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This 1s a two-year study. The purposes of the first
year were to develop instruments, construct an
interface for conducting a behavioral experiment, and
design an fMRI experiment. The purposes of the second
year were to understand (1) how college students with
varied level of everyday aesthetic experiences,
designing experiences, and learning styles would
different in aesthetic experiences and creativity
performance after observing pictures of designed
products ; and (2) the underlying brain mechanisms
when observing pictures of designed products with
different levels of beauty.

Four studies were conducted. Study 1 included 301



college students. The results show that the revised
Inventory of Learning Style has good reliability and
validity. Study 2 included 407 college students. The
findings indicate that the developed instruments for
everyday aesthetic experience, creativity, and
pictures of designed products have good reliability
and validity. Study 3 included 114 college students.
The findings reveal that the everyday aesthetic
experience and design experience have significant
effects on aesthetic judgment and aesthetic emotions
of the designed products:; however, the visual
learning style only has a significant effect on
aesthetic emotions. Moreover, aesthetic emotions,
everyday aesthetic experience, and experience of
design have significant effects on the performance of
originality.

Study 4 included 30 college students and graduates to
conduct an fMRI study. The major findings were as
follows: (1) The judgment of beauty and positive
emotions activated BA32 ; (2) the judgment of beauty,
ugly, and negative emotions activated BAT; (2)
compared to the judgment of beautiful pictures, those
who were with a high degree of everyday aesthetic
experience had a significant activation in Claustrum
when watching the ugly pictures: on the contrary,
those who were with a low degree of everyday
aesthetic experience had a significant activation in
Claustrum when watching the beautiful pictures.

designed products, aesthetic experience ;
creativity ; neural mechanisms
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Abstract

This is a two-year study. The purposes of the first year were to develop instruments, construct an
interface for conducting a behavioral experiment, and design an fMRI experiment. The purposes of the
second year were to understand (1) how college students with varied level of everyday aesthetic experiences,
designing experiences, and learning styles would different in aesthetic experiences and creativity
performance after observing pictures of designed products; and (2) the underlying brain mechanisms when
observing pictures of designed products with different levels of beauty.

Four studies were conducted. Study 1 included 301 college students. The results show that the revised
Inventory of Learning Style has good reliability and validity. Study 2 included 407 college students. The
findings indicate that the developed instruments for everyday aesthetic experience, creativity, and pictures of
designed products have good reliability and validity. Study 3 included 114 college students. The findings
reveal that the everyday aesthetic experience and design experience have significant effects on aesthetic
judgment and aesthetic emotions of the designed products; however, the visual learning style only has a
significant effect on aesthetic emotions. Moreover, aesthetic emotions, everyday aesthetic experience, and
experience of design have significant effects on the performance of originality.

Study 4 included 30 college students and graduates to conduct an fMRI study. The major findings were
as follows: (1) The judgment of beauty and positive emotions activated BA32; (2) the judgment of beauty,
ugly, and negative emotions activated BA7; (2) compared to the judgment of beautiful pictures, those who
were with a high degree of everyday aesthetic experience had a significant activation in Claustrum when
watching the ugly pictures; on the contrary, those who were with a low degree of everyday aesthetic

experience had a significant activation in Claustrum when watching the beautiful pictures.

Key words: designed products, aesthetic experience; creativity; neural mechanisms
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Sensory
Perception

Formal

Cognition Associational

Meaning and Value

Aesthetic Experience Judgment
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2 PR T AR AP TR BT R - HEF AR DA BTG NE A gy ARk
F B o
P EERFRANM PRy B RIZA € HEA T 5 P E G “TE fr(Jacobsen et al., 2006) < ¥

s

_ 3

 EIMRIAF B g % » 750 B4 ani g 2 %70 {r + #grontomedian cortex -~ lateral OFC -~ inferior

=N

frontal gyrus ~ posterior cingulate ~ emporal pole 2 temporoparietal junction:/% #- 3 & (Jacobsen et al.,
2006) - Kirk% 4 (2009)2-# 1 » & > &% FEALY > F R BAF a3t B & g vrig chd cortical &2
subcortical areas=;% i+ » 3 %] £_A striatum ~ orbitofrontal cortex (OFC) 2 % anterior cingulate cortex (ACC)
Mo AT LR B LEELAPM Y RAOBR > BRI E R A TR B R B
A0 B T 32 175 5 1 (hippocampus) £ precuneus=is it A2 & # 5 58 7] o § BAY de X 22 2 R AP A T EpE
precuneussrs it i€ (7 A ¢ ﬂisa] ~ & Eenk i ek (Fletcher, Happe, Frith, & Baker, 1995; Maguire, Frith,
& Morris, 1999) > i&d e * i R RFanTi b od MV o EETRE I PR IRT T €D S
AL ERNRE L DR LR H B HFE AN EF - BRI FEERAM
Tl mpr > & £ €3 & = 55 ¢ medial OFC# bilateral subcallosal cingulate gyrus«i# it 42 & o
- F 3 %% Zleder ¥ (2004)2 BLELAP P Jl 0 dp I TSN Y € Bk 0 2R MRS B M o0
o 6 B B MRS i o 7 2 Wallis (2007) 2 77 % % 4p iz 0 354 dimedial OFC & (7 %

é*

"3

[ER
ARIHFFLR LS oGP ANTRDF E LR BT ILILE T BHOY LA R E
VRAEF AR B T R £ 0 A3 ¢ T B LT KB M E R
#om ot £ R (Locher, Stappers, & Overbeeke, 1998) - Vartanian£ Goel(2004) 7%= 3 RIi& - #H 4p &) > %
RIE R g it ¢ % B A F 2 h4F 042 & 5 4p ¥ < bilateral occipital gyri, left cingulate sulcus,
and bilateral fusiform gyrirE it B] ¢ 3 3 B (45 chk BAZR o ¥ L 0 72 e dnE L VAR R AR g

FERBEDLE o
11



(I)% B R =L
RN A ERE MR FE S 7B AN SE 2 AR (5401020025 5 A= 4E, 0 2008)
A EA (P 2010) ~ #tE R ande s e (2 B F 0 2006) 11 & i},@mﬁﬁr(mﬂg%ﬁ » 2003 ; FR i
B~ EEP 4R 0 2006) % G o H P oo R A B E 2 EALAR AR SRR b 0 5R45F(2002) AT B
R A B RE & (CPAI-2)Y 2 AESvi 2 R/EIFR £ 4 » 2 £ (B A 2 5 ¢ SN T sk
MERZFREFFLZALEHA > IL ) OEEERHET IR MR IR ZER - ZELF T
TEg¥ 4 210 BiEA o
MoEFERAEAEDRE Y > P HE(2010) 5 £ B AP B IRHG 2 £ R EE AR 0 BB
"TERZFAEEL T TR B UEE R NS DR 2§ BT L Fhhi & iy o
En il AL - BN L REALEZAETREL £ TEER N TAR VTR
g TR R CTHRE TR AR T AR E TEFR ) MG 0 ¥ 684

3 ER oz £ 92238 > 2 5 #(2006) ) BRI F R F B BB Y 2 F pILTE R AR

~

LR S I0BER 0R AR YT RIS bR T > T8F 945 Rl
FRE ot -BEEe 7 RBERAEFFR Zlﬁq%f#m ’/w\w,?:%zg N B S48 SN S 2
%’%*ﬂlb‘_,ﬁ-\i’%‘?'ﬂ?éi‘ﬁfﬂi'fﬂ?‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁ/‘%ﬁ R~ R RH ‘”‘i—”ﬁlm";ﬁ@ﬁﬁi?ﬁ“

FAGEERARTFEL EOARE F R HRE AL o AT AL B TR N T s
REY s A ;&?ﬁﬁ%ﬁ\iaJ%ai@%%m%i@@%%ﬂ»%%ﬂ—@”%%é%éﬁ
e E R BT L ot PR RN IORG UK AS S ANERTIERE AT AT E- BE

ERPARME -

~ ﬁ']i%"
(-)Alg 4 hEk
27k (2000) e & B BB B EH B IE AT > N TR F Bt KRR
FoRGAIRA BRI AR A4 - B &f*ﬁ‘@ﬁﬂf}igv‘ g 23 TREIM & THE

Mo A F2 AR AR A 7 S B e E s Fow (dispositions ) s HITE R B T B &k o

s B8 e (a“$)&@(ﬁﬁﬁ‘@@‘@%‘&%%ﬁﬁ%*%A%F’ﬁ%&%?‘§ﬁ

Ky ~ESRR A gy AR ZETAES BE BRBEFF - Ra o A BHAIE S A

TOREROPEFZRIGALST S BASTERPELL DAL 2 FB LIS IR (Yeh,

2004)c FIt o FAIFE B LR A SRR W EF RN ERFEE S P A R TR

PR REE Ll S G AR F R 2a B LIRS R F o0 AR BT T LR kY
w

BEIET> o @ i fEBR AR 4 RARAR T BT DB IO-H 2 A]5E AR crpLER R

12
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W

()4l 4 i sz

& %o i Hinae(creative cognition )Bw 5 A 3 A 4 A AeanE £ 124 & 45 - Runco( 2004 )
;f;] Moarh g T AN R IR 2T R AR A R R A AR BB LA

TR AR R SRR AR HITEESE T Ao Al R ] ¢ X1 hend
Mom P e T HRITS o

TE KR Wu,ufr#b# (Cognitive Control) ergLgk k 3534 £ 4 2 H Zu4vfr 42 - Zabelina
Robinson{rAnicha( 2007):% 5 4 Z ¥dl4 cn B8 TR F B R Ar T & FFLIITY 4 e 4 S F 2o
Pl x s cniBAEEE § T F fRerlE A 5 e T4 TR F eni 4 o Letzring ~ Block{-Funder(2005)

= F IR p Aiyd(ego-resilient)fisg s A8 ¥ £ 5 =@ (playful) ~ § F B iR A > T E G L@

4& o ZabelinafrRobinson(2010)~ 35 » B it oty d]|3 B2 HGERAIBRZ B F 2 54 2 o 5 HiE
SRR AR ET R A B S %E’ A ETER Y SR AR KA R e

f® ¥ 3 p sk (Stroop test) e s ¢ (S X ARFRTERF T 4 a2ty # ) » Kerns ~ Cohen -
MacDonald ~ Cho, Stenger{-Carter (2004)% 3 » 48 $43t 2_ % 5 fr — 3k (congruent) s 2&(trials) » % ;‘éﬁ“
z w0 SR - 3k(incongruent) s sEpE s € 0 IR B sl g ardy 4 (flexible cognitive control) ey 4 o
Zabelinaf-Robinson (2010)» # 3 > E £l:E 4 B 7 - Rfr— Ry F 3 Rl A0irR 2 24
i 0 Ty AR o ARt B EM o B AEFTF - RER AL - RER
ﬁ‘é&*ﬁ#ﬁ,ﬁ#‘l)—i’jﬁd FETE R EAF O B T A d] e AU A e R R =Y A
% f @ % e Holroyd & Coles, 2002) -

NIRRT B £ 4 A TR éﬁi# 0 2L R B 1 R (unfocused attention) & 2 B £ 1 R
(defocused atttention) = gLgE o 4245 & 3y (71 & 4 (executive attention)IZ 7 > 4 R E /1 3 & Mg = o
A4l B (Posner & Rothbart, 2007) » i€ % » B4l 4 F & F 7 apy 4 5 F o AIERPRE
& th4 4 (Zabelina & Robinson, 2010) - Vartanian(2009)~ 3% & A& B8 ¥ £ & 3 & s insr
¥l 4 o B3 > Zabelina®? Robinson(2010) & 4% iz 4% chpgl s T4 AR B HE & 3 & el ins
Al o Al 4 MO BR O FAL DB AT 72 @k ? > 2R {3t o413 &

4 o

EREY L EEFIER

(-)¥R BT R LS4
Brinkmann# Sriraman (2009)z%. % £1:3 4 ¥ R F R AL L *om gk S N E 7 AR
13



REEG RAAMAD FEL S 8 P RIS ERRAE S BT g gy
Bl - B T AR LR AR LGS R AR R S & QBT BE S 1 e eh
B2 %4 f— 42 - Brinkmann# Sriraman (2009) & 2 /7= 5 ¢ & FI > F E A N EE RePblR 0T
PP ER b o 4k Z(Q010)4 1%k 0 £ MR SR 4 bt 7 E AR e {8
ﬁ@%*°ﬁ%®%%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%mg%ﬁﬁﬁ%i@m’maﬁﬁﬁngw LR~ R

RO EEHEAR] R FE- HFELRGS Hh8
2k (2011) 475 2 &2 Fde? hF Y FRATE S ﬁﬂ%)é.ﬁiﬁf%ilﬂi“,&é%:}ﬁ SR % £
it EEEPNIFETE T2 AFYERY A RREANETI - BERMS% T ARG

34 - fmxenigsk o e (2010) 33 RS KE KR AR 4 E %
o ARMBY S EEEY LY RIMA LLFUEORE L L AN F AT LY
R R HBALIEY G B R BPe heE (2000) A BEL B AR A DR
TaRY A RFELE o AR FL DL HERE LG BN o BiEE (2008) 1R
AAFATHIEFRL AR SRS SBBRRLENORE S AL F2PER N H b
BB GFEEGE S A AR o EkE (2008) 1 TER mhmELKE LA 2T RS
I FHERDKTMERART L AGLKFETV FPFERREL L 50 B R 5%
M ERR L R RO R AR R A AR AR AR A R e
B e e

I

N

(C)Fs2 $ R Z 4l 4 Bl 14
Halberstadtz Anderson (2007) 2.7 5 # & 42 3 f 2 4rd0tgd % chg (T8 7 d & Lehepirlg
ey :‘Hf‘?%» é—*f L g B KPR H R 4 o FEkiEARY o %:ijﬁ hie | ?Kg L
Fo B ER G o AR BRER

o

B
AR T HEFARB A AEGONEY o - BEMT D i 2t LR B A a0 b
o Li- AR E R DR A e Rt ] 5% >« & IR &Reber + Schwarz£r Winkielman(2004) <
F3 2. ¢ o Locher ~ Frensrt 2 Overbeeke(2008) s Sk g % » & > AR ¥ 3 F R & & 55 Tl eerndy
Flie o 3 HATEF EERFVRDT A 0 e (G T LR P A - ¢ )
FE Bl 24T o
7

el LA -

il
PRRFREDLLS S BFLRET R Do OAl T

)?/*“ﬂfi%g ! ff‘?ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ RGO f A BREE o s (ble N
® 2, H 4

ERHTE 1}@;4;—; Lo RiEgr) Fiea RBMERAL Bk M5
PL YRt B LR RS L R i 5 0 3 2 d L § shizdi(lsen, 2004) ¢ F o

ik o T Al 4 o E B PR F e o Goschke (2006) 87 45 41 0 Ap ot |
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S AR e A ORISR fe g T MAE T 4 ehfe 4 (perseverance) © Lyubomirsky
King - Diener(2005) 7 3 » IR > T EFHF 243 BA e plad 4 S Al 4 ITIFE L chi 3R 7
SD e BN RS GRS SR Al e PR AT o B S G A S R
B o pR e B R R AL o A7 (2010) MR A S H R RS H R
BP 2 a4 40 BB

FloeTiE o Lo RS ARELR S BB R 0 AR R
FRME S NSIFI e T R IR R FR BN G L FR MR A
BEY R > T3 AN RN MR L R e ER N L B R
Bt - R M AR B R Bt & A S

A~ R thE R R RR S

FETRANT AT FRIEEMKR DR FEE L AR PHEMEZ AN R OEE 2
WHEARNY  FRTE AR PAITEMEFR F P BFAGR T L2 P A RAE)E TR
ﬁwﬁﬁ9ﬁ~%£$%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ%‘iiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%“P’ﬁﬁ VA SR R MR
PREELINIBEERMACER L BER - BAER BFR)OE AN 5 > FLHRLER
W s B i RS PR AT e g 4 T e A Y B o

B FR MR EBEE T P BB e T EERGELR Y A B EREHE B F o (K
FE) B R AR A R § 3 SR PR Rk BRALE Al o R i
2RSSR P F RO FREDRGHG R 40 AT B SRl ORI 6 0 § AR R

AR MR BRI

* MIZiCERS

(Implicitmemory

] . imegation JHORAT: -
Stepl: R EMRE BRI EEHE)

(Sensory . 5 :
perception)— IR ~ BRIER

- " Explicit focal
~ BfE-
L2 attention (structural
organization,
*Step2: HIFESHT
t nd
(Perceptual i 1

analyses |— 308081 ~
b |

RS

Bl 41 hF7 g ehE B sk Bk B
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- EREVARELR

BV b High 82 BB rd Y Fam 5 aid YEe KRR LSOk 6T A2
+ # %7 (Lawson & Johnson, 2002) o Gt & a2 e cnpLBb k5 F Y b R AR B 4 AT L

PR e s LA~ RAGRAfrie i 6 0w (tendency) g4 34 R -

- 23 —‘F"f
=

AETF R E 3015 A 82 74 51014 (35.3%) 0 + 4 5185(64.7%) ik i 5154 © %8 ¥

T o & $£19.75% (SD = 1.99%) -

N e
ARG ﬁ:}yg\FelderﬁSllverman (1988) & ¥ b ##-5% “7% B 9The Index of Learning Styles (ILS)
BALA 0 SR TH R FRT R AR 9T % 0 ¥ b 2 £ 4 (Inventory of Learning style, ILS) © *
Fixz 520&, 4 EEA(F - 4 5548) 0 132k 2] (active and reflective) ~ @ 4 ) &
® 4 3] (sensing and intuitive) ~ 4% 212255 + 31 (visual and verbal) 2 % i 7 3 & £4 3] (sequential

and global ) (% £1) -

16



211 ILSE 410
LA FA$- %3 LEr e Lo 115500 ok i A
l:l ;f‘ﬂgl e o D 1. ﬁﬁi? 7 mﬁ?‘% °

(] 2702t o

(]2 :mp 1t gk o

2.3 F A s o 12,58 o ay 35 18 e g
Dl—?l‘%}mo Dlz FjiJA

(] 2413760 2 #tisi
3#5\.\1«’&]{@-‘{,P;\ﬁmif‘ifﬁ’i\btﬁ&gﬁﬁ 132 % 7 "Lf{i—!‘_‘:“ﬁﬁf’?’%?}%i\:{
[(J1 -B&& - [] 1. F R ROIREH -

(]2 - =23

DZ.ﬁ%—@WWmﬁéa
&g .

&a

EE R

4.8

‘:’ 1. Efﬁ'?ﬁ”_ ﬂ}:?yf—lrﬁ“mﬁ: s BV 5 A {%g‘f;_
ERLEL S

0 2 B BEpgmig L7 it L

]‘L/F }j— & o

4%Lmi§m§””*{
1 #:iF ) 28Y o
2. g ?? °

DD

B ack A H— B EET 0 A § 0 B AT

‘r~
¥
e
3
t?i
o
w
=%
H
-
i
=k
uig
E{.).

15. & ik
e Dl.ﬁﬁéi@°
O L 29 L ia it in b nipeie 02 a4
(] 2. #4m4 for2bidn M gz -
6.5% 1t i F Bk B —?”Tﬁ“‘%m-% N E 5 1657 ~ EFHBAFE A RE FT I
1L W% B ~#H- ks g
02 »xsrgnm. O1ms -
2.+ % e
7.- L ApfE 1788 a8y 3 afrmgﬁifﬁ, AR
L)L MrJF e 5\"7}’? CRRREEE I o [] 1.2 ;332 Kﬁﬁiv EAMLEY .
L) 2. FeFfi Agtic F4EAF w & - []zaé%wﬁfﬁww e
Bt m 2 o ) B el 8.4 ¥ L
e [jlﬂﬁmo
[J2 F¥#ms - DZ. e
SEFFEIMADT S 02 g 9.8 1t B A A5 7
O L Gami ety @ D BT R e T AT -
)2 Biancsidd - 01 2. 40 305 form s et -
10.82502 @ 24W § 204 b BEART RAL ARG
Dl. plupaf&¢ﬂ"§ Dl- E,“:;”ﬁi%{mﬂﬁ,??o
L2 GRa s « (D2 RdfEd= 2rigdapgs S ade
AEB T o

I

Sy AR

AT E LA F I HRKFFRE Y BRAADILS B %

Xl B PR L) -

T~ AT

2w o AR

AFF B L1 AMOS 20.0 #1887 %@ 1 F1 % 4 45 (confirmatory factor analysis » CFA) - 3

ILS #2582 gﬂ}#j;:g; o
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k4
it
]
9
=

(- )H%RILFIR &7
AT E H Lt CFAFESR ILS ehu fiok B o AF7 g 11 301 =+ B4 5 %2

ke

»

» X BRI SR
(o RIERR L

W2 % 2-12 88 A ATy 2 ILS B & 5N gk = b o - Fé e F]2 (active_reflective ~ sensing_intuitive -

.

(maximum likelihood, ML) & {7 8 im 3t ke E & NFFZ»e R o S5 H 4 4

visual_verbal 12 2 global_sequential ) & p 7 H ¥R 24P > A w B- FFeB AT F > SERA

T Ets o BN AP E S LRS-

30
i

55 05
2o lu W {e)

) _ 44 19
active_reflective = @
s (e
49 14 24 @
5 K0 fen)

68

57 L19 33 @

. . . .65 42
sensing_intuitive 9 L11 @

24
(er9)

34
e o
60

e e

57 32
% visual_verbal @
= ey

64
o i

.80 18
42 gL13 : @

Ny ) 26 07
global_sequential = @
an e

28 08
gld_=—éng

B 5:ILS B FF ~ 17 H 50
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1L @R T &%

AR (2006) Rk AL AFEHERE OV RERASHBREFRAZ 2 5 BT BK
;¢ (structural equations model, SEM ) 2  #=# > {3 i fle A 78 % 5|20 452 46 AT E Y b 1
30 TR S LR TR e ent S 4 %y 2120, N =301)=177.946 > p=.003 (& £2) » % 7 BT (¥

SR ECEL g ) s B ECELIE PR S RS T TS B R TR A e
T2 AET ARG BREARREN X R SR T RE R RD 0 2 e TR A A § SR
P HRAE AT ARIRET A feye’ » it w2 s A A ARIES B & BR(Ho)e F1 o
R LA SRS Y S - o A E 2 H R £ R fedp iR 1T L 2 ik dp(Joreskog
& Sorbom, 1993) - #F7 3 HEH 4 £ & b fe A dpth 0 45 % # MGFI 5940 0 AGFI5.920 » #5574
17 523% (RMSEA) %.036 » RMR 3 .011 » 3¢ 1% 0 #5205 » g+ b » NC (2 21+ = ) =2/ df
=1379> £*°1332 B ou e fie i 0 A 1 BCHIES e & (X M 2 2009 3 2 - 2007) -
ek s AR 3 ;Y e CFLE (910 IFl«ﬁq % 5 .914 > ¥ E .99 & > NFI 5 .744 > & 7 &

FL - BEYRBESSRBRTAELG A FE L RE R« B A

T T R enILSHOR AR fe B Sl B b 2 0 Gl e R 4 SRR A FACELRT AL 4 F 4
SuE LR o R WIARN T 0 KRR SRR T -

220 LS B0 2 i e B 4o 145 & 2

i fiedp DETECE S H| G 2 2R
FERLAE e & 4p R

% 177.946

df 129

p .003 >.05 » i fic

GFI 940 >.90 » if fie

AGFI 920 >.90 5 if fie

RMR 011 <05 if fie
RMSEA 036 <05 &1L ijfe
G e R 4 1

CFI 910 >.90 » if fie

NFI 744 >.90 v i fie

IFI 914 >.90 » if fie

RFI 697 >.90 - if fie
i e A dp i

NC (Normed ) 1.379 1<NC<3# 4

PNFI .628 AR B P

PCFI 767 AR § A

AIC 261.946 & g4
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2. BERRETIOBRAMEEL

AT M- AN e d it B . KGR ILSHV R P cn R &0 v & (convergent validity) > 3 T
PRZRRAHE BUBELRENFIRLFE (L) )jﬁn\m?_‘ﬁ’-}nb e 3tiE o H_4 3+.221~.8022. FF >
BRI A F p R S e 90T 5 R SR(SE) /1 20,003~ 2772 1 5 j2f £ (R?) /1 %7.049
~.6442 ;%4 % B ¥ (error variance, Delta = 1-R%) /1 178 ~.7562_ % o p: ¢t » w2 & ( p,)
foT3a% B 2 £ (average variance extracted, p, ) XA E % 13 & 22 B & > & (convergent validity) -
FIw B fEene s B REAE 5.816 ~.943 ~ .892#2.828 - ptREE <3050 AL g Rl R BEE
IR IR A ]%émI“’ Bt R -¥- 25 THPBEHEPEEE S 491 .808.690%.544 > &% -
Bip A 2500 b o fe 32T 502 R E 0 H i = Bag iRt 50t 0 AT iee BAELRAR S
BRAEAEGEREFDE > FRREFATBERINAREL A AR L AP NEFTLE (LA
3) -

DILSERFE M FI R A FT N 2 Sl s 2 RE SR A HFR T RIER A

N SE t R’ E - N m%
5L [ 4 AEE
active_reflective .816 491
L18 550 .166 7.668 .303
L1 221 210 11.680 .049
L10 440 173 9.875 194
L15 334 198 10.972 112
L14 487 182 9.131 237
sensing_intuitive 943 .808
L5 .680 .051 7.696 463
L19 571 .096 9.486 .326
L11 .646 .046 8.424 418
L8 491 150 10.455 241
visual_verbal .892 .690
L16 .605 135 8.467 .366
L9 .638 140 7.656 407
L6 565 140 8.958 320
L3 277 111 11.701 077
global_sequential .828 544
gL17 .802 .087 2.756 .644
gL 13 423 202 10.654 179
gL7 .256 207 11.784 .065
gL20 301 221 11.592 .090
gL4 283 171 11.739 .080
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(Z)pm- REERAIE FlEioM
CFA ~45= 25 > ILS4E P ¢ 3w B+ & : active_reflective - sensing_intuitive ~ visual_verbal 1/ %
global_sequential = &7~ 5 12 18 3g& 7\ ¥%— R B~ 478 M » B ¥ b £ active_reflective
sensing_intuitive ~ visual_verbal 12 2 global_sequential = i 4 & # 5 Cronbach’s o % #ic 4 %]
%.494 ~ 670 ~ .603 ~ 495(8 % 4) -
st #k > active_reflective £2 sensing_intuitive ~ visual_verbal vz 2 global_sequential z_ BF er4p B 7% $ic
AW 5137 ~ 261 2 2 134> Epor it FlE 2 2 R AP RE 5 @ sensing_intuitive ¥2 global_sequential

2 Rz ApBE hdR) 5-122 RIRMAR f AP (LA D) o

A4 UILSp 3n- R R AT

% B F'J“fﬂé?éﬁ

R RPERE R SE R R s Cronbach's Alpha
RS S B Rk REAEP -4 AFApHM T =8

Active_reflective
L18 5.91 1.275 335 142 392
L1 5.97 1.469 169 .078 501
L10 5.99 1.386 258 139 445
L15 5.63 1.373 259 091 444
L14 5.69 1.286 322 120 401
sensing_intuitive
L5 3.53 690 494 289 584
L19 3.47 610 483 235 581
L11 3.55 135 465 .260 .607
L8 3.37 559 420 181 647
visual_verbal
L16 3.81 827 448 214 478
L9 3.74 801 438 215 487
L6 3.83 .855 427 183 497
L3 3.98 1.133 224 .055 630
global_sequential
gL17 5.8970 1.173 444 209 311
gL13 5.9003 1.337 273 124 437
gL7 5.7973 1.455 192 .045 488
gL20 6.0465 1.378 236 .065 461
gL4 6.2193 1.492 207 .062 476
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%5 ILSw f %% chip B % #c(N=301)

active_ sensing_ visual_ global_
reflective intuitive verbal sequential
active_reflective 1.000
sensing_intuitive 137" 1.000
Visual_verbal 261" 134" 1.000
global_sequential 1347 -.1227 1337 1.000

* P<.05, ** P<.01

E)ERREZEVR R L R

AET A BEY R 5 RFE D MANOVA ~ {787 1 7 i w g sﬁ AR LT
¥4 3 > Wilks’ A=.941, p =.002, an: 0590 i — H A w1~ BEY R F 5 & %E 5 ANOVA 4 75
7R e diu g 4 Visual ~ Verbal ~ Global ~ Sequential 7 & ¥ £ & - F (1, 284) = 5.727~9.653 »
ps <.0L(2 % 6) - d T =@t g I > Visual(§ >+ ) ~ Verbal(-%>9 ) ~ Global(¥ >%) ~ Sequential (-*

>7)o
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26 FYp Hehpu LR L

Descriptive ANOVA F(1, 284)
Source .
M SD N MS F P Mp
Active .026 014 .906 .000
g 2.66 1.416 101
= 2.64 1.344 185
Total 2.65 1.368 286
Reflective
g 2.34 1.416 101
= 2.36 1.344 185
Total 2.35 1.368 286
Sensing .026 .014 .906 .000
g 3.20 1.183 101
+ 3.43 907 185
Total 3.35 1.017 286
Intuitive 3.590 3.498 .062 012
g .80 1.183 101
% 57 907 185
Total .65 1.017 286
Visual 7.896 5.727 017 .020
g 3.10 1.015 101
= 2.75 1.252 185
Total 2.87 1.184 286
Verbal 7.896 5.727 017 .020
g .90 1.015 101
+ 1.25 1.252 185
Total 1.13 1.184 286
Global 18.278 9.934 .002 .034
g 2.89 1.326 101
= 2.36 1.373 185
Total 2.55 1.378 286
Sequential 18.278 9.934 .002 034
g 2.11 1.326 101
= 2.64 1.373 185
Total 2.45 1.378 286

*** p < 00L.

23



By (AR il

AR ARERFTRAEL HNI P ERBYORT AFETFE TR EFR A TETE K
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FRMHREAZ RV ASEIRBS TIERE -
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il
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7
FRMRE L NS R E 5 407 S A 829 2 5 105 £ (258%)0 + 2 5 302 + (74.2%)
F T 3o #2100 & (SD=3369 %) % & 2IMF Hehf e K o & L %S 100
SO E Xk 8- ) o B MER R P 20 - 58 OpE X 100~400 13 % oA K 1F G R
W ASEE WY 5 - & LBV Al JF PR32 1 F 2 e pilotstudy £ § A
592 13 4 (40%) >+ 2 19 4 (60%) ; T35 & L 19.75 & (SD =1.99 &) - & pilot
study @ 293 R A 2T B R (DA (QF 1 G)EMER (MY 24 : (5)
FEARA - LD wRlng e E L A0LE A F L 5 935104 4 (%) A2 5 207 A (%) BAEER O

A o

\\\Xr

g1 ¥ hT o 4 2097 Fi(SD=3.346 &) o % ¥ 2N SkehR o & 4 47 100 it F 0 £
B e o AR 0 SEHEA B 20 (%2 K P i% 100~400 X7 i § v L S

(=) &%
AETBRE-ERFEORFEIRBTEE A ke 3 3B kA

1. fé%«‘gf;fgm: FEde o FRCFLRUE BIRAETG MOT A W F BT EEREAM
kAT ~ TN RS A

2. RIARERMHKEL: ARLE G BRI ERAE (F 5 IRTAE - ELT) 2R
Friome (¢ 7 TP EeREE - PTHEREAL LAY REME) ~EFRFH (27 0w
T~ ol P irs) ~ 2R 2%(e 7 1IbAIME - BEME - FHEL - B VS.H )
£ 43 3F o

3. FREERA&S I AFTHPRE CFTHE P VAL O RELALBEIT R WEAR P 12 Fi K
PASEFL O WAB AR EEOBRADRNE AP M FIEEF AR ERAERET R IE
PREHER (T ey P R (i) W & 412% - 5 2 Rg R 103 %
é%@H,E—%@?ﬁgﬁﬁégTﬂ“%%%:rﬁﬁi@.J‘riﬁﬂj MR

ﬁ]'}ﬁ')J A ré\;\“}éf'Jii%(i%)J N ré\f FrEe(RE) ) > re



(z) Rwieh

AT HRRITES S IR HROFF G044 5T FEEREDT FR f AR
FEEARPAHAS FHRD P 2LTH - FEFTMRIG > FEEFLERLFTRAAAT
BB  BRRFBF-MAEFFIREREAL BHER - 2 - PS8 07 1033 2 8
Bl 7 o

RN

() RVEFIRERNRE L

A luPFAEd 2R ME%E 4 | (The Inventory of Everyday Aesthetic Experience on Designed
Products » IIEAEDP) g B > & » #8737 14 SPSS 20.0 & {748 % 1+ %1% » 45 % Cronbach’ s p
M- KA T 817 [EAEDP AL P chif F & S Sz foc R ) 30— KRR R « B> P AR5
AP R o BF o USRI A TE % IEAEDP 4ok o gt b AT A A A
M AtT R A FIFR M o R R c AP TR S AARM AT P Gk AL
IEAEDP cp B > k7% IEAEDP ek Bii s & o

1L HFREFR AT
AEEMHFE LTS R ﬂiﬁﬂ;’i"ﬁ.“liﬁvﬂ—?% (principle axis factor, PAF ) & {7 ¥]% &3 B~

(factor extraction) - 2 AL % &bz ¢ e Oblimin & T dh o L b > AFT T U HE <3 1 Rl T
E3RANFF I UHBEIHRR TR LT F G i WEERLFF A ITEFHIER AP TS

:ﬁ
B
o

FIp3h- RPELFTenE % F RteH o Btd o BT 26407 {4745 S 126 (R4 7) » £5
BRIE(R e 247 s EF B FE S AR ERME) LA T f AR 12040~846 2 FF (R
28) ZBFEACVEESEE S 49.099% -
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e

—
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% 7: |IEAEDP 4

)

i g F 4

4 dr de 4

gt
LA NS A F R LA SR & o 1 2 3 4
2AEFARIIE T E2 R A 5o i s 1 2 3 4
BREMAEFEINFAEIIT DT R 1 2 3 4
ABFE LT ERDASEEARLT J:u'r%'rﬁl'f’sto ....................................... 1 2 3 4
eI TR R e A PP 1 2 3 4
6.4F KR hA ¢ @ LB R 0 et 1 2 3 4
TG A A SRR S B osf e e 1 2 3 4
B3N B G K E B A B0 et ettt 1 2 3 4
9.8 ¢ R A S Bl o 1 2 3 4
0BF LG 2R DAST UEATTER M o 1 2 3 4
WLARAFASRE T HEDE T o 1 2 3 4
1285 B E T % B 5 0 oot e, 1 2 3 4
B EHEEELHTRAPMDE T o 1 2 3 4
1450 2 752 5978 2 aPEL © oo 1 2 3 4
5. F ¢ MREAAFERAR I o 1 2 3 4
16.3% 02 R A TR T R © oottt 1 2 3 4
178 B A F HREF 2R AR o oo, 1 2 3 4
18.2% ¢ %‘-L'}i\——g— DA ST R 3 o 1 2 3 4
195V F B E 5 R % B o 1 2 3 4
08w A EFTASE T ERDRF o o 1 2 3 4
21.—%?15275;(%@1 A g AR PR S o 1 2 3 4
2N T EFH ARG AR I TR A RR) DA T 1 2 3 4
BEMLEF ERPAETHNFFANLE E IFoF TR o e 1 2 3 4
283 5 AT E G RETE (Aol DA M)A S 1 2 3 4
5.5 % ¢ AR NA FF B ARG o L 1 2 3 4
26,58 5 A5 A S A AT Tk (e s & A B ) A 1 2 3 4
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- IEAEDP &35 p cnF|E f m £

7%
A5 1 2 3
Sie AR o)
26 Ay AT A BBk (AR~ F DA M) e 846
24 A AHENE G REEECE ¢ BAHF)PE S 791
20 ARAFHEIASLT ERGORT 772
18 Ao I A K mitie Frul g oo 740
5 A s A Stk o 712
14 EANTUAR & STl A SR o wi L ) .659
9 AR ASOHE B 649
1 5\&?4 A F 5 LR mg R o .648
11 A sfrd s HFag i 616
16 A gAR ARSI o 604
22 R EEREF M RE(EC AR D TR A o 541
7 NG AR SE R S B arab i o 520
F)BRH
4 BE LG FRDEE§RAR DR - 822
8 ArEaE ERDES - 709
6 B RIROESTERAR IR o 703
2 AEFRGE G ER DA 701
21 FIEFRPRBDASERALIIAEC o 640
12 ANEFRERT AT DAL - 608
19 AFEEGERFL P T o 595
17 AFgsAdHreld 2RaA 5 498
15 S} DFePEEEEAR T - 447
10 BELFERDPAET UEAL R - 423
25 D3 A R Rag) A IR RE SRS SONY | o 400
4 REERME
13 AEHEHEEviRiM i 5 101
3 REDEEEIFAE e o .698
23 BAEGFERGA SN FFANL & foE YR o 449
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2. M- REEL T
PEFEE N 26 3L TP - RS ITFE R 0 R REIE -0 M ey 20505 5 ps<.001 -
G 8 5 ende B fhdic 5 578~.745 0 E¥ & s adp B e 5 533~.702 0 4 i S 18 cidp B 1 i
%.505~.645 (L % 9) - ¥ ¢t » IEAEDP 2 Cronbach’s o @#ci 946 @ 5of &2 245 ~ FF B4
4 E 5% g o Cronbach’s o Ti#icik B 5 .917 ~ .893 {=.749 - d L gLz > IEAEDP sp 38— 3R+ 2
¥ o

% 91 IEAEDP p3t— {24752 % (N=407)

- R I B AT

A 40 B Cronbach’s o
¥ 22 & 45 (Cronbach’s 0.=.917)
26 AR AP AEELEAE A A %‘r)ma“ﬂ{: ° 745 .906
24 A At sr..a 2Rk (ol s § BAH T & 701 908
20 ﬂﬁbﬁei*§£$%@%@ﬂo 726 907
18 A fiobd A Sl ] e S 724 560
5 AN AT A SRR o 700 908
14 NG A PR ST R A E AR o 642 911
9 A E IR A SRS B o 652 910
1 ;hg‘h—?]—ﬂ:wjkgé’z&w%ﬁvﬁ i mE o .622 912
11 AR ATA SR HF g 1 603 913
16 A ¢ LA A SR R o 645 911
22 AERRTEFH KT AR L FRERR)DE R - .604 912
7 N A7 A HEHKF F foiid o 578 914
&Y #%% (Cronbach’s a=.893)
4 YR ERASERAR IR 702 879
8 é\g,ﬁaﬁ}*‘i}tmﬁ‘?° .654 .882
6 et RPEPASERARIIE o 672 880
2 AFEHRIPEG LR AR 678 879
21 FREFRPRPEEE R AR I B 701 878
12 AEFEIRTEAS 540 888
19 AZEELG AR O Fo .621 .883
17 NEEGAHLFRLLG ERGE R 561 .887
15 % ¢ DRE PR T ERARFE 533 889
10 BFLFERPEST LBALEF - 587 885
25 R Ry R RS 501 .885
4 E5 % E (Cronbach’s a=.749)
13 A 2 ELv RPN A S 645 583
3 RESE S EE AL 588 655
23 BELGERTASNEEN DL & E YR - 505 752

B % (Cronbach’s a=.946)

3.PR &7
P~ IEAEDP ‘4.4 53 7 5 M 27%: (7 = A t F B en % $ > #7F 4P 0 CR @39:2.001 4
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FoR®E BT A AP BE G U ENR o

4.F) % 1p B 21 iR M B AL R

*7 3 |EAEDP = B %] 4 fF efp B 5 .436~.558 > ps<.01; = i F| & &2 5,4 njp M 5 .663~.884 >
ps<.01 (L4 10) - & IEAEDP & § 243 chuzfrch o gt ¢ > IEAEDP 22 fERE f 24 4ot e 47
T~ LT R ER A4 353 BEFAPM 0 rs=.329~583 > ps < .01(L % 5) - IEAEDP £ £ R, -
W B ihiE s R ph 5% BEFARM > rs=.251~409 5 ps<.01(Z 4 11) - &+ IEAEDP
£} iR R -

% 10 : IEAEDP & A B #2108 4 2 49 B 4 (N =407)

o o 4 E o 2 RHREHRHE BE A
Sk AR 1.000

ol M 5377 1.000

2 REHRBRE 4367 558" 1.000

®E 2 884" 853" 6637 1.000

*** < 001 o

411 @ IEAEDPI A 2 F14 4p b cnf a8 p 54508 12 2 iRz 4p B % di(N = 115)

TARAL P PR mA
FHa 2 ARLIAHNEG ERDIFEARE G FADTEN S - 576"
FHa T > ML AHNEFER NI EASLT BRSNS o 4197
B T 0 AL ARNE S IR EASE S B AR - 3497
FHA 2 ARIAHENEG ERDLIFARLE G F R DI NS o 508™"
FERA 2 > ARLGAHNEG ERTLIEEAREF FRDEFHE R A o 3297
EREA S AWRLARNL FAREF BRDER o 583"
BREA 3 o AL AE- B AR DL o 428"
KE TH A5 ipk 1 F s wlKEA~ 2 513 5 2517
i€ " B i Y iE 4 > 4-Photoshop - 252"

FHTSFTLAL LK IAAMAES 368"
KRR e (S F HE -~ L128) o 399"
e o Ry ) S A 4097

** < 0L *** p < .001.
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5 REMLFIR A 47

AR i AMOS 20.0 # 88 iE (7 S @ 42 F1 5 A 4710 £ = FE 3 IEAEDP e f o i o 255 3 12 407
A4S Rl B kit tE (maximum likelihood, ML) & {7 $dics 3+ ke % £ & hF) 3
MR o ARIBHNY RUBEAFIE L TR AN N S 2 EERME 2 T AN B
B 2645tk kR o ALY MU A RS (MI>102 p EHF) » iy
Sis o WA EE LR 6

1) B gpRRI =

A% (2006) S AP AEMERE - REFEREHHERAZ S 5

BEFRRE AN
;¢ (structural equations model, SEM) 2 :## o &7 7 IEAEDPA 47 -3¢ & L5 L 3 fie
bl

e et 3 3 Bk
x%(285, N = 407)=613.604 > p=.000 (2 %12) > # 7 BB TH2 £ SRELEWE + hs PHcred
PROBERES RS > A TGRS ERR TR 2 R T 2 0 A RN - 2 B FE

/w\%‘r%ii‘i"?;ﬁhﬁiiﬁf‘ﬂ‘ R XA F O RTHE AP RE > - LERAE AT R R

BHEARRE st 2 iy 6 ERIES AR R (Ho) o Fl o+ U R g 83

P SerE- dptk o W OR S B £ R fedp R0 5 emEE2 k45 (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993) o A7

\\\Xr

f 8 s &8 g e & dp ko & % & ILGFI 5 .890 » AGFI 5 .868 > 357 Fi17 3% (RMSEA) 5% .031 >
RMR % .053 » #i7 18 @.050 pt b » NC (2Rt + = @) =5/ df =21534 12 3chif et &
Roor R BN e B SNV &R (X PR 2009~ E 2 2 24 2007)0 gt 7t s A3 7 55 e9CFI1=.939 - NFI=893
IFI=.939 ~ RFI=878 » ¥ & F| A 23 9k » 2 7 AP P 7 fpeh- IS ERBEFTHE
S dF 2 BUE e R o B AT 0 AT St HenIEAEDPHER A RCREE fie & it B ) 11 R b g e

}ijﬁ% K&E-‘r;\ﬂ fﬁ_‘;\ffrﬁ%ﬁ?‘#l’ﬁ WAF o IR T U K fE §-ﬁvmm§l‘;§,:ﬁ&7fi o
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%12 : IEAEDPZ i fie & 4p 1R4F & %

§ fedp ¥ BrigsitEs FIUTARIE 2 iR
FERB A e R Ap R
y2 613.604
df 285
p .000 >.05 0 45 fie
GFI 893 >.90
AGFI .868 >.90
RMR 031 <.05 7 2473 fe
RMSEA .053 <.05
VoG fie R 4 1R
CFI 939 >.90 5 L4Fiffie
NFI 893 >.90
IFI 939 >.90 > 47 fie
RFI 878 >.90
e A
NC (Normed 2°) 2.153 1<NC<3# 4+
PNFI 783 >5 0 A% B P
PCFI 823 >5 0 AR B f4F
AlC 745.604 A &%

QEsGAATHLE AL

AEE - AR Sl E % F Kk 5% IEAEDP H58 48 P 0 R &> & (convergent validity) o
FRIBZFRAFEABLRBELRADFNZEIFE (1) >+ ﬁ‘xmi%ﬂ-? fvigRtiE o A3 .477~.769
SR MR RBIT A F P S A R R(SE) 450 041~ 258 2 I 2 fE R (R%)4
+.227~.712; 3% % 2 £ (error variance, Delta = 1-R?) 4 %+ 288~.773 2. B o pt ¢b s m e & 2 & ( p, )
foX o R 28 £ (average variance extracted, p, ) X ¥R E % 3 & &2 B & »< & (convergent validity) -
FIRZB- e TR A N5 .916 (oA 47) ~.891 (f‘}* Bl ) 21667 (4B E) o
s = >t Fornell and Larcker (1981) chi&2 E.6 11} » B3 RIEF R B A TGS B Be TR o
L TR REEERAEZATT~ 427 41535305 R L FE7 + > 7oz BAELEIEREL BE
FARHERFEF AL MOTRRBIEF LRI NREIE AT AP NETY RS (LA

13) -

pi)
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emotion
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Experience_
association

16 : IEAEDPZ: 3 [+ %1% & 45 5%
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%13 1 IEAEDPHHE M F1 % # 475 2 S licfo s ~ R 2R F 1 2B 2 HF LT HRFL 4

EFSr X
H A SE t R?  Delta=1-R? £&ER #E

R E AT 916 477

26 745 555 445

20 768 071 15.650 590 410

18 769 067 15.541 591 409

24 706 041 23.315 499 501

5 727 068 14.846 528 A72

14 686 063 13.730 470 530

16 677 069 13.458 459 541

9 657 073 13.068 431 569

1 656 066 12.990 430 570

22 655 065 13.121 429 571

11 603 076 11.938 364 636

7 613 074 12.181 375 625

af e 891 427

4 702 492 508

2 713 071 15.783 509 491

6 725 085 13.526 525 A75

21 718 084 13.129 515 485

8 664 062 14.610 441 559

19 651 090 11.956 424 576

10 640 095 11.797 409 591

12 545 070 10.281 297 703

25 650 086 11.806 423 577

17 600 096 11.019 361 639

15 551 095 10.250 304 696

4 EERTR 667 415

b3 477 227 773

b13 552 124 10.011 305 695

b23 . 844 258 7.674 712 288

6 ERIREL IR MR LR

*F 3 2 = s IEAEDP 1% % 5 ik %38 0 MANOVA » 1787+ @ % F'H_%Jﬁ‘%?ﬁ‘ﬁ [EREANE 3\
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WA mEgF LR >Wiks’ A=.992, p=.349, T]p2: 008ei&— # & w11 = B F]ZF 5 & %3E 0 ANOVA
VAR R T I e ) m&r}i:‘ﬂz Rk - IS LN fxy—}b GRS EE kI ELEEY LR o F (1, 406) =
2.241~3.096 > p=.120(%L % 14) -

%14 [EAEDPi:w £ 8 4 %

Descriptive ANOVA F(1, 284)
Source 5
M SD N MS F p Mo
o 4
g 2.96 44 105 492 2.421 120 .006
+ 3.04 45 302
Total 3.02 .45 407
g——ﬁk ¥ FL P
g 2.86 A7 105 .641 2.844 .092 .007
+ 2.95 .48 302
Total 2.92 476 407
2 REHRHE
g 2.84 .62 105 1.168 3.096 .079 .008
+ 2.97 .62 302
Total 2.94 .62 407
***n <.001.

(=) k3 5%i i
*ET W BRP PR KA Sohara (KRPE% £ 4 0 The Inventory for Design Experience >
IDE) (B2 2 % 15) - A7 3 § %12 SPSS20.0 & {738 p A 47 ~ #F % 12 %1% » 7% Cronbach’s p 8-

AT o

% 15: IDE 4L P

R

5O ¥ A

v o de e 4
IR By
LEE TR A5 ePfab 1 7o dolKEA S 2 513~ 5 48 1 2 3 4
2. & * ¥ i ¥ iEH Y > 4oPhotosho 1 2 3 4
cHEE 3 A a 1 2 3 4
4. S pl R SR M G 1 2 3 4
5. LML T LAIRL SR M A S 1 2 3 4
6. KEHAML a2 (I d ~ BB~ L1 4) 1 2 3 4
7. BRFRFASHM 2T F AT FE 1 2 3 4
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L RLETR A A7

BAFR BT A2 6 0 ARG F A 42 e (7 R ade B~ (factor extraction) o £u A% g

3¢ chOblimin i Fadhe ptob» AT UEMESA N LR A TE S R AEDTFE X R T %k
TR OL FE ey R BREBRAE dlcn- BIP LB - BFE o LM OFRLFEA
.613~805 2 (L4 16) =B FF A7 LA L5 4935% -7 L > R EHEL LG L
SuEH TR

% 16: IDE 2380 chF| % { 78

A T %
5

4 St fIR 2K AR B A 805
3 BEREART 761
7 F ISl Bl i U A A 720
5 T RFARETRAIL R IM A S 707
2 & * B ik 8 > 4oPhotoshop .653
1 KE TR AS ffﬁﬁf’ﬁgli’f’ﬁrIKEA‘i‘}‘éli}?—\ﬁ;—"r%é 638
6 HEBERRM 2 E® (g4 - H|PE~F18) 613

2. 8- KA
PR I IR RO PREIE - A AR B Rl B 204810 ps<.001 (R A& 17) o MR A b
Cronbach’s a % #c5.822 - F|pt » IDE e $8— R 2 4F o

% 17 1 IDE p 37— R4 478 % (N=407)

W edEIE - p K,f RIE eh

R M4k Cronbach’s a
1 KT (X2 A& | el 7 4olKEA -~ 2 751 3~ 5 48 498 809
2 % B hiEdH > 4-Photoshop 516 806
3 HEeEm 636 788
4 ’“vé‘ll‘ ES S 688 779
5 @ FRFTISYRAAILARTAAMA 570 798
6 4@ £ip b 2 5 H (dog F o #&% ~ A1) 481 814
7 BRI A SN2 T3 833 596 794

3. »ihBf Bir R
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d 2187 & IDE®# A S 2R Mok E £ 7 B ¥4 M > r(109) = .400 - p=.000 - & 7% IDEL 4 2
15 B TR o

(Z) $R WY R
FRASFTIpHRF AP AcL Lo A= 45 32 R F 68L& > LTk s
PR E FARR > T3 T R AL MR R AT HEENG R ETHER

1355 ~ B % B P 13258 ~ ME R B F 1otk 50 5« E B ko (RE F K 64 58) ¢

% 181 Q1-Q8 & 4p R ciodp M h i (N =401)

Q3 B, Q44 ART Q54 AR Q64 AT Q7 4 AR Q8AEE

QLig #8 Q2ixf 414 hpld  H#0GR) wREH) Bo(RE) ER(FH) @04&

QL 1

Q2 664" 1

Q3 857" 933" 1

Q4 959" 705 893" 1

Q5 963" 663" 866" 994" 1

Q6 -911 -.550" -.783" -.951" -.956" 1

Q7 -.884" -541" -.768" -.940 -.943" 983" 1

Q8 969" 743" 916" 986" 983" -.925 -.906" 1
*p< .01

I RPASESFALIE S R
a2 HERMEURF AL P3P AREe L PR RS FERFTEF L
Poui it BIENAIES 4 3 ot b Algd amE R i e i TBAIAATE R B TR E
P * ) £ ek (Mayer,1999) o 2 5 iR A S D B4R 4 Pk B RS
WA A B C T s X o i g 4 A § A F ke oA B R F Al o —“‘Ff;.l’;?»
Flig 4 g ez e P ot - BAIE 4 A B TR G dp ik B EAP I B 2R S Pl T

R

F_

-

# d1(Simonton, 2013) - Z #83 2. > AP|BkEF - BRI L 3 VS T ER

"

FRAIMES R B RIEAS L 08 FHAM R BT 5 04 RIFEE R0 o =hilxif B
WAl A B h %A SN IRafFT 1 & AEEEADDIHX)FA CF X>2% bl =1 %
2%<X<:1%’Z&]£VJJ :2§§f X<1%’Z&ﬁﬁ,’]" =30 F ¢ > iﬂl]mZ&#:L]% O/w\(jﬂzgj;};—im)&l

A(F BEEA) e F - ARadbilEafT B b @4 5 044 - B EEOES RS LA
B3r o §ASEE G- BHA @A 1IA I RARLFABHR AL 24 §HARE
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—ﬁ:‘_f@"ﬂﬁ LA 3A\°ﬁ—,§wmn}. B iE A
C A it §

DR N

%4%mﬁ~naw$;¢
Torsh e T AT A 4
LD’ JAN ey i)
@A Rk i S

000 - A pl&s4e 58

=.004 ;
#1

. lyti e

< B

g M e B G
22)! Pl e Ak AN A =2

1~3 2 o 3 w2 2t 12

~x»w$¢¢

r(23)=.571,p=.004 o & pl2k e i} @A 82 5

% ot il ch T AT A 4

MF(EER L4 19)

342 B mIE o

Bk | AP R A L BUReg e M 5 r(23) = 571, p

T e T 375

r(23)=.736,p=.000; & |4l 5 r(23)=.711,p
. l?t'i J—

Bl AP B S

e

/VI

R eRzgriil

% r(23)=.675,p=.000; & il etp i 5 r(23)=.565,p=.004 -
219 %A S E S B4 4 RIS DL G P
7| R (S i =
01
01 |[*F* % B GAFE s Pl M TR REY R T
TEREER I PR
02 %% * & S S R N f W 0 A
03 |[4F 3 fe3k A s 2 FEE B R
04 |Fok™ & i FHREH YD FREE VL
IR AN AN I SN = 4
02 R A E R 5
01 [FF* & ~ifdr 5 FEY SRFER)FE B0 T F
BAB B F
02 |#kr & doo iAo~ e R
03 | ~%%" % LI A SN R e X i
03 GEHER R BRI LR 5
01 |%p'* & ~qZ* & I R a
02 |HE™* =& e -
03 |BE* E BB L doolpsd s S s kg AT
04 ER
013 ‘%%& PAERR(RRFE) AL ()
02 |4~ Tif v 4R E N PR
05 %Mwﬁwww*% SR AR g
01 |7 FHmRE™ & FEERAAR S ABRECHE 2R CHRFESR
02 |4F & ol FAE S RE s e e~ THRR
03 ¥+ E ~par E clF N A R
04 | * T SN
06 B 2
01 |~ ~% 2% & ZORAE S Ee S NE Gk B)E
F R4l IES ~ WRS - F R EE
kB s FHh I E KRG KA
02 |fNF ~HE oY B TTHE dol 5 B AL
07 MR Lo~ REEE - E AN
01 |FRAF ~ FLZ|~ K * & PRI S ORE S TP BEZ AU S
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02 |RE&* &~ REW N N

' R
03 [ZHAZZAMHF BT L el AR iEE B AL
08 B B IS
01 [E#* 2 “rp B AR L doDiF e 4
02 [yl ~#F™ L 3 HEE PR S N SN AN AN S
03 [#4g* & ~ =2 ~ #3) ST TREAT S TR~ kA ALY B IR
09 183 B
01 | * & ~ =5 ﬁl~7k1~4§1‘;ﬁ7]\»1gﬁ(g)\%ﬁwg

ol BEB AR ETFW BN AT
02 |2 % E ~ded® 2
03 Pl 2 bo A

EE* &5 L
10 Flr &~ Fem o5 FREH 2R SRR TN S N N N N % R LT
3l A s Bt 7 s e L BRF o FRE(RARE) WS
(B ER) do: A BEL CHB BEL M E 2 B R ERA
% - ok B~ el

11 Qi@ﬁﬁliﬁ
01 |FEf7#
02 |# 74
03 | % 74
04 |H = ix&5 oL N ATt
05 |21 B4La enfti P
12 LR FRM e BEOTER AR &
0l | RL# -~ FL L m ¥ THTAR AR T B R ik d o
02 | B+ 2 SEE RPN ok o Ao R s o~ KR

03 |7k ® B~ i g B RS 5E dot (k4 s R4 )E T - PEAR - M
04 T&‘i%ﬁ\%ﬁﬂrﬁ: 4ol 2 RBL ST 52 CPDAS BB S FERE

Pz RFERMER RS AT A%

?%—ﬁ?il£?§$‘ﬁ%ﬁ DT RFARERMHREL T RPEREL TRV EAR
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PR L oA 4 = BAPRISRE 1544 -

AR ED - FLTERPER RV ASBIEENREL Y FR 2 MELR T L 40 5% o
LA RER AV AN FRRAS &H‘%« FAp (i £ 85 AR 220 1R)
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oot A12 R BT EE D kon
S RERVBEFLER

FEFIERHRIF > ARFEFFRAATHE L2 TAPASLIFEIEMREL 0 &
TREFERMBKEZ c FRMWKEA S Z 3B runs o FBErun & 3 40K F R A SB Y 0 3 B runs
£ 120 %My - HY MER P ER CRERMY L A0% CHEEREP AT B UN Y ER A B
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(p<.001)(2 %
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220 FRBH

) 5 g7

F R ehdp B

o SRR e 2 LR T G OARE AR B (p <.001) 0 8204
FRWY P Eeka 2 R %F**wiﬁw%m“ﬂﬂ’*l
20) -

Rl B F L Aph(p<.001) ;

FL 4k

£ 7 M EF D ARH

T kA= o

P%I\‘J l‘:’qf-‘ %?i‘ :’Z ﬁ'{

N NS

N

1. 4 22 R M4t 2 B B 5 Y ¥rarck

AR A S

@;}Q\ﬂ;}é;,{;}gr‘]ui 40 3E o F)p

@) 1 F ER

L ETEY I

e #  ANOVA A 7887 1 4 e 2 /%
F (2,108) =5.678 > n,2 =

Mo BAEER

= %ﬁ%;mé/ =

WHE+: 2R 4

LAk o T Mot i £ 0 4 210 %

T LR AR R Y AR Y

m]

40

rET A FEERHY

P AR 2 M ER RS T gL R 0 T S

.097 » f\." F (2, 108) =4.907 » npz = .085 > ps < Ol()FL %’\ 22) °

A¥ag

RIE $8 F MR A S L Rk R ]

BEREEA
S - 4347 -359"" -549" 7297
¢OER W e -.108 -302"" - 4727 508"
E R R T 3837 133 .089 -.265"
PEREY
S -396" -356" -405"" 592"
¢ ER B R e -112 -.227 -5817" 6517
ME R RS 3257 119 -.079 -.042
L AN
B ER B 5 e 154 .082 -.288" -.001
E S-S .098 -123 -.046 226
ME R B S g -.239" -488 662" 6147
*p<.05. ***p<.001.
(C)2RERMAEERV ARSI %

iR

e pRAB(FERE Y M

RERRE BT

%% M Wilks” A =.872,p=.026, 1,

EEMFOFRF AR EE L AR OW Y 2] HFAL

R
=.066 -
2

SIESEN T

T4 /ri}é%ﬁ%m&"’ 'ﬁ °



2212 R 2 FFEMBOLEE LR R A ST o R L

ERF Y IR S
iR M SD M D M D
L (n=237) 1.45 38 2.64 27 3.12 33
M (n = 39) 1.43 30 2.73 30 3.31 28
H (n =33) 1.48 49 2.86 32 3.38 38
Total (N=109)  1.45 39 2.74 31 3.26 35

20220 4R MR E R B S ek

FRBSHY TypellSS  Df MS F  Sig. n’ Scheffé
BEREY 1.252 2 626 5678** 005 097 H>L
PEREY 870 2 435 4.907** 009 085 H>L
AR B 036 2 .018 115 891 002 n.s.
**p<.01.

22 FEREHBRHAL B P Ics

A REBERE - REEWY (P AL Y AR RERWY L A0R)0 0 g Re
MR PR EM e §IBN 2Ee C3REE AR AF LA UEHF IR
AR MEREY A SERMRL P RA(AEF Y M) ur EERFEER TS
Wb ERT S RERBEAN O F UL EE R MK R ek o ZRE PN et
sofe s o £ 0 4 23

AR ERBPFEF A PSR F IR Wilks A =.842, p=.006, n,2=.082¢ &~ # 7 ANOVA
AR DA R A FERWROSTEF RRE L T RS A mEF LR 0 F(2,108) =
7.063 > n,” =.118 » 4 F (2, 108) = 5.157 » 1,° = .089 » ps < .01 - Scheffé ¥ & +* i » K 4 /5 % B 4 5% o
ST ALE R R RS EY  ETEERCEYL bR R A Pl e
A R R AR R M52 K (ps < .05)(R £ 24) -

AP ERB S EE BehAh %5 F R Wilks A =.916, p=.160, n,2 = .040 - i&— # -3 ANOVA
AATEIT A AR R SRS B et 0 A ey AR > F(2,108) =
4.230 > 0> =.074 > 4r F (2, 108) = 4.025 » n,° =.071 > ps < .05 - Scheffé % {51t d > (4 75 % & 45 o1

FOEETRE L IFHENE L F B LFER MR NFEF o AR FHOE S MR L E R
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I
K
7
)
-k
=

[y EEITTT X 51

2 s AR e
iR Esk M SD M SD M SD M SD
BERRT
L (n=37) 46 .69 54 .93 13.05 8.36 25.95 8.78
M (n = 39) 46 .64 15 .37 831 5.71 31.08 5.57
H (n = 33) 142 641 48 .83 752 592 30.58 8.16
Total (N = 109) 75 356 39 .76 9.68 7.15 29.18 7.86
PERE
L (n=37) 65 .86 1.81 165 21.84 7.67 15.70 7.77
M (n = 39) 49 1.02 133 144 1872 7.23 19.46 7.30
H (n=33) 94  3.64 161 3.44 16.64 7.81 20.82 8.68
Total (N = 109) 68 2.14 158 227 19.15 7.78 18.60 8.11
ME R R
L (n=37) 911 7.04 2559 6.73 427 498 1.03 1.40
M (n = 39) 723  6.02 2713 7.02 436 4.98 1.28 1.69
H (n = 33) 8.79 472 2470  7.94 448 6.10 2.03 3.57
Total (N = 109) 8.34 6.04 25.87 7.22 437 529 1.42 2.37
224 XKV AR FER WK ERL R Y ook
WS Type Il SS df MS F  Sig. ny Scheffe
®EREY
T it 21.370 2 10.685 841 434 016
o 3.308 2 1.654 2.997 054 054
N 649.319 2 324.660 7.063*** 001  .118 L>M,H
1 4 591.609 2 295.804 5157** 007 .089 L<M,H
PEREY
2 ff 3.707 2 1.853 401 671 .008
o 4.366 2 2.183 418 660  .008
SR ) 483.091 2 241.545 4230 017  .074 L>H
1 4 501.907 2 250.954 4025 021 071 L<H
MER R
2 ff 76.435 2 38.217 1.047 354 019
o 109.954 2 54.977 1.056 351  .020
I 807 2 404 014 986  .000
e 18.747 2 9.374 1696  .188  .031

*p<.05. ** p< .0l ***p<.001
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RV ERART A &£ E W%
LR SR E R B Y 28 ame s
FEL IR ERE A /Plg‘%jjﬁé‘fﬁ&?-g— AR B e B R ARk AR MKk L P
HA(A SR P M) UBER P P A MER PF AT Ok BRI e RS

BEAFTHFHRTEHRTER B S M Erancdk o Tiof R L & 25 2 % % ) Wilks” A =.906,

p=.095n,"=.048 - it~ % TANOVA A {747 * 7 b 2 R M% P FE X g R 2 7 25 R & 2
#74 BE LR > F(2,113)=4.333 1" =.015 > fv F (2, 113) = 4.769 > n,> =.010 » ps < .05( 2 % 26) - d
Tiofent FUF R B R AR NS S E R ERE Y E BB H ST 5F 0 MR R h
.:‘Ff o
2250 3 PRPEHRNFE K R R 2T oe Rt £
L EY-Y ET Y
% M SD M SD M SD
L (n=21) 1.44 39 2.59 29 3.12 34
M (n = 63) 1.48 39 2.74 31 3.25 34
H (n = 30) 1.41 39 2.85 28 3.40 31
Total (N = 114) 1.45 39 2.74 31 3.26 34

%26 ®P;EHEER R P 2 Aok

ERBYHS Typelll SS df MS F  Sig. N’ Scheffe
BERRY 959 2 .480 4.333* 015 072 H>LM
-3 852 2 426 4769** 010 .079 H>L
E RS .098 2 .049 321 726 .006 n.s.

*p<.05 **p<.01.

2. R EHRHERB T FEarek

>

p
BEHPR SO AE L ETe § LR 2B 3REE AN AE LA BHEEE

AT RMEPERIT - RARFI(C FAER Y AR KEAERY L A0R)E 0§

\\\Xr

FRZMERBY " NMEAPERZPRE(P LB P M) N AERFEES TS
ERGEFIRER P, FARTERHT IR T Ik c FRE R TN F BT 2k
BE LA 27

N

F_L
'3\11

BRI Y FSEF eha 155 % 5 0o Wilks' A =.891, p=.127,n,2=.056¢ i&— # ¢ ANOVA
SATET R PR LR R GRS T e | fa s 2l B F AR F (2,113) = 4.996 -
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p=.008 > 1> =.083 4= F (2, 113) = 4.080 > p =.020 » n,° = .068 - Scheffé F 41t fiz » ik 3+ gk ch i 2
F el el Wi gaE s g iy REF RRFERNLEE (ps<.05)(R 4 28) -
AU AR B S HEF RS SR F R Wilks' A =.916, p=.138,n,2=.043 - ANOVA 4 45 7
S f%m&ﬁﬁ_mﬁ%wj%bﬁﬁ¥ B(2 % 28)-
FRFIFHEF a5 % 5 Wilks A =.959, p=.593, n,2=.021 - ANOVA 4 45 7~ &F

TR LR R S b RO R LR (L4 28) -

W

2212 FRFERNFEF IR BT F BT oka L

T P EY i 1%
R Ek M SD M SD M SD M SD
®EREB
L (n=21) .48 .68 .57 1.03 13.86 8.90 25.10 9.13
M (n=63) 43 .67 .30 .69 8.81 6.10 29.92 7.21
H (n=30) 40 .68 43 .63 8.30 6.79 30.87 7.18
Total (N =114) 43 .67 .39 75 961 7.10 29.28 7.79
vOERRY
L (n=21) 100 134 157 1.66 2252 8.00 14.90 7.78
M (n=63) 76 2.69 152 260 18.17 7.90 19.54 8.22
H (n=30) .33 .55 150 1.80 18.67 6.68 19.50 7.29
Total (N =114) .69 210 153 224 1911 7.73 18.68 8.04
ME R R
L (n=21) 781 5.47 26.86 6.69 438 6.75 .95 1.75
M (n = 63) 798 6.31 25.62 7.62 486 5.37 1.54 2.65
H (n = 30) 9.10 5.56 26.17 6.51 3.07 3.13 1.67 2.16
Total (N =114) 825 5.94 25.99 7.13 430 5.20 1.46 2.37
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#0281 R EAHE B S ek

s Typelllss  df MS F  Sig. s Scheffé
®ERRT

7 I o2 2 036 080 923  .001

T 1238 2 619 1112 332 .020

SR 470651 2 235326 4996** 008 083 L>M,H

Hy 1 469.138 2 234569 4080* 020 068 L<M,H
TER WY

£ fh 6159 2 3.080 695 501 .012

s 064 2 032 006 994  .000

SR 305753 2 152.876 2635 076  .045

Hy 1 366031 2  183.015 2928 058  .050
EEY

B fh 38451 2 19.225 540 584 010

& 32238 2 16.119 313 732 .006

R 2995 2 1.497 055 947 001

Wy 15 10968 2 5.484 973 381 017

*p<.05 **p<.01.

()3 h 2RI ELIERHE
1L 3 R R4t 3 g B 7 2] dramak
AELULARRREAY OREL TR A RANES I RA(S I E Y M)
BoP FREZMER DR Y ST IO8L RRF G IR ERBHEAP O FHLTLRHIERY
L) Ererrcd o T iofcdr RO £ B 4 290 % % 3 I Wilks’ A =.976, p =.851, 1,2 =.109° & - # 51 ANOVA

AYEEE AR LT R HNEEF ABER ¢ ER 2 KER Y o F LB (L4 30)

#29: 2 LL R H ?;"»"ﬁ’é_i),é?] L enT S R X
B B

5 (R B % E R B
LY R M SD M SD M SD
L (n=27) 1.45 38 2.69 35 3.23 37
M (n = 35) 151 43 278 29 3.29 41
H (n =52) 1.42 .36 2.74 30 3.26 28
Total (N = 114) 1.45 39 2.74 31 3.26 34
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%30 LR BRHERB P L Eramck

ERBISHESY Typelll SS df MS F  Sig. N Scheffé
BERES .066 2 .033 279 757 .005 n.s.
-3 128 2 064 668 515 012 n.s.
ME RS 180 2 .090 594 554 011 n.s.

2T h REER B S gk

AR AEERFER Y EREMERERY UL TRRIARA(FEF P M)
T EERFHERTIONKL R LA RER B A FEHL YR R ER s o £
RS h T ol i L 04 3L

LB ERBYHEF RS 8% F R Wilks' A =.874,p=.065,n,2=.065° &~ # 51 ANOVA
AYTEER AR LY B g AR el ]er ] BF LB 0 F(2,113)=3.780 0 p=.026  ny°
= .064-Scheffé & (& o MAREL Y B 58 F HEAF Y RAE LY B g5 (L 432

ot ER B RS S Ba g% E R Wilks' A =.958, p=.588,n,2=.021 - ANOVA 4 7 7
HAZRLYR RO E Yy b IR FLE - ARERL Y FHF B8R
Wilks’ A =.976,p =.848,n,2=.012 - ANOVA A 45 7 Bim 7 fo % b foen%r % hou 8 144 2 4730
aAFLIR(L432)-

23102 P ARA R 5K A E R R Y Y F T o R 0 1

PR P AR R ff'] e
LYk M SD M SD M SD M SD
I
L (n=27) 48 700 .70 .869 10.26 7.003 28.56 7.355
M (n=35) 37  .646 20 .632 9.71 7.458 28.74 8.850
H (n=52) 44 669 35 711 9.19 7.018 30.02 7.315
Total (N =114) 43 665 39 747 9.61 7.102 29.28 7.786
TEIEWY
L (n=27) 74 .94 137 1.60 2085 731 17.04 7.58
M (n=35) 1.00 356 1.71  3.20 1849 7.35 18.80 7.67
H (n=52) 46 87 148 1.72 18.62 8.18 19.44 8.53
Total (N =114) .69 210 153 224 19.11  7.73 18.68 8.04
MER RS
L (n=27) 793 6.19 25.93 555 456 4.83 1.59 3.29
M (n = 35) 9.14 6.09 24.63 7.95 451 6.17 1.71 2.35
H (n=52) 781 576 26.94 7.26 4.02 4.73 1.23 1.79
Total (N =114) 825 594 25.99 7.13 430 5.20 1.46 2.37
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32 LRTh BRHEHERB Y g

WSS Type 111 SS df MS F  Sig. N’ Scheffé
BEREEA

T 200 2 100 223 801  .004

o 4.019 2 2.009 3.780*  .026  .064 L>M

N § 20.832 2 10.416 204 816  .004

e 52.684 2 26.342 430 652 .008
PEREY

T ih 6.146 2 3.073 693 502 012

o 2.001 2 1.001 197 822 .004

R 108.279 2 54.139 905  .407  .016

e 103.601 2 51.801 799 452 014
CEY Y

i 38.451 2 19.225 540 584 010

o 32.238 2 16.119 313 732 .006

A A 2.995 2 1.497 055  .947 001

1 4 10.968 2 5.484 973 381 017

*p<.05.**p<.0L **p< 001

(T)R A2 &3 R MRHAE A dock

1. 2R B 2| Erstp)d 4 gock
AFFTUERR S AT p RIA(A R Y M) upF S FUp e B L R
BEFIHERREEASVTFEAER B S DA 4 don ko T OB iR F 8 £ 330 % % 3 1 Wilks’

A =.951,p=.242, n? = .025(%L % 34) -

£330 7 P 2R B Y AU EE K Al B A T o R

A BBt
Y Pl M SD M SD
L (n=237) 21.43 9.03 13.08 451
M (n = 38) 22.00 7.98 13.61 4.58
H (n = 38) 22.53 6.77 14.71 4.03
Total (N = 109) 21.99 7.91 13.81 4.40
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1341 £R WP H RS ik

EZR BT 2% Type Il SS df MS F  Sig. N Scheffé
WA 22.436 2 11.218 177 838 .003 n.s.
W 52.065 2 26.033  1.356  .262 024 n.s.

2.3 Rl 4 ok
AFT e FEREFEL A RE(A LR P M) Al b B R
RERRPEAPF  HFHAEZRITEFLIRA gock o Tiofpaii B 1 04 35
B 5 o 2R Wilks’ A =.919, p=.055, 7,°=.041 ¢ i&— # 57 ANOVA A~ {557 : 7

AN

AR RY-S

c’s
q-‘\-

f
e A2 B B “ﬁmz}tf ERb g4 foih B TREFLE F(2,112)=4536" T]p =.076 fr F
(2,112) =3.479 » 77p =.059 > ps<.05° d TI3afcant wmEF IR » ¥ BB ‘kmk"h’j" £ F AL e iog)

[E3e

B E Ao MR LR FERs X (4 36)-

Ak i 5 o R Wilks' A =.985,p=.803, 7,°=.007« i&— # 7 ANOVA » {5587 & %
AT s s R Bl Al ol ¥ BF LB 0 F (2,112)=.7200 5,7 = 013> f= F (2,
112) = .738 > 77&:.013 » ps>.05(2 % 36) -

AR EHES G 0 FRWilks A =.977,p=.664, 7,°=.011¢ i&£— % 5 ANOVA A 538 7 :
PR E RS REE bbb ol B SR F LB 0 F(2,112)= 4840 5, =.009 >
fr F(2,112) =1.084 > 7, =.019 > ps>.05(Z % 36) -

el et 6 0 R Wilks' A =.978, p =660, np>=.011¢ &~ % 9 ANOVA A 5587 © 7
oAz Bt s e ¥ b f] 4 o e SR AT F £ B 0 F (2,112) =.303> 7,7 =015 fo F (2,
112) = .818 » 7 ,°=.005 > ps <.05(L % 36) -
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#3504 b A RIENESF bl @ T OB B L

B BBt

RS M SD M SD

T
L (n=34) 18.88 7.38 12.38 4.84
M (n = 45) 24.11 7.71 14.96 3.96
H(n=234) 22.29 7.91 13.71 4.16
Total (N =113) 21.99 7.91 13.81 4.40

17NN
L (n=34) 22.62 7.53 14.06 4.06
M (n = 40) 22.68 7.56 14.25 4.25
H(n=239) 20.74 8.61 13.13 4.84
Total (N =113) 21.99 7.91

N

L (n=38) 22.92 7.70 14.53 4.23
M (n = 41) 21.88 6.63 13.80 4.03
H (n=34) 21.09 9.53 13.00 4.95
Total (N =113) 21.99 7.91 13.81 4.40

i 1%
L (n=37) 21.43 9.30 13.14 4.80
M (n = 42) 22.78 6.91 14.40 412
H(n=234) 21.68 7.59 13.79 4.29
Total (N = 113) 21.99 7.91 13.81 4.40

3036 %R a4 gk

fw Type 111 SS df MS F  Sig. o> Scheffe
bt pALea
i 533.958 2 266.979 4536* 013  .076 M>L
o 92.751 2 46.375 738 481 013 n.s.
SR ) 61.102 2 30.551 484 618  .009 n.s.
Iy 1 38.350 2 19.175 303 740 005 n.s.
B
B 128.717 2 64.359 3.479* 034  .059 M>L
o 27.975 2 13.988 720 489 013 n.s.
I 41.804 2 20.902 1.084 342 019 n.s.
Wy 15 31.715 2 15.857 818 444 015 n.s.
*p<.05.

(#)2 7 % B WRHAE 4 ek
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AEFTMAFERMERLPRAE(S LB~ M= ) AR

A =.931,p=.111, n? =.035 - i&—~ ¥ 7o ANOVA ~ {7 & 7%

AR AEE

doenfp gl B R
LS RERBUSAHFH L FERWHRH L S Aok o TR R L 04 3708

IRl S

AW HWFLE F(2108)=3172>p=.046> 7,5=.056 fe teif Bl REME LR

=2.190 > p=.117 » n,2 = .040( L % 38)

237 A AR FRMEFNTEF BplES FahToga it L
WA i

ERTEF ) M SD SD
L (n=36) 19.61 8.13 12.50 4.75
M (n = 39) 21.46 8.16 13.87 4.60
H (n = 34) 24.35 7.41 14.68 3.78
Total (N = 109) 21.75 8.08 13.67 4.46
238 45 3 R BRI 4 ek
2EFRMER Typelll SS df MS F  Sig. N’ Scheffe
b P AL 398.299 2 199.150 3.172* 046 056 H>L
W 85.310 2 42655 2190 117 .040 n.s.

*p < .05.

(2 )R EAHAIE 4 ek

REEE ARG RS L 0 M ) 4l

% 5 T Wilks’
wihg] 4 o
F (2, 108)

4 b s B ey B A

PREBRREIEL, T F AR GRS A gk o THHe R L A& 39 0 % F IR Wilks’ A

= .941, p = .149, 1,2 = .030 - i&— # 59 ANOVA A {5 38 7%
¥iPF(2,113)=3.231-p=.043> 5,/ =.055" e
p=.120 > n,> =.038( L % 40) -

239 2 FRIERNFEH bz FaohTioga L

WEE B

Wt M SD SD

L (n=21) 2157 6.81 13.90 471
M (n = 65) 20.58 8.75 13.09 4.67
H (n=28) 25.07 6.02 15.14 3.27
Total (N = 114) 21.87 7.98 13.75 4.42

50

PR RRERDLEF LIRS DR R
EREEriREEFALE F(2,113)=2164



7 40 : R EH LR A Tk
ki Type I11 SS df MS F  Sig. n’ Scheffe
2!y IR 396.242 2 198121 3231  .043 .055 H>M
BB 82.939 2 41469 2164  .120 038 ns.

*p < .05.

OISR IR
A OURE FL YRS P RIA(A S
SRERREAIHHL YR A
=.983, p =.746,1," =.009 - &£ - # 59 ANOVA £ 37 & 7+

LRISRMF LB (L% 40) -

2393 B LY B Heng g bl

‘\K‘\]‘Q—E‘)’Ilé

Selp e B T

4ot o Tiofe R X A 4 390 B & I Wilks” A

PR RT R ROEEF bR ol Bt

R T

) P AL h B
EN S Bl M SD M SD
L (n=27) 20.22 7.59 12.85 3.60
M (n = 35) 21.83 8.27 13.86 4.58
H (n =52) 22.75 8.00 14.13 4.70
Total (N = 114) 21.87 7.98 13.75 4.42
400 LA R RS 4 ares
EFR B S A% Typelll SS df MS F  Sig. n’ Scheffé
by AP 113.638 2 56.819 890 414 016 n.s.
W 29.872 2 14.936 761 470 014 n.s.
Fre R ERWEAMRIR %
-~ ELBn
AFPTEREEMRIF R T E5 Y A FARRDER KA SR Y P HAp i S

F3TAR R A RRVASAEE
R HE A G FILTE G 1A o
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N BEE

(-)Fi%ay
A Er YRR SEE R T e o e e [7)120~29 (M=22.93

SD=2595)« #i XplF ¢ A+ L F A FLRFOARL A2 Y 2 RF mHE -

%P#MP4’&ym%\ﬂﬁﬂ SRR CEYIRY BH D dep I AIR* XRE ;TR S
ﬁf@ R B E W oE LR A %i~@ﬁﬁ~%@i:wi%ﬁ@:%@%@;%m
FEAERFF AocBERASE AT CFMIT- @R R v £ BT A KT B Sl
FTUSBGE 2 S IR F AP RIPR L SF ¢ § R -

ﬂV};gﬂl"a];”‘:] fi/r‘"‘ﬁA*‘F*Fé‘ﬁ%*pﬁlglwl’ﬁviJ ggﬁviﬂﬁ’vww %1-"? §£§m L%
ﬁg%ﬁﬁ?(mBMH%M)w%ﬁﬁﬁﬁi TRRR RN A PEEF X AP ER R
'Wg%£4%ﬂ 700 = (% 1] ¥ fMRI500 =~ 1.5 -] p& R

Z (consentform) z_ {4 4 & (7§ B o L3
2,
P

%2 PR 200 7)1 i

dn"
9
¥
]

(z=)Ff1s%
AETHE*PLIE S gmEdT RPASEREHEL MR EHREL TERBY TR
MR AR SR F LR R ghe-prime A2 ~ WER K 2§ LT 52 fMRI g8 74250

SPM8 o & % % fMRI >t M= ois ~ 8 S o A g ma B w7 &5 3T (3Tesla) &

5 (Siemens Megnetom Skyra) # g8 4i¢ # o IMRI § S 425 2 E-prime 20 4% - & p # L3
T s i l-Agrag e b 28 K HH DT hr B2 BT -

(2) %RV EnE

1 %3

FIRpAFFEFad el ZEAATH2 TERAREHREL RV EREA R
iéi&%%aﬂ@amaﬁ;ﬁﬁumm%yxm,pxgﬁhxﬁwgﬂ g 2 1 runs >

f

FBrunée 7 A5RERA LSBT 2 Boruns = 0B - HeY MER P AR B EREY L 30
o CBERRMYERLEFBUN Y ER A BN FRL2AG BT FIHRFEFEAER
é%@?ﬁiﬁgiﬁW%ﬁgﬁiﬁéﬁﬁMiE&%wa?J AR R RO iR (TR e
ek Sz N A LA o A ak - R

2~ F B AR

fMRI F gy e 42 3 = P £ (1Prescan @ & » gdk i B4F fa o cdg S38 300 2 Y 5 (2) In-scan
or Duringscan : i& » et B4 m BN el 89 % 5 (3) post-scan : i ;N F (s enE ST o
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(1) Prescan F# £

S E R HREE AREFAERP AR N7 IMRIZ 2 amp o 0 M R g
FEPRIE* &S e Ny Bt ¢ F S MP AESE A
i3

g F IR T e 20 o ko i 3

i
FoAREEREDR LT LR R O FEEFRFONRLE oA FAATHRE TEE
EREE 3 4

20T ERTA CRT R AREER ?%ﬁﬂﬁmﬁ%w’iﬁiﬁﬁiﬁi
HTRRY (¢35 MRl andegt ) o gt ok é_a,}\j% &~ MRI#45 3 ,@f:ré_-r,gég_é/_} w4k g
S FRLERG L EBTRE

(2) In-scan or during scan

Frof P TR ARE P ARSI BRI S A A YNGR R as G
AR EE TN mE > LRFREINTLE RBLE LN RHR - FHRVALTRHELEFS (TL
anatomical image ) » £ i& {7 # it 444 (functional image ) -

e AR L

TRERUFASB IR RGTH

(fixation) — &= &= §) » BPEFE F{EHPE TR TR - BFIRBSG ) Ris2er T £

& TR crdummy scan (gt P& 422 %
=4
P

BHH A f» 29 330« FMAARERT L ~ F £ 2)B ) pmwa 25

LRle@dp > 2 R14e? 4p > BRIR dp > ¥ 5w+ 22 runs & 5 90 SR 2 90 = ¥ ¥ <

£E (LR E) -

1/2/3%E

B
¢

FIESEET

B 8 : fMRI 45 PF 2. F S i 4%
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(3)Post scan

fMRI R § G k(8 ¢ # A AFR Y NE L HET2 FRFHFRLEAT LT AR A

b
\\\Xr

fv‘v

‘g
RPN ER T FRIFRTE S e 0 & S eRREHP 7 IR NIRRT R 2T
FRERFHERER  22F 2% 2% 5 A4 L) ERFEA PP~ %)o
4.3 H 2~ (Image Acquisition )
rAF R e~ B 3T MRI # %2 (MAGNETOM Skyra 3T, Siemens Medical Solutions,
Erlangen, Germany) - = 3 # §J& ¥ %8k =2 TR =2000 ms » TE=24ms > flipangle =90" - %%
w0 {5 % & & (AC-PC line, anterior commissure- posterior commissure) M # v *7 & k#Fp > 2+ 5 34
slices - FOV % 256x256 cm > matrix size 2 64 x 64> % — *» 5 2 BB 3mm> *» & ¥ a5 B 2 0mm
(nogap)-dummyscan % 3 2TR > & B run - B4ea 6 #)crdfp 3 s Bl 47 L TL & &
£ 1T g (equilibrium effects) o

5.8 44 +7 (Imaging analysis )
ERGTFTALA AT A S A B T B R ifoaJdR(pre-process )fris B endiit A 450 AFT 7 8 * SPM8
( Statistical Parametric Mapping ) % 4 15 fMRI $# g e18% tho o B 32 (hUaJJL ¢ 45227 & PF B enfe I (slice
timing) ~ € #7#+ = (realignment) ~ %% it (normalization) % it (smooth) -
AP ERF AR Y AP RERT A A GE i fe? B R RF R RS D
SR SHN R TR SRR R A B i g o AW R RJEH 0 287 Y (7 first-level individual
analysis » £ 3% £ # * one-sample t-test 2 two-sample t-test i& i= second-level group analysis o &\ fiz %
FEEELZ AR AFTRY ZFERVER (KE) Bfck S L3R vipk 2 FEEY &

Z2FHEPN 0 BINE A ECAME (tvalues 22 Z 5 ) TiHE kAL AINEL TR A o

=~ P E%

(-)F53R %

LARRuHE ¢ s KERFF2 2R TR L8404

AFThFREFL T 1AL d 16 T A F P IR 20 KE T R RE AT
ERRA MU EEFLB(P=335); $30%" 2R -30ERMERB LI EELIT 0 RET MY
% B (p=.870 ; p=.516) -

2. Al HEENE ¢ S RERR SRR LE AT

A T4 905K B ¥ (p=.833) 3036 % £ & B ¥ (p=.979) - 30 36 ¢ % & B ¥ (p=.192) - 30 3 i £ g
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B 7 (p=745) % RE A 17 > BRI T > 3 FRB AGERT ORI L aREFLE

()R E%

1~ One-sample t-test 4= 47 © -2 p 3k 3+ (within subject design) 2 % i £ 3 2 v 4

(D% & =2 (5 & W ¥ 155 4 £ 47)

0 =g fnfd ARy ARBMYNFEPEN2ZF -7~ MELB T (RAKEE B M
UPF » A+ 78t 2 A 1r 8% T > (VAT E R ERBISAART K ER B Y PF o < %65 & 5§
R AR S A BLE R A% 4p M chw 4o 7 e (Left Anterior Cingulate Cortex, ACC) 5 (2) 4 ¥ < %
BERT YR EREBT < Mg g ot A f g Ao ol W LRI 2 Y AP M o § (Right
insula) o 23 2 g 4pf3P FRBIFP(B-M) s KER Y FRBIF(UMZ B+ GEt ®RET aky
FAR(AB O 4 41

Table 41. Regions Significantly Activated for the Beautiful Pictures versus Ugly Pictures Contrast

Condition  Regions Side BA \Voxels ZMax MNI Coordinate

X Y Z
B-U Anterior Cingulate Cortex L 32 1278 400 -20 30 18
U-B Insula R 13 1953 433 38 14 -6

3 : BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p
< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE
corrected.

BA32(L, ACC) BA13(R, Insula)

B O: % a(5 8 MY BF L4 ERA )% %05 B

(2)% B =% & W ¥ 395 52 % L o)
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30 f:‘_’}-,’i’—’ﬁ EABRFIRT A E CMERP (RARies 2B~ 72 2=U-~2£% 2 2=VU) > =

rn;

Wt R AT REET 0 (DR F TN DR ARONTE A 2 2 PR AN RS
s b R B E- 2 B E R 5% B oo E(Left Precuneus) ~ A BLE & 85 4P B com
vt (L-ACC) 2 2 &2 % g 3% 5§ M chk 1 (Left Caudate) © (2) 522 % 325 254 7 % ahlfl & Ap i i®
Ca E DR T o AT RS e B £ R KU =i 4n M engE T w (Right Inferior Frontal Gyrus,

IFG) & %22 K352 3 % chfl £ Ap 4t 2 £ ] & (B-U) ~ 24 7 £ el & Ap 4t 7 £ chf) & (VU-U)

Z A At RPY A FAR(AE 10 B 11 & £ 42) -

Table 42. Regions Significantly Activated for the Beautiful Pictures versus Very Ugly Pictures Contrast

Condition Regions Side BA  \Voxels Z Max MNI Coordinate
X Y z

B-VU Precuneus L 7 2804 440 -26 -52 44
Anterior Cingulate Cortex L 32 1183 390 -22 32 20
Anterior Cingulate Cortex R 32 1250 390 22 34 12
Caudate L 413 430 -28 -40 10
VU-B Inferior Frontal Gyrus R 13 794 416 32 16 -16

3 : BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p
< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE
corrected.

BA7Y (L, Precuneus) BA32 (L - R, ACC)

Caudate BA13(R, Inferior Frontal Gyrus)

B 10 © £ g3 B Bl #1995 58 F L A 57) "% % % 1 B](Beautiful vs. Very Ugly Pictures)
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B 112 3 = 2(F B B 7 1095 58 1 LA #7) % % % 1 Fl(Very Ugly Pictures vs. Beautiful)

Q) 3= T (52 F L B2 %7)

30 i+ %pe FHRF AL DT ¥ 2§ (R EEEE PYMN) o H X giait Rl 2
AT R o (DI e R E e s 0 R B g it 8w 4o i (Right Anterior Cingulate
Cortex, ACC) ; (2) f & Frig e » f4g > ~ o3 5 oo v G gzw & (Right precuneus) % fom 3 T &
(Right Inferior Frontal Gyrus) (5L B 12 £2 % 43) o % 581§ =2 5 & » Ap 30 ¢ (L8 0R 5 (P-M) ~

o

e dp it P EEIN-M)OR P 2 B A et R T 2B F L

Jim

Table 43. Regions Significantly Activated for the Positive Emotion versus Negative Emotion Contrast

Condition Regions Side BA \oxels ZMax MNI Coordinate
X Y Z
P-N Anterior Cingulate Cortex R 32 674 3.90 2 48 -2
N-P Precuneus R 7 774 4.20 8 -72 34
Inferior Frontal Gyrus R 45 586 389 46 22 6

3 : BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p
< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE
corrected.
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BA32 (R, ACC) BA7 (R, Precuneus) BA45 (R, Inferior Frontal Gyrus)

W 120 EmT e T s B

2 ~ two-sample t-test 4 47 : 0 T E R 2 ERE A 4 ez S8 @ K3 (between subject design) 2 v
28
30 = %p2 "ﬁ ArTER A FE%EL P RA LA BB FR A F % 2 (N=15-M=3.29-SD=0.27)

BMER 4 FEE%E (N=15> M=2.76 » SD=0.27) -

(D# £ 3=3(F B WY 159 § ¥ R4 5)

BoOMERABEKREAGES FRBETEEPENZF Y MERR Y (BB s B
M U % 5 1 T2 A4 % 0 (3 e ot BT 4T

Fofir o BEARAENRE Vs MER ALY (B 5% - K% (Davt B LR
oot R MY 0 A s s AL o N L BUE R sk A B e e iz (Anterior
Cingulate Gyrus) ~ 4 #4151 ¥ criizit £ (Cuneus) : () &5 f KA B ¥ A 3 AR MY + ] &
5 s v B_A % oo 4F (perception of emotions) 78 £ T i) -] ¥ (Inferior Parietal Lobule) ; (3) & ¥ % 7%
FBERME P A7 s A L e (5w (Posteentral Gyrus) 5 (4) e B s i ¢ R W P 2
o HLE E i LB AR 2 P AR GG g (Insula) - B) A S G M AR B YR <G RS
G it B i ApM E d b & T % F L)% i £ 4]0 # (Superior Parietal Lobule, SPL)- 31 4 44

YH 13 AR ERAMREEREF(B-U) s KER PR ZR B (U-M)Z A rgiEi TR

FoAVRIMER L FEEHRE Vs BERAGLKRE (KGR - FEKR) A B ELMY
MERBY ST P s Y a8 F£ T @] F (Inferior Parietal Lobule, IPL) 2 % 45 £ [§] 14 -

ERERAPRSY FREBF(B-M) s KEEpETF 2L R (U-B) s mxgipeord 28R (U-M)
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ZFAGECRR T A FAR o

Table 44. Regions Significantly Activated for the High Experience versus Low Experience Contrast

Condition  Regions Side BA \oxels Z Max MNI Coordinate

X Y Z

R 24 16193 3.68 12 4 32

R 30 6517 332 22 -72 10
U-B Inferior Parietal Lobule R 40 27151 432 32 -56 36

R

R

B-M Anterior Cingulate Gyrus

Cuneus

1 4814 366 66 -22 32
13 6762 341 32 22 16
U Superior Parietal Lobule L 7 21120 388 -12 -70 62

B Postcentral Gyrus

M Insula

3 : BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p

< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE
corrected.

BA24 (R, Anterior Cingulate Gyrus) BA30 (R, Cuneus)

B 13A): P F 2R 4 S 5% (B 5% - MERKR)LER T2 N %S B

BA40 (R, Inferior Parietal Lobule) BAL (R, Postcentral Gyrus)

B13B): # F 2R 2 2 5% (B 5% - KER) i PITE 2 %L E

59



BA13 (R, Isula) BAT (L, Superior Parietal Lobule)

B13C): P F 4R 4 2 5%(F 5% - KER) i PITE2 %L E

Table 45. Regions Significantly Active for the Low experience versus high experience Contrast

Condition Regions Side BA \oxels ZMax MNI Coordinate
X Y z
B-U Inferior Parietal Lobule R 40 27151 432 32 -56 36

3 @ BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p
< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE
corrected.

BA40 (R, Inferior Parietal Lobule)

Bld: 2 R FR 4 F5H%(MGEHR — BEHR)ALEFRITETZL R EHE

(2% =% B B F 105 38 1 LA )
BOMERAREREAPEFILHY B - HMERMH(RAEER 2B 2=U22F 2 2=VU)

ARSI R AR R 0 A et R T
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Bo BN R B AR AR KER A AR (3% - KGR RS 2F 4 X
PR F R Y (VU-B) 0 S e g e it L a g RS X R L T AP 8 B A (Claustrum) < L 2 46
SW15. b e KRR SRR E £ 2 2F 3 £ R ¢ (B-U3 BVU) 24 3 K it d & aom ¢
(VU-U)2 B2 558 " Rt S g ¥4 8 -

B AR ERS RN F RS ESRE (KA - AR OFA YR o
B3R5 A E R 4 e RS A b BAE R ] M P (precuneus)  (2) %

v

BETE L F R PRS2

V"

¥AEDBT o SR RS E T B A S gl B B en Ak
(Claustrum) = 2L # 46 2 ] 15 - l{t%ﬁ.\j'ﬁ;“pi; Z2F 2 E4pEOYE 2 2 £ 0B F(VU-B; VU-U)z /& +

Rt RBP I ABELR -
Table 46. Regions Significantly Activated for the High Experience versus Low Experience Contrast and for

the Low Experience versus High Experience Contrast

Condition Regions Side BA \Voxels Z Max MNI Coordinate

X Y Z
H-L : VU-B Claustrum R 15063 3.76 36 -6 8
L-H : B-U Precuneus L 7 7200 338 -4 -70 48
L-H : B-VU Claustrum R 15063 376 36 -6 8

3 : BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p
< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE
corrected.

Claustrum BA7 (L, Precuneus) Claustrum

B15: 2R ER2FE%(BEH - MER)EEFRTIZ0FF T H
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(4) Fregsm (58 & 4 B2 )

AT P P FR(EAEELIP-MIN) A EE R AR > (DB ER 2
s AR 2 RS AR L P TRl P S G S R 1 LR fs ¥ e (Posteentral
Gyrus); (2) B # R4 R 5Bk MERL 2 FESke > AFi? o T HOB TP A %5 R gt
ot RFIRRFAR L e PR (B2 o R P (P-MIP-N)~ fow AR O T e 2 R
HABE(NPIN-MZ B A GEC BB RMFLEL - FIMER L BBV FER L EERE

AR R Pl AEFIEEF LR (PMINIP-MiP-NiN-P;N-M)o L% 47 22§ 16

Table 47. Regions Significantly Activated for the Low Experience versus High Experience Contrast

Condition Regions Side BA \oxels ZMax MNI Coordinate

X Y Z
H-L:P Postcentral Gyrus R 2 20098 38 66 -22 30
H-L:m Posterior Cingulate L 31 2957 381 -28 -66 18

3x ! BA=Brodmann’s area; Voxels=number of voxels in cluster, only clusters with an extent threshold of p
< .005, corrected for whole brain and cluster 10 or greater are presented; threshold of p < .05, FWE

corrected.
BA2 (R, Postcentral Gyrus) BA31 (L, Posterior Cingulate)

Bl16: 2k 2R 24 F5% BF T2 NFiEE

SELRES
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AP - EDLR PR F RIS 2 2R EEERT 52 MRl SR SR T
BRAE F o 28 7 237 Felder &2 Silverman (1988) #74¢ £ 7 The Index of Learning Styles “&4g # >
I 55 Y b £ £ (Inventory of Learning style, ILS) o S ) 30— RGBS 1T EZHRBHF)E L 4758
RIS EF 2B RER < 7 AFTHFRE IRV AR BELUKEL K ASELW
PHIgEE R E%E AR
THFERALEIRENURFAF S Er Ao BTGB OF LI L PR ER T REAR

5

AR R A R

PR e 1 B GG S 4 ANE T AR RECR o A AT

j\'};ﬁi“ %= ‘Eé@f'§?:5ﬁ§ fMRI'?,Eﬁ«Jf;; *KE - ;}E)\ ﬁﬁmp.ufrfﬁﬁ v g7 B %@rﬂ_’% o B iT 4
oA RIATRIFEYEYAREARMRARTAS L EERMAR LR EH AT L &

% S
GEARPERKVASBLE  HERMER R RELIFI LT F AR o AP NERMRL L L
# i

3

FEWA(2 ERER 7 FRE MER)DE R HE(E DRA)E R FH(A

:u'}# > F:u'\’ \3/)‘}g'§ \4lrﬁjlrﬁ)o
Iﬂi‘);?lﬁa’é—iféi},a‘ B R A S E RO G B3 LB ERE %mﬁhjﬁﬁsi@
20 AR F R HETOE BRI FER MRS R E T AR IR oY ERME O F Y

el
g AR R LA AR R ARRARR hh g R I

FRMS? PG HFLR  ARFEHRERFALELUWKROM B2 5 0 BRI EKOEE K L

N

FEREZE Y ARE S AEOFEABF MR EHRY T A AR BN DR E Y R ERAR
SR o R R AR hp e g B R B FEPREEE Y
Pl MFLB - GUF T HFRMF R AFAPM L E % L £ il $00 2 B 280 2 B Y

FERRF s HEF O PHRBM R HE R SR FHEFIR L RMPER R 2
1R (F P F 0 2006) 1 & 473 & ¥ i ¢ F0 80 B 4R T 5% i (Kirk, Skov, Christensen, &
Nygaard, 2009) ¥ - e o

KL BB e kg Y R RARN B A g2 S H o)~ L B R A fose R

o b 5 (Jonassen & Grabowski, 1993) ° A 7 E KA SV GART DL TR 7 Mo T
F T AREUL YR RERFASERWRAEE - AELFERT LY b s ¥ ke il
HHETFRFLE > PHRARLL TR R FEFOELSZ N ALY RS2 e o A ARES
LR B EROTE G PR T RF PF LR EY R RA S A A A F L
4] (active and reflective ) ~ & 4 3] 22 £ 4 4| (sensing and intuitive ) ~ 4.4 2] £2 3% < 4| (visual and verbal )
113 5 B3l 2 K48 A) (sequential and global ) (Felder & Silverman, 1998) - & % ¥ f]}u_ti WA S E R

Wkarek > R 520 5847 o
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= gl A R TR

ARV A SERABHAE S ek G o AT LI DB P S AE 4 R E ko e

W

|3 4
& r:\u'}# B :]‘%’—?—Eﬁjb;/&_:‘ivﬁ t_'__ ﬁ ,"}’f\:"l% ]gx r’} mlg,é,\;[”lrﬁ —%’\ ]\{‘&ﬂr ]‘ —‘Emb‘& vﬁ {e,;l-r é . dx}i,;-’\
LR JARBE AR

3% (Zenasni & Lubart, 2008) » e &3 B § & FriyF AR £3 4 s % 49 = (Baruch, Grotberg, &

WA mplig 4§ f o PRF L FREEIFIERF AT DL

Stutman, 2008; 2002; Hirt et al., 2008; Jones et al., 2009; Zenasni & Lubart, 2009)° & 4 & % R #85% &7 3% 3+

GRS Lk S G AFELEILA B2 EEE MR PEEE LAY AT BF LR (R
EANIE WK 13- e il 5%?"2 e B 5 R Tpe]4 ) RAREMEDLIRERFLE o 2R WK DAL

AR FEFE(E AT 201 > FR P FAFEY RDAFTRDEIRE SR L ER B Y oy
2T T e SRR Bl KBRS T IR TELDEAR LR AR LERN
oA EASpEd c ALY R RELE Tk G AFTHERIBPARLALY b RS E
F oAbl e ERPARDERFLE B F PP T AHE 6 BV R AR gk R
Pob s RE R IR R OLERAT IR A EER MR R PCHEL IR ET A S ER RS

E Pk AL 0 e a PELES o ARF LT @ HEHERMBFLDY [k .

o~ RS S8
SO S A mb‘&ﬁﬂ‘ﬂ‘ P& 3 (withinsubjectdesign) * 6 » A7 A B FR L% - > F
E1 I HOLREERL % ¥ £ Precuneus - Anterior Cingulate Cortex(ACC)## Caudate 5%+ 5 B ~ Z B

f,—}—\-;,}‘bbi El- I TN }!-EgACCvT»« B E T s g -L_\;cl—}:i:?}}?qt’ e 'ﬁmlﬁik ’P*‘ZL_E'

pImg

19l de enlg i 42 & 1¢ = Caudate nucleus~OFC £ ACC 7% #+ (Vartanian & Goel, 2004; Kawabata & Zeki,

=

2004)% % — 32 *h > PRI A G E E BB HI e EROE B AL B AFTHERL
FE MR ZERRB Y R A Insula § g At h e 2R BR AP 1 4p 1 bilateral insula & % g
o %Y TR E R A - R B2 AARENEIE R AETHER T ARER B
?ﬁ%ﬁi&@?”ﬁﬁENI@HM%@?—ﬁ%%“i”’ﬁﬁiﬁiﬁﬁ?§?7Hmmw%ﬁ

# )7 Caudate(k 1%) iR 357 i & 77 1§ S X f B LMERITEEENRE AR A e R 8%
AR A 1]%#;] 41 Precuneus(fz= ) %_£2 B %8 3§ 4% B~(Lundstrom , Ingvar, & Petersson , 2005) % &
8 £ R 5% (Fletcher, Happe, Frith, & Baker, 1995; Maguire, Frith, & Morris, 1999)- &k % v s > 5 »

ANEF F IR 8 ACC % i 3 M (e.g.Brown etal., 2004b; Menon & Levitin, 2005; Koelsch et al.,

2006) » #1 3 7r g A G2 O B i A2 B anE§ & striatum ~ amygdala ~ parahippocampal gyrus ~ insula -
orbitofrontal cortex # anterior cingulate cortex(ACC)siE# 5 B o gt ¢t » f o |35 & Precuneus(#z ¥)

4gﬁ@%ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬂ’?ﬁﬁﬁmé@%$%¥gﬁﬁ%4ﬁ%ﬁﬁ§$°
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£ S BH R ( between subject design) = & » ¥ "F IR

DERERE A5 7 FERPFIFDACCH > &a - By “TRINIBERL T F 2 M

RABRPM R - R TR ER A 8K MERA Bosge I HE sl gdar BT 5
RGN FHCL BT MERB PP R 2R B < %% & Inferior Parietal Lobule  #2 % /& it »

H i f M2 R Bl P P~ % & Superior Parietal Lobule  $2 5 7% it » @ Inferior Parietal Lobule £ {54

+§ (perception of emotions) 7 B# (Radua et al., 2010) » Superior Parietal Lobule £ g 4 # & ~ £ §8 sk &

CHZ\

g 2R ;«%ﬁ’ﬁ ¢ (Wolpert DM1, Goodbody SJ & Husain M, 1998) - - 4t gt Eptdmm &2 4 REDOFEF B
P FENF LT PR (4B ) &F 27 m HADEHRF > 3 2R A B SHK K
E >ﬂa%m’w1piamMﬁW§F@uawwﬁw/ BEAZ RE<GHMMFRHAL R ARG

%

|
\{

L o ’

—

fos

+m

<

Y ES - EEE SRR T SR R TS T E

il

eI -

~

b —

-
|z
Aﬁ
_q

Faa g ant w g - R A_MTF 8 o Inferior Parietal Lobule 7= i 42 & e » 12 &_

|

Pl ER 2 FEHRDACHBLM P ROFRI P o B AR A FEHKROELTE F E DR T RE R
PO wRF RS AECE A MER 4 B Sk Eﬂ‘{#gﬁ@i&"{ﬁ_ﬁ}’f‘iﬁﬂ@%‘ WA E Y o
GEREFRBOECE R CET R AT OB ERAFERDA DA A o FIRE DR A {
Fenftis o m MER G4 P EE DR R i F R AR AT e - A LE A

* Inferior Parietal Lobule $1>t % # & & M £ g 5 B &1 F o RIE R 2}»_@%3)& 4 EEERE M
£ F @ % Inferior Parietal Lobule /& i .8 P ¥ 5t 2.8 £ R 2 B 5%k Aok
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	因此，本研究以fMRI為工具，以設計產品為內涵，探討大學生的美感體驗與創造力之認知歷程、影響因素及其相對應的神經機制，希冀能藉由神經科學研究的發現，提出教學的建議，以提升大學生對設計產品的美感體驗及創造力。目前尚未有研究者嘗試從神經科學的觀點提出美感體驗到創造力的歷程模式，亦尚未有人建置較大規模的美感設計產品圖片刺激庫。因此，本研究有許多創新之處。本研究也發展測量大學生對設計產品的生活美感體驗量表，以及設計產品導向的創造力測驗，這些量表可做為未來提升大學生的美感體驗及創造力時具體的評量工具。
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