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The Priming Effects of Reward and Punishment
on the Performance of Creativity

Fa-Chung Chiu Hsueh-Chih Chen  Chih-Chun Hsu
Institute of Psychology, National Department of Educational
Defense University Psychology and Counseling,
National Taiwan Normal University

ABSTRACT

Creativity has commonly been thought of as stable abilities, but, actually, the transient priming
factors also could influence the performance of creativity. Therefore, this study had three experiments
to investigate the priming effects of reward and punishment on creative performance. The results in
experiment 1 found that the group of reward priming had better performance than group of punishment
priming on the Test of Insight Problem. In experiment 2 which manipulation was the same as
experiment 1, but, in experiment 2 using New Creativity Test as dependent variable. The results of
experiment 2 suggested that the group of reward priming had significantly marginally greater
performance than the group of punishment on original index of language creativity, but, the remaining
indexes were no difference. In experiment 3, the result suggested that the group of reward priming was
better performance than the group of punishment priming and control group on Chinese Remote
Association Test (CRAT ) . However, there was no difference between group of punishment priming
and control group, which meant that reward can improve creativity, but, punishment didn’t decrease
creativity. This research results gave us an insight into creativity curriculum or the military

organization's management in the future, in order to cultivate and improve creativity effectively.

Key Words: creativity, emotion, regulatory focus, reward, punishment
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o f gl 4 (creativity ) ’?éf?} EAGRLG LR rd p AR 4
¥+ (Fong, 2006) ° Ft o APy RS %‘32‘\5;.?;%&3;2;% B4 R I
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AR 4w :‘«%\-ﬁ S = I R I {i@pifﬁi ey NE & FlF o
¥3rse A e R RENE R A S 0 - A A";.’&I; ¥ RN e IR
A RRE SRR H L REFRMTT (R 2003) o RS F p ik
%5 ’é'liﬁ%i’dj”—‘fr SR b ART REF - (I ER) R - Y bi
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wie ’ﬁ*njﬁcﬁ THGE L &Eéﬁfmi"f sEdfEE L EARE L0 T A
&, UIEE, UTH, HELFTE, BEWXY , THENWTT, HENTE7E,
FIEZ#, Tﬂ#ﬁ”ﬂo FIUEME, WEREHEly, - "+, FRad 24 2t
R CE O RMRIB AL PR E L et 52 g o “éf TEARRGE > A A E B
e e FE N EF A R Weg e 2 o Tt > AR Y RS T AT £ 4
34 e
WO HWA A AR (traits) > Al 4 ARG - BIRES ReD
it 4 (ability) %‘u{;fu v At B & g5 £iE 4 (Eysenck, 1993; Oldham &
Cummings, 1996; Runco & Walberg, 1998) - e §_ > — & @8 HFH FlE - € B
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2005; Forster, Friedman, & Liberman, 2004 ) ~ 35k i e ec g (20 & >
2005; Schwarz, 2000 )~ 51 % i&_i& & 2L#> #%( promotion motivation focus ) ( Friedman
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(deviancy cues; Forster, Friedman, BButterbach, & Sassenberg, 2005) % 5 83
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RS § - BFRAES §RPARE DA R A AT R R RSP REF ¢
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s hREFETRORIER R m kA AlE A o0 WFER EREH PIERB
WREEX 2 ¥BE T RBREELPEA S5 FE % ﬁ'*\-mw}k_
RompdpplEds o pwe AHT - LRGBS Eﬂéﬁﬂt&ﬁé RN
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3

76



ME L MEL AT

i) LR E (FE EREF S ) Al 4 AP BEFIR o LYY
Bo e £ AR R B e e koo w F T g LR AL (insight problem) £
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Mpaphind oG - PRRAFZN S SFELRB IR BRTEFIR =
*%@%iﬁﬁﬁ%?%ﬁﬁﬁ'%mpgﬁﬁ’aﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ%%
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Ao i'g*‘c;,lrmk/w\ Benmid o 2.0 wff g $FR —i 3 s'ahnt ZEPERy R (defocused
attention) £ 4% B { 4F feciark & (cognitive context) - 3 4 R® 38 4p B Arih
Pliges & 60w * 45 30 o R 40 7 ATl > @ AR S A I s
HLH -
WG Bl e RO RE A MBI ER el Ad
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