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B craTtbe npuBoasTCcs pe3ynbTaThl 0030pa MyOIUKanKi, HCIOIb3YIOUNX KOPPEILUOHHBINA, PErPECCUOH-
HBIH aHaJM3 U METOABI MAIIMHHOTO 00YYEHHsI, IO MPpoOieMe BBISIBICHHUS U OLEHKH MPEIUKTOPOB YAOBIIE-
TBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIIeHUsMHU. [IpoBeneH MeTa-aHanm3 Mo OlEHKe pasMepa 3 deKTa A MCUXOIOTHYe-
CKUX XapaKTE€PUCTHK 4epT OOJBIION MATEPKHU M CTHUIISI HPUBS3aHHOCTH C YAOBJIETBOPECHHOCTHIO OTHOILIE-
HusiMu. HanGonpimii oTpunarensHeiid pamep addekra momyuen s meiiporusma (-0,3), nzberaromiero
(-0,51) u TpeBokHoro (-0,3) cruneii mpuszaHHOCTH. TakkKe MOKA3aHO, YTO JUIS JKECHIIHH M MYXUYHH
HaOIFOTAIOTCS] CTATUCTHYECKH 3HAYUMBIC pasudrs B BenmndrHe dQdeKTa s n30eTaronero CTuis mpu-
Bsi3aHHOCTH (0,59 mns sxeHuuH u -0,45 U4 My>X4YlH), ¥ 3HAUMMO€E YMEHbIIIEHUE IT0Ka3aTessl YIOBIETBO-
PEHHOCTH OTHOLICHHUSIMH C YBEIMUCHUEM BO3PACTA UCHBITYEMBIX C N30ETal0IUM CTHUJIEM INPUBS3aHHOCTH
0e3 yuera nona. [IpencraBnena nHTEpIpeTayst MOTYICHHBIX PE3YIbTAaTOB.
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MOBEICHHUE
BBenenue ta. TpunaamaruinetHee ucciegoanme A. Verstaen
[IpoGyieMa yAOBICTBOPEHHOCTH B3aWMOOTHOIICHH- [54], aHanm3upyrolIee TUHAMUKY SMOITMOHAILHOTO
SMH B CEMbE HIPAeT 3HAYUMYIO POJIb B OIICHKE TIOBE/ICHHS CYIIPYrOB CPEIHEro M CTapIIero Bo3pac-
cyObekTuBHOTO Ojaromonyuust yenoBeka [3]. Kon- Ta pU 00CYXJIEHUH KOH(QIIMKTHBIX BOMPOCOB (IIKa-
(GJIMKTBI, BO3HUKAIOIIHE MEXIy CyNpyramMu, MOTYT na SPAFF — Specific affect coding system), npose-
SIBIISITHCSL 3HAYMTENBHBIM HCTOYHUKOM CTpecca, OKa- MOHCTPUPOBAJIO 3HAYMMOE CHIKCHHUE HETaTUBHBIX
3BIBAIOIIUM BIHUSIHUE Ha (PU3UUECKOE U IICUXHIECKOE IMOIIMOHAIIBHBIX MPOSBICHUN y MYKYUH M KCHIIUH
37I0POBBE, B CBSI3H C YEM IIOCIICHUE TPU JIECATHIIC- U YBEJIMYCHUE MO3UTHBHBIX PEaKIMi BO BpeMs B3a-
TS IPOBOJISITCSL UCCIIEIOBAHUS C LIENBIO BBISBICHUS UMOJICUCTBUSI CYIIPYTOB C U3MEHEHUEM BO3PACTa.
HanOosiee 3HAYMMBIX HPEIUKTOPOB YIOBIECTBOPEH- HecomHeHHO, mOBeieHHE BO BpeMsi KOH(IIUKTA
HOCTH OpakoM Kak JJIsi MY>KYWHBI, TaK W JUIS JKeH- SBISIETCS 3HAYMMBIM  (DAaKTOPOM, OKa3bIBAIOIIIM
mmHbL. OIHUM U3 HauOoee JTUTEeNbHO MPOTEKaro- BIMSIHUE Ha YJOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh OTHOUICHUSIMH, HO
OIMX HWCCIENIOBAHUN MOXHO CYHMTaThb padoTy J. UCCJICIOBaHUS TOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO CTOMT YYUTHIBATH
Gottman u R. Levenson, kotopast Bximodana 14 net (hakT U3MEHEHUS TICHXOJIOTHYECKUX XapaKTEePUCTUK
HaOJIOIEHUH 3a ceMEHBIMU MapaMy U UX pa3Bojia- C BO3pPAcTOM, a TaKXKe JJIUTENbHOCTh Opaka. OnHa-
MU. B 1aHHOM HCclenoBaHUM OCHOBHOE BHHMaHHE KO, C YU4E€TOM TOTO, YTO HEKOTOpPbIE ICHUXOJIOTHYe-
OTBOJIMJIOCH aHAIIN3y PEaKIMil MapTHEPOB BO BpeMs CKHE YepThl JINYHOCTH SIBIISIOTCS JIOCTATOYHO
00CYXJIeHHs BOIIpPOCa, 1O KOTOPOMY Y CYNpPYTOB YCTOWYHMBBIMH, HCCIIEAOBATEIH 33aIHCh BOIPOCOM
umenuch pasHornacus (mkama RCISS — Rapid cou- 0 TOM, JICHCTBUTEIBHO M CUACTIUBEIE CEMEHHBIE
ples interaction scoring system). napsl 00pa3yroT CYypyrd O CXOKHM HAOOpOM JIH4-
Tak, J. Gottman Beigenmn «Yersipe BcaIHHKa HOCTHBIX CBOWCTB WJIM, HA0OOPOT, CHJIBHO OTJIMYa-
amokanumcucay [17], mpencka3pBaloOmuX pa3BOI B ommMcst. Takke HCCIenoBaTeIsIMU TIPEAPUHAMA-
cienytomye 14 yet Opaka: KpUTHKa, 3allUTa, Mpe- JHUCh TIOUBITKH BBISIBUTH TCHXOJIOTHYECKUH MPO-

3peHHe U M30eraHue CynpyroB Bo BpeMsi KOH(IHMK-
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¢up, obecrieunBaromuii Hauboee BBICOKYIO YAO-
BJICTBOPEHHOCTH OpaKoM.

[lepBrie pabOTHI MO W3YYEHHWIO BIMSHHUS JIHY-
HOCTHBIX 4epT «boJbiroil msaTepkun» OBLTH BBIMIOIN-
Hensl B.Karney u T.Bradbury, koTopsle mokasanu,
YTO HEHPOTH3M SBIAETCS 3HAYMMBIM (PaKTOPOM,
OTIPENEIISIONIMM Ka4yecTBO M CTa0MIBHOCTH Opaka
[30, 31]. Ilocnemyromue WCCIEIOBAHUS W TIPOBE-
JeHHBbIC Ha UX 0a3e MeTa-aHam3sl [7, 39, 36, 49, 50]
MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATIM PA3THYHBIC PE3YNbTaThl Kak
U1l BemuaIuHBI d(ddekTa depT OONBIION IATEPKH,
TaK W CTWISI MIPUBA3aHHOCTH B OTHOWeHHsAX. [lomy-
YeHHBIC MTOKA3aTeIN OTHOCUTEIHLHO HU3KOM BEIIMUH-
HBI 3 dekra s 4epT «bonbmiod mATepKU» Mpes-
IMMOJIOKUTCIIBHO MOTYT 6I)ITI) CBsA3aHBI C TCM, 4YTO
aJanTUBHBIE MEXAaHW3MBl TIIOBEICHHUS YelOBEKa
00€ecTeYnBalOTCsl KOMIUIEKCHBIM B3aUMOJICHCTBHEM
YKa3aHHBIX 4YCPT. IToBhIlIEHHBIE 3HAYESHUS JJIA JaH-
HOrO 3(dexTa 0OHApyKEHBI B MeTa-aHaJW3e, IPO-
BCACHHOM Ha OCHOBAHUH HPAHCKHUX I/ICCJ'IGILOBEIHI/Iﬁ
[50], uTo MoOXkeT OBITh CBS3aHO C OCOOECHHOCTHIO
BBIOOpKHU. OOHapYy)KeHHas pa3nuyHasi BeTHdrnHa (-
(exTa AN CTHIS NPUBS3aHHOCTH MAPTHEPOB MOXKET
OBITH CBSI3aHA C TEM, YTO B METa-aHaIHM3aX O0BEeaH-
HAJIMCh PE3YJIbTaTbl COBEPUHICHHO PAa3JIMYHBIX METO-
JTK, U3MEPSAIONINX JAaHHYIO XapaKTEePUCTHKY.

Hecmotps Ha HeoqHO3HAYHBIE PE3yJbTATHI, TO-
JIyda€MbIC B PA3JIMYHBIX HCCIICAOBAHUAX, pa6OTbI B
HaIpaBIIeHUN U3yYeHUS «COBMECTUMOCTHY» ITapTHE-
POB TIPOJIOIDKAIOTCS, YTO HE B MOCIIETHIOK OYepe/b
CBsA3aHO C IOABJICHUEM W PA3BUTHEM HOBBIX METO-
JIOB MAaIIMHHOTO OOydeHHs. J[aHHOTO poma Mojenu
HaxoadAT CBOC€ MIHMPOKOEC IPUMCHCHHE HMMCHHO B
MIPaKTHUYECKO# 00JIacTH, HapUMep, B CEPBUCAX OH-
JIAH-3HAKOMCTB aKTyajbHbl MOJIENIH, CIIOCOOHBIC
MpeacKa3arh yIOBIECTBOPEHHOCTh OYIYHIMMHU OT-
HOILIECHUSMH JIIOZIEH ¢ 1eNblo HauboJiee OnTUMalib-
HOTO TI0A0Opa Mapkl ¥ NOCIEAYIONIeH OIICHKH Kade-
CTBa OTHOLICHHUH C MCIOJIb30BAHUEM COBPEMEHHBIX
METO/IOB cOopa u aHaym3a AaHHbIX. C 0JTHON CTOpO-
HbI, IMPUMCHCHUEC MCETOAOB MAIIMHHOI'O O6y‘IeHI/IH
MoJBEpraeTcsi KpUTHUKE H3-3a 3PQeKTa «UepHOTro
AIUKa» ¥ €200 HHTEPIPETHPYEMOCTH OOYYEH-
HBIX MOJEJCH, TaKKe OTCYTCTBYET BO3MOXHOCTb
0000mmaThk pe3ynbraTthl padoT B MeTa-aHanm3ax. C
JIpYyroM, KaK mokas3ay JajdbHEeWUIUi MOUCK, psill Mo-
XOZOB BCE )K€ IMO3BOJISIET BBISIBUTH HOBBIE (DAKTBHI U
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3aKOHOMCPHOCTH, CBA3aHHBIC C YAOBJIIECTBOPEHHO-
CTBIO OTHOIICHUAMMU.

Hccaenopanusi y10BJeTBOPEHHOCTH
OTHOLIEHHUSIMU C HCTIOJIb30BAHNEM METOI0B
MAIIMHHOTO 00y4YeHust
Pa3BuTHe MeTONOB aHanmM3a AAHHBIX U MAIIMHHOTO
00y4eHHUs1 O3BOJIMIIO MCCIEA0BATEISIM IPEAIIPUHU-
MaTh MOMBITKA IOCTPOEHUSI MAaTEMaTHYECKUX MOJIe-
Jieid, IPOTHO3UPYIOIIUX yIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh OpakoM
Ha 0a3ze MTMYHOCTHBIX cBoicTB. Hampumep, |. Gross-
mann u ero KoJUIerd M3y4ajd BKJIaJ HapTHEPOB B
COBMECTHYIO  YJOBJICTBOPEHHOCTb, COOCTBEHHYIO
YIIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh M YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh MapTHE-
pa [18]. B pe3ynbraTe Obuia mojiyueHa Mojelb, 00b-
sicHstomas 37% aucnepcur mokKasaTens yIOBIETBO-
PCHHOCTU OTHOUICHUAMHU B IICJIOM C HCIIOJIB30BaHU-
€M pe3yNbTaToOB JIByX MapTHEPOB Ha 0a3e MoOEIH
Elastic Net Regression (MSE=0,55). Jlns yro4HeH-
HBIX TOKa3aTelnen YAOBJICTBOPCHHOCTH OTHOIICHHA-
MU (TEHACHLUS K OTIAJICHUIO, CEKCyasIbHasl yIOBIIe-
TBOPEHHOCTb, TAPMOHUS, KOH(IUKTHI) JOJIS 00BsIC-

HSIEMOM JIMCIIEPCUU OKAa3aJlaCh HUXKE.

Taxyke ObUIO MMOKA3aHO, YTO OOJIbIIAS YACTh IHC-
MIEPCHUU yIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOLIEHUSIMH 00BsC-
HseTCA COOCTBEHHBIMU CBOWCTBAMH YEJIOBEKAa, a He
napTHepa, TO €CTb YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh OPakoM B
OoJblIel CTeTeHN OMpeAeNIeTCs] INIHOCTBI0 CaMo-
IO 4YeJloBEKa, HEeXEeJM KaueCcTBAaMHU €ro MapTHepa.
OpHako aBTOpBHI MPHUIUIM K BBIBOJY, YTO JaHHBIN
pe3ybTaT He CHpaBeIIMB ISl TpeAcKa3aHusl KOH-
(IMKTOB, KOTOpPBIE OKAa3bIBAIOTCS B OOJIBIIEH cTere-
HU 00YCIIOBIICHBI OLIEHKOW mapTHepa. Bo3zMoxHo, Te
WIM MHbIE CUTyallud HE BOCIPHUHHMMAIOTCS YeJIOBe-
KOM KaK KOH(QIIMKTHBIE B OTIIMYKE OT €T0 MapTHepa.

UccnenoBanne K.Gupta neMoHCTpUpyeT HOBBI
MOJIX0/ K cOOpy NaHHBIX, B XOA€ KOTOPOTO UCIIBITY-
€MbIC HOCHJIN CMapT(i)OHI)I U €KE€4YaCHO OTBEYAJIM Ha
BONPOCHl OTHOCHTEIBHO HACTPOSHHA M KadecTBa
B3aumoseiicteus B mape (Quality of Marriage Index)
[19].
TPEXMHUHYTHBIE ayIHO3aIHCH MPOUCXOASILIETO KaxK-

[Ipunoxxenne Ha cmapTdoHE 3aMUCHIBAIO

nele 12 MuHYT, a HarpyJHbBId JaTYUK 3amyChIBall
nokazarenu OKI', Taxkxe perncrpupoBamuch NOKa-
3aTenl KO>KHO-TJIbBAHWYECKOW pEaklUu U TeMIIe-
patypsl. C TOYKHM 3peHHS JIMYHOCTHBIX CBOMCTB Y
HCIBITYEMBIX OLEHUBAJICA CTHJIb NPHUBSI3aHHOCTH B
O6nmm3kux oTHOmEeHUsAX. C HMCIONb30BaHNEM MOJHO-
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CBSI3HOW HEHWPOHHOM CETH MPAMOTro pacrpocTpaHe-
uus (Fully connected Feed-forward neural network)
OblIa TIOCTpOEHA MOJIENb, AEMOHCTPUPYIOIIAS TPH-
eMJIeMoe Ka4eCcTBO paclio3HaBaHUS KOH(IIMKTA, OJI-
HAKO, UHTEpEC MPEACTABISET TOT (PaKT, UTO JAaHHAS
MOJIeTTh TIOKa3asia 6oee BEICOKYIO0 TOYHOCTh Ha MOJI-
IpyNnax, BBIJEICHHBIX COTJIACHO aJTOpUTMY Kia-
crepuzannu K-cpeaHnX ¢ y4eToM CTHIIA TPUBS3aH-
HOCTH HCTIBITYEMBIX M yIOBIETBOPEHHOCTHIO OTHO-
HIEHUSAMHU.

Takum 00pa3oM, B aHAJIN3 MONYYEHHBIX JaHHBIX
MO3BOJIMII BBIENUTH HECKOJIBKO TPYMII ¢ Hambolee
SIPKO BBIPpAXCHHBIM CTWJICM NPHUBA3aHHOCTHU: I'pYIIIIa
WCIBITYEMBIX C TPEBOXKHO-M30ETAIONINM CTHIIEM
MPUBA3AHHOCTHU W HU3KHUM YPOBHEM YIOOBJICTBOPCH-
HOCTH OTHONICHUSIMU; TPYIMA C HACKHBIM CTHIIEM
MNPUBA3AHHOCTH M BBICOKMM YPOBHCM YIOBJICTBO-
PEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUSMH; W TPEThs IpylIa, HaXo-
JSIIasicsl MEKAy NepBOM U BTOpoil. JlaHHBIE FPYIIIBL
ACMOHCTPUPOBATIN PA3JIMYHBIC MApPKEPBI, IMO3BOJIA-
IOIIME BBISBUTH KOH(MIUKT. /) >KEHIIWH U3 TPYIIITHI
C TPEBOXKHO-M30ETarONINM CTHIIEM TIPUBSI3aHHOCTH U
HU3KOU YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTEIO OTHOLICHUSIMU
Han0Oosee 3HAYNMBIM MPU3HAKOM BO3HUKIIIETO KOH-
¢mukra sensercs R-R maTepBan OKI'. [lokazarenn
KOXXHO-TaJThbBaHMYECKON peakiiy SBUINCH HamOo-
Jiee 3HAYAMBIMH TPEIUKTOPOM ISl MYXKYHH U3
Tpymnnbl ¢ HAJACKHBIM CTUJIIEM NIPUBA3aHHOCTU U BbI-
COKHM YPOBHEM YJIOBIIETBOPEHHOCTHIO OTHOIICHHUS-
MH. JIJIs TPYIIIBI UCTIBITYEMBIX, HAXOASIIECHCS MEX-
Iy 0003HAYEeHHBIMH JBYMSI, HaubOoJee SPKUMH TpH-
3HaKaM¥ KOH(JIMKTa SBUJIACh TPOMKOCTH TOJIOCA,
KakK JIs1 MY>XXYUH, TaK U JJIA KCHIIWH.

S. Joel
npenc1<a3aTI) HepBOHaanBHOC pOMaHTI/IIIeCKoe BJIC-

MMPOBCPASI THUIIOTE3Y O BO3MOXHOCTH

YEHUE TMAPTHEPOB IMOCJE CEPUU CKOPOCTHBIX YETHI-
PEXMUHYTHBIX CBUAAHUI, a TakXke MPOJIEMOHCTpPHU-
poBasl mpuMeHUMOCTh anroputma Random Forest
JUTS peleHust JaHHOU 3anaun [28, 29]. UcneiTyeMblie
3aMOJHSIN  ONPOCHUK, B KOTOPOM ITOMHMO JIHY-
HOCTHBIX XapaKTEPHUCTHK TecTa «bobIasi maTepKa
TaK)Xe OIICHUBAIUCH CTHJIb MPHUBI3aHHOCTU B OJIH3-
KX OTHOIICHHSX, YAOBIECTBOPEHHOCTh IKU3HBIO,
CEKCYalbHOCTb, 3aUHTEPECOBAHHOCTH B JITTUTEIBHBIX
POMAHTHYECKUX OTHOUICHUSX, KOHCEPBATH3M, Ca-
MOOTICHKA U OIICHKA B OTHOIIEHWUHU 3a00THI U (Pu3u-
YECKOM MPUBIEKATEIBHOCTU >KEIaeMOr0 pPOMAaHTH-
YEeCKOTo MapTHEpA.
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ABTOpBI TTOKa3aJH, 9YTO MOAEIH MOXET Mpe/cKa-
3ath oT 4% 1o 18% aucnepcuu B KEIaHUU CYOBbEK-
Ta u oT 7% 1m0 27% nucriepcun B JKEIaHUU TTapTHE-
pa. UcnpiTyeMble, KOTOpbIE CUMTAIOT TEIUIOTY IPH-
BJICKATEIbHBIM Ka4eCTBOM, B CPEIHEM HCIIBITHIBAIIH
OoJjplliee BieUEHHE K CBOMM IapTHEPaM BO BpeMS
CBUJIAHMIA, a Oojee n30HpaTebHbIe HCIBITYEMbIE B
CpPeIHEM WCHBITHIBAIN MEHBIIYI0 3aWHTEPECOBaH-
HOCTh B CBOHMX TNapTHepaXx BO BpeMsS CBUIAHHU.
VY4acTHUKH, BBICOKO OLIEHHBAIOUINE COOCTBEHHYIO
(h3uyecKyr0 TNPHUBIEKATEIHHOCTh, IEHCTBUTEIHHO
ObuTH OoJiee KeJTaHHBIMU 110 OLICHKaM apTHEPOB.

B oanoit u3 mocaenuux pabor S. Joel [28], wuc-
monib3ys nanueie 43 uccnenoanwii (11 196 map) Ha
6aze amroputma Random Forest, oOyummun Mojesu,
COOTBETCTBYIOIINE KaKJOMY HCCIEIOBAHUIO, C IIe-
JIBIO BBISIBJIICHUSA HaI/IGOHCC 3HAYUMBIX NPECIAUKTOPOB
YAOBJICTBOPCHHOCTH OTHOLICHUSIMMU. PC3YJII)T3TI)I
[OKa3ajad, YTO TIEpPEMEHHBIE, OTPaXKAIOIHe CO0-
CTBCHHOC BOCIIpUATHE OTHOIIEHUI MpeacKa3biBajin
1o 45% nucnepcun KadecTBa OTHOWEHUN. VIHANBU-
IyaJdbHBIE Pa3Nu4usl — MEPEMEHHBIE, OTPaXKaroIIre
0COOEHHOCTH JIMYHOCTH, TaKWe KaK HEUPOTH3M,
BO3pAcCT, 110JI, — IpeAcKa3biBaiu 10 21% aucnepcun
YAOBJICTBOPECHHOCTU OTHOIICHUAMMU. KpOMe TOTO,
VHAVBUIyaIbHBIE pa3liU4ds HE NPeCKa3bIBaIN
CTETIeHb YIOBJICTBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUSMH JIy4IIIE
NPEAUKTOPOB, CIENU(PUYHBIX Ui OTHOIIECHWH, a
M3MEHEHHE KavyeCcTBa OTHOIIEHUH CO BpeMEHEeM ObI-
JIO B 3HAUMUTEJILHOM CTEIIEHH HEIIPEACKA3yEMBIM.

IlcuxoauarHocTuyeckue MeTOIUKH,
HCNOJb3yeMble B UCCIeT0BAHUSX
YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOILIEHUSIMHU
B cBsi3u ¢ moctaTouHO OOTaThIM apceHaoM TICHXO-
JIMAarHOCTHYECKHX METOJHK, KOTOPBIMH 00JaJlatoT
HCCIIEI0BATENN, aKTyaJIbHBIM SIBISETCS 3a/adya uX
CHCTEMATH3aIUH JJISl TTOCTICIYIONIEro OIpe/IelICHHs
KpUTEpHEB 0TOOpa MyOIUKaIMI AJIs1 MeTa-aHAIu3a 1

JMadpbHEHMX padoT B TaHHOM 00IacTH.

JIMYHOCTHBIE OCOOEHHOCTH HCTBITYEMBIX: DKC-
TpaBepcusi, HEHpOTU3M, JOOPOCOBECTHOCTH, A00PO-
KeNaTeJIbHOCTh, OTKPBITOCTh OIBITY, — B OOJIBIIHH-
CTBE aHAJIM3UPYEMBIX MyOJHKALMAX OLEHUBAIUCH C
ucronb3oBanueM meroauku Big Five Inventory mim
NEO Big Five Inventory (cokpaiieHHOH Bepcuu
METOAMKH), a TaKKe MX aJalTHPOBAHHBIMH SI3BIKO-
BBIMH BepcusiMu. B psge paboT Oblia omucaHa BBI-
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COKasl 3HAYMMOCTBb IMOBEACHHUA IMAapTHEPOB BO BPEMA

KOH(bHI/IKTa, BCJICOCTBHEC qero HUCCICO0BATCIIN

BKIIIOYAJIM MCTOAHMKH, IIO3BOJIAIOIIMC BBIABIIATH

TUCHYHKIIMOHAIFHBIE TIOBEICHUECKHE CTPATETHH,

CBA3aHHBIC C KOTHUTUBHBIMU HCKAXKCHUAMU U IIPC-

00JaaronMM CTHJIEM IIPHBSI3aHHOCTH B OJM3KHUX

OTHOIIIEHUsX. JlMarHocTuka AaHHOU cepsl B myO-

JIMKauAX OIIMCBIBACTCA CICAYIOIIHUMH METOAHKaA-

mut:

1. Attachment Style [11];

2. Experiences in Close Relationships (ECR) [6,
19, 56];

3. Behavioral Self-Regulation for Effective Rela-
tionships Scale [20];

4. Behavioral Systems Questionnaire [34];

Interpersonal Cognitive Distortions Scale [21];

6. The Relationship Beliefs Inventory [26].

o

HaubGonpmmii wHTEpEC Cpenu OIEHUBAEMBIX
IIKaJ, BISBIBACT IUAIrHOCTHKA TPEBOI'U U I/1366I‘21HI/151
B OTHOULICHUSX, Ybsl 3HAYUMOCTH ObUIA IIOKa3aHa B
YIOMSIHYTBIX paHee MeTa-aHalu3ax. B cBs3u ¢ 3TuM
KpUTepHeM JUIsl AajbHelIero otbopa myOInMKaiuii
Obuta BeIOpana Metomuka «EXxperiences in Close
Relationships (ECR)», koTopasi Takxke uMeeT Bep-
CHM Ul Pa3JIMYHBIX SI3BIKOB M MOTJa OBITH IpUMeE-
HEHa B UCCIIEOBAHUAX C NMPHUBJICYEHHEM HE TOJBKO
AHIJTIOTOBOPANIUX UCHBITYEMBIX.
JMarHocTuka ymOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUS-
MH TIPEACTABJICHA B Psfie MyOJIUKAIUI CICTYIOITUMHI
METOJUKAMMU:
1. Dyadic adjustment scale (DAS) [6, 15, 16, 18,
20, 37, 46];
Marital Satisfaction Questionnaire [35, 50];
Quality of Marriage Index [38, 56];
Relationship Assessment Scale (RAS) [51];
Locke-Wallace Marital Adjustment Test [24,
55].

W3 npencraBieHHBIX METOIMK Toibko Dyadic ad-

agkrw

justment scale oreHHBaeT HECKOJBKO IIKAJ: CILIO-
YEeHHOCTH, COTJIACHE, yJIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh OTHOIIIE-
HUSAMH, SMOLMOHANbHAA 3Kcnpeccus. OHa sBIsETCS
JIOCTATOYHO PacHpOCTPAaHEHHON W TepeBelleHa Ha
paznuuHbie s3pIkA. OCTalbHBIE METOIWKH BKIIOYA-
FOT HEKOTOPBIN CXOKWH HAOOp BOMPOCOB O€3 BhIjIE-

! TIpuBeieHb NPUMEpPBI UCCIIE0BAHMIM, BKIHOYAMOIHE
YKa3aHHbIE METOIMKHU.
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JICHUA 1IKaJ, KOTOPbIC, TEM HEC MCHECC, HAIIPABJICHBI
Ha OLCHKY YAOBJICTBOPCHHOCTHU OTHOIICHUAMMU.

Meton

Houck aureparypsol. Ilouck myOnukanuii mpoBo-

auics B crenyrommx 6aszax: Science Direct, Google

Scholar, Springer, APA. Jlns otbopa myOiukaiuii,

CBS3aHHBIX C AHAJM30M pPa3IMYHBIX IPEIUKTOPOB

YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH, ISl KaXKAOTO HAIPaBICHUS

HCIIOJIL30BAJICS CBOM HA0OP MOUCKOBBIX 3aIPOCOB:

— Jluunocmuwvle uepmor. personality martial satis-
faction, big-five marital satisfaction, neo-ffi
marital satisfaction, neuroticism marital satisfac-
tion;

— Cmunw npussizannocmu: attachment marital satis-
faction, avoidance marital satisfaction, anxiety
marital satisfaction.

B kadecTBe KpuTepueB ISl BKJIIOUEHUS ITyOIH-
Kallu B aHaM3 ObUIM BBIOpaHbI cieayromue: 1) rox
myOmukarun B iepuoa 2000-2020 rr.; 2) B kadecTBe
UCXOJHBIX JIAHHBIX HCIIOJB3YIOTCS  PE3yJIbTaThl
OMpOCa UCHBITYEMBIX 1O BBIOPAHHBIM METOHMKAM;
3) mccnemoBaHWE HANPABICHO HA OIEHKY YJIOBIE-
TBOPEHHOCTH OpPaKOM, OTHOILICHHUSIMH, MapTHEPOM;
4) B cTaThe MPHUBOJIATCS OIEHKH KOPPEISIUil HyIe-
BOTO TOPSAJIKA MEXKIY H3y4aeMBIMH TEPEeMEHHBIMU
(3kcTpaBepcus, HEHWPOTU3M, J0OPOCOBECTHOCTD,
TIOOPOXKENATENLHOCTh, OTKPBITOCTh OITBITY, TPEBOTA,
n30eraHrue) M YAOBJICTBOPCHHOCTh OTHOIICHUSMU;
5) myOnuKanus COAepKUT JaHHBIE 00 OIEHKaX KOp-
pensiiuii M3yv4aeMbIX XapaKTEPUCTUK W JaHHBIE O
BBIOOpKE; 6) MCIIONB3YIOTCS MyONUKAIUK TOJIBKO Ha
AHTTIUICKOM SI3bIKE; 7) B IyOMUKAIUSAX UCTIONB3yeT-
Csl TIepeYeHb OTOOPAHHBIX METOJUK M3MEPEHUS JIJIst
K)KI0T0 HarpaBJICHUS.

He wucnonp3oBanuce myOnwkaruu, rie JaHHBIE
ObUIM KaKUM-THOO 00pazoM TpaHcHOPMHUPOBAHBI
JUTSL TIOJYYCHHs 3HAYEHUWH MO IIKallaM, Hampumep,
[IOJIyUYE€HUE OIICHKH I10 TPEBOXKHOCTH MM H30era-
HUIO TIOCPEICTBOM HCIIOJB30BaHUS JPYTUX METO-
UK. JlJIss METOJMK OIICHKH YJOBIETBOPEHHOCTHIO
OTHOIIICHUSAMH JIOMYCKAJIOCh MCIIOJIb30BaHUE pa3-
JUYHBIX BapHalUid ONPOCOB, B KOTOPHIX BHICOKHE
3HAYEHUS JIOJKHBI OBITh CBSI3aHBI C BBICOKOW YJI0-
BJICTBOPEHHOCTBIO OTHOIICHHUSIMH.

s xaxkmoro HaOopa MOyYEeHHBIX JaHHBIX BBI-
YUCIISIUCH CIICIYIOIINE OLCHKH:

'
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o pasmep dhdekra IS Kaxaou mKanel U3 «boib-
IO TATEPKW» (HEUPOTH3M, DKCTpaBEPCHs, T00-
POCOBECTHOCTD, JA00POKENTATENBHOCTb, OTKPHI-
TOCTh OIIBITY) TIO OTHOIICHHIO K COOCTBEHHOMN
yIOBIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOLICHUSMH;

e pasmMep dddexTa AT TPEBOKHOCTH M M30CTaHUS
MO0 OTHOIICHHIO K COOCTBEHHOHN YJOBJIETBOpPCH-
HOCTH OTHOIIICHUSIMHU;

® OIICHKHU BBIMICYNOMSIHYTBIX 3()(HEKTOB IS MyXK-
YMH U )KCHIIUH B OTICIBHOCTH;

e OLIEHKa BIMSHUS MOJepaTropa — BO3pacTa MCIbI-
TYEeMBIX JUIS YKa3aHHBIX BBIIIE TAHHBIX.

O0pabdoTka AaHHBIX. MeTa-aHaTU3 MPOBOAMICS C
UCIIONIb30BaHWeM cpenacTBa Meta-Essentials [52],
MPEICTaBIISIIOIEro co0oit Habop (haiIoB U JIUCTOB,
co3maanubix B Microsoft Excel, koTopbie BBIYHCIIAIOT
HCO6XOI[I/IMI)IG XapaKTCPpUCTUKU IO BXOJHBIM OdaH-
HeIM [53]. Hcmonp3oBamach MOAENH CIy4YailHOTO
addekra (random effect model) B cuiy ee mmpokux
oboOmaromux cnocodHocred [4, 5]. [ns oueHku
HEOJTHOPOJHOCTH (HECOTTIACOBAHHOCTHU PE3yJIhTATOB
YICCIIe/IOBaHMi) Mcronb3oBaca 7 u Q (B ciydae

Konu4ecTBo HecneIoBaHUH,
MOTY4YE€HHBIX B ba3zax JaHHBIX
10 3aIpocam

K =3050

k.

3HAYUMOCTH, NaHHBIE KOX(PQUIMEHTH YKa3bIBAIOT
Ha HEOJHOPOIHOCTH BBIOOPKH), 12 B mporenTax [25].
Toxasarens |2 mpuHUMaET 3HAYEHHS B JUANA30HE OT
9% mo 100% c oporamu 25%, 50%, 75%, cooTBeT-
CTBYIOIIVE HU3KOMY, CPEAHEMY U BBHICOKOMY YpOB-
HIO HEOJHOPOMHOCTH. J[Jisi BBISBICHHS CMEIICHHS
BBIOOpKHU MCTONB30Bajics {-TecT Orrepa, KOTOPHIH B
ciydae 3HaunMoctH (P < 0,05) cBuOeTenbCTBYET O
CMEITeHUH B TaHHBIX [10].

Pe3yabTaTthl

Ha mepBom sTame Obuta cOCTaBJICHa BBIOOpKA ITyO-
JMKalMi COTJIAaCHO TOMCKOBBIM 3alpocaM K Oazam
nmaHHbIX. Jlamee Obn oToOpaHBl Hamboliee MOAXO-
JSIIIME COTJIACHO aHHOTAIMK MyOJHKAIMU, KOTOPEIE
3aTeM ObUIM YTOYHEHBI ITOCPEICTBOM IPOBEPKH CO-
OTBETCTBUSl KPHUTEPUSM BKIIOUCHHS MyOIMKAIH B
MeTa-a"anus (puc. 1).

OOmee uncno wcmbITYyeMbIX cocTtaBmio 10619
PECHOHEHTOB, U3 KOTOphIX 2418 MyxuuH u 2424
KEHIIMHBI, Y OCTAIBHBIX HCIBITYEMBIX IIOJI HE yKa-
3aH.

KonuuecTBo uccnenosanuii,
0TOOpaHHBIX [10 3ar0JIOBKaM H
aHHOTAIHAM

K=219

k.

KonuuecTBo uccnenosanui,
HCKTIOYEHHBIX 10 3aT0JIOBKaM H
aHHOTAIHAM

K=2831

KonmuyecTBo uccne1oBaHUM
nocne yaaneHus 1y6nuKaTos
K=100

KonuuecTBo Hccnem0BaHuH,
BKJIIOYCHHEIX B aHAJIM3
K=27

KonuuecTBo HccneqoBaHui,
HCcKmo4eHHBIX MTOCIIE aHAM3a
MOJTHOTEKCTOBBIX BEPCHit

K=173

OtcyTcTBHE NOKa3aTeliel OLEHOK KOPPEIIHI
He ucnone3syrorces tpebyemblie METOIUKE
IMonuelii TeKCT HE HAlAEH

Puc. 1. luarpamMma npoiiecca moucka, poBEpPKH CTaTeH, BKIIIOYSHHS U UCKITFOUEHUS TaHHbBIX.
HWccnenosanus, BKIIOYCHHBIC B aHATN3, TPECTaBICHBI B Tabmuie 1.
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Taommua 1. MccnenoBanus, BKIIOYCHHBIC B aHATIU3

ABTOp Bospacr Bribopka Metonuku

Schaffhuser, 2014 [51] 50 282 R._elatl_onshlp Asses:sment Scale;
Big Five Inventory,

Marital quality (2 items);

Donnellan, 2004 [9] 39,8 836 NEO Five-Factor Inventory;
Molaei, 2016 [40] 36 300 “N”ég'ﬂ.ii“éii‘iﬂf Tnﬂﬁﬁ?ffﬁ'y'?na"e;
Amiri, 2011 [2] - 100 mégt?:lis:.tii:s;gt%irolr;l\?g:tlg;rw
O’Meara, 2019 [47] 47,42 1965 E?;aé‘i‘&?.“ r:sesr?:;i];a?Ction;
Mousavi, 2017 [44] 325 154 B)é%“éiﬁj;:ég?r:;\%gﬁ:f)}y;
Gattis, 2004 [14] 42 9 Béagiﬁiﬁjpu;égfmgﬁﬁy;
Altgelt, 2018 [1] 29,47 454 ﬁqligrlri]t;/tilz)/lnaglr I;gfsgr]\ifl)t(y ltem Pool;
Kinnunen. 2003 [33] 46,9 296 Marital satisfaction (7 items);

Big Five Inventory;

Marital Satisfaction Scale;
Yuspendi, 2015 [57] 32 1000 Experiences in Close Relationships
Big Five Inventory;

Marital Satisfaction Inventory

Javanmard, 2013 [27] 35 70 NEO Five-Factor Inventory;
Locke-wallace marital adjustment test;
Xu, 2017 [55] 32 370 NEO Five-Factor Inventory;
Najarpourian, 2012 [45] 43 164 Marital Satisfaction Inventory
jarp ' NEO Five-Factor Inventory;
Locke—Wallace Marital Adjustment Test;
Heller, 2009 [24] 42 208 Big Five Inventory:
. Marital Satisfaction Inventory;
Khademi, 2017 [32] 40 350 NEO Five-Factor Inventory;
Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Ozmen, 2010 [48] 374 204 Experiences in Close Relationship;
Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Moser, 2016 [43] a4t 32 Experiences in Close Relationship;
Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Brassard, 2009 [6] 29 548 Experiences in Close Relationship;
Mondor, 2011 [42] 41,75 112 Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Experiences in Close Relationships;
Pedro, 2015 41,81 1230 Marlta}l Life Areas Satlsfac_tlon E_V.a|U&tI0n Scale;
Experiences in Close Relationship;
Quality of Marriage Index
Chung, 2014 [8] 412 208 Experiences in Close Relationship;
Relationship Assessment scale;
Fuenfhausen, 2013 [13] 348 191 Experiences in Close Relationships—Revised;
Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Hatch, 2008 [23] 34,6 386 Experiences in Close Relationship;
Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Haseley, 2006 [22] 2726 184 Experiences in Close Relationship;
. . Dyadic Adjustment Scale;
Fitzpatrick, 2017 [12] 31,2 398 Experiences in Close Relationships—12;
Molero, 2017 [41] 386 348 Relatlpnshlp_Assessment S_cale; N
Experiences in Close Relationship;
Tamimi, 2009 36,51 133 Relationship Assessment Scale;

Experiences in Close Relationships—Revised;

B [ ] JaHbl CCBUIKU Ha UCTOYHUK B CIIMCKE JINTEPATYPLL
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B3aumMocBsA3b JUYHOCTHBIX 0COOEHHOCTEH 1
Y/AOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIIEHUSIMH
B mepByto ouepens Oblia BRIUHCICHA BETUYHHA 3(-
(exkta IS BCEX TOIYYCHHBIX KOPPEISIIUOHHBIX

OIICHOK TIKal TecTa «bonbIias msarepka» U yaoBie-
TBOPECHHOCTHIO OTHOIICHUSIMH IO MYXXYHMHAM, KCH-
IUHAM ¥ 00BEAMHEHHBIM JaHHBIM (TalJI. 2).

Ta0uuna 2. Tect bonbias nsarepka ¥ y10BICTBOPEHHOCTh OTHOIICHUAMU

Ouenkn AcummeTpust
Mixana 95% 95%
K N r [CILL; [PILL; T2 Q 12 Egger's t-test
Cl UL] Pl UL]
. ) [-0,38; [-0,54; o i
Heiipotusm 15 6045 0,3 10,22] 10,02] 0,02 | 102,2 86,3 1,21
[0,18; [-0,01; o
JloOporkenaTenbHOCTh 10 5097 0,26 0.33] 0,49] 0,01 | 63,14 85,75 1,06
[0,14; [-0,05; .
Jlo6pocoBecTHOCTh 12 5673 0,23 0.32] 0.48] 0,02 | 82,19 86,62 0,43
[0,07; [-0,01; .
DKcTpaBepcHs 7 3515 0,22 0.36] 0,49] 0,01 | 35,55 83,12 1,26

K — xonuuectBo ko3 durmento, N — 06beM BeIOOpKH, I — BennunHa 3¢ dexra Ha ocHOBaHuH Koppessinun, CL — moBepHTeNbHBII

unTeppal, PL — mpesckasaTenbHbli nHTepBan, 12 1 12— nuanason mucrepcuu, Q — B3BEIIEHHAs CyMMa KBaJIpaTOB Pa3HOCTEH MEXKTY

HaOJIro1aeMoi BeNMUNHON 3¢ (eKTa U B3BEIICHHON cpeaHel BeananHo addekra, ** p< 0,01

[IpoBenenHblid aHanMM3 MOKa3aja, 4YTO MEXAY
HeupomusmMom W YAOBICTBOPCHHOCTBIO OTHOIICHH-
SIMH TIPUCYTCTBYET 3HaUMMasi OTPHUIIATEIIbHAS B3au-
MocBs3b I = -0,3; p <0,01 ¢ noBepuUTENEHBIM HHTEP-
BasioM [-0,38; -0,22]. Pe3ynpraTel Takke MOKa3aaH
CTaTHCTUYECKH 3HAYMMYIO HEOJTHOPOIHOCTH BEIOOD-
xu (Q =102,2; p <0,01; I = 86,3%; K = 15).

JlobpooicenamenvHocms 3HAYUMO KOPPEIUPYET C
YAOBJIETBOPEHHOCThIO OTHOIIEeHUs MU I = 0,26; p <
0,01 ¢ moeepurenbubiM mHTepBasiom [0,18; 0,33]
MPH  CTAaTUCTHUYECKA 3HAYUMOW HEOIHOPOJHOCTH
BeIOOpPKH (Q = 63,14; p < 0,01, 12 = 85,75%: K =
10).

Lobpocosecmuocms cBsi3aHa C yOBIETBOPEHHO-
CTBIO OTHOLICHUSIMH Ha cXokeM yposae I' = 0,23; p
< 0,01 ¢ noBeputenbHbIM HUHTEpBasIoM [0,14; 0,32]
MPU  CTAaTUCTUYECKA 3HAYUMOW HEOHOPOIHOCTH
BeIOOPKH (Q = 82,19; p < 0,01; 1> = 86,62%:; K =
12).

AHAJIOrMYHBIA pe3yJbTaT HMOAYUYCH IS 9OKCMpa-

6epcuur yIOBJICTBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUSAMH I =
0,22; p < 0,01, ogHako, ¢ YBEIMYECHHBIM JIOBEPH-
tenbHBIM uHTEpBaioM [0,07; 0,36] mpu cTaTucThde-

——
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CKA 3HAYMMOH HEOIHOPOTHOCTH BBIOOPKH (Q =
35,55; p < 0,01; 1> = 83,12%; K = 7).

J1d mkansl omkpuimocms onviny UCCIEI0BaHUS
MIPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATI OTCYTCTBHE 3HAUYUMBIX KOp-
PEISIIIMOHHBIX CBSA3EH 32 MCKIIOYEHHEM HECKOIBKUX
JUIs1 BCEX UCTIBITYEeMBIX [24, 55].

Taxxxe MbI He pa3ZieNsiiIi BBIOOPKH TIO0 MOy M3-3a
HeOOJBIIOro YUCiia BKIFOUEHHBIX myOnmkanuid. [Tpu
3TOM MHOTHE HCCIEJOBaHHs YKa3blBajd HA OTCYT-
CTBHE Pa3MYMN B pacHpeesIeHNH aHATIM3UPYEMBIX
Mokaszarejed y MyXXYMH M JKEHIUMH. BcieacrBue
BbIOOpPKU HEOOJIBIIOTO pa3Mepa aHaIu3 C UCHONb30-
BaHUEM MOJIEPAaTOPOB HE MPOBOIUIICS.

B3anMocBA3b CTHJISI NPUBA3AHHOCTH H
YIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIIEHUSIMHU
Beun mpoBeneH aHanM3 MO OIEHKE BEIWYUHBI 3(-
(ekTa [T MOKa3aTeel CTUIISI MPUBA3aHHOCTH (Tpe-
Bora W m30eraHue) W yIOBICTBOPEHHOCTHIO OTHO-
MICHUSIMH JUUTSI MY)KUMH U JKESHIIMH, 8 TAKXKe JTaHHBIM
0e3 ykazanus mona (Tadi. 3).
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Ta6auua 3. CTHIb NPUBS3aHHOCTU U YAOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh OTHOIICHUSIMU

OreHKn Acummertpust
Mkana 95% 95%
K N r [CILL; [PILL; T2 Q 12 Egger's t-test
Cl UL] Pl UL]
) [-0,36; [-0,48; i}
Tpesora 16 3942 0,3 -0,24] -0.1] 0,01 45,65 67,14 0,89
. [-0,34; [-0,34; i
My»KYUHBI 5 1337 0,27 -0,19] -0,18] 0,00 4,15 35 0,64
) [-0,39; [-0,45; i}
JKeHmuHb 5 1337 0,3 -0.2] 20,12] 0,00 6,58 39,24 0,19
. [-0,61; [-0.8;
H36eranue 18 4104 0,51 -0,41] -0,04] 0,06 237,00** | 92,83 1,49
) [-0,62; [-0,8; .
My K4nHbBI 6 1439 0,45 -0,24] 0,13] 0,05 55,21 90,94 1,4
i} [-0,73; [-0,85; o
JKeHimuHe 5 1337 0,59 -0,38] -01] 0,03 34,35 88,35 2,32

K — xonuuectBo ko3 durmento, N — 06beM BBIOOpKH, I — BennunHa 3¢ dexra Ha ocHOBaHuH Koppessinuu, CL — moBepHTeNbHBII

unTeppal, PL — mpesckasaTenbhbli nHTepBan, 12 1 12— nuanason mucnepcuu, Q — B3BEIIEHHAs CyMMa KBaIpaTOB Pa3HOCTEH MEXKTY
HaOJIro1aeMoi BeNMMUNHON 3¢ (eKTa U B3BEIICHHON cpeaHel BeananHoi addekra, ** p< 0,01

[Noka3zaHa 3HaYMMas OTpPHUIIATEIbHAS KOPPEIAIUS
MPesoNICHO20 CTHISI TIPUBSI3AHHOCTH W yJIOBIICTBO-
perHoctu otHomenusmu I = -0,3; p < 0,01 ¢ moBe-
putenbHbIM uHTEpBaioM [-0,36; -0,24] mpu crartu-
CTHYECKH 3HAYMMOM M CPEIHEM YPOBHE HEOIHO-
pomHoctu BeIOOpPKH (Q = 45,65; p < 0,01; 12 =
67,14%; K = 16). Taxxke Mbl BUJUM CTaTUCTHYCCKU
3HAYMMbIC pa3inyus B BeluunHe 3(Pdekra MexIy
JIByMsI BBIOOPKAMH C y4ETOM I10Jia UCTIBITYeMbIX (Q
=11,26; p < 0,01; I> = 20,09%; K = 10).

[Noka3aHa 3Ha4YMMasi OTPUIIATEIbHAS KOPPEIISIIHU-
OHHAsl CBSI3b U30ecaioujec0 CTUIIS TPUBA3AHHOCTU U
YAOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHommeHusmu ¢ = -0,51; p <

0,00

0,01 ¢ moeepurenapHbiM uHTEpBamoM [-0,61; -0,41]
MPH CTATUCTHYCCKH 3HAYMMOW HEOTHOPOTHOCTH
BEIGOpKH (Q = 237; p < 0,01; 1> = 92,83%; K = 18).
Taxke HaAOMIOOAIOTCS CTATHCTHYECKH 3HAYUMBIC
pasnudus MEXIy TPYIIaMU C YI€TOM TOoJa UCTIBITY-
embix (Q = 116,02; p < 0,01; 1> = 91,38%; K = 11).
[Ipu paccMoTpeHHH BO3pacTa B KaueCTBE MOJICPATO-
pa sl Bcell BBIOOPKH, BKITFOYAS MYXKYUH, SKEHIUH
U UCHBITYeMbIX 0€3 yKa3aHHs I0J1a, MOJyuyeHa pe-
IPECCHOHHAS MOJIENTb ¥ BEJHMYHUHA CTaHIapTU30BaH-
Horo koad¢uiuenta f = -0,2; p < 0,01 (puc. 2).

-0,20 |

-0,40 |-

-0,60 |-

Correlation (z)

-0,80 |-

-1,00 |

-1,20 -

0,00 10,00 20,00

30,00

40,00 50,00 60,00

Moderator

Puc. 2. JInneitnas perpeccus U BO3pacTa B KauecTBe MOJEpaTopa KOPPEISIMHOHHON CBA3U

M366FalOL[IeFO CTUJIA IPUBA3AHHOCTH U YTOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOLICHUSIMU.
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O0cy:kaeHue pe3ybTATOB
[TomyueHHbIC B TaHHOM HCCIICJIOBAHUN PE3YJIbTATHI,
Kacaroluecs: B3auMOCBsI3M 4epT «boJbInoil msaTep-
KI» W YIOBJICTBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIIEHHSIMHE (Ta0IL. 4),
B HaWOOJBIICH CTENEHU COIIACYIOTCS C Pe3yibTa-
tamu, nonyuenusivu K. Sayehmiri. 1 komteramu, ¢
YYETOM OTCYTCTBHS NMEPECEKAIUXCS padoT B JaH-
HOM HCCIIEJIOBAaHHUH, a TaKXKE PE3yJIbTaTaMU HCCIie-
noanuit K.Sayehmiri mo ananusy nyOsiukanuii Ha
apadckom s3bike [50]. Takke CTOUTh OTMETUTh, YTO
uccnenoBanue B.Le HampaBieHO Ha aHaIH3 Koppe-
JIAIUOHHBIX CBSI3E€H C METOJUKOM, U3MEPSIOIICH He-

YIIOBIETBOPEHHOCTh OTHOIICHUH, BCIECICTBHE YETO
OIleHKa pa3Mmepa d3hdekTa uMeeT 0OpaTHBIN 3HAK 10
OTHOIIIEHUIO K APYTUM HCcaeToBaHusIM [36].

Pazmep addexra g TpeBoxkHOTO M M30erarorie-
ro CTHJICH MPUBA3aHHOCTH OILIEHEH BBINIC B JAHHOM
HCCIICIOBAHNN, YeM B TPEIBIAYIIUX, YTO MOXKET
OBITh CBsI3aHO C OoJiee TpeOOBATEIHLHBIM OTOOPOM
nyOoJMKanuii JUisl TaHHOTO MeTa-aHallu3a, Kacaro-
mMMCsl TIPUMHHEHHS MeTOIuKH EXperiences in
Close Relationship.

Taﬁnnua 4. PasMep 3(1)(1)CKTa JJI1 B3aUMOCBSA3U JIMYHOCTHBIX YEPT U YAOBJIICTBOPEHHOCTH OTHOLICHUSIMU

B IPOBCACHHBIX PAaHEEC METAa-aHAJIN3aX U HACTOAIIEM UCCICJOBaHUN

Ilkana Le Malouff Sayehmiri Candel | Texyieemccde-
J0BaHUe

DKcTpaBepCcust -0,01 0,06 0,16 - 0,22
Heiipotusm 0,01 -0,22 -0,22 - -0,3
JTo6popcoBeCTHOCTD -0,02 0,12 0,26 - 0,23
JloOporkenaTenbHOCTh -0,07 0,15 0,19 - 0,26
OTKpPBITOCTD OIBITY 0,08 0,03 0,09 - -
TpeBoXHBIHN CTUIIb 0.2 ) ) 0,32 03
NPUBSI3aHHOCTH

Wz6eraromuii cTrnb 0.2 ) ) 0,44 051
NPUBSI3aHHOCTH

CymecTByromue paboTel B 00J1aCTH UCIOIB30Ba-
HHUA METOJO0B MAIIMHHOI'O o6y11eH1/15{ IIO3BOJISAKOT
M3y4aTh MPoOJIeMy HPEIUKTOPOB YIOBIETBOPECHHO-
CTH OpakoM B 4YaCTH aHaJIM3a IMPOIIEHTa OOBACHseE-
MOH MOJEINBIO AMCIIEPCHUU LEJIEBOM INEPEMEHHOM.
Tak, ObUTO TIOKA3aHO, YTO BOCHPHUATHE KOH(IUKTOB
B 6HI/I3KI/IX OTHOLICHUAX U YAOBJIETBOPCHHOCTH OT-
HOIICHHSIMU JOCTaTOYHO CHJIFHO CBSI3aHA CO CTUJIEM
MIPUBSI3aHHOCTH, a TAK)KE IMOKa3aH OOJBIIHIA BKJIA]] B
YIOBJICTBOPEHHOCTh OTHOUICHUSIMH COOCTBEHHBIX
YepT JTUYHOCTH, HEXKEIU XapaKTePUCTUK MapTHepa.

B yactu ucnonp3yeMoro ncuxoauarHoCTUYecKo-
ro KOMIUIEKca HaOJromaeTcs OOJNBINONW Auana3oH
OMNPOCHUKOB YJOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUSIMH,
pe3yJbTaThl KOTOPBIX OOBEAUHAIOTCSA HCCIeIOoBaTe-
JAMU TIpU TPOBEACHUM MeTa-aHanu3oB. OJIHAKO,
00BbeIMHEHNE W3MEPUTEIHLHOTO0 WHCTPYMEHTAapUs B
YacTH JIMAarHOCTHUKU TUCPYHKIIMOHAIBHBIX CTHIICH
MPUBSA3aHHOCTU MOXKET MPHUBOJUTH K YMEHBIICHUIO
pa3mMepa s dekra.

IIpoBenenHsli MeTa-aHaIU3 MPOIAEMOHCTPUPO-
Baj B3aUMOCBS3b

S3HAYUMYIO OTpULATCIbHYIO
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HetupomusmMa W yJOBICTBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUSIMH
¢ pasmepoM 3¢dekra -0,3 ¢ JOBEPUTEITBLHBIM UHTEP-
Banom [-0,38; -0,22], dobposcenamenvnocmu (r =
0,26 ¢ momepurenpHBIM uHTEpBaoM [0,18; 0,33]),
0obpocosecmuocmu (f =
unrepsasiom [0,14; 0,32]) u okempasepcuu (r = 0,22

0,23 ¢ noBepUTETHLHBIM

C YBEIIMUEHHBIM JJOBEPUTENbHBIM HHTEpBaioM [0,07;
0,36]). st mKansl «OTKPBITOCTh OMBITY» B aHAIU-
3UPYEeMBIX MYOJIHMKAIMSIX OTCYTCTBOBAIO JOCTATOY-
HOE KOJMYECTBO OOHAPYKEHHBIX HCCIIEAOBATEIISIMU
3HAYMMBIX KOPPEJALMOHHBIX CBS3EH, YTO corjacy-
eTcs ¢ BenMuMHOM 3¢ eKTa, CTpeMsIencs K Hyo,
BBISIBIICHHOH B TIPEABLIYIIUX METa-aHAIN3aX.

B yactu ananuza B3aUMOCBSI3M CTHIIS NPUBS3aH-
HOCTH H yJIOBJICTBOPEHHOCTH OTHOIICHUSIMH 3HAYH-
MBbI€ PE3yJIbTAThl OTYUYEHBI AJISl MPEGONHCHO20 CTHIIS
npusszanHocTH (I = -0,3 ¢ JOBepUTENBHBIM HHTEP-
Basiom [-0,36; -0,24]), npuuemM s KEHIIMH JaHHas
CBSI3b CTATUCTUYECKM B3HAYMMO BBIIIE, YeM JUIs
myxunH (r = -0,3 u r = -0,27). Taxxe momy4yeHsl
3HAYMMbIC PE3YyJbTaThl MO pa3zMepy dddexTa s
uzbezaioujeco CTUNA NPUBA3aHHOCTH U YJOBJIETBO-
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peHHocTH oTHomeHusMu (I = -0,51 ¢ moBepuTEINb-
HeIM uHTepBasioMm [-0,61; -0,41]). ns xeHmuH pas-
Mep dddexTa CTaTUCTUICCKH 3HAYUMO BBIIIC, YeM
IUIE MyX4dH, U coctaBisier -0,59 u -0,45 cooTBeT-
CTBeHHO. Taxke MoKa3aHo, YTO C YBEIUICHUEM BO3-
pacta u30eraroluii CTHIb TPUBSI3AHHOCTH CTaHO-
BUTCS B OOJIBIIICH CTETICHU CBS3aH C HU3KOW yIIOBJIC-
TBOPEHHOCTBIO OTHOIICHUSIMH.

BriBOabI:

IIpoBeneHHbIN aHATU3 TTO3BOJUI PACCMOTPETH MPO-
OneMy PeAUKTOPOB YAOBIETBOPEHHOCTH OJIM3KUMH
OTHOLICHUAMU C PA3HBIX TOYCK 3pCHHA C IIPUMECHE-
HHUEM PA3IHYHBIX NOAXO0A0B M MeroaoB. C oaHOM
CTOPOHLI, HU OAHA U3 4YC€PT TCCTa «bonpmias IATEP-
Ka» HE OKa3bIBAETCs PELIAIOIIUM 00pa3oM CBs3aHa C
YIOBIETBOPEHHOCTHIO  OTHOIIEHUAMHU.  OmHAKO
HEHpOTU3M HMEeT HauOOINBIIYI0 OTPUIATENBHYIO
B3aMMOCBS3b, TaK KaK CKOpee BCEro AaHHas 4epTa
00yciIaBIMBaeT OCOOCHHOCTH BOCIIPUSTHSI U Peak-
LU YEJIOBEKa Ha >KU3HCHHBIE OOCTOATENBCTBA H, B
YaCTHOCTH, Ha BO3HUKAIOLINE KOH(IUKTHI.

UccnenoBarensiMu OTMEYEH 3HA4YMMBINH BKIJIAJ
(hakTOpa MOBeEHNS YEIOBEKa BO BpeMs KOH(IHKTa
B TIPOJOJDKUTENIBHOCTh Opaka, M Kak IOKa3aJu
JabHEeHIINEe MCCIeI0BaHUs, BOCIPUSITHE KOH(IUK-
Ta ¥ peajin3yeMble TIOBEICHYECKUE CTPATETUH MOTYT
OBITH O0YCIJIOBIICHBI CTHJIEM TPHUBSI3AaHHOCTH K TapT-
HEpy, KOTOPBI 3HAYUMO OTPHULATEILHO CBS3aH C
YAOBJIETBOPEHHOCTHIO OTHOLIEHUsAMHU. [Ipuuem st
JKCHIIWMH JaHHasd OTpUIAaTCIIibHasA CBA3b CUJILHEC,
YeM JJIS1 MY>KUHH.

Komrmnekc cBolcTB YenoBeka 1 0OCOOEHHOCTH €ro
BOCTIPHATHS U PEaKUMU Ha ACUCTBHS HMapTHEpa 00y-
CJIaBIIUBAIOT yJIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTH, a HE TTOIXOSIINI
MICUXOJIOTHYECKHH MPOQUIIb CYNpyTra WM CYNpyTH,
4TO MOXHO pe3toMupoBarh ¢(pasor O. VYaiuipaa
«Kpacora B r71a3ax cMOTPSAIIETOY.

Jluteparypa

1. Altgelt E.E., Reyes M., French J.E., Meltzer
A.L., Mcnulty J.K. Who is sexually faithful?
Own and partner personality traits as predictors
of infidelity // Journal of Social and Personal Re-
lationships. 2018. V. 35. P. 600-614.

2. Amiri M., Farhoodi F., Abdolvand N., Bidakh-
avidi A.R. A study of the relationship between

——

95

Big-five personality traits and communication
styles with marital satisfaction of married stu-
dents majoring in public universities of Tehran
/I Procedia — Social and Behavioral Sciences.
2011. V.30. P. 685-689.

3. Berscheid E. The greening of relationship science
/I American Psychologist. 1999. V. 54. P.260-66.

4. Borenstein M., Hedges L.V., Higgins J.P.T.,
Rothstein H.R. A basic in- troduction to fixed-
effect and random-effects models for meta-
analysis // Research Synthesis Methods. 2010.
V.1, P.97-111.

5. Borenstein M., et al. Introduction to Meta-
Analysis, Chichester (UK): Wiley, 2009.

6. Brassard A., Lussier Y., Shaver P. Attachment,
Perceived Conflict, and Couple Satisfaction: Test
of a Mediational Dyadic Model // Family Rela-
tions. 2009. V.58. P.634-646.

7. Candel O., Turliuc M. Insecure attachment and
relationship satisfaction: A meta-analysis of actor
and partner associations // Personality and Indi-
vidual Differences. 2019. V.147. P.190-199.

8. Chung M. Pathways between attachment and
marital satisfaction: The mediating roles of rumi-
nation, empathy, and forgiveness // Personality
and Individual Differences. 2014. V.70. P.246-
251.

9. Donnellan M., Conger R., Bryant C. The Big
Five and enduring marriages // Journal of Re-
search in Personality. 2004. V.38. P.481-504.

10.Egger M., Davey Smith G., Schneider M., Mind-
er C. Bias in meta-analysis detected by a simple,
graphical test // British Medical Journal. 1997.
V.315. P. 629-634.

11.Feeney J. Adult attachment, emotional control,
and marital satisfaction // Personal Relationships.
1999. V. 6. P. 169-185.

12.Fitzpatrick J., Lafontaine M. Attachment, trust,
and satisfaction in relationships: Investigating ac-
tor, partner, and mediating effects // Personal Re-
lationships. 2017. V.24. P. 640-662.

13.Fuenfhausen K.K., Cashwell C.S. Attachment,
Stress, Dyadic Coping, and Marital Satisfaction
of Counseling Graduate Students // The Family
Journal. 2013. V.21. P. 364-370.

14.Gattis K.S., Berns S., Simpson L.E., Christensen
A. Birds of a feather or strange birds? Ties
among personality dimensions, similarity, and

'



Ilangunosa A.C.

YTo onpesessieT yJ0BJIETBOPEHHOCTb GJM3KUMHU OTHOLEHUSAMU? 0630p U MeTa-aHaIu3 // YuyeHble

3anucku UHCTUTYTa ncuxosioruu Pocculickoit akagemuu Hayk. 2021, T.1. Ne2. C. 86-101.

marital quality // Journal of family psychology:
JFP: journal of the Division of Family Psycholo-
gy of the American Psychological Association,
2004. V.18 (4). P. 564-574.

15.Gobout N., Morissette Harvey F., Cyr G., Bé-
langer C. Cumulative Childhood Trauma and
Couple Satisfaction: Examining the Mediating
Role of Mindfulness. Mindfulness.  2020.
V.11(7), P.1723-1733.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-020-01390-x

16.Gordon C.L., Baucom D.H. Examining the Indi-
vidual within Marriage: Personal Strengths and
Relationship Satisfaction. Personal Relationships.
2009. V.16. P.421-435.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-
6811.2009.01231.x

17.Gottman J., Levenson R. The Timing of Divorce:
Predicting When a Couple Will Divorce Over a
14-Year Period // Journal of Marriage and Fami-
ly. 2000. V.62. P.737-745.

18.Grossmann |., Hottung A., Krohn-Grimberghe A.
Machine learning meets partner matching: Pre-
dicting the future relationship quality based on
personality traits. PLoS ONE, 2019, 14.

19.Gupta K., Gujral A., Chaspari T., Timmons A.C.,
Han S.C., Kim Y., Barrett S., Sichko S., Margo-
lin G. Sub-Population Specific Models of Cou-
ples’ Conflict. ACM Transactions on Internet
Technology(TOIT). 2020. V.20. P.1-20.

20.Halford W. K., Lizzio A., Wilson K. L., Oc-
chipinti S. Does working at your marriage help?
Couple relationship self-regulation and satisfac-
tion in the first 4 years of marriage // Journal of
Family Psychology. 2007. V.21(2). P.185-194.

21.Hamamci Z. Dysfunctional Relationship Beliefs
in Marital Satisfaction and Adjustment // Social
Behavior and Personality. 2005. V.33. P.313-
328.

22.Haseley J.L. Marital satisfaction among newly
married couples: Associations with religiosity
and romantic attachment style. 2006.

23.Hatch D. Factors that influence the association
between adult attachment and marital satisfac-
tion. 2008.

24 Heller D., Ferris D., Brown D.J., Watson D. The
influence of work personality on job satisfaction:
incremental validity and mediation effects

——

96

/I Journal of personality. 2009. V.77(4). P.1051-
1084.

25.Higgins J.P., Thompson S.G., Deeks J.J., Altman
D.G. Measuring incon-sistency in meta-analyses
/[ British Medical Journal. 2003. V.327. P. 557-
560.

26.James S., Hunsley J., Hemsworth D. Factor
Structure of the Relationship Belief Inventory
/I Cognitive Therapy and Research. 2004. V.26.
P.729-744.

27.Javanmard G., Garegozlo R.M. The Study of Re-
lationship Between Marital Satisfaction and Per-
sonality Characteristics in Iranian Families
I/l Procedia — Social and Behavioral Sciences.
2013. V.84. P. 396-399.

28.Joel S., Eastwick P.W., Finkel E. Is Romantic
Desire Predictable? Machine Learning Applied to
Initial Romantic Attraction// Psychological Sci-
ence. 2017.V.28. P.1478-1489.

29.Joel S., Eastwick P.W., Allison C.J., Arriaga X.,
et al. Machine learning uncovers the most robust
self-report predictors of relationship quality
across 43 longitudinalcouples studies
/I Proceedings of the National Academy of Sci-
ences. 2020. V.117. P.19061-19071.

30.Karney B.R., Bradbury T.N. The longitudinal
course of marital quality and stability: A review
of theory, method and research // Psychological
Bulletin. 1995. V.18. P. 3-34.

31.Karney B.R., Bradbury T.N. Neuroticism, marital
interaction and the trajectory of marital satisfac-
tion // Journal of Personality and Social Psychol-
ogy. 1997. V.72. P.1075-1092.

32.Khademi A. Prediction of Marital Dissatisfaction
Based on Personality Characteristics and Social
Relations in Couples of Students and Non-
Students // International Journal of Medical Re-
search and Health Sciences. 2017. V.6. P.103-
107.

33.Kinnunen U., Vermulst A., Gerris J., Makikangas
A. Work—family conflict and its relations to well-
being: the role of personality as a moderating fac-
tor // Personality and Individual Differences.
2003. V.35. P.1669-1683.

34.Lantagne A. A Dyadic Perspective on Young
Adult Dating Aggression. Electronic Theses and
Dissertations. 2019.
https://digitalcommons.du.edu/etd/1671

'


https://doi.org/10.1007/s12671-020-01390-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.2009.01231.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-6811.2009.01231.x
https://digitalcommons.du.edu/etd/1671

Ilangunosa A.C.

YTo onpesessieT yJ0BJIETBOPEHHOCTb GJM3KUMHU OTHOLEHUSAMU? 0630p U MeTa-aHaIu3 // YuyeHble

3anucku UHCTUTYTa ncuxosioruu Pocculickoit akagemuu Hayk. 2021, T.1. Ne2. C. 86-101.

35.Lavner J.A., Karney B., Bradbury T. Does Cou-
ples’ Communication Predict Marital Satisfac-
tion, or Does Marital Satisfaction Predict Com-
munication? // Journal of marriage and the fami-
ly. 2016. V.78(3). P.680-694.

36.Le B., Dove N.L., Agnew C., Korn M.S., Mutso
A.A. Predicting non marital romantic relationship
dissolution: A meta-analytic synthesis // Personal
Relationships. 2010. V.17. P.377-390.

37.Levesque C., Lafontaine M., Caron A., Flesch
J.L., Bjornson S. Dyadic Empathy, Dyadic Cop-
ing, and Relationship Satisfaction: A Dyadic
Model // Europe’s Journal of Psychology. 2014.
V.10. P.118-134.

38.Li X., Cao H., Curran M.A.et al. Traditional
Gender lIdeology, Work Family Conflict, and
Marital Quality among Chinese Dual-Earner
Couples: A Moderated Mediation Model // Sex
Roles. 2020. V.83. P.622-635.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11199-020-01125-1

39.Malouff J.M., Thorsteinsson E.B., Schutte N.S.,
Bhullar N., Rooke S.E. The Five-Factor Model of
personality and relationship satisfaction of inti-
mate partners: A meta-analysis // Journal of Re-
search in Personality. 2010. V.44(1). P.124-127.

40.Molaei M., Banihashem S.K. The relationship
between martial satisfaction and the personality
variables of the five-factor model // International
journal of humanities and social sciences. 2016.
V.1. P.1783-1790.

41.Molero F., ShaverP. R., Fernandez 1., Recio P.
Attachment insecurities, life satisfaction, and re-
lationship satisfaction from a dyadic perspective:
The role of positive and negative affect
// European Journal of Social Psychology. 2017.
V.47. P. 337-347. doi: 10.1002/ejsp.2276.

42 .Mondor J., McDuff P., Lussier Y. Wright
J. Couples in Therapy: Actor-Partner Analyses of
the Relationships Between Adult Romantic At-
tachment and Marital Satisfaction // The Ameri-
can Journal of Family Therapy. 2011. V.39(2).
P.112-

123, DOI: 10.1080/01926187.2010.530163
43.Moser M.B., Johnson S., Dalgleish T.L., Lafon-
taine M., Wiebe S., Tasca G. Changes in Rela-
tionship-Specific Attachment in Emotionally Fo-
cused Couple Therapy // Journal of marital and
family therapy. 2016. V.42(2). P. 231-245.

——

97

44.Mousavi R. Relationship between Big Five Per-
sonality Factors Neuroticism, Extraversion,
Agreeableness, Openness, Loyalty and Marital
Adjustment // Neuroguantology. 2017. V.15.
P.63-68.

45.Najarpourian S., Fatehizadeh M., Etemadi O.,
Ghasemi V., Abedi M., Bahrami F. Personality
Types and Marital Satisfaction. 2012.

46.0'Leary K.D., Smith Slep A.M., O'Leary S.G.
Multivariate models of men's and women's part-
ner aggression // Journal of consulting and clini-
cal psychology. 2007. V.75(5). P.752-764.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.75.5.752

47.0'Meara S. Big Five Personality Domains and
Relationship Satisfaction: Direct Effects and Cor-
related Change Over Time Madison. 2019.

48.0zmen 0., Atik G. Attachment styles and marital
adjustment of Turkish married individuals // Pro-
cedia — Social and Behavioral Sciences. 2010.
V.5. P.367-371.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2010.07.106.

49 Peterson R.A., Brown S.P. On the use of beta
coefficients in meta-analysis // Journal of Ap-
plied Psychology. 2005. V.90. P.175-181.

50.Sayehmiri K., Kareem K.I., Abdi K., Dalvand S.,
Gheshlagh R. The relationship between personal-
ity traits and marital satisfaction: a systematic re-
view and meta-analysis. 2020. BMC Psychology,
8.

51.Schaffhuser K., Wagner J., Liidtke O., Allemand
M. Dyadic longitudinal interplay between per-
sonality and relationship satisfaction: A focus on
neuroticism and self-esteem // Journal of Re-
searchin Personality. 2014. V.53. P.124-133.

52.Suurmond R., van Rhee H., Hak T. Introduction,
comparison and validation of Meta-Essentials: A
free and simple tool for meta-analysis // Research
Synthesis Methods. 2017. V.8(4). P. 537-553.
https://doi.org/10.1002/jrsm.1260.

53.Van Rhee H.J., Suurmond R., Hak T. User man-
ual for Meta-Essentials: Workbooks for meta-
analysis (version 1.4) Rotterdam. The Nether-
lands: Erasmus Research Institute of Manage-

ment. 2015. Retrieved from
http://www.erim.eur.nl/research-  support/meta-
essentials.

54 Verstaen A., Haase C.M., Lwi S.J., Levenson
R.W. Age-related changes in emotional behavior:

'


https://doi.org/10.1002/ejsp.2276
https://doi.org/10.1080/01926187.2010.530163
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.75.5.752

Ilangunosa A.C.

YTo onpesessieT yJ0BJIETBOPEHHOCTb GJM3KUMHU OTHOLEHUSAMU? 0630p U MeTa-aHaIu3 // YuyeHble

3anucku UHCTUTYTa ncuxosioruu Pocculickoit akagemuu Hayk. 2021, T.1. Ne2. C. 86-101.

Evidence from a 13-year longitudinal study of
long-term married couples // Emotion. 2020.
V.20(2). P.149-163.

55.Xu H. Factors Affecting Marital Satisfaction

among Chinese Newlyweds // Journal of Psy-
chology & Psychotherapy. 2017. V.7. P.1-4.

56.Yo0 H., Bartle-Haring S., Day R.D., Gangamma

R. Couple communication, emotional and sexual
intimacy, and relationship satisfaction // Journal

57.

of sex & marital therapy. 2014. V.40(4). P.275-
293.
https://doi.org/10.1080/0092623X.2012.751072
Yuspendi Y., Fun-Fun L., Maria C. Adult At-
tachment and Personality Traits and the Quality
of Marriage of Husband and Wife Couples. 2015.

Crates noctynuia B pepakuuro 20.10.2021

WHAT PREDICTS ROMANTIC RELATIONSHIP SATISFACTION?
OVERVIEW AND META-ANALYSIS

© Anastasia S. Panfilova

PhD, researcher, Laboratory of psychology and psychophysiology of creativity,
Institute of Psychology of RAS, Moscow, Russia,
panfilova87@gmail.com

The article presents the results of a review of publications about the problem of identifying and assessing
predictors of relationship satisfaction, which use correlation analysis, regression analysis and machine
learning methods. A meta-analysis was performed to assess the effect size for psychological characteris-
tics of the Big Five traits and attachment style with relationship satisfaction. The most negative effect size
was obtained for neuroticism (-0,3), avoidance (-0,51) and anxious (-0,3) attachment styles. There were
statistically significant differences in the effect size for the avoidant style of attachment for women and
men (-0,59 for women and -0,45 for men), and a significant decrease in the relationship satisfaction value
through increasing age of subjects, who has avoidant style of attachment without regard to gender. The

interpretation of the received results is presented.

Keywords: relationship satisfaction, attachment style, Big Five Inventory, conflict behavior
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