ARFFEF LG MG R o v IE L BT AR I

HEB AL L BT @A EAIE S TR L % &R g 4
;b—%o

p 1950 & A f A64F (Gilford) &2 W< IZHE € ¢ %A 4l 4 hE

£ 15 BEA g $0pd 4 g B (2 43F 5 2002)-

(w,

B CIEAE S LRAKT L AEREI KT RN

=

1o BP o Rl g BERT B E LA EAR - KT
22002 EAEH PRI A %79 A2 0 2adad LTl R
T a0 (7% 2002) -
$lig 4 - BAFseanpe s o Edbert (1994) 45 > & 1960 # p*
Repucci &1z & i 5 50-60 FNT & o pliE S R RAE BN

LEAL A AR R G PR AR AT Al hr A LT R AL

o

|- % 3 (Daneil-Mcghee & Davis, 1994 ; Parkhurst, 1999 ) - £

11



3 (2000) 323 FF AR 4 LRLP R FIELD L AT ad
B OETEY GHEEER b ATR o

Rhodes (1961) 35 £&l:2 4 2 4P * T E 5 £l 4 chd
(Person) ~ T 4li¢ 4 ehg # fr4z | (Process) M 2 % glid 4 hid &
(Product) ~ " £ 57k 8 | (Place) - Cropley (2000) #-f]:% # 2 &
s tAS FR FPUE LI e B R e

Mumford &Gustafson (1988) ni £lid 4 £~ B % ~ e o
Woodman & Schoenfeldt (1989) % Mellou (1996 ) - 5k £ 4 & -
B 4§ 32 e A 27 -5 (person-situation )2_ 2 3 ¥ % o Sternberg &Lubart
(1999) #-£lig 4 ARG - BIFEM >~ ikﬂi;hﬁlfé PRI EB A R
Bg~ 3L FR 56 &3 AT A T A G A

FRP LY R AR FEESe B v o WHHieT
_ \fﬁ;k#g—’?ﬁ‘irév

Gilford(1950)z% & £1:3 4 B E AL 24 ®4FF - Williams(1970)
RO LaFiaoiAtEj8d s p PREEGE T
FE o Rookey(1977)zn i £l 17 5 2 DT R AR T 2 £l A 1
oo F R PR S o ikd o Keating(1980)4p ! £]

-fl—!i 4 f@é«i}ép\ '7“‘4‘("53;‘ #% {r’ p: R \#b,iljlt}_,év\ﬂ}%«frliﬁ;}[ijﬁw = H o

12



B £ (1984)58 5 Alig 4 AR 4 G rRIEATR AL 4 o

S AT ERG e

Mednick (1962) 85 834 % 248 £ FAAA AL
YEARY 0 BT ML NR R R E T L > LG * R
p o Gilford (1967) 3uz £l 4 arfp = & % 254 Hicr L
(divergentthinking) m & 3¢ eniz 5 > {7 2 B 5 i~ 3

t~ gl = fE 4k - Torrance (1966 ) #% 1) )i £ - B4z 2 %
- RAETELRAFPEA I R EOES AL S RDEXR ERHEF
FROTH/RNKF B0 H B F R DR 4R % - De Bono(1971)
e glEd PRI RY B - BBERSHLEE LT R
Lengnick-Hall(1999):% & £ # A #-° X F L RBLE B 2 AThE

LIRS R 5 4 o

‘F{ FfE ?;(1976)«‘}% A ARC I L NoF R A o SR R AR
ﬁfil”ﬁi il e R T m«f*"}ﬁ ’ I3 7T B2 i and I o 5k 3 5 (1983)
WA A AT B AR R R o MU ERE R >~ S &

Gk d o @ BT RALR A frsk e L Y BT R RATRE

BRI L A A NAE s R R ol R .

X

13



Barron (1969) 5 £l:3 AT A E 3 cnE F > BRI £ 37000
4 o Amabile(1983a)3 A A - ¥ LRk Ji 1 H A1 4 R ¥ eaiE

Moo glig 4 A Fe R A %fr%mxlgbm\ wﬁq‘ﬁﬁéﬁ‘qﬁ%

!

i@ e o Perkins (1988) # 41 4] & e % R A b 4]0 (original ) 22 if

% = (appropriate ) - Sternberg &Lubart (1996 ) 2% 113 # £ 4 2 37

H &g A i 4 o Mayer (1999) 145377 - & k- i F £ ahg)
B4 B LGS A TR T Wﬂ}éﬁ%éﬁa‘ﬁ dU e Aig 4 ik

z R A1 Coriginality ) £ 3 * 1+ (usefulness) o

&
¥
W
=1
9

Gardner(1988)# M1 4] # 7 .4 $ & ~ w8 « & #2758 soikde

ds % kAR Ra B g % o Clark(1983)# ) £ 4 Tk

N\

(dm

&
IR 0 AGkAIRA R FERY CHL CRTEERES M2
v 4L o Lubart &Getz (1997) i £l 4 A REBFF ~ B8 - A2

ERB oA G iR .

—3—&5’/—%—(1987)‘:,\;% ﬁ. f: lLE w’ A 'f’" > L H B3 }i J;‘ > l‘g‘_, f‘%
A FIHEEE Rl hh PR BT Hery 7
R B B R E G Rp G AR > AR DR - R~ b

I T LR A FE Y AR RN R TR T

14



BALEFEAR MATZ(1995)0 5 £l 4 S B4 ~ Y

T RN YT SCE IR VI

BB AT R PRI L 0 R R

LN 2l

BiE o 2k (1998) dpthiplg 4 Adp iz mige? > A4 45

FRAME R B NA &2 AR MR AR E R TR R B

%

\\

2R RS U

% (2004) 56 2 F gy o #plgd A FRES (1)

AL~ R R HRET

J(2) BH S BT FREE - &

IR (3) A CEBE A CRIRS A& B4 E2PI(4)

Bifp~dd ~ PR hrgFe o

B (2000) fF 1 4 eRg o 0 AR B Al

Ei(1) Askpldr EARTAY 5 P a4 P2 plg s (2)

AL R LA S AR Al i gl

(3) L 3Rplid » LR AR ho AL (4) flid - ALY fie

A

FH LA AT RS AR

4 5(5) gl £ fha A
;(6) LkRAIEE - fBARKES ;5 (T7) 4l 4 e
’ﬁﬁ’*ﬁﬁ*#mﬁ §(8) Al -

G

‘;\\]«
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FEL L BE ek pld LR AEF SELY A

B IPELT AL I RAME G B ERE SR

b

£

o

N

!
ﬁ\‘ \ﬁl]i%J ﬁjpi‘

Blig a5 kgt TR N4 g B K 5§ E K 2 B K T
BLEBLZ o chd B3 o Ft AR R R ehplid 4 G Tl SR
N LR Sd BAERKARAGS PAEL ARG E Y

IR DENECTE

Rhodes (1961) 35 £lig # W2 4P2 18 » 3% 5 B H 19454P ¥ 38
ddidp ey B0 ¢ 7RG £ 4 g4 (Wallas, 1926 Mednick,
1962 ; Guilford, 1967 ; Torrance, 1966 ; Basadur, Graen, & Green, 1982 ;
Rickards, 1994) ~ & 5 £]:¢ 4 14 % (Amabile, 1983b ; Basemer&
O’Quin, 1999 ; Amabile, 1996b) > 2 254 4 kB (Amabile,

1988 ; Alert, 1983 ; Oldham & Cummings, 1996 ) -

Mumford (2003) 4 +7 Runco (1997) )i 4 #= 37 + & (Creativity
research handbook)#? Sternberg (1999) =n£]:% 4 £ & (Handbook of
creativity) » 35 37 % 37e073 EAL R Y 343 BEE I

7% i (Simonton, 1997 ; 1999) ~ i % #* 7 % (Gruber& Wallace,1999) ~

16



% BuiE sV (Policastro & Gardner,1999 ; Csikszentmihalyi,1999) ~ # 5 &
7 7 (Katz,1997 ; Martindale, 1999) » 1 %2 5 & ¢ "o g A~ §

(Boden,1999; Finke,1997; Ward, Smith,& Finke,1999; Weisberg,1999) -

Sternberg &Lubart (1999) 25 £lig 4 T 3 B ¥ A 5 T A A
BrEE 1 (- ) # f&B~% (mystical approaches); (= ) § * B =
( pragmatic approach ) ; ( = ) «~ 1@ # <4 P~ » (psychodynamic
approach) ; (= ) « 32 2+ § B~ (psychometric approach) ; (I ) zn4vB~
w (cognitive approach) ; ( = ) A ¢ * & B~ % (social-personality
approach) ; ( = ) #% & P~= (confluent approach) - +2 4z Sternberg &L ubart

(1999) thi 5 » 1T & kenplig 4+ 75 5 € Fl 3 3 974 4

T~

LT

Beattie (2000 ) dp &t o 1950# A2 > £]:g 4 ,T*F’“ﬁpd 1% F
BLELAR 24747 7 0 @ 45 1 340 P~ (cognitive approach) ~ A € A 2B~
w (social-personality approach) -~ «w 3@ 2+ § P~ = (psychometric
approach) -~ 32§+ 4 B~ (psychodynamic approach)~#! 42~ (mystical
approach) ~ & & P~ (development of creativity approach) ~ # 5 B~
(biological or cognitive neuroscience based approach) -~ % & P~

(computational approach) ~ "% % g % & B~ = (contextual or confluent

17



approach) -

Mayer (1999) #-£]:3 4 A3 SLE S18BFF =i » &

ARABE S DA R B E GORET B

BH L Aok 2-1-1 -

18



% 2-1-1 flig 4 a8 3 Bow
& fo i a2 1o b
B
wmE FERME LS GRS T R R
( psychometric) 4 g B 2 R NG| H v Rl 2 4R
it
@ g% (experimental) %5 i 2 £lid Rl 4 L HIPPAR
B doannaoRrAr Y g4 A A4 LY
w2 IR Sl E
( psychological ) A2
%3 BEE G A RELG A SRR AGER L
( biographical ) PRSI RE A E R RS Al FE D
g 20 ik 4 ¥ 2 F i g it 2 4 AT EZ B
2 R A4 A % g hg A

4 4

(biological )

T
CCN

( computational )

'/,l/
R

( contextual )

fo i Al LA
4t dp B 5]
*

M B R A

5T

e g .
B Ak g%
9 A,
L A

S AR

R Bl
RV ET R
2.4 i

R A
w2l

SECVREE I E

IR A

TRl A
£

AN

A

FE 0 7 Y AR 5

Y T
4 ..
el A

A R 4 232
I:"_B‘\.i“:z_«—r ’ Y‘F\‘zﬁ"

Fo PR PR R A i3
4B R e
2 ) i i

g i
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B4R AR B AR Al

A RBFLHELAE o e 2R AELFAY

IR s B AT BE AT S TRl (F
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o8 RBEAR R ARF

eﬁ;‘—Fg%‘;; ];A;fj;—?,‘rb%é Jd\.)rmfggjf“}ﬁﬁ" ( Barron &
Harrington, 1981; Davis, 1992 ; Martindale, 1989) 45 ! » & £]i¢ 4 ¢h

RS A RIS A SAE R WA

Rl LZRFEFDBAFFT > o 55 T R BB ARH
w ~ B 452 3 (Gilford » 1950) - Guilford (1968) 7§ 41it % & f&
L2 At e B 4 o Siau (1995) SR E S F K GBS
MEERR S RRPBANETE 7 R ARET BB e
Ao A4 - Runco £ Walberg(1998) - 7 12 143 1= 5 jief 3 4 5 4t % o2
THER BB B FARET ol i 2R
g th s oy :g;ﬁdz 5 2 el & %98 «hE & 2 (Lubart & Gatz, 1997) -
Lubartez Gatz(1997):0 5 #1324 £ A R&EFF ~ 548 ~ AL € BB ~ frid

2 s ¢, »
S S TR

Adams(1980) 8= § 4 1 5 F Al 4 P A L ¥ L L FE 0§ Al
o 3 &~ HERFE R fre {IZA - Amabile(1988) 1
RIRAEBREW Rt %R ERLBEE% R iLL
BBy s T2 AL FIT E,‘&;TE ~ A & = 3 o Gardner (1993) i

é.}i—%jﬁﬁ% ARyl opn® S~ EE e EE Y Hinao AR o

21



FrREpE 2RDBADPETFR a8y F gL 2P &

7 * ¥4 (Stein, 1967 ;5 Amabile, 1988 ; Kirton,1989a ; Amabile et
al., 1996 ; Oldham & Cummings, 1996 ; Reuter et.al, 2005) ~ # #%
( Amabile, 1997b ; Siau,1995 ; Pollick & Kumar, 1997 ; Cooper &

Jayatilaka, 2006 ) -~ ~ # % (Filipowicz, 2006) ~ B % & 5 &%
( Feldhusen,1995; Siau, 1995 ; Weisberg, 1999 ; Williams, 2004; Reuter

et. al, 2005) ~ i+ (Zha, Walczyk, Griffith-Ross & Tobacyk, 2006) 1 % %
¥ 14 (Weisberg, 1999) % o B >+ i X $FH R BL|E 4 F]F T 0 14
#AARaEET ?ﬁ - R aF 2o %LLL ek A B B
MIF e 848 4 enF]F - Croply (2001) 35 gl 4 eha 4 3 0
i Be et (1) o ¢ - BB g s g (2) &

FHA G (3) B (4) LREF

WA F ST HFABAFTELIE S Sl (Barron &
Harrington, 1981; Davis, 1989 ) o B >t A 35 B 8 B 4)d 4 F|F a0

"“,uﬁp ’544me£3" ﬁh?*"‘lrﬂ—ﬂlﬁ‘m*f
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Wallas (1926) 24 HAlig § &R EA > & &3 5 ~ h'a P
B 22 f ffshs I o Davis &Subkoviak (1975):n 5 Alid 4 & ek

_ﬁ/_:;’u\zgjv %‘K&\f}{%% ;‘Ljr';\'éﬁ:,u\—’\’?%\ﬁ”%\

~=i

H

4y
N

o B EE S R & FEAR o Kirton (1976) & 7 3 RA]
B PARBENTERG M Y- HBERES DEFLS AR

Popescu &Facaoaru (1972)4-4430 =415 ~ Hjie~ 2 fupe k F 4 8 (5
BB RAE B RETEF RN EAM -
Amabile(1988):u % - I8 £ & A 4 F 3 2430 R 3RS - SRR o I
AR R R AE S PR o heEe - B
EXER 3 okBEar RS R R LSS~ ATk FIT
LA M E R SR LE R BRSSO F B SR
Sternberg(1988)4& 1 chg:d 4 R A REFF > e 45 L HEHDEF L CF
LIRS BRI © B ETEE S EREN Ak s
FRREDR G CHHRADRT LI L AR RT A YA
% o Oldham & Cumming (1996) 7= 3 # MA|E # ehA $8 7 1 B4
AR~ b L RS s SRE R B RN E R W

PRITHRDELESR ~ 2RI ap g o
ARz Y 0 T % FE R (f Aibig five or big 5) AR

poOhSE S B K FRHeaE % - Woodman, Sawyer, &Griffin, (1993)4 ) ¢
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T X ARETHES ¢ 5% Bl (openness to experience) ¥ &

FAIES S dbple s 2B ARG CEFELY - RATRgE
B

ARBTRESLg LR —‘F,'Y 7 eh- 3k %% (Amabile, 1988 ;
Amabile et al., 1996 ; Oldham & Cummings, 1996) - ## % &p?p\ LR

FHAE S AR ] e 22-2:1

24



22-2-1 flid 4 A R awr g

AR g% (£8)

18 A Van Zelst & Kerr (1954) ; Mackinnon (1975) ;
Eugene(1981)

e Van Zelst & Kerr (1954) ; Eugene(1981)

B Davis et al. (1973) ; Barron & Harrington(1981) ;
Oldman & Cummings (1996) ; i 4 ¥ (2003)
EEP- S BB~ kB 2 (2003)

ef AN el Taylor & Ellison (1964) ; Sharma (1986)

Loy N Kirton(1976) -~ Dellas ( 1978 ) -~ Barron
&Harringtion(1981) ~ Woodman, Sawyer &Griffin
(1993) -~ Feist (1999) ~ Torrance (1988) -~ # %
kI FEE g (2000)

PeF L Taylor &Ellison (1964) ; Buel(1965) ; Davis et al.
(1973 ) ; Mackinnon (1975) ; Kirton ( 1976 ) ;
Torrance (1988 )

i Davisetal. (1973);

)} el el Van Zelst &Kerr (1954) ; Buel(1965) ; Davis et al.
(1973) ; Kirton(1976) ; Dellas (1978) ; Barron
&Harringtion(1981) ; Eugene(1981) ; Woodman,
Sawyer &Griffin (1993) ~ Feist (1999 ) ; Torrance
(1988) ; #r3x ~ X &% ~ @vw . (2000)

oA Stein (1956) ; Davis et al. (1973 ) ; Mackinnon
(1975) ; Kirton (1976 ) ; Eugene(1981)

R Eugene(1981) ; Goldsmith & Matherly (1987)

h'& Ee Buel(1965) ; Amabile(1988) ;

AFE S Stein (1956) ; Sharma (1986)

25



F3 221 pld A RFTIEG

L gy (ER)
e = D Van Zelst &Kerr (1954) ; Taylor &Ellison
(1964) ;
p it i3 Mackinnon ( 1975 ) ; Kirton ( 1976 ) ;

BABR L

%k
(\d
}f?ﬁ
-_@

W‘n}t—
'
=
-

Amabile(1988) ; Sternberg(1988)

Mansfield &Busse(1981) -~ Sharma(1986) -~ Feist
(1999)
Buel(1965) ; Mackinnon ( 1975 ) ; Barron

&Harrington(1981) ; Oldham & Cumming (1996 )

Kirton (1976) ; Eugene(1981) ; Amabile(1988) ;
Sternberg(1988)

Torrance (1995 ) ; Mills &Cameron (1993 ); Cruber
&Davis(1988); ¥ 3.3k ~ & # £ ¥ iv e 4 (2000)

Kirton( 1976 ); Barron &Harrington(1981); Torrance
(1988)

Davis et al. (1973) ; Kirton ( 1976 ) ; Torrance
(1988 ) ; Torrance ( 1995 ) ; Mills &Cameron
(1993); Cruber &Davis (1988); ¥ 3.3k ~ & #
+ B gz (2000)

Woodman, Sawyer, &Griffin (1993)
Davis etal. (1973 ) ; Oldham & Cumming (1996 )
Oldham & Cumming (1996 )

Taylor &Ellison (1964) ; Mackinnon (1975 ); Kirton
(1976); Eugene(1981) ; ¥ 3.3k ~ & # £ ik
## (2000)
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NP IECRNS &

B 4% (motivation) E_515 ~ 5l Ffriadr 7 5 - AP AP (58
L@ ,1004) o BREcHE BT IIEB A Edch- fESR4 0 P R
BAL N E - AN TR D BAET E dp R 42 §T e
pedap ik 2 HE S P R R TSR 2 (Sternberg &

Lubart, 1995 ; Deci, 1976)

Amabile(1996¢) ¥+ b “h A de e T 0 2k B AR A B P LR
L P EEBEALG - AN Ed s 8 2 B h s o
Ochse(1990) 27 M feirfrsh fads e 10 R dF LI 04 o £IR
LB ER Y G NI (- ) BREA o R P F LR
Fo () #irgimlngy s (Z) B (2) BPLp e A
L (T) BEN MBS (5 ) FEF e hied 5 (5) Al

FHald ; (N) BRI EPN AR E

HAKPN BB R ApB L = H 2 4p 4 49 = (Deci, Koestner
& Ryan, 2001) - Collins &Amabile (1999):2. 7 “F A d 2 pN A H BT
g eniE T > NG Fo AR A PR R AN ERE ] §#
RAGHELRe pplFS B 6o LFFunp h¥(Collins &

Amabile, 1999) > 3 & & # Rl 3 b &8 48 (Sternberg & Lubart,

27



1999) o AP oF fd s o i e T o

BAAEEG BPIMEBPE - R FLRES DLE 4 (Amabile,
1983a, 1997; Shalley, 1991) » 4wt i £ ¢ 2 f b kenT P R R
B3R D ATORLAR 60 kIR ATENEES 27 T (Amabile, Goldfarb,
& Brackfield, 1990); # 7~ B &L 1 (Fhp RAF > 2 - B
BL R R PO T HUAR IR R AT P IR B A S
# BE_% o 4p B 1 (Amabile, 1979 ) - Amabile &Gryskiewicz (1987)
1120 = R&D # 5 2 E AL % » 3 #F IR NE B E -2 43

4 L enE & 5] o Amabile (1988a) 3n 2 B £ ¥ iF 4% (task) =3

Padis? E4p i F Fh B At £ 50 e R FA
B R HAC R T IEH E  R L A B R R R
)Tfu{;rb » U EFE A AP AR (RR)E R AL IET BB
(Sternberg, 2000) - Amabile(1996a) % WPI(Work Preference Inventory)
PP R A AR SR F G RS oML R R

EBATRETE LG A PUo LR DA P ¢ £ &
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TLREER RPEPLT R B A pld R AL s

( Sternberg & Lubart, 1995 )

A~ plig 4 g

Weisberg (1999 ) # 143 4 ¥t oiiand & (4> o § 3% B AT

B fE+ pFenfh & % o Findlay & Lumsden (1988) f-Mumford %

4 (1991)5 3 MHE e s 2 R ag 1 0 1 2 BALIR AR i L Y ing

SRR

Sternberg 7 Lubart(1995):n % i & 4 T AT a4 F ¢ (- ) ¥
PR A AR BATE AN AT R (2 )R B AREY AR LA

(Z) RN &EFHLT ; (2) FItB A B2 HEESTLIR

Amabile (1986b)55 23 3 2 A7 1 sk 89 I 4 £33 L 4 s B o

Albert (1983) -~ Gardner (1983) % Feldman (1986) #% 1 4] + &

A
£ 5 AR 8 T - Barron &Harrington (1981)3% & 4F 3 4 T ehdhdt
NI 1

i B AlE B4 &4 2 18R o Weisberg (1999) 3% 14133 4 %

Wit B B R AR EATEET A A A
Gray(1966) 4 45 7€_& =850 % 1935 # £ % (B 454 ¢ 2400 = &
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LenfliEH o A S RATB(ER MR~ FFH AR B
R P 2R R TR R ) P R ITR AR o {
20 4 S AT LA AR R o B 2T L0 g4 2 F 4
Bk 4 Flpt 7 & ARk ¥ o Gryskiewicz (1996 ) 391
PR R BRI BG4 Agkend > AT R FRAE S

§ 2 A LB AT AT o 0T A0 gl 1L AR R

EH o TN FE AR R ¥

-

B gl BT

-

LR BREAREoE R AT UM ARk G AHD
HiEA LT EF Y BFER A KIHFR CEFOER (%3
& »1998) - Clerk (1979) 3% 1 £33 4 =T 3L & 5% | (the Integrative

Model ) » 2 5k 4]:+ B & 5 &% (thinking) ~ 2 % (intuitive)

B (feeling) ~ & (sensing) = 83 & cp % o

Sternberg &Lubart (1995) %% & % Al & (Thinking Styles) &_i 4
Ry 2k PR AR a0 N E A1 4 ehE & T R - Csikszentmihalyi

(1996) 3% 5 it & FARBAIEAIATRIZEF > F it & % Rl 4 & 3

LT EAFEERT L ;4 o Ward, Smith#2Finke (1999)45

ik

MEligd 2H0 A BRI A T MEREEEF AN L
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™

Bl o AR e § ot plig s AR B e LY
oS E L BEAHT] > Ll ARBTHAS T g R VB
Hou s p B s JRAIE S BB PR FEEB A
AP %eEr TEINARTEHEH - ABPER B iy
AR FLPOR A E 10T 7 K H\ﬁy%@ EER
R4 B RNTER S BRARE245 o R E e 5 Ha 0
friminp fdo s 2 £ L EBPY 0t hd o flid 4 hivah e 3
ST S B AR AT R T e Bglid 4 LT )
AR EELY FE B AT a4 w AR L Y R AT

o A2 g o A BRARLT -
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S

-
—_—

W3 P AL A B ARG PR b E ] Rk
BFE B A A3 4 88 (Amabile, 1979; Amabile et al., 1996;

Amabile & Gryskiewicz, 1989; Shalley, 1991, 1995 ; Cheng, 2005; Park,

2005 ; McLean, 2005 )

R - BT AT WGBS IRl K el - A RET
FRE LT A e R A$ 7 5 and-97 (Amabile, 1996a; Gardner,1993 ;
Gruber,1989 ; Lubart,1994 ; Mumford & Gustafson,1988; Perkins,1981 ;
Simonton,1988 ; Sternberg & Lubart,1996) - Fk¥ ¢ 7 TIe=- 4§ 2

s Ef i (es) 4 E%kE (Torrance, 1975) - Runco

Walberg(1998):a 5 %5 ~ < i ~ 4L € ~ 7T R 252 ¢ B4 4

VR B

3 TRl IR ) - BT AT Al F epl e

5

TRl A RET %}“f%fﬁ'li%’ﬁﬁ'li%"&%i‘é MRRER SR WAk Rl 2L
%8 (Amabile, 1988) - Torrance (1975) % BRE b 4 FIEX

FI P A g 2 B RS 00 TR R o 1 A1 A N s

T o R LS g B :}g J‘j,&‘ﬁﬁﬂi%%ag\;oéljﬁyi g%;q
A g 2 VBB X TR B0 E (Simonton, 2000) 0 H ¢ ¢ 7 4F TAR B
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£l 4 £ AL € hiu ke & F 2 (Hayagreeva, Philippe & Rodolphe,
2003) - Oldham & Cummings (1996) 05 £l 4 TR K1 E2 7

é;b%m_g_%w\ fv}@,z + gé««ﬁp 4 E L o

1 3k (2000 ) #2495 Bronfenbrenner (1979 ) s4 fi & L1
(Ecological Systems Theory ) # & &t T £]:¢ 4 2 B eh4 i s Sofis
( The ecological Systems model of creativity development) - #-% %8 2
WA BB P A e AaFR 0 e 420 T REERE | (&7

By > TaiFRB, - TG

A Rdev o S B % (Mackinnon, 1962 ; Michel & Dudek, 1991 ;
Hale & Windecker, 1992 ; Runco & Johnson, 2002 ; Yeh, 2004 ; ¥ 3 3% »
2005) ~ # % * ;% (Parish & Eads, 1977 ; Rejskind, 1982 ; Kemple &
Nissenberg 2000; Yeh, 2004 ; # 3. 3k » 2005 ) ~ 7% ¥ & £ (Amabile,
1988 ; Dacey, 1989 ; Rich & Weisberg, 2004; Yeh, 2004 ; # 3.3k >

2005) ~ Flief 5 (E 13k 2005) £4 & F B4 nFE o

PR AlE 2 eI BRI M GEIMI o RS PR

lv

BE ~ b eh T b 4 B iR (Michel & Dudek, 1991 ; Hale &

Windecker, 1992 ; ¥ % 3k, 2005) ¢ #3841 4 g B o
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,T}‘u’{—‘*ff'{%‘%;‘ﬁ?‘;”\f—%ﬁf%r‘gﬂ,d%i Beririgy
Bk B4t A E (# 3 3%,2005) - Torrance &Goff(1989):
P{%m’QAﬁM%Wﬁ’ﬁ%ii’ﬁﬁﬁiéﬁﬁﬁ%u’%

HEE P B TR -BEPE 0 WF L Al

i
~mh
g
>

&
)
4y
I~
Pl
fie
e
E
pul

BRIEFE 6 0 R R LS L F R b S kT F o

RAGETARRE LR PRI RIMAIHLES 28 B35

<

EROPE S FIL A BB DEY B ddr s R Rk P S
A FR s A A TIEE KA B A4 B R A RE Y

B AL R

=k
Pl
[
P
AN
==
=
o
i
_;c_
1\‘.
\ZE?
m%
<
o
H\

TARREEF ARG FREFIAAMF AR F 2 Raefr* AR,
NI R FERE O RAFE M ERY (4 KE > 199) -

Feldman(1999):2. 5 13 chs B & - BixdgfecniL g > B ¥ 2957 2

)

¥ giflﬁv]im?\g}_ FIIRB Y G B T W gy A

FREPFFBE L FA TR Y R TLIEA -

,_|_ i

#3535 (1999) FFy mp H B H 2 2 B R B > B>
BHIZAFDp RPN BAE AL MM HElR Z2FEF 7 LR

Bz p i pd R TFAHE S ELCBP N AELE
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ARM o A4 FBRL T T

=,

CHTRH

Fid YR TP A (2 ZRESRKFZPH KT LR
254 KL e RELE A4 (Csikszentmihalyi, 1999 ; Rowan, 2003; ¥ %
TR > 2005) o WFFNHFE R~ KEF 4 EERBEEDT RS LHFR
% ¢ B 88§ enflie 4 (Fleith, 2000 ; Deci & Nezlek, 1981) -
Mellou(1996)45 1 £13¢ # eRBE T & k f 3R B Dl > dok Frini

i~ 0 Rl LR R SRR T

BHT 25 o B BA Y B A A Al e Y 3
EBRBEL TRAEA L RE - BELE 1 (F o Amabile (1996¢)
i FHEARI P A Ee T 54 P AN b g
W omupligd o EAL AT REIDERRR ~ K7 A&

SRR B E R AR AT SR s Y RGeS RS A

Csiksentmihalyi (1999) = 7 # I » REF 3% F fcpld A
13 B4 g 5 - Csikszentmihalyi &Wolfe (2000) 45 &) ¢ 4eiw 1%

IS UL T P R L SRIP A R NS
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R 3 RIRES AT UL P ET oY Y AR
Csikszentmihalyi &Wolfe4t 1143 b eg]sd 4 5 Sofist > PP 5
ZRER DI L TR R REFS AR A FREGNE P A b
453 | (domain) it T AR @R i 3 R o Bl B ° FEF
2 EGENFER AR N B RN F S By 2 oo Mk
B(1996) 775 ¢ B KEF AL R FAIFTFEZE pESEIR

AFRERfE LRG3 TAPM M R o

LEF (mentor ) ¥ £i¢ 4 o B 3 £ & o 5 (Feldman, 1999 ) -
Houtz (1990) e/ 7 8 oF » BPREF A2 8 & & 50> & F WFFRE R
AFERJ]ELDEE > 5 A E 4 L34 B o 2fF (mentor)
TR B IEAT A L s B AIRTHE G T ¥ F RS &
7,%““,%&“1” TR R AR RO KB EY et g2
BEAE S NFEAEE L ER VA LY R AT Y B
FIEenE (TF Y 2 Jpd DRF A3 w4 REF L g iFen
RN RN E S C N REVE S T S AN CE iy
A F 2 DRATR T o d M AF LY FARMEDT A
I REFZEFFINBEEIIPAOER o EL 4 (ZFF

2002) -
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E 23k (2005)4 R £1 87 ¢ B0 LHFLPRDRT L
CHHREBEFELORE D ZCEFLALDEREFELAFLITTER

A FE BEFG Ll DR R

A~ 1 ITHRE

=

— 2™

TOFSFEINALCARREEPER L Pl AR

(Bailyn, 1985; Cummings, 1965; Delbecq, & Mills, 1985; Donnelly,
1994; Kanter, 1983; Mumford & Simonton, 1997; Pelz & Andrews,
1966 ) - iF 2 }B*—L&;m«’ AR AHAEA R AT E A B
ek e K TR HB A L1 4 £ T P B (Amabile, 1979; Amabile et al.,
1990; Amabile &Gryskiewicz, 1989; Shalley, 1991, 1995) - ¥ % = 7 %

71Ttk € B8R 1 ohg)id £ 3R (Bailyn, 1985; Cummings, 1965;
Delbecq, & Mills, 1985; Donnelly, 1994; Kanter, 1983; Mumford &
Simonton, 1997; Pelz & Andrews, 1966 ; Mumford & Simonton, 1997;

Yeh, 2004 ; Matheson, 2006) - £]i¢ # € X F|it € < i BB < BB
% (Simonton, 2000) > # ¢ ¢ 7 #F e Apstenf)id 4 £ F SR FIAL €

gL ¥ 2 (Hayagreeva ~ Philippe & Rodolphe, 2003 ) -

Bl ek 8§ TR () Bes A gane b 5(2) - B
B A @B k5 (3) 2 HEES B R~ 5 (4) B

s 5(5) F A RFARLUE AP B Eene it (6) F BRRIEB A
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i (7) A3 A3 e 55 (8) § Aamen e g 5 (9) A
a7 P 0F (Ekavall, 1983) - Amabile &Gryskiewicz(1987) 4 3
EHAIRTE FR M EER0 PRV AT HEE AR LA
AT % o 273 7 (Interview Study) » 3 % B AETE 2 B

(Critical Incident Technique)#f 34 2 A1 AT cne B F] % 78 B 3% 5

3

CER TR PIE L) EIERE T T T YL e

(Motivation to Innovate) ~ 1 ie4g 3 # 5 /R (Resources in the Task

"’—'H

Domain) 2 2 £ 37«5 =3¢ (SKill in Innovation Management) -

R Al 4 A - AR T 4 kER o 1 ITERE
¢ R 1 gl £ 3R (Delbecq, & Mills, 1985; Donnelly, 1994;
Kanter, 1983; Mumford & Simonton, 1997 ) - Amabile(1988)5;ﬁf,3p\ a4 7
Bl MABLlE 4 ~ 2 4 Ieapl BB ORE F R o BT R
g3E L pd g;:);a CEPRPE AR S R AR s AR R L BN E
B RA AR RE FA S DG mgﬁv#—%éx FE 7% 7]
Fed WS 2 EAFTRFOCRFEFRA R OnTHE AL

M P A

W
SN
R
>~
SN
=1
3
|=
—E
Eto
%
|
i
=
3
e
N
W3

@Aﬁﬂﬁ%oﬁﬁ%»gﬁéggw%ﬁpiﬁﬁ’£$¢ﬂg%

WAl g B o bl

4

P e vy g Bt Al 4 g B

( Maken, 1991 ; Colvin, 1999 ; Crockette, 1999 ; DiStefano &

38



Maznevski,2000 ; Raatikainen » 2002 ) -

Andriopoulos (2001) sefFer e £

BA gl R F o RHE LS ST AR

J

1
puly \\\?{r )

pe

R
l.ﬁxﬂrl.
3\*/*4
1
P

0000 0
Rul P,

S
P
o
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® FFoaxNeEid
® L'

() E] 4—\.}‘;&%
® ipApE

“_J:
r'
A NNt 3

B 2-3-1 s plig 4 ek 2 %)%

7ok kR ¢ “Determinants of organizational creativity: A literature
review”by C.Andriopoulos,2001, Management Decision, 39(10),p.835.
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Y& gl eEy

PERE-LE S S F R BIERIT T L BTE

‘.
.
™
[

= »

AR ALY 0 2 XITRIRBRE Y PR E RBERFEFSR
T o~ BaE B Frd] ert it (Amabile, 1996b 5 Gardner,1993 ; Gruber,1989 ;
Lubart,1994 ; Mumford &Gustafson,1988;  Perkins, 1981 ;
Simonton,1988 ; Sternberg,1985 ; Csikszentmihalyi, 1996 ) - f k £]&
A thE B > B ®g i T ® & P % (confluence
approach)(Sternberg & Lubart, 1999) > 325 £]ig 4 7 3 & Jp f ~ B 4
BRE - PPERBFZ ] RE 2R ELE Y BB A S
A2 o EPe Edgplig 4 L AL R £ (Converge) » &t B
EP-w ¥ > F A E g 1 Simontonshzk 5 B R ELEL - Amabilef]
@4 & ez & >~ Csikszentmihalyi= s 5ok ~ Gardnern3 #

2L11 2 Sternberg el T ELEE o ¥ A i 4T

% ~ Simonton % B # 2 B & (The Environment Impact

Perspective)

Simonton E_r4 i ¢ i#| £ i* (Historiometrics)#* 3 411 4 5 & - &
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p70 & & 4= ?u g < iv e (Cross-Cultural) ~ 5 L %

(Interdisciplinary)~ 5 & =7(Cross-National) 2 g5+ % e13(Intergenerational)

2

LT AEr R (R2-51) A TR § B PR A T 5 B E A

e

HR A A o

v s Fp AR E S SRR

HETR AT Y
. ; BB . .,
f 1(,—;;%& o s A Eﬁﬂmg/’g&
33 T
l “
B A 7 5 -
P > (EE - w
— VR Y
FEF Ao FEHD
b

B12-5-1 Simonton £ # H B B LR
FALK R ¢ “Creativity, leadership, and chance” by D. K., Simonton,

1988. In R. J. Sternberg (Ed.), The Nature of Creativity(p.401). New York:
Cambridge University Press.
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~ Amabile #=¢ &> #5-7% (Componential model)

‘:m

Amabile (1983)$1 5+ 4 ~ i 8 135§ 13 8 41 4 B 532 12§ R o
B> Flpt N BHAIRA AL 0 F = S0 AN

(domain-relevant skills) ~ £]:& # #4p B 3t sc (creativity-relevant skills) 2 2

-

9,

1 iv# % (task motivation) o £]:E 4 2R EA =3I iT* A

SE R g Bl G

x\“\

Bt HC Y DA AR andi ) A

A SR S &

(Ud\
w0
’S:-b-‘\
>~
>\_.
g
e
d
e
i
F
1"
fhm
e
~
),
Hie
B
)
—
P
W
%1\
>~
N
T
D
_ll"

B

1 EAG 5 o ATR Reildp - A U bt Ap B AT 2 Pk e @
LA UECIEN: Sl A R 4 aFa i L VR - R R A A B4
IERN o TP PR E B AL Tend ¥R R S 5B A
¥ T & (attitude) 2 &~ £ 41 159 FH 8§ (perception) e w
FiBAHEF F- FE X2 DRERE P HEFREREI TR
SR L R LA Y | ELi et SRR R I E R
PR E T RGEE C EHRR)RE B A L RS AR

2 AL (I AR R FIARAEA]T) o W R P IREAS L AR A
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MALE A F 4 T i oA 4 ARz A A4S 4 £ e
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54125 &

® AR AL
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LG AT R 3

B2-5-2 413 4 4 Tend R

7k sk ik - Creativity in context(p.84 ), by T.M. Amabile, 1996, Boulder,

CO: Westview.

Amabile g2 4

SEUIE RSN 2

i

¢

o

%

SELECI I S D

SRR S SRR

- BEAT 0 A4 Ed g TR AR

S ERATRe 4Ot R T ITY g $¢ o Amabile(1996b):E - B H HN

O odeon TALETRM ) h A pH AR g TR AT

X ETLESEY T INE Y

A o TR FARIRE T d B]2-5-3 Py if o
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B]2-5-3 Amabilesg]:d 4 "% &3

74 %k ¢ Creativity in context (p.113) , by T.M. Amabile, 1996,
Boulder, CO: Westview.

% ~ Csikszentmihalyi 7% $upg.2L(A System Perspective)

Csikszentmihalyi 5z # £]:& # #_— i ¢ B %2 (Individual) ~ 4f &
(Domain) 2 & f* (Field) = & & % 3 # 3§ 42 ( Csikszentmihalyi,
1999 ) - Csikszentmihalyi &Wolfe (2000):#-Csikszentmihalyi#t3# 1) e

ﬁv']fé 4 ,;l‘: o ﬁ,l‘!:.,l‘/‘ @2_5_4,:,_’_7—1_ R
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gs
6 E ATHR /:/ ‘\\4 BHT R
g X 3
\— A2 %?;TE“
Ak g 5 J;; A4 B
Y z,%f%'TT?“

BI2-5-4  4]id 4 ek B

TR kR - “New conceptions and research approach to creativity:

Implications of a systems perspective for creativity in Education” by M.,
Csikszentmihalyi & R.,Wolfe, 2000, In Heller, K. A., Monk, F.
J.,Sternberg, R. J. & Subotnik, R. F. (eds.) International Handbook of
Giftedness and Talent(p.84). NY:Elsevier.

# ~ Gardner 3 & gELEL(ANn Interaction Perspective)

Gardner(1983) 15 = % =47 £ (Multiple Intelligences ; MI)px > 12
Lo B PR A PEEFRSER S RTY oA i R
WEDBE B Al I A i AR E R
17 o Gardner(1993) iz #x Csikszentmihalyi % SvpLghdg 17 gl 4 3
B LR o Gardnersy 5 gl 4 &G RRET o BEAIR S F
(creator) » A &3 =~ & % > ¢ z : 4 (individual) ~ # * (other

persons) £2 1 i (work) % o



iz ~ Sternberg 3k 7 ELEE(AN Investment Perspective)

Sternbergi s 413¢ 4 A E - > L5 - B ARG o R L
PR - A > E - BAMT I FERE S RUVEIE - BAER
(Sternberg & Lubart,1995) - Sternberg &Lubart (1995) 2 it Sternberg
(1988) *t# gl 4 chA 4 EH4 L TR RE AR =B

Bwmips 23T Alg4 = 23 ) (A three-facet model of

creativity ) 4v iz & > B-H P A R s LA RBFFTHEEBE 0 R

e

e R I A RN e S AR B R 2

3

BAPAIEFT R ¢ 7 HE @~ LA - A $(Personality)

B8 TR B R %

RlE P T Hmin s gl A BAEY g YT A EF
o gl R ST R g % (Buy lowand sell high) - iz d5 ]38 42
T W BB L AT s LA AR R 2R

REA B PR REDTR RIEG FABIEDLR -

W g g '&r'ﬂ?-'lia—m#l?—ﬁ s LA A H 4e TR 1”&‘% B e

FHA L AR 2B o TR M Ldpa Fo3f 0] 4 & X vabanf
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% 2-5-1 ‘gﬁigﬁﬁljé 4 n’jqr]_/% $IE
Fl & %7 Simonton  Amabile Csikszent Gardner  Sternberg
ERRR gmgw hd o mihalyish s i 3
Fry S sLpLE. gE. m

% B * * % B .
#e * * * * *
AR 3 4P B
fxw&ﬁ . .
At
£lig 4 Ap M .

Ae
#: 4 N . .
TE .
Egar N .
X5 A A .
A ahg .

J R LB I T AN AL S A R ] F R g -
REPw AWy S e RIS 4 LA B BT (E o
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Al P18 Bk R SRR R AL ki - 2
2o AP ARl 1 & o0 383 B U4 - Amabile & Gitomer (1984)

Hennessey & Amabile (1988):n 2 :E A& = % & : (D)7 I AR & %
hi B R E R P R doib Al s R BT igEhE
(Q)f 7 & BFEDWINA R Q) E T A B AR LA FRD
LIRATR o A BR AT A KDLl S AR S oo AT A R Y
LORBLEER RIS 4 BB 5 Ao o b ORISR I B Kyt B 3 A RT

73 L5 A R ARG GEEE L LA E BN A (SRR

2000) -

A AgE s BHP e 3D PRET L ¥ Pl (tests of divergent thinking) ~ & &
2 @46 § 4 (attitude and interest inventories) ~ 4 & & % (personality
inventories) ~ # ;= & % (biographical inventories) ~ #cf# ~ e et 3 ¢ b
#=& (rating by teacher, peer, and supervisors) ~ Z &&= % (judgments of
product ) ~ % % # 7 (eminence) *Z 2 p 3 P o] g iE # fo = )?u
(self-reported creative activities and achievements) ° i& ~ + # /& Z & B2

RZ o e §_m 2R % s g Rhodes(1961) 4 e Tw Py 24 > T 4
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% 2-6-1 R Al 4 ch1 Bage

A A & A 5 5
AL S Bl *
R 2 AR E %

e

%k

R e

A S g *

e %k
AAVERE ] e B o gk * *

% fafliE 4 cn1 & 4295 Hocevar &Bachelor (1989) -

Arthur (2000) ~ £

% (2000)52 3 12 % o TE A et 4R e i 4

B & A LLALEE S B

<

JEBAEA 2 EnufFsas T4  ~T AR ~TE

=
3

"B, A%

Rl A RIEL B
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AP #e A g B gl R £ 1 2 d R A Hocevar
&Bachelor(1989) s & % 48§ £ 2 o2 A 4f 0 T 5 & f ~ Arthur

(2000):F= 5 > 31 5 B4 ~ R 22 9B -
- ER s RS RAE
(- ) glig =% & % (The Creative Perception Inventory )

MFhEZACAAFEE A - B A e e (Something about
myself) - 2 % & w84 £ (What kind of person are you?) - i & ]
BRlGB P RBEE LY R A LlgHai P

(Khatena » 1976) -

(=) % ¥4l » & % (Pennsylvania Assessment of Creative

Tendency - PACT)

AR kplERIgEF o EDLEHE o REAF Form-45,
Form-39 Short Forms = &7} = - Form45 3 45 4% - Form 39 3 39 4% -
Short Forms 3 1948% 13 3% f& - &4 2 PACT 3 63 4% - 1968 #
AP AT PR EN S RA 2 18 (§ 4 Bl A e Lok
2R AZE01 2 8% KEH) > #17 4548 > T 5 Form45 - it

Yo BT AR 2 T3 s 0.0775 7 & £.0.7908 - 2
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Haa4 iz 2 BRIEEE LA 5 LBHEII M2 To
#% 5 01032, 7 & H#m K% F 5 0.8178 5 Form 39 (Rookey,

1977) -
(Z) SR #£13: =8 & & Pl=% (Creativity Assessment Packet, CAP)

AR FGPIE ST e A A R A = R (Williams »
1980) - WM P v g ¢ vk o d Rk oo 2 AE (1994) 570 I
MR c SR IR hy g BN R GEA

n.401~877 2. FF 5 £ 5 B A £.489~81 2 B ; ¥4 F]F""l B A

%.878~.992 2 R » 11 ApRf Ty 1E.05 B R o
(=) BF i 413 W w £ % (Raudsepp Creativity Orientation Inventory)

Raudsepp (1981)sr£]:d Mo RE 2 £ ¢ 7 -2 A & & 48P PP
FeGRAEREIIREG PB AT LEEE BB A AR
Bt - et A2 B 47 R G R F b R o £ 4R &
Cronbach's « % # /i %463 932 F » % & % =hCronbach's « % #k

280 F&M- B2 R PITRAN62E 832 F > BE L DIE- B

Vg Rl R 5830 B AR A TipIA1E M U enfE s ¢ 10
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1. =+ "% " w & % (Left/Right Brain Orientation Inventory) ;
% @ ¥ e & % (Value Orientations Inventory) » & 204% » 4 & p

FAMYBARERSORE FLAAFFH§ARIAIELES S

3. 1 T8 & & % (Attitudes Toward Work Inventory) » = 3248 o &
B AREA PR ITRR TRAE

4. FPREf#;&-17 5 & % (Problem Solving Behaviors Inventory) » %
3288 o A B A A A PRI PR A OE AN SRR B A ,@
B BB AL Sk R AT

5. # ° # 5% & % (Children-Adolescence Inventory) » + 124% -

RESFHBALES EEROR S

i
&
2y

6. &4z E £ (Interests Inventory) » £ 324L - FA g% » # 7 H &
AB A MR YRR

7. ~ %R & 4 (Interpersonal Relations Inventory) » + 3648 » %
TR AR GRALE-FA R EAH 40 L

8. 4 & % (Personality Dimensions Inventory) » £ 5448 > 1 & &
RIERIB A HE S

9. p A & 2 % (Self-perception Checklist) » % 501 A5 % 3 %1
Ao d XFEFIER G RIRDAF

>

10. § w p 2 & % & % (Negative Self-images Inventory) > & 2047 3
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EEBRFF R RXBE R AHDE A F Y o PE - BRI

N AR
(- ) #li% # %44 (Creativity Checklist » CCL)

WAL e 4 (fluency ) ~ # i 4 ( flexibility ) ~ 2t ﬁiﬁ I3

( constructional skill ) ~ # 4 ¢ (ingenuity ) ~ & % #

4y

(resourcefulness ) ~ # = 1+ (independence ) ~ & = p # %% (positive
self-referencing ) ,14 % ¥+4f 32 & en¥ 4% (preference for complexity ) %

8 # @ » (Johnson,1979) -

(=) #£l:2 * & % (The Creative Personality Scale, CPS)

Gough 4& 8 % & 7 3 55 » S35 P A47enss % o Sl - 37

Sl EHAREL Y 0B FFH P 18 B FFE AR
TARRE > @ 12 BAE P AlE 4 £ AR M - 1995 Gough FT 7 BT
A4 BIApe FenEMY o Sd B A G g AT I T
2 ¥ 077~ 97 42 afalks 0735 4 P2 o fa#k i 0.21
AT A2 afhliks 073, 0 BRBER AT AELAAD F- X2

4f % (Gough, 1979) -
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(=) #F &~ & 375 4 (Kirton Adaptation-Innovation Inventory » KAI)

Ji

KALE % 57 532 4§84 4- BFgasp 2§ 414 1
Feddpthe o 2t PR M- 22 4 S i & ¥R v (Propensity to Adapt) £ #
& £ 378 = (Propensity to Innovate) A 27 #f » s EME e A 10T 2
BRARBE AT A RELE TN R A XA 5 2304
R £11 (Sufficiency of originality ) ~ 7 »xf+ (Efficiency) 2 & 4 &%

iz pe A4~ (Rule Conformity ) (Kirton, 1989b) -

Zmr

(z ) £1R 3% K % (Creative Styles Questionnaire )

FEEG 7T Bawe o &7 BB i 4 (Belief in
unconscious ) ~ Fr 4% (process) ~ Hjtenié *  (use of techniques) ~
A eig * (use of other people ) ~ & # & & 3 » (final product
orientation ) ~ I & 37 4] (environmental control ) ~ 7 P {7 &

(superstition ) ~ =% =@ * (Use of sense) % (Kumar, Kemmler &

Holman,1997) -
(7 ) £1& %% 31» 4 Creatix Inventory (Byrd, 1986)

WL RE AL G BT R SRR A & 35 ﬁﬂdﬂz (reproducer ),

&

I Jﬁ ( modifier ) ~ #’fﬁ‘ééﬁ (challenger) ~ Fri%iﬁ (practicalizer) ~ £/
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%

f (innovator ) ~ % &

( planner)

:: \f@:

B
¥

(synthesuer) % & f_(dreamer) ~

|l

+
1~

(- ) a @z % (Alpha Biographical Inventory - ABI)
TEFIEF R A e B FE R RS R R OEAE
AT R B LR i 4 &

5 i# & = (Taylor & Ellison, 1968)
=) ARER

A % (Life Experience Inventory » LEI)

5=
A

£ v R

(=

e N RA TR A A E DR ER A

4 % 5 % & = (Michael & Colson,1979)

) flig 4 FdH AL 4 (Creative Activities Checklist)

ZE A RS SR e (RIS R R

¥ 6 f2(Runco,1987)

o4
B3

T~ FEF s e RS A g e
(=) ¥ii=g

L RFFIFEINA 0 7

7z Yamamoto (1963) #f#& 3t = i f&
T SRR F 2 )i

) '15*')‘1'*57 F A

4 &@iﬁxl'&i’ ’
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e oo gt (fluency ) ~ i@ 1 (flexibility ) ~ i 4

(inventiveness) & £+ (originality) % -

(=) k=g

Sprecher (1964) & ¥x 12 58 #5435 11 & £lig 4 1 fefr > T ¢
o U AARA R R BEPR DR AT
AR R R B e s R (T R AR S 2
B AL A LR  HRALG R AR 2

FRELF B EDIT o

Buel (1965) % & H1- £ §e+ i g9 2 L plig4 chf 1> & 7 ¢
# it (productivity ) ~ % 4 (drive) ~ #% it # (mathematical ability ) -
Fii 4 HITF BT QU LR 24
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Rl AR ELE

R A SRR S L F L A R R

F]P
- A LA BRI CTRRM AR T A S H

=

B

Ik

A kg g

(- ) #I% A 53 & (Creative Product Inventory )

FE A A REE AP &4 (generation) ~ fb 4|4 (originality) ~
& #74L % (reformulation) ~ B 55 44 (relevancy) - j #-12 (hedonics)  ~

32 & (complexity) 2 % % 14 (condensation) & = i & w (Taylor » 1975) -

(=) #1R A& &3 2 4 (Creative Product Semantic Scale)

1 EFE R R G OCRTH M(novelty) & F RIS BREE R

44 5 R® RE fZ 4 (resolution) FEEFEME G ST

Pp sl iR

s AFselt 2 B F 5 2 en@ v (Besemer 2 O’Quinn > 1989) -

flig A &ehipl 21 % gl (art) £l 4 RIGEY > & ¥ ¥ AR

FE D L RAER RS P A BE (4oFl 2-6-1) - 2 fE)

Y
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VLRI AR A B E Y g 2 (fluency ) ~ %3 2 (flexibility ) ~

R 11+ (originality ) % # i& 1+ (elaboration) - ( Beattie, 2000 ) -

N 9T

(SN N
B¢

—

B 2-6-1 £t (art) £lig 4 RIZ PRF

T kR 0 “Creativity in art: The feasibility of assessing current
conceptions in the school context” , by D.K. Beattie, 2000,
Assessment in Education, 7(2), 184.

%~ 4l Frfecrpl £ 1 B
£l 4 e A B A LT ARG O 0 A e T
- ~ 323 £]:2 4 PlE% (Creativity test for children)

2F gl BRI JH RS R e EBFT E BRSO RER
H 5 T L A ds e K A A A GuilfordeSIH-3] (Structure of intellect model of
intelligence) 4 % < F RIHEBR%R > P F 2 AT B AL PEH BY &350
(- RLA S (2 2 4D) 5 (2)E 3 ami(2 o 4) (2 )P e (s -

1) ()BT RE(E e D) (T) @A RE(E S D) B ALP blde
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% v ¥ e & F (names for stories) ~ 2% Z_3 4&(making subjects) ~ # F ehF B

(different letter groups) % (Guilford » 1976) -

S BV 4 FHRIS R ARE S AR R (Structure of the
Intellect Learning Abilities Test : Evaluation, Leadership, and

Creative Thinking - SOI : ELCT)

B A fBepld 4 taben s fisds 0 ¢ 5 LB PR
5*},3{}‘ f"‘ﬁif—g\' 3% 5{4\@’7/ ?—;\ 4]}\ ﬂ{;} 22 pﬁ—* ~ 5% Ii\
TR 0BT B T HIGIR S - 8B RH

#% (Meeker, 1985) -

= ~ AR L %% (Test of Creative Thinking— Divergent Production -
TCT-DP)

W AA A Gestalt eng| £ wIBIL4L > PlEp Feds Lyl hh
41 (Boundary breaking) 2.#7& % (New element) 3.4%2k(Humor) 4. g
14 (Affectivity) o S @é;é—g Mok M b5 @ =%k x;é—“ﬂ“

B EL ¥R B % e 7 s (Urban & Jellen, 1996) -

2z ~ Triarchic & # #Z (Triarchic Abilities Test )
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\F’b

BlE=fw w0 ¢ 7 @ A F7a 4 (Analytical Ability) ~ 2.5 * &
4 (Practical Ability) 4 2 3.% & i 4 (Synthetic Ability) (Stenberg,

1997) -
I ~ 4R & % pl= (Torrance Test of Creative Thinking » TTCT)

TTCT # Torrance 1395 J. P. Guilford e4F ic 5 ff# (structure of
intellect model) 2 H F4ctE 2 4 Bl n Wi 2 5F 2 R%? ~2 &
N2 BERERT AN v 7P| S TR BT A EEAL
Torrance 4138 L4 RISk BAT L £ 35 1 N kR B HERR B PRk

R FRRPTR e

FIR AT pIE A & Fop) 8 w1 (fluency) ~ % i |+ (Flexibility) ~
% % w3 (Elaboration) ~ J £] 14 (Originality) » Bl2%& 4 5 ¢ = F 3L
(Thinking Creatively with Words)—% & ~ j& i F]~ i % ~ & &F 2T -
PRt b s FrRaag B - B - BINA B A3 4 (Thinking
Creatively with Pictures) —2Z 4Bl % ~ = ~ Bl & ~ T (78 F = 304

(Torrance, 1999) -
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Rl B AREL LY AN FRE LA 7 7

1FHREE R ERE R I “:FlPap\,mmfrﬁf 3
ZHA e IR RERIEI FREZFERE L 0 R 1Ay g
BRE-pARE B E > xR R (TR 2B F (Insel &Moos,

- ~1iFRBFFE & (KEYS : Assessing the climate for creativity )

12 5 Amabile &Gryskiewicz(1989) 1 i % s & % ( Work
Environment Inventory > WEI) #78 E @ &k o gt - F77 £ 5 12,525 i

Bk o R E 21 fEA g %> 2796 4~ 0 1 F 9,729 B A

S »FE Y 275 o B WEL 7 2375 )38 ’kﬁ—‘i‘ P A
g (R B iR B R 1 PR PR iF)

mEe b (mmeram . BRAEE) ARG (1§ S
‘/}ﬁ(/uimﬁ /}J'?I)"k’. ‘é“f#l{’ ﬁ «u(‘f lfgﬂ)i‘lf%]?ﬁ]]‘?ﬁ?
1#3)0 KEYS ﬁ%jcﬁ'}l@’é#%?-ﬁﬁﬂi‘i,u@ s F] )% é;ﬁrgg

—ﬂFlzb'Lf-;bF'if o
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2262 flit 4 =81 B2 A YE

FEILCHE FERE FEHEE U
gl e plgd e REHF O PTEPN R
£ # (PACT) or: RN i A
WRETAIE A AIRMEALER R R 1R mERr
RlEe (¢ k) 4 okt R4 g ¢ A& in
IRERE R L it %
B R
ﬁ']i%’fif’ﬁré" : rFL] "G~ 43
i,,}/} ~ A f-g.\z! z ;Pl,aﬁk;,t}_:gﬁ
R SR R
%%ﬁﬁww BAFLHEEE B S P Ep &
¥ & NIAF S
ﬁ,‘]zﬁ’kﬁ'f‘_%\ i’ﬁljé"ié#ﬁ&érﬁA o A Foae B & -
(CPS) g B B gl A
4%%?
P~ EATH O BRPSRAES AR S EA SRS
ﬁﬁ%(KN)4???@ PR
RIR LSRR F~ RIS Rl AT THEIS PREAPR
(TTCT) 4 TR
1IERHEFR BRI L EREe S EL A & -C
24 (KEYS) 7% Fhlg A
Tk B 7]
#

Gl gl anER I LG LI A U R AN &

Bl B0 M ARETBRAFIAIFRASL S 4R R



R TS Rl IE AL R s SR

BT BELIE A RO L B B 2 B
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%8 BrEaplsd A

B (culinary arts) # 7 % 4= (cuisine) % #ujtr (art) s B F

ik g 4 A RS Y A £ F B 4

Cwiertka (1998):#-% 4 (cuisine) Z_& = mAl ~ 4 ~ 348/ ~ & &

BRAMRELDEHA S F 7RG L4 7 k3R F SO

8 ffics e o Bl 4 PR S - AR a4 A 5
(boundary pushing) ~ % &€ 372
(aesthetic organizing ) ( Beattie, 2000 )~ £/ 4 % i &

BB SRR R s T B g O ORRIRTL

FEELS A R MELZ A RBREFALE R A DRANR

O RRL e n BB NRRRIT R EH 7 2 Vi
IAPE AR P EHF TR LN BRER AL F PR

ZR1E A B A Ro A B AR A

i ‘\/S/;‘F',‘{éiljg"ﬁ ﬁlji:]‘ig‘f’??ﬁjﬁ:%‘;éﬁjﬁ% °
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SRR A hE R

Flig 2 A BR g ESHNBER ARER - B E0EER

£ %% = 5 (Starbucks) wweto % = siihdziREd 2 FA R~ & S )

BRAOFR D ko Fli A EFEEhi| e BA L 70 AP EA

=

%j’rgg'vmf%'ﬁﬁ-?/z@‘f?mw"inbﬁ b ey

b
ot
N
i
\
&

i
T T

22004 £ 2 WA ¥ sehy fciE P53 mE A~ 0 &£ 30% ; ETI3
B9+ 10073 %~ £ 469> :N‘iﬂﬁ:%A o kT s e @R
— B creative” 3R > H d 84 g R A A o FPLE T poek
ek b L plg 4 (R AT 0 2005) o AL S RE L
F et eE bod FAPE G RenA kPR (R E52003) o
FRRTREFHRGEE T AR ER T AR AT EHL R
' (awillingness to take risks ) /2 2 & 3 3= %< (asense of playfulness )
(Schuster, 2000) - ¥+ % = s f ¥ @ 3 > AL b 'a 3 0¥ F el

I V%ﬁ") XV /% Bﬁm%;‘}’\\:/vp\f «-7\1—\.1;—' o T4 m_@ -%

é‘.ﬂ_'%ﬂﬁ_g\:’ \%’\;‘;\B;\foﬂlﬂl‘ﬁﬁf dgme HY x P K jj]/\«fr

er
)
pE
T\,
o
fmt.
.
fh-.
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Laura Yee 7 Restaurant & Institutions 3 iESmiEe &~ =X >3 §

- % F a2 %Y > WPFIRZERONE S AP F ATAZRER AR

F_&

3

BAIL L R 2 RE Y o8- iRt R FlELE Rl BT
BRI @ AR o TG A e B DAL R S 22 (Yee,
1999) = fe 2Tk h A R EFHEATR E S LT o AR
A B EREAIR DL FHRE N FRF FORERITE S e e

*> % a2z ¢ (Mariani, 1990 ; Lamalle, 1994 ) -

T W (2002) 4p i 0 P EE G A HATE kPR o 7R R
Bt Ren®g Pl RS AF R U RELIAT b o BD
TAEZE SR P WA bR Bl AL AR Y B REEHE

2 fovk oo Fptdeie bl SR @ b F AR LA R kg o

B A ks cn AEB N 2 R it & o B A & (products)
glid 4 AL FREIEME S BEME R R s A ah
{ig‘é‘pﬁ‘qii‘ﬁ"{lﬁﬁ}a@t EAL 2B B r K

CARE S A HEASH Y P RRAT R EHE 1P R

(2%

(Parseghian, 2002)~ 7 1 ~ X & ~ vk s 7| b G R N &8

(Friedland, 2003) & E# A A~ 2 & D BB RAHL F &d ~F
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= p: > Weisberg (2001) # 11 4] R, e
7 AHNRT A IBI A PN Ren BhE AR HE R A EAThE S

TR Rl A AR Bt B Famand & (Spector, 2003 ) -

&K FF 5 £l 4 4P 1 Person ~ Product ~ Process ~ Press/

Environment & 15 5 £]& # %7 § Bop o T A W q}f, 4 4P %23

B TehplE 4 -

- ~ B3 glig 4 aEd 4 (Person)

Gazzoli (1995) BfFehl (78 % = ehs vy F R 7 h> & &

Ao AR TREFF SIS o Ak kil T4

Z

o R - MR T F 0 Tt BHEAIR B R ) iR o

iz Bl B4k % 453 (Guide Rouge Michelin) &+ 7 = 3heh
SRR ) SRS UESN R b MR I RS

H ot 2000 Eend HikE adra? o 2R ARG 2L RETZ B A

PR H Y 22 Pt R e B S
SO e AR F B EE TR A A FR g 4o

d 3t g B

—

3B B R R R 2B B
}%J—_E'/_l— ’ "éb "l _g;

:\m

~N

¥z R~ L~ oo s 26

Who~p R R R AR A S B AR F
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P > B en A AT 022 4 iTadud (Balazs, 2002) -

Gazzoli (1995) ,Tk@—i 2R et BSE B ARz B BT e U A T o
BhE2dhdsdB 3¢ 5823 (1) Prehp :(2) § 2k
B (3) FEEhEmaf: (4) LEmE  RHL a5 Gip
F 4 ~£Fl?izz~*}';'3m$ EP| Bk (5) IR 1 2 BRT A
RAI(6) frf 1 ~AEZ 2 ERp Aol wpia;(7) 24 4
34 ETRG (8) B A HAEH L > plid NFITHA SR R

ERE S

Paul Bocuse % & R &3 & erBrEe > 8 i B2 5o - B 7|30
FHRAZE (BRER E8 ) fThwadmaids g4 37 o
#F 7t - BRE 7o £ & o0& Paul Bocuse ¥ _£1372 ® % (Nouvelle
Cuisine) edpie 2. — > HAI R A2 Mg A BFF°Y £ 2 R 4M - pw
L EF ez sk P o Paul Bocuse 3n i H A hTFE A & hRE
W £ 2 % ¥ 002 4p B 1 (Yee, 2000 ) - Bocuse # ¢
BrEr gy iend & L LLg ~HFPATE A 2 KRBT L B {E
~ f7 Escoffier o & iz BBLEET o BT R~ 0 oL F o AP

% B2 3 X B ¥ o £ (Hayagreeva, Philippe, & Rodolphe, 2003 ) -

Frumkin (2001) % - =¥ /e )% 2% B i B Paul Liebrandt 3+ 2%
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POETLIIE HA RS A E RS R B B s R

A enf o BenplRRI R AR ENEY Y LR e

% Paul Liebrandt = ;= ¢

B - Fﬁﬁ;ﬂ*?m P SR |
(genius) > e Paul pf3 = & & 45 p 2 mt,z;jﬁ— g XFH oo B
TEH-EFYE mﬁ%ﬁﬁ@ffuév’ﬂf‘iﬁ%& Bl > @ 3 e i

Fr#E e s o

s R
AT R AE- ARG REDPERA G -F I LA TR

pldcd-mg b (eel) 1z 179+ 4 %%LE"’T‘ B H erF 3 @_

1993 & % % FALE 5 B2 £] R eha Br2 - —Bruno Menard>
— fod Hayes (2001) eh& 32 ¢ 3L 5w chai s ke p 3t B d ig e b
%G5 F AL RSR ARENIR o J kR

I - R
#x 44 Jk (pastry boutique ) % fi4H 1 g o 18 12

13j§<'JaIJ,T£Q FE
T OB G it 4 0 4o bAe R 4 B - BT Rend Bro 50 ¢ Py
F o7 4 2785 F o 2 15 Bruno Menard i 272 ¢ B E R 4 arE 2 n
EEAE R T — Rt HEHRZ BB e 2

2t e p Ak
1% B La Baie at The Ritz-Carlton Osaka #» 1 i o p & A $43t 1 0%

S FL AN~ Fpdip A8 (Zen approach) eh2 it o vz p oA
Podi Lok fe—FA T § H - JFF $ 3] Bruno Menard -

+7$ e =
L

iteA 2T > % 17 Bruno Menard it A E ReBE R 2 5 - BEF
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Zuckerman % (1988) f¥f- = # il & A B2 F 4 ¥ i en-
Y o H Y - ARk d F Y Mark Miller & B s 1= 4 2

- R AR R B 2 A2 C R A A2 gD

Waters (1998) /i 5= ARG L E LR NER A H > s Pafd
rede: Banse g ~ 17z (workaholic) ~ & grec %112 1 (£

o

b

e

TGy G KRR FE > @

—

L3N 3

}&&EF‘—
£
N \

-

§jmE ey - R& L& RS # 3 B Howard Raber it 12 £ R, e

g

Y
&

51 3 B S ez (James, 1994)

Parseghian (2002 ) &3 5 2 R ¥ L Bris#k 4> d 2t it

U 0 AT A P F A 2P H L F F T kA R
SRTH 0 S BB ER RO TRTICR LIRTICH 0 LA B
Sl e b ETBEEER S § RS HE AR kR
BoFRoEpt PR ChdRREE LR I DF ML
MR B LT FEPRT o2 AR A REAN S 35 2T

n:(t [P

e A RV E o
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Olivia (2002) 4705 BiF “rinet 3 ¥ R LIATE R & 3
P e s BF chiiEfodlidchd i o B¢ — g B Ann &5 o
FEBREIL R EOIIT- W FEVFE BT 20
plg @y L FH - 300 IXTUFEF T Bk RSk

B ooos A .tv‘jwc o

Perlik, Sheridan& Yee (2003) » 47 15 i k p *t ¢ 2 i

#

CFe

RlEE 4 el By 3 gl 4 el Brank R

4, FAHEE PR

5. % 24 iy
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EERTARS D P AN F Leh- i R -y - 3

'

e N - BT RS B, A LA B A

o
i

;ﬁgﬁgr)—;ﬂ.;;Jaﬁzﬁfﬁgfﬁao_é/ i g

-\\
\4-4

s PEF AL E o 3

yic

-\

GH Y &R E o B F A RARFY > & X T R
A - B R ATHR o B EFEADIE R o Rtk a e M in
HEf A MR B Pl g T o - B T T R
FER AR BER LT TR LOTAIRT T ER AT By

FFF—*K@‘%“ Fo A n’%&ﬁ;—? )y 4

“:F'

i
3
.

3
Wl
Er
N

ol
XN
&
g
ud
W
-
Qe

Bt AAR G AL P B E R BT P B 50 4 F ek

2 b BRI CR  RERBR AR (4% 2005) -

Horng &Lee (2006b) 4%+ 4| & B « 27 1 BF > & 47 1 AR Brd
ABFFEF AR TR B 5%EABR o A RETG w0 4
ABEALEFREGS S BABFRC B AR B R @

BRI GRERCBERS A G §h AR A g
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FARLEYHL DR MY RN EEKG P o 4]
e R AR A B N e

R ERFRAERT
Z s B Al 4 e A 5 (Products)

2 W% §4p3 GaultMillau (GM) =1t % Jop¥ » #-ff7 12~ 8 4 »
CRRE A SHATIESR S EAR B A E R 5] 5w enm P (Chossat,
& Gergaud, 2003 ) - Horng &Chen (2006 ) =%~ 7 © # > £ & £
AEASCREIAPLN hri s BEER DRI G2 AN

2 T

FEASFSFEARFASH ENEF AR AS4lE S HER
FOLH e FeniF LR R e Bk QIR R F T T ]

flid 4 g R pld 4 DA F b ¥ T G — i aH ab 3 S T

—F%E'Jij}uiﬁxﬁ A HRT R & TR L RF R R KR o AEE S 5
F-BaqFes Kb GBI o RABRES RAAARNMGD - ] FpFRE

€173 3% fj}‘ug%idﬁfé{év’v;g;ﬁ AR R A AR ET o d -

SEXRNIE S o RIEBE AR A EARNRY (FKEFE 0 2002)-

= T el (Nouvelle Cuisine) % = B & % & (Fusion Cuisine) °
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(- ) Nouvelle Cuisine—;# B a7l 1
Nouvelle Cuisine H_5m 7 %15 (% /2 B eh3mlI® » 4ot L E (% o
1968 # 05 7 3 b kg B4R B AR D K RIBR > LR

BATERE I E SRR da e B RGRR S 2480 BB

>

FEAPIER BEfAEREIG T P A~ AlEA fopd oo
Nouvelle cuisine “v i 7 BEF ¥ 8 Faen® ¥4 > p ¢ BB i
Bo~ K3 FH = B e X 35 P45% o & Nouvelle Cuisine — B 43P
B — i BEm R A U L jR e & EF Escoffier en 3 42 28 B

AL HITIR 3 BT ERET o BT R A HP FH

Nouvelle cuisine if f & _: i@ FfF = 5 % P ﬁ M ;Liif;{;}iq,-ﬁ—"ﬁ

ul

Nouvelle cuisine if fed_: & BEF = & ﬁp@ f_‘i,;‘ajj:,ﬁr‘f—‘ﬁ o

Nouvelle cuisine 3233 4 B & » # 7 @ E F (truth) - 7% (lightness)

zr5

i ® (simplicity) 2 # i+ (imagination) - Nouvelle Cuisine 7 & §_d *¢

EEPw il o MERRIEREP s  FAETHEF AR

*

oA AR ABMEESE Rk T R R X R B2 R
TEBINE G o L R P s TN Gt £ 4
PEAZ EF el ch- L EaRKR ARG A2 =3 5%k
Bt R AR o Nouvelle shimds X4p4f & b z 0 s2eng & o e

AR BRI i A # (Hayagreeva, Philippe, & Rodolphe,
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2003) -

Guault f= Millau(1970)35 1 nouvelle cuisine &% & 0 10 # &
ZFOLARERTA 2R AE S FHFTHIH S IHICFE 4
FOR GBI ) S (B AT ) BLF RETAE 6RO R R
BFRFITAREGY R I8 AR EGF HA JORLFER 108

57 FEH o

Hayagreeva, Philippe, &Rodolphe (2003) 343 % f& &k i k& =
nouvelle cuisine ey it > H 2+ S BrEF ~ £ 8 755k RIv & ¥ > #-nouvelle

cuisine SLBE A1 % B et > 4ok 2-7-1 o

-~
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& i

B 3§ FHENG LRARLIT FOLE ~ B

B AEE FL 3 (transgression) : #wpL @ SLih g AR L
HIRFEDT R AT H LTS B
TEFEREDSH ol NEF AT FY
B~ A4 o N ks (potau feu i@ ‘fu ;
0 2E P gR)
it J&(acclimatization) : 5138 B R «hid 5L & o
- ﬂ;# P R 2 FRRE ORI 4ot &

&~ & VA Be(2)E P~ B B % tarjine

3;{ o

CRZE Y KEEF-BLE-ARE-ERIH -

Bfr ihk 4 BEF i@ 0 S P en? s B AR .:‘z 41
SHESER PR PKRRS

% H chin MHESEE LI FHE RS GRS
KEFIFTHATH > AESBRF HER o

= ) Fusion Cuisine—& R} %2 &

Z B R % & (Fusion Cuising) sha & 23 % b ¥ 4 ch3 8 Bl fo
TAESZ g EAr ko plg - AT SR R o HH B )j‘m’%ﬁ
¢ g'ﬁfg?{v fL 'f""?’ 2~ 2 {3 % o Fusion ep n’ﬂjj‘l.:,{lz 'Vr\'g - ik@,
A2 N3 RRATURNE S > d A H i B BRI AR
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g D FEds B 4 T - 4= o &% #p e Fusion Food ;’K‘{;‘i% e e
EET A4 g om PR ek P AT A S Frdz e Fusion sk — b o

PR RLE O B RaE A S o R p 2 RIP R EST 0 Jean-Georges
Vongerichten - 5 #-2 ;% 3 e 4 jieer d = A 4L 5% & Az k ahpriF 2
- o ¥ Fusion = 5 - fAMhFair g b Ko T3 F F B Y
iprcF o £ig Fusion £ - B F BEF P RALBILE N R AEE L2 -

( Sirain, 2004 )

Parseghian (2002) th~ ¢ F%H P e i b Fha WA #

& (Fusion Cuisine) PF> 3054 e A LAY 2 i B A g =

I f G g R R LAERAHRT T AR ¥ 5 AR R

BoxkamagdBalRhaB®Ml 2 apr & Lu gL AR jehy 14
MIfES AEELRSH - ZBEMFA A RNILI E NS o
Fusion Cuisine & % ¢ 1.7 A1R > T e 2@ %
RALH gApHER » T F 0 E R R PR g G - W 3B
P2 AERER S AR OrRFRALATTICORE S 5T R

SR A Wk S BF I RATHRR L AL TR A Tk e T R

P8 R EE R EIALPA?ARBEEE 17

~ BrE A 4 42 (Process)
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wplE S e aE g ¢ o RS FF Y A Wallasit 1 eng]ig
FAzw ppE o Au st (1) BEY W EF HREDTE BEE
A TheE s (2) MRAEY C HO R RAR YRR > LA
LA RS R (B BIY  RANE O JRL RN AN A

(4) Shzgdp t BHITPE A S 1P % NSz E 277 7 (Wallas

ATBE 0 R TGRS AR R AP S S L ARTY SRS
WE LRI Y REERE o BB &Ry iex B RS
o AHBHTA S B Ptk d A o A L K FH R
RSB hRgEE ¢ o BrEr Kenny Bowers iu i g H B 4 AL
g iR p o miE s BT Michael Taus ¢ = & (T 8 ¥ - i
BET 2 i A_IEE ATEES A 24 oh- ARG BrET Pierre Schaedelin B4

TR SHITH B OBET LN AR B BRI K AR Z B RS Bk

=
pd

e FHFR- L RTE  EricGantz £ EE* R OF L FIRDT F A

P

q,

She

% A% A& & Schaedelin 7 F 8 B3 LY rP R 3 £ 2 ER
cRREF F - § RER PR RRERRL ER o Td K
R Bk A Fnghd o MR PRI 4 T B b B R SR

81



.

Fra n e HE pa

w,_
e
>_L
ﬂ!cﬂ‘\
:;T’i
wl
=
)
ﬁn
&
=
Zé\
o
il
s
[J}

ey & @ p e 423 544 (Perlik, 2002)

Spector (2003)4p 21 BHEF ¥y JEGF A e B F DR E 0 BlAof
REER ES %Y B BIFL EHRBEELL AlEF I 2 EE
FHoopt b B g AR E TRl g Y WRRE 0 57 W RE ROE

o hppeGrugegplig o gRERS AR 1T R F 9

ARG D - seihs 2 FF 8P FHHE - S enk &

o

A VIR L Y PR e c AR NHRIF R LT R LT ER
BRI AT > $AIS B AR A P o Al R 0 Bl

W e R LRE AR R - SR AN A& e 2 B

"Becoming a Chef ; ”Fiﬁ Andrew % Karen (2003)4% | & 43 ¢
BEF el ko B0 R - RO ESE S T e L

S BRI AR FRET B RT LT R G D

B3 27 URERFFFIF e eon™ 2 137 s T E RS o 2

HEBHET D B B G Pl Y A BB Y 6 R E RTS8 ¢ 4

B Ak o 2k ¢ dh- = BrEF Andre Soltner duiE T sk 7 ¢ o 2 Ak
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e F RN P AT - Rk frl FaoRk
& oy dad BrfF g plans g Plens B R0 fRaLT] s BE enfodd 3
kT RS RTE RS EESTERIE LY o MR DIERARTAR
%g,%ﬁ?u%ﬂ%éﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%o@ﬁ@gﬁn%ﬁﬁﬁ‘

rr'L"' LA §4Rm§f5°m%’*ﬁ

R A s 2 5 E (2007) g ¢ B B pl 4 o
PoRME R e TRE o ThRpE A TR
TR THme L, TR TREFR S BiEA

B R A2 A 4o W2-7-1 ¢
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BI2-7-1 Braflid 4 3 B FAeg TR 4 B

T kA “;%rﬁfp ARBERREAZFREATT B AT
% 02007 > KT ILFIR > PP o

BrEflid 4 GfEARl & av R B YIT . - B R FORG R
Wfe A gAR > SV ERF BT B R - TRE REEE SRR R0
BT R T E A SRR A AR
- ERFEWEHEL R DI T SRR DA KT R B EFE

CRengE R RGBS G AR LRI T A A ATH B
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FRF R R ERE SR FABELIG I DFERSFLLE DL o
e~ BB AE 4 TRE

Bl X919 B2 R Ba i B Paul Liebrandt <0# ¥ Fr42 ¢ » Paul Liebrandt
- fF Marco Pierre White #7384 (AR R AZE & $30 I & F eh

%4 &~ vk F] (Frumkin, 2001 ) -
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