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An analysis of creativity and its subordinate concepts using the
idea search space model

Yasushi YosHIDA* and Masasi HATTORI**
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This research examined the patterns of evaluations by assessors of creative products. The
evaluations were analyzed in terms of the relationship between the area of the idea search space
(AISS) and the factors for evaluation of creativity specified in the Creative Product Analysis
Matrix (Besemer & O'Quin, 1981). The idea search space is the hypothetical space for an
information search in creative activities. The factors specified are novelty, elaboration and
synthesis, and resolution. Using the Creative Product Semantic Scale (White & Smith, 2001), 60
assessors evaluated 40 drawings of imaginary creatures drawn by ordinary students. There was a
high correlation between the rating for creativity and the novelty factor score. The novelty of the
drawings affected the creativity rating given by the majority of the assessors. In addition, the
AISS index predicted their ratings quite well. Contrary to this, a correlation was not found
between creativity and novelty for the minority of the assessors. A clear variation of the concept
of creativity was therefore apparent. Other elements, besides the AISS, that are relevant to the

novelty are discussed.
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BHERBENZOMNIE, LRI b >TOREY, i
R ORIEHTE T, A, BT, BUE, LS
RZNIBIET 2 RTEER L TRIEHEERT 5L
B—EHTH - 72 (Boden, 1994; Lubart, 1994; Mac-
Kinnon, 1962; Runco & Charles, 1993). I 5 DKIT
KESOLTAIEEERIENICERT 2 &, AlEH
~N—v+ Y54 (HIAIE, MacKinnon, 1962, 1965; Ste-
rnberg & O’hara, 1999) R AI&EKI 7 o ¥ 2 (F| 2L,
Finke, Ward, & Smith, 1992; Ward, Smith, & Finke,
1999) OHEIC—EDRE LRI LTEL, LAL, 8
BHEOIOXSIERIR, FOLDBNEBEMESORELY
BlENE R SN2 00 ZBRIT 2 5DTRIEVL. JE
BOEELHAKICT S L3, BIEUHEEED D LT
DREHEBEDO 1> TdH 3 D (Sternberg & Lubart,
1996; Mayer, 1999), gl E/LEELWEEIC T2
rehicid, ABEOXIBLOERBIENLRET O
(BIEHREE) EEHMICHRZLESD 5.
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HH - BRET (2002) (3, AHH:RREERE (Smith, Ward, &
Schumacher, 1993) TH & h - BIEHIER & = DFEE
2L, TAFT7 OERBIERSI NI EROLS I
& - THERORIBESHEENS L3N EF 1%
BRLL 227TRE, ABMIEROERBICERSNS
TAFTOBENETAFTHE, Zhobokkihns
WEHZER 274 F TR EEREL, TEREKFICER
KBRS h 74 FTEROEBE (74 77 HERER)
DIESIT & » TGO ALEM S HAx N 2 LIREL 72,
HH - JRES - BH (2005) i3, ToOREIESWT, £
ERGRETEH S N ALERERO AN RS 5, 1
OERORIGSHIFEETFAT 2 EFLVOBRKERS
fz. TOXSBEIHHBRF O BHICI, RD 3 H>DFH
EBHEBEEIN. THLL, ERIKEENsEADT
1 FTHEZEET 32 L, 2R 5074 77 HERNIC
B REMNABEHS &, T4 FTHEOZERIANI
B AENDESICESOTERAERO T 4 FTER
EMOLEIAWETILED3OTHE. £ TET,
TAFTHMEE LT, FRIEEENBXXPHVIHERE
F (&) =HEL, RBESMo [EU-oxo®sME]
O—XTHBFEE T — 7 icHES VT MDS (BRILRE)
ERIZHER L T, FHISAHREROERNOLYD
XM ZAEEERL T, AEMIEE L OEBABIRY
Aok, 74 FTRREEOLSERTEEALN
BIDRIE%:, KRFRTIR T4 77 ERTMLEE (area
of idea search space; AISS) 88 & IER T LT 52,

ZOPROEER, (EROBIEKEIEER, AISS I
- THEBEEETIRTEEIEMBHELMELD, T
41 FTBRREMEFVOBEMENTRE N, —F, fER
DERMICEA TR OMA T R EET S L 5 UHTE
527Th, BlEHS AISSTERAESY I 3Lk -k
B, AISS ic & 2 RlEHFEEORPAIPEKRT 5 &8
Bt TOFERIE, AISS THESh 2 AIEHER
&, #hlACERZEEL - LT, EHHY /—20D
BB AMED b L—-FE 7 & LTS &
ORI, KBREREBENIICHIAT S, R,
AISS THES N B VWERMFTH 2 O OHEERIC
ERTE2b0Tcbd 5. EE, FEBMOREEINE
O—HENEL BN Eh 5, AEEFEEICE Y B3EE
FZOERTAE SO oo %05, AISSOBHEAET S
TVWaHfigdEL oh: (GH - IRE « BH, 2002

2) AISS #5313, FHH S (20056) I2BWV T MDS f51E(E
EFEENTVWEHDLEILTH A A, MDS &5
FE IOl RO T, BEERT S0, U
Bl okSIcMESRT Licd 3.

Yoshida, Hattori, & Oda, 2003).

DEEBEFZ, KAHETH, ESRFEOBRE» LR
BB E OISR L VARICERT B0, 9, Al
BHEEVIBES LD LS LTS, SRashTH
D, FNONHFMS (2005) TEFRE N AISS £ &
LOBBRICH B EFANS, ik, AISS THES
WRVWERZHL,ICT 20D0FE—H L5, KRIC,
flEEFECEY I ARV EREAMLL L LT,
AISS & flEdE S OBARIESTT 5, CoT &iTkD,
BAAZPHBEHREVEFHREINZAERE VI BE
%, FORBNICIEABET LN TESZLEIONS,
EHH S (2005) T, BlEMEDOADFEELERD IO, F
EOBOBEADEVIZOVTIRI T EBTELEM T,
ZITAHR TR, BIERFE BV TEREIWIEA
DOEVEFRLLIZLT, £hods, BlEHEFEERBV
TAISSOBISEDEBIZEOL S KEEBTELEFN
1.

BIEMIERERET D0 FEE LT, BKHET
3, BIEYEME (creative product semantic scale;
CPSS) (Besemer & O'Quin, 1986) 2\ 7z, CPSS i3,
MBI VWBG0REK 25T 2 - » BRI T, A&
7= b Y w7 X (creative product analysis matrix;
CPAM) Hi& (Besemer & Treffinger, 1981) it W\ T
W3, CPAM &, BIFoAIEW %ZHEHE (novelty),
5 X L#4 (elaboration and synthesis), ##&R (resolu-
tion) ® 3 DDRILTHAT 5. ThoDoRiEENE
h, MRoFLS, REXRERSSISTkishT—
BlLzboL: LTHEASO TV IESY, BEMREIRK
ROBERICEOBESKT 20, E2RT LINTN S,
CPSS i3, T ¥+ v (Besemer & O'Quin, 1986) & T
(Besemer, 1998; Besemer & O'Quin, 1999), REHR
(O'Quin & Besemer, 1989) 73 &, = % & % #1 #
mEMRELLERICLIOVBOELTF X F&h, BRO
BVWEYRTF T 4 9 JICEABDICHBISLTE
1.

CPSS O ER#KICIE, BTG L THEBOY 72
r—uBEHESN, &Y 7R — il ZEO AT
D% L ZEHMOBMEENEENE, £ Y VFLOHE
P I3 &3 55 MO BEMHEE » 575 525, 4 15HE
OBMEE» SR aM/NMNRLERS N T 5 (White &
Smith, 2001; White, Shen, & Smith, 2002). #/MRT
i, 320RFIRHLT L D2F>D4 TR — AhXtE
LTk, 8F 725 — itk 5 >0 EMEE»E$H
4. White & Smith (2001) ¥ & ¥ White et al. (2002)
13, MRS & 0 EIRIRIRIC & % 14 o Al s W E a]
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BETHY, i, FHPIRLFATREEOAIBEEC
BUNHBIEERVE L. £-T, BEHIEEDK
OHEDEVWERRSI L LAEEEL SN B 1 d,
CPSS RAMEICHEbLVWFETH B L HIM L 72,
EETIE, SHAS (2005 THSNIERIZOWT,
CPSS 2F|H L TREE%RIT» 2. fESEREICE A 50
RECROBBGEEL T, AISSHCPAMOED LS
BRICICHIR L TWB D5, EDO LD BIRTITIIEE L
BVWOrEF AISSHEED, 74 FTHBMEOE
U2 Z0BAMKESOUTERINTVLEIEDLDS
AISS L FAH ORI E OMICR—EOHBEMNS % & F
HaEnz, ik, BIEHFETBY ARTOEAMNITIC
LVFEEESEL, AIBUFEOERICIEDLI N
BHsbo, 2ho0 M E AISS OBASE ORIz E
DL UBFRSZOLERIT LI, Cholck-T, F
EEVROAEHE VOB LRI T AL, &
iz, AISS IKHRES L VAIEH OS>V TRE
EEZILPBYPFTEE THDDS, b L, AISSEXS
FEHE Ofic—EoRMERE > o HIE, Alltko
TS L L THARMNASLELEEO>REE T,
AISS DRIEHFEIC BT 3HBEHRL O REL LB L
FHRlshz. —F, AISS OBMEASINSVEEEITH
FEEVRERE LI NS L LTRA TV SO,
EHIZI LI, AISSKHEINROVEREZHShicYT
53 ETHBAENS, 2T, BIEHIEEL AISS 0%
LD FEEZENHEL, AISS OBBHPO RN LD,
BIEHE VIS ORI AR EDL I BEVESZDM
KOWTHHNT,

b1 &

HRE
VRERFEOFEE « RERAELIR, BLURESE
#HAEA) 120602 (Bik27 8, ik 338, FHd
PR 18-37, M=2223, SD=3.11) BFEEZL LTEM
L. WTFhoFEE bERTRRS O EROEET
75 d - f2.

¥
FEC-DOMEE LT, THS (2005 TE LN
40 HofeRERW . T oid, Smithetal (1993) @
EMEREEEERL CEBohkboTH S, R,
TEALVAENLE bOEHM KOEFINIRE T
BOT, 40 ADEEN 1 2T ER L6 DTEH - 12,
fERDERICELT, 50fo74 F7HRAD Y 2 b o8
5z oh, #othhoFBICBREWASBEOTA 7
TREEMAE TR NI, £, (EROLEKE

KEALHEOMEEE 2HRC L VIESN/EE @R
HOERM) OboL, TH5THEWEE EFELEH
kB350, FhEFN20ETF>EEhi. Thd 40
BHOEERICE, LITOARKIC X - T AISS HEEMED
SNTW (FHS, 2005),

£, S0 MO T4 FTE&IC Y] OEEINA
51 OB 525 1,275 @ORBIZH LT, 5
PLHZOFEREIC L - THESE OB/ RN (7
BRSE) pshant. COEELUEF - ICHLTE
WICREERE (MDS) SEITE A, 2RTESIRE S hi.
Wi, BERCBLVTHEASA TV A5 BHEOBED
MDS ZEHINOEEL N, Kl EhZh & KEE
BMEDZEERD, ZOBBZOMERKO AISSTEHK
(MDS #515{E) &ahit.

Plbko 40 BofEFicimi, 53— 2 BE8EEE
OFEERLITEI I BIcHBESINE, ¥R
i3, FHNERTEShL 0T, BlEMSHENED
bo L, HBEHNEBOLDTH -7, fFRIR, X+ v Fic
LbhavbEa—gicHAZh, KEsE2HALET,
EDOTAFTHEBBERENTOZDOh B2 5 L9
i, HbhhifAcBmaEiL AL TRRI LT,

S DESREET 2-DORE L LT, Besemer
& O'Quin (1986) DR% L 7= CPSS D/ Mi (White &
Smith, 2001; White et al, 2002) OBREZHEBEL -
(Table 1 B8, #B/MEERAVZOR, FERTRES
A A0 MEBHETH B0, ) V0D CPSS Tid
BREEHE Y E, FEEOAHENSKEL, FEOE
MESICHET AT S 5 LM L2/ TH 5.
/MRS, Table 1 iRd & DI, HFEHE, BIHs &8
&, BEDOISORTIEH LTI 2FD, 32097
= (eI, Tma ), REND sl T
v, ThEFho+ 724 —Licid s HEOERENIS
Fhi. ERTRE, hoo ISTHEIMA, Al
WTCHFEERD . KRFEEE R, (7525 (7)). TH#
)DL 5u 7 HoVBRETH L, AlEE I hoIE
HiciBET, TREMS (7)) TEAIERNL (D] v R
= VTHEEERD Y, FEOHRILEMT X T 4

3) AWFEIE, —BADF 4 — 71 [RlIEME] H20%
HOHEPEHNTH L0, TXA3HFTEAELT
WHERES LR 0E D, TAERAESn] 28]
BARLHI ZELE L, 203 EEORE
Dficid, CPSS Z#HWVWA00EEE¥MEhi
bOD, FENATREBITBIZEOIEEALS
13, BE#cid, CPSS 0IEEBRIAEHICFHME &
B3I EREE LRV, ok HBHERWLBE
KoWTiR, SERTORMBE 2L LOEL,
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CPSS dimensions, subscales, and items used (with Japanese translations) and the factor pattern after

HRLEEMR F24 %

Table 1

varimax rotation

®25

Dimension Subscale Items in subscale Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Communality
Novelty Original  fresh CHfg)—
over used (FLVirafs) 73 .16 .00 .56
novel (F&FF)—
predictable (b b &/ b 73 .85 .10 —.08 74
unusual (E@THEVW)—
usual (@) .70 —.01 —.33 .60
unique (J#EF)—
ordinary CEFLA)* .86 .08 —.09 .75
original CiglH7)—
conventional (HRE h ] - 7o)* .84 13 —.06 73
Elaboration Well skillful (EF#)—
and synthesis  crafted bungling (FFER)* .09 74 .26 62
well made (EHFRL)—
botched CRHiR7)* .16 62 47 .63
well crafted (F5478)—
crude (H75) 12 74 .18 .60
meticulous GFHI7E)—
sloppy (& A1)* .08 82 17 71
careful (&A D 18)—
careless (W NIEL7E) .05 77 .26 66
Resolution Logical logical GRIEE#JE)—
illogical (GEZREEHI7S) —41 24 49 46
mekes sense (BEHKOH 5)—
senseless (BRDIZW)* —.22 .23 .66 .54
relevant (%) —
irrelevant (R%&V ) -.19 .26 .76 68
appropriate GEYI7)—
inappropriate (AR#EY]5)* —-.17 21 .84 79
adequate (R TX23)—
inadequate (BRETE L V)* 13 .36 .66 58
Variance 3.54 3.16 2.95 9.64
Proportion (%) 236 21.1 19.7
Cumulative (%) 23.6 447 64.3

* reverse item

TISEEMN,

REML 3L KB SN (Table 1 OF4A22R), A&

B0 O (WEER) BEMcRYF 7

Fa—2%2@BLTREINA, F+RFVAIERML D
o, 16 HOFEEEB & & biciiRank, FEER,

S WERIHE TH - -

FExE

EBE, ERFicB L TR NEF (6 BUTH)
TEES I &I, ERAO 05 L 0BERE
BXUREHFEORBESITORI. RIiZ, ThhoilR
TN AERD, HERAORELBBLT, TXHLIE
BB L2 bDTH B I EBHAXNT.
HEMSEDO S E, FEBEREMOFTEERTS L5 1kD
bhte, EREFEREORREEROFER, 2~

thSIEEC 16 MOFEHRETRTIKO2VWTRY AT
BE L. &2 2D 3 —fER @FRR) BERE A,
FEOTABMOEEN S v S o RBFTRRS . F
THBOBFIOIAF SR Z 35070 75 & BIERK
ah, FEBER3I>OVWThhIcI v yFailEhYTS
he, E70 75813208 F5hE0HETo N
e, FhkdLEzicl} BEARKATOEIVWIEEL
7.
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Table 2
Correlation coefficiencies among creativity rating, AISS index, and CPSS factor scores
Novelty Elaboration Resolution Creativity
All products (N=40)
Creativity Q0** 52k —.32% —
AISS index ATH .26 -.19 48%*
Instructed (n=20)
Creativity 92%* 65 —.45* —
AISS index .60 .34 —.24 59%*
Uninstructed (n=20)
Creativity 89** 59k —-.12 —
AISS index .28 .15 —.10 .35
*p<.05, ¥ p<.01
Table 3
Factor scores and mean creativity rating for each condition
Novelty Elaboration Resolution Creativity
Instructed
M .03 —.03 -.05 418
SD .96 .95 92 1.77
Uninstructed
M —.03 .03 .05 4.12
SD 95 .89 92 1.73
. 5 HFlemwRTAREE2RLALOE, MEKT,
" [gFinel, TRl 75&, CPSS T [#i&# ] ORT
CPSS (C & 2 fli&tE - AISS DR EENIIFEETH - 1o, Mk, RF2i20TiR, T
BRNETFT Mzl TaAbl A L, BRI LES] OR

RYF 4 TRFEENGVR 2 TIERE B &S5 BEEHRE D
BEEZEBRL, (EROFELRIC> W TERNE TS
2T -1 HREKOBERNLEETH 5 CPAM (Bese-
mer & Treffinger, 1981) 253 D DRTEEEL TV S
ZEho, SRTFHEREL T, glEMLAD I5THEHO
FERREROTERNE TR ZIT -5, V2w 7
Z[EEEE AV, #HEE SMC & LARLEK X B3ET
St EETLIE.

Ny =2y s RAAEEBORT/¥S — v % Table 1 iR
9. CPAM (Besemer & Treffinger, 1981) TIRE S h 7’
300t BEMIGT BHF vy — BB SRt 8
SORFOREFSERIL, 643% L0, SRTFOEFES
BZhZh, 354, 3.16, 295 &g~ 7,

4) CPSS O RHBOWHR A2 RESA LT, KT
MreDO b0 5P DE LcEHEIZ, CPSS B85k
BRISNTE-EHANLYR T 2 8lEEoES
L, oFRFRoHHESEV EEbh 3 EWERE
Bk, BSoRTFHEESEL A akkthsd - 1o/
HTHB.,

gLEantEHE, WE3-VTIE, T&Y7%5), [EY
1l TB%Od 5] 75, MR oRots SN IHEH
wORTFAFEEZRLL LTTlR, BTFL 2 3%%
hzh, (FARTF DEETL TRRET] S

Bl « AISS ORRT & ORIE

HFaoERL D, EFEEORIELNDOFEKD
WTEBRTESETE L. Al LEF, AISS &
HFoBiRER5», 2Rk 2FEEORTFHRALE
BIEHFEMOFEIIEZE 0 4T, HBERKETH .
Z DR A% Table 2 IT/R7.

9, flEHIC-oVLTR, FIFRTRAEH L FEER
OSSO, HORT OROMEENS B C LARE
Ntz BRET R, SVEOEENS B T Lhnh -1k,
72, AISS#EEUCH> W T}, AISSHEHEHFRRF LT
BRROMEENH B EaRE i, B, AISSHEN
EALEME & ORI & ARV AEBED B - 7o,

BOROSR

e EHRBICHROBASHEE 2T T &8, fF
SORIEN: (DEE) KEDLINFEEEZ %R
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Figure 1. Evaluationclustersdefined by correla-
tion coefficiencies between the creativity
rating and each factor score.

31, BROEBROZMHINCKE T ORTEE & Bl
HFEEME DT ERD 2, SEEE & EEFZE% Table 3
kKRd., BERTFORTESLAEEOFEBEII>VT,
ZBICXDBOYDE0ERB 100, TN OEEBEK
EL, BROGELHREMER, FEELBRORLE
W& Uiz 2 BROSEAFEIT - 1288, WFhoaiic
BOTHERICHERREYHRII L, - 12 (p5>.10).

wiT, BURPAIER: & KT AISS OBRICHE L
PEREND D, EEROEREEIC, A&k~ RS
=, AISSIENMEETEE, BlEME AISSEHORO
MEBRE R~ . ER T RFEERORTEA LA
SO FEMEAEE O BT, K4HIRD 1 HBEREE
Table 2 Ic77T. Table2 &b, EoRd hRHTIE, A
#, FARTE bic AISS 55 & OMBALE WL & & His
3, 7, BRELEHLETS, AlEN FEETFLL
I AISS 83 E ORI TV IEO BN S 3 & & 5 h
3,

BFEORE L AISS

CPSS 12 & 3 FEEE O
FEEVAEHOFERICER T 2T OEY, i
FAAERT AREOR VIS L - T, AISS HAIEH
DFELHATIEEVITEVDNH I 0 EHNE 120,

Table 4
Correlation coeficiencies between creativity
rating and each factor score by evaluation
clusters

Cluster Noveity Elaboration Resolution
1 »=19) Q5¥* 49%* 64**
2 n=27) 83*%* T2%* —.46**
3 (n=10) 93*¥* .15 — 79
4 (n=4) — 48%* b59¥* 60**
** <01

Evaluation clusters were defined by correlation
coefficiencies between the creativity rating and
each factor scores.

FEEONEERIT- 1. 9, FEHEI L B0
E L ERTFORFREAE OHBRKE RS 2. RiT,
N o OMEBRRICESWT, Ward Eick &2 5 X
YA EERTL, FEBONEELITE 7. TOE,
Figure 1 iZ/;ReF v Fo s s a8 FSvyiarsa
&0, 47525 NETIOBEY LML K
SAYOANEE, 7525218198, 25274, 35
108, 442 TH-1.

B2 525 DABHEEICEOL D SN S DM
EENRBID, 75325 T, BIERKICOVWTOAIE
& ERTFORTFEEADEEEE KD, 2h 500
BRE AP~ ZDEE% Table 4 12753, Table 4
&b, fliEdEFERT & OBICEROCES L WEES
BiIIV5ATA4DLEZDAETH A EB0h35. BHR
FICBLT, 27724 30AEEHEOMICELALHE
Bt - o, E e, BRRFIELT, 7529 1<
4 T, MOIEOHEMSH EL, 7525 2 & 3T,
BOHBTS 2T &80Hh5,

DOVT, AlEWFEERCERSNARTOERVICK
D, AISS BRIEWFHELIHHET 2ESVIEVYH S
DERLID, 7529 L AISS B8 & Rl DR
OHBEEFEN., FOBR, 75241, 2, 3, 4 D
FEi3, £hFh, 45(p<.01), 40(p<.05), 48 (p<
01), 17 THbH, FHEFLEAEWRTE L oflicHiL
WB O Mh 127 524 4 Tid, AISS 85 & BIEHE
EEOMEBEBIBEAERVI EMBEL,L ER - 1,

AISS i &L 2FEZ DR

AISS BRIEHFEEHATIEAVDRPIC L -
T, BIEHOEZIFICEDL I BENLD B O EHN
fo. FEEE L AISSFEB L RIEH O BB £ K
W, zhicES0WT Ward Bic k 287 5 2 9 3%
Tot., ZOR, Figure2 TR F v Fo s s szl
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Figure 2. Evaluation clusters defined by corre-

lation coefficiencies between the creativity
rating and AISS index.

oo TR s S3AakD, 2252% (/5X%a b)
KRBT I2008BY LMWL 75XFa bEbic
ABE 30 B0 L1,
BISAIDEMERSZ 1.0, 7525 TEICAIE
#, 8LY, BRFORFE/AOEEELIERICEH DX
T, AISSE¥tLAlEN:, HWTHALAIEN & OHEBER
BEFE~. 75245 ald, AISS e & AIEEMDER
BEM 22 THY, 7725 bid 60(p<.01) TH -7
&7 7 Ry DREH &FE, T, BROZRTFORT
BHEEOMOMBEKE, /52 5abkzrhEh, 73
(p<.01), 64(p<.01), —.15THY, 77329 bH .94
(p<.01), B8 (p<.01), —.30 &#»t. TDI EMDS,
AISS ¥ & BlEM O FEDOHEBENE, 72 TR 5 b
T, FERF L ARG OB IERICE W C &8
RENSD, 7 IR 5 aitoVT bHIEDEOAERSR
ahiz.

5 %"

AISS & HFEDRTORMSK

FEROFEEDR T OERE, CPAM (Besemer &
Treffinger, 1981) TIRES 72 3 DRI, THb B,
FrETiE, BIE LA, BRICBIEIWHEL RRTY s —

vHBELN ol ik, BREOEYDRIEHRD
FESH, T ¥+ (Besemer & O'Quin, 1986) KT
(Besemer, 1998; Besemer & O'Quin, 1999), KEMAS
(O'Quin & Besemer, 1989) 75 & O8I 2 5E (White &
Smith, 2001; White et al, 2002) &[Fk, 3 DDRITLT
A OLNB T EMGr-Te,

FEFELEOEEE LT, FERTONTRALEIE
WIEEOMEBMIEEICE P - 1 T &S, AYEEE
B AAIEBHOFER, HRDORMABFIRICL -
THBENZ I Eah-1 1, BHRT bAER
FEEDHEERAIT L LBHLLEL -, —4,
BMRET & AEHFTE LS ORI RFTVEOHEEN S -
fo. ToIER, EPERRECBVTE, fEROEY
MR ZMM R, AIERFELL LA TS ZC
EERLTVAS,

Besemer & (Besemer & O'Quin, 1986; Besemer,
1998; Besemer & O'Quin, 1999; O'Quin & Besemer,
1989) OWIATI, BIEHBEKDOFELRD TV LE
b, ARROFHREEBEMESN T I L3 TELL
B, BRAT L AIEHTFE L olcRoEBEBR s n
BRI, WS >hEZBIEMTEE, £7, WROHE
&, FACRASL I LIFENEHTLERT20TH
20, RECEY OGS, RETHIHYAIL,
FEATFELS 3L 5L bOTR VLI BIBATHAIEY
LFEEZhEIEMHELIhLE LKL, b, EAN
BROBE LRI AEYERFEORYRE LT, FHT
B TH N ZYHEME THRIENEFIhE E0WA
30hbLlhiv. b3V, BEOEYOETEIEER
EER> BT E2O0RETH - 1coh b L,
Besemer & O'Quin (1999) Ti3, LS ETIIBRD
FEEWBEWI EMRENTOL I, BERTICHNT
EELZONG TEY.LH] KER, bhbhbEoR
TicBEd 2 BE LA E S W CESg L S HEE]
ETH B, X oicld, RITMATHRIFEEES T XTHE
A ERREKRE) Th-F T &E2EZ B &, AlEHEV
1S DX LR (Niu & Sternberg, 2002) 25528 L
RERE b BETE L,

FEHELSEOMEAIE LT, AISSEHRFIETLL
BHMOEBAR L. LT, ERETA 77
REMER/FOERE, FAHsSECHEES N RIS
BLEAB, O En, AISS 3, AlEME L B HEE
OEWFARTFH, fEROED XS SHFHIcES VT
EENTVWEO0E2ERT 3 FRELTHEYTHE S LE
AZohkd. Ff, #ho 2 >ORTE AISS #85E D
KEHPRDGFVEE LR ohib ok, Lid-T,
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INSORTFIRAISS KIBEES WL WVWEEZ LN S,
Chs 2 20RTDS b, FHET ARG & Oflict
BIRIRR O RERAM B - 1o, MRAT & AlENE & oo
BRBOEOHEETH -~ O LMD, AISSIH
EENTVAEEOBERICIFEHEF b - TV AT
BEtE i B,

HH S (2005) Tit, HWEOBALHEAGOEERET
HoRiE, RO AISSHEEAES DT, i, FHakkesl
EEd EREE b -, —H, AEROKEEL L,
R D &EOESEEE, AISS fE¥ & Ak, AISS 83K
CHBRERT EOMHEBEMNBWT EMREANS, DT ED
5, BURERE-> TEASHEEFEELZ LI v —
R &M 1 AER, K OWIEROAERICHIIL fEESEL
t—H7T, HEOHEESRELERERITE LTV (H
HISEL TRV, fladtns B o FthoER FZ
, MEOBIEECHTHOBFREL L) BLTHERK
LfEE bRFFCHEML /- EEBAZIEDTES. 0F
b, BARMASEERETERE, VY —R0HDHYTH
REEZBICIENTH B, EROAERAEEED
BRIV LICE B BVWOESEBENEVES
R, FETIEMSEL, ThorHATALDICRF
Ex N 24 EHH B (Wilkenfeld & Ward, 2001).
ERPIAWEERICB VT, [ERO2 £ 7] LN
ZHMBHMEOEBEMNBAINEZ L2209, &
ABEWADHEEE 1 >OERELTEED B I
3, COEIBMASIrOFHBBENLELLIOND
L, ZBESMIEDELIBSDT, LDk
BB ENCEH DL %2R 2 0 RE L IKAHED
SREFHEHEL 50, AlEHOFRAICEVWTIRLERT
AHENEBLNAMETH O, SHROBEEFITE
IREFED 1 DTHA 9.

RS IEEORE & AISS

BlEMFE L RTRALOHBERBKE VWY 5%
ST OERD» S, FEOMEMAZE%R CPAM (Besemer &
Treffinger, 1981) ® 3 2ORITICXHT BEAfHIF & L
TIRA B EDVEHEETH BT LRI OT,

SBOKER, 7353291 TR, WFhoRERTFLAEH
ORI EDHEEDBED oh, 3 >ORFFNTHEIE
HOEEICEELTWB I BN -T, V524 2T
i1, BRRTRA, o 2BTREOHETHY, FH
HF EETRTFAERINT VWA I LN b o1, &

5) YA AKFEFERO FHEABEE FEEIRAE
wisk, EMHEFP L RBEIRV K (200244
B,

tz, 75 2% 3T, BIHERTIEEMEE S 3IZEE
Bchb, BERTIIECEOHEBETH . Lich-
T, 75249 3 TRETCAHKNE bOMVEIEN LFES
htztEZoh3. 7525 4TR, HARTFRAIEE
tolicRoBEss b, fthio 2 KFSIEQCHBETS -
fo. V3RFARCBTAFHEEER, FHTHLILELD
bR TEYTHE bOXAIBENEFELLEVL S,

IS0 EMnD, EYERFEBORIEOFEE IR
LT, BLOFEEE (7525 4L KBVWTHFHE
LA E ORIC VKRS S B T LD - .
& - T, EYHEREEICBVT, WA RAEEEED
BRLEERBATHELEL NS, BHRTCOVWT
b, EEHEINIBAVEL, HALIERIAIEN LT
FEANPTWI L0t —F, BRERTOEROD
ahAHER, o 2RTEREBVEBENTH> . T
bh, BRRT T, AEEOFEELE OHBENIETH S
7325 EATHB 75 IB2oF>E0WEE0lk.
IO ER, FROZYEMEZEER T AFTEE L, BT,
ZUBHDORABHTEVEELZFEEIC_BILLT
WA I EERLTED, BIEMHFTEDEKS DK,
FEHEOERTIBAOBVIRH LT LERBELTY
5.

BIEHTEOREM 7 5 Ry OBM 4 DIt b RsT &,
FZMBDOBIRICBR S B LR EL S, — A (REE)
D TAEME] VWSS, PBRIOFS-ENH S
EWA B, TOAR, RROAIBHEMECBNTHED
EBSNBD-1HETH 5. AlEHOESOFISOE
WRLT, SERIREELELTR, FAE, o
ESBEoH>ENFBIHERLOBONLE DD, ¥
72, BICHEEE CHNITHOFETH -» THREIBOEH
I THEEZOLESIhEV-FEANEZONB, &5
IZ, TO&IBAEHOESOE 5D XN, fEROEH
DB LD NEBEFRF > OPLERTAT AL GEERE
TH55. AlEHOESORVHENFEROBMICEE
T5EThiE, FROFEEERD SEHER%:® 5125
FRITER LB EZhELOL W,

FHRT L AIELFREORICHMBE S s h - 125
EE @, AISS ORIEHFEOHIEISHFVDIKL
MEENCAERAN S - 1 FEE X, AISS OHHENINEH 3
BEMb -7, o£, AISS ¥EIEHFEEEHHTZ
EaviR, FEEVFTLEERTIEERKET AL
WZ B, Ff, AISS {53 & AIEHIEE & OEBICES
WTFHEEEDELBA TS, TR T LAIEHFE
EOBOHEIIRENDYH B EBRVWKEEN, hb
BwFh b, AISS BFEFHFEO —FiIcHETs L
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EZRLTVWAS,

—7%, AISS {8 & AIEHEIFE & OB ED - 723
EHITBOWTS, Fioth s AENTEEE oMlicd»ian
WWHEBES S - 1o, 5T, BROBRT L AIGEHE L DR
OB ICIRIZEAEBOVBROIO LT EMD, T
NoD 2 >ORETFEERT S ,ELT AISS OFA/H
Biiofzi3FZ W, Licd-T, TOAISSiIK&K
ZRIEMFEOHBEHIOE VI, fERDOLED K S HRH
D OFEMEZLM L TV ALSTEESICL - TER S
LAERKTE, O LR, FEMEERTIESLS
EFOFEEFETH > Td, EBRICHE, £/, AENT
H2BEFET IEGPRL D AHEEMND 5 & &RB T
5, COXHEERL, ERCHTIFECHP ST
A3 CEMNTES, AISS O X 5 BIERD BN
BERABT o —F4, BlEHEIVIBEOEREDIE
BiLEMTHB T EERBELTWS, #lAIE, Niu&
Sternberg (2002) iZ, {tRic &) 2 AlEHOES D&
WERANLOR, EROFELRERT S EVERATS
5EFHELTVWS, £, Runco & Smith (1992) i3, Al
EHCETAHOF ML EIHOAMICIIBEVD D B
EBRTVWE, COESUFEOEVICEHELT, KB
RORBL{EROBANBHEIRASZ T 70 —F %248
BeazEicky, FEOAMLLTRAZIEDTENR
VEBHNE SN AEROBEDOEVITOWT HHH LIS
T3ROS S, 1, AISS OFIBANBEVWIEE
Y, fEROED LS WHHICESOTHaSHEEFEEL
TVWEDOhERB I EMNTENIE, AISSIck DB
NREVHFHCEL 2 EROBYMERET 2 LTcEAT
bBLEILNS,

FLHESHROBH

AHE T, CPSS Oo¥sllAEFA VT, BlIEMERD
FEEEIC B T BRGNS WO SR & AR T
ABIHEL, FNoETAFTTHEREREFVICBITS
AISS 8L DBABRAETA~B T Licky, fEROBREN
REMCESWTAIEHEZBERT 2D ORELZE
7z, £1:, CPSS KEJK SERT~OEAffFIcL-T
FEHEESETACLic kD, SlEHFEEOBSEOED
ZHSMIZL, ZOLIBEROELEY, AlEHLVS
BEsoBks0—~RTHEEVWHIEIF2EL X
T, AISS PRIGEHFELHHTIEEICL D HEEL
SEUER» S, AISS BAIGOM S O 2=RE % HEE
kT2 LicBEHTH B EWREINI.

—F4, AISS kK& » THEI N Z8IEM T EIcHETHE
ThHM, —WoFA, AISSick- THHEI LI
W EBHLhEL -, 20X S NHFHFHOERD 1

DI, WIEKOERO Lt nEL o5, fIZE,
Finke 5 OMEZM S HBEMI SO THFHEELS
&0 S B (Finke et al, 1992, 5 &) BV Tid, A&
thAaRET I, BEIICEERO L WEEEVHITE
Re2bBEELL - TL 505, AISS I, #HEO
HEEOBRIRET S 100, BRTR IO X HIBER%E
F’>TENTERY, 5%, TOLHSBBREEVE
FRICHEL TOW S ENEETH B,

£7, FFETHMERE SNIERIE, AISS D5
FERBIKT 21D 5 >ORGEEMEE S &0 EIH
Db ETHIEE NN, ZohELoRb, fERic/s
ATRE5I8h- 2L BMETELL, fERIASH
OFREBFEER TV E LTS, Zhhs AISS 1EE
OFPANEFTD L LR T ML VD, BRERT
i1, ZOAMMEHEZERIB/ET S L STEL L, 21
RUB7L—A7—2%2F0k& 61055 ERHESEE
Tha.
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