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Abstract

The topic of gender differences in creativity generates substantial scientific and public interest,
but still highly controversial. Preliminary experiments revealed that there are differences be-
tween men and women in creative achievement. To understand gender differences in creative
achievement, we try to explore and discuss this topic in three approaches: biological, cognitive
strategy and sociocultural.
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2. BlEMIEX

1896 4 /R i (F. Galton) X KA N BT IR0 Wt 5 2 N8 O Qi PR R 4k JEAT IR 2R T LIRS
O 1 AR BEAT BT 7T U IS Bl K 27 B8 15 - A (Dearbern), Ath >R FH I & F) 7 sXOR AR U613 1 R84 R AT
OGN B — B AT O, U Bl 50 AEARRAE A & B2 E AT I . RE 22
XPRIIE AT T WETE, AE R ARA D GG R ) FE J 2 TuAe /T T AR E NBLEVERE R R, AR
BUAEPE R B YERy AN T o AR OB E K WA A BB QIS TE, JF Haah 18R & 5E X
R RARATHA )T NATTE— P B QG P A IR . B & BAR AR M SEER B A RN, AN ATTZE T 1) TIA
FOEPEAAAE PN SE R ZEZE, B gtk ” 5 “sctE” , BENETEE O “— Tl BEHT FUL L F )
FEERIIRE ST (WiBEAHE Sternberg, 1999). X — i IZ W13 B 2 L OH F K A

—ANGIIE T A B B I L R USRI IR, B A0 S P R R e, h— AT,
— /MU BB B T e R A, SRR ECE ot LR P, SRR QR R T A
3P B Re A RO R I ) o 636 T 1003k T A i B L 1 DR R AE I R F PR B P T 56— — P it T
#2156 (alternate uses task) (Wallach and Kogan, 1965)FF AR I (AR B ok o ZEXANEG h, 45— 288
Yo, EERPGAE R ATREZ BT AIN . A W& B, AT e Re A& e, JLTRTE
(R A REAR 21 F R IBE I R IX — F@ A SR SE R WG 1), (B2 B IS & — N mni e I 5 42
AR R B RE AR 2K — 5 5, PrRVE ARSI i AT BE 24 & — Lo T U H B B F ik
il P RO AR P R AE — S . BRI W IR Nm BB, BB AR FEN, ERE7F A
REAT RS H ZR PE I D RE, B DLIX — B R A2 B GG I 8 52 o (H 2 an SR i 25 S BB s 0 s
Bl e AR N AR BT —— X N E R — MG B R FOVEARGF M ARBL T G P i 95 A 3 B A
—— A AN S M
3. 4RI 58E M

MBI, BHEREIEEE ST L, FOANI SR HARRE, FER. &b, ZRK
OGS U, BRI RS T k. N T REER IR E G MEE, AT R E R
TR, SRR P 1 ) 22 55 O 70 45 3R 5 58 42 R — £ (Baer and Kaufman, 2008; Pagnani, 2011; Runco
etal., 2010). JLEAIFH DEQEGE VN Z R AT, — 860 RS M Qs 1 IR B = 5
MR —8Ha RS R K, SHWMLL, ZIEEEF. A e w5 RN ANE YA B
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MR 3 o RRAE N IS PR ) 22 S IO FU R B, T MR — SR AR ) )3 1k o 2 BE AN K, WS 1E, & SRk
T, PRI X SR U, I Ve 22 e RN B3 . SR, FERFY, B AR BUAE AL i X Se A,
5BV 18138 M Bt B 3 B 22 (Chan, 2005; Kaufman, 2006; Runco, 1986) . iX — 14 51| 2 5 78 613 1 ok 55t v 1
NBEFIE B EOR, WA ZRFNEHE ot i s B N, PR £ T 2% (Cole and Zuckerman, 1987;
Piirto, 1991). FTLLRHAJEE FE T B OEE R a2 ? WRKAES, LWEaE T
MHASE T M, HEEETRARMIMIS . AT BREMIEECIEERUR L E R ZES, Rl E
FRELAN . ARISREE . AL S =AM

4, ERERE
4.1, EIRER

WLV 22 S R A ) R AR R 2 L TR SR R KR A 8 72 e DA R KW AR it 3 )i b A3
ZE 5. AWEIE(Lentini etal., 2013)K B, EAI AT AR I 7R S A [ml o Ve 22 e = AR I SR DR RASEARR G T
B RSE 2R, BT L Ea ER— SR, A S R AR Stk o A [ (01 531 7 Bt s vk
R R AT 9 5 AN [ L5 (Luders and Toga, 2010), {ESE X — 450 AN [FIRF 45 RA 5. BEARIX 8k
PREL AL T RE06 fRRE  VEZEAT AN B — 272 i, (R TOIE MR R I e A PR AL Al 2 T BUNANE QG
AR VAR B R = A 22 S A S A

KIS A Eh Be A AEPE T 225+ . AW JT(Luders and Toga, 2010)3R 8, 55 1A 5 J5 A i - ATHE 25
X R 2, Lot B 2 R K B 2 HERR RN BE S 2 138 S R Th B 00 14 1) 22 S B bl S ST 4R %, o1l o i
T BN TG X -2 U A A R0E B, AR Lotk & B smiE AR s 4, (RAE 55 1% D)1 s AR 155 26 (Stevens and
Hamann, 2012). &4 3 & (Ingalhalikar et al., 2014) R #5F%, 55 1HA R EER &R, MLk AHE R
(BRI, (RIX—458 B Rl A IR K S it .

G 85 ) 1 A 20 5 A8 ST 3 IRV ) 22 S T i X 1) B 3 O, R i) A R A TN 4 AR DA Je 4 i
P 28 e 2 RIS PRI RE FT K. e M Lo VTR — S i X A SE ARG A i X3, i v 1) 3¢ P B3 /B
XA 5w R X 242 (Ryman et al., 2014) IXANBFFLRIIA, S VA QDG VB 4 f o A 2% B oK
DA R0 35 4 AR Ty 6 118 AN ] A0 34717 SR BUA [ 10 S 6 A 4 1) 00 o R T 3K 226 222 ) I A6 S RAE B 1 45 3R |,
A g bt S5 56 o A ] 1 ) ) B0 P 7 2 ] I ¥ 3 A [ o

TERZRE AR R (MR AR 7, M55 G138 77 (%) 5 0 R AP 58 75 B2 W0 52 01136 AT 5547 9 2 3R I
28 5 FUR N E N IX T 5 I 00 X PR35 o WF 70 R B0 53 M AE B e AR 45 oy, A0l il 1|l HE
BB ST B v R [R5 5 1 SCEEAE S RN 27 = | e SRt R G R X T P4 £ 0 L v & Ab 3 (Price, 2010)
Atk 2K RIBEHI(Hein and Knight, 2008) (5 E ERSGE N % . 7256 MoK B BAEAE S5, 55 1 BT 5 B i)k
TEAEME . AL BN RIS R, XX 25 B 15T 38 RS2 190 L (Binder et al., 2009;
Cabeza and St Jacques, 2007; Spiers and Maguire, 2007). ZPEAE N RTAIH B2 X . a0t (el T &
DX FH RN X e 325 K 15 6 2 N Ao BDPR 2 (041 38 11 06 DX B A% B2 X380 (Frith and Frith, 2006; Nor-
thoff et al., 2006; Saxe et al., 2004).

BRI, ThREM AR IS4 s, BRI A Lo M 70 A i PR AT 4% R0 R HihE: JEL 4B AT 4%
ITRFRMTGREZSR, BRKINHOEZ TR, PIPERTRERH 7 AN F AN HEE R AL B X LeF- 55 .

4.2. INHIRREG

—EEWF AT R H TIANRIZh R Z 57, Rl RS T, SRgE, DKL
1CREFISE T T IR IT (Terman, 1916)& W], BIR T AL A%AE — BB ) E2ZBAVK, (HAZ 55 A s
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RO B IRCAAEBERE ), T 2o AR SR I A (0 TR BEAR AR 77 o DR AP P A T IS 52 2% A N 1 B s T
REAZ 2 [ 2l 138 R AN [ 10 SR WS 7 v2%

IATTHE, AT DA RS R R F R S P e o 2 BIPE S I se i . fER S — RS ER S 4
WEIXE G 25, BRI XS R SR RGN JERK TR, miZe RS . 22 Rk ok
(I A0 FH R A e 3 1 (R P 22 55 o B, P R A R A DUt o B A PR SR T TR D e L
5 NK TP AR R IE AT S, 110 8 P ARG A 55 v b Lo 2 B0 B8 2 DR Ml 5 N A 11 17 2 A 4
JE £ A AR (Lin et al., 2012).

SR A P F 22 ARl TSR R RIS M O M ) 25 5o FE R BIOME B P 2B AT 5 v, R [ 4 o ) 2 R4
IR WG A5 25k [ 35 SR VA 7 A A F SO FF o 78— AN G40 1 i 46405 5B 3 OB 72, (Baker et al,
2005) (I AL I, bk BRI I, 55 1 T 2 RE T WA AR I SRV, 1 LR AR SRV R i
15 HAB NI R ZR .

I PEPE R 22 A — o R RT DOd i 63 T SR A FH (0 1 31 22 S R AR, 55 AN R SR ) e
PRI T ARATITE B3 R L T T R I E 5

4.3. #o3i

TE B I U PR PR 1 22 S e, AR ST R R AT 2 B i e wk o ) PR DR 3 A0 365 SR e A 2
PEASRN R AR A . BELEURA SOVF RSN 0 Lot 3R AR ey 0 75 BE R IR BR Al o 91 2an 5 (6] e oty 22 1)K
SpARERE, ELP 1870 R4 VL ME N, EF 1920 FEA U VE LR R AR NS . SCAB IR 6 B
WAmAEE ER, BN ZE R AR KR RE B mE PRI . Mtz R R K. Ai(Mari & Ka-
rayanni, 1983) K3, FEHZRMLIX, VERISFEREE MR, ZrEaNE .

AL 2 S B R OR AR G M IR A 2 5 . IR ERIRRSE . ST B A LA R NE L SR
PR ASE FH 2 A X o B BRI 1) 22 B DL R AR S8 SO o 2o M R S o TR 8 DRI 3 1) 240 2 B 1 S A 1)
Ko LHIERYZRTOIE M H A B PEEAR, B KM B oVl 382 N A G B 10 G By 1A,
X B B i P 2 BRI B A AT LASS B3 PR sk (Piirto, 1991). fEIX—IN 1, LMEmIIGAE E 2 A A
HAR S ANBIE R . B s 258 3K B RSl DS SE = 1 s, T oM rE s R R R TE %
W, GEEIFAREZ B, AN ESZR . LML PO B RISIMAM K A . BT S
O P O ZE S ) OSBRI, P RE AR AE AR SR AT B e B I A A R b, AR o R A b R R
£ 41 (Baer, 1999: p. 758).

5. RKMRT5[E

QLG MRV 2E R — AN ER A BB T R . HSeX — IR, BRI RS AR, mikat
TORER SIS KRB FUEL P (Y B . AR H AT ROBT S RORTE, PIVEE R DR Ir e B 25, ik
P I 10 22 S SRR A AT A P AR A R SR« B2 A PR DN R R R 7 A Skt & SO IR 22 57 58 T IX 8t
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