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[Abstract] Personal need for structure is individuals’ needs for patterns that are structured, simple, and clear. This arti-
cle reviewed and summarized the adaptive and non—adaptive functions of personal need for structure. Adaptive functions of
personal need for structure include maintaining perceived control and improving individuals’ learning. Non—adaptive func-
tions include its potentials to cause psychological problems and hamper creativity. Future researches should apply a variety
of methods, realize the connection of empirical researches with real social situations, and explore the relationships between
compensatory control theory, terror management theory and meaning maintenance model, as well as the factors that may alle-

viate the non—adaptive functions of personal need for structure.
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