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Abstract

Psychologists still have not reached a consensus on the nature of the relation between intelligence
and creativity. The present research, focusing on the levels of creativity and intelligence, combed
the past 50 years research conclusion about creativity and intelligence, and synthetically assessed
the relationship between creativity and intelligence.
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1. 3]

B R R RE BN BATEM S N, &M AE IR IR ). B RELEIRATAZIG P EON I 5
J PR HE (Neisser, 1996), 8 ek 7 AME AT E TR R RE 1. 2RO BRI AE E 2 AR RE
71, ATELAE QMBI . “H T (1Q)A2 “B B Mfihk, i E OB ER - Wit
o B > B JLEAE NG TP A X R L BREEES R ASERRAE RS FEAREL 100, FlEn— A LE AR R
10 %, HRARESEM 8 & LR AR, MR 8/10 x 100 = 80, A& K 2K MEZIIA
THTIEAR « LEARE NG . B AR, R R B ERRIR, (e DA
SRR KT AR A

2. HaRBIEN?

BlIE SRR AR I H O A AIRE R, R EMER, AR, S, At s
61 B 2NN, Gl e X IO P(1961): Alif& i A (person), €% 13 2 (process), €)1 #7% f (product),
BIE B (press) . QiGN ELFEAMRTINENRE 1, EWSARRAE, A0 fiE, AMEZ4E. QG e
FRAMALE AT QGRS 1) O RS, EFERHER B, TRBTBL,  WIRARY BRI E i B (Wallas, 1926). filli&
(7= iR R ARVE B S B L 2 RIE K, GBI N N SR RIM R, A& M ALE
B I IREE (3 Nl O3 g i R W] LR A A 777

3. EhMBIENNXE
31 BlENREHHFE

T R (Guilford) & 55— M FE N JEHE 1 70 KA, Atk Hedin 44 9B 0 45K9(SOI), FEREHE & 61
1 SRR I REI — 853 o M AER ) = 4RSS MR g th, NSRBI N =ANEE (B8 2R &)
Hik: F—REEIMAREIEEIE.. 9. 15 XA AR 58 42585 0 M ERE (B HE A,
W2 KEURYE, RE BN Al B =4ERIBE I M(EFERIT. Kl KR, RE. HHM
ZLERNFI) o XA, HPURT NS TUAMRIERSH =3 AT H G 4 x 5 x 6 = 120 PSR IR E . &
IRAEFFN Y, G P B GERAZ Cot 2 R ) AR SRR I E R 7 I E R s R ), BRI E
A& MBI A A I B4R ), BIERS M, RIEHEMaME = AN . B2 R RIS A
712 18] F)AH I ME B (Furnham & Chamorro Premuzic, 2006; Furnham & Bachtiar, 2008), Bl &% & i AA—
SEA NG T W /RAE RIS SIS T — RIS T RIE 77 &, L andt == Wi v B4R 56, TUhimh
MR HE BTSSR ERe KB e 555, BUCERy, e Ir s 17X a0E 7 705 R o B 4E
R Z IR RBWTL . A& I E S8 TS, BABAFBUGRW ], 802 AR RIR
)24 (Kaufman & Baer, 2006).

RRE/R (Cattell) LA M4k 7 7 5 /RARRF 38, ABAE /R (Horn) 388 7120 N &R J1(gC) FHi A4 % 77
(9F), RFFZRINA, TR TR EAE RGP AT S, g B, MiciZ, HnEE R R 5%,
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AZHE G .. SRR Tl E R 2SS E R TR I 1. Wnai S, FiE AR, W
LS BONRE ST, — BEORFFAEN AR S o IR ) R T REMES . MG, O o B
(Furnham), D13 (Batey), Z4%1#(Anand) 12 JE /R & (Manfield) & B A 11 (gF) 5 £ 105 Kk BE B 4E iR
M PERE G

MHT, RFFRAVE R RAAE D)5 SR8 e 5~ PR (Carol) ) = 2 B gk 45 G ke ok, FONRER
IR« EIR « RPI/RHEIR(CHC), XIS PME)REF/R « B/REIR L RP /REREARAR, EfFE
— AR IR R Cg”, CHC BRAR N3 100 FEAR Y SR H ff N 2R 45 Ky (R sk B T FER (McGrew, 2009),
EARRCE T R AR A J1EE (Kaufman, 2009). R4 « /R « B2 /RELE(CHC)H 16 FHAFIRIAE
HE(McGrew, 2009), Writkb¥EgEJ1(Ga), EAHEELREJ1(Ge), W% J1(GF), filbife J1(Gh), ZhutRE
(GK), #iR(Gkn), KIHTIZEEII(GIr), W5HE/1(Go), LELIZENEE/1(Gp), ABIEHEE (Gps), HALA
PUGQ), B IERE J1(Grw), ACHEE(Gs), HRHCAZAEI1(Gsm), TR/ N IEE(GL), A5 AFERE
(GV)o R CHC L I A VLB 28 013G 7, (H R B3 T2 AR 71 (GF) 1 3 B2 2H sl 43 (Kaufman, 2009).

1993 4, hnfEgh(Gardner) JFUATT 5T “ HkAHE” (idea of eminence), HLiERAE VL F5 B R LRG3 F1,
Y i 7B S AR QNS A, AT NERFIARAE 1K 2 0 B — — X R, X
HUS 7R 1983 FEH AR (B /1INS5H: ZuBREER) — P —IKAE T VEgER . E T, nfEgh e ik
RRIHMANEAETENE S O6E” o X—RWR LG8 BB rR: ALK ER—Joh, "R
S —1. SRR ST BRI E NG, S ZEMTR, NEYEHEE T H ORI, 5
T th N ZRAFAE Z MO [R) I L 4E 7 2, Ak N 2R IR 52880 i 7 A, 230l 1) F i - 155 8 JJ(Verbal-
linguistic intelligence) 48/t Bt SEME 1IfE /1. 2) &4 - 11225 J1(Musical-rhythmic intelligence) 45/& 32 |
Hol. 847 BURMIRIAE RIIEE ST . 3) B - R ) (Logical-mathematical intelligence) & iz & Al
HIRE ST 4) WMok - 23 18] 1 (Visual-spatial intelligence) 5852 . #5042 A B IAA (1) 4% 1] 5% 2 ik
IR IE ARSI RE /1. 5) Bk - B35 % 71(Bodily-kinesthetic intelligence)#& iz F U Ji ALK T 1 B
6) FZ%1- A% Ji(Intrapersonal intelligence)fa Al TEARE B SR 1. 7) &4 - LW 71 (In-
terpersonal intelligence)fi 5 AAHACAIZZAE I RE J7 . InfEghta t, AAES D TT AT Re 2 IR AR, (H2 %
H R 7 T ] BEE AN RN o T FLX S8 AR HR GG 77, XM PR T-AE 77 & A7 T # 2 . [
WBIIE S R 2 M DI — J7 T

3.2. BhRBIENFE&H

B IRNEIIE F 8 R AU I AT LR R O T 454, Qi g e 0 A FAth R A 1
Fe BT AE% (Sternberg) A E{114F(Lubart) 1) “ 61)i& 7 #%#E8 ” (investment theory of creativity) I\ N5 /)
R OE T, Qs T NFIoT R4 1) B 71 1 #E) (intelligence), BPE B AIHIA  F3E. hn L.
g R, 2) H1iH(knowledge), BPA XA R, ARG . BRI LS G1IE M B 4ER 4t TrfE &
WENANEGE R T R HAETEA IR BT AL A B EAMAR R AR TS S T Re 2 2 R HLANE ) R IE, AT
FUEEH . 3) & 1775 (thinking styles), B8 773 2 B2 1 RS Sl BT R 1 o AR — it 1) 17 AN 2 6 S A
5, WMFREHE A0 B H05 R =F2A vk 105 U0 SR 257 B SRR A st T g velE
Tt D I ) AT 3 79 77 2R T P AL P 0 e e LA O 8 A 1 il ) AR ]2 20 0 77 A (F A
Wiy AT ARSI A RS, SR TR R AR A VA, B ISR A R, R A O
B NI4T H) o BUIETIAMA 5 BASLERE 1773 4) MRFRFE (personality), A ROk (1 75 202
B MR NASFFERT Q& ) 0 R A B R, A BRI A A 7). Bt BB REE,
BB BT | X AN R U N EE . 5) Bhbl(motivation), & IXAEANMA M FBE G Sh 9N 71, 0



T
B

<

B HRE IR AR

@

e N IRBIHLIGERE SNBSS QUERAMREEE A S, AT E SO R AT A
ATASRAA TR MR 1F 4 . 6) BBk ZR (environment), FREER UKL /& R %, B (s B
FEIr 5 TS EAR R 2 Q3G S0 KA

PAE SR SR AE Q38 ) R AN RS AR AT, TR B AR, SEFGE/E K. B, ZNMuiEAs
[FIRERE A RO &5 A 7T 4 s T AN R B A U BIE BE 70 IR, IR Ee i A 0 7™ AL A B AU
QNEPE S A A, Ha BT PN I BE R o RS A BT AR AR A X — B e e, B 7 sy
RARII A QNE SIS BRI R NFTEAN I Z A RRER 7 72— B b, IRBIE 1 i S RAE T AT
BHBN R, BRI N WA A RCR & Ja A fer= Lt maE Jk.

33. BlEENMENRAZE

AR 1986 fEFEH A CORA =ZHEWR T KL, A OLGE HAE B A S EEA =R R & T
SRRV (R ) BRI RE 7T RHT 55 IO PR K 40 R 613 ) o 76 A B BRAE 1, 6136 ) NS 38 & RA 2L sy

BB (Barron) 2 Hi 1% F7 “ T THEEEE 7 (threshold theory)ih iy, % f— EIABIEATIHE, & 581 1110
RKEMAWIE 7o CELLIQ 137 120 AFIRMFEABAT M, 45 RERIEEE 12~16 & f22 AT,
R Hm T 120 I, B OUMIBNE I AEA TR R, WEUR UL, QG A D)0 B RAR 1Q B
120, 2RI, RAMRDREFHERGHROR T “T TR’ , M HSE AR E (Runco, 1991).

Kim 2005 4E4R H 9254 20 M1 18 (meta analysis) &K 1, 6113 718 77109 278 58 7 BATATT /KP4 /2 7]
AR AT, X — RIS 7 “ TR T SCRe 7 6iE A A ESL I S ARG & 5
I I 5 A T AR B9 1 “ T TRREEIR ™ (Preckel, Holling, & Wiese, 2006), 4% 5 & B A X5
X—{R#(Park, Lubinski, & Benbow, 2007).

Kim & IR BN LR B3 3R ) 2 18] 1) 56 5 b HAD A e B B N A2 55, 3 W] R K AR b
HIBCE S AR TN RE G o BT FER ] . B3 i DA —Fh AR 7=l i) 07 20 (AN LI X 75 30)
ST e, BUIE AR R 1A A 5 R 2 I 5 1. XIUR BUCHE & T LI AV AR G e R
(Iscoe & Pierce-Jones, 1964; Wallach & Kogan, 1965).

2% 7% & (Kaufman) 1 D1 /K (Baer)2003 /8 45, Gid A S e T 2648 F Ul i 7 X2, & 58
BUIE IS BURBURIR G R, QU&7 70 O R 73 25 IR 01 R

= [CHIFI TR 7 2% (Hensley & Reynolds, 1989)iA N5 /5 filid /7 N g B R & — 3T AT v il 79t
AN FAl B0 BN T AR, TR I R SRIE (ORI, 2003).

F Wk (Weisberg) 122 (Langley) A A 13& g BIHL I 5 1] U LR BOLA R BCA HE A ANIR], e s e
FIBLH] R AR L35 s B4R . ARAEAATRONL A, 8@ B A =2 TR LA R, kel LU
&M

3.4. SIEDME XA

BIE ST T 1A RN, O 77 A AR = R R AR T R AR AL, AT RN 5 B R AN AR L,
s AR B SRR NSRS, A B TP B B B R 7= e TR S A S E S5 G 1 43
HEAHE, REZA QS )AL G R B b 27 A4 ja) # (Cramond,  1995; Amabile, 1989).
Goertzel X745t A IR 5T I, 400 A5 H A A H, 60% 1 A # G 1R ™ 5 1) 2% % 7] @ (Goertzel & Goertzel,
1960) Torrance 2 EA S Qi )22 R RN “OIEMERREE” , R ATT 0 = 638 7 BARTE AR iE & — M
B AESEBIIE YA IR AL G2 B G R 22 o 2t AR AVRE I 1) G ) LA AT e B AR i 2 B IR 2
JERAGL, A0 BhAtAT 14E 4> J5 gl b B FE 48 (Cramond, 1995) . 3575 JE T AT /R R (TEE LA R) R FEBUR %
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B o B RARIE TR O 2 A I E AR (O EE T 8 4, TE S AR IS IR MR BIE A0 — ANREE, (HE
BB P — AR, B F /8RR SCEANE & — AN 2R3 B (Cramond & Kim, 2007). 1
EHWETFINER G, T8 SR E IR R, =B S 7, SRR, BN
Jfige— 8 H L R T

2 AT B 3 WS A B 5 PR N B R ) 2 A, T AS AT B R0 i ) (2% 4 (Davis & Rimm,
1994; Rudowicz, 2003; Rudowicz & Yue, 2000). 1RZ ZIHHA GiE I 1244 2 PR A YRR (Scott,
1999), IXHFEHLFE T 2T 2 I FIW 5 Q& I O R, TS A TR S A A& AT A
(Westby & Dawson, 1995). Hunsaker 1994 4F IR F R I T M 4518 . il (B 5002 11 22 T2 44 i e 2
AR DAEER AR, SRR, ZIMIRA M AEE 2 2R E R, MARGEIN. REZIMES
N B T AR, TS A T R R AN A3 ) B4 AR (Anderson, 1961). SErfilid JisEAE ML, ZITATA
RNEEHRREETE S NFE, 4, B (Torrance, 1962).,

Singh (1987)iz FHFL = HriE B vP Al T AN & 7 LE RS TE, SRR, BEIFA SN AliE /) JLE
NS RF i, AN IX SRy 2 Bl I [ R & (18 4k 424k . 1984 4, Douglas, Jenkins Friedman f¥ff 51
R, ZIREIE ) NSRS R IR R 22 107 20 AR A0 BT i i 25 SRAH LL A BT84k, A0 20 4F i 2 )il 58 fi )
TERFF A Z AT M, AR 2 Imats ) LEM S, FEk, =, MEIEEEAME
e AR5 MR TR, X EAR LB Rr sl IR o, HER R g s, A, AT, B
B, BRHERZEE, A, i, M (Rudowicz, 2003; Rudowicz & Yue, 2000).

LI ANE B ERIEH EEN, FOAEEREE T, 2 I0nT DUl 6 77 4L S I 25 B
BEEEAE M AIE B8R T, B NTESINL, $RAE AR B R IR R LI AL 22 (Schacter, Thum, & Zifkin,
2006). F5FRA BIE 70 LE A RESUE X RS = ) 22248, T ST ) AR %24 . Russo(2004) (1 72 2 B,
TEA R o o] A2 7 (future problem solving program) i 1)i& 115 7> b, @ m )LE S5 1IEH ) LEHRA £ 57,
[FIR% 6 AN H s, PALEMANE I a2, =8 LB AR ) LEEQNE 77 ZRA0 )
fil b BE I 5 R A 3R 2

4. NgxHEHReIE DR

A0 BIE SR AR R R AR 7T, EEAEH “RAAEZR” GMitE. B A STER. WL,
TERCE) AT BRI L. 28 TR L, THRUE 5000E A BRI R . VK40 (Silvia)2008 FEHEH, A
ARG T IMEIE SRR, WA AFE T RER QNG T R — 85y, A AR & (250 TR )
RE % T 2 76 (De Young, Peterson, & Higgins, 2005) A1 1. JFCME & 68 S8 A 1 5150 A 1
(Furnham & Thomas, 2004; Furnham & Chamorro-Premuzic, 2006), Miller #1 Tal 2007 “E /50 R B, AH%
1 T o A 7 (gC) e G N B, HF MU S GE WA B E#EMN L R, M2, Furnham #l
Chamorro-Premuzic 2006 “ERIBFFLEN RN, FFBUE SRR J1(gF) 2 M2 IEAHK, 5—REITRA XK.
Harris 2001 4 & TS & 016 5%, (HREMPB i d, f60E 24 m 78 114

MR IZ R SR, B0%, WA, Ackerman 1997 4 T 78 & DUIAR AN 72 6] A7 AR 9%,
[FI4E, Gotz MRFFE4: IFRTT T #& i SR EQIE HRZRAIE IR R, MR, #HER SRS S
BRI, FMZAREE )R IEHER.

S N KA o 1 BN 5 013 FI AN F1 96 R I — Se AU R B, ASAE, HEE, NS DT S B Sk
(Ackerman & Heggestad, 1997), RIttE5 %8 J) A1) 58 R IR/ (Zeidner & Matthews, 2000), HZRFitES
Bl /7 2 18] £ F A  (Furnham & Chamorro-Premuzic, 2006).

Feist 1998 “F45 H, AALEIMAKRZ R AGIN, AEE, FBE, BEHEEr, BER, BIEy
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F, R A O ), ST IE AR, A ORI, Pl Y & B X IX B N R H 4 4234 , Batey A1 Furnman(2006)
RO, S0 S8 MBS S, MRS BT . Feist 1998 £EHIHT 7 R I
& TF TS AN AMBE RE % e 7T I IX 3 BIE PERH A FZAEHEREVERF A 5. RN, TR, ST I
HIASRER PG )16 H HAC . SMHE 5 G 71 2¢ R &5 (Furnham & Bachtiar, 2008), 5 b AT,
SRR R I: AMIE R 500 A BRI LR, HA= AR EES0IE K RIEAR
E N

FERE A, 02 (2002) B Je Ml -RAF/R 16PF SR 1447 4 KA QNS AT IVE, W Gi& 77 3
BUEN RS 10 R AKEARAE T LMAIL, b5 CARIIE F3139) 7 40 NS REARIEAT 70 2 . WAL TE SR
PEL MAFHERIBOSTIME 3 AN THAFAEN B35 22 7R, 1X 3 A AMFREZEmAE I EZEAMRE R, ¥
W% . MRS (2006) 8 0T 792 44 KA IR, 23 Hr i 23 AN M0 — e AR AN B3 D) M . 45 53
R — M NAERFAEXT Q3 J 52 ma AR, 1 G P RS REAE R G138 77 0 7 A 25 AR () 2

5. MRS AIENNXHR

KRS U&7 B 5K I T fIARSK ST IR, FHIR S I3E o 2 1R S AR5 G B R 5K . — 5T, AR
RBIE IR S TrH, EERFRAR X EANETER, SR ARaE. Bk, MEE
SRR T SRR RN KT I B BURETE, FRIRAIEIE I fSC R — ARl U AR R SRITILRIAZ AR
T ARG B, K2R AR S IR B 4E D750, WTBEAS HLAE DA E . RAERIREY
EARMER R, HAEN QG HA & T3 SRR .

6. BlIENME HXRMNEMR

D700 G AR BRI AL AR R IE R R R, DR R AU Re IR KRS RS R, TR
H AT 2458 EEG(fixi . &) AT FMRI () e A0 AR ) S &M AVE Bl I (R L 38, EEG 2 FH Sk j2 B HY
R 7R R FELG BN AR, BRI, T DA SR SR 7E A [ i BB P i P8R B R A P At ke ) LB 338 20 1) 22
o MEEAR R MR, B S K S B AR A % A LA R Sl R 55 4 D% A R v 30 X
.

R BT 5 RS YT 4 2 7= AE A R EEG(Fink & Neubauer, 2006; Jausovec, 2000;
Molle, Marshall, Wolf, Fehm, & Born, 1999: Razoumnikova, 2000), &% 1 16 SR AR AT 5% 2572 AL [F 25 o %,
& YT 55272 HE AR o 3 (Fink & Neubauer, 2006), 53EG1EEYEAE S5 HIEL, TE3HT & HiohE &
AT 55 I 210 5 B B 24 K FBL & B (Mblle, Marshall, Wolf, Fehm, & Born, 1999). kGRS, &flid f1H %
P 7B 2 R DX A A3 T e R 0 4E U R B B 2 1 K X A A (Jausovec, 2000), 4 MCERAIIE MR
AR PAES I, E i 4 RO A SR OB S, EeiE D s R R SR E 2
KA [X 358 2 [5] () &5 1 (Jausovec, 2000).,

Jung-Beeman Ft [ [ PAE 2004 £E3 EEG Al fMRI 45 &t KA, A AT TE B 1 i pe AN [R) S 78 14 1) ft
B ORI, X PR R 1) 456 A AR TR s s BR SR A T R 19 23 TR)4E B (FMR D) SR it T R
UFHIE {5 E(EEG), it & U, 7 i) AT, FRATRT DU 52 2k X i W8 DX S e A A B i R A T
BN o KRB ] FRATRE R T AN 0] 8 ) R R K 7% B 138 i (R 25

7. EIF

X MEIE IR RIS, HRIAAAES 2 RS, B OMANE A RF R RBMAE R R .
WENPREREENINSE, BIANERE 7 aES, U EAMEE R REMEERN. &



B ERIE IR ARBEIT

Aol 3 D B8 AN G 3 73 T 58 P O B K I AN s G IE A B I, TR g ] R AR B CX i
JYBRMR I —SeREE . AT R B AR R, R R IS BT AR . X — W R,
JINE R H OB AE A AR S, AT AREIET). MR AT R BERYE S B0 H PR TR .
AE AN AN R LG ER, Bk, SMERITEMNRE T, G1E ) 5LhRprl 268 7, Q&
WA—H HL b, B NNREHE A LEIRERD, RGBS AR A DB ST H Cl
HA R 7, SIE LN BRI e A, HLIX el J L7 #02 SRR 825, L g0 th ) gE i 31
HER IR ZR o DR e SRy AORAS 1 R AN 138 7 B 9K A0 i 22D (R
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