E & HhRIZRIT
S5&mEE

3.1 SEWAE

3.1.1. SEE#R
R [F S 1.

3.1.2. SEIEEH

AW TS AR M 78 BT F A s 15 1 )i 14 JE 4B 1UB(Runco & Okuda, 1988). RPP ZH i A il
e ORI SRR EFIIRUEE, I B SRR ST RHES TR RMR, A BHEIR 2 ROt 7O,
M EZE NS . P2 EHE, FOMRATIL, R RRIER el RN EAM? R B Ak
ANAE? 7 PR IR JEAREESI RN R — 3 8 R, BT DU AL 58 B 1E 3 P9 )R B T
B AR KITHMNIA — e ZEH, BERGRIAN T VRSB RS 1A R4 5, (B4
Y SR CEIE 1T HARMII AW EENY) 1, T E5R A n] DUIER S AR T . BRI A RRE
BRI S e ! TR R B AR 7 B EE AR P R RIS B X R

3.1.3. L xI2
B I (TL)

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1111301 2644 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1111301

1E IO R 75 2 78 AR 13 7 SEBRAT 25 R BA B 77 SEB0AT 45, MBI ) SR B0 AE 5 it —
FHE, EAOIE 7L iR S e — A, R4 MES A, 8RR =28 E e . EF
S B, R T S B I S B (realistic presented problem, RPP){T4%, BENLEIN, 4T55FkHNSL
MBI TR .

5 EN(T2)

PR T T2 AR IE ST 5 R B 4T 55, PFME S FEER S T1 A .

3.14. XTFIBEEEFRITH
[i) S iy —

3.15. itébie
A T SPSS21.0 #HATEBUR ST HT .

3.2. LR

3.2.1. HXREZHNGEITHER
SERFW, JLEMGRIE SR EAKCE, RS TARCIZHI B I E AL TR KT T T RLHER
AAEBRTE, 1548 DA 55 ME A R KR

3.22. MEBIENHNRMNER

X B R AE AN TR A0 75 (9 B3 T TR AT 2 S B AR AT O AR AR T AR SR, 45K T2
FiE] L, AR 43 (t(19) = 5.1, p < 0.001), Bk 45 (t(19) = 4.15, p = 0.001)%f kb T1 75 S &4 ..
3.2.3. FIBABIENHNRUNER

X B R AE AN BT 1) A0 75 09 13 T IR YRS o ST A o AT O BEAR T RS, 45 R 3.
T2 iFla] 5, im0 (t(19) = 3.49, p < 0.01), FrHMEA 2 (t(19) = 4.34, p < 0.001) & 1.
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Figure 3. Team creativity of middle school-age children

El 3. FiehH/LENEEIE R

3.24. RPP EEZHHSEITAIERER

R B A A B F1AE 45 A A, AT T M S B i 15 2 iy, RS N s 45 A T
X BB AE PN BT B SIS (8 S AR AT TR AT EC R FE AR T A58, g5 R anlsl 4. SAEAT NHan(t(19) = 1.39,
p = 0.182)7ERf fR /SN H 5 o w2 38 hn
3.25. BIRAGIENSMEEIES . SERBIERIEXXR

itk — 2 B A A3 J) RIS AR GG 77 DL EARAT RTEFRIOC R, i & 71K, TARD
VAN EA I AR &, AT RAR DT S5 BoR, 76 RPP LS, T1 WAL, JLE HIPAA]
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i 1R 5 5O 1 R A 5 5 3 SO (r = ~0.85, p = 0.021). JLELHIB Gl 11
B0 5/ R QI AT MBI 950 12 B35 GO = ~0.54, p = 0.024). IBAGUIE T IRWAIERS 5 4
AT AR 2 AP 1E 5 EAR YR A (r = 0.51, p = 0.039).

O R N W b

T1 T2
mT1l mT2

Figure 4. Cooperative behavior of middle school-age children
4. FRFHLENSEITARI

SR 1A 73 W12 AR B K1 0F 1 A BU3E TR T, SR A 50 o0 T, T2 A
WAE A, BIBNEIE 3 LR S ARAT Jvfiabn = Z AR R e SR INEE 1 R, TR/ MARIE 1 7KFx 1
BABISE 117K P — AR E R R BIE R, MAR e AR, BRI RI1E /KPS T1 JBLEY
IV ERT T1 B EAEAT IR A — MR RIE R FINVERT,  FIBANGIE Jm i N, S T5 1.
Table 1. Regression analysis of individual creativity level, team creativity level and cooperative behavior indicators at T1

time point

= L TLMEEIEHKFE. BIABIESIKF ST RERINEYA S

R A & HAR R R R? AR? B F
H ki T1 MY T1 0.488 0.239 0.196 -1.979 5.638"
B A e T1 AMAEFTRUE T1 0.474 0.225 0.181 -1.819 5.212"
HEAT FtRHE T1 FRF 1 T1 0.487 0.237 0.194 0.058 5.585

Hkk

(F: “Np<005 “Hp<0.01, “Hp<0.001, T, )

T2 (Al g b, ) LE BIBAGIIE 7 B A1 70 5 MR EIE J1 B BEAS 0 B 82 1B (r = 0.49, p =
0.043). RIBAGIE /1 5 EAEAT AR L AAFAE B I IEAH SR AR (r e = 053, p = 0.029; r 45 =051, p =
0.035). T2 [alJHsrHras Randk 2, SRFTW], T2 B MABIIE I BE AUELS 7% 4] A B iE 71 B # st 15
A ANEERIERTNER, MARGIE K-, BUARIIE K T2 BIRA G J7 38 st xt
T2 KEEAT Jvdabn s — AN RF IR BUAE R, IBAGIE s /N, e T 5 1.

Table 2. Regression analysis of individual creativity level, team creativity level and cooperative behavior indicators at T2

time point

2. T2 MK RIENKE FBNGIENKFSEEITRIERRIEYA D 1T

[R5 H AR R R? AR? B F
P asg gt T2 AMAETRTE T2 0.565 0.319 0.281 1.548 8.422"
A AT NTRTR T2 BkiiwgtE T2 0.488 0.239 0.196 0.026 5.638"

(F: “Ap<0.05, “Hp<001, “Hp<0.001, FF. )
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itk — R FE BINANE 71 5 G 1EAT AIRbR BRI DG R, SR A S G W 58 7 BT 7 b, #8461 T1
() B BB F7 3 75 0, T1 (A EAT N Fadnxd T2 191 BABid Jo38r S ik 250 B /E Fl A 5. 3% (B = 0.136,
p>0.05); =il T1 KIA1EIT RiE R, T1 BHIBAEIIE /) B BEAS 20 X5 T2 A VEAT ot br 00 70 5 H
(B =0592, p<0.001).

4. Bitig
4.1. FRMESPHIEABSIE NIRRT

BEARAEANARQNE JAES WS 2 SH A o #a B . X8, 8~11 ¥ MJLE, Mk
B3 /1K 2 BT, X 5H7 AR —F(Camp, 1994; Maker, Jo, & Muammar, 2008; Mullineaux &
Dilalla, 2011; #T°F, #h%E, 20065 XIHEZE, 2013; iR, TMEHE, XURHE, M8, 2009).

TE AUT 4155, Bl IBA BidE ) RHFAEASE /Ko 2l ] ) L B8 AbAE Q13 ) R R I R B ], L
YEiEER, AR M. FE, YN EHEREKT, bR EE — e EaREDLER
BlEPE e, Rk, 0 JLE O RBYE e, BYERE AL B2 T —EIRH . RIUNELR N
MR T IN R AT, 1 A R K [ B 2 AR AL . (RS UL, RN RHIZESR .

7E RPP AT45H, BN /1 g A3 43 5 At A8 3 g 13, EOLSE N, i BA
BIE K 5AMEANIE D H R A . ERUAE S, )L R B AR eI S (] R, X i) 3 ) AR R
THATE B RS E AL, BAERESER. FRTPHNLECERRES T — BN AR AREE T,
Tt & MARIE ik & FBNGIE 7, 7RI — M BEATRE 19 3] — A RIFI R R . X iR i M Re T, 76 RPP
M HTABIE D155, JLEE 1 A B3 K1 Bl o B R T2 35 3

4.2. AR

4.2.1. FRESPHBERGIENSE D TEIRIZ. INEHHIEXHR

HEABEFEATY, I ER 3 7 AE T g s iR 2, I B )iE 0 es B2 1l TARICAZ /K
REJI(FHEFR, 2007) FEAHT TIPSR, Bt i MARIE J17KF L BIBAGIE 17K 53R B SO
JrE s NFHMEIIGS B TARC IR TE R K. XAy, S0 I J LB R 45 )
IR . PRI, T2l b S LB R UG, BIE PEBUR A At 2 A AE AR PRI AT L AR

4.2.2. REMESPHBEGIENSMEEIESN . SRR ZENXRE

TE B BA B3 7 I AE ST 50 4, A9 .3l 72 85 B K & (Drachzahavy & Somech, 2001; Kratzer, Leenders,
& Engelen, 2004; Leenders, Engelen, & Kratzer, 2003; Paulus & Yang, 2000). [&/MNAEI#EIRZ A4 HAR
s MU A . 7 AUT 4RSS, AMEGIE T K s ki, BIBAAIE /3R IA — 2 & . XA RE S
BTN B, RO Rl EIEE E BI b, X T A R R A . TEMARAE S, 4 Bk R
RIVEEIRES, HALR A A RS 5 A G .

£ RPP {£55, JLEMHEIAAIE /1 5 &E T ATabr REMOC, Ff HEEER [RGB, iR
T, JLEAE MBS, 20 2 T i N AEYE, RN RIE K. FE T TR A E, i AN
1% ) 5 AN F) RIS A AH G, 78 T2 I 1A] m b, MG ) R R 5 A BA B3 77 g Bt 5 IEAH G
ZRRRIEEHBES LW AREEAER, MaENFPEK, JLESY REAKNE4ETT, #A4
4 5 BB NG FJ KT o 4 1 BAB1IE ) 3R ILSZ B AR S Bl s K T, R BB AiE )1 R I Z 3
T RFFEER FEEER, XE5A R —8 AR REH, $AMEa0E 1K aets
TR AT BAB3E JJ7KF, 31X 5 1 AAE B i8] BRI e 48 AR R o 17 BB A1 17K P Be % il 5 1E 4T A,
KW T EAE R BB G AR 5 N &
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KIS %

4.3. RFMRAE

Boe, RRAETICILE FBAAE /7% Rt BB RIS IR 2. Uk, R 78RR S K]
LS 2 SRR A 5%, DA S 245 BRI Inse et 4. BUS, RokSET )L AR 7711
TR 90 I8 S35 5 22 (O BRI DR 25 LA N B LB R 2%

5. &hig

S ep )3 () AR KB I 1] 5 e i A, e RIS B 00 RS R, xS
DLAEAMR I3 F1 R JERG “VUAESL” SRst Be—8 22 b L3E 1O DA 613 7 th 252 BN AIE F77K
S5 BRI, X — S AR T R — B0 BRI 77K 1 2 b L 3 RSk 2
WL LI VEAT I, TRE TR N B ) L 28 [T B\ 0 34 7 (00 A % B i R 25 4 (R B T4

E&WH
AR FAF BB B AR N SCHERHI 5T — IR H “8~12 % )12 A QI3 7 (R AL AT e 28 4
(2019SKO55) (11 ¥ B o
SEEk
s, TREE, AR, 2% (2008). {55 M S BT A1 B G J7 5 ) SEUE T S A E EPEEFL S, (S1),
561-565.

T, #235(2006). EANEDEQNE R TR SSLk. A F 1 FHF, (3), 40-43.

TR (007). L& 7SN S LIETZIZ IR F I, LA S, R R K2,
XIHEZR(2013).  H1h 24 G BN R R FF £ Ry A 207 7. WL AR 3, WFEE: I RIMTE R,
WA (2010). JEZXSMEGIE LRI ENTEIE. WA AR L, TR IR R
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Camp, G. C. (1994). A Longitudinal Study of Correlates of Creativity. Creativity Research Journal, 7, 125-144.

Charles, R. E., & Runco, M. A. (2001). Developmental Trends in the Evaluative and Divergent Thinking of Children. Crea-
tivity Research .Journal, 13, 417-437. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781410608604-19

Drach-Zahavy, A., & Somech, A. (2001). Team Heterogeneity and Its Relationship with Team Support and Team Effective-
ness. Journal of Educational Administration, 40, 44-66. https://doi.org/10.1108/09578230210415643

Kratzer, J., Leenders, R., & Engelen, J. (2004). A Delicate Managerial Challenge: How Cooperation and Integration Affect
the Performance of NPD Teams. Team Performance Management, 10, 20-25.
https://doi.org/10.1108/13527590410527559

Leenders, R. T. A. J., Engelen, J. M. L. V., & Kratzer, J. (2003). Virtuality, Communication, and New Product Team Crea-
tivity: A Social Network Perspective. Journal of Engineering & Technology Management, 20, 69-92.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0923-4748(03)00005-5

Maker, C. J., Jo, S., & Muammar, O. M. (2008). Development of Creativity: The Influence of Varying Levels of Implemen-
tation of the Discover Curriculum Model, a Non-Traditional Pedagogical Approach. Learning & Individual Differences,
18, 402-417. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lindif.2008.03.003

Mullineaux, P. Y., & Dilalla, L. F. (2011). Preschool Pretend Play Behaviors and Early Adolescent Creativity. Journal of
Creative Behavior, 43, 41-57. https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2162-6057.2009.th01305.x

Paulus, P. B., & Yang, H. C. (2000). Idea Generation in Groups: A Basis for Creativity in Organizations. Organizational
Behavior & Human Decision Processes, 82, 76-87. https://doi.org/10.1006/0bhd.2000.2888

Runco, M. A, & Okuda, S. M. (1988). Problem Discovery, Divergent Thinking, and the Creative Process. Journal of Youth
& Adolescence, 17, 211-220. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01538162

Shalley, C. E., & Gilson, L. L. (2004). What Leaders Need to Know: A Review of Social and Contextual Factors That Can
Foster or Hinder Creativity. Leadership Quarterly, 15, 33-53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2003.12.004

Sternberg, R. J., & Lubart, T. I. (1996). Investing in Creativity. American Psychologist, 51, 677-688.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1111301 2648 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1111301
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781410608604-19
https://doi.org/10.1108/09578230210415643
https://doi.org/10.1108/13527590410527559
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0923-4748(03)00005-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lindif.2008.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.2162-6057.2009.tb01305.x
https://doi.org/10.1006/obhd.2000.2888
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01538162
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.leaqua.2003.12.004

https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.51.7.677

Torrance, E. P. (1968). A Longitudinal Examination of the Fourth Grade Slump in Creativity. Gifted Child Quarterly, 12,
195-199. https://doi.org/10.1177/001698626801200401

Urban, K. K. (1991). On the Development of Creativity in Children. Creativity Research Journal, 4, 177-191.
https://doi.org/10.1080/10400419109534384

Woodman, R. W., Sawyer, J. E., & Griffin, R. W. (1993). Toward a Theory of Organizational Creativity. Academy of Man-
agement Review, 18, 293-321. https://doi.org/10.2307/258761

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1111301 2649 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1111301
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.51.7.677
https://doi.org/10.1177/001698626801200401
https://doi.org/10.1080/10400419109534384
https://doi.org/10.2307/258761

KA A

B3R
B R —:
TG [ A

TR,

BUHES HBATN LY ! AL DS ERE N T B, W70 LB MBI AIE R Seieid fe 2 4
AEREAAEFTIIA R

1) SEEGHHERAS AR AN BRI TR, A AR AT e m e ol H 5

2) M R BB AR TR

3) FESEHG A H s PhIE RIS, IR A SE IR I ZOR AN B 0

4) FESLRERUG, 25T E LT

Z 5 HE I N AR R PRIIE

1) FERER AR TS 5ARLRIFI & SR, WSk BB S8 H i, Ikl ziR

ISR IAT 555

Y, 1= 518, 2= BEIRY, 3= 13,

2) FESCIIRAT O 2= AR EHE ) A ASUR A AR VA Jos St S 6 B2 P 6 5
3) FEARATIRIM /G AN PR IB I H A e F 2K

KT S S H A a0 R AR

1) SRR AT DABE R IR S, B NP S 96 A I s

2) B X E RS BA R

ChEd A E2yE, IFFRECREE A E, JFRE

TRE S bR

R R B AR BRI R T R S O B S AT W FEBE T

P

HEM A ER

ULEH: FHdEA 5 ANEH, tﬁﬁﬁﬁ%hL% A2, BRI E SRR A, 0= A
=1

ta
RG24, wiiE— M8 HE 4, A 0~4 /15 MH

BN CTE %%T%Aﬁ%iﬂl%%ﬂ“w

BATORIEEE S ERL AR TE, AR SIS .

ENEE A—mfed  EHERN a4 R4

1) SXANIEG A R o 0 1 2 3 4
2) 2 E RN I 0 1 2 3 4
3) XA R TCHN o 0 1 2 3 4
4) BIRTZHREAME. 0 1 2 3 4
5) FAS B WX A5 o 0 1 2 3 4
P =

ER(EIEIER-&:3

Y NHSA 10 DMEUH, S H ASRRR IR B0 2, st AR H AT SRR . 0= A

4, 1= A—ria, 2= 5G4, 3= 180, 4= 180, #iE—EAE 5%, A 0~4 15 1M 4H

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1111301 2650 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1111301

IR 2%

e A AR T TR SR V.
BAVRAERR (R (R T, WA

S I O v AR (R (0¥
1) BERAERIAF 22T 0 1 2 3 4
2) M E 2], AR 2T, 0 1 2 3 4
3) FARME AL BT BA 27 2] B 3] A 0 0 1 2 3 4
4) FERIBA,  FRAIBUIE BT B ORI . 0 1 2 3 4
5) TERIBAHT, FRARAE ™ AT A ARE . 0 1 2 3 4
w0 R s mn
6) N T o] i e 3 5 %% 77 0 1 2 3 4
7) BARK G IE RGN e > 0 1 2 3 4
8) WIHEMKEE H O xRN, AR LI RN MFR. 0 1 2 3 4
9) BAHEN, WEMLAMARIEL. 0 1 2 3 4
10) JTREEM—IE SR MAL RIS, AR — 0 1 ’ 3 4
T 5 N AERIAE S
IiEQUE
A2 S JE R ]

AT AR
FRT1

0.136

0.447

0.592**

I BAB13E 75
HANER 5
T1

H1 B\ Bll3E 7

0.719"" Bty
T2

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.1111301 2651 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.1111301

	学龄中期儿童在团队创造力任务中的表现
	摘  要
	关键词
	Performance of Middle School-Aged Children in Team Creativity Tasks
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	1.1. 创造力与团队创造力
	1.2. 团队创造力的测量
	1.3. 团队创造力发展的关键期

	2. 实验一：学龄中期儿童在非常规用途(Alternative Uses Task, AUT)团队创造力任务中的表现与影响因素
	2.1. 实验方法
	2.1.1. 实验被试
	2.1.2. 实验材料
	2.1.3. 实验流程
	2.1.4. 非常规任务用途任务表现计算
	2.1.5. 统计处理

	2.2. 实验结果
	2.2.1. 相关任务统计结果
	2.2.2. 个体创造力表现差异
	2.2.3. 团队创造力表现差异
	2.2.4. AUT任务中合作行为指标差异
	2.2.5. 团队创造力与个体创造力、合作指数指标的相关关系


	3. 实验二：学龄中期儿童在现实情境(Realistic Presented Problem, RPP)任务中的表现与影响因素
	3.1. 实验方法
	3.1.1. 实验被试
	3.1.2. 实验材料
	3.1.3. 实验流程
	3.1.4. 关于现实情境任务表现计算
	3.1.5. 统计处理

	3.2. 实验结果
	3.2.1. 相关任务的统计结果
	3.2.2. 个体创造力的表现差异
	3.2.3. 团队创造力的表现差异
	3.2.4. RPP任务中的合作行为指标差异
	3.2.5. 团队创造力与个体创造力、合作指数指标的相关关系


	4. 总讨论
	4.1. 不同任务中的团队创造力的表现
	4.2. 影响因素
	4.2.1. 不同任务中的团队创造力与智力、工作记忆、认知抑制的关系
	4.2.2. 不同任务中的团队创造力与个体创造力、合作指数之间的关系

	4.3. 未来研究方向

	5. 结论
	基金项目
	参考文献
	附录

