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W E O (mind-wandering, MW) 5 8118 M B YER R B SR, SR, DIEIFSEACKE O E RS N B — g it
TG, ZO T HR B, SEEFTRE IR B ASHF ST R P g M 20 A0 D615 il i A% 4% R (functional
near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS), I PANSEEE, 4351 WREBTHLRAS)JZE TR RIZE R . O e R X B M A 4
FITRINVE I B L 2L . S5 A, BT, B ALLE I (positive-constructive daydreaming, PCD)
3 SAE RS L 1B 22 [i] 1) ) e 420 O MO 5 P A AR LE [ T B 5 A 3880 b [ 2 [ %) D)) S 420 A0 1 R o
PEAERY TG L 22 AMIU AT AR S AT B (] A D R X R 1 ST B I [ T o R AR T TR AR
CER 1) TEAEEAST, ML TAEBROE I (deliberate MW), T-55 415 A0 B 785 (task-related MW) X135 MR
AT SRR, L ABAE T n) T A3 AT 55 3 IR 22200 T Il 5 224 b 10 2Z [ i A T Re e 42 . BU&ST T~ [l =2 i)
HEASDIRRZEE, JFE M BAT E SMUTT AR 54580 T B2 [ SRS R 2). FIRGREN, R dial
B4 B YRS FE L 1) TROIN 60 e P R, Ay T 0 AR O RS 103 g P R 0 ) B )3 P S A T B B A B AR R T
BER

KR QlEVERE, ORI, PUR-EIRLL RS, (TSRO, TRRMEITLL AN GIE I BASRB A
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HES Bs42

1 55

LB %% (mind-wandering, MW), X FRF H 4
(daydreaming), $8 5 i EFESEAT AT S5 JC R AE
B, SRR LAY H AN 3Z 2 1 O R T A
& JE 4 (Christoff et al., 2016; Jayasinghe, 2020), B
FEY, OBWR SIS A ESA R T, Ry
AR AR 30%~50% 1Y 7 B[] (Killingsworth
& Gilbert, 2010). KWLk, OB U PO ZIN
R W 7=, XA 55 3R . O PR R RN A= 1%
T R B A ) 2 77 HE T M I (Marchetti et al., 2014;
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Mooneyham & Schooler, 2013; Mrazek et al., 2013),
TE A RIS S IO A% 103 W MEAE T, 491 G s g
19 1) 0 B e B T AR THAS R 22 5 1 B S
P (Irving et al., 2022; Yamaoka & Yukawa, 2019),
B <BaERALN 7, B3 1 4 (creative thinking)f&45
AN = Az 3BT 7 (original) HLi# ‘H (appropriate) Y A8 722
F) 15 9% JEL 41 3% B (Abraham, 2018), 2815 AA =
BTG PE SR | A B3 R ST R G B AR RE ) . IR
OB X 28 1 & S A T B 3 1 TR A Y Tl
FH R AR 2L, 2 72 53 PR A1 32 1 B A AR o
A R SRR A AT P AR R, R FR A AL R

* BV H ARl B AR 5T TR — B0 H (2025JC-YBMS-208) . BEVE & 1 &Rl 2= 5 44 T H (2024P004) . BEVEE =23 A Fibk 2
e A0 0 A AT H A e 5 e S AR BRI Al 55 B BB 400 2 A1 A BA 8 B T H (GK202502005) F1 gk 2 45 3 AR b 45 700 H

(2023BFXMO005) % Bl .,
220 SR B A SO R 2R — 1R
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Wi A2 FE 8 (dual-process theory) A k61 i P4 J
YRR A R AYFE A (generation) Y B AT H iR
A PEAr (evaluation) [ Bt (Chrysikou, 2019; Ivancovsky
etal., 2019), L3755 A M 848 X A2 H i R
AP Be#l 2 UIMI 96 (Fox & Beaty, 2019), 1815 M
A=A B B, MR O RSz a8 T A bl
LRI BUHTIL S (Beaty et al., 2020), ZR50H4H G B
BEHLYE, AT LA —FE H 28 5% (blind variation,
Simonton, 2011), YN EZM H N LT, O
R E— MBS 2B BY4eRE, KA
1 R IE 2B E AR 1Y Fil AR (Karapanagiotidis et al.,
2017; Stawarczyk, 2018), M ifij # 4L 6 1% o 8 4k 1)
“IRURE AR T SR AR PN B B B AR PEA A
ST A RN, B TR BE R B 0y A
(selective retention, Simonton, 2011), ¥ X H £ H
R N AT DR B RS 1 7 A Ik
1T A A, JF 6e A B P9 45 58 2 KOk 1)
(Baird et al., 2011), Zid -5 085 PR B B A H
PEPEAG A M R AR OB RS 1Y B R PR
BT H AR R AR, OB R 0 T R
T AN AR 6T 285 i A 1) 76 B 58 R L U 98 % o 22 1
H Emis T, BRSO s L H B E
JnTE, A REXT A H RS Bl ) L A SR AT A A0
A, SEfe o B ER S P B PR R e R, AT
L, ORI 50 v e e Ak 72 5o N TE
BRER.

SR, A WFFEAE OB RS X B 3 M R 4k &
FERYSEM EAFAE B, — 5T, O RS X A
BT ge HA R JEE H o Baird 55 A (2012)7E 115
% H & AT 55 (alternative uses task, AUT)Z [0]i% & iz
BRI, I 76 B BRI P 1 BN [FIMERE Y n-back {55
2-back 1F:55 (R ZRAES5)EL 0-back 155 (IR ERAT:
%Yo WA LB, BafRIH A 0-back 410N IFF%
el 2 2 & T 2-back 2, Jf H. 0-back ZH7E AUT J5
LR S R AR Ol B i S I SN s AR Y I RS R 1B
PERIIEA DG o J5 LW R — 2Dk 5 Ba R 0 1a) 40
B e 5 BB 0N 5 2203 AT 55 R R T
(Irving et al., 2022; Yamaoka & Yukawa, 2019), T 53
—J5 T, WA BESE & IR BRI O S S A 1
S 2 [RIAH I A 1 35 (Murray et al., 2021; Smeekens
& Kane, 2016), Murray 5 A (2021)ffi FH AL 5052
Z| Baird ¢ A (2012)RYBFFY . 528 1 A4 3% Ba i

FAUT J5I, S8 2 G IS8, [AAEBEE: AUT
B A, Jf-7E 399 0] 15 & 2-back 155 5§ 0-back 11: 55 1E
N BEBRINATE 55, LAFS A A IR o i OB e s . 45 2R
KB, TE 0-back fE55Hh, JEAERETHRIF) 4.0 8 i
P e 0 v, ABFEEEHIRT AUT 13535, n-back 4
BIXFJEM AUT JC 42 200, OB W Lo i ok
TG AUT Z2#H . Smeekens Al Kane (2016)%
RINFLHARVT TARCIC A& L ORI RE AT T 21
wPEELE, Hrp i 3 WA Baird 55 A(2012)1
0-back 1T 55 1 My BalR I O B W B O 5 A AT 55, [RIAE
RIDEWR L 550 AUT o3k, Fidsrin]
REAY PRI« BIFOT AN T D s TR 0 ) o B8 iR 4 1 AT %6
X ERTRA O e R R B R, 2 TR
% J& — Fh 5 5 1 (heterogeneity) %) S8 4E 25 ¥4, B 7E
WA RS2 A4 R % 2P (Zedelius &
Schooler, 2016). A [RIZEAY B0 R ERS T BE 7= AN
[F] B RE0E, AN DG T O i A% 01 2% T e BR800 1 TR
W, MELUS Ha] S 4 i S 4 2R o VA TRA R Ao
T 248 20 1) 0 R i A% RE A% 112 S T PR 40 5 1 0] S
Ak, A RENS ELIE 0O B RS TE BR R AN Hh A R R
WA IR 251

R F T B 28 TT I B AR S 28 AL O B S
556 v P L ZE (996 2R . Huba 25 A (198 DARYE PI 28K
R BT R A% 40 S B — A B AL B TS (positive-
constructive daydreaming, PCD)F17H % — PP L0 5
Ji##% (guilty-dysphoric daydreaming, GDD)., PCD #§
AL TR T PRROAR: . RS B RS
DL S2 .07 OB RS, T GDD A & st .
PR L] Sun 5§ A (2021) K3 PCD H§f%
53 J1IEAHE, 1 GDD 5005 A BE X R
O U RS I < RRUB S B 1 TT B R A T 0
BN ES o Zedelius % A (2021) K& XA AA 7 X
(B A% T LAAE ) F00 B 56 ) o AT 55 1 B8 T,
“H BT RERARR I 5155 MK . Leszezynski
ENQOIT)E B, 4 EAT AT 55 v A8 30 815 oA e ok
(AN AT 55 AHOCH, OB B 1 03 5 B ik v
PAAAE 0 5 B ARG Y BRI 55 b i S B i
PEAES5TERME, 3% I o MK . McDaniel %5 A
(2025) B K B . ANAEG VRSN TG AR B9 4615 T,
P S 1 00 8 9 A% B I SR T 3 MR S VR AT 55 1Y
R, XELMF TG RAL IR 1A 55 A0 0.0 B e #
(task-related MW, MW-n)liidE4E 45 TG 10O 5 iER
(task-unrelated MW, MW-u)fE X 1) & P 28 B = A= fig
HEVER . R, S54E 55 AHOCH O B R A P
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RS (Xie et al., 2023). Agnoli 4 A
(2018) M\ 0> 54 U 7% B W ) A 2 4 (deliberation) H
%, KA RO F (deliberate MW, MW-d)
5 Q)1 M B A A W AR OG, T K00 B iR
(spontaneous MW, MW-s)-5 A1 P L4 R & A OC,
X5 R T A O R Y AR
Ho i1, S500EPEE4E R A& IE M R 1O R
AR R T RIM “fE S wea B, A
MR 2SS R 4 B e, 9 S (A
MR 486 MG B BS AT 4R Sk i pF 5%, ARAfE
FEERRH LU B RAA W A B AN T
AR, A Be i A S0 e 01 1 PR LAk

TENHIM 2T L, DMl & 3O B RS
R PR R GE ] REAF AR I Rl e ML, AR S R
A 4% (default mode network, DMN)FI%AF 5144 il kY
#% (frontal-parietal control network, FPCN)%5 4] 4 5¢
(Kleinmintz et al., 2019), 5% (Liu et al., 2021;
Marron et al., 2020) & i BT DMN N HE A Difig
T I A T PR R IR Y B2 e 32 3 T IR AR g ) B R A
FRAEIT, TR AR BB 0 A Ry A O 3 PR L R AR By
BEWZ 0 85 Z — (Kenett et al., 2018), X F B G145
JOAZERI. A . BRAHSETE N AL A i F2 AT e
JELL DMN  AH SN X1 3 21 2 ol i 28 Bl o
FPCN 7EQ 3 PR\ i B2 v R ¥ VR F 32254 T
I A G BARE, DI 3 AL A 5 B 5K )
1% 52 1) B2 2R (Chrysikou, 2018), DMN Al FPCN (13
e R A RN R AE S Z —,
Sun %8 A\ (2019) % . DMN 5 FPCN 7£ & B A&
TIIRE 3% 152 10 20 25 78 A e 05 A 30 i 1 3 7 A1) 36
4k 7K Beaty £ A (2015) K& FLAE B & P B 44T 55
VIR BB, Bk D e % 2R BAE DMN 5%
I M %% (salience network, SN)ZZI[H], Fifi 5 1T 55 W) #fE
HE, DIREEHE W 1M #) DMN 5 FPCN Z [, X
—WFFE 25 3 5 R FE S TR 5 1 77 A DA L R
FE B, IR T A B R AR
[ el [T ) S 25 1 1 P £ DR €29 W =3 2
f 77 A i B v, DMIN A FPCN -, % 4% 25 51 2 ) 1,
Hrr DMN 38 35 % A RS2 i S BUE B0 2 R RS,
1M FPCN ) 3= 2 47 5 4 1l -5 3 4700 4 e B8 1O A ¢
(Christoff et al., 2016), FEILIFEEAE [, Golchert 55 A
(2017) &R BA B LEF# [F FPCN 5 DMN 2 [H]
M DI REEHE B VIAI DG, T H & B W] DMN
5301 % 2% (limbic system)Z [0] i) D BE 7% #2225 V) AH
X, Sun % A (2021) % 3 PCD 5811 M JE 4 /£ DMN

5 FPCN A EFEILFE IR, Hik, R4
LR RS 5 A 3 M R LE R K 2R [m] B DA 2 KL A
{RAS[R) R ()0 B i e 5 B i M R AR ) OC R R R
AHTA]

OB T DA X 43 SRy AR O B RS RS
CRWERS, A AERT REE . R J7 =5 R L
S EA R 25 5, X 22 S R 2 R AR
MRFE B PR 28 IR 25 | R O 58 Ui % 3 i o i B
rae i ok Z0m, SR ML SRR 55 R B Y
BN PR AR ] s INIR A O R RS I 2 A Bl
115576205 £ 50 HURE 1 (experience sampling method,
ESM)#EAT 52 B4 42, 5 WD 03 3l v B s A 0 A
i % (Christoff et al., 2009), FEHFFKF I, W58
i & AR DMN Y s AS 2) RE 14 422 5 HLO B i A% fil
1] 5 TE A0 ¢ (Kucyi et al., 2016; Seli et al., 2018),
BT A5 B HE P9 A5 i 2 )2 (medial prefrontal
cortex, mPFC) . J& 1177 J¢ ]2 (posterior cingulate
cortex, PCC). ffi[nl(angular gyrus, AG) i 5% [n]
(parahippocampal gyrus, PHG) (Fox et al., 2015),
FPCN 5 DMN [l G 48 5t o] $0 A~ (47 =000
B ], X 2% W 155 I 28 5 P e AS LR o O 3
Wi F% 1) ph 22 BEhif (Golchert et al., 2017),

OB A% 0 AH DT 9 T ) B 4 s R 2SO R Ui
FE AL Ik AR b i I 28 i 1, BRI AR, O
Ui #% ¢ HF ik A 4 J5 04 K2 )2 (posterior  cingulate
cortex, PCC). WAl Hij % it Jz )22 (medial prefrontal
cortex, mPFC)FIi#i i A [X (temporoparietal junction,
TPJ)SE DMN A% .00 il DX A 3005, S e 1 8L 48 DA 2
AT 55 B bs B . 8] i A 40 4 B2 2 (anterior
cingulate cortex, ACC)F15% I (insula, INS) %1 77 -5
RS IRZS (Christoff et al., 2009) ., 4T 45 1EAH X
#% (task positive network, TPN) -5 $47 # fil ™ 4%
(executive control network, ECN)i& & & Bl H Ty REN
#il(Christoff et al., 2016; Mittner et al., 2014), ECN
M B RS AT o RS W4 SR, W g [l
(middle frontal gyrus, MFG)5EAZ .0 Ik X, X 4EFpAT
55 PRAT A4 O B W S 1 e A 2 0GB (Christoff
et al., 2016; Fox et al., 2015), #R1fi, Christoff ¢ A
(2009) Y BIF 5 ¢ IR 2500 B e B 0, 25 4 I v 0 71 410
i B )2 (dACC) 175 A i %5 - B2 )2 (dorsolateral
prefrontal cortex, DLPFC) ¥, FRH.LF#HIF
AR B Ll A I BRI W0 S — R B A T 45
Tl R o X I 2% (] 08 2 28 P ARG B 1O i RS IR
BT M 2RI (Seli et al., 2018),
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SR, DAAERTSE b AT fMRT 58 X Bl i Y
QAR AT A% A BRI, 8 T AT RE 2 R Bl A A
1145 P (Unwalla et al., 2021), KTF.LEIEEI S
Z BN I R | IR B R 4 A R R
AT, ) B P R 2 O R AR WF 58 S T A9
PRI SE A ) ) LS SR IR T A F AR L IR 2%
F, AR T DR Pk i 2040615 Bk R R
(functional near-infrared spectroscopy, fNIRS)LL#z
B A SRE (Lu et al, 2020; Tempest & Radel,
2019), fNIRS HATMEFEAL, AP MG, LTS
SRR NFEIL A, ABAS 0 EFEIE ST IMRI FREE
XU A% B AR SO, RS TR AN B AT AR Y
FEARET B (AN SART AT55), A B T 5 A AR i &
H R CRE W . FE, ZER R gol7e i 17
AUT MRS 0 B B BEE0kRKE, il
A B O B R 5 R T A Y Bl 3 A8 H B
2o L At T T B A AR Y SE e AR B . A,
NTRS 45 e F) B 18] 70 B AR AT B T4l 4208 e 2 A
B3 AT 55 i i sh g P sh 2822 A o i AASHE
ST A% S ) 73 BER B =AY INIRS, 7EHE
S RUEIf AR R LR MR AHCHE ST IRl L fil T
WO TE AR RSB b o Bk, ARWT5ERTE
AR S b, DO B ) S Bk i %, A
JH INIRS $ AR B ANE H AR Ge AR <A 708 e 7%
UK s RV REIB R US4 B ( Pa e B = R N U R EZY ] 8

SRR R 28 AU O B Ui A% (2 B v R
AEMWTIT H 2535 2, (HCT OB WA B,
Z R R TR m; A, A WEE I AT 5
FSCHC W, IR G HRA0E ) iR o
Ho B, AUFFEMSE 1 7ERe 2T, fnBA
AN TRV FI N 25 B0 B A% BT[] (PCD vs. GDD)XS
B3 R AE B TN SN, IR W A B R
JNCHY PCD REAE IE 1] TN QN PR SR A . 5 3
TR — i B A O RS TR A2 T Y BRI B
S 2 AL RS A CHEMW-r vs. MW-u)
H5HEHEMW-d vs. MW-s)I CHEAEE, OB R
R AT 55 R DG M RAT 1 0 ) A P 2 Rl PR )2 T Ak
B2/ = I T N RIS o BN R s EP S N S
ML S A =P (Xie et al., 2023), PIPN4ERE
REY], ABTEREEAN & EaT LU Eg, B A2
3 5 B <A o0 8 U A% T R R R0 B 3 1 L4
[, 9080 1 REFHDRINRRERE, RIVRRESD
Brig s RITETCAE 55 T iy B & a5 PCD .
GDD il [ S )38 PR S 4R RE T IR JZEE R . SR 2

1 BRI 55 TS 85, B AT 55 R i RN i 5,
DA AT A 55 25 S BE 2 122 A0 ) S e O 8 00 A% 1) A 2
K505 SRR I . Tl R A R PR A
AON T GEHE | A7 o — e B WL 4 2 i 25 -3
BUHILE AR, SCI AR ST . AT U,
NIRS S5z I 14 i £y flE 1o 4% 14 F2e A5 X ) o e A 28 ot
B VE R, AR AR s SRS R 1, A £
A LR RN TR T A e % T B i
SO, AN [ &R pey 03 i B LI 1) 2 4 REL 11 o 2
PLHIA BT A

2 S 1 AR ALO B IEE
(PCD) 17 # — P YK BL.O 8 Ui %
(GDD) 5 fill 1 4 S04 1) o6 R S H
P2 AL

21 WHMREMERIE

SCHG 1 # 4 LASSO (Least Absolute Shrinkage
and Selection Operator) [F]JH# %), Jf-X§ PCD #1 GDD
5500 3 1 B AR Y O R S L WL AT IR R A 4
o GG RIAMIFE (L et al., 2022; Marron et al.,
2020; McMillan et al., 2013), S5 1 R¥%: ()FE
A5 N DMN Fl FPCN Z [8] (4 D) E 34 42 4 5if fE % T
T Al JEL 4 (2) PCD 7 DMN Al FPCN A4 I fig %
38 5 O0T A0 35 P SR 7 T ) T AR ) TR AR,
1 GDD Jo . & e VEHT, B4k, DMN F1 FPCN
HIIIREE S SR A PCD Ak, dEMiREEAE
T BT A 28R ) 3 S A K
22 WRAZE
221 #ik

FEMLIEHCEARS R A 72 NGB 12 A, otk
60 N), BB ARTF . SR IERLT IER
TONE P B RS ORGP 25 9 1 50 o AR S0 S In) 451
KGR G T4 LR, R HOMER2 T.
HfJ(Huppert et al., 2009)%} fii 52 1% B0 H8 AT 5045 46
45 A e T ab 21, 5 5 = 24 Mo AR B A5 W LL a1 i
PR G, RAPR 69 24 (M 11 A, otk 58
A, AEBEM=19.71 %, SD =0.60 #), SLEHTFIA
B S I A s M S N A A E B, H
ZEREAE R R, R e gl R — g
L ) R o S 7 S8 AR AR B PO i Y K 2 IR
o AR HOE O TR = AR B B S (L202401
01-01),
222 SEIGME

(1) WAE 42 4 B 5 #2 (Short Imaginal Processes
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Inventory, SIPI; Huba et al., 1981; Huba & Tanaka,
1983) f & 3 A p i K i E AR = (Poor
Attention Control, PAC) , Bt —EE s B RS, LA
KA —PIKBLO BT o B i R 15 38
MW, 345 BHH . R 1 GERAFFETR)E
5 (B2 Likert 7143, PAC i R P57
w8 E, PCD srik R Al 5 8 K itsr
B H, GDD sra R 2 s mit o H .

Q)57 H= 5 1 $ 0] 4 (Generation and Selection
Questionnaire, GSQ; Fiirst et al., 2016; Fiirst & Grin,
2018) 1 T+ I #x w7 45 B /K7 b %) ) 3k 1 R 4
ALFE AR B B 3 P A S A 3 UL T fE
71, B WA E R, 435 77 4 (generation)
i, BN <R A KEW R T, Sk
(selection)sriE e, Bl “FoEFRFZLI,
AR E 6 EEHIFRM 1 JLTAA)E] 5
(&)L Likert 7123, B 8 H X0 E w5
223 fNIRSHERE

BT R ] H A B HE S W) A 7 1 T B PR AT 21
AN K BRI (LABNIRS & 48, Shimadzu Corp.,
Kyoto, Japan)4E i QMK I E UGS EE, B iiar
AR =B, 435100 780 nm., 805 nm K 830 nm,
RAEART 83 Hz, JEFERFEE 10 Hzo MRAELITEATITE
2 8 (Tempest & Radel, 2019; Xie et al., 2022 )&%
DL i X (regions of interest, ROIs)iX & A Aij i M-
(2x7 I 14 5000 IR & X (ZE A P45 3x3 3L
18 AN, Setklfa 3 cm, JEIESECH 43, H
RHEA I 1 PR .

WFFEUSCEE 3 3P g IR e S B8 LA K 3 434 ]
MR EASEAE, LA Ik 3 435 LA b 0% B ] 2
#i0 B 2] R 5 (Tagliazucchi & Laufs, 2014), 7EHHR
R R, ORI AR AP A A
TR, RIS, B kB k0 5 3 I 0 B
R ER AR R BN S, ABETE H LA

AR i LIS B 1 BSCH R 2R 47 J5 2243 T (Ke et al., 2022),
224 ELINEES

BRI 2

MYEHT AW IELE R (Cui et al., 2012), AWFFE
LA IML4T 25 F (oxyhemoglobin, HbO) A Al 47
Ja M. K] HOMER2 T.E.fU(Huppert et al.,
2009)HE 47 FAL PRSP o B S IR ah E e 5 o e Ak
H Ot % {5 5 (optical density), J5 M &
hmrMotionArtifactByChannel Ifj g6k 2l £h i I
& H hmrMotionCorrectSpline HJHEXT HAEATH7 1E . #x
J5 . XHE S HEAT IR B AL P OR EE 0.01 £ 0.10 Hz {5
5, RSN R s T ST AR, RS RR
FRic EER S T 50%0Y 38 8 (Mayseless et al., 2019),
4% HOMER2 M TiALSE5 2, @i 2. @il 5.
i 15, #E 18 DL IE 20 s ol HE R e I 22
SRR

oy ik 4 W 4 64 M) 2L

A5 R I 2% S8 AR D R & 42 5 S A T g %

FERE R PTG A D1 a5, SR 8 T8 22 ) ol 42 o
B 18] A2 A 1 B 2R AR OC R EHEAT Fisher Z 1ES %
e J5 bR ME T BUVE R, X TR — 0k, &
Je AR 38%38 [ DI RE M B M X T Bl AT e 1 4,
B 5 R I Bl 3 10 A 5 (sliding window correlation,
SWC; Allen et al., 2014)i B gl B & T A E A}
(B B i D e e 4, ARG AT AAESY, & KB BE
60 #b, KN 1 #(Urquhart et al., 2020).

SRR, A TR P 2 ] Y
I 487 BN R) 8 A Y B R b AR DG R BOT R AT
Fisher Z ¥4 iR15 8450 N R DD REE HEAE 1%, Bl
Ji 38 3 T B (] — 3 T X A [ B ) 2 TN Y B R i
FE 0 b o 22 5K AR A% 3h 25 D) g 1% $E46 A58 (functional
connectivity variability, FCV; Fong et al., 2019),
JE LA FCV (HMEZh S U REEHEAE I . HA A it

a2

\["Fﬁs\-::‘:

3
© 33 .'ﬂ&-
7

Kl 1 NIRS SGHHEAR 5 i8iE g5

T L@ R B OO O By S R 3 R AR D B 25

R TR, T A .
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T W 2% 45 09 TR oA

K MATLAB 2021a #£47 LASSO [A] 45 54 4
FEAN B — 22 LB iIF (leave one out cross-validation,
LOOCV), 15 LA 561 5k M 04k 5 35 AH 56 1) 3%
(P < 0.05, ABFIE) N A2, F#BUKF 8 i 1 8 4k
Fy AR AR LASSO [HIARIAY, X D Rl B (e i
ATRFOE B2, K38 o R R B By 3% i TR 4y
Bro #E S Al HBA —if it LOOCV #% 3 e il
IENES4 A, DR AR e 5 B Sl 4 7
%% (mean square error, MSE)f/NY A {H, LIF1
BRI LA DL 58 208, M i H& iz ik
fig 7o B PR S M DL 10000 YK OE K 5

(permutation test)%f S 4 #fE(Duan et al., 2020), R4
LASSO A28, LUEAER A dr a5 R B R 0
(3% 3 R 3l e RRAE R B 3, DA A AR &, 4y
G A LR K AN [a] 28 B0 B e RS Sk i A
AR, P IR R T SR A DR AR ) R A R
LASSO [ HE A AE s Gl 3 i
23 #R
231 1THHER

X} SIPI [a] 45 /) =43 #(PAC. PCD. GDD)
HE4T Pearson FHX A3 M. 455 KM, PAC 5 PCD Z
] 52 i E A G (r = —0.29, p=0.015), PAC 5 GDD
Z R W EEARX(T = 0.48, p < 0.001), PCD 5
GDD Z[HIMI Kk R A B EN G B K F-(r =

RSFC matrix
60s 1s
b B LA | I . !

CHI | V] % e AN - = :. r g

— = ooxd | oas

E | T Pearson Correlation I.
CH3 ./\:/\/\J{\:/u\/\/\ -

L 1 e M Fisher Z transform
CH43 | ! |

& 2 TIREE HE A B I A
¥: RSFC: #EAIReEH:; FCV: hATIRE:

i
R

Determined A

Leave one out cross validation
[ M Training set (68 samples)

Test set (1 sample)
A
A

10000 times permutation test

700
600 [
500

—5400

200 -
100 [

%.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

El 3 LASSO [l 745 %Ak 2 i 1
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L

58 4%

—0.14, p=0.261).
232 ETHESIhHEEZNEIEEDERMER

T B B TAEE R, DMN 5 FPON U5 5
SATIREE B R e 2 O A S A, e
O A M PP . 2 L I E R 0.1481 Y
DMN 5 FPCN Y #A8 Y) fig i 20 A 3 MWl s ™ A
) TN 255 SR 2 B A (MSE = 10.55), T A Xof BL 52
(AR RN 53.48% .24 L 2 N 0.1085 Hf, DMN
55 FPCN 1Y 5 25 2l BE 14 122 55 B1) it P 00 5 7= A= 1 30
R R IFAE(MSE = 10.31), T {8 X 25 5218 1Y) f#
FERH 68.17%. ST ERASIIREIE Ml AT e %
P2 0 ) P O 7 A T AR A3 i 4L TR S
TN o PIAETRLY 10000 Y B 4k 50 2% BH PR AR R 4R
RENS I & TN A5 1 A = A= 3R B (py < 0.001; p, <
0.001) 7AW 7™ A B FU A A ) DMN 5
FPCN Z [ DI HAE K, FrATIieE Hept
RN 8y 25 ) 8 3% 2 v 4% 3% 300 1) AL T UL IR St 3%
S1 182,

2P E N 0.1528 BF, DMN 5 FPCN Ry ##252)
A % 422 X8 ) 3t PR UL 5P A A 000 R0 AR 3 R e A
(MSE = 10.92), it il {E XF 5 52 {8 1Y fift B £ 2
61.40%., 4 L XE N 0.1502 Bf, DMN 5 FPCN HY
B 25 T BE 34 B X 01 36k A O A A 1) T R SR R B
BAEMSE = 11.43), T8 X B SCMH 1) ff B3
66.90%, J& T AT fig % B 3l A D) fig % 221 A1 1
P UL PPN TR AR B 43 S ] 6., [l 7 BT7R o 10000

SFGmed.L

10 15 25 30

20
B A FSE

URCE A 56 2 I T 4 455 50 T BE 0% 1 3 T ) s e
WS RN I(p; < 0.001; p, < 0.001), FEBEPEM
ST A RIS AL b FPCN PN 38 A B B i B2 A T o
K, A RN B AR 25 3% 31 i AR 1 DL B S 2
S3 FIEk S4.
233 FNEE M RERE

ABIFEIE T Steiger’s Z K63 AN [F] T (45 A [
B3 M L A L S AE R DR LU AR AL S R A
A RE 1, £ 2 PR, GRBH LI EILTH
BUREEHAAE S AT RE 1, XA 3k M R 4 1)
WA Y Y5 32 4 B9 48 57 14 (Duan et al., 2020; Xie
et al., 2022),
234 AREBLERBERESURERESH

i B 4 18] A R

DIFASTIREE BN H A8 5, PCD NP/ AR,
B P L A5 A VR 43 531 kg PR A s i AT TR A 43
Mr, IF3E4T 5000 K bootstrap FHAEKG K, 45 R .
PCD 5 4= "4 T AU 38 | [5] (superior temporal
gyrus, STG)ZZ [H) (1 #75 T BR 1% 2 5 A1 1 PR 00 5™
XK ZRPB = 1.14, 95% CI [0.19, 2.58]), WA 8;
PCD #B4r 4+ T DLPFC 5 IFG 2 [i] i ¥ A5 D ik %
50 S PTEN I SE R (B = 0.77, 95% CI [0.01,
2.63]), WK 9,

PIEh AT AEIE R N A A B, PCD AR AR i,
A3 M L 7= A AN Ry AR SR A T R A A b,
#4T 5000 K bootstrap FIIFEKISE: . 45K EH: PCD

DLPFC.R

qO 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30
MSE

P 4 T i D REE 1 A A0 i M L™ A T S
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DLPFC.L SFG_SFG.R
DLPFC.L .

5 20 25 30
B B 0 15 20 MSEzs 30 35
Bl 5 BT Sh AT REIE 2 A9 A0 15 PR A = A T A5 Y
T PR TR TR m LR T A 0 R HCRE N A, £ A R O o DO 24 R S I X, (Y Ak BRI R 45 A ST R, £0 (0%
Ay TRUIN AR Y H A T A TE (W B BB BE, T (% M1 oA BUNASE RS PR Sy B A DI RE R B T A B R B ik M O A A T S L S A
Bl TR E SRR, B2 B MSE {H., L: ZEMll; R: 45l; SMG: % b Inl; STG: 3 L 18]; IFG: % F [al; DLPFC: ¥ 4MlHif
i, ANG: A 10]; SFG: i b [l FG: #24R[A]; Freq.: B #HAGI T4 MSE HEUHI%; MSE: ¥ iR,

10 1

DLPFCLL SFG.L SFG.R

- 0
20 25 30 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28
BIEHEIFA B SE MSE

10 15

FEl 6 H:T i AT RE I H2 A0 A 1 PR O TP 0000 A5 5
L Ze; R: A00; SMG: % | [\l; STG: # L [8l; IFG: % F[nl; DLPFC: #54MIET4iM; ANG: fg[0l; SFG: % b [F; MTG: #irp[nl;
FG: #AR[E; Freq.: B L P4 MSE H U, MSE: ¥R,

5844 T4 L Bl (superior frontal gyrus, SFG)5j /¢ CI[-5.13,-0.69]), ail&l 10, {HK KB PCD 7E8h 4
)35 A 9] (middle temporal gyrus, MTG)2Z [A] 1 3h 75 DIRe % e 5 008 MW S R T R R Z A AE
UIREERE S RIE MM = A R (B = —2.54, 95% Emh A ER
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200

10 15 20 25 30 100
AIEHEP HSLE P
10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28

MSE

B 7 LT 3hAS Uy e 7 1 0 A 2 M 0 A5 DA ) A A
WL ZEM); R: A0 SMG: % FI8l; STG: 3 F[8l; IFG: % F [al; DLPEC: ¥ 4MURG4 - ; ANG: fi[6]; SFG: % b[8]; MTG: i [El;
FG: BIR[l; Freq.: BHKK 4 MSE HBUR,; MSE: ¥ )52,

1 ETHISUREENTINEISERE *2 ETySUeEEnBlERERE
A hE T AN A A Ry
J AR TR 0.73"" 0.29” 7 A T A 0.83™ 0.38"
PEA T 0.32 0.78"" PR T 0.40™" 081"
Steiger's Z 3.60"" —4.49™" Steiger's Z 491" —4.717"
H: BIPIAT TR AR R OCREL, =1 Steiger's Z fi 4 e AT MRS AR A C R B, BB =50 Steiger's Z £56
B . *p < 0.05, #*p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001 B, *p < 0.05, ¥*p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001

Bk — AR ORI

B = 4.80, 95% CI [0.34, 9.26] \ﬁ— 0.24, 95% CI [0.09, 0.38]
%

B=1.78,95% CI [-0.96, 4.51]
Coston coeooooooeeoooooeeooo > | ot W |

Kl 8 PCD XU STG #fA45 D B 4% -5 B3 MWL ™ A= Z 81 h A VR T

| B R LR |

B =4.06, 95% CI [0.16,7.97] B=0.19, 95% CI [0.05, 0.33]
DLPFC.L @l
ﬁ; | ek
{ ’h ) a
p '5 14) ~
,\vk h B =2.30,95% CI[0.05, 4.55]
NN | 2= > [ wmtnarn |
Y
| 0

Kl 9 PCD 1M DLPFC 5450 IFG #25T BE 2 42 5 A0 i M 00 740 22 18] i A
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| B AR LR |

B=-11.02, 95% CI [-19.47,—2.57]

SFG (FP)

MTGLT . A

5(*&. ’»’#

B =-3.69, 95% CI [9.02, 1.64]

sz, 95% CI[0.08, 0.38]

Ol |

¥l 10 PCD #EZM MTG 5 SFG (FP) 3l 2T B8 7% #5401 1 PR W0 s 7= A= 2 8] i H A1
L A2l R: A0 STG: #i L [nl; MTG: #iH[al; SFG (FP): #itl; DLPFC: TF4MURIAI M IFG: #i F [, PCD: Bl —d s Al 5

Ak, DL GDD A Asit, dEATAHRN ST, JF
K& GDD 7§ 54 Ty RE 1% £ A0 A 1 1 L 4 56 R
Z A ER .

2.4 itig

SEES 1 A INIRS IS T LIE
fMRI B RIS R, REE%5%¢ T DMN 5 FPCN Jjfig
2 422 TR SO O AR5 i R T B s R 5 7 A R R A
VRO BTN AR, 0 AE4 5T )2 1H ) A0 SiE T AR Y
RE AR, BT S0 B RS ¥6 Je A i R T
B, A A P A v R B FE T . A e ATl A
7~: PAC 5 PCD &2 b F HAHIC, F#5T PCD /K& Y
AMATTRER I B @K EEER S S, X—&
LR PCD AIREVS & A LB fyh a1, A4
WFFE IR AE T 0125 AT i 3 B AT,
DMN 5 FPCN Z [0 (i A5 sh A Y aeE #2468 i
T O e . BRI, AR WA A
I FIALREI th ) DMN 5 FPCN 22 6] (4 3 6 3% HE AL
R, H=A s BT DMN 5 FPCN Z B 8)
A YIREE B, 0B 1 PR UL AT PE A Y 0 AEE AL oh
FPCN W EBHY D REIE HALE K, Ao B i 45 4R
7R : PCD SE2&H A T XU STG Z M S YihE
BRSO MRS A | FP 522 MTG 22 [a] 1 50
B BEEH 5 QMRS R R, IR A
T 220 DLPFC 5450 IFG RO S AE i 4 5 8
PEWL S PR (56 28 o PCD BRI AN 23 i i A
BT H W A WA EIN T, & PCD
052 1) 5 AR AR O B RS R — Fh B A, 7 HL AR
) AE 55 1% B2 1 O B A R U AT 0 B W RS
(McMillan et al., 2013), A &L iF#% (deliberate
MW) (1) P 25 AT R 5 B oA 58 0 AT 55 5 RIHE 31k 1
1155, BRI RE 0 1% (deliberation) 4 B AT
55 #H M (task relatedness) 2 J&F 1] BE A7 76— € F2 )&

() 8 & (Xie et al., 2023), [F, SEHK; 2 dF—4 ot
BWER A BIERVE S MO h Rk, BT &
5B 3 T SR 1) 6 3R S 2 AL

30 SEE 2 A ELE R RS AE 55 A
I B i A T B e P SE 4 Y
KA ZA L]

3.1 MRENERE

S VAAERE R T AR T ORI S Ak
PR F B DI RE I B2 E L AYRRIE, TCIk UL
R E L OB MANE T ER . i PCD
TEHLARAT 55185 58 v B T BE AR BLAE O B i A% 1 AT
%5 A1 (task-relatedness) A1 A 7 14 (deliberation) 4k
J&# (McMillan et al., 2013; Xie et al., 2023), MW HJ/E
55 FH O RN TP 3 0 HE S SR 2 TR B
LFWF T MW RET S5 Hitk, BT 7
55 1 LR T — 25 b 20 1 A (R 2R AL RS S5
BRI FR, S0 2 LIB kB 2 A R AR
RNV, BB A b X 53 A
B RS (MW-d) I JC 22 190 8 I B8 (MW-s), ML 2%
X AR AT 55 TE R O B S (MW-u) FIT: 55 A 6
10 B e A% (MW-r), 5120 AR IR RN A S8 AL 1Y
DR 5 A M R OC R o R E e Bh s A
BRER INIRS B2 AU i A% T iz R I 1) s
PERLE RN PR TR R o 25 2 ik (1)
I MW-d 5 MW-r BEAS 1500 BRI 6 3 AT 55 46
B, MW-s Al MW-u X638 1A 55 2R BTG k2 1)
DR (2)FH EEF A, O RS 1 HLAR Y 25 vl i
T AE PR R O E B, FIAR LT MW-d,
MW-r fig % T A5 250 b T 00 s e s 80) 3 P A 55 2R B
OMESET, MEMEIE LS RIS DMN FI
FPCN 2 [] # 25 ) BE 4 #2 F1 2h A5 ) BE 121 2 1EAH



1100 N H

58 4%

L

Ko (4P TR S [R] (0.0 B i A T LA TN B 3 1 SR AT
55 V1R Jii X 24 3 A =X

32 WRAE

321 #ik

5 B JeiE i G*power B f4:(Faul et al., 2009)
B i, JE G e SR RO B A BT B Tk, X T2
JCIEE S BT, 7552 MR 0.05 B RTEE R ik 2] &K
RN (F 2 = 0.15) BT 55 Ak, B,
ARWFEREDLARZE T 70 B AR FAAE il (11 44
B, 59 Aty SOl AR T A EO8 IEAL
HIEH . TR RGEOR e 2 s . R,
TA 7 AWK AT, 5 2B T,
63 AP (11 B IBE, 52 Bk, HREM=19.20
4, 8D =0.62 %), S HFTAT B Bl S ER A
i SIS NSRRI OCAR R, HAB S BT A R & 3,
S RS ORI AR — AU AR . S8R T R
AT B 74 i S O 2 AR 0 BOR 20 R R S
FASHZ 1AL ME(L20240101-01)

322 SEIMH

(D A S ad A R [R) 5256 1 A FSE P PAC
PCD Pl K GDD =/~ R 1Y se B A o R &0
4 0.86. 0.71 D} 0.80.

(2) K M1 8 55K 5 H e 42 T 7] £ (Novelty
Seeking and Augmentation Questionnaire, NSAQ)illl
P RIS B TR 95T H] (Goclowska et al.,
2019). A4 & 19 A, o 14 AIH T
WA AR 59 37 55 R (novelty  seeking) (9 {64, EJ
AT HORT BRI R FOR A B i i), 5 M IH
FH T AR ) 3 FR R T (augmentation) 8 57 1]
RIS AT & M AT i — 20 T g e . 7EABT
e, B ok 5 HFRGE TS 23 R A T R
o RET 0.88 5 0.82,

323 fNIRSEZHKEZRRIE

K £ 81155 (Alternative Uses Task, AUT;
Guilford, 1968) X ™ A (14 B1 & 4 & 2 15 47 0
AUT AT 55 SR WS 7] g b 25 8 2% — 284 DL
AR I . 1% Sk iRl A A7 %
VE O AU o TEAR 2SR, AR AT T2
(Baird et al., 2012; Yamaoka & Yukawa, 2019), Exfi
HIE MK AUT Bk B9 R e e — 2. AT
GRS AR R33N T B AR AR, TS
DN e o B £ BT S8 4B AL . ARWTSE AUT
It 3 4 block, 7E4E4 block XA 1.5 min /&
R UL B T AR LR T, R T

KRG, M NAH R EEIL R T2 .

SR FH WY & 1538 4T 55 (Object Characteristics
Task, OCT){E Jy XI Hf {F: 55 (Beaty, Kenett, et al.,
2018), OCT 15538 & LR ¢k 7E 1.5 min W AT g
2 WA A — A UL Sl AR AE, 61 G ) B el 1]
“PHRLA WRLEAFAE?” . A th i FH ) OCT Z= A4
Fi: PIRE . RZRRIERHAE . R R A S LR E
BMAGEEZR, W HRUER W el 5
AR ER OCT 1553 B AE A IR 1 2 58
Ok EAL, B OCT FILE B 7 r A ik
Y OCT 3 7 BIfEBE T AL

A S R B SR T % W5 32 00 PR R AN [R] Y
EFE, U RS fb AUT 155 19 R 3
FURH RILITELE 5 EE563 (2019)F A Y HE T JIEBA
Hh 43R 4 (Sun, 2013)5 Word2Vee 557 (Mikolov
et al., 2013)9 H sh b PEAr BRI X B 1) AUT 3
M PE (fluency) . 236 14 (flexibility) LA K il REPE
(uniqueness) =~ J7 TH 4T 2 WP, B4
miatE . RIEVELL MR E R N B T =1 block
195345 W) £ 4353 FT (principal component analysis,
PCA)4S R, BT Bk H AR T & A (natural language
processing, NLP)I P43 5 i 48 7 — & B L RE A%
Sellk AUT AEGE0Eor it i, (22T AW L
— O B GE R AZ O PP YRR, RS BRI,
TR RE A b 2 AR AUT 2R3, ARSI
st >R FH T [R] 8% B Ak £ R (consensus  assessment
technique, CAT; Amabile, 1982)%f #%ify AUT £
HEAT EW A, PRS0 RE PEAESE SE
R FE N BAE R TE53 3, JFER TP 3 MR %
[ 1 #9114 (originality) 5 ifi ‘B ¥ (appropriateness) X}
B NEEMOEET 1 8] 7 S0P, Al
JFRONE, PEA AR BENLAL 2 B . BB block
1) B1) 3t M 2R I AT 40 B e B PR AN 2B 22 1 F- 24 (E
(Smeekens & Kane, 2016), sx X R N ET =1
block FKELIY PCA .

ARG R FFEE: B VAT 45 (sustained attention
to response task, SART; Robertson et al., 1997)/E N
iz F 499 6] 718 43004 55 (Baird et al., 2012; Murray
etal., 2021; Smeekens & Kane, 2016; Steindorf et al.,
2021). PRI B T A A PR i 1 R GRS 2
[#] . SART J&—FP X ARG IR ZRBARAAE 55,
B T 175 B AR B 0 B iR (Leszezynski et al.,
2017) A1 55 R WA WAR B AR g 4% T Q4
F UL H AR RIS AN . A ST R T IO R
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FWFT A S [FI SR e B 0 1 3 P R A 1Y) 22 S A T e HC e 22 HL 1101

Wit HL A 35 A i S v S B 56 w4 DG 3 SO LART A
B, 3 ICE S D 9 LR REAE R X 43 B A5
WMSAE E PRI s 2R A XS FR), A
block H R AR JUTRFAEAE Ry X 48, FFAEREA
block JFUf Z A 2 BLAH R (278 o ARAESH 4 4
block 1) H BRIl LA ERAE 43501 R Rk L A& BE
FEXTFR L AL B

5126 v A FH B8 4E B %1 (thought-probe) I 5 3
TE SART 455 H (1.0 81 #% (Christoff et al., 2009;
Smallwood et al., 2009), & —PEREF L5 P~ [H)
L. LI B 2 AR AR AT A7 iz )L 4 4
T 1) Y HT A5 (BF SART); 2)RIA (4 1l i 14
11555 3) BRI 3R, HFORNHITE . AT, “fE
55 A1 5% /G 2% 9 0 W 2 DLk 3 2 O A ST
SART {145 M EHIES M, I, &8 “NIA B8 P
FE55 7K — W H AR S AUT AOCHY
MW-r, S PR BT 2 ol 3 Bf, RSt
55 AN IR, BIVURSE A R ) AR B ) i 2 T 7 (R A8 3
XSG 2 Z RS EA AR DA 2)
T W EE:, Y0 RpA7E SART #il
RS 6 26 DT T YHIMES; 2) A H 55
AR AUT #15C, Ja TR, 3)om H 51155 A K;
WA BHSES TR, HIEEHSEF TR, 6)
Ho MW-d 532 2 54326 4 18R MW-s 24328
3 54325 5 AT MW-r 4335 2 502 3 1 R,
MW-u R53r2E 4 5532 5 B8

TEIE R LI 06 Z 00, B A a3 e il o 7] 45
BB 588 SIPT 50 oK M 1 Fe42 THn) 4 o 74
AR A 79 S LB ARG, e 142
SEE AELRAT BB, E S gi E I AUT B il
YR HAI R B P Z N s i Sk BB PR i
A & BERUR R IMOETURL), Bl IS w5 B
SART H ISR, FEIE S g0, B e 2ok
RoE W AUT, JH7E5E AUT J&, SART JF4h R4 %0
PAAAESE N SART 5 77 24 F 58 l— IR [RIFE RS AUT,
B J5 VR 58 0 A BRI ET Y SART DLRCEE —ik
AUT, I 58 B BBAE S5 o B S imfe i 11, 3%
WX 1T (Baird et al., 2012; Smeekens & Kane,
2016)iE AT /E M AUT B 255 AL R B,
B RIS MW 5 EHUE AR T
A %7 (Du et al., 2025; Huang et al., 2024), 7%
SR, AHFSEITARE B TE X5k P ) 28 M B,
MHERETAREE MW A9 3525 0 5 S H X R A1)
MR TONAE R, A S AUT F24E a0

P A, T AER Y MW 3% S A
T PSR () RIS

HFiEl HFE2 HFIE3
oo [ o J o 18
L Y ) L Y J L Y J >
4.5 min 15 min 4.5 min

B S0 2 Bt
H: AUT: ZFiR1E%; SART: #4813 & R WA % .

AMFGE R ) SART 4145 11 & 4 4> block, & —
> block 17 120 Mk, Hr 108 Ak HArik
W, 1248 BARRIR . B — Al gl 28
B TE] 2k 2000 ms, H3% 2 [ AR 4 1000 ms. IrF
RIKBEMLE I . 7F SART {155+, RIOhBHLEIE X
BB 15~25 MRUIER A BN . 200 2 R R
#, INIRS % %%

324 RLMNEIERE

ARHFGE R INIRS FEA R S5 1, Stk [H)
SEE 1
325 HIEHH

XEFAT MBS, SEXTAR SIS T 4 FhASTE Y
DR RIAT T ]I, B, YA
ARt (AR DL RCPE ) B oK L I A SR A
FTH. OB HELE/A XL R)N AR, 5
D) 3 P L 4 3 3 Oy TR AR i 0 AT )2 U 1S 3 By
(hierarchical regression). A T A BS54 M
Kok =3 22 rp DAWIR A 2 21 T 158 A 280 b, T 0 s S i
A PR, 5T E T LOOCV 438 T A [R] AR 7
PE 5 B R e R, JFEid Steiger’s Z K56 1L
BT ERRRMZES . e BB
A=A~ LASSO [m] )= 5% 7Y e Ky 56 fr] Fob 0045 i B8 o
il e T S 0 0] s P R e B

ARSI RS 1, [FAEE i LASSO A4 55
BT T AT 55 A D) RE % HE 0 B ik P T A 0 AR A,
I RS S S AT AR M 3 . th TAIESE AUT
L= AN, 2T BN R S TR 2k T Y
YIREEBAE A = A Hh X B (AT T PCA R4S
(ME, ThREE A A EE AN & 12 PR AR s ik o)
R 4 220 P P G U ALY Ay T PR E U ASE A 7 i
PRI S ) — 350, A g e e ok S DU A — -4l
ABHRET . [, AT AR B R v, AFST
[ % OCT FRIHEAT T W 07 o e J, AT
AR A EE AN SRy O 1 TN AR 8 T X 7 4 i S 0 T
HEAE A AT 2 RN 54T, Hrp 3 DL 2
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FC matrix after PCA
o i - FITLA m
—— ‘
CHI /\/\/\.NVV\/\..AJV\J\, "o .i
cH2 V\/V\/*M A A~ Blockl 1-' N I i
o . n u il -f =
CcHa3l| cHi /‘/\/\/\/V\/V\ e AMA Block2 ] = L- . i- =
a2 [ UAMUAMAN. - Am A~ . -
= Pearson Corrclation o Bl N
CH3 - w
7 — Block3 - I-
F ('||4x|: CH1 /‘\AJ\/\/V\/V\. e AMAL PCA
pas t 4 I EEE—
’ o2 [ AMUAAAN. <. At~
- H Pearson Correlation
— L UNAPANAA AN
& : . Fisher Z transform
¥
K12 DyRE % 50 AL i i 7

{E: FC: HAEIEHE FCV: S REERL; PCA: E M0 HT o

At — 2 A AN, BTNIIRRE R N 2R A
o, ORI RE N AR 2 A AR, AN R I T R 4
33 #£R
331 1TAZR

SART 155 1-F- ¥ IEHH# A 0.92 (SD = 0.06).
SART T 55 A 1R R 5 425 MW B AR DG HE 53 B 25
sk 3 7R . SART £ E MW-u i # IEAC
(r=0.25,p=0.049), %25 MW 9 5 LL Nk 4 Bk

ARBTG5 5 R B MW-r 55 MW-d & 55 )% IF4H
FK(r =0.93, p<0.001), MW-u 5 MW-s 5 & 5 1FAH
K(r =0.85, p<0.001), FEFEHIT XA AIHETI AUT
IV KT Rer T =2 )5, ZBACH MW-r fig
% W E L TN FATR S AUT ROAUEREE(B = 0.27, p <
0.01), RIETEP =0.19, p<0.05) A S & G430 F
(B =0.20, p<0.05), 1fif MW-d 1Y fite i & F50 00 fizs P

x3 WEERS SART EE5HBIREZ BIMEXNE
At MW-r MW-u MW-d MW-s errors
MW-r —

MW-u  -0.18 —

MW-d  0.93*** —-0.11 —

MW-s 0.14 0.85%** 0.03 —

errors —0.07 0.25% —0.04 0.18 —

T MWor: AR5 AC IO R IR MW-u: {F 45 J0C IO RS

MW-d: A 2.0, MW-s: TE.OF 7, errors: SART T
55 IS TR

& 4 SART HAEIHIK O BiHFEBARR

GI Ty A PR (R R (R
MW-r 240 15.9% 57.1%
MW-u 180 11.9% 42.9%
MW-d 189 12.5% 45.0%
MW-s 231 15.3% 55.0%
MW- 420 27.8% 100%

W MWer: (RS A0 IR, MW-u: {55 J0 561038 i
B MW-d: A0S, MW-s: LEO/ TR, MW-4: fr
LR WERS, WS (AR FEAORWERS 5 A B SRR
WZE R el R OEER): RO S Ia o8
T 11 EE 1)

J& AUT BB EL(B = 0.22, p < 0.05), Tk
FFI R IEYEPB = 0.15, p > 0.05) L RLEa15r%
P = 0.16, p > 0.05), B FARUWIME] MW-r 5§
MW-d X Pz B J A1 36 P4 A 45 190 3 i 12 1) 3 3 000
J LM B AN AT W M L
fii ] LOOCV ke i 7o I ASE A8 fr e 1, &%

T XFF AR, MW-r fEREZE RS HIHTI AUT 2
bk 2 J5 A U EE R 5 AUT #hastk(r =0.28, p=
0.027), A1#IE LOOCV )& ¥ 4 (robustness) ¥
LOOCV %5 B HEAT 5000 WK Bk i, 45 5 32 W
LOOCV M5 34 AFaE (p = 0.013), [HI3EF MW-d
) FOUI AR HR A RE P4 25 (r = 0.22, p= 0.087) Xf TR
M, MW-r F1 MW-d ¥kl 2 LOOCV (MW-r: r =
0.20, p=0.115, MW-d: r = 0.13, p= 0.324). XJ T4
E1957, MW-r fl MW-d W3 K38 13 LOOCV (MW-r:



% 6 1

FWFT A S [FI SR e B 0 1 3 P R A 1Y) 22 S A T e HC e 22 HL 1103

r=0.20,p=0.116, MW-d: r = 0.14, p = 0.272), %}
LOOCV 45517 Steiger’s Z K% & BE, MW-r 5
MW-d X AUT i () T30 550 07 A7 76 10 2% i 25 1)
25 (t=1.35,p=0.089), H T4 X RiGMERLZEETS
S PN AR B RS PR E . LOOCY, B LS 2453
MR A9 R PEZE B D255 PE 4% -

w5, IR T LASSO (8133 — 78 [
ORI R AT T H AR, 5 REEM, M L1 FES
ZHBCH 0.0165 W, LASSO [a] 45 7 fit 5 25 18 fc />
(MSE = 0.56), IHf MW-r FALE A 0.057, MW-d Y
WEH 0, BIAEXT T MW-d, MW-r 75 il iz i )5
AUT iRt R BT SN s 22, BT A5 25 INIRS %5
AR HERR MW-d 48R o R T4 R 50 i 75 45 21
FEU MW-r X1 5 1 SEL A4 1 393000 & 7 = B2 4w 7E A
FRMEYERE b, R SRIETIT 40 AMT 55 25 0 D R 1% B2 1K)
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3.3.2 {ESAEMNINEEZE R T 4 A

25 LR, DMN 5 FPCN (1) 25 I B 14 22455 50
F A T R AR R AT DL 2 O b e . #AS
DIREIE AR AN 13 Frs, 24 A 0.0244 B, &
A5 Ty R T 2 0 AR 1 T A SR R BRI AR (MSE =
0.51), TRIUAEXT B SLAE R BERN 61.65%, 10000
YR 400 K 50 3R B 2 A 7R R A% B 5 Tk R (p <
0.001); ZhATNREE TR NE 14 i, 4 A
9 0.0106 W, FIRSOR R EA(MSE = 0.55), i
D X B S AEL P Ff ERh 71.13%, 10000 IR B 4k
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PIE, WoR BRI BEAE — o R LW OCT
T w =027 pu=0.031;r45=030pas =
0.020); W-MEEEIE) Steiger’s Z A3 4% L #E 1,
AR AR P 1 TR BB ) 2 KT X OCT FRBLI)
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e e S
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B3 PR G ] 2200 TFG 52200 SMG 22 1] iy #0 2
DItz . AU IFG YA D) RE 4 12 2 Bl 6 BRI
) MW-r [3& i A%, 140 IFG 5 45 il DLPFC
(S Z5 D BEE T2 2 B MW-r [ 38 I 34 410
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Bl 14 BT 3 A5 D RE I 45 A9 A HICE A A e ) T 0 A 1

L 20 R A; SMG: Z E[ul; STG: #i_E[F]; IFG: %~ [ul; DLPFC:
FG: BRI Freq.: EHekiiH 4 MSE HEUR,; MSE: ¥J5 2%,

00.4 06 0.8 1.0 12 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0
MSE

MU FTAT; ANG: ffilFl; SFG: % L[vl; MTG: i e,

*£5 MW-r WERER/FEILE B ER B ThgeEENE IS
IFG.L - SMG.L IFG.L — IFG.R DLPFC.R — IFG.R?
Predictor
Stepl Step2 Step3 Stepl Step2 Step3 Stepl Step2 Step3
51 -0.12 -0.05 -0.03 -0.33" -0.09 0.00 0.10 0.12 0.11
AR -0.16 -0.05 -0.06 0.13 0.06 0.01 0.13 0.13 0.15
Pre 0.29" 0.30" 0.49™" 0.65™" 0.30" 0.24
MW-r -0.27" 0.02 -0.45™" 0.29"
R 0.04 0.10 0.17 0.13 0.31 0.49 0.04 0.13 0.21
AR 0.04 0.06 0.07 0.13 0.18 0.18 0.04 0.09 0.08
F 1.14 2.14 2.87 4.11 8.23"" 10.03"" 1.09 2.67 3.60"
AF 1.14 4.02" 4.65" 0.47 1457 13.9" 1.09 5.64% 5.74"

T Pre: BEERAET; L: ZEM0; R: A 00; IFG: %1 F [l; SMG: % E[vl; DLPFC:

DIREHE R M 25 21 *p < 0.05, *** p < 0.001

o MDIREIE TR, it R AL IAW
55 AThRe I, YRR A A5 1) T & B8 2 i
MU | T TR0 6] 1 MW-r B RE A% 71 1) T30 (61 3% 4T
S WD TFG 52200 SMG ., XU IFG & AT
REEE, WRe I m B (& AT 55 RN A M IFG 5
il DLPFC WY shAS T he %%

4 au\-[:hrb

ABTSEH T LR SR B INIRS $OR, 7E4E T
HURZS AN JZ T, PRI A% 5 B 1 P R 4R A 5
RPN . SR 1 4B T RETE MW (BRIl -
HR AL RS, B PCD)XT [ FRIE A3 7 1 75
VRIS AL . BT 5080 1 AEsR, —2

HAMNETAT; MW-r: AR5 A B0 IR a: FET 31

FRRAZ W N DR O, S8 2 R
P 300 5 2 A0 MW (1 55 A1 C 90 B e, D
MW-n)XBlJG AUT 4555 kU8 2l et 3R B0
FoO A ] B A 2 AL -

AW FTAE T AN ST (Beaty et al., 2015; Beaty,
Kenett, et al., 2018; Xie et al., 2022)f 3Ll -, #F—
HIFH AR REFES TR REFELESS T, DMN
5 FPCN Z [A] iy #0285 5 sh A5 D) B 1% 452 4T e b 25 T U
Bl v 4E, X PE—HUESE, INIRS Sz Wiy A1) 5
YR 3o A8 v i I 0 2 A5 X B A8 AT A5 T A R 1 A1)
BRI, Hg 1 8. #EaA T akEMEw
RO A SV B IO R A AR 22 5 R 3 e
FEA T AR L o DMN 5 FPCN 22 [a] (1) D RE % %
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B 15 MW-r XA RR 5 B i P 2k 39 18] o 8 32 32 1% T
e BEY a AT IS REERZ R NTEE R, T RSN A PREEAM R LS, L Z2M; R: A0, TFG: % Flal; SMG: % 11,
DLPFC: TFAMURIALM; MW-r: AE55 A0 .0 800782 ; FC: ThRE b T1HE .

WEFE R, HizidfEZRE T DMN 5 FPCN Z
6] 5h 25 2 BE % 4 (Sun et al., 2019), T 7B 38 14 W A5,
TR TR ch . FPCN PN 35 0 Bh il i A i o
K, HiZid R FEMH T DMN 5 FPCN 2 6] Jifig
HEARRRENE . T2 1 A 4B s . PCD 434
FEXUN STG 2 ] ) 2y e 122 422 XoF 1) 3 P R 7™ A= 1)
EFF . FP 520 MTG 22 6] (3 fit 328 w81 3
PSS = A A A ) T . £l DLPFC 54 IFG
2 8] B 3 1t 7 2 X A0 1 P L A5 F ¢ 194 1 1) i e
RIET RAER; 5256 2 BB, /£ DMN Al
FPCN 2 [i] () e 25 RN sl 25 ) B 3% 122 2 B b 2 1
AUT ke, HERER- A ] MW-r BEAS 38 1 FEAI%
ZEM IFG 522 SMG . WU IFG Y #FS D RBIEHE |
2T IEG 547 DLPFC )3l 23S e 1% 422K 1E
1) T 1) 3 e KL A ) b R

TEM M 2% )2 10, DMN 232485 3 & B 4=
FH K P 4% (Fox et al., 2015; Zhou & Lei, 2018),
FPCN J& SR MR N a il . B 40 Bl 55 v Ol
LI HE Y i 9 4% (Maillet et al., 2019), B3 MWL 5 >
A AR T B DL AT 22 58 49 150 T (Beaty, Thakral,
etal., 2018), Hy=A: i A 4k N2 2R
PR Bl A B [ R HERS AN 2 Ak, 5 T AR iR S
TEM I RSB tH B, Fe A Rl AR 37 O A1) 3t AR
(Girn et al., 2020), FPCN 5 DMN Bl & 2%
XF LA IR 4 56 ) 51 41 R ) 2B B 3K (Chrysikou,
2019; Kleinmintz et al., 2019); G x& MWL PEM
o AR AR T E R A i, AR T X

H & 0 e NS AT Rt i i i, i S B
XF O A LA S 52Tt

TE 4 020 08 i R 5 A 1 R R 4 Y S [F]
ZHLHI P BERE 2 b, ARG — 20 XEAS [ 2 A0
T % ) i A JEL 4 %) 0 0 4 B G e 8 L o1 1) 4
e AT RGERTT 528 1 KB, XU STG Y #f
A ) A8 7 e 6B 1 M AR Y IE [ TR 27 #)
PCD A PEH . XUl STG & DMN B #% .00 i X
Z —(Boccia et al., 2015; Buckner et al., 2008), A%
SRR S SRR SRR R R R R AR S
7 #(Beaty, Thakral, et al., 2018), X1 PCD ] fiE
Vo R AR B SR A e 2L 77 A e AR i DA SR AR R
AT AR IN NG 3, X5 DL IR 5T 45 R 25
(McMillan et al., 2013; Stawarczyk, 2018), 24 1
WA PCD i T FP 57220l MTG B9 B g% 422 %F
B3PS A ) T T . ZE M MTG #A 2
XoF A G TR A T SRR A S B I X (Wang et al.,
2018), FP J&izk FE B AR Y SC AN X (Green et al.,
2012), ZEfll MTG 5 FP [0 &g () D BE 7% 42 T fig
FWAE PCD W, AMARLLE A BIAHRZ L Rkt
ITIERE B AR, B RIS A A 8 —, N
I 7= A58 S48 15 (Bendetowicz et al., 2018), [fi# 5+
MUETER MR B /5 (Fox & Beaty, 2019),
I ZAT LY AL o RIS, ASHIFSE & BAE M
DLPFC 54l IFG #)TfeiE Hxt 8 Mo S A
(14 1 ] 5 2 ] PCD Wt A-/EH . 22l DLPFC 5
Al IFG #/2 FPCN %099 55, Z20) DLPFC 5
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B 4 )¢ (Vanderhasselt et al., 2009), i 47
Ml IFG 7EG 3k Pk 42 B v 1) 32 20 2 A
BR RIS A IE LT P (Chen et al., 2020), 3
(1) T e 3% 2 75 O & R #% h vl e R BB M E &
(AN 5% 5 0 e ) LA 55 b, i se 2 A B
PR A ST, S 1 Bt b oA s
THEES e S GE T PCD R FUKSE i 4l
T P TR R e B AR, X R BRI A O R A
T RGBT A B R — B AL R, (AR E R
PCD. HFHOCHN %45 5 638 J17E pir e 5L AEAE A
ESX—HE, Mk, RGN S5 UF A
A, REHER AR TMS B tDCS)#E 7]
PRI L A A D 2%, R A O ) T R R T AT S
PCD 58RI sh A1k, LLWIRA 45 D he
3 -PCD-AI3E 145 5 R T ) . 28 I, PCD £
—J7 I RERE 7= A2 S F AR B A8k, iEAT K
WCHE BB, A AT OIRE M = . oS —
Kk, HTAWAERIZ 5, PCD nlBE2 il 51,
PRI AT DAFE R R0 AR B B i G5B A 2 .
SEES 2 $E 8 T MW-r XA i 1 8 4 1o 7R R AT S5
A D e B T AE T o FEFEE R T A L A Hi I A
J&, MW-r BE#E I 25 M 1 i) T 6 3 4 SR 4k 2o A v
ZEM IFG 52201 SMG . BUI TFG 1Y S DI REE#
IFG 1 SMG ¥J°4 FPCN By2.0045 5. 22l IFG )
ki 155 2 1T 8 23 HI) 55 1 1A Y 2 B RS BRAE fiE ) (Marron
et al., 2018), TMiZ=M SMG (K % 2 I 9 K %o 5t
ICAZHE R L, DK R RIS 35 5 O A B AR & 56
FHVC AL (Benedek et al., 2018), 3 8] ) HE 34 & A U,
55 ] BE B R AR S B IR R 56 B RO R A, A
T 2% 1) 30 Ao 322 B 8 R AL ™ A B AR i, X —ad A B
FHETHO s e AR I, A7 M) IFG 7 ) 3 14 S 4
b AR b FEAE AL GG B R R e T
P (Chen et al., 2020), AU IFG Z 8] () D) g 3% 1238
SR, AT HE S WA BE L T IR A B, BRAE AR
2 PR, TR f5e AR B A AR 7= A T A e . iR
PR 1) P MW=t A Bl TR I8 2 6 > i ] B g [
T BE S A A AT J5 24T 55 th A T B B AR, F
LT ZARE A ) o AFFT AR MW-r BE1E [
A IFG 54 DLPFC H3hZSThgdifE., Al
DLPFC & % 7 & 14 38 (A4 il 1% X 5% (Vanderhasselt
et al., 2009), —F HTIHEE 12 0T RE R R E MALE
TR T HRAES h, AEHEER /MR T8, )
FE 3 422 1) 2 25 78 A0 ) S e A AR 3 A K F 1Y
W, XRS5 R R A R Y s A R A

£5(Girn et al., 2020; Hart et al., 2018), MW-r 5 £/l
IFG-DLPFC S Y fig iE#H M IE M X R KW, &
MW-r A A7 s B3 18] 7] GE X B LS54T 45 6 C B 48
FEAE RN, SR E UG AR
YAV BE T, DT AR T R AR (A
HREM R, S50 2 R R BURAEATE 55 1R 0 0 8
e e bR, BARGEA B MW X IBAR AR g
FTE TR FH, B AN A LA 4 v A B 36k 1 ) it
(1) Z2 A A0 3k B (AN 3R G SEVGE R R R RGBT ) o
KM FE AT 5| AT S A= 0B 1 P 1) A AT 55, LA
REHEE MW XA AR ) o0 19 25 S5 A0 70 4
Mo 2Lk, B Y08 R N 25 BEA% 5 ]
155 58 g 5 IR, AT REAIE i & HICE A 0 A Ry
117 326 2800 B Ui A 3 5 T A A 0] 3 DA R U X
WA AT £ B A B A
AR S LB, N2, o
— M WA L IE B T R A 1A R P 2 ) o B
P, BFIE ZINFEROWARZS B35 T AT 55 A S 1
KA, B AL W2 ) A a8 T L Y
MW B D AFAE o TERRZEHLEZ T, AR ER T
— A PR R I B Bl AR A I b 20 Bl
HAR PCD Al MW-r 43551l 38 32 A [F] A bt £ % A% ol
A3 R, H AR A A S AR X — A0
HFE R AEAEH . PCD EZHKH T DMN 5 FPCN
D25 (R ) 3, HARZRIL N WU STG = 5 i
ERHA R LI, FP 52200 MTG AU € 145 4%
SCRPI R B AR, SE A B IE S, AL
il DLPFC 54701 IFG A4 Fp[a] ] 470 ¢ % 17 AR 2
Tk fift . X —mZAiz15 Mednick (1962)#2H
(IR B R AR B S EE W), RUTE PCD A4S
PRAE RS IR AS T BB 8% B8 A 2 th ™ A2 (R B A M (B
(A B B AR . MW-r WU 3 sh 25 9875 FPCN 10
il Ty it ke T A v e B, HARRI A MW-r £
55725 IFG-SMG R WUl IFG (i 4E5m EE, X Fh
P 22 A5 A AT BE R ARG S5 30 TR ) 2 Al A6t (Benedek
et al., 2018), A BB A 7= AR B &1, Sk
[k, 470 DLPFC—IFG 275 Zh i 32 il 185 5t i =7
AT ) R 3G V4 (Zabelina & Andrews-Hanna,
2016), i~ BB % A7 R0 $E R EE 4 K 26 B BRI
TG B IR, 3X — & B B R AN A JC R T A B
#&(Sio & Ormerod, 2009)/ & —E, Uil MW-r %
AP ) IR ARV R, el 3 2 25 T B A o S LA
BEEA, AR R, PCD 24 TR E W
7 B AR IR, i MOW-r JU) 3 2 DR 25 6 e 2 0
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T B BE AR Y )y, PCD MR B4 F SR Y [
FERAHAE ST, 0 MW-r WI7ERRE AT 55 165 T 18 ad 14
WE BRSO . X — R IR T
FATRE OB W R T RE 1 B, B R M
ZHLHIFFT AL TR B . BRI, AREFFR A
PR 9 RS ) i L A ) 3 — e AL AR R
19 31 B3 0 SRS UE, 4R ) A R A 2 T (B AT 55
HEAT I MW-r) 5 5552 1 (R PCD)Z 8] (58 . 1%
AN AR AR FE T 23R4, A F5 i 2 5 sh 0
B IEAL, LIERAT S PCD /M 75 5 52 B fHi 1)
FAEAT 55 = A AR BT 55 A1 56 10 3 e RS Y
2%, Uit —B 1000 ff MW 2R 58 & A A1
T AR A O

AW 538 3 %O B E RS 1 1 R 5 9 S AT X
Iy, FEBE A S0 INIRS AR, R A FZEAY
DR 5 aE MR 5 U, fER Y
HRAMFEIEE, W45 IS8 TR AL T BEip 3t
fill, B 4C, FFXFLARERRSE A58 07 & DL R £ MY
(Baird et al., 2012)Z51EXE LR I R, AHF5E 4]
ST U R B R BT E MW 5 ) G o S5 1 A0
BASTYIRe 20 ) 5 2 A B L MW RS GE
SCEY 2 MYAE S RN S8 B A G — 1], I
MRS 1) 2 A48 B R G . A LR ),
FERTHE5RE MR, fn T 08 4l
T AR (0 3 B A o X — SRR T UAE IS
RS RS E R, T MW J2 5 A 3571
— G A, R RO R R 5 AN T R
JEEERME T Z 2. A A .

B, fE LIRFAESR R, ARWFIE S T G
4t E BRAL AR T TG MW B85 sl
P, AR A TS5 A X —7E B 2
SEUERIFGE /0 B HEE o I S0 2 AT 5 A T REiE
F2or A, DG D28 2 TR 38 T MW-r 7813 ) R
BN TR AR (B . WP R I, AR TR A2 TR

AT (MW-d), MW-r X138 ) BA TR 1
TR T o 3K — RIS T BaBREEE s 58S
Be PRI oE RS T, O AR HLHI 2 EESE . HA Y
A& BN 545 BARRPEFDCH!, MW A figfk
R T A P SR A, TR AR T BRATT X )
i PR AN P BERL A

8=, FERFIE SRS A Ak ket Uy T, NIRS
FEARAECRUE A 20 iSRS gl it 74
B SUUF ESRARE | AT T BRI SR F1 Sk 4 1Y
LIS IABE, TG A AR A K AT AT S A B

SEEREE, WA T LLAE (T B R M A 3 PR AR
(fMRI) X B a0 B e B B AR 7 A S Bl g 3R BT
T A BTE S I B A TR A B T B SE
B3 TS5, A B TP BT H AR 0
B T HX A 1 7 (5200, B0 T BIFIT 45 R 0 A AL
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RS ) sh AP E A — 25 B AT R R (Irving
et al., 2020; Zanesco, 2020; Zanesco et al., 2020), 3%
FR T 7] o S B AER BT B 0] S, A BFSE R BEA AL
R OB WAL SIS HERAE . ARMEFE TR AT A 2R
T Ak PHLAE AR O Ui RS 1 TN A AT T A Y
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PR WA RS AT AN 2 5 U 4, A
SIS [0 B i A TR S A 2 S 1 Bl S AR A Y
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1 5y (hippocampus) 55 ¥ 2y K il 78 #5 #% A1 (Wang
etal, 2020), K, KRR AET N A MRI £
ARAG FRG XA, DU — R R OB %S
B PRGN AL . S0, CARERTSE S
AUT 1E5A KO/ ERS, AU B4R
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AT REAE R AP AR BE B X MW i 2 7= AR s R, 5
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TR e b i B Z AR, ARk ST 5 i — 20
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Abstract

Mind-wandering (MW), a prevalent mental experience, has been linked to creative thinking, but empirical

findings remain inconsistent. Some research suggests that mind-wandering can enhance creative thinking, while

other studies show no significant relationship. This inconsistency may arise from treating mind-wandering as a

unitary construct, neglecting its heterogeneous nature. To address this gap, the present study used functional

near-infrared spectroscopy (fNIRS) to investigate the distinct relationships between different types of

mind-wandering and creative thinking, alongside their underlying neural correlates, at both trait and state levels.

In Experiment 1 (trait level), resting-state brain activity was recorded via fNIRS. Participants completed

the Generation and Selection Questionnaire (GSQ) to assess creative thinking at the trait level and the Short

Imaginal Processes Inventory (SIPI) to measure positive-constructive daydreaming (PCD) and guilty-dysphoric

daydreaming (GDD). Results showed that PCD mediated three distinct pathways: the positive relationship

between functional connectivity of the bilateral superior temporal gyri and creative idea generation, the negative

relationship between functional connectivity of the frontal pole and left middle temporal gyrus and creative idea
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generation, and the positive relationship between functional connectivity of the left dorsolateral prefrontal
cortex and right inferior frontal gyrus and creative idea selection.

Experiment 2 (state level) employed a creative incubation paradigm. Brain activity was recorded during an
Alternative Uses Task (AUT). The Sustained Attention to Response Task (SART) served as the incubation period,
during which thought probes assessed deliberate (MW-d), spontaneous (MW-s), task-related (MW-r) and
task-unrelated (MW-u) mind-wandering. The findings revealed that MW-r was significantly associated with
higher post-incubation AUT originality, whereas MW-u showed no such association. At the neural level, MW-r
was linked to decreased functional connectivity between the left inferior frontal gyrus and left supramarginal
gyrus, as well as between bilateral inferior frontal gyri, and to increased dynamic functional connectivity
between the right dorsolateral prefrontal cortex and right inferior frontal gyrus.

These findings elucidate the specific types of mind-wandering that are associated with creative thinking,
providing a multi-level neural account that helps resolve previous contradictory findings and deepens our
understanding of the adaptive potential of mind-wandering.

Keywords mind-wandering, creative thinking, positive-constructive daydreaming, task-related mind-wandering,
fNIRS
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28 DLPFC.L FPCN 16 SMG.L FPCN 2.18
41 SFG.L DMN 38 IFGR FPCN 1.97
32 IFGR FPCN 8 FGR DMN 1.55
28 DLPFC.L FPCN 14 SMG.L FPCN 1.30
16 SMG.L FPCN 12 STG.R DMN 1.22
19 STG.L DMN 10 STG.R DMN 0.86
37 IFG.L FPCN 33 DLPFC.R FPCN 0.41
29 DLPFC.L FPCN 16 SMG.L FPCN 0.38
38 IFGR FPCN 4 SMG.R FPCN -0.45
37 IFG.L FPCN 4 SMG.R FPCN -1.63
30 IFG.L FPCN 17 ANGL DMN -2.32
31 IFG.R FPCN 12 STG.R DMN -2.90
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25 IFG.R FPCN 10 STG.R DMN 8.25
21 STG.L DMN 13 SMG.L FPCN 5.97
29 DLPFC.L FPCN 19 STG.L DMN 5.64
37 IFGL FPCN 25 IFGR FPCN 2.85
37 IFG.L FPCN 4 SMG.R FPCN 2.81
39 IFG.R FPCN 25 IFGR FPCN 2.07
40 SFGR DMN 16 SMG.L FPCN 0.87
43 IFG.L FPCN 8 FGR DMN 0.60
9 STGR DMN 1 SMG.R FPCN -0.34
21 STG.L DMN 4 SMG.R FPCN -0.56
35 DLPFC.L FPCN 28 DLPFC.L FPCN -1.28
34 SFG DMN 24 MTG.L DMN -1.60
26 DLPFC.R FPCN 21 STG.L DMN -2.05
29 DLPFC.L FPCN 21 STG.L DMN -2.15
30 IFG.L FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN -3.05
40 SFG.R DMN 21 STG.L DMN -3.27
34 SFG DMN 11 MTG.R DMN -3.30
36 IFG.L FPCN 9 STG.R DMN -3.83
28 DLPFC.L FPCN 21 STG.L DMN -4.06
21 STG.L DMN 3 ANG.R DMN —4.38
9 STGR DMN 7 SMG.R FPCN -5.39
28 DLPFC.L FPCN 7 SMG.R FPCN —6.09
27 DLPFC.R FPCN 21 STG.L DMN -6.29
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42 DLPFC.L FPCN 38 IFG.R FPCN 1.88
43 IFG.L FPCN 36 IFG.L FPCN 1.37
23 MTG.L DMN 7 SMG.R FPCN 1.31
40 SFG.R DMN 39 IFG.R FPCN 1.30
26 DLPFC.R FPCN 23 MTG.L DMN 1.02
41 SFG.L DMN 33 DLPFC.R FPCN 0.93
43 IFG.L FPCN 37 IFG.L FPCN 0.57
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 37 IFG.L FPCN 0.37
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 36 IFG.L FPCN 0.29
43 IFGL FPCN 33 DLPFC.R FPCN 0.07
41 SFG.L DMN 37 IFG.L FPCN 0.04
35 DLPFC.L FPCN 16 SMG.L FPCN —0.05
10 STG.R DMN 4 SMG.R FPCN —0.38
33 DLPFC.R FPCN 4 SMGR FPCN —-0.38
26 DLPFC.R FPCN 17 ANG.L DMN —0.40
31 IFGR FPCN 29 DLPFC.L FPCN —0.45
17 ANG.L DMN 11 MTGR DMN —-0.51
29 DLPFC.L FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN —0.61
37 IFG.L FPCN 7 SMG.R FPCN —0.66
10 STGR DMN 8 FGR DMN -0.71
8 FGR DMN 3 ANG.R DMN -0.74
17 ANGL DMN 14 SMG.L FPCN -1.07
30 IFG.L FPCN 12 STGR DMN -2.03
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37 IFG.L FPCN 25 IFG.R FPCN 7.32
33 DLPFC.R FPCN 27 DLPFC.R FPCN 4.60
41 SFG.L DMN 38 IFGR FPCN 2.77
27 DLPFC.R FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN —-0.03
30 IFG.L FPCN 11 MTGR DMN -0.20
31 IFG.R FPCN 3 ANGR DMN —-0.34
43 IFG.L FPCN 17 ANG.L DMN —-0.47
32 IFG.R FPCN 10 STGR DMN —0.54
30 IFG.L FPCN 10 STGR DMN —-0.56
22 FGL DMN 10 STGR DMN —0.83
14 SMG.L FPCN 13 SMG.L FPCN -1.23
28 DLPFC.L FPCN 11 MTGR DMN -1.26
27 DLPFC.R FPCN 21 STG.L DMN -1.30
36 IFG.L FPCN 9 STGR DMN —1.64
23 MTG.L DMN 14 SMGL FPCN —1.67

43 IFG.L FPCN 22 FGL DMN -1.99
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25 IFG.R FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN -2.20
30 IFG.L FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN -2.34
39 IFG.R FPCN 11 MTG.R DMN —2.48
34 SFG DMN 32 IFGR FPCN -3.10
19 STG.L DMN 8 FGR DMN -3.13
14 SMG.L FPCN 9 STG.R DMN -3.20
28 DLPFC.L FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN -3.45
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 17 ANG.L DMN —4.07
14 SMG.L FPCN 11 MTG.R DMN -5.20
19 STG.L DMN 11 MTG.R DMN -5.69
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37 IFG.L FPCN 22 FGL DMN 0.35
29 DLPFC.L FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN 0.31
22 FGL DMN 10 STGR DMN 0.26
36 IFGL FPCN 19 STGL DMN 0.26
37 IFG.L FPCN 19 STG.L DMN 0.16
22 FGL DMN 6 SMG.L FPCN 0.15
22 FGL DMN 11 MTGR DMN 0.12
32 IFG.R FPCN 29 DLPFC.L FPCN 0.11
32 IFG.R FPCN 17 ANG.L DMN 0.10
21 STGL DMN 13 SMGL FPCN 0.07
37 IFG.L FPCN 33 DLPFC.R FPCN —-0.01
35 DLPFC.L FPCN 28 DLPFC.L FPCN —-0.05
23 MTGL DMN 7 SMG.R FPCN —-0.06
12 STG.R DMN 10 STGR DMN —0.08
26 DLPFC.R FPCN 13 SMG.L FPCN —0.09
41 SFGmed.L DMN 8 FGR DMN —-0.10
32 IFGR FPCN 9 STGR DMN -0.11
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 21 STG.L DMN —-0.12
36 IFG.L FPCN 16 SMG.L FPCN —-0.13
6 SMG.L FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN —0.18
26 DLPFC.R FPCN 9 STGR DMN —0.21
37 IFG.L FPCN 21 STGL DMN -0.27
38 IFGR FPCN 30 IFG.L FPCN —-0.36
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12 STGR DMN 4 SMG.R FPCN 1.19
33 DLPFC.R FPCN 10 STGR DMN 0.75
38 IFGR FPCN 13 SMG.L FPCN 0.67
39 IFGR FPCN 9 STGR DMN 0.62
36 IFG.L FPCN 23 MTG.L DMN 0.45
38 IFG.R FPCN 37 IFG.L FPCN 0.44
21 STGL DMN 3 ANG.R DMN 0.42
40 SFGmed.R DMN 13 SMGL FPCN 0.28
43 IFG.L FPCN 41 SFGmed.L DMN 0.27
30 IFG.L FPCN 11 MTGR DMN 0.25
32 IFG.R FPCN 27 DLPFC.R FPCN 0.21
30 IFG.L FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN 0.04
35 DLPFC.L FPCN 17 ANG.L DMN —0.01
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 41 SFGmed.L DMN —0.04
32 IFGR FPCN 8 FGR DMN —-0.07
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 40 SFGmed.R DMN —-0.07
39 IFG.R FPCN 28 DLPFC.L FPCN —-0.09
27 DLPFC.R FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN —0.12
39 IFG.R FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN —0.12
23 MTGL DMN 19 STGL DMN —0.14
43 IFGL FPCN 11 MTGR DMN —0.14
29 DLPFC.L FPCN 4 SMG.R FPCN —0.16
41 SFGmed.L DMN 19 STG.L DMN —0.17
43 IFG.L FPCN 24 MTG.L DMN —0.17
35 DLPFC.L FPCN 30 IFG.L FPCN —0.20
41 SFGmed.L DMN 17 ANG.L DMN -0.25
32 IFGR FPCN 17 ANG.L DMN —0.26
41 SFGmed.L DMN 38 IFG.R FPCN —0.26
43 IFG.L FPCN 29 DLPFC.L FPCN —0.26
39 IFG.R FPCN 23 MTG.L DMN —0.28
26 DLPFC.R FPCN 19 STGL DMN —0.36
42 DLPFC.L FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN —0.41
9 STG.R DMN 8 FGR DMN —0.48
10 STG.R DMN 3 ANG.R DMN —0.49
31 IFG.R FPCN 1 SMG.R FPCN —0.50
43 IFG.L FPCN 16 SMG.L FPCN —0.63
43 IFG.L FPCN 26 DLPFC.R FPCN -0.77
6 SMGL FPCN 3 ANG.R DMN —-0.98
41 SFGmed.L DMN 11 MTG.R DMN —1.01
36 IFG.L FPCN 11 MTGR DMN -1.17
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