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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

N - AL PRI GG A )Pk -
BIERCHE W BB G %

3; | 2 1
Z E X &L,k
(1 HERF O GIAARE R, JL3T 100084 ;2. AR FH AR50, JLE 100084)

B OEMAERRAIFROAR A -AIHEARERARIANARUL G ERLRE,
XFRTIEAA BE, FARET Al £RANEFHE R RERL T GG REAER, AR L
RGN CEAEP ABRGATEFRARG, #—FRETRFIE ZHERE
B SBAMRACTF AT WA HIAZ PR AL SESZA R AR ath RS X g R %,

B RETRARARXTR-FTRENFT &,

SR A RAALH A Al Y B £

PES %S B4 NERARER:A

BT TR BILK — HH0A R 2 NSRRI A5
5 ( Garcia, 2024) , SK1M, W& Kif 5 B2 (Large
Language Model , LMM ) i S P 3 & , 24 A LK
AI( 4, ChatGPT , DeepSeek 25) O £ REME 72 B A=
T SCAS R AN R A e v 35 2 5 AR 2 1K1
(Haase & Hanel, 2023 ; Hubert et al. ,2024 ; Orwig et
al. ,2024;Si et al. ,2024) , X{EHB AR Al B&
THRIA R IE R I K ¥ 1 (Gilhooly, 2024
Rafner et al. ,2023) , W2 fli AT H E % AL ZE46)
TG S AT I B AR

AN -Al ARG RFEARS Al @2 HE
B, EQE P B 4% A STk, ST RUHTRLRE I —Fh
FHEFEAETE R (Schmutz et al. ,2024 ; Vinchon et al. |
2023) , TEEFOE K PR B EHRFES
b B AR INENE T B MIE BRI R 1 5
A WY ROREER BT RRT BRI AT BB I MRS &, BiA
B LA 3R AT A 3 1 1Y % P 7 5 (Vaccaro et al.
2024) . SR, WHFTA RIAER I, A - AT P[RS L6
TEOL N IR R B U o QT ARE L He (Tee &
Chung,2024 ) , AL PEXT ARG I M AR
etk CERHAITIER A I &, REMBLA - AT
DRI QEERBER TH S QBT LI Z B M NEFJE
BEMERIT AT UMEIE SO A SE B B A2 L 2 4R
MR 2R , I R AR R I A SR JT 1] o
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1 A-AlthEEIERREEER
1.1 fl#gaansd

PR E A SN AL BB A SO0 R 2 Bt R
4, ECRY LA I R R BB (AR SO R AR K
BB R, AN RELER I T, 1
iME B B8 = 1 2% (Grilli & Pedota, 2024 ;
Koivisto & Grassini, 2023 ), i 41, Habib 2 A
(2024) ik A AR R AT B IR 00 T #6473
Foa A2 (B i R OB 4R R 55 ), RS AR
ChatGPT AT KM X5, G5R A, AT BERFT T
A LR R R 2 (RIS KA R AR 1Y
M, FHERIR, ChatGPT BB PRS2t 241k
AR, SO T AT T8 Sk B AR R . X T H A
JZE LR BB R W B R, A2 &5 ChatGPT
— TR R BT A R B EE B AT
N H{&(Bouschery et al. ,2023)

HWR AR AL oA A TER ZA B A&
ERA BYETE 3t B B e E A (Grilli & Pe-
dota, 2024 ; Marrone et al., 2024 ), Urban Z A
(2024) LAy e & BRI BR & SR 48 19 B 3 1 7] R A T
(7= M) S5, 3L T ] ChatGPT 58 ]
AL ARG IR, 48R A, ] ChatGPT fy
A T W B E R AT B AR 2R .
Lee il Chung 55 A (2024 ) #F—25 AR T S A TERE
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PP AT, (A ChatGPT [ 8 R 51 8 5 A
RATRBERNEGHES, ERER, A ChaGPT [
PHBRART T RN RER TEME. €4
REIENTFTH, Li 4 A (2024) RIRL J7 R HIE N AE
55, BT i ASSRIBA B — AL BMERIBA, LA R 47
BRIV AL 192 AL PMERIBA, 451 B, Al
UMER BATEFT & S 4E 8 B B E R T2 A2
Zi[NS

TIEN BT SR AN AN ) MR 55, B4
T AR & G Q8 M 3R TR
Fo B, TERIEMES P, B E R BE A R
ChatGPT 47 , R B 3E F1 -4 i 1 7E 11k = 1 21
1 MEA] DI ) B2 5 At ( Doshi & Hauser,2024) , 38
LR, AT AT SRR AR R A LE AR ER
AT B BIE W HER) R 5B R Q38 J7 (Hitsuwari et al. |
2023) . MAEELZWHLFER S, 4 BN AT AR
B IEBA AT DLER = 51 T3 ) F ™= R B (Jia et
al. ,2024) , Noy FlI Zhang(2023) %& B, f# [ ChatG-
PT fg@g i/ TR ETE H ¥ TAEh WA RIHER 1y
FEIF, R RERRERTH™ R
1.2 4k ag st

A - AL RIBIE AT 68 B2 42 A-A1E 5k, iR
RERESS5EMAE RS, —F |, T MRS,
HT AL B BB AT DL 2 A 55 BRI B, A
WS AR S AR 55 PAT B 85 73 %880 (Urban
et al. ,2024) , BEAb, A ATTXFFREH B9 RSt RF B AR W
RSB, A I R 2 S PR BB % (Wu et al.
2025) o SR, (HASTE R A2, X A% BR AR T AT BB
PN Rz, IS 5 W R A5 T B C el stk
ZFW (Urban et al. ,2024) ., B —F @, X FE &
F AL B UME RIAE T BEE 2 3 58 B X HE.O R B
B, BERERARLS. WA, FEAYMEMLE, 5
AT (¥ B3 [R) 1) 3 46 BR B 5 1t A 32 5. 30 0T i R 11
AR PR HADE B 4 BT ( Bouschery et al.
2023) . 40, Wieland 55 A (2022 ) & BB 78[5 2
AT EFAA RIS T  AUE Al X4 Al
TR AR, IRRESR T H BT A B R B2 5 2
2 AN-AlEEERIEIER
2.1 A& H

ARG AT BSRKNEEKRR SR/
7, MRAERIEVEAT 55 v T BB 1) T 45 3 M = 4y
H (Mingjie et al. ,2025;Zhu et al. ,2024) , MAA]iE
HAT R AR KB, TR B 3 P ) R ) AR
L 2R IER F 3 S ALTHE B ORI ISREL

RIFAMIES, NTERARAAB R, MR EER Al
A 25 fE EE (Leung & Lo,2024 ), Boers %8 A
(2025) % XA A A ChatGPT $047 81 1 HE 4E:
55 I A I SRS HEAT T B A, 85 R B, AR
DR FILAANLE Bl A0 SR, R 2 H0H8 2 R IR
TR} ChatGPT i th M E B S . R, EH1E
EE5P MR ERAA= 02 ~HlEERLT
ChatGPT (¥ 5Lt Y , ARABE (B B, T —2F 118
BUAURTREMIES HE, Bt Z KRS E
1 ( Noy & Zhang,2023)

A3 PESE SR 5 A B, AT URER B A% AT 18
F1B AR Ei i [a] ( Iveevic & Grandinetti, 2024) , #F 5%
B R - AT BRGIE B ST T R A
MR, (BEH B AT BEABRANENELT, A7
T AT YMERF M Z I 1 22 5 35 A B3 (Memmert &
Bittner,2024) , Lee F1 Chung(2024) # — KT
AT S A BRI 5 - AT SR A B BT, R 3
PIETERIF A LRERE B E £ R, XELR
R, N - AL Hh R B R BRI R 3, S B2 8
BT ALA SRR A BUBE ) , TR A S B3 U i 56
AR TE .

2.2 BHEE

REAE R AT L2 Q) A B R 138 K2
F 1, B NAEZUBI N2, BT BETETE
& T B 4k B F (fixation ) B2 (Smith & Blanken-
ship,1991) . BP7E [0 851 A R B B A i A o, M4
ol AL BRI, ] T HAR R A IR B8 A2 7Y 7T BB
T, T FR 5 T Q) 3E ¥ BB 8 K 3% 140, Chen
1 Chan(2023) R B AT A QBT R E
ST, AT S 1) 12 S0 S 48 7 A e AU
N, SECMETE M T 4E Ry AT 45 A SANE SR, XE
DA A i 25 3k S AE R B AN B . 25 BLb, Niloy 58 A
(2024) R B, R ChatGPT ZERAGIENAFHIR
BPEFIE R T B A S, (HICAR R A B 2
TR MR EMSERE IS, AL A B R
P T B EE (Zhou & Tee,2024) , B2 5EKEX G
M AL A= R %) 46 7 ] B4% ( Wadinambiarachehi et
al. ,2024) , HIMEAAAURFT AT Lk JOCA (R 46
ST IR B ERT, B 2L B OO (118 SCHEBL BE AT
BERTHANLESRM (Doshi & Hauser,2024)
XHTRERC B T LMM Il 2R84 Hh 20 & A 1B A X,
TE— TR T/EE RIE R 2R

X AEE E S A ERITEA [ AR
BRI L, BTEIRZ BRI A 2T , 4 5 T X
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RBEAQFTH 2. AT ERK LMM R 25 T
BOASCABARHTIIZR, HoA UL A B _E AR
TXEAESEX W EH S (Faiella et al. ,2025)
AR BN AT EF TR BUA HESE B 1D S AR AR
T RES Z B R AR E . A - AT BplRl @& L 2
PR HE A, Lee F1 Chung (2024 ) 8 32 X €1 &
HIPEH & B, AT B [7] A AR AR A 12 B e 0 S i g =X
A%, BAEIR 5 SREA B 58%, AR IE
BEX ERREBAAF . Al WRAETERME L EiR
B TRAIERN TR, AREAMA LR, B
I, R AT BEfB SR HE o R I 45 40 1 SR, AR R
PRI P B A B TEH R R R .

2.3 Bk aRAUERL

B3E 7 5 FAE 2 (creative self — beliefs ) 2354
1A%F B 583 P BB ) BIA R A5 & (Faiella et al. ,
2025) VE ARG AT I EER R, HE
WAFBHAN R OEE: —ZB3E M B 15 (creative
confidence) , BiAMAEXS H B Q& B E 5K ERES
PfEE, MuRBRSH RS (ETUEER
TRV 533 1 B FRALBE R (AR R BE 145 11
f50) ; 2B F 0 (creative centrality ) , RIE] &
JITEA M B BRI R rh () B 2R ( Karwowski et
al. ,2019) ,

RECHDFRHN, AL IMERR S R A
T HE SR THE 55 R BRI 545 i A1) 32 AL B % ( Ur-
ban et al. ,2024 ; Wu et al. ,2025) . {H4 AK7EfH
AT BB B85 P RO B B 0B 3 BB ) e, H LR
HHAEEESH TS 2N T BT (Faiella et
al. ,2025) , X—1FIS W] REVR T 8 BEHCHE AT T HJF
WRINS 5IERGHER LT (Wu et al. ,2025) , ££
AT ERMAIEL RS, ME ] BER 8 M7 -
EEERBEARAL, NTTER T B S 7EQIED
HAf, XFIEEMERT RS EFMITY B &0
T8 ) RGN R T MA B B RRE T B fE, AT
HIgs T AMAXT B B AEERE T fE S PP WIE
S, 4E AT PMED B SR ER R S A,
HAEE B fRKFHAL(McGuire et al. ,2024) , 5
T LA IS LU R, > 18] 1R B Rl R PE A BB
RSB ANTX B FBIIEMER(F L (Tang et al. ,2024)

HHE—, RAMEAEQE R AR b H2X] AT
A BN A TR AOR , AR M & 0k
BT %A, XA BIE 1AM iR B DUE
P BB B MAA TR A58 700 B A A Hh B A%
DR, RGP LT, CAEPFEERE, 41

R AT BMER T I 27 TAERT, AR HIIERA
Figom , JOAEREE A B N TE ST R R o IRk
AFIBGR (Wu et al. ,2025) , JRBRHE AT PpEXT ] 1E
HR L PR RV E B T R o
2.4 HratldhRPL K

BARAE S AT 2 530 9 # S2 RE D B 8
ok BRI (HHX 1 ) B BIFE A5 A v
R, AU B T B SR8 R 3 A .
ARFSEE S A 7T RS RS 30 AR
ERREE , 2RI ChatGPT £ Q) B AT 55 Hh iy bt A S =X
BIE NMFRF S (Liu et al. ,2024) . 45R BIR,
ChatGPT RETERE HA N 38 15 5 2 A M QG PR I,
B4 1 T, HOR 3k M3k I gk el ¥ 22 I s A
LKV ENEE R, EZIE R ITEES ]
AT BH1E], 22 AR W BIE N 22 R 00 B B ) ()AL A
AE, T3 — [7) 3R P35 g 7 5 1k 45 FH U ) R B 3 A v
WRFREEAATE . 2RI, Wu 58 A (2025) i e B
AFE AT PMEIRFE (F75E AT PME FR2%0 57 52 1
AT UMESA ST ST R AT UME) . REFE T A -
AT PMEXN BIEESRAMFE I, SR ER, 5 Al
UMET BERABAIEE S BRI, HX LR E
grr e L U SR, B RS BUE RIS b
2, XK BRI - MEBE G B
Al BRETERLI IR B, (EHX A3 I A &
JERA R, 5 2 A REHI 55 MM ST AR RE T

FAb, R AT BT SR i B B S 5 5 R ™
Hh AR AR A A A B 1) A A A B4R (heuris-
tics) , ¥l 55 %5 B R BN T S5 LA PPl ( Zhai et
al. ,2024) . BRI &, EX B, METTER
A B SR R N AR i 45, 28 SR PR R
BT SR, Ml S 2 et 5 U
PS5« Al I LR AT IR AR % (Zhai et al. |
2024) . MRAERIE Ty BT FREEAY, 4 B 2 7 A A
ICAETFRE AR A& AR5 BA —E R
P B EA ZEIRGIWE LG RS, T
Bt ISR HEAT GG, DA GRB S AR e T
RTEZ BN AT S H AR DT BC B 55 5 T AR 55
323k (Evans & Stanovich,2013) , I, @S AFE
5 AL WEME R B 80 S e & 20 T B
W, W AT BEHR AL AN o U R R B MRIE AR, A
THAEHE AR KR,
3 A -AlEEIERIBRER

AT ZERRTHONE PE B35 5 LA & P R 30 07 T
IR B EW Ty, OB BB oY S HoR S
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BRIEZE RS, AR, HATH R IR RR , t s i
A = AT PMEFFERT B 10 B i R BB 1 72, T R — 3
B 5308 B TI LR . A - AL PrR] 3 5
MBETCEE R A AZE S AT BE LB i, 1T BE
PR N — AR T UMESS e E Iy NS B
BNERAGSE, A URE TR I M2
BB A B R B BRI HLE AL , AL KB R A o A 2
HEFET R EDLHEIER X EWANILE M E,
ERGEN - AL Py B s X, BF S TR IR R
FPhREIE R M ENLH SRR T, LT NEHR
MEAMEEE A, SEE Y ETA — AL B[R] 38 Y 3 %L
PERRBIEEE , B 72 JREE A e £E PR o B K IR BE BRI
PUEME BB E B
3.1 A FEmRTRYS

BLE 6 B3 [) B 3 B A IF B 2 Y 1) 8 ( Kantosalo
et al. ,2020) . fEA — AT th[E Q&L B, HRUE
MBS SIS R SRS, R R
ZH TR R AT BMERE 77 1 %5 g (Gruda,
2024) . #2712 ( prompt engineering ) 1E ¥ 3 A
SR M EET B, W AR S L&
KU PG AR b, 5 IR SR AL
3y i B ( Sasson Lazovsky et al. ,2024)

FRE AR TREES AT B RAR
PE 2 T 2 (Sasson Lazovsky et al. ,2024) , 7EA#E
PGS, EAER R RS ATE: (1) BRI & T
Wi (B HER) 5 (2) REEAAEER T &=; (3)
HEE RS T W B HE 4 (Urban et al.
2025) , MHHLZ T, 8 ChatGPT /E 1 R 51 1
BUIRAE 25 72 1 S AR U 2 S BUAE BN 2 B = 1 X
P, 2 4 A UR (Urban et al. ,2025) . AT,
ZR P SE B A BRI R A R E AR AN RN . 1
— IR S , FREE R A S ChatGPT
PMER WS R IR & AB T E AL A (Le-
ung & L0,2024) , i % & KA B AT RS R L,
Z—PIRRBEE TEE TR Al @Bk H
FEUE, MEESRS AR HE S TR 25N
RN 6.2% o J35h, REFRIF AEZ2AR T Chat-
GPT R fi 6 (HE B E RGBS E ANTF KA
e, & AN 14% W)y RHERR I T H AR 2EK,
MBI KZ H EoE AR N, s EF R
BEo EHUGRT DL MR al AN T M PR B R TR 3 R
il AL B RR G R 18, HI 59 A — AL PR B3 441
R o
3.2 $%IFHE5E%K

HABI A — AT PpEIE 1S BERE AT B A 3 [F] 1 2

MK e 250 W B Bl R AR P 1 3 B M SR 4 2
Ak (Gruda 2024 ) , Urban % A (2025) 3@ i+t 242
3 ( Process Mining) 3% R T k¥4 5 ChatGPT
PrEEIE R W E SRR, R R AT R ER A
e T E BN B A R SRR R S R I =2 ) S A
A T B AEER s R IR £ DL B il 5 B
W E, B2 BT AL BN B J5 Se k. KL,
Nguyen 58 A (2024) i T L AEE¥AREEN#E
rhysE ] AL BB RS HAB L, [ R BLAE T AL i#47
B EELSRMAE EESEES TR
St . TERRAIETES T, BFE KB, B LA
SEAEP A AT CBR— UL B BA SR BEIRA
W5 AT E) /] I A B MES S, ZE 8
R RN K BE AR 48 A BB 1235 1F 1) TOIUAT: 55 B2 30
XE B T AL ARREMAE) EENEE(L
et al. ,2024) , 5i4h, TEH. P, MAE RE £ 3
BE AERAZ, FFTEICEER FR LA RS
HASFIAFIRNE , W AT BEFE 0 RE A — AL B[] A48
P fE( Boers et al. ,2025) .
3.3 MARBAEEHLA

FE PRI QE S B R, LM Y A 3R IS B
TACH IR A B, 32 BRI SO E 1 H R
{E & (temperature ) 53 FRIES] ( frequency penalty)
LMM P~ aT S 40, AT 2 AL A S0 B 24
P£( Chen et al. ,2024) , IREESH A T HIEBE
TR 0 B BRI  BS B SBUERE | W15 E
PRI ARG T3 57, A ARG N 2 A A TR0 44 06
T MEA a5 ( Guzik et al. ,2023) , SCUEBFSE L
SR BUERESHIE S5 LMM Hi 45 28 937 81 LA
FRWBBREAE ST 0 FTE— & MKPHE (Chen &
Ding,2023 ; Peeperkomn et al. ,2024) , {HZERE S8
o AT e T BOE LR EWELL, EE L AE
TR, R AR B A BT B S S A (Wang et
al. ,2023) , RN SHOWE A5 B 2 3 B
FHERAME WA ITAR , BHER T CA I 2 FE
5 FEE R SAL, P RER SO S A A A LR E
BOEMFBREFEE ST E. B, EA - AL
[ B3, BRAR I 5 B R LS8, T REA B
THuAL AL A i BT BK P SRB R E , WAL
WK B N FIRI 5 08 &, AT 8] e HE sh MR Rk g
IRt
4 N - AlLhEeER 2 0m E &

XN - AT BRIRE AR RE, SE B IR TOE
PEER SR AR Z MM sh & E, HR I
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R T R R 2 B RS 5L, SMeERE
PR TR ) G RALE S AR P R AE
FH( Plucker & Beghetto,2004 ) , 7 Al Wp[E] 0 1512
T, EICEh A B AR Ay TR AR R AE
(MERR) FRZE W AT B (AT HR) LA
FREENSEWEFT RKEFHR) . ZEZEME
BCRREE , AT Bedt R v e ME RGBT ) 57
7K ( Goodhue & Thompson,1995) . FF ik, LI'F
RMAMNME ESS AL =N EER R, RERER
W A — AT P [A] B R RE R R BER R
4.1 MEAX

AR AT AR ARSI BN IR 5 B
Tk, LR S - AT i [R]61 1 30 BB )
MEERLER, |5, MEX Al HRARERA - Al
HFRRCER B TE R, ZHBF5E S, A
Al 45 A 0 AL B3 % 5 #8405 ( Prom-
ma et al., 2025; Yu et al., 2025), Zamfirescu —
Pereira %8 A\ (2023) B3, Bt = AT i &5 19 ME
N 32 B ARE B R A S MM T E AN B
AEPRTBURE , AT R) BB R MR TR A 55, X DAVEERA P
fili AT A BRI ZE

FOR, AR BT 5 A AT BR 7t T BEIR Z M A
- AL PMER BT E . #1a0, BA & TR 8 MAT 8
WRGHZS ALYME, P18 1545080 R B A A B
A BRI AR R M .3 & A RME SR E (Tveevie &
Grandinetti , 2024 ) . tb4h, JGIA A (Lee et al. ,2025;
Taudien et al. ,2024 ) 54114 B 4k ( Sasson Lazovsky
et al. ,2024 ) FFARIBE I BOA A 2L MER R S
PEAl AL SRR R R

Hm , AL B 5 A0 ) 7K 32 2 i
ARl EEER, AR KB, AL PMEXT
RBLE T P M RRCR E 8 B2, A B T 48 /1
1A 2 [8) B8 6 1 25 B ( Dell” Acqua et al. ,2023 ; Lee
& Chung,2024 ;Noy & Zhang,2023), iX25“HE S 4b
27 RN A LR AR IF T, AT BB Q13 ) FE Al AL
b5 LR a7 i3 SN )2 A i e
4.2 AlBE

Al A e TRFW A - AL PR Bl 3 aE Y
—NEELRE, ATZEPMER AT LURH O R A i
WA R SRR DI R €, 10 H A € 7
WRERER M MERI, B, BURERY], 5 Al
R AKOERRHL R B, B BUR A IR T R
BWER R ; H3 AL AR E N4 BUES , AL
BB R B B A5 AL , B2 T AT BB R T KA B

73(Chen & Chan,2023) , X, M HGAF 5T & ¥ i 5
VA, NZSTERIE B E A7 5 RS AR N, A
Sk AT R FE[F Q)& K AE, A BEEIE A AT BfE
Fr k25 ( Gruda 2024 ; Kanervisto et al. ,2025 ; McGuire
et al. ,2024)

ANEH Al ZAE RS ERN— DA, 2
T REAT SRR IAN, ATTSE UL T — 05
O SE AR RIE R BE (Wang et al. ,2023) , HIL, A
PRRE R T AR AL /A AR E M,
Vaccaro 55 A (2024 ) 76 i B AT A SCHR i AL Al | 42
H, TERNFEWEES P, A0 5781 B AR AL, AL %
BT S A G TR AR, #H—2H
STERTR R B, ARA e i BLE R W
8T ChatGPT A M N4, EARBI B ST
LT ChatGPT, |yt A] I, AARIZ B 912048
2. GPT Bhli 5 81 ik 1) 0 LA, AT RETERI B L &
52 RSB A 59745 ( Wang et al. ,2023)
4.3 #E5BE

A - ALYMETEAT RS g A P 55 P R
RFAAF S s — TP IR, AT I UMERE L BT
] AR S (A I 2 ) I BRI ),
R HAB G E I B & AR AR R S A R BRI, N
AR 2 A R R B R 24 1 ( Grilli
& Pedota 2024 ; Koivisto & Grassini, 2023 ), {H A
FEEH AT AR EIEM R B4, B
far s 208 T 2R WA MEA, B2 7 A1E (Medei-
ros et al. ,2023) . FH—FWLRINN, AT 15 B 451
A A BRI S5 5 T A e HL B E B SR AR
HATRG 2 M BANE AR S (A= iR i) (Marrone
et al. ,2024) . RMINEBITLE FEE AL TER ATEHE
S W A % B TR U T B BB ) ( Koivisto & Grassi-
ni,2023) AN HAER G5 W UE S AT BB
B JRFR (Iveevie & Grandinetti , 2024) , SR F , K
TA - Al RIEER T REGERE S 51
2 RGNS BG , AR R I X L SE g e
AN = AT RZEA R R EPEAT 55 o R I
5 A-AlECIENHRRES

RAEYRIET A - AL B a8 & # A 52 © BuAg
WHE R ABENLE TRESHNE, min EREES
FER AR R BRI, REBFF AT AL LA
5 T — 2 R

B, MY RA - AL FAES R ES S
ko BUETFIE 2R M — A Al AR AL AT
55 (AR 2 = RS KB EA - AL BRI
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R A B TR AL R (B LA S S 5 o A
PRI ZHETE 5 k. RRBLZ 0K AL B
ESIARERE IEER AR BIEEES H, W2
ARG R B2 AL %5 (Wang et al. ,2023) ,
PAZEEE AL ATE S BAR SR MBI M 8 o )
YRR 5 i A0

7N, Tt — SRS AL AR KK
Wi, H A2 RIS T e, S0k HE Al
BMERTBIE ST B IR, B BRI B3
RIEPUB TSRS . RARHIFE AT A B
I H AT BMEFEA R R R o i fE R B A=
JEHXS T A4 4 1 2B PR I A (Stevenson et
al. ,2014) , B B AT B BE 15 {2 2 81 1 £ BB Y
5 M, W BRI AR A BE T B4, LUy
HE G ATEAR B R .

HWR, W RR S R QS RE A AT PpERE
B . BRTISCIERITE A B0 R e i
P, BE2HR SR AT XHRAIE I ME R A 3
9 BE 1 AMe=" 20 (Noy & Zhang,2023) . AT, 40
e R RE MEH LIS AL 5E5RIK G MBI
B PMERIE , B = RERTT. RFBIF K E
fnder i RS AR A BME AL S AT 55 B, BURIRRA
A B E R RER A, LI EIE B S B AYIILA
KER,

IR, RRBFFTENRALRIT A - AL B [F]
DB RE M2 4E N R 18] A 3 AL, 48 5 R T A
AL AL 5 KBS AL JE 4k =3 2 (8] 9 UL B 5%
FLEES - A - A RERER, I AR
HIEARAEES R T AT SR ER AL K
Y55 A SR, BT S5 B BECRS o )42 o )
Htlo XAMHE B TI T UMESURL, o AT 722
B BOTAF LR B RE R 5 2 R A SRR
PSR o

wJn, HEIA - AL hIRBIE BT IE 245 8 T3
JET, B2 XX — i B A S R G
o RKRAGIAMERBIA, B2 RGP A
7l B B AR ST B9 R IR 75 AR AL 15 o 22 P 5 P
3, HFEE— RS R AL R K B 1 2 75
Yro EAEEIATH - R - AN ESIER, A8
0 R X i ) s A PRSP R AIB R AT BME
XS PE AR R G I BEAS S PR T L o

S35 3k
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The Double — Edged Nature of Human — Al Collaborative Creation .
Creative Efficacy, Enhancement Pathways,and Influencing Factors

Liang Zheng' ,Liu Pin® ,Zhang Dan'
(1. Department of Psychological and Cognitive Sciences , Tsinghua University , Beijing 100084 ;
2. School of Social Sciences , Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084 )

Abstract . With the development of generative artificial intelligence ,human — Al collaborative creation has become an important pathway
for enhancing individual creativity. Many studies have explored the application of Al in collaborative creation,and the effects and mech-
anisms are relatively complex, requiring further clarification. However, there has yet to be a review study that systematically addresses
the complexity and multidimensional issues of this field. This work adopts a dual — edged perspective and systematically reviews the pos-
itive roles of Al in enhancing creative performance and optimizing the creative experience,as well as the potential risks it brings,such as
cognitive dependency ,fixation in thinking,decreased self — belief, and the impact on the long — term development of creativity. In order
to better unlock the creative potential of human — AT collaborative creation, efficiency — enhancing modes, such as prompt engineering,
interactive iteration,and model parameter optimization, are further summarized. Key factors influencing collaborative creation are then
analyzed from the three dimensions of individual,, Al,and task,considering the role of multiple variables coupling and matching in hu-
man — Al collaborative effectiveness. Finally,directions for future research are proposed.

Key words : generative artificial intelligence ; creativity ; collaborative creation ;influencing factors



