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Abstract
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> ZONRT Ry AEHHAT 5

Instruction

ANZVTRER R T AT 7 2 B DI2AH 502
> FEIE NES) LEZDEASD
> RSN, B ROT YLD
(Hennessey & Amabile, 2010)
< e - AN - EEOL S BBE LTV D
(Niu & Sternberg, 2006; Sternberg, 1985)

BER T ATE DL TZOIZAEEZTD AL LTWnWs & Tax, VWoh
RANERIZ2T A 77 2#H T % (Staw, 1995)

FEAFEELRHABEHNT— L L L TAENEZFRDO TWDH DT, AlERNEEMA7 O % H
TAEELZDE D (Westby & Dawson, 1995)

JRL B SN TV R WAEE DR AT ¢ 7 72l b AFET 5
> AIEPEICK L TORA T ZOARFLAAAE A B 5 2T 5
S AR BRVRNEN T AT T EATT 500

> BHEEOERZ I 2 5 EO5RT)

BIERY 227 A T 7138 L < #&%I232>  (Hennessey & Amabile, 2010)
> HiHMEoEZE X (Rietzschel, Nijstad, & Stroebe, 2009)

S UL, FHNRTAT 7 TONIEH DT E, RHEEMEITZ A FETD
RHEFNEZ, A2 EHZEH & Ly, @ X 95 &7 25O EIHENT 1 (Whitson &
Galinsky, 2008) % J& U 2B DOIRIETH D (Heider, 1958)
> ANRITHHPEICR T T ¢ 770 # B2 N TV D00 Lit7en
AREMEE RO T 4 7 S OREMEIL, HAAIZFER EOFEKEL THD N2 HDORM TH
FLTWD
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S PR, EREBICRE T 28R, RO REEMIIANEYED R T T 1 T Ik

BEEHE LLn & EiE (Bower, 1981)
® AIEMNRT AT TIZXLTONLT A
> BATERYZRREE (N 2 CHHERY R BEE ORI bR ICER 5

® 2ODFERT, AIEMEITH LT, KV REAA T AzRET L2007k #ELT
® 2OHDERTIE, AT ABAXDRIERNT A 77 2l 32 72O DRE 41k 3 2
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Experiment 1
Method
Participants and design
o BN
> T34 (51% : FBME. 49% - Loth, PHEFE 0 22.74) 2T 4 NTHID BT
> RHEFEVESRME (28 44)
S R=RTA &M (45 4)
& ITNETNOSHNFE L, implicit test & explicit test Dl 5 & HIZHY FLA T

Procedure and materials
® R SEMES:
> BIMOHMNE X500 LW ERMEx bl
S NTF = ATIERLS, T UX O
& N—RTA %
> BN L

TR (B4« 8240) TIE, RHEFEVEDBIEORFELIT > T2

® T X TOHNEIL. NEO Personality Inventory(Costa & McCrae, 1992) ® AL E D

the Openness to Experience 17> 7=
> BIEMEICE < B (Feist, 1998)

BIEME/INA 7 ADIEE
Implicit Test
® JAT(Implicit Association Test: Greenwald, McGhee, & Schwartz, 1998)
> DORHE 4 OOHT TVIIHET D EE D, BINEORIGKE Z 5 HH
< fHE, VL7 R T4 N —TELELLDO T Y i8R
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> Ty IREDL LI —DE ) Y TEER

& KIEBROHT Y
» Creativity or Praticality
» Good or Bad
® REROHITK
» Creativity
< 3 : novel, creative , inventive, original
» Praticality

< : practical, functional, constructive, useful

» Good
< f : rainbow, cake, sunshine, laughter, peace, heaven
» Bad

< 1 : vomit, hell, agony, rotten, poison, ugly

® JATOR=T
> creative + bad 7 & v 7 OKJGEEHE - creative + good 7 & v 7 D KK
> BIERIZRANA T A DR
® ENKREIWVITE, AT AHREN

®  BEMEL ERMEORILY — NIZX LT, RUT 4 7 ERXTT 4 7725805 % W E
» 1= Strongly negative, 4 = neutral, 7 = Strongly positive
S WMEFEBRTT 4 TREEE R L
® It (M=5.37,8D=0.75)
® MM (M=5.43, SD=0.91)

R/ T ADIER

Explicit Test

o EMMEORHY — F2 b AEMEORIK Y — FOfEZ 51 W TR IE@=0.06, SD=0.91)
(See the Supplemental Material available online for additional details regarding

Experiment 1 and a pilot study.)
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Results and discussion
® Tablel :F72FHES
® An analysis of covariance (ANCOVA) controlling for openness to experience TZ4T
> RN—=RT A UFEMEM=-0.11, SD= 0.96) & R EMSAH=0.02, SD=0.83) D
RIS N A 7 2O A B ETHR ST FQ,70)=0.07, p=.78.
< L2 L. asecond ANCOVATAEEMSZMOSMAE X, FEMAMEL HEL T,
RNEMEICIIER AN T AN 5 Z & 2R Lz (M =0.15, SD=0.54); A1,
70)=1313<p: .001
® A\XIFAEMEICHN T 2BEELRF - TWDH LN T L

® RN—RTAUEHEOSMEFIL, ERAML LT, AEROR ST 0 7 REIER A
TAN® D
> L., REFMESEOSINE T, FZAMEE KR LT, AIEEORTT ¢ 7728
TEH) /S A T AR 720

®  REEEMZMOZE S L) REkEE
> L OFHMEERER T b
> By DO RANRLOEE DT L
(Cropley, 2006)
® Ty IhOREOMAZMRT DI LIL, RHEEEOHDDET =22 12250
LV L, RHEFEPRICEE TE RN &b Db Lty
> AEMESA T R BN 2
> BEMASA T RTENENT A T T OFEFEREMIET 500 Livien

Table I. Descriptive Statistics and Correlations Among All Variables in

Experiment |
Correlations

Variable M I 2 3
|. Openness to experience 4.01 (0.65)
2. Condition (I = uncertainty, .38 (43) Ny

0 = baseline)
3. Explicit bias 0.06 (0.91) -32%  -07
4. Implicit bias -0.09 (0.53) —.25%F L35k 29%

Note: N = 73. Standard deviations are given in parentheses. Twenty-eight participants
were in the uncertainty condition, and 45 participants were in the baseline condition.
*p <.05.%p < .0l
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Experiment 2
Method
Participants and design
o LNk
> 1404 (55%: BE. 45% Lk, SR 20. 66) AT X HIZEID 2T
< High tolerance & (70 £)
< Low tolerance §&# (70 £)

Procedure and materials
® High tolerance & (RHEFEMELZHKIETE D — AHEFIMEEZHEOLZD & L)
> [ZRENORBEL, =2 EELWREERH D] V) LEEXFTLHL 72
Tyt eEL
® Low tolerance §:ff (FEFMELZTRETE R — REEFEEEZBOEH LT 5)
> [ZRZENORBEIL. —2OELWFE LRV L0 LEEZIFHTHLH 7
Tyt eEL
® EBREMEZAT O RIC. TNENDOSNE I Ximplicit test & explicit test (£5 1 TH 7=
HD) HIToT

o TOhLiZ, ZMEIFAENRT AT T (EMOEIZETEZY, HIENEZES
T T o mT =D =N T = v a— ) il Lz
> K4 B64) 2V TN, ZOTATTOT LT AR
< EVAEME( = 5.82, SD=0.80), HiFIEW=5.62, SD=1.02).. FEHMEW=
5.85, SD=0.92)
° (TEXME 1 not at all, 7 extremely so)
o AAVEROSINEZIZX, BIEMRELZHNTT A7 7 OFHIiZ1T 5
» implicit & explicit7 A Ml 5 Tl TWCRLENEICEET 56> DO FE A HH
(M=5.41, SD=1.05; a = .78)
@ TL=Uva—ADTATT ORMEZAT) & & BIEORHEFEIEEFHE (e.g., “T
feel uncertain about this idea”)
> (1notatall 7 verymuchso) (a=.78).
< Low tolerance (M= 4.36, SD=1.23)0&/iN#& 1%, High tolerance5& (M
=3.87, SD=1.33)O&M#E LV bAREICHE Y A1, 133) =5.14, p=.025.
(See the Supplemental Material for additional details regarding Experiment 2, a
pilot study, and one additional study.)
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Results and discussion
® Table2: =7c+HR
® ANCOVATH#T
> Low tolerance& (M= 0.20, SD=0.81)I&. High tolerance& (M= 0.22, SD=
0.9DITHARTH, AIEMEDTEIEN/SA T A THEREZTRD bivkeho7- AL,
133) =0.14, p=.71.
< L2 L. asecond ANCOVAIZ. Low tolerances:t:(M=0.07, SD=0.43) D%
fN# 1 ZHigh toleranceZ:{4-(M =—0.16, SD = 0.46) DS NF 1T HL~T, FEAM:
L0 HAEVEICHT T DERN RS T AN KE Y A1, 133) = 7.87, p=.007

® High tolerance5: O SN 1%, EAM: & L U CRBENME L DR DT ¢ 7 72 BhEMED &
DT EMNRE NI

® A third ANCOVATIX, Low tolerance5:/4:(M=5.06, SD= 1.06)D &4 IXHigh
tolerance5:4(M =5.76, SD=0.93)DBME LV &, T =07 v a— X & AIER T
7RV R L T2 A1, 187) = 15.48, p=.000.

o EER2DfER
> RHEEMIT. AREMO TN XA T 7 ST 5 L 9 IEtET 5
> BNEMEICKIT BN T AL, BER R T A T T Rk A6 h Ak T 5

Table 2. Descriptive Statistics and Correlations Among All Variables in Experiment 2

Correlations

Variable M [ 2 3 4 5
|. Openness to experience 5.59 (0.99)
2. Condition (I = low tolerance for uncertainty, .50 (.50) -.08
0 = high tolerance for uncertainty)
3. Uncertainty feelings when evaluating an idea 4.12 (1.30) —-.04 20%
4. Explicit bias 0.21 (0.87) —=.23% -0l .0l
5. Implicit bias -0.05 (0.46) =34 25 -3 .20%
6. Creativity rating 5.41 (1.05) .20% —.33F -.0l —.24% .33

Note: N = 140. Standard deviations are given in parentheses. Seventy participants were in the low-tolerance-for-uncertainty condition, and
70 participants were in the high-tolerance-for-uncertainty condition.
#p < .05.%p < .01.

General Discussion

® Robert Goddard I%, FEENOHBET T AT 72 IKbNTHMIEITHFZ, Bl
Rowvry MEENHORELFELNLTND
> ZOBNIEERE VD DT TR

® FLZHLORERIT, A DB RHEFEMEZHOZ O LE L&, HOIRELEZHAVTVD
ZHBADL LT, AIEMICR T T 4 7 EZE LD 2B oML
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> A& T AT T ORWEHE S

DRI O T, RHEEMEITRB A RE ST, AlENR T A 7 7 OAERBP Thivs &

FTiELT&7~ (Audia & Goncalo, 2007)

> L, REEEMRIIAx BAEMEEZZATH L LT, RS ERnkoicd
HZEEHLMNILE

H L. AXDEBIER 23, 7 AR O TV D722 5 RS E 2 DB ERIZER L T
WHEETS 2, AIEMRT AT 7 238 L T\ D &ITRZRERWN

b L. ADAEMEZZ T VWD Z EBRRERS, ED X512 LTS SADRIENE
EARMES ETDHEVE, EOXIITA /X—2a VOBIWMEMTHOMNT, T4
— VRN T RENDHMERHDHE LIV

E LR BHFFETIL, AREMEICH T 213, 7 A 2 Wl S 70 | 8BRS E 5 BN & i)
DHVEINSDHTEA D



