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WA F719k Zelgzte] BAd g vy
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B A7E EA e ol S 43 ATEN Lu8 WA £71% B4t BAE §
FAoz BAGw, 1 WA A7 PREA, s, B 38 BAEEEA, AAA)
Belg B AN, BB T e ehtiza] Asugeh deleu ol
AAE B F 397MN=11497)2] F EEES B LIS Th Hunter} Schmide(2004)7}
Aeret Aajol] whgl i AFE] FF S XHsampling error) @} 27 © XHmeasurement error) S 1l
e & wRle] A Hd e FAssien, 7 24 Wl dig) shREEAs A4
'3}91‘3}. o A3 UHZ% 71 %9]” Atolel] gt 72?5‘ dae] vebgth g sk £4

o)
l‘iﬁ’ﬂ 4611 "@EIME ol LHX# &71% %‘94*37&91 ol ¥ A vehdth ol

e, 2ela ERlgAEeE A

719} ool FHo] TY EFAERRAD 52 FY AR o8] o] FojFoan
o

%%l%‘?j{%k(common method blas)o] %ZH st 4 9l

e A AR AEsleEe 44 2 nadd Agaen], 20124 A7
H] 2] gle] o8k A791(201210014.01).
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whesl WEse Wz s A A%
AN EZe PAen Ee AEI AW
2 Az /195 S od Azl oug

(Amabile, 1997). ‘T2 o}t ‘fz-ﬂo]é_.:‘:q'_jq. bl
ale] ApEERE opet The
2ol FFA = AHlES

oéﬁ AHE% o}
]7<4 o] @l

o7t 71l drit B2 AA 2]
oI A A AATHE R FeA g
F ok odd AllEE FE g2 719
BAAE

il

A THGeorge, 2007). HAAZ B 7]
& oA A dApgo] ztFolof &
Aoz A4 Jasn e B P

Fo|xe mhet o:ﬂ % ~
SR G| o] 27|7HA] °L7J' g9 od
AAE MF, ‘%%fi(qué_fi) O}O]‘q
A= As onlg ).
SAps e Fo|ye ol
olafet=t] B S /A Jlow,
M FollMe 2714 AAH QQlE
oAt Aak oA EHoEA B
T & 71&olA HAUTh

B 4% WS 4Ysn BEE
S [©)

HL;],L /\1;4;9 Oﬂzg:

Hlo4N ©f go ™ g 18 pO o ofy

é—Jlmewgog

F
il
o, X
o oo

w2 3 Y W BASE gom 4
O H(Berelson & Steiner, 1964), 2
b ARE WA T WA Az 91
Aoz FEAD. 54 dde B/ A7
o 7fQle] £l o] F&E =T ujo} A

ol
Rl
ﬂ
Y

mln e Okﬂ -{?

1

¢

A olfre BET el A APA T
o] w5 & 4 Ak A|Fek S ™ (Ryan
& Deci, 2000), A o2 Z7|3d 7L 18
A e AR A2le] Jofl wrh Blal

ozd 4rE H B 2ARY

Ho Pl
T2 4 Atk H9EtHAmabile, 1997).

E3] Amabile(1996, 1997)% <A <]
o] E(component theory of creativity)S Z3] A

71 ARl e4as(@d #d TlsE, FYA A
3 71E, WA B7hel FeAded EeAelH,
T 7]l ZAEed WA B9 FAA o F
o) o] ddd rhsAde] wig Erha ARk
o} oju] AQlE EE AKE] e olYdl
MRl QaEd JaE vHoEZH FoAE
W e A Foden, 53] Ak &
A 8R1EE JRlY 49 #HH Ve ®)
oy oA Alx V|eHTE $71(ES U4
7ol AR Aol SAH dgs vA F
Atk Bty Tak AEAolu 7Ee] £
A YgE =& WA F7E Ad AEE 1
G o 7|ES dux ¢ B =
= 71&0l7] Wi B0 ARy Ve
<] T Stk AHelM T F7
<]

A5 WA 7] o)
F-E(Amabile, 1996; Deci & Ryan, 1985; Oldham
& Cummings, 1996)] 7|¥tele] ALE 713

Ageh Felgol Bz A%, F3, 2&
Bopwak ofe Au] 2 A& 2AKel: Hon,

2012), ALY 3 AK: Teigland & Wasko,
2009), 18|31 AT/NLR&D) FZ|(¢l: Tierney,
Farmer & Graen, 1999; Dewett, 2007) S T}Fal
49 B4l WA 5717 £ w 2ol
& FANEd F23 4%S e Ao

Jepg.
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EMIE

a8 =
AHAE =5

WA s71e 4 Ade &8
=% 5o} ¢k o m(Shalley &
Gilson, 2004; Dewett, 2007), &o]Adol SlojA]
LH;G 57],] oﬂzsLo] /qz_xqo = Xﬂtﬁi ig
7} ®x] B35 thDewett, 2007; Shin & Zhou,
2003; Tierney, Farmer, & Graen, 1999). =3+
B oS Ee A Er)el FoAe BAS
zHoz 2AE 47 AnEe] AnHol
] ES% A A3 HGeorge, 2007; Grant &
Berry, 2011; Shalley & Gilson, 2004, Sung &
Choi, 2009).

£35] Grant®} Berry(2011)+ WA 7]
o) zte] WAE HE

(DA

N

T
o

YES RO 9L W, AT Jran
& ol A% AAeIA, 2eln Fel el

Iﬂ—fﬂ—;q. .\’iﬂXJ o]\,]— 7]&&_]:].&: ;(],7]E_J_ _é_xc_)]
99 W A S5t Belgel % AP

e TAE BRItk sisith
olglgt AytE2 W4 57]9} ol g 7tke]
HAZE A+ W, A7 AA, S 8, 4

T [<] >
7 3o 37 53 —‘:—01] uw}a} 7} 22l A
]

A g37] o
72 Z@she dFe ATE APslde
2

2449 ofe} gl tznam LERIRNEE]
A5olA Fhed AdE AN mP

-AME /A S719F Foldziel BHAHO HhEh HIEFRA] oA

e

AT AHRES FFsk=
Aol @ 4 ¢JTHHunter &

B4 o]
Schmidt, 2004).

9] o] A} &= Hsen-Hsing(2009)0] v EFE-A] S
o el #E WlEe] W AHAUE
%@ﬂﬁoﬁ Ng&} Feldman(2012)0] #}7] 1.
Il S AP 83 FoA Ao A7) E st
OHi%ﬁ%:M%@:%Aﬁ dATES TF
wiroza A E7|ek FofAite
B &322 B3 b 9k 53] de
Jesus, Rus, Lens, & Imaginério(ZOl%){— Hunter
<} Schmide(2004)2] HPH S Al-&3ste] WA Z7]
o AEE o %}9]*3 Fol A Aas) A
ole] X EHAVE FHAUS BN opgt of

So] WAS 243

)- ©
9 e &
=

°

ol

T

B0

ol
B
L

m

ﬂl

gﬁ

2%
5 flo o>4

‘' o,
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|
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=
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r
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-
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b
.
B

=
Ak, 4R, 20105 $58, 24

[\®)
S
=
Ho
oﬁ
-
[\°)
S
S
N
o
o,
=
[}°)
S
S
>~
p‘L
=2
gﬁL’

R E
o 1o go ko

eO it e

Y
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=
ol e rR 2 T o My
o R A
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S 4 ATES
gaoz UﬂE}—Er*—i% aAgesd F 9
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S g £8 A9 BEd W
B4 Avs TR S BRE

o @ B ATINE WA 1% 3

o B4 ABL AN F YA TS

A skt

=)

X

o

)l

toldol o

%
i

(

lo

we QAR od T
oguel gk el 9159
e Prihe AFAEol
Ue 23E9 A4
e BolsE ATAEE 3
L3 Rohdes(1961)& )4 9]
o] A5 0] 7 <l(Person),
I (Process), AFZE(Product), 73 (Press)@] U]
A 24 F e 2EE T R4S
gefatal sokaL etk

Zelde] 54 EolellA 13%

O

Jold 7l
tg— =

1>
ox

ot %

)

ftl
o
lo @

o

ml (o
o

N, ¥o dm o
Zorr o
=
o

dol Bl Ao
(Amabile, 1996).
47N & AL,

oy

FTOAIE7=

AT YrRe] ATASE GAFd F93
ol A5 e “awna e
140

ELX-]EL A Z2 H 91
ofoltjole] A4S on]
3K Amabile, 1997; Dewett, 2007; Choi, 2004;
Shalley, Gilson, & Blum, 2000; Zhou & George,
2001; Zhou & Shalley, 2003). A2l A|¥-4 F
A& drabsvid, 2l A7t FREE
dol wet b Apol7b PR, Fed e
‘A IL(novel)’, fr-&TH(valuable) Az <] g
o= A gk o7t EAEThFord, 1996).

Amabile(1996) & ‘AfFiL F&3 A olgke
Bt Zed gomty vehd AdE
o] Sl 7wke Aojgta Hgton, of&
Rhodes(1962)2] 4P 703 oA AFEE(Product)

o g AelshE wxe ong A
27 8 AFNAE gAR FIHL 2
%% 32 ofo|tole ZHelA A4 g}

(Mufioz-Doyague, Gonzélez—AIvarez, & Nieto,
2008). 71HelM = A o2 ] FoHTh=
AnzA By, %, 24 A5 3

7(4 /\“J,]-Oﬂ Tﬂ 2 BAS ;l—_t_ | Uﬂa—oﬂ

L_EIE [y | 11

A 7iRle] gEEefdl ofoltjo] 22 AitEol
7189 A2 9n] A AAEe AelAY
S dds AR deHe Ad o aAe
A% Aog 7HFETHOldham & Cummings,
1996)

L ofoltlelu} AHEEo] 27
o

o ol2 A o 99w el vk
(Hocevar & Bachelor, 1989; Runco, 1999; 7}&
2= 20120014 2] 91-&). Dacey(1989)+ A
o ek BIF HIHES AAF A FHest
oriented), A2 A K(personality oriented), A+Z
& A8 (product oriented) 0. 2 F-F3 4 9l
31 Aokt th Hocevar$} Bachelor(1989)+ %+
B4 Az g A,
e 2 Fol 2K, A7 AR, Aad A,
At ok HA, ArEEo] g
T4 gF 2= A

94 23 BHE

WAHE R,
%7}, 2|8 X (eminence),
Hol e A7 B3 Fom PRIA.

Hocevar(1981)= 912, €%, Zn], 44 5&
B3 o)A A= Qe AoA Pzt T
AXo] =L Ft 9o} W) ir/} -

A el O Algro] ZeojAel Al 9

\11
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)
Ax7} 2 F

o
2
g
(=4
a
—
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(o'
e
H
rot
o
=X
O
o
(]
o>’
b
>~
-
i
(e}
ol -

e o

M

ol

_(?L

ﬂ

k&l

D)

YV

P‘E

%‘l

ﬂ

o

oﬂi—ﬁll‘iiﬂ

14'__1-4&_
r2 od Y do e X

&
Ho
oo
e
pa)
1 5
H'u T

A &3l = “ﬂ “*«Wf’ﬂ fH
P Ee AR Axe A A 5
Feol W Aoy AEE Hrtd Aol
D}(Hocevar, 1981; 1989).
Feldhusen¥} Ban Eng(1995) T3 Alm 34
(ideational fluency), 7§12] A HoJA Az 2
dF, @A =g tg Hrpt il
23 gAGS P A AgeTn
FARASTh W AL Zelyel wal
9 ol ey Bl A SHuchs
Z=ol 7|vtete] Fo S Ao
ezt shAY, & Felde] AxA A%
£ 4= Ao F2o] Aok e wk-golut
AEE AAE "HkAY #AA A R dE
| g AR & BlEgS dAlske

Hocevar & Bachelor,

WA 5719 FA70E 2 Herzberg 5(1959)9)
291 o], Hackman¥} Oldham(1975)2] 2] F-E
12, Deci®} Ryan(1985)2] A7 A4 o=
S5 AVE EAAHcR A7) AR
(A3}Z, 1995; Dewett, 2007). Q¥FA o2 =7
elEe 4 /18 =udon Adskl

N

ox,
o

[e]

AME / WA 57|19 &olN?

to] BHAOf thet HIEkZA] A7

o

7| 5718
2 TEdeEA U 1% e 73
N5 TR 4 dEdes e w4
7ol whek el AR oAl Aew FE
Heh olwf WA F71e Hlel 2 2 Al
7} FolA ARale] do| E9jste A 9V
st Wi, o sl 1 3 9N 4
HE witel] Ao dell E5sHAl He A
< nITHCEA S, TAFS, 1998; Forgeard &
Mecklenburg, 2013).

W8 $71% pag 4
Ak el ik 5219 e
Blstare) ARJAYE HolFole T2t
= 14131 N5 St 2 A%
o2x AHosle] ¢t Amabile, Hill, Hennessey,
& Tighe, 1994; Moneta & Siu, 2002). ©|& 3t
Aol WA Ze oA F7I7F Adgeld Al
el wWet v uereAeE 7 AAs
& Aglo|u} A7t 2x YA 38 9o
F715tE e dwtA Al oM Aol
Ho|7] wjEo|tHMoneta & Siu, 2002).

olgh 2ol WA F71% vlwa A )
o 54 Weloz ofgE & gou, o o
1M = WA F717F FHQl 3t &g Alo]<]
A AT & 4 ATKRyan & Ded,
2000). AFFES 5% ZEo] daire WA
2 FISEAT e EFd dsixe 7
SR Fe 5 len, adua M 53
ol el ZE AMEEC] F2o] WAoR
715 A = B

269 & 71 o9l 8el

l‘_&
S
i
flo
¥

-
o

&L ox ol

UPN

=]

olXE WA 717t MU 2o AA
of EAet7] Wil 4 e WA T
T VRS e SHdM Feluie
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W2 5712 A9 &THRyan & Dedi, 2000). A
ko] AL EAC T Amabile 5(1994)2] A

iy
_'E‘
i
o,
o,
v
k)
]
offt
I
_>|i
i—'@
9
1
A2
o
%o

™, 2 W P54, A 2
Hhehe g oz ofsfed 4= gtk

WA 7] e F2 w5 Aoy 4]
Aol M AREEo Fom(HEEE, 1995), A

8 A7AES s WHd g E7IY
AgAEe] WAl AR g8 A
A ekl el B2 #AE Za it <o
2 7 WA B8 AAR AsAlle
7kr, i A E71ek tE WISt ojw gl
WAV vk 22 A3 EAES AT
Aoz AFer] AsiMe AH7hRle] Ay

o]
A= AA WA B FEs S8 & 2
27} 9
RyanZ} Deci(2000)= WA F7]<] S 9l
ofA F 7kA] W] 7Y Bol AMEEUT
oAk A A A S “AbR A (free
choice’ole}t Eele WA F719 P4 4
o=, o] A T2 HAFATFEAAN AMEH
Atk HEHoR o] WAdqAE Add =31
A Adxprt AeE v Fox Fdxrt
A& Aol BlE Az =S UF
=712 4 &4 38 THMoneta & Siu, 2002).

SERESE
25 AAe] Friy A% Hi 27
a7k &3 AHgET el WA E7I
94 F7 FE€ FYcke drA Hx=d
Amabile (1999 AP
Preference Inventory, WPDE A3 2] A<l
EFAA AR ZhestEs AEEdY. 2
BERE
Ryan(2009)¢] i A Ap7124d AEAGQR-A)
U} Vallerand @} Pelletier(1992)2] 8t E7] &
S (Academic Motivation Scale) =o] it} Hb
WA 4% 58 2460 98 Ere
Warr, CookZ} Wall(1979), Vallerand®} Pelletier
(1992), Tierney 5(1999), 18] 1 Dewett(2007)
ol ofaf 7HEE A

E e 24 pgom
1

4% NS ZReE mTE

LY S7|2t ateldztel 2|

AtgAe s e S A2 g2 439 5717t
3 Azte} ojul gt AAE A HHE
7HA gt o Umman, 1997), €14 719 WA
719 olEHA FEE FYH dFelM=
Lo AdHo] stk 1 A3 B AT

< How WA F7e Fodel &
191 d3F2 F= W, 974 Fle 9
= Asidvta WA HUT. Amabile(1983)=
WA F717F Ao EolAW, oF Fle
A =7] 8 (intrinsic
motivation principle)S A 5} t). o] ¢F H] =3}
Al Deci9} Ryan(1985) <Q13to] WA oz &7
SIS v 5% BT 22 oA Bl
FolAH zAlo] Apile] PEe Ak 3
e == s 2o JiA 717t
At Q1A H7b o] E(cognitive evaluation

theory) & AIFEIATE o]l @ Aale BEFH

o 7
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EMIE

Zzagoly

A & P
A 5 sk Hold A 2§ 3 g
| Be NS ABAADA L A%
1998).

e 1909 o F oA F717F WA
/| Fe R4S Wolmele o] ozt ¢
del 2AAd 9L nd & Ak #45
o] Yeh}r] AlAEItHCameron & Pierce, 1994;
Eisenberger & Armeli, 1997; Eisenberger, Armeli,
& Pretz, 1998; Eisenberger & Selbst, 1994). 3}
1A B el 27] #44 el AWd
A5 WH 57 oletER 54 FxdstlA
= ﬂ%‘] 57]7]_ LH?H %7]14. 7(]—/]/\4.9‘ o] tt
gA et 259 AE s d
591, Deci®} Ryan(1985)°] 27| 2HA o2
= 97 Hido] JMQlel o] 2] e
ZHcompetence)S EHolv FHHA ou|E zH
20 WA 5718 Y Y 5 9
Amabile(1996)¢}  Amabile(1997) TE3F =4 <l
98 271 B AEAT, JuH|A
4 5o ) $AS sa AF
e 53 WA 719 27 %l =
Aol FIBE BE 21T & ek WA
57 Aol 9as

s 2ol 974 B2, WA 571, aelm 3
] A AN % o JlE A7Ee
e T2 AF 719k WA F71e 84
AT & F AvE7], s, oA,
2006). o] dlF-Ee] AFAEO| HV—‘ 7]
7} ZejAdel Fasithe Adle w9k,
94 579 WA B9 A 5o 94 5
71k gelgel A B e ise 7
= RN B FAY dAFEo] AT
3] A 7] WEoltt =3 AAl Suyt

e 1o,

9,

4
o oft

mlm

—

o

-AME /A S719F Foldziel BHAHO HhEh HIEFRA] oA

o] # 3o
Aol

o] WA Frlek Fee] A84 A
el delMe dBdoz A AAV T
Holgth tiEACE  Amabile(1983)= WA
HS F717F Aol Ao ARl ARES e
e Y& AAsted T TS

of & 4 e AT AR
°]

3
=9 ﬂ% wjol] Y74 (Zhang & Bartol, 2010),

© 7Nlo] FefAol7] flsix &
g 2 AlZstn R A&stes 2%
sl 2A 93-S m XA ECKTierney et al,
1999; Shalley, 1995).

Wd B2 Ao XA @l
& Amabile(1996), Zhou$} Shalley(2003)9} &
B AFAES WHew F7Istd JHIS
a714le] Zsta, QAAeR FAsH, 717
o] MEL A FFatuat sta, sHEA o]
o, oapAA e =gebr] 98 BlAEHed A
o= FAsks Ao W] Wi, 234w
WA oz s7std JilEe] a1%A & A
JAEHT FoAd 7hs4de] o wrtn AH
Eis=g

g oy dAFAEEE I F, 2006
Dewett, 2007; Shalley & Gilson, 2004; Shin &
Zhou, 2003)& WA Z717} FejAd mx=
oJgko] A=A o7 Wo| AZHXR EaS
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& AR g
19 Boluge] AR S A2 G478
o) Al Qo)A ) vepdohn B
THGeorge, 2007; Grant & Berry, 2011; Shalley et
al, 2004). ©]°] ta] George(2007)= WA &
77k Aol AR olEthn Bed A

ot7] Bt AgAbse] ol#7 ol &4 7HY
S % o AAeln, Bol WA A Holol
g dart vtz A8l thGrant & Berry,

2011, AHQ1-8).

Grant®} Berry2011)+= W2 719 ZejA <9
At A5A AFE Afele] HAA
l’:?ﬂ A2 F shol
A ATFEA FE olHT
A Aol L}E}b}—t—tﬂ, WA E7171 Hl
2 A slAely ofolt]o] AY/delA] ]

ol Htte ozolu 2He Il el e
23 oS duEA #RHES B o U

R = g

=

WA Sk B8t B G Bl
W A99E ton @ AL 4%

He 2945 & 5 UdTh

E3] Grantd} Berry201D)E % ATE9
A% YA 577} FelAo] #aa Py T

% %—xq(archival measure) 2TH= oA o] A}

1:1 o ouq.x% oz 0;"25],*‘ 501291

. HE3F Ng9} Peldman(2012)2 HEHEA A
2 23 FJXS ZHst=y 9olA 3F1}71
Hy 4 /l]‘(non—self—report)g AFEE ATE() o=
28) BTt A7) H 7 (self-rating) S AFEEF ATE
(p= 4AnellA Wd A¥ F7l¢k 2oy
JHAZE FefotAl o =4 vehds HodF
At

=W A= A WA Bk Fed A

_ﬁii

ste Ans EOW‘L % 1 OWE
23k 2po] 2 Holz Yt} é W4 5719
oA e] et ARS HusteE ATEEA
, Add, 2010; +F5, A9, 2001 ©]F

&, FAd, 2013)0] S
oHd, T OE A7 UE 5719 Z9
AR E, 2000 S °F
AlKim & Lee, 2011; slthd, 2002 A
a1l - olek o]l A E71¢%
o) gztel MAE ASH R AFstua ¢
g AolellA & Apol7F Ui o]
tgFgt Aol Jhssity olg@ AolE
a2l gk AlE 04%1—01] Hidiel = o,
T Aot Gt WA Apoler e A
g0 ol2|g HdAgel| gk 3

pud

r

= = = A
o7 71
oJ2H olst AR ATEL B3 WA
575k Felge]l AwAom A #AZ

N EAACR Felud 34 ool Y A
o= et gtk meb WA $719% 3
o Abele] el F7lel glelre Aolat
& glen}, AHQ WAL dwsld ¢ e
Zelt.

A 1A B71sh Felg Aole] BAQ
#77h Uehe Aol
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SAIE - ZME / WA S71eF Feldzte] BHAHOf thet HER2A oA

o gwet x4 ARdd YA E71s 3o
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4a ol 24 kot gaAn 7E 47 23
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g By ek
M4 2. 08 $715h Bl wA
7

ool ek 24 FEeA o
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TE AHgst=iholu
ACF7t B4E shmihel weh 7
IAAARE IAY AAE S

ofr
-

= 3 o 8

o
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e
i
o
iy
=
ofr
ol
L
)
(OS]
>
N
)
)
X o off X

=

£ ARAE Fal A Peln e

& A ol A7 A FE Elo]
: 2 Brhshe ol

Folg Wole BAR T ol % 9

M o o X lo

=

EL
N
N
N
__)H_l‘l
=2
)
&y
P
O
=
o
M
( ﬁ
o3
dm lo,
ol ox ff

QEel g AdS W7

el g 7FAKE:

FAL R, AL ARV HE EEsiAY
(Hocevar, 1981), 7]¢1 A2 AAlS Hrlsle
E gt oy = #E YEEE & ZQ
Aol ek AR AT Ao FoG Al E

e & g
el o 24

R

4 2ge WA B/ 349 B9F =7, 5
Ao gL Mg BoEH AR bE =
F} 37k FAE AHgE AHT oW

€]
290l ABAML & AHm WHow
248 297k 294 e A9En 04 5
% g el o we VS A2 F

7He 3. WA F71s Felidel dAlE e

O:

2412 B4 24E92 o)
olct.

s Mo

Hol AZAE Fal ZHENE Wurk A

o =7 vepd

7H 4 WA T8 Felidel dAE e
ol BB Al sl SHENS WEG 2}

Z1HnE Fo SHENE 9
Aot
HEHEA

=

W) EHE A (meta-analysis)S 5
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FAlel disl FAE A+ ARES TFFI
Aog B 7o /I dFZEHAES

SAA e Bl BAste e orlditt
(Glass, 1976, Hunter & Schmidt, 2004). ™ E}EA]
2 N AT BEES BH £ 9 &
o BEs JHa 7S AT Wl
AR AES =4 & Jdon, °d a7
uoh JE9 wvasle 23
Ao Aok =3k gekst A+

rr

x
¥

o ot

e

=

ox
(oo §L L

%

(e
o Mo

A

1o o o oX
juh)
S
>
ki
-
(i
S
>
oo
o o
re it
41 ne
~ e

]
A S FEFZTHOA AN, 2002, Pillemers

WEREAe) el E98 gAY E
Ut W 239l Adolth WA B
g X g3 2 (random-effect mode)Z} T
A 33 2 (fixed-effect mode) =2 U, ©
W % ede 2pA 5 wd gl 3
olZF drk ¥ &I RPN A FI A
7l(true effect size) FHXER TAHE FYE
F Ssuperpopulation)o] FTHEEE ZE=rha 7}
Bk 99, 24 RN shiel 2R
A IHcommon true effect)”} EA) 3+t 714
gt webd 1 2gdM e AE dTE
A dEE s 53 3719 W] o7 FHd
o3k Wk 71tk B A3E Wo]
d Aolgh 7Pyttt v AR A=
wEE = 83 F7)9 W] AT ff W
2 FH A Sghyt A kA
W 37 FHAER FEE FHRHTNA

Z &3 =719 Aol olghel 7]lgitt

ol
-

)

(=]

o)

(o]
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Sy

N 7o) tiiol 14 &3} vy
A £} wgo] Ageldn 2 4 JTkAguinis

el EF et S Akt e ajlE
o] /N AT A E£9E & Ut HERE
Mg olgg N AT ALY B
A 913 A= F U=, B2 & BE
AT AFES FEIo=N F o U
el 7Pk @ FHE F UEE dert

(Hunter & Schmidt, 2004)
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=5 Fel

N ATet v R g 53
shedl o= Fa Adsed e ged
BE FHshs o] TasttheAdal 2002
53] ekl At wkls oEA #olst
L] et o W7 e dTEs X9
A A7t i@ g 71Eel =71 WE
d Fo wold W zxA Helg de=

gt}

B dAFdxe WA 718 <gsd w2
7hee oA AE wZo] oive}, &% ¥
g AAZE TuEa, Ao, g
wjZol] 2Rl Bofste et 3ol
THAmabile et al, 1994; Ryan & Deci, 2000). Ht
A Foal e Atz ol ZolA(Amabile, 1983)
HAH AEE A H Y Rhodes, 196200 71%

gol hAe ABL F8F HEFE, W 2
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= Q1Y) AtEEol
kg, ela AlEa 83 ofelto], A
H] @% Alksle AE
;oﬂzﬂb o] A
zﬂfﬂol o

g £x4

53]
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&
=
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r&
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22 Ael okl 7HE
71 <1 Hunter®} Schmide
(2004)9] A a2
e85t Th Hunter®} Schmide(2004)2] e} &
A 7IME M2 g8 d7aEe] F33 A
¥ AFETLY] WH e (variance)dl] EA| 5t &
3 Q2R 23, W)
AT T wAFozA T TN Aol
A (true correlation)ol] Bt} 7W7hS- &
B8 248 5 U A7, 59 2
Auale] Aol geld AgE weln
(Aguinis et al., 2011; Hunter & Schmidt, 2004).
TUA FdE B HWEEY dTE]
Hunter9} Schmide (2004)9] W& AMHE3l ke
m(d]. "Fglol e okez o011, wha| Al
2011; 22147, A¥4, Todd, C. D, T2, &
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g A7 obd AR AT
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KISS, DBpia EE%EL 222}, KOSSDAS} 7+
ez ]
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/\]—&Q 7]4:1_5 MAWAA) =7, 2JAl]
A 71, 941 1571, ZelAL 1%
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Sage, PsycARTICLES)S ©]-&3le] =¢] #do
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g nag SRS B0 A 97
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. =A4, ?i?éfq@l

F(peer-reviewed journal)©] L} ‘1]'/\]' SH9l =&
s XFeigieh 2 Sell At g9, &
EEE Aoz AxpE @ AAEA
Fgdtte A<S et ALdsisith. AA,

= N FEellM e WA Frlek e
kel @A Aol 7] wEel, WA F

oir}u:rﬁﬂr:ar}r&mrlrwm
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AFEMEE A, 2011; Judge, Thoresen,
Bono, & Patton, 2001)¥} mlZ7IR 2 1 A+E
Aol g A7Ee HA FHom At
ATt HA 397K 04? Zol|A] 2709] Ao}
o)A =2Ho AFEE Hydtu YA Zk
9_‘31 o)g thn]x] w o oA
T AFE(873)E WA et A goz #
threl 24e Bl o] TolAAL,
FollA WA B9 Felde] 9] 29l
53k ”ﬂr?ﬂ"‘ﬂ& Ha

e

G
$eAs AEE o8
(composite correlation)2 2} &3t Al 2] = (composite
AlRrele] 83 thHuater &
Schmidt, 2004). #2]A 3h9] WAETEe]

°] iiﬂﬂ %ot EF %&7414% PREEEY

reliability)3) &
}o17d
& ve P Q990

Hunter 9 Schmidt(2004)2] Al g] &
(psychometricy WEHEA el Me BaE

2

1) r= (Acar & Runco, 2012 Z31)

£ +df
2y,
2) ry= —
n+n(nf1)rw
3) 7 nry, _

w™ 1+(n—1)r

Yy

-AME /A S719F Foldziel BHAHO HhEh HIEFRA] oA

°l
A WA HT A @

A W

So] zte H)413] E(unreliabilicy) Y} Y =

Z B4 ozEg od HRES A
BT

1 H, ugd FArES F
et & delAe #F2E duAsEdd

54 9% S4 e U 2P AN

Y vEHEA oA E 7 Wl e #A =
ol g &nke alMs w71 flsid aaa
719} o] A2 F-7Hconfidence interval, CI)I}
A 7 Kcredibility interval, CV)S 34 H13k
THWhitener, 1990). 212|174 Hi X4 4
Ze] QAR 95%2] AFTF3ke] 0% Ed
S et 248 8% o) 57

o FndE, fI 03 HEE v
k. g M%ﬂt AYSE gBe) Bxa
s0%e] BA173to] 0% Egkelx| gpowl, WA
4 7 *Wr] Fo diFEe] 0 Vdew
AA s BAhoz A2Ero 9JL&S n|st

|

=
g & A87Re F54 ve gpdds 3
o

R

A%

AT Bk

o th3 HEE A|Ze|FTHHunter & Schmid,

ﬁ}” ?_. %] fﬁ?ﬂ- 7< \:]—ﬁL }E}—LZ’"—}F%
RS Tolle Ad ATENA FHE A
AlgE°] 52 A (homogeneous)1 A A F3FSATh

- 69 -



0] AMolA e Ao Wrid
A% zauasl el JPae, og 4
Z35t7] 98l Hunter®} Schmidt(2004)2] 75%
Cochran(1954)] @ EA1 S golstdnt
(2214 &, 2007; ]5HE, 2008).

Hunter®} Schmide(2004)2] Aol M= 2 HA
S5 Aol B2 AA WF ol QT
EEd 98] d9yse HFS Askgith o)
] A™ W aKexplained variance)@] H]|&©
wr Aow § owaze wAE x
Welo] EAjgttta gekeid, il
75% ool AWER AWAA 2
EA5HA] FEth ErthH(Aguinis et al., 2011,
Hunter & Schmidt, 2004). 3t @ TAFES A

AAQ w3 4% 7} AEATEe] w3}

T2 Atole] MAS AFI @GES Foz,

]

A

["

¢

=
nE Q BAFE AWl &4 Jbe
et e, AA F8 B Sl SR
BRE F 3leAE Adshed fE3TE]

k& 2008).

|7

& A FE 2
2 gom, AAA

S| pagals
Hwole] Bae %33]—6]] FTHAguinis et
1;

=7 et 2Hant e e ad
& o TKEI RS, 2008). 3 oF 9 ek
g737] Aozt BAHCR foudx] &
o}lR 7] YN tHAZHL =yl o g AA T

9 THde Jesus et al, 2013; Aguinis et al., 2008
Zhan).

a 3

ZAMAnt 3l chet o EY
AN AH F 3970 E AFEC] 23
Heled, o] 5 %2 Aol 214, g
Hol 1871tk MY AFES] HE FE
A ool Hu) 7378 oR, A4 FE £
= ndolgl BRE AwAsrs A4
07614 A s1e] eIz ehgeh WA £
Am

7] 249 A% & A7E A3 Yux =
T d7eM AR B es S en,
oL AZ1ET 197, BAE 7L 67, A

AAF 1402 JErskTh A 36N (S HEE 39
4) Hunter®} Schmidt(2004)2] WEHEA] 7|Hol A&

M fel= Ao Age Ade 2R,
Aguinis 5(2008)3} de Jesus 5(2013)2] ATl A]
t AAPTEY BT AT o Aolsh A
7 ARs7] A8 tHAss AHgetdth & 4
TAAME Aguinis 5(2008)2] AT} wpEEX
=2 Hunter®} Schmide(2004)2] HaLE Algs 53}
218 AR B, T 24 99 aAeEd
Wit A vmake oA 1 12 v
3171 938l tASS A S THNeter, Wasserman
& Whitmore, 1988, p.402 2] 1)

|7°1*7°2|

t=
\/ Var(rl) n Var(TQ)
k k
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EMIE

M AT F AEHEE /) A7} wate
9 =Fd g, 3709 IFHKim & Lee,
2011; Shin & Zhou, 2003; Suh, 2002)& 2|=F A
dof] AAE =Folth

WA 5719 ZgAdy F &9

A BEE(k=394 WA =719 HoA
o] #FHE Fd FBAF(HE 3672 JENS
o g g eatet S oAb e wA

S AAE] =" A HTF A Ferue mean

correlation) S 4360|THIE 1 ZHal). Cohen(1988)
o] §337] of MEW, o] & &

il 7lE
H S Aok AT & sl el 3
A7) 0 gomz
o] Ato] A=A th-% Hol& & 4 9lt}h o]
WA B9 Beldel BAAoE Helna
A A Blltke 7€ A7 ZFHAmabile
et al, 1994; Tierney et al, 1999; Zhang &
Bartol, 2010)9}% 4 x]3tc}

b WA F719k ZelAd Ateledl FA<l
AL e Zolge 7K 12 AAE ]
ey AR T 7% Pl #3 eAtel
S oAl Qi dwEoien, ywA of
9309 Weo] o) AwElA B AR W3k
th. w2hA Hunter®} Schmide(2004)2] 75% 2]
& A3 B u), A 2ANo] EAT
i = 5 otk =g R 839 =278l
%2 A (homogeneity) HES Yl Q EAFS
AuE A, AA 2o i Q SATFL
585.61(df =38, p< .00DZ FAFSZ fols}

St mEb BE A gdsitta &
F glen, 24 Wld td o] daF
< ¢ 5k

CAME /A ST1et &

|0

l[d7tel Aol chet HER2A oA

% b
4 AL HAAAD, 2=l el
FAF7 1 E1, eERIEG 7 F7F 2
3l

iy
(o]

A7 Aol we WA 579 Re|H3
o 27

AAA 2wl @ THEAL 22t
Sl e Audes Fau9. 9

c

T AHe a4 %A AAH gy FHo R
TEHATE & 19 Ve AAHE, 22 Zd
(k=217 g FAAk=182 Ld? J
& 27 47880% CV: .227-.729), .394(80%

CV: 075-712)2 St AHHT} 22 AHo|
A o 3A et T sk BT 80%
Al F7to] 0 ¥3elA] Lomz YA =
719} Zelde] BAC WS AT A
dAGlel o] A HHe HYe &
/\ ohjr

sh R el 95% AFHFHe 2H 392~
565, nl 276~ 5112 A HEo] HAAe
Aoz Yehyith w3 %2z Ay gw #
el it dEe] Aole 084 &x_] AHo
o E=A vEbou 1 Abele folskA] %k
tht=1.165). o]& gl C}t‘ﬂ_ir/} z2 Ao
A UA 719 Zeojde] Ao ) ZeiA]ut
AT Aol Fou|d 24 wWlog zg3}

A ggteg ona.

el shw gund 24 e hA
5719 e B 6 e et A
olgfe 7l 2k AXEA gtk 2y
x4 Awel A9 QA W] oggro] F7
4 QgEsd od AuHRen, @
= 251.95(df =20, p< .001) 3 5t}

l
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E 1. o7 ol ME WY S|t Eoldrtel 2|

k N ; SD, 80%CV 95%CI Var(r)  Var(e) %Var
AA 39 11,497 436 228 [.145-.728] {.363-.509] 0556 0036 7%
Z:Zl 21 5,597 478 .196 1.227-.729} [.392-.565} 0421 .0036 9%

1l 18 5,900 394 249 [.075-.712} [.276-511} 0656 .0036 5%

=

Kl
o
it
:\.‘z

HAF 4, N: WA A &, :: * A G (erue score) A3 3, SD,: A AR
EFH2K \/m ), 80%CV: % o] 80% 3HalT-7H(credibility interval), 95%CI:
F AT HHY 95% AF F7Hconfidence interval), Var(r): WA AAATES] #ZF W Var(e):
Bl 71Q18k= M, % Var: 135l <& AHEs W] v&(Var(e)/ Var(r))

—1> rﬂ

&
]
=4

1o

| WgFe] seute]  AME AAG AFERUT HEXANE AAG
A o o) AHEE ez U4 AFEdM WA B9 FoAe A H
BRgom, Q EAZ 309.04df =17, p< 001) 78 UElgth T A9 RFelA 80% 2
tach webd T ok mE o ARl 02 ISR foBR O A
ARk, 24 A7P7F g A49S ¢ F ok a8y
w5 oAds AA WF F 44 8%, 7%l &
4 4 stk etk SA eatd oA AW 3
on, Q AF EI AEFEAF 304.02df

AX

=

A4 23 W & UF B9 F =24, p< 001), ZAHGAF 195.88(df =13, p<
o214 7te] #A 00D)E 93ttt ol ¥ 9Ad nE
o =4 W AERAN JAAA W oo ko] AHHo|dA T, =4
2 FEstd WEHEA S @A 8}2‘;1’% a4 Ao w2 A7 gdE F USS

I, F 204 B F AR UrE‘r‘JJE‘r-

AR A (k=199 A Z& Hte 44 AA B4l A7 AEA /et ae] WA
506(80% CV: 261-.751), 322(80% CV: .020- 719} FojAe] A ojx] &-ojn|sh
6252 Fo & SHste Aol TAAA A RleR AFahA| kAR Held 4

(e}
iV
™
BN

>~
=
??‘

[\)
N

¥ 2. Fold £ YHol| ME LY S7|of Holdztel Al

k N ; SD 80%CV 95%CI Var(r) Var(e) %Var

P

AA 39 11,497 436 228 [.145-.728] [363-509] 0556  .0036 7%

AE2A 25 6,950 506 192 [.261-.751} [.429-.584} .0400 .0033 8%

AA A 14 4,547 322 .237 [.020-.625} [.196-.449} .0599 .0039 7%
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SAIE - SME / WA S71eF Feldzte] BHAHf thet HERRA ¢

3. Zely 3% ol o W 5712t Felaziel Al(sm)

-

:l_L

k N »  SD, 80%CV 9B%CL  Var(r)  Var(e) %Var
A 18 5,900 394 256 [.075-.712} [.276-511} 0656 0036 5%
A EZAL 4 1,353 627 104 [.494-.760} [.518-.736} 0131 0023 17%
A A 14 4,547 322 237 [.020-.625} [.196-.449} 0599 .0039 7%
) %17 5.
<A 3> <&
w0736
0.584
0.509 I 0.51 0.5
I 0.429 Da4s B J.a48
0.383
0.278
0.158 0,108
39 SE 24 SE] 3 =}t

T2 1. Fold Y U0 mE T ET dnte] 95% Mz

Walo| wE Aol Aolrh T AHelA 2
o] YelEA] #elstuat F7HEd HESE
ANt 2y 24 AT A5 FAA
AFS 2ge AT gl] Wl ga
el gt a2 2ol & A E YT 4
A3 #3904 & F %ol gt FHAA
o A HiF AHL HEZAL 627(80% CV:

494-760), TFA AL 322(80% CV: .020-.625)E
A &2 Zdast vy R AAHALE
AAGE AFERT AERALE AN dTE
oA L BAZE H A vt dEx
Abe] 735 BAA RIZES o8 HA W

5 A S AW AlgHYene,
<AA>e] FA APl AHF0} <Tw>o

o] 17%7} AHEE Aoz et o) A
A RS eR 3 ASudg o Bol A

al

>

olu}, A3 75%HTH= B A A
Nes & F Atk Q AT =3
A} 23.44(df=3, p< .001), TkA|HA}
df=3, p< 00DE FJa7] wZel,

24wl Wbl goo] 2o F 9ss
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st AlE|EsIA| Yyt

I zpe)7b folelitht =2.487, p< .01). w2}
AT skl AlE AT FEFTLe]
AR T el do] FAFALE B3l S =
< WrEOg AEHAE B3 SFEHAS o U
A 7)ok Zelde] el ¥ =4 Uee
W 1 Aozt feeitta & 4

g AHE 3 ZFR)AE HAERA F
9] 95% 218 F7H(518-.736)3} A AAL Fete]
95% A B T7H196-449)0] FHEA] ke
2, 7‘49]/\49] Zx% ubﬂo] 1,H7§‘ %7]2} zc}g]

it

=

T H O

AL &2

W (¢=3.727, p< .001), A o). 184)
o2 si%le Wit dExArt AR
A7t o ARES & 5 Atk wEA e
gol AAHAE o SHEHAS WEo A
T2AME Fdll SEENE W WA 71 F
ojdel BAVE 9 At v Aelge 7t
a3 AR H AT

A B7t FA A BE WH Frle F
o]gzte] #A

ZolAel Hrt FAe A7|Eaet el
IR, AEMER) R TR
491 Ayl & F dxel, FHE 2 A
IS AZIEIL 573(80% CV: 392-754), ERSI

fe o

4= & T g

AA W 2 BHexet 24 oAt s
Ad HZe 27| Hart 14%, ERRlEA o]
7% vt AA Jebgoh w23 Q SAE
Afoll= AZIHIL 162.02(df =18, p< .001),

ERIEA 268.16(df =19, p< 00DE & T}
detgrt. Wb F SPT B A R
2o o] FHo|QAY, olhs ® fE

AWl webd o =277 2k ¢ e
= ¢ 7 Utk

Aol H7F FAC mE WA s7lek #
ool e zol7b F AT AHoA =
2ol Yehb=A] gelaby] Aaix] =4 gd
7 gt AWE EFete] Y e 4
A]s—}giu}_ a2 A3 F 5o B F d%o],
Z2 AAdAe] 7 i due Ar|En
.554(80% CV: 366-.743), EFRIH% .325(80%

CV: 078-573)2 AA| FEo| Aol npziz}
A2 gelgAvttE A7 BadA 1 B
7b o ZetA vewth gtw Aol A
A71Eae] AWt FFo] .627(80% CV:
494-760)2 ERRIE A 2 Ho A 322

2 32380% CV: .036-.610)C. 2 E}FIHALS  (80% CV: .020-625Htt =2A vyt uwagt
4. ZoN "Il FAo mME LY Z7|9t Ate|M7tel 1A
k N ; SD, 80%CV 95%CI Var(r)  Var(e) %Var
AA 39 11,497 436 228 [.145-.728] [363-5091  .0556  .0036 7%
271 H.3 19 5,280 573 141 [.392-.754} [.506-.640} 0231 .0031 14%
ElQlsg A 20 6,217 323 224 [.036-.610} [.222- 424} 0542 .0039 7%
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¥ b oY o7 M, Git FAo| e

NN R / WA =7(9F &lojAd?

Jtof ZEAO et GEFEAT AT

o

L 719} zolaztel 2

k N ; SD, 80%CV 95%CT Var(r) Var(e) %Var
o AA 21 5597 478 196 [227-7291  [.392-5651 0421 0036 9%
—;o;‘?; A1 15 3927 554 147 [366-743}  [476-6331 0251 0035  14%
E1E A 6 L670 325 193 [.078-573]1  [.164-486}]  .0412  .0038 9%
! AA 18 5900 394 249  [075-712}  [.276-511}  .0656  .0036 5%
j:j A7 B3 4 1,353 627  .104  [494-7601  [518-73G}  .0131  .0023 17%
EjlE A 14 4547 322 237 [020-.625}  [.196-4491 0599  .0039 7%

A AA FEo Aol wp R = 232 A
I gw g Rl FelAde] ERIFAP R
The A71Ea A WA 57]19k ZFojae] 4
ol o =A vEehdE & 5 Aok

Fod Gt FAC g =4 g9 E HS
s7] A3l 95% A3 1SS FIE

< 00DE 71 zpol7} Golatdth

Te 27 AHexe HdE Ad Aot
229(t=2.615, p< O0DE AA FERHTE 2
UAIRE o] Fostgith dta g A€
B AT 2ol 305(6=3.727, p< .001)O.&

| AA FEHET & AolE Btk A 240 B
o ag 204 B & g%l ® A FolA 23 o] mpe P g ol
95% AEFE QT A, HAA FEGE 7P SAACE FoAsiglon, webA gl
=30)7} SLEL(k=18)¢] zﬂﬁ ﬂﬂ%cﬂ % o Blggel o8l YRS g A
HEA @skem Fejidel 4 o] fro] Hug Fd SHHNE W WA 19 B
SR 2U WAOE FEAASE B 4 AT A4Sl WAL T 2 ek Aol 71
3 AT Ad AAl ZECAM AlEug 4= AAEHAS
ERQIE o] At AT 2ol= 2504 =4.185, p
<A A= <EH= <ot 0.736
0640 0.63
0.565
¥ 0,500 045 . ‘ I ik G 0511 0.518 _
40,363 & v A
- 0276
s 0.164 ® 0,196
4 5 Ehel ¥ A By E4 s B
J% 2. Zold got FAol mE T g Aol 95% Lzt
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) , 2R, T4,
B Aol meRE Zaie tad 2 digE gtz AAE dFelMy S
ol aokdth AA, WA Tt Fod Ate]l AR dE du e AAIES ez
o &g AA o] Yedthobd 1 AR, @ Al My v g o R e o
ol JiQle] 9 AnpE wjiZe] ofvet 5 = UF B9k el #HAd it A
I AA EH|, S we®d 10 d AFES wdHEH AuEo] AT Y I
Fol #ded @ W 9 =& Fold $Y¥S AT A M AuEA &S on|
HolA HL 9u|dit). o] A= de Jesus S db, tw AW 2z AW 2T UA
(2013)¢] HZ vlgtEA T e vlwaE] & 5 A B7|9 FeA Atelel A HAH dEs g9
T} de Jesus 5201302 WA E71¢F AR @ @ 5 ok
d A4, B9H AnEntole BAE AR, WA F71<F Zeldel A lolA

pasigon], ¥ AFdNE duede 3 gog 23 P49 fod 28 E3E F
94 BHAN FUYE Felsn AIATE  SAATord 3 A B 34 Pe 3
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A Meta-Analysis on the Relationship between Intrinsic

Motivation and Creativity

Se Jung Hong Jae Yoon Chang

Department of Psychology, Sogang University

This study was attempted to comprehensively analyze relationship between intrinsic motivation and
creativity through meta-analysis, and investigated whether the relationship is moderated by study settings
(organizational setting or academic setting), measurement types of creativity (questionnaire or task), and
evaluators of creativity (self-report, other-rating). By searching through database, 39 Korean-samples
(N=11,497) were selected for this meta-analysis. Based on Hunter & Schmidt’s (2004) procedure,
sampling error and measurement error of individual studies were corrected, and true mean correlation
between intrinsic motivation and creativity was estimated. The result suggests that there are strong and
positive correlations between intrinsic motivation and creativity. Also the subgroup analysis results indicated
that the correlation between intrinsic motivation and creativity was stronger when creativity was measured
by using surveys and self-report rather than task-based test and other-rating. This suggest that there could
be common method bias by using common tools(questionnaire) or common targets(self-rating) to measure
intrinsic motivation and creativity. Finally, the implication, limitation of this study and future research

orientation were discussed.
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