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Validation of the Need for Closure Scale-Short Form

Eunkyung Kim

Department of Psychiatry, Hanyang University Guri Hospital

2 % o] AT EA AXH FE &35 é"é%}% 9459 2 &+ HZ(NFCS-SF: Need for Closure
Scale-Short Form)& EFg3to7] 9Igtol ek A7HES AAA $2 &, B4/ dig Jdue 7=, e &
F HEAE A5t 20179 59~749 ¢ £HE 536719 AR 5, F 495789 A7HAS] A=RE SPSS 20.03%
M-Plus® £4st¢ltt. Aavte o2t 2ot 34, 944 QR4 2HE EdR 7t 519] oA 32 st
o] 15239 NFCS-SF& #/dstirh. 4, NFCS-SFO| WA YA =7t FEHTHAT 1, Cronbach’s @=.85: A7 2,
Cronbach’s @=.84). A, &91% 9184 A¥} 589 Fx7F XA EHUHx*(80)=178.34, p(001, CFI=.87,
TLI=.83, RMSEA=.07, SRMR=.08). WA, NFCS-SF&= NFCS(:=.86, p{.01) ¥ oie} B4l it Ay 1=
(=58, p<.01), +&(=.16, p(05)F ERMCEE £, =31, p<o1 £ B9k =29, p<.01) HEote] o] fol5t
Atk ol2Ft AFAIE EdE, A7 29 ¥ A} & AFE AT ALES ESHA

Abstract The purpose of the present study was to validate the Need for Closure Scale-Short Form
(NFCS-SF), which measures the need for cognitive closure. Participants completed questionnaires
regarding need for cognitive closure, intolerance of uncertainty, depression, and anxiety. Of the 536 data
collected between May and July 2017, data from a total of 495 participants were analyzed using SPSS
20.0 and M-Plus. The results of the study are as follows. First, a 15-item selection comprised three items
from each facet scale via exploratory factor analysis. Second, the NFCS-SF demonstrated good internal
consistency (Study 1, Cronbach's @=.85; Study 2, Cronbach's @=.84). Third, the results of the confirmatory
factor analyses supported a 5-factor model (x2(80)=178.34, p<.001; CFI=.87, TLI=.83, RMSEA=.07,
SRMR=.08). Fourth, the NFCS-SF showed significant correlation with the measures of intolerance of
uncertainty (r=.58, p<.01), depression (r=.16, p<.05), and anxiety (state anxiety, r=.31, p<{.01; trait anxiety,
r=.29, as well as the NFCS (r=.86, p<.01). Based on these findings, significance and limitations of the

results as well as suggestions for further study are discussed.
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Table 1. Factor loadings for 42-item and 15-item scale

(N=260)
Items 42-item 15-item
1. .62 .62
2. 47
3. .38
4. .53 .50
5. .01
6. 51
7. .49
8. -.07
9. .04
10. .53 .55
11. -.16
12. .67 .68
13. .37
14. -.01
15. 32
16. -.18
17. 49 49
18. .46 .48
19. .59 .63
20. .25
21. -.07
22. .46 45
23. .10
24. .30
25. 41 .40
26. .39
27. 73 74
28. .62 .59
29. .48 46
30. .15
31. .40
32. 43
33. .30
34. .30
35. 41 .39
36. .35
37. 21
38. -.02
39. .52 51
40. .04
41. 47 45
42. .23
Eigenvalue 7.34 5.02
Explained Variance 15.73 28.98
M(SD) 3.46(.42) 3.69(.63)
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Fig. 1. Factor structures of NFCS
Note. Fl=preference for order and structure,
F2=preference for predictability, F3=decisiveness,
F4=discomfort with ambiguity, F5=close-mindedness
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Fig. 2. Factor structures of NFCS-SF
Note. Fl=preference for order and structure,
F2=preference  for predictability, F3=decisiveness,
F4=discomfort with ambiguity, F5=close-mindedness

Table 2. Results of confirmatory factor analyses

(N=235)
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics and correlations for
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(N=235)
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