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Abstract

Creativity, as an advanced cognitive ability, refers to the ability of an individual to produce novel,
unique and valuable ideas or products. Creativity plays an important role in people’s life devel-
opment and scientific and technological progress. Bilingualism, as a cognitive reserve mechanism,
plays an important role in human cognitive activities. However, due to the complexity of language
and creativity, the nature and mechanism of the relationship between second language acquisition
and creative thinking are still unclear. Therefore, this paper reviews the research on different
types of creative thinking from different aspects of second language acquisition. It mainly in-
cludes: 1) From the perspective of behavioral research, second language level, age of acquisition
and amount of second language exposure have certain influence on creative thinking; 2) From the
perspective of cognitive research, high level bilinguals have more flexible association ability and
cognitive control, which further improve creative performance; 3) From the perspective of neu-
roscience, brain regions associated with creativity include dorsal and ventral pathways, as well as
an effective bilingual control model based on a bilaterally distributed cortex-subcortical network
associated with executive control processes. Future research can systematically reveal the cogni-
tive mechanism of different aspects of second language acquisition influencing creative thinking
process from the perspective of network science, and explore the influence of second language
acquisition on the development trajectory of creative thinking and its brain mechanism through
longitudinal tracking.
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1. 5|8

LR, BEE RRRAEE RO £ 8, £ H RSP H R Bl ERE 5 5T S0
TR A . RUEACE BT SRS, T HIEN ARRA IR R A A EEE .. SHFER, AT
Re R AP R R A 1S N R Ge o5 shH e BRI Bk, EARSRAL 288 2 55 ) m] A AT 5 N T
REAHPUAET, T DO GE 1 B8 78 AR5 GO B . Qs 3 o 48 A AR il B8k Rr O HLEAA 3& PRI ™ HY
(InA8YE, P2 S EE JI(Runco & Jaeger, 2012; MR5E4E, 2018). AI&EMHEEB4EZ A& IO, FEAFRE
A YR BB 4E(Kckenmester et al., 2019; £156%%, 2015). Qli& IR EZF2AER, MK EF
RN . ZiE5 S MRS 1 i B AR AR DL ROHH A LS IR ROS AT

BWRFEN, —iEIERANRFHE 5K F(language proficiency), >J1#54F#%(age of acquisition) LA
S ZiEE i & (second language exposure))d i I MAANFIMES L 8] ECARRE 77, A B TR BRI 1) A4
(Kharkhurin, 2017). 534k, Zi8 I3 B AU R EAMHERBEM T, EFEENFES . DY
W BEE F B RIGT, XBIEE AR 7SRNG S, SR BAE ) A 457
[f(Groot, 2018; Kharkhurin & Altarriba, 2016; Li & Dong, 2020). A %132 #1178 61) 3 P BB 45 b [Fl Rt 2 B BAE
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FH o 0 ZAGEARAN T R AR R 4k DA RORE SEAN 28 7 1 (R R AR R 3D 75 A BN 451 1) )32 2 5 (Bialystok,
2017b; Rog, 2020; Tao et al., 2021; Tao et al., 2020). Kk, —i&JEx A& B4R EA T 72 BT
oM RE R Y FT B TR R B F B, AHER VLRI IR IE A S AT, BRI R SR T OF
PHIESE, A TIAVEZE B EERNLG, Jed— b REMBI I, e AR KT mdT T
H,

2. ZIESEXEM BN ETTASEARAIERE

2.1. ZiEKExAES BRI

TERBUBAET T, AW IR A 2= W 0 P M 4E 58 (Torrance Tests of Creative Thinking, TTCT) M &
TEI G VENN S 73 5 1AM R VB YER 15K, SR SKEXGEFE TTCT KRttt R
WM AR 2 3 8 3 TR K XOE 3 N BLE 35 (Kharkhurin, 2011; Kharkhurin, 2008; Ricciardelli,
1992). Kharkhurin (2017)% Bl b iy 4 {155 (picture naming test) FH T VP4 M 38 KF, 153 7 ALK
45 (Kharkhurin, 2017), HREH] TTCT X4 T 5 1B BB A BUESE, HIFARFHE— DAL T ZiHKExT
PR BB LERI S . B, Lee Al Kim (201 1)K 1A VC BB LS (word association tests, WAT)FI TTCT
KIHE RS~ T 8K PSRt RIEME DL bRl R A7 B35 IEAH K (Lee & Kim, 2011). AEFA
PRAL T RS BOUEYE, R mAKCEXUEEE TTCT KA B 5% B3 517 £ (Booton et al., 2021;
Bialystok, 2021; Furst & Grin, 2018; Kharkhurin, 2010; Bialystok & Shorbagi, 2021).

TESE G YLD, A /DE FL BB 5 | AKX R & e RENE . B4, Spanakos (2002)%
FHA7E B0 25 BEAE 9K (Remote  Associates Test, RAT)FIZTE a] VL MR 40 5l & 1 AN 1 58 & 48 F — 38K
F, GIRERW], XOEHAREBAE LRI T H5E, SRR XGEH I 53 % 7 (Spanakos, 2002).
Fischer 1 Hommel 2012)WAFH TR MM E TR, HERER: ®KEIGEH K RAT 70 BAMUE ZE 5
T BB F AR TR K XGE & (Fischer & Hommel, 2012).,

HEh, AXRCER TS T RBUSE R G B4, AR RAAEESR . B, A#TRMH TTCT Bl
E 5 RAT ARCAR D70 0 & 7 AMA R T R B8 4E . B B4R —iE/KF, SR KRM: =K
FRE AR R BB 4E . R E DA 55 B RIS B0 TAROKF U & M5 (Leikin et al., 2020).
Kharkhurin (2012)% Nl R H —%) % H (alternative uses task, AUT). Z& i 25 BEAE I B8 AN 3 78 m) v K,
R T K RUE FAE F R K EUB4E B TAROK S XUE S, HAE RS B4 EAR TR K XGE #
(Kharkhurin, 2015). 4k, #5201 FH2019)KH TTCT &8 MONEUE 7 34T 552 Bl & 7 & K /KF
BEH I F i RHUB AR B4, Horh AP R R IR 9ETE Tl 2 AR IR BRGT LA T B 2. 5
RZRE BREGTEATRI T o BT TR, K-PXGEF RS 4E R 2w TR A, 5 Kharkhurin (2015).
Ricciardelli (1992)HIBFFL 45 FAH— 3 T 38K RS BAER e JE AR ZEW R E, 2P, 2019).
SR, B R BUBLEA B AR R, (B o R YA R E R, AT iR
A=, AR HAMAZE R D 2 BT TR A5 A 1 5 .

2.2. SIEFRMAEITRENR R

Kostandyan I Ledovaya (2013 TTCT EIEM . AUT MR 7[R ([F B 25 2] BEE R 0 1M
WG HMIELLS I RRE, 55 i) RGEH W ELEvE B 4E, 25 R, [FIN0EE 76 K A 156G
TR tE . RiEvE. SO s AR T 800 3 (Kostandyan & Ledovaya, 2013). Kharkhurin (2008,
2012)%% 6 % 2 A AAGRAE H B 1 /MA R SCN R IIXGE E R 12 2 2 J5 BG5OSR XL
W, GRASVER: B SER S 60 M 8 40 Rt R RS I 2 A A7 AR R R e
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(Kharkhurin, 2008; Kharkhurin, 2012). Kharkhurin (2011)i#— 2455 7 SIS ER 5 EEAIE 2 AR X R,
KT SO N TTCT B 6 sl Bl 03 7y, 85 R RIL: i8I, UG i I i 6
it J7 98 (K harkhurin, 2011). #t4h, Cushen Al Wiley (201 1)FFFE 7 18 SIS4ER 0 B & AR RO 52m, AbA]
¥ 6~7 T LLAGRIE ] e SO FIAXGE#, 7 % fGia H il n e SO IIRGE S, RA B4R rE
S T AT 5. SRR, FLIIOUE 2 LR 00 #5825 5 MR WL BU4E 17 i Cushen & Wiley, 2011).
SRR, XE SJAFFER SR, QG TS R I .

2.3. ZIEEMENIEM BRI

ANF ) R 2 B0y & iRk, i, 855042 i (cross-cultural experience, CEC). AL,
Fefih 2508 K (cultural exposure coefficient, CEC). Jik J& ¥4 [A](length of residence, LOR). Maddux &
Galinsky (2009)F1 Shen & Yuan (2015)&5 SR &I, e Ja ¥ A1 8] A5 280 B8 AR T8 SUA 28 17 DA K ST A fik
RBOEF, iR JE AN ) S5 AMA T SR L 7 AR B 2 AH 9% (Bloom, 2014; Maddux & Galinsky, 2009; Shen &
Yuan, 2015). Maddux 1 Galinsky (2009)% %2 1 i J&#E/ MBS [ 5 AiE v B 4E R 0 R, L 150 44
W N 55 2 N0 BN AR, R A 256 (duncker candle problem)il & A 1A G M B4k, WFFUIE
W iR EEAMR I ANE R I T SN RN RERT T B E X R A B . 5 R EOR,
AR S MR EAETE E AN AMA)E RAT IR B 07T B8 R AR MR CR B R TE B A4
AMAE) (Maddux & Galinsky, 2009). Lee Al Therriault (2013)f# F &R TTCT F1324L 6138 S14E5%(CCT)
SRl =R 2 5 2% (T4 H I B 210K TERI B 22 AR R H B 2RI AN 40O B 613 )
K, g5 R B IR AR E S AMATE TTCT FSCAONEYET S IS 7 2m T B B AME
5 (Lee & Therriault, 2013). - 1HHfi & i 1)/ 5 0 B 2 S IF T8 9, AbATT 0 &1 B S A B
UFy, BRI SAHE , I R R B O 2 6 S E 5 R & B OIS0 J(Shi et al., 2017).
AL AR IR BSOS, AR B M B 4R HAR U AR, S WASNE M BEE e ), A TRIn
REER AL T i (0 Sy SUAE LS, IR BN T LR R IR 2 ) il 0 2 BE P (Bialystok & Viswanathan,
2009; Park et al., 2021),

3. ZIBINEXAERENRME: ET/ERVBIH SRS

IR TSR T AR 21490 R AEAS [F] D7 T AR AR e, ARG AR R AL B R IR B B
BT 55 B E S N SRS S Y (Language mediated concept activation, LMCA) A M SUE N K041
BT BE A A5 SR A M B 4k i P AR A F B 42 (Kharkhurin, 2017; Lahiri & Ardila, 2021; Sampedro,
2019),

3.1. BRHERENER

FF A M AEIEY AL, Kharkhurin (2017)32H 7 LMCA #8Y, iZA5 R 3 Bl = AN Z R k.
SEVEXE. BRE, WE 1 FisKharkhurin, 2011, 2017). i8S EEE 718 2 S EGE,
EINT ASERE S Z TR R, AR T e R B L IRV SL IR, ATk R A P R R

X BAR FHFNGE S £ B cat —iall, XGEE HTHSZ 75 2 S0 AR, AR ATTHEAS 5] e i) 8
MR, MM/ E T2 RS c R WO R B TR AGEE MRS A R E B R
cat), 1ETH X ZMMESZERTEOE GRS B THEOE G R B A, BRSO K 7 ) B 2 B2 0 XGE & 16
T LA . U X AN (R A 1 e U M AR A A 10 SO B N BB RIFR A, IS 58 2 (B 427
I, FENTENHEZEAE. BT, BARRE I A2 GG AR OCHE, iR B IRAR I T AR
G, T AE WL s 2 18] 4 37 2 B 2 () 00 2% 42 DL BB IR R IR &G, 3K 5 G103 4 DA R PR 1 S ) 4% 35K
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Figure 1. A language-mediated concept activation (LMCA) model
B 1. BN SHBSRIE(LMCARE!

T OB AR AH RN, X iz B 0 P IR AR A AE ARV I AE o 7 A B8 2 A /D RNV, AT 7 26 5 22 R 0t
Midk. ARBAEBE J7 7] RE AL =y W BT S e B MR R R R 2 —

3.2. INAHEHIRIMER

T A BRALR IR, D2 /Na 3T B I A A A DL 3 N B AN BT . R — A DL
T E —— BN XE e /) ——8 BN RN R RE P AEARM I S o AR MR E HO DG T3 ) 32 2
AR INY, S I PR R ER P A DL S S B0k 1 ORI, TR & 7 SUEAMALE SRS 5 W FIME S5 iR B,
wit-R . 9E & TAECAZ AR 55 4 (Macnamara & Conway, 2014; Bialystok, 2017a; Gunnerud, 2020; Kroll
& Navarro-Torres, 2018; Montgomery et al., 2021; Lehtonen et al., 2018; Sullivan, Prescott, Goldberg, & Bi-
alystok, 2016), REFGRALKIKTE, EIX SR RIS, —LREGIEERBFL, MH—
BeR E AAEM S, HEFEIREIESL S . A AEARFERAT, KIGEE 5RIEFETIL, K
PLXE B W2 N FE 5 (Houtzager, Lowie, Sprenger, & De Bot, 2017). XU JLELE I XHE X THER,
Wi t) VAR RE B 5R, ZALA S ERRME R, DU TE SON i 4 A BR A D00 28 AN A0 TH4% | I 2% A7
IR D RERE A XOE R ALESRBUHTAENE 7 I SR M Re /7, 7EARE & QG EAT 7 AL T8
W AETPEAESS S, B8 Simon 155 54 Flanker {155, i ZORF iz 51y s W S5 21 4[] — B A0 A — ik
AL E,  RUTE AN I 58 DU S8 T IS S N T3] PR R A T BB A N o A7 I 8 32 W R ST 25 A 2
TARCAZ T TR B B 47, RIAAT $1 Be A0 ARSI 5 RS 5 5 3 5 0 TAAZR A R (Wu
etal., 2019), MAh, AHIFKI, Bernal 55 A (2015)K I, HiFH AL LT L REAE S5 AR TRK-P- X0
#(Bernal, Ardila, & Rosselli, 2015), Ji K 7] G2 BARACF IXGEE ) 8 RIS B —E W) “BE” . T
WU S B #H AAAAEN AT REAEAE R R ARA B B AP BIE.  “BIME” S5 2 Cummins (1979)
SEH, B BOOEKP EHA B — € AR A S R XUEE AR JE(Cummins, 1979).

4. ZRIBXEMNBENRNE: ETHERF MR
IS AL R FE R IOE 55, BB A% B 20 T G035 3 D A5 o S0 41
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FIRTBUT XA, RAEGIRA AR, EEHRR 7 RTATTH R A B R BIE VR B MR —. BEE S
TN RERAR TR, BRAGER 22 (A ST T AR XS B ot T IR I S5 A2 AT 4R 1 o Eedn, Jung 25 AN(2013)H 4514
WG FEHR 4% (structural magnetic resonance imaging, SMRD¥RT T 518 01iE 5 KINEWRIR R, KL
18 P AN 5 107 [B] (right posterior cingulate) % IEAHIC, ALK [l (cuneus), Til_F/NH (superior parietal)5 T
/N (inferior parietal) 2 [X 15 & 71 HH 55 (Jung et al., 2013). Takeuchi %5 A (2010)fF FH 9% Bok & g B AR
(diffusion tensor imaging) & I, BUi& /)7 58U PIONATHIAT R0 FARAA . 799 000 SOER 4 R 793 0]t T bpk
BeJE VAR AN 5 SRR 380 A T & B2 2 ) R IX S SR (a7, B8 5KPRAR, 20095 Takeuchi et
al., 2010). XLEGEIRRY], QUEMEVE N —MEIZREAFT, AR A RS & LRI R B2 5 o8 = 1) Bk
[X (Beaty, Benedek, Silvia, & Schacter, 2016; Chen, Beaty, & Wei, 2018). {H5&, ZHHIFTINN, LFFaliEN
1 2 i DX A T AMUARI Bt sl TR KR, DL R, R EARIL G R G P
—LEZE o T I LS DXCAR S M A X T T S AL .

WS AR FE it — RS T OGEE BAFIIL S, V2R FEI A 1 15 A f ] e e B E R A e AL
i, PLAGRZR T G E MXGES fEMR A ThRe B2 . 4iRERY], SHEFMIL, XUEE WK
FER B B vERG I s DA K 5 AR A 5% B 254 0SB, (BRI T B1E 2 (Wood, 2016). HERE
BME, E RS BB R IER S R AT N, H 52 NSRRI, &5 XGE AT 3 BUGIK
R BB e BEME R AE R, JFAEfR AR BN AUOR . RG], RUE A AN AR R I _E RO FS AT e
TABATILE X Th RE 0SNG AR T I 1 22 5, SRR AT B2, M BT A B =S5 X ) 21
AT GE R B EARA b (DeLuca et al., 2019; Gullifer et al., 2018). AW R K, IEHAEIE S HHGTETE
FERLFE A X . AT, RARRZ X AN DXCAE A 20 A A0s A . el AT B2 2 (ACC)
UEHIRE 5 VAT 5 I B oG H 2, A0 [ E 9 N ARSI hub X3, FEPRATLSS 153 B2
Wod, AT RN RGN, T 7 AN R U 4.

THREANZEAE) MRI #4875 1 XU KA B35 RS AR AT AT 55 I (0 ek 28 35 Sl A0 X 2% 7 T ) 72 78 DARAE
BN i W T RR AP AR (G R . PR SRR PN FU R, 500 R AR S BRI T3 /N 2R AR AR
SEOR, THUR /N BRI F1H7 (BT P A A5 B2 JZ (mPFC) & BRI X 2 FTART T2 | ] 48 PR A% 0 X85, T
TR /NG St 7R SN L, X5 XEEA G, LAE Beaty 25 A (2016)5& Y 1 6138 M L4E K I 9 25 5)) /)
R VONEIEARER P GBI ES BE BN 50, T Bl R AL R PPl JU 2 AT 42 | I 45 A T
YERT, R T BAAE A D9 BROA R 28 M PRAT 42 ) I 2 E N AT 55 Hh AR S5 HU A T AOUE AR, i e BROA 9 26 N 45T
5 W 2% B B R B 72 AR B A & A 948 E (Beaty et al., 2016; Nijstad, De Dreu, Rietzschel, & Baas,
2010)0 XUAE )2 > 51 ECBR N 2 FIAGTH N 28 Py mT PR Ak, T T 1 B3 1 (1 2R 3

5. REERE

R, BIEME RS NS B 2R3, AR SCAT A A IR 2B 27 1) # X B3 1
TIEARRRMATRE ., £ IEARER, CAEMRUESE T EAKCE ISR DR B R XA
SR EBAA AR EATNET, TiE SISm0 G B R E AL £ 2 R T BRSNS
AT 5 B A TR T SO0 DA R PE 35 (Enkee et al., 2022; Kharkhurin, 2017). fEINFAME R AR T A, S5X0E
FHORIIG X, Gnaf&i . QUM il A4 RGEX BB S5 EENA K. L8178 IWHIBIERIZK)
WA R R, — AN AR B A o (0 7= A AN & B — B e R B 2 R — O X e 1, 12
FHAR 22 10 [X 2 55 1 ik D9 24 e SRR 10 22 P A i i ek 2 1), TR 5 AEIX AN R A AL FhiEg 3] 7 B %
ERT . BAR Z1h IR R AN J7 TR G5 Ve YR — s AR IR SUR (R 2 it 5 A RTE T Gl
SR (1) B — 7 T AR T 9, [R] B PE AN T SO 2% R AL AR PR 2R 7 T B R ke [RIE, SR SR I S8 mT
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PAABLR JUAN 7 TR AR

o, AR A AR IR AN E T AR AIE AR ER . DA AR ZE R EER
T AR AT TN R B 4ER 20 (Booton et al., 2021; M5k E5E, 2021 M, Z5WF, 2019), T
BT 0B IE PEAS RIS BRI TS . RTOK 22 H00F 5 3 T DL AR e U0 96 B A R e U 56 RV
fili R OB RN LUz PR AL XA 1 ] R RAT S5 VPG S G B . AR — D7 T n] LA B 22 bl & 77 =8
SRVPA G YE B SE, IFTE LSRN LA B4 7 RS RY (Wagenmakers et al., 2017)55# 28 B4 BT EAT AL 1
.

HR, ARt F N R R KA A B BRI T, IRAE 7R 08 2450 G P R R L )
SO o U SN BE M AR R 2 — AN B R SR AL IS AR BB B B B REAE (Sampedro,
2019), 456 00EH /MEZE 5 (Nichols et al., 202 1)R48 7R FHo il i R B4 /E FHALHI(Bice & Kroll, 2021;
Leikin et al., 2020). iR —MEKMERE, LarH7 2 R B ST (Kharkhurin, 2012; Kroll &
Navarro-Torres, 2018), VA TEA /K b LA RGE # AR5 35 7RG 1 4 L3R BL, SR XGE & F- A2
—ANER R, ARATE) SRR AT RGER AR b 2 —, BT T2 A — B 45 R (Leikin et
al., 2020; B5¢FE, AW, 2019) B ATXGE X i 1 4k I 7O AR A SCE AR [F] 18 2404 Btk i s
ZEt, RTCEERKPECT 2RI SErE. Bk, KRR EA LEFRKBIMIEES, HECA KR 045
AR 71 225 ) S 6 A 5 SRAG WU O ot i) 3 1 SR (O AR B 2, 300 T 2400 00T 52 M 3 e SRV 1) P ZE AL
il

e, ARBEFNOINGEZ B R 2 RG2S X A 5 A 1E, WEFETE W 4% 2 TH AN AT
B3 THIAE N 1) 224 2 TR ER I BUE X G1ld v JB4E Je R 7R 520 . AN LMCA BB AT 1, RS 7EANH
WES DR BE DB NS V2, W CGERM T 9 (Kenett & Austerweil, 2016), & X MEHIERMHBIT A
AITB 3 4 h F 25 (Bassett & Sporns, 2017). fEINENET, KT iBMGNE S B4R, REHRRTIT
RNIZM, B SR A1 A S R R B R M52 (Lange & Hopman, 2020; Leikin et al., 2014;
Van Dijk et al., 2018; #2241, & 515, 2021), XLERAFEEE BRI T X6 3dE v B AEAE AL IR AERE 70 5
AR 7T AT H) F v i [BDRS FE 1K) EEG Al 25 (ARG B2 1) MRT 0K, R GEHIER Ft 18 I 1552 0 1)1 11 B 4E
(17 o AL A1) DL B VB SR 2% £ B 25 i R X3 2 A BAAE 25 7 58 B 3 1 AE 55 B 2 5 I HL(Wagenmakers,
2018)0 FFAAHCEIR M AT N WARSEAL . [RINF, 2 22 RpANES SRR 78 25 ] DASE [ 20 i n 22 1 1) 2
> o R I 1 R I AR E AR AR 10, IR B MR M BRI ERII A [F1E 5 2% S B B
AN B3 T A B SRR AR ZE e, HETON R SRR PR R AR

RIS YE, AR AT DU — 3D RIS W N VERATIB BRI 7T, K505 PR 2 00 A0 A i P R 4 2 1) (1)
KA, W BIRA 3 2 ] B N TERR ML, A R T 5 B 78RBS 20 DL R s M B 4 1) B 7R B e
el

SE MK

BRI, W ERE(2021). QNGO TE R RE R e . O FHRE 11(1), 55-60.
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X, FEL Tk (2009). Gk B A ILE]. OZRFEH R 17(1), 106-111.

PaRBE, ZEISF2019). /KPR QUGB YRR SATIIREMITE T, SPEH 40(5), 44-50,

Pokle, LAIAR, 20 FH2021). B KPR XUE 3 B1IE M E4E R R ALE]: 8 rh A b, SEIEX 37(4),
131-139.

BhoE, DHEBE, #(2015). KR SR AERTT 2 ITT I 5 BB B0 B LRI RIS, BEEEIR, 12(5),
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