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Abstract

With the increasing prevalence of Al dependence, the academic community has proposed three
perspectives on the relationship between Al dependence and creativity: the inhibition view, the
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promotion view, and the interaction view. Based on the interaction view, this study adopted a ques-
tionnaire survey with 445 participants to explore the mediating role of creative self-efficacy between
Al dependence and creativity, and the moderating role of perceived Al creativity in this mediating
effect. The results showed that: 1) Al dependence had no significant predictive effect on creativity; 2)
Creative self-efficacy played a complete mediating role between Al dependence and creativity; 3) The
moderated mediating effect was significant, and perceived Al creativity only moderated the first
half path of the mediation (Al dependence — creative self-efficacy).
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1. 5]

W ChE R R RS TR ) BoR, #E 2026 4F 2 H, REA N TR B8 B
6.02 1N, & JFIL 42.8%. Al AL TRt H &% 2] TAES O EEES, BN TE RS UE 55 1) S 2 T
H. HUbFEE, ATREILR WM R ALK TR AT AL P2 AR A g2 OB 547 8K, BT A
o FH B ARA R DI AR S s Bk B, b 51 RNEL ATR ISESAESIEEZ 4, ZORIAIAEE
B AEMFIME(Chenetal., 2025). TEMT =T, QISR MERBH AR FMKZORSR, HEh
AN AR BEHTAUOE FH W s P S BRUR e T R BIR% 0 BE J1(Runco & Jaeger, 2012), #L4x i AL 1K
e R AR B SN E A3 J1(Kosmyna et al., 2025). SR10, A HFFIUESE AT AKHLE
ARTIENHN: 2 AL B T DI RETEAT 55 E AR (s B B L {5 B Z) M AR B AR IR B BB I, AL AR
PEEAMERIIANER N TeAh, SR RIS MR, AT RO AE RO AR IR, R385 N 6 )3
POk A OB, AN B 2 BT & ) (Cui et al., 2025). %5 E, ATHKHGS QUIE ) B R &
A4, FAEFINLE Jad SR R Rtk — DR A

KT AL KBS BIE IR R, SFAFAE =R Ho—, #IHIAL 2 TR EI B 12, A Xt Al
(1 3k P A 2 R A AN K ) A v . R A% O RIS IR T IR S AL, Mk B 5 B )i 1
YEIZR(Gerlich, 2025). Holzner 55 AXT 28 WA 7T 0/ HHIESE, AT MR A Q13 1 R A7 AL Hh e i B
sz m, HAEAS RS S QAT S T iZ 8N A2 8 A7 7E (Holzner et al., 2025) . FL N EHENL, 1220 i
FNE G B e, VA ER AL B0 AR M E S P UM 3R Bh BUFEAT 55 gk, FRARAME A SN 471
i, AR R BIEB AR OANER T, B AiE R I (Sun etal., 2025). Gu #f—PIHER
PR A AL ROE I $& T+ = 1 AR T (2 613 J1(Gu, 2026). H=, ZZHMW, HIEFHa il ki
WwHAE A BRI, INARIE SRR — R R YoE, M AL MRS G 7 18] G [ e 1 2t e
R, MRAMERE . A5 RN SHRRHIE =& s S B 45 R (Locke & Bandura, 1987; Woodman et al.,
1993). filln, ZEZE5E NI AL SRS 7RI ARG R, TRAFER U O, BRE I
77 1) SRR EE 2 AT AR HEFIPE B . R SRS RRSER(EILEE, 2025). tb4h, EAMF T
RO, AT AE RO RS2 AT 5288 B P RRAE . AWLMERE RSS2 R R 35 (Doshi et al., 2025).
SRIM, AR AR RO HIHI A, A B 782 T 28 WD AT A5 i F1 o6 & VERMLHIS 2L
Bl 25 b, ASHEFRIR R Hl: AT MR B3 ) 50 B TR E A B35 .
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B B FRAUARIAR AN B S 7 A Q& M R B8 T 1945 & (Tierney & Farmer, 2002). T A4
FE IR RS, IR EGE T R AMA AR Bl IS AT AR Bk R AR R AT g B,
[ Bt 4 5247 9 5 SR FNBR B I B T S (Bandura, 1997). =/KF e/ B, fEBEREA. 151 5IE T A
W, B B RARR RIS A1 77 1E ) HARME A% O TN R 25 (Haase et al., 2018). A1, A& HIRALAE KM
BRI E MATEQIE R0 . B 2 SR8 R, T AT AS0E i 52 A A B E o 1A 5 O
HFURZS, EEAEM T 607 B IRRLAE K (Tieney & Farmer, 2002). AR ZHIAIFSE, 817 HRAAEIRIE Al
S aE R AEH B2, (HAFITERT AL KRBT i 5 (Jeong & Jeong, 2025; Wang et al.,
2025). E: Tk, ABFFUIRHRIE H2: B1E H RAKEIRTE AL KIS Aid J i b A 1EH .

AT AT B3 Fe A AT A e AT P2 BN RS ISR B . TR RIS BE SRS i E A, S
BARME & (Yang & Xu, 2025), —J7 T, AN AL G135 1F ) P 61 & 1 RSB0 i 7 (R4
2025). H—J5TH, AN AL Qi Ik R SR ) AL RS KRB . U MR AL G113 77K
SEEE, AT AR AL D ADE WMEAK A TR R EEANLEME, R AT At nTid i 608 & 5 7 R EE&E
BT MBI 1(Liang et al., 2026; Zhou et al., 2026); /AT Al G S RARES, MR K AT 5
FHRAIEFE RS EREN, sl /J(Kwan & Hung, 2025). &4 AR H3: BN AT B J7E
AL KI5 3 g IS 1R

A AL B3 7 [FIRE S 22 AL BIE . AT MRS O B R BRI ORI, AN SN AT B J IR A 4K
WAL B, XA AR — P EEEA BN TR B A O, M DUIRTS RO = B FR K R BT 75 B AR AR B D A 5
(Faiella et al., 2025; Jose et al., 2025). TEHI AL B3E 1@y, MK AT UCRBIERRE TR, KT N2
RET A OOEAES B EI L,  RERE RO R SR AN AL O BIE V& B SR EU R DI 250, tH Rk i W
AL F i = A E RIS AMER I 5, 3Em si ik B H KRR (Chirayath et al., 2025). #Eith, $2H
i Ha: J&EN AL G3E 7E ALK S 00 B FRALRERR IR E A B HS: G1E B TRBEERIE ALK
15 613 7 8] ) AR AR S2 G AT B8 77 IR

ARV R, IR AT OSB3 ) IR AL S5 280N 5, AR 7 A T DAL B A H 3R AR I A
I BREN AL GG ) TR R W R AL W 1.

(EUb=N=Esa
JRAAIRY
iEH
Al 5 l L BN EBEWA

Figure 1. Hypothesized model of the study
1. ARERRREE
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2.1. FRMR

KA RS R L RIS, FIBEdE 529 4. SIBRTRCEHE 84 (B UehniE: (FEINKAH . K
HRLVER R WRAEE ), FRA R 445 47, BINCH AR 84.12%. BN EEIE 1.
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Table 1. Demographic characteristics of participants

1. XA OZFEHE

N 025 e AN¥
. 5 142
]| 1 303
18 H LR 3
. 18 £25 % 387
R 26 F 40 % 42
40 Z U I 13
Y K LA 3
e =/ 9
ZHE KT KRt 384
fisl L L DAk 49

22. fisxTH

2.2.1. AL {RBIE R

KH Yankouskaya 55 A (2025) % il i) K15 5 B A ORUONZE B 2 3%, & T HE MM (Instrumental Depend-
ency)Fl oK & PEAKHi(Relationship Dependency) i NERE, 3L 12 M. KA 6 iFor(1= EHATTE, 6
= EHFFE), Hbh—ERmThor, 5950 8kE R A R AT OBRE BBk & . AW 9T 1% B3 Cronbach’s o
=10.888,

22.2. BIEHESR

KH Zhou & George (2001)4mtill FIB1E &R, FNEEL4ERE, L 13 N8I, KA 5 20000 = EEA
&, 5= AFFAER). 1908 EREAMEREE 2R . A3+ 1% &R Cronbach’s a=0.891,
223, (EERMERER

KH Tierney & Farmer (ZOOZ)E?FJE’J@'J = ERMERRER, NR4EE, L3N R S ZEa(
= EEAFE, 5= FEFRE), BFo8GEERPMERE R B RAAEBK PR, AR ZER
Cronbach’s a = 0.750,

2.2.4. B AL BliE hE TR

KH Yang & Xu (2025)4mlf1E%0 AL QG R, & ALOIRIERIE. IRE. AEERAS] ) 4 4
YENE, FL20 NET. RA 7 HP0 (1= EEARE, 7= EFFE), 1508 ER AR AL G
FIK VS . AHEFT 1% E SR Cronbach’s o= 0.954.

2.3. BRI

KH SPSS 28 AT I [F HiE M ZER I . FIRG T MM 5 EIH M KA SPSS Process 4.2 7%
) Model 4 #&38FFA-{EH . Model 8 #2368 W IR AMER ;s BTG UG 5634 3 F 5 4347 Bootstrap
1E(E R HEE 5000 1K),

3. &R
1. #RHFERERE
K F Harman B[R TRy 5 45 7] 7 100 2 o % A A% 00725 5 (0 I E AT S e IO AR R VE IR 2400, 384
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HUHE 5 AMRFAEAR AT 1B 58— AR AR R RN 33.19%, /T 40% I FARitE, R MR A
FEAE ™ B IR TV I 22
3.2. HRGITF SHEX S

FARRIIE . bR E SR REUEME LS 2. SERERW, AL KEL. Gl BT, Qi 7 5%k
A1 AL AN TP 2 ]38 2 1EAE K (p < 0.001).

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation matrix of all variables

2. BLEHEARMSIT SHEXABIER

A M SD ALfRE  OE B TR &Sy T AT B1i%
AL K6 3.800 0.971 1
A2 B IR 3.597 0.776 0.214 1
by 3.682 0.667 0.190"** 0.790"* 1
KN AL fllig 4y 5.177 0.926 0.606™ 0.318™ 0.328"* 1

E: ""p<0.001,

3.3. ZEYAS

DLBIIE S A, DL AT, O = B RAERER. JBEN AL BIIE 7 o A S E AT B b . &5
R 3, BEAERAR T 2 (F=251.60, R2=0.631,p<0.001). AT {K#xF 63 /7 F4E A 22 (B =-0.03,
p=0.289), i Hl por; A B FRBEEEKE F Hi6)iE 77(B = 0.66, p < 0.001), BA1 AT & 77 1E [/ i
MAENE 71(B = 0.08, p < 0.001). SbAh, HFMAZ &R T Z KK F(VIF) T 1.11 2 1.68, HIEAfEAE™
2 B I )

Table 3. Multiple regression analysis

3. ZIEVASHT

SR E T AR & B t P 95% CI
HE 1.025 8.247 <0.001 [0.78, 1.27]
i INEI -0.026 -1.061 0.289 [—0.08, 0.02]
B B IRk RE I 0.655 25.027 <0.001 [0.60, 0.71]
BRI AT fillig 0.078 2.874 0.004 [0.03 0.13]

3.4. SIEBHMEERNPNER

e 4 fias, AT RBUE 70 B 2 A RS, AR A FRABEEIE R U A 77, T AT A A1
&R TRIAE ANEE . SN 0.131, 95% CI=[0.068,0.193], A& 0; /&N N 0.115, 95% Cl=
[0.064,0.164], A5 0; BELHERN A 0.015, 95% CI=[-0.025,0.055], 5 0. Kk, B HILBEEKRLE AL
WA Q3 Sy R R e A AR, BB 2 7

Table 4. Test of mediating effect
= 4. POMERKRR

R E T AR B t p R? F
N £ 2.946 20.236 <0.001
A= B IR HE 0.045 21.314%%*
AT i 0.171 4.617 <0.001
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T 1.203
LlpEwal INE' 0.015
B B R 0.673

11.051
0.743
26.302

<0.001

0.458 0.624

<0.001

367.232%%*

FE: *+%5p<0.001.

3.5. HIFHRPNTHE

5 FR, A& AR IE [ TRINE)E /7, AL RO B3 /7 ITINE A B35 . =% AL )i
FIHE AL RIS 13 F7 18] R 5 RN A B3, RS H3 RRAL. A1 AL B1iE Ji7E AT 67 B TSR
JRIA) YRS RN R 3, R HA BRGL: kP R IR R LI ] 2), 850 AL GIE BRI, Al
R TR =SS B A G Sl S I W RS EA LSS =N K& T S R R =N S S Y

AT RN TSN 0.12, 95% CI=[0.08,0.17], AEE 0, R PETIH AT E . B
HOLFE 6), 4B AL QI I @iy, s RN B35 N IE:s AN AL GIE IR, AR R E N . S
2, BEAEEREN AL QIS KPR, AL ARBTE I 6 & B FRAGE O i J1 i E F B % 1 . Bk HS o7

Table 5. Test of the moderated mediation model

5. BETHRRNREGE

g AR TR AR B t p 95% CI R2 F
5 5.282 8.826 <0.001 [4.11, 6.46]
ﬁi‘ﬁ'ﬁ # AT # 8 —-0.953 -5.143 <0.001 [-1.32,-0.59]
GG ) "
(R —) T AT B -0.365 —-2.989 0.003 [0.60,-0.12]  0.159 27.714
AR < B ALBIIES) 0.189 5.443 <0.001 [0.12, 0.26]
g 1.459 3.959 <0.001 [0.73,2.18]
. AT -0.158  —1.461 0.144 [-0.37, 0.05]
1| 355 o
ﬁj;;jj AR B ke 0.647 23.929  <0.001 [0.59, 0.70]
(iR ) k 0.633  189.329
A AT B1id A —-0.003  —0.044 0.965 [—0.14, 0.13]
ALK x50 AL & 7 0.025 1.250 0.210 [-0.01, 0.07]

FE: *p<0.001.
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Figure 2. Moderating effect of perceived Al creativity on Al dependence and creative self-efficacy
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Table 6. Conditional indirect effects

5= 6. SEIEMN

A B AR BN AT i f BE A SE 95% CI BEM

(M - 1SD) —0.096 0.040 [-0.18, —0.02] 5%
AL R H— B 5 3 AL AE R g .
i (M) 0.017 0.031 [~0.05, 0.08] ENGE>

B (M + 1SD) 0.130 0.037 [0.06, 0.21] e

4. g

AW FUIE T A 2 A RN B A B TR R TR AR, R T AT IRE S RiE o R ERINLEI a4
fFo BOKIANTR : AT BRES OIS 7 1) BTN E A B2 O3 B FRAERIRAE AT KA 5 Gl 7) a] i
SEAHA RN AT A RO, AN AT 3 S S T A BRI R B AR (AT R — O B 3R
BUREIK) o

AHFFERIL, ALKHES 68 7] 2 IEAHDC, HANBIE B IRAAEEM A5, ALK 13 ) 1) B
TMVERARE . 52, ALKBSALE )00 RIFAERRERE 2 . X —KIPRER “ AT HRAs LS89 35 A&
717 WIRlr, FFAA SR STIE SR . AP FURER AL -S5O A3 77 18] 81180 (Guo et al.,
2025), Cui 25 NRIL AT HFFANCE 32 = Q)i 1 o FE 2 5ok et R T AiE g, B2 RGBS
fi& JJ(Cuietal., 2026). PIE KRG REE T ALIKEFRRE . 87 RABSEI B . %6, ALfERISRAEE
HOE T RE U BKR, &R ALK A OB 6iE /) (Huang, 2025). HIR, AL KEEE 24,
EB IR . ThRRAKHE S AR, & MRS A R AR 55 (Gu, 2026; Wu et al., 2025). AS[FJZEAY
(1 AT KA OIS 7 IS AEIEZE o B0, AL I 280N 34 52 B I B 5 /MR RFAE 1928 B2 . Wt 7
RIL, TEAEBYEL, AL AHUEMER IR BT A R A & 5 s (HERIERBL, AL BI04k
——HFOMEE QNG L B F, HERKANERE SR TR (Hou etal,, 2025). Fitk, ALK
IR IR M S, RS2 AL MAFRIE. (L5 5% 2 KR ILF R .

ARWFFERIL, Al HAFC BT $E 0 & FRBE BRI 7). Gu £ 3HA T AR MWF 7T R B
RIIX—E51(Gu, 2026). FheAFIERIRTE H, BIRBERBRIEEMEAT N E S R INFI A, Tl
B H AN AIE DR TR 2, A% OOl IR 2 Qi R A R I AR 56 . B8 R B S B AR I &
¥ (Bandura, 1997; Tao et al., 2025). Al fKH4T il I MATEAIET S P iA S 560, ©alE AR
AR R 2 A . U MR O BB T AN AT, LRI TALE 8D, 56 T
EHBORAMBIAE T HEAR TR, A H 5560 & A REEEERCELN 55, 2024), RZ, MO R0 0
A EEVEATSS 2t AT ACERES, nIREBCR PRI AT B DA R AR T AR R 54 . 18I VR B A i
B REIRMEALS, MO A IR DLk, BEMAESEOIE ) (Li et al., 2026).

RN AL B1E JJE AL R B BRI (R R T RN B35, HLR R R AP B AR (AT AR —
IR H LRI, HHn AL WIS M AR I P26 AF . AL R da MR R TR 3230
e =T A RAR 51452550, ShmiER T B IRBERECE %, 2025). MAR G55
RIELIAE N B RBERBE I O RIE, B0 3 A BEFE E(Schunk & Usher, 2019). 4AMAER N AL 6
I SVBARET, fn TS E ALGIEANE, X AL FREAT A 5838 B SAliERe A2 . X FER
PR Rl = R G5 B A AR AR, MR AL BiE e, ok B g xt AL Rk
FERL xS A M SR G BRI R, X PR AR A R SR A AN AR B B B3 D E O RIS, 2025 5
e, gRiE, 2025). AL, AT B BE G EAUO MATRHE AT S I ANETE AR, AMAEIE SR AT R
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HOE, RREEX FRAIE TS I, H—Pmitl s A IRAR . R, 4 Al &A=
I, A LR A RO AR50, H ) iy [R5 AL 5 a8 i 4 e ST M B & i aiE 5 £ o
b, B E AR B AR RS )& 77 (Doshi & Hauser, 2024).

AR FIERTTERE T, — R “ AL BRI FH GG 717 B m S, S B SR SR 4
TR R e A A RN, R T AT RE LI B13E S E R ALE] . = ORAE SR AT B3
J15& Al MRS G AR () B B Fok fF . BT a5 RAR I SR a3 AMARIBHIEG 18 AL M5 0136 7710 %
2, IR EE ) e SL L, BEMEE RS AL TEAME. RN, @A HE AN, 4N
KO ARV IR S BRI E AL AR, BRI AT BB0iERE /), I A TR ABLILBIFR 2 p R Ak
W5 IR R, AR ARG, S AL TR 5608 71 K R IP .

K FAFAE— R BRI B JovE i e B s M R G R, FEAR LKA R F BRI T 45 1R i mr 4k
JoE, HARRX 2 ALAKESR AN A 288 5 40 37 55t . ARSI 90 T R FH A I 55 S50 T T A 30 DR SR AR, 48
ANZITCCREARIRRSE S, 4170 AL IRISRAL DL e BRI . At AL RIS E1E R RE— N2
7y ZIMRNERRG, VHEEHMEE TN 5EYTRER PR

5. &t

AWFFERIT 1) ALK 63E 0 K EEFNE AR, 2) 618 B RAAERAE ALKHS iE
TGRS a R AER], B AL HOE s IE A 700 615 B A RE Rt fedt €3 7; 3) AR 1R
W, AN AL QUIE SO0 A AT B AR (AT KA — B8 B BB ROAAAE R TR BARy, % Al

O3 1R IBHTE R AT HBUE I 01 5% 1 R R0 116 73 0 IR B R0 B 6 I
E&UH

AHE FUAF B AHE R PO A CTF AL Zhit RITH (a5 202411117066Z) 51L75748 OB 2>
ARLE BIHT LRI H (45 ISPSY2025YBO0 1)1 Bl
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