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® Introduction
> AlERREE
< FTIH S TV D DI ER O > A MR AE bEICBNTAEL D
® LIER & A7 V=7 MEDFKBI(Batey & Furnham, 2006)
> WU T AT T RRET DL
> HIRORMEE GLWHIETRY =% R15)
> EORMERE (BRx 2 5E TR A H#RT2)
> Al BE T 2 70 OEBE 2RI
> AEMZREEITED L DI LTI LSO BB A E U CTAER S 11D DA
> BIERIRT AT TIRRRBET H L OICHZD EfEHMINL TV
S AR (RARFEEE D IRREICK D) B O%
® (Metcalfe & Weibe, 1987; Ohlsson, 1992)
> AEMNRT AT T 2o TnDH L0 2 L OB
S ER, HILWHETSEMEEZ LN TELZ ELHELL TS
® (Schooler & Melcher, 1995)
o WEROMHMEELIHMT D7D DFRNY
> WEORMER, EMROFP CRIENRT A T T NERBHINDLZ &L, LHRKE
EET L LT D EAROIBMO I L ORICH 2B > TH 725
STV B AaTHEM: Y 8 % (Schooler & Melcher, 1995)
o ZEMNE
» Necker cube (Figl) : SARGLORNANLIZ 2 80 OFIEEMEDN B 5
> Duck—Rabbit (Fig2) : £%ZM< T e NMIAZ, EZALKTTFOLIIICHLRAZD
® T LSO AR L BIENME DRI & 2 BEEMEIC B A 1Al 7
> o XV MR RRERER O PRS- Duncker (1945) and K ohler (1948)
> AR D MRS & AlER) 22 AR O MICERIEN H D Z L 2R LTz
o AlER R DHMEL - Ellen (1982, p. 324)
> X ER(Maier, 1930) Z#8BRT 5IBBR THRAET DO LFEIL L 5 b D
> HRIFIZGRT, HDRFICRIBEERIIKRT 2 BRI DR & D
> XHIKERIE, MERBRODT I —IZBW TSNS
® A
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> ANICIE, SR CSOFEREROm G OERLE 2D, DIREEZFHET 57200
— R REEA Do TV DN E I NI i
> bLEIRL, MR EBEOFEEORIEMOEICHMERMEMREZ o135 Z LiZed
® T L MR OB BEEM T STV D L D BT S AR — b
> RS IR ER R RE AR S < RS O FAEZE(Schooler and Melcher ,1995) &, &
IMENERTHOEBREZZHT D & DFES SI1THES MO FE#ESE(Bruner &
Potter, 1964) DHITEE O B A & 22 MBI BIFR 23580 b7z
® AlEMDOREIZIIT DA
> ZREVOREEOEIEG LANEMEDORE O B CREE & O MICBIRME 2 iR
< (Bergum & Bergum, 1979a,b)
> fRZEFORIEN AT D /X7 4 —~ o A(Finke & Slayton, 1988) &, £F X
DRI 2 Z L RS SOOI, A E2BRMEZ % R (Riquelme, 2002)
® KX
> FNROFREE L ALENE & ORI & 2 BB E R 2 Y TR R A RET 2
> EBRTCI, UMD EHET 72012, Y% N (B 2tk L7z
> ATHRZECIE, NS Ns 2o Tzi2®, EBRITKH
) (Simpson, Lansky, Senter, and Peterson, 1983)
> EEl
> AREMED IS T D ATHIIED K O ICAEMED R E O B CREE T 5
> EEr2
1. AlERR/ 8T p—~ VA L R OFAEE L OMICH 5 BIEMEZ R L7z
2. B0 MiE % R ORIER 2R AL R & BB D & 5 IR EE 26 LIIE L7z
<% (Guilford, Christensen, Merrifield, & Wilson, 1978)

Figure |. Necker cube.

Figure 2. The Jastrow Duck—Rabbit image.
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STUDY 1
Method
Participants
» AR U RN FEANIA =V ZEE SN KD N DR (BT A4 o FEBR)
> BINEHC: 593 N (BT%1HE, 43% 05 4hE)
Procedure
1. &I 51%, Duck-Rabbit Hif§ % &R S 47z
2. WBENLEXETHD Z L, Duck X° Rabbit & A7 Z LB TX L LML I
3. 70—k
< AN R -E8W A S A (‘duck’, ‘rabbit d &b 5 v—77)
< EMICRTZZHDIZX LT, KAFOEME ROT5Z L3RS THDH 0
o [HCOFEHEH (4 k)  FEFICHE, B, RARMETRY, MmoBEY
B HIETTERPST
< OAEM BRI SIS D0y, £ L TCQENIRALE IR H H0%, HAY
HE CRHETEL0E 9 )
o HCOFEEH B IMHE) &< Z0HEY, ZTO@Y, RENE, ZOHEY
TiEewy, &<TOmY) TEHRW
< Duck-Rabbit OEifg %Kiz Z &30 20 & HW§ 5 720, FERANZEILY, 0
WX)TEZD LIk
Results and Discussion
> EBRAETIC Duck—Rabbit OE§ % R7- 2 &3 5B E OEIG : 54.6%L L
> IAONC Duck 2 L7 &G L72S I OEIS : 85.83%
> 2HEHOHCHE (O, @) &, HAICRZEMW L ORMICHBEBMRITE) -T2
> EINMZRAE )3 ® % - Spearman’s rho [[FINENLAHIE] = 0.05 , Z=1.20, p [ifi
] = .23 XEEPMHFHE D 7= D A BT ~ o ONEN AR BIREL (LIRS [F4E)
<> BIEM 7R3 S D« Spearman’s rho [FINEALA E] = 0.05, Z=1.15, p
(Al = .25
> 2 HAOACHE (O, @) &, EBWHiZ Duck—Rabbit B4 [Tz E 9 )
DI AHBERARITEE ) o 72
> EINMZRAE )3 ® % - Spearman’s rho [[FNEN A E] = 0.01, Z=0.30, p [
] =.76
<> BIER 7RI 3 B B - Spearman’s rho [[FNENLA#IE] = —0.03, Z=-0.76,
p [Fif] = .45)
> EBRD 2 SOMROKFET S &, AlEMED B CREE & ORIZIRVFEBE N & - 72
Tablel %M

¢
> EWM7eRIE T2 % %5 - Spearman’s rho [[FNEAZAHIE] = 0.17; Z= 4.26, p [i#i
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fiil] <.0001
< BIER 7R3 B B Spearman’s rho [FINBAZA ] = 0.17, Z=4.04, p
[if]] < .0001)
> EBRETO T & SR
> XVAENRSLEASBIEFEE LA
® [H{RD 2 SOOI, SimE W) iR A L0 EFICH R Lz & i
FEBR 1 DR
> ATRIZE OfE R & — L TV % (Bergum & Bergum, 1979a,b)
> XIEO KR & AIEEORFE O B CREE ORICBEER H 5 2 L 2 iR
S S ROUN
> HOFFEIIEEBRASTEY, SIMEDOKIEASA T AR LI /RN H 5,
FhR 2 12T T
> KB 2 TlE, NEKEBEORS I TTHHlsn A EmE L LT, EAEN e iE

RIRGREIZOW T DONR T 3 —~ A ZFIH LT

Table I. Percentage and numbers (in parentheses) of participants who reported that they could ‘very
easily’ and ‘easily’ see the opposite animal

Definitely yes Yes Uncertain No Definitely no
Artistically creative
Very easily 23.60 3479 16.06 2238 316
(97) (143) (66) (92) (13)
Easily 13.19 27.78 292 30.56 5.56
(19) (40) (33) (44) 8)
Not at all easily 19.35 16.13 16.13 29.05 19.35
(6) (5 (5 9 (6)
| cannot see it 0 4286 28.57 2857 0
(0) (3) (2) (2) )
Creative problem solver
Very easily 3212 51.34 14.11 243 0
(132) 211 (58) (10) (0)
Easily 2222 54.86 16.67 6.25 0
(32) (79) (24) %) )
Not at all easily 9.68 54.84 25.81 323 6.45
(3) (17) 8 Q) (2)
| cannot see it 0 57.14 4286 0 0
) (4) (3) 0) 0)
STUDY2
Method
Participants

> LDEFOFEL Z OB

> BINEEC: 934 (2T%FHE, T3%05 i)

Procedure

1. &E 51359 30 # Duck—Rabbit OE[E 2~ X 7-

2. HIBENLE XN THDHZ L, Duck ° Rabbit IZARTZ ENRTEXDH LML N
3. 7 —1h
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> ROICH AT Z®ET 5D (‘duck’, rabbit’ @ EH 5 —75)
S RIS RTZEICR LT, Ot OEM AR RS D 2 ERTRT VN E S D
® [HCFPEHEH FEHR1 LRFL

4. Guilford’s O FE#HEE (Guilford’s Alternative Uses Task) D4E#EH

S LRI Yy TOELLN—HIIH LT, ARSI ETLEY L DA
AIRE7e ik % U A 87 > 79 % (Guilford et al., 1978)

> EBREIT, SMECERIHAREZVANT v 7T 500y e
® i : FEoWmEOMER — Fide
o (il FHoMOMEHE — MKoOMET, HNTIlEE

S BEELIESMEBEORENMEL LD T — N ESE (L, 7,1, 7,1

® Results and Discussion

® Task scoring

>

A\

HEREINTZAT V=7 b OB SREYE
> EEORBNLER S TR 2RI 0 R
> ARROMEEITE R D RIE

® K BHTETOMSE LA 18

® L TWAEE  lAGOIILTERI A

> Bl 27Uy - JrrEETRENIEE
> INBEYaz)—0ATAY—RDT,2OoTIREABND
BARE R, BINEEIZEF LT
BRI, TA T T CRI SN DML RBR 23 ATERIME DRI L 72 5
< (Plucker & Renziller, 1999, p. 39).
2HEDFEEVPMSILLCT v r— MEERER LI
<> FHmAE HME AR
® JEWIZE W (Pearson’s r=.93)
® Lo THAEMRIE, #MDOREEH DFRITHDSWE

BRA1IZ Duck— Rabbit Eif§ % R CW e Z ERHHBINEOEIE : 26.6%
¥NZ Duck % L7z L L2 oBIE © 94%
AN LT & AIEMET A S OGS ORI HEBIRIMRIT ) > 72
< Spearman’s rho ([FEAZ##1E) = —0.01, Z=—0.14, p () = .89.
Table2
> ZERNBEOPICKSOEME RDZEORGIIISCTEMEE I V—T"5

B LINEED, RSB ORIHROLE AR LTV D
Rt o@E 75 2 & DG I LHHEOERBOBICEEN S5 Z & 2 HiER LT
> HIBOAERKD L0 Dleno e BN

® SXto®EMERDLZLENHELNT V=T > RO RS Z LA

Ao
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Hip 7 —F
> HBEICENROAZEEZRALE
> (Spearman’s rho [FNENZA#HIE] = 0.28, Z=2.70, p [#ifil] = .007).
> HHT A
> R0 ORBEERLIZSNE
> FEFICHEE 7 —7 > fifHE'(Fisher PLSD = .96) % L <IX A5 Z &
N T &7V 7 )L—7 (Fisher PLSD = .2.25)
> 7 A—THOHBITWNT I b A EAILR L
> FBR 2 DR
> BLAOHLAT V=7 NI LT, MAEOHEOERKIE, KFEOKIEED L
LT SCEHHE LTS Z a2 RB LTV D
> RERREROINEN S, MEFRIREOART, KEKEIEORIICEEL T
® X, Riquelme’s (2002) OfEEE—FHLTW5D

Table 2. Average number of alternate uses (standard deviations in parentheses) produced by
participants according to the ease of seeing opposite animal

WVery easily Easily Mot at all easily | cannort see it
N=46 N= 134 N=T7 N=7
Average number of 4.78 3.62 357 1.80
alternate uses (2.38) (1.83) (L57) (.96)
GENERAL DISCUSSION

> AW TIIATIF RO NE 2 R 2R A R L7z
< XS & RLEMEORIZ, FEHER 72 BhEME 2% R L7
> ERTIE, AIEMOREOBCREE L, ARER AR 2 BB R T 5
EWH T OTFEERHWE
> AR ICRT 2 7 Y 2 v MR AR
<> RIERZRERE & BRI I 1T D W O EEIY, HEIRICIThN D20,
R Lo Tl 2 Z L ixTE
> ThUE, ARSI T D S, M AT oRBFRAREKTHZ LI
92 BRI O ERRA R IGH 2 LB L T2 &) B O HRLE O L L D
EXRITH D (Fleck&Weisberg, 2004; Gilhooly & Fioratou, 2009; Gilhooly &
Murphy, 2005; Kaplan & Simon, 1990)
> ZHRMEOMFEICET 2 EEOH
S TUa )V MT TR —F~OGHT, EITHRED, ZERMXEOMEDRD
fERICBI G LT D Z LR LTV
® SfTHKRE
> BHRBREOBATICERL, EL—LVOMRSCAL v T 7, IEH#
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DEF IR EEITH & T, BELTEHLZHET 28 27 A(A
Miyake, P Shah, 1999)
> RIS, BT LWTER Y — U OfRESe, FEEE A ZRIIZ T 21TH)
DI EE R EE 2 R L, A0 BESRPRITEIZ X2 T
W5 & &5 (Sam J Gilbert, Paul W Burgess, 2008)
FEATHERE D B %S
> WIIOMIREZRE L, KEFGiAE D12 DIEEE | & D57 5 iR & (R
T 572912, Duck—Rabbit B0 MIZHER X O D3 A BT 2
® Doherty and Wimmer (2005) and Bialystok and Shapero (2005)
BIEAY 72 R BB EE 1T BT 5 FAT iR D1RE|
> FHTHRE (RA v T U 7) OAIIRFHERE &, ARk S VR EOFH
P & ORI FHBEREIfR % %8 A L 72 (Gilhooly et al., 2007)
FH BAROAIF 2T
> BIER RIS, FATHRRE (A A > F o 7 L) Ol RE A
BICBEESIT O TS Z &% H L7 (Gilhooly and Murphy , 2005)
A S THAE SNIZHFFEIZEB T 50 < DD il
> B EE S L <UEFRRIREE /IO B B3, AlENE & X0 i 5 D
RIEICH @R FTH D & W) BN EHERT 5 Z LT TE e
BIRE LT, MEKER & BIEMEOIRIEICSH 5 @R 08 FZATHIE L T D
> ZOfEmmiE, ERF SO LT OBMEEE, W OREICHD L
LT, Wy 220 bRE 2 ([l cE 20wy otw X, BEINZRE
1) ~DOFGR & 72 %
FATRERR L B B 2 LB S 5 A TN D
> REBHEREICBWT, L TDA A= OFAE DITEIN, B H®
WAL S50 LitZewn
> FHEICRANICRNMT E, RERERZNLL OFHEIZ K > THEINLNE I
FHEBM R mE RZESNTND K IZAhZD
2R % 3 % A 7 1Z5#5(Long & Toppino, 1981)
<> [XHURER (vases—faces) @ [ & Hi & 72 5 FEINDN AT D X
< R OKEE (Necker cube) : SEARBLORKAZIZ 238 Y L DO ATRENED & 2 [XITE
<> EBRNAOKER (the Duck— Rabbit) : KEIZEKRAICHIY A& 5 2 SLL ED
KL ERTE LB
AAF5E
> BERRNAOKERXE 2 1 ->ffi ] (the Duck— Rabbit)
> ABOWETIE, AENRESZS~ORLLEEEZ RO, TMMokEE] & [H
ROKER] OB AEEG AT, FER1 EFER2 20 IRT 2 L A0S



