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MeTa pgocnigXeHHs: ouiHKa acouiauii NCUXONOTiYHUX AeTEPMIHAHT 0COOBUCTOCTI (CaMoedeKTMBHICTb
Ta CaMOOLiHKa) i3 ¢peHOMEeHOM BNTaCHOI HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI.

MpoBefneHo onuTyBaHHA 612 3006yBaviB BULWOI OCBiTU M. JIbBOBa Yy XOBTHi-nuctonagi 2021 poky
3 BUKOPMCTaHHAM TPbOX OMUTYBasbHMKIB: NOPIBHAIbHOIO iHAEKCY MNOYYTTA HEMOBHOLIIHHOCTI, CAMOOLiH-
Kn Po3eHbepra Ta 3aranbHoi camoedektusHocTi LWBapuepa i Epycanuma. PecnoHgeHTn 6ynu nogineHi
Ha TpuW rpynu: rpyna 3 iHAeKCcoM HenoBHOUIHHOCTI (index of inferiority) deHoMeHa BnacHOi HEMOBHOLiH-
HOCTI; rpyna 3 iHOeKcoM HapuiHHoCTI (index of superiority) deHoMeHa BRacHOT HENOBHOLIIHHOCTI Ta rpyna
6e3 peHomeHa 3MmiHeHOI camooUuiHku (Norma). ina KOXHOI i3 uMx TPbOX Fpyn BM3Hauyanu piBeHb camo-
OLiHKM Ta camoedeKTUBHOCTI, i Aani NPoBOAMNAY MOPIBHANBHWIA aHani3 Mix rpynamu.

JocninxeHHAM BCTaHOBIEHO, WO PECNOHAEHTM rPYynK 3 iHAEKCOM HaguiHHOCTI (index of superiority) mann
focToBipHO (p = 0,04) HaMeHLLe MefliaHHe 3HaYeHHA camoedeKTUBHOCTI (28 [25; 32] 6aniB) AK NOPIBHATY
3 rpynoto 6e3 peHomeHa 3miHeHoi camoouiHkn (Norma) (30 [27; 34] 6aniB) Ta rpynoto 3 iHAEKCOM HEMOBHO-
yiHHocTi (31 [28; 33] 6an). OTprMMaHe 3HaueHHsA Yy 0ocib 3 iIHAEKCOM HaALiHHOCTI BignoBigae «cepegHbOMy»
piBHIO camoedeKTUBHOCTI, WO € Ha NOPAJOK HUXKYE, HiX Yy rpynax 6e3 ¢peHoMeHa 3MiHEHOI camoOoLiHKM
Ta 3 iHAEKCOM HENOBHOLIHHOCTI, fie piBeHb CaMOedEKTUBHOCTI TPAKTYETbCA AK «BULLE CEPEAHBLOIOY.

AHKeTOBaHi 6e3 peHomeHa 3MiHEHOI CAMOOLiHKM Manu HaBuULLe MeaiaHHe 3HaYeHHA CaMOOLIHKN —
22 6anu [18; 25], Wo TPaKTyeTbCA AK cepefHill piBeHb camonoBaru. Hatomictb y 0oci6 i3 iHOeKcom He-
NOBHOLIHHOCTI 3HaYeHHA MOKa3HWKIiB CaMOOLiHKM BiANOBiAannM HU3bKOMY piBHIO camonoBarn — 19 [17;
24] 6anie. HalHMXYMMM NOKA3HUKN camooLiHK/ 6ynun y rpyni 3 iHAekcoM HapuiHHocTi — 18 [15,75;
22] 6anis, WO TeX BiANOBIAAE HU3bKOMY PiBHIO CaMOMNOBary Ta € AOCTOBIPHO MEHLWIMM AK MOPIBHATU
3 rpynoto 6e3 ¢eHomeHa 3MiHEHOI CaMOOLiHKN.

Byoyum 3a CBOEW NpMpPOAOI0 He MaToONOriYHUM, GeHOMEH BNacHOI HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI MOXe CTaTu
NCYXONaToNOriYHMM 33 YMOB, KON 0COBY OXOMNIOE NepexmnBaHHA HealeKBaTHOCTI Ta HeeeKTUBHOCTI Ha-
CTiNbKK, WO HE CTUMYIIOE A0 NPOAYKTUBHOI AiANbHOCTI, @ pobuTb il HE3AaTHOI A0 PO3BUTKY Ta CXUSIbHOK
[0 perpecmBHMX peakLliin. ToMy BMBYEHHA PpeHOMEHa BnacHOi HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI NOTpebye nopanblumnx
JocnigeHb Pi3HOBEKTOPHOro XapaKkrepy.

The aim of the study: assessment of the association of psychological determinants of personality (self-
efficacy and self-esteem) with phenomenon of self-inferiority.

A survey of 612 higher education students in Lviv was conducted in October-November 2021 using three
questionnaires: the Comparative Feeling of Inferiority Index, Rosenberg’s self-esteem scale, and Schwarzer’s
and Jerusalem’s generalized self-efficacy. Respondents were divided into 3 groups: a group with inferio-
rity index of self-inferiority phenomenon, a group with superiority index of self-inferiority phenom-
enon and a group with an absence of the phenomenon of altered self-esteem (Norma). For each of these
three groups, the level of self-esteem and self-efficacy was determined, and then a comparative analysis
was conducted between the groups.

The research found that the respondents from the group with an index of superiority had reliably
(p = 0.04) the lowest median value of self-efficacy (28 [25; 32] points) compared to groups with an absence
of the phenomenon of changed self-esteem (Norma) (30 [27; 34] points) and with an index of inferiority
(31 [28; 33] points). The obtained value in individuals with a sense of superiority corresponds to the “average”
level of self-efficacy, which is an order of magnitude lower than in the groups with a sense of fulfillment
and with an index of inferiority, where the level of self-efficacy is interpreted as “above average”.

Respondents with an absence of the phenomenon of altered self-esteem (Norma) had the highest
median value of self-esteem — 22 points [18; 25], which is interpreted as an average level of self-esteem.
On the other hand, the values of self-esteem indicators corresponded to a low level of self-esteem in indi-
viduals from the group with an index of inferiority) — 19 [17; 24] points. The lowest self-esteem indicators
were in the group with an index of superiority — 18 [15.75; 22] points, which also corresponds to a low
level of self-esteem, and is significantly lower compared to the group with an absence of the phenomenon
of altered self-esteem (Norma).

Being non-pathological in nature, the phenomenon of self-inferiority can become a psychopathologi-
cal phenomenon under the conditions when a person is overwhelmed by the experience of inadequacy
and inefficacy to such an extent that it does not stimulate productive activity, but makes them incapable
of development and prone to regressive reactions. Therefore, the study of feeling of inferiority requires
further scientific research of a diverse nature.
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OIATHOCTUKA TA NIKYBAHHA HEBPONOIIYHUX, MCUXIYHNX TA HAPKONOTIYHMX PO3NALIB

CyuacHa couianbHO-eKOHOMiYHa, BOEHHaA Ta Nofni-
TWYHA CUTyaLia B HaLWIiN KpaiHi 3yMOBIIOE 3MiHU B YCiX
chepax KUTTA i YacTo NOTPeOdYyE Big NCUXIKU NIOJUHN
BUKOHYBATU CBOT QYHKLIi Ha MexXi MoXnuBocTen,
3a/lyyatoum O aKTMBHOI pob6OTU KOTHITUBHY cdepy.
Ocobnu1BoO Le CTOCYeTbCA MONOLI, KA LWOAEHHO OTpU-
My€E 3aBJaHHA, NOB'A3aHi 3 0cO6MCTOO BignoBiganbHic-
TIO Ta YCMiWHICTIO B/IaCHOI NOBEAiHKOBOI aKTUBHOCTI,
NOYYTTAM MOBHOLIHHOCTI, WO B CBOI Yepry acouito-
€TbCA 3 NMUTAHHAMM BNACHOI CaMOOLIHKM Ta nepexu-
BaHHAM BnacHoi camoedeKTnBHOCTI [15].

Mpo6neMHWiA CNeKTP HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI NPU3BOANTD
[0 AeBiaHTHOT NOBeAiHKM 0COBUCTOCTI Ta XapaKTepu-
3yeTbca 6aratbMa ancdyHKUiAMM iHaMBIgZYanbHOroO
 couianbHoOro nposBy, 0CO6AMBO B MOMOAOMY Billi.
HagiiHum Ta AKICHUM iHCTPYMEHTOM, AKUIN NMOBHOIO
Mmipoto 3abe3neuyye ouiHOBaHHA HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI,
€ onNuUTyBaNbHUK [MOPIBHANBHOrO iHAEKCY NOYyTTA
HenoBHoUiHHOCTi (Comparative Feeling of Inferiority
Index — CFll), po3pobneHnin Strano D. A., & Dixon P. N.
HanpukiHui XX ctonitta [1]. OnnTyBanbHMK CKnaga-
€TbcA 3 30 nyHKTIB, N0 10 3 KOXHOro KOMMOHEHTA
(disnyHoro, couianbHOro, MopasbHOro/eTUYHOro)
Ta OL|iHIOE ABA CKNAAHMKN cnorafis 3 ANTUHCTBA (cimein-
HUI PEVNTUHT | CAMOOLHKY), BU3Hayaloum rpynu 3 go-
CTOBIPHO BMCOKMM MOPIBHANBHUM iHOEKCOM NMOYYTTA
HenoBHOUiHHOCTI (index of inferiority) eHomeHa Bnac-
HOT HenoBHoUiHHOCTI (DBH) Ta 4OCTOBIPHO HU3bKUM
NOPIBHANBHUM iIHAEKCOM MOYYTTA HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI
(index of superiority) ®BH ik 03HaKy eKcTpeMasnbHO-
ro nparHeHHA 6yab-AKUM cnocoboM KOMMeHCyBaTK
HagMipHe NoYyTTA HEMOBHOLHHOCTI. BueHi 6araTbox
KpaiH CBiTY aKTUBHO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTb MOrO, a nepe-
BipKa Ha y3rof»eHiCTb OLHOK NiACYMKOBUX MYHKTIB
3a KOXXHUM 3 KOMMOHEHTIB NoKa3ana BUCOKMNI piBEHb
HaginHocTi [1].

MoHATTA camoedekTnBHOCTI (self-efficacy) 3anpo-
noHoBaHo AnbbepTom baHpypoto (Albert Bandura)
1977 poky [11] i € OAHUM 3 LEHTPaJIbHNX KOMMOHEH-
TiB MOro couianbHO-KOTHITUBHOT Teopii. OuiHOBaHHA
camoedpeKTUBHOCTI 3a JOMNOMOrOl BaNiAHOI WKanu
(General Self-Efficacy Scale) 3anponoHoBaHo Panbdpom
LBapuepom (Ralf Schwarzer) Ta MaTiacom Epycanemom
(Matthias Jerusalem) 1979 poky. LLikana cnoyaTtky mic-
Tuna 20 NyHKTIB, Y NOAanbWNX JOCNiAKEeHHAX Moamndi-
KOBaHO HOBY KiHUeBY BepCito 3 10 NyHKTiB-TBepAKeHb.
Ha cborogHi wkana camoedeKTMBHOCTI aganToBaHa
26 MoBamU i NpuU3HavyeHa Anda OUiHKW 3arafabHOro no-
4yTTA BNAacHOi epeKTUBHOCTI 3 METOI NPOrHO3yBaHHA
NoAONaHHA WoAeHHMX Npobnem, a TakoX aganTauii
nicnAa nepeknBaHHA BCINMAKNX CTPECOBUX XKUTTEBUX
nogin. BoHa npusepTae yBary YNCIEHHNX YUYEHNX,
AKI BUABUN AK NO3UTUBHI KoediLliEHTN Npy cnpuATIK-
BUX eMoUifX, TaK i HeraTuBHiI KoedilieHT — npu ge-
npecii, TPUBOXHOCTI, CTPeCi, BUTOPAHHI Ta CKaprax
Ha 3gopoB’sa [5—7; 9].

Y cyyacHuUx ymoBax, KON OCBiTa cTa€ 6e3nepeps-
HUM npouecoM, npobnema epekTMBHOrO GyHKUiO-
HYBaHHA 0COOMCTOCTI B HaBYanbHiN AiAanbHOCTI
€ 0c06MBO aKTyanbHOI, @ CaMOOL{iHKa — KOHYe Mo-

TpibHOW. ONMTYBaNbHYK 3i LWKaNow CaMOOLiHKM PO3-
po6neHuin M. PozeH6eprom (M. Rosenberg) 1965 poky
Ta 1972 poky ynockoHaneHui. Bigrogi noro nepeknage-
HO 28 MOBaMU Ta BUKOPUCTOBYIOTb B 53 KpaiHax CBiTY.
3a 3agyMoMm aBTOpa, MeToguKka mana MaTu nvwie ofHy
LWKany — CaMOOLiHKW, ogHaK GpaKTOPHUI aHani3 H6ara-
TbOX JOCHiAKeHb BMABKB i ABOGAKTOPHY CTPYKTYpY:
No3MTMBHa CaMOOLiHKa (camomnoBara) Ta CXWIbHICTb
[0 CaMO3HeLiHeHHA (CaMOMPUHMKEHHA). YMCNeHHi
JOCNiAXXeHHA [QOBOAATb, WO OUIHKM ONUTYBasbHMKa
KOpenTb 3 HENPOTM3MOM, eKCTPaBEPCIE Ta po-
MaHTUYHUMWN CTUNAMU NPUXunbHocTi. OKpim TOro
BOHM NOB’A3aHi 3 AeNPeCcUBHNM CTaHOM, TPMBOXHICTIO
i NCMXoCOMaTUYHUMN CUMMATOMaMM, MOYATOK AKUX
3aKnageHui Wwe y ANTUHCTBI Ta AKi B fopocaiomy Biui
NOEAHYIOTLCA 3 GeHOMEHOM BTAaCHOT HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI
(phenomenon of self-inferiority) [1—4].

Tenep ¢eHOMeH BNacHOT HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI YacTo
NPUPIBHIOIOTb [0 NOYYTTA HA3bKOT CAMOOLIHKM | CaMO-
edeKTMBHOCTI. Kpim LUboro nepeocMmncieHHs iHauBi-
AYYMOM BRacCHUX ycnixiB unM HeBgay dopmye 1ioro
YABMIEHHA WOAO BIACHOIO NOTeHUiany, BNIMBAE Ha Bif-
YyTTA BNIAaCHOI camoe(deKTMBHOCTI Ta CaMOCTaBJIEHHA
3aranom i, Ha Hawy AYMKY, BENIMKOIO MipOIO 3aneKunTb
Biga ®BH. Came ToMy BUBYEHHA 3B'A3KIB MiX LMK
NCUXONOTIYHUMU NPEANKTOPaMM AeNPECUBHUX CTAHIB
NIOAVWHN € HAA3BMYANHO aKTyallbHUM, XO4a B HawWin
KpaiHi cepep peneBaHTHUX gXepen AOKAa30BOl Meaun-
LUVHW TaKNX JOCTigXeHb MU He BUABUNU.

MeToto po60TH € OLIHUTY acouiauii NTCUXONOTiYHMX
AeTepMiHaHT ocobucTocTi (camoedeKTUBHICTb Ta CaMo-
OuiHKa) i3 eHOMeHOM BflaCHOI HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI.

Mig yac pocnigKyBaHHA onnTaHo 612 CTyAeHTIB
y 3aknagax suwoi ocsitu lll Ta IV piBHiB akpeguTauii
M. JIbBOBa y XOBTHi-nucTtonagi 2021 poky. Cepen onu-
TaHux 6ynu 351 yonoBik Ta 261 XiHKa, cepefHin BiK
ctaHoBuB 20,31 £ 2,99 pokiB. YuacTb y fOCNiAXKeHHI
6yna aHOHIMHO0, BCi yYaCHUKM Hagjanu iHpopmMmoBaHy
3rogy. PecnoHgeHTV 3anoBHIOBaNM Tpu oNUTyBanbHU-
kun: CFIl [1], camoouiHkn Po3zeHb6epra [2] Ta 3aranbHoi
camoedekTuBHocTi LLBapuepa i Epycanuma [7]. 3a pe-
3ynbTaTamn nepworo onutyBanbHuKa (CFll) pecnon-
AeHTV O6ynu NoAineHi Ha Tpu rpynu: ABi, y AKAX No-
PiBHANbHUN iHAEKC No4vyTTA HenoBHouiHHOCTI (MIMH)
6yB abo [OCTOBIPHO BUCOKUI — rpyna 3 iHAeKCOM
HenoBHOUiHHOCTI (index of inferiority) ®BH, abo gocTo-
BipPHO HN3bKMIN — rpyna 3 iHGeKCOM HagLiHHOCTI (index
of superiority) ®BH Ta rpyna 6e3 ¢peHoMeHa 3MiHeHOi
camoouiHku (Norma) pe MIMH ctatncTnyHo He Bigpi3-
HABCA Big HOpMU. Hagani B y4acHUKIB LMX TPbOX rpyn
BM3Havyaan piBHi CaMOOUIHKM Ta camoedeKTUBHOCTI,
AKi NOPiIBHIOBANM MiX rpynammu.

OnutyBanbHuk CFIl micTuTb 30 NPUKMETHNKOBMX
CNiB — XapaKTepuUCTUK NIOANHN, KOXKHY 3 AKNX pec-
MOHJEHT OLiHIOBaB 3a 6-6anbHOI WKanow (1 6an —
Linkom 3rogeH/3rigHa; 6 6aniB — LiNKOM He 3rogeH/
He 3rigHa). Ha nepwomy eTani onuTyBaHUN ouiHOBaB
KOrocb 3i CBOiX PigHUX/6NN3bKNX Y CBOEMY OUTUHCTBI
(onTumanbHO — 6paTta abo cecTpy; UM ogHoro 3 6atb-
KiB, AKLLO 6paTa/cecTpu He Byno; UM ToBapuLIa, AKLWO
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ONUTYBaHW BUXOBYBaBCA He B ciM'i). Ha gpyromy eTani
onuTyBaHWI OLiHIOBaB cebe y AMTAYOMY Billi 38 TMU
cammmm 30 cnosamu. ONUTYBaNIbHMK YCMiLLHO NPONLLOB
nepeBipKy BHYTPILHbOI Y3roA»KeHOoCTi WKanm 3a Koe-
diuieHTom anbda KpoHbaxa (a-koedilieHT ana wkanu
CiMmenHoT oliHKN cTaHOBUB 0,85, ANA WKann CamooLiH-
kKn — 0,80) Ta 3a NOKa3HNKOM pPeTecToBOT HadiNHOCTI
onuTyBanbHuKa (R=0,74, p < 0,001). Y pasi gocToBipHOiI
NO3UTUBHOI Pi3HMLi (ONUTYBaHUI CNPUIAMAE PoaUYIB
Kpalle, Hi>k cebe) kKnacmdikyBanu iHaeKC HENOBHO-
uiHHocTi (index of inferiority) ®BH, npn focTOBipHii
HeraTUBHIN pi3HMUi (ONUTYBaHWI CNPUAMAE pPoandiB
3HAYHO ripLue, HiX cebe) — iHAeKC HaauiHHOCTI (index
of superiority) ®BH, AKwWo HemMaEe AOCTOBIPHOT pi3HUL
Mi>K UMMM NapameTpaMm — HeMaE i peHOoMeHa 3MiHeHOI
camoouiHkn (Norma).

OnunTyBanbHKK 3aranbHOT camoedeKkTnBHocTi LLBap-
uepa i €Epycanuma mictutb 10 TBepAXKeHb, AKi nporno-
HYIOTb OMUTYBaHOMY BM3HauUUTU — AK 4YacCTO BiH pe-
arysaB/moBOAUBCA Yy 3a3HavyeHUX cuTyauiax. Lkana
OUiHOK — YoTupmubanbHa: 1 6an — Hikonu, 2 6ann —
iHKoNW, 3 6anm — nepeBaXHoO Tak, 4 6anu — Tak 3a-
BAW. [TlopiBHANbHWIA aHani3 [OCNigXeHb, NPoBeAeHNX
y 23 KpaiHax CBiTy i3 3aCTOCyBaHHAM LWKanun camoedek-
TUBHOCTI, NiATBEPAUB ANCKPUMIHAHTY Ta peTecToBY
BaNigHiCTb, BHYTPILWHA Y3rofXeHiCTb WKanM aganTto-
BaHWUX BepcCili cTaHoBUNa 3rigHo 3 anbda KpoHbaxa
0,75—0,91, B yKpaiHcbKin Bepcii — 0,84 [6; 9]. PiBeHb
camoepeKTUBHOCTI BM3HAYaNu NiapaxoByuun cymy
6anis Bignosigen Ha 10 TBepaXXeHb: 19 i MeHwWwe 6a-
niB — HU3bKa camMoedeKTUBHICTb; 20—24 — HUXYe
cepefHbol; 25—29 — cepepgHa; 30—35 — BuLle ce-
penHboi; 36—40 6aniB — BUCOKa caMoeeKTMBHICTb.

OnuTyBanbHWK camoouiHkn Po3eHbepra (Rosenberg
Self Esteem Inventory) mae 10 TBepA»KeHb, NOB'A3aHUX
i3 3arafibHMM BiguyTTAM WoAo cebe: 5 «onTumicTny-
HUX» TBEpOKEHb paKTOpy camonosaru (Trny «3aranom
A 3a[0BOJIEHUIA/3aa0B0osIeHa coboto») Ta 5 «necumic-
TUYHUX» TBEPAXKEHb GAKTOPY CaMO3HULLEHHSA (TUny
«Yac Big vacy A gymato, WO A Hi Ha Wo He 3gaTHuin/
37aTHa»). PeCNOHAEHT KOXHe TBEPAXKEHHA Wopo cebe
ouiHoBaB 3a 4-6anbHoto WkKanot: 1 — Linkom no-
rogxytocb (LM), 2 — Moroaxytoch (M), 3 — He no-
rogxytocb (HIM), 4 — B3arani He norogxytocb (BHIT).
MigpaxyHok 6aniB NPoOBOAWAN, OLIHIOIYN KOXHY Bifl-
NOBiAb 3a LWKanow AnA ONTUMICTUYHUX TBEPAXKEHD:
UM = 3 6anu, M = 2 6anu, HMN = 1 6an, BHI = 0 6anis;
ONA necumicTMuHmux, Hasnaku: LM = 0 6anis, M =1 6an,
HIM = 2 6anun, BHM = 3 6anu. OnutyBanbHMK Ma€ BUCO-
KY HafiNHICTb | KOHCTPYKTUBHY BanigHiCTb. OPi€EHTOBHI
MOKa3HWKM OLiHIOBaHHA pe3ynbraTiB Taki: 10—15 6a-
niB — BKpaln HU3bKKI piBeHb CaMOMoBaru, BupaxeHe
CaMONpPUHUXKEHHA; 16—20 6aniB — HU3bKUI piBEHb
camonoBaru, CXUNbHICTb 0 CAMO3HULLEHHSA; 21—29 6a-
niB — cepepHil piseHb camonosaru; 30—34 6anu — Bu-
COKMIA, NPOAYKTUBHUI piBeHb camonoBsaru; 35—40 ba-
niB — HaAMipHO BMCOKUI piBeHb CaMOMoBaru.

[Ona nopiBHAHHA peHOMeHa BacHOi HEMOBHO-
LiHHOCTI 3 NOYYTTAMM CaMOOLiIHKN Ta camoedeKTUB-

HOCTi BUKOPUCTAHO MeToAM OMMCOBOI N aHaNiTUYHOT
ctatuctnkn. CepefHi NOKasHUKN NOJaHO y BUMNALI
mepiaHn (Me) ta 25 % (Q,) i 75 % (Q3) kBapTunis, no-
Ka3HMKM YacToOT — Y BifCOTKax i3 moxunbkoto (P = m, %).
lNopiBHAHHA pe3ynbTaTiB MiX TpboOMa rpynamu npo-
BOAWM 3a JONOMOrolo KpuTtepito Kpackena — Yonnica
(Kruskal-Wallis test) 3 BukopuctaHHAM post-hoc no-
napHoro Tecty [aHa (Dunn’s test). MNopiBHoOUN
ABi rpynun, BUKOPUCTOBYBann Kputepin MaHHa —
YitHi (Mann-Whitney U-test). KopensuinHi 38'a3ku
MiX gocnifgXyBaHMMU napameTpamMu nepesipanu
MeTofoM paHrosoi kKopenadii CnipmeHa (Spearman’s
rank correlation coefficient — R). [locToBipHicTb OTpu-
MaHMX pe3yfbTaTiB BBaXKan MiHIManbHO NPUNHATHOIO
npu p < 0,05 [13, 14].

3rigHo 3 onutyBanbHukom CFll, y 3006yBauvis Bu-
woi ocsiTn y 3aknagax suuwoi ocsitu lll Ta IV piBHiB
akpeauTauii m. JIbBoBa BCTaHOBJIEHO TaKi pe3ynbTaTtu:
index of inferiority (ingekc HenoBHouiHHocTi OBH) —
y 43 pecnoHpeHTis (7,03 £ 1,03 %), Norma (Hemae de-
HOMeHa 3MiHeHOI camooUiHKkn) — y 501 pecnoHgeHTa
(81,86 + 1,56 %), index of superiority (iHaeKC HapLiHHOCTI
®BH) — y 68 pecnongeHTiB (11,11 £ 1,27 %).

Pe3ynbTaTn aHKeTyBaHHA CTYLEHTIB 3a LWKaJoo
3aranbHoi camoedekTnBHOCTI LBapuepa i Epycanmuma
nokasanu, Wo mepiaHHe 3HauyeHHA Oyno Ha piBHi
«BULLe cepeaHboro» i ctaHosuno 30 [26,75; 33] 6anis,
MiHIManbHUI NOKa3HWK Yy 3aranbHin Bubipui (n = 612)
cTtaHoBuB 10 6anis (Wo BigNOBIiAano piBHIO «HU3bKA
caMoedeKTUBHICTb»), a MakcMmanbHuin — 40 6anis
(«BMCOKa camoedeKTNBHICTb»). PO3paxyHOK cepefiHbo-
ro NOKa3HMKa 3arafnbHOi camoedeKTUBHOCTI MOKa3as.,
Wwo cepefHe apndmeTnyHe (29,84 + 5,29 6anis) 6yno
NPaKTUYHO Take came fK i MefiaHHe 3HaYeHHsA.

MNopiBHAHHA 3a gonomoroto Kputepito Kpackena —
Yonnica piBHiB camoedeKTUBHOCTI y rpynax pecrnox-
OEHTIB 3 pi3HUMUN iIHOEKCaMM HENOBHOLUIHHOCTI OBeNo
HaABHICTb iICTOTHMX BigMiHHOCTEN MiX HUMK (p = 0,03).

3oKpeMma, aHKeTOBaHi, AKi 3rifHO 3 ONUTYBaNIbHNKOM
CFIl 6ynu 3apaxoBaHi go rpynu index of superiority,
Manu focToBipHO (p = 0,04) MeHLLe NoYyTTA camoedek-
TUBHOCTI (Tabn. 1) AK NOPIBHATA 3 iHWUMK Fpynamu.
Y rpyni index of superiority, 3rigHo 3i LWKanoo 3aranbHoi
camoedekTmsHoCcTi LLBapuepa i Epycannma, mefiiaHHe
3HauyeHHA cTaHoBwno 28 [25; 32] 6aniB (MiHiMym —
18 6aniB, makcumym — 39 6aniB), cepefiHill NOKa3HNK
6yB NpPaKTUYHO igeHTuYHUM — 28,40 + 4,97 6anis..
OTXe, aHani3oBaHe 3HAY€HHA BiAMOBIAA€ «CepefHbO-
My>» PiBHIO CamoePpeKTUBHOCTI, L0 € Ha MOPALOK HUXKYE,
HiX y rpynax index of inferiority Ta Norma.

MoKa3HMKK 3aranbHOi camoepeKTUBHOCTI bynu
HaMBULLMMM Y TPYNi CTYAEHTIB i3 iHAEKCOM HEenoBHO-
uiHHocTi (index of inferiority): mefiaHHe 3HayeHHA
ctaHoBuno 31 [28; 33] 6an (cepepHe 3HayeHHA Byno
30,44 + 4,34 6anun), BogHoYac MiHiManbHUM NOKA3HUK
cTtaHoBuB 18 6anis, a MakcumanbHUn — 38 6ani.. 3rigHO
3 KPUTEPIAMM OLIHKN caMoepeKTUBHOCTI TaKi 3HAUEHHS
BiZ4MOBiIAalOTb PiBHIO «BMLLE CcepefHbOI» camoedek-
TUBHOCTI.
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Tabnuys 1. Po3nogin pesynbratis 3a WKanoio 3aranbHoi
camoedeKkTuBHocTi LLIBapuepa i Epycannma y rpynax

3 pisHum MNIMNH
Tpynu n Me [Q;; Q5], 6anu min max
index of inferiority 43 31[28; 33]* 18 38
Norma 501 30 [27; 34]* 10 40
index of superiority | 68 28 [25;32] 18 39
Yci pecnoHgeHTn 612 30 [26,75; 33] 10 40

lpumimka. TyT i gani: n — KinbKicTb onnTaHnx; ¥ — gocToBipHa
pi3HuUA (p < 0,05) i3 rpynoto index of superiority 3a Tectom [laHa

AHanoriyHun piBeHb camoepeKTUBHOCTI MatoTb
CTyAeHTV 6e3 peHoMeHa 3MiHEHOT CaMOOLiHKW: Meaia-
Ha cTaHoBUTb 30 [27; 34] 6aniB (cepenHin NoKasHUK
6yB Takuii camnin — 29,99 + 5,38 6anis) MiHiManbHWIA
nokasHwuk 10 6anis i MakcmanbHUn — 40 6anis. PisHuui
Mi> nokasHukamu rpyn index of inferiority Ta Norma
npwu post-hoc aHanisi He gocToBipHi (p = 0,39).

Y rpyni CTyfeHTiB, AKi Mann 6yab-aKui npoas peHo-
MeHa 3MiHeHOi camooUiHKu (index of inferiority + index
of superiority, n = 111) piBeHb 3aranbHoOi camoedek-
TUBHOCTI cTaHOBMB 29 [26; 33] 6aniB Ta JOCTOBiIpPHO
(p = 0,09) He Bigpi3HABCA Bif MOKa3HMKIB y rpyni cTy-
feHTiB 6e3 deHOoMeHa 3MiHeHOT camoouiHkn 30 [27;
34] 6anis.

Pe3ynbraTn onnTyBaHHA yCix CTYAEHTIB 3a LWKanok
camooUiHKM Po3eHb6epra nokasanu cepefHii piBeHb
camonoBaru: mefiaHHe 3HauyeHHs cTaHoBuno 21 [18;
25] 6an, y Mmexax Bii MiHiManbHOro nokasHuka 3 6anu
(By>e HM3bKUI piBEHb camonoBarn) 4O MakCcuManb-
Horo 3HauyeHHsa 30 6aniB (BMCOKMI piBeHb camono-
Baru) (tabn. 2). Po3paxyHKn cepefHboro nokasHuka
(20,71 £ 5,20 6aniB) nokasanu noro NoAibHicTb Ao Me-
AiaHHOro 3HauYeHHs.

Tabnuya 2. Po3nogin pe3ynbratiB 3a WKanolo caMoOLiHKN
Po3eHb6epra y rpynax 3 pisHum MIMH

lpynun n Me [Q;; Q5] min max
index of inferiority 43 19 [17; 24] 8 30
Norma 501 22 [18; 25]** 3 30
index of superiority 68 18 [15,75; 22] 7 29
Yci pecnoHgeHTn 612 21[18; 25] 3 30

Mpumimka. ** — pocToBipHa pi3HuuA (p < 0,001) i3 rpynoto index
of superiority 3a Tectom [laHa

AHanoriyHo, NOPIBHAHHA 3a JONOMOrOI0 KpuUTepilo
Kpackena — Yonnica BuABMNO HasABHI JOCTOBIpHI Bia-
MiHHOCTI Mi>K piBHEM CaMOOLiHKI 3a/IeXHO Bif iHOEKCY
OBH (p = 0,0004).

HamBuuwe mepiaHHe 3HAUYUEHHA CaMOOLIHKMN
Manu ctygeHTn 6e3 ¢eHomeHa 3MiHEHOT CaMOOLiH-
Kn — 22 6anu [18; 25] (MiHimym — 3 6anu, makcu-
mym — 30 6ani), cepegHe apudmeTMyHE CTAaHOBUNO
21,04 £ 5,15 6anis. Taki 3HaueHHA cBiguaTb NPO cepep-
Hiln piBeHb CaMOMOBarwy, Wo Aa€ 3MOry afileKBaTHO OLi-
HWUTW CBOI NepeBaru Ta HefoMiku, NPOTe BCE X iIHKONMU

«MPOCKAKYE» CXUIIbHICTb [0 3aTAXHOIO «CaMO3BUHY-
BaYeHHAY.

Y rpyni index of inferiority mepiaHHi 3HaueHHA no-
Ka3HWKiB CaMOOLiHKN BiANOBigann HN3bKOMY PiBHIO
camonoBaru — 19 [17; 24] 6anis (MiHiManbHe 3HaYeHHA
8 6anis, makcumanbHe — 30 6aniB), cepefHil NokKas-
HUK — 20,14 £ 5,61 6ana. lNpu TaKOMy HU3bKOMY PiBHi
camonoBaru B oci6 BinbyBaeTbca 6anaHCyBaHHA MiX ca-
MOMOBArolo Ta CaMo3HuLLeHHAM. Taki noan, 3a3Bnyan,
CXWIbHI 3MiHIOBaTU YMKY Npo cebe Ha KapAnHanbHO
NPOTMAEXHY: y pa3i ycrixy camonoBara € Hag3B1MYanHo
BMCOKOI0, @ 32 HeBAaui — Ay»e H1U3bKoto. MixK noKasHu-
KaMu caMooUiHKM y rpynax index of inferiority i Norma
JOCTOBIpHOI pi3HULi He goBegeHo (p = 0,26).

3HOBY TaKW, AK i 3 NOPIBHAHHA camoedeKTUBHOCTI
3 HEMOBHOLIHHICTIO BUXOAUTb, WO HaMHUXYi nokKas-
HWKWN CaMOOLiHKN Oynu y rpyni CTyAEeHTIB i3 iHAeKcoMm
HaguiHHocTi (index of superiority) — 18 [15,75; 22] 6a-
niB, WO 3a WKaol KpuTepiiB caMOOLiHKM BignoBigae
«HU3bKOMY PiBHI0 camonoBarn». MiHimanbHe 3HaYeHHA
y Wi rpyni ctaHoBuno 7 6anie, MakcumasnbHe — 29 6a-
nis, a cepeaHe — 18,62 * 4,77 6anis. Post-hoc aHanis
CBig4MB, WO Lji 3HAYEHHA € iCTOTHO HWUXUi, Hi>K MOKa3-
HUKW rpynu cTyaeHTiB 6e3 peHoMeHa 3MiHeHOI camo-
ouiHkn (p = 0,0003) Ta HeQOCTOBIPHO HMXKYi NPOTK
nokasHukis rpynu index of inferiority (p = 0,20). Taki
NMOKa3HMKM CaMOOLiHKM B rpyni index of superiority
NMOKa3ylTb He NPOCTO HN3bKUI PiBEHb CamornoBarmy,
a HaBiTb CXWJIbHICTb 4O CaMO3HULEHHS. 3aebinbLioro
Yy HEraTUBHUX CUTYaLiAX Ui Noan CXUIbHI BUHUTY cebe,
6aunTU TINbKN CBOT HEJONIKN i aKUEHTYyBaTh yBary
TiNbKM Ha CBOiX CNabKnx CTOPOHaX, WO YacTo He Jae
CTaBWUTW LinNi i gocaraTtu ycnixy.

Y rpyni cTypeHTiB, AKi Manu ¢eHoOMeH 3MiHeHOT
camooUiHKku (index of inferiority + index of superiority,
n=111) piBeHb camooLiHKM cTaHOBMB 19 [16; 23] 6aniB
Ta focToBipHO (p = 0,0002) 6yB MeHWMM, HiX Yy rpy-
ni ctyneHTiB 6e3 deHomeHa 3MiHEHOI caMOOLiHKM,
Jle el NoKa3HuK ctaHoBuB 22 [18; 25] 6anu.

3rigHo 3 niTepaTypolo, AKY M/ onpavtoBanu, ue Ao-
CcnigKeHHA € nepwunm B YKpaiHi, Ae 6 Ha TaKill BeNuKil
BMbipLi YMOBHO 30pOBUX Jllofel aHanisyBanu Ta no-
piBHIOBaNN PiBHI CaMOOLiHK/ Ta camoedeKTUBHOCTI 3a-
NeXHo Bif piBHA deHoMeHa BNaCcHOI HENMOBHOLIHHOCTI.

Y cBITOBMX HAayKOBUX AxKepesiax € CXO0Xi AOCNiAXKeH-
HA, 30Kpema 2018 poKy BUeHi TexacbKoro yHiBepcuTety
nig Yac eMNipMYHOro BU3HAUYEHHA KOHCTPYKLUiT deHome-
Ha BJIaCHOI HEMOBHOLIIHHOCTI Yy 210 CTyAeHTIB KoJieaxy
BpaxoBYyBaN CaMOOLiHKY (self-esteem), 3aranbHy camo-
edekTnBHICTb (general self-efficacy), camoedeKkTBHICTb
yTpumaHHs (abstinence self-efficacy) Ta copom (shame).
Pe3synbTtat npoBegeHoro pakTopHOro aHanisy noka-
3anu, WO CaMOoOoUiHKa Ta COPOM CUJIbHille BNMBanm
Ha ¢eHOMeH BNlaCcHOI HEMOBHOLIIHHOCTI, HiXK 3aranbHa
camoedeKTUBHICTb | caMoedeKTUBHICTb YTPUMaHHA.
OTXe, OTpPMMaHO nonepeaHi AOKa3N BUKOPUCTAHHA
LMX KOHCTPYKTiB AnA Bu3HaveHHA OBH [10].

KomnnekcHe pocnigKeHHA KOPeNCbKUX BYEHUX
179 y4HiB NOYATKOBUX LLUKiM, AKi NOraHoO BUYUIUCD,
MoKasano iX HUXYY CaMOOLiHKY, camoedeKTUBHICTb
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Ta MOTUBALiO A0 HaBYaHHA, AK NOPIBHATYU i3 AiTbMK
3 HOPMaJIbHOIO YCMiWHICTIO. BOHW Manu HeratusHy
CaMOOLUiHKY, HEBMEBHEHICTb Y cObi Ta BUCOKNI piBEHb
iHOeKCy HernoBHoOUiIHHOCTI [12].

MeTaaHanis, Aknn nposogunu cepeq 1933 pecnow-
JeHTiB y TpbOXx KpaiHax: HimeuuuHi (n = 633), NMonbuwi
(n = 359) Ta NMiBpeHHIn Kopei (n = 941), posiB 3B'A3KMK
Mi>K 3aranbHol camoedeKTUBHICTIO Ta colianbHUMM
KOTHITUBHMMMW 3MiHHMMW (Hamipamu, Hamipamu peani-
3aUii, OuiKyBaHMUMM pe3yfibTaTaMmM Ta CaMOperynauieio),
a TaKoXK MOBefiHKO WoAo 340p0B’'s i 6narononyu-
ysa Ta y CTPECOBMX CUTYaUisx abo cknagHux cTaHax,
NoB'A3aHNX 3 aHAMHECTUYHUM (3 AUTUHCTBA) PpeHome-
HOM BJ1TaCHOT HEMOBHOLiIHHOCTI [8].

OTXe, peHOMeH BNacHOT HEMOBHOLIIHHOCTI MoXe
HabyTy 3HaYeHHA NCMXonaToNoriyHoro ¢eHomeHa
BHaACNiJOK HeafleKBAaTHOIO CMPUHATTA BAACHOI CaMo-
OLiHKK Ta camoedeKTUBHOCTI, LLLO B CBOIO Yepry pobuTb
0C0by CXMIbHOI A0 perpecuBHUX peakLUill, He3aaTHO
[0 NPOAYKTUBHOIO MUCNEHHSA, BiANbHOCTI Ta PO3BUTKY
i MOXKe CcTaTV NPMUYMHO GOPMYBaHHA AeNPeCcUBHOIO
po3nagy. 3 ornAfy Ha BuLecKa3aHe, BUBUYEHHSA Ta po-
3yMiHHA ¢eHOMEeHa BNacHOT HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI HabyBa€
HaA3BMYANHOro 3MiCTY CbOrofiHi Ta NoTpebye pisHo-
BEKTOPHOIO AOCHiAXKEHHA.

3a pesynbTaTamu NPOBEAEHOro AOCNiAXEeHHA BCTa-
HOBJIEHO, WO Ha piBHi 340poBOI Nnonynauii monogi
€ [OCTOBIPHI BiAMIHHOCTI MiXK piBHAMU camoepeKTB-
HocTi (p = 0,03) Ta camoouiHku (p = 0,0004) 3anexHo
Bii HAABHOIo AOCTOBIPHO BMCOKOro abo HU3bKOro
NOPIBHANBHOIO iHAEKCY MOYYTTA HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI.

AHKeTOBaHi, AKi 3rigHo 3 onutyBanbHukom CFlI
Manu goctoBipHO HM3bkui [MIMH, — rpyna 3 iHgekcom
HaguiHHOCTI (index of superiority), Mann BOCTOBIPHO
(p = 0,04) meHlLe MefiaHHe 3HaYeHHA camoedeKTUB-
HocTi (28 [25; 32] 6aniB) AK NOpPiBHATK 3 rpyroto 6e3 de-
HOMeHa 3MiHeHoi camooUiHkK (30 [27; 34] 6aniB) Ta rpy-
noto 3 goctoBipHo Bucokum MIMH (31 [28; 33] 6an).
OTpumaHe 3HayeHHA y 0Cib 3 iHAEeKCOM HaaLiHHOCTI
BignoBigae «cepelHbOMy» PiBHIO camoedeKTUBHOCTI,
O € Ha NOPAJOK HUXYe, HiX Y rpynax 6e3 deHomeHa
3MiHEHOT CAaMOOLiHKIM Ta 3 iHAEKCOM HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI,
fe piBeHb camoedeKTMBHOCTI TPAKTYETbCA AK «BULLE
cepegHboro»,

AHKeTOBaHi 6e3 peHoMeHa 3MiHEHOT CaMOOLiHKHN
(Norma) manu HanBwuLLe MefiiaHHe 3HAaUYeHHS CAMOOLLiH-
Kn — 22 6anun [18; 25], Wwo TpaKTyeTbCA AK CepeHin
piBeHb camonoBaru. HatomicTb y ocib6 i3 focToBipHO
Bucokum MIMH (index of inferiority) 3HaueHHA no-
Ka3HWKiB CaMOOLiHKWN BiAnoBifAann HN3bKOMY piB-
Hio camonoBarn — 19 [17; 24] 6anis. HanHuXxummmn
NOKA3HMKK CaMOOLiHKK 6ynn y rpyni 3 JOCTOBipHO
HM3bkum MIMNH — rpyna 3 iHA€KCOM HafUiHHOCTI
(index of superiority) — 18 [15,75; 22] 6aniB, W0 TaKOX
BiAMOBIJA€E HM3bKOMY PiBHIO CamonoBaru Ta € fOCTo-
BiPHO MEHLUMM AIK MOPIBHATK 3 Fpynoto 6e3 peHoMeHa
3MiHeHoT camoouiHku (Norma).

Mpo6aeMHWIA CNeKTP HEMOBHOLIHHOCTI MPU3BOANTD
[10 3MiH NoBeAiHKN 0COBMCTOCTI Ta XapaKTepU3yeTbCA
6aratbma AncyHKLiAMM iHAUBIAYaNnbHOrO 1 couianb-

HOro nNposBy. byayuu 3a CBO€ NPMPOAOIO0 He NaToNo-
riyHMMm, GeHomeH BNlacHOT HENMOBHOLIHHOCTI MOXe CTa-
TW NCUXOMATONOFIYHMM 3@ YMOB, KON 0CObY OXOonstoe
nepeKnBaHHA HeafeKBAaTHOCTI Ta HeePpeKTUBHOCTI
HaCTINbKK, WO He CTUMYNIOE [0 NPOAYKTUBHOI fiANb-
HOCTi, @ pobuTb i HE3AATHOO 4O PO3BUTKY Ta CXMUIIbHOIO
[0 perpecuBHmMX peakuin.
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