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P2 e N O BWESE T, MAT 210098)

C IR R0 B2 B A S 2 R 5030 %, RIS 210097)

Gl WG g RIEHHFRARBE ST AL LE LML G TR A, ALAKEL A EEHE
P RE TR AL KT ET AN ERFNTAFNEETHER. EARESET T, SRR FAATAR; 24
ReBhrydm, FHEH—FMHH. HHERE LA ERT LSS @ o)A 5 5 X s # ¥ 5eg m TALHA
FBRA, BB QA ERFRE GRS AR XEFAETT 2 RIRT, FR LML TR EA

BH#ATTRE.

HWAEF ARE%; RETH, WENF; 2k

B842

B P SR AR O 3 1 A AL, R A
AR HLE P UL A5 5™ 5 9 SR 4% X (Sternberg
& Lubart, 1996; WIELE, XU, Bifhdh, 2010). &
AMUB AL R SEEN SRR, W B AR
% (Luo & Knoblich, 2007; Chein & Weisberg,
2014) 5 @i & G s (B R e %, 2012) iR E ¢
SVER, Beshth ot 2P SEORGHW Rah Ty, #
B R NFECHI R IR 5 (Dietrich & Kanso, 2010),
(Bt PSR i = (W N (DS R el Brey 58 )
IUARAT BR . BEEMERTFE R Guilford (1967)45 i,
A e M SR A 2 B R HiUE 4E (divergent thinking)
F1IRE A B4k (convergent thinking) . HiH, & HUE 4E
ST A A T H 7 NG B B b A
fFE, IR —kE I ELMER . T2
R GNER, FE, KKK, 2009),
TR FHIGAS W B i M JE 4 56 (Torrance Test of
Creative Thinking, TTCT) 1l # 8 H i& Wl 5
(Alternative Uses Test, AUT)%AT 55 K174k, 51t
R, RA BN R A JHR S 5 s
G 7 kR A 45 AT BN P RAR — AR B R
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1B 4EIE X (Lee & Therriault, 2013), 32K Al
5 7] 25 f% P 4T 55 (insight problem solving) Fl izt
B AR 56 (Remote Association Test, RAT)%#T: 5%
K.

HET R BN, Bl R R B R E AT
55 RS MR 22 BT AN B SR HF (eg., TRIE IR A,
2010). {E“KEHE” (big data) A9 HfESh T, Q1
T AR 22 S FSE H AT (e.g., Kaufman, 2011),
I R b 22 19 2= 3 IR R R = kS B S A DG
{2 (ERPs) F1 2y E 2 2 A5 (FMR) £ A K figt A €1
T R A A 22 R B R T N R FE A
LU B [ 288 T M ) 3 P SR A i A7 ol R B 22
ML TR AT A 3E AR B AT, HETIE R
TR0 XA RPN O A i) B 12 N
TG AR 2= RS, AT RE M5
Z 55 BEETRE A E A0 75 B L AA)
AN BE TR 0 S DA R 2 E A R R A B R,
R R TR0 B 2R a A EE
M BLSERE Lo BEALAE B2 SR A A L3k
G IR W BOR Jr SR MR E, i HAA B TR A
V) P ) B s B 9 v ) B S R R, o
B, B B YR SR AR A T = A B RN,
R 53 ¥ o KA AR5 (Greater Male Variability
Hypothesis). “M:HIFHLIH:R B (Gender Similarities
Hypothesis)Fl“: 51 2= 551%™ (Gender Difference
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Hypothesis) (He & Wong, 2011; Hyde, 2005;
McCarthy, Arnold, Ball, Blaustein, & De Vries,
2012), X SPGB TG0

T LA 75 A0 365 1 4 1 J31) 22 S 2 — A 5 1 s At
FR AN B 0 ST, A A6 ST R IR 2 UK
o O TR P ST A R R G SR SR ST AR A —
SR T FE N (A0, S 7 i R M ) A A,
DL H B 3 1 R Sl 22 S i E A B T IR AL Y 3
P QU A 2 25 B g B O 4 DRk T A %
WREIT R A 22 S AR, TR AT %
IEAIIFHT T RO, I FS8 R BUR4E R
A YR P 22 5 SR AR I AL A TR, R
SRS A WEFEAS R AT 5 AT TR

1 REBHRMERNES

K HUR AR 1 D4R A9 420 (Guilford, 1967),
T2 NATE M, B2 A g4 [ o 6 v o 0 4e
(Subbotsky, Hysted, & Jones, 2010; Runco, 2008),
MK R BURYEKF-Z L) TTCT 1 WKCT (Wallach-
Kogan Creativity Test) 3 I 5 (i i 1 . ARk
G SO A B AT 43 B

Guilford“it: B 3 > 1) 5k BRIV UL 40 T 813 1
W5, JoHE & WU AL T B A #E, 5
i 35 23 3 o7 FH 6 26 T ELOR DA e IR 4 7y 2 531
#Z 5 BN, Kogan (1974)5% Fl WKCT #4535 T & 8L
B MAZE R, B8IF T Wallach F1 Kogan (1965)
SR — R BUR AR EN N R, HixgR
T Wallach FI Wing (1969 ZVEAL#H M LM, %
# % Potur A1 Barkul (2009) L4 & Kogan (1974)32 &
AT 5 & HUB A 3 25 S i DF X b AT 9, kB
EEBPER (02D) KRR MERZ R, HYZM
G20 R AR, NGRS
o, AR, ENERREURgE R 252
AN AR U (4R T ——3K iR A 1 5 0 kBT
PR R BT IR %, LZM 2 AR
B, Sk R AR 1 L #  J HICE A K7 T 2R R
J& 8k ) A= W) &£ # (Boling, Boling, & Eisenman,
1993). Rejskind, Rapagna Fl Gold (1992)% X} 41
T L2 S HCUE A B 25 S F S EA T Oe o b, K
B 2 OB T S T RO, HILE 2/3
P 58 5% 31 Lo M A T8 1k A R N 5 10 R U 4
1255 90 a HEisa. R, AT 244 B8
ILEMEESRER, LBF LELEGEL

B, HEIEMETY &R 5515 5 3 BT
[, BRI, A& HUE ZERY 1R 22 5
S AR U 55 i 22 R R AR T

AN SR AP S 5 T USRS 22 e 0
H AR 45 (c.f, Alpaugh & Birren, 1975; Dudek,
Strobel, & Runco, 1993; Boling et al., 1993) , &t
PR I8 | 1 28 182 RN BR S8 it J Tl i A3,
PO R R R T S, HE R
“Ja KA (e.g., Herting, Maxwell, Irvine, &
Nagel, 2012)——H1 225 Bz 53 M0 Uk e i 25 1
TR Lotk — e, LM O Bk AR
W2, A#JLIATE G o4k H & Pt H 450 2,
(85 H 0 T k0 B R KSR ke b Lok, i
122 B i (Mclntyre & Edwards, 2009), 0>
PR J KT X AR IR 2 R Lk TR A e
Wi o ELAAHE, “ I i v BB 4R TE 22 S, W
F/N B B 22 S g L DAL A3 B (Picard &
Boulhais, 2011; Kaufman, Niu, Sexton, & Cole,
2010; Stephens, Karnes, & Whorton, 2001; Lin, Hsu,
Chen, & Wang, 2012), = i B 9 1 4032 i
Bl 1 S E 10 22 57 % T 2K o 6914, Cheung il Lau
(2010)LAMEIT L WKCT X Fr ik 2476 4497 b A= Fl/N
R HATHNY, R LA E R AR AN B &R
b e 78 NG AP TR i N ol I S R e <)
BERTHE . BB ST R Y X2
5, TARMEALL TTCT IS TPEAL T P /N Al
e R BURGEM MR 22 5, R LA FIERY
PSR TR A, BB W MRSl
T I A, (AR AR Rk R PE S 43 JC W
S22 5 TN, AT TS 2 1 ARG A4 5 2500,
£) Iy A S S TN 7R S el K R K /e R R o
HEE R EMEEES bR E S TFHAE, |
HoAh A G gt e 22 R B (R AR 2%, IREE,
MREETE, 2009), FRBEIE— RO B EIKF-
Xof e BASEAE 1 l) 2 S R R RS N, HLA) b AR
PRI R BURYE R R E B, R R Y
Y SCAR B

INEE VAR A R B R BRI
NS, FLZ N Lot i A RUE 42 WL
TR (e.g., IKHEF, HHENI, HEME, 2006; Hu,
Shi, Han, Wang, & Adey, 2010).He 5 Wong (2011)
185 Bl VR A 3 P D 30 DAy 1 e 5~7 AR A IR
o R BB TE5) 25 5, R I Lo v R IO 2 55
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SO T B, HA kb4 FH0C
IR A7 15 43 U 30 I ST UL g = — 5 . Sayed
Mohamed (2013)5R FHAH [R5 374k 1 45 K 411 L el
FNNFEFAER A R RUBAER M 22 5. PR B
N, A RO 25 S, AR S MR
ZHMN R, Hrh, 2. 4 i 5 F R LA MR E
ARSI E ST H A, 3 6 AR B AR IE A A
G T Lt 2 & 5 AF G A HE AR S )
FTF FAFG 4 o Lau 1 Cheung (2010b)LIETT
1) WKCT W46 T F D E s e R gz =, k3
7-8 AE A R B kU A F B R M R S
T RS D5 o ax e SR W] R HIUE 4 () M ) 25
FAMNZ AR AR, FiBRHUEYE K R
AIRE LT IEE A RS, T HL/Nay DU AR 02 P
B3 S AE 3 Al 0 B

JEL A I A 2 5 W) i AR A A 1) 2 S ) G B R
o LHEMFIEN T FEQE M HA XL
AL = 8] N 5 EE B 3 AR X G
(Neubauer & Fink, 2009; Neubauer, Grabner, Fink,
& Neuper, 2005). =5 H B B PR A H 56 45
LB EER, BLANTERGE . HEEm
AR ML T 5 42 (Hong, Peng, O'Neil Jr, & Wu,
2013). 2R (1988) R BAA LA B H IR
L A BUSAEAT 555 58 1 04 B M X/ A B 3
PERYE R 22 R, BRI AR R BRI 5 B 4
S T LA, BB aid w00 T &4,
TE 1 B 5 0 I 6 R T R 2 e, R R LSRR
S5 0 TR o 1 R I PR ) e kAR S5 A o He A
Wong (2011)#248k 1 88 vpr [ A Fili S SC AL I TE 4,
AT UL 3 35 s 000 Hh A2 1 5 P R L BB R TE
T LRI 5 (BRI TR 4300 58 ) g AT
) 5 A A o R R Hb A R v A i BIF9 SOR,
rhe O3 A DR e BB eI 56 500 2 e T Aot
HAEMEAEF M I L (continuations) A M 4K
S AR A AR T 250 14y B o T e A 30 3 7543
B3 & T2t (He, Wong, Li, & Xu, 2013). 258l H9,
Stoltzfus, Nibbelink, Vredenburg il Thyrum (2011)
PL TTCT P50 Ko AR e T 2, RIS A
KL 5 18 & HUR e 8 35 00 T 2ok, i B TR kL
JEAE 253 R TR IR i e 2 R T
E IR BT & B4 R B A S BN R KT 255 )
B AEFN LM B 1 1 e ) 22 F A

AMAZCE K- 500 45 IS A R 531 22 S

# 2 (Brandau et al., 2007), Matud, Rodriguez Fl
Grande (2007)%E A ¥AL T AMAZE KA 562
RUAE R WOUE AR ) 2 S b WA T, R 98 0 T 1R B
FIF T TTCT ME L 13 T 739 40T A H H
B ACE 0 AR AR 2 A BEAS () R HIUE G 22 5. AlAT]
WLEER, 51 AN 7K1 ik 1 it i 1 A
BIPEAT 53 A 25 5 ELARONE, AE X G At 24 J32 A 46
BT R W . AR E LR Z AU /N
S rh o P VA R U i PR A 4R Y
A S, A KX 55 PR i KBS 4T
BEZW . X RN esrhesa i Em S, Bk
I e BICE A8 Dt B 1 A5 20 LS &t X 00 T ) 5527
DI ZC o A RS20 P MR S IR TR A 40 i
T TR 452 7 9 T3 1 Artola' #5352 A A ki A i
N PIZRAEA P51 22 S X R 36 1 AR
PLEE(2009) 1/ BT AR BB 2 AR AR
T HAHE T2 R AREA, HF9E R B, BLEAE
AT, L A BIUE AE S A TR A 2 AL
THE, EEEEIEN AT 0T Lotk KT
FEARTF, N R B GEIN 3 i &t o ) 22 5 FL
fREA T, Lo fE 28U S BRI T, A
PLH T R BUR e S 22 5 e W i o st/ Vs i i =
AR IR AR s TR A, A
RGBT A K Ay rp e A ) ) AROR B
To i MR 25 5, (H o AR T v R AR o g I
T A o FIRGRUE A2 B KPS P &
IS 22 5 N HoAs A S 25500

0565 T 5 B B AT AT RE S W A R S 4
FAPE 31 22 5 (e.g., Wechsler, 2006; Kim, 2006, 2011;
Auzmendi, Villa, & Abedi, 1996; Lau & Cheung,
2010a), 7E 7045 FEWOM T H | B4R i 32 2
B KT ) JB P, 3000 56 7% SO AR A ] A I
fih b, BFSE L TN B T AR BT R
MESFWRN . LIRS FIRZER A& LT 51
WCKT P4l & s 7 A AF R BUE4ER 3 RIS
(Cheung & Lau, 2010; Cheung, Lau, Chan, & Wu,
2004; Lau & Cheung, 2010b)K4F ¥ %F 4. &k
WCKT {5 H, Cheung %5 A (2004) i M 5 49
N — R fIK, Cheung %5 A (2010)H W15 FE 5
&, Lau 1 Cheung (2010b)HiZ 56 5 18 i w1

! http://www.easse.org/docs/content/235/TERESA%20ARTO-
LA .pdf.
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RAGHE . REME R AU DL B R 5 4
1 F{5E & T Cheung et al. (2010), H A/ H#
FEY & T Cheung %% (2004) . 7E 45 F )y i,
Cheung 1 Lau (2010)#f4 T 2ot F 15 RiGH A E
T KU LA 4 B 1 B 25 L3 Cheung 55 A KK
T F 1 5 22 55 Lau F1 Cheung (2010b) R 45 T 5
P ZEON R ST Lot EIREE R I
5 T B AR EE T Re A B FHE B ZEF Rk
Y FEEMAE RN EYI LR, W T HA30E
IRATREA R, %4510 FF i ME, Cheung il
Lau (2010)/HE7A B ¥ £ F Cheung 55(2004),
HARA BETAL b3 =E DR 52 i 2 < 4R
DRV SIS =S QTSI E

i b, Bl B 22 528 T EEA
R RMBEF KEZEEENETT . A LRER
BB 1 B i 22 RS e, (HOCHR AT
RAERTE/NE 4 SR Fivh 2 AR IRt & T
YEBf (c.f. FAE24%, 2009; Lau & Cheung, 2010b;
Matud et al., 2007), JEL4EZSTYYE Y 25 A1) 3 M T 4
P 0l 22 S ——— 55 P [R1JR B8 25 () BB 4P 34
W, M F IR BURYE 5 (Hong et al., 2013;
He & Wong, 2011; He et al., 2013), &R
Al S5 A 2 1 TR 2R 5 ) A 1 R RO Y 25 AR K
HIFERBAT RN S0 — 2RIt &
RIS n, MR E . sz e S
PETN A SE . BN, B EF A s i deE
AR DY R U A PO AT R A, R K Rl A
WP SCAL T 50T B A0 18 PR e 22 A o 5, 7
WL Lo #oh £ (He & Wong, 2011), KB
B E R (He et al,, 2013); —RIEH TS
Y B R (0,  t 5 | )—— 2 HICE 48 0 3 L) T
PR, T BRI F W BT AL £ R (Consensual
Assessment Technique, CAT)55: F W IEE . PF5
AR, PP S R ) 5 AR O Y 2
HRON . TR BN, BB S XA A KU 4
W P AR S P 45 T 5 4 (Kousoulas & Mega,
2009; Gralewski & Karwowski, 2013; Brandau et
al., 2007), AR FT 7 05w X4t 2 30 fb s i L K
W38 T LA B e R WOUR A ) 22 g s AT
REfE RIS

2 REBHEMMERNES

R UYL B i R4 1 AR L (Lee &

Therriault, 2013), /N [F]F % HCE 200 5 A 18 PEvE
AEPEAN P RE AL, B B 6B 3 1 e T B R
A9 4% (e.g., Runco, Cramond, & Pagnani, 2010;
Lee & Therriault, 2013; Runco & Acar, 2012). KB}
fFE EOH2AS FE Guilford #4138 7 & wUE 4k
MEENE, FERREGEAENIERRKIIEANZ
o BRSEA N W AR R BT TR /I T B
LZOEFWEATTRABYE, AMIMRA B4 E
AR K A2 PR T Simon (] 8 fF O B9 BIF 5% R0
Mednick 375 B 25 AR I 56 9 1 o s IRk, B TSR
B AL TEAL 32 B LA 3 P [n) L e S =,
o 5] AL fif TR ) R B g B AR 35 (RAT) S . R G
B BRI A B QIS TR A %, HEE
AT AE R BIE Y A (BT (2 291, 2004) 08 T 114 i
& (brain-based insight)fff 57 A4 PR % J#& (Shen, Luo,
Liu, & Yuan, 2013; $' & %, 2012; BT, FKIK
R, 2011), #B4>2#E T TF UG 6 FH A& 200 I 4e: ok
BWiTRE BN 2Z.

4, Richardson (1985)iH 1 X} 320 44 16 %/ 1
LA, RIM P fER RAT 155 i &t 20
FH¥E, Chusmir #1 Koberg (1986)F] ] RAT Fi5k
75 3R [7] % (manifest needs questionnaire)X} 96 44
R 69 2w HE TN AT, KR A B
WEREG B F s T E %25, HEH RAT
RS S S R R B E G, LI To iRk
F, BT R AR A BT SR AR R Y
S4B 4, Feist F1 Runco (1993)3: T4 i 1 4%
RHLA, X 1967~1989 4E7E (BImEHEAT M4k )
b & R SR B AT A BT . e S0k R i
M, BRMER R, P2 SE 4D,
AR B HRTER 3 2. S, BuF
e MR E B R A E R T, Hix
2SR A R R R R . B R G R R S
BMAS DL B T, MREETE, R4k, Adey,
2003) . bR ST BN Tk SR SR YR AR — o 22
5o AR, WA ARSI TR, WHEREB4EHT
225 (Forster, Friedman, & Liberman, 2004; Suzuki
& Usher, 2009; Harris, 2004), A3, 28058 JLF
FBA KT A A AR 785 T0 AR T AT 4%, (HiX 8k
THMESEGEEE T EBEVNKR(eg., Lee &
Therriault, 2013). F b, Joo&AS & 6 2 1T 68
BEMRERA - EZ A,

I, Lin 58 ™M P AR 07 5 A ks %5
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KR g, FEB 18 4N 1 A1 B 4 Ml 17 (] R
TR A B R, BEIT R B, B
T UG () R SR R A () R 4 B T
ik, AR V& T 2 ) AR ST TG A R,
B TR () R S R P SIS ] B R )
PeF 2 tk, (A BT 20501 ) 75 5% S 0 # JC B B 2=
St(Lin et al., 2012), Tidikis F1 Ash (2013) M
A A B2 43 9 2 2 T M ) R0 4R A e ) L B
(n, A4t AP E IR A AR ) XA 1A fif o
28 WG () BRI R . ST R B, MERNR A
A4 b 2 PE g R (R4 T Bk, HARTR & Bl irh
B EOER R & T otk Bz otk s
i A ok A v B/ 08 3 JR 4 4 R (mental impasse;
WL, XNE, B2, &G, 2012), HENRAHE
oA v 5 T 3 S 4 ) ] 3 R TR L A
TR P TE O i 1 ) R A e ol A A A B 5K
225 IR P45 (2006) M 32 5k FOAREFS 24 - 0
Wi 3311 AN REEARE LR T h¥dg
FIEMEIERE B4R LR A, TR, )
TR S — A A R A B B
Z5, HYIFBRA DM L EEEWR, R
T BLART22 , fATIACK, B8 =R R
G Y R R Y B, HEENE, R BN
EUEMERG T . 5 ARG 1 (32 2230 5 1) R Hp S s
IDCAELIN B PEA ) . MERE M B4 FN R A T 4K R 4y
PAYE AR A WE R R, BAYRT L
Ao T SR B AR ORI M BIAF FE R 2 5 FANE, T
B BE (R i o ) Lo AR i R A A 4 B I
THE, HPHHEIFILES . E00 58 M0 ki
)21, Jung-Beeman A1 Bowden (2000)7E &1 4
7 [ 5L ot e i AL i) %) B 5 P R 4 38 T 28U )
L5, MATABL, M40 R B ) B e Jo
R LS B F SR g BRI, el A AE
TR0y BT RO I B Rt ) R A )
BSCHk M = 2 B B TR, I LT g A A
T B A B . o, BRI 24
ms (947 3R0E S, Lotk RILHE 10 ms (1
LB st . XA R, ARAERET
de i, B2 LRI YL, HATfE
5K WA BRI T BB 56 o

3 BIETEBLEM R EF A
A2 5 AT A J2 0 4 S A P S

HIPEN 22 RO R T OREERE ST, (H R R U — 4
it ik, Baer #1 Kaufman (2008)AR 441 1 4 1E Ak
TTHEA M R T R 2R 4 3 A = A BRI A
FMAA . AT . ARG 5B 3 T R A
80 Z WMo MM, KM EZHW R IRA T
A B, R RRUEE 2R, H
AR R 3 SRR ) 22 S ) B E IR G e 2
P, X— AT RE SR T HABIEMS RA X
(e.g., Kim, 2006, 2011; Wechsler, 2006), % —J7 ifi
] BE 5 AR & A K (e.g., Cheung & Lau, 2013;
Dudek et al., 1993). #i4ll, Cheung 1 Lau (2013)
B 46 5 PR, FME VT I B WKCT X il 2 R AT
A3 B AR A, (HF 5T 45 SR 3T A A ) Wit &
B AR S (N, #F Mo Ak 4 R4k AT L),
PIPEQ]E M B 4E 22 5 H 25 8.3 (c.f. Cheung et al.,
2004; Cheung & Lau, 2010b). BiRHFZE A,
LV R S BT B i, HULE R & RO
A FEI RN, BHEMREGRERBZ RN
. FRBRBURgEAR GBS A0 E T
P VR A A 1 PR LR, R B S 22 R A 1
WRE SRE T TCIL e . IRk, AR & i
PG VEAG Tk Nz, 17 PG AR LR 45
R, MR T RV RN T A S, X
O PRI R S i B ME A PR (e.g., Law, Fung, &
Kung, 2013), X 2 G 3 L F g 18 PE A (brain-based
assessment) 3 W (8 2o &2 & A5 52 F bk, HLA #Ck
T 22 110 2 3 O B A B0 v SR SRR 6 1 i e, L
Ty R L IR AR AR TEAN AP B 3 P R 4
122 5 R LA ML
Razumnikova (2004) 5 5 b7 F o i & 55 AR 3T
T RAUBAER IS shee . BFRARM, Sdke
B PE A HCBR AR OCHY B2 IR IR 02 B [A] % 38
4 (interhemispheric coherence) i, & 3 5, {H 41k
e A2 P S B2 6 i R S 3 A 1 B e [
LSS AR S A ol M ERFE A
VREL, DBE BRI N E R, RS R E R
PO e R e 22 R e SIS SR . F
FEH AR A Y FE 5, Razumnikova 5 A B 5 i
1t RAT {155 . & 16J)I0 Az BUT: 55 R ] S ARAE:
S5 iE— L E T NI R G B YE 22 5 00 AL
il o WFE IR, B PEMRAE T, IR A BcA Y
THIWIYI PR PR BR B2 AE R B9, R
Y Rz )z v ge X B2 A A R s E g L M A
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BRI, #IAEEk B2 AR i 3 R T A2k
BR, BRI BRI UK B 176 Sl AH X 9 553 10 e M iy
F X B i B3 58 (Razumnikova & Bryzgalov, 2006),
AR, ZotEgialfe 5 iE R US4 B o2 A
B Z, BYERIE LR AE s p2 TR E
HETR MO S AR L R R, 2 MR AT B
2 135 (Razumnikova, Volf, & Tarasova, 2009), iX
Sk S WP 52 S [ A0 3 e B 4 4 55 s )
TE A o 551 DL 0T 4 T 0 0 e 1) g
i T BE e 45 K 5 A S, Lo U LR A 2 BRI T
TG 1 2 i 3% 21 A 32 . 5 AN [R], Fink Fl Neubauer
(2006)FE 5075 J& T F 1E R xRl B4k sg
AT A Bl A L LR R LA TN W B IR 3 R L
S 22 R g AL, AR RS FIEE &
PR Z R 75 2 A A A A A 2 |
FIA X, o )58 0 2 0 i, O 7 U 2 R o A s A
RS S HEE B2 T EE WX o ThER 5 E 5
5590 DXL bR A IR B 5 Bl ] & HIOE 20 A
WL B IR A PR 0 R O . AT N B ORI
2 A 2 T A M A R U T e M A A
E R B 55 3¢ =2 3 5 E X M A A 0 T
o FREBFRW, 5 EAT 3 1k R YR AT 55 Bt
TEAE 4 i 15 2h B R8I T Bl G aE s B AR R
RN TR, T 2o U] AR R Y R
T Bl 1 R B R 2 2R W [ 3 3l e SR AR S A
Pein TR, HSZ 4 R0 TR A 25 0 45 R 2K ) O
5 o M B P 253 BB (neural efficacy) UL A, w8
NTEEAE S MEREE, AT ERR, tHE
TR AL o SRk B2 s e AR )R
J& LA X 5 24 4T 55 (Neubauer & Fink, 2009; Dunst
et al., 2014; Neubauer et al., 2005), Neubauer [#] A
)R T ) R 55 I 8 1 o 8 A% R AR e 4 3t
PR, kI MR B s R -2 ) T s T
WP ZEALRE, Lo PRI T R TR N T 1 R 2
S0 HE (Neubauer & Fink, 2009; Neubauer et al.,
2005), HPE AP LU T3 sl A 2
MAeER L. FRETRFEY, B IENWEIE
oz (A s e A AR T 0, LR E S
EA PR L

Abraham FI[RFH e MRI EARFZEKT
VA A A SR AT 55 55 R U 4T B0 Il
TR 25, MRS RN BoR, PITAE 5 A
[) M A JR AT 55 e R v B 200 T A BRI AN

[l fii X, b, OB PR 2 2 R TG T e
I G iR S ES, AN BE &R K 2, AR (]
T ESH . SR, Lo Mg R e 2 95 v T 4 3
POIE T A MR b TR A TR S 3 (Abraham,
Thybusch, Pieritz, & Hermann, 2014), 5 ItAfH],
A RE R ACHIEAT 55 10l SR 5B R,
PR S5 AT N RITC 2 5, N EAEIL I
ORI e SR T 2 A T AT 22 i KT
PE o ik AR SRS 0 52 0 1 AT B B e s 1 1
5 SEAT: 55 1 58 HARON —— B R 2 o
B DR b YOS T 28 AP B A2 | 5] (Kleibeuker,
Koolschijn, Jolles, De Dreu, & Crone, 2013), 1]
/N IR — TUAS DG RAT AT 5514 31 22 5 14 1 %85 B fiki
HAFR R, TR Z BWER T A28k B
IE B oY, HAE T 5 B /Y 220~320 ms I
VF1) T DA 2 P e R 5 2 P e R A T - v
KR TR RN N2-P3 4k, H R4
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Abstract: Creative thinking is an important psychological foundation in advancing not only scientific and
technological progresses, but also human society and cultural development. The present work reviewed
existing investigations on gender difference in creative thinking and mainly discussed those behavioral
differences on convergent thinking and divergent thinking as well as its relevant neural manifestations of
gender effect. With regarding to gender difference in divergent thinking, the female exhibited relative
advantages; however, the male showed significant gender dominance in convergent thinking. These
differences in behavioral performance across two genders might originate from the dissimilar processing
advantages of brain hemispheres and could be mediated by several factors such as gender role and
personality traits. The present study reviewed the findings on these differences and recommended several

directions in future studies.
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