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NHAESEEMRRIBSREKER
NFE ® #H' 5 42 B OESD

CHEARKFLHR, JEa0 100872) CAHEAR S KF AP B, #E 330013)
CHlk BB, M 510275)

B OB OARASEZAET MRERARN T NI, 15 SN R Eikde A F 4940 RAH &
EHEEL. HERET A SEEHMALME NS TR, G4 T30 FREFLEAMKR. 128
L. RF AR AREAFHA R AR ER, RAHEH K S A R AR BRR ) B A
#). LS, RRFRERLREANKI A A & F 2SS LM, EARAPRESEFLAXMNELL, FELF
CLES RS TP T

KR AR ASE R AR At FIEAR

S B842;C91

1 58 MO, TSRt A%, B H IR AL AR i B

P 5 2 AL B2 e g — A I 5 (Webster & Kruglansplf, 1994)”, P4 75 % (need
GEut. [ Kruglanski AT 20 4 80 4Fft 42 for closure) & 48 M ARTE(E BN T —Ff &+
B 25 L (Kruglanski & Freund, 1983), A3 SRASE LN Sh L, PN LS S0 5% 3t 22 X
WIFE B IS BT K . A S A, 21 i — WE &R Ry <IN H B G 5 % (need for cognitive
AL e eIty o closure)” . A FE 45 AR 1H BB 50— 4 AR Ry A
Ikt BUR 26 2 5 K19 % Daniel Kahenman $2  PI#T 2 (L FEIR NFCC).NFCC H9 R E5 ™3
Y “HiT 5t BEE (Prospect Theory)” AR /R T HEZE i (seizing)” FI“ VR 44 (freezing) "W A~ B BL, 330 1%
SURTHYAEAE, KR BEAR R (TR Rl ASphoeh 5 e DL TP PR 530 (urgency)” Al K /A (permanence)”
AT 2 N [ (RO, T A P I Sy B ST PR ] 7E 25 OB B, AR B 4 A R0 A
X PR TR . AR, ARG EA A HAR, 5 B3 PGE 0 5 B R IE ot H A (n)
T & JB % 42 19 91 (Kahneman, Slovic, & Tversky, B 2R R, TE“TREE I By, MRIRER<3F
1982), WA A & T BEAE Ry 52 M0 AR 6 AN 7 155 456 TEC B I o5 1 M1 15 O 48 4 AR 418 3 A 2 R IR AT 1Y
BB R A SN R, X E RS AR A O B S 1T N, GBS H AR AT A2 14 25 B 7228 S 4 1] W1 aff 1)
N R AR A ok B AR . HJE 30 4Rk, A 145 (Kruglanski, Webster, & Klem, 1993).

KB IAER E R — B2 AR % NFCC I AT L 24 PR A 2 B o 5
PRI BRSSO, BRI g S i e e R ) | OB T4 X
[ SE ST P RFEAREE 55 W31 J7%); SURT LLBE S R e 25
2 MNHAAEENES., GlENE R [ 1993 4F Kruglanski & & IAA

_ U, N MG 75 B #(Need for Closure Scale, VLT fj#K
WARRAVIGE LR VRS A WIRER  Npesym, ks o 2 R 500 00 A

TR NFCC., B AIE 25 FFip X NFCC X —

ks I 2017-05-17 WA 2K 2 FE TR IT 403, AR o . 4
* E it Rl aE 54w ORI H (13&ZD155), HATIAEB, I E AR A E. FEWE 1.

BEEA: W), E-mail: shik@psych.ac.cn
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xR1 NNHAETENLEESNE
o e &I HE BRI
Kruglanski et al. (1993)  Jg 4047 NFCC R4 FURMEHE - Z5HIIRAF | BCWIAIE | e . 320k AL 7
AT T O e 0 B s DA OB 57 AN E FETE B 42 T NFCS; 56
JEH AR LA R AT
Neuberg, Judice, & West, £ NFCSIRYE T {5 BN TR S TSRS R a5 MR 4k, S5H5 K, delib:
(1997) R RN BB, I % B TR A AR GF, — R
i
Houghton &  Grewal ¥ 42 Iji NFCS K iy 20 BT A8, JEORM) 5 DR E4&# fude. 25l . BEIARE ., e
(2000 4 A4 Wik . FTR AT . o BR B
Roets & van Hiel (2007)  B3F Neuberg i —- [ TR F Kruglanski OB FRERY; 45 —4k. 250K, delit
) 75 SRFN P i TG BH AR G ke BB %) A0 0 e 1) 2 ST
AHIRE S, MiEHEERA GRSl FILTF & 6 BH S E T
R NFCS e WitE @i B, T2 BT NFCS; 2011 4F—
NSO iz AT R, TE AL 15 B (1) a7 b e 26 o
XN REF(2007)  BHEIFEIT 42 T NFCS A SCRRINEI A & T B m & . Y. g5 R, Dbtk
Mekiid . sREEAR(2010)  EHIFEIEMEIT S6 I NFCS, & BUDU R 2450 S RE MR b [ A gk, S5koMmls . st . O3
B B I o 25 2 B, BINE

3 AHIA A FERNEXSEMR

31 INHAEFTES ABIEFR

Stalder (2007){f IR & ZetkmF . KAA
kit F 4 5 45 NFCS (Neuberg et al., 1997)%f
130 BARMEJEA G R I(1)NFCS g <de it
B SR g — BN e A 3
H IR AAASE; 580wt A TR 5 A G
(2) “ZEMT RS0 5 R AR B Y 56 R E A I
(3R A H 3 NFCS 43 5 13 Se A5 H () ¢ R T,
L5 A1 i e A 52 R A AR R Y OC RN
R 3 i DS SR W58 R % % NFCS 1Y &1~ 1
FPEAT RIS, AL AT B T — s R
WERCR S EET M FRFHE0(2011)R A1 25 g A
ZEESF-(2007)E 3T 1 R SCRR I 0 P & 7 2 R %
810 44 P A (A& W . wivh . KA e &
M. (1)F4ER NFCC IE [0 T A 1 A4&, H
Rl by T ok B I 3 A A 1) TUMAE o b
PR BLAT 025 04 4 1) T4 (2)30 BRSO
T NFCC A B3 . B35 0 1% R 8 A Bl
i 87 1 TN T Lo B9 NFCC; (3T B R 22 B B,
T MEN NFCC S K T il AF 1 1y S RS . L
FlAe PR T BEHE(2014) %] 257 Bl B AR SR AE B
JEH R, ZBIE NFCC S#I7E A & 1 2 Futl
K, PRI 25 R T SR B R L R R R T R
A& 42.5%BY 78 F i

ZE LA, BRI T NFCC 5 AR Rk
R 5EED . LI Stalder (2007)42 3% NFCS
SR AR AT REAE 32 T Z BT 53 b R4S
ER—LCR, InziE TR, Sitrik s
RG2S, B THE L@ o i ) %
FIE AT & NFCC 5 K G R 1Y —E e .

32 INHHERESEEMI
321 HME—HERERT—HER?

P8 AN Z A A8 (Kruglanski, 2013) A9 W 55,
i 7K F- NFCC 2% 5 fi 1] T 5% FI S & 3 (heuristic) |
fai Ak (simplistic)F1 A L1 T (top-down) B4 {5 & T
I, PR AE AR 1A A ol RS B P o R v 2 i o
T 5 2 A — 3 1 15 & (expectancy—consistent
information), #4532 55 — B SE A 5 1 2
W2 JE A —3E B . B A PRI, &K
NFCC 2 SEBr 3 i o) i T A — 35 B
(expectancy—inconsistent information) L4 J /b 7~ fff
E J& (Kemmelmeier, 2015), Kossowska #ll Bar-Tal
(013)TERTFEIS G I 1 XF RSB 5 BE ) (ability
to achieve closure, LI F{j#x AAC)M &, TEAA
NFCC X} Ja & 315 B 156 0 19 52 i 32 2] A4
AAC fJEY : = NFCC T2 5 A =X SR ms i 1)
HTEw AAC F 5 FIE; 724k AAC 35 & b
INETE A R & X F B L, Strojny, Kossowska
F1 Strojny (2016) 34 i T XF 1A %1 fig 77 (cognitive
capacity) (il &, ZBLE K- NFCC HTENFIFE
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VR B A 2t BN TR — B0 B i, RFEWS
Ak S T AR S T AR AR — 35
322 FEEBRELEREREZEA?

R4 NN P& RIS, S/KF NFCC &H 1
F R R R B, RS, HERAETE
4 ) 1% & (attribute-based search), i3k 5& T G0
Y38 & (alternative-based search) (Choi, Koo, Choi,
& Auh, 2008), ¥ FiZ PHIS 1Y [ B, Ask 1 Granhag
(Q005) R A LM R I = b, ®mAKT
NFCC # W45 5 3 2110 5E45 BAE 2L i 52 il i 01 51
B BN (FH B o5 — D AL B B £ B0 ),
I ) e iy s (B R 32 B, A SR Ak ) A o T
Ko (HEEH R IO R B PRI I R A
S 2E R A WL R AR B, MR, mKTF
NFCC 3 2 £ {6 3% 01 Z2 5 [B] #E 17 F1 T - Schenkel,
Matthews Fl Ford (2009) % B, #&i/KF NFCC # &
AT I REE M2 1005 B = PO 2B RIHL
HATHE— B2 . (TIR(2010) & B, 7K NFCC
FE DR (5 R R R BN R SR I () & TR K
P NFCC #; {7 B RIFE JOT-¥{5 B4 R )
24, Jasko, Czernatowicz-Kukuczka, Kossowska
Hl Czarna (2015)t K BUAER AL 55, BA W E)
RA B 2 &4 T B9 R K F NFCC # (F LA NFCC %)
ST 23 48 2 08 Z2 i H] 48 AR P 3R A% B o Sollar FlI
Vaneckova(2012)4f i, ABERA] NFCC &7 %
ST S ARG BN T X R . WTHL Roets
1 Soetens (2010)AYH L, A1 il NFCS bkl
P4 B2 A8 H I B AAC, FISS M SR 4
o H A NFCC, 45 R & NFCC 5 Z M
BAHRAT A AR IEEA G, AAC 5 ik L5 5 4R
AAHHK, Jochemcezyk, Pietrzak il Zawadzka (2016)
K, mKF NFCC FTERFN b i 3 451K B 4%
244 (the semantic network) S Ifif 56 N & 4,
323 XMEERERMKHRESTEELER?

HRIEIAFN & T 238, ®/KF NFCC HHE
K52 85 BRERRME ), &R RN . ZIk
B[S Al 00z, I LR R B (] R ) R R B 45 iy
ZRIEDT, &AW HE 28 800 ) a1 0
(Kruglanski & Webster, 1991), 5 (2012)8f 5K
RIAEFEAR T, @k NFCC AMRALE T 17
BEFASTIAT R P S Ak B s R AE A E U, R
wKF NFCC H R 532 P8 HM M, Pica,
Pierro, Bélanger 1 Kruglanski (2014)% 3, NFCC

Sebr B R T H e S R IBGE KT S BN UE TR
%% -Raglan, Babush, Farrow, Kruglanski 71 Schulkin
(2014)& 3R, 1= /KF- NFCC B 7 ¥ 58 24 J7 i) 23 [7)
T 22 1 [ L (PR R %) 28 0 TH 25 53 OB 253X — 728 4k
PR Z AN ); ABAE IR A I [1] 4 [ 2 B 2>
(R R R A # 7E ,  ELATAS 8 S8 7R 78 B
b, ABURE B AT LK) . (A Jia, Hirt Al
Evans (2014)& 3, EMIEEZ WERT, mAKF
NFCC # X} J3 shz il fifE SAEZR 52 PR b f £
BRI PRBE o 24 R S FIRLIE Rl I AE AR, 7K F NFCC
HHEZZBIHIER; RKF NFCC HNE %
SRR B, X RIE K NFCC # IHEARAL
N 5 R T i HTE i 2 BT ZR R B DL N AR AE
3.24 N

25 LRk, BUATBESE AL TCIEHE R B IR NFCC
i R B MR B < DA L AR B 1
SA—HMAR TR ST =R A e ()X
RS B, AENE TS MR IR
SRS BRI TR, ] RE R AR AGA N %5 ) 1Y
AL, A AR AR BT s SR AT AT 2 B, mKE
NFCC # 3 T IRYCR M SN E LS5 1. (2)%
A PRI O o DX AR T B By BoE i)
TR T BEA AR REBE AR L o RO F8 I 7]
REMH T 4R 20 T, (5O A I AT BE R A TE 2 %%
1o QYA X5 E R B, AR T B0 B B
] BE S I RO TR A R BRI R & s
TURBHEAN T “UREE, WK T 2 B AR
B E R v, T DS (5 BRI A SR MoH
R R TI . Ak BIBEFEAE I H BT bR 25 5
Xof A b5 B0 8 2, )TN I A AR ) S B i
THEW] NFCC 1 P FERIL -
33 WHHAAFESRE

NFCC SR ABETE 24 T HESL SR m |
TR A XU S = A D7 T . AR AP 5
BEPE, WK NFCC & e o St 1945 B
TEEHLE, ISR, )R AR & iR S
OB WG, PRI SR B Rk R R W Y T
“F .Kardes, Fennis, Hirt, Tormala il Bullington (2007)
A I B <43 fi#t— =8 #4 (disrupt-then-reframe, DTR)”
B R K NFCC EHINEN, REE,
A AEAEFI SR8 R (2012)UEH], #7KF NFCC #7E
RO TH 21 5 bl S RS 3k IRZKF NFCC
AR G TR R B R | R AR R AR (2013)
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KB, FERD G sh, KETRECT E M R AN S A Y
TG A 22 ST AR A5 S M S e o v
JKF NFCC FH M IR, LR . mdE g
T(2013) B NFCC 7Emr & MEfE B &5 8
P 2L fu ) (g R e R FER T VR, B NFCC R,
MEFE RGBT R TR AR, #
W (2014)IE B 7K FE NFCC il 10 F R A2
WA FIIN T 7 2, T4 5 8 58 i il s 4
F150 o ZERF(2014) B IE 1 << 7] B > <50 B 1
T T AR B SR I SE R AE 2 K- NFCC 2% & AR
A&, 2520 . A MK A 1E (2016) Z LA
[i] NFCC # X sha& Mg R A o B & 4T 97
HEZEF, ®KF NFCC H WM ETk & IESIZS
Mg AR B A M AR M BEAL; /K NFCC 5 A
Ko A RSB AR SR, 0B & KF
NFCC FHIFA SR E MR G T, Baxs
W SR E AR R (2007) K BLIEHEZR TR B K F
NFCC # fii () T 37 BP9 5k i S HE 28 N & /K OF
NFCC FoxigmiimIn gk, HAFR ML=
UNEYEN s E e

KT YK A E M SR I, K NFCC
F ) 3B 3R A5 O B 5 (Kruglanski & Webster,
1991; Kruglanski et al., 1993), HBLEE B 2w
P (information diagnosticity) /N T HER
H A {7 (Andrews, 2013), #7%(2010) & B, &K
NFCC FHERBRIIE b s S it M BE i, Jesk iy
FE O R (H YIRS RS S A R, R
(RGN, FAEO B JH I (2013) 78 52 50 % 54
52T ARAEL I 4% D) K TR SR A 45, iR B A ALK A
NFCC X5 2% 3 P 45 ) SR J 56 A 2000 T 5 ) B
BXEAEN. EEEAKET, MK NFCC #
PeOR R g, JUR IR, HRREWA G
B B B AR TS A KT,

O XU (4 A 5 5 3k Al 5 NFCC AN
B RIS SRR TR e, KU BT A R 2, X — K
FRAEIE S8 XU B (Jackson, 2015) ., #%8 XUB I8 50
(Disatnik & Steinhar, 2015; Schumpe et al., 2017)#
AY KBS B (Wasowska, 2016)%5 4538 7 AH 4k 15
FIUESE . HJE— A0l g BE <8 a5
Wg? & T /K- NFCCHBE“H B B 15 X ik X
WS 7F i 22 LI R A R A 5T 30— 2D A B
34 INHAETESTERR

AH I 5% 3 31 DA K =5 7K NFCC & B e W,

KA IH, 255 % ZIMENR 52w, fEF R R
TEVERR AR, — BB LR SR / R/ M E L,
fE2:—EH 4E¥F, Wiersema, van Der Schalk #ll van
Kleef (2012)iE#, NFCC MM #7 L5 o A
W2 T R MR BTE NFCC iR & SL 8 h R
B 1) )5 & I ARZS PE NFCC, #57KF NFCC #
H 2 R H S 22 1) 0 o M 4 R i 2 CRE EE T T 285
Jan) R G 22 1 i 4 (RH LU 42 23 1) . Disatnik 11
Steinhart (2015)iF#H 7K NFCC & A8 B i AR
SO, PR bt B X e S T A R R AL S OR
W% . Livi, Kruglanski, Pierro, Mannetti #1 Kenny (2015)
HEWL, m7KF NFCC & A BRI RR e, X
TH KI5 4% 57, X T M BB 4K . Bouizegarene
1 Philippe (2016)% B NFCC ShrfE AN hn T
RS S IEARSE, 7K NFCC & fE A a4 v i
[ T [0 B G2 B o FIORL 6 S 40, HG A FROATE 2 0k
T NRER B AR B AEAE B, — BB A 5 ol
A%, Roets il van Hiel (2011) &K NFCC &
FLA A WA 7] AA% (prejudice-prone personality)”.
Federico, Hunt il Fisher (2013)iF & 7K NFCC
H R IAREPR 22 5, R B SR . Kosic,
Mannetti F1 Livi (2014)t3E# & 7K F- NFCC #7E
AT AN (L AR s S R BN 2
) PR B A i - A S0 B A D I o Sun, Zuo, Wu Fll Wen
(2016)F-IRIESE B 7K NFCC 255 52 5 45 5 1 i %1
HRENG . 164 56 NFCC 5 A MG &mWFH, Taris
(2000) % Bl /K7 NFCC & 1Y H 3 IR 55 1 22 (self-
serving biases), HIKI45%(5 & (Self-enhancing beliefs)
B, AR/KF NFCC # WX A O Al A A7 HEF)
Pt Chirumbolo (2002)IEM], NFCC 5473 3 B
HE 0] R IEARSC, Hh AR 3 SUE & R R 1R
. Golec de Zavala 1 van Bergh (2007)t % ¥t
NFCC X PR~ BUBUIA £ 2 09 1E 1) SN A HI 52 24>
NSt 7 BUL /7 Ja B B IA Y .

Zi Ll HAETXE T NFCC 5A8EE &M X
AR O LI 1T858 —B s, Bl NFCC
S5 CEVIE S VAR 3 50 P £ 55
s WLAT G o JEHRAEREPRASAE b, BRAT A SCAE M
AR HON A & 5N A iR U, X LB
S, HEFEHGIEI(AAOK I 2R 2f
A TRIWE? Kossowska Fl Bar-Tal (2013)# 55 & #E,
HA @ 7KF NFCCEARKF AAC SR 52 B _E X
AN R AR S B . AR AH OGS iE A
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REFUSE, HiX O & e anfiiid T NFCC LA
REARTEBR phos 18 B T 38 % .
35 WHMHAARTESHHER

Kashima Fl Loh (2006)# %5 &5 7k - NFCC # 7
Jite S 9 (B AR 35 B B 2 (AN R T, (A& X — 17
PER 0 AT DATE— S0 L AR B S, RIS 24
NHSTELZ M AFRK R . Roets #l van Hiel (2007)
WEH, W7KF NFCC 25 7E G AOM e 3 AT 45 i 3R
P 0T . —4FEJE AR E Tk A A B AR bR
HEHE . KIE K NFCC #F U4k . O FRE
Ho AREMERR(2014)WIERH NFCC 7ER M
I ) 7 5 W R 3K I g e 30 1 B B % 9 T 4
o Yt &S f NECC 454 76—, {i2%
BT AR IR LA R ST AT ol B4 A 1 3k )
Ko A I — I PR 2 5 RS M B4 R4
1 NFCC 5] A g 46 6 K5 il B 05 A0 8 b5 o 28 4
Bental il Swarbrick (2003)f 5, HA % %855
S AR L A3 R B A NFCC /K,
3 Y3 BT 4518 . McKay, Langdon Al Coltheart
(2006) 4l 5, #3522 A AR A LU OE R g R
M E I NFCC KT, AidIfi&H kI NFCC 1
R TR Z F R . WU, A
NFCC (W ELARYE B 34, Bl T 22 AEUE B R IE
Bl R AR P i A S AR B P B 4 B AR AR OF
BEES, So Ml Kwok (2015)38 i X b A [ # )
R O AR N 28 A AR
35 N, KEPHERR#E 32 )& B M L AL P4, %
AEURE B F W SEAE beads task A 248 5 B BEH
G, HEMmEMEREZMATLLER., 2
TETE . beads task I+, fathE A\ (AH HL 2 ARE ) &)
MBI T2 H)“Bk A2 (Jump to Conclusions)”
e P i 22 (RO ZERORS S5oh, ZE A8 215 B
PRI ). 1B . TRk . 5 I I A
(2016) &3, BRIz, NFCC 51543
I UG 5w RS 43 e [l kA 4 5t
HIEM,

AL A B UE, X 7K NFCC Fifi &,
A 5 VR S — Rl B B ) DA L, S b
R T G2 f SO I B b T A 4, 0 YOBnIE
P55 JF R BEDE LAY, 257K NFCC # g4
25| 5 (435 B . Chirumbolo HI Areni (2010)
K, TARAR 24O T AR SR 4 B 1) 45
FE N 52 5 NFCC BJIPHT . = NFCC 5l F—Ff

T 0 A A AP AL, 6 T AR 22 4 R A 4 5 4k
Ji AT 5] 22 #hVE H . Guan, Deng, Bond, Chen #1 Chan
(2010)3iF BH, JERH 2 (1) A\ —HR DL e 0 T 4B AH 63
BRI RZF] NFCC ARy . ER—B8 7 DT c fn
T Bl VT AR S B T A AR T R RO AR R
T Fof DG S A 114 il T G SR AU 7E 15 /K F NFCC
H 5 LT,

45555 NFCC XA R0 B 1A ERE
B SEIITO AAC W NFCC ML & b3 8 i
K, FBW I T AN Z458 JRoets Fl Soetens
(2010) £ Xt = Ifi R BE AR B 4G 36 & B0 iR Y
SCL-90 (Symptom Checklist-90)/84 5 NFCC &
IEAZR; 5 AAC 2L, RIS NI & 75 2R
TN A 75 BB T PT RE A2 3 300 3w 58 5L 2
PR . 25 BTk, XF NFCC S5AE i
)56 2 B A AR TE l— 3 4518 . NFCC BE W Bk
R R S A BRI I SRR, ST BB A R R
I 1 0 T B o AR — AN 1 & BH R 1) BIF 5 a0 B X
SIS G RE T, I B NFCC ZEAN )O3
i B3 1A [] DG e 7K ST A A0 e ke 52 1 B2 i

4 MAEMRBRSRKRE

41 SENRTT NFCC & 5454

T S NFCC S5HEHESRI R
BT WG NN AT E g5 R < Al
T B =AM AR —IR, 58] T AR IR A A
REER ., BWEAEERBAFHASLWELT,
— SR NFCS HIRIFE i/ B 22 I i 2~ AR Y
ZER TR 1M AE NFCC (Neuberg et al., 1997), X#
I i A 2 A0 X 55 (2016) 78 XoF 45 ¥4 7 K A 58 BUIR
PEATLERITHE i, NFCC . 45T R S5 Th 2 =
EATL FARE T AL E, (B = R A
[ilo NFCC 5 i ) a4 Ry 4 ) 4k 31— > B
WAL BB, S5A T R T 0 2 0 R BT 1 B A
FLL 2L, LA 0 75 S0 2 2 A R A A B T
AW AN IR AT S8 2 B bl A 2%
F b, AR SEMFTRIZ N} NFCC & N
PTIE, 7E X0 T A 5 0 30 M 1) S ) ) o 4
FIAMHITE . HR NS HRIT NFCC AR PE AN
Rtk 22 % . Kruglanski 28 A s 0] 0 58 012 45
G EPHE NFCC YA — iR 25 1 AR 1238 5 B i)
N R, FFRIE NFCS 5 [A B 52
555 e i SR R O RS BLRRIE . HE kT
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Z 5T H BN NFCC 2R —Fh ke FaE i A
FERRT, AR T i it . NFCC Ay 55 23 BEAN [R] 1)
Fe g B P A AR AL, AL SEAE SRR A AE W 1 25
5, HHATERA BRI NFCC HRESHHRZ
FrIT PR o AR BRI 5T T LA Bl SRS 4 114
WG LR ST NFCC 764~ [a] RS P A9 25
fERLAE, MRS YE NFCC BFEiiat, s s
BB ARZS NFCC fIFE BT NFCC 3%, N ANIA 2
T N AT T 58 S A B 2 i R e S T
%=, NFCC i FHL I 575 215 3 ik — 20
[# %, Kruglanski Fll Freund (1983)M it [ ik,
VA 08 5 A A A <SR O R URE AN B B, HLMR
LU, XMELLIHIR . fH Neuberg % A (1997)
WA LEXS NFCC HEATRr B X 7y, oA 2F i
FIVREE 3 SR T AR PG 1 2 TSR A, 0
P& J5 e R a5 A RS TR Y S HIL . AS RIS 35 Ry
[F) Jo 2 UL A, DR A A S 9 0 235 2R LS R S A
TR B RURESL A5 B AT R RS . AN KO
NFCC # Wk n] e Mk LA g i iR, A v] BT 25 5 ¢
Pl (Kruglanski et al.,), HAAE M A] GEHR B T1%
AMEIEL T NFCC MMEASBY B, Ak TVREE B Be
AR I TR E RS, B 1 e Pk R
TR T, R B2, H2Y
AR AL T B A AT AT TR R 1 <27 O B B, )
e B o T o e AR U % N S N
B . AU, R NFCC & RFHBET 68
SEHER, T RE S HeZ A L 30K osic, Kruglanski,
Pierro & Mannetti, 2004), LA A BE T8 R
W 235 75 E B A9 4128 5% &R (social relations)f2 [F]
NS HEN o RN LS 1 SO R BE S e
JKF- NFCC & P AEAE R TR 4 i SCHRF IR PR BT, 3
AR A T SO E AT R TS R
NASSAEFT0 T AT 2 A, SOmisg m 134>
A T SCAR IR 32 RIS I o 2R ABL 22 T (19 4
Houghton & Grewal, 2000; Vermeir, van Kenhove,
& Hendrickx, 2002)#8 7] LLZE B B it O HESE T 75
S AOMRE . RSN AI 5 B A [ By
B EAWBAFMIT AR, B4 X5 <2F IO TR
G573 P BY B 23 B 58k AR+ B, (H 2
i3 2D DA X3 — [R) 8 TR AR
42 EWHEMMEEF % NFCCHMNETR
Webster 1 Kruglanski (1994)J & ) 42 it NFCS
HREARHHR ZWER, B2 Neuberg 55

A (1997) Pt BRI it ) £ BE AT 5T & B, NFCS 2k
W e 3R 1 H 5 A A S R H O R
RMAESE . HH LA AT T T A SC B 5345 1k SR NS,
SRAR A RAMKR NFCC K, RS R 255
AT 45 A 895 5 KOS A AR & Y O
Fo MG, SRR NFCS MBI —, TR=A
S5 1 FH B4 B (U0 : Golec & Federico, 2004),
[k L4820 van Hiel, Pandelaere, &
Duriez, 2004), A7 58 L8 5¢ 42 5 F o i ¢ 43
(W : Chirumbolo, Livi, Mannetti, Pierro, &
Kruglanski, 2004), 454655350 2 A48 1, i
UARARAS T T4 FH s — M i PR JFE A G AR
{t#E (Chaiken, Duckworth, & Darke, 1999), 3 FiX
— i T BAE 2007 4, Roets il van Hiel
(2007)4i thi, NFCS 454 Ak bl 45 45 1) Jt R S B
Wt o R 8 H e TR IR T2 M
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Analysis and outlook of need for cognitive closure research
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Abstract: Need for cognitive closure is referred to describe an individual’s epistemic motivation to form a
firm answer to a question under uncertain circumstances. In the era of information explosion, the cognitive
load of individuals has been rapidly increasing. Therefore, in-depth research of NFCC is of great importance
in modern times. Diving into the conceptual structure and measurements of NFCC, along with related
research over the past thirty years in areas including personality, information processing, decision making,
attitudes, beliefs, and mental health, this article proposes that distinguishing ability from motivation is of
necessity. Furthermore, this article urges future researchers to conduct empirical study on NFCC in terms of
the in-depth discussion of its concept, dimension, measurements and antecedents.
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