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Abstract ;

The study on the development of scientific creativity in 460 normal university students shows that there is

a marked grade difference as well as an increasing wave—mode tendency in the development of students’ scientific crea-

tivity and its components and there is also a distinct sex difference. In general, males” scientific creativity is evidently

superior to females’, but they display different characteristics in different components. The department difference in

students’ scientific creativity indicates that physics majors are evidently superior to other majors while there is no dis-

tinct difference in other departments.
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