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Abstract

Since prototype elicitation theory of insight has been proposed and verified, many studies found
that prototype activation was automation processing, extraction of key heuristic information was
controlled processing, and what the brain mechanism of insight prototype elicitation was. Many
studies focused on influence factors of prototype elicitation found that sleep, mood and motivation
as well as different types of “prototype” material would affect the individual’s insight. And on the
basis of predecessors’ research, future research should be further applied to practice, hoping to
find an effective approach to improve individual’s ability of insight.
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1. WtEE)RE MR A XIS

WG (insight) (8% 1) H I0) 18 5 4 € SORAE — MRS TR Rl — 6 S AR 1) R DR ) g I o 2 v g — A
FARHIL A, XA 22 51 P AR PR 17 L (Kounios & Beeman, 2014).

01 BN AL — B A SR A S vl 50 D S R A SR R I A A, B MR DA AL ) ) S 2 )R
FARAL,  H O PO R 2 DUR UM S SRR 318 (the representational-change
theory). #2151 218 (progress-monitoring theory) JA Y 5 & FEE . 1 P B 22 H 2 18 (the explicit-implicit
interaction theory) (Jii5i, 5K /847, 2013),

#E LA Simon F1 Kaplan AR RALF B IIRF K, WUHE A] G2 F R AR 1, XA I R 75 A b
IS il B (Knoblich et al., 1999). e R R ERE K, WTE K AEEARE R 5 (MacGregor et
al., 2001; Ormerod et al., 2002; Chronicle et al., 2004), Ormerod F1 Chronicle (2001, 2002)iA N/ M 24K T8 5
SR B (1) 1) B H BRIRA, B 8 SR 9 7E BR v (criterion) SR M FE R — AN REAT N (FBO A 2, — BAME
RARUE I (criterion failure), #t4sr=A4E—Fh N 7EM 3 J1(driving force), 28t 2 fgbrImb], I
A PRI AR R 7325 AR P BRAE 3R TP 0 1 e A0 R P B R A AR R =, RRURE & &0 S in T
MBI TR ERE, W & A B 2 RE ARG — A A R T e, W aFEREIR I N T # (Helie & Sun,
2010).

T3 [ 2% 35 5K PR S5 I B A RE B DDA e o) ) F R, Bt a1 “ R R R 3 o 1R
WIS o) e (A% O R TR BE 7 A “JRAY R o “IRAY”, REFRREXT H AT B 1a) A AR
PRAR B 5 KA B S, S RER IR B b R A SRR R AR R RS i T KR A, T
Re Rk T O ARSI 7] A2 e MR U S AT S R R I A B R AE IR R . TR
TR A A BT B PRGBS T AN VRIS R A B S R S ) R O RE, B
FRA “RBEBREE” o T WS 7 MR TR S A AR (SO 5 A J2) 5 20 0 R BB R, I 455
R0 A (R e R IR, RS R IR, “RBR” , RIREEAEAR SN R R A E AL
P51 2l e B R ) R R A Z, AT (R ASE 24 A 5 () R MR A e (5K bR, BV, ¥ D5 e, 2005).

[T, ok PO (2005a) B8 H 1 R BY JR R0 7 ) I Br s In Ja B, RIE B8 S0 1 25 — i B S ik Ut S
) A, Rkt “ A ) G ) (R ) B R, FI R EE T EE RO TINE &
JEAE 5 B BOLE AR AR AT R (v (R i ) ) RN, DA SR A B B e 5 “ B0 A ORI “ R
P17 (Fe % A RER) AR, MBS RIHE ARt A 2 gl g — AN R ) R, FPrRe A 0045 EA TR,
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T R o 2 IR L 8 P K B BEAT HERR IR TT, B ICTR IR TR v (R L 1 2 R GBS
KA SO AN BE A K 6 A A I 2 o i T PR R 1 g ke A CERE PR R TR (52 F 5L, 2010).
BT LA EAE SR U R SR R, 055 (2006) B2 H — RO BB 6. “ 2N PRI (A F L)) + — AN
e R TR, G SEIR AR RIR AN AT, R YRR S AR R S R RS B R,
REFE AN FI SRR A OGBS AR R, SRR AE il R DR EAT I RN B3R A RO A2 v 2 75 T DA G 5 A ) 28 2R
REEVEAS 200 2 AR R R P BeE FL P AN R R R, IR SRRSO (1 E 77 LU M T B ) SR R
IRIOCBEE ) J5 R A5 2 K BE 7 RT AR 9t AP RG BE 70 (10 25 4R b

2. YRR REMRRARELE & i THLE

Flgetits, AUBTF T RENVR, FENWE7AETREZMSER, Bk TEER RSt —me
T ) AR A A T 95 R I 2 A BRI O i, ki, 2011). RAEFEAHISINN, (ERAEFK il
rb, IR )RR 5 AT L e 2 A P B B T B TR A A (Ollinger & Knoblich, 2009) . 3FEFE s 4% B4 A g it
A o] SRR U A1 STt 8 20 2% 22 ()3 A (MacGregor et al., 2001; Ormerod et al., 2002; Chronicle et al., 2004),
Ak PN B A2 HER S (BN ER VR A 18 & 40 S5 i TR Py Beon T 254 (Helie & Sun, 2010).

MG JE AR R B BRI LG, KB [ — S stiniour iy seal -, slisurs n) @ i o ihn T
ML B 30 10 (RP A B ) IE 2 d i (B 1), 347 T — RAVRF T

5 MR EE (20050) K W B BE SR I EAY, 5 SR S AR TE MR DL s DY RIIX 00015 1) 338 P i 2 rp o 15 2 3
TESRRT S IR S, DAMSRIR AR AN [F 22 (1 3 R A A A A e L s ) R TP BF T ad
S &8 DL R THERS (T R B, PO BRSE 2] 415 40 582 ) 4 b IE R A R L A ) B N Ll i 22
FHARZE, XUFI R A TS R R AS B REOE, ATRE R B AN T4 R .

(B XA S AT R R SR R A0 2 [ sl Tl 2 i mlin TRss R, BEEENEKN. TRl
FRRE o BT LA 55 132 (2006) 8 ik 25 52 DU 45 1] A ot A% w28 SR I L s A R RO A2 | sl n Tk 2
PN TR AN S5, — ORI T IR B S R AT 0 R RS B BE R R R B, T
T T 65 20 e AR D 28w BT R 1 3 R A IR e, B AR TR AL, RP S B R0 & B i T
2, T B BT AL 0 R R A SR B R R N 2 R

E2,  FOR Y SEEE TG VR HERAR 70 RS 1 rh B S S e e s S B T AR v T )
B, BT LA 5SS (2008, 2000) S TR ST [ RGBS R —— kA, IR Hd B R ik
AL MR JERUE K ESRIAA R, FRCRAT “2ANERTRY S - 24 HARikilial” s Bk
IR, HEE S I JE R ik N [ 2R A [ FR b ot SR B B R R /Nt . SE SRR, SRR
kPR A 22 /50T TR IR R RO ) R /N A SRS RO, L 2 ) 1 D R ek P A e R e vt S
RGP RN B X —SE R T “JRA R MBS & — R E N T, JE ALk TR A o6
R A BT — AN T MR

DR, 0 A SR 2 R R BRI Ny, ANTIUTE (] R R R B AN R SR, MR R Y o) (R AE A
AT IR, AR MARE R B IR 52 ) 7 (RE AT SRR, DASRAS AT DU PRt )
(RO S AR S, P AR i g e v ) S5 AR50 2 B sloim (B P BR) PR A, v JEE 28 e (R DG B S R B R
PR IR ) SR 42 1) o (D A ) RO R

3. WERRER & Rt

WA — AN RN RE, B 21 120 E RS B s AR B AR At 3 A 55 1 R o I D) K
A SR BLBEAT W T LASK, H AT B U i AU o R LR B 0F 78 e B 31 7 2 5 A I E R TR
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DABHUE B R 2 R BRI N F &, BRVL(2007)55 R “—Xt—" DL “ZX 27 15 2] - W P Besk
By, I SR A OC AL (ERP) A SKIR I 2k (7] R e bt 1 140 i A R 2 A8 4 DA R R i 1 o, I
J& T — RN S ) (3R e LRI 7T 45 SRR I, 78k uk i 0, A el E ik rifs &
) i L 5 B Sk ) 22 S, DR AR U0 T e R R AR AE Rk RIS 1) 1400 ms 7245, A3k I G D i O (0
WHE)£E 1400~2000 ms P31 AN [ /410§ 1Bl ) S oo, XA R 5 R REOE LUE, il A S
RAGE, REUEYEES, BRI RIAFII A K BEJS1E 2000~2500 ms 1, kI B DDAl i K
TERZU IS LRSS, BT T A W RO .

Luo “5 N (2010 R “—Xf—" 8% 2] - MK P B scieyu iy, B8 1 K58 F ik A ik it =
LGS A IR AR AR oI [ TR S R R e SRR R I P B R AR A, D R I ik RS
300~500 ms LA %% 1000~1300 ms P4 ot 7] 1] 5 A1 Lo A 3 [F) i S 4R35 5 ) 7 B4 ERP LAy, mIREIR
ML Y A A PR [ U R SR 4 E A FT B 900~1700 ms AT . EALIE 7l 4 Eb Lk 4B R T IE
(1) ERP JiJy, FIRE S 18 KR IR B 2

BRIAAE 2 2075 N (2004) 6 TG ) fMRI BIFFEHr,  EEE 1 e A A0 2 g e (=] (1330, BITbL Qiu
FH(2010)RH “Zxt 27 ] - WETER, R ECE T RO F R (E ATk - ST ME S A R, SR
fMRI HR 5T J5 RS0 (2 R BTG I KB S AE Ol RN 55T “Aha” 15 B I8 — LM A 0 W a2 75
ARG B AR HEZ — , B TR (Y B B Ry, AN 2 R B R 7 ) (Bowden & Beeman, 2007; Bowden et al.,
2005). Qiu %5 (2010) [R5 1 IR RS BOE AR A WG ™ Y01 A B 200 PR K I s 195 0L J > & 0(Nlo-aha:
PRI T B 0R) T 5, Aha 2R (L AR R 1 B ) & 28 U0 (04 X 38 BE AT (precuneus) . e & T/
1 [a] (left inferior/middle frontal gyrus). #kH- [l (inferior occipital gyrus)#1/INfisi(cerebellum). K, Qiu %5
N (2010) W N EERT 515 S ic 12 1) S B (B B 0E) A 9%, 2o &R T /e 18] 5 7% BOET 7 Bk 8 N9 TR0 2 5
(E A R BT AL I OCHRE J R S B IR A K.

TR A 5 TR (49 o T i P AR i e 220 R it 9 77 T G 1 R R B Ll 64T 1 & AR, IR T A
RN E (] G ) BB 7 AREAESE . IX SRR AU, R AN T M TR 0 el i
5o W bmEL BIRE BRI B NI R . S i X R D RE T, M E A o AR S
T e 0 2 5 B A RS AT, 40T [0 00 2 508 B BB A h 28 DL R e AR O IR, W . 3 Il
BRIV T« =4—A&7 B 115508 5 M R0 R IE i & 4, BRI FIBLET 2 ) “dE 5
TEIR P2 [ SN TR 28 D 47 B 0] R AR PR Rk e, W\ R0 R PRI A 5 1 4 4 56 T AR RS T i
5y, RNAHRF-FR1a 3N I BT 43 dil WAL T /i (P07 5255, 2012).

4. HMEHENREE X HEXER

MR KR AR, Kaplan Al Simon (1990)1A 4 BAAES T b ARG 17 AR 28 2 3] i LR AE f %%
AR, G 5 A EERAE DL R 1) S (R A A S VIR R . 1 Ormerod A1 Chronicle (2001, 2002) A 520w
U 7] R R FR) 8] 36 3 AT % M| DRl 3 RSB 4 g %5 (constraints), DA RN A0 P TR Ah g R TV 1R B
3.

WE A JE A S R BB TE QA5 2] — R PS8 (UG IE RO FERE b, BT X6 A Rl 1 () RO A o 2 i A
JE B R A R 2R AT T BRI

[KA Mazzarello (2000)7E H A 7t 35 it BEARAT BT 3808 SR 108001, BT DUKHE O PR 78, 42 1F
P (2010) A AR IR I B, SR “1 0 17 BLR “8 % 87 (BB “22>) 8 AMEAL - filt vk 8 NMRHE I
ROV ] - R P BREeya s, Gl R BT, DA CRBEIE R &
IR R IR R SRS S R R L A B ) < 2 5 T A R P O TR B R R B R ) R R RS



JAWEAE, BRE

BEREGAEZEMN. SREI, WML LA MR <5 25 R R A RCR ST, BV B <5060 o) 27 B ) i
fipE R B SR R R RN A AT AE S o

AE AR AR (2015) R AR A SE IR E 20, SEHR B R SRR A B AP B R AR, 5 52T
W S < 50 ) AR R 4 i 2R I O SO (RIS R B, A B S R Ak B 9 AR R e B v (A R B B
A A e b RN R, R HAEIA R . X R UGIEY 1, A HERF S R R ] A
ARk e ) SR R A SO, T L X A M S S A A R PR R A I L R S M S

VESRAE A ATEAE I 6135 S AL N BLSE I BIRE PEAT D9 AN R (0 223 3R, 1 @8 RIS L AT REXS A
IR R A — € RN . FTEL, D9 T 4B 1 40t R R R AR, [ (2008) R A Y ik il 21 5
ik, SERPOAEAT IE B TR T )R PO EEAT B AR I I8 I =R BUse i ¥eit, #8357 IR
TR B 75 1 RO 7 ik SR RS RO RS R o S5 RHIL, W RE v ) A B R B A BN TR 2
i 15 SR DU - 3k SR R BOE AU AN RIS s E R AE S B2 rh A5 1) H AR ik Ik, IRV 2800 DU
SRR OE A AR, T G P AR 2 e DU i IR AR B R 3 R

N T HEEHURIE 0 AL 5 R AN, 220 45 (2012) LA 7k A R, 25 G2 AN ] 38 4 7K (5
AR TE S RITE S 4 ) 18 858 U A RO AS [ R0 175 8 06 A AU T LA ke v 9 R R B A RO R o 25 SRR BIL
T KT - R AU R B SRR R R R R R, IR R SE T R R T i e R ok, P g
SR LA i 9L N RCRIR s TEFE G 2R AF T AP il R R R OR B 22 o RIS AN TR] 2041 17 2 ot HE Bk 1]
RO R I SRR IR AT S 2 s, AN GRS 2 AR R PR ZE AR b, IEVESS 48 T ol D40 7 K ) 1l o
By, I HZEF AT SN 2 M S BAF R, X R W58 A 251X PR3l TSGR 3R A8 TR 2
R BT B3N 1 IR AS AL o

CIRRLT AR AT 1 A RS B AR R A RIS, Sl 2 XA R ) R
PRGN, FTLL, DN T EEE R AN AR (R AU R IR, ORI FEEE R CJRALT [ A
T, R CRRE”, CJRA R RA ST N AU )R O R RS R IT T AT

LSTT(2007 ) A3 o 3 B b [ 4% 8 ) IR A 28 S 480 9 — DU (0 i AR 9 Se B bRt W FE A8, 387 ik i)
e FEE A UK R R R0 T T R B D AR DA S5 R R, T 2 7525 (2015) Ak 22 i PR By
SKIAPRE, PR B S QI Ve B B R R RN, AR B, A RS T EE TR R R S AR T
IR R B IE 1 1P A IE W AR S, SO SR, RV 0] A phe 227 A BRI b ) 3 1R LA B Y
JA R RN o

N T HGEAFRALR “ AR MR R R K s, 95 A5 (20130) PAPY s L sl S5 S (] 0T 17
NSRIGATEE, RS U5 SO UG ) AR R RO FE N . S5 RKEL, S SAMEL, S AR R AR K
GUEL ;s SRAEKAETE S, B R TS T A0 T o e AU R 1 S

AT (2013) I R AR R RL R I TC AR B AR R 5 8 1 IR AR R ) TO AR B T A 0
SN, GRARW], TUARME B R R AR S Ve T, HBEE TCARE B REm, Tk
FEN, R TR S R R A R AR VRO B (R s A AR B 2 VR R, AR EE RS IR, AARIRTE LT,
BOR AR BOE R s W HITARE BRI LA, STUR(E B AR 2T PU/E R AT A 2
T ICARE RS 7R e E .

FERE G BRI U, N 1 25 58 TR TR PR A7 B 200 AR A A FR A SR RS ot A A A i LR R S, X
18 (2014 3oL 1A/ 30 R S LN SR 25 5 7 A ST AR5 AR A7 A (R U I AR R R 7 o 25 AR BIUXH T WU T
RRAR DR I ARSEAR B R STEAR T RAE AR RS, T “ S, IR e v oS A A T
R A e I HLIERE B2 BN BN 5 2 TR AE A AR

)
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5. REERE

X TS S A o RORYE R GG VE B, B AR F AR TR AT E IR T . (HRH%
JRRL 5 R R ) BEAR AR U 20 AT DL AR I R ek & G BRI Lk B, R TR 1
WECH “ORBUBYE - b BYE” ptagERE, JTE1 T CJREANEOERE )7 BT ST m (S JOR, BRVE,
SR, 2005a).

BERLWA AW, KA NHT SEEA R R R EHEZE- . FrbL,  BEAE WUR, i) @A o 1)
WA, ARG BHEARRIKRE, W& AR 8RS e /0 o — AN B s 2L R A 7 [ o o2 3555
(2015)FEMUTE J5 2 5 R BB B A b, DMK AR 3 B Bt—— 4k Hmibr . R A0 AR OB
FRAGEAVING, EMEREAR, hEIZHIES:. wh%s TRIZ AR 5750, Mg T s
(15 SRR B4 SRR AT, Il O S AR B, ZONE RIS BN B e e AR, AR — e R R
FEAMARTE D SR 14 (4 H 1

TR R 22 (R BIE F0  IAR FOBERRARAS TS 28 DAL, 57 B AN [R) ARG AR 452 DR] 3 30 o i 1 ) gt
g e () JE AR I R, X O RATRR AR AR RE AR A TR R . AT R DU 1 A
M SR, IR H “JRA” FASRIRFER S B4 TN iR e )

Rk, TEASRMEF T, BAVERREHETEFLSEAE [, 0T AFGREE 2 14X - TH AN AR B8 711
9T, FRATTOT AFESUE (1 )5 B 8 R AL 25 b, 856 0B 2% DR R 2R AUR B FRE R, 8 35 8h
AN TRV TEAR AR ke B SR o) R, WLSRAS [F) 7 VR AR T MR RG B JI ORISR TH MR TG §E ) LA A
OV B YERE S R E A T, B 2 R B A A B 7R
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