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BOE KWLk ANTE R A IR AL AP PR 2 X R AR A AR 5 S AR AR R . SR T
I PUAS LR AT SE A A HE R ST IR IR AL M IR S R L 2 5 H A 1E R B4
TR S HCHE (9248 LA A SICHE (5288 1B B9 A3 71 4T 55 vh 9 2 8L O 44 52 48 2 5 3 T ABE 1w 125 4k
BB (S8 2) N RE (286 3) » LK AR F S0 2 5 35005877 i B9 W SE ) (S48 o). e . TR

T T AP B ST AN LS 7R
AL WL Bl s B IR Bz

KR

RFLA A7 IRALI P BRERIEAT G135 J 0 S

e R E B GHE L FMEFERLG B A, A
2,2 B2 XK ETH 2%
MTiakaé - 2R

I LA » AATT3E A A TR L Y ) 3 PR 05 2%
X N B A AR 3% 7 A ST S e, R A AR
PR LAY PR BE T S i TR L o AT 3 3R T AR R0
T & (Belk et al., 2007; Hernandez et al.,
2011 HdfE, IR WFSE B B0 IR AL A P B A0 &
REAR AT R A T o B R 3 30 R 78 15 I 3 3% 4%
e B i B B I /)N 58 il i 3 SE R Al DL K B AR
Dyt AN A e AH 56 BR 19 & A W 51 I AR i 4
2012) . SRR AL A P BRI R — 2 2 — IR
F. RAPEE G K 8 28 A A 2 e B Y AN
A BN BN AN o TR R 44 R A TR L
MO 5 o e DA 307 35 7 56 [ 8T 98 74 JH 3 bk S8 it
KA IR 5 B AR AR AT BB &, i & 2
WANRIREL! XHERME T IFEE—, IREZEAR
A BN B HEV 20 DR AT 3 (i,
W DUR 243 32 2 I8 K2 & 3% # 2 4% Roben

CHTICIC]
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FogeD) i Jp 22 28 #8402 0 30 1) I 2 = — FE R
BLABAT TP 28 5 b 0 25 Bl B ORE AR 78 HE 1548 1L
—
BN T A — >
) 0. YR L2 5 L A BE A #i? Abrahamson Al
Freedman(2008) W 7F HA 85 15( 5¢ £ IR FL ) (A
Perfect Mess) BLEE ), T Al (A2 K BE i
SR EL P AR o il FU SF RS OME AR (W B R
THE S U6 B 8 335 A i ke () AT B s T 4 An s
R oA 5[] B, — o 04 TR L B R EUAS R AR
WESRIR &L T BB AT £ . 8 2 nl DL4R & A i &L
R A WL A 2% A 3 7 47 BT 52 i 7
i, — e A By By 18] 2% 6L &, — 28 /Y B (8] 3
SRA T R R IR B N NI B 3E S e AR,
BlE XN AP MR e B R EE, AR
M. BARAT AN C & X 81 3E 1 k47 1 R ks,
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I 05 e AT SEUE R SE
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S HIT N OG T B A B TR L A B 7 A O
KO I €N 3 i I S/ VR S 7ok (8 N B U A T
S ARETE A B A LG R SR R BRI IR LA W
MG R LR 2 5 E NG R, L
5 R HPE (256 TAD R SOrE (B2 56 1B) /Y A1 i
TAE S5 B R B A5 52 50 2 5 5 o it )

o PR RS (258 2) IV BN RS (SE 5 3D
A KA o 52 36 25 55 3 0 T 7 i B T 3K R ) (S
5 4. wa . WATWE T ADEIE 8 BIE STEk A
ERLR R

1 XEE@mSERRIR

11 BWIENHNERER

SR E S R AR Tz G 45 B AR
S B B 1A B A5t DA 1A PN T 1 90 1 5 AR 1)
EHLL R BN IMTE 2203l N BR DG & b i pk 2
FE 28 3] 7 SR IR P A R 200, R AR Y 21 3 )
A S, A ST B ST A IR AR I 1 4 1
SR ERTE N CE A R O N RO B B
(Clore et al. ,1994) ; MK N FE S HLA F] T 41
1 7 AN E 29 o)A F] TR 3 J) (Kruglanski et
al. , 1971; Amabile, 1985, 1986; Friedman and
Forster,2005) 5 8t iy 0> 3 FE 25 g £ #F A 19 81
&Mk B 2% (Forster et al. ,2004) ; Xt T2 7 434y
AR UL o 8 3 4 25 HE B 4 T 3 ) (Kim
et al. ,2012); & ¥t 5 M (promotion focus) k. #1
5 7] (prevention focus) 5 A F| F 4] & f1 F# M
(Friedman and Forster,2001) ; JE45 BME B9 B 4R
WHE W RE A & 1y Al #& )y (Friedman and
Forster, 2000) ; =R {5 B 4L P (conscious
processing) . JC & I {5 B 4k B Cunconscious
processing) 7 B F 2 & 1] 1 1 (Baumeister et
al. ,2007),

TERR T &l K2R 0B 3 7  52 e B Jir R
WFIER 5 S PR BE R . 7E DB is i A
PRI PR B 3 1 52 W ) 55 P, Mehta et al.
(2012) J B 5 7K F- BE % X B & ) 7 A 52
rh A SRR OFF B ey MR 20 RV e 3 4D L Bk

A B M A AT 55 A 2 B A o B R I 3K
B IR B 77

12 ERMRESHESN

AR A 2 R Y X B e {7 2 A 3 i
A AR B [8] B SCAR HOAE T BN &R S
(Epstein, 1994; Sloman, 1996; Chaiken and
Trope, 1999; Kahneman and Frederick, 2002;
Evans,2003), FH&E % 1 MR 4 2 4 5 £ w
(Stanovich and West,2000), R4 1 235 Pl
AN IR K B RN 5E A A T A R R
s M ARG 2 EVE L 2N 59 2 Ak e
WA I 50 Gl 5T R R RN 1 AF
I A OCHE . ARG LLPATIETT . RS 1 42
HFIBITHY MRS 2 WistT A% LB 2 M=
FIFNFNGE P I RGE 2 0 AL T8 p
RPIRZS AW e 2 R 50 1 SR JRE VBN
WHBEMEFER ., MRS 1 1zt E 3 A CR
I FF L J0 UK ke 1) R R L X B R 2 4
WG . R 1 MRS 2 [N ST R A RS
ARARIE IR, R GE 2 MORREE m i RS 1 1Lk id
Sk 115 B (Gervais and Norenzayan,2012) ,

WRIFCHMRBR . AR B ENRE 1S
B3 T3 AH XS B 1T 2% 8 1 R G 2 5 0% B B
Xt (Friedman and Forster, 2000; Forster et
al. ,2004), Friedman % AXHA3E HEfT T — &
SIEWETE . 24 S e 3 kB, A ke A 1E R b 2
(R D e e Wi 1 Ginsight) F181 & 14 B AR
R, RGN ATk 2L B CR G 2) B 5 B
I 7E il 5 Cinsight) F1 Q1 & PE B A8 0 3R 3.
Friedman 1 Forster(2000) & B AR 15 8M: 10 B 14
it (R 2 ity =03 R S i) AR 4 I Bl il A [
T 58T A ) B 4 BEEESR 5 Bopl s R BOA 7] A9 Ak
XA TS T S R At TRk
Pl Rl i 7 1) BR824 A A 1Y DR Al 2
R U e 2Ry B Ak By 2, DT e A5 k7
FE AL BT 55 R A 15 1A 55 P R ;T
T LBl R i 7R B R B T BN R PR Al 2
SR AR Gt A 3 75 5 AT EL A A A A AT 55
B AR %5 h R .
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AN WF 58 B TR L 23 43 BN AT 9 7
T3 000 25 1 BT3B Ay O AT AR Mk AT AT 2
B % (Carter, 2012; Dolcos and McCarthy,
2006) . F38h . MR 5 A K 0 T — & g 2Um TR
B (Heuristic Systematic Model, HSM, Chaiken.,
1980) 5 ¥5 48 im 1. 7T BE P B M (elaboration
likelihood model, ELM, Petty and Cacioppo.
1981) WL A5 FETE R IR A O 0 AT
B2 1] R FH B ok A e SR e R S, AR S AT SC
W i R R A 2 38 A 3 ) 1P DL SO & A
Wrin s Z A A e E A ENE—
FR AL AP G L, FRATIN . 5EFF I
PRI BT A E IR AL P BB S (AR AT (R B
Aab 3 % w5 B AT e i 1] T el L R TR A
PNIDE7I=EOIE WA

AN FRATIN A o TR L B 30 A B 2 N v
LY/ TN F O S TR B TR
TR AZ BRI P R 6 R . IR
PERAR A8 7 — A d 4 B W] B e 5 A1
& 7 1 FE A 5% (Isen et al. , 1987; Schooler and
Melcher,1995; Friedman and Férster,2000; De
Dreu et al. ,2008), A% J7 /& B 1Y J& — Fb “ 7 1%
1E 1 5] & 6 B 4 5 % (overcoming context-
induced set)” (Schooler and Melcher,1995), 4l
R NAETFAS LAY (4 451] - I3 A — 5 2 rp (4]
i, AgiE T H AR IR TP TR KA
KRR TE) X SR — TR 2 e e P X
7 22 v Il 22 AT A A B 6 Tk S A AR B Y A
BRI N A 5% B8 24 4 R 1 5258 T 2
PG E R N IA R R R D .

AR R re, FATT 9 DU ik

H1. AL HEIRIT LRI ARG E ),

H2: L6 4 330 5 S A A5 AN KRR &) T4
A%,

H3. ALy 4 2 IR 2RI AR89 A Jo
prtlic AN

14 RIENWSEZH @
TR EIT N, M2 E A1 S (consumer

creativity) Bl # 45 #f (innovativeness) . 53K 6] #r
(novelty seeking) 2545 & = & #H ¢ (Hirschman and
Elizabeth.1980) . BJ AKIWFFE 45 R Bow . & Bl i
JIHYIH B AR 1 ) 9 9% A B S
77 i (Mehta et al. ,2012),

PRI G S YR 6L 1 0 B A 5 i 08 42 v T 2
MBI IE T, BV IZ AR 23 4 S B 2 5 A 0
M2 FERE . R, FRATTER s DL ik

H4: Ly 32 IR 50 2 4 3 0 9 A4 T T #
et BT R,

T AT R A S ok e IR FR AT Y

Ri%.
2 SCIG 1A ZBUERE D

21 XWHEMSRE

AREBH S5 H NI LR G R 133
Z2p e CERAERY 21,5 % ook 41, 2%, ¢
SR R R ey A ) it . RIS 5 AW
BEDL T ECE] 3 AN W) iy SE 96 20 - 5 — 2 O e B
RALGFH B ZH NP EIREL Y R H . 5 =
HEFG A, AATRS 5EWERE K
KA JtkacEg TRzt =42 5%
BB o R AL B O [A) Chn B SR 1A
R . BEMARE R, LS 5 E R —
TR R M I IR AZ . TR R R ST 55 R
J5 2 58 W EGE A AR R Sk v X
155 DL & Al ] 9 A v B aE O CR AT A
Friedman and Forster, 2001; Mehta et al.,
2012; De Dreu et al. ,2008), fEiZ % Ix X 2 1F
S5 S S 5 R SR R AT R 22 M9 S 4R 4R i
BIEME & I E SRR BY 5. BE
LY S5 T AR ARG 56 1) B (R B —
iR g st ot (1= iRAL, 7=JE % &
357 L KN FFRAE L,

22 H#HR

B AT 22 T A R U] S 2
TEREST P RE IR AL B BE IR AL =4~ 3 St A P iR
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PN PP ET IR AL Z A B3 25 R (Mygna =
1.56 ,Mygma =3. 09, Mg =5.33,F(2,130) =
91. 26, p<<0.00DHD,

HYCEEEM, AR R A [ 54T
TGS 5 EHAE WA &7 K G KRAT: 55 i A
W) RIIEEAR K o R A A 2R
—EHEEZN L XN LIRS 5 HNERIITT
4y . % De Dreu %5 (2008) IIHIF 5T » 3k i X 2 A0
I 2] LGRS Ry 4 A AR PR A iR B1 i g Y
fiim ., — &A1& 1A% T (creative fluency) , B
Fir A AR W B s 2 AR R UG P (cognitive
flexibility) , B Fr A A8 40 & 09 26000 s = 2 5 A
P Coriginality) , RpgE B3 71 85 (B X A
ROEHATET 20 A AR 1Y S A g 2 Bl ) A 3
J1EI1) s PUJE W FF R JE (perseverance) , i £ ik
bR ARSI R . X A 7R & 02 B3 7 1
AR A REAE — o R B AR A S i 25
(De Dreu et al. ,2008),

FMTMRA YRS SFERLERS S
HAEREE ) 0 s P AR R M A R M = A
4 FARRRT I S 1S S 55 0 R
FEAEISR T . K A VR AL 6% 4 BB B £ i N T
] T B A R R B e R AR — AR
Ry B B0, A AT 2 1k N A O s B AS 25
IEATERFERE FRAEL, 2O AMREA
PRk o 108 A AU 2 g | ke A e 4 i 2k D )
TN 5 I ST ) 308 49 v B Je e B0 [T T A K
4 (O i 45 . 2012)

Py BT A AT 1 12 AL AR
XIS 2 5 G L AT AT . Bk — 3t
I T 419 SR ARAY & X S A E B O 15
AR g B T T K H AR 2R R
B DI REPEACH 28 IE T 2 L Il R 2 L iR
WA GmE AR AR AR TS,
AT HALSE) o BRI Y B 3 Mo (A
[F] , 52365 2 5 3 1 B 1 40 Fh AR 09 28 1) R 4k
AL E PUE .

S FRATTEE B T A~ 4 BE R T
NI RRN EN RN NS S i R (S A S s i D
HMNAE N B AR 1 AT PR ST AR A S LA T

(D Ty, SEFYRANSS5EMIL,
HMERLG FHANZSESEINENEEEZS
(Mggin =3.53 .My x=2.87,1(87)=1.81,p=
0.074); H5#FyFHAMS H5HEMIL, T AR
Usd NS5 BB ETZLZ (Mugry =
3.55.Mygx=2.87,t(88)=—1.72,p=0.088);
 BR ALY s 5 b EEIR L R4 AH L 7R A
1) A8 B T AR X

Q) INMRFEYE. SEFGFHANSEE
G, R AL S A 2 5 5 5 H A8 L A 2k
HE (Mygan = 3. 14, Myyx = 2. 57,1 (87) =
1.90,p=0.061); H5¥FGRHAMNS 5 EMIL,
HERAL AN S 5 HEI LR KT 2
(Miygigs, =3. 16 .My =2.57,0(87)=1. 74, p=
0.081); mEERAL sdl 5 EIRAL S s 4l M
Fb o ZE 51 AR R 2K O T A X0

) R, 5SSy RANS S5EMIL,
R AL S A B 2 5 8 5 0 Ak B R R
PE (M sma =12. 43, Myx=9.93,(87)=1.92,
p=0.059); SEFYRANS H5EMIL, HE
Rl 5A 2 55350 ey A 2w J 4
(Moygis =13. 37 Mgy =9. 93,:(88)=—1. 93,
»=0.056); mERLGRASPEIRILT A
AH EE s 76 R 0 A 1 T T AT DX

b BEEE, SERMNVHN -2, =4y
SNSHEERGREE IIFRAREER.

e BT BE VR L ZE RN b B VR LA 7E A
IR A ERE IR R, R, RATR
e BEREL AR BER LA B I IR ELAL IR S
JFEMIRALA SR F AT R ST, SR E
7 TR L AH Y K TR B ) B R W P (Mg =
3.54, Myy=2.87,:(131)=2.02, p<<0.05) .3k
HIRIEME (Myg =3.15, My =2.57,1(130) =
2.07,p <<0.05) JREGIMHE (Mg =12. 90, Myj =
9.93,:(131)=2.01,p <<0.05) X =4 EHH
TR A Pl Hoh, 5 — 20 A ol 7e
Bl T R R P IRA R EER.

O ¢ KL WoR = 4118) 5 P PR T LG 38 A A
2R (p<<0.001),
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SOEEHRENEB. BT LiRnal
& 1B US4 (De Dreu et al. ,2008) , 34 1] DA
A e 1 3 P A Y B E AR Dy R AR R A Sk i
NBEAES hry Al R M. Bk, AT 15
FERETEAR A AT 00 B 3 A5 40 s AR HE Y BEIF R
Bk 53 B = 1Y 7 A Sy e A P AR
W2 5H S0 EEAE N E . R L
W, 5EFFRANS SEMIL, SEIRLYE A
255 5] S YR T 2 (Mg =
1.76, Mygx=1.30,:(87)=1.91,p=0.059);
HEEFY s dmt, hERAL G =AM S 5%
I EAE AL E 2 (Mygga = 1. 84, Mgz =
1.30,2(88)=1.82,p=0.072); HEIRILT =
M5 EEIR ALY S AR T 7R 5 B i AR A E
T3 THBCAT DX o PRt FRATT R RE 4 v TR BL L RN
rhEEIR LA A I OMIR AL IF N & T R IR AL A
RS IAT BT, S5 BRI AL AL Bk
e Ol YA e Fm TR A ik
(M, =1.80, Mgy =1.30,:(131)=2.01, p<<
0.05),

23 it

SCH TA B EE R R A LR ST B0 W) B AR
35 TR LI E ER 05E L k 0 B s ) A R W
INHUR G A P = A 4E 52 TR T
SCRABBE 1o 1R L 4 0B 57 21 A I8 4 A 8 XA
Y P b WA 2 DX A R R AT S i Y T —
B, EAh A HERE ST 0 E R 0 L TR L B ) 3R
355 B ik A v B PR AR O B T B e L
USRI 1.

H T i R TR AL 3 S 4 R b RE TR L 7 o A A
B3y B IF B B A0 DO TR T Sk A S
Kb AT S Y R oy A . R AL A AR S
M. WA TESE 1A P 2 H5EAEFFE R
LR A C AT B R OISR TR AL/ % 57 1 3R 55
oy PR 7RSSR 1B L, FRATTHE 52 5 = Y PR BT A
B AR LN RE 5 PRI OO 1k B I Sl Ak A TR
AL/ ST B M B BRI b AT 3 — A0 4R e SE R Y
WNANRALHE . 381 S8 TA 1 Sk il KU AT 55 @
TS I PR K B4 T . RS 1B

L FRATTRE T A S 1 3 g A 55 Gt A 1Bk A 3
(RAT) e I 2 A1 & Iy DLt — 2D 4 56 F AT 1Y 2

LR
3 LI 1B: WNSIERISE

31 SLWHEMPE

AL 25 H A R LR G R 73
2t CFIAE RS 21,44 %, Hodh 4k 39. 7%0)
SRR R MR A m kit LR EHE
BFEHL IR 2 DA B SE g . 55— 4 R iR
ALY S 0 o S R . Wl SE g Bl
L0 ) ) P A A5 Y LR AN [ 1) 52 6 & b (A B
K2 R TR NS LS. 5.2 5
HUE N FRHE

ASE gy b, FAT A A AR I AR O R
(Remote Associates Test , RAT ; Mednick 1962) 3
W 2 5 F S RlE 1. RAT 2 —1DECh
B L TR AR ST b Tz R T
ASE B ) 7 f7 (Schooler and Melcher; 19953
Griskevicius et al., 2006; Kim et al., 2012;
Mehta et al. ,2012), f—i8 RAT @ H %4 3
ACEE 4 A5 H bR e A DG 1 i L B Y
155 R0 Bpnia) . B, 45 0“7, ) i3
R F7 = A A DG 1Y H Ax 6] 1 1F i 240 58 2
BT

32 HRMITIE

TEAE R BN AL EFFHN S 55 )AL
HMWSS5HEBENE LK RAT B (Mg, =3. 75,
M =3.03,t(71)=1.80,p=0.07) , B £ IR
ELIELAEE T . 2 55 A 1 I i 5245 3] T 32
s P — RS RE TR 1,

ZLSH 1A FISEE 1B 43 4 ] TR [
YT X CBEE R vs. TE ESE YB35 )
FAS [7] 19 A 3 MEAT: 55 CR RO B3 1A 55 vs. IR
SR PEAT 55 ) o H S0 00 45 R A0 S F i 1, BD
R A AR L R EL A B A R = T
BTy T RATRAESL R 2 fISE 3 FRR
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TR T % 00 B A 05 2 i €0 7 R AL BV LA 4
HRPR S5 A ] LA AS AT ] 8 £ A B nE X
EYE DL B e AATTHY R 235 1

4 S 2. BHHT

41 FHEWHEMTE

SR 2 S S5 E NP EIE T LR A RFE
186 #4252 CEYARS 21,2 25, Hoh 4o 38.8%4) .
b ATHEREHL A A T IR ELAL ML S5 4l . ARSI )
REL/EFTHI SR 1A MR, HeLns Y
HHERBE KB R IS ACEZ TR =2
. —HPE B R R AL B L s — 4
PR B R T R ST . R
REBAETE R AR X I 5= F LR,
P2 R 5 B 58 R 2 3 43 1) G S K A

XF R 4y 2R I, R AT S I Shiv Al
Fedorikhin(1999) i 15 11, 3 B i L5 DU TR 7 43
AR FEAOAN A I b AR ) TR A (1) 3.
I (1 43 /3R AIRAE (7 43075 () “ K H 1Y
— T8 (1 43 /b S B — 18 (7 437 (3) “Fe # M
(1 — 11 (1 43 /FRIEME I — 161 (7 49075 (D Tk
NG £ 0 0 (143 /B D B B ER (7 407 B
S S 5 1A T A G 5 ) 35 ) B — 3 4y
P Q=W &55. 7= % R
AL 7L K N EVRRIE

42 RV

TG A 5 Y 45 R R WY M L R Y 0 5t
AHLRFL R AN S 5 E X T 5w 0
] FIREL (Mg, =4. 19, My, =2. 27,1(184) =
—9.43,p<0.001),

H CEEZEM, BRI RIEAL S %5
SAMLBSESELBE ARG HEEER.
X F Ay 2 I, L PO A4S U 35 Y Cronbach
alpha fH 4 0. 897, [A It & AT 42 14 A4~ 90 101 14 4 {8
HEAT - 35945 3] — > Joph ) AR o TR 57,
SEREAR ¢ K50 B IR EL AL B S A B e A
BT X EREES . AN S5E

i 1) F R o0 A R LA, TR LA 2 5 & 1)
TRAE %M B4 (Mya = 3. 86, Mg =3. 30,
1(184) =2, 51, p<<0.05) , L H R i% 2.

LU A5 AR W] A LR S R R 8 TR L
4 IR BE A AR ] T 558 v SR A 0 20 SRR T 3RAT]
& 0 AR L Y ) B PR B B 0 A 3k O AL . AR
HERTNEOE /B2 BZS: = NG (W) /| i3 S E R
A vk A LR S AT AN . R
T FRATTHSAE S50 3 v FH L S 1) ) BB 5 i AR
FAREL 5 5 55 19 Py B R B8 X AT R0 1

B
5 5L 3. INAIRIEMH

51 WHEMTE

S 3 2 5 E i E ALy R L AR
59 £ % CRYAEIE 22.0 % Hob 4otk 44.1%0)
ATREBERL 0 A T A S22 2T, B S /IR L
AR 5 926 1B 2R, Hoh — A S50 % B A
B IR L S T3 — A 52 50 5 W) A B
Fr. BAHE A SR E 2 L IR A T & )
G AR SIS R 2y 30 RPN JA], XA
{45 41 R 8 102 2 ) ST 30 2 0 PR BT L AT 52 0
BONARL

AT A 2 A A %5 (the category
inclusion task; Isen and Daubman,1984) 3 i &
ZH5FMNH RGN X AT 55 2R gl o
— 25 B LA MRS PER [ 1 5] () Gn 2258 T 2
L VRS R R AR RO B AR R B T
SEAR AR AT M A ME PEANY (1 = B AN i A,
T=H MR AR AT S5 L AT Rosch
(L975) fAIT 5T BT 4 DR 6 7. 5Cil T
HOR%E, ®HL 35 & (T F T 8 It
H Ot ik R oK EE S W) K B (W R BT
CER7 DN

52 #R

TE X e i R0 B ] 5 (i 22 Tl T H R IR
A e R 8 49 5 Chn 52 T EL AR R TR
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7T 70 PRAN B I AT 2R G P O b TR
W AT T M TS 28 L L o A i A
4 9] 5~ Chn 5258 T8 P 5 3% 58D SR AT 3T 20 WA 1
A B A AR E 2 o R A
oK R XA 7 PR T A RS PR
M7 TT 25 A s o 4 a0 e i R ) 1
A R 5] F SR PR O N A A 2E S T
PP 2L X R i R P 7] ) A0 A A R Y 22
5 (Mpa =3.32,Mgx =2.80,t(57)=1.85, p=
0.069) . Z5AULH . AH L % 55 (9 TR GL 3R BT . TR AL
HOE7/BEIEZ 1 A N S WU RN S 2 (IR G N T 3 il

%3,
6 LW 4. EZH 6

6.1 LWHEMTE

SER PR S 2 5 & S E L 5 K g A
KA 61 4428 CEIARRS 21,50 %, Horh 2o %
50.8%0), MAITHE BEAL A A T IR AL A1 S5 4.
AR EL/ B F NS LR 1AL 2 M
W, EHELmS 5 HHERE —KE IR A
LTz Rz, —HERER 5w
TREL B R o 55— 4 31 A0 2 52 1 4% 5 1 &
o R BR B R B I AR 4 AR A X 5K T
LRI EH,

LE AR, S M Mehta 55 (2012) (9 F 58 7
B WATHAF R R W2 s EEE ALl k. A
iz SRR — O WL 2 T B R B B
PRI I B N ok i 7 (= A 2
PSR NBE 5% 3 FF %) . A T B AR SE 5 AR A
R IRATHETE 20 L K FE S 5974 W5 3R 7 1Y
WA HatE . R HE R LR A ACH
AN (1 FoR“AEH B, 7 RR“AEH A
BCXTREAS ¢ Ky 35 7R 2 5 % %t B 3G 8 810 #
AP 3 =T A B8 B EE (M = 2. 70,
My =6.30,1(19)=—6. 00, p<<0.001),

PRI AT o8 ) 33 7 3 3 s A ) 326 A Sy 52
WA MRS S 58 W kB T e, S
552 5 # PSR T A R R 5 W K — Rz B

AT LU WA A% BT 22 R 2 B e L T R
MRS 27 B SO AR B o R e A O I SR
1) (1 R R “JEH AT REM 3K B ™ dh 7. 7 KoK
“HEH RTREN K B AR .

SRS 5 K T R 0 R A
(7 5 — B 73 BT 4 3k 14 3 S B (1 =AE# IR TL -
T=3E W R T L N FRRIE L

6.2 ZERMITIE

T 5T B R 5 1 45 R R WL M bR Y 0 o
4 ORFEL S AN S 5 E X T 5 0 A 2 3 R
M TFIRAL (Mg =2. 03, Mys =5. 77,1 (60) =
—11.41,p<<0.001),

HCHEEEA, ARG RIEAL S %555
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Messy is Good? The Impact of Messy Environment on Creativity

Huihui Chen®, Yuhuang Zheng® , Xiaomeng Fan®

(@ School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University;

@ Kellogg School of Management, Northwestern University)

Abstract For a long time, people take for granted that messy environment has a negative impact on our life. However,

through four experiments, we find that compared with tidy environment, messy environment has a positive influence on

individuals’ performance in creativity tasks,including divergence creativity task (Study 1A) and convergence creativity

task(Study 1B) ; messy environment also makes participants more incline to think in an heuristic way(Study 2) and

promotes individuals’ cognitive flexibility ( Study 3). What's more, messy environment also increases consumers’
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likelihood of buying the innovative option over the traditional one (Study 4). Finally, theoretical contributions and
managerial implications are discussed.
Key words Messy Environment, Creativity, Processing Type, Cognitive Flexibility, Novel products
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