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THETE Bl e 25 ) B4 T 0 5N 7 AR Y AR A
BAT A 43 . NI B 22 TE AR R AT B3 3, 2% 25 X0 2 i
H AR BB & . Robertson 281 IA S HFLETE 2 Y fig
AR AT fi8 7E A A DA 0 2 i 1) b BA B AR A
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AR v B AR A i X 2 B % 8 9k AT ) S no go 43
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(BPS) . B A AT 9 ¥ # CABC) » Jenkins 1 2y i £
(JAS) =FH ZAIBYAH G . X = A0 P (1 A8 ] R 3R
5 CFQ " A9 1A PR3 A7 78 A [F) 3 B2 A0 A1 O, R 1
CEFQ i I A~ 2 B2 5 53k 26 A\ A& R 5 (8] 77 78 i Tl 45
Fy AR . [R) I, PR SR [E] A TR] Y A DG A = CH
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A Review of Research on Cognitive Failure:

Conceptions, Measurement and Related Research

Zhang Hongmei' , Zhang Zhijie’
(1. Institute of Psychology, Army Command Academy of PLA in Shijiazhuang, Shijiazhuang 050084 ;
2. Department of Education, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050091)

Abstract: Since Broadbent et al(1982) coined the term cognitive failure,a substantial amount of research has been conducted on
cognitive failure. Cognitive failures are cognitive— based mistakes on simple tasks that a person normally should be capable of
completing without error. The paper reviewed the results on the construct of cognitive failure, the relationship between cognitive
failure and selective attention,sustained attention, personality. Limitations and future research are discussed in the end of paper.

Key words: cognitive failure;selective attention;sustained attention;personality
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