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Perplexing problans n risk canmunication of energent public
ecur ity events a psychological per ective
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Abstract: Any emergency event is bound to affect the public avareness and behavior, which in tum have a great
unpredicted influence on the course of disastrous events During the period of emergency, the authorities should
give priority © learmn about public reaction o energency, minimize cial stress through releasing risky information
<ientifically, and al® guide the public o understand risk correctly The present article started from the introduc-
tion of the risk cammunication at a general population level during the tragic events, and then presented sme accu-
mulated p sychological studieson risk perception and decision making in fom of practical problans, whichwere ex-
pected © be able o provide psychological theoretical basis for establishing effective, current, and comprehensive
disaster-reponse systams
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