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Introduction
> WEEE, TAvyax4vyog) [R5 HEGRIREE(“a great speculative leap”) | %, EakICf
DERIAN S X 5 "% (insight)“ & L CT— &L L 7-.
v ORI, FRRICE S T e v A FMEGRTH Y, RITEE & L CERRTICHREE S 115 (Metcalfe
& Wiebe, 1987; Smith & Kounios, 1996).
> b5 1 DOMERTIGIZ N (analysis)”"CH V, fEE BoT 5720 oREZEM O EFEN, HELRBER
#4584 ((Ericsson & Simon, 1993; Metcalfe & Wiebe, 1987; Newell & Simon, 1972).
v AZEf#EDS all or none TiEZ b 7253 DI LT, HMHTIZE A CEHNICHETT 272020
EHREREZRFAT 2 2 & 233K % (Kounios, Osman, & Meyer, 1987; Meyer, Irwin, Osman, &
Kounios, 1988; Sergent & Dehaene, 2004; Smith & Kounios, 1996)..
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> BT EEREIND &, ZTOMPIELWVDDOTH S & VI RVEREE RO,
v OEBIC, BRRFEROBEEIZ, BARENEMEIKINI LTy — FEESELTW 3.
vV REL, 20X RERRERMICT A I N 3R, HENRFHIE» Y ZWEL, B
RE L 7220 o 72 S 2 HL L T 2 A[REMED B 2
Yoo RIFZEIE, Ko DL b7 ) EWTERE OIS HEIC O W TREET

> BRI X BFPSR D HTIEIE X 0 IERES L WO REEZSE S BEHRIZ W00 dH 5.

O ST EFICHIHTRETH b, BIREMICHET L, TR AER L, LEIC L CREERTTH
LN TE L7280, mITAURIE XY IEMERMRICORD 2 EGENICRETE 2
SEMFIIERROBMEL T CEK I N -0, RIS XV HTIC, Z NP % B R 0GR
rZliFTE W

@ WEICH T DS, RO S MG I3k <, WEMICREL Rk 2 fFRE % %00
IR TH B L T T LTwB 7255 Ltk
v Metcalfe(1986) 1%, ZME DR ITIT D72 L KU B EEW(TBED X 0 JXHE (warmth) | ) D 2l 23,

A% Tl R ET D iz D 10 MM % THED> T OFHMlias BN L Ze 2> o 2z DIk L, o3#fr D o
g 2> & DFH IE X 0 WHER IS 5 2 L IR L 7=,
v %2 LT, Metcalfe(1986) 1%, B> & DREF IR L 72 RF D13 5 23, WtERYIC G L 7= KR I b
_RCELWZ E®ERLT
W DTl K-S OERD, BRERL LI N XY IFEILLELCVWELERT

> Zofthd, AL ERLRZ T ue RIS LA
v ORREA A — PR TCIR, TS L it DI O fF T I X OARRAT O MTEENIC 3R R 5 o8& — v A3
» % (Jung-Beeman et al., 2004; Kounios et al., 2006; Subramaniam, Kounios, Parrish, & Jung-
Beeman, 2009)
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v REZRZEITCI 2, 2D ANDRIEEID X% — v 23, Z ORIFER DTN X 25 D 20
IR X B D% TFlll$ 5 (Kounios et al., 2008; Subramaniam et al., 2009)

v AL TR O T, B E LHRBREB)IC 2R 23 H 2 (Salvi, Bricolo, Franconeri, Kounios, &
Beeman, 2015)

> AL ORIORM gD ZRIC X 2k o 7 —D % — 2 (Kounios et al., 2008)
%% © commission T T —(GR 5 72 [0&) Tl omission TT — (X A4 L7 7 M ZIPTHEALEDH %
ST+ omission T 7 —Tid7x { commission 7 —7% X WL
HIREFREI T 7o 72 & F T, WM AR E ZREEROEF OB Z T =4 —TE VLD TX
A LTV M50, oWrE iR I HIREFEERTICREE L T Riizfif e L CIRETE 57203%
EN%L 755

> LAEoRIRIL, 5L T OMDERD, RED 7 AT DR TIE RV L 2R,

> % ZTAWZE T, SiE(CRA o), HEWIHADRH, or [visualaha| ), 7213575 & O
DRAEME(T F 77 L& VARV BEH L2 4 DOFRERT, & 50 O RO 70 15 i
S &L 72

> AR 7R FEERTFNE L, LAT 0@ )

. SNMEZREEIRIN TS 15 (FER2 Tl 16 )T, KzviafiLcmE+sctzkos
n-.

2. IEMO7 4 —FNv 2 %%IFHI e, BIELLHEEPFAZELEMTOEL LICX o TiTDN 2
\% X &7

> HKiRO T

(DI X Y D TR R Rk O J5 35N D IEE D3 >
(2)53H7 & 0 B IBEA R fRR O TT 23 IEMETH 5
(3[R R 2 A4 L & Z DRGEE D I BE 13 75 b

EEX 1

EnE

> ) —RAT x AR VREDLD 38 ADEHA (ageM = 20.12,SD = 3.04,female =22) 23 Sh1 L £ L 7.
TRCOSMEIILH X,

R

> 120 © CRA i## (Bowden & Jung-Beeman, 2003b; Mednick, 1962, 1968) ® Z 1L Z LICD\\T,3 DD
4G5 (crab, pine and sauce) 23 [FIRFICHRIR X 417z,

> ZMFEFINS DO =DDHFEICHIET 5 Hik(crab apple, pineapple, applesauce) # #Hie 3% X 5 12K
b,

> CRA FEIZFED L < 10 OFRITIGIC X o TR T 2
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HOWMEICX 20O Z Y34 A =R R S b 2 OEHEEEREIE I LT w5 (eg,
Bowden & Jung-Beeman, 2007; Jung-Beeman et al., 2004; Kounios & Beeman, 2014; Subramaniam et
al., 2009)

FiE

>

YV V V V

R

>

AN NN

>

SBRATIC, SN0 12,3 D0 CRA I & 1% & 0 ORI e & XA 3 17k ic B 3 458 &

5 1172 (Jung-Beeman et al., 2004; Kounios et al., 2006)

v RZRIC X 2IE DRI, FADRRFITIENI O, B2 b v, RERED X I ICHoNn
TeD0%RT OBWEETH 5 LI N

v OWIC X 2B OMIRIL, D D HEOAKEEZ EK L A OHEETT X P35 7 & ORREE % ff T
LC, fRRRRED X S IBOoNz0%IBREZENTE S L9 %, RAICTHICEZDZFELSD
DL LTI N,

vV ILICMEOHSEIIIEIIETHL D, TRTHHRTE 20T TlERVEHORL 2.

v A T oWmEICOWT, EEDRIERED 22 L 2IEA, BLUBRKOWTN b MDD D
IV ERTHE Ly, BRI EEBAT

RREIX,0.5 PO ER S DO%IC FiglA © X 5 Icfgm S vz,

BNF L 3 DOHELFAR, BBEO VLT CICRLZ VY EIT LS ek onr

RIS 274 —=F v 735200k or:

FRIEDRIC, SHNE LINEE D047 2> % Hllkr L [BI% L 7=,

SR D W EHE D 43 Hr

EREEFE 47.7%(EEB D M = 60.2, SD = 16.2)

TSR 93.7% (MO FHM = 29.3,SD = 11.4).

SINTIEE#E 78.3% ([MIEH D F,M = 19.1,SD = 11.2).

FZEIEER > HHTIIEER(1(37)=5.66, d = .99, 95%,CI[.09, .21], p <.001)

RAZicB 35— < Hicsd s —(1(37)=-5.71,d=-1.02, 95%CI [-.22,-.10], p <.001).

2~10s DIKeEFED 537

~2s P CRWOL ETE L L CEEIMNICHRE T 2 EER D B
10~15s: 24 L7 7 PO =12, SR RIE 2R X e n»

v

>

v
v

=B D 5 B (34.1% errors, mean n of errors, M = 5.1, SD = 5.2) D525, Z NLARTD 10 O X b
b T T —RKPEH - 72(10.5% errors, mean n of errors, M = 5.1, SD = 4.6, t(37) = -4.41,d = -.70,
95% CI [-.20, -.07], p < .001).
L o ez FubiIcBET 2 2 L ick b, b DHERIC X 2 IEEE~DFELHERT
T ek
BRI T 3 C ORI O [FIZE 77.8% (HIEH D FH,M = 45.2,SD = 11.6)
FZIEER  94.4% (& D,M = 25.4,SD = 10.3).
3
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v OOITIEEE 83.2% (HZFH DM = 14.5,SD = 10.1).

v ORZBEESEER > SHIEEER(37)=3.55d = .74, 95%CI [.04, .17], p <.005),

vV iRk 3s3z7—- < giticsd sz —(t(33)=-3.61, d =-81, 95%CI [-.19,-.05], p
<.001) (Figure 2 )

BR1 £

R & ORI O M T DGR T, ST L Y DIAEDIZ S BIEEERE D - 7z,
COFRO—EMEIZ, %5 30D THREFL T

FER1 TlE, SIMEOMEICIY [9hr] & A% 2o, Ei2 ik [RH] #EmMmL
77

Vv OV YV Y

Hik

)k

> 51 No*EEAEM = 20.5 4E,SD = 2.7, 2tk 25 %), Sin#E Ol (EEG) Z#lE L 72 (EEG 7 — £ (%
135 DHTIC BN THR)

> TRTCOSME R LAFE, TAVAFEDORA T 4 T A —T1—,

R
> HlEE, 2 v v e —%—7 127 A (Vincent,Goldberg & Titone, 2006)1C X o> TAER X 17z 180 O T
7277 5109 XFDALFT F 277 L TN LFED 5 LFT F 77 L)
TRCOTF 77 LIF 1 DDfFL 2275\ 2 &R I N T Tz,
D 50% IZEFRICH 2 HFE (OWLS=SLOW)- - HiFEHI
B D 50% 13 FEER I W HEE(LAGO = GOAL) - - FE B GEHIEL
SN 4 7T sEEE £ 5954.91(SD = 2555.31)
S HEESE S (Francis & Kucera,1982) @ 100 A& 72 9 54.75(SD = 93.79)
TRE L MR % X4 % H C#e5 12, EEG 2/ L 72iff%% (Kounios et al.,2008)iC X - T{SHE
HriER I Nz d D& HH.
> fEE, AwvwiERICEWF iR (Figl B)
FhE
1. EERNCHE 7 v v 7 2170 72,
2. BURIEFEERL LFERTL 7.
3. HilfT13,0.5 BPRIOFEHEMABERR S N2tk BEHOFRICT F 77 LBRERR I L7z,
4. ZMMFICIE, TEL2ZTRLAS TV RARZ v i o b CHES 2 2 LAk b, fIRRIKH X 16 75
7Zo 7.
5. [HZ&ED 05 M, A Y& — Y DRER I N FRGEZ NHETHRET 2 XSk bnk. o,
AV Sl N A - @/ RN
6. [MIEER, HEDORIZFWELIH D, AHZHFEL 7.
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> 2RI E T 2 00

N N N

ERIEEE 73% (RIZEHDFE M =130,SD = 23.2).

THEIEEE  97.6% (HEHDOFH M =724, SD = 30.2).

SHTIEEE  91.9% (BEFHDFHM =51.9,SD = 30.1).

ISR > S IEER((50)= 2.78, d = 1.50, 95%CI [.01, .09], p <.01)
RAgicsF25— < Hificesid sz —(1(50)=-2.79,d = .60, 95%CI [-.1,-.06], p <.01).
IR ER 2.2% (FIE DM = 2.8,SD = 6.2)

»  2~10s i B % 537 (narrow time)

v 1 ol LR, RED 55(11.1%; =7 —#(, M = 2.5,SD = 1.6) Tld, ZhLLHEiD 11s icH
FRIEERLY KL o T72(43% ; =7 —4#, M = 3.8, SD = 4.1; t(45) = -4.3 d = -.76,
95% CI [-.12, -.04], p < .001)
v F7, RO 5s OREEIRIFAZ2.9%, M=0.6,SD=1.1) X Y b 5H7(8.3%, M = 1.9, SD = 1.6)
LLTI_AATTINS Z &A% Do 72 (t(27)=-3.37, d =-1.08, 95%CI [-.44,-.12], p <.001)
v efRicHd 3 2 OO EIER  68.7% (BB DM = 89.2,SD = 16.3).
v OEIEEE  97.6%(RIEH D, M=48,SD =5),
v OONTIEEFE 91.8% (HIEE @1 M=37.4,SD = 15.1).
v OEEEE > SWIEEEG0)=2.64,d=.51,95%CI [.01, .10], p <.05)
vV ARICEFI LI — < SiFickET 57 —(1(46)=-2.66, d = .53, 95%CI [-.01,-2.66], p
<.05).
EER 2 DER
> EE 1 ofRSHEH I N,
v YL LoBRIIc BT, L FRAAHT LR, e FRAAHF L RRIc T, XY
IEMERREIZEZ LTz,
v ZORIRIE, bbb pFTERw [RH] A ANL I A ThREINTL

> FEEr 3 TR, ISICHEOBEAYE 292 T, Bh3SEL it ZoMEIHEEHI N
L)Y S ERmE L 7.

Ak

Nk

» Milano-Bicocca KFE DA 110 A(M = 21.2,SD = 4.8, 27k 81 )28, EBRICS ML 7=, +TD
SMEZAHRFETA XY TEOAAT 4 TAE = —TL 7.

R

> 4 %Y 7D rebus »¥ XL (Salvi, Costantini, Bricolo, Perugini, & Beeman, 2015; see Figure 1(C)) %
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88 A L 7=
v HBrebus XNANVEMERT L 7-01C1E, SMERZREEHABEOT 220 ZHlArGbET, XD XD

FE

R 7 L — X AR T b E R D 5 T-.

Figure2 @ ¢ 13 LUNA 2N {5 TWw5b 2 L 225 [luna calante(H Db R 1F) | L& 2 54
BEhH o7z

Rebus WXV FHEZFI ER T eBHMOLNTEH D, (MacGregor & Cunningham,2008).
CRA(FEER D)7 F 277 L (EE2) D X 51, AL F 72 130 My 72 B2 % A3 A] BE (Salvi, Costantini,
et al., 2015).

> EE1, 2 LFREOFIETIT - 72

#ER

> ORI DT

v

v
v
v
v

2ARDMEIEER  64.6% (FIEHDFH,M = 20.7,SD = 4.3).
TZIEER  78.5% (M1 D FH),M = 10.4,SD = 5)

63.2% ([AIE 4 D F4#5,M = 5.3,SD = 4.7)

TAZEIEER > SHIEER((109)= 6.08, d = .66, 95%CI [.13, .27], p <.001)

R csFszy— < ek sz —(1(109)=-3.71, d=-.72, 95%CI [-.05,-3.7], p
<.001)

> 2~10 BN TDHHT

v o OEBR1, 2 LRBRICERED 5s LHERL T, 2D 10s TRIEERBE» -7 (=7 —% 28.1%,
M= 3.6, SD = 18.3; t(108)=-4.82, d =-.61, 95%CI [-.26,-.11], p <.001).
v %D 5s Tk, 0% DT -2 (19.4%) X0 b0 (39.2%) & T _ANMIF I
(t(109)=-4.82, d =-1.63, 95%CI [-.5,-.18], p <.001)
v 2~10 BoRIEE(EIED 61.2%)
v OAZIEEE 751%(0EHDFEM =5.7,SD = 3.2).
v aTIEEE 64.4%(MEHDFEM = 3.4,SD = 2.9),
v ORZIEEER > HWIEEZE((109)=4.19,d = .39, 95%CI [.25, 4.1], p <.01)
v g srs— < SiicksiF sy —(1(103)=-2.10,d=-.39, 95%CI [-.16,-.004], p
<.05)
EER 3 DEHR
> EEBR3ILERIL 20#EEHEL A
v 2E0nitE, 2~10s OO T, AL 7T INEEDIE S BIEFHETH - 7=
v OEER3 ofiRE, ZofmAREOERE, thoFiEIcE T AR O L ERT
v EE4 T, XY EEUREL R CHENRGEE v
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s
SmE
> Milano-Bicocca K¥:D 4 2 Y 7iE % RHERE & 3 5442 27 4 (M = 22.3 7%,SD = 1.9, %1% 21 4)
Flli#
>  Hili#l%, Snodgrass & Vanderwart(1980) Ik} 27 = A —> a vEXUVEAEYA 7Y 2 7 b Ok
(1 72 Rkl 72 o 72 (Figure1(D))
v O BMFREGOR S A YT —2 3 v L2 i EHR L7 GEFE IS WIER)
V OBRES AV T a v BB 7w VB G E R 7 A Y PR T VX LT RREICHIBR 3
72 b D (Snodgrass & Corwin, 1988, Figurel(D)ZL ~u 2).
vV BB T3 oFEITE L 25 FEH XN TE Y (Porter, 1954, Rubin,Nakayama, &
Shapley,1997,2002), HifRaEA & (X5 O RER Z R T 2 -0 DHME XA THLH I &
WEIF X NT v B (] : Ludmer,Dudai, & Rubin,2011)

FhE
> NI CoOEBEFEHOFRXE & o7,
R

> REEEPEC DT

v AEREEER 71.8%(BEFHOFHEM = 35.9,SD= 6.5)
TASIEER  78.4% (RIEH D F¥,M = 16.6,SD = 6.7)
IIMTIEER  41.5% (B DFE M = 6.7,SD = 4.7)
ARELER > HIFELEE((26)=7.47,d = 1.85,95%CI [.26, .46], p <.001)
HAZicsIsry— < HWicsiFsxs—(t1(26)=-7.47, d =-1.85, 95%CI [-.46,-.26], p
<.001)

v
v
v
v

> 2~10s DR 7

v ORZIEEE 68.6%(HIEHD VY, M=17.2,SD=4.4)
v OOIIEEE  43.6%(HIEH OV, M=5.3,SD =4.2)
v igicEs sz — 314%(RIEH DM =3.2,SD =2.7)
v o agWicEsd sz — 56.4%(HIEH DM = 6.3,SD = 3.56)
v OREIEEER > HWIEEER(G(25)=4.36,d = 1.24, 95%CI [.13, .36], p <.01)
v Wik Fszy— < OWickiF i I —(1(26)=-4.36,d=-1.08, 95%CI [-.36,-.13], p
<.001).
ERA4IDER

> FEEi4 b, CNETOMREEHELL
v RRERE L 2~10s ORFEFED M T C % & 7 <A 1T T N7EEDIT S 23, o & 7 ~fFT
INmE LY IR - 72
v OEE 4 ofE Rz, SHRNRRAEHREICEW T ZoHAATHEHETH B Z & EIRT.
7
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HREBER
> AL EBECHEHAINSMEICHE T, AN R EIZE LT 2 BRI TR 5 72
vV HARICK o TCTF 7T LERRERT 256, IEL WIRRZIT O B, XA LTV MiCis S EmA A
HY, ST o TRERT 2556, X VBRBEVRL Do 72B A LTV T 52 L3IEEAE D
27z,
vV ZORRFZFAENOMBIITIEIELT o ZDOERTH D, 0TI 7 fE P E R 72
(incremental) 7’ 0 & ZDFERTH 2 & v 5 HHA & —E$ % (Smith &Kounios,1996).
v R e R OV T 2 5AIC I, SN IXHIRI R o [ERT T, #imh oG FIH L CRI%
EITH T ERHR272024 LT Fi3Ad ks
v o) ENIDT U A THBEDOGEIL, ZD LD ahEN AR EFHTE Zvnizo X4
LT M%7 5
Yo WBED 5s TN E 7T I N0 HRIERIEFICE o728 W) KR OFERICK 5T
XFEnsg,

> B E TS E B BRIC P RREE 2 HE T & vl RO 5 £ T, IAEHIETER 2l
B OIS X Y BRERR D HETT 2 720, BRCEIRBINLZ0THELEZLNS.
i) pine / crab / sauce IC 351F 2 fiFiGE apple 12, FHGELHEAR L THMODIT TlRAWVEZD, Z0D
HZERR R I N0 bid, ElbicEowdd, ERE L DI 3 20FTRCTLOHEELEMI N
5

YRR IR RREEE D 725 X W2 ELD T a v R E L 0, SNTRYERR 3 P R BE % F1 B ] B
WHERN 702 A 2B A 7D ICIEERICERRALNS
Yol DEMNE, ARz A4 TOFEICBEWT—-HLTHAONS
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C

L Una

Figure 1. Each panel represents an example of the items used in the experiments. Specif-
ically: 1(A) represents an example of CRAs, the solution is “apple”; 1(B) represents an
example of anagrams, the solution is “SLOW”; 1(C) represents an example of rebus puz-
zle, the solution is luna calante “decreasing/waning moon” and 1(D) represents an exam-
ple of visual aha problems, the solution is “scissors”.

CRA

Correct Responces

Anagrams

Visual Aba

F Insight

B Analysis
OInsight 2-10s
M Analysis 2-10s

Figure 2. The per cent of problems correctly solved compared by type of prob-
lems (CRA, anagrams, rebus puzzle and visual aha), solution style (insight or anal-
ysis) and across two time windows (the whole problem or excluding the first 2
and the last 5 s). For each type of problem, significantly more correct problems
were produced via insight compared to analysis. Errors bars indicate 95% confi-
dence intervals. Note as mentioned in the text, 16 s were given to participants to
solve the anagrams task; therefore, the second time-window considered goes

from 2 to 11 s.



