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Abstract

This study aims to explore the relationship between creative personality and creative self-efficacy
in college students, as well as the roles of fear of negative evaluation and creative anxiety in this
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relationship. Using the Creative Personality Scale, Creative Self-Efficacy Scale, Brief Fear of Negative
Evaluation Scale, and Chinese version of the Creative Anxiety Scale, data were collected from 430
college students. The results revealed significant positive correlations between creative personal-
ity, creative anxiety, and creative self-efficacy, and a significant negative correlation between fear
of negative evaluation and creative self-efficacy. Creative personality positively predicted creative
self-efficacy and also influenced creative self-efficacy through the chain mediation of fear of nega-
tive evaluation and creative anxiety.
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1. 5|15

BEERH AR TE, NATXBIE P ) 7 SRANB B 5y, ey s KA 1 A 4% N S IR B3t 1 8 e B 9 A ATTHR
PFRRGEIE B, 2013; World-Economic, 2016; Daker et al., 2020; Ren et al., 2021). 4R S K i F
ANETRE R — LRI, AMARE TS S IV B QG J1 R I, AR B TR A AR AR b 73 v 3 2 1) A E (T ik,
T, WIKE, A, 20115 Tengetal, 2020). A/ 7045 R BoR G2 EH A& AEEAENS 1E H T
BUH4T N(Du et al., 2020; Qiang et al., 2020; Tierney & Farmer, 2011). LA FIE i (social cognitive theory,
SCT)IN A, HIRM AR MAXT B &5 IR 5K AEAH BAE R —Fh B 8417 (Bandura, 1986). Bandura
(1997)it— 48 H, Ai& V)R I BE B A 2 — i = B H 3Rk e B T I, Tierney Al Farmer (2002)
feth 7RG TG shxX — i 3 e, BIE0E B R GE K (creative self-efficacy), TR MAX H O
A B — A5 AE G B AE PR (7K 5015, 20115 Tierney & Farmer, 2002). K222 55
FRONEEANA M EE S &, RPAERGIEMEEZ I 34, RE KP4 B RAGR RS TRA)iE
PEAA BIRZOHNE, TUANONHE SRR B XEEE RS M. Bk, R0 B3 TG
MRS, — 5T AT LAERE B35 00 B IRAARRIR S K 28, 5 — 5 T a] DAE SRk o d m KA
6 B AR, FE R A TERAE S E .

B PE A H% (creativity personality) & s M /MARIIE M 7 — EEFER, HSAIEARABEREGHEVIN
KFRo QG NS XFROIE ], s 50IEHA K — RIINFEFR, fefE MR IE g0 & g
RENEMEAE SR R ECEILE, /NG, H4k5E, 2014; Hughesetal., 2013). Gl AASAE Q&M IS b
RIS WER, £ MEMAIIEN:S Bt < IR (455, AWk, 2007; Cashdan & Welsh, 1966; Feist
& Barron, 2003). ‘EEHEERES A0 BRI wRIFNMERRE ST, TR RGP (Cheung & Leung,
2014). AT E RIANEME AN ORE B ErE. RIEME. SRR R SRR Sk,
Wt X A AR B RO A A WEESIL, (OBEEAR . B IRRAAERS. |z BN T A
Ly(Runco et al., 2006). {EVFZALEEMERFTH, GFa. BRI, BRI R B15E 7 1R R
RO (R gk, DR, 2007; Rudowicz & Hui, 1997; Torrance, 1988). T4 R Box, Bli& Tk A& AD
B 7 B B BB IEA K R (T, 2019). WA R ILEE A6 & B R GERAA &
25 1E 5] 5000 7 H (Brockhus et al., 2014).  ABAMEBF SR IRATAT BUK I, 61 B IRALRE RS Bl 1t A A& )
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AR, QG AR 6 B AR ABRARAC R, SO AR 1M B 3 = 6 = E
TR Rz, REIEMEARS /MR EA BRG] & B RAEEGS G EOME, 20165 51451, Mk
S, TS, 2016). TEIX AR IR 12 GUEME A RS 1E [ B A& T B13E P A

B PEAT R (fear of negative evaluation)fi A%t A A7 T BV A PEAT A AEAE -5 BV E (VR AEDTE, 2002).
MR O BRSO, AR SRR (L an G136 M A ) 2 8 A 0] (8] — RO (EL an 7 VA ) 35 58 2 AN R 1Y)
AR ANV, FERBUNFE B N2, W= AN FE AT ACH A, HaE, 1998). B
FRY], R 2 NASFHEHEON 7 PE 2R B A B2 A OC I, X NARRHERIE s i, e AME
PEEE, Horr AMEIMEIX — A A% 4 BE B BRI 7 v PAN BRI, 75 A, HUIEAT, 5640580, 20135 Hazel
etal., 2014). BT AME 2 5 0% A 2 AASREIE, ARSI AMIUHE . #1285 (Li et al., 2015; Russ,
2013; Simonton, 1996; Woody & Claridge, 1977). & H AT ARG R 7T 4510 18 H B P A AN 6 i
PR ARI G R, H R 2 B 78 4510 8 S NSRS 7 T PR AR B T E A, R RA TR A
THU A 1 A A 0 i PR AR A AR B E . Ak, BIREERIEK B 1 1 2 WIS R RS A s 2
HHEEAN 53 B)K R (Bandura, 1986). 4 5 [ PP RARIFE BEAWTINGR , sl 2= A B S & S 145,
M F B AR IEE IS AR BRI, 8T E, 2018; El-Alayli & Baumgardner, 2003). [F]F£
ML RAEUTE D, 220, e B F AN R WA R 7Sk, BEERS B IR AR R IR 1 O
FROAFER, £8, &R, £ H, 2019; Koyuncu & Bulbul, 2021; Lowe, 2000; Salomonsson et al., 2013).
BT PEAT R S DR 7T PPA 7 AR R R RS, 1) 1 FRSRE I8 A THE Qs P A3 A HL A 1Y) B R Ak e ek,
S HATH ARG OO AR B TR R A 57 I PPN BAR I OC R, (HFRATTRT LTSI 7 T P4 R AR 0 61
H IR R A e TR o B2 Tk, FRATSR A SRR 2. SR VIR AE GG P AR NG B R AR
KA A ER

1)1 M £5 FE (creativity anxiety, CA)J& i MR G011 14 45 (1) £ J8 (Daker et al., 2020; Ren et al., 2021).
Darker KX [F IR T IEMABIEMEAERER, ZERNE M OIS M FEA R4 X R N 2 Bk e 4
) B R (L AR B B S AR AS £ R, T2 At B i 1 L4 (1) £8 B (Daker et al., 2020). KEWFTEEE FINA
I NAE LD B R . RIS 2 B A B AR RO, 20185 X, 20135 7 5HESE, 2005;
BEZLGT, 2007; J5%E, 20105 LEf, 2021). GUEVE AR NANE DIGEREZ —, R 5EEEVEHSCHAME
O FRFUT NRFEGEEA NN, B, 20205 5KHE, 2002), Al A R & AMATE BIE M N F - 35 T I8 2]
A FETE 4 (Ren et al., 2021), FRATTHUIN A3 M A2 FE X QI AAS A IERfmiEA . 54h, DA R
By, — M ERAEER SRR RSEE . Bl S EA R R R B M SRR (A
B, XB, 2000; Sanchez-Anguita Mufioz et al., 2018; Lee & Yeghiazarian, 2021; Onyeizugbo, 2010). Kt
AT & VA 8 TT DAIE ) T 6 3 2 FRRk AR /8. BT DASR S i v 3. Q3 1 AR FE AR Qi 1t A A% A
B B AR A E A EH .

Gilbert (200 1) O EEEAAE RN, #EACEERESR AN 1t P SRAF AR R AU D)« (B3 A N 1 47 T VP
fr, PR AR A s A S N R AR, A S TRHA R 2 2R A . A, #EACFERE AN
BRI B AR R B MR EAL A 20 BEOGTE F R, FRLEE S A o) 87 TR0 AT 58 233 = Bl B
BEFEG, SARE, I, 2013). AR TR AL AT EE R AMATE TR AR VAT 5 SOt (R S . EE AR+ 58
FE RS HINTH R (Bautista & Hope, 2015)0  BUFRATAT PAHED 57 [ vPAN AR R AMALE HEAT G15& MG B 1 i
Farp CFENMIOAEE”, B FE O AMA ) B13E M R B i R VT AT 7= A 5 G P % 20 (1) £ LR I 26
TRV BB AR 4 SORTFO AR Qs 1t £8 AR B P A& A1) B R kA e Ak AR
H.

TS BB SCERIRATAT L 7, Qs NS A E IR S VT R PR A £ R T T T
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REAWBTTARZ , AEE RN DY 2 2 [ s ma pL b R, BATMER GG I A% 0 B B 3R AR &)
EMHAAA %, LK 1.
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Figure 1. Theoretical model framework

B 1. R RAELR

2. Ik
2.1. FARIR

KA, B G R EAT I, SARRES RN —80n &G, JLEREIA L
3 430 M (EREERN 78.2%). H B4 177 N41.2%), &4 253 N(58.8%); 18~22 R 398 A
(92.6%), 22~30 % [IHR 32 N(7.4%), PR N 20.83 +1.81; 3R 175 A(40.7%), FEEL 171 A(39.8%),
TE67 N(15.6%), SR 17 N(39.5%); K— 84 N(19.5%), K 168 N(39.1%), K= 98 A(22.8%),
KUY 64 N(14.9%), BFFRAKLLLE 16 N(37.2%); A TFEHNIRBL) 245 N(57%), EIRHONEF T 185 A
(43%).

22. fixxTH

22.1. BIEBHMEEREE

K 5 2 AR a1 (2004) g il 101 3 B FRALRE IR E R . X E RO RIS EEG &), 01RAK
a5 (6 @)Y AN E &6 ) =M mRUR, L 17 /MEH. K4, 10, 15 RAKRMATS. K
AR 735, 1L (GEEATTE)R 4 GEETTE). 50 BERR0E B R E . 7T
BRAE KA R B P B A RSO & 2R EGHIN, 20165 22445, 2011 HMSEE, 2019; 7K
SO, 2011). ABRFLH, RERM R o REGE 0.868.

22.2. BEMARER

K FH B BR IS A PR B2 I B MR QP EAKE, 1R BIIE ) 0 — Pk o) R IR T I R AR (MR 2
&, EARM, 1999). ZMEI 50 MEH, M “TEEFE” 3 “BRAFE” , KK 13 4. ZEEE
HaNgEr, Rt 1 AEE, Kb 2 MARAT 8 Ao 14 NEE, Hbf 2 NEEA R
oy MR 13 AEH, HAa ORIy Bl 12 N8 H, Hod 3 388U )T . & 4E
FEAR 5 RS YR E S5y, BIE T AT 2 NN YEFEAR 73 2 0, 45508 s AR R BIE M A AE 7K1
AR 1A v B R EON 0.865 .
2.2.3. ERGEITNEIRER

K F 67 R 6 T A/ 24 4H B 3 (Brief Fear of Negative Evaluation Scale, BENE)F Tl & /M A& 6 [ 4 2%
PHAKE(FRAEHE, 20025 Leary, 1983). R —IL 12 M8 H, HA 4 B0y, N “EERFE”
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B “SEEFFET Ry 1~5 4y, mERREE N 12 U5y, S B0sE AR RN BAR AT S . A
YN 1 5 B TR R BN 0.959.
2.24. BIEMKEER

K HAEAT J5 1 A ST ki ) i 4 £ FE & 3K (Creativity Anxiety scale, CAS) Wl & A& 1) @1 i 4 £ [& /K
(Daker et al., 2020; Ren et al., 2021). H SRR A% M 42 FE 83K f A1 14 42 FE (Creativity Anxiety, CA)FIER
18 1% 45 FE 5 52 (Non-Creativity Anxiety Control, NAC)PM i, BEANERE (L 6 NI, Qi 1 AR e g
W B AMARALE TN 5 ZEAE M B AL = AR RS B N B2 B0 FE RS, JEAIE M AR R & MR EAS 77 Z G M
M5 NESZBINER. RATUSTN “BR2A/E” 3 “BefE” . ZEREKAEAR
BF I AR — B AW T, B 1 AR S LT | AR Oas 1 £ PR A B | e BRI v TR R0 0912,
0.738. 0.705,

3. &%
3.1. HEFERERR

K FH Harman B8 G 23HT LA AR ERG S . S5 RRM, BHER AT 1 KR4 204, &k
FREME N 21.50, SRR 20 bR 23.63, /NT 40%[1 1 FAE (Podsakoff et al., 2003), & WIASTELE ™ 8 3t
[) 77 ¥ 2 ) L

3.2, #{ER G X 94T

SHEE H R RERE . GG AN TUE IR RYE AN G M A R I S AT R E A e, SR E
NEEME ARG S0 R EERE. CEME AR R B B, QG S AN 2YE . JEG)E A
EERENML., FTENYE. WHEEFMMHEERBEAEE 1.

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation matrix of variables

= 1. RLEEMRGEITFIEX REBIERE

M SD 1 2 3 4 5
1. OEPE M 114.06 11.451 1
2. G B IRAER 48.91 6.909 0.602** 1
3. STV A 34.74 11.711 -0.287" -0.709" 1
4. QlIEMEEEIE 20.65 5.309 0.499" 0.648"" —0.486* 1
5. EQE R 15.98 3.907 -0.199™" —0.274" 0.269™ -0.173* 1

FE: p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001.

3.3. GlEM AR ERMERNEE: X PAHERE

3.3.1. &R EY 5

W 2 fivn, R NS T I BT R R AT PR AR B . ARAEAH DG T4 I, SU VA R AN B
PR ERF A — BT R A A I I SE it 24 ER . AHEFE R A Hayes Ziffil (1) SPSS 2 F2/F Process fi
fF, &HE templates 2 AR 6 JEAT Z 0N 4T, K56 67 T PEAN RYEEL RO 636 14 £ FEAE B I R AR Al i
EE % Gl P L P A

A AT R, GG M A S35 A7 0 T T DR AR R E(B = —0.293, p < 0.01), EEEHLIE
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TR T A3 A R (B =0.182, p<0.01); F7 T A Y IE 52 325 Hh 17 ) T 1 0365 M B2 FE (B =—0.169, p < 0.01);
WA A N TR, s P AR AN 3 1 2 EE 1 i S 25 b 1 1) T30 6 2 1 FR 2 BE I (B = 0.206, p
<0.01; p=0.307, p <0.01), VA RLHE 535 Hh A7 m) T 61 5 B FRL AR (B = —0.293, p < 0.01).

Table 2. Regression analysis of variable relationships in the chain mediation model

2. BRAPNYEERTELRFNHR

EEpiyE BAAE RE EVEES &S
R s THE AL & R R-sq F B t

S PR RAR BB 0287  0.08 38.387" -0.293 -6.196™

BB AME 0.614  0.374 128.938" 0.182 9.819"

) A

U RR -0.169 -9.356™

A& MM 0.843  0.709 349.391™ 0.206 11.37"
PN = ES GEds PPN R -0.293 -16.637

G AR E 0.307 7.149™

VR AR AR E A ARG AN BE R Tp <0.05, Tp<0.01, "p<0.001.

33.2. HEXPNBNREMSHNERST

W4 3 fios, AR ZER N HES 50 E 4067 Bootstrap 226 A RS HEAT HE— 5K, 40 Wil = %845
HBEAT A A RN 56 e A X AN it 45 R0, LA PR B R Ay &%%%tﬁﬁﬂfﬁow@wa
CI = [0.06, 0.12]), A& &N A AR 2 B4R A1 8N 0.06 (95% CI = [0.03, 0.09]), PAFATHPEN
RUE 5 )i 1 e R oy A A8 B R R AR IAT B2 308K 0.01 (95% CI=[0.01, 0.02]), Fr A AR &1 0.16 (95%
CI=1[0.12, 0.20]), G VP RYIE 5 03 1 A FE 7R QI P AR 6 B 2 3 TR AL I 1 [0 3508 o () B =X A
YER BT

Table 3. Mediating effect values and effect sizes
F3. PAMNESHRE

Effect Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI R E

S RKRE 0.36 0.023 0.32 0.41 100%

BN 0.21 0.02 0.00 0.17 56.82%

ISR I 0.16 0.02 0.12 0.20 43.18%

Indl 0.09 0.01 0.06 0.12 23.64%

Ind2 0.06 0.02 0.03 0.09 15.33%

Ind3 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 4.18%
Ind1-Ind2 0.03 0.02 -0.02 0.08 -
Ind1-Ind3 0.07 0.01 0.05 0.10 -
Ind2-Ind3 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.07 -

7£: Boot SE+ Boot LLCI Fl Boot ULCI 43 5l #5381 fim 22 57 1E 1 5 4315 Bootstrap y24k T I TAT B2 350 B AR HE R 2 95%
E%E[‘lﬂ E’JTW*IU:EE BEXAIAGHE 0, WA AR B R K. BT SUE R E WAL

Indl: BIEYENME— AT R H 0= E&‘)&HEW

Ind2: ﬁﬂk.fé)\*%ﬁﬁﬂk.fé’@féﬁﬁﬂi HIREE

Ind3: BEPE NG — TN R tﬁ\qﬁULfﬁi’Efg’HﬁU = F R
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Figure 2. Chain mediation model of creativity personality predicting creative self-efficacy

[ 2. Al ARG S B R R R PN RE

/

4. g

AWFFEIRDS T G E AN AR AN G B IRALREIR A 50 3 A N FBAE F LA AT S RGBT, AP R
ANGI I 1 £ FEAE Qg P AN 6 e B 3Rk pe B gem hiR g b M EH, HX—8XP M ERBES 7=
AT UV BMRRESL R AER, SIS R R A ERT, S PP RN 613 1 £ R 1 B
X ERH .

WA BRI, AP AR G i B FRALRE A R I IR R T E A, a2, RA et
NAERE BT B A B S i ) 6 R AR . GG MR S 520 6] i B A% e R e RIS AN LR R
T, FRIE T RGO ARSI E I R R (R, RER, ERR, 20205 5%
55, 20165 ZEETT, 2019). HI4ksE, EEANLRE (2005 AN IMER B — B RE, JONBIEME AT
AR O HE AR TER, A MRENE R IER A O EURS G 5, @ g k. fEgk. AR
PRI EE ) RIEAE . i, FRATA Y S G1E AR BT MR AR A SRS A8, A S I A
N, FEHATENEVETE BN B2 5 = AR AR, A TR A B RS & S 4h, AT E G e AR
RS IAMA, ACBIIE M NAR R BT (AN, FEEAT B3 & Bl I e o A= b 2R, 2 iie) Tl
B T RGN B ey LB R 22 B, ABATTR 61 B R R AR OGRS K, 9215, 20085 BRARN, BN,
2020; King et al., 1996),

GEIREW], GG AR IE W] DUE /R T SO vr e B R, BT B E AL ’ESZJ“‘EEH']

T, G P AR AT DL A T A7 P AR . GG P AR BB S, MARIIIR R &, 14 LF’E
AR IR L S TS B CRe A6 R AR A HTEBE{EKHTAﬁEmEﬁ*T
HEMESR, BB HER, 7R T 7 PEAN SR AP S, MR BEANE B SR (YR 45 2020).
Sy J7 1, AP R E SORT DA e S0 6 R RS . KA I BT VA R RAR BT _E P AR
BB B, ARV R BN RS, X W UK S, MRS R A R 2 (R A
B ATONEERES) b, AT AT P AR A B SRR IED X R R KA AR I E TR Ak BRI 2 A
S 5

AHIE T AN P £ RS UE B Gt P ARSI B RS R EZE P AR, —J7H, Al
PENAS AT DUIE ] Fi000 613 VE£E R . 255 58 55 5Lk 32 U ZY (the model of excellencism and perfectionism,
MEP), AT i G It NGRS IR 224, FL5e 36 35 U0, BRI MGG RUE 7, AN 24T
QNEVEAE STt 2 A R IE 15 28 (Gaudreau, 2019). 53— 751, GEVEEEIE R 161 & B 3B RER.
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2505 BER N R, ST OIE ARSI, 2o g1 S BRIV, 1 6IE M AR B AR — Fh i il i 44
ME WAL T fER B N, FESERUE SN TIABIH bR, AT EZ AL Ty, HAE M o 8
%, drmie s ME RO E B AR B (Turner et al., 2011).

BATTR A TP BAE— & AR S I B R A B A R BB I . O3 M AR BT KPR BN
PEBRSS, AN VEAER SLMAT, AERAM AP, (BRI QS ARSI, A4 TX B & 2R,
FAAERNEVERE BTG S, PTUONIREE S B AR, S TAMEVESS 7, AMA R B SR uE AN B3 1t 7= b A
136 B R AR

T2 WA T e IR, A FANAAAEVF 2 A R R SO it 77 . B 5, BT R
IURESE Bl oy BRAE R AR X —BER, hREJE A TR, Semt 74510 il e . A Ja fEI (R A& 5 o vr
I OL N RSB RFEAR KT B AMA R HK, 7t THAN AR S, TR 32l 3 W s,
TEA Ja I SR TR EIAR TR E N E, LR E R ER . 55, AR ER T fien g
A AE SN R AR, REEE AT T #OIE AR 6 & B AL B s m HL .

5. &g

AHE T R R 7 R T EEE AR B B BRI, LU A DA R R A
BRI ER, WIS R T:

() BBETEAR SRS B RAEEK. SRS RUE 2 LA, G1IE M AR5 5 PP R B 35 7
R, I RS G A B QLG MR 2 AR, B A B RE RS B T AR R
FHIEAR,

(2) SAIHPPA BRGSO B 5 E FRARE RS2 ke AR

(3) BUEVEFSAE QUG TE RS X QI B BRI o 1

(4) PP AR AN GIE P AR REAE BIEVE AR B B B AR R B R iR B R R A

E&WH
VB K 2T T AE RGBT I H BB H 45 . SWUS23032).

SE 0k

BRI RNTE(2007). H/NEEAEQLE IR . B R RS R . OBEAESHE, 23(2), 36-41.

FRrt s, ZEEMR, W K(2020). BE M ARSI KA 008 B AR RIS s shL R AR . 7 0 2
e 28(8), 1272-1277.

MRAEF(2002). H 284 RPN AR 525 R AL R RO AR Gtk P[0 B A 445, 16(12), 855-857

AR, EARAEQ016). T AR Gl M FI Q03T B BB IET CURTRE SIS, 7 [ B B IE, (12), 52-55.
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LGYiE T i 2.

HARKARE(2016).  BYE 1 R T 555 9] 7 4 G 1 LA TEZ 8 6% [ FERCFEIEF 2 M) LT TEA. Wl A8
X, B H e R

WVER, B8, KSR, EFHH2019). HARE ARG B FEREE R BARBUR RN R 5. 77 LH 5 34(7),
657-660.

WG (2018). FEEEIA-FILA LTSI O FE (RS B T Hila 19K Z . WSS, 2T JEU R

Bighil, MRS, ZEH35(2016). Shor B IR BIE T ARS GUE B RAUAER S 0E IR R, JLRITTEAZ IR
LF1ER), (1), 60-67.

ZEEI(2011). BYFf H FEACFERER XN G VEL LR AR TEA. WA 3, Bt mE R MR

m =

S
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