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Pe3ome

MpencraBeHn ca pes3yntaTu OT NpunaraHeTo Ha ABa anropyTbma 3a yaocToBepsiBaHe Ha
N3KPUBSBAHNS B CaMOOLIEHKMTE 3a cobcTBeHaTa NMYHOCT. MbpBMAT anroputbM Banuansmpa
OT efHa CTpaHa CXOACTBOTO Ype3 Cb3[daBaHe Ha HOMOSOrMYHA Mpexa, B KOSTO BoAeLun
KpUTEpUn ca MeXxamHHOCTTa, 6nnM3ocTTa Ha BPb3KMTE M Bb3AENCTBMETO MM BbpXy Mpexarta
OT MHAEKCU, a OT Apyra Ype3 ModenupaHe Ha KnbCTepHa Mepapxus e yTouHeHa 6nmsoctta
Ha nokasaTenu 1 Janu CbOTBETCTBAT Ha OYaKBaHWSATa 3a U3MepBaHe Ha CUMHW 1 crabu
yepTn. Bropuat anroputbM e OoKycupaH BbPXY WOAEHTUUUMPAHETO Ha coumnanHo-
XenatenHu U3KPMBSBAHMSA Ha JIMYHOCTHUTE NoKasaTenu 4pes KracuuuupaHeTo no rpynu,
KOWUTO ca nopA, B 1 Hag pedepeHTHN amanasoHn ot M+1SD; napanenHo ca onpeaeneHun 4Ypes
K-means wueHTpupawm knbCcTepHu koeduumeHTn, 3a ga ce wmssegat ROC napametpwu
(Receiver Operating Characteristics) 3a onucaHne Ha BepoOATHOCTTa AOKOSIKO 3a rpynurte
MOXe [a ce AonycHe danwmBo-MONOXUTENHA U anwmBo-oTpuLaTenHa mamepBaTtenHa
rpeluka. YOOBMETBOPEH € N KpUTEPUAT 3a ekonorvyHa Banvgaums Ha ROC anroputbma —
aHanusnpaHu ca oceM Crny4yasi Ha yY4eHuUn, yy4acTBanu B eKcriepumeHTanHata caMooLEeHKa,
a TexHuTe KpanHu 6anoBe ca KOMEHTUPaHU OOKOMKO BEPOSATHO € pe3yntatute um ga 6vaar
Bb3NPMETM KaTo noasexaallm unu 3abnyxagasaium.

Knroyosu Oymu: 4epTu; 3aTpyOHEHMS;, coLMarnHa XenaTenHocT; U3KpUBABaHNUS; haniuvem
N3BOAMN.

Abstract

This article presents the results of two algorithms analysis to verify how clear and sound
could be a particular personality self-assessment. The first algorithm validated the
convergence between different multidimensional personality constructs by applying the
nomological network method. Central network criteria are betweenness, centrality degree,
and extended influence at the matrix. On the other hand, a parallel hierarchical cluster
analysis specifies the proximity between personality measures divided into two types of
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“strengths” and “weaknesses”. The second analytic algorithm applied is focused on socially
desirability biases. By classifying twelve groups with results that are below, fit to or are above
the normal distribution (M + 1SD) compared to K-means centering coefficients two types of
ranges were investigated using Receiver Operating Characteristics (ROC) parameters. This
method was applied to assess the probability of false-positive/false-negative measurement
errors. The ecological validation of the ROC analysis is also elaborated by considering
“vignettes” of the eight high-schoolers that took part in the experimental self-assessment.
Their final SDR scores and the measurement error risk was distributed helping evaluate the
probability rate results to be overly self-enhancing or misleading.

Keywords: personality traits; difficulties; social desirability; biases; false inferences.
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Ldymume ca 0o6bp, ana HesiceH 3amecmumer Ha MameMamu4yeckume ypasHeHus."

Azimov (1993)

lMcuxonornyeckata oOuUeHKa Ha MMYHOCTTA, OpMEeHTMpaHa KbM  MOTeHuuana 3a
Bb3CTaHOBsIBaHe OT CMYLLEHUS B Nepuo Ha WHTEH3VBHO pa3BUTWE Mpe3 HHOLIECTBOTO U
paHHUTE eTanuM Ha MMagocTTa, ce CMdATa 3a Npeaus3BMKaTencTtBO KbM TOYHOCTTa Ha
namMepBaTenHMTe MeToaM W CaMOOLUEHBYHUTE BBMPOCHULM, C KOMTO Ce OCbLLecTBsBa.
EceHumManHoOTO 3HayeHWe Ha YTBbLPOAEHMTE B MNCUXOMOrMATa Ha fWYHOCTTa, Han-Beye B
obrnacTtta Ha gudepeHumanHaTa fncMxXonorms Ha HHOLECTBOTO M Bb3HMKBALLATa 3PSAoCT,
noTBbPX4aBaT, Y€ € Bb3MOXHO fMYHOCTHATA OueHKa ga ce 0asupa Ha ycToMYuMBMU
TEHOEHUMM B  pas3BUTMETO Ha WAEHTUYHOCTTaA, CamMoonpeneneHneTo W TpanHu
npegpasnonioxeHmss B odopmsaHe Ha coumanHoto noeedeHne (McCrae et al., 2005;

Silgidzhiyan-Georgieva, 1998). be3 Te3n gokaszaHu JONyCKaHWsl MCUXONOorMyeckaTa paMka 3a
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nacnegeaHe 6u 6una HenmbiHA, a acnekTuTe, KOUTO Ce OLEHsIBAT, Lle ca MNOCTaBeHU B

cq:)epaTa Ha AMHaMMU4YHaTa N HEKOHCUCTeHTHa HenpeaBnanMocCT.

OyHKUMOHaNHaTa oOueHKa Ha NMYHOCTTa Ha HHOWW U MNagexu Cblo Taka 6u Ouna
HembfiHa, ako He ce B3emaT npeaBua OCODEHOCTUTE B XKWUTeWckaTa OpueHTauus u
TPYAHOCTUTE B MOBEAEHWNETO, Hal-BeYe MO OTHOLLUEHWE Ha HarnacuTe KbM BPbCTHULMTE U
no-eb3pactHute. CmsTa ce, 4Ye JNUYHOCTTA Ha TUUHENIKbpPUTE € Hes3aBbplleHa, a
CaMOOLIEHKUTE UM — TEHOEHUMO3HM, 3alloTO efleMEeHTUTe Ha CyOeKTMBHO U3KpUBSIBAHE,
HanpuMep npeyBenMyaBaHe Ha JIMYHU KayecTBa, MNpeuvHadyaBaHe W danwmBo
cebenpeacrtaBsiHe, OTAaBHA Ce CMsSiTAT 3a CbLLIECTBEHM NMPU NIMYHOCTHATA OueHKaTa KakTo
npyv 3penv WHOVBMAW, Taka W NPU HOHOWM M MINagexu. TakbB TUN CaMOOLIEHBYHO
noBefeHNe He caMO Ye BInusie BbpXy TOYHOCTTA Ha M3MEepBaHMATa, HO U BbpXy camara
TeopeTnyHa CTPYKTypa, 3anoxeHa B CbAbpXaHMETO Ha BbnpocHuuute. lNpu KpanHaTta
OLEHKa e e HeaoCcTaTb4yHO Aa Cce B3emMe NpeaBua BEpPOSATHOCTTa JaLeHW criyvyaun OT eaHa
u3Bagka da ce knacudmumpat ¢ onpegeneHa TOYHOCT KaTo MHOro, CpedHo WUNK Marko
yOOBNeTBOpPEHM OT XumBoTa 06e3 pga ce oTyeTe  couMarnHo-XenatenHoTo UM

cebenpencrassiHe.

Opyro BaxHO cbobpaxeHue, koeto usgura PobbpT lNyaman npe3 1997 kato kpuTepumn

CNpsIMO CBOSI BMPOCHUK HanpumMep, BCe OLLe 3ByYM JOCTAaTbYyHO aKTyaslHo:

CpaBHsAABaHETO Mexdy BMCOKOPUCKOBM WU HWCKOPMCKOBW MOMNyrauun € BEepOATHO
Ja ce npoBanu nopaaw crnegHata npuynHa. Ako B uscneasade X yyacteat 100
Aeua OT BUCOKOPUCKOBA U3BaZKa C pearieH LaHC 3a NCUXMaTPUYHO pasCcTpoMCTBO
50% v npu nonoxexue, 4e BbNPOCHUKBLT e yyBcTBuTeneH .80 (ot 0 go 1, T.e. Ha
80% npeueHkaTa cbBnaga C Tasu OT Apyr NogobeH BLMNPOCHWUK) U C HEFO MOXe
TOYHO Ja ce npeueHn cneumdudeH npobnem (HskakBa TPYAHOCT UMW cunHa
CTpaHa), ako ce MU3nonseaT T.Hap. ,KbT-0dh* CTOMHOCTU, TO BLNPOCHUKBT LWe Aage
40 cpanwwmeo nonoxutenHu n 10 danwmneo otpuuatenHu cnyyaun. B nscneasaxe
,Y“ cbwo cbc 100 geua OT HMCKOpUCKOBa mM3Badka c peaneH waHc 10% 3a
OTKpMBaHE Ha pPa3CTPOMCTBO CbC cCbllaTa CTeneH Ha YyBCTBUTEMHOCT
BBMNPOCHUKBLT We uaeHTuduumpa 8 danwmso nonoxutenHn un 18 danwmso

oTpuuartenHu cnyvaun. (Goodman, 1997, p. 585).

ToBa Kn4oBO C'b06pa)KeHVIe akKUueHTUpa BbpXy HyXOaTta Aa ceé OT4uTa 4yBCTBUTEJNTHOCTTA U
CI'IeLl,I/Id)W-IHOCTTa Ha nokasatenn OT gadeH BBbIPOCHUK — MCUXO-METPUYHUTE NOKa3aTesnn
KaTO HageXaHOCT W BanMAHOCT He ca AocTaTbyHU. 3a Aa ce yaooBneTBopu ycrnosmeTo eanH

Unu Opyr UHCTPYMEHT 3a u3MmepBaHe da ce npueme 3a ,pabortelt’, e Heobxoaumo fa ce
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NM3MePAT M TOYHO Te3n BM3MpaHu OT N'yaMaH konudectBeHu nokasatenu (Vugteeven et al.,
2022).

TpeTn MOMEHT, KOWTO € HeoBXoAMMO Aa Ce M3SCHU, € HAaUYUHDBT, MO KOWTO Ce NOAroTBS 3a
anpobaums eguH CcamMOOUEHbYeH BbBMPOCHMK. BBbNPOCHUKLT 3@ CWUMHWUTE CTpaHn U
TpygHoctute CCT-BIC (Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire, SDQ, Goodman, 1997) e
MeToauka, cb3gageHa oT Pobbpt [yamaH, uneTto cbobpaxeHwe e uuMTUpaHo no-rope,
npeeexgaHa Ha noBe4vye OT 83 e3uka, BKMWOYMTENHO M Ha Obnrapcku. [ocera T03M
WHCTPYMEHT € anpobupaH HAKOMKO (TpM) MbTU KaTO BCEKW CredBall OnuT npeacTaBnssa
nopeaHo ycunue a ce yCtaHOBW HeroBaTa NpUrogHoCT 3a AUarHOCTUYHN uenu. 3HaunTtenHa
YyacT OT cbbpaHuTe AaHHM He ca AOCTbMHWM 3a CPaBHEHWE, a HATPYyMBaHETO Ha PasfnnyHu
n3BadKkn C pasnuUYHM BEepCUU He crnomara 3a HEroBoTO CTaHOapTu3upaHe U CpaBHEHWe C

BBbHLUHWN KpUTepnanH nokasaTtesnn.

B HacTosiweTo m3cnegBaHe € m3non3BaHa HoBa moauduvumMpaHa Obnrapcka Bepcusi Ha
BbMpoCHMKa. Hskon oT BbnpocuTe ca npedopMynupaHn Ha 6bnrapcku e3vk OT aBTopa Ha
HaCTOSALWETO M3cneaBaHe Nno TakbB HAYMH, Ye 3HAYEHNETO UM OUPEKTHO Aa € NoAXOAsLo 3a
HEenocpeacTBEHO Bb3NpUATME U OT ABaTa nona. CTunManpaHuTe TBbPAEHUS ca CMUCIOBO
NMOEHTUYHN ¢ Beye paspaboTeHa Bepcusi, 4OCTbNHa Ha https://sdqginfo.org/py/sdginfo/b0.py.
3a HAKoM OT eTanuTe Ha pe-Banuamsaums Ha HOBUS BapuaHT uMma nyonukyBaHu pesyntatu
(Lazarova et al. 2021). [Jo To31n MOMEHT He ca NpeacTaBeHU AaHHW OOKOSIKO MOBIIMSHU ca
nokasatenute OT HyxaaTa OT npusHaHue u opgobpeHue, Haw-Beye cpep nogpacTBalyuTe.
Pesyntatm oT pe-BanuamsaumaTa Ha TO3M BbBAPOCHWMK C MoguduumMpaHu Tpu  OT
TBbpAeHuATa oT Obnrapckata agantauua Ha KanueB u  KoneBa nokasea, ue
npegopmynupaHnTe No NofoBO HeyTpareH 1 NpMeMNuB 3a Asata OMOMNOrMYHM norna HauwH
€ yaayHa n Heobxoguma CTbhKa Npu NOCTUraHe Ha No-BMCOKO Ka4yeCTBO Ha CbAbpXKaHWETO
(Koleva & Kaltchev, 2019). Heobxogumo e ga ce 3anasu He CaMO CMUCbBa UM, MbPBUYHUTE
UM TMCUXO-METPUYHU KayecTBa, HO U da Ce Cb3[afde OCHOBA 3a HOMOSIOIMYHA Mpexa oT

BPB3KM C NMIMYHOCTHM YepTn 1 Harnacu (Ferdinandov, 2021).

Bcaka egHa oT BepcumTe Ha BbLNPOCHMKA 3a CUMHWUTE cTpaHu u TpygHoctute CCT-BI
(Strengths and Difficulties Questionnaire, SDQ, Goodman, 1997; 3a no-kpaTKo
HaMMEHOBaHUATA Ha BBLMPOCHULMTE M MoKasatenute um e 6baaT M3NUCBaAHU C rofiemMm
naTtuHckn GyKBKW) ca NpedHasHa4YeHn 3a n3nonaBaHe oT fela (3a caMooLeHKa), OT poanTenu
M yuntenu (3a oueHka Ha geua) nog dopmaTta Ha CKPUHWHI 3a YCTaHOBSIBAHE Ha 4YeTupwu

TUNUYHN 3aTpyaHEeHnA B noBegeHneTo U eqHO NpenmyLlecTBoO:
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1) ,.EmoyuonanHu cumnmomu” (EMO, 3a ynecHeHue no-gony we ce n3nona3eart CbKkpalleHns
c yaebeneH wpndT) HanN-4eCcTo Ce Npuema, Ye ca n3pas Ha YCTONYMBM HeratMBHo obarpeHun

HaCTpOEeHNA N CbCTOAHUA;

2) ,[losedeHuyecku npobriemu” (CON) ce cmsATa, Ye oTpassiBa CKIOHHOCTTa [a ce HapyLlaBsaT

obLionpueT Hopmu;

3) ,XunepakmusHocm® (HYP) ce oyakBa ga e 4yBcTBUTENHA KbM AedMUMTU U gucperynauus
B MOBEOEHYECKUTE peakLuu, HEeTbPreHME U CBPbXAKTUBHOCT, KakTO U B KOrHUTUBHAaTAa

cepa, Han-Beye NpobnemMn ¢ KOHUEHTPaLUMATA;

4) [lpobnemu c¢ sepbcmHuyume” (PEER) npegnara Bb3MOXHOCT 3a CaMOOLlEeHKa Ha

KOHCbJ'IVIKTI/l MeXay caMmooueHAaBalnTe Ce U TEXHUTE CbyYEeHULN;

5) .[llpocoyuanHo nosedeHue” (PRO) e nokasaten, KOWTO oOTpassdBa HarnacaTa 3a

A06GpoHaMepeHO 1 CbPAEYHO OTHOLLEHME KbM ApYrUTe Xopa.

KaTto antepHaTvBeH noaxon 3a MU3MepBaHe Ha YCTOWYMBU MMOBEOEHYECKU CMYLLEHUs
npeacTaBnsiBa €gHo OT EMMUPUYHUTE NOCTUXKEHNS Ha OUMEHCUOHasIHUsi nodxod B obnactta
Ha KOMMIIEKCHaTa NMMYHOCTHa oueHka (Krueger et al., 2012; Makron et al., 2013), Han-Be4de
Ha NeT TUMWYHW NIMYHOCTHU 3aTpyaHeHus. OueHka Ha Ae3aganTUBHMA CTWU C NeTMepeH
Moen € Bb3MOXHa Ha Obrrapckum esuk 4Ypes3 kpaTbK BbMNPOCHMK 3a DSM-5 (Koleva &
Kaltchev, 2019). YcTaHOBEHO € U Npu TecT-peTecT npoueaypu ¢ To3U BbNPOCHUK, BbAPEKU
HeCbLLEeCTBEHNTE MOAUMMKALUN Ha TPU BbMNPOCA, NOpagun CbLUTe CbOBPaKEHNS N3MNOXEHN
no-rope (Ferdinandov, 2021), morat ga ce u3MepaAT crnegHuTe NeT TparlHU noBeaeH4YecKn

CMYLLEHUS:

1) ,HeeamusHa achekmusHocm® (NAF) e mapkep 3a NCUXMYHO CTpadaHue, ObiKallo ce Ha

oTYyeTNINBU OTpuUuaTernmHn emMmouunu,

2) ,,OmuyxoeHue” (DET), e uHgekc 3a Harnaca, Bogewa o 6espasnuuve m nunca Ha

aHraXXMpaHoCT C AENHOCTU U OTHOLLEHUS;

3) ,AHmazoHusbm“ (ANT) e nokasaTen 3a AOMUHMPAHETO Ha MOTUBA 3a Bb3MNOSI3BaHE WU

CbMNnepHNYECTBO, OLLETABALLN KAKTO cy6e|<Ta, TaKka n gpyrute;

4) ,Heewb3dbpxaHocm® (DIS) onucea cnabwsi CaMOKOHTPOMN BbPXY uMMyncute u

MMNYIICUBHOTO yAOOBIIE€TBOPABAHE HA XXelNaHUuATa,

5) [lcuxomusbvm® (PSY) onpepens 4yecrtotata Ha nposiBa Ha CTPaHHU HAKIOHHOCTU U

HeobMYamHN HAa4YMHM Ha MUCIIEHE.
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3a pga ce b6anaHcmpa coumanHo HexenaTernHaTa OLUeHKa Ha NIMYHOCTTa, ca UMMIEMEHTUPaHN
N U3MEpPEHMS, KOUTO Aa MnocnyXaT KaTo CBMAETENICTBO Ha JIMYHOCTHATa aganTUMBHOCT. Tean
00LLM YepTn € YCTAaHOBEHO, Y€ Ce rpynMpaT OKOS0 Hal-4eCTO CPeLLaHNTe U 0COOEHO LiEHEHN
B NMOBeYeTO 00wecTBa NMMYHOCTHU YepTu. MogentsT Ha [eTTe ronemun daktopa (Five Factor
Model, FFM) onucea nosedeHuyecku periepmoap, yCTOMYMB cmusl, ObIKal, ce OO ronsma
CcTeneH Ha aBTOMaTU4YHU HaBULM 3a OencTBue, MucrieHe u npeueHkn (Lohelin, 1998). MNeTTe

yepTun ca 0003Ha4YeHN CbC CregHUTE NMOHATUSA:

1) ,OmeopeH ym* (O, ,Openness to Experience”, npesexaga ce u kato ,OTBOPEHOCT KbM HOB
onut®, Kyntypa“, ,Mutenext®, ,Culture”, ,Intellect’) e nHaekc, KOMTO n3mMepBa QOKONKO eAnH
YOBEK € OpWUrnMHaneH, TBOPYECKM, C 4YyBCTBUTENTHOCT KbM W3KyCTBaTa, ganu crnogens
HeoOvyamHM BKyCOBE, CIOXHW BWXAAHWSA, [anu nputexasa 6Gorato BbobOpaxeHue,
noaabpxa nv wupoTa B U pasHoobpasne B nHTepecute cu, nobONUTCTBOTO M HyXaaTa oT
NpomMsiHa, bBKABOCTTA Ha Bb3rneauTe, CTpemexa KbM pasHoobOpasne B emouuuTte W

cpeparta, obema n obnboynHaTa B pasMuULLneHnAaTa, nnactn4HoCTTa Ha JINYHUTE y6€)K,D,eHI/IFI

n apyru;

2) ,CoeecmHocm" (C, cpewa ce n kato ,Cb3HaTenHoct”, ,Conscientiousness”) e nokasarten,
KONTO Ce OTHacs OO0 HMBOTO Ha Bb3ObpXaHWe Ha YOBEK, AOKOMIKO € OpraHusnpaHo u
cbobpasnTenHo NoOBeAEHNETO, Aanu ce NpuabpXa KbM YCTaHOBEHUTE NMPUHLMNM U NpaBunia
B OTHOLUEHWATa Mexay XopaTa, Januv nposBsiBa CaMOKOHTPON BbPXY MMMyNCUTE CWU, Aanu
BonATa e cunHa unu cnaba, uma nvM 4yBCTBO 3a AbNr M Janv u3nutea nNpesaHocT KbM
CBOSITA opraHuMsauud, ganu ce noceellaBa Ha CBOMTE 3ajauu, ganu u3nutea Hyxga oT

NOCTUXEHUA U Op.;

3) .Excmpasepcus* (E, ,Extraversion®, cbwo u ,EHeprus“, ,Surgency) onvcea cTeneHTa Ha
aKTUBHOCT, EHTYCUa3MbT U HUBOTO Ha aMbuuus, BroxeHa B 4EWCTBUATA, Aanu HacTosdBa Ha
WMHTEepecuTe Ccu, JOKONKO obLLyBa HEMOCPEACTBEHO U CMOHTAHHO, U Aanun pearupa rno-ckopo
UMMYMNCMBHO M MNPOSBABa NN XenaHve fa MNPeBb3XoXAa M KakBO BIIMSHUE OKa3Ba BbPXY
apyruTte, nogaasa nv ce Ha NpeansBuKaTencTsa, npegnpuemMa num puckoBe U BbBMYa Nu ce
B aBaHTOPW, M [OOKOMKO rpaHM4yaT C MaHUKW, W3NUTBA CUIMHM MOMOXKUTENHU €eMOouun,

npeHe6perBa nn oTpuuatenHuTe U apyru;

4) ,CopdeuHocm” (A, wnu JobpoxenatenHocTt®, ,Agreeableness”) nokasatenar uamepsa
OOKONKO cobCcTBEeHaTa NIMYHOCT Ce Bb3npuema kaTo npuerekatesnHa, LeHu N ce B3auMHOTO
AoBepue, NposiBsiBa Nu ce LWeApOoCT, XEePTBOrOTOBHOCT, OTHACS N1 Ce€ BHMMATESHO, CKPOMHO
N 3arpmxeHo KbM CbCTOSIHMATA M YyBCTBaTa Ha ApYrnte xopa, KOfko OXOTHO Ce cbriacsBa C

aBTOPUTETU, NPOTUBOPEYMN TN HA TAXHOTO MHEHUE U OPYIU;
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5) .,Cmabunnocm* (N, ,Neuroticism“, cbwo ,EmouuoHanHa crtabunHoct®, ,Emotional
Stability“, camo ako cToMHOCTTa Ha cypoBuTe GanoBe € npensymcrieHa HaobpaTHO) — To3n
nokasaTen NpeAcTaBsi HAOMAKM CTEMeHTa Ha cTpagaHue, 6e3MOoKOMCTBO U 3aTOPMO3sBaHe,
MOTUCHATOCT, HanNpPerHaTocT M NOAAaTNMBOCT Ha CTPeC, pa3gpasHUTENTHOCT M 0bMAYMBOCT,
CKITOHHOCT Ja Cce M3nuTBa YyBCTBO 3a BMHA, NogvepTaHa HepeLnTenHoCT B AENCTBUATA,
necuMn3bM M UpaunoHanHW MUCNK, Aann CaMOYYBCTBMETO € HWUCKO, XPOHUYHM N ca
oTpuuaTenHUTe emMouun, Uma nNu nNpeapasnosiokeHne KbM adeKTUBHM pPa3CcTpPoOMCTBa OT

TUMNa Ha TPEBOXHOCT M Aenpecus, U Opyru.

MpodunbT Ha NUYHOCTTA MO-CKOPO OTpas3siBa Kamo Kakb8 ce rnpedcmassi YoBeka, a He
Kakeu ca 8 delicmeumesniHocm xopaTa (no McCrae & Costa, 2021). 3aToBa TOMKOBa BaXXeH
npobrnem 3a MHOrOMepHUTE M3CnefBaHWs Ha NPeapasnoSIOKEHUs KbM aganTupaHo unu
HeaganTUBHO TPaWHO JSIMYHOCTHO CbCTOSIHME € OTYUTaHeTO W Ha coumanHo-XenatenHuTe

N3KpnUBABaAHUA.

OmeoesapsiHemo o couuarsnHo xenameneH Ha4uH (Socially Desirable Response, SDR) kato
ncuxomMeTpuyHa Msipka HAMa TONKOBa TACHA Bpb3ka C aganTupaHuTe U pa3CcTPOEHWN acnekTu
Ha xapakTepa, a Mo-CKOpPO CIyXW 3a OpPUEHTUP [OOKOMKO Ca W3KPUBEHM Te3WN KavecTBa
(Saucier, 2009; Thalmayer et al. 2011; Thalmayer & Saucier, 2014). SDR e c¢akTop, KONTO
OoTpassiBa Kak ce npomMeHa obuyanHust HadmH 3a cebeonucaHwe 3apaguM HaBuka Aa
3abnyxdasame cebe cu nnu Opyaume KaTto CU NpencTtaBsMe, 4Ye McKame UM MOXeM fa
6baemM Hewlo noBede OT TOBA, KOETO CMe MOTMBMpPaHM OT ABa CeOMYHM cTpemexa [a ce
npaBuUM Ha 2epou UnNu Ha ceemuu, noadbupankm KakBo oT cebe n Kak aa ro npeacTtaBuMm Unu
na ckpuem (Paulhus, 1991; 1998; Paulhus & Trapnell, 2008). [Ose namepeHuss Ha SDR
npeacTaBnsBaTt Te3n ABa MOTMBA — 3@ MOJflydaBaHe Ha 4Yy)XOOoTO Npu3HaHue u ogobpeHne u
3a n3baArBaHe Ha KpuTukata M HeogobpeHMeTo MM — nogyepTaBaT Ce MNONOXUTENHUTE
KayecTBa M NpeguMcTBa UNun ce Tylumpa oTpuuatenHuTe, NPUKPUBAT Ce NMYHKU criabocTuy u
HeJocTaTbLM, CMATaHW OT ApyrMTe 3a Hernpuemnveu. [1Bata MoTuMBa ce oTuyuTat 4pes

cnegHuUTe nokasartesn:

1) CebeusmnbksaHe (Self-Deception Enhancement, ,Camo3abnydHo cebeusmbkeaHe”, a-
bias, SDE) e nokasaten, ¢ KOUTO ce oTpassiBa JOKONKO HeCb3HameJsiHO ca npeyBesinyeHn
npeueHknTe 3a fM4yHa KOMMETEHTHOCT, Aany YOBEeK MMa BUCOKO CaMOMHEHME, CMsATa, Ye e
Nno-pa3yMeH, OTKOSKOTO BCBLLHOCT €, KaKTO M JOKONKO y4acTHUUMTE BSApBAaT, Ye ca passBunu
B cebe cu M nputexasaT BMCOKO LIEHEHW W XenaHu KayecTBa, KOUTO MHOro psoko ce
cpewam, HO Yecmo ce om4yumam, Ye ca nputexaeaHu oT cybekta. SDE e cBngeTencrso 3a
TOBa Kak AafdeHuAT 4oBek ce cebeBb3npuema kato Hewo no-gobpo OoT ToBa, KOETo e

BCblUHOCT. [onycka ce, 4Ye TOo3n pakTop MOXe [a uma [OBa MbpPBOM3TOYHMKA —
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ceben3TbkBaHETO Aa e B rybsiudeH nnaH — 3a NneyeneHe Ha Mpu3HaHue oT Apyrute xopa,
nvnu B YyacmeH Ja € 4acT OT ,MO3NTMBHATa MI3Ms“, KOSITO MoaxpaHBa YyBCTBOTO 3a

©naronony4ue (Taylor et al., 2003).

2) lNpeuHayasaHe (Impression Management, ,MarunynupaHe Ha ernedamneHus", y-bias, IM)
e rnokasaTen, C KOMTO ce OTpa3siBa Cb3HATENHOTO XernaHne Aa ce NoAaabpXka M ynpaenssa
AOBEpueTo ” yBaXeHMeTo Ha [Jpyrute. YCTaHOBEHO €, 4Ye 3a peauua npumepwu
CaMOOLIEHsABaLLMTE Ce M3bsArBat ga NpU3HasT pasfiuMyHM MPOSIBU HA HEAOCTaTbLM, KOUTO
yecmo ce cpewam, HO psIOKO ce omyumam, 3al0TO Ce OChXAAT OT NMOBEYETO XOpa U Ha THX
ce rnefa KpUTUYHO M OT anctaHums. 3a IM ce cmsTa, Ye oT4MTa AOKOSKO YMUWI/IEHO YOBEK
npenHavaBsa, HO Jdanu ro npaeu, 3a Aa u3berHe kputukata OT peanHa/Bbobpakaema
nybnuvka KkbM camooueHKaTa, KOATO NpefocTaBs, a CbLo Taka U AOKONKO Moxe ga 6bae
YyecTeH npepg cebe cu 6e3 ga uma 3anor u NOCNeACTBUS OT CamOOLeHKaTa, HanpuMmep npu

aHoHnMHM nacnegsanus (Paulhus & Trapnell, 2008).

OcobBeHOTO MpM U3YMUCIIABAHETO HA HMBOTO HAa couMariHa XernaTenHOCT €, Ye MOXe da ce
TbIIKyBa KaTo HannymMe Ha noacuneBaHe unu oTcrnabBaHe, nogyepTaBaHe MM CMeKYaBaHe
3HA4YEHNETO Ha CaMOOLIEHKUTE B OTFOBOPUTE, MOTMBMPAHM OT XenaHuwe 3a ,BnNucBaHe“ B
HAKaKbB HOCELl Mof3a KOHTEeKCT Ha oTHoweHus. B TakmBa cnyvyam e Heobxogumo
WHTEpnpeTaumsita Ha NCUMXONOrM4eckUTe MepkM ga ce OCHOBaBa He CaMO Ha OTroBopuTe,
OTHacsAWM ce Hanpumep A0 ,CUNHWU® CTpaHM Ha NUYHOCTTa (MeTTe oblwmn 4YepTn) n TaxHaTta
HeaganTuBHa ,cnaba“ antepHaTMBa, HO M Aga ce [obue m obpaTtHa Bpb3ka oT SDR
nokasatenu, KOMTO OTpassBaT NpeanouynTaHuaTa Ha dadeHa KynTypa MM JIMYHOCT KbM
OBaTa HadmHa 3a cebenpenctaesHe. Npegnonara ce, Ye a-motmeuTe (SDE) noatukeaT no
eOVH MHAOMPEKTEH HayuMH mM3cnegoBaTtenuTe ga gonyckaT anmnBo-NoNoXMUTENHA rpeLuka,
T.e. Aa NOBsIPBAT Ha Xopa, KOUTO TBbPAAT Y€ ca makuea, Kakeumo He ca Wnu 3apagu y-
moTtuuTe (IM) nscnegoBatenuTe ga ca NoAatnvMeK Ha anwmnBo-OTpULATENHA rpeLuKa, T.e.
[a He noBsipBaT Ha xopa, KOUTO TBLPAAT, Ye He ca makuea, kakeumo ca. Mexgy M,
nnyHocTHUTE dhakTopn A 1 C ca OTKPUTK CUIHW MOMOXUTENHU B3aMMOBPB3KK, a ¢ hakTopa
N no-cnabwu, gokato mexay SDE, N, C n E kopenauudara e ymepeHa, a ¢ O u A — cnaba
(Hart et al. 2015; Li & Bagger, 2006; Niel3en et al., 2019). Heobxoaumo e ga ce oTyeTe n
Bpb3kaTa Ha gBaTa BuAa W3KPMBSIBAHWS C HMBOTO OMTUMU3BM, NIMYHO YOOBETBOPEHUE U

apyru mepku 3a 6naronony4dune (Diener et al., 2010; Ejova et al., 2020).

3a ga ce ycTaHOBM MO eMNUpPUYEH HauvH aanu n gokonko SDR Bnusie Bbpxy CyOeKTUBHOTO
©naronony4ue, LWe ce 13noni3ea rnokasarten 3a rpeycrseaHe (,Thriving“, T), paspaboTeH oT
Cy n konern (Su et al., 2014). To3n nHAEKC OTpa3siBa TPANHOTO CbCTOSAHWME HA MOMOXUTENHO

pyHKUMOHMpPaHe B PasfnnyHM BaxHW 0BNacTu M He BKMOYBA €4MHCTBEHO YyBCTBOTO 3a
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Nncuxonorn4yecko Graronony4yve, NOAKpPena M XenaHMeTo 3a B3auMOMOMOLL, YyBCTBOTO 3a
NPUHOC KbM LLIACTMETO Ha APYruTe Xopa, M3NUTBa NN yBaXeHue, AOBepue, B3aMMHOCT U
npegaHocT. lNpeycnsBawmTe xopa npuTexaeaT CUMHO YyBCTBO 3a JIM4YHA KOMMETEHTHOCT U
CcMsTa, Ye nocTurar Hellarta, KOUTO UckaT OT XKMBOTA, OTTOBOPHM Ca 1 3a CBOA NpoCnepuTeT,
W 3a TO3M Ha rpynaTta. Bucokute nokasatenu yoocToBepsiBaT TOBa, XopaTta cMdATaT CBOA
XUBOT 3a LUeneHacodeH M CMUCNEH, ToBa MM HOCU YAOBMETBOpPEHME W nogabpxa
CaMOyBaXXeHMEeTO UM, BCNeACTBME Ha KOETO rneaart Ha 6baelieto ¢ onTMMU3bM — Xopa C
TakaBa MonoXuTernHa Harnaca >xumBedaTt no-A4bnro u wactnueo (Diener et al. 2017; Weiss et
al., 2011). Huckute CTOMHOCTM Ca KOCBEHA HAcoka 3a pasfnyHM EMOLIMOHANHU U COLManHm

3aTpyaHeHusa, HUCKO CaMOYyBCTBUE, OTHYXOEHNE OT 06LLI,HOCTTa 1M 4yBCTBO 3a Heycnex.

Llenma Ha HacTosILWETO M3cnedBaHe € Aa Ce CbMOoCTaBAT ABa CTAaTUCTMYECKM noaxoga 3a
onpeaendaHe Ha goBepUuTesiHu rpaHnun 3a CounalriHo-XenaTtesrsiHo oTroBapdHe U BITMAHUETO
MM BbpPXY HUBOTO Ha rpeluka npu onpegendaHe Ha (*)aJ'ILIJI/IBO-I'IOJ'IO)KI/ITeJ'IHOTO nnn d)anmvuao-

oTpuuaTesniHo oTroBapsdaHe 3a aaanTuBHWU U Ae3aganTtnBHU JIMHMHOCTHU YepPTU U CbCTOAHUA.

Mbpeama 3adadYa Ha W3cnefdBaHETO € Oa Ce OCbLUEeCTBM KITbCTepHa Knacudukauus Ha
y4YacTHMUUTE criope HUBOTO Ha camMoM3TbKBaHe U OTKPOBEHOCT. Bmopama 3adadya U3nckBa
Aa ce M3BbpwM Nogbop M rpynupaHe Ha yyacTHUUMTE CbOoGpasHO ToBa fanu nonagat B
eaviH OT TpuTe AMana3oHa Ha HOPMarHoTO pasnpeneneHne, 6asvpaHo Ha eqHO CTaHa4apTHO
OTKIMOHEHME OT cpeaHoapuUTMEeTMYHaTa CTOMHOCT 3a CbluMTe nokasatenu. Tosa uie
CMOMOrHe [ja ce CPaBHAT TPU rpynu cnopes AOoNyCTUMUTE TPaHULM U NPUHAANEXHOCTTa KbM
onpeaeneHn KNbCTEPU Ha couuanHo-xenatenHo oTroBapsiHe. Tpemama 3adaya e Oa ce
onpenensaT Kou ca NMYHOCTHWUTE afanTUBHU U Ae3aaanTUBHU YepTu, 3a KOUTO Hai-TOYHO U
YyBCTBUTEITHO MOXeE [a ce OT4YeTe HMBOTO Ha ABaTa BuAa CaMOOLIEHbYHU U3KPUBSIBAHUS (a-

N Y-U3KpUBABaHUS).

Xunnome3ama Ha W3CnegBaHETO rNacu, 4Ye HAKOM OT U3MepeHuTe adanTUBHU U
hesafjanTuBHM NpeapasnofioKeEHNA C  KpaTKM BBLMNPOCHMUM 34 OUEeHKa Ha 4eptn U
No3nTMBHAaTa HaACTPOMKa KbM XMBOTaA ca YyBCTBUTENHU KbM M TOYHOCTTA HA HAKOM OT TAX Lue
€ B 3HauMTenHa cteneH mskpuseHa ot gsata suga SDR (A, C n PRO ot SDE, a DIS, ANT un
CON ot IM).

MeTop

Memodume 3a NUYHOCTHaA CaMOOLIEHKa BKJHOYWBAT ABE ©Oarepum OT MO YETMPU KpaTKu
BbMPOCHNLN, NPUNOXEHW B ABe nocnegoartenHun gonuteanus (I O n 1l N0):
1) Kpamka ¢popma Ha nuyHocmHusi 8brpocHUK 3a DSM-5 (Personality inventory for DSM-5-

Brief Form, HakpaTko we ce u3nonsea cbkpaweHneto PID-5-BF, Bk Koleva & Kaltchev,
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2019, agantunpaH no Krueger et al., 2013, npucberBa camo B | V) ce cbeTom oT 25 kpaTku
n3peyeHnsi, KOUTO CnyxaT 3a camooueHka no JlnkeptoBa ckana 6e3 HeyTpanHa kotea oT 0
(Bbobwe He) mo 3 (HanmbnHo [a) oo kakBa CcTeneH TBbpAeHUsTa onucBaT neT Buaa
CMyLLeHMa B npucnocobsiBaHeTo Ha nMYHOCTTa. banoBeTe nNo neTTe nokasaTens, Kakto u
obobLyaBall, MHAEKC 3a HUBO Ha sIUYHOCMHU 3ampyOdHeHusi (TOTAL) Tyk Wwe ce n3uucnasaT

KaTo cpeaHOoapUTMETU4YHA CTONHOCTY,;

2) Kpambk sapuaHm Ha 8brpocHuUK 3a 'onemume em-2 (Big Five Inventory-2-Short, BFI-
2-S, apanTtupaH no Soto & John, 2017, BTopa peBususa Ha Big Five Inventory, cb3ganeH ot
John & Srivastava, 1999; BbnpoCHWKLT € BkNodeH M B aBata W) ce cbctom ot 30
OanaHcupaHu no Gpon m3pedveHns ¢ npaB U obpaTteH CMUCHLI, OueHsiBaHu c JlnkepToBa
ckana oT 1 (BbobLie He) 0o 5 (HambnHO Aa) ¢ HeyTpanHa koTBa 3 (HMTO Ada, HUTO He).
KpaviHuTe pesyntatv no OoTAernHuTe nokasartenu 3a obwuTe 4YepTu ce uaumcnsasaT KaTo

CpeaHoapUTMETUYHN CTONHOCTMU;

3) BnrpocHuk 3a cunHume cmpaHu u mpydHocmume (CCT-BI" 3a 11-17 roguwHn, nosHaTta
n kato SDQ, Goodman, R., 1997; camo BbB Il WU[) e cbCcTaBeH oOT 25 u3peyeHud,
pasnpegeneHn B 5 noa-ckanu, kato 21 oT Tax ca ¢ npae, a 4 ca ¢ obpaTteH cMucbn 3a
KOHTPON Ha MOHOTOHHOCTTa. CamooueHsiBawmTe ce pasnonaraT ¢ JlnkeptoBa ckana ot 0
(He), 1 (Huto He, HuTO Aa) n 2 (Oa). KpanHute 6anoBe 3a nokasatenute ce nspasssBaT CbC
CyMapH/ CTOMHOCTM 3a BCEKM OT neTTe nokasaTenu, Kakto M eauH obu, 3a HMBO Ha
cybektnBHM 3aTtpyaHeHnsa (DIFF) nocpeacTtBOM CymMupaHe Ha OLEHKUTE 3a YyeTupuTe Buaa

3aTpyaHEeHus;

4) BbanaHcupaH 6BMPOCHUK 3a coyuanHo-xenameneH omeoeop (Balanced Inventory for
Desirable Response-16, BIDR-16, Hart et al. 2015; B geata W) cbabpxa 16 npasu n
00bpHaTU TBBPAEHUS, OTHacALWM ce Ao onucaHuTe asa Tuna SDR — cebeusmbkeaHe (SDE)
omkposeHocm (IM, kpalHuTe GanoBe ce M3YMCNABAT KaTo ce OObpHAT HAOMaKM CypoBUTE
CTOMHOCTW, OafeHn 3a TBbPAEHWsTA, OTYMTALLM CKMOHHOCTTA Aa Ce MnpeuHayaeaT U
MaHunynupat BnevyatneHusaTa). CtumynuTe ce oueHsieat ¢ JlnkeptoBa ckana ot ,Bbobuie
He“ (1) po ,HanmbnHo pga“ (5), ¢ HeyTpanHa koTBa ,HuTo ga, HMTO He* (3) U ce uanonaeart

TpaHcdhopmupaHute cyposu 6anose B 0 (1, 2 n 3) unun 1 (4 n 5) n 3a gBaTta nokasartens.

5) Kpambk BbrnpocHuk 3a llNpeycnseaHe (Brief Inventory of Thriving, BIT, Su et al., 2014; B
nearta ). B To3n BbnpocHuK ce nanonaea JlukeptoBa ckana 3a oueHka Ha 10 nspeyenus, c
onumsa ot ,Bvobe He* (1) go ,HanbnHo ga“ (5) n HeyTpanHa koTBa ,HuTo ga, HUTO He® (3).
KpanHuat 6an e cpegHoapuTMeTUYHa CTOMHOCT OT CaMOOLEHKUTE AdadeHn 3a geceTTe

n3peveHus.
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OHnanH aHkeTUTe ca Ccb3gafdeHu ¢ nomolTa Ha nnartdopmara MS Forms — agpecsT Ha |
MO e https:/[forms.office.com/r/0cz6tKePON, a agpecbT 3a pgocten go Il WO e
https://forms.office.com/r/X55wR7F09%e.

YyacmHuuyume B nscnegBaHeTO ca pasnpeesnieHn B ABE HE3aBUCMMU U3BAOKWN, CbOpaHn Ha
Cny4yaeH NpuvHUMN OT usnaTa cTpaHa, kaTo napasnenHo ¢ ToBa ca NPoOBEAEHN U ONUTBAHNUSA C
yuyeHuum ot Codpuinicka matemaTudecka rmmHasusi. CpegHata Bb3pacT Ha yyYacTHUUMTE B
OBeTe aHkeTu e 187 roauHu Kato Ham-mnaguat ydactHuk B | W e Ha 9 roguHu, Ham-
Bb3pacTHMAT Ha 59, gokato BbB || W[ Han-mMnagmatr € Ha 6, a Han-Bb3pacTHUAT Ha 58
roguHu (B Tabnuua 1). JaHHuTe 3a BFI-2-S, BIDR-16SF v BIT ot | n Il U[] ca 06eanHern
3a NocTuUraHe Ha No-rofisMa NPeUn3HOCT Npy aHanuauTe (pasMepbT Ha uanaTta nssagka e N
=2283).

Ocem cneuwnarniHo l'IOLl,6p8HVI y4aCTHMUM UWe Ca MNO-KOHKpeTeH npeamMmeT Ha aHalin3a 3a
yAaocToBepsABaHEe Ha eKoJiorm4yHaTa BalimnaHOCT Ha aJllropuTtbMa npu onpegendHe Ha waHca
3a (*)aJ'ILLIVIBO-I'IOJ'IO>KI/ITeJ'IHVI n (*)aJ'ILLII/IBO-OTpVILI,aTeJ'IHVI 3aKkntoyeHus. Bcekn ot cnyyvyanTe e
npencrtaBeH C KpaTko onncaHne Ha MOTUuBUTE U BUOA HA 3aTPyOHEHUATA, KOUTO Ca NoBO4

yyeHuum ot CMI™ fa ce KoHCynTUpaT C NCUXOMOT UMW CNeumuanucT No YMCTBEHU CMYLLEHUS.

Tabnuua 1.
OnucaHue Ha y4acmHuyume e 0seme u3cried8aHuUsl.
Mpu3Hak YvyactHuum B | VI.EI,* % YvyactHuum B Il U %
MBXKN 401 47.0 448 32.4
Mon
YKEHCKU 452 53.0 933 67.6
MaroneTHn 200 23.4 208 15.1
Bb3pact HEeNbNHOMETHU 361 42.3 648 46.9
MbIHOMNETHN 292 34.2 525 38.0
B cTONULUaTa 539 63.2 384 27.8
MecToXuBeeHe
B CTpaHata 314 36.8 997 72.2

Babenexka: | WO BkniouBa BbnpocHuuute BFI-2-S, PID-2-BF, BIDR-16SF un BIT, a Il WO e cbcTaBeHo OT
BbnpocHuumTe BFI-2-S, SDQ, BIDR-16SF un BIT.

Cmamucmu4ecku aHanusu: Ha NbpBO MACTO noaxoAabT MNpuM yaooCcTtoBepsABaHE Ha
|7|epapXV|l-|H|/|9| N UHTEPaKTUBEH (Mpe)KOBI/I) Xapaktep Ha OonncaHuUTe no-rope TeopeTUYHU
KOHCTPYKTU e 613)3,6 aHannm3npaH no HOB Ha4uH, 4Ype3 BbBeXOaHe Ha ABa aliTEPHATUBHU HaA

TPaAMUMOHHMS KopenawumoHeH U pakTopeH (CTPYKTYpeH) MeTos.

1) KnbcmepHusm aHanu3 npefoctaBs Bb3MOXHOCT MHOEKcuTe (NpoMeHnvMBUTE) Oa ce
knacudumumpat anromeTpudHo (Squared Euclidian Distance) kaTo ce mogenupat rpadhuyHo

pascmosiHUsIma Mexay u3cnefBaHuTe UHAEKCH (NMPOMEHNMBUTE).
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2) N3non3sea ce Ward's method 3a gBYMEpHO CrbCTEHO MNpPeACTaBsAHE Ha AMCTaHuusATa
Mexay obekTuTe, T.e. TbPCU Ce TAXHOTO CbCEACTBO (KOMKO ca Onn3o unu ganed ot gageHa
rpyna). Tosum aHanuM3 MOXe da ce Npueme 3a JNIMHENHa anTepHaTUBa Ha KOpenauMoHHUTE
B3aMMOBPDB3KM, MOJSlydEHN NPU MPEXOBUS aHanua, 3aWoTo Cb3daBa KOMMAKTEH W
MakCUMarnHoO paBHOMEPHO pasnpegeneH obpa3 kaTto ce U3non3BaT Bb3MOXHO Hal-Marko
n3umcneHms. 3a no-npeursHo M3MepBaHe uHAMBUAyanHuTe 6GanoBeTe aBTOMATUYHO ce

npeBpbLAT B CTaHAAPTM3MpPaHM CTONHOCTU (Z-scores).

3) LeHdpoepamama, KOATO OnucBa pesynTtaTa OT TO3U aHanua, e rpad-AbpBO OT Tuna
,FPO30°, B KOETO BCSIKO pasKIoOHeHue (,4enka“) oTpassiea crnegpalla CTbika Ha 0606LleHne
Ha abCTpaKTHM Bpb3KK B liepapxudyHa nodpedba. Busyanuamnpa ce nocriegoBaTenHoOCTTa npu
obegunHABaHe Ha 06ekTUTe B KNbCTEpU (rpynu), KaTo B HA4anoTo (Han-marnkata CTOMHOCT Mo
XOpU3OHTanHata oc) BCekM OOEKT ce Bb3npuema KaTo OTAENeH YneH OT KibCcTepHaTta
nepapxus. Cnen toBa 3ano4ysa 060cobsiBaHe Ha NO-abCTPaKTHN BPBb3KU MeXAy Te3n Marnku
rpynu. KnbcTepute, 3a KOUTO U3MEPEHOTO pascTosHMe € < 5 nNo Xopu3oHTanHarta oc, ce
npuemar 3a MHOro O6nmsku nomexagy cu u ce obo3HayaBaT C TepMmuHa cybopOuUHapHU
(,cneundmyHn®) BugoBe. Npynu OT nokasaTenu, pasnonoXeHn B ananasoHa mexay 5 un 10,
ce npuemaT 3a OCHOBHU (,Tunu4HK“); >10 — ca no-abcTpakTHO obeanHeHue OT cyrep-

opOuHapHU (,NPOTOTUNHK®).

I'IapameTleTe B OCHOBaTa Ha MpeEeXoBud aHannmi, KOUTO LWe Ce WuHTepnpeTunpart, ca

cnegHuTe:

1) LlenmpanHocm (Centrality Degree): B gageHa mpexa C To3u nokasaTen ce geduHupa
OpoSsT Ha Bpb3KNTE, Nadallum BbpXy €auH Bb3en (node), T.e. BpoAT Ha BPb3KUTE, KOUTO ca
HacoYeHN KbM [afeH KOHCTPYKT (dpakTop, namepeHue). IHTEH3MBHOCTTa Ha LBeTa OTroBaps
Ha roneMuHaTa Ha KopenauuaTa Mexay cTaHgapTuavmpanu mHaekcu. Konkoto no-TbMeH e
LUBETHLT Ha eAHa Bpb3Ka, TOSIKOBA NO-CUMHM Ca KOpenaunoHHUTE KoedULMEHTN HE3aBUCUMO
OT 3Haka um. C HenpekbCHaTa NUHWUS ca OOO3HAYeHU MONOXUTENHUTE Kopenauuu, a C
npekbcHaTa NuHuA — oTpuuartenHuTe. CTeneHTa MoXe Aa Cce TbfIKyBa KaTO HEMOCPEACTBEH
LWaHC Bb3enbT Aa YroBM KAaKBOTO M Aa €, KOeTO Teye npe3 MpexaTa (kaTo BMPYC, HsikakBa
WMHopMaLma unn TeHaeHUMATa Ha efHa couumanda rpyna ga 6bae npueneyeHa ot unum ga
OTXBbPNA AajeH Bua noBegeHne, Freeman et al., 1991; Opsahl et al., 2010). Ta Bapupa oT —
1 0o +1 KaTto NONOXWUTENHUTE CTOMHOCTWN NpeacTaBnsaABaT No-roNsM LWaHc 3a opopMsiHe Ha
Bb3nu. Korato mpexarta e HacodeHa, T.e. BPb3KUTE Mexdy nokasatenute MMaT MoCOoKa,
cTeneHTa obMKHOBEHO ce onpeens ¢ ABe OTAeNHU MepKu: a) BbmpewHomo cmerneHysaHe
(Indegree, Npy NONOXUTENHM CTOMHOCTU, 0603HAYEHN C HEMPEKbCHATA NUHKUA) ce onpeaens

oT 6p0$| BPpBb3KUTE, HAaCO4YEeHN KbM Bb3ella Ha AadeHa npoMeHnMBa, Haco4deHaTa HaBbTpe
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4YecTo ce TbilKyBa kaTo dopma Ha ronynspHocm; 6) BbHWHO cmeneHysaHe (Outdegree, npu
oTpuLaTENHN CTOMHOCTU, 0603HAYEHN C MPeKbCHaTa NMHUS) € BPOoAT Ha BPbBL3KUTE, KOUTO

Bb3es1bT HAaco4Ba KbM ApYyrnte BbpXoBe.

2) MexduHHocm (Betweenness): C nomowTa Ha TO3M Mokasaten ce onpegens
KONMMYeCTBEHO KOSIKO MbTU AafeH Bb3en AencTBa KaTo MOCT MO Han-KkpaTKMa NbT Mexay ABa
Apyrv Bb3ena. BbBeaeH e kato Msipka 3a KONMYeCTBEHO onpedensiHe Ha KOHTpona Ha YoBek
BbpPXYy KOMyHUKaLMATa Mexay Opyrn xopa B coumanHa mpexa. MexauHHocTTa u3passBsa
KOMKO € ronisiMa BepoATHOCTTa Bb3NUTE Aa ce MOSABAT Ha CryvyaeH NpuUHUUN No npou3BOSTHO
n3bpaH Hanl-kpaTbk MbT Mexay OBa Bb3ena. KonkoTto e no-nonoxuTernHa CTOMHOCTTA,

TOJIKOBa NO-BMCOKM ca BbpxoBe (edges).

3) OwvakeaHo enusiHue (Expected Influence) obo3HauyaBa HanmMuMETO Ha OTpuUATESNHU
BbpXOBe B MpexaTa. B mpexa c npeobnagaBawiy MOMOXUTENHW BBbPXOBE OYAKBAHOTO
BNUSIHWE W LIEHTPAriHOCTTa Ca CUSTHO CBbP3aHW C BMMSHMETO Ha Bb3NUTE, HO B Mpexa C
oTpuuaTenHM BbPXOBE akmusayusima Ha TakuBa BOAM A0 HaMansaBaHe Ha Bb3OeNCTBUETO
Ha cbcegHuTe (Robinaugh et al., 2016). MpaduknTe Ha durypute ca cb3gageHu ¢ NoMoLuTa
Ha JASP 16.0 npy1 MMHMManeH npar Ha kopenauus r>+.25 ¢ uen ga ce oTcTpaHaT no-cnabo

BEPOSITHUTE BPb3KM.

CtaTtucTuyeckMTe aHanuam Ha XapaKTepUCTUKUTE, KOUTO OnpeaenstT KOSMKO MOYHO W
crneyuuyHO [afjeHo nvue Moxe Aa Obae onpedeneHo Kato aBTEHTMYEH HOCUTEN Ha
onpegeneHy KayectBa 4Ype3 CaMOOLEHBYHU BBLMPOCHMUM W Oanu TO3M BBMNPOCHUK MOXE
6bae noneseH n edpeKkTMBEH 3a onpeaensiHe Ha nHAMBuAyaneH npodun, ca OCHOBEH (POKYC
Ha T.Hap. ROC aHnanu3 (Receiver Operating Characteristics). Te3an gBa Ka4eCTBEHM MCUXO-
METPUYHM acrekTa ca CblO TOMKOBA BaXHW, KOMKOTO W KMACUYECKU MCUXO-METPUYHMU
KayecTBa KaToO CbrnacyBaHOCT MexAy BbMNpOCUTE B CKanute UM CXOACTBO MeXAy TaX U
nokasartenute. He e goctaTtbyHO Aa ce onpefenu ganu AafeH BLNPOCHUK € 00CmMOo8epeH U
npuemsnue namepBaTeneH WUHCTPYMEHT (Hanpumep HageXOHOCTTa Ha Lenus BbAPOCHUK Y
nog-ckanuTe, KOUTO rO0 CbCTaBNdABaT M TEOPETUYHOTO CBLOTBETCTBME CMPSMO LPYrn
KOHCTPYKTW, ca Ga3ncHW 3a oueHKata Ha MpuoXMMOCTTa M BanuaHocTTa Ha [ajeHa
MeToAMKa), HO CbLLO Taka € BaXHO [AOKOSIKO € rlosie3eH N egbukaceH CrpsAMO HYXAUTe U

LuennTte Ha Ncnxomnorn4HOTo n3MepBaHeE Ha coumnarnHo XenaTternHn n HexenaTtenHn Kav4ecTtBa.

C nomowyta Ha ROC nsmepBaHusiTa ce yCTaHOBSBa KakBa € BEpPOSATHOCTTA U CTeMeHTa Ha
CUrypHocT onpegeneHn 6anose ga ca obekT Ha (panwmBo-NONOXUTENHN UK hanwmeo-
oTpuuaTenHn MpeLeHKn OT OUEeHUTENs M Kak Morat ga ce npunaraT NO-KOHKPETHO.

M3nonaeat ce cnegHute napameTpu:

=J . =-J==
== 3 :
= 1
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1) UyscmeumenHocmma (Sensitivity) onMcBa BEpOATHOCTTA C MOMOLLTA Ha KOEULUMEHT 3a
JaneH TecToB NUYHOCTEH nokasaTen (koedUuMEHTBLT € onucaH vpes3 amanasoH oT 0 go 1
(x100=% BepOATHOCT) Aa Ce YCTaHOBM KONKO € 06eMbT Ha AONYCTUMUTE OTKIOHEHMS 3a

rpynu ¢ BUCOKM KOHTPOJSTHM nokasaTtenu (B cny4yas 3a SDE n IM).

2) CneyugbuyHocmma (Specificity) e koedMUMEHT Ha BEPOSITHOCT, KOWTO yKa3Ba AOKOJSIKO
AadeHn crnydaum Ha caMoOoLeHKa MoraT fa ce npuvemMart 3a TOYHW Uiy obpaTHo, cb3gasat
onpeneneH puck 3a anmnBo-nonoXNTeNHU (npuemarHe Ha Bucokute SDE) nnu danwmso-

oTpuLaTenHy n3Boamn (OTXBbPIISIHE Ha BUCOKK |M).

3) UsamouHuk Ha Kpueama (Source of the Curve) o6o3Ha4yaBa 3a CbOTBETHUS NIUYHOCTEH
nokasatesl KakBa € BEpOSTHOCTTa fda Cce onpedenu danu KOHTPONHUAT nokasaTten
HagxBbpSid B [JoctatbyHa cTeneH nparoata ROC Todka, nog KOATO crnyvauTe,
npegcTaBsilM Ce NO HEUCKPEH HayuH, daBaT MOBOA Aa ce nogos3vpa, ve npodwmnute ca
pencteutenHo HeeanugHu. Korato koedunumeHTbT Ha ROC TouykaTta e no-ronsam ot .69, ce
npuemMa 4e € MHOro BEPOATHO [OafdeHa rpyna WNu KbCTep OT CcouuarHo-XenaTernHo
OTroBapsliM Nuua Ada ce Oonpedenar KaTo MpuHaanexawmu KbM eguvH OT ABaTa Buga

dhanwmBm CamoOLIEHKN.

4) PegpepeHnmHama nuHus (Reference Line) npeacrtaBnsdBa UeHTpaneH AguaroHan,
obo03HavaBall MakcMmariHa HETOYHOCT U HEYYBCTBUTEMHOCT — KONMKOTO no-6nm3o e ROC
KpuBaTa 3a eduH NUYHOCTEH MoKasaTen 40 Tasn pedepeHTHa NUHKSA, TONKoBa Mno-ronsma e
BEPOSATHOCTTA WHAOEKCHT Oa € HUTO TOYEH, HUTO YyBCTBUTENEH KbM KOHTPONHMS SDR
nokasarten u AgenbT Ha hanwmeM OONYCKaHMS OTHOCHO KOHKPETHM crydanm we 6bae no-
ronsiM kaTo o6emM 3a No-HepeneBaHTHU CMPSMO 0OCTOSTENCTBaTa Ha U3MEPBAHETO Crly4dau.
Upes TakbB CTAaTUCTUYECKN anropuTbM HE CaMO € Bb3MOXHO Oa Ce M3UYMCIIAT rpaHMumnTe Ha
JOBEPUTENHOCT Mpu Krnacudukaumata Ha rpynu u oTAenHW criydaud, HO M moraTt ga ce
onpenensTt Kou MHAnBMAyanHu KpanHu 6anose ca NOTeHUManHo 3acTpalleHun oT danimeo-

NOJIOXKUTEITHN U (*')aﬂLIJVIBO-OTpI/ILI,aTeJ'IHI/I n3soaun.

Pesyntatu

AHanus Ha HageXaHoCTTa U TeOpPeTU4HOTO CHLOTBETCTBUE

Mpn n3mepBaHe Ha HadeXAHOCTTa Ha BCEKM e€OuH OT MeTTe BbMPOCHMKA € MpefcTaBeH
KnacumyeckuaT koeduumeHT a—KpoHOax 3a oueHKa Ha MeXxay-auTeMHaTa KOHCUCTEHTHOCT
cnep ctaHgapTusvMpaHe Ha 6anoseTe 06LWO 3a BLNPOCHMLMTE, KAaKTO M NOOTAENHO 3a BCSAKa

nopa-ckana. 3a oueHka Ha KOHCTPYKTHaTa BanuOHOCT € NpoBeAeH npoy4yBaTtenieH hakTopeH
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aHanus ¢ NnpeaBapuUTESIHO 3aroXeHo orpaHuveHne ot netT (PID-5-BF, BFI-2—-S n SDQ) nnu
nBe (3a BIDR-16SF) Bb3MOXHN namepeHusi. lNokasatenute onvcBaT AOKOMKO AAHHUTE 3a
BCEKM e€OnH OT BBLMPOCHMUMTE CbOTBETCTBAT Ha npeanonaraemuTe QakTOpHU Moenwu.
AKLEHTBbT € nocTaBeH Bbpxy obuwata obscHeHa Bapuauusa Ha MNofyvYeHuTe Mogenun wm

CTeneHTa Ha HanacBaHe KbM TeopeTu4HaTa pamka (Bux Tabnuua 2).

Tabnuuya 2.
KoedumumeHTn 3a BbTpeLlHa CbrnacyBaHOCT U KOHCTPYKTHA BanyaHOCT.

PID-5-BF BFI-2-S SDQ BIDR-16SF BIT
NMOKA3ATENN
IO, Ns=853 Ns=2234 Il A, Ns= 1381 Ns= 2234 Ns= 2234

a—KpoHbax 3a

. TOTAL .890 .838 DIFF .598 694 T .901
BbMNPOCHWMKa:

NAF 740 N 811 EMO .757 SDE .563 - =

ANT .78 A 765 PRO 732 IM .646 - =

a-KpoH6ax 3a nog-
ckanure:

DET .7/53 E 702 HYP .565 = = = =

DIS 803 C .692 CON .419 - - - -

PSY 747 O .688 PEER .261 = = = =

O6Lwa obsicHeHa
Bapuayuma:

55.92% 48.57% 43.77% 28.59% 53.18%

*CTeneH Ha HanacBaHe: 2.88 9.70 2.76 13.14 34.95

*CTeneHTa Ha HanacBaHe Ha TBbpAEHUATa KbM 06LUMS NaTeHTeH hakTop € PYHKLUSI OT ypaBHEHWE, B KOETO YMCIIUTENAT
e X°, a 3HameHaTensiT e df. CTOMHOCTUTE Ha KOeULMEHTUTE Ca 3HAYMMM NPY CTEMeH Ha rpeluka p < .001. Pesyntatute
ca reHepupaHu ¢ IBM SPSS 26©; npu ¢hakTOpHUS aHanu3 € W3MnonsBaH MeToabT 3a MakcuMasiHO cxodcmeo W 3a
poTtupaHe — [lpomakc TecT ¢ fonyckaHe 3a 06NUYHOCT (B3aMMOCBBP3aHOCT) Mexay dakTopuTe.

HapgexgHocTTa (cbrnacyBaHOCTTa Mexay BbMpOCUTE OT JajeHa ckana) Bapupa oT
He3agoBonutenHa (DIFF, a = .60; CON, a = .42; PEER, a = .26; HYP, a = .57 3a Bcsika noa-
ckana, cbeTosiwa ce ot 5 TBbpaeHnd; SDE, a = .56 n IM, a = .65 3a Bcsika OT nof-ckanuTe ¢
no 6 TBbpAeHMA) 0o MHoro npuemnuea (DIS, a = .80, cbabpxalla 5 TBbpaeHus). MNMonyyenn
Ca HSAKOM MHOro 6nM3kM 0O MakcuMarHo [OnyCTUMUTE CTOMHOCTM 3a HanacBaHe KbM
OYaKBaHUTE CTPYKTYPHM MOAENM (3a 3naTeH cTaHaapT ce npuema, ye X/df < 2; Hu & Bentler,
1999). Camo OBa BBLMNPOCHMKA — 3@ CUIHWM CTpaHu, noBedeHYeckn cmyuieHust (SDQ) u
nnyHocTHM 3atpygHeHus (PID-5-BF) otuuTtaT Ham-6nu3km OO0 MOCOYEHUSI O4YaKBaH
cTaTucTu4eckn kputepun. BeposaTHO no-Huckata obuwia obsicHeHa Bapuaumsi OT ABaTa
daktopa SDE u IM ca Haxodka B norsa Ha JonyckaHeTo, Yye ce noapasfenaT Ha yYeTupu

draceTa, No-koHKpeTHN SDR yepTu, KOUTO cbCTaBnsaBaT ABaTa uHaekca oT BIDR-16SF (Buxk

-
Psychological Thought South-West University “Neofit Rilski”
2022, Vol. 15(2), 114-147
https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706


https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706

Distortions in Self-Assessment 129

Tabnuua 3). To3n onucaTteneH mModen MMma no4vtv ABOMHO Mo-gobpa CTeneH Ha HanacBaHe
(¥*(120) = 6.21; p < .001) 1 o6L1a 06sicHeHa Bapuauus (44.72%).

Tabnuua 3.

lNodpedba Ha mebpdeHusima om BIDR-16SF ewe chacemu.
dacetn’

Bbnpocu ®dakTop, Ne 1 5 3 4

BmecTto ga npoct4 ... IM, 12 .695

['oBOpst o ... IM, 13 .632

CnyuBarno mu ce €... IM, 11 513

Jibxa... IM, 9

KoraTo crpeua. .. IM, 10

Bsapsawm B... SDE, 7 778

BuHaru cbm HasicHo... SDE, 2 519

Bcuuko, koeTo... SDE, 6 379

Hukora He cbxansiBam... SDE, 4

Hayms nu cu Hewo... SDE, 8

He o6pbliam BHMMaHMKE. .. IM, 16 .615

M3barsam ga cnywam... IM, 14 1499

Hwkora He B3emam... IM, 15 .394

lMponyckam gocTa... SDE, 5 .545

HeBuHaru cu npusHaeam... SDE, 1 436

TpyAHO My e Aa Bb3nupam... SDE, 3 410

MeToabT 3a usBnuyaHe e ,MakcumanHo cxodcTBo®, a mogpeabata e monyveHa npu
poTtauus ,[pomakc” crnep 7 noBTOpeHusl U HopManusauusi ,Kansep®.

AKO ce NpUNoXu fOrMKo-CMUCNOB aHanuM3 Ha MOfy4eHOTO MpOoyYBaTEsNHO MOoA-PaKTOPHO
nogpasgensHe B CTpyKTypaTa Ha ABaTta ocHoBHM SDR hakTopu, MoraTt ga ce nsBegat Kakto
nyonn4HnTe, Taka u YyactHute acrnektn Ha SDE un IM (Paulhus & Trapnell, 2008). Hanpumep
Bbnpocute 1, 3 U 5 ca nokasartenHu 3a 4YacTHUAT nnaH Ha SDE — ybeneHocTTa, € KOSATO
YOBEK BAPBa B CBOUTE NMpenMyLLecTBa, A0KaTo 2, 6 U 7 ce OTHACAT NO-CKOPO 3a NyOnnyHna —
CaMoOyBEepeHOCT U 4YyBCTBOTO 3a npasaveocT. Kopenauuata, nonyvyeHa npu pakTopHUSA
aHanus, Mexgy Te3u [Ba noTeHumanHm aceta € Hacoka 3a yMepeHO [0 CunHa
B3anmoBpb3Ka (r(2232) = .453). Mo aHanorn4yeH Ha4YMH MoraTt fa ce oTHecaT U BbrnpocuTe oT
ckanata 3a IM — 11, 12 n 13 go 4yBCTBOTO 3a MOYTEHOCT B YacTeH nnaH, gokato 14, 15 n 16
BEPOATHO Ce OTHAcAT A0 MpeanasnuBoCTTa fa He Ce HakbpHsBa MybnuuHusa nmugx.
YcTraHoBeHaTa kopenaumst € B no-ymepeHa creneH (r(2232) = .329). Mexgy neata daceta
Ha SDE u IM kopenauusita Bapypa OT HecbLlecTBeHa Ao craba — r(2232) >.062 u r(2232)
<.286. lNogobeH noaxond 3a veTupuaenHo daceTmpaHe Ha NMYHOCTHATA YepTa ,NoYTeHocT"
€ Bb3MNpUeT u Npu nHgekcnpaHeto Ha SDR B No-CbBpeEMEHHMUs WecT-pakTopeH mohen 3a
oLeHka Ha nnmyHocTTa (Thalmayer et al. 2011; Thalmayer & Saucier, 2014). No-HaTaTbLWHUTE
aHanusn B HacCTOALOTO U3crefBaHe e cnegsaTt anropyTbma 3a OTYMTaHe Ha couunanHarta
XenaTesfiHOCT Mo HauuHa, ykasaH oT aBTopuTe Ha BIDR-16SF (Hart et al., 2015). Bb3amoxHo
e ocobeHOCTMTEe Ha wu3BagkaTa Aa nosnuaBaT pasbuvpaHeTo Ha BBLMPOCUTE Taka, 4e

pa3HOPOOHOCTTAa HAa JINYHOCTHUTE YepTH, ocobeHo coumanHaTa enaTtenHocT U 4o ronsima
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cTeneH HeeaHOPOAHOCTTAa Ha KnovoBUTe o6nacTu B KUTEMCKOTO MpeycnsiBaHe Oa ce
oTOanevyaBa 3HAYMTENHO OT OYaKBaHOTO OMNTUMArHO HamnacsBaHe. 3a Tasu Uen e NpoBeaeH
fiepapxuyeH KNbCTepeH aHanus, 3a Ja ce NpoBepu AOKOSKO e onpaBaaHo nokasatenuTe aa

ce onpeaensaT KaTo ,,cunHn® n ,cnabu“ ctpaHu.

Pe3ynmamu om KnmbcmepeH aHanus
B npeacTtaBeHuTe Ha AeHAporpammnTe MOAEeN OTYETNIMBO Ce OTKPOsiBa ABYAENHOCTTa Ha
OCHOBHUMeE NoKa3aTenu, KOSITO ce CbrracyBa C MHTYMTUBHOTO pa3bupaHe 3a ,,cusiHu“

,Crnabu“ cTpaHu Ha xapakTtepa.

Dendrogram using Ward Linkage . .
Rescaled Distance Cluster Combine Dendrogram using Ward Linkage

a 5 10 15 20 2 Rescaled Distance Cluster Combine
1 1 1 1 1 s 10 15 20 25

TOTAL 6 1 1 1 1 1
DIFF 6|
PSY "

Y
5 =
B
2
PR
¥
-
=

e

CBbKPALLEHUA:
11a IR71
(0] Henpenyb6eneHoct DET OtuyxaeHve (e} Henpenyb6eneHoct CON HapywasaHe Ha
C CbBecTHOCT ANT CbnepHuyecTBO C CbBecTHOCT HYP XunepakTueHa
E EkcTpaBepcusi DIS Hesb3gbpxaHocT E Ekctpasepcus PEER T[lpobnemu ¢
A CbpaevHocT PSY CrtpaHHoCcTH A CbpaevHocT PRO [obpoHamepeHocT
N CrabunHocT SDE Ce6eunatbkBaHe N CrabunHocT SDE CebenstbkBaHe
TOTAL  Jln4Hu 3aTpyaHeHus IM OTkpoBeHoCT DIFF  lMoBepeH4eckn IM OTkpoBeHoCT
NAF Otpuuartenyun emounm T MpeycnsiBaHe EMO EmouuoHanHu cumntomn T MpeycnsiBaHe

durypa 1. MepapxuqeH modern

HecbvoTBeTcTBUATA B nop,pe,u,GaTa MoraTt fia ce U3TbJIKyBaT KaTO Haxo4Ku 3a CI'IeLI,VICbI/I‘-IHO

pa36mpaHe Ha CMUCbBbI1a Ha nuspedeHundaTa ot yd4aCtHuumTe B JONUTBAHETO.

Mpe)KOBVI aHaNIn3 Ha NokKa3aTtenuTte
CxoacTBaTta M crneuMduknTe Ha B3aMMOOEWCTBME MEXAY WHOEKCUTE B KOHTEKCTa Ha
NHTEpaKTUBHa (HOMOJIOrMYHA) Mpexa No-4ony ca AOoMbIIHUTENHA Haxo4ka yCTaHOBABaHe Ha

nony4yeHnTe KOHTpacTn B ﬁepapxquaTa nonpe,u,6a Ha nokasartenuTe.

=J . =-J==
== 3 :
= 1
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CbKPALLEHUA:
1ua Ina
(0] Henpeny6eneHoct DET OrtuyxaeHvne [¢] Henpeny6epeHocT CON HapywaBaHe Ha
C CbBecTHOCT ANT CbnepHuyecTso C CbBecTHOCT HYP XunepakTueHa
E EkctpaBepcus DIS Hesb3gbpxaHocT E ExkcTpaBepcus PEER Tpo6nemu c
A CbpaeyHoct PSY CrtpaHHocTn A CbpaevHocT PRO [lo6poHamepeHocT
N CrabunHoct SDE CebeunstbkBaHe N CrabunHoct SDE CebenstbkBaHe
TOTAL  JnyHu 3aTpyaHeHust IM OTkpoBeHOCT DIFF  TlloBepeH4eckn IM OTkpoBeEHOCT
NAF OTpuuatenHu emoumn T MpeycnsiBaHe EMO EmouuoHanHu cumntomn T MpeycnsiBaHe

durypa 2. Mpexosu modernu

Ha curypa 1 nog | W[ ca onpegeneHyn mexay HAKOW NOMNOXUTENHU acrnekTn KaTto Hanpumep
cbpaeyvHocT (A) u oTpuuartenHu kaTo cbnepHudectBo (ANT), unu mexay oTpuuarternHa
emoumoHanHocT (NAF) n emoumoHanHata ctabunHocT (N). BbTpelwHaTa cbrnacyBaHoCT Ha
BPBb3KMUTE Mexay cbpaeyvHocT (A), cbBecTHOCT (C) nsobpaseHn Ha durypa 1 (rpadukarta nog
I O), n mexay cbpaeyvHocTTa (A) n gobpoHamepeHocTTa (PRO) (nak Tam, nog Il ) morat

Aa ce Bb3npunemMart KaTo LeHTpalH1 XapakTeEPUCTUKN B MpexXaTa OT NnokKasaTersin.
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ITHT oHg
Betweenness Degree Expected Influence Betweenness Degree Expected Influence
TH T
I I
SDE A SDE
PSY 4 PROA
DIS 4 PEER 1
ANT HYP
DET 4 CONA
MNAF 4 EMO
N N
A A
E- E
C CH
o O A

durypa 3. MexxOuHHOCM, yeHmpalrHocm U o4YakeaHo e/lusiHue Ha uHdekcume

Cnopen meTpukata, npedctaBeHa Ha durypa 3, B gBeTe mpexu rpeycriseaHemo (T) ce
oKkasBa LeHTpanHa un cbbupartenHa Tovka Ha NM4YHOCTHaTa camMooLleHka,. BtopocteneHHa
pond M B [OBETe Mpexu ce OoTpexaa Ha 4YepTu OT CnekTbpa Ha obwuTenHoctta —
ekcmpasepcusima (E), cepdeyHocmma (A) n npocoyuanHomo rnosedeHue (PRO). CteneHTa
Ha NpyBrMYaHe Mexay UHAEKCUTe odyepTaBa [Be 30HW Ha JIMYHOCTHM KOHTPACTU — HaN-ACHO
n3paseHn Bpb3kM obpasyBaT MNO3UTUBHMTE W  couManHo-npegnoyMTaHara 4epra
cveecmHocm (C). MNo-4yBCTBUTENHN KbM Bb3OENCTBMETO Ha OOCTOATENCTBaTa U cTpeca oT
naHAEMUYHUTE YCNOBMA ca uHAekcute 3a ompuuyamesnHu emoyuu (NAF) n omuyxdeHue
(DET). HOoekcuTe 3a o4akBaHO BIMsIHME MOCOYBAT, Ye NposiBM Ha Heabi3dbpxxaHocm (DIS) n
cbrnepHudecmeo (ANT) ce okas3BaT 3HAYUTENHO MO-YYBCTBUTESNHM KbM akTyanHusi CNeKTbp
Ha 3aTpyAHEeHWUs, OTKOMKOTO noBeyveTo mHaekcu oT SDQ. Tesan Haxogku ca B nonsa Ha
NPeanonoXeHNeTo, 4Ye MNo-noaxo4sl, 3a MCUXOSIOrMYECKO U3MepBaHe B aKTyanHuTe

ycnosudara e PID-5-BF.

AHanus Ha UsKpuBsiBaHUATa B JIMYHOCTHUTE NMoOKasaTenu

Mpean pa ce nposege ROC aHanu3 (Receiver Operating Characteristics) ca nssegeHu
pehepeHmHuU 2pynu 3a coLmanHo xeraTenHn U3KpUBABaHUA NPy NUYHOCTHUTE NokasaTenu,
cb3gageHun cnopes cnegHusa anroputsem. B Tabnvua 4 e npeacraBeHo pasnpeaeneHneTo Ha
n3BegeHuTe Tpu rpynn — crnydam Ha ,ymepeHun“ SDR GanoBe, odopMeHa OT nuua, KOUTo
nonagaT B Auana3oHa Ha cpefHoapuTMeTu4HaTa CTOMHOCT (M), KbM KOATO ce aobass unu

n3Baxga efgHo CTaHgapTHO oTkrnoHeHue (1SD, Bwxk Tabnuua 11, Allik et al.,, 2017) n ase

= =

==

Psychological Thought South-West University “Neofit Rilski”
2022, Vol. 15(2), 114-147

https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706


https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706

Distortions in Self-Assessment 133

rpynu ¢ eKCLUECMBHO “HMUCKO® N ,BUCOKO” COLMAanHo-XenaTtenHo otroeapsiHe (kpanHu 6anoee,

No-BUCOKM WU NO-HUCKK OT AnanasoHa M+1Sd, Tabnuua 4).

Tabnuua 4.
Bpoti yuacmruyu, pasnpedenieHu 8 criedHume peghepeHmHu epyru.
Bupa rpyna SDE Bua rpyna IM Bua rpyna SDE Bupa rpyna IM
(pedepeHTeH  (6powi oT (pedepeHTeH (6pon (pedepeHTeH (6bpori oT  (pedhepeHTEH  (6Gpon oT
OmnanasoH): 1 10) OuanasoH): ot | 0) OuanasoH): I na) OmnanasoH): 11 10a)
Bucoko HuBo 322 Bucoko HuBo 566 Bucoko HuBo 123 Bucoko HuBoO 159
YMepeHo HUBO 889 YmepeHo HUBO 740 ::In:geHo 612 YMepeHo HUBO 605
Hucko HuBo 170 Hucko HuBo 75 Hucko HuBo 118 Hucko HuBo 89

2) B Tabnuua 5 e onucaHO pasnpeneneHneTo, MofyvYeHo C NomMoliTa Ha ABYCTLMNKOB
knbcTepeH aHanu3 (Twostep Cluster Analysis), ¢ nomowita Ha KoWTo ce obocobsasaTt Tpu
rpynu oT coumnanHo-xenaTenHo oTroBapsawm cybektn (¢ HUCKKU, cpeaHun n Bucokn SDE n IM

LeHTpupaLwiun koepuumneHTn).

SDE, 1104 IM, 110
Cluster Quality Cluster Quality
Pt Fair Good Foar Fair Good
Er s 0o as 10 e 05 oo o5 10
Silhouette measure of cohesion and separation ' ilhou of cohesion and separati ’
SDE, U4 IM, I O
Cluster Quality Cluster Quality

Puar Fair oo Puod Fail ool

T T T
10 05 00 05 10 -10 05 00 05 10
il of ion and il Silhouette measure of cohesion and separation

durypa 4. Hugo Ha ka4ecmeomo Ha KITbcmepHomo pasnpedesieHue

Pe3yJ'ITaTI/ITe, npeacraBeHn Ha <D|/|rypa 4, nokaseaTt, 4Ye TecTbT 3a KIMbCTEPHO Ka4YeCTBO
yaoocTtoBepdaBa OO0CTAaTb4Y4HO npuemMrinea (Fair) Koxe3na um H806X0[J,VIMa ONCTaHUUA MeXay
TpuTte rpynn C HUCKU, YyMEPEHU U BUCOKU SDR 6anoBe, HO He OOCTaTb4HO oOoNnTUMaliHW.
YCTaHOBEHM Ca HSAKOU pa3sMnHaBaHnA B Ha4uHa, no KONTO ce pasnpenenar ydactHumuute

(Bux Tabnwuua 5).

Tabnuua 5.
Bpoti yuacmHuyu, pasnpedeneHu 8 Kinbcmepu.
Knbctepu Knbctepu Knbctepu Knbctepu
3aSDE LUeHtbp bBpon 3a M LleHTbp Bpow 3aSDE UeHtbp bBpon 3a IM LleHTbp Bpown

(1vn) (1vn) (o) ()
1-Bu 17 223 1-Bu 46 483 1-Bu .50 710 1-Bn .86 566
2-pn .81 124 2-pn 19 204 2-pn .83 322 2-pn 51 632
3-m .45 506 3-Tn .86 166 3-m A7 349 3-Tn .18 183

B tabnuua 6 no-gony ca onncaHun npeterneHnTe LwaHcoBe (an cTeneH Ha CUrypHocCT p <

.001) pga ce ponycHaT @anwugo-rnoioXumenHu W3BoAM 3a Y4YaCTHULM C  BMCOKO
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cebenstokBaHe (SDE) oTHOocHO 6anoBeTe UM 3a neTTe NMMYHOCTHM YepTu. brnarogapeHue Ha
TO3N WMHOEKC Ce YCTaHOBSIBA KOMKO M KOM TOYHO Ca Te3n Clyvaun, KakTo U [OOKOJIKO
(A) u

cweecmHocm (C). C yaoebeneH wpudT B TabnuumTte no-gony ca ob6o3HavyeHn Te3n MHOEKCH,

npeyBenuyaeat MpeanoyYnTaHn OT OoOLEecTBOTO KayecTBa KaTto CbpOeyHocm

KOUTO MakcMmanHo ce pgobnwkaBaT [0 KpuTuMYHaTa rpaHuua 3a goctoBepHocT (ROC
ToykaTta). lNpeTerneHuaAT puck 3a fafeHa rpyna, C KOUTO Ce ycTaHOoBsBa CUCTEMATU4YHO
dhanwumea rpeluka M3McKBa MHOro rno-ronsim obem oT amdepeHumpann cut-off nparoese wu

3aToBa Te HAMa Aa ce KOMeHTUparT TYK.

Tabnuuya 6.
ROC mouku Ha seposimHocm 3a U3KpugsigaHe Ha rnokasamesiume om BFI-2-S.

Mokasarenu SDE (M£1Sd) IM (M+1Sd) SDE (K-Means) IM (K-Means)
o .586 .576 .587 .531
C .703 .662 .703 .562
E .694 .576 .695 .529
A .625 .700 .625 .581
N .695 .563 .696 .545

CraHgapTHaTa rpeLuka npy n3MepeaHeTo Ha BEpPOSiTHOCTTa € B AvanasoHa ot .011 go .015

ToBa e conuaeH Mapkep, 4e TakuMBa Cliyydau Tpﬂ6Ba Oa yOooCToBEepAT 4pes XUTencka

KOHKpeTu3aumsa. 1o TO3M HauuMH LWe ce Hamanu CcTeneHTa Ha frpelwka oT Tuna
u3credosamersiim UHMyumusHo 0a He 8spea Ha npeysernuyeHata cbBecTHOCT (C) — B
cnyyas Ha 70,3% oT xopaTta (nony4eHusT koeduumeHT, ¢ yaebeneH wpudT B Tabnuua 6, ce
ymHOXaBa no 100). [Opyr u3kpvBeH edeKkT ce Ab/MKWM Ha hanwuso-ompuyamerHu
camooueHkn (IM, p < .001). OnpegeneHn cnydau, nonagawn B rpynata Cc npekaneHa
OTKPOBEHOCT, MOX€ HauCTMHa da ca no-CbpAeyvHu, a pesyntaTbT nokasea, vye e 70%
BEpPOATHO Ja ce AonycHe aTpubyTuBHa rpellka cb3HamesiHo 0a He ce rossipea, vYe Te ca

HaMbIHO OTKPOBEHM OTHOCHO CBOSAITA CbpAeYHOCT (A).

ROC Curve
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=T Curve
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durypa 5. Pasnuku 8 ROC kpusume Ha rnokazamersnu om BFI-2-S (SDE — n1s80, IM — 851cHO)
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Ha cdurypa 5 e nsobpaseH rpadmMyHO KOMKO BMCOK € PUCKBLT 3a qhasiuugo-rosioxXumesHu
ponyckaHusa. Konkoto no Bucoka € rbpbuuata Hag guaroHana, TOMKOBa MO-TOYHO WU
cneundmnyHO ca OTYeTEHM OTAENHUTE cnyvyan. HesaBucnmo oT MeTtoga 3a knacudpuumpaHe e
o4yeBMAHO, 4e Bucokata cweecmHocm (C) e wu3kpuBeHa OT MOTMBaA 3a BWUCOKO
cebeusmbkeaHe (SDE). BrniM3kn 0 KPUTUYHMA MUHUMYM KaTo OAN Ha NpeyBeriMyYeHneTo,
okoro 69,5% ca yctaHoBeHu 3a ekcmpasepcusma (E) u emoyuoHasiHama cmabusiHocm (N).
Han-manka BepoATHOCT Aa ce onpedensT ¢panwuso-ompuyamesnHu 6anose ce nonyvasa
npy knacudukaumsTa, usBbplieHa ¢ K-means (3a BCUYKM MokKasaTenu CTOMHOCTTA € Hapg
40%), pokaTo 4ype3 Tasn, 6asmpaHa Ha M + 1SD, ce nonyyaBa MpUeMNMB LIAHC A He ce
ponycHe atpubyTtusHa rpewwka (nog 30 %), T.e. Aa He nNoBapBaMe Ha xopa, cMATalLM ce 3a
MHOro cbpdedHu (A); 42%-47% e BepoOATHO Ja ce Crpewm npu npeueHka Ha xopa,

npeTeHaupalum, Yye nputexasaTt MHOro omeopeH ym (O).

Tabnuua 7.
ROC koegpuyueHmu 3a seposmHocmma 0a ce omyemam ¢panwusu uHdekcu om SDQ.
Moka3aTenu SDE (M£1Sd) IM (M£1Sd) SDE (K-Means) IM (K-Means)

DIFF 706 636 688 627

EMO 717 563 686 536

CON 549 749 564 689

HYP 670 619 .660 621

PEER 538 498 546 536

PRO 372 233 382 306

CTtaHpgapTHaTa rpeLuka npu n3amMepBaHeTo Ha BEPOSTHOCTTa € B AnanasoHa ot .013 go .017

ROC Curve ‘o ROC Curve
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durypa 6. Pasnuku 8 ROC kpusume Ha uHOekcu om SDQ (SDE - 51560, IM — 0sicHO)

@arnwuso-rnonoxumesHu camooueHku (SDE) morat ga ce otyetar Hamn-Beye koraTo ce
npocneaun KpyeaTa Ha emMmounoHanHuTe cMmylleHus (Bux Tabnuua 7) — npu 24% ot cnyyanTte
MOX€e Ja YCbMHUM B U3paseHocTTa Ha emoyuoHanHume cumnmomu (EMO). 3a cpaBHeHne

06006LWeHNAT HAEKC 3a nogedeHyecku 3ampyoHeHusi (DIFF) e no-HeTo4YeH B CpaBHEHWE CbC
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cneundunynua nHgekc EMO. Qanwuso-ompuuamernHu camooueHkn (IM) 3a cneumdunyHm
noBefeHYeCcKn 3aTpyAHEHUA MoraT Aa ce OTKPUST Hal-Beye, Korato y4acTHULUM npeueHsasaT

KONKO yecTo Hapywasam Hopmume (CON).

Tabnuua 8.
ROC mouku Ha seposimHocm Ga ce omyemam ¢hasiwiusu rnokazamenu om PID-5-BF.
MNMokasatenn  SDE (Mx1Sd) IM (M£1Sd) SDE (K-Means) IM (K-Means)
TOTAL 608 370 582 .385
NAF 622 419 .609 434
DET 589 469 566 474
ANT 509 462 478 467
DIS 565 641 523 631
PSY 565 .398 558 406

CTtaHpapTHaTa rpeLuka npu nsMepBaHeTo Ha BEpOATHOCTTa € B AnanasoHa ot .012 go .015

Han-otyetnuen B Tabnuua 8 n Ha durypa 7 ca rpynute, knacubuumpaHm Ha 6asa cpegHu
6anose 1 egHo oTknoHeHne (M = 1SD). Toa ca 37% OT criyyante C BUCOKa OMKpPO8eHOCM
(IM), 3a KOUTO MOXe fa He ce OT4yeTe CbOTBETHO BUCOKa Hegb3dbpxxaHocm (DIS), ¢ 2% no-
ManbK WaHC 3a anwmBo-nosIoXKUTENHA rpeLlka, OTKOMKOTO Npu ompuyamesnHume eMoyuu
(NAF), KouTO BEPOATHO Cca MNOBMMSIHW OT HeraTMBMUCTMYHATaA Harfnaca [fa He ce

cebeusmwbkeam (SDE).
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®urypa 7. Pasnuku 8 ROC kpusume Ha riokazamesnu om PID-5-BF (SDE - sis60, IM —
O5ICHO).

Tabnnua 9.
ROC mouku Ha eeposimHOCm 3a U3KpussieaHe Ha rnokasameJsisi om BIT.
MokasaTenu SDE (M+1SD) IM (M£1Sd) SDE (K-Means) IM (K-Means)

T 746 624 746 561

CraHgapTHaTa rpeLuka npu nsamMepBaHeTo Ha BEpOATHOCTTa € B AnanasoHa ot .012 1o.013
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ROC Curve ROC Curve
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durypa 7. ROC kpuea Ha ripeycrisisaHemo, usmepeHo ¢ BIT(SDE — 51560, IM - dsicHO)

Han-goctoBepHO MoOXe fa ce u3MmepBaTr aniuBo-fMonoKUTENHUTE Cryvyam C BUCOKU
6anose 3a npeycnseaHe (T) — npubnuautenHo 25% OT ydacTHUUMTE C BUCOKO
cebenstokBaHe (B Tabnuua 9) 6Guxa mornvM ga HM gagaTt MnoBog ga MoBsipBame, 4ye

HaUCTUHa Ca TOJ1IKOBa yOOBEeTBOPEHU OT XKMUBOTA U yCnexa CU, KOJTIKOTO OTHMUTAT Cca.
Auckycus

UHamBuayanHo npocdunupaHe Ha y4acTHULMU

MNMocnepgHaTta 3ajada Ha aHanu3a e Ja ce CpaBHAT npodunuTe U ga ce nNpoBeae onuT 3a
knacuduumpaHe Ha criydan 6e3 NMYHOCTHM 3aTpyAHEHNS CrPsIMO LieneBa rpyna oT yYeHuULm,
3a KOUTO € YCTaHOBEHO HanMYMeTO Ha feKM UMM YMEPEHU XPOHUYHW CbCTOSHMS Ha
TpPeBOXHOCT w/unu penpecusi. Ocem npoduna  ca MON3Banu pasfnMyHn No  BuA
MCUXOMNOrMYHN KOHCYNTaUMK 3apagu XuTencka opueHTaums (NceBAoHMMbT e yaebGeneH, B
KYpCUB) Unn nnyeH npobrem (camo yaebeneH wpudT), n ca perncTpupaHy nog criegHuTe

nceeBooHMMM (BUX CcbLo Ha https://testrain.info/download/profiles/students.pdf):

Idk, 17 rognwHa ydeHnyka B CMI, noHsiKora ce KOHCynTMpa C yYUIULHUS NCUXOIor 3apaaun
yMepeHa OUCTUMUS, u3passiBalla ce B Mepuoan Ha CKyka, HeydoBreTBopeHue, HegoBepue,
HaTpan4MBo 4yBCTBO 3a BMHA W HEOOBOSCTBO OT nuncaTa Ha pasbupaHe n TUPaHUYHO
OTHOLLEHMe OT CTpaHa Ha Gawia n KbM Hesl, CKENTMLM3BbM U Tbra 3apagu CeMenHn TPyLHO
npeogonMMmn KOHMNUKTN, pes3yntaTt OT 4YeCcTu pasMMHaBaHWS Ha OYakKBaHUS OTHOCHO

CEMENHUTE POSN U XXUTENCKUTE NPUOPUTETN.
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Ahri, 17 roguwHa y4eHn4ka Ha caMocTodaTenHa popmMa Ha obyyeHue B CMI, 6e3 KOHKpPETHM
ONakBaHWsi, MOHSIKOra Ce HamnMBa C asnikoxosl, KOETO AbPXWU B TallHa OT POAUTENUTE CU U

noakpenda nHMunaTmBu, CBbp3aHU C npeoaondaBaHe Ha NnosfioBuU CTepeoTuni.

BbemxoeeH, 17 roguweH y4eHuK, nocewjaBan MNCUXONOr C NCUXOaHanNUTUYHa OpueHTaumsa
n3ebH CMI™ ¢ uen camopassuTue 1 NpeogonsiBaHe Ha obLula TPEBOXHOCT 3apaan M3onauus
no BpeMe Ha naHgemusTa, onfakea ce OT MepMOAM Ha CMsAHA Ha MHTEpecuTe, CMopoBeE C
poaouTenu, otcnabeHa KOHUEHTpauus M MoTuBauusa 3a yveHe, ¢ obpaTHa Bpb3ka — 0e3
nogobpeHne OT NocelleHnsTa Npu ncmxoaHanutuka. Korato e B npucbcTBeHa dopma Ha
0o0y4yeHue, obllyBa CMOHTAHHO M 4YyBCTBa, 4Ye npobnemmte My HamansiBaT 3HAYUTEIHO,
3all0TO ce ObmkaT Ha camoTaTa no Bpeme Ha OPEC M HenmbiHOUEHHOTO 4yBCTBO,

NoAAbPXKaHO OT couumanHaTta AUcTaHuus.

Mame ¢ 6omywu, 17 rognwHa yvyeHndka B CMIT, nocewaeana NncMxonor U3BbH yYUITULLETO,
KOWTO npunaran pas3roBopHa ncuxotepanus 3apaau oba TpeBOXHOCT U Oynumuna. Passusa
Jenpecust nopagu npeymopa W emouMoHanHO u3dyeprnBaHe. CmsATa, 4e e xepTBa Ha
HepaspelleHn KOHMMUKTM Ha O4YakBaHWS U LEEHHOCTU CbC CEMEWCTBOTO M — MO HEWHO
onucaHMe Marka M MMa CBPBbXKPUTMYEH M TBbpAE B3uckaTeneH xapakTtep. [loctaBeHa e
AunarHosa OT NcUxmaTbp ,YMEPEHO TEXbK AenpecnBeH CMHAPOM® U € NpenopbyaHo nevyeHne
¢ Ecoben no cxema 5 Mr npes nbpBaTta cegMuua, Ha BTopaTa ceamuLa gosarta e yBenvmyeHa
Ha 10 wmr, meceu cneg Hayanoto — no 15 Mr Ha BedHbX AHEeBHO. CnpusitensiBa ce C

BeTxoBeH, a 06LIJ,I/IFIT NHTEpecC, KOWTO rn CBbp3Ba € CBUPEHETO Ha NnaHo.

modul 3i 5, 18 rogmweH yyeHuk B CMIT, 6e3 ncnxmyHn onnakeBaHus, noceLlasa NCMXonor 3a
na pasbepe KOHMMMKTA Ha O4YaKBaHUS CbC CEMENCTBOTO Ha Ahri OTHOCHO BMeHeHaTta OT
poanTenMTe N OTFOBOPHOCTTA 3a HEMHO TEXKO HanuBaHe M 3a Aa NpeocMUCnnN Kak ga
Npoab/DKM y4acTMeTO B TexeH 00w, npoekT. Mecel no-kbCHO ce pas3gensat U ocTtasar

npunaTenun.

hvala, 17 rognwHa ydyeHudka B CMIT, 6e3 onnakBaHusa, cberesaTenka no Gacketbon cbe
CWUMHO pasBUTO YyBCTBO 3a Cbhpuyactve. MOTMBBT, C KOMTO MoceliaBa NCUXONOrMYHUTE
KoHcynTauummn e ,Moxe nv ga Bu cTaHa yupak?“. 3aema pongara Ha ,ncuxotepanesT* cnpsaMo
BPBbCTHULN N NPUATENN. M3nnUTBa CUMNHO XenaHne aa cun obacHsBa pasnnyHM eMOLMOHarHK
naTepHu B NOBEAEHUETO Ha MO3HATU M BNKU3KKU, CKITOHHA € Aa ce ,BTPEHYBA“ B KIIMHUYHMUS

CNEeKTbp Ha JINYHOCTTAa, Hanp. ,,XI/ICTepI/NeH“ JIn € fJageH 4YoBeK 1 3allo Ce OAbPXU TaKa.

Standuphelper, 17 roanweH yyeHnk B CMIT, ¢ oTnnyeH ycnex n 6e3 NCUxXmMYHn onnakBaHus,

Aonagat My HEMpUHYAEHUTE M3siBM Npen no3Hata nybnuka oT cby4YeHuuu.
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Meuyo Iyx :), 17 roguwHa y4yeHudka B CMI, cnpaBsi ce OTNMYHO crnen NpeMecTBaHe OT
camocTosiTenHa B pefoBHa opma Ha obyveHue 3apagu NpoabiPKUTENHa AMarHocTuka u
neveHue Ha rnaeobonue. Mo Bpeme Ha OPEC HacTpoeHunsaTa i ce BnoluaeaT, NIecHO ryou
KOHLEeHTpauusi, ymopsiBa ce no-6bp3o, a rnasobonueTo 3advectaBa. B yuvnumwe e

3a00ukoneHa oT NpuaTenu, OT KOMTO Yepnu NpusHaHme. Conuxkasa ce ¢ Ahri.

Llenta Ha npoBeadeHuss K-Mean knbCTepeH aHanu3 e fda ce NpoBeEpU KbM Kosi epyna
NPUHAANEXN BCEKU eauH OT 8-Te yyacTHULM, CpaBHEHM ¢ ocTaHanute. Cbc * ce onpegens
BEPOSAITHOCTTA 3a [AOMyCKaHe Ha MHTYUTUBHA rpellka OT MCUXorora no OTHOLLUEHUE Ha ToBa
Aanu 1 JOoKOSKO NIMYHOCTHAaTa CamMoOLIeHKa € U3KPUBEHA, T.e. KOMNKO haniumBo-MNoNoXuTeneH

unu danwmeo-oTpmuaTeneH Moxe 6u e BCekn eaunH oT pesyntatute um (Bux Tabnumua 10).

Tabnuua 10.
CmeneHu Ha pucka da ce dorycHam ampubymueHuU epelwKu 3a 8-me y4eHuka.

.cnytlau: Idk Ahri BetrxoBeH NETD mo_dul hvala Standuphelper Meq?
rpyna: 6oTywkn 3i5 Myx :)
SDE (MilSd) * *% * * * * *% *%
IM (MilSd) *% *% *% *% * * *% *%
SDE (K_Means) *% *% *% *% *% *% * *k%
IM (K_Means) * *k% *%k% *%k% *% *% *k% *k%

O603HayYeHUsT: *- HACLK PUCK 3a OOMyCKaHe Ha rpeLuka, **- yMepeH puCK, ***- BUCOK PUCK.

pynupaHeTo no kputepus M = 1SD nokasBa, 4Ye TO3W MOAXOA € MO-4yBCTBUTENEH OT
KnbCcTepuTe, nonydyeHun ¢ K-means aHanus. 3a MMHMManHO U3KPUBEH MOXe Ja ce npueme
npocpuna Ha |ldk. MNpodmnum, kKouTo mMoraT ga ce npuemart 3a AOCTaTb4yHO LOCTOBEPHM ca
Te3n Ha modul 31 5 n hvala — yyeHnuu ¢ BUCOKM acnupaunmn n peanHu nocTumxkeHna. ronsamo
JOBEpME MOXe da ce Kpeautmpa u Ha npocdwmnute Ha BetrxoBeH u lMaTte ¢ GoTyLwwm,
HEe3aBUCUMO OT TOBA, Y€ TBHXHUAT U TPEBOXEH POH, €4NH OT U3TOYHULMTE Ha OTpULaTENHM
HaCTpOeHUsl, e fokanuanpaH A0 M3BECTHA CTENeH M MOCTaBeH B KpaTKOCPOYHA pamKa Ha
NpeocMUCIIAHETO.. HaumHbT, NO KOWTO Te3nM yveHuuM B3aumogenctsat C OBOEKTUBHM
dakTopu, U3TOYHUUM Ha CcuneH cmpec (NPOoAbIMKUTENHUTE OBydYeHue OT AMCTaHuusa npes
naHaeMusita, wusonaumsita, KpaTKOTParMHOTO MPUCHLCTBEHO OOy4YeHWe, TexHUYecKkuTe
npobnemn), HMBOTO Ha ysS38UMOCM (MpPU feka WNM cpefHa u3sBa Ha TPEBOXHOCT U
aenpecusi, npuapy)XeHa oT CcymuMaHa ngeaums) U CTeneHTa Ha Hecua2ypHOCm no OTHOLLeHne
Ha XUTENCKNTE npeau3BuKkaTencTea (NpeopueHTupaHe Ha nHTepecute, BnobBaHe, CEMENHN
KOH(NMNKTK), € B LeHTbpa Ha MHTEpnpeTaumsaTa, NpeanoXxeHa 3a BCcekn npegcraseH npodumn

Ha yYeHMUK. B 1031 cmucon OOCTOBEPHOCTTA U NpUemMrnimBoCTTa Ha niM4Hata caMooOLEHKa Ha
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basa TEKYLWO CbCTOAHME U 6bp3VIHaTa Ha BbL3CTAHOBSIBAHE MNOCTABAT €AuMH OT Hau-

WHTEPECHWTE BbMNPOCU 3a eKosloeuyYHama 8aiudHOCm Ha KOMBMHALMSATA OT UHCTPYMEHTMW.

HeobuyarHute ycnosus, npu KOMTo Bsixa NocTaBeHu Te3n yyeHuuM, ca NnoneseH noBoa Aa
ce pasyynu exegHeBHaTa pyTUHA MNO HauvH, CbobOpa3eH C OrpaHWyeHusTa Ha
ANCTaHUMOHHOTO 0by4YeHune, a HamMepsaT BpeMe 3a ydacTue B NCUXONOrMyHa KOHCynTauus,
ypes KOSTO Aa noryyat HeobxogumuTe UM noakpena u cbaencTene aa pasbepaT No-nNbiHO
npobrnemnte cu, ga nNpugobuaT no-lMpoka MepcrnekTMBa 3a COOCTBEHUTE 4yBCTBa W
noTpebHOCTU, N Aa ce onuTaT Aa OTKPUAT CBOW PELUEHMS HA TEKYLLM NPOBNeMHM cutyauumn.
KpaTkocpoyHaTa pamka 3a paboTa CbC 3aTpyAHEHWsiTa MM BKIlOYBaWe W ¢hakmopu,
C8bP3aHU C passpb3KUMeE Ha JIUYHUME KpU3U Ha yYeHUUMTE: NPU3HaHWe, Ye ce Hamupar B
Kpu3a, npMemMaHe Ha Nu4HaTa OTrOBOPHOCT Aa HanpaBAT HeLWo, ovyepTaBaHe Ha OTAENHUTe
npobnemun, kKouTo TpabBa Aa ObaaT peLleHn, NonyYyaBaHe Ha NpakTUYecka M emMmouMoHanHa
nomoLy OT Apyrn Xopa W rpynu, B3eMaHe Ha npuMep OT ApYyrM Xopa KaTo mogen 3a
pewasaHe Ha npobnemute, HacbpyaBaHe Ha CUMHUTE CTpPaHM B JIMYHOCTTA, YeCcTHa
caMooLleHKa, ONUT OT NPEAULLIHN NINYHM KPpU3K, NodKpena Ha TbpneHNeTo, CTUMyNMpaHe Ha
MbBKaBOTO MUCIEHE, U3SICHABAHE Ha BOAELLM LLEHHOCTU U NOCTUraHe Ha siICHOTa 3a CTeneHTa
Ha cBobofa OT NWUYHM OrpaHuyeHusi. XapakTepHOTO 3a oceMmTe cnydvas e, ye 3asaBsaABat
PELUMTENHOCT C MNOMOLLTA Ha MCMXOMOor, MNCUxoTepaneBT UMM MNCUXMaTbp, Aa OTKPUAT
NPUYNHUTE 3a CBOUTE 3aTPyAHEHWUS, 3a Oa MM NPEeBbPHAT B OCMUCHEH XXUTEWCKM ONUT U
OTMpaBHa TOYKa 3a NMYHOCTHO pasBuTMe. BaxeH MOMeHT npu paboTata C BCEKM eauH
cnyyaw, KouTo belle npeacTaBeH, NPeAcTaBnsiBa He CamMo anropuTbMbT 3a yAOCTOBEPSIBAHE
Ha TeXHUTe pe3ynTaTh, a CbLO U HAYMHBT, NO KOMTO pe3ynTaTuTe No-o6eKTUBHO OTpassBaT
KakbB O0mM38yK MMat npobnemute B NUYeH 1 nybnuyeH nnaH. [laBaHeTo Ha No-00EKTUBHM
OpVEHTUPK, GasvpaHM Ha HagexaHw, BanuaHW W HaW-BeYe MOYHU [AaHHW nojcunuxa
noTeHuMana Ha mMopanHarta u ncmuxosriornyecka nogkpena B KpUTUYEH NEPUOS Ha OTYETIMBO
3aTOpMO3siBAaHE W NOAMOMOrHaxa Bb3CTAHOBSIBAHETO W MOAKPENuUxXa >KuTernckata

opueHTauuna Ha yd4eHunuuTe.

OrpaHM‘-IEHMﬂ Ha n3crnenBaHeTo

CbLUEeCTBEHN OrpaHuYeHus, KouTo Osixa MOCOYEHM MNpW NpoBepkaTa Ha TEOPETUYHOTO
CbOTBETCTBME Ha CKanaTa 3a u3mMepBaHe Ha CoLManHo-xenaTenHo oTroBapsiHe BEPOSITHO ca
NMpUYMHaA M 3a HAKOW MO-HUCKM CTEMEHM Ha BEpPOSITHOCT Ja ce onpedeny pasMepa Ha
N3KPMBABaAHMATA B TOYHOCTTA U cneuudpumyHocTTa Ha NWUYHOCTHUTE wuHAaekcn. OT
cTatucTMyecka rrnegHa Toyka Mo-Mankust obem OT OOSiCHEHM BapuauuMn M Mo-HWUckata
cTeneH Ha HanacBaHe, ()aKTOPHOTO NoApasfensiHe Ha no-crneundUyYHM U KOHKPETHU YepTy

BbTpe B camMuTe TUMNOBE € Bb3MOXHO [a Bb3NpomsBexgaT CUCTEMHa rpeluka ot Tvn | B
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N3MepBaHETO Ha CKIIOHHOCTTAa 3a NpeyBenMyYeHnss Ha COOCTBEHUTE KaYyecTBa UNN Cb3faBaHe
Ha HepeanucTMYHO BredvatrneHue. ToBa ce OTpassiBa M Ha MNO-NPELU3HOTO onpeaensHe Ha
pedepeHTHUTE Tpynn u KbcTepu. [lpubbp3aHo Om Ouno eguH wscnegoBaTten wnn
OLUEHsABALL, A Ce AOBEpPUM €OUHCTBEHO M camO Ha nogobeH CTaTUCTUYECKM anropuTbM U
3aToBa 4acCT OT eKonorMyHata BanuMauMsauuMs Ha §NUYHUTE  pe3ynTaTu  HanoXu
yOoCTOBEpPsIBAHETO MM MO BpeMe Ha KOHcynTaTtMBHata pabotata C BCEeKM eauH oT
y4yaCTHUUUTE B eKCrepuMeHTanHata camooLeHKa, a UMEHHO 3a Aa Ce U3NuTa Ha npakTuka
XunoTesarta 3a OTHOCUMTENHA He4OCTOBEPHOCT TOBA CTaHa efHa OT TEMUTE Ha BHUMATESIHO,
no-3aabnbovyeHo M YyBCTBUTESNTHO KbM CbODpaXKeHusiTa U NpUTECHEHUsiTa obCcbxaaHe Ha
nocneacTBusiTa OT AOMyCKaHe Ha MOrpeluHn BrneyaTneHusi, ocobeHo npu cnydauTte ¢ no-

BUCOK XXUTEWCKWU 3aror.
3aknroyeHune

Ha nbpBO MACTO Gewe yaoCTOBEPEHO, Y€ Ha HAKOM BBMPOCHULUM MOXe Aa ce pasyuTa
noseye, OTKOMKOTO Ha Apyru. Pesyntatute oT aHanusnTe Ha HagexaHoCTTa U BanuaHocTTa
nokassaT, Ye Ha MepKUTe 3a couuarnHo-XenaternHo OTroBapsiHe MOXe fa ce pasyuTa camo
00 M3BECTHa cTeneH. 3a YyTOYHsIBAHE Ha KOHCTPYKTHaTa MM BanuMAHOCT 6sxa W3nonsBaHu
MPEXOBM N KITbCTEPEH aHanua. bsxa nsayncrneHn BaXxHN MpexoBn edpekTn 3a BCEKU euH OT
WMHOEKCUTE — OT efHa cTpaHa TAxHaTa MEeXOUHHOCT, CTeNeHTa Ha CBbP3aHOCT M 04aKBAHOTO
UM BNuMSHME B CMCTEMATa, a OT gpyra — nepapxmyHa CTpykTypa cnopepn 6nusoctra mexay
yepTn KU Gnaronony4veH pesynrtart. bewe obcbaeH M pasHOPOAHMS CMUCHST Ha aBeTe SDR
ckann — cebenstbkBaHeTo (SDE) moxe 6u ce nogpasnens Ha ABe NO-KOHKPETHU CKIOHHOCTH
— MOBMLUEHA CaMOYBEPEHOCT N OTYETNAMBO YYBCTBO 3a MPaBOMBOCT, AOKATO OTKPOBEHOCTTA
(IM) MHOro BepoOSAATHO Ce CbCTOM OT MOTMBUTE YOBEK [a Mpu3HaBa 4YECTHO CBOUTE
HegocTaTbUM U [a [AencTBa NoYTeHO crnpsMo apyrute. B cnyyas BTOpaTa CKIMOHHOCT ce
pasrnexpga Haonaku Ha OnopTIOHUCTMYHATa Harfnaca ga ce npenHayasaT BneyaTneHusTa, aa

ce 3a6ny>K,anaT apyrute c uen n3dsireaHe Ha 3MenocTaBAHETO Ha cobCcTBeHaTa NMNYHOCT.

CneumdpunyHoCcTTa M 4YyBCTBMTENHOCTTA Ha JNMYHOCTHW MNOKasaTenu cnpsiMo ABaTta Buaa
MOTMBU 3a coumarnHo-xenatenHa uskpueeHa camooueHka (SDE u IM) 6elwwe onpegeneHa no
€OUH OTHOCUTENHO MNpeuM3eH W npuvemMnuB anropuTbM. 3a uenta BCekn Habop OT
nokasaTenu Ha BCWYKM yyacTHMUM Gelle npeTerneH 4ype3 nBa naparnenHu anroputbma —
pasnpegernsiHe Ha KpavHUTe pe3yntaTu B TPUM OTAEMHU IPYNn UK LEHTPUPAHETO UM OKOJIO
TPU aHanorM4yHU KNbCTepu. belle AEMOHCTPMpPaHO Kak M OOKOMIKO TOYHO MOXe Aa ce
onpegenu ¢ To3n anropuMTbM PUCKLT Aa ce OonycHaT aTpuOyTMBHM Tpellkn oT Tuna Ha
nscnegoBarens ga noespea, Ye onpeaeneHn y4acTHULM BEPOSITHO CE CaMOOMNpPEAENnAT KaTo

TaknBa, KakBUTO HE Ca UINA O6paTHO, oueHABaWMAT a HE NoBdpBa, 4e Te He Ce onpeaendr
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Kato TakuBa. KaTo pesynrtaT OT CpaBHUTENHWUS aHanu3 Gelle yCTaHOBEHO, Ye 3Ha4uTeneH
NPOLEHT OT XopaTta C BMCOKM MNokasaTtenu 3a cebenstbvkBaHe (SDE) ca Hanpumep Tonkosa
cbBecTHM (C) nnn npeycnsasawm (T), KONKOTO HAUCTMHA CU MUCHAT, Ye ca. Opyrmat duntsbp
— rpynnupaHeTo M u3dncrsiBaHe Ha BEPOATHOCTTa 3a (panwmeo-oTpuUaTeNHU U3BOAMN ypes
nHaekca 3a oTkpoBeHocT (IM) gaBa ocHoBaHve Jda ce [OMycHe, 4e TO3M couuanHo-
xenaTteneH MOTUB BEPOSTHO Pe30HUpa CUMHO Ha BUCOKUTE NoKasaTenu 3a cbpaedHocT (A) n
HUcknTe GanoBe 3a HapywaBaHe Ha HopmuTe (CON). OT cpaBHEHMETO Ha ABaTa KpUTepus
3a onpegensaHe Ha nparoBe WM rpaHMUM Ha nHameBuayanHute 6anoBe MOXe Aa ce Hanpasu
n3soga, Ye HopmanHuat (M = 1SD) gmanasoH OTAEeNs Mo-TOYHO HUCKWU, CPEOHU OT BUCOKM
©anoBe, MNO-TOMHO WM pPaBHOMEPHO pasrpaHMyaBa ydacTHULMTE, KOMTO npeyBennyaBaT
cOBCTBEHUTE MOMOXUTENHU Ka4yecTBa, a BEepOSATHOCTTa fa ce AonycHaT eauH oT ABaTta Buaa
MorpellHy 3akrnyeHnss 3a JNMYHOCTHaTa CaMooLeHKa € MO-HUCKa B CpaBHEHWE C
rpynupaHeTo, n3sbpLueHo ¢ K-means anroputbma. [pun aHanmsa Ha ocem KOHKPETHM crny4yas
Gelle yCTaHOBEHO, Ye 3a HAKOWM OT yYeHUUMTe MMa yMepeH PUCK NCUXONOrbT Aa He nossipBa
Ha TAxHaTa OTKPOBEHOCT WMV Ja 3aKfoyu, 4e He ca [OCTaTbyHO MCKPEHW — BCe nak
yyacTHUUUTE, BBLMPEKM He3penocrra CW, UMaT [JOCTaTbyHO >KUTEWUCKM OnuT, 3a pja
npeteHgupar, Ye MoraT camu ga npeueHAT KOMKO OT criabocTu cu Aa pasKkpuaT U KakBo OT
HeJjocTaTbUuMTe da [OOBEpAT Ha MNcuxonora, C KOroTo ce KOHCynTupaT 3apagu CBowu
BPEMEHHU 3aTpydHEHUS MnW 3a da JonpuHecaT MO HAKaKbB HaYMH 3a CBOETO NUYHOCTHO

pasBuTMeE.
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Appendix

Tabnuua 1.
OnucamernHa cmamucmuka Ha UHOeKcume.

PID-5-BF SDQ
NHaekc M SD SKW NHpekc M SD SKW
TOTAL 22.61 11.130 0.266 DIFF 1745 550 0.109
NAF 585 3.19 0.102 EMO 380 253 0.281
DET 434 306 0.545 HYP 271 150 0.772
ANT 429 327 0614 CON 464 217 0.057
DIS 609 393 0095 PEER 509 160 -0.238

PSY 541 321 0.376 PRO 8:49 1.807 -1.410

CokpaweHusi: M — cpeAHOapUTMETUYEH
6an, SD — efHO cTaHOApPTHO OTKIIOHEHWE,
SKW — HaKnoH Ha HOpMasHoTO

BIDR-16SF
UHpekc M SD SKW
SDE 0.47 0.24 0.169
BEI=2=5 IM 056 026 0.046
UHupekc M SD SKW
0] 3.61 0.73 -0.356
C 3.67 0.72 -0.412
E 3.36 0.70 -0.233 BIT
A 4.16 0.63 -1.096 UHoekc M SD SKW
N 3.12 0.89 -0.193 T 3.82 .79 -0.869
— z=dl!
==\
Psychological Thought South-West Univers-ity “Neofit RiI;ki"

2022, Vol. 15(2), 114-147
https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706


https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706
https://doi.apa.org/doi/10.1037/a0024165
https://doi.org/10.1002%2Fper.1969
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13034-021-00437-8
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2011.0543

Distortions in Self-Assessment 147

About the Author

Krasen Ferdinandov has graduated with his Bachelor's Degree in Psychology at Sofia
University "St. Kliment Ohridski" and also his Master's degree in Clinical and Counseling
Psychology at the same university. For over eight years, he worked at the District of
Oborishte — Sofia Municipality as Senior Expert in Education, Culture, Youth and Sports
Activities and, after that, at the Sofia High School in Mathematics "Paisiy Hilendarski" for the
next ten years as an Educational Counselor and School Psychologist. His main research
interests are in the fields of educational psychology and personality assessments. He is the
author of one monography and the author and co-author of sixteen scientific articles in
Bulgarian and English, most of them referenced in Scopus and the Web of Science. He is a

member of the Bulgarian Society of Psychologists.
Corresponding Author's Address [T
Sofia High School of Mathematics, Sofia, Bulgaria; Iskar str. #61.

Email: krasenferdinandov@gmail.com

Psychological Thought South-West University “Neofit Rilski”
2022, Vol. 15(2), 114-147
https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706


https://doi.org/10.37708/psyct.v15i2.706
mailto:krasenferdinandov@gmail.com

	Research Article
	Krasen Georgiev Ferdinandov*a

	Резюме
	Метод
	Резултати
	Дискусия
	Funding/Financial Support
	Other Support/Acknowledgement
	Competing Interests
	References
	Azimov, A. (1993). Bitkata za Fondatsiyata [Forward the Foundation]. Argus.
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