1233}, 226 A4s
Korean Journal of Cognitive Science
2015, Vol. 26, No. 4, 393~433.

e dig AAAAB A AT AR

Folge BRAelL 58 ooltlold 45T 4 Yt UL Btk Ar) Aslel Be BAES
A3k Aol BAE A7) 99 Fe) AAE olasn ol FAE F At Wkl o
@ QP WS Fadth FOPE WS oldMoln BPA $H2A 0B shie Hoz A
et e Adad gk meb SN Folgel Y Y 88 FHoR Folge s
U@ A7t Bl ool gtk ¥ AR ATAE Felgel Fad P4 ahd S A
7, 53, WA AR 293 A48 R dd NGRS dTES A ole Q7 At
g Fghoz 1@ A%, P4 QANAGH JA% BAstel WPk Aarud SHsE
e 29A A0 Sl AAHA Qsieh Eq, Felgat Bislel 54 ¥ Joo 2ayel A
A Badn 94 gov, e ¥ 999 BEAel R wARh: A7 Avt B
ik oleia *J 1 %

o

o

% A Ak BRI olfre B4

3 5543 shlel o) f A48 A

A Aoz swf;} F gtk B AR QFele Pelie] s W wous Bl 224 thstel
F AT PEE AEdel BYT AF AT oIF EAY ANES MDA s

AT 54 AT PP AN B,

FHof ¢ Fold, MY AL, SF, mAIF AL, oed, #3t 2o, AXIH X}
7l XM=

41

al
10
0x
lo
ot
]
N
Hn
=
>

# ol Age v Fx AT AL dx AT A APE ol FYPHUS
(2014R1A1A3051034).

t AR 24, EUnstn Aesta, AESUA B4 AR 8
QAo 94 47 et
Tel: 02-820-5816, E-mail: soohyun@cau.ac kr
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Sternberg and Lubart, 1993).
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2l

© 2 A T(component process approach)¥]o] £t}

ol

ol

7(] Y (multi-
ofe 47 A

o

L

I8

R

=]
1% 9l THVartanian,

9

Sief. wap B

he 2734 71

o) Ahgs)

T

=
T

i

SH

=2 3}
=
9]
ARG Aoz o
g
t71 918

A

#o]e}
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)
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=
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X3
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=

Aol o
SEEREEE
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2wlo] TAe] g wEt dFHoR

faceted) T4 703 (construct)ol]

SERD

7Nel A

171 ol o,

S

o
1
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)
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e
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G

o

AR T4 K2R o] 7

3 7]dto] A% 1 ThHJohnson et al., 2003).
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=t
= ol BEAe Adolth mekd elgel dd ATE oF PARE Y &
22 re] A Bask drh Fegel dg A ATFEE T2 A A

(divergent thinking), & Z(insight), ¥A|%] A}Zl(relational thinking) 121 =52
4 5% Pege dEse 74 24w geddt oW waddE 3el4e

=
T 2a5S st old Wi AN HaW e drgstuat

FAAMY 84 - 44 Aln

b4 Abal(divergent thinking) @, & Ho] Fa| XA %-2(open-ended) At}
o AFx &3 2 WUk bdsiA AdEde Eo 2 %o EthGuilford,
1950). ] Fald e FES Pk 9% Alal(convergent thinking)9} WU E|
< Jidolth. 4 Ala 58S SA5] SdaliA dEA R gel AHgEE
A o= 2o AA, bk %—E(unusual uses =2 alternative uses) Z}A|E oW
AHER] thete] AWkAQl &% oo AEE =5 HUE Bol Adslle HAol
THGuilford, 1967). & Eof, |92 A didt Az S AZe| R
g, d22 He g 8& 9 olo]59] mo|fto R d&dthe A4S

T k. 0}0175:—8— SRS Hobr] FFol H5-aL nigol] "olx|A] A A%

E
Eo@ HOUA & 4 Utk E o] £ uge E4o] PYoz de A% F
I = W&

b

4
A ol do] 7L ME & gk Azte B & g oA” Alge) Aze
42 AU derel AzEE det $E BAE B3 491 Aa sl )
Axe Z4E 5 vk EA, A Htconceprual expansion) TRl E 5 A
o Aol 54 Aze Wlow WP FPT)E TS 29I dF 5
o, 71 A Y FF FAY 5% BN A@ARANA APdhe
48 U2 2ael AR D5E BN AAHES Bt 1999, o]
AREE B9 B, gl 5 A Resk w2 9§ 2% V18] An H9)
EER 3 AQE

BE 5 A s TE FAE JARIS aEA widoltt B E
FAPlAe] Folde @A a2 RIS Rgol o2 dsd FdoM U
AIF+E =7 =% HTtKAbraham and Windmann, 2007). XA Al E 245t 7
A} Torrance’s Test of Creative Thinking(TTCT, Torrance, 1974)7} AF&E|7|%= 3t}
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TICTA A ojd], Welo} ] F4% o] §3le] F44 Aln 58S 24 o
A Bgomt ABe vt 5 AN, 1849 £ 27 olgdlel §
R 38e S, 7129 Aude] BHe nesied o AN ddue
2 Azs], 2ol AN FRel B FVE ojob] WE/] S Yk

B9 24 - 5F

Zogol & thE 84Q1 F&nsigh)> EAX A9 A weto] W2
U Aol o2 E]% A4S Angtt F2A wA ald B HleEA
(non-insight) ¥4 3]4 W} Al 7x] ZHHol|A Zpo|7} FhBowden et al., 2005).
AR, TEA &4 OHQ«] dnpele AR Wean O syo] Ad AH
olgta st FHA 7P (“olskAha) EI)S BRI =X, T4 A 8
29 dule7t e ar] Ade 43 713t et A sl Wde] dojubA] &
£ s el L A, AT Saes
49l Avlelst o9 esteA

& 92 S45] fall AHgske ol Zﬂ"ﬂ r}xﬂb ] %l (anagram), &t
A2 AFHcompound remote associates == remote associates) Z}A| 12] 1 HE|Ql E
A (brain teaser) 5°| UATh of] LHW(anagram)S Tl S A= Al £ E H
WA AN F e delsl RoolgheA S Bt Thalo] thNovick & Sherman,
2003). A5 59, ‘stscosis’®] HALE BER FHOW sssors/} ATHE AS doliw
A 2F QAU 9T BAE D A9 BelB AND F 3 welSH FFAC
2 EBPolE 74T 7 e Al 39| @olE BEe Ao HBowden et al, 2005;
Mednick, 1962). dl& E9°], ‘cream’, ‘skate’, ‘water’ = A|A] ®WUTHH, o]E Zhzto]
ol o} B3loi(ice cream, ice skate, ice watenE °] & F UE ‘ice’E A WA H
‘3}. liflﬂO] A E348 719 22 BAES Wit 5234 24 4$

st B HA EAQ dAlgo]l 28 19 AlA

T:Xﬂ Ma7h BA &1, N ZAe] g0l ml F55k7] e, frAFEE &A1
£ oo AlgellA AlAlstefol sk QA AT A A “o“?éﬂ sHo=z
sk, oyt A AF HA| H|ste] Ao AHEEE W=7} FA
oz Atk

i

i

(

il

=]

|

|l
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QIX|nfsr, M26H M4=

7b. AT 29X $£577] (Sheth et al., 2009).

Ml 7Hel ARIR| BO0M Of= ALIX|7} 352 MTE Holsh=AE otd & UR=71?
. 9719 A FFA7] (Maier, 1930).

FolollA e WA e HZ /o] AEor 9749
]

BE AWES gRaeig d 2l ©

® o o
e o o =

gl gl A 92 o ol sdsiAe o gy
e o o

T2 1. 2el BN 2A4 oAl

7b BT AR =) L 97He] B | (BEE 7E AT

Foge] 94 - #AZF Alil(relational thinking)

AR A} Trelational thinking’s = 717 TAF o] olm] Qe 2AH BANS
AN E THo2A 3 FE(analogical reasoning), 274 #3 AFZ(metaphor
poduccion) & B¢ 3914 Bl 95 azold §3 FES ¥ 54 0

o
o BAA FZrelational structure)?] FAM S Fdsts =84 Al FAH S 9wt
o} oAl 1] AA]R oA Ao A= monkeyQ} banana 7Fe] A S horse?} Wl Fho| &
oz dojete]l AA Y t-gAl Ak )
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[o|#] 11 monkey : banana :: horse : ( ? )
@D cup ®) carrot @ race @ diaper

dAl 19 #5 F2 TAE E7] AT banana(Whdly 7} ‘monkey(AFol)E
o] Folete Holdhe WA (elation & Fotetal, ©]S ‘horse(Tyell W-EAA,

To] Folshs FAQ ‘ame(Fye FEAMUo vk BAES Tetstal ol

= |
NZE FAd Aede IS BAAZA E3(relational integration)o| 2} 3t} 3
4 FRe §% 3B 9049 A Bgeld BUde ke @ 4

¥o,
= O X g

(Halford, 1998; Holyoak & Thagard, 1995). 3= 22 oln] &3 9 X4
o] M2 Mdel vat 52 AAY fAte ddol Zbste] ol E41E &

Sol, 4] AR P22 of
o

ST

Sske del onl 9 gl B g A4
SAE Ao o

=4
A grou olmg A
]

) = A%
S AU S weE ok WAIE APl BAd] FAR Hohe of
ojtjoio] zetst 4= 9l thHolyoak & Thagard, 1995).

ofA 58 9A BAA ARE 28t} oS 50, ‘music is medicine’©o] s &
§4 AL olalap] daNE, ARe ARE + Aok 2ELES M gokh
o 7be] 244 AN 28 A 5 olok BTkBenedek e o, 2014). LHA
EHe A} vl 5 A AFIA e 2AY feo] Hrl olelit ekl
§% FBoI 44 EdY ol 42 S| WAY A BAE olgste] %
ojAdo] AGE 7= EchBenedek et al., 2014; Green et al., 2012a; 2012b; Jaarsveld et

al., 2015; Prabhakaran et al., 2014; Vartanian, 2012).

B9 24 - 5F g9 B9y
| AR AFEe u%, oo B P 5 O
e o Bopol] F2 AEAEEL Mo B 150] ZFAQ £

2 s
e Eo ouE M BEe] Mt YohEAS WAL WO o] ojAn
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QIX|Tfef, M|26H M4

ek BE, UL FEHo A4S HEE 2TVRE o Lol Weol
AGe ded Fde whdsteA] S dee Fxs] 8 gAHeR vy
she AUE WgeReAE BEapl sl oldthe A4 S AR 4
© 2 Aotk e, o3 A3 WHE ded FdS APHer Aot
2 Sl A% 259 @ BHE FAE 4 ok 4UD PEY Aot ATAE
o A3 A] fEsl= dE = Aeekd g (ecologlcal va.lldlty) l—j":o] 7]

2] 2=(MR compatible) AH] 2 A 26t /\]-%'3}7]1,2 3FCKEllamil, Dobson, Beeman, &
Christoff, 2012; Limb & Braun, 2008). o= Liu 59 AFA}50] AE 7}—’,‘—7]— =
TR P she B IMRIE o FFS YT 2HE TRl A E
71%= 3} thLiu et al., 2012).

oJl

4 EEEIENE L T
A 2hd Bl fd oo, o] Ropel APl FRe| SaAE gont
7FabElol M oF B HolAe] gaEo] 9
AA, A Ataet W= FEA Al A o)A H44Q0 84S
Hsi = <F D THCropley, 2006; Jung et al., 2013). Cropleyol] o]shH, #e]A <l o}
oltiolE Aol = §E3 ololtiolz HANTNY] JalNE £RA AnS
@ 97k A% el Sneorith. 4 B2 B9 d= 599 972 @
A gt ofHq 27 IAle TE2A EA SES FEE A AAQ Al F
A AnE B3 FPE 4 s FA|0]7]% 3HtHChermahini & Hommel, 2010). %
4 AR e7ehe FASIAE B ololtele] 43 olF ol v 3
sk A Aol AuE A%, 494 At eTa oA Bk gAeAE
E3] FH3 220l 093 Yo] At} FoJAlo] FoalA g T £ytAo
2 woze Jztol B ofd LAY 4 AW, 27| 5@ o
olhel Be ANE F5Fn A4 xS edt 7eds] WEY

o

A

[OR
=

Y
o,
UM

o
=g QYT
w3k 2| 2jel] 7|Nkek oA HJrp 3ol glokd Folo] FejA Izl o
AA = E7FE38lt) Ericsson?} Lehmann(1999)0& oA W& f1gk A4 7]

71e BA7] SN E Aol 10d7ke] Edo] BeAoln stk ¥Al

) )
L= )

{m
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AE ) Folgol thEh QIX|AEDFst o4 JHE

nEE 240 % Sael Yool AEAQ & WS FA LE o] Foo}
a9 AFANN AFE FAHL BAT 5 AT ol ge AAES FrE
Aol 7 28R Ansk Red 9l 8449 82 & 4 Ul A

(Cropley, 20006).

A, AXA 5 (cognitive flexibilicy) = At1e} & Fo] WHBIA 2L A3
A AT 5 AE SN G ololriolel E Aze BAHE
of 7133l AFeldel a4l & 4 QlthkBarbey, Colom, Grafman, 2013; Collins &
Koechlin, 2012). Barbey$} &EE(2013) WF HHcategory swicching) HA|, S2to}
WHE 534 ZA(eteer fluency test, category fluency test) 5= ©]-835to] QX2 {F
¢ 249t WF AP AN AGABS HAH AP el el

ANES Mol TALT £34 AL AHAEe] 59 W &
A} B3 2AR ARHE DS 7hbe gz wE AT A4 F
4% BE d7e w1, oA tE A A 4 dg I A

T= 7% 3HKDavis, 2009; De Dreu et al,. 2011; Kaufmann, 2003).

rﬁ, oﬁ

o

o =
—4%%4

oft

i
o

AR, e ARes Fiske TH22A Asge] T Hge e
Al ge A4, A S FEREA R 44, BAE 2Vle A4Rs At
A& 7He/dol ETRFeist, 1998; Williams, 1993). 2|37k A A4 S4& =

g3zl f8te] Williams(1993)= Ul 7FA 891 =, 248, 2 (risk-taking), 714,
Ao 2HE Fo] #rbH 7 A AKdivergent feeling test) S 7HEkA T BHAHA
7 AANE Williams 24 A4 AAKWilliams creativity aptitude test)’ 2t e E-8]
B ol dd A de] AFEE I Ytk Williams, 1993). B3, o8 A2]gAts
£ NEO Personality Inventory® 43l TR 711 718 A7 29 F E3] A|2%
738 gt @ vl-S{openness to experience) T} 2] 8FA] (extraversion)o o)A 3 #&H
3k /‘éz.j —I—f—@(trait creativity)i’\i T2 %}:ﬂ-(COSta & McCrae, 1992; Feist, 1998; Li et
al., 2015; Silvia et al, 2009). o|x¥ QXA Q1o t]dte] oAy} A3 A A=A
a9lel W A= Bl e o FeA ol & e vte vidE ¢

o]
P
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QIX|nfsr, M26H M4=

Kto|Mol| CHEH QIX|AIZATIEHE o

oW BLNNE A PHoR AT R PR TH LAES FHO
2 AXYE P EEG, MR 5 MIH WHL ool $AE F8 A7 A
5% 4% A9 ATES B f99 BAE o e 24 wEge
2 ANSE Aol 5@ B Mgl B 49 A Aoz dld F

A Ao AFEHE FAY 77} thkskR] &S Ho]tiAbraham, 2013).

Fed IS AAE o FOlEG B @2t Y 2AE vE Eeld A
o] gl dalor dh S 719aiA %Xﬂ% Fe e Aol &
F 7] WEelth w3, FAE Fdste Bt AGAL FoS EIE] 44
7| Ette obrEAY HeZe R S 5}{4 A5 52 ZelHo)7 8l =
g2 dou daor FojHo|x] XPd 45 SAHE WSSl FAdE v
gehal K] otk whebA], oA IA —r?sﬁ Al dojts whgo] e Aol
< BdeteA] oiH Aol gy FelHel wds fd w=Hse A
gtgeteA] ] oelg ¢ vk olg g dAE Hedte WHeR, e F
o Al A T uf Al g Ak AN wkge] Ao ti B E T
& o FolAel uheTl o HojAol HheS THdle] old| ULEE ¥ dEo]
°]& Hlwsle F7b £Aje] Fubslofop g Folr}. gl oo tigk AR

et AT Avke AT Q7oA TRl Felel T4 ade] Faeke] oA

Solof s, IS Folg WA YRININA Qs Folajof k. wah, 4
ol 871246 Jluk ¥ AT, & ¥ Gelo] BEHol 5 #

FEAAE v ofuz sjdsfor o,

A L BAH A, ded el a#a ol
aob 9 297 PAY ANAARGATES A2 LA A
A
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T4/ Folgo| thet QIXINZIISE AT T

2 gk

4 Atae] B ANAFHEH o
Felgel 4 84 F B4R Al th:f} AAANAHGH AT e
4ol 2% Mag w1 7t FEHOE Brh A7) ASE 71%H 3

t}eF3te]  EEGelectroencephalography), fMRI(functional magnetic resonance imaging),

o
1o

i)
ol

PET(positron emission tomography) ~L2] 1 NIRSMNear InfraRed Spectroscopy) 7|9 %-°]
3t 279 AFELS FIAH BHste] Rt} AwT 7 wgiAA
(hemispheric asymmetry) 22 EEG Y3Nalpha) 3}2] W3lo] gt 7Hd S AEehEt

FEehgn. BT 7 v Aol UH o H-$uT ol ofd <x|Hel
Sol U DAL 29T SN Aol Ui ARS uak Fo4
of o] Wkt Zb vt 3 (hemispheric asymmetry) 7} Ze]do] N HEUE
Tl 7)Fel o8] wHHTE o202 A W oYz} YFAE HHAo
dH A gk a2y HEA Had 2o dFES F3ele] e A3,
29l W7kt AEgh vk 2F Boi Al ok M2 AR EA] e Aow
S CHDietrich & Kanso, 2010). kb, $Rb7) Asiths Azlel ko)
Attt A3p7E EAsta flom, e AgeM e Fiart @A 7sshe
Zol #FH7] otk g, 27] AF-E5c] EEG €3 o] FEIPY o|fr= A
@ Qe olgd] Austel NS AZeG7] MBItk EEG AEE T 77

Al
&

R

d
o

-

=

-lorﬂﬁkm

AESS) A714 BEL 7159 A7) AE2A T Fu5e] 1 Soslation S
WED G ATE Fo AL Fa dwdoz g, weh v 5 2 )
A wele] Fuke dejo® Reldth 9ot s, 813 Hao F3ke WA et

U+ EEG 2135 oJn|dltkBear, Connors and Paradiso, 2007). A\t A 7]l Kris(1952)
9} Mendelsohn(1976)2 Ze]Ado] Z47] «da} I} QUA|*(primary process cognition) S}
‘-"'11‘43 Fo](defocused attention)9} FHAHTHE 7HAS Arlste] 7] ol A+

olEUT Ak A AAE FA BA o] BoA ke wolu e ol
EH_?‘ Hl=gdola FaAolm FALA] ¢ AREE o4 dEs vt
Kiis®] o] &ol m=2™, w2y o Al e gdd 4 9)

= =3
T O 1
& 349 ofolto}g A&t Hol B5Aolen k. FelHa AgEL F
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QIX|nfsr, M26H M4=

K
=
©
5
o
2

Aol n B4 ol 1) Abaeh Q3He) A}
3 gtk EEQ, Martindale(1999)9]] ]38k, oAl Abgh
S7lETE FAll ol A A dAlE 9eE 5 3l C
g2 2] A dow arousal) FEHAM B A o] Fojta FASHA
Martindale(1999)2] 7Hd& &at ste] F7p7h wde] A FeHE wdive
2 oA A IKPfurtscheller et al., 1996; Pfurtscheller & Lopes da Silva, 1999)el] 23]
saAsol, Feldo]l dot sl ke BARGT LA Fch ey
F4 ATE0IAE A Ane BAse e ] BEH0l Frlehe A3
(Fink, Grabner, et al., 2009) 3 o}y 7+A3ste 2 F(Jausovec & Jausovec, 2000;
Razumnikova et al, 2009)7} EAjsto] ik Alzel dup spe] FFAjo] Az o
2 Z/Rgn @y AL e gloh 3 EEGY MRIZ B o] &3t Finkdl &
259 A9 A Abast 1&%04 &3k 37t STkt Basislond,
fMRI A& o=z 3kolgl A3} J70] Fd A4 AEE ukedsls Aol ol
Yo @54 Z71E vkddtte AS ERIAAFTATKFink, Grabner, et al., 2009).
ool Aot A duk vke] TP Martindale(1999)9] 27] o] 22= Ee
H7b A= or JEHE Aste FHE BGIdTE dXo] ¥ AujHet dF
Eol, &3t 3o TPt AA G TG FEE A5 AAske PJE A =
& A AR fdell s dFe A Be =T FF (top-down) . A
g & YHA Fo(internally oriented attention)S HFH 3lt} 11 B 11 % ] Th(Fink et al.,
2009; Fink & Benedek, 2014; Klimesch et al., 2007; Sauseng et al., 2005; von Stein and
Sarnthein, 2000).

FQ

fr

EEGS} HIE W B ANETL Be MUE ol £ AFSANE TARC
2 o] W@ AF Gofo] Fols} FAYLAE BAE Ao] Fo BE F
of Stk A Alns BAF P Y TSN AT BEAe] HwA
Q7] Basn gout ARG 99 9ol FaHS FESE ATE e E

AT £ ATE NAAE Folgiel Belgol Hud AY JE AP}

- thekslc}. Chrysikou$t Thompson-Schill(2011)e]] o]ebA thel &= A S 43
she Bl FEH 2E99 BEHC] S/ MRd) e QA £
£ Histe 44 &k(common uses) HAE TPt Fetdlle IF AFH &
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Ado] Z7}et9itha SFKChrysikou & Thompson-Schill, 2011). 8HFA Atz 9} w8}
Sifs %—?—%ﬂ o= T4 2L A7 9, A)dS(anterior cingulate cortex)
S A 43} & nkhippocampus), A]/F(thalamus), A1 ZA|(striatum) 2] 32
(subcortical region)¥2] FHAA S Hudl= AFEo] EA3THFink, Grabner,
et al, 2009; Howard-Jones et al., 2005). @J2] A+ 7Hl] Hud ¥ J99] Aol &
W4 s Gue] Sld AeE A SlgAel 944 Age tepew g
3 vehd A= sjM e+ ok

FHAA ] 7Rk H G AT AIAE BeslE e A Al
] Shamay-Tsoory?} FHE(2011)S WS HAF 3] & (medial frontal cortex),

fru

1%
g

oft
—_

B
o

3(inferior frontal gyrus), &= 7% 3] (posterior parietal cortex) L2l
(temporal cortex)©] Z}7] £4E 4t Skl S iAo R slo] FakA Alm
g2yl oy F3 g 7he] A IAALE Hluw -E‘@]:G]-%}WShamay-Tsoory et al,
2011, 1 23}, 53 $ukpe] W2 A% Qe £kl Belgd] A 2 HolE
Qorle Aoz Bauon, Hupe 83 AT F3 74 949 &

=
o388 FoAS FAAE Aer eyt AAES LUk AETHY

_|./ -‘{N’
4
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A FRBAE Akal @rkTakeuchi et al, 2012). AAFES o] Aol tiste] A
58 e M AFskA xstloy ol A AFE BRI BeaySt 7
Q0142 Bl 27 Re AARI FoAe dAG ] tig s EE M A
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A e APEAQl FRA et FAE ot FEAYE
ol Aba #F F o NdEe] FAAA R 23E o
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oo 74 24 T SE g JAANA A A= G4 Alae] H]
3l 1 vt A oE BA &tk Ao aswA FEA A 2y ddst
o] Jung-Beeman} FEE(2004)2 A B A Y (event-related potential, ERP)9} fMRI
£ o] &5ty ulf FH|RE AT 2HE Eusth Jung-Beemand} FEES] A
Q004 A e FFol dojubs w3t HllA oW ATt BAstEAE Halekith
(ung-Beeman et al. 2004). ©] ATASL APASA 2 AA AT BA=S
TIPS stlom, FHo] o2 £t HES FEEE AASIATE A
TP F ST AR B A AselA T Xt o]27] 300 ms Aol =

(¢}
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& Foirel okgamme 7k BAARCH, ol SR FFYAN SAsHe
N5 Aoz AZAN MUE o188 F7h 47 2%, old B B 4
o] Sut A= ZT3(superior temporal gyrus, STG)O|A dojdtie AS &9l
St 3% 2551 G4 Qi IS AR oz 0o 0o A
ek ZolA el AE A Aol o] gl zint gtof] vidd 589 &Feo] o

e e sad 5 vk $2A 24 a2z At ﬁJr kel FEAL Bl
BA 5 dold 7] FAEH DE o83 shethd} TEF2009)9] A7l <
HAE S ET Shethdt FHEE(20092] ATl = «4%‘1} 228 BEA A
A2e] AEP QT 2oz EAE Ror} FolU AES sl FRY B

A Aol 4Ed Aldeln AuAon vt w7t Z7ksedrkshed e al, 200)
Jung-Beeman?} FEEC] ATCQUONNE £, b AFE dvh Wt B
Ao SuT Az SQelN Dot b BAAUG AAEE A7 DAl 8

T
AR dub 97 Al JHE ARlE dAlske A B4 ZIAIE ukdste AoR
sttt =, =283 Al AE AR E Alste A2 T2A 24 il =
wol @ F Stk Aotk ole fel7h oW Aol el HFsh &S] Y2
= ote B¢ AME £& W He AXNE w2l FHAME SEA 24 S
Asl 4o Al4A Au Aels dAske 71do] e e AT
2 A7 F5 AolA Kounios$t $EE0002, JPAES0] Fojof &
AZE AN ¢ 2 Ao ¥ EAde] B 2 F O AV FRHCR fdd
2914, ofyw BEAHow gAE AAAZ o= 4 vt drKKounios et

Al ZFE Ar) el
259 34E o R 041—/:4—; W, A7 149 25
Z7ke Ba49 WA e) w4 92
o] #A Fo] A He| FH AHES wdste Roz, A7 AM 224 07};—
94 A7 AFel UiF Fo F71E, AgEe B#%4 S YHoze Feo
4 el Aoz AuaG

a9, B34 B4 Aol tele] AFEY A4S BRI RREE O £

1) Zhohgamma) 7 30 Hz o 4e] F3i4 wele] Wz
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A 8V Aziz-Zadeh et al., 2009; Bechtereva et al., 2004; Darsaud et al., 2011; Luo &
Niki, 2002; Rose et al, 2005). L Zol|A ul$ En|2F Darsaud®} FEE(011)2
MRI A7 A2S 2708t Itk Dasauds} ER3Q01D2 AQASA =4
g5 HAE 1223 Ao ' o|Fo AA AAsAEd, T HA I7]elA FF
Hog FAE A d@Aet 28A X3 J@Ae] F 37| kel o G
Hw AT SR EAIE, 7 HAl 3)7]dA SZd o2/ @ fiAsEL 1
22 Fe JdAEH Hlud o R IU|dARE AFHY] A5 AT 99
FHY 282 Hhdnsulyd A o & g5 o] F&EE U THDarsaud et al.,
2011). B, 527 FAste] AT #HAAE B oY AFE e Fx
AFEY AT IS 7] "g2n ogfd Alole zk Al ARRE A9
dolvt @AY AAA Ao Aol & WHgste 2o M e 4 Uk

Sl gk A #HH HY AFE T AuE 4 2354
T UTHMai et al. 2004; Qiu et al. 2008a; 2008b). AhA+3] o<
T EYAshe FEY ©@A] 9 EYX i 5o HE A
a2 U KCarter, et al, 1999). Wb T2H A 14 oA w2 el A
Hoju= 2329 Ag AR dAddsle gFo] dojues Zoer A4
.

2
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dm el

2
12
lo

agA FEA A A dg A7E T o 4T A d
g e BAS £ W, §234 B4 7o) opd 424 Al
T A7 AR A3 & Q(trial and error) W] B4 )2 Ako] ALEEH F

ok ek @REAA Al EE, ojmgk AR A g o A

e
ol
k)

At
AC)
re
ot
£
T ko
[e]

g EAEA U WS W wuslel FRA A 23 MR BA 9
A€ g8 Pt #40 Fes

= g Bg o7 A A5
A% Ao S wet ATY, FFE, FAE 5 0E 999 Byl u
293 glor] St Snrud Foge o Be JelE drt o|ge A4
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#AA Aol 9 AANZHGH A7
e ehzd BAH Ael U@ AAAFAGE AT FE b
549 4

e
Y
=

40] QARA We Z& Ay} ojojd Ao Ht}. Green et al.(2012a)
ARE S §F 28 S o8 MR ABE Tl o FeIA

Fgo] dojd wf wk M F= 3] A(frontopolar cortex)ol| A 5o

do o g
)
Y

_W' r =
o
r

—

J

259 98tH, AB:CD9 2 FHZE AAHE A4

D F ©o] & 7o oujA Rl Ayt E4E ¢ Zo
€ d8 2 gl dE £9, [kitten:cat::spark:fire]l
[kitten:cat::puppy:dogl BT} T ool Zo| I #AH FAMIC U3 F2&
o2 3ty ks, [kitten:cat}Z} [puppy:dogle EHA 02 FAFSE7] ufj&of 2
njAeol Agrt 7p7kE Wb [kitten:cat}@Hspark:fire]= EHA 2 A& FAMEA] &
7] wj el om Al A=yt " FAAR FEellA fAMd S EAs ok s o
oItk frAkeE =l 7]Wkete] Prabhakaran®t 5 R E(2014) FAF AHES}E ] (verb
generation) ZHA| S o]-&ste] F g 7He] oAl Ayt W Ao #AA HE
A7t oAd 74A] ol A AeEH v =& ARV des Easiiitt
(Prabhakaran et al., 2014). FAF AFE38E7] A= 2F Aol A AXE WAL} ofn| A
o2 #AA" FAE AESe HAth dE B, bl AATOH Cthrow,
‘pay 9 He T F Utk AREL ARk AlgdA e @5 A G
o2 g5 stghe ANE & W, Y] ko] Algox e g AAE §HA|
okt 7 ol ko] on|A Azlel| ek T4 A, Ho|H o= w@oteE A|AN
& 2N 282 U UM BT oA Ayl A YEgten, owF
At o =4 S d@AEe] 1%8A Kok AT b Ala, S22
7], Torrance test 5 TFEFeH W20 2 S5 Feojid vt o =8k

LA, Benedekd} B HE(2014)2 2+ 4AFE(metaphor production) ZHA| S 3] o
oAl &f7 FAY e T JodS H5IThBenedek et al, 2014). o]

]
FolMe FJAAEANA ‘the lamp is (glaring) 2} 2L B3-S HojFm, 3 <o

—

A
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(angular gyrus), B S AA5F 3] F(dorsomedial prefrontal cortex), =
(posterior cingulate cortex)?] ZFA F7hek BAEACH, T FolHolgn A H
=7 F3o] AEE APLFE AT wju S AAF 943 F5F3](middle
temporal gyrus)ol| 4] Al =7} E3hT)
Jaarsveld®} FEE(2015)L H|[o1H #AH F2 A S o]&3sle] Foldz
HAE B2 AT Jaarsveld er al, 2015). ©] ARAEL FEAS A H]o]
x 3 PHS B33 Raven's progressive matrices AL £ X5 AHAF
Merete2 2| A6t tHRaven et al, 1998). HEAAEL 7618t A E
6}04 g rtzet AR Wger =PE 1t =49
FE TS sl ok F2 WA g @AE el AR
S 2 A3, 38 WA Dk el 377} Bangld, 5
9 SN AT AR Lot she] st Y gt
il A gae Pide

i

Lo 2 o 9 oo %O
X 0 Ho oo dlo ff
= B _1>4 o
(N PNA i 1-011
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FHU
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ofy
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3 Abmding ] 249 OMWHE s el 2
sio] 2ol WgE Aoz AAHt. WAA Aus §F Feld o] A%
Goliel ot ste] Z7bsh BARCE BH A 348 AL IAL o) &
of FdS A7 Finkst FEES A7 29t LA FThEFink & Benedek, 2014;
Fink, Grabner et al., 2009).
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al., 2004; Christoff et al., 2001; 2003; Cho et al., 2010; Green et al. 2006; Kroger et al.,
2002; Luo et al. 2003; Prabhakaran et al., 1997; Wendelken et al., 2008).
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Mol v SrlE AU BeErt wra v £ ©
wope] der FdE A

Bhattacharya®} F2E5-S EEGE o] &3lo] nl&
AR s7ke} dukele] Ty €% v wtS] hBhattacharya & Petsche, 2005). 1] & 2}
E2 EEG =3 %

< duklof] Hlgl dEldelta)? 1] FA] EEA(synchrony)o] F7Fek= dHH, Yot
o] FAl EEAol stk o AT AAREL ol AWt HE e
o] AEE TAshE B AZ dlsdl tig 7] 7199 S5 AE w5
2 FEA7F dojute A& whddtta siAlst3ith Bengtssondt FE-5(2007)
A& o 2rEFo] FEA R Jto] 7|HES o|fsto A3 she Fet Y

5L MRZ 34 A%, BA 203 Mad o FFH0R 43S He FA

i)
o2
o

o

]

o W

3]
Hj2]& AT 3 &(dorsolateral prefrontal cortex), A HZ % % 9(presupplementary
motor area), S A % %9 H(dorsal premotor area) oA FFAo| F1EFH S
X 115} ThBengtsson et al, 2007). A, FAME WHEC 2 Limbe} Braun(2008)2> 71
B Az dopjsESe] 2EA0E 9 0, WS AATY, 9% 49 4
3] & (lateral orbital frontal cortex)?] EF/do] O A, WS M FY (medial
perfrontal cortex)2] EEAJ0] T Z7F3tha B udl% tilimb & Braun, 2008). &<}12]
F243) BEs] A AT WHS 08T T AT ol ug A Az
b nng e o ek e Welsle o, g ezt s
AE Ao oEste FAH AFEL AAEA e AP FJEA oEs
= A T U e @yl uet o &) 22 T 5=

At} Limb 9} Braun(2008)9] 17 A3l dAjsh= A7 A7) HZo Lust T8
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Ellamile} FRELS A4 HFE F AR o] o4 ofolt]o] AFE(creative
generation) ©HA| 9} A}Alo] AbE3E olo|rjojd] et FoA 3 7Hcreative evaluation)
Ak #HE ¥ F5S S THElamil ec al, 2011). o] ATl = JPAE

H B85S A3 A3 ololgo] AE WM E WS S5H9 &5 U
Rom, ofoltjo] 7t WA= & 7% i AFY 99 4 UEFERE Y
EfAdt A9 FolA Ee4ol F7HEATE o] Ao AAELS A EE ofolr]o]
o] A FHME WS S5 7ket AA FE A9 7Y 34 A&
o] o]FoAH, A& ofolt]olE Hrtstn Aeflle A= AFHA 716k
o BAHQ HE e 3 2] RE AZASH Al 7IRkek Aol B
TAR H7F Byl AR AoHTy AT

Shah9} B2 E013)S #HolF Z27]|E By dAEW Z27] GAZR UFr
o] 1 ¥ 7|9k MRIZ A3l TKShah et al, 2013). AAES Fe|d F27|E
fFEot7] Yote] wEREY AE 714K 4RE B S £ HEAER w2
S olo] 222 gtk BA 2HoRE F 979 F wgry] 7o) TIEHQ
o} B4 A, ARl 25 7] 93 ofoltlolE st AlE S At B
ANAEW GAME Fute o5 A+ gd3 A 55 74 94, 45 5

¢

| .
97 BEHC] woAth F meley] 24N ¥ BEL FOIHA F]
24949 ¥ BFOoEVE FANS U, HUAT S ZF A% AT 43
A i
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271 AEAQ FEE e AP JoH It A@Ae FA A AT
= (Lotze et al., 2014). 7L A3}, HE7} HooA okt d=
A5 94 e AA44d3, ko] n| 3 (caudate nucleus)2} ZF=(temporal
pole) Zte] AZAA <] B ¥kt ARAEL ol e Ay} AE7F FeoA g
A (disinhibitory)Ql FE. A 2], A& =2l o] AepiA] ke AHriEWe Ata
78 243 e A4S wdshe oz djasisith
ded Zodel digt AFEdAME A v 7F Bt tigk 7pdo] A
o

A HA F& B oozl 54 o 999 deiel dasA AFEA Fdt ol
3l

tlo
i)
El
_O|£
pach
)

\_.

e et el AHeE HAlse] A ehdert vl s AdEy
g ded Feye] @Azt TEHE Aol ofde nd W, 43 F A
Feo] AAlz vy FAA tig Frbe Sl @] A = JAE
FYPL W] o dE AR w2 FEo Fodol FA9] £ Fol ddE o
o o &5E 7HE F de Mol FLITh E3L, FF de d5E A7
MRI Aeld e AdAE Bz &g Al velg S40lA] ¥E= v &
(foam) T& ol-&3ste] M S nYsh= Aol T8t v 49 #H SHAE
o] &3 A B4 S Bl Fod Bd W 2T Alsol A Ul o7 A9A
QA Frartfacoo] HIFHA FSkEAE Hlete 2ol Aotk

718t Ao 2& B JF 2
o BN, A7H ARE
B Q% 29ld g A
Barbey$} 5 5E5(2013) al
A(fluency) A S& ol&ste] Folde anmA AAA &
(Barbey, Colom & Grafman, 2013). <=4} 3A1So] t)ale] Wz 24 7he] vy
(lesion-symptom mapping) A A 29 JAAH {5l
23| (superior temporal gyrus)®] &gto] A =

3]
Jung-Beeman®} FHE(2004)0] A AfoA EFAA EA A3} =2 on|H
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%S|
&3 A7E 54 ¥ 999 715 AR FA AT 2] AABAES ERAIAA
Bl F88 ARE ATl HIG AFer BHE FRBAE B
. &, Barbey9} TEEQ013)Q] ¥4 AF ABE 71E0] FolF #A4 @
35 S5 Fde) geAel IRtk AABRAE THAIA o] ddo

5 ]
A%, 540 aTHE B BA A2 Sl de] wyIThe A%
=

7,

f
iih)
>

olo] that ATFEL Aelstae)7’} oPd E-A(trait) 24 <)

o
55 Wiliams 2] 44 HAL A7t gk £

et om, 718 A7 29l FoA] B A2 Ao it A wl-Sopenness
kel #AANE wihdttn HustthLi ec al, 2015).
Silvia®} 252009 Tl 7HA] 718 A4 2R1Big Fiveo]l 9] 29191 7k
(plasticity)' 7} PG A(stabilicyy 02 thEE F Uvke A AFDe Young, 2006;
Digman, 1997; Silvia et al, 2008)°l 7]¥tale], HoJA 3} N2 A3 tigh E&
nkS 7hAA o] TAS BAEl9thSilvia er al, 2009). 7RG 7|8 A7 89
3 Aze A9 a9 whed AL T A9 adolw, HgRe
U AA B_?l(agreeableness, conscientiousness, emotional stability) S < ¥t
A7 A3, A2E Aol e D vhee T Ax, FelH 43 creacive
achievement), Y42 2] A(everyday creativity), F2]A 2}7] 7N (creative  self-concept)
= kg AR o4 Wet Tye AuwAYL et Aze Agd e
Q2 oheT KA ARUA A e B AT
olxe] Feld A7) Mdoldet. 7k FAl A AFF A
o FBBAZL Yo RS A HAsh QA Folg A
A gRBATE Ak

to experience)°| T W<l

2t )

o
3 el ge] ey SdaAe] FeldE
Zolth. vl o) Ze
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B, Bainds}h FEES APAE U % BAS T H710] A 2439
£, 1UF SIS S 24 S} ] o 35 23S AT 49
of VP 4% 24T 4Ysdth o F A WA 48 2AANE wx}w
9 FAZ A A7 A AAOback sk BA ABe] EAH AFS Bk
SR FAGE, 5 0 A7 ZAAE B9 SHIE A 39 719.4 314
(back wsk: U1 A Al HA AL washe HAE FAstdch A WA

AY 2L APAE] AY S $ASA Gn FAW Asw, vl A

\1

E>"

l

N

A 2
A A% zAANE @S] 33 717 glol ZHhe 24 F700] Seladh &
n At

o)

1A%, 234 37164 17 Sl s BLe BAE Al AR del, A
9 FHAE AR T A A9 239 994 ADed et S A A5
Tt 7P =3HeA 7l AlRE BAE EEE s wele 43 24
el Apelrl 9ATh. AAES A A WS FAGE BN B 47
= @ 7 e AR g W FANAR AdA HE Ayt oA A e
¢ =Raje] ¥3 &} ok Aoz AAadT. Te A I o
S ER IR B RIEOE S ESE R £
Qo] ke ol foll el WEe] A4S AT BTk Gihoolysh F2
013) oA FpAleh A Aol SAd wet 73 g3t dER A A
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7P SAAR] ofeltol g AESIAAT oleh frAld
S01499] A= e AR ofoldold] w=Fd
o] ZolHTHWei et al,, 2014). ©] AFolA AHAEL T
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= & 2oy Bosham) H7] A5 213 HlwE of dikl &&= AR S
AR Atz g ZIL Avkes A4S B8 thChrysikou et al, 2013). o]2] gk 3F
7 ERE U &5 FAlARE e or yeytom, Aol nt -‘erJr?'fP A
HAZAAM = WA EUTE Cerruti®} Schlaug2009)= F8HF ]S AHFHe
7es FRete AT AF A7) ATl dAR A% BA 9 Fs FHAAT
a1 B3l tHCerruti & Schlaug, 2009). Chi 9} Snyder(2011)= FHH AE S5F4 9

l'll

SEALE]
K

rulo

- 419 -



QIX|nfsr, M26H M4=

1- : f o Y . ]
2. * L] : * L] : * L]
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Snyder, 2011). A7iHZ ES
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7] Aol A@Ne] 2o} S22} A% ZA)(matchstick arithmetic task, 18 2)} 2]
© & A9 FIs FANFATL HIsATHCh & Snyder, 2011). ©] A<
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(Abstract)

A Review of the Cognitive Neuroscience of Creativity

Soohyun Cho
Department of Psychology, Chung-Ang University

Creativity refers to the ability to generate novel and useful ideas. Understanding the mechanism
of creativity and its enhancement is important in order to solve major problems of the modern
society and to improve the wellness of mankind. Creativity is a highly heterogeneous and complex
ability which should not be conceptualized as a single entity. Thus, the current literature on
creativity is based on a component process approach to creativity. The present study introduces
cognitive neuroscience research studying the mechanism of divergent thinking, insight, relational
thinking and artistic creativity which are the major components of creativity. Based on an
expansive review, the early hypothesis of hemispheric asymmetry emphasizing the importance of the
right as opposed to the left hemisphere is not supported by scientific evidence. In addition, there
is no consensus or consistency on which specific brain region is related to a certain component of
creativity. In fact, there is a mixture of studies reporting involvement of various brain regions
across all four lobes of the brain. This inconsistency in the literature most likely reflects
heterogeneity of the component processes of creativity and sensitivity of the neural response to
differences across tasks and cognitive strategy. The present study introduces examples of
representative studies reporting seminal findings on the neural basis and the enhancement of
creativity based on innovative methodology. In addition, we discuss limitations of the current

cognitive neuroscience approach to creativity and present directions for future research.
Key words : Creativity, Divergent Thinking, Insight, Relational Thinking, Artistic Creativity, Incubation

Effect, Cognitive Stimulation, Enbancement of Creativity, Transcranial Direct Current

Stimulation

- 432 -



7}

Z4E / &olgol thE QIXIAZ NS 4T JHet

o
Hu

- 3™ 19 AAE FFAT7 ] HE AT

A WA 2908 A @ A A= /0™ F A WA 299XE na F
Al 29928 Atk el 3%l St Ud Aok AR dEX 3
oh. wher A7k AR e AFE wARTh AT w3 @

W, 3 WA 2927 ATE ASATE 2 & 5 ol ek A
7FAA v WA 2937 ATE e 2AAdE & 5 9l
o ek, ATTh A la, ERAE g 3 29037 ATE e

e 299 & 4 Ak

0. 28 29 AAIE @A 4ts Al N &

- 433 -



