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Abstract

This study aims to explore the effect of gestures on the solution of spatial insight problems. Expe-
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riment 1 investigates whether the gesture simulation of different angles can solve the six matches
problem according to the spatial characteristics of gestures. Experiment 2 explores whether the
beat gesture of playing the “V” or inverted “V” with music can promote the resolution of the tu-
mor-laser problem according to the directionality of gestures. Experiment 3 makes use of the de-
scription and simulation function of gestures to investigate whether the simulated gesture of the
opponent image can solve the 17 animals problem. The results show that the gestures play an in-
strumental and functional role in the process of solving the spatial insight problems. The gestures
consistent with problem solving improve the solution level of spatial insight problems that are
involved in the “Special Process”. In the future, more attention should be paid to physical move-
ment and physical training in the cultivation of Creative Thinking.
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1. 518

A o L ff ot AR 8 AT R XS ST B R D BRI T35 (Special Process)e Ay ki i i
5 A R AR AN R, B A AR A . BT SRR B f# (MacGregor, Ormerod, & Chronicle,
2001); RJFEIHI . JoRL ] g v BB, TR0 B8 BB I TE BUBT R B R A AN LI A2 (' %), 2004).
@ AL (Business-as-usual) . A A EiE a) 85 R a3 g e o E A AN R, P ERIE A T s an
J@ILE. FB - H BRI HTESESL A 5 RE O AP L4E) SkRIRAR inl 1) 1k 7 %2 (Fleck & Weisberg,
2004; Weisberg, 2006, chap. 6). FIF{ER R IC T 1T 1E e /735 78 B AR B0 57 “RpBRn Lt D AHifE
BB AT v AR D R IRRE SR (BR BT I “ABYE” ), BURSR RIS (A “ 2Bkl B T SR 3
SR A A BT A B TR ), SRS BRI CIHE” , EUE A EECER RIS E R 6
FUALFR UL YOI RE )RRt 2 2 SIS LASE T, g AR HA R in) ) e e R AR ], 38k
ATEANER . BIRMZE, ATRAR, W53 S 1B S (Ormerod et al., 2002).

CRRERRIN UL SR EEIE LR E O AR SRR R HUARER L SRUMEUE b 4b
A B 5 A 1) A I R — Bt . RO A — E IR, RUA 2 R 7 VSR AR U 1) R AR
(Bowden, Jung-Beeman, Fleck, & Kounios, 2005); £ 8] “f@// - HEAH - Wl #H R RAEDEEL T2
IR, DK 43 1 e R A e 5 R BN 22 8 R S DL B SR W 22 56 11 e K 36 17D G Bk (Flecks,
Beeman, & Kounios, 2013; Fleck & Weisherg, 2013). [Flitt, E5EBEIRMARMIE, BRAZHIX BRI s 84
K (Jones, 2003; Weisberg, 2015). {HJ&, PHFIEREE AR BRI S B MR R IR R AN ? HRLE
FRERIRT . “REERIN L BEIERE YT, BEER W RUALE” RN AIE R IRREE TUIZR? Bna iR &
IWHIERE, B E N SLIRER SR, WA — A AR F B A YIZRTE RE ) Fe it 1 T ik
FRITT %

H SNBSS A AR (BFE AR B TGN 30, IS B & B0 AE) RN AT 9B 3 5 R (Anderson,
2003; Gibbs, 2006). i ] FEJAE A EIN T—M773, RSB S R . A0, SEAE
o] R AR et A o 32 B4 o A DL R 9 R4 H (Spiridonov et al., 2019): O T EMEAEH . B 1kiEzh R RHATIA
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GRS ) L B o ) ) — NS, e Re AR B e K g e, (RS R T R . Te IR = i 1)
(7SR A AR, Chronicle et al., 20045 J\f# i [a] @, Ormerod, MacGregor, & Chronicle, 2002; 7SH# k%
I #8, Scheerer, 1963), & Wik I A BEAE AR WS [ @ (Anzai & Simon, 1979), #2iEid S kAT k
i HR A 7 SR R AR R 1) . i ke T 2 ) B s Bl 42 56 (Weisberg & Alba, 1981; Kershaw &
Ohlsson, 2004), Bl fif ko) UL 72 o A Fl 1) £ 4432 3) (Thomas & Lleras, 2007), 5 AT B s 5l e S 15 7] @5
k. @INREVEIER . S RIZS EHES SRR, NPT TR RTT R BE | B 2L (Grant
& Spivey, 2003; Thomas & Lleras, 2009a, 2009b). “ 5 ] A fgt vk — 0 1Y) F4KIZ 5™ (problem-congruent
movements) £ P [ i F2 T =5 A 1 731 ) i 1k /K SF-(Werner, Raab, & Fischer, 2018). Hudn, 78 5¢ K HE 47K
FESSI, AR IR G 18 B 12 51 23 175 ARl AE M o il /IS LR B0 76 AN [R) 16 2 1A 47 (Werrner et al., 2018); 7£
i O LR AHURE 10) RN, TR A S 4R B A R 2 e T3 F B2 07 e At 5%, B N A B 2 i
] T PR 2L B /5 Ak 578 AT %% (Werner & Raab, 2013).

BRItk 7ERSAFIE SR, W il @ g FOR R ATE “IEdie b7 1) “ES SN dfE, Sk
TE ) R P R R = 2R TR S TRtk rfE . Forb, B RRg “ TEREMAER” A FR N #EE
PP AEA, B SRR AL E” R R AR, I BRI Bk R B AT AR R, B
A R EAIAEIRAS S BARIRES Z IR B SRR “TDhRetE EA” A F R MR MEULEIER, B2
AMATHE “fBR7 I, 2R GARNERES, JoriR oA v 8 g, )i b 55 21 ) B R AE T
3, HEmEE s “REERIN T IR A B, 7R BRI 5 R HUAGEL” SR ELAR T,
HE N T Sk “— A7 MBS TR BRI i) @ 1 R &2 — A “EE” 5
CHRFERINLY AREE G RN A RS, H S ARE RS E EEAEA . S ARRIE T RMEAERE, e
A CHEAACER” W Y ARRIEDIREEE IR, BHATE ERRERA B SRRk T, R
fEAMASTRE “B)5” (Wang, Lu, Runco, & Hao, 2018), Jff&& A liits .

FAE A F B BRI TR S B A4S S0 R ) 8 80 Al e 7= AE B2 (0. - Chronicle et al., 2004; Ormerod,
MacGregor, & Chronicle, 2002; Scheerer, 1963), {H'E A T7EMERENT BN E AL & R0 T HAMAER, ¥ S 1k3E
MRNZGE G PAT BYER TR, B Ay WA AR . I I A /> BT IR sE 1 5
A ) T EEMEAE I (Werner & Raab, 2013; Werner et al., 2018), (BB IIEMR: SR RAE IR, B Z4A
NRGRIZE) “HIB” . CEA” R TR R, X SRR R A R R AN R . DR, AN
FORE T — R AL, UE 5 R — S SRS S Re AR I RO L d AR, e
T ) R R K, e B ) BB IR PR AL AT R IR AR

B2, GiEahiXAZre, WifEnEMREL, KRR ERRN “FRIX RN & kizs) 77 5

XA (AR ) B RS . EEIE TR R @ M AERBEFR? CFRE-DANRNERE, m
SHAESER ez, BABFLLIEE S 7 (McNeill, 1992: p. 12). T /D80T 78 IF S2 T35 i o) 8 1) fig v

FEAEZM . Ehlnn, Friedman Al Forster (2002)38 i SEEGESE, T 25 il i gk b T8 1o 1 1l 3 T R
BURBG N T 7, FREA SO AR et tE 7 8. Thomas 1 Lleras (2009a) &3, b NS0T (5 il R
Re—BIZ Bh) bb e A i T2 5 W R AR X ) AR PR . )2 (2016) R I, e R IalA B
(5 in AR —BIE ), ReS AR LR VYR AR R . @ AT GBS (RIS ) 2 1 ) 4y
NS, FIEIE. YR 2E% (Dominowski & Dallob, 1995), A, 23 Al 5 ] 85 (1 fif ok 75 B0 £ 1)
GGz, —BRHEEMRE — MR 5 — 28] SO R N P A B D% A A (1)
&5 (Cunningham, MacGregor, Gibb, & Haar, 2009). MEHEk 15, 2% [A] WS 1) B BORT 43 Ay 2% [a) 4 1 1
B\ E BN =), 7R (O7 R Eh) . 23 B R (HEF B B) & =38 . ARBFFUE R DL B =2 e
oy R T =N SR A (R ) R, SR = 5 ) R e — B T SR LT SR o A v 1 2
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BEAER . SO 1 ACASTRIZE EREH AL AR A, IE AR FE RN T B REE B /SR K S RE 1) L F A ok
KV S8 2 WA DT RS SRR A A, BSIE V BT R T ARt R - BRI R RO
S 3 AN R (AL A, SR FRoBH T Re it m “17 R il ifg sk-r

2. SEEE 1: AERIUFHINRASREEBRE T
2.1. 5 BRI

SR AR e AN ) A FEE e 0 10 1 P HE A, 8 A SO T 95 R4 et/ N AR K S I e ) A R KT
ScR B SITAALL, AR TS ALE SR KCEE ) il i RE P s D s vy, Sl D

2.2. #ik

84 % K=, CFIHERE N 2049 + 243 %, HA B4 41 &, LA 43 2. FIrA BRI AARITF, M
FESFIEM A IEE (4.8 LA L), LEFE, JoRom S ks s el Ak # O .

2.3. SEIOME

BN /SAR LR ) A4 ARFNZE . /SR S8 e BB SR FH 7S AR A TR B 1R K SR ARG 4 AN =T,
H A 5E B K S AT R — A = M TE I 52 330 (Katona, 1940; Murray & Byrne, 2013). 7NAR Kk 2& n) il
A SRS . i R) ) = 4E SRS (R I AR, BV K SEBE R — AN IE A HEAA
2.4. LW FIERF

FRREPORE i &, LR AT NTFRARN TN, S AAEREDFRAANTFA, HEE
N: 1) MR, 2) SRR

A iR

EA G SRV o 5 I A $J5 2
1min EEES S ; .

JE A5, 30s

—— (—3£ 10 /> tria) ——

Vv

Figure 1. Process of experiment 1
1. 3% 1RREE

SUIG 1 (R 1)K E-prime2.0 AT oA, KM R IUE 14 ST RN o as B, ZOR
AL REF 60 cm MURREE, BEZBSIGL R, SCIHFLATT, F s YR SR IR AR ST 5 ) 43 HIO 1)
flR R BE IR, DA 36 SER R S H e IEUSERR A LA RSB BL: 1) kB Be. 2 BF R e 2
SRR ZEIE 60 s, HARDI B e, BEOR T A AR B b S I I N AT B (R AL 10 A
AFEK/MEFH: 10°. 30°, 40°. 70°, 80°. 90°. 100°. 120°. 160°. 180°), #1F-4LNIHEHE LB A% (1~10
PAPY )i AT 40, AT RS RISy — 8. FAHBED 1s, RMNEEASs, 35 1min. 2)
RFRRITBL . RIS KSR 60 s, FRALEIA 7N KSR R R Ad ARFNZE, SR IEEAT 35 — IR
RBfF US4 60 s J5 R Guik N A FERURY Be B0 F IR B, M BB 6 s I — AN 5 4, B
]9 30 s, sSaid R, 2wl sent 1 il 1 V8 R n] 7R & E IR TS0, A A [ T T S0 25 0
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IR R, RN AR AT S0 B A SO (R 45 TR, SEIGAE RS, SR S0 A AR e B — N T A
(K12 5 1 (172 H IR R AR ILJE 30)

2.5. SERER
251 FHAMAFHEE R BEBRERNLG RS

Table 1. Comparison of problem solving under different experimental control conditions

1 NELEEH F U TR BRI FE R L

A5 AR AL [DREI) YN I e =370/ €11
FHAH 42 22 52.38% 5.5+ 2.60
HFAH 42 13 30.95% 6.46 +2.21

84 ZHINS 5 T AL, FHAHAMMFHPAII N 42 N, (AFFEAEFTA PR E BT g v 1 i
R AR SE B AN 1 FToR . ARBFFCRA T Giit /i itk SPSS20.0 HEAT A b3, W A F
YA AR R IR P RTI4TN [F) S 2 AF T Ak el AR ke () R I R 2 SR L o7 = 3,97,
p=0.046, ¢=0.217, AbT/INEP G R EERNIKP 2 (8], 1K 3R B T35 20 0] R A R 1 R D) 22.(52.38%) 5 HA T
2 1) R AR e F ) 2 (30.95%) 22 ] ) 22 S AN KK o

25.2. FHAMAFHEBN BB ZHRBBE R

0.60
0.50
0.40
0.30
0.20

0.10

BRI 7 R B A B L5

0.00

—o— THY4 - T4l

Figure 2. Proportion curve of the number of people who successfully solved problems at
different trial stages

2. AERRM B # it B TR (278 A 2 L f51 R 2% (5]

AN S8 2% A T HAATEAS R K B e ke 1) 78 P N B B G ] 2 B o %o A X 7E 10 ARy
BRAARES 100 JO (149 N B A9 336 AT o BB A6 56 (log-rank test) (Thomas & Lleras, 2009b), 45 5 A LT3 H 5 F4A
ZZEREFE, v* (1) =537, p=0.020<0.05, ¢’ =0.252, AT HERNKT. X PILEAFE 2547 6]
AR, PR TE AR YL/ SR K S B R R IR PR R B R .

25.3. HREEDH
LG ATA BRI BT T H R MR, 2R EIVE S EH, S H R 1) IR S
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MR (L vr oy, LR — AN, 5 ARERIAET 1H1); 2) MMM (HL 007, 1 ARARIEF R
5y, 5 ARRART ME); 3) SLIG S AR I ER(F A E LI T8 5 I SR 2 A TR ? (AL TREL,
B. #&Rgk®R, C. THEE), WAAH, AT AFMECR? o 4) Wk BOMES (g, 1A%
EHAR G, 5 ARRAEFAE) . Forb o fig v o) K8 DB R H AR IR I e s =18 R H .
G B AR, IR R FR VR 8 M £ SD = 3.74 £ 0.60, flal T L. A
A BT ) A PP 4>y M+ SD = 3.33 + 0.85,  RII[a] j I HE S Ak T i AR AE T K. FLUR, AL A
WA 1 NERBIFRE RS 2 WAAELRR R ER, A gl e 2 il 8 F5 5 ) i
2 EA R B SR TR . B, XA W BAT 55 M B L i AT MO BEA t
R, 25 R RIIE T NG FE T AL (R M VP 0 I F 3 22 7, 1(82) = 1.338, p =0.185 > 0.05,
X BHLE A [R] 5258 26 A T sl o F A0 SR A 2, HEBR 1 4l AE A FE LI A2 HR i B2 R o5 A X —
iR

2.6. g

KA 1 MERRY], ARSI B, FHREMA S FHEREE, FHRDAPARI R RE
H e ERRIEII 2R L, FHRBEMAEE DT PAR. 7T, PRI PR R RN R
KERWUE (7] B R IUVE S, T3 AR 3 B 5 v AT TR A o 2 [RDURE i) L (R e X <) 1)
L FRAFERIORMEREIAT N, 4R BRI BRI A BORE i FLT ST 55 0 I At
RILRITR . XRY, BATH B AIZZh 2 R0 AE W REAR s e AT B AN R Bk A7 . IR0 Anderson
(2003) BT/ 1 1Y, O B L B (A% 00 iR R FRAT T 4 S8R5 RE B0 2R G AE MR T Bl R B 8 rh et ) — i
PER A . AERNEE) S 2 A RS SN Z AR R AR LR IR R, M AT 550 i
L B M ta ) i 4 (A O S i AL U= B 7 | I BB U i e 5

3. SXH 2: V HFHME - BRI RRH RN
3.1 BB BMRIE

SIS H . WASIET LR BRI M R R, BRAIE VIR TR AR m R - BR5 IR oK
o SERfB: SITAMLIL, VORI TSI - B R A i s R R R e, Sl
B,
3.2. #i

60 4 KA, RN 19.92 £ 215 ¥ BT BCABIONA AT, B IEL )RR (4.8 LLE), Tot
I, W RS, JoREN SRS AR A S B PR -
3.3. SCaMRL
3.3.1. P - ESfiElRE

EIVA JIRT - SRS IR A4 ARAIZE . Il BRI . RE AR B B T SR IBOROG U B T AT VR T
HAE R AT, R AR RO 2 i R R MR, BUEREA BEREAN T A A SLRE AR SE R
il IR AR EA LY RPN PS BN N R N I WA € L s =107 2 P e e s S W 95 AT i3
IOt
3.3.2. HHMEF

AW FHER B PR, WWRE 3 CR—SRT )M 4 (B —2R%R), ol 2%
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3 A 4 [F545 F-55 BRAE S SRS A T FRORIT I8, 008 4/4 0. 553855 SRR M IX 2 i
L DUANET T 1T HA BN A AE 23 [A]_E A P A 8 (R AT A —FE

b N2
- PR w\ AN
ik e 3 /?m RTINS
e 1 e RN

Figure 3. The first type of beat
E 3. F—XNHArEE

\\\ /77
R \\] 2// ///
A 1 o NN
15 461 3
SR

Figure 4. The second type of beat
B4 EZENHAREE

FORK MRk (All Good Things) « %F RN 414 40, Bl245 4 2 FR—, R4
B, ATEVH 44 4 0 E4F. BRI AR TP I iR X sl T, R DR B A B AR A
3.4. KWRITFEF

R B IR SR aR et SEIR I B AR TR BN 30 08 VIR TR TS A T AR AR
AR Y. 1) [ RR; 2) Sulis.

B2 ] it

95 1

o

R 5E U ER
SRFT 4R 20s

i 5[] 5

60s

2min

—— (—3 104 trial) ——

Figure 5. Process of experiment 2
[# 5. s£3f 2 SRAEE

L6 2(AE M 5) KA E-prime2.0 BRAFHEAT 4R, KRR BUAE 14 S~ I IR oR a8 b, BRI
S AL OREF 60 om AORLEE, BAESCIRLTHR. SKIRITIART, Tl YRz LI N IR TUH SR )l figf e g
FI2NE, O T PRIEA T & AR — € B S B N1 40, s SEIR IO HOSE H K. SEIR T IR, ok
A ek o o SR — 5 R A 2 min, B R ENE RGBT B B AR RSB B, AR B U R
F LA 2B R R Ela B eUR T T 2 208, B eAER
AL SE AT e X AMESS e, Bl BATIT 5490 1 0 b, BEEE RIS SIS .
KA 22 PP AE AR A BEAT P 4. 30 T AL A HIA) PO R Bt ER B AR A o (B A 152
MIEEEE) . SR BOBmi bR O E b, REHRARE, POl 2Is &SR, s, it
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NIRRT B o B > PO DU - SR A 1R, RO IR BLI AL BN R A4 4K Btk
18—k 60 s Ja RGEHEN T IRIREI B, 120 BUh T3 ARl ZOR AR TERBE & AR T 22 BEHLIT 140 1
TR 2, AT HPORER A TIREE & R 5240 F, WD 20 s, SeaRidRErh, A pnlEst B CRE i
BTN EERETIRUE, WREIE IEFN I H, R BIEATR, ol gk 847 S B 2 S
RIS SEIRAHE, BRI PO S 58 1 MR H)E 6.

3.5. SEIRER
35.1. FHAMMPFHEENEEBRERNLG RS

Table 2. Comparison of problem solving under different experimental control conditions

2. NELEEH FH THREBBRIFE R

A5 AR AL [DREI) YN R e =370/ €11
FHAH 30 12 40% 5.00+1.91
HFAH 30 5 16.67% 8.20 +1.47

I F A AT AR MR R AT RS, 2R 2 For, B SHg w ) i Th 2
FAEEREZER: ¥ =4.022, p=0.042<0.05, ¢ =0.259, 4bTHa&ERNKF, X&ETHHER B
T i e 5% (40.00%) ¥ 25 = T 311 T 2L e R P R T A 1R 2.(16.67%) o

3.5.2. FHAMAFHEBN BB SHRBBNERTH

0.45
0.4
0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1

FRIAE S R RE B N\ B EL

0.05

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
LI
—o— Y --e- T4

Figure 6. Proportion curve of the number of people who successfully solved problems at differ-
ent trial stages

B 6. FAREIRM BRI AR E)7R 49 A B i 2k (5]

T S 6 2% A T RATEAN ] trial mF T AR U e AR N H L B P 6 Bt o %o 2 A 10 AN B
S I RR P N B AT R Bk B, 25 R R I T A A S M T A AR R E S,

x (1) =4.947, p=0.026<0.05, ¢=0287, 4T HEYPIKT. XRPEARFELEARHIEMET, #H
AR U ITR - F5 5 10 B SRS IR B i E R R
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35.3. BREESH

HE PRI, I ) AR B R FE 4> 9 M+ SD = 3.88 £ 0.69, Ab- T ELEUR T 1)
IR BT T ) RAEFE 14 9 M + SD = 3.82 £ 0.79,  BJIa] JB M & 4b T ELERAE I K. vk, T34
Pk R 1 NEIRBIFHE RS 2 MAAE LR IR MER, AR E 2 il A F 355 0 S
Z Z BT R T . BT, 0 PR AR IR I BOAT 55 M B L PP 20 AT SR ST A
tASS, 25RO ILER BE R AT RN R AR T FE R A R VR R S 2 R, 1(58) = 0.680, p =
0.499, FIATEA[RI LS 264 TR BT b7 F I BN B0 AH 2, HERR T 30T & SR AT 38 8 T AT 55 ol
PR b FIX — AR R (R o

3.6. 1iHig

SEEG 2 SRR, ER SRR L, FHRAPREES THFAER; 208, F4%
AR EFZ DT HFAR. BT, A FAYOR, TR A A R - 555 ) 3 =B
U, RGN T 08 s BT 52 e A e s T ) L R RS S 1S R T RO SR
BV RARFEFEAT 20T, 45 5 R R 4 R 3 i X I8 RN B P Bl 3 R AT 35 BT 5550 [l AR TR I 2R R AR
BB 2 M N TR B R A . X R BA TR PRI T 34428 3l 5 23 (R KN 2 2 B 1) SR 1 TG 75
B0 MBI . B T HRES Ry E M AE BEAT A BT I8 — &6 S 4 1a) @1 i@ U4 (Thomas & Lleras, 2007;
2009b), MARSLIG B 45 FRE S 18 )V I T35 S A 0t 2 (RS 1r) 250 P e o = 2B T EL M 528 . Grant 11 Spivey
(2003)48H, WA fRIAMERITFH, fan TAMTHSE R B ARy ), A4 5 2 5 fe Ba iR 1 O 3SR A 5
AN T S A SO B B A (A R AT RIS o IR NIRRT (1 B PR BN PRI D T W A TE A ik 72 o 4 R
CAZFI AR TS B =, Tk T XA IR 75 2, (s i ) S k.

4. SKH 3. FRAEMI 17 APEE R R
4.1. e BRYFRE

SKH H I WA RE AR A, BAET R TS REs R = 17 A sh Wi Ui kAT . S i
B STV, TR T S R — 5l S v e P A R e e D 3 Sy

4.2. #i
66 “ARER A S, B sy 1:1, BakFHER N 2019+ 251 % . Fra sl A

FIF, MASFIEMIIER 4.8 LLLE), TTEFEE, JoRM S PRt L sl A B . 66 &8kt w
B 55z 1 AL 2,

4.3. STRuMARL

43.1. +ERzielRE
ENA IR — 4B 5 1) R AL RFNZE o %) R . 17 HshWicdt 4 N A, s Bsh
HIHCE N7 $(Metcalfe & Wiebe, 1987). 1Al @UAR R (1) 88 : 22/ DFE AN A 2 (AT B 2 AR B

4.32. BR#HE

S (FURD) (i, 2010)—FHFEMEL WhiiiEd 10 F o0 P REA RN T, &g
1 A EIE RN 10 AP AR OB FRTOE N T B AR . R Photoshop i it J 14T BT 4R AN
AbER, BRI BUEAEW R —3, 53509 800 x 600, EIAGEHELMTFHMTFR. m&ILE 10
KFHAE.
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4.4, LT RIER

R B U SE AR et SEIR I B AR N TR N TR T S A TP A KT
PRI A By T i e R R

SKHR M E-prime2.0 BAFBEAT AR, FPRIBEIAE 14 PN R ds b, BRI AL REF
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Table 3. Comparison of problem solving under different experimental control conditions
2 3. [EISLReHEH 5514 THI Io] R AR B B S 3T L
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