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Abstract

In this study, a questionnaire survey was conducted among 475 college students to explore the in-
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fluence of opennesson creativity, and to explore how attribution style plays a role in it. The results
show that: 1) There is a significant positive correlation between openness and creativity. Open-
ness can significantly positively predict individual creativity; 2) The process of openness’s influ-
ence on creativity is partially mediated by positive event attribution style. This study reveals part
of the influence mechanism of attributional style on college students’ creativity, and the research
results have some implications for the cultivation of college students’ creativity and the promotion
of creative behaviors.
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1. 518

QG S E RO B2 GUR I EEE R, R T AU A E R R Hd, RTA0E 7 5 ARSI
FAARZRIE(P ZLL, A0, 2010), B0 2 G RIAKS215(2006) IR LR B, B o a k. AR,
PRl LS5 AR XS 613 J) A BRI . BT AR B AR E v, BRI SRR B RS R I 5 B
JIRIFERNOGZR, 5T DUR RS 5 B0 MR 1 B3 07K P EAT Tilfili . H T SO0 K A% 5 811 75 5%
RIRBBONIRN, WHARY, FRRERS P G3E A 4 52 10 15 13 N4 FH (Sun & Jin, 2009), %}
256 R T O B3 7 1) 5 35 TRl - (Chang et al., 2015), ok, TR S500iE T AR B %
KAMINFEFET(Guo et al., 2020).

FEQNIE RS FE b S PRI LR 1 R A, RIF TS 28 B T Q13 719 4ERF(Csikszentmihalyi, 2014).
Davis (2009)%f &% 5 6i& Ty 2 8] K R 1 70 RSCEBAT O R, BRELS IEREmeliE), Hi
S P 588 B2 R g 15 RS S Q3 DA 55 R AN TR T AN R] o %o AR 2 B 2 A RO R U 3R B, B 26 an A
BT LU IN-&AF BUBTRE I (VF 2, 2015)0 XD XU ORI TR B, SR A R XU S fg i i S B
SRR I I 26 18 AR 56 (X1 7K 57 5 1998) o B LT Sk, VAT BR] IXURR: 51 2 14 175 26 156 TR AW T 2 T A TR 613257
AT 5 i e 2 1 A 1K) 7 AR R VAR RS 5 03& ) Z [ OG &, DKV R JRURS £E T IO 2 0 B3 )
R R FERIVE R, XX — U A I FEBEAT M 78, D AH SRR ST S A B 1R N SIE AR 4

1.1, FratEx f1E DR

FERPEAE AR FLAGBI—ANYEE, 5013 T8 AH S (Feist, 1998). I £ (R T FH 2 5 i 00 5 1)
E, RAE T HMRE IR R HEE S Rk B GG AR R, RO R e S5 813 Ak
AT AE R IEAH SR A4 5 (Hirsh & Peterson, 2008); & #fF 70 f# F Gi&E 71 A W6 HRE B Fr 9 5 e g
PAS AL 2 53 DI R MBI 7 R A0E ), 455K BRI =7 ik AR B3 ) 35 5 TP AR B
FHIR (Wolfradt & Pretz, 2001); A B 58 4 FH 48 L 1 A B R0 56 0] B3 p AT IR, I I8 72 e —
501038 S A7 10 535 00 R I A HEEE (McCrae, 1987)JF8UE 5 AMASERR R DL A& AT A B FRIFA 10811
F1¥ B P8 35 1IE AR5 (George & Zhou, 2001; Batey et al., 2010).

FOICJFE R, 0 2256 = B FF TN B 2 N S Fef 5 P SRR AR RS2 . JEVRERIOE AT, B R0 B AN B A%
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EIERES, IF HAGUR T 825 A4 PR PR (BT ARV (McCrae & Costa, 1997), IO AR ITFAH. &
THEZ I ERIRZ M (Costa & McCrae, 1992). M BRI ANTELRS, HERARMN . F SRR
HY), MAZHATH . S AR A Y (Costa & McCrae, 1992).  [RIHIF R i AN BE 1] BE 7= A= 613
PEAREANBEST M,

HH A4 5 45 (2005) (5 SCHR A gy s g T BIE D NI NSRS o, R B da 0 2 IR R S5 F
J, X5 R A BT A R R AU T Ao O BRAN AT T B S R A BT R IR R T
TIEAR R E,  3X — TSV R A TC B REAAS SE L, AT TBOME A ACHEE 10T 87 175 455 I 2 A6 1) - 3817
250, TR R AN T RS, AT {8 A 2RI SR E 1) T 2 g U )

fit, $EH DL R

Hla: FFcME S 60 7147 7E 2 3 IR AH G

Hib: FFJSCH: IE A T el 7

1.2. VAR R TER

VS PR RS A2 48 AR R I IR R R, 2 — AN AR AR 7 30, AR O3 A
JAKE AE VA R A5 P 0 e (Ol 7 7, 1998) 0 AR — Pl RUAE VA1 ERTIXUR: 1R T 2 32 31 A A% 7% B8 P 2 i)
(Richard & Thorleif, 1998). — R, VB XM ] LN =NGEREEATRI 3 i/ RER . INFEISME . FaE
IAFaE o QnRA A B A 1 U DR ) 0l . IR AR S, 0V R R I A R R Rk AR AE AN
AFasE, ISV R R R . BIFFE A F K A M A PR AT T 5 A AR I A R KU 5 4 AR 4 2
PR ER, SRR, TEFFRE LA ok AN, U3 R RS S R W (4= S, XS, 2011). BAKIE
SR ONREAR I R B, O 2 B0nT AT 2 5 5 PR AR I OB U BRI (5K LA,y iE, 2012). i
A PR S RIE 158 B T TSP TT DA S M AN Ak A 14 U5 BRL XU

IHFE RN, AT E CECI BIAT A i VA PR B s e AR AT 1B S5 1 AR IR ATy (1) ik
75, 1998). A HEAFIAE T EAMEAT A G A RN AL, XS T MATE R RA R AT R
(B PR, 1, 2010). HGIETRI . BUARFIAT NS R IAE AN ERI(E SRR $577). Ml (R A1)
BERK) . RERIRERIER), SREBEWEG. HEEEEHERAR, KERgsRIaRARZE
(1. FANESER R BHE A, AT DR B B0k 55, 1998), R EAMARKITTIEITRE (L E S, 2016). X
SRR T AR R, FRER, AMRTERS AR 2RS4 00 F R 2 AR B
B(EAA, HMBE, 2011). BERREONEMEER R —(P4k%, 2005), HFRRH, XHDBZ
HiE, stolEKHATaNE M B 4EiEs), e TR ERAE, H—erinEiERICREBE)E,
HoO s B LEVE B ) RS SR B B35 IR E ()1 1, 2020). BERFERCR OIS ), AMATEE A5 IR
A58 (Hahn & Lee, 2017), iX— s fEA5 FH SR 284 f5 Y0 Q) St 15 il /A F 7 R A4S 31 1 SCRF(ER I A, 0
i, 2019). JuArMTASREN, HESE AT R CE/NT, TRkin 2, 2011). ER0TNEAERE
TREIRE TR0, HAT s RS AN B 7740 308 & (Fleith et al., 2002). AMAR E Bk, Xt E D HPE
Wt AR, R 2SR50 B ), RILE ST, BB &A1 75 (Silvia & Phillips, 2004).
AR, KT FHEH R R RS SRR IG B 2 0 A5, iR A KT, i m L aliE 7K
o

25 FAR W LR, FRAGRR WRE] 1.

H2a: R U3 DA R E M 5 G113 7 2 TRk AR AR

H2b: AR F A4 I R XURS 72 S 5 B 7 2 TRk sRA A

H2c: A= PR KUK 76 T T8O A gz el i A
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Figure 1. Theoretical model of the research
B 1 RAREBILER

2. ARAZ*
2.1. HEAMBPELE

AWFFCRH B REREER. HNb 09, RE% 10 RN (EBX. BETRARE . R4
FRoR 2k b 28 R A O SR B . e A e R 5 B 306 43, 4RJF R ) A 200 4y, [RITUACH R i)
AL 475 4y, HRELE 96.15%, H4E 176 A, 5 37%, 4299 A, 5 63%.

22. fiRIE

VAR R 71 25 = K FH Peterson %5 (1982) 4 il FET VA PR JXURS 7] 45 o 281 R DT 9 K 2% 007K 75 2 DU AL AR B 5
N F AR T, LA C BRI A RS, S0 B R RIS B 5 (fE 2240, 2009). iz R IE
12 M s, AN RANAEREL, AR RS &R0 7] 0 R EAG R
(Copos) (B 41553 H0) ~ T4 A Z 14 & 1 43 (Coneg) (T4 AR Z5 1475 43 AR ) A K s A e 23 (Cocen) (RRAR 24
13 SRR AR = Ff, RS B R, TR SRS B AR, S A R R, R KU
R AR B A — S R ECk 0.876.

TFPE R % SR DeYoung, Quilty A1 Peterson (2007)%w 1 Big Five Aspects Scale 1] Openness
NER. ZERLI0OMNEH, BEAGW, “VRETSRZP”, “WARZR” 2 “WHAEZ” , KKH
1~5 %3, 1550 N H MRSy o AV &3 — 20k RECh 0.728.

B3t S718) 2% SR James Al John (2004) %4 1) Creative Personality Scale (CPS), 1% & # k#1101 H ok
B TERAME F S HPN I E “OlEE” ATRISE, PAERRER AR 2 0 45 (16PF) il & “AH R 11
MIH . ZERtL 20 NMEH, @, “SHEIARATRNE” . “BARR” B “RHEFERR”
WRUCH 1~5 45, 1350 580 AN RS o ARV & A 35— B0k &40 0.787.

2.3. BURSHT

AHF AR SPSS22.0 A1 MPLUS7.0 X $d #E4T Gt it 40 Wi 5 A #E
3. MRER
3.1 XEFZERERLE

KH SPSS 22.0, A Harman 17572, # A inl 48 HAE MR R F s H . SRR, 3t
A 18 NMHEFRHAER AT 1, Fr s — A EFAEREEE N 12.23%, /N T 40%. KB AT FAAFE ™ 5 1)
KE M ZE (T, AL, 2004).
3.2. RS ExoHFMEVTS T

R 1R THTREIIE. pedEE K A MM RE, TR N, RS AE ) R B IE
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FZR(r=0.57, p <0.01), Wil 1 Hla, [FIWF, JFBUMEH 5 AR SEAF VA R KAk A A6 23 B IEAH SR R R (r = 0.12,
p<0.01), HFERIFEFE XIS 0iE ) 2 83 IEAH S (r =0.11, p<0.01).

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis results of each variable
=1 ETENWRAGITREXSIER

A M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1) JHgcE 38.53 5.57
2) B R XU 13.03 15.51 017"
3) FRAR A I PR A% 86.25 15.09 0.12" 0.60™
4) THAR A VAR XS 73.22 15.70 -0.06 -0.47" 0.42"
5) Bl h 66.76 9.61 057" 011" 0.07 -0.04

H: 1)n=475, 2) KR p<0.05 "THRp<001, THRp<0.001.

PPy B 22, i 7y 9 R AR BEAT [BRGA . AHSRGETHSE RT3 2 Fos, WTBUEH, JFK
PR LAY 2 IE 1) U613 77 (B = 1.05, p < 0.001), H1b £33 T IR 1E.

Table 2. The regression analysis of openness to creativity

= 2. TR RE DEI RIS

HA & B t R? E

Kk

FFtE 1.05 14917 0.32 222317

E: 1)n=475, 2) " KR p<0.05 “FRp<0.01, THrRp<0.001.

3.3. VHERBAEFBIEREIEN X R PPN S

DAFFRCH N B AR &, A J7 o R AR B, AR A U5 DR XU 905 0 AP U R XU AR A ) R XU Ry
AAER, A mplus7.0 (1422 1E 1) bootstrap 7575 & HliFE 2000 REHATH A8 7B, 45 sk 3 fr
o AN 95%E A5 X HIIAE S 0, AR MRS B S AT U DR XA T AR S A1 DR XU
PRVADE RS () o RS 24 2, TR A N ) Al T HE 20 ) 4 0.08. 0.13 AT 0.09, H2a. H2b il H2c 1531 |
Il .

Table 3. The analysis of the mediating effect of attributional style
= 3. VAR RASEY R AR 3 4

h AR T ROl B 95%E {5 [X [A]
FERR AR VAR XA 0.08 [0.02, 0.14]
VAR SR VAR XA 0.13 [0.06, 0.19]

AR KA 0.09 [0.05, 0.14]
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4. 7Fig
4.1, VAERRBEF AR SLEHF b ER

UG A 5 — BOA R P BOETE R A o 5 0038 S oA I AR R, (B2 = X A &
Z AL IR AR R o B FCE T VAR RS AE S /e &, SR T A B KU ZE TS R 613 g 19
MR R IER, FEAE T LUR TSR,

T, S ANE A& B IR ARG, R AT DA 2 O 1] TGS 7K. X AR
W9t 45 R —E(Wolfradt & Pretz, 2001). BRI ARXS TARTF IS )N LA RRE s 1) A3 2 FIER
ANHIZE: 2) SEREIRFE B 7 NIt s 3) A e U IR 1% 71 (George & Zhou, 2001). filli&
AR 06 (AR B RN B PR A R R R R, IR e i R O AR B (A B . 2 AR B
(2015) 4w il (17 K F AR TR 2 R v, XU A 4 5 AN SRR I, L bl A HE S48 ITE 3
SRAEFIIAL G B RS I 2, X iR 50T/ ENMREE Sz, g fEE
WG KB AR I ) ER 30 R B R EE = AR Y B Tk 75 %6 LA Be (Parnes et al., 1977
Amabile, 1983), FEEEANGLGEIFES, X RGN A EIR 0K, AR S vk o7 20 o oL B U A 2
W R AN RE 7, BRI O e A BRI VA AR SE R BIE I FR . R LG R A B, i
MRS, TSI A N YEFEHE5 603E 1A & R IR BR .

FLR, AR RS ZE SO R 13 g (0 52 % 4% R FE RS A R B, XA BN H B B 5T
ko R F BN AR VA R XA BE AR 0, B TR R AR 2 R i PO AR . S KA, TR AR
T 2 A AFRE FARRRR I VA ER o o RSO A A (R VA R g AR AAT TAE AR A v A 6 0
ZMBME. BEESHRMESEE R, (23R G ORI B 8z, Rt BA & B 5 KT
B H HKF.

e EE AR 9 i B3 T BRI I DX 0 TR BIE ) B I 1 45 1 /2 — (Martindale, 1989), JAEEH
B FAMARGE T . MBS B S X mfliE 7)(Redmond et al., 1993), {55 E41E B S IE
&R A ORI A ARG &R, XFBRIERSS ME—MES, WA SR ARRIMES, R
IXAMT 55 75 B O i M b fE v o] R A A (Hahn & Lee, 2017). SESRUE, UM IS B 44 )3 IR A =4
(3B 7 HR A S M B3 7 IS L ) U B 6003 70 I 7R B, i ) 5 A AR AR 8 B IEAH SR (/N
S,k gE, 2011) . TR SR SR AR 75 3R DU I R A BN S A T 4RI T,
H5HBEZEMEMAMEI, KWHEZE 0E J 2 AT . B BBk R N A ] 2 3 AT 01 i
(Sternberg, 2005), fATEIAEAE A CHIRESIRE, FECT SHRA0&EES). BELar W, FFEcE
AN T AR FA A R 7 s 613 T . B VA PRy SO AR S VA R g R AR A 3 R O A
SEL BT =EERENRMER, B ST R RO AR XU, BRI B A

iEH.
42. ¥, FTR5RE

A FRRALT: —J5H, ECHPIFRIER b, R 7 55 XU 1638 7 =38 Z 8
KA, AR T L R0 R e AR (L K e J 3 )i AT X =B 2 h N 2 TR SR R BT AL, 4
JTHEAIEE VAR R, AW RN IX U4 TE; 53— O, ABFFCENS T = ZRIER R,
WUE 7 IR, UEWT T RSO AT R KRS R SN I 77, AR VAR XURS T R U DR XU
AL AU PR XA LE T TR S M 132 ) (R B A% rh B AHE B i AR, SXON SR AT BOAR SC R e de fit 1 3
VAT SEAIE A A
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KBTI R T E5E, FANRZAERE, GO0 T H AR AP A AR —E )R
PR ok, Q&R R S = — 8 SR, R FE AT 5 IR BT B B 38 PEAT 25 Sk A B M Al
Py fea, AWEFONREBIIT T, AR T 255 = AN AR R I 18] A R R R AR AR AL, i SRR FU AT LAKS
W IR BN T D4R TS E LI, JB BRI AN ST DR XURS I8 5 4 i 1) A2 Aot 3 77 5 mi Jy 2AN S i 568 2 2

5. R4t

1) JHUE SIS A7 AR B2 RS, TRk AT LU 25 1E A T €13 77 5
2) AR U EET JRURS A0 S 8 T XU AR R A U R XSS T T o 1) 32 3 PR S0 PR A3 88 2 v A
fEM.
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