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B cmammi nposedeno ananiz ocobnueocmeti cniggionouienis 0opasy i3 0coOUCMicHUM KOMNOHEHMOM
IHOUBIOyanbHoeo 0oceidy. Cmucio HagedeHo emicm NOHAMb 0bpaszy A, siouymms O1a20NONYYYs 61ACHO-
2o A, ma ocobucmicnoco KOMROHeHMY IHOUBIOYaAIbHO2O 00C8I0Y. Po32nsHymo cmpyKmypHy OpeaHizayito
IHOUBIOYAIbHO2O 00CBIdY ma 1ioeo Ounamiynull acnekm. OOIPYHMOBAHO BUKOPUCTNAHHS 0COOUCMICHOI MoOei
Benuxoi n’amipxu y axocmi 0ouiei’ 3 meopemuyHux ocHog 0ocriodcenns. Ilpogedeno cniscmasnenms pisHux
elleMenmie 0CcoOUCMICHO20 KOMNOHEHMY IHOUBIOYAIbHO20 00C8IJY 3 NO3UYIT IX HAUOLIbUL PEenpe3eHMamueHo20
npeocmasgients 0cmannvo2o. Ilpogedeno meopemuune o0IpyHny8anHs 0ocuiodxncents oopasy A 6 cmpykmypi
0CODUCIICHO20 KOMROHEHMY [THOUBIOYATbHO20 00C8I0Y. 3p0ONeHO V3a2anbHeHHs pe3yibmamis NnonepeoHix
docnioxcerv. Emnipuune 00cniodcenHss nposoounocs Ha eubopyi cmyoenmie Cros ssHCbK020 HAYIOHAIbHO20
yHigepcumemy ma XapKiecbko2o HayioHanbHo2o yHisepcumemy imeni B.H. Kapasina kinexicmio 154 ocobu.
B x00i docnioscenns 6yno nposedeno haxmopusayio nokasHukie oopasy A, 3a60sxku 4omy 6y10 ompumano
06a axmopu, AKi YMOBHO MONCHA HA38AMU ONALONONYUHUM MA NPOOIEMHUM CHPULHAMAM 81ACH020 A.
IIpu nodanvuiomy KnacmepHomy ananizi 3a OmpumManumuy 080Ma Gaxmopamu 6y10 OMpUMaHo HOMupu epynu
— npoghini, KodceH 3 AKUX NEBHUM YUHOM PENpe3eHmye 0COOUCMICHUT KOMNOHEHM THOUBIOYANbHO20 00CEIY
— 810 O1a20nonyuH020 00 KOH@IKMHo20. [lepedbauena MoxCIUBICIb NOOANLUIO20 NOPIBHAHHA OMPUMAHUX
npoghinie AK penpeseHMamusHUX XapaKmepucmux 0CoOOUCMICHO20 KOMNOHEHMY IHOUBIOYAIbHO20 00C8I0Y O
0L 2TUOOKO20 PO3YMIHHS NPOYECIB, BAACMUBUX Ollsl 0AHO20 KOMNOHEHMY.

Kouosi cnosa: inousioyanshuil 00ceio, 0coOUCmicHull KOMROHEHM THOUBLOYANIbHO20 00C8I0Y, 00pa3
A, npoghins obpasy A.

The article analyzes the relation of the self-concept with the personal component of the individual
experience features. The contents of the self-concept, the feeling of well-being of my own self, and the per-
sonal component of individual experience are summarized briefly. The structural organization of individual
experience and its dynamic aspect are considered. The use of the personal model of the Big Five as one of the
theoretical foundations of the research is substantiated. Comparison of different elements of the personal com-
ponent of individual experience is conducted from the point of view of their most representative representation
of the personal component of individual experience. The theoretical substantiation of the research of the self-
concept in the structure of the personal component of the individual experience is carried out. A generalization
of the results of previous studies has been done. An empirical study was conducted by the 154 students of the
Slavic National University and the V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University. In the course of the research,
factorization of the indicators of the self-concept was carried out, which resulted in two factors which can
be conventionally called the prosperous and problematic perception of self-concept. In the further cluster
analysis, the four groups (profiles) were obtained, each of one is representing a certain personality component
of individual experience features - from a safe to a conflict. It is possible to provide further comparison the
received profiles as representational characteristics of the personal component of individual experience for a
deeper understanding of the processes inherent in this component.

Key words: individual experience, personal component of individual experience, self-concept, self-
concept profile.

B cmamve nposeden ananus ocobennocmeri coomuouierus oopasa s ¢ IUYHOCHMHbLIM KOMNOHEHNOM
unousuoyaivho2o onsima. Kpamko npusedenst cooepoicanue nowsmuil oopaza A, owywenus onazononyuust
cobcmeennozo A, u IUYHOCMHO020 KOMROHEHMA UHOUBUOYANbHO20 onvima. Paccmompena cmpykmyphast
opeanuzayusi UHOUBUOYATbHO2O ONnbima U ee OuHamuyeckuti acnekm. OOOCHOBAHO UCNONB306AHUE
auyHOCmHOU Moldenu bonvwioll namepxku 6 xauecmee OOHOU U3 MEOPEMUYECKUX OCHOB UCCIEeO06AHUSL.
Ilposedero conocmasnenue paziuuHbIX 21EMEHMO8 TUYHOCHHO20 KOMNOHEHMA UHOUBUOYATIbHO2O ONbLMA
C no3uyuu ux Hauboiee penpe3eHmMamusHo20 npeocmasieHuss nocieonezo. Ilposedeno meopemuueckoe
0b60CcHOB8aHUe ucciedosanus obpaza A 6 cmpykmype JUYHOCIHO20 KOMHIOHEHMa UHOUBUOYANbHO20 ONbIMA.
Coenano 060bweHue pe3yibmamos npeobloyWux UCCie008aHuUll. IMNUPULECKoe UCCLe008aAHIUe NPOBOOULOChH
Ha evlbopke cmydenmog CRassiHCKO20 HAYUOHANLHO2O YHUGepcumema u XapbKOBCKO2O HAYUOHANLHOO
yhugepcumema umenu B.H. Kapaszuna ronuuecmeom 154 wuenosexa. B pezynomame (akmopuzayuu
nokazamerneti oopaza A ovLiu vl0eneHvl 08a Kpumepus, KOmopbule yCI08HO MONCHO HA36AMb O1A20NOLYUHBIM U
npobnemHuiM 8ocnpuamuem coocmeennozo A. B pesynomame danvHetiweli kiacmepuzayuu o 0003HAYEHHbIM
Gaxmopam ObLIO NOLYUEHO Yemblpe 2PYRNbL - RPOGHUIS, KANHCObLIL U3 KOMOPLIX ONPedeeHHbIM 06pazom npeo-
cmaensem TUYHOCMHbIL KOMROHEHM UHOUBUOYALbHO20 ONbIMA — OM ONA2ONOIAYYHO2O K KOHDIUKIMHOMY.
IIpedycmompena 603mMOACHOCHIb NOCIEOYIOULE20 CPABHEHUSL NOTYYEHHBIX NPOPUILeli KaK penpe3eHmamueHbix
Xapaxmepucmuk AUUHOCMHO20 KOMIOHEHMA UHOUBUOYATbHO20 ONbima 0isl bonee 21yO0K020 NOHUMAHUS NPO-
yeccos, XapakmepHwix 011 OGHHO20 KOMIOHEHMA, PACCMOMPEHbl NepCneKmugbl OATbHeUUUX UCCTe008AHUIL.

Knouesvie crosa: unousuoyanvbhwiii onsim, 1UyHOCMHbIL KOMNOHEHM UHOUBUOYATbHO20 ONbIMd, 00pa3
A, npoguns obpasza A.
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We have repeatedly pointed to the importance of the problem of individual experience study and con-
ducted a series of studies of this topic [5; 6]. In an effort analyze deeply the features of the relation between
the structural components of the personal component of the individual experience, we drew attention to such
a phenomenon as the self-concept.

At this stage, among other substructures of personal experience, studying the self-concept, as we think,
is one of the priorities of our researches for the reasons listed below. Let’s recall that the structure of the per-
sonal component of individual experience includes such phenomena as self-esteem, level of aspirations, value
orientations, self-concept, openness to experience, self-regulation of behavior, sense of life orientation, and a
number of others.

While analyzing these phenomena, we realized that almost all of them are characterized by the focus
on a separate area of the personal component of individual experience. In addition, a significant part of them
are characterized by expressive dynamism, which complicates the obtaining of more or less stable results, and
that is why we faced the problem - to identify in the structure of the personal component such a generaliza-
tion phenomenon, which would maximally clearly represent the personal experience, with no disadvantages,
which could complicate the research. That is, speaking of a clear representation, we mean a property of a par-
ticular psychological phenomenon that manifests itself, firstly, in the possibility of minimizing the measure-
ment errors that can be caused by dynamic processes in the personal experience, and, secondly, in the ability
to determine the main thing in the personal component of individual experience.

At first glance, such a phenomenon could be self-esteem, because it reflects a person’s perception of
the significance of his personality, as well as the advantages and disadvantages of his personal qualities. How-
ever, the personal component of individual experience, apart from being responsible for evaluating a person
himself, acts as an instrument of organizing a person's behavior [4], therefore, in our opinion, self-esteem can
not fully represent personal experience.

As for other substructures of personal experience, most of them cannot be characterized by the maxi-
mum completeness of its coverage: self-regulation relates to a greater extent to the emotional-volitional
sphere, the level of aspirations — to the actualization-activity sphere, semantic and value orientations — to the
motivational sphere, etc.

Thus, in such circumstances, our attention was attracted by such a phenomenon as the self-concept.
First, the self-concept is a broader notion than self-esteem. Secondly, it is a more or less stable and conscious
personal entity that can be verbally documented by a person - and this fact gives us significant opportunities
for its study. In addition, the self-concept is actually one of the ways of subjective evaluation of a person’s
well-being, and in such a statement the question the self-concept can act as a very informative indicator that
reflects the processes that occur in the structure of the personal component of individual experience.

Before proceeding to the consideration of the question of determining the self-concept in the structure
of the personal component of individual experience, we briefly recall the theoretical foundations on which our
research was relied.

We proceed from the position of O.M. Laktionov, that personal experience, being a structural entity,
is characterized by a certain stability, permanence. Despite the constant dynamics inherent in the formation
of this structure, at a particular moment of time personal experience - this is relatively stable formation [4].
In addition, we rely on the personal model of the «Great Five,» within which there are five factors that fully
describe the personality: neuroticism, extraversion, openness to experience, agreebleness and conscientious-
ness [7]. Speaking about the fact that the fifth is «Great», Goldberg emphasizes not in its special meaning, but
in the breadth of the coverage of personality manifestations, the ability to include factors of lower order. As
empirical indicators of personality traits the researcher uses lists of adjectives, assuming that language is an
exhaustive carrier of personality variability of man [8]. This approach to the study of personality structures is
known as psycho- lexical.

A self-concept we understand as a more or less conscious and relatively stable system of representa-
tions of the individual about himself, as a reflexive part of the personality, as his imagination about himself [1].

Thus, we have defined the basic concepts of our study. As respondents of our study were students, as
educational activity is quite dynamic, and the experience processes can be shown in a high level in it.

The experiment was attended by 154 students representing different faculties,: Radiophysics Faculty
of the Slavic National University (58 persons), Faculty of Philology of the Slavic National University (25
persons), Faculty of Philology of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University (33 persons) and faculty of psy-
chology of V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University (38 persons). Of the total sample - 65 boys and 102 girls.
The distribution of the courses is as follows: the first course - 12 persons, the second - 38, the third - 87, the
fourth - 10 and the fifth - 7 persons.

In the course of the study, a self-concept well-being study test by 1.V. Kryazh was used [3].

During the analysis of empirical data for the greater convenience of their processing, we resorted to
the procedure of reducing the dimension by factorizing the variables that representing the scales of the self-
concept. As a result, we obtained two factors that explain 60% of the total dispersion (Table 1).
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Table 1
The result of the factorization of variables, that representing the scale of the self-concept
Factor loads
Indicators of the self-concept Factor 1 Factor 2
I am sensitive in the past 0,68 0,33
I am anxious in the past 0,49 0,53
I am independent in the past 0,63 0,38
I am secured in the past 0,62 0,45
I am confident in myself in the past 0,68 0,33
I am successful in the past 0,68 0,34
I am hard in the past 0,31 0,72
I am carefree in the past 0,61 0,46
I am optimistic in the past 0,77 0,28
I am sensitive now 0,75 0,22
I am anxious now 0,31 0,69
I am independent now 0,73 0,34
I am secured now 0,69 0,37
I am confident in myself now 0,74 0,35
I am successful now 0,75 0,27
I am hard now 0,30 0,75
I am carefree now 0,73 0,25
I am optimistic now 0,72 0,30
I am sensitive in the future 0,78 0,17
I am anxious in the future 0,19 0,79
I am independent in the future 0,72 0,30
I am secured in the future 0,76 0,24
I am confident in myself in the future 0,67 0,36
I am successful in the future 0,72 0,20
I am hard in the future 0,21 0,81
I am carefree in the future 0,70 0,26
I am optimistic in the future 0,76 0,24
Expl.Var 11,20 5,20
Prp.Totl 0,41 0,19

As a result, we got two factors. The first factor included scales with a positive load: sensitive, indepen-
dent, secured, confident in myself, successful, carefree, optimistic; and all these scales within the framework
of this factor concern the perception of oneself in the past, present and future. The second factor also covered
all three time measurements (past, present and future), and with the positive load included scales such as anx-
ious and hard (also partially secured and carefree in the past).

Consequently, both factors associate within their limits the same ideas about themselves in the past, the
present and the future. By analyzing the first factor, we pay attention to the fact that it combines a good idea
of self-concept throughout life. In other words, this factor characterizes our investigators in such a way that
they, perceiving themselves as prosperous in the past and now, see themselves as such in the future. We are
inclined to explain the position that is reflected in this factor, namely, the person’s reliance on his experience
(we have already noted that the self-concept serves as a very informative indicator reflecting the processes
occurring in the structure of the personal component of the individual experience, and the stated position it
should be displayed rather brightly), that is, if a person sees in his experience a positive and knows that there
are no prerequisites for a fundamental change in the behavior line in the future, he is confident that in the future
everything will be just as positively. We call the first factor conditionally “I am prosperous”.

The second factor characterizes our investigators in such a way that, subject to a self-assessment of
himself in the past and present as a hard person who is quite clearly worried about anxiety, the subject sees
himself as hard and disturbing in the future. Considering the connection of anxiety with hardness, we tend to
interpret it as a person's desire to protect himself: anxiety makes a person worry about himself; he begins to
deal more distrustful with others, which can be manifested in external coldness, detachment, rigidity. In addi-
tion, in this case, there is also the basis for talking about human reliance on his experience: he sees harsh and
disturbing in the past and now, and such an image is so well-established that no man can see another variant
of his development in the future. We call conditionally this factor “I’m problematic”.
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Consequently, we received a rather informative picture of the characteristics that adequately represent
the personal component of the individual experience, and then we aim to analyze this component deepen.

The next step in our study was to identify certain types or profiles of representing the self-concept of
our voter. For this purpose, data clustering was conducted on the basis of the selected factors - the scales of
the self-concept.

Distribution of respondents to groups was conducted in two stages. At the first stage, hierarchical
clustering was carried out using the Ward's method. On the basis of dendrogram analysis and increment of
intracluster dispersion, it was decided to select the four clusters as optimal. After that, the K-mean algorithm
was used, which showed the best F-criterion for the four clusters. As a result, we received the following data
(Figure 1). Fig. 1 shows the graph of mean values in two dimensions of the self-concept for the four groups
(clusters) of the respondents selected.
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Figure 1. The results of clustering

The first group, or the first profile (cluster 1), included 27 persons. As we can see from figure 1, this
type is characterized by combination of a safe and problematic types of self-image. That means, that the stu-
dents who have this profile have quite contradictory ideas about their self: if they perceive it as positive, at the
same time they consider themselves to be rigorous and worrying; in the negative assessment of their self, they
do not evaluate themselves as rigid and disturbing. Here we should assume many factors that could explain
such a construction of this profile. For example, such an intrapersonal conflict can be caused by the constant
desire to approve of their personal characteristics by the people («I am successful, but do others notice this?»),
or anxiety that maintenance of the proper level of their positive characteristics will require worrying that is for
a person it turns out to be too tense. Accordingly, with a low evaluation of their positive qualities, this anxiety
also decreases. So, let’s call this profile «conflicting.

Second profile (cluster 2 - 18 persons). Students, that are characterized by this profile, see themselves
save and non-problematic. This subjects see themselves in a positive light, and this vision does not cause them
contradictions. Here we are inclined to talk about assuming the following possible reasons for constructing
this cluster:

1) Students, that are characterized by this profile, see in their “I am” more positive, they make an em-
phasis on it, and they do not get stuck on their negative sides because of their self-confidence;

2) This persons totally ignore the problematic aspects of their being, that is why they inadequately as-
sess the well-being of their self.

3) Their sense of well-being with a significant dominance suppresses all possible negative perceptions
of their self-concept.

Of course, our further analysis should show which of our assumptions is correct. Given the overall
positive background, at this stage, we characterize this profile as «safe».

Also, in figure 1, we can see the presence of two more clusters, and we tend to call them intermediate
between the two mentioned above. Thus, the third profile (a cluster 3 - 62 persons) is characterized by a ten-
dency to reduce the negative evaluation of self-concept with average indicators of its well-being. It is similar
to the second profile, but less expressive. Here we tend to talk about a general, relatively healthy perception of
one, characterized by a desire for positive development in the absence of a tendency to cling to problems. We
call conditionally this profile «a tendency to well-beingy.

Finally, the last, most numerous, profile (cluster of 4 - 103 persons) is characterized by average indica-
tors of perception of self-concept in a problematic context in a tendency to decrease the assessment of well-
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being. In this case, we can also talk about many factors that could explain such results: self-doubt, avoidance
of failures, mismatches of opportunities and aspirations, etc. Whatever it was, we hope that further analysis
will reliably reveal the reasons for this construction of this profile, and at this stage we state its discovery, and
we give it the conventional name «tendency to conflict».

Consequently, we have identified four profiles, each of which in a certain way represents the self-con-
cept. Our study leads to see the relation between such phenomena as the self-concept, the sense of well-being
of person's own self and the personal component of the individual experience, and should give an impetus to
a deeper further study of personal experience.
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