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Abstract

Creative Metacognition (CMC) refers to the psychological processes through which individuals inte-
grate creativity-related knowledge with situational information to monitor, regulate, and evaluate
their creative engagement, strategy selection, and creative outcomes, thereby supporting judgment
and decision-making during creative activity. Creative metacognition plays a critical self-regulatory
role in guiding the unfolding of the creative process and ultimately facilitating the generation of ideas
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that are both novel and valuable. A growing body of research has demonstrated a robust positive as-
sociation between creative metacognition and creative performance, and the application of creative
metacognitive interventions has shown promising effects in creativity enhancement practices. How-
ever, several limitations remain in the currentliterature, including the lack of a unified theoretical
framework, insufficient clarification of the underlying mechanisms, and limited evidence regarding
the effectiveness and generalizability of existing interventions. Against this background, the present
article systematically reviews and evaluates major theoretical models, measurement approaches,
and intervention studies on creative metacognition, and further proposes potential directions and
prospects for future research.
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1. 5|8

TN R 52 SO RN R, e AN HAA KTE S E JR . g M hl i EE 77, DU B B4
T ot %0 B AR(Flavell, 1979; Nelson, 1999). #7635 18 % 5 H0 A =AM B RBRIV AL G 7, 40 il =2
JCNATATE, T RIS AN AR BE, Jor, sl peassT-Rl W, 5. PPN A5 (Flavell, 1979;
R, SR, 2000). JGNEIER—FRE ZAE R R, EAMERREEEXT B B PHARPIRE . TR
DR H bR A A UCECRR AT RREE IR 4%, HFPE M IEAh b R V5 T %8 SR m L BE G5 b 320 EH #s

B T A 5 AN AR U ELE B e D B FE (Hennessey & Amabile, 2010). 1EA—F m 2l A
R, JNENTEQDLE M P I E AT D, TR T — 5 S OE MRS S . B A AR I, A
A H A B ICN AT FE(Pesut, 1990). HRHE De Dreu 25:(2008)#2 Hi 1 B3 MW M AR5, )i 14k vT
CUIE I B RS TR A B A2 P A, B DA R B JEL 4 RS B D) 40 MR AIE 1) R 3% 1 5 42 R DA 45 N FNTR T
TNTONSFAE R R B A2, RIFMEABUA —FRIC AR A0 0 1 L RIS RE . 5 S 70 Hs H R e
AP K FFEE NN SS 7, IS I E RIS SR GRS, AMARTE B M TR S ARG E
By AR B S 50 B M T TH R B(Zhang et al., 2020). [RIG, B3 P TG IR DARBORR A R 5 e B A £
HIELOEALH], el NSRRI PP ST, 48 S RE IR BYEENE,  M SCREG
TP R HE D AL

2. SIS TTIAFEE RS

Kaufman A1 Beghetto (2013)H X3 H BIEME TN RIS, R GaE 1 oo N e OB P DL A i
PEEFR AR, BFE H & ALE LS RIBR B R E AT “ ATy b, andef LS ] RF 23R
DL EE R IS B B (TS AR, 20 SCR TN FIE O — M I ENIR G5 . ] Bt Fi 456 Joih
FITRE OG5, 4 BEPE To NN E SO MAEE S B 5 1S A S AR 515 ELE B, 0 HA0E R
TR S R gt AT W 5 5, IR b 2 5 e 5 1.0 BRI FE (Kaufman et al., 2016; Lebuda & Bene-
dek, 2023; Mevarech & Paz-Baruch, 2022). AMAFEANE P FE AR HE A oA mAR . JoilEn s IS
SVEEAST R OC )R 15 SRR 51 AR ) G AR VR B AT, DLSE AN EAE 25 1) B AR —— B AR Er
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HA MR BEEQEME .

TR TCIARIIS5 K, Lebuda F1 Benedek (2023)$2H! T % h R S 613 M 760 S1(Creative Meta-
cognition, CMC)FIRAESL, FiH CMC AFEEIIE M TGN AIATIR . J0 I KNI 55 e A Jn 42 il ¥4 B i) 22 4 5
1, HFE—PX A TAESZM. RIZHE RBZ TS ENS . o AR BT 605E M A5 150
W AT SR RN RN 58 X — AT 45 BT 5 S B o JCIA 0 I A8 A S R AR A M . AT 55 R B
AN A O AR R, T B FRRE S SRR . TG AR 4 S T 45 BT R RN
I%% ) AT SR B ] . ICIZAE A B H) 4 . NG R G T AN P TG IA SN 45 K DL K AE B
i kLR T A AR RIS, R SRAE S eI E A G MR A T RS BEAS SERE . Jia 252019 R &L
BT NS A ERNE AR R, HasRiE 7oA RARIGIE R, Qi A R R AMA
FEOE TSI R AP e A B E ARG, i, W . AN KR R IR, X ARG AN R B K
IARAS, T H A S #y 5 E E A5 5 (Puente-Diaz et al., 2021; Puente-Diaz, 2023; Efklides, 2006).

SRIM, M TG N RS SR AR M, A OGRS AR R R S A . B, JCINAAN R 7 2
G el A ELAE T, DA R B AT LAz & 7 SR A v 72, B AT RSk = R4 4 — S R . [T,
DA B WA A7 T8 2 SCUERE SN A SR AT SR . R, Z AT KE 7 e 1 i nahE sl
(Taylor & Kaufman, 2021). Gi& (5 & (Jia et al., 2025). AP B PR AL B(Haase et al., 2018) LA Az 4k
(Lucas & Nordgren, 2015)%5 700\ 12 A9 S QLG VERIFZM, Y E1NE Mo\ FI B S8R 4 1 L9 i) Sk
XFfo

3. BIEMTANSRESEXRNHTER

VFZ W 0 R AT 5 2 S 7~ 1 0\ A5 Q& M 2 [ R R B . WREIUZ T, BRI, eIk
RN SRR IR S AR AE 2 I E B QIS AR 55 i RIS, I (R 230t 5 = () W AE 5 AME Sk B
(Urban & Urban, 2022; Urban et al., 2021). Jiang 25(2023)HIHF 75 R, EEF R & ICIAFIRE JTHIARTE KL
PERE AT S I RIIAR I, E—ERE FWARIER SIS TS F . RIERLSRER, X
RS EH RS IPM I T I E IR, SRR s A v a5 A8 x5
WA K. MMESZT, T2 RSGEGaETE RS, KB SRS AT PR TN AL, FFER T HT
BE PR R I RERA g m . a0, fE—IHFid, RITTINEAR . JoilFn s 5 ol Fnds il 5 se g gh
SR A B Bk R g M 5 kAP (Lebuda & Benedek, 2024). Urban 25(2025a) I 58 Al F 06 B 464443
HT(Necessary Condition Analysis, NCA)MALE & AKX H 1% 455 (Alternative Uses Task, AUT; Guilford, 1967)#
Tff ) TG O R M N 5 A B A ™ i G A 55 S MR I L B, SRR, i iE S R B
SO\ FIHER K, AR U, oA I AN HE R 1) /MR T RE R = s Qi 7, FR T oA KN i It
T OGS FREAT I B . Urban 25(2025b) ) 55 — T 5Tt A B, (A1 Ik L 2% v 4 R M A 40 B 11 2% 2F
A Em ) anErE, F8 7 AR eI A B T s . BUAOR U, BAERIN AR R H ot
IWHIEIR, AR ) SRR, FRRUERFIZEEWE R, TEREE AT Fw0 SR . Sz B Reml
T 22 A AE SRS HRT TR I BB, JoNENRE )R, ShZ BReEA BRI AR I B B3R
BRIRAI R INBN 7.

SR, WA RS T RN BIREG R B, 7E— DU RS AR R 22 2 A i e v
TCIAKN B VPAE S5 AR B ) A0 F A A2 5 5 R g S 38 O R B R Bl B MR I, R R oA 5 Blid
PE 2 T 5% 8T REFFAR T LI IE A5G 2R, W] RE 52 B A R 3K 8 19 (Preiss et al., 2016) Jiang “%(2023) (A}
Fitt— e, JOIAEI S QIEYEZ A AT REAFE IR MG R . Preiss (2022)48 1, FEGIE AR B, A
F10) M 45 R 15 T B A O R RS 5 A I AR, AT PR AR SRR 1 7 A o T IR U AE e R
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IR EGHAT TS, —J7 I, AR IS I T RS O3 MR I TR AT e 2 A 200 R B
TEELRAE . 5 —J7 1, WXy RyE @R TN FE S SEA R B IR VEE s, PR E P
BT e FIFAETE AT A R Xt i A 2 (Jia et al., 2019; Lebuda & Benedek, 2023).

M2, BEEAKCFRICANERE YT, JCHE AR S oA E], AT 5 TEAR ) i 1t SR I V) A
K, EFRRELA R IR G QS AT % o RIS 0N iB.(Lebuda & Benedek, 2024; Urban &
Urban, 2022, 2023; Jiang et al., 2023; Urban et al., 2021). {HJoiAEI581E M 2 B FIR R AT REAR 2o HERT,
ARA T AT LLE— 2B PR FE T N AR G P R (R 15 R 2R, DA — B IR R n A S Qs ) BAR R &,
R A B R TG A RN SR T B 1 B R B AR

4. QIEMTTIAFEIE
4.1. [EENE

TERNE M, ABFFCH R T E RS B e A I & 77 20, s oA &R G ) S
WICINER . TCENEMEE RN G GE M IAR B R VP MR FLFR SR E R . X)X 23 72 i) 425 1
AR B3 AT 55 R B AT A AN, 045 TG IA KA KN AR (Knowledge of Cognition, KC)FIIA K11 15 (Reg-
ulation of Cognition, RC)FE/NERE . 1Z R R AT 24 T, 12 Wm0, BRI, %R0
W TAEREENR. 12 NI E A EIAERTT, SR, W, PPfli(de Acedo Lizarraga & de Acedo Ba-
quedano, 2013). 13 4 7] ARk 70 A S 5 38 (Metacognition in Creative Problem Solving, MCPS) A& & 4%
BN AE BTG 1 ] e Rl s T SV RS, RS ANE R KT RAT S5 A i e s A
4 I 35 FH 5% (Urban & Urban, 2023). JGIL 2 7] % (Metaprocess Questionnaire, MP)fL 35 14 &, PFAL 2424 HI7C
SRR EFE TN e OIE SRR B LB A . oA FIE FEER R R I B HIAVRAL, JoaliEd AR A
FEFRELAE. @EHBER . RS (Mevarech & Paz-Baruch, 2022). &F W FER oA FIA] &
PR A CHE Sk OIS ME R I, &M B 3R A 45 B R (SSCS) (McVeigh etal., 2023). fli& JEE
(Chou et al., 2023). JGIANEIEFE(Chou et al., 2023). Ali&EshHL &R (Taylor & Kaufman, 2021)%F.

4.2. FENE

TEARSS 2 TH, FEMEICARI S5y, B e AR Jol ksl soilmifsrdEsl) . ol sy
W AR T INEIR SR . TP A AT 9038 TN 0 85 2 3 7 SI2 6 Hh g DU

TGN EVAIR I8 5 B 8 A MRS BE A T GG R DL R B 5 AE R I &N . Lebuda A1
Benedek (20254 G M 70 AR AR ERAE A A4 Al F A8 A A0 A 1T PR I 7 3 — M il R B AR
JUEE . BTN, XGRS IR, MR R IR B BE EARRAE T NS INE B2 AR,
I “EF I B F ARG B A ARVE IR 2 B Qs 7, I R A O AR 6 AN 4% B AT EMAE S

JEINFOVPA I8 F8 AR TEAT 55 58 a5 B )3 MR D5 & 0 A I B, E e R ) 4 B )
i KT HEAT M (Lebuda & Benedek, 2025). 76 I I 3 B AMA B 3R IFA 5 SCBRAT 55 R 17 )
— SRR DA AT &, BRI AR YE . A BEFT) V2 K H R 22§58 2 (bias index) B fE A 14 75 X (accuracy
index) 3k B AL 6138 1 76 I\ %0 W (Urban & Urban, 2023, 2025a; Schraw, 2009). 7ERFFE 4, k24850l i it
HEBIG S E SN 2 M 25, R E—1 2 1 X E, HAEa 0 RoRim ik
MERE, EERR &M E SR, FUERREAE &R (Urban & Urban, 2025b; Pesout & Nietfeld,
2021). Rominger Z5(2022)HIHE FLE AUT AR5, LEWRIEAE 55 56 il a B2 R e aaont e AR il A8 1) 1) e
BATEVE, E R AR AR 5 VR A, AT TE B AN AR TE L R G P L 2 T D A 0 v
ik
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TR F ZOGEAMALE GG VAR 55 1 R b an T AR 4 H AR Bl S22 sk B o . St sisid 48
AEENTE B M e En AT E A, RO ERA: “ T ANIE ST R CENRAF]” SASFETE A1
THMES R ZESR . BARMS, JONEENT R I0E SO TR 4 — SRR IR AR RS, BFE0iE 1 2%
ERAE A N ANEPER 7 AR 22 e, DR RIS A BRI 2 5 . BUEM R, R
B EE S AR PR AT 25 B An R 35 A 88 SR 5 B 40 it (Lebuda & Benedek, 2025).

TCIN AR 6 18 55 48 AR AEAT 55 1047 5050 B G B A6 20 0 RIS 32 W S2 FIE 2R, an %R B xe
FERBEN B OEES I8 o AH I FUH AEAT 55 J5 B2 SR A IR 15 WA 55 B BT o B 0 B R AT 55 3 82 DA JL
B N PIRE #1585 77, DA 220 i 1) 33 14 ¥7% 2 AR PR 38 M G T4 (Urban & Urban, 2025a). BG4k, A
FUI I ) 3 DAL B 17 BT — B PR 55 ot B BRI B2, WE S5 AT AR S . TR SR
3% % & (Puente-Diaz et al., 2021; Lebuda & Benedek, 2025).

4.3. NEUBFEESRAL T ZHBR

JE FIRITEEQNEVE TN A TSR] 72 R, AR S AT RO R ) 30 R
DRI PT A2 BlpE AR . B &2 A B IR E I ER R M. N Rix— /R, TERmREFETIA
Fe 5 SR (Signal Detection Theory, SDT) TG INATIEHELL . EIXHES T, JoINAIZKF- A 40 ot
IHURZE « JC N FHEBUREFI G B . o, Jol AT 22 ) AN A S B 7K I G oA iUk
PR M 70 B & B S8R AW IR 71 oA RN I 3R 7R A8 45 78 E 55 R I/K P F B o A S iU
(Fleming & Lau, 2014). T SDT fJ7ciAF S X 50— LS RIS s OHIW, & ik
ard “ BIRMIEMESRTE” SRR AL TR RS, AEM T ZIEAMEECIE MRS IR B &
B &= R Ee ), A 7e AL 48 L 3 PPAIE & E R AE M 7o A il 24k 2

5. FTINETF ISR Bl E R R

AR, A TGN T T SRR BAS AR, 4552 Te N I ZR )M AE 2l R B )
&R T ISR E A FFEE AT (Hong et al., 2016; Hargrove, 2013; Hargrove & Nietfeld, 2015). JG4>
Bréi RIFSCHFFX — 458, R TIA 10 B THHRTHAER GE v L 4Ese 7y, HAERWME S RiG T 4E
bR AR B AR E (Dignath & Biittner, 2008). BUA W 7L H 1T FUE 20 3 A FERFE S I 5 R
R PR R4S o

5.1. REEI

WREFHIE T S REBITAFAR, 51 BT s AR ST, SRR, Bk
W5 BRAPAERE ST T — BRSO = — 2 WIS Bildn, JE R S 2 A 2 AT B 2 (think-
aloud). FEHEHIN S AR KB I 18 467730, et 220 B SHA R R I 558 5 E(Lin & Yahaya,
2025), Hargrove (2013)#id A FIBER T, 5 T ZRBIHRAK A A AL DU 1 18]35 52 7 A 0T ot H
A& PRI ARSI o WF FE 73 590 E K — 5 K DU B B St P G R T 30 T A RN 0 1 i 45 SRR,
TCINFIELE AR N RENS B 2 1R T A E M QNEMKP: BEREREE — P EoR, 25 —IKEPIXT Bl
AEONETE BRI BB FZR T RS 5T, RWHARA €. £5 -mwtad,
Hargrove Al Nietfeld (2015)%ih 17— 103 16 A M e iAo Qi v B AE S I 25 5 J0 0B se i 77
M & . WREVIWE 3R AR 0 AR aE 7y, amiA “ RIS I AR T R, o2 ] AP 4% 5 I 1)
WHIERE” o B B B A 0w 1 T sh i Pl 2k, WAEREL. B, e SAESEEBE T % Ja il
W5 22 AT RGN BREUE S BRIV S8R EoR, THAESIEME B AR S R eEfEbs
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BEmETAA, RN HIGARERACF IR RERT. X TREE Sk, oA g ig T — @8R .
un May 25(2020)7E — B R A h4E 52 T 240 LARIBER LA, B IR — RV B AR 72 H
O RCHR I PR QG I e R RE TAEY, X IURCR AT VPl . SRR, B2 TR IZR %
AE G RIEME R YERE ) EEAS TR ZER D, 0 SRR T OE M TN AN 2RI AR A
Morin Z5(2018)%F 59 4 LREE V22 2E7E — TN 45 /N B ROIRFERT FF 3H T Tl &E. SR ER, 5%
Pt . RiEtE AR AR DA 4 AR PR R 45 R 5 3 B 2 v TR AT . AR B i ) st — 28
SCRE T2 R RRAE SR T B& R 58 70 77 T A 2k, R W R AR S IR T 3R B IR AR BorH A B T AR
I B T R

5.2. RIRFH

PRURRESTINSE, B0 A S0 A Q3 PEAT 55 1R rh SR A S R BE oA R I LR . 207 R
WHRBCEA AR, CHARFERTIAIE, HOFIEERY, kEERS -2 EQE RS
RSB . IR TSI B S EOR, 38 TE b S A A1 R A AR R A O R R
Wio £ TUKHUBYEESSH, RERN BN S 55 R AER I8 Z T IO R Bt BN E
HOEMARS NS 5% . Z25HFERYNZRGRATHWE . BTSN E. X8 RRY], )
BRTBAAES SRR IR At i . BARKI R Bt A B THed ol iz, Jov#EE s s+l
TR IBRAL 1T S B B 12 (de Chantal & Organisciak, 2025). 1XSEHER AN FA 1B I 7EBUH SR B 1 5t
Lo AR s AR AR TS v R I RS 7R .

6. MAMRL EMRKMARRE
6.1. EXBLLBHER, BRERH—PT=

& P TC IR B SR A, BB HESE 3t — 2D BRI IE . AR A CMC HEZ (Lebuda &
Benedek, 2023), SRR FIRINRIARIR AT B8, DAR 3 28 23 dn 4] A T T B A R

6.2. FRFEBIEMTTIAFETAFFHZ L

SCHTRTA SRR Rl A TR, AT [ JZ (Prefrontal Cortex, PFC)s& oA\ K5 14 1) 58 B 22 S,
76 E _EG R R R b R E A% O A F (Fleming & Dolan, 2012; Morales, Lau, & Fleming, 2018). /R4
antl, SR BE M 1] R e 2L B AR IR, B2 S T RN IX DY RER D, S0 RR
JEE 10 DX 2% Zh 2 W LR (¥ R G 0 A, A SRR BRIABE R 45 (Default Mode Network, DMN) 5 #4742 il /9 2%
(Executive Control Network, ECN)Z [H] {151 548 H.(Beaty etal., 2016). BEAEAFFLERAH, DMN /& H K AHVEAE
B~ P YRR AR o BB v & % B B ] (Andrews-Hanna, 2012), i ECN W 32 %2 3 KF H brdifE. S0
P 5 i R W 3% (Miller & Cohen, 2001; Niendam et al., 2012). Gl P 7oA KAl B8 1E 28 w4 - Wk
1) D3 (s A AT A B 2 BT AT R E) R DMN VE B BR T, SEIU ARVE AR sOd R PR S . R
KA FEAT A 22 PN BN T ) 2% 5 i T e T4 (1) A BE T R, B G If [B) EFE 5  4 28 FARRAIE, IR BN 15 2,
TS m Az R A RE S L o

6.3. RANEMESHSERFETESHNEETANGZ

AT B RIS AR R B T AR, B S BT RA R, Jia %5(2019)48
e SR AL TR b AU LY LU M A5 L U T T R VR TSI TR R 555
R J7 AR T AR G E TSR PSR T WA
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6.4. FTHMRHBYEETH—LHIE

DA W FE b B I R A RS fr i — 2D IGE, (RN PR T 5 1 B8 DR 20 I 2R 8CR BT AE RE M 1 R
BRI FREL. A, FIRCREKIIEIR FHRANR N . R CA AR FR KB BN 8 ER
BB, (TR EE SB[ R _ERFEAEIE I, Dy BT AR I (R 5 . R R &
RARIE NG 3 — D

6.5. Al B9 R F

AL, BEAE A BN TR R RN GG TEE B, AHLEMERS S 90t 52 A& M ool mi it 7Bt
WWs. 18 AL B AIE PE N g v, ANJR01IE 3 1055 ) SO WAE I B AE S AT, 1 xs
ARGE RS AR PSSR, BT AT AR BRITEE . PR DL R B IR T (prompt) (1) 4F 4L T #E
(HoBbach & Isaksen, 2025). #R1M0, XMEASHANIREIRE JGIANFIRE JIEEF . T EEAKER AL ATRES| K&
CONENEDER” , BIMAHE OCRR R AR i I FE AN L2 AL, AT 55 5% B B s 1 e R 1 e S8 4 R
Jo MWIX—WME, WA TGS AHUPMER A SR 7 —ME EARB T AR TGS MATR ZEA
WrPPfili 4 AT HR s 2 AR SO 55 B AR AL Harth 2 5w B QG PR S, R4 R A s B . X R,
fE AL [EIEg T, ANRMEIER “AEERE” i IRt E SREREE” ARV A L EERAE
NBUIMES S, 2R 507 S8 M Ay (03 A8 anAn] [] IR 7 SR Te A0 A s IR B2 T 5 86 0 R R AR, JF ik — 28
PRI S T AT 38 G, DA D 285 1) [R] N, I A R0 M % 5 A S AL SCHRR R BG5S 5 ) R K
WHRTE.
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