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Abstract

Music creativeness is the ability of people to produce fluent, novel and valuable music products in
the process of continuous practice based on emotion and music symbols in a specific social envi-
ronment. In the field of cognitive neuroscience, music improvisation has attracted the most atten-
tion because of its real-time dynamics and convenience. Music improvisation is the unity of ability,
thinking, personality and environment, in which convergent thinking and divergent thinking play
a leading role. Specifically, the activity of the default network is related to divergent thinking,
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which occurs most often in the idea generation stage. Executive control networks are usually as-
sociated with convergent thinking and most often occur during the idea evaluation phase. Howev-
er, few studies have analyzed the brain activity patterns of music creation process from the pers-
pective of dynamic functional connectivity. In the future, a variety of evaluation methods can be
adopted to explore the cognitive neural mechanism of solo or group music creation by using
long-term dynamic analysis method and involving ultra-scanning scheme, which is of great signi-
ficance to clarify the connotation and nature of music creativeness.
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1. 3]

RO BN, CTOE A, W FEE T AIE RO sy, BaNEEEgE, R T
REMWFTL. Hofr, S0 s b 1) G P B YRR 78 2 2 h ORI A A\ SR 3 St B0 1 B 4R35 3, 491 G
JEYEAE S5, a2 PH B AR 55 %% (Lee et al., 2014; Vartanian et al., 2020; Wu et al., 2015). /28 faifk i 813 A
B IR R QG M AT HE T VF 2 AT RetE, (HIX e 2 s sUB S R A SRR, DL A ST
ST . FHEEZ R, ZRGIIE M (U3 A« SO0 25 1 G138 14 55 ) 8 SE0d T K IR AT 55 DA K SE I i 5%
WA KM BIEAT N PA S K I i 2 3G A, 1% 7R B S St P R AL Qs PR 4 AR 1 2 A Bl A 1R 4t
T RORAE . BAL, B AR A0E M R 8] B 25 PR (RS2 ShaS ke )« AR SR B, RITTZ 4.
RS, EE RN & R R AR . AR S B RO A KL, RS LR B
(A7 E DR T 3 SR BE M AR R ML, TR SR B X — R I 20N B0 T R 175 50 LA R i 2 A
e

T E ARG A, HRToE A 2 S B4R R I 2. DL LA 7 TH (Elliott, 1995; Mazzola
etal., 2011; Webster, 1994), J£ KBS LT LA 55—, 3R 5K/ 5 A A E (Pichot et al., 2021;
Weisberg, 2015). & SROMWEFEZNET . SIS QMERIZIAE B MG —, RIE ARATIE AR S AR Z 5T 8
MEE, EFZENTIRMNAILR, FEHSWEERSIAT. £, T ROEEAURITE SN A 1R
BIXAIESE, G2 e Rd 2, & RS ## A TE X (Kostagiolas et al., 2017; La-
vranos et al., 2016). 28 =, FREEME KIERAEN . B 7C R EARR T AR, B AL R a
i&(Bashwiner et al., 2016). AN 248 R iHZE, & ROMEL 2 E REH, BN S5kt —EaEnE A 5K,
B e B et A\ (Woody & McPherson, 2010). 580U, yHEH & RLEALR] . Pressing (1988, 1998)#¢ Hi ¥ &
IRANE MBI AL, B, B IRFAIR B — MEAFIS BN FE T IR e, A8 23 5 0 R s A
A2 ZRE L B, AT R & R OISR NERE AL 2 SO P T IRFE T8 SR 1
5, TEAWI ST B FE e A . AR ELA I E I SR R R

ARG MR TE RS s R EAAIE L N . B, T E S (Beaty, 2015; Da Mota et al., 2020;
Limb & Braun, 2008; Van Der Schyff et al., 2018). ATl 5 & {5 B — e/ EF Bl Wit it . JAHE A sh &%
B NI R, B 23 3 10— AN K (R B 10 35 B P AN W 52 S AS A AT 18 22 1) & AR 5

][l
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%5 (Nettl & Russell, 1998; Pressing, 1984). ik, W& 7 AESKE . & I RAMEMHMEZ B A4
TR, Bl — B 2R, —BORESE, A AL E A GIfE(Després, 2021; Dhakal et al., 2019;
Donnay et al., 2014); FK, & SRAE L X 2R, G109 K& AE il 2R3 BESAE B Wr | 341 5 (Kostagiolas
etal., 2017; Lavranos et al., 2016), HiFihfatsFE, BIFEZHEMIFMFEFRAZ IR “8H7 ). L)
KL, T RN T A% 0w A A R DR AR B RN o A T BT R O G R ) R B3 1 A
EnA LB AL T AR KA.

2. BFRBEMRIINANE

I E R AN X AR S A OHER B L, T DAFE BhIRA 1S3t — 25 1 i P R 4 32 1)
INHFRE ML DL E B 5248 i 8 SR )3 1 R AR R g (L 1] 1) 20 tH 20K Webster MG B2 (171
MERE T — A RONEVEEERA, 5 REAWIEIT (Webster, 2002, 2012, 2016), HHiC A% ¥z kAl
(Coss, 2019; Webster & Williams, 2018) . fe ) (AL RG] JUANEE s 56—, = AR AR S A mT /b iy,
RN 2 X T H H A L85 IRMAEE, vTLVEFEEmES . REdx S, B2, %
MY R RAE KB AN G Y 2 RN 4 . o R B4 2 — AR R 4, FEM T RZ
H 2 RAHE B, TR B4R A TR R4, FEH T IET8E G (EH AN
OES T M AE . FRBURMESEAN AR, 1B S ELERFEME R LA SISk %1t
A EAE o A R AE it AR AR BRAMX T AR N FE RE D FIVEAS I By, T HLBE 5 EESRAG RF 2Rl . BIO%
B, REBE I B R ELEVEIE ML . — RN ESIHUERGER, XFEIRERTT G M BIE 7K b
1= (Benedek et al., 2014; Eisenberg & Thompson, 2011). {H& KRB M2 H KA Z 7K, BARKRBLAEA [H [
FRYETTA HEWEWAR, XAREIE— @R LK 7% & RS M A A . BARBATT R &%
RONEVER B X R Sy, (HIR SR o BAR R N s Qs Y, AT IR LR BN, B4
WHESG R, 556, R EE0E TOEZ ER™= 5, maER SR H T HI S > AR
Kit. g, TATARERN— A B SR ENE 77, NVEEN & SR A 1 2 A (@ B S aE . &
WL VR BOWTEE) B AR .
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Figure 1. The structure model of musical creative thinking (\Webster, 2002)
E 1. BFREMBHEEIRR(Webster, 2002)
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Beaty (2015)iA A7 SR RIS QIE & — AN RFEE RO R, n] CASERT B &= AR 8 i H B A 9522 5] ifE
st 14 ) BN DA AP0 U 5 S B A DG IR SR I . A EL T3 SR A MM A TR, & SR ED 4B A R s
wr, HEER G AR, B H T ORIt IROT 7T . EOT FO BRI 5T, U Le 35 b A i T AT 1
we LAFIAZ B Pressing $& H BURERSAH, il o R RIS G B2 REARIAE G 2 4R s Al Jen 18 g o
(145 S 2H i (Pressing, 1984, 1988, 1998). Z MW HEIAKD . JERANEUE A N LIt 2, & — RV iR
LRFR, (ERE A LR/ MU TR AR SO 4, s SAREHR TG SRR HEEE . RN
TERFEd, S5 E B BRI RS RAEE S . X WA R & R nT e RIS 5 — R R e
B FPRAE, X FPRAE LA IR BB R T AR 1 7 AT AF . IR Bl %8 02550, B RN
B M A IS SRR RO e, A 34T 9 B0 R 35 A E Bh 4k (Pressing, 1988, 1998). %A% A HARE HEH|
B ZR h FE T BE 2 S FE E B, (HZ28E T A RRER . AR L2 A RS 2R s w7 40 i f) = B2 4
(Bengtsson et al., 2007). TEHEAT & SR EINAIME R FR A, AN T ZE ST 1 DL 3 SR th DA R A N BT SR )R B2
VB B, Az 5 P34 B BRI SR B, S5 A H R MR AR = AR BT 35 Rr e B 4 A DA B P 1A
X —idfEd, TELHEMFRZMEFEE, EE RMOERREBENER. Flin, HHK
FKH TAECIZ AR SR OE KT 5 IEAH S 5% & (Beaty et al., 2013; De Dreu et al., 2012), & LAFiCiZA &
MIRARTEAE ¥ SR B S BE R AT Sk 84T (De Dreu et al., 2012).

KSR, B R RIAEME I S R AE R — R, FEEOURRR . B, SRIASKIIME
F, X HEZR 00 R RETE S ik o AT 5 RAE BB ERAE M AN DUEAE . & SR OIVE i FR A2 78 A 4 50 1)
St BORBEE L, FRAHTA. MURE HOE R A SRR . JLR, SR R OMERNESE RIS, RO AIE
& TR A B PR 58 (B R A B o [R] R 95 2l ) SR S I 8 1 S AT D DA A B B L AR
e, sRAGNEM BN EEME. FRENEMES LR A Fim L7 RS T R “8 B fE ]
ML 225, ETOAMEEI U RBHERL, TERFE & R DL ARAER 26000 T R HUB4ERI 3R & 18
Y2 AN (1928 ELAE AT (6 ARt s 1= o SR, B M B 2 KRR B BT iX b i R
BRI AR, 25T R RIS AU 1 STHR DL FE 96 145038 — MR B PR i STk R AT a8 2 — 4
4+ i (Beaty et al., 2014; Jung et al., 2013). U, FIFHASFE KT 13 5 K BTS00 SL56 R AR s T
AR TR RIS AR I LA Z o F i DX i T e %

3. FIREPHEERYFRZALE

B, WA (Electroencephalogram, EEG)# %4 F T & & IR GME A IR &AL o b S Bt
FE ¥ HL A alpha AiUBL(9~13 Hz) il beta (13~30 Hz) BBy, i i # HH AL PR CRA - P98 € 1] RO VE IR
Z5HF (Cohen, 2017; Klimesch et al., 2007), J&# 5 HILIETERE, A5 E MR BORASH (Gola et al., 2013;
Spiegelhalder et al., 2012). £ & 5 BRI M BUAEAESS Hh AN FT AT B2 57 (medial prefrontal cortex, mPFC)<x Hi il
B e R P 1 alpha V%3 % (Camarda et al., 2018; Lopata et al., 2017; Sasaki et al., 2019). W&\ AN, mPFC
HAE SR ALY alpha Y RIS B8 AT 55 A5G IR P IR0 0 AR T H RIS S B 2R BRI A
% (Beaty, 2015; Landau & Limb, 2017; Stevens & Zabelina, 2019). %40, LAMEH B 75 LA TELd E LA
PeBEIIZRIE SR K RIS GIVE KR, 832 RIS N GRIV & AR 5 R B & s sy, I HAE A AR A
B =1 alpha W BHE Bl(Lopata et al., 2017). 554h, TERDSAIEAT S A MU FT A5 (dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex, DLPFC)f i £ b 45 15 i 55 £ 1 beta J% B2 i 5l(Beaty, 2015; de Manzano & UlIén, 2012; Sasaki et al.,
2019). HFFEH NN, DLPFC mIREAERIMEGIEHER B L FAMIEIERH, 7 TAEICIZ o OR B 0 Bl i
ZIERF, A BT MR N BEIEAE B 3 55 B R 40 4 I SR ADRE DL SRR 5 21 & SR AU

K EEG WL, ¥ K REERThEERILHR (functional magnetic resonance imaging, FMRI)Aff 78 12 5 1
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%, IXEGHE I F BEOCTEAE QU S AR ARG 28 G S0 A5 =X 1) 22 S o 910 S A B 9 Limb AT Braun
(2008) 151 FH Iy i b LA BSUAG K M ) % - SR AN 55 S5 A R M 23 F B S0 V23 AR BN R R 3y o ZE RIS B A,
AT I T mPFC 30 LA S DLPFC H () 2R3 « AH 58 58 A0 1 BUAE R A Lo 78, M4 )i 1 8
YERIXUN AR, QGBS AN E AR AR~ MR . A o+ B R MR
Yt iR, T2 RGEEF A A AR RE R R IEARE: J538 75 B I T A8 B s A
BT BIE, R LR A Z (Nijstad et al., 2010; Sowden et al., 2015). H4E 3 461 A K0
B, RKHEUSYERIR & BAEN A I R E IR, FEESCRE T RlE v i e AR R, REUE
Yt KA GERIA R B YIRE % (Gerlach et al., 2014; Jung et al., 2013; Spreng et al., 2010); 17 -4 H 4k
REVPAL 5 EOARPAT IR NS RS A o0, BI TR ZE0 7= A8 i ARVESE i B AT 42 1] LA SR 7 & 45 8
£ 4B SR (ENamil et al., 2012; Jung et al., 2013).

BRI 1) 9 2% 1) B 2558 BARIRAE — AR BIE MU L S ZR R I &M &iss, 451 1% 5 (Pinho et al.,
2016), X% (Liu et al., 2015)FIAL3E 2 AR (Ellamil et al., 2012). 7E45 %35 AR ED X EGHE R —TRF R A, E bk
BHRTEAE FMRI A NS SA B 8 25, SRI0 20 i IR (R %3500 ) A0 8 8 ORI/ VR 1 8 v ) P A 2%
o BEFURIL, SEMFAMLL, EHEEFMT, AMESMURTE . ENHTHEs) & E AT R K JEI
EBVBAK . BLAL, B AMUFT AR 25 S T SN SR, fER &M T SHTash M dE s . Bk,
BT 825 B SCHF 1 Qs P e e e R P b T2 RN R0 SR S 2 ol (T 4/ 1) R A 48 B 222 8] #% (Pinho et al,
2016), I HAZEE R TR IIE LS 5 OHE S KB B AETEAROC, T & 42 H i B % B E S 3%
PEEYEE MG, BRI T 3R B BRIRIBRAT 421 X 4 Xof 35 R RIS R R 5 B, (R B35 5
UG PERAFNIN TR o 1A SR8 ZR ) — U 78 vh S8 B bR ] 1 XU CRY B AR AE . AE SIS,
W TR EAEAZ R AR — 3R AL 1) 2 AT B FE B T . AR AR R B, B0 B E e TR
AR ARE s FEARVEVRAN B B, Bl 7 2t BS X AA 1ARE P . SRR, AR B AR BE R
N2 X B SR IO, VPA B BN 51D 7 A0 T4 ) 90 2% 1 X R BRI X 2 - X L R R 0s , WP EE 2R
BI3E MR 7R T B3 M R4 R A AR P AR ARV DA AR A5 B R (A 2 Bl (Ellamil et al., 2012).

5K, BRIA - PATE G 28 (0RE G 0] Re5 45 8 QIS PEAT 55 1) B AR TR PR R (BN 45 2 — > 1 8), %
HRRAATRER LW NI TR T B RAEVER A . AEAIR B, RIS PR PR ) 50 A
I BRI AE Ll AHXEHT T BB RET, BRI 4 B TE Sl 2 0858, AT 42 il X 4% (1) 35 30 gl 4 4 i
(Bashwiner, 2018; Beaty, 2015), [KI24 1 A1k 21 w57 B 7K - 1) ¥ 4R 5K 1T e 7 200 22 (AT SR AT .
R, AR 5 R4 R, TR IR R DM 368 23 38 R T HA A6 A7 ST AT #8 l Jo IX PP s 5820, T
FHINEZFAEREXEEEE L. B, AoaEEE— PR E DLPFC, 18It £ il B i H ¥
(Transcranial direct current stimulation, tDCS)$& it 1 A Sk, %A 5T &K HXT DLPFC [ BH B £ fil B it H o)
WOMDE T F 8 R IRIGEZE, (AR T 2l SRR I 22 (Rosen et al., 2016). 17 BRIA W 28 FlHh
AT T ] W 2% B BB 5 P E R o AE R e 00 R oekss . Ltk D WA O AE 2% H AR B o R B BRI (Liu et
al., 2015),

B AR RIMAMEIR P Je 55 2 BRI 25wt A3 S RBR X, 491 4T Bk & [X (Temporoparietal junction, TPJ)
BN A5 2 Jah ) R A 5 (Liu et al., 2015). AR 7L K I (Berkowitz & Ansari, 2010), 7& BRI X AIE S FE A,
LB SR FKAM TPY 32Nk, XA e BT T b AR K IFATIE 4 D RIAR 5y ke — Fh 25, DALt
)T RS R E S A K. BRIGBAAL, & AR RIS B E e — e HAd i X, 5 i A2 SR IR 2%
AN BB XA . DU TSN TS B B R AT 538 3 41 vh 23 8] 7 THI G R B8 % V) (Bashwiner &
Bacon, 2019; de Manzano & Ullén, 2012), AHELZ R, R AL AR]85 22 3 5 5 Bhig 5)) J 2 A 5% (Cona &
Semenza, 2017; de Manzano & UlIén, 2012). Da Mota %5 A (2020)# F 4TS 45 4E [H) & 30 1 22 e M VA5 1
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B AR BRI ZRH W oE T8 I8 B R 5 0 4 L 1 R R - RS HE B el GRS A 32 g e R o € £
A 0 2 s T R SR A

SIS, B AR DX B AEAE AR AR R PP PN BL, 1 22 8 A SR AR 5C R BRI 0 45 F) i
AR, JaHEREBAERRIBOA S MPAT G RGO R, 012, 1E8shfas X
WIS T HARMX A EE R, AR & & R QLE AR s R A A A B R B 558
HAFHE R . REACIENE AR TIREMER S 5AE—ERINR, BT E 318 A 2L
PIATERE, HFEHZBCERKHIFEM, KA HESA RS AR QI 20 .

4. HRRE

LR PR, EARGLENMZREN . AN BYERIME AT L GE . XA, s Ak e 7 (51
WG TE Y. TARICHZ, ERSE) SR R IR I AR . (B2, DAER LR Z R R T A A LY
VRS A SRR SF AT [ OS2 57, B B (A 225 3 SR RG22 L], ARV R 2
FERZE VAL A BEAT Ja SEH 0 M e Rk, ASCEZNE R QG TERI PP A1, DL RBIA T EhE1F
S BE B ARSI T 7 ) AEL

4.1. FREEMERTMA

FEMT S R ANE VR F AR FR T, B 8 A 4EREAh, REEPE(Dreu et al., 2011; Miller et al.,
2016; Nijstad et al., 2010). ¥4 (Gorder, 1980; Silvia et al., 2013). i& H P (Kupers & van Dijk, 2020; Long,
2014) A Fe 1 (Han et al., 2021) 0 A] LU SR PPN — & & SR AE B LA EEE R S A b o B 1%
LeWARRR, FAEAR B (entropy) Bt FARMUR T EHER SR, R KABURRE MRS YN
FERNREAREE” , EE BRI, T VTS & 557 51 B % FE DA S REVE R 2 AR AR . 3R bRiE
B8 =AK: 0 e (B B B A F R/ 20 A0), 1 B (55 R N A = 1) o AL 43 A ) A
LempelZiv & 24 % J& & (Doganaksoy & Gologlu, 2006). PAFAEH “g” 763 RO M AT T e (it A B 1R
Z. B, AHFFREY, RERRE SRR RS SR A& R B HETIN (Przysinda et al., 2017) FIANAf & 1
J&HI(Hansen & Pearse, 2014) 558 ; Daikoku (2019) 1875 & I AR H AN 2 MR LEAE il X A A B 2
TR, FHFN NN A & P AUHT A5 S B i Rl e 2 1T KNSRI BiE ), A4 e 6 5 019
DR 74h, ARG T AR BT 8 R GUE A E SR B G0 i 81 3& 79 (Daikoku, 2018;
Pearce & Wiggins, 2012), Tii{EN—FEEG i HRlR, WA REEELZMER . LT RIR VI
EF REIEVE )2 MRS, ARS8 <87 RIFM il 7B R B R g, ik
bR R AT SRR A SN, AN — S TR A T, ek ERE L BRI,
PRI A SR 50 T8 A A 1 ) 0 B Atk 7 AN 75 488 FH R ARV PP Ak o2 AR 4 B2 04T EPEA, T g NSRBI T
R B IERR .

4.2. ERBMERZNISMETEIEN

BIRUMER R F RONEMERIBT U 2, (HR IR g R T Bl i 4 S 48 41 R QIR B i 50
A (U S22 iy ) R S ARk ) 7 R, 5 SR RIS IR B (R BBl SRR S 11 A 5)
A i D e 4 0 B AT RE S R AR BUAE PR AT o AR AR, a5 A T ) sh & 5 i s A T
BN [) B kv 548 4 (variability), £ 5E P (stability) 4R FR, BT 2% 73 b R T S50 0 2% 1] 0 245 P Rk
S PRI FEARA o 9] G 3 3L B0 25 i W0 246 20 W A B0 v UG AN B K B A Ve s 223 3 BT R 53 28 1Y)
R mi(Sunetal, 2019; Beaty et al.,, 2018). HAl, fE&RELEVEMMPLLERI A, DA RN EAR
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175 SRR ORI T BE X 4% 3 B R B R AE AR . X AT RE S K 2 AR AUV S5 B i 22 1 7 =X, I [a]
FREEAET LD, ARAEINEAE — AR IS (8] N VG B0 % o TSR I TR] A BT 1A T /i 32 B 35042 1
SRR, W7 A SRR R B AR R M R B i . TRk, BEE B AR EA
(naturalistic paradigms) )% 2 LA K 23 BT 7 7% ) Rl (Sonkusare et al., 2019), Emily S. Finn YUNREE#HE S
ARSI W TR 2 N B A2 Bt 7t “ 88 =R ” (Finn et al., 2015; Rosenberg et al., 2016). & KAl
VEAER— P A S R R m I ANE Y iE s, AR SR nT 4. TRESDAS 1 LR 2 (0 p Wl 1
Wi =R PSEIR T RHIE . A TR ST, 2 AR R B (Multi-Voxel Pattern Analysis;
MVPA)FI&E - 5 /R AT KA (Hidden semi-Markov model multivariate pattern analysis, HSMM; Anderson et
al., 2016)5 )7 EKIR AL E R OMEM B MANS], A BT QLS N ZARQIET 9 & 2 A ki
2L

4.3. BFRUMESIETRESAHREH S

RIS AN BB H R AR At % B A1 H (Clarke & Doffman, 2017; Macdonald & Miell, 2000;
Sawyer, 2006, 2014). Kupers & van Dajk (2020) 42 H I 144 B X%l /F B3 A4 A it 1) 77 XoRBH S AN [J) Mk 2
(LE & AR QIVE M5 B 3h A& 5C i, (H 2 S FT I TB] AR B v, I L 0T 1 1) B30 B4R A DA RE LR
SERG RS, RSB E AT LIS AT Z0 40 AR (Near infra-red (NIR) spectroscopy) 4R 7t & SR BHE I & 1EIT A .
TE MR A5 BARE AT b, 32 5 20 R BRBE 2 72X 10 AU A BRI AU S A [R5 L = A
= DMN #03% (Chien & Honey, 2020; Nguyen et al., 2022; Oren et al., 2017; Silbert et al., 2014), L
W R e S BT R A T L S0 B R AE (Zadbood et al., 2017), {HJE DL SRS AR RS B AL
e 1 2 A AL KOs AR 2R R A 9T At & RANEVEA Z A RIVE R, HanfE i “trade fours”
AR TR OME R & EAT v, B LM N T SRR SE, (ROX A8 AT A3 o0 00 = T4 jm) 52
Wito ML ROMEAT AR AFAERS A4 RS BRI OCIE. B, — & REIFI& RIEM, MUBHEE
H AR S VEAT 9, WEFESE =F N AR IR R . BeAh, AR T BEA W 7T i O SO
I R EALAEAT N(Nguyen et al., 2022; Zadbood et al., 2017), 4ifa &EAL % &1 1015 BB £ —4
M s, A DB IR I B4R S R R B S AT D B DG BRI ) T V3R AT A0 AT, DU S v
R B R A AE 3 M RIS i X 5 K i o R e A =

SE
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