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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the relationship between generative Al usage patterns (awareness of Al
limitations) and individual creativity, as well as its underlying neural mechanisms. Methods: A total
of 129 university students were recruited. Questionnaires were used to assess Al usage patterns
and creative curiosity, and resting-state functional magnetic resonance imaging data were collected
to calculate the regional homogeneity (ReHo) index. Whole-brain correlation and mediation anal-
yses were employed to examine the mediating role of neural activity. Results: Al usage patterns
showed a significant positive correlation with creative curiosity (r = 0.26) and a significant positive
correlation with ReHo in the right hippocampus (r = 0.18). ReHo in the right hippocampus played a
significant partial mediating role between Al usage patterns and creative curiosity, with an indirect
effect value of 0.06. Conclusion: Critical Al usage patterns enhance individual curiosity and subse-
quently influence individual creativity by increasing spontaneous neural activity in the right hippo-
campus, revealing a cognitive neural pathway through which Al usage affects creativity.
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1. 5|8

AER, PAKIE 5 AR A A B T 66 (Generative AIFE 4 BRIRGE M K, BN AT & b
8 B R R (Microsoft, 2026). IXFHHTETARA BIHHA, IEAERMERA RN T, B4t I B
B BARAS = A R 1) 5 —— & RERE SO Hh b0 e N SR B AL BE i Ff (Jarrahi et al., 2022), HAJRESIK
Tok AR R AN T R (5 T, AT L L ) 55 A AR R R TR BB ) (Bjaz et al., 2025)0 FEFRBT AR il AL A
RSN S A FIRE J1 R T, BiE ) To5E /& 41T AR o R O At — (Bervar et al., 2026).
FEN TR RERARPOHEEARI ST, YU E S S ) IE 128 SRR, (B0 A2 Tov & il 1%
DR B 72 = A B 2 B A S AR VE i #2(Sternberg & Lubart, 1996), FifiZE K 5SS Al T
BAE A2 TAE P IR B A, — 7, AR RN TR Re R O KN B A R T, ReE o N 2K 4
EE R FEE N RIBEMEE, ECEDE, HEAMESEH NS, 2025; Sengar et al., 2025). {H 5
—Ji1H, WAEFEHEL AL TRHIZNRWESRT), A=A B 4EE 1% (Fan etal., 2025), BEHT B
CRT5%, 2024), HEZRAOEBE L, R0 J)(Habib et al., 2024). S8, LAERSTA R
Al 5OIE IR RTE, 24 AL & b3 o BT B A e br(an e . (I ), #1720
TAE AL AN R A A KRS (Sun et al., 2025). AR AL A B TG R 515, HALKAE
7 RIS A AR AR 7T, RGP CBVERUB” (R B (Nass & Moon, 2000). BRI 5,
AT AT HA SR BRI AR R T P AR AN R 16 AT (S F A (Lee & See, 2004): — P A4 (E
BIAE I  h = % AL 7EACFR ST AT 45 S Sy Aff Itk B 8 70 (i L35 7 THT I BRI 5% s 59— U 4t R ek
F, B RIS B R B AL IR RIFR, REFESE R HE A . AN BRI R S8 AL
ANFIFEMA(Shen, 2022) BRIk, Az QN TR0 BT B3 77 RS2 ma & — NS 2% (0 il i, A LR PR e 2 T
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K RITAE R AL AT I s AR R B1ie 7y, oA EE RGBSR .

B AR A B A MERVERIRE ), NG OIS YE, AR YR DL LA 5o
HEE G B T KBNS FE (Beaty etal., 2016). XL S G FITE N FEARINL KA, T2 = AR H T
5 TE K 4o 22 ] 2% 1K) Bl [ 9 %8 (Beaty et al., 2018)o LR, INFIFHE B EH FRBW 7R, S IAERE )
R JER J2 o 28 R Al o 3 9 AN AT R R SR B A € o A% U R 2 KU S R 9 1 R AZ B PR (Scoville &
Milner, 1957), {HBrMH)SGIEIESE R, HIjaea A L THSHNE BAME. SRS EA iz A
B, AT RERIERAEEE G, JRAE O B A A AP AT ARSI, NN BB ARV RO 2 & 5 M 4R = = A
KNE A (Hassabis etal., 2007). KERIMEFEAZEA T WAL, B SEMURESE T OE )N Tid i,
RAEAA =L B3 VRS R I 35 M M B (Becker et al., 2025). M4, WEAKFHESHRME
AN EES S TG DR RIE. Torrance 7£7E A& I AT T iFA LIX—ZO0ER, filfsh,
B3 72 “ IR AE B il B L B SRR BUR B R IR A SUX e 1, ARk 45 R IE A2 7 (Torrance,
1972), XEHIF A O CIIE I RIRT & . AFNBIE I R EATE AL, GFar R MAARTIR R R 7 T
SR ORI N B2 2 0] R B SR A0 8K (Evans & Jirout, 2022). FFFLRIN, 24N TH I 57 7 500 8 i Ak BRAA 0
TR, # DR I XA A R B2 A0S % R (Strange & Dolan, 2006). #5442 K 41 55 1d
TCRGEAGH AVEAT I I DG T i, 2 5RO RN EYIRIIRR, RE TR RIR S AT IR it
FIBEEIE AR Z LG (Murty et al., 2013). DMEREMELBR AT T, #FSIERAATTHIHE
gD S, Z5nIE R REEP S SR mZE, T HAL A OIS B FRFAT AT R E
AT EACHIRZ O AEH (Meliss, 2022), 24T 7 57 BN E RITEBET, S R S Bam B0, #E oK
ENMABEAT RS AR B EE SR BN T, Bk, # S AU RIS e i 1 IR 51 SR i oA LA,
S WOR AN LEREAMR BB e, HETT SN L BiE ) .

FEA S AL 2B LB ST, AL IEREAN AN NEE R . DRI E B0 2 FR A i ) T
FIRANE T EBAAANEINT, LORE NN I % (Risko & Gilbert, 2016). IR ALK, 354MA&
X HH SR W W ZE S R IR IR S Z AR, SR EERR . BE I EVPE R 2w M7
HLES, AMEUA R AR . KPR E B T B ERARRES, b AN 5 N RS
R, ] AL BUEE DA A% 0 3T S kA D00 1 2 AR 78 70T, AT B 95 3 B A0 BREE 55 0 28 (Small et
al.,2020). AH/G HAMETTE XS AL R BRYERTEBEAFIEAT S BN, S E RN BT 5 EA 45858 X
Xf, — BERAFTE 2, S vk e S AR B8 7 1% 45 p R A I 2 e (Kumaran & Maguire, 2007). X —F3))
AEHRE, AL AL 1 o B AR S TR RN AR AL, B BRI AR ORI IR, AT EFRZR Al % b
FELWOR MYERF AR I B 1, BEMTBOR Q& 7). DAAERE T8 £ X0 A2 s AT ORI R, IF BAE
R T ALHCRIAT NG R, MR HZ WFIER P REM . Bk, A0 sl AL A
BEANT BIIE AT RIFENE, JFa & BRI IREE, WP DR f B a s JOB e QBN Tl A . T AT
1 T H AR AT FE 0 X — e R EEREAT IR R, FERT AW T M To 78 R AP T [ B SHIEUESE 5 0L N, 22
TR R A N B i

gi b, AWK R R R YRR S b, DMR A R AL €13& 0 i B A G e, A
LN RERI A LI UE T AR B AL I 6136 ) A S2ma PR R AR . ARBFFUAR H DA M IR (1) FEAT AR
Tl b, AMATEAE Rl AT A TG R oo B2 R B oL B 08 S5 35 1 v T HL i = 1 (2) ZEMPEE T
b AT AT G 5T R A 0 A BB AR A 5 PR A 4O I8 X (R ) 2 i AR B SR A 22 E KR Bl (ReHo)
REMRK: (3) WA H AE S (ReHo)7E A il AL IR0 GI3& J) 2 [0 A 35 A R ek 22 v
ER .
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2.1. #ik
AR FEIEAR R B RETE KR 133 LR AEHAR. IrE B0 00 2000 A2 5 S A A% G50 i &R0 =k

ENARAEA BEANANIE AT o FEEE PUAC PR B, PR Sk3hid Ka1ER 2 240, PR s A 2 448
e BLTFIRIGE, REH 129 AHARALT B 33 4, Ltk 96 45 “PIFER =213 £22 %, FiRTEH
N 1730 %), FrAEBAEINART, WAESHIERMAIESR, TOE, HBRIMEFREMER S RS
e PTA ORI SEI BT O e TR AN B I B IR E TR RS, ESLRa iR 17N
IR B A T
22, THERNE
2.2.1. R AL EAER

2% Chan fil Zhou (2023)FIHFFE, F Xt E R AT 5 BRI AN S i AN A il A 2R A% o FE
KA a0 AL A FH ISR 17 46 (An expectancy value theory (EVT) based instrument for measuring student per-
ceptions of generative AI)F I AITRZE LI &2 5 # % A ot AL HiAR T a8 5 & IRYE M ERMFE RS . 24 A
SR 3T AR AT ZE R R REAF AR R MBS A LR 3T R AR AT A
HHEATFHNE" ). Fra%KHEHRM 5 fiF a8 R( = FEARE, 5= IEWFRR)IETIEE, Edit
A SRR BN RIK o 45700k, 2 B AMAO A2 B AT BB AL A 7 E i) AR O RIBR R 1 o A
g, ZERM NS RECN 0.78.

2.2.2. BIEAR

K FH 8 R 0 6135 7480 m) 7 % (Williams Creativity Tendency Scale, WCTS) ) f- 75 14 4k F& PEA5 AN ) 61
A . ZE R H F.E. Williams (1980)Zmi, BT 2% HRH 3 AZFE R ER(1= BEAFE, 2= #5
e, 3= BEMFA)HITE, HhirdatgEEas 14 N E, %k E R, ESREa i
Xy 2k H AT e 4 b B . S EREAS S AR RISk HAS 70 2 A, 49 03l AR 7 i 4 FE A e Bk . AR
WA, A VELERE LT ARUEN 36 4. ZERAE T E AR A ORI R R0 80 Ol
b5, 2016). BURLZAHGN:  “IREVAFAMME ARTEA WL ZARYE, BL T, ” Aotsad, ZEE
R B — 2 RN 0.74.

2.3, BESTREMILREIERREMFLE

2.3.1. ®AGRE

AT H I G B s 48 FH Siemens 3T Prisma $3#0CREE, HAERRII AR PR, Sk R HEH
2 LA A2 3 . FAFERT, Bl R R Sk EE L (R R R . £ E S ST AET, EOR R,
Hl AT ROV BYEE ). PR TR EBAIEAE WG, BASHCh: EERF(TR) =
2530 ms, [A[YEETAI(TE) =2.98 ms, HFFEAFA) =7, [HEHHE, WEF(FOV) =256 mm x 256 mm?, =N
SRR =1.0x 1.0mm?, & =256 x256, JZE =1mm, E¥ =192.

2.3.2. RIEBIETRALEE

{# FIJE T SPMS v A% B dE AL FE 5 9 H1 T B 4f (Data Processing and Analysis for Brain Imaging, &
P DPABI)X #0417 4L (Yan & Zang, 2010). ACHDERAFE: (1) ZBRAT 10 A A, ¥ FTH Thie
B B 22 (] D) (SRR [H] o (2) #EAT KB IZ B IR Skl R4extizahilid 3 =oKal 3° P2
ZEMAIFE(FD_powen)ifid 0.2 Z K PIBAR B HERR . (3) FIH ANTS B 77 iE5d 45 0 B 3EAT 40 B 33 i &
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MNI Fr#EZEA], [ RE Zh Re R R AR R R 3 % 3 x 3mm’. (4) /] ICA_AROMA IR A
PET7 92 B IR IR T BL4F Friston 24 28U RAE N XSk B0 S S50, [R50 A 1 D B 22
SLARD AT . (5) RBREVEESS, FERH 0.01~0.08 Hz F 8 18 5 4 DL SRS 7% A s AT 7
(6) HEAT R-IE (RIS A DE 6 Z20K), FFHREL TRy 52 15 DX PRI 18] 1 210 0 -

24. BURSH

2.4.1. [EIEHEXSH

AWEFCR A SPSS 26.0 FAFX ER M BHIEIAT AT G 1o, WO 7T A R AT iR
PEGUFIRAH 0T, FLR, N 7RSSR AR BRI AT 22 00Tk, ASHIF 72 R F AR AR DG 43 TPt A= o AT
R Q& ) I B VAR 2 Z IR A GO R e TEA BT AR, P T AR A E X AN E N
AR R, DLHERRAOME B OHLEI T, ASHE T A T BIAT N A GG 56 1 R UG 36,
it B EMKTF R E N p<0.05.

2.4.2. ReHo-{THIEX 347

AW I A B B S T AR G L IR B AL P B) F-(Data Processing Assistant for Resting-State fMRI, DPARSF)
PREIE 55 58— (Regional homogeneity, ReHo)f&hr. BART 5, @M hofE R 5 %
] _EAHARI 26 MR AL (8] 7 51 (1 R A1 R E(KCC), Kkt @A 2 5% M4 ReHo Kl (Zang
ctal.,, 2004). ZREUE B, KUZEMXIREF SRS T B RMEE SRS S P kg . A 7
BRI 22 S R B T80, AW TR A MR R I KCC A BR DUl 42 1l 1)1 3 KCC i LA 58 B s
IbRAELL o B 5, REFH Fisher r-to-z F54, K AriEAL S 1) ReHo BRI AT & IR () Z EHE . 55,
XEFACEE 5 ) Z AE BEAT A A B, DR S S I E R LI 2 it R k. N THES
B JJAHIR RN X, SR 4 0 AH 9% 23 B v BRI AR R 5 8038 A G . EH SPM 12 fhx) JLEE #k
BTN ReHo #ATZ EHEANERIHSHT, FERE MR L5k S HE A & 7 Dash], DAk
ELERITRIE RN « T & HI45 BRI = i BE VL PR 18 (Gaussian Random-Field, GRF)#1T2 | LK IE, &
% A W8 AR KT p < 0.005 HHEIHUKS: p<0.05, DLHERAR 5608 77 5 F A PN X

2.4.3. RS

A5 K SPSS # At i) PROCESS #if:(Hayes & Scharkow, 2013k 56 K [ % #0203 sh 78 A %
N TR e AR 205 U 23 M 2 T R R A 38O8 o 5T 0 P v B RO 2 AR 2 R GE T, HAEK
2 AT 8 AR AR S AR A S e 2 5 MR A 200 R R4 IE, AR Fe a2 7 LAZE s AT A
By B AR R, GF A g DR AR B, RH ORI DX (a0 A5 Ui 5 44) ) ReHo {E N AR B EISHIA . &5, K
PR ZE R IEHIFESHUE 43 AL Bootstrap 7513448 5000 YR ATEA th AN (0 BB Ve . FiiH A3 H 95% 8
{Z X [A](Confidence Interval, CANELF 2 £, W) A RN 2 3
3. BR
3.1. XEFERERRE

BT WA B RE T R — Vo, N 7 St R R 2 W S ST, 2004), A LR
MR AT T BB, AR LIS A O R R i URRRE . IE R AT SR LA
FIGAUEPE DR T W 0 BT A BRUEE AT 3L [F) 7 VE IR ZE A B (Podsakoff et al., 2012), 4)HT45 RFHH, HREMR KT

1 R 54, BB AT RRER AR BN 21.58%, KT 40%IIm Fibnit. Rk, AAFFEHILRE
TIEAZE 0 FEAS ™ 5
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3.2. ¥1LorHR

BT A8 (A Gt K B RIS BB 1. HIR G5 R BN, IS fEER . T
KB EYAAEREZER . ENMAHRITRY, 01E 1135145 F 6 (r=-0.05, p = 0.587) & k3h(r=0.13,
p =013 R EMHI, AN AL AR RS G 775 &t 2 53 IEAH K (r= 0.26, p = 0.003).

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation results for all variables (N = 129)

= 1. AT ENERMEITREMEXERN=129)

A e PRt 22 PEn | 1 2 3 4
1) Fie 21.32 2.20 17~30
2) M5 1.74 0.44 1~2 -0.09 -
3) k3h 0.09 0.06 0.02~0.38 -0.12 -0.20° -
4y Al AT i AR 19.95 2.98 11~25 -0.01 -0.05 0.07
5) bFEHIE 31.25 4.42 20~41 -0.05 -0.10 0.13 0.26*

TE: N= FEAR; "p<0.05,

3.3. HEHREXER

ReHo-1T AAH SR T 4 R AN 1 ] 2 R0 2 ffrais, AT s AR 0 A i B3 44 ) ReHo A 2 2% 1) 1E
) B F (r = 0.18, p = 0.041), FIIMART AT FITRKSF RSy, HEA 0 54 1R o) 350 L R 8 5 T2 R

Table 2. Results of correlation analysis between creative curiosity and whole-brain ReHo values

= 2. QENFFMHES LM ReHo EMMEX I HTERE

VAR pt A
i [X. N t fH
X Y Z
A g 30 -39 6 42 2.07

e B X R 1 B OV HUKSE p-GRF < 0.05, 3 7KF p-GRF < 0.005.

Figure 1. Significant brain regions associated with creativity and curiosity

E 1. SeENFEHRINEZREX

3.4. R RE
A EE R 3 prar, AR AT A AR O G138 ) 4 7 1 ) s 3O 2 2 (B = 0.38, SE=0.13, t=3.01,
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p=0.003) 7EHN /A8 AT T & ReHo B 5, A5 MR AT {3 AR QR RS 35 1F ) 5000 A5 v 25 44k 1)
ReHo {H(B =0.01, SE=0.01, t = 2.07, p = 0.041); [FK}, 45544k ReHo {E tH 78 5 3 1E ) T A4 1 61
& S ATE(B = 7.54, SE = 1.88, t = 4.01, p < 0.001). 7EFH] TN EEE, AN AL 41k
() BN AR AR 35 (B = 0.29, SE = 0.12, t =2.41, p = 0.018). /%N ) Bootstrap #& 5k — 5 Bon, 4
I 54k ReHo {EL7E A= il AT A FRSE ACRN U 25 P 2 (A1) (R ROV R 3, 5 A WAL A1 B2 RSB A 0.06,
Boot SE=0.03, 95%& 15 [X [8]’4[0.002,0.132], X[EAEE 0. X R4 M DAK ReHo 754 i AL £
FAR A 5 G A e 2 TS 55 3 B AR o X — 45 AR S KA 4 B RGBS 2 T, 3t — B 3AIE
T AR AT A PR ASE 3 J 85 0 X 3 20 2 17 5 A B 32 77 PV 7E B 2 AL

0.0
02 ° o r=0.37
5 . p<0.001
%
I, -0.4 .
i
e -0.6
£
ﬁ-O.B
1.0
-1.2
20 25 30 35 40 45
B Sy i A1
Figure 2. Scatter plot of the correlation between creative curiosity and regional homogeneity in the right hippocampus
E 2. QENFEFMSAMNEDAF/E—H A XA R E
F i 5 fAReHo
a=0.012* b=7.54%%*
ALfERER BE ST &1
c’=0.29*

7E: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, *p<0.00.

Figure 3. Mediation model of generative Al usage patterns influencing creative curiosity

B 3. R AL FIER B0 57214 ) oh A i E
4. THe

AT TCE LIRS AR R AL A R AR 2O (Al 23 P ) R0 S LR AE A 22 L, 25 AN Axt
AR AT JR FRAAE TN R0 S e St 52 M (U 5 AR 1 B R R 285 80, RETOAE T BU3& 0. AT 92 1 AR 2%
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MR, AR AL R S A 2 TR 3 IR A, IR T HF R 1, BIXE AL R R
B E F7 BR O 0 Bh TBOR RO R A A R A A Ve ) o E— 2D B B = T B, AR R AT 8 A
G4 M DA ReHo W3 IEAHDG, SCRETWRFURGE 2, R M40 AT iy P9 28 IR0 1 e 22 T e
BET DA R A% O B S VA I 5 AR R 5 IR 2 I B R0 T AR A BB A B 25 S R, A5 i A4k
ReHo 7EA: il Al A NS I & 2 AR 2 T R E s MER, 300E TORAB& 3, R T —%
CAVEFIARND - A5 - BIIE Wi 7 BI04

WA N PR R B AR R, A Rt AT I 885 N 2K SN R AL T AR 2 T AR -
DA 90 2 K g Ty AR A IS S e 2 AR P RX B S R KA Ao 22 ) 22 00F 0 B e R FL AR B AR B
R SRAGA B 35 S PG 0 o £ S 1 (. (Murty et al., 2013). ASHEFE A, A M 4K ) ReHo 1 AEWS 1E ) 5
MR IFET Y, SR X B R [FD MR, AMATE T T 5715 ST RS 5 7 A R R A FA K
BN XS RGUAECTANE A IR AT 78—, B SRR D e 78 B T 4ERr i v 4k )
WAEIKE) ) B R L

MONFNENEER R AL A RE, ARG AL )22 N /MR ER A T 45 BRI 42, (H AT BB
RO FEARH . MR Z 0 AL JR BRI DT, i TS5 B A @AM SA RIS RE <A 4L
#&, i geid LA D R 10 AR & 5 3 S MR LRI (Gilbert, 2024). AH, #HAMAERETHE TR
AL EFSCHERYE . 23— 8 OB RS TN RR, el Bl R R R g5, EahilTEER
SFEWNEIN T XM AN Bt S5, o R RS OE S SRR R A I Thae, R AR
I TG EE I, NI FE RS J2 T 4EHE IO M IF # P (Gruber et al., 2014). ARBFFRAI A2 R IE
U R T IX—HER: A AR ReHo AN A2 AT i FAR S IE 7000, I B 35 T a2, 6 IH e
TARTTRERS “HEFE ATER” 1) QUSRI RIET R 7 R0 I SR 2255 55 o

ERERERE, AL NE SR ReHo EARFER] T4 MER, MAETEEH N, Ui
IAEAE AR ] RE P40 WL B0 R ER AR M AR AN AN o 40, BRI B2 8 DA N ) 5 4t ) 1k S A
fI1E H (Miller & Cohen, 2001) BRIASE 2R 25 (DMN) A 44732 il ¥ 2% (ECN) ) DI g JE % (Beaty et al., 2018),
BT REZ 5T AL X GUIE JT BRI SEN « ARSRII FU 0] 3 — 20 45 & DI Re R 0 A, TR T8 )2 RO M D9 4% 7
AL 5A1E T R P FEER .

AN, ABFFRAE T E R AR RE ST, R T A5 M Aox — SCHE N X, 17 A 22 i S
X — w425 ST e 5 A D S AR TE 2 (RA RN S 1% S ISR EUR BT 57 1 A B v (1 £ 35 D% (Hassabis et al.
2007) A M B A ST BT S ORI ) 2 52 5% 0o BE 3 S BN R I B R (V) S it ), DR AE AR 7 B
S S B R AT A P A X o 85 20 1) R0

K AWAFE—ERIRMRYE. B0, FAFECRETERREE, BAEPTEHEE T S RMT
i, (AR PR T S5 AR RS 2 SR BRI AR SRR B R M AR AR BRI AR LI
R R, AREEFCRABEWIIS, TTEHERRR O R BT ABARRAE T — e AR, A
P 45 A I RE BF B L IR T B — B iA r itk . EAh, AR O T Qi 7 i a4
KX HADGE I E R . BRI EHATIRY, AR R EE MG 4.

i LR, A ARMAT RS A Z R T A AT RO A A 77 sl 1 ok i
AR B RKMEESEARF AR BN, R T INAEE SIS E AN B IR 77, o fe
B RERT B IR LERE NG IR T AR R E T SSIE S R . ARSI AT — PR R @l #E
FE TR BT, 51 SAMETE A AT EH 25, A ZEBAR G EE 1 [F, R4 IR A )id
e
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=
KRBT HRZEANFT NN Rt R B (5 H 45 202510065167).

SE

BAERR, Z2a0BE, XUBUNL, ERRFI(2025). AR iU T8 RE AN s mg 2220 R J——2E T 31 TISCI 5 #ESE IR AT L i e 4y
Wr. BCEFEH BB, 37(2), 83-91.

oy, AR, 4d 7 (2024). 48 AR RN TR REXT R TRE VN REma . SFEZE 55 S EFE 46(10), 71-88+104.
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