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Abstract

Creativity is imperative to the progression of human civilization, prosperity, and well-being. Ac-
cording to the social value of the creative product, creativity is divided into Little-c and Big-C. In
this paper, two empirical investigations showed that the relationship between formal education
and creativity (“Big-C” “Little-c”) is not a linear, but a complex one. For the leaders, their eminent
achievement is negatively related to the formal education, whereas for the creators the relation-
ship was best described as a single-peaked function, with the peak appearing somewhere in the
last year of their undergraduate education. The results indicated that formal education cannot
have a simple positive linear association with creativity, and under certain circumstances their
association can become negative.
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1. BY

BIEPEE NI SO R R AR RRIER, TEANRHEAEED SHL AT DR Y. fliErE—K
FEFRAMA AT G138 HH R = i BT A LS FH I B /7, (Runco, 2012, Sternberg, 1996)iXA4N5E A BT R 1) 77 i A
SR AER T, FEARIRE — RSk &, ISR ZAROMESEARIE S, & RAEME), SCHERLL
J OB E . HA A AR N RTE AT GUAE 0 I A R BT AR R AT K, URR IR AN A [R] R AR
TR R R S AE, W EA GEVER ZARE S S AT RS InEE . — BN,
B AR T ) T O P AN T3 T S I H G M DL B3 M U, tHEDZ Little-c 1 Big-C. Little-c
e N NATIAE [H A3 ) A A s 3l v = AR B R A SR E LI, - Little-c 2 NZRAAE T b B2y, 72— € 1%
& ERETERAN NS LRI, Big-C #i& &t ask, Richards Ay H w41 i P 2 G 1 st (1 5 il
(Richards, 2010),

(Cox, 1926)7E BT i (115 LA — /N 56T 1500 44 KA LE RS, 88 AN 3 2 0 75 7 7 IR
AR 301 4 ) LE AN A R EREET 5T . XA URE LS T IXEaEERA, ki, W%,
FIWE 5 (Simonton, 1976). EARTE L (1) F 2 B bR 558 )R KE KRB GG YEFTE R DTk, (2 At
Fo L ARG — L SRR H, XL AR o RN BIE TR A PR I R B . BBk, A
PRt T R GTHEA, [FREIX S HE 2 R RGP R G ATPPAL S ) (Cattell, 1903). ARHE -RARF/R 5
IS5 1 FAT VRS RS0 (Whipple, 2004). SRJEBATHHE T SEHEAL R H AUBCE Z A1 00 R (R HAh AR
YA e, LU A ) o DRI A o R A Sl 44 R RS L 3 2 TR [ O 2R AT e 4 A3 3 R e
Z B R FRANIE it AT i P it 2 P s AL A (AR B2 o B . 1] 1 43R T 45 5 (Simonton, 1976).

Xof T ARG Ay B E R R H B A DTk N, IR AT BE R R AR L N o X T R T
T, FTEZ IR ECE AT RO 2 (AR08 R TE A SO, MR T ANEE S, P 1 BCE

ik
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Figure 1. The relationship between the ranked eminence and
formal education of the 301 geniuses (192 creators and 109
leaders) in the Cox (1926) sample (Simonton, 2002)

B 1. Cox FTHH 5% 301 BRAH, 192 ZBIiEHEF 109
ZEHEEMMNHRERARMERABEZEHHNXR
(Simonton, 2002; Cox, 1926)

I HA R 2 TR (4 96 2 R D R AR — A ek B, I L0 R B R A H IAE AR 20 BRIP4 ST 11 B
JE— . ZEAMET, MAIEE L 301 AAIEERA TR — 4. EMACSERBUR T, RIS K2 2E ol
RS, (HR MR LIS B, RETE 4 F AR5 i 5 R A S 25400 SRR
SRR IR A O B KRR R 2 —. 38 Murray’s (2003) 57 Sl & 2214l R G iRAl,  fnflmg
SEHE AR T LRI R S 5K

R4 Simonton (1984)[F 7T, (FRXT SERFE M5, FLRTZ2E MR H O 2 8] (108 RAEFELL LT
MR A, FIFE 1 4h T e 25 ot B2 G SR sk 3 75 L BT E (R A0 5 R AT dn SRR R AT R T
SR EE D], o BEMNTZREE Y REPE,. Bl EFRHRES, FHERERg —ut
WA TR R, X TANEHT S, 1RA L ER 5K IS ERAE N SCZ AR ) 228 X 73 T K
BN FOWEREM S, RE LRSI ZHE MR BB X R 2D RIERECCR, I HIEHE
AT AR A T2 VI GRG0, SRTAT, B8R0 125 &k 3%, 0%, SR B IRiX LA
BT IRIER, AATTET 28 ZCE IO H BOst 2 AT DG R AN 1 BT IR AR & o 090 H ot (1 U
B AU ILTEARA AR ZUE RO 45 R T — 45 . {Ads 2 B2l i N2 — MRIGFIIE 1, RN
Wil B R BER T AR E , HEEMEFZ aiiht —EB T HOMEE, B, RS 58EM

%, BRIA, VUCREEREARE AT, B O R T T T 5 1 SOk .

PRSI SRR, QG M0 SO R AT R 2 RO R A R TR ), AR EE

RTER . LM BIEER E SO, i — P8R FTAATZ AR R

2. BlEMIEX

B — MR SO AT 8 BN S 28 10 B2 L B 22 AR 22 A2 73 27 I 5% (Chakravarty, 2010).



M55, W 5thE

FHBCRERF B 5 306 03 P AT R G A 78 i 0T 46 10 B2 5 JRAERE 1950 AF7ESEE OB R4 |
g, AR RIE 5 SN I It AT RS R R IREFT, IF4E A0S 1 T EER ILAE K A8 4E (Divergent
Thinking)iX 77 11, A oA Ay A i R A 2 AN TS — AN T T8 ) R T 7 A 4% AN [R) PR i 300 At ok 7 V25 1 g
Fo RONIX PG IEIER T an ] fi F S8 N RF RO VEST BE VB TR T, BTLMR 2 R EF 7R T
W77 B JE I T BTG M R B bR HEAG ) TR . T . E RO POAR(2009) 7E 25 & 1if NHF
FURIEEA b, G e — PR T ORISR SOX P RE S . FE) 2 b, GG R BRI
Wi e, RMEECHLRMIER L, W2 MERGEHR K ERE, FH A aes f R soa 2
WHAE R = ) m R g FE . MR SOZ T B, s 12 i BRI AN AR I = AR ) SO AR R U AT
YRt AR 7E—MISCI BT A A, T R0 IE M BT & AR A AR b e 202 X DATII Y, 9 B sat s
() S A — R 1 B9 A%, B LA H TR 22 B F0 30 A2 MBI S A1 FEE SR Gt 14 BTN 0 Z8 B 2R A T A 7
(25, 1992). REZEX LT EARIE SRR Z A 1T R, (H2h — A9tk a
WASAH LR, w2 it 70 38 6 GG PR o8 S TT THAR DB LR, A Semf 50 3 pRo0s T Qi 1t H S
—AMRAEE LT, HUERZHENE MR SO E — B0 ENE N AZE E A B E R, B “EraE” M “f
2eE” (Jung et al., 2013; Runco & Jaeger, 2012; Sternberg & K JKHk, 2002). 4R, HABHF 7T & INANER R
PEIXAN B CENAEAE )L J7 TH BIAS /& (Simonton, 2012¢, 2013b; cf. Weisberg, 2015b). A< ks 3C = gt & A3 — 25
TRICIXAN ] )R E, AR Z S8 NI R 2 e L BE T D E R LU AN 1) A 2 /DFriE? F
26 NN HIT— N7 i o2 S B A ANE A AR, AN =AM, RTRADN—ERA B —
B 2) PRUERATA? BN, AL I RN — RGP [ 2 b AU R A, B, ARFS IR
A< BE b i (Kaufman & Sternberg, 2006). i, Weisberg (2015b) 3 5K A 20U B A 2 AN bR v 5t A2 8
FUME R 20 . 3) e MEEE B AR HERD 2 4) I ST [ b vHE A e A B B — AN IR VT A A4 &R P ) 24 )
UL, FATU AT i B AR e R &8 — A AW QLGS YE PR 2 R RIESE: Iy AnsRiZ (Simonton,
2012c). 5) bR THE? XA R K CLETER T E R R, B RL B AN AR, AR SO AN TT
MR ZHRER, —A2 little-c, —4™ & Big-C (cf. Kaufman & Beghetto, 2009).

2.1, “Little-c”fI &4

AN N Ed B Y 5E SRS R SRR A 2 AE A A Z DG BB PR E Lo v Al — S figf ke 1) 8 1) 07 2842
HHRHAQNEE, UABIEMERREE, WAL FEASHEEE:

1) WIEEMEZE p, 0<p<1l. @R p=0, MAHEEETHEIFEA HMN, MLAHFE L, B
| 1 SRS 30 1) A0 R R I A LA R R B B O R — LR O R AR L B I T S (Mandler,
1995; Seifert, Meyer, Davidson, Patalano, & Yaniv, 1995).

2) BEHM U, 0<u<1, 0 BMELH R LIRA K. H8, FERZIEN TR B E R A 0 5
113, KN nZE.

3) MERSIME v, 0<v<1. R v =0 ABEWRE A REE XA it B1id R 2 A 2 /A
fr, anfR v =1, FRYFESHIVETT T 83 H R AN ™ S 2 R A B 72 0 A1 1 2 Im) BB AR ™
il ] BEE — € I {8 (cf. Bowers, Regehr, Balthazard, & Parker, 1990).

FEMEEAT QNGRS X =ANEPR AT B2 RN BEAT (1, (FR AR KAREE b, AATI SR A ek S7
1. B, vseeMar T ue — M ARTRREIE —/MEZOR T, B R RA RN, Bk, wfp =1
REu=0RMv =1, IAIELGR 7RO ULN—F) 218, SHOE RS Mt & H [FIRE R 7200 [FFE
St HAA AR 2R

BT ER=ASH, BATT LB CAMAGIEPERD “Little-c”, it c=(1 - pu(l — v), 0<c<
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1o W ¢ =0, RUIRAMEE— mQUEVEREA, HWR c =1, IMOUARARERIFFAEIENERN. H
BEX P R MR A Z 3R, (1 — p)fR D AR IR A, M — v)FRIGRA NIRRT a4
PAE=AMERAT B, R A NEIE TS = NS HR LA A L ER . A, B=ASHEE
WA iR S AR 5 T S BT B SR e 30 R0 R AT B T BRAT TR AR RS PEATH A 2 M R 2R R AR

2.2. “Big-C” fliE4

BN, Little-c 2482 QG b /1 =B AL RO, ARk, Brarvediar vl . S5se
FL VP AR R AR, AN AR, CIBIRGYE S A — 2 N A AR IR SE AR
BT AL, I HDCXEREIR T . 7 BOH, IX RS DUR SRR L. B, —AMEZOA
FHE CBRR A A, (ERA SV O BRI RAE A ERE, XS TE
EXPHA A . Bk, ALERBEULTRENANC=1 - PUQA - VI(EZXNLAAXETCPU, V
MBUETEEKAAE 0 B 1, FFHZEEIWAS, RAF—NAEX “Big-C” @& k4T & X (Simonton,
2013b)o KA HE TR = AN SR IE B AN LR SR SR AR AT 0 B A S g AT VR4 (Simonton, 2013b).

{HIX LA — A a) /L 2 HE e X — LR G T XA A8, AAE R EIE . RIS E, iR
FE— N ANRER . B, —AN AR AR BB & VR A A, AR RS IR AR e
CENRIRZ, AHZXS 7 E00E & BRTCIN, BT DAAEIZ AN S i BR P B X7 & ok e — Bk . 3t
WA RE AL TR 2 NAEAHEG O0 S i SR, Bt e — o J Ry, — AN HARBE R F T, (=
AL NEHRIETEN T H, DA — R BB, KRN HE 17X BT A IS SR,
B N AT RERT SETE I B AR AN F] o XA AE — Le 4R IE XM ARG R L, Hean e 3y i e 13
SR [R) R T AR 37 B b = A S R 3% (cf. “professional creativity” in Kaufman & Beghetto,
2009).

AR Z OETESUE, B O S AR ez, A &l RAT VR i . R, GRS
() AEE 06 508 1o R a8 ST T K KN AT A R A i — 0 R BRI RT REME, B an [RIAT VPO (0 S B A0 B AR N
FF22 R AL AT B S 4 AR KT IPAL . A, WA, ARG SE A G Rk X~
ZIRATH PR, LRI B R A SOK R & AR TE B O — AR R R TR, IRH
PAFHINERE, (FR b ATESE S A T B B sl RIIRE A2 — o R B IHF=2 Je /R BT« s Rk
e, PR A R A B AR AT B R B AEBE B R I I 1K), £ 1912 4F3R15 1 i DURP L3

BIRONEH AW U AT AR, BEREEMEE Fam e A i TR, (H2Z/bXf—
S PPk 25 K AAT T HEAN A A o BT PR B3 1 Bt AT VP A 2 — B0 . FF B — B R B B3 1 VPl 1
— B, FRATRASAS AL [R147 5 6 2 (1 PPN s v 0 £ B A T B A D P 5 A L 2 A IR e 25038 £ s 22
ISR K o 351 BETE AR XRS5 N I A R BP9 1 R0 S AR AT — ™ B A 0 W AR Sk i 1T g L A
{HR R ILAE AR ZI AN X AN, AR 5 38 SE A AT B A I o — S e > il U RO S AN K T i
(Simonton, 2004), [Fitk, TEIAERBEIN A ZEA QLGN R EREA—EREGOIEEN. FEN
&, ERZBEIENT, A4, FAEIER Big-C GI/EH BT (7= i —REEl Ae e “ A5 8]
2067 (Simonton, 1991, 1998; cf. Runco, Kaufman, Halladay, & Cole, 2010) R[5 FeAl 1305 54N 77 il 1 61 3
FRIEAG B — SO PR 2 2 SN 2 B ) &L, X Big-C IR A — i, R 2 Rerhn. Helniixs
HLZIVEAY: (PEZEMT, 2011). FRATTUMAT X 40 AN 6] FL g2 AN [RI QA PR 2 07 V0t 2 F 2 FE 1, (R =AM
MR L. (a) SEPRIL, (b) SEVPANMIVEAL, (o) B &AL I i 7 2T, W 4
FIBERITRAUR I ERERZEOT, X =06 BTN A S — 5.

AN TRV B3 1 et RO DA B v 2 AR — R I (Simonton, 2015 4F). fldn, MBS SEERM S,

)
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B 2 0T AT P (1 A B 2k B4 Bl BE 2 S TE R 6 T NSO E ARG R A 50 5, X LA
SR R B IE P R AN R T8 IR e [RGB 3 PR B I VA A AE RENE X AR S, R4
B SO IR 22, AT R ZE AN T e fth 45U80R 5 AT REAR 22/ —2E(Simonton, 2013b). {EZ XN ITAT AR
— 58 I F X L 72 S B A SRR B v 1) 403 Big-C = Little-c, a2, DN AMGIEN: Little-c 2> W%
AU A BT A AR Big-Co fHRX T IR RIS, Little-c FIRE<sLL Big-C £, A fg<Ll Big-C 2>
—U, Little-c \TREZLE Big-C 2 MITHIL— MU BIAE: BIIEH 2% 2w fl H O S FAT Pk 2 IR
BEIZ N B CRARER B AUE B RAT XA NN . Litle-c 2 E Big-C 28 {5 il — L ILALE
QNG FH — B B SAAEREAUE, VO E CRBESSEA, FATRARE SR, XEAK
WRURE— e B TR Uk A = P B

3. EXHIFRE
3.1. EMBE Little-c Z|BRIXR

GG R SR A, SERMER A, iU, c= (1 - pu — v), p—~0, u—~1v—0. 2R
A H R AU 4 R 7 ik KICAEIR 2 A WA AN Z LRI 58 2 3w ARk . B p—~1,
u—1v—1. #a)iEu, FAEDIAEGENIEFE U = D)EEAENR, JFHMERASHE@P = 1),
[ 2 At R R AR A AT A XA RAEARZ AR & R ME— . Bz, —MRMBE U N AR
TR RS P AR O L

AN Qe ek O 0 380 0 e FH 1 9 L [R) R 2 T G e A i B AR e 2 — SR 3 ¥ 4R S IX
AN, SRR AR . (see also Cziko, 1995). #H&X, MAMRALES S LB KRG, S#H 2
AL N AR ERE VG S, a0 B CAERAINR” RSB FET L 5 “HEHW
A LR CREE 7 (BVSR)WE S, f£2 51X L&) 1 #2 G 2 bl Ge 1 Hh 3 VAl L 280F A 8 iy it
fige 5 A K 2 B e 56 RSO B, (HGE AR e R b — e 2 — S5 7 i W A H B (Simonton,  2012a,
2013a). ZRT S 51X e 78 3 Jo 50nT BE 1 1V 30 AT g DA — S 3RATT R0 I S5 I FE & SE I B B I+ HLFERT .
(Simonton, 2012a, 2013a) .

— G B A\ F5 B AN AR ) SR B — SN 8 1 T R R R, RO BIIE E R] DARL ] — 2
SRR A 2 (P X AN 4k B T B 1 2 1T LUK AR 1) (Weisberg, 2015a) . SARIX 2 BN, (HEHAREM L n)
B, DR Db 25T M e — 1 1) e AR 3 B T P R AR A2 T DA AR W 2 i 9 e £ AL 2R 7 T I %
R BT LG BT, 5 e % P — P LAt R S0 2 SR A B 7 ok I H Bk 1L ik (Simonton, 2012b).
SR, I3 N AT AT, 2R Ll R AE A R I B (IS 5986 F o I HL 2 52 89 2207 T B
2 A PR A RARHES S 58 I KR ERIR,  H e A TTREA . Bt LS AR e B AR N SRR
AT TG b 30 I Al () BB TS B 25— SU ARV, RONARATT 40 i A i I 5% a2 4 iR

3.2. BB ES Big-C WXFE

TERAETTTH, BB VT HAFIT Big-C AR AE Little-c. B3, ARZLHM Little-c, 1% FE—
AN NTERFE HI AR N 8252 R 16 2 10, TR 28 FUF 5 RLECE A Redefit. IR W7 TR 4R i g BT 48 Hh i) —
B, XFMESLLE T EERA0E M A & — B0 R R G0 5 L B S5 (Simonton, 1984) . i i K 22585,
HZ R HEA, I HERE T L0, REREA MARENEN T . ZHRYHH G S M, i
HAR—MEL, XA EAIERA . B fh R A= R 75 T R R AR M A R ERT 78 bt B TAE
P 15 52 PR W B R At 1905 4R 5 () £ A8 “mirabilis-including” XF 4% UHIXHE A %5 2B ok, Ui fb2id
(B it A B 32 Bl I — AN B OAS T W0 A VR I 08 SO A B2, 224t %) 002 e 4 Al 1 1 SR e

G2)
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E(FTER TR R4 20 11), 92 BRIHHAE 1R S B AN IG N 17— AN sk FEERAS 17830, 1R AR 5% N i
I T2 B 20E TR A AR E AR

SR, FA AT BT 52 208 R BT 9% SO 2 TR ) 08 R AR BN A, e i 2 IS e ) G
BSCHE FT F5 AT (R bR A — B EE AU AU A 2R A SCE 8. (A 521, 1984). Xf T S L F5 1
TR, RS, AT SZ B I E A IE T st 2 [A]FRO% 2 02 3 U Bl 2811 9% 2 (Simonton, 1984),
DRI, FRATAT EAHEN, WM E A — e LA B TR OISR (BRI AR E S K), B —H
PR AN, IR O G P ) & R FHRS AEH T

Rk, BMETES K, FRATE B FE 1 2R A SCFRHZ L8 Big-C BTt DTk, 448
B R — R R T LT SF « W R1AME, AT 1946 47, (HLZ0E0m i ) 21X e AN R AN
PZHE, MR NEEE B . SRR B IR BE MAEIREE NI, QI 7] LRG58 1R
BV A B SR v 52 M 7 R G BRIk i Bt P Rt . BT B RABE HEA R MR IR 22, TR AE A AR A 1
A, Ak &R T — DERBREIN L I W2z, A s ) A i R AR 10 o 30 R /R AR B 5 SR &
JE AR % ) TAR R i il 2 LA i s A A, T2 AR R4 5 4% 2 58 it 1 2l

B BT B A2, ) G P R0 28 56 P T SOVt 2 A5 5 S5 ) B A % (McCrae& Greenberg, 2014),
Big-C fillih 5 (1) M R 5%t — M A LU IZ o XA FFISMEANXA G2 i 1% S5 7 THI R, FRA 21 0 3 — 154l ) s 2
T R ZAR SR HED) B B I A J o X AR IO AR} 23 G032 1 2 TR) PR B A P 3 e g ) 2k 1 e
X G AE S KB TR SRR & WL (Root-Bernstein et al. 2008; Root-Bernstein, Bernstein, & Garnier,
1995), — MR HLT 1) A5 2 1 DL/R3R1335 Murray Gell-Mann, it FIX6ERAER |12, STEF2 FRHEREE
WEIE, AR SR S R P SRR A, B, WS, HESEARZ R IRz R
WFFC I S LA R R, At DR D9 £ J AR S5 4 LR 1) 5%t ROk TR A5 179 DUR 2, — ik,
A4 T AN B R, RIS ok B AU « TR GRBRISE R AL

AU, Gtz B ERIR D 32 H R IRB 5 3CRe, I Hoan SRAR AR T A U 5T 1 B IR — 4
EHAT LB TR, AT 20 N 7 Ak 15 i 3RA TR B8 SO R | B O s %
)R B 5% W ?

4. leLés iﬁ

BATE SN R T AR TSR, AR E MEIETE A RLMERIR R, TR KA
2%, WEFUR WX 5O R, H A A GG 1 2 18] (5% 22 SR ORI, TTx - B3 5 R i R
HEMEIEH 2[R HR A2 E U B oe R R NRLEERI AL Little-c, Big-C KA W MAH
HEHEMEZ KR RTRIEMERIR S, ERHAERIGETERE X b, SN I FEEANTE BT
B BUE N, HAIEHE Little-c, Big-C A MHH LUK SUBARALIIOR &R, A BT 34175 4 i A B A )
Gk, HESONE PRI TR, T QG MU T A
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