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[Abstract]
ty in art students. Methods: 130 art students in a college in Changchun city were studied by The Thinking Style Inventory
(TSI), Creativity self-efficacy scale(CSES) and CAT. Results: (DLegislative, Global, Liberal and hierarchic thinking styles

were positively correlated with artistic creativity. @Creative self—efficacy was significantly and positively correlated with ar-

Objective: To investigate the relationship between creative self—efficacy, thinking styles and artistic creativi-

tistic creativity. 3)Creative self—efficacy played as a partial mediator on the relationship between thinking style and artistic

creativity. Conclusion: Improving the creative self-efficacy may improve the artistic creativity of art students, meanwhile,

the role of thinking styles should not be ignored.
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