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BeeaeHue

KHura nocsslLeHa Cynpy»XeckMm B3aMMOOTHOLLEHMAM, B TOM Yucne:
1) MopennpoBaHMe B3aMMOOTHOLWEHMWIA Ha MaTeMaTUYeCKON OCHoBe
2) KauecTBeHHOe NOHMMaHWe bpaka
3) MpeackasaHue pa3soaa

OcHOBHOM Bonpoc oHM dopMyanpyloT cioBamun TepmaHa: «Kakue cubl AenatoT HeKoTopble Bpaku

C4acTimBbIMU, a gpyrme Hec4acCtimBbiMmmn».

ABTOp roBOPUT 06 OCHOBHbIX CBOMCTBAX, YCTOMYMBO XapaKTepm3yHOLLMX «HecyacTHble» BpaKku, KoTopble
ABNAIOTCA OCHOBHbIMM MPETEHAEHTAMM Ha POAb NPEANKTOPOB Pa3BOAOB:

1) MMpeobnagaHune HEraTUBHbIX SMOLMI Had NO3UTUBHbLIMM

2) 3ckanauma HeraTUBHbIX SMOLMIA (OTBETOM Ha OTpMLUATE/IbHbIE SMOLMKN ABNAETCA elle bonee

CUNIbHbIN HeraTus)

3) NatTepH «TpeboBaHune-N3beraHne» («Demand-Withdraw» pattern) — Korga oanH 13 cynpyros
(4alLe Bcero *KeHa) NbITaeTcsa NPUBAEYb BHUMAHWUE APYTOro K 06CYKAEHUIO CEMEMHbIX
BOMPOCOB, a Apyroi nsberaer atoro.

4) Yetblpe «BcagHWKa anoKanuncuca»: KPUTUKa, NpespeHne, 3awmTa, 6a1okmMpoBaHue (criticism,
contempt, defensiveness, stonewalling). ABTOpbl NONaratoT, YTO 3TU HEraTUBHbIE 3MOLUU
pa3pyLlaoT OTHOLWEHMUA CU/bHEE, YeM Ntobble apyrue (Mau ABAAIOTCA CleaCTBMEM pacnasa
OTHOLIEHUI).

BpauHasa TMnonorus
1. YcrtoiumBble napbl

e Validators



e Volatiles
e Avoiders
2. HeycToiumsble napbl
e Hostile
e Hostile-detached
BennuuHbl, UCNoNb3yemblie ANA MOAENUPOBAHUA

[na nocTpoeHna moaenu B3anMOOTHOLIEHMI aBTOPbI UCMOAb3YHOT NOMOXKUTENbHbIE U HEeraTUBHbIE
peakuuun. ABTOPbI aHaIM3NPYIOT NOBEAEHME CYNPYros, 1 BECb CMEKTP PeakLUunit MPOoeKTUPYIOT Ha
OZHOMEPHY!IO LLKaNy, Ha OCHOBE KOTOPOM NpeAcKasbiBaloT byayliee bpaka. Kaxaoi peakumm Ha WKane
CTaBMTCA COOTBETCTBYIOLLMIA BEC B 3aBUCMMOCTM OT CUJIbl M TUNA peaKkL UK.

[Be pononHuTenbHble 3aragKu.

ABTOpPbI 06paLLAOT BHUMaHWE Ha ABa LWMPOKO PAacnpPOCTPaHEHHbIX B TEPANeBTUYECKON NPaKTUKe
deHomeHa:

1) OrtcpouKa obpalleHns 3a NOMOLLbIO €40 NOCNeAHEro»
2) BblcoKas BepOATHOCTb peLmamnBa
YpaBHeHue 6paka.
Byzem nckaTb ypaBHEHWE, ONMCbIBalOLLEE NOBEAEHME CYMNPYroB B NpOLLECCe PAa3roBopa B BUAE:
Wesy = Igw(HI+ BV
Heyy = IyugWesyd+ BH

3pect {aw(H:) w IweWissd - pyHKuMKM, XapakTepusyloLme BAUAHME COOTBETCTBEHHO My»Ka Ha SKEHY
M XKEHbl Ha My»XKa.

PrW, BH dYHKUMK, ONUCbIBaOLLME HE3AaBUCMMOE NOBeAEHUS (He NoABEPKEHHOE BAUAHUIO).
Cuntaem 6e3 orpaHMUYeHUs 0BLIHOCTM, YTO KEeHa rOBOPUT NepBoi (UTo 06bIYHO M HabaoaAanoch).
HesaBucumoe nosegeHue

HesaBucnmoe noseaeHne onNuCbIBaeT NPOCTbIM YpPaBHEHUEM

Peyg =TiR+a

KoapduumeHt & — nHaMBMAYyanbHaa KoHcTaHTa. Ti — MHepumA (NoKasaTelb MU3MEHAEMOCTH
adpdekTMBHOroO NoBeaeHus).

YpaBHeHwue peluaeTca B 06wem Buae:

a(1-7f)

B =rR+ 1-r
E



NmeeTca ocobas TOYKa, nonyv4yaemasa npunpasHNBaHNEM I'IpOM3BO,CI,HOl7I K HYAHO:

Npu EIrd 1i] < 0 ymeem ycroitumsoe Hezasucumoe coctosme.

3aBucumoe nosegeHue

3aBuCKMMOE NoBeAeHMEe ONUCbIBAETCA rpadMUecKm B ABYX BapMaHTaX, OTPaKatoLLMX Pas/INYHbIE CTOPOHbI
npougecca B3aMmooTHoLLeHnl — nnbo yepes bilinear influence function, 1n6o yepes ojive influence
function, rpaduk KoTopbix NpeacTaBAeH HUXe. Ha ocn X OTKNaAbIBalOTCA PaHXMPOBaHHbIE
3MOLIMOHA/IbHbIE COCTOAHMA MYyXKa, a M0 OcK Y — BAUAHUE MYPKa Ha XKeHY.
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{a) The bilinear influence func- {b) The ojive influence function

tion

B uTore nonyyaem ypasHeHue bpaka:
Wesy = IgwH )+ W, +a
Hesy = lygWes )+ rgH + b

HapmcyeN\ Ha ¢a3030171 N/IOCKOCTU rnaBHblE U3OKJ/IMHbI U BblAeNNMm 0CObble TOUYKM. YCTOMUYMBOCTb ITUX
To4yeK onpeaenaeTca aHaIMTUYECKN.



W,

(a) bilinear null clines (b) ojive null clines

YcTolumBble COCTOAHUA Ha rpaduke 0603HaYeHbl 3aKpalleHHbIMU TOYKaMM, HeYCTOMYMBbIE He
3aKpaleHbl. Buanm, Ha pucyHKe a) umeetca ase ocobble TOYKK, U 0b6e ycToNUMBbI, Ha pUCyHKe b) naTtb
0cobbIX TOYKM, TPU YCTONUMBbBIE U ABE HeyCcToMumnBble. Kaxaan TouKka XxapakTepusyeTtca cBoelt 061acTbio
NPUTAXKEHUA: €CN ABUKEHUE HAUMHAETCA U3 TOUKM, Haxoaallelncsa B 061acTi NpuTaKeHMa ocoboii
TOYKM, TO OHO CXOAMTCA K 3TOM TouKe. KaykAaa TOUKa XapaKTepu3yeTca CKOPOCTbO CXOAMMOCTU K HEW.

UccnepoBaHue

OcHoBHaA 4YacTb UccaenoBaHUA Nnposogmaack B nepmnog ¢ 1988 o 1992 roga 8 Cuatne m coctoana us
[ABYX 3Tanos.

Ha nepsom atane nponcxoamn Habop UCMbITYeMbIX, NOAXOAALINX MO, YCIOBUSA SKCNepUMeHTa. IT0
OOJIKHbI 6b1M BbITb Napbl, 417 KOTOPbIX 3TO 6bIN NepBbIM bpaK, XKeHaTble He bonee 6 mecAueBs, be3
aetei. Cynpyram Bbicbinanca no otaenbHoct Marital Adjustment Test (MAT). Bcero 179 nap.

Ha sTopom atane 130 nap, B KOTopbix 06a cynpyra OTBETUIM Ha BOMNPOCHI TecTa, 6bl1M NpUrialeHsbl B
nabopatopuio AN NPOBEAEHUA SKCNEPMMEHTA U 3aNO0IHEHNA A0NOMHUTEIbHbIX ONPOCHUKOB.
McnbiTyemble NoAXoAMAN NoA, OCHOBHbIE Aemorpaduyeckue u pacosble nokasaTenm Custia:

Wife age 25.4 (SD=3.5)

Husband age 26.5 (SD=4.2)

Wife marital satisfactory 120.4 (SD=19.7)

Husband marital satisfactory 115.9 (SD=18.4)

Mapbl 661K pacnpeseneHbl B TpW rpynnbl No npumepHo 40 YenoBek, o4Ha rpynna 3a rog.

WNccnepoBaHne NpoBoauaoch B TeyeHue 6 net. Taknum obpasom, napbl Habaoganmce ot 4 go 6 ner.



Mpoueaypa

Mapbl Npuraawanucs 8 nabopatopuio, rae B TedeHme 15 MUHYT obcy»aanun Haubonee ocTpble
YU3HEHHbIE U CeMelHble BOMPOChl. Pa3roBop cHMManNCa Ha 2 BUAeOKamepbl, YCTaHOBAEHHbIX HanpoTUB
Ka40ro cynpyra v 3anucbiBaaca Ha MUKPOGdOH. TaKKe CHUMANUCh OCHOBHbIe dM3noN0ornyeckme
nokasartenu (4actoTta cepauebueHuns 1 npou.)

3aTem NoJly4eHHble AaHHble aHa/IM3UPOBANMUCh M KOAUPOBanUChb Npu nomouwm SPAFF (Gottman, 1996).
SPAFF ¢oKycrpoBascs Ha SMOLMOHA/IbHbIX MPOABAEHUAX, ONpeaeiAeMbiX MO JINLLEBbIM BblPaXKEHUAM
(ocHoBaHHbIX Ha Facial Action Coding SYSTEM, cucteme KognMpoBaHMA 3MOLMIA MO BbIPa*KEHUAM Ha
nvue, paspabortaHHoli Ekman u Friesen, 1978).

15 MUHYT pasroBopa pasbmBanmncb Ha MHTEPBaA/bI MO 6 CEKYHA, FAe KaXKA0M CEKYHAe COOTBETCTBOBA/
6ann no wkane ot -4 go 4 (-4 — Hanbosiee HeraTUBHbIE SMOLMU, KaK Hanpumep npespeHue, 4 —
Hanbosiee NO3UTUBHbIE). 3aTEM 3TU BEIMYMHbBI CYMMUPOBAINCH 3@ LUECTUCEKYHAHbIA MHTepBan. B utore
No/sy4yaeTca WkKana ot -24 o 24.

MepBOHAYaNbHO B CBOMX UCCNEA0BAHMUAX aBTOPbI BblM HaLeNeHbl HA NpeACKasaHWe pa3Boaa, No3Tomy
BHayasne WKana bbina ot -24 10 12 — cOOTBETCTBEHHO OCHOBHbIE MPEAUKTOPLI Pa3Boaa (oTBpalLeHne u
npoy.) umenn 6onbLUMI BeC.

Mo3xe aBTopbl 6blIM HaLLeIEHbI HE TO/IbKO Ha NpeAcKasaHue pPasBoaa, HO U Ha cnocobbl, C NOMOLLBHO
KOTOPbIX BpaKkyM MOXKHO BbIJ10 Pa3fesnTb Ha 3 OCHOBHbIE FPYMMbl, COOTBETCBEHHO:

1) CuacTauBblie ycTolumMBble Bpaku
2) HecuactauBble ycToiumBble 6paku
3) HeycToumsble bpaku, Te, KOTOpble AOMKHbI OKOHYMTLCA PA3BOAOM

OTcloaa B 6onee NO3AHMX UCCeA0BaHMNAX aBTOPbI KOHLEHTPMPOBAAUCH Ha Bosiee «N0ASbHOM» cucTeme
KogMpOoBaHUA WKanbl (0T -24 go 24).

OCHOBHbI€e pe3yabTaTbl

Huke npuBeaeHbl pesynbTaThl ana ojive infuenced function (cooTBeTcTBEHHO, AN1A paHHel u bonee
nosgHen moaenu). Ha ocHoBe pe3ynbTaToB AenaeTca BbiBog, 4To uninfluenced steady state aBnsaetca
XOpOLLEel XapaKTEPUCTUKOM, NO3BONAIOLLEN OTIMYUTL TPU FPYNMbl 6PakoB o4Ha OT APYroi a TakKe
npeackasaTtb passos. Ocoboe BHMMaHMe aBTOpbl 06palLatoT Ha NokasaTtenb negative threshold
(HeraTuBHbIM nopor B ojive form). 3TOT NOKa3aTeslb 3HAYUMbII ANA PA3AENEHNA HECHACTIMBbIX
YCTOMYMBbIX OPAKOB OT HEYCTOMUYMBBIX, KOTOPbIE OKAaHUYMBAIOTCA PAa3BOAOM. MMMEHHO B 3TON NepemeHHOM
aBTOPbI HAXOAAT OTBET Ha ABe 3aragku, cGopMyNnpPOBaHHbIE Bbile (No3gHee obpalleHne 3a NOMOLLbIO
n peungme). Yem bonblie negative threshold, Tem gonblue cynpyru ctapatotca He 3amedaTb Npobaembl
B OTHOLLEHMAX, 3 CEMENHAA Tepanus, N0 MHEHMIO aBTOPa, KaK pa3 Hanpas/eHa Ha yBe/IMYeHue 3Toro
nopora, Ha TepnMMOCTb APYT K APYry, Ha afanTMpoBaHue K 6o/iee BbICOKOMY HEFaTUBHOMY MOpPOTY, a He
Ha McrnpassieHMe OTHOWEHMUN. [T03TOMY CUCTEMA CYMPYKECKMX OTHOLIEHMIA BO3BPALLAETCA B CBOE
yCcTOMUYMBOE NperkHee cocToaHue. Takum obpasom, obe 3arafku cyTb ABe CTOPOHbI O4HOM Meganu, a
MMEHHO — afanTUpoBaHMe K bosiee BbICOKOMY YPOBHIO HEFAaTUBHOCTY.



Table 12.1: Divorce Prediction with the Initial SPAFF

Weights.
—
Means
WVariable F-ratio df Stable Instable
-
Wife uninfluenced
steady state 21.37*** 1,123 .55 —2.58
Wife influence function
Positive threshold 42 1,123 4.04 3.65
Negative threshold 20 1,123  —5.57 —6.00
Wife influenced
steady state T2 1,112 —-1.37 —2.14
Husband inertia 4.18a 1,123 44 32
Husband uninfluenced
steady state 15.96~* 1,123 —.34 —2.16
Husband influence function
Positive threshald 2.27 1,123 4.28 3.53
Negative threshold 3.69a 1,123 -5.13 -6.71
Husband influenced
steady state 7.99% 1,112 —.59 —2.84

a p=<010; *p<0.05

* p<0.01; *** p < 0.001.



Table 12.2: Three Criterion Groups with the Initial

SPAFF Weights.

Means )
o
Happy, Unhappy,
Variable F-ratio  df Stable Stable Divorced
Wife uninfluenced
steady state  11.82%** 248 .09 —.61 —-2.58
Wife influence function
Positive threshold B3 2,48 4.71 4.11 3.65
Negative threshold .23 2,48 —h.06 —5.47 —6.00
Wife influenced
steady state 1.07 2,46 —.64 —1.48 -2.14
Husband uninfluenced
steady state 5.85*** 248 —.09 ~.03 -2.16
Husb influence function
Positive threshold 85 2,48 412 4.29 3.53
Negative threshold 1.02 248  =3.00 —5.65 —6.71
Husband influenced
steady state 6.02 2,46 -7l .29 —2.84
LE S ] P {: u-mlt
Table 12.3: Divorce Prediction with the Final SPAFF
Weights.
— Means
Wariable F-ratio df Stable Unstable
— Wife uninfluenced
steady state 14.86*** 1,123 .5l —2.26
Wife influence functions
Positive threshold 1 1,123 B.25 7.24
Negative threshold 03 1,123 —6.23 —6.06
Wife influenced
steady state 1.29 1,106 —.65 -1.95
Husband inertia 3.07a 1,123 40 .30
Husband uninfluenced
steady state 18.40%** 1,123 72 —1.89
Husband influence function
Positive threshold 2.49 1,123 8.45 6.65
Negative threshold B.25%* 1,123 =5.36 =7.71
Husband influenced
steady state 4.36* 1,106 Tl —1.49
a p<0.10; *p<005 * p<0.01; *** p<0.001.




Table 12.4: Three Criterion Groups with the Final
SPAFF Weights.

Means
Happy, Unhappy,
| Variable F-ratio df Stable 'Stab'l_e - Divorced
Wife uninfluenced
steady state 12.61*** 248 1.07 —.03 —2.26
Wife influence function
Positive threshold 73 2,48 9.12 B.53 7.24
Negative threshold 28 2,48 =5.76 G6.76 6.06
Wife influenced
steady state 1.60 2,41 —~.05 -1.88 —-1.95
Husband uninfluenced
steady state 0.10*** 248 1.06 —.41 —1.89
Hush influence function
Paositive threshold 54 2,48 7.94 7.94 6.65
Negative threshold 2,22 248 —5.04 -5.29 7.7T1
Husband influenced
. steady state 115 2,41 —.33 31 —1.49
"t p < 0.00L.

Marriage model with Repair and Damping
[aHHan moaenb NpM3BaHa yTOYHUTb BO3SMOXKHOCTU MOLENM U BHECTU B Hee criegytowme GeHOMEHbI:

1) Repair — BapuaHT nosefeHme, NPU KOTOPOM Ha HEraTus Cynpyr pearmpyeT no3nuTMBHO, YTobbl
«CrNaAnTb» SMOLMOHA/IbHYIO CUTYaLUMIO. OTO MPOUCXOAUT B TOM C/ly4ae, Koraa y O4HOro cynpyra
3MOLIMOHAIbHOE COCTOAHME NPEBLICMNO HEKOTOPbIN HeraTUBHbIM NOPOr. ABTOPbI CHUTAIOT 3TOT
BapuaHT NoBeAeHMA OYeHb NONE3HbIM AN OTHOLEHUI. OHWM CCbINAKOTCA, YTO B TOM C/IyYaeT,
Korga OTHOLEeHUs HebNaronoy4yHo, 3TO MOKET UX CNacTu, NpaBaa, 3TO He genaeT UX
6.1aronoNy4YHbIMK

2) Damping — BapuaHT NoBeAeHus, NPAMO NPOTUBOMOOXKHbIN Repair.
ypaBHeHMe C y4eTom 3TUX AByX ¢eHOMeHOB AO1KHO 6bITb nepenncaHo B suae:
Wesy = IywH )+ W, + a+ Ry {H. )+ DylH,)

Hepy = lygWesy Y+ 12H, + b +R 5 (W) + Dy (W)

. lx — Kl - (x — K3)
Repairy(x) = 5~ G-y
L

|x—ﬁi|—&—f(§]
1-x—-K,)

Damping(x) = —C;

dyHKuMM ans Repair 1 Damping npeacTaBieHbl HUXKe.
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Figure 13.1: Graph of repair switch. After a specific neg-
ative threshold, the switch is turned on, serving as needed
positivity to keep the reaction from becoming too miser-
able. Here 2C; is the maximum repair possible.

Figure 13.4: Graph of damping switch. After a spe-
cific positive threshold, the switch is turned on, serving as
needed negativity to keep the interaction from becoming
too euphoric. K; is the positive threshold above which
damping starts. —2C; is the maximum damping possible.

Takum obpasom, nonyyaem Bilinear influence function with repair and damping



Influence

Figure 13.8: The bilinear influence function with repair

and damping. On the right, damping causes the influence
function to drop to a more negative value. On the left, re-
pair causes the influence function to rise to a more positive

value.

Tenepb 3aga4a CTOUT B OLEHMBAHUKM NAapaMeTPOB OTBeYaloLWMX 3a repair and dumping. s atoro

aBTOPbI PaCCMaTPMBAIOT ABE a/bTEPHATUBbI:

1) MosHo nocreneHHo noaobpatb MOAENb K AaHHbIM Bapbupya napameTpbl Takum ob6pasom,
yTobbl MOAENb HBblNa Hanbosiee TOUHOM

2) MorKHO Hanpsamyto onpesennTb eHomMeHsbl repair and dumping M3 AaHHbIX U OLLeHWUTb

napameTpsl

HuKe NpuBeAeHbl pe3ynbTaThl, OTParkaloLWmMe 3T 4Ba NoAX04a U XapaKTepusytowme mogens (linear

model with repair and dumping).

B obLiem, anbTepHaTMBa 2 OKasasack 6osee ycnewHon onpeaeneHunm Tpex rpynn 6pakos. Takxke
MHOFMe CyLLeCTBEHHbIE NapameTpbl ObIAN NOAYYEHbl OT HE3aBUCUMbIX NAPaMETPOB, CXOXKMX C
napameTpamu B NpocToit AnHenHoln mogenu (linear model). Tak B Yem e CMbICN TPUMEHEHUA
mogenu c repair and dumping? ABTOpbl OTBEYAIOT, YTO B HAaXOXKAeHUMN GeHOMEHOB repair and
dumping Kak TakoBbIXx. Kpome Toro nosydyeHHasa moAe b NPeacTaBaseT BOSMOXKHbIM UCMPaBAEHUA
OLWMBOK, NOYYEHHbIX ABTOPAMM B NpesCcKasaHnmM pa3BoAoB Ha OCHOBE MoAeselt 6es yueTta aTmx

dbeHomeHOoB. TaK UTo pe3sybTaTbl UMEIOT COAEPIKATENbHYIO OCHOBY.



Table 13.2: Divaorce Frediction Using Parameters of Al-
ternative 2: Fitting the Bilinear Mode! with Repair and
Damping to the InAuence Plots for Each Spouse.

[ Means
Variable F-ratio df  Stable  Divorced |
Mumber of Influenced Steady States T

where (W+) and (H—) 0.00 1,128 012 0.12
where (W—) and (H-) 755 1128 054 1.24
where {W+) and (H+) 744 1,120 085 0.24
where [W=) and (H+) 1.37 1,128 016 0.00
Wife
Inertia 0.18 1,129 039 0.42
Initinl state 214" 1,129 0.28 =113
Uninfluenced steady state 15.01==* 1,129 0.50 -~2.26
Influence on husband
Positive half slope 0.00 1,124 0.53 0.52
Negative half slope 1.13 1,127 0.52 0.62
Threshold, hush damping 0.53 1,124 5.64 5.02
Strength, hush damping 2,05 1,124 —4.63 -3.14
‘Threshold, hash repair 0.16 1,127 —4.74 —4.40
Strength, hush repair 001 1,127 380 3.83
Hushand
Inertia .08~ 1,129 0.40 0.30
Initial state 2334 1,11 0.45 -1.11
Uninfluenced steady state 18.T0*** 1,11 0.70 =1.89
InfAuence on wife
Positive half slope 0.00 1,126 050 0.50
Megative halfl slope 0.65 1,124 0.58 0,46
Threshold, wife damping 0.04 1,126 575 5.58
Strength, wife damping Bt 1,126 —4.50 =207
Threshald, wife repair a.1i 1,120 —4.68 ~4.95
Strength, wife repair (.06 1,120 3.43 3.58 _J

Sp<.10," p<.05 " p< 0L p< .00L
(W) Wile Positive, (W —) Wife Negative,
{H+) Hushand Positive, ([ —) Hushand Negative.

Table 13.3: Divorce Prediction Using Parameters of Al-
ternative 1: Estimated from the Best Fit to Observed Cu-

mulative Scores.

Means
Variahle F-ratio df Stable Divorced
- Wife

Threshold, hush damping 003 1,129 0.40 0.35

Strength, husb damping 0.00 1,129 3.52 3.53

Threshold, hush repair 1.26 1,129 —1.B8 —-1.35

Strength, husb repair 0.14 1,129 3.84 3.53
Husband

Threshold, wife damping 0.05 1,129 0.42 0.47

Strength, wife damping 0.27 1,120  3.22 3.65

Threshold, wife repair 043 1,129 -1.72 -1.41

Strength, wife repair 0.07 1,129 3.55 3.76

8 p<.10,* p< .05 " p< .01, """ p< 001




Table 13.4: Three Criterion Groups and Parameters of
Alternative 2: Fitting the Bilinear Model with Repair and

Damping to the Influence Plots for Each Spouse.

PR, t p< 05, p<.0l, *** p< 001

Means
Happy, Unhappy, |
Variable F-ratio df Stable Stable Div.
“Number of Influenced Steady States
where (W+) and {H—) 0.05 258 015 015 012
where (W -} and {H~) 4.78° 25 020 085 LM
where (W) and (H4) 627" 2,65 1.20 (.55 0.24
where (W—) and (H+) 0.42 255 0.0 0ol 0.0
Wife
Inertia 032 2,55 0.37 0.41 042
Initial state 11.51*%" 2,55 (il =002 =1.13
Uninfluenced steady state 13.21*** 2,55 117 026 -2.26
Influence on husband
Posttive half slope 0.41 1,51 .46 0.55 0.52
Megative half slope 0.39 2,54 051 0.65 L62
Threshold, hush damiping ~ 1.30 2,51 6.15 682 502
Strength, husb damping 236 2,51 3.41 487 -3.14
Threstiold, husb repair .79 254 —6.27 38T -4.40
Strength, husbh repair .55 3,54 4.20 3.44 3.83
Hushand
Inertia 0.5 2,55 037 045 0.30
Initial state g7 1,55 074 —0id =L.1I
Uninfluenced steady state 10,347 2,55 1.03 —04T =189
lefluence on wife
Positive half slope 1.00 2,54 0.51 0.3% .50
Megative half slope 0.7L 2,53 0.68 0.4% 46
Threshold, wife damping 0.12 2,54 52T 5.75 5.58
Strength, wife damping 3.05° 2,54 =398 3.81 - 2,07
Threshold, wife repair 002 2,50 516 5.0 4,95
_Sl.rea;th, wife repair _0-51 2,50 134 2.4 3.58

(W+) Wifle Positive, (W—) Wife Negative.
(H+) Husband Positive, (H—) Husband Nesative.

Table 13.5: Three Criterion Groups and Parameters of
Alternative 1: Estimated from the Best Fit to Observed
Cumulative Scores.

Means T
Happy  Unhappy
Variable F-ratio df  Stable Stable Divorced
Wife ]
Threshold, husb damping 1.22 2,55 0.40 0.90 0.35
Strength, husb damping 1.88 2,55 2.50 4.40 .53
Threshold, husb repair 0.70 2,55 -—1.95 —1.45 -1.35
Strength, hush repair 0.60 2,565 3.15 4.20 3.53
Husband
Threshold, wife damping  0.10 2,55 0.45 0.60 0.47
Strength, wife damping 2.0 2,55 2.10 4,00 3.65
Threshold, wife repair 2.83 255 =220 —0.95 —-1.41
Strength, wife repair 0.52 2,65 3.25 4.30 3.76

Sp <Al * p <05, p< .01, p < 001,



Ucnonb3oBaHue pa3anHoﬁ MH¢0pM3LI,MVI AnAa moagennpoBaHua OTHOLUEHUN.

ABTOpPbI B CBOMX UCCNEA0BaHUAX NOMUMO NOBEAEHUYECKMX AaHHbIX UCNOMb30Banu GpusmMonoruyeckmne
AaHHble (B OCHOBHOM 4YacToTy cepalebueHma) n Bocnpuatne cynpyramm nx nosefeHuns B npotecce
aKcnepumeHTa (0bcykaeHna npobnem). UamepeHne BOCNpUATMA Cynpyrammn CBOero nosegeHmns
NPOUCX0AMN0 CaeayoLmMm 06pasom: Noc/e sKCNepMmMeHTa cynpyram rno oTAebHOCTU MOKasblBaau
3anucb Ux pasrosopa. B npouecce NpocMmoTpa BUAEO OHM C MOMOLLBIO CMeUnasbHbIX PeryiaTopos
(pyKkoATKa aHanornyHasa perynatopam rpoOMKOCTU Ha KOJIOHKax) MOrnM aHaAn3npoBsaTh CBoe
adpdeKkTnBHOE NoBeaeHMA (CUCTEMA Ta XKe, YTO U C NoBeAeHUEM, TO eCTb, aMNANTYAa perynatopa
paHXuposanachk ot -4 Ao 4 3a 1 cekyHAy).

Pe3ynbTaToOM ABAANOCH TO, YTO BCE TPU cnocoba n3mMepeHna gaBaan Koppeauvpyrouwmne pesyabrartbl, HO
HaM601'IbLLIYI-O TOYHOCTb A0CTUIaIM UMEHHO NoBeAeHYeckne meToabl. Takum 06pa30M, cncrema
KoAnpoBaHMA Ha OCHOBe ad)dJEKTMBHOI'O noseaeHnA ABnAeTca, no Bcel BUONMOCTH, HaMﬂy‘-ILUEVI.
MHTepeceH TOT d)aKT, 4YTO ANA AaHHbIX, OCHOBAHHbIX Ha BOCNPUATUKN CBOEro noseaeHuA,
MmogennpoBaHne 4aBazio HETOYHbIE PE3Y/IbTATbI, YTO rOBOPUT 06 UCKaXKeHUn BOCNpPUATUA Cynpyros
CBOero noeegeHnA B Cynpy>XeCknx oTHoLWeHUAX.
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