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AHHoTanusi. B uccrnenoBaHuu Mbl MOMBITAINCH COBMECTUTH CYIIECTBYIOIIME MPEICTABICHUS O
«pperMuHT-3¢eKTe» M TUMOTE3bl 0 MEXAaHM3MAaxX YCIEIIHOT'O BBIMOJHEHUS AMOBCKOW HUTpOBOM
3agaun (lowa Gambling Task — IGT). Llens uccienoBaHus — CPABHUTD IPYIIIbI, Pa3IMYArOIIAECS B
MOJIBEPKEHHOCTH «(pperMuHT-3GdekTy», 1mo ycrnemnoctu BbimonHenus IGT. Ha BwiOopke 52
B3POCJIBIX MBI YCTAHOBWJIM, YTO UCHBITYeMble, MOJBEpKEHHBbIE  «(hpeiMUHT-3GdeKTy,
JEMOHCTPUPYIOT 3HAUUTENbHBIA Heycrex B IGT, Beipaxaromuiicss B CHIDKEHHHU OOIIETO BBHIUTPHITIA
U TPEINOYTeHUH «IUIOXUX» KOJIOJA, T.€. KOJOJ, BEAYIIMX K IPOUTPHINLY B JOJITOCPOYHOMN
nepcrnekTuBe. Hamm pe3ynabpTaTel MOANEP)KUBAIOT KOTHUTHUBHBIM IMOJIXOA K HMHTEPIPETALUH
perynsuuu npunsatus pemenuit B [GT.
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Abstract. In the study we tried to combine understanding of the framing effect and hypothesis
about mechanisms of successful performance in lowa Gambling Task (IGT). The aim of our study
was to compare IGT performance in groups that differ in the susceptibility to framing effect. On a
sample of 52 adults we found that susceptible to framing individuals demonstrated significantly
lower performance in IGT described in terms of total gain and preference of “good” successful
decks. Our results support the cognitive-based approach to interpretation of decision making
process in IGT paradigm.
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BBenenue

Dpevimune-3¢hghexm u npunsmue peuieHull

Opeitmuar-3ppext (framing effect, D) Obp1 omucan B pamMKax HMCCIEIOBAaHUM
pammoHansHoro BeiOOpa (Tversky and Kahneman, 1981). Beiio moka3aHo, YTO TpEANOYTEHHE
PHCKOBAaHHBIX albTEPHATHB 3aBHCHT OT (DOPMYJHPOBKH MPOOJEMBI: JIFOAM 0Oojiee CKIOHHBI
n30eraTh PUCKOBAaHHBIX PEHICHUHN Ui Tpo0sieM, chOpMYyTUPOBAHHBIX B TEPMUHAX BBIUTPHIIICH, U,
HA000pOT, OoJIee CKIOHHBI K PHCKY MPH pEIIeHHH TpodiaeM, cHOpMyTUpOBAaHHBIX B TEPMHUHAX

1 UccnemoBaHue v MOATOTOBKA CTAThU MOAEPKaHbI POCCHHCKIM T'yMaHUTApPHBIM HAYYHBIM
donnom (PTHD), rpant N015-06-10404a.



npourpeiiiei. Onucanue 3Toro 3¢ dexra CymecTBeHHO U3MEHUIIO MOJISNIN PalliOHaIBLHOTO BBIOOpa
U TO3BOJWIO CcHOpPMYIHpPOBATH pa3iMyue MeXAY JBYyMS KOTHUTHBHBIMH CHCTEMaMH,
BOBJICUCHHBIMU B TIporiecc npuHsTus pemenuii (Kahneman, 2013). @3 paccmarpuBaeTcsi Kak 4acTh
Cucremsl 1 — OBICTPO, ABTOMATH3UPOBAHHOM, ONEPUPYIONICH YACTOTAMH HACTYIIJICHUS COOBITHIA,
ONUpAIOLICHCI Ha HMOLUH, CTEPEOTUIIBI W JOCO3HATEIbHbIE KOTHUTHUBHBIC MPOLECCH U
MO3BOJISIIONIEH OBICTpO NMpuUHUMATh peuieHus. [Ipeamonaraercs, uro ¢GpeUMUHr-3PGEeKT MOXKET
OBITh TMOJIC3€H B IMOBCEIHEBHON JKW3HU, T.K. DKOHOMHUT YCWJIHS, HO TPU PEUICHUH B CIIOXKHBIX
CHTYyallUsIX OH MOXET CHIKATh d((dexTuBHOCT npuHsTUsA petnenuii (Reyna, 2004).

HecmoTpss Ha mmpokoe wucnonb3oBanue ¢GeHomena PO B pa3inMyHBIX HCCIIEAOBAHHIX
npuHaTds pemenuii (Hanpumep, Gallagher and Updegraff, 2011), unauBuayaibHble pa3indus B
MOJIBEPKEHHOCTH (ppeiMHUHT-2G(EeKTy HE paccMaTpUBAIOTCS Kak CYIISCTBCHHAs IEepeMeHHas,
BIUSIOIIAs Ha Mpolecc BbiOOpa. Hampumep, pe3ynbTarhl uccienoBaHus (PUHAHCOBBIX peEIICHUMN
MMOKAa3aJii, YTO JKEHIIMHBI B MCHbBIICH CTETICHH IEMOHCTPUPYIOT CKJIOHHOCTHh K PHCKY B YCIIOBHUSX
“¢perimunra”, vem myxuanasl (Powell and Ansic, 1997). Oxnako gaHHOE HCCIIECAOBAHKE HE CTAIIO
OTIPABHOM TOYKOM JuIs poOIeMbl T€HIEPHBIX PAa3INUnii B moaBep:keHHOCTH DD.

WuTepecHble naHHbIE OBLIM IMOJIy4€HbI OTHOCHTENHbHO PO B UCCIIEOBAHUIX KOTHUTHUBHOTO
pa3BuTHs. OKa3anoch, 4TO YeM MIIAJIIE JETH, TEM C MEHBIIEH BEPOSTHOCTHIO OHH IOJBEPIKEHBI
@D (Reyna and Ellis, 1994). Jlanubie pe3yabTaThl 00BSICHIMCH KaK CIACICTBUE HAKOIUICHUS OIbITA
B TIpOIeCCe Pa3BUTHSA W (HOPMHUPOBAHHS OMPEICICHHBIX YCTAHOBOK W 3BPUCTUK IS TPUHSATHUS
pelICHHUIA.

Paznuunbie mcciemoBaHusl BO3PACTHBIX W3MEHEHHWH B TMOJBEPKEHHOCTH PO y B3pOCIBIX
npoTtuBopeunBsl (Hampumep, cM. Mikels and Reed, 2009). HenaBure umcciaemnoBaHus BO3PACTHBIX
pazmuunii B @D moKa3aiu, 4TO M MOJIOJbIE, W TIOXKHIIBIC B3pPOCIBIE JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT H30eraHue
PUCKOBaHHBIX aJbTEPHATHB B MpobieMax, cHOpMyIUPOBAHHBIX B Te€PMUHAX BHIMTphImA. OgHAKO
TOJIBKO MOJIOJIbIE B3pOCIBIE JEMOHCTPHUPOBAIM CKIOHHOCTH K BBIOOPY pHCKa B YCIOBHSX
dbopmynupoBku mpodiaemsr depe3 mpourpeim (Mikels et al., 2009). ABTopbl mpesiararoT aBa
BO3MOYKHBIX OOBSICHEHHUS TMOJyYCHHBIX pe3ynbTartoB. [lepBoe mpenmonaraer, 4YTO TOXKHIIBbIC
UCIBITYEMbIe UMEIOT OOJIBIIE OMbITA MPOUTPHINIEH U MOTEPh U OTHOCATCS K HUM TaK K€ CIIOKOMHO,
KaKk ¥ K HEOOJIIIUM BBIMTPHIIIAM. Takoe OTHOIICHWE K MPOUTPHINIAM JEJaeT UX CYyOBEKTHUBHO
MEHEEe «BECOMBIMU» B CPaBHEHUHU C BBIUTPHILIAMHU M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, HE BENET K CTPEMIICHHUIO
n30exarb TPOUTpbHIIIA 4Yepe3 BBHIOOP PHUCKOBAHHOM anbTepHAaTUBBI. BTopoe 00bsicHeHue
MIPEIIoiaraeT, YTo MOXKHIIIbIE UCTILITYeMbIe B O0bINel cTeneH! ChOKYCHPOBAHBI HA JOCTUKEHUSX,
HEXXEJTH YeM Ha MOTePsIX. DTO MPOSBIISIETCS B OOJBIIIEM BHUIMAaHUH K YIOBOJIECTBUIO, TIOITYy4aEMOMY
OT BBIMTPBILICH, MO CpaBHEHUIO C auckoMdopToM OT mnpourpsimei. [loaTomy crparerus
paszpenieHus mpooemMbl, CPOPMYIMPOBAHHON Yepe3 MPOUTPHIIIN, HE OTIIMYAETCS OT CTPATETUH IS
MOJIOKUTETHHO C(HOPMYIHPOBAHHON TTPOOIIEMBI.

Takum 00pa3om, BO3paCTHBIE Pa3NUuMs B MOJBEepkKeHHOCTH DD MOryT OBITH CBSI3aHBI U C
KOTHUTUBHBIMH, M C OMOIMOHANFHBIMM HW3MEHEHUSMU B TeUeHUE JKW3HH. KOTHUTHBHEIE
KOMIIOHEHThI DD 00Cyxkaanuch ¢ MOMEHTa OOHApYXEHHs TaHHOTO 3PQeKTa, B TO BpeMs KaK €ro
OMOIIMOHANBHBIE KOMIIOHEHThl CTalIM MPEIMETOM HCCIEeIOBAaHUN CpPaBHUTEIBHO HEAABHO C
MOSIBJICHHEM  PA3IMYHBIX HEHPOUMHDKUHTOBBIX W HEHPOIICHMXOJIOTHYECKUX  HCCIICIOBAHUM.
DKCTIepUMEHTHI, HAMPABJICHHBIE HAa YCTAHOBIICHUS BJIMSHHUS SMOIMOHAIBHOTO KOHTEKcTa Ha DD,
MoKa3ayi, 4to (OpPMYIHpPOBKA MpPOOJIEeMBl HE BIHMSIET Ha TMPHHATHE DPEUICHHUs, CIeayrolee 3a
OMOILIMOHANIBHO TPUATHBIM TMPAHMUHTOM: TO3UTUBHBIM SMOIIMOHATIBHBIA KOHTEKCT HE BIIHSIT
r1o0aNbHO Ha BBIOOp PHUCKOBAaHHBIX aIbTEPHATHB, HO CYIIECTBEHHO CHIDKAI KOJIWYECTBO
PUCKOBaHHBIX BRIOOPOB B CUTYaIuH, c(hOpMYIMPOBAHHOM B TepMuHax npowurpseiiei (Cassotti et al.,
2012). Takum oOpa3om, momBepkeHHOCTh @D wmcye3ana B YCIOBUSIX  IMO3UTUBHOTO
OMOIIMOHANIBHOTO KOHTeKcTa. JlaHHBIA pe3ynbTaT corjacyercs ¢ wuccieaoBanusmu OO u
tpeBoxkHocTu (Xu et al., 2013). Bruto moka3aHo, YTO JIMYHOCTHAS TPEBOXKHOCTH IMOJIOKHUTEIHLHO
cBs3aHa ¢ nposBieHueM @®D. B  MPT-uccnenoBanuu ObUIO  YCTaHOBIEHO, YTO, KOTIa
WHMBHIYAIbHOE pEIIeHHE NPUHUMAJIOCh B COOTBETCTBHHM ¢ DD, JTUYHOCTHAS TPEBOKHOCTH
MOJIOKUTETTFHO KOppeNupoBaia C aKkTUBAlMEH «IMOIMOHAIBHOW» CHUCTEMBl MO3Tra, CBS3aHHON C



amurganoi. [Ipu 3TomM B cuTyanuu, KOrjia MHAWBUYyaJIbHOE PELIEHUE PUHUMAIIOCH “‘Harepexop”
®D (T.e. HE BBHIOMpaANTach PUCKOBAaHHAs aJbTEPHATHBA B TpoOjeme, ChHOpPMYIUPOBAHHOW uepes
IIPOUTPBIIIN), JIMYHOCTHAsT TPEBOKHOCTb OTPULATEIIBHO KOppelupoBajia ¢  aKTUBaluen
“aHATMTUYECKON ™ CHCTEMBI MO3ra, 0a3UpPYIOMICHCS Ha TIOPCATBHOW 30HE MIEPEIHEH MOSCHON KOPBI
(dACC). DOtm pe3ynbTaThl MO3BOJIAIOT IMpeanojaraTb, YTO WHIMBHIyaJIbHBIC pa3IU4dsi B
SMOILIMOHAIBHOMN PEryJsIIIUN MOTYT BBI3BIBATh PA3IMUMs B MOJIBEP>KEHHOCTH DD.

Onwupasic Ha OIMCAHHBIC BBIIIE HCCIEIOBaHUS M H30eras MOrpYXaTbCs TIyOXe B
SMOLIMOHANbHBIE MeXaHu3Mbl D@D, Mbl MpeanosaraeM, 4YTO HWHAUBHIYaJIbHbIE pa3Idyus B
nozBepkeHHOCTH PO MOryT paccMaTpUBaThCsl KaK MHIMKATOPHI HHAUBUAYAIbHBIX MIPEAIIOUYTEHUN
B HMCIOJIB30BaHUU 3MOLMOHaNbHOM Cucremsl 1 wim paunoHansHONM CHUCTEMBI 2 IpH NPUHATUU
peLieHui.

Yenewnocmo 6 IGT

AtioBckass wrpoBas 3amada (lowa Gambling Task, IGT) Osima paspaborana mis
UICHTU(QUKAIIMM U OLEHKH Je(EeKTOB B MPUHATHH PEIICHUNH Yy HEBPOJIOTMYECKHUX MallMeHTOB
(Bechara et al., 2005). B mpouenype IGT ot ucnbiTyeMoro tpedyercst BBIOMpaTh KapThl U3 YE€THIPEX
KOJIOJI, UMEIOIINX M3HAYaIbHO HEM3BECTHYIO CUCTEMATHUECKU BaphUPYIOILLYIO CTPYKTYpPY Harpaja u
mrpadoB. Teoperndyeckas pamMka [UIOTE3bI COMAaTHYECKHMX MAapKEPOB OOBSACHSET paziIvuus B
ycnemHocTd  BbinodHeHuss IGT ucnonb3oBaHueM (MM HEUCIOJNIb30BAaHUEM) HEOCO3HABAEMBbIX
SMOIIMOHAIBHBIX CUTHAJIOB (COMaTHYECKUX MapkepoB, CM), HampaBistomux o0ydeHUe CTPYKType
CHTyalli M TPOTHO3MPOBaHMIO pe3yibTaToB BbIOOpa (Bechara et al., 2005). PesysibraTs
KJIIMHUYECKUX HCCIIEOBAaHUI IOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO 3/I0POBBIE€ HCIIBITYEMBIE JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT
npensocxumatomue CM B Te MOMEHTBI, KOIJa 3aJyMBIBAIOTCSA HaJ PELICHHEM U BBIOMPAIOT
«xopomue» (T.e. HTPUHOCALIME NPUOBLIL) KOJIOABI, IPU 3TOM €Lle HE HUMes OCO3HAHHOIO
MIpeJICTaBJICHHsI O CTPYKType Harpaj u mrpados. HeBponornueckre nanueHThl He JEeMOHCTPUPYIOT
npensocxumaromux CM u coBepiialoT BbIOOpHI, BEAYIIME K MPOUTPHINLY. OTH pPe3yJbTaThl
MO3BOJIMITH MPEANOI0KUTH BEIYIIYIO POJIb SMOLIMOHAIBHON PEryisiliii B MPUHITHU pPEHICHUN B
IGT.

OnHako B HacTosIlee BpeMs BeIyTcs CHOpPbI 0 3aBUCUMOCTU ycnemHoctd B IGT ot paGotsl
UMILTHLIUTHBIX SMOIIMOHAJIBHBIX WJIM SKCIUTUIIMTHBIX KOTHUTHBHBIX mpoieccoB (Demaree, Burns,
and DeDonno, 2010; Maia and McClelland, 2004). Hanipumep, HeaBHEE HMCCIIEA0BAaHKE TOKA3aJIo,
yto ycnemHocTh B IGT Oonee cuiibHO cBA3aHa ¢ aHATUTHYECKUM, HEKEIH YEM C SMOLIMOHAIbHBIM
unreekrom (Webb, DelDonno, and Killgore, 2014).

B cBsa3u ¢ mupokum npumenenreM [GT B cOBpeMeHHBIX UCCIIETOBAaHUIX MPUHATHS pEeLICHUH
npobjiemMa SMOIMOHAIBHOW VS. KOTHUTUBHOW PpEryisldd BBIIOJHEHUS JIaHHOM 3ajadu
MIPE/ICTABIISETCS BAKHOM JIJIs aleKBaTHBIX MHTEPIPETAINil OTy4aeMbIX Pe3yJIbTaTOB.

IIpobrema uccnedosanus

B HameMm wuccienoBaHMM Mbl XOTUM COBMECTUThH MpezcTaBieHuss o @D u rumoressl o
MEeXaHM3Max yCHeImHOro npuHAtus pemeHuil B IGT. @O — 310 MHAMKATOP NMPUHATHUS PELIEHUS C
ornopoit Ha sMmonmoHanbHyl0 Cucremy 1. COOTBETCTBEHHO, JIOJM, MOABEp)KEHHbIE DD, MOTyT
paccMaTpuBaThCs Kak IOJIararollMecs Ha SMOLMOHAIbHBIE W MHTYMTHBHBIE IIPOLIECCHI IIPU
MIPUHATHAN pemieHui. B cooTBeTcTBUM ¢ ['MIIOTE30M COMAaTHYECKUX MAPKEPOB MBI MOKEM 0KUAATh,
YTO TaKkHe JIOAU OyayT OoJiee UyBCTBUTENBHBI K SMOIMOHAIBHBIM HEOCO3HABAEMBIM CHUTHAJIaM H,
COOTBETCTBEHHO, Oosee ycnewmHsl B IGT, uem monu, He nmoasepxeHHble PD. Haobopor, ecnu
ycnemHocTh B IGT B mepByro ouepenb 3aBUCUT OT KOTHUTHBHOW perynauuu (Cucrema 2), Mbl
MOKEM OKHJAaTh 00Jiee BHICOKHE PE3YJbTaThl y T€X UCIBITYEMBIX, KTO HE AeMOHCTpupyeT ®3.

Takum o0pa3zom, Ienbl0 HcciaenoBaHus crano cpaBHeHue ycremnoctd B IGT B rpymmax
HCIIBITYEMBIX, PA3JIMYAIOIINXCA 10 T0/IBEPKEHHOCTH D3.

MeToauka ucciae0BaHusA

Hcnvimyemvle: 52 B3pocnbix (35 xeHmuH u 17 MyxuuH) B Bo3pacTe oT 18 mo 49 ner (M =
26.85, SD = 6.41).

lowa Gambling Task (IGT)



Jis ~ Hamiero  UCCIENOBaHWS MBI TEPEBEM W aNanTUPOBalIM  CTaHIAPTHBIN
KOMITbIOTepH30BaHHbIi 1poTokon IGT, paspaboranusiii ['pacmanom u Barenmakepcom (Grasman
and Wagenmakers, 2005). DkcriepuMeHT opraHu3oBaH B 5 0;10k0B 1o 20 npo0, oOpaTHast CBS3b O
Harpaze u mrpade npenbsBIsieTcss Ha KpaHe MOocie KaXJIoW MpoObl BMecTe ¢ mHpopMaiuein 00
obiieM BbIUTpHBIIe W mpourpsinie 3a Bce npooOsr (Kornilov et al.,, 2015). Msl aHanu3upoBaiu
creayrompe mokasarenan ycnemHoctd B IGT: 1) oOmmit mroroseiii Beiurpsim (Net Gain); 2)
MPEANOYTEHUE «XOPOMIUX» KOJOJ (T.e. KOJOJA, BEAYIIMX K BBIUTPHINIY B JJOJITOCPOYHOMN
nepcnekTuBe) B KaxaoMm Osoke (Good Decks); 3) oOiiee mpeamodTeHHid «XOpOIIHUX» KOJIOJ Ha
npotspkeHun Beeit mpouenypsl IGT (Cumulative Good Decks).

Tloosepoicennocmo petimune-3¢pgpexmy

Msl ucnonb3oBasid TpodsieMy «Asmarckas 0oye3Hb» B oboux ¢peiimax (dopMymupoBka
4yepe3 «BBDKHBIIUX» W IIOTHOIINX») JJISi YCTaHOBJICHUS TOJBEPKEHHOCTH HcIbITyeMoro ®D
(Tversky et al., 1981). [Ins MmackupOBKU pa3HHIBI HOPMYITHPOBOK MBI IPEABSIBISLIN 002 BApHaHTA
BMECTE C JAPYIMMH YETBIPbMsSI 3aJadyaMH, TPEOYIOIIUMH BBIHECCHHS BEPOSITHOCTHBIX CYXXICHUH.
[TocnenoBaTenbHOCTD MPEABABICHUS MEHSAJIACh KPOCC-UHIAMBHIYaJIbHO B COOTBETCTBUH CO CXEMOMH
cOaTaHCUPOBAHHOTO JIATUHCKOTO KBajpata. VHAMBUIYyalbHbIC pa3iuuusi B mojaBepeHHoctn DD
OLIEHUBAJIUCH TTOCPEICTBOM CpaBHEHHS pEIICHUH MpoOieMbl «A3uarckas OOJIe3Hb» B pa3HBIX
(bOpMYIIHpPOBKAaX: HCHBITYEMbIC, HM3MCHSBIINE pPEIICHHE B COOTBETCTBUU C (POPMYIHUPOBKOIA,
CUHTAIHNCH MoaBepkeHHBIMU DD, TakuM 00pa3oM MbI pa3feiviIN Hally BRIOOPKY HA JBE TPYIIIIHL:
noasepxkeHHble D (12 xeHIMH ¥ 8§ MYXYMH) U He-mnoABepxkeHHble DD (23 xeHmuHbl U 11

MYKUYHH).

Pe3yabTaTsl

MaI ucnionb3oBaiu OOIIyO JIMHEHHYIO MOJICITh JJIsl aHaK3a TOJIy4YeHHBIX TaHHbIX. Net Gain,
Good Decks m Cumulative Good Decks paccmarpuBaimch Kak 3aBHCHMBIC ITEPEMCHHBIE.
[TpuHaaexXHOCTh K Tpymie (MOABEepKEHHbIE / He-ToJaBepKeHHble PD) M MOJ BBOIWIKCH Kak
¢dbukcupoBaHHbIe (AKTOPBI, BO3PACT BBOAWJICS B MOJETh Kak KoBapuata. Mojeib IMpoBepsia
BIIMSIHME KaKIO0ro (hakropa Mo OTACIBHOCTH M BIMSHUE B3aMMOJACUCTBHS (DAaKTOPOB TPYIIBI U
noJa.

Jiia Net Gain Mbl ycTaHOBWIIM 3HaUUMOe BiusiHue 171 (aktopa nona (F = 4.493, p=.039) u
dakropa moasepxkerHoctd O3 (F = 8.698 p =.005) (cm. puc. 1). MyxuuHbl ObUTH 0OJIEE YCTICIITHEBI
B IGT, uem xenmunbl (M = 2067.07, SD = 219.20 u M = 1487.07, SD = 152.85, COOTBETCTBEHHO).

He-nonsepxxennpie @O wucnbiTyeMble ObulM Oojiee ycnemiHbl, yeM mnozasepxkeHHble @O (M =
2167.24, SD = 157.56 u M = 1386.90, SD =210.14, COOTBETCTBEHHO).
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Puc. 1 Cpeonue 3nauenus 01 006uje2o 8biuepbiuia Yy MyHCUUH/HCEHWUH U NOOBEPICEHHBIX/He-
noosepoicenHvlx PO ucnvimyemvix

Jlnst Good Decks Mbl yctaHoBHIIH BiusiHue (pakropa moasepkenHoctu @D (Block 1: F = .111
p =.741; Block 2: F = 4.473 p = .040; Block 3: F = 2.111 p = .153; Block 4. F = 4.734 p = .035;



Block 5: F = 4514 p = .039). Hamm pe3ynbTaThl BBISIBHIM IOCTEIIEHHO YBEJIMYMBAIOIIEECS
MpEeANoUTEeHNEe “XOpOIMX”~ KOJOJ B TPYIIIE HUCIBITYEMBbIX, HE MoaBepKeHHbIX DD (cMm. puc. 2).
[TonBepxennble @D UCIBITYEMBIE MIPEANIOUUTAIHN “XOPOILINE” KOJOABI TOIBKO B TpETheM Osioke. B
OCTaJbHBIX OJOKaxX OATU HUCHBITYEMble MPEANOUYUTAIN “TUIOXHE” KOJOAbl (T.e. BEAyIIME K
MIPOUTPHIILY B JJOJITOCPOYHOU NEPCIIEKTHBE).

st Cumulative Good Decks mbl ycranoBuiu BiausiHue (haktopa nojasep:keHHocta ®O (F =
4.504 p = .039). He-noxsepkenusie @D ucmbITyeMble B LIEJIOM B TEUCHHUE UTPHI Yallle BBIOMPAIH
“xopolire” KOJIOJIbI IO CPABHEHUIO € MOJIBEPKEHHBIMU DO,

e 110 BepkeHHbIe @D @@=l He-noasepxeHHbBIE DD
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Puc. 2 Cpeonue 3nauenus koauuecmsa 6b100p08 «XOPOWUX» KOI00 8 2PYNNAX

OO0cyxknenne pe3yJbTaToB

M1 paccMaTpuBaid OABEP>KEHHOCTh PO Kak MHIMKATOP WHAMBUIYAJIBHBIX IPEAIOYTECHUN
ONMMpaThCS HAa HMOLIMOHAJIBHBIE KOMIIOHEHTHl M MpOLIECCHl INpU MNPUHATUM pemieHuid. Hamm
pe3yabTaThl MOKA3bIBAIOT, UTO MO/BEpKeHHbIE DD HCIBITYEMbIE IEMOHCTPUPOBAIM 3HAYMMO OoJiee
Hu3kywo ycnemHocTb B IGT, BbIpakeHHYI0 B OOILEM MPOUTPHILIE U IMPEANOYTEHUU <IIIIOXUX»
koioh. OCHOBBIBasCh Ha 3THUX PE3yIbTaTax, Mbl MOXEM IIpeanoyaraTb, 4ro Yy 3J0POBBIX
ucnelTyembIx npuHsaTue pemeHuil B IGT B Oonbluelt crenenu 3aaeicTByeT pecypesl Cucremsl 2 —
TPYAOEMKHE U OCO3HAHHBIE KOTHUTUBHBIE ITPOLIECCHI.

besycnoBHO, Haile ucciael0BaHUE UMEET OIPaHUYEHMs], CBA3aHHbIE C OOBEMOM BBIOOPKHU U
poueaypoi oueHku noasepxkeHHoctd @O. TeM He MeHee, MBI IPEAIIOIAraeM, YTO IOTYYECHHbIE
pe3yJIbTaThl MOKHO paccMaTpUBaTh KaK dMIIMPUYECKOE MOATBEPHKACHNE KOTHUTUBHOTO MOAX0/1a K
uHTepnperaimu ycnemHoctd B IGT. Mbl cunTtaem, 4TO NPUMEHEHHUE CYLIECTBYIOIIMX MOAEIEH
KOTHUTUBHOM PETYJISIUU BbIOOpa JJIs aHAIM3a pe3y/IbTaToB B AKCIIEpUMeHTaIbHOU napagurme 1GT
MOXET CYLIECTBEHHO YIYYIIUTh OOBSICHEHUS MEXaHHW3MOB TMPHUHATUS PpELIeHUs Kak Juis
KOTHUTHUBHO- TaK U JUIsl SMOIIMOHATIbHO-OPUEHTHPOBAHHBIX MOXO0/10B.
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