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TR B R e R SR R D, 80 AR AL
J& o U B2 35 T A 3 T B BIF 5 T G T 22 b O I
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HECERPE A AR, HENAFZ
158 R R T 5T . 0 A 22 R SR 3
R BEZZETIL. IFH A8 T 58 3%
SEAE OB AN, AEAR I 4 PR, 1) 3 ) T 4E
PIUREEINET ERE I C N (BN 2 ¢ L
ML BHT VAL ZUAT Oy 2 A U, 7E T 3 0 A R
Xof @ 3 g B IS N AR AR b 55 | B ) e T
g s U A AR T, B, 5 RIS K BN
1 ) S R T 2 SRR BRI Y 7 i (Thompson
et al. . 2005) . 5 B B 4% 32 A8 19 7 i (Hirschman
1980; Houston and Mednick, 1963) , [&] B X 61
B i I S R 5% (Mehta et al. ,2012)

BB SR B3 7 ] ARG B R 2 B 2, 18 218
BRAT hy SO B 38 09 A 38 0 B8 R O L I 4 4k i
SR B 7 i I BT R I SR B AT R
R TTRR . Ak AT D)3 o 17 B 1 09 13 8 R 52
TH 9% (R B M B g DT 52 Wi 91 2% 2 9 AH G
TR A0, J2 75 W S 7 7 7 T S /N AR i ik
JERART 07 o PRI, A5 30 o X [ P 40 3 =
AR DG TN B R R XA 1A 3 g 5 e 4 BIF 5, R
DA [0) R 5 A7 81 2% AT 202 005 7 dnde) I &
Bl J 7 ECA AEFE b A IR B P 2R %A
WA E ) e A e A 2 HUE 7 B s ) A
T 9% 5 A7 Ry Sl A WP S ] BIF 5 Y 1L A R
TR 3 B 0] A [R] 24, S A T I P R )
1 BB — A 25 1 2 5 T,

1 EhENDBYE X

1.1 HAZREIEND

R FX A 3E I E L — BEAFTE R R L,
T, 2 F AT B3 7 0 B 5 T N 06 T A
R, PR 6 A 38 7 B SR MR TR E B i
TIEIA AR B W S R 5 R BT, 2 AT HE LUK
— T2 VO A . BRI SRR o A i
I E LA A R

— S S XA i ) 1 OO T RUE Rt
B, il hnAg 28 0 3 2% 2 (Wertheimer, 1945) A
h R H IR T — A D8 R A% O B RAE DA

BT BAERNRR X — 0 ZI ) i I Fiin A5
SR T SR Y SO OC T A R 5, 9]
n Guilford #8138 ) SR B3 T 48 192 A 21
BN SR N AR LEERE 717 (Guilford , 19500, B
SR Guilford XM 3E 7 19 & SCIF A W 45 1 95
o Bk AR e R W — A N B A A Ty B2
XA LAEARK — B [A] N9 ) 2 A Al f 4% 32

F] T 80 A%, Amabile [f] £ 45 i) 41 ¥ 1 2
SO H B BE . ftl Ik o TR 25 L AR R ) Y
WFFE R O 22 G 43 T E A R JBT T ) 22
S 020 T kR 2y RUER R B R 2R B ) AR
BYSZMR It DA S B 3 ) AN AL T — A
JE ST AR E . MRS EE e
TS B FRAT 4y b B A B 3 7 B, TR M
SCORT LS Bl 3R ATTAE 52 UE B 5T v v i 2 i B
1 77 (Amabile,1983) .

Amabile XJ 01 3& J 0 8E & 1% 2 — M E
i (product) 8¢ — 4~ ) i (response) # A J J&
HAEMEN ELE . 2 B X FAL 5 76 & — Fh Al
B A S B A R L IE A Y N
D% 2R ZAXMIMARREARKXW” ., XME
P SR B E Y S TR BIBT Y (novel) I
“H R (useful) , Amabile X 811 71 19 R 4E T
FE SO R G 38 0 W22 A T M X — A AR S
(product) B # — 4~ X i (response) ¥ 17 ¥ H 3
I ERA O E R (BB R RO N 2
HRIERD A2 R =R,

R4 Amabile #9E S, A B 5T o6t A1 38 7 19
FE I

B3 T 2R R R B O B L N EOED
I HAE M CFF A BRI 2% B0 SE T AT B 2 A
FHD AE 2 Y g

1.2 HtAXREEIEN

Amabile(1996) i 5 51l 1 i — 265 WL i) %t 81
T 7 B R LA

Bl AR R AN G I A
AR BB, i e AR AT B R
Amabile TA A fi o 8 i B35 7177 il (— 4> A
HH B 2R P B AR A AR SR I IX A Y B
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1S WA Ab 8 A 2 U B4 A 23 B A AR
AV — N NEABIETT,

HWR A AR AR, A3 T 2 — R
HAEAT R, B AR 2R, B
WO AE 235 B 0 BT A AL A T DR
PERADE B B R B Z RS R R
FAETE SR R A TR A IE W AR R
A TRE T T AN J2 52 BOOR 3E 19 R AL

=SSR N < i R S L L Y3
— 3] 1] DA AR S A R A R DL I AR B B

w7 R AR S IR R A, T
o BRIV RS b AT IR A i b st 4 A
W K27 A 4 A s g A A e A LT 3 3 g
M A i . BARIE 3 A R K2R R
L A A 3 e ) R 2 A R R KO R K
SR 1% B R S (R AE A B ) KOF BRIk, il
0, FRATTRE DL A — S HCR Y 2 A O R AR
I 3R R U b AT i SO B L S AR b T R
S SRR R R 33.5%0(313 ). AR K
S A IR RO 38, 4% (110 A L R AR
S — Y R A A S S E A RS 33,506 (105
N IFEAREER. INERER B8NS
AR 1 7K RV KO 5 A GE L

2 AISENINE

TESEWT 5T b B 3 i R TT DL
=R AR R, ARl 2 i R AT D T Ah
(Amabile,1983),

NS DA — B2 A FRACHR S FEAE , 1] 4 )
M K i % (Kirton, 19765 Gough,1979),16
A% A 2 8] % (Cattell and Butcher, 1968) 4§,
e ic i R B AR AL, S B /KRS
JIH N FE R 28 by o AT 3R R, 15 1 — Sefib f] 3
A B R iR, ) 0 Bl K 3k % A0 Ui R (Alpha
Biographical Inventory, Institute for Behavioral
Research in Creativity,1968) 3t & i i Xf NASA
(3 [ B G M 25 A K Ja) 1Y Bk 2 28 A0 AR il i Ay
]z A R Y

AR DR A% 10 2 3R A0S T T D 4 A 4

R B3 7 AT R PEAS Y J7 125 02 0F 5 17 B 1A
BRI Ty 0 5 e i RGE Y . T R A BE
FOREE R R LA R R B SRR ) AT
FVEAG T

21 TANEMAE

(1) AT 2 1)

AT &5 24 (Unusual Uses Test) E 3R
PR AT E 22 Mg Hh AR E )l i ) 3 P & (4R
SE AR i T8 R AR T PR LA R V) B 2 51 2%
JUFP B 365 1 3 ik ol A S R) RS i . 9
e ACHY Q1 3 PR & A MRS 7 fif B i) B 3 R R
AWREL? A0l FEAR B R 2 L S B B
PR AR ) T 7 AL — ol O R ER B0 B i e Y i B
mni il ST I YER 45 (Friedman and Forster,
2001; Baumeaumeister et al. , 2007; Mehta et
al. ,2012; De Dreu et al. ,2008; Burroughs and
Mick.2004) . X 2 % B (] 8038 A7 A o 2% 5
— MR XTI ZAN L RN S G ENER
AT 53

(2) I Ik AR 3t

i B2 B A8 ) 3 (Remote Associates Test,
RAT) (Mednick, 1962) 75 3CH#k o 9 )3z o ]
& A 1 61 38 7 (Schooler and Melcher, 1995
Griskevicius et al., 2006; Kim et al., 2012;
Mehta et al. ,2012), fF—ill RAT M4 i 3
A CEHE A AT X 3 A 4 )RR S A 4
AN A 5 AN T AR O, SE I 2 5 F AL 55
A 4 A (BUE A 5 AR . B,
HRE B B OR 73 AN AR SC B 4 A
W IER A7, B AR A7, Sk
A AR R G DO S IR T A A SR

(3) AR R 3% PR D

AN R P A O o ) 3 1 R B £ 20T
% (Gino and Ariely,2012), A EIT5 (The
category inclusion task; Isen and Daubman,
1984) )™ 32 Hiu 7 FH F 000 424 A 1y A R 3 4 A
B3 71 (Friedman and Férster,2000; De Dreu et
al. ,2008) . FrHALEAT 55 BEOR P X B — 2 51
A9 JLAS i RPN () 4 497) 5 (A9 52 3 T B2 0] v
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ARG, RALANEK B R A7 B R P D4 I 4T 43 Gl
WORAE VLR 7 oy R AR . AR XS S AL Chn A2
T HABPRE) ST 0 P i O A 75 ZA R
TGPk R o EATTAE H 3 O W s T X S 200
R 2 5% H 7R fg 451 - Can 22 38 T A Y 5% )
ATFT 53 PEO o 25 S 43X A 101 7 20 AR 2001
T 2L T BIHR 09 L £ R B 1 31X 481 1 PRt e 7 2
INHTRIEPERY . X D25, B R
T PRS2 Ll B AT X Al R 451 - 0 A 4 1A
PRI o 4 SR V9 20 25 R A R0 451 - i) R PR TR A I
WA 3 22 5, M AE R LAY ) 7 A7 7E W 3 2
S UL 2 5 35 09 RS AR
5o BRI E UL A 3 1 I A 455, dn
AN A TR Gry S AL (57 k7 O L) A
“EET RS 5 Jz g 280 R BR T G B AD) |
“YER K Crp LR N B (IR B A |

(4) i

T4 (insight) #0038 77 S %0 B9 R &R
(Taylor,1988) , Wi 1 & 1) fiff the e 22 47 W15 B v
gl E4E €, Schooler #1 Melcher(1995) 41
T 2 SCOR S — AT AR AR ) B SRR DE A AT
ik FER — 2 AR BN B R T, A
TG A & DA R =N RRAE . O 1 [R]85 A A
FEAN TG ZERRR N R — RN B AR e 4k
BE O FREZRNAE D, SEAER
XoF ] e a0 SR B g RE S W ) — RS O &
it — 85 ) AT AT AR R R BB 5 A — R
W) B — RO Ak 1 (Schooler et al. ,1993;
Forster et al. ,2004)

Schooler 1 Melcher(1995) #1881 3& PE 1015 )
TCRHEP N =A BT R T HER SR
B B8 4 F I (breaking context-induces mental
se), Hoi iR F A W H 7 R 2 M o xE
(Duncker and Lees,1945), 2 ~ ANt EEHW
(restructuring) , £ 35 3% {4 b 52 5% W0 £ 552 5 3
P AT B GRS . 5 AN TR SR R B X
Uil N U e i v = PRI L
(unconscious mental search), AL —/J0
EoR RN I N P D 1N 3 B W T DTN 4N
HE—AE MR, 258 EAL—

ANTTEE i X AR — A R HURE B R 2R
POk el [ 5 A4 B OF ELAR RS I I S 2 F
ST R L

B 1 gk
XX T ) iR 25 SR ONATT RE A8 3T 15 S8 4 i 3

A B Wy aE A /Y T RE % BT I 48 & T LA
JAAVE b il 19 25 #% (Duncker and Lees, 1945;
Maddux and Galinsky,2009), Duncker #l Lees
(1945) FH“TNBEE 1L (functional fixedness) R
DATTAE — 28 15 5% T 385 DL 1 9 4 o ) i ok 3
it 3 A~ WA AR R BN A K A W A T L S e
W T B R . B 3 R Y 4R N AT
X FPUIRE AL . 2 Y AR SR R DR X
OB S K EAT I 2 1 b B LA AT J5oRk
BERET I A& [ B 55 b S el 7 fE A0S B A
Be L IXFERE U By R fEat & B A ST 2
& 7 % S

(5) R4 AIfE

FLAE 20 4D 80 4F AR, Amabile % HIEJ 2%
BRI 20 B A AR B3 . Blan, fE ST Ah
TR B 5 B 3 7 06 R b ik 2E A R A BRI
MORHCR B BEK 0K 55 #E 4T 2R QI , Bk 1%
ik B Gsilly) 838 (Amabile, 1979) s 7ERF5E3h
ML R I 0 R, Wik 2 5 3 3547 7 KR
PE S DA R VEFABATT 09 81 3 g 76 A [8) gl L iy #5290
T4 fa] 48 4k ( Amabile, 1985) ; 7F BF 5% 4b 16 % i
XoF A 325 g 8 5% e i bk L g s | AR DF LG
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I, LA & b ] 5 A 3 ) CAmabile et al.
1986) . A & iLS 5 4 — Bl ok AR
B O RP2% 38 T  4% 220K ] ] (Baumeister et al. ,
2007) 45 7 ARk I B Y B 3 Ty, X BB RIS A
ER A & AT AokiH R 2 55 W
B3 77,

2.2 Tt KL%

PLEASE T R0 Ty iy 2 Al & 05 i, X
TEAEANTE A RO H R AT E RGO B 1Y
AR I 7 Bk Bl 5 d 1 vk . IEEUR
[Fi] F i 2 A T 00 i, 22 5 JEORE O £ 3R T R A AE
iR 2%

T e HIRIPAL IR 22 . RS DX R L
H IR I AT I & 0 7 s AT RE s 51 RS
HEA R4 ZE— 25 F LR L F
ANRE 58 4 PR A 1 S PR B

PR AT R VPG DU & A P . AR S R
DMERE L AT LUK AT S PR Al B R K B4 o =3k
(O — 2 {7 25 B2 A 1 MR, AT BE A7 75 U & AN 8
TERA Y TR) L, ) o D R A AR
I3 e AT R DG A T T B S 4R A A R
By 2200 7O A 4y B R AR B EANAT 4. H
JEAAE JLIE UK A € — D NS 25 5 th 3
DU 22 . PRIk, sk S ) A LY A 5 S ) 4T R
F I HLAE A B R 20K O Pk 22 8 A £R
G 2238 B H 2N 0 BE 7 — o FREE L R AR
2 . QEFRBAN R o KA 5 AT
RS2k = Fh P i 07 SRR B R R T
oA JF BN S SOR BT . 3X = T R A
ANTA] Tz R AR 3 5 2% 1 s W st B 3 L A
TH IR 2 B0 R KRR T A R
5 B MR N R E ., = FH M, AT
TR G 28 A T R B A2 2% FOHIAT 0 BT L B
B, I HLAT 53 153 T A 2000 340 A7 41 55 F0 8%
Yo RN 8 3% 91 28 A7) SR A AE — 26 [A] 3
81) 40 0] 2 B AN AR E | DX 4380 BE IR G AU AR A
(Simonton, 2003), @ — L & [b %5 fE B (1) i
P BB R A BN RSB E e AT R
FCREEE SR LA v s SR AN B9 N g BLAS i 8] A

FE AR = %o e A 3t R ) 4 o A SR AR A

R R TRIE T ERZ ZAEVE TR T
HI P4 07 19 2 38 T 9 SCHR 35 TR R 1Y RO TE X ALK
4 N T AT 8 R I, B v [ A A AT Pk
V37 A5 5 AR 5K A 48], 5K A B o Coffee, heart,
down (M HE, Lr . F)7, & 5 J& “4T i (break)”,
TERSCIEBE T “4T 8 A mnmE” <07 F 7R £
KFARMHBEIESLHF “break” I8 “BLE 7“8
1Y R JE L PE 5 N4 BRT S R 2 A T E; o0 Rl
“break”#4 FL 7R 0 147 5 B A ] 28 1) #5 C KL 15
“break down”ZFR/R“K I s3fift 745 & L,

254 DL BT Z2 R0 & 5k 0 43 A H RiT R
A=At LR &7 e B 5 b, i
GE AT R HH 22 A 6] 0 6 5 X 24T b 3 iE , D
P BIFFE A AT A BE

3 Flnel&E DIl

TE AT A3k e R & 2 5 A58
HE PRV B2 R ey 52 3 g . = ARG
TR 1 A 5 R B 3 ) A AU S — A A
AR 2% S 0 A R BT B IE 2 2 BIR B IR R 1Y 52
M) A SE T 5 RE A8 fE E AN A3 Ty 53 4 —
SEIEEE 23 450 F AT B3 ) (Stein, 1975), R
PE A& 1 1 AR fi# BE (De Dreu et al. ,2008),
B3 M AT LLGE o R O 23k ] A R R A
IRFE,

TR I8 B 2 — > N BE RS A8 2 B A )
SC TN T B B, B B TN R AR Bk AR
H#pr . 1% B AU HE 77 (Baas et al. ,2008), TAHIR I
PR YN TN A By #5200 AR, SRR IR 45 A
) 40 35k, A7 B 2 W 5 AL {F B (De Dreu et al. ,
2008; Jhang et al. ,2012), A — Bo4k % f).0 1
RAEAEYE Ty RS 0L B (5 D48 5, 42
E ANATTE N0 236 Pk I B 5 A R T 013 ) &
B, AN, 78 58 BB 1 PR AT S5 )L s & AU E S
A AT BEAT A OC A5 B R e 1248 5 3 J
B R T8 3 5 2 N 8, Y A E ) 3 R
# (Friedman and Forster,2000; Forster et al.

2004) o P4, £ 58 ORI AT 55 IF L R AR R
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EUE R R E Y R W S8 R e TE
0 ] TRy A SR O R R o i /N i S
230 R A VS Bl (Friedman et al. ,2003), i
s W B R E AR T AN S RE L
A TG R IR RE L B PER BT . AR AN
RAGVERE S FATR] DL Hax s L 4E 77 5 )
T R G FR R 2 T8 5 A A i i A kA
M ERE B S 80 YR E B8 S Fm
NATH NN RS P, AT X — - AE T 98
S —FRALT] DN AL ] B 38 B R e A
8 R 52 e B 3 1 R BIL T

55 A HLE L FRATHR N ShHLAL®] 5 e S
XU A fife R 1) IR 7 AR O IO . 1R R R Y R IR
JCRE T S AIL” (i 55, 5 S L TR 98 BUAT: 55 i
BOMURFE . FEIAR R TG —E g LT L s S HL
9N BEBE 1L A7 0 A B8 - T AR B &2
RY4E B (De Dreu et al, ,2008) , {HR2BIHLXTT %
189 52 Wil AN AAL B T 20 B 5 55 R B R S . A 5T
SIS TR 2 3L 1 Sl AL AT 55 58 il A A [ Y £
A (Kruglanski et al., 1971; Friedman and
Forster,2001; Higgins,1997) . T 3C 1 sh AL 4>
PR R, FRATHE X — 2 5E i B LR i )]
JIHE I GE AR s AL AL . s ALAL i RE 62 e B A7
TeEh L S AL 585 7 LA K “ LS AL X B g 1
AN

FATIN N A B PH 3R 32 28 2 1 A H A Bl Bl
XA B R 5 1 3

3.1 AFHLH

3.1.1 BRRE®

MG Amabile X838 1 (19 L——E
fi (product) 3 & — A~ J i (response) # TA K J&
HANE MW ETE . a. BEXFF LWL & —Fh
BIHT Y G B AR R CIE R R A A R RN 5
b fE55 2R A XM A 2B AR, FATHHE
Bl 7 B LB o] TS K R i AR AR
K. Fhr bW KR &SR ATE#ITIC 2
WS E RS RN A 2, KR
g fi kA 3 7. iR A R g B Oy AR

NATTAETC AZ A% - I B8 i 1) JRURS: PR P kg 2 BHL 7%
B1)3& 7 (Friedman and Forster,2000; Forster et
al. »2004) . JT LUE 5 J5 2O 52 i A1 3 g 1) — A
WA

3.1.2 ILERRIE

— Bk U, A b EL AR B 0 3 3R AE (mental
representation) , B M 4 A0 B R AL T A A T
BI3E Ty PR R AT HE il 4 S8 2% i) JEL 4 B fim R 3
A5 [E A (Smith, 1995) , fHJZ XS T — 46 H gt
) CAREEAL K P B4 55, SN AL AR (9.0 BERAE 23
AR 3 A 1& PE B % (Forster et al. ,2004),
D BRAE AT 55 P BT M PE i, R 70 LR
ME SN RGBSR BT 52 B ) 1 )
— MNIAHEEAZ

3.1.3 B#§fAK

1E BT Xy oF o b A — S A . 22 [R]
AARZ QM & &, ] 40 B 1A 1 S % (holistic
thinking) A1 & & £ B % (global thinking) .,
Forster(2012) 50\ X L& Z M)A £ 70
Zl. AT kB R M LB Cvs, JR 1R A
) R EE (vs. ARSI R MR E Gy
Bk B2 ) A B 22 [A] BB A ) B OC £ (Forster and
Higgins, 2005; Liberman and Forster, 2009),
LN EISE TR DS S e N 4 2 AN A L
I8 F 0 OGO TN Ry PR SR B A 2 4
4 /N T SO 2% 98 R 1 G 1 VS Bl (Friedman et
al. »2003) . AN ZR G ML 248 A BE A48 R 2 1Y
5 SR 58 BE AR (Baas et al. ,2008) , R AT LA
W, 2 A B2 500 R 20U g2 — B2 e 6] 3
JIHINE BE AR

3.2 FhHLHLH

93 b — R TEAE NI ) Y A R R BN S AL
BUH . AR B AS L A8 i AR B 22 2 5 AR F
B 22 AU of A TR B B A 2k 2 B i R R B AR
7 DA 22 395 ] 25 19 1 B0 B3 ik ] DLad 5
WRRFIRE] BN, 25 R e O 4 4 R, — A
NI RGN RE HAH R 727, M
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AR R AT 25, Sk BB AR 2 #0007
2, G B0 TCREBR AT BBk 45 7E — 2R
RAZWRETS BIIR 24 M Ik

SHLIEHESN AATAE 0] B b5 09— B0 3 )
PRI 7 58 BUAT: 55 i, A B HL IR sh LR 3L
I SRENHLLL 55 Zh AL R B 47 H2, 7E B AL X
TRE Ry b A LR R B B AL A AT
B3 7). FESHHLEYWE TS, S AL AT L) o3 g N R 3
LA B HL (Kruglanski et al. ,1971), 1 7] L)
43 R BCS HLA L RE 3 HL (Higgins, 1997) , AR
SHLAT LU i 7E — A 28 00 b IR 42 B 22 A8 1 T 42
e B AR AR R A R [ S B AL . SEBR
b B9 R I — SR 28 ) Y B BL 23 A A AL
il R AR A2 325 g 1) 4 R 3k B0 L 2 40 ) B S s
HONRRVAE LR NI SR S SIS | B R E R R NG (iRl
i& 71 F F% (Friedman and Forster,2001)

3.2.1 RWIEZNMAIMEFI

TEX A3 S R F 5 A — A5 2z AT
Aol <l o ¢ o) 5] D ol B A < v (=
(Kruglanski et al., 1971; Amabile, 1985),
Amabile(1983)I\ Jy . AMTAI BEHR A — & A A T
B3 77 B R BTRTRE 7 o (R A BE 6% 55 BB i Tk Y
SER AR B T AT R N AE S AL, Prabhu 55 A
(2008) W 5% TUE S 78 i & A AR 4 B0 % 81 36 ) 19 5%
Wi o N TE S AL A bR TR R . 53 Ak,
WFIE Ik & A E B AL IE A F T AR B & )
(Amabile et al. , 1986; Friedman and Féorster,
2005), W2 IEH N ER  BlWZ A M ATES 2
A KT A5 G2 3 A B e SR B N R B AR
EILINVNTTEA PN EEEEE X EE S

3.2.2 #EEXEhHL AN AL B AL

Br 7 NTE/SNTE B AL, A SEE B Y R G
M A A 1 3 L/ 0L S ALK 52 e € 3 . RS 2R
IS (regulatory theory, Higgins, 1997) 1Ak
NZEAT R S AL al LR Zo3 o W b —— ik B 5
#l Capproach motivation) F1#{ #F 8l #l (avoidance
motivation) , 3X PR 28 (Y S AL X B 3 T 1Y
S A5 RN E] . PR AT S 2 AL 43 S 6 i 7 A

KA g I —E ¥ R £ (promotion
focus) F B 1 2 £& (prevention focus), 1€ #f &
FEG 0] VR B R WP M AR B A SR AR T e G
TE 3 o 8 19 45 SR 7 (Higgins, 1997 7% 8 4,
2011, BF5E K I, 12 ik 3R 4 3 1) LU B A 2R AR
1) ST ) R 1 e B L PR S 2 i 2k %R (promotion
cues) 23l A 7= A T INE B A RN, AT A 4]
BN B ICAZ R AR 2 5 E AU AR
114 v 2 BB i W @ (Friedman and Forster,
2001,

4 FMLIENHBRER

BTS2 1 52 IR 28 52 Wil S R 61 3 g 69
FPAILH] 32 T AT TR T 40 SCHk b 2 28 4 B
REAE X AR ) )™ AR R TS S I %L OF B R
PR 48 3 S 15 58 A 2R 2 A e 368 i i ST 5 #Y A
R0 AN B AL 5 AR B i

4.1 1854

JEHT RIS K AR B 4 be PR 4 L T
T 175 28 5 RE P K N Y B 3 ) JEL4E (Tsen et al.
1987; Clore et al. »1994), LK HFELTiIES Y5
B ILOT B R B g AT — /N AR ORE SR
RABATHIE G 45, SR 5 M i 2 5 3 B A3 T
WFoT & I 5 LA L, I T 45 1 2 5 A
FRUGE T AR B A 1 ) 4 T (Tsen et al. s
1987) . RAT A TE B 25 s e kB 3 17 A4
BN R DR A T T 26 25 N 22 4 TR B Y SR BE
TEVBCA B 11 B0 AT 2 I 68 6% 58 &
L B 248 1 SF ) (Lyubomirsky et al. s
2005) o IXA i BEIA R 17 486 X B 3 T 04 52 e B
SHBURINSIESIN

{H De Dreu %5 A (2008) 4 t T AN 6] 19 i %
TN A7 25 X B 3 T 89 52 e AN AU gk A AL ]
WA ZHHLHLE . AN FE AR BT R % IR
&% 1% T TR0 R A7 TED TN 22 AR 2 T RS K F- . At
TR 7R o S 48 02 T THT 1Y 340 2 67 T 19 BT
AR I8 2 Cln PR 2R R0 AR S0 TE AR B0 IR ZS 19 1
25 CAn i # A6 ) 5 BE £ E N 0 0 7 Pk B 4
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[ F - X T ) 37 R 285 1) 19 4 (B 2R ) 3L T Y
WO RS S 25 (R0 S RE R E N B9 15 SR
g, drJa AT AR T IE ST T 2 A ) R
M) P BB ARS o AT TIA by XoF 7 1 T 17 2 Ok U3 L TR
MRS B 1 2 32 200 i e A b B 53 T 4
B3 S35 X T 0T 2 A D L B AR A A 17 45
Je it A 2E Sl B LA A AT I R T A s
S

42 RBE&ER

20 B2 X TS 8l (priming) A AH S WF 5T
R ABE LR AR X NAT = A5, R
AR UL WA ATREXS N4 A A E
RATFZR Py X e 28 R AT fE 22 3l 7 ARy 0 3
) (Bargh et al., 1996; Fitzsimons et al.
2008) . xub.0 A PR S E SRS E A
Sy 35 s PRI 50 B 25 ) W0 DA T B AT B B
fi1 4 FH (Higgins » 1996) ,

Je B2 R X 1 T3 1Y 52 e A AT RE S PR Al Y
INHIAILH A AT g 2 58 2 s AN W] 89 B Aw L
LYK 3l 7= A= 52 ) (Fitzsimons et al. , 2008),
PR L i Bl 2O 1 3 A A T 2 DU AR 9
Bk AT RE 2 A FA AL s ] BE 2 S ALHL A

421 \NHEZ

LI Gino and Ariely(2012) FWF 58 1 51, BF 5%
FHEA R IR S 2 5 # R . )R
B B SE K 20 g A  Hrh 12 A TR
O R AE R BT B R PR T X RS
B3 T3 AR IR T 5 42 ) A0 52 20 A5 B
ST R E ), TERE S 1B 3E b, 8 3
MR IAT L R A4 . XS 3 /Y J7 ot 2 R
TINF R 8, 2 a8 o A AL 3 Y g AR
S

JEYE 72 # (mind-set) G130 1Y AH C DF 5%t &
IAAN i Bl — S A &l RE 52 W) AR B3 . )
e AATAEAEXS I 5w A TR 0T A AN 8] Y
ZIAREN G2 R I3 5 A4 1) BB A6 8 A ATTAS [m) 19 3
MBAE, Forster % A (2005) &8, g gh“ A 507
AL & A AATTHE 3T R 1Y B 3 S AT 55 vh R B

WIS H RSP AL S RIS EE . 53
CTTRRIE LS = A AR Y A5 R . Vols 55 A
(2013) W IA S A [] f) 4y 3R BR 58 2 il 57 A A [
F8) S S A, A ] Y S S A2 i N R B3 g
R, DG RE H Rl R e A AT ik ok
S B3 7 PRI B AT e s e A R BIL A5 e

S
422 BiFEB@

TIA B WS R B, — 28 R B 2R Sl it
TS AT A H bR AT AN AT 9 = AR L.
A, Fitzsimons 2 A (2008) & ¥ 3FE £ 09 B #7 1L
IBM 1Y R bR 3 RE AR #F N B B 38 7. TR X TR
SEIR B BAT Q)AL HARAY N S B B AR O
TABATAZ 5 O[] b 8 2% 75X A B bR i £
e T ABATTA B 3 ) R B (H R R T IR S A Ok s
B B3 TS ALAY L 3R AR OF A RE $2 5 A A1)
MRNIE . RSB JE Sh s T B AR K B, 2
R B B AR 7 A S LR S W A ) .

4.3 MMAESRSS

Milgram Fll Milgram (1976) ¥ 4~8 E 2% /Y
LR A, AL A AT AL . [\
I e 2H S ARG 0, — B S AN i, — 4
S ILAS N — A, i — 1 DXl 7 T 15 A il AN TR
Y. @100 R, R R A
L NFES A3 Ty RS2 . 45 R &R B, 72T
ALY BT Tt AN A I AT B )
RARES TAHMAEGWEL, EAILYH
LT 2 A ATEZ X % AT 81 3 ) R B
BAT R

X SO A B IR B U B AL L (H R 3R
ITAT LA Hh X 2 fe R A TE S LT 61 3 00 1Y
i, ALY e — R AMER R AL H R S5 E A
TE—AIMEZNHL . T TCALY A 1 2 5 5 MR A X
MIMEZIHL ., S A A A AR 52 i 14 8 2 AT
L. A MATEG 25 FH A —DIMEDIHL.
BAMAIEG NS 55 BAIMES L, b k-
FRATAT LA 33X A 52 50 1= PR A 2 B Y SN TE Bl
B 6 3 77 By 2[RV T, R < Jo ALy . Jefth A 7E
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G A A SMES L, 2 5 R R
AR Sy HoAl = Fh B0 COA L4 oAt A7
s QALY A MNTEY: OF ALY A A AE
) % 53 Q5 1 R IR 4 B9 B IR s 2 S e
SHLIE TRl .

4.4 #HSHRFK

Kim 558 A & 3600 57 48 i AR it 18 2]
oA —E IR AT,
WA S HERR ST AR A N 257 R — il 5 AR TR
) a0 285 FI — AR 2 55 O[] A0 1 5 DA TG el 4511k
IIAEAL 25 R B B LA 5E /) (Kim et al. ,2012)
FE BN R X P AR 5 RS TR 0 1 — A 22
1k B 4 52 # (differentiation mindset) , {H & AE &
EVEWI R ] T X R T 25 s eee e XFAEY
M N DX o3 R JE B T X AN g . R B
LR (desire) " — L T HARFISHL, 5 H
Yio e E A AR A E 5 AR B B AR
BN HLHES) T 3X 800 . e m) i Uk, 88 T Ak 2
HERR Z 05 S A N2 T — DR 5 AR
[] Fr B s R B R, AT A A5 S 2 T LA 3 v,
Rk R R S ALBLE .

45 HEEH

S 56 R WA AT L g k2 A 0 B v R
J1 Bl En Mueller(1978) BIBFSE 44 120 44 2o ML
BBEPL AT B = AN . B 3 BT 2 AR i )
B4R TEAR A A . B AT 4H 1 a7 B 3 g
B HT W E — A e /AR B3 v 0 ] 5, To R
A B AN, 45 OR Rk B B 3 ) B
MR A B 3 ) R I A T TR 0 A 4
5 ARARE g 4505 20 19 W 7E B ) R B )
BEMRTERA., BER, O LB EH T
FE 2B ) 0N AE i W M (fluency) 77 0T A3 20 . 7
R (flexibility) J7 11 41 45 2 A1 52 9 201
(Zimmerman and Dialessi,1973) ,

S5 A WA S A5 R A S BT AT RO IOR AE
N B IR g iR B AT R S v
R R AR B 3l S LA S e B . (H
XA R FR e T 3 T A S 1Y 4 R DL S

B, 2 B A VIAL A T B RS Al ) S 56 1%
e J3Ah, B SCHR Y, BE A% I I b L 5% B 4 23
R R0 1) 22 2 K A A 55 A5 405 1) 3 Bl e B A
R 55 b 0 T B0 52 2% 58 JF v (9 4T 55 v
AT IXRE BT RN, 3 S S %E 7] ( Amabile,
1983),
4.6 NEEITAH

fE—SE 8 W, Gino 1 Ariely (2012) 1k 32
52 5 # W% 20 38 50 8 R IF R AT
AN —RER B 50 £ (YT 3.1 TAR
TORRE ., EHh—9H, L E N EAs5E
TR B2 AT R R SRE  f—iE
R IEWA 2 A OBk Ok I KRR & Z Bk
B} [ B 30 2 A SR A B 2 S B e . SRS L S
WHICE TS5 5 EA S8 H 5,
T — R A A X E, SR
BoREMAR 53 A ANPA 51 A NHRAE B O 3
SKEHEL AT LLE S IE A%, mEENE
F2F R, 58 X AN BOCFAE S 2 R i LA
MEEHI A S5 H AR I, 25587 %
B, 1ML AE 2 RO A B AT S5 rh R IAT L HE
20 ot —— ANk AT o R T ARG T .

Gino Hl Ariely W\ AN SE A AT K FiL A & )
SR A FTRE RN R S ) A K O
1A S8 — b N IS AN 3 S R D ) S 2 — ]
T A T — SR R T T A
24 NATTAS TR S 15, RE 08 4T M o 0 1t L %5, ok R 5
JE— PR OHT 0 RS R ISE AT R SR 3 A A
X Iy AR A

4.7 YIEINEE

Py PP A5 5 AT AR S ] L ) B L
SRR AR G EAR W 45, 2012) . BT ST & BE
AUAL Wy BRFR AR | 10 22 S L R 5 S AN R 7E 61 3
1145 2B A AS R (Mehta, et al. ,2012; Vols et
al. ,2013; Steidle and Werth,2013), ¥ #H 53
XTRIE 7 0 52 ) 32 B R R o A R BL L, TE o
Amabile(1996, p. 249) Fr 5. “fE i L BA A
BN A TR ) P B RS R R A 7




60

EHNSSIR F11E5HE218

A SN ZE AR EE 0 AR £ 05 I #R 5 R i
JIARE B AN FR 58 52 2% 340 2 1R i 2 A A Sk (A
/IS RSP R AN R S DRI T A
AT B ML (Ceylan et al. ,2008), fthf1iE
X 60 AR MREAE AN - HAES
Bl W RE R I A B Z S . AR A
FIEA R/ B A Rl DRl IR R S I ER V]
ZA—BIFEI RS, XPOUFR R E—DHC
W, IEA B4 AT o] PR R 0 4508 . [FIRT, X
AT H ORI L A = N R A Y IR A
B ik B A A A R D
W A R Em AR, HEXMHRELS
AT LS5 78 FH WA Z A A Py B A 55 A
EE LA S A T EI PN R F il E L

H T 2/ F TS50 2 8 ™ R 1Y S 3 2
SCRY R T Y B ER B XA S g, — A2
Mehta 5 (2012) A& B 45 M 5 58 498 £2 /& A1 & ) 5
— N2 Steidle Fl Werth(2013) & BB I8 19 6 46
BN FERIEE 15 Mehta A1 Zhu(2009) & B #5
e @ fe 8l 7y s A, PR RESE (2013)
Fl Vols 45 (2013) & IR &L 1 P55 00 A F T A1) it
T3 o ABATE B R HLE] RS [ L 9k, R
JELRNR BL = > PR 58 I8 32 38 5 52 e A AT A A
PRI 52 e B 35 7 5 T €8, S 0 S S ) ) Bl
GINTIR AL ROl =W

471 BE

Mehta 5§ A (2012) & B M 5 7K F B % 5% T
AN B8 A3 A 55 1 R B L i M X B 3 g /Y 5
M 2 368 3ok DA B A v G B R AE 3 i A S
PRSP L O L s i R 3 g
o] e B S5 M 25 1F T L WA B 3 1 AT 55
it A AR I 3 L PR H B T PE AEL Uk | % TR e e
TS XEED 3 BT S 4, e B R T 3K A
BTVE R 7 il CH L o 26 I8 3 L FIR 2 R 5 4D
DR Dy i 26 5 1) B B 0 T AT 55 Ak B IR A
JEE o Ao N ) LA g S i R ISP R A B ] AL 5
il R A Xk oz ik B2 B DT il A Y 3 T 4R T
T i 245 MR 2 P AR A PR £ LAk BB 1 AT 0
TRIME Sy, BAE R v AR 2 i LR A

77 J2 PR Sy v A6 W ol A5 N AT T A o il R A 0
PRAL R B R,

4.7.2 %

Steidle Fll Werth(2013) & BLAH kv BH 52 1) )
2, B RO A SRR RS Ty O B
M A KT DG L AR SN L ER PR O AT 2 A ] R
BAR R PER L B AL PR AY KU (global processing
style) o HIAT3CHh ) SEAE T 20 A IR i B 4
2 BARPE R E RR S YT IE LM 218 R Y T
Bl Jay B Pk B 2 2 4 /N ST 2% 44 % ) O 1 3
(Friedman et al. ,2003), Kb, BEEWITE T,
ATHE AT 18 S0 25 451 2% Bsf 3 16 B 7, A0 5
RIEANE I, B TG a5 A AT A
AT b %) JEL 2 b BT T 5 e ) 3 )

473 BEifa

Mehta Fl Zhu (2009) Ik A [ B 51 €4, 5 A
S EZIRIR £ SIS b EA N B N A R E
F T DL B 2168 23 S0y 0 R XU R IR 2% 5
11T W €5 R T TR - R OB R T DR R e
P NATEE I o e 1) . TE TR SCA A0 L A SR
FB 5 1) LU B 180 2R A S 1) SR T B R B A
AR LR (promotion cues) & AFEAHNE
WS 119 52 I+ BT AR 2 200 2 2 7 i A2 48 R 1l A
2 53 12 W AR 0 AE S RBLE i @
(Friedman and Férster, 2001), Mehta # Zhu
I 58 45 18 1 % 06038 o 52 ) AT Y B 8 /4 2
LI T R5E ) .

4.7.4 RE

B TR OGN B, PR R IR LA R
FERBIE JJ A S, BRE S (2013) B Vols
S5 (2013) [A] B & BAH Le B 7 1 R B TR AL 1 R 85
TR AR AT B3 ). (H2 M4 B X T4E
FHAIL T B A B A AN Tm] . AR OHE HE 45 (2013) & 81
TR L P A 5 00 A5 AT B ) T feff I SR SR
Al AT AR B T B B BRI T S 5 E A
1475 M Vols 55 (2013) A R ixX & B T AN [] /1) 2R
BolREMEAE 0 R 4 e 2B a5 R, Bl
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9 B35 5 |2 A2 G0 IR 51 ) JEL 4 5 5, 9 L 1) 30 858
S8 R AL Ge AR B R R E H, B AE IR ALY
T 25 & A RE R QT B9 T BL 2 58 iU
F5 TR BAG A Q3 . AR IR
i 2 P R A R S Z IR AL R B R T
BN T $2 8 1 B3 . A2 MR O T Y
AT, AR 2 M S M L e AR B A & AR
0B A fife Fo8 S 4 ) 1 T CF A TR B A R Y )R

SEBR bR AN EA
48 HEHR

WG 10 K AN Tm) A B A 20 A 0 B 5% g A
{I1A9 4% 7. Friedman and Forster (2000) & B
MNTEFH MRS T L FESMARET
ARG S, AR R Y B A S0 A fe B AT
ANSTRVE BT A A A A5 B AL H 2K, A5 TR B
ANTR] B A B XS, DT 5 M 1 A 3 ) LA b
Ui, 25 T Lk AT ER ST BT AL B 5 R A R
(R R R U & R % 5 S A R 1k T8
Jr b PR B AT REAS A R B R G ab 37 X, B
DAt B A 2 3 B 3 g Y 5 e 2 i e kU
Z X —INHAL R 2 Y

5 BRI BIE TG

B SO 40 7 B3 ) i S A SR R
Xof ) 3 g B 5 o B s e AL IR 2 B i D T
AT A A K FRZWE? AT A TH 2% 17 g 4
(o7 EE TR 3 17 AR o A AR 0] 5 X R
F) BE )

TH 905 1 B 3 ) 23 SO AE A ATT 9 B AT
rh L KR H AT O U Y A 2 A 3 ) B —
AFEZFE /TSR K A & T 0 o
SRS RATH R AT FAIRE E R
o, ) 3 S AT 2 AR B RET 1Y 7
(Thompson et al. ,2005) , T J& & % 52 21 B /9 7=
i ( Hirschman, 1980; Houston and Mednick,
1963) , XF Q5 7 it 1Y W 3K 2 JE AL 51 598 (Mehta et
al. ,2012) . [A] I, — 28 R 08 1% 55 1% 52 Wi 14 2% &
B3 77 5 PR [R] N L B 52 i 3 9 04T 9 i 4

4T F (Mehta et al. ,2012; B ¥ERE 25, 2013).,
TN B ILA 5 Q1 7w B A ST AT
) B EAIF 5T A0,

5.1 & %8 %% (creative consumption)

Burrougns Fl Mick (2004) ¥ A1 & 5 7 2% &
ST A A B 7 o AR G R BT O 12
LM — L BB MY RE. XA E L5 Amabile
(1983) By 3 1 L — 20, W25 I 17 P A% 0
WRIE . Q1 A H . Burrougns A1 Mick 1A T
(5106 D0 RO BTSSR VAN NI I o RS 74
4 AT 0 78 2 IR A i e I i (EUE N A
fif DRI HEAT I 0 ), R A 20 SR T A AT U TR
ARG IA) R Y 38 A T A S50, AT e A 1k 22
SRR BE DR 2R AR e 52 e 3 2 2 0 AR T 2. T
B 35 0T 1) 1) 155 455 1k A AR 1y i R T 2T [i) A
RIAGEA QP 0 R R S RE ) TR,
il DR B 1) R e R4S TG B 3 1k s AR X T4
PRI S o N 45 U % B TR R DRI o ) R R
AT A BN RE s o A, B Ta) B A e % 42 15 T 2%
g S AN R L S S AATTIE & PR I
TH 2% BE A% i = BRI 25

5.2 €I I KIT A (novelty seeking)

DI AR R R AT ERIRIA”, K A
1B BB 19 AT S B R LR 2% (Berlyne,
1960) 3% Ffr PR PR T8 75 Wi & 1 R Y
R EHUKIX (Bardo et al. .1996) , #ZRl 2215
i 7R X AT W RN R A AR TR) 22 S R K i b i
G2 FR G K 22 5 A ¢ (Bardo et al.
1996) . AU R W BEAT A4 HE Ry — > &
SR A PRI R R OIS T R Y 2 B U X,
VF AR A B BF 8 33 LU AR BT 4 5 58
A AT BE T T 55 i o 8 43 I AL O 3 o RORT A
WOR T [ — 2 H AU X (Bardo et al. ,1996)

Hirschman (1980 ) X @1 # 7 >k (novelty
seeking) ¥ 28 L2 PN HK 9K 3 5 s ALY ) & P &
AMRE SR RE R B TR A A B
T3 T, —AN 75 T2 38 KO i OB 7E 1Y 22 S M1 B
T3 AT TR T 9 35 16 O 0 A9 2 20T v A8 T Al A7




62

EHNSSIR F11E5HE218

FR B 5 11 AR B, 3 J2 2 M P 5K (Hirschman,
1980) . &% —Fh AU A9 BT oK B 24 P oK
FE % Ul /D il H R TS0, (F 2 PR T R TR Y
FHEARFEAE R 915 B3R

X T B RET SR AT N RIS . H Y AL
B2 AR TP AR A R e A Z R OK,
Kahn(1995) 1A 18 2% # SR Z HE i 3h Bl ok
A 5 — B IE B2 1R RS (satiation) , 7 22 fiff
FHTR] A~ it AT BE 2 Lh 3 2% 5 8% v 4t I, 16 A7
RSN R TR 56 RO AN E I B L ] n 2
R H AR ) 25 S 0 R b NTE Y A B
ARAY 5 B T X AR R i B AN L T O
T o 22 T8 49 O IO XoF AR Ok i 4 Y AN B E . T
FRIBIE 5 ke IV 22 1 158 1 DR 38 X0 9% o 2 A1
SRR AE = A 5, ) W0 I T 45 AR 0% AN 9
T4 4 M 1y 7 i B Sk 2 8 ¥ (Kahn and
Isen,1993) 5 V1 2% # 20 JT PR S 5 i 1] 22 F 44
3R (Ratner and Kahn,2002) ; AfI7ER /N 25
[i1) B A7 2R 3 B I 23 T 22 B 4K (Levav and
Zhu,2009) 5 # =AU —HEEE il AL 2
FERDTE AR il BE ) 2 1 2% & 2 B 1k 5ok 1 75 oK
(Maimaran and Wheeler,2008) ,

ARE SC 5 BT 3R AT a4 2 AR AR
KRB FAAEES, X i 8 AU
F5A T8 077 b AL TSR /Y 15 28 IR 55 5 DAL I —
ASTFRBIHTH T 2% H W W — R T A
BT b BT 2% 4 (Hirschman, 1980) .

53 RIFiFmiE=

2 BB 57 i 2 Blake et al. (1970) X it
HEAT THRE . T B O — A 7 R R
i ] BB S BT XS R AT, WAl RE R T X
A7 W B AE T 3. X P AR AN —
FERY BT —FR 57 18 5 9RO B8 (novelty) ,
JEAR 77 b R S 28 ) ) M A AR R AR
(IR 22 5 o AN — ] DLRAT I 4 FE 2
R A RN — R, B 2
7o MR 2 S UK T 9% A HOR 2 y AR Aie
ST 77 il PR AR BT 7 il AR . PR X
o R 2 S IS, R 7 i ) AN A R I R KL T

PH LB BN IE . QR U 2 E AN R
B — IR N AN &8 1Y 77 I8 4] LA
DN 2% 3 SO AS A% 2 — DO BB A 7
A A7 28 W 2 & A — A T
AR I TR . 3 T S R A OB R AN B E
PEWA K FR AR T 2 1 45 32 72 (Blake
et al. ,1970),

TR Z AN B T 9 % 5 0 19 BT K R A
BRARIE 2 2 B BN A . R Al #B
TR 1 7 it BT B4 785 2K W (Kledjnen et al. ,2009)
AR ZHEH A5 1 7 i A 2 7 P AR
BB AR BRI, —J5 TR RE 2
TR AR T 5 2 AT e L
TURIAL GEAS[R) 357 77 it ) el FH o 2290 2% 5 46 91 40
HN85 T3 SR B n 23 A8 T 4 ] Windows &
G B EIAE T SE TSP R H A R R
OS X R . i 78R EILA E 23 Windows
RGLs oy — WL ALA T RESE BT A S T 2R
A AF SRR A — S 7 i 2 5 | kT
B B0 BE b 58 AT 5 1S T 9% AR L ] fn e
F A (Kleijnen et al. , 2009), — 244/
17 358 PR 2R 10 RE 42 1 ¥ 2 3 Xk B8 7 A B4 IR 4
Mehta %5 (2012) % HUHT G A W 3 55 85 76 o 2% 1
B ROEREE T 9% S LR s RO
A (2013) & A LE B 55 9 PREE  AH X R LAY 26 58
HP I Bl i 0

B il BT R R /N R
FETT AR B S A ATTORE 5 7 ol 4 4 32 231 3 IR B 7
AT . A N Z W 4 3 7 g — S AR
Gl A7 S o BB 2 A2 1) R P 7 SR A 3K (Lynn
and Harris,1997),

54 HBHEMEPFHEFEK

TH OB MR PE T SR BE LI A T &
JeFHE m E O A AK R B 23K R 7E R
et R Ak T 2 v ) e AR b 3 SRR SN AR X Y
22 5Pk (Tian et al. ,2001), M4 H S EEMHK
B Al S AR AT 0 A n] RE 2 O A
I HLIF 6 48 07 1 65 S0 B 7 il OB 0 1 I
##F (Snyder,1992) , I 2% [0 R VL 757 K AE 7R
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AR 2 A 2E R A B A7 301 B8 TR Y
M1 (Snyder and Fromkin,1977; Kim and Markus,
1999,

AT e BN ATTAE B /)N 118 25 Ta) 5L 5 o
Te] 2 IR R 44 T2 10 28 35 LAG) R L v 0 4% BB 1) 25
HLA) 88 (Levav and Zhu,2009) ; A% T & &
(4 JAEASE HE ) o A A7 1 JBE 5r HE A 2 113 % 25 T 0 g
DR N B ) PR i (Zhu and Argo,2013) ;5 1%
R NS I e K I I R = e ok Y UNE= S T
(Huang et al. ,2014); M52 & A AN =0 %
FHE A BRI T 9% 23 i ok A 1
i R R IR A OB IRRPE R OR (Xu et al. ,2012) 5
3B KRR T TS5 O B B R A T R
TIE R 575 £ 2 412 B N i 47 ok 4R 1 B (Huang et
al. ,2014) . #Z2= AUALIE — HE[F) KE 19 BHE i
A=A B EDE  #2 LUR 81 2% & i o s vk
T RATATAA T 43 T B A A AR 1 1 7 i (Maimaran
and Wheeler,2008),

ST U5 04 9 9% 25 6F BB 77 i 1 42 32 5
S AT AT BE S 527 B RE 1 5 SR 0 3K L2 D 4
BB 5 MR SR 2 AF A& BR
T B SO TR AT D Oy A R
DI o URR P 7 i 555 AR i RE A R O ) 2
BN R 7 s A5 G A R s R AL
— BN RAARYGE , T G 0y 8 7104010 53 Hh—
AT S 0 U 29960, XF I & ) D 4 B8 6% R
HTH 2% & 1 0 4R Pk 523K (Huang et al. , 2014),
BT 7 b SR ] 5 % 8 7 AR 5 R 1) 2 B 7 R
“5IH S BTN ) BRSSP O R,
Mehta %5 (2012) fif FI /\ X% 52 55 4 57 A0 X5 1 (1
7 vt DN 8 T 2 BT D 4

6 SBLERITIE

6.1 2%

15 ZA

ABETEE e N = AT 1 A i H AT T A
28 g S I AR S TR R e A ) B BILAR
AR B3 T 1 XU A il B A S0 A O P S I R
Xt B i 3 5 i 32 2 0 DA AN Bl ALk P AR AL

Al E, Her IARIBL AT LB bl = Fh 2SR
kA D BRAE MR 4E T . R R A
(vs. EARAXR R G H) EAF TR J15 En
i G290 BUR AL Cvs. HR 0 BEER AR 34 A
By AR (vs, REBMEE %) 5 R R A
B Cvs, SR 5D AR T 018 J1 . i gh Al
ML B nT L o A e s AL -5 sl AL 55 5 i 1 i&
T3 SR LR Sl AL B 5 we) AT A DA R T 5 W)
B Sy —J7 i A H B B E P F AR A Sl
BN A B H AR AR S LA AN AE B3 ) B3k
B AF 5 I3 — 5 10 E 2R B R S AL ) Ak AE
AL S B s AL, 2 FEAREE ) .

& AN A T Z RS T 01 5
WL UL BN S S bl . Ko R i
BN 155 28 Wk mT LA o e a2 Sl Lt a2
fre HHE DR R4 S 5 B 3 T35 R 2l R0 Y i
T35 W A A S LR A — MR B 2
i AR A . F s R B il i S L AR s A
TE 5 15 AL HlEFe AL S0 X SE 45 5T R R 2
i 1 B HLHL G A 5 B 3 T s AN AT S LK
M G2k IR WL A5 ) B 05 i 3 DA B A Ok
S B3 T 5 B0 D) SR T e A E 2 R Y Bl LR
R B3 7

N2 B B AT S SR 3 T 2R
HONE 7 N TH 2% 3 i B 3 g 23 S A TH 9%
HHIH AT A e — A3 AT A T
Fift 55 B3 T 55 BE A O B9 B AT oA LA ROR G BIE 5
HERE AR A PR T 2% L BB TR AT 0 B0 A
P& FH B 8 A PR oK
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Creativity: A Review of Influencing Situational Factors and Directions of
Future Research in Consumer Behavior Domain

Chen Huihui®, Zheng Yuhuang®

(? School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University)

Abstract Creativity has a huge impact in multiple fields such as education, politics, economics and sociology. But
relatively lack of related researches is the fact in China. For a long time,creativity has been viewed as a kind of personal
trait. However,abundant researches in passed decades draw a conclusion that creativity could be influenced by situational
factors. Focusing on the effect of situational factors on individual creativity, this paper introduced the definitions and
measurements of creativity firstly. In addition, the dual process of creativity was claimed. Then,it summarized contextual
factors that affect creativity such as emotion, priming, group administration, social exclusion, social observational
modeling , dishonest behavior and physical environment, the underlying process was also discussed. Finally, this paper
introduced four kinds of consumer behaviors that are highly correlated with creativity (creative consumption, novelty
seeking,novel product acceptance and consumer uniqueness seeking)and related research in each topic area. At last, the
future research directions were discussed.
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