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SFaA AR (ERIe] ARIE Gohd FEEEA A7 AL 14 BE) el WAR 4214 JAZA Z8e 9
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A} 7lohel 353k she Alel} 5| ek
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| M2 Ho= Joks Fuitet, HAE T8 Q18
9 ZA7F BA Yol & (Virginia Woolf) & 29|
ofs) AtgEe AARE ®¥sta, ARIAQ dH=
W& A29) 95(The Second skin)gta B8 vtk $27F & 93 e Aol ofe} £o] &
AER ojF AfERT A A 7k B g8 o oled dalE FHETE Ae &
st A5 Addstae S AN B2E 5+ glo] Wk 1 Agske side] ZHgo] JQlA F
SiTH(Finkelstein 1996). s AA 7119

BA .
% JeFe nHS AFAH Finkelstein 1996:
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aroll DA et Awso} glom s Aote A2 995). o|Ad fele WA
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ol EEE 20118 E St SeA T d Qdle] AAHUE



o

—{o
it
= o
o[-N

)
2,
Yy
=
)
fr

2
=}

ik
&

fo ot
ok
2
o
o Hu

Ho
=c‘>1=A
i)
2L
[RURR R0

o 2o
"
nooXx

fo
-
¥ N

o X o
L,

N

fo X
1o

ol for
o,
U]
Ky

b
s
s

LI
o M 2
o

Hir
o,
ox
PN
52
(5

ox o -
24 =

" e

)
o ok
of e,
tlo 2

o?L
% X

o7 dA} A7
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PAL Qe Aoy -] g3 nHE=
(Adam, Galinsky 2012)2.2 B3 1 7|A4 &
A7} A= 3 Yok, e el e
A4 (identity), 334
7 B Y5 FeAR e
1962; Adam, Galinsky 2012). &
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2 Belye] A Amst Balg
S50 B AHE AEAAL W, FEAZR
S540] £ PFol} ARE o|Foll F§4)
Bogol) 3449 9L 3 A

o

o
o & AT BED Mol FeAe] Felid

A 9% e A, 1WA AAE FAd
A, A 2Ae TAAAE FARDA At 5
S5} el gel BAzte 2ANRE BolaA), o)
A FAAA ) Bste] Apstart et

2o PHe 0edt 2 M, AE B
QA7 Fate] a3t Aofstel BA thete] ot
Wi, el 874 Feel A olf2 3
G HAE A o824 22 At E4, 99
A7e vhgon HIS 49T A, 971, @
72, A73% 5ol IS AFAT sAoz 2
B3 S AN gozel ATRFS o
ah

Il. 0I2H HiZ

2.1 mjdo| Xofof| ojxl= g

& A)2¢] )3(The Second skin)etz £
2 A9 AN e 5
1= AL ol AN Eeld &

1tH Finkelstein 1996). 7§¢le] A7} "&44

—

AASIT Ha4H M1z 20154 2¥

of3]
S

g Lhelgygol ovlE =HEEE SHeR

Aok (Material Self) & FAsts 7H¢ 28 84
g, S FHAR a3 44 Aolo 74
920]tH(James 1980). Yol7b Flugel (1976)&
WA S AA A Abok() o] G, AFAoR Q145
Aok wetd 1S 2Aeare A, 718,
Rl ddete A =FRA Aegth
WA ZAEAA A7) 7HH], AEAY] BHOE
A= 7] wgel, A7k @ aamAE Qd
(Sontag, Schlater 1982). o] 4 AL T 7}
Al (282t 2ZA8akE A48k B AAl SAI
of Z-ggitt, QIzte] AMEA FEolghe T A
o, 8- ERQlo] Z-gAtel] el olafEd
A2l A7 Hoh, 7 HAR e A8
Aol BAARL o] e} Al AAAIA 19}
#HHE P55 oA v=e Q9o Eh(Adam &
Galinsky 2012; Flugel 1976: Stone 1962).
o9} o] sjde Afope} FT A BAA Ut
HQle] ApAle] Adgolt E4 9] Afolo] me} sjH&
Agsy] g, s 719 dFde Uehlle
AR B 5 93, E3 v S 2Hgeto
1

(=1
=

e

24 g2 gt Sao] Msksh) whRe,
AHE S JFol FFL A WrE B 5
E . 7129 43} Aobol] B AFEES
# 1Q18] Agol e Al Rold 2ol P
Aom, ATAEE AUAEE B AAYR 5
He QolaA YrHedg 2001 04, ol
3] 2005; &A1 1982; oln]d, o1&+ 1990; ©]
W, 7% 1998). 2t hae Aae] Yol
U 530 g Yehie 239 29 ohe 7))
o 4%, 5ol 9GS 1| Aol S,

Adam & QGalinsky(2012)& A S 2835
< o, & e JAY A" =44 Ad
%
=

o] A3} prime)H o] #-&Ake] Aela FHA 2
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Aol Fs nAH ol gE Fgd QA
(enclothed cognition)e]gtx g}, 2HeH Q1%
(enclothed cognition) 7} dolyr] Yaix e A
< F83te B84 A gl Ztes A e

m], o] ¥ 712 2] Fasit) 19 ATeA 2
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S g A F4& 58, 1 9Ke] 7Hn

3990 HeANA TGl HeA 4T

ggol Hsiait.

54 (Uniqueness) o|& 54 EA49] ofu 4
ol b2 B4 $AET vwslss o FdsH
02 A$E uiat, w3 Sdstn g2 Ex9
AP 3E] = vl gk oln] Bl g YstE nfe SAS
ettt e U FHE e e 9Fe=
3k o]2 ARl Aol SAG 2o

fashion)' & 7]&2] A 2o o542 gon A
Ao AU g3t siMo] ofd W o} a4 F
= B3l ElQle] s ApEsl @ sl Ze 54
olgta & 4 qivh. AR Bl st A7) A
21E Aostuzt sk & (distinctiveness) = i
A2 S BaA A =eue, A dael|iEe
2|7 oY@ S35 FEA7) 1, ALl YAl
= B AEF ApHsteb] fls 553 S At
itk AT e 554 (Uniqueness
of fashion) & thekdt Aoz AFHAUG. HF
W& 0] 47 (1999)& 7]&9] EAdt&dl| whato] B
[e]

B vERgs g ve

A

HA' 5o 2E BATHIAAATAEAIA 1997).
HHa 1 OLﬂfﬁoﬂ 5]9] (hippie) 9 1970
(funk) 9] FEi= Veston dses] gola) +
e o &S HolA, 7MUY AtnAls AR
skl Al 274 Uehd <] Fejyt ol WA7A|

oz T &5 3

TS de RS B dggFolga dFd
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ol S54o| 2BAte| Foldol ojxl= YF: ALY oPlE =HEIE SHeE

T BT Ry fiojgta & ¢ i (dE3], o] Hol 7THA 1 AR AAE] S8R AN
+1992). & =AM e gdstsEa 349 A "@th(Runco 2009: Guildford 1967). &4 A}
T A ApdslEn P SAE M 55 1E Mdke 2olE2e 384 (Fluency), £
dolgka gojatal, olgfd £ 71E s Wd, A (Flexibility), 5%4 (Originality)s°l Att.
73, A, AxFE T3l vepdrta Aol et, TEE 7hed B ofoltolE W Foln, 4
ANEE PHoR ZAE sfdsta Aikete A A2 ofolto] e tekd A, S34L oo
A el e 3 Ayt AFAE wek o Holrt ARl ¢a AjFa 553 FEE o]
Falth(aAd, Fuet 2012). ol= FA Aol h(Davis 2009).
7F A& Eoket Gl et oE I ojuet 2L £ WA oo digh HPdTE Ao vy
of9} 44 telME Azt whet g2 FFE B B 2ok FEue o474 (1999) 1SS o
o7] wizoltH(H 14 1998: Lemon 2005). &9 Ao EHIA(FAC WE, T Wy, Al

Aol Aol AP(ReAH g, B A= A T A8 SelAM AR Fel gt iAol

37, F)A BY) 7 oAb Rl 9HE Tl =4 vehdte A gRlEglt. 183 o] F o
et tﬁ?:{ vy B & glom(Rhodes 1961) ©] M7 JF1(2003)] AFdA s Fodo] =2
© 25 dAE AT (Davis 2009) kel A@AEAAN 59 T2 WA, o5 HF
%94*39] Aole A Aed 2 T dvk 2RI o AvAel EA UEyth ol¥x% 71E
(Amabile 1996: Hennessey and Amabile  A7olMe FA g Wy, 5 i 55
1988). B& AFAES A2Eolv 558 (Novelty Aol AR FAA7L s Hilou A= 57
or Uniqueness), 5374 (Originality), %74 Hgo] Fodo] gk A= A FHo] =&
(Usefulness), 433 (Appropriateness), AHs] A B S e 2 A tiaA
2 7L Sl A ol Bodelete Aol & ASAQ gioto] BT webA B Ao
g, o]& FFATE ofeltjo] EE ofoltolE iAo 554 ] FEAY] FAd S A=
Az 8 FE FAel FqH(Davis Aol diagl M 55 SHT ¥ o} 2%
2009; George, Zhou 2002). &o|& Atz 343 o sto] AFAHoR Ayeta, F W FA WA

3l 7 gl gzl o] & Guilforde] AeT ot A A wjAYES gel At s
Z(structure of intellect)o] o]t} gL
A 48A Ali(convergent thinking)e} &HAHA 2.3 WH2EA, oMol Eoly

IAJ

Abal(divergent thinking) 2 W& 4 k. 44

A Atae 98 e Folld =elA ade 2 W98k (Extroversion-Introversion) o] & & A}
= Bt A "@E deste sEoln, A4 2gro] ZEA Aty 2 o] wkgko] zpAle] Y&
At HAY 7S 9] A o] A e 2 Fetert, IR Feterts onldth Uidg
g8l Al FL 553 ofo|tojy kel e 3} 9gke] 2EAOl ol FHAI AT 9
ofelt]olE Azteu= Zlolth. o] F Atae E8 o WA AR AZeta =73 st
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2 ot gt bl oAl Abge Ad
Aol dAAolojA H8AdT} Do oJste] Alof
g =g Al 44 A48T 5 o #44ol
Al & 1 &ENNE Folai
95 MA L] Abgtolut Abzel] 2
1961; °|*g3], f7d< 1998:
el AT A (o8| B3t
= oo # 2ed, 24,
deof ol Fof ATt Wl el
Apole vyt 2o WA At

da 7 8Ae oluA g 2

2 5], 1:11—;
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oo AN -

N,

ol o
ea

ot Qo e

345 1982).
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2.4 od, APt F=40t Hielgd

2 Aol AAZE oA,
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= el A
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g3} (Spotlight effect)
npx] Al AT A e A
O AbgEo] A7) ARle] g Ry gF
‘:H”H Nxﬂ ]"]'Oi Jr_]-/d& Hol \‘4-31 A@ﬂf;}.h
tetth, F2 Aadr]d ol vEhu Y

Z(Imaginary audience)' & #HEojy= &
ol&gt 2011). &
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o]t}(Gilovich et al 2000:
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Klimoski 2003: Vroom 1964). °l& Atido]
WA 2= 7197t kY] kgl FAMET
= 7]l &l 71Z2&tH(Vroom 1964 F7&, 8
83 2011). EFQ1Y] #Alo] QA wA= &3
© 2t A AFEo] gk 1 EA &

d §9=2 = &858 (Hawthorne effect), 2t
Blo} Z7(Galatea effect) 5] Jth. =&
(Hawthorne effect)& A7 Fol 250 A
f@z?:]p* AFFo M 7|Ee PFI TEA P
A A AT A TAE ddoltt. o] AFE FallA
«4“644*0] Aol gele] #alolut 71tie] i
gha A gle o, IEPAEY B0 FHE
Aol TAF I (Gall et al 2006; FE 2011).
= JJr% Aol tigk gele] 7ty #ils
]‘?HOﬂ &3] g whgo] §71E
dAs e ZBE Lot o
QE} o} &3} (Galatea effect)
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2 yehd Zoltt, old B dAFeME At
33 gt Felgate] #A N el =
AE ) A obrazt gk

7

ft
fr

Il. 714 4%

A Belo] F4AE QX eT Mg o]F
S EE 487 A

Pso ALAZRE o]Foitk(Stone 1962: Adam,
Galinsky 2012). Adam & Galinsky (2012)&
54 S Fese o, A& sjde A4
o #dE 334 o] A8k (prime) Hol 282
o Aeld BEAL Ao FFS AN ol
ga2E 28" <A (enclothed cognition)©]2}
1 . ole 719 A A (Embodied
cognition) o] &l 7|5kt Feolth e E1&
3 e WEY FAL BEUS 53 & o EA

&l o Fe3 BZske 2 (Jostmann, Lakens,
& Schubert 2009), A7k AZE 31 & o
Hop nEeet AE En gle W REE ol Y 0

=gk Ao g HrksteE A(Williams & Bargh
2008)olvt =3 Alzke] A (the elderly) S A
skt o 22|/ AA == A(Dijksterhuis and
Bargh 2001)3 2°], Agtd A= &4 PF,
=24 A5E B, o9 #HE 97| (Semantic
meaning) 7} 450, 7199 A=A}, Y
g 2214 g2 & W 2 g7t 2l (prime)
w3, oAl AHH | & Frhe ol Eelth

348 QA% FAF AR, NS FEAGS

o
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W 289 e 4AA on)g BaE 344 o
w7k A 3H(prime) Flo} Z-871e] A2)d Zzx 2]

G A= Aolgta AYsta ot Fitzsimons,
Chartrand, and Fitzsimons (2008)<] =l A]
v g4 oR 54 NS A8 e F3AE
o st g TS Weko R PFustE
dozlitke 54 A3t (behavioral priming) ©]&
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= AHgste], o & (Apple) 2a1o] :=Ed Aol
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Heksts w7n AalS 2
214 2007)= YeRATE, mhebA] Wkl
grAoz Aol HF
A QJarAol AlREd HlE 47
Zoltt. olg} o] Wefgel e Ao
A7 AL ERde =79 WA B
EhpAl ot wEel], 3ol &
Aol AP T} 9|3 <l Algo
A& o A F8517] W&o 7}
Aol Ado] o 47 2t walse] e
o] o} AlnE YA 2 Aolth, = Y9
Aol wet 253 A0 g 820 o7}
et s el g ol Zgate] e el mx
ol ztol7h yehd Aol
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=
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Oi /\]-EHX‘]OE ,1‘7]' 1/]-0 O]—O]T;]Oie }\g
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A o] gk o] 5540 EeFE © ddA2Y 2HENE gle AR Uyt 549
ko] A48 (Appropriateness)o] EUTHB=0.48, M|, A ] ==F5E 534 (originality)
p<.01). mebd #&a o] 5540 #&Ae = E3(B= .67, p(.01), A4 appropriateness)
Fogdel disl F(+)e] E2E 7HE Aolgte 7M. E EA UEg e (B= .58, p(.01), A 3/
Lo] AJA = A, FA43 e 5% FaAe g9 5%
AT ToA e e S5 SHsk=d ol AR 554 x HA9 F/5F4: B= -.07,
A, H Rl B digt AeE A9 554 p) Dok, AA(EEY 554 x HH9 3/F
= ZAst oy, Ao 554 Fx8to ns A B=-.03, p) . DAE FASHA FA UEht
FTote S84 554 dee] v dubdely] A F/FAAY 2HIAE gle AR UER
ghetn Alvb "ol BAAQ S540 i T weA & AT Ade AT oA B x
T UoBR old g Fito] Bad Aoltt, wet  3ke] EAS oA dojd F Sle FAEA =
A Y] 554S FR/FReE FiEetn g 53 4 I e @2 R B, Al
AAE WAFRE Frtete] Z8a1e] oo ojudt /A, A Ax, e 5582 Wit
kol 7b AeAl AEel Hokth WA sjAde] /% wg w2 ARAAE Hola o (M~ A
A% Az Ax, o] F WFE 44 73 9 I/ AAF = 78, p (.001, HAEA
HAERZ 2 W QML Aol Had WFE 29 o] 5543 ARAS = 72, p(.001
Astatt, HA, Az e SR 4 Y S5 9] SRR A = 56
7t Al daf SAEA S e W FEAE p(.001) BFFAEY ZAR Q) FAMFE A
ot Uetsth, &, izt 5655 53 ot AL WeR 2o] X ete w4 L o
A (originality)©] %%”(B 65, p(.01), A4g A &sir}
(appropriateness) = =7 YEITHB= .71, p(
001). zeivk A ~ef o] 55439 45 43 EE
e 8 SR (A 554 x A B=

09, p) . Doz, A4F0EIde 554 x A AT 1M e ddztse] Az 283 9
20 B= -.08, p). D% FeletA &7 vt oJulA|(Field data)9} &4 Alng SAeks 3

(B 1) o7 19 217 24 22

231 2% 2
205 P4 (544) 2&05 P4 (A8
3% B= 1.941" SE= .935 | B=1.859"  SE= .870
Ao ZEA
539 WP (;%j’%%jo) B= .559°* SE= .182 B= 480  SE= .169

**p(.001, ** p<.01, *p<.05
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(Mhigh=4.81, Miw=
=35. 84 p(.001). 7|E4 A=
53'?} 5540 & A taRlET =
S0l W& B ARl s d@AEe] Bt 71
Aolgtal QAGFATH Muign= 2.81, M= 4.72,
F(1,42)=18.72, p{.001). UA] ®FE o
g BA A3, 5540 w2(vs. ¥2) 24 A
o] B, ARl dwht steA], Fujelw, AR
AR, 99, Aol tote] BF FAHCE
ofgk Aol7k §%iTHp ) 1), weba] AE 2-AddA
F z2AE82 ZE3 Ar9 7|EZH0) AT
o3k kol 2 Uehlle 2K
oz & A3 sttt

(<]

>~
ot

s
Rl
% Jil:‘_/‘é 1 :E\__ VS
o

IV =)

(E 2) 4720 o] SSY RZ
S540l ¥ B4 | 5540 g g
g9l g4

5.2 MEEA

AT 2% & A% 274 Bl 39Y £9S
St % 12099 SR 679, 14 539)
S ggoz gk Aol FolF 12099
F 249 Yooz fEAA L 652 AP
F 114709 A4 647, A4 50%)7F AT
240 AHgHS Jel7 el BE4S 243
7 9 A AEAE B APE 2R (S5

260

‘:]7(}0 o 2 & /‘}&’3}92‘4
T 053 2o gddAES

T &4 (Introvert vs. Extrovert)
ol SHsiinh. o] F EEHO] =AU @
= 3 Ay
5 ApAlo] 2He- sitha A3A3stal 3% Eek 289
A= W B4 A AEstes gt 22
o] 4 T FAIAEL o|uA]d i3 HEE B
13 H AF JPape] Aol et I d @RS
e 457 AT =79 RAT(AAZATAA}:

Remote Associate Test) 10EA1E =9

|

-

H

T

ojuAE

= EME]' O]‘l‘

FH R EYEE SHste 453 A 8%
B (Mood) & EE 453 9 7 wx|gte
Al A3 S Hu AEAE AEsI

AT 2 oA FIH S =7= RAT(HAZ
AN E AHEalit RATS #do] W 3709 &
o7} FolH & ul 0|5 3] BAE R3] 1 #
AS 2% F e v A4 gl s el 5
gs F4sh= 7& Atelth, 2 Mednick(1962)¢]
MESGA T 22 weteld s w EAl9] =7}
A 2] wﬁ% of o2 e 3= RAT

(35 2004) S AHE3titt. & AfollA = RAT &
Ao ol o wpe} ol A F 19] 3 A
ZAA 7 10719 BAS 35l Z22 319
ARG Y-S SH5] g =12 *é

FE8AAR] MBTI(Myers Briggs Type Indicator)
Al &S AR T B AFE T Al
AAF AFaoA Myers and Briggs(1976) 7}
A2 AS Selvel Aol ghA wokstn B
3t AALE A d5E AFEst9 T Myers9t
McCaulley(1985)7} Jung®| A8 3|2 49
Ao HZstu A Aﬁﬂoﬂ o|-g-3luzt A2+t MBTI
= ArA A S F 4 (g /e, 22/

o1 =2

A

al

=2
=2
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njtle] SE40| x8Xle| ZolMo| olxle ¥ UelgAel opje ZHENE SAoz
A, Aba/Ab, /) o2 A8 A4S 16 YEPHTH Mpign =3.36, Miow=2.66, F(1,112)=
Mo frgoz Uit o] date Zhzte Aol & 595, p(.05). wehA e EE5Ao] gl
HAoZ FAso] glo] EFALe] gk T wp el gig] F(+)9 AnE /M Aol 7H
2 AREShE Alo] 7hssl] witel MBTIZHARS A 10] AA|= U}
A 7 Z dP9 S ] 9 29 7 2 & el dgdol JH"U ol el
gk FE5to] Uedd e S8t F 5EIeR e dd 2EEHE /M Ao At
7t 2o T ) 3 3709 g F shE n2x wEd M 28 AFe] 94 JH «l = (vs. B
2 5o gith, ¢59 AxAET = AFRE Fote] &) 554, U, 49 55T N F Y
Aot & AFellie e G AS5AEdE SHHUSFE, RATHTE T5UTE
Ao JFHEE AHEE] Wil WEFde  A8sta 3AEA (Regression) = AAEAT &
A egge] W AR At WIS A A (F 3 ‘JrE‘r‘rl A3} o] RATH S o
50 B3] FHOE Index(Index’t #5459 31X F SHWESFY dod-g3o] FAACR #9
gol wom, FFE Yol w%)E wEe s UERRTHB=.15, p<.05). webA WefEHd
BAS AAslg. 245d g3 g2 dAeEE o 2da) AEYAn.
T, BYE, ) S8S AbdxAte w9t Welggdel sjdel 554 wet e o
Al R st et Al ZHgshe A gl gl dHolHE H5A ]
FE EA fdy 5540 e Ba fder
5.3 714 #Z TIPS SHETE, RATHTE 595
2 A g3t S HEAE AAEaY
HA 7M1 AE] 8l 5540] =&(vs. w4 23, (3" 2)d vepd A3 o] A
o) B OARIS EHHSE RATHSE 5% 554 =& o JPo] 555 Ffie] =4
HE2 dlo] dYEAEA (One-way Anova) S 2 YERGATHB= .22, 1), side] 554¢] &
Alstgieh. B4 Az 554o] v Ba Jdrtt & uf g 3o ztel 7} vl fref st
FE5A] w2 B el RATHSZE Y =4 UeERgTh(B= -.08, p).1). W39 frad =
(E 3) 9647 29| Ljel3Hel TR}
=g 3
F505 F94(RAD)
E B= 2.985"" SE= 176
A9 554 (22=1, ¥2=0) B= 518" SE= .176
Lk BIE B= .064 SE= .057
HHe 54 X W3 B= .148* SE= .057

™ p.001, **p(.01, * p<.05
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Aay S A7) YslM Floodlight 4 5.4 EE
WS AF2-EATH(Spiller et al. 2013). A2
EEN(EEA0] B& B=], EEXo] Yo 1 AT 2 WY E5AE A} A= &
A=0), WIFI(M=-1.05, SD= .25, H&g= &3 A& 5o Y7 wfTol A= HH9
-7.00, Fdgk= 4.000S SHHFE, RATHSE 5540 F94e dodeA I A3 s 4E
TEWUER 39 Floodlight #4318 AAlg 2z 3] & 4 999 A+ 19 dAE F538tx, 49
WA e ALY s R Begde] & 55A4S 2ASEE Wk FEAte] FofAd A
AROR FoatA Uebuth(t=2.62, p(.05). W  (+)9 &3E 7HKitke A gelste] 7k 15 A
o] 2PEIE= WYIPgol -1.538Y B AT T3 AT 1= vE FYY S =
wfell gk o gt Aoz vepdon yegde] -1.53 T(RAT)E A3l oo uld o] 5549
Hrp ok Alghe] A9 Ao E5A43 Fogdrtel  gE Fs9lr] Wi AT ZHE B Uvts}
WA Helgidol frofdh 2AEAE 22 B= 2 doke d 997t o webA e 5540 &
< FlAttad 2) #=). Aol FOAQl PF& olFo] Wtk Ade 54

Z U e Ao 554 Ao njAle Fiio] 7i Aol Bl JaS nHtHE Adam
o] ZAFHE 7 djHe EEAo] =& ] & Galinsky(2012)9] “#-gH 91A]'0]&o] Ar}al=
die JFHUFE Foio] FopAAR s 5 wiet Xk Ee Adam & Galinsky(2012)=
Ao g woll= e gdo i Fejge] o] ARt £ S AAE AES S o
7F §le Ao Z s, wabA M 27 AR efwt o &3t JeEdtan Bd AdA et
=3t o, & AFedAe Fesdte ()< S

Rf: — EEM0| &2 TjM T
....... EEMo| Yo ojM Het

Johnsen-Neyman point
=-1.53

/

-7 -6 -5 -4 -3-2-101234
hole

(g 2) 9+ 29 Floodlight #MZnlo]| 2 LegtMe| =dF T}
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A7 39 A ZARE A 2Alel thgel] Ag
79 4399 FAEL UgoR Aguen, 1

xqi}b AT 29 AP zALeY} FdsisT HA AR
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Bog Ay, AEE Au HEAE AEsith
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SHOE fFHSA o4& 255 Al
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=L q;].?ly_r)r EEJH ol o E]Z]»O _,q)\lzﬂz].
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oA AE B7F (2) A B H2E, 283 (3)
AAA H] d (Amabile 1996), o] H7}A|
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AFAM AMZE w5 2 FRBAE Ho
(Carson, Peterson, Higgins 2005). Gough(1979)
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Uniqueness of Fashion on Wearer's Creativity:
Mediated Moderation Effect of Extroversion

Sanyoung Hwang™* - Nara Youn™**

Abstract

Consumer and employee creativity has become a key success factor for a company's competitiveness
and its value creation, which significantly influence its long-term performance. Various organizations
strive for ways to improve customer and employee’s creativity and many marketing researchers
have been studying influencers that increase creative outputs (Arthur 1996: George & Zhou
2001: Devanna & Tichy 1999: Lee et al. 2013). One potential influencer improving customer
and employee’s cognitive flexibility and creative thinking is their fashion style. The world's
most creative companies like Google or Apple have relaxed their office dress-code from formal
suit to ‘cool-biz look  or business casual.” Would companies’ easing up workplace dress-code enhance
their employee creativity? If so, what would be the cognitive mechanism that underlies the
effect of wearers fashion on their creativity? Are there any boundary conditions for the effect?

Fashion is often referred to as ‘the second skin” which implies how inseparable the fashion is
to the wearers self-concept and identity (Finkelstein 1996). Numerous previous researches on
fashion have studied fashion style as a consequence and tried to identify different fashion
preference shaped by different predisposition and characteristics of individuals. Customers
express their fashion preferences by wearing distinct clothes revealing their selves. In contrast,
we reverse the causal sequence and study fashion as a cause. Being clothed in particular style
may alter individuals characteristics and influence their ability (Stone 1962, Adam and Galinsky
2012, Johnson and Downing 1979). Theories of embodied cognition suggest that physical experiences
become schematized and stored in memory, and these particular physical experiences trigger

associated abstract concepts and symbolic meanings (Williams and Bargh 2008, Mussweiler
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2006). Just like embodied cognition, the experience of wearing clothes causes individuals to
embody the clothing, and activate the associated symbolic meanings (‘enclothed cognition’, Adam
and Galinsky 2012).

In this research, we show that when individuals wear unique fashion, their creativity increase
because of activation of the associated symbolic meaning of ‘unique’. In particular, through
three studies we investigate the influence of “uniqueness of fashion” on “creative cognition and
traits” by showing that wearing unique clothing can alter individual's creativity. In addition to
that, Study 2 and 3 show that this uniqueness of fashion and creativity relationship is
moderated by ‘extroversion - introversion. Study 3 unveils the mediated moderation role of
"extroversion - introversion” which explains the uniqueness of fashion and wearer’s creativity
relationship.

First, study 1 was set up to examine the direct relationship between uniqueness of fashion
and wearer’s creativity. 45 undergraduates participated in the study. To measure creativity,
we asked participants to engage in a creative idea generation task. They brainstormed for 5
minutes and wrote down as many methods to protect the environment as possible (Guilford 1950;
Runco 2009: Roskes et al. 2012). We scored the participants response to assess their originality
and appropriateness which are the two distinct dimensions of creativity. Following the creativity
task, participants were asked to take pictures of their clothing at the moment and submit it to
measure uniqueness of participants fashion. After all photos were collected, one expert in
fashion field scored uniqueness of clothing on each photo on the 6 dimensions of fashion (line
and silhouette, color, material, pattern, details, mix and match). Regression yielded a significant
positive effect of uniqueness of fashion on wearer’s creativity (For originality: B=.48, p {.05:
for appropriateness: $=.45, p<.05). Study 1 is, however, correlational so that it cannot
distinguish the causal directions - whether uniqueness of fashion affected wearer’s creativity or
creative individuals have tendencies to select unique clothing. So, we manipulated uniqueness
of fashion in Study 2. The second purpose of Study 2 was to show that extroversion-introversion
moderates the relationship between uniqueness of fashion and wearer’s creativity.

In Study 2, we used 2(uniqueness of fashion: high vs. low) between subjects design to test
our prediction. 120 undergraduates were first asked to respond to MBTI (Myers Briggs Type
Indicator) “extroversion-introversion’ items. Then, they were randomly exposed to one of the
uniqueness of fashion manipulation stimuli. Participants were asked to imagine wearing the
fashion item given to them. After visualizing themselves wearing the fashion item, they were

asked to write down their thoughts and feelings about themselves in the clothing. Finally, they
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solved 10 items of the Remote Associates Test (RAT: Mednick, 1962) that measured their creativity.
A one-way ANOVA revealed that participants in high uniqueness condition solved more RAT
problems than ones in low uniqueness condition (Myign=3.36, Miw=2.66, F(1,112)=5.95, p<
.05). To examine the moderating role of extroversion-introversion, we performed regression
analysis. As expected, we found a significant interaction effect of uniqueness of fashionx
extroversion-introversion on wearer’s creativity(8=.15, p (.05). For participants in the high
uniqueness condition, extroversion increased wearer’s creativity (8=.22, p(.01). For participants
in the low uniqueness condition, extroversion-introversion makes no difference on wearer’s
creativity(B=-.08, p».1).

We predict that wearing highly unique fashion put individuals on social spotlight, and when
people see individuals wearing unique clothing they are likely to hold high expectation for their
creativity. Extroverts tend to enjoy human interactions and try to respond to others attention,
whereas introverts are predominantly concerned with one's own inner life. Because extroverts
are more concerned with attention from others than introverts, when they are self-aware of
others” expectation to be creative due to the spotlight effect (Gilovich et al. 2000), extroverts
would exhort more creative intent. The wearers creative intent enhances creative performance
(Marin et al 2013).

In Study 3, 77 undergraduates were randomly assigned to either high or low uniqueness of
fashion manipulation condition. The procedure was similar to Study 2, except that we used
different fashion items to manipulate uniqueness and Gough's Creative personality scale(CPS)
to measure creativity (Gough 1979). In addition to extroversion-introversion items, participants
reported their Spotlight when visualizing themselves wearing the fashion item on 3 item scales
(Gilovich et al. 2000). A one-way ANOVA revealed a significant main effect of the uniqueness
of fashion on wearer’s creativity (CPS). Participants in high uniqueness condition scored
higher on CPS scale than ones in low uniqueness condition (Mpign=9.15, Mi,w=3.18, F(1,71)
=33.15, p<.001). In order investigate moderating effect of extroversion - introversion, regressing
CPS scale on the uniqueness of fashion manipulation (high=1,low=0), extroversion-introversion
scale(M=-.05, SD=.46, min=-1.00, max=.80), and their interaction revealed a significant
uniqueness of fashionx extroversion-introversion interaction (B=4.79, p{.05). To decompose
this interaction, we used the Johnson-Neyman technique to identify the range of extroversion-
introversion scale for which the simple effect of the manipulation was significant (Spiller et al.
2013). This analysis revealed that there was a significant positive effect of wearing unique

clothing on creativity for participants with extroversion score higher than -.64, but not for ones
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with extroversion score lower than -.64. To establish a mediated moderation effect, we adopted
the analysis proposed by Muller et al. (2005). First, when we regressed CPS score on uniqueness
of fashion, extroversion-introversion, and uniqueness of fashion x extroversion-introversion
interaction, the interaction term was significant (=4.79, p<.05) indicating an overall moderating
effect of extroversion-introversion. Second, when we regressed Spotlight on uniqueness of
fashion, extroversion-introversion, and uniqueness of fashion x extroversion-introversion interaction,
the effect of uniqueness of fashion on Spotlight was significant (8=3.34, p<{.001). Third, when
CPS score was regressed on uniqueness of fashion, extroversion-introversion, uniqueness of
fashion x extroversion-introversion interaction, Spotlight, and Spotlight X extroversion-introversion
interaction, uniqueness of fashion (8=5.61, p<.01) and Spotlight x extroversion-introversion
interaction were significant (3=2.43, p<{.001). Hence, Spotlight partially mediated the moderating
effect of extroversion-introversion in the effect of uniqueness of fashion on creativity. The
mediated moderation analysis (Muller et al. 2005) supported that uniqueness of fashion
increase Spotlight, and Spotlight enhanced especially extroverted participants creativity.

Key words: Uniqueness of fashion, Creativity, Spotlight, Extroversion
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