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PE3IOME

AxTyasbHOCTB. OMOJ3H OBUTH ITPUTYMAaHbI KaK CII0CO0 KOMITeHCAITUK HeIOCTaTKa HeBepOalbHbIX CUTHAIOB ITPH KOMMYHHKAIIUH,
OTIOCPeIOBAHHOM KOMITbIOTepaMu. CeroiHst OHU CTaJIM TOMYJISIPHEHIITUM KYJIBTYPHBIM CPeICTBOM BBIPA’KEHHUSI CMBICIIOB B CETH,
KOTOPBIM T0JIb3yeTcst 95% MoJib30BaTesiell, 9To POJHUAT UX C HATYPalbHBIMU sI3bIKaMU. B 1aHHOI paboTe MBI pacCMaTpUBaeM
OIIVH M3 BO3MOXKHBIX CIIOCOOO0B MICIIOIBb30BaHMs 3MOJI3U, KaK OCHOBBI JUIsl [IOCTPOEHUS JINYHOCTHBIX TAKCOHOMMIA, TI0 aHAJIOTUH
¢ nexcudecknMu Mopensmu bombmmoii [stepku 1 HEXACO.

Hens. Llenbio ucciienoBanus SBIsieTCst 0TOOP U GaKTOPHU3AIHs MyJIa SMOJI3U B OMCKAX MHIUKATOPOB JITYHOCTHBIX YepT, KOTOPbIe
MOXKHO OIepaI[iOHaIM3UPOBaTh B COBPEMEHHYIO MEeTOIUKY U3MepeHUsl 9eprT.

Bribopka. B uccrenoBanny npussi yaactue 761 pecrionmeHT B Bospacte oT 18 1o 53 jet.

Metonpi. Kaxx/ibiit 13 pecrioHIeHTOB OIIeHIJI CBOIO JINYHOCTh MPH MTOMOIIN 156 3MOI3U MPU MOMOIIIH CIIENHAIbHO aIlaliTUPO-
BaHHOU MHCTpYKIMK 13 Kpatkoit mikaibl bosnbioi nsrepku (BFI-2), a 3arem 3arionHmn HHCTpYMeHTHI, OTIeHUBAoIMe 6a30Bble
JIMYHOCTHBIE YepPTHI M 3MOIIMOHAIbHOE cocTosiHue: bombinyto [1atepky, Temayto TeTpaty v mKaiibl MO3UTUBHOTO ¥ HETAaTUBHOTO
apdexra (IIITAHA).

Pesynwrarthl. [1o pe3ysbraram ¢pakTopHOro aHaiu3a Obia 06HapyskeHa 8-pakTOpHast CTPYKTYPa AMOJI3H, OTPAKAIOIIUX I1eJTbIN
PSUT TMIHOCTHBIX YepT. BoceMb Hanbosiee Harpy>KeHHbIX KOMIIOHEHTOB Ha KaXX/IbIi paKTOP BOIIUTH B OTHOMMEHHBIE IITKAJIbI Me-
Toauky. [11kael MeTOIMKY TTOKa3aJly BEICOKHE [T0Ka3aTelI BHyTPEeHHeH CorlacoBaHHOCTH B ivana3oHe oT 0,79 o 0,93, a Taxke
0Ka3aJIMCh MIO3UTHBHO WJIM HETATUBHO CBSI3aHBI C Pa3NUYHbIMU YepTamu Bosbimoit [1srepku, TemHo# Terpazp! 1 moka3aTensiMu
MO3UTHUBHOTO Y HEraTUBHOTO addexTa.

BeiBoasl. [TomyuenHast 8-akTopHast MOIeNTh 13 3MOJI3U TpebyeT HabHeNIIei perIKalyi Jis TOATBepsKIeHNs ee CTPYKTYPBL.
Tem He MeHee, MeTO[IMIKA M3MEPEeHNs YepT, CO3/laHHasi Ha OCHOBe JJAHHOH Mojieny, o6JajjaeT XOPOIIUMH TT0Ka3aTesIsIMHU Balu/I-
HOCTH Y HaJIeXKHOCTH, TIO3TOMY MOXKET OBITh PeKOMEHJI0BaHa K MCIOIb30BAaHHUIO B TECTOBOM (opMare B KaueCTBe OIHOTO M3
CTII0COOOB M3MepeHHsl JINYHOCTHBIX YepT.

KirroueBrbie ci1oBa: 5MOJI3H, TAKCOHOMUH, YePThI IMYHOCTH, OOJTBbINAs MTepKa, TeMHas TPHUa/ia, TeMHas TeTPajia, ICUXOMeTPH-
YeCcKUH aHa/Iu3

BiaromapHocTH. ABTOp MCCIIeIOBaHUS BhIpaXkaeT BI1aroflapHoCTh CTyfleHTKe IlepBoro MoCKOBCKOTO ToCyiapCTBEHHOTO MefH-
IIMHCKOTO YHHBepcutera nMeHn CedeHoBa Masosruko Pasie CepreeBHe 3a IIOMOIIb B OpraHy3anuy c6opa BEIGOPKH.

Jona nutupoBanusa: Uinbndes, H.P. (2025). U3MepeHye TUIHOCTH Yepe3 SMO/I3U: CO3/IaHHe MEeTOAUKY N3MepeHUst
9epT Ha MaTepuaie 3Mon3u. HayuoHanbHbili ncuxonoauueckuii srcypHan, 20(4), 69-91. https://doi.org/10.11621/

npj.2025.0406
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ABSTRACT

Background. Emoji appeared as a way to compensate the lack of non-verbal cues in computer-mediated communication. Today,
they have become the most popular cultural tool of expressing meanings on the Internet. It is widely used by 95% of users, which
makes them related to natural languages. In this paper, we considering one of the possible ways to use emojis as the basis for
personality taxonomies in the framework of the lexical models such as Big Five and HEXACO.

Objective. The aim of this study is to select and factorize emojis in search of personality indicators which can be operationalised
into a modern methodology for measuring traits.

Study Participants. The study involved 761 respondents aged from 18 to 53 years.

Methods. Each respondent rated their personality using 156 emojis with a specially adapted instruction from the Brief Big Five
Inventory (BFI-2), and then completed instruments assessing basic personality traits and emotional state: the Big Five, the Dark
Tetrad, and the Positive and Negative Affect Scales (PANAS).

Results. Exploratory factor analysis revealed an eight-factor structure of emojis that reflect a range of personality traits. The eight
most loaded emoji on each factor were chosen for creating traits scales. Emoji scales showed great internal consistency ranging
from 0.79 to 0.93 and were statistically significantly related with different Big Five, Dark Triad traits and PANAS affect measures.
Conclusion. The final eight-factor emoji model requires further replication to confirm its structure. Nevertheless, the emoji
traits assessment tool based on this model showed good validity and reliability, therefore it may be recommended for use in a
pilot format as one of the ways to measure personality traits.

Keywords: emoji, taxonomy, personality traits, big five, dark triad, dark tetrad, psychometric analysis
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BBEJEHME

C nosiBJIeHHeM JIOCTYITHOM KOMMYHHUKAIIUK, OMOCPeI0BAaHHOM KOMITBIOTEpAaMU, MUD CTOJIKHYJICS C paCIpOCTpaHeHHeM HOBOTO
BU3YaJIbHOTO KYJIBTYPHOT'O CpPeJICTBa Ilepeiauu CMbICTIoB — 3Moz3u (Rodrigues et al., 2018). Omon3u, a Takke UX IPOTOTHII B
BUjle 3MOTHKOHOB (PrcyHOK 1), UMEIOT ITMHHYIO UCTOPHIO, OEPYIIyI0 CBOe HAYAJIO C MOSIBJIEHUs IePBbIX CPEICTB TUCTAHITH-
oHHoro obieHus — TesnerpadoB B XIX Beke (KutoBa, 2016; Bai et al., 2019). OcHOBHO¥M NPUYKMHOMN HOSIBIIEHUSI SMOTUKOHOB
IIPUHSTO CYUTATh HEOOXOAUMOCTD IIPEoI0JIeHHs He[IoCTaTKa HeBepOalbHBIX CUTHAJIOB, HEIOCTYITHBIX IIa3y U APYTUM OpraHam
9IyBCTB, B OIIOCPe[JOBAHHOH KoMMyHHKarwu (Bai et al., 2019; Kaye et al., 2017). B xome ncroprdeckoro pa3BUTHS CHMBOJILHBIE
r300paskeHust AMOITHI 063aBeSTUCh rpadUKOi, IIPeBPATUBIIMCH B U3BECTHBIE HaM 3MOJI3H, BMECTe C TeM CJIOBAPH ITOTIOHUIIUCh
M300pa’keHUsIMU TTOBeJIEHHS], OJIeXK/IbI, OBITA, )KUBOTHBIX U IPYTUMU TeMaTHKaAMH.

© Ilichov, N.R., 2025
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Pucynok 1

HN306paxkeHne 3MOTHKOHOB H IMOJI3H
Figure 1

Emoticons and emojis

B nmocnegHue roapl, MomyasipHOCT a3Mof3u ObeT pekopbl. CornacHo cratuctrke VK 3a 2022 ron, 6omee 93% momnb3oBareneit
1py OGIIEeHUH B CeTH UCIOb3YIOT dMOI3H'. MMPOBasi CTaTUCTHKA MOTBEPIKAAEeT 3TH JaHHble, 95% yYaCTHUKOB OHJIAMH KOM-
MyHHKAIIUW UCTIONB3YI0T aMoy3u (Moussa, 2021). [TomynsipHOCT 3MO/I3H Cliesiaia UX HAaCTOSIIUM KyJIBTypPHBIM peHOMEeHOM, Ha
HuUX nepeBopsT nocrepsl, kKHurd (Khan, 2015), o Hux cHUMAIOT nenble GubMbI (HapuMep, GuiibM «Omonzun» (2017)). Ceropns
ayIMo3MoJI31 TOGABIIAIOT JJaske B rOJI0OCOBBIe 3BOHKHU uepe3 Tenedon (IletnuH, 2024).

[Ncuxonorus v Apyrye HayKy He MOIIK 060iTH cTopoHo# Takoi ¢denomeH. C 2017 roga Mbl MOXKeM HaOJTIOIATh PACTyIIiee YUCII0
MaTepHaoB II0 MCCIIeIOBAHMIO 3MOJI3U B COBEPIIIEHHO Pa3HbIX cdepax: KypHAIUCTHKe, IMHTBUCTHKe, ricuxosorud (Bai et al.,
2019; Danesi, 2017; Das et al., 2019; Gawne, McCulloch, 2019; Hasyim, 2019; Kaye et al., 2017). B cdepe xypHamuCcTHKH
M3y4aloTCsl BOIIPOCHI MCIIOIb30BaHUsI 3MOJI3U B PeKJlaMe, TeKCTaxX U 3arojioBkax HoBocTedl (Danesi, 2017; Das et al., 2019).
B nunreuctuke mzydarorcs ¢pyakimm amonzu (Hasyim, 2019), BemgyTcs criopel 0 MecTe 3MOA3U B CTPYKType s3bIKoB (Gawne,
McCulloch, 2019), u3y4aroTcst BONpOCH KYJIBTYpPHBIX Pa3iiNduii B UCIIob3oBaHuu 3Mo3u (Guntuku et al., 2019). B ncuxonmoruu
OCHOBHBIE HaIlpaBJIeHHs! 3aHUMarOT: (1) UCCIeIoBaHks 3AKOHOMEPHOCTE#H MCIOIb30BaHUs 3MOJI3U B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT JIMYHOCT-
HBIX XapaKTepucTuk mosb3oBaresnieit (Carroll, 2023; Volkel et al., 2019); (2) uccnenoBanus no npeobpa3oBaHUIO OIEHOYHBIX
mkan JIvkepra B BusyanbeHyo popmy (Tomlinson et al., 2010); (3) ncciienoBaHus 10 CO3AAHUIO OIIPOCHUKOB HA OCHOBE 3MOM3H
(Kaye, Schweiger, 2023; Marengo et al., 2019).

Cpenu MHOTOOOpasust paboT MOXXHO OTMeTHTDb NONBITKY JI. Mapenro c koyuteramu (Marengo et al., 2017) no cospanuio Tecta
Ha usamepenue 4ept bonbmioit [Iatepku (Big Five; B5). K coxxanenuro, aBTopsl JaHHON paboThl OTPAHUYHIIMCH KOPPeSIUSIMU
OIIeHOK OT/IeJIbHBIX 3MOJI3H C YepTaMH U UX MOCJIeAyIolei GaKkTopu3aIued i MOATBepKIeHUs GOpMBbI OIPOCHUKA, YTO
OTXOIWT JIaJIeKO OT IMPUHSTHIX KAHOHOB paboThl ¢ YepTaMu. b5 u ipyrue Monienti — 3T0 GoJblile 4eM IIPOCTO ONIPOCHUKH. JTO
IIOJIHOIIeHHbIe JIeKCHUeCKe MOJesId, OCHOBaHHbIe Ha MaTepHasax CjloBapel s3blKa, MPOLIeIINX CIelHalbHyI0 [IPOefypy
orbopa (Mummkesnd u ap., 2024). CorracHO JIeKCHYeCKOU TUIOTe3e, B SI3bIKe B XOfie ICTOPUYECKOT0 Pa3BUTHS 3aKPeIISIOTCS
3HAYMMBble OITUCAHMS JIMYHOCTH, 0TOOPAB KOTOPHIE, Mbl CMOXEM OITUCATh JIMYHOCTh Haubosiee TouHO (Saucier, Turino, 2020).

Takue OpUHITUITEL MOTYT OBITH IPUMEHEHBI ¥ K 3MOJI3U, KaK K HOBOMY KYJIBTYPHOMY CPEICTBY, CXOXKeMY 110 CBOeMY CTPOEHHIO
C CUMBOJIBHBIMH si3bIKamMHu 1iporuioro (Alshengeeti, 2016). J1. Keii ¢ komuteramu (Kaye et al., 2017) noaTBep:k/1atoT, YTO 3MOJI3U
OTpaKaroT 3MOITUOHAJIbHBIE COCTOSTHYS, TTOBEJIeHHe U IPYTHe aclieKThl YeJIoBe4eCKor JIMYHOCTH, Gilarofiapst 4eMy OHU MOTYT
OBbITH UCIIOJTH30BAHBI JIJIsl IOCTPOEHHMS IICUXOJIOTMYEeCKOTr0 OPTPeTa.

3amMeTHM, YTO KJIACCHYeCKHe ONPOCHUKYU 4epT PeryJsipHO MOJBepraloTcs KPUTHKe 3a X 00BbeMBl, a TaKkXke HeBO3MOXXHOCTh
OIIMICAHUSI YePThI OIHUM IIpWJIaraTeNbHbIM, ABYCMBICJIEHHOCTD CJIOB ¥ BeipaskeHui (Moussa, 2021). B cBoro ouepens, amon3y,
HCIIOJb3yeMble B KadyeCTBe ITYHKTOB, IIOMOTAIOT KPaTHO COKPATHUTh HArpy3Ky U 00JIerduTh olleHHBaHue d4epT. Kak yTBepkiaer
C. Mycca (TaMm >ke), CBOBOAHBIN OT HaTypaIbHOTO SI3bIKA CIIOCOO M3MepeHUs 4epT MOXEeT ObITh OHUM M3 ITyTell IIpeooIeHus
CYLIECTBYIOIIUX B M3MEepPeHUH YepT OIPaHHYeHHH.

TakuM 06pa3oM, TOCTPOeHHe TAKCOHOMHHM YepT U MEeTO/IMKY OIIeHKY YepT Ha OCHOBe 3MOJI3U pelllaeT psifi Ipo6bjieM, CyLiecTBy-
IOIIMX B 0OJIaCTH TEOPHH 4epT Y M3MepeHUsX JINUYHOCTHBIX pa3iIMyuil MHOTHe rofibl. bosiee TOro, TaKCOHOMHS S3MOLI3U MOXKeT
JlaTb HOBBbIE JaHHbIE, IOATBEepPXK/aolye, JOMOJHAIONIYe WIK ONpoBepratonye ¢akT yHUBepcaabHOCTU Mofienu b5 mytem
COIIOCTaBJIeHuUs UX PAaKTOPHBIX MOJIeNeH.

' Omnpoc VK Meccenjikepa: Kax/Iblii TPETHI [OJIb30BaTe b PyHETa TOTOB OTKA3aThCs OT 3BOHKOB 110 TENE(OHY B MOJIB3Y MEPEITHCOK
B MecceHpkepax. (2022). HoBoctu BKonTakre, 17 HostOpst 2022 1. URL: https://vk.com/press/messenger-research (nara ooparueHus:
25.08.2024).
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BbBIBOPKA

Bri60pKy 0CHOBHOTO HCCIeioBaHMs cOCTaBWI 761 pecriorient, B ToM uuciie 590 (77,6%) sxenmus u 171 (22,4%) myx4urHa B
Bospacre ot 18 mo 53 ner (M = 23,6; SD = 6,25).

METOJABbI 1 METOOUKHA

IIpouedypa

HccnenoBanue 6b110 pa3buto Ha Tpu aTana. Ha mepBoM u BTOpoM U3 HUX MONHBINA Habop amonsu Twitter Twemoji 14.0 om
mapma 2022 200a nopBepres 3KCIepTHOM OIIeHKe C I1eJIbI0 OCTaBUTh Te 3MOJI31, KOTOPBIe OTPAXKAIOT KaKKe-THO0 JIMYHOCTHBIE
94epTHl. 3aTeM, Ha TpeTheM 3Talle, 0TOOpaHHbIe IMOII3H BMeCTe C IPYTUMH NO06PaHHBIMI MEeTOIWKaMH ObITM OT/IaHBI Ha 00110
OIIEHKY PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIM PeCIIOHJIeHTaM. PeliTepbl U 9KCIIePTHI Il IEPBOTO U BTOPOTO 3TAIlOB OTOUPAIUCH CPeJIU CTYIeHTOB
Marucrparypsl v aciupanto HUY BIII3, nporeqimumx crienuaabHbIN yITyOiieHHBIH KypC « HepThl TUIHOCTHY. KakIblil U3 HUX
JOIIOJIHUTENBHO [IOJIY 49X/l UHCTPYKTaXK, CoflepXKallliii Heobxonumyto UHGOpMaIuio o6 ucciiefoaHuy. CO0p JaHHBIX HA TPeThbeM
JTare MPOXOAW OHJIAMH, MTPeJIoXKeHHe 0 JOOPOBOIBHOM aHOHUMHOM YYaCTHH B UCCIIeIOBAHUH ITyOJIMKOBAJIOCH B PA3IMIHbBIX
coranbHbIX ceTsax VK u Telegram ocenbio 2024 rofa. Bce pecrioH1eHThI TOMCHIBAIN HHGOPMUPOBAHHOE COTIacHe, a TAK)Ke
OTIOBEIAJIKCH O TIeNSIX YIaCTHS B UCCIIeIOBAaHUH.

HxcnepmHulii omoop

Cxema 3KCIIepTHOTO 0TO0pa mpejicTaBiieHa Ha Pucynke 2. B xoze nepBoro 3tara akcrieptHoro orbopa 1853 amon3u 6butm pas-
JleJieHbl aBTOPOM Ha 27 TeMaTW4eCKUX I'pyIIl (Halpumep, rpynna 1 — sMof3u juia, Tpymna 2 — 3MOJ3U-CUMBOJIbI, IPYyIIa
3 — 3MOMI3U-XKeCThl U TaK Jjajiee), a 3aTeM OT/IaHbl Ha KOJIMIeCTBEHHYIO OIeHKy 110 mikasie Jlaiikepra 10 peiitepam. OcHOBHOM
MHCTPYKIIKeH Ha IIepBOM 3Talle BBICTYyTIaNo yTBepxkieHue «Iloxayiicra, oneHuTe cTeleHb, B KOTOPOi JaHHBIN 3MO/I3U Ilepesiaet/
oTpakaeT Kakue-IM00 NHIMBUlyalIbHble/INYHOCTHBIe pa3nudus ?» (1 — CoBeplieHHO He NlepefiaeT JIMUHOCTHBIE Pa3iIuyusl; 5 —
WpeanbHO oTpakaeT TMYHOCTHBIE pasznuunst). Kpureprem oT6opa Ciy XUy cpefiHue OIleHKHU BhIle 3 6ayuioB. Takum 06pasom,
Habop u3 1853 amop3u 6bUT cokpaliieH 710 559 aMoy3u U3 15 rpyIin, MOTeHIUAIBHO OTPAYKAIONUX YepThl.

B xome Broporo atana 5 Hanbos1ee MpOIBHUHYTHIX IKCIIEPTOB-aCITUPAHTOB, OTOOPaHHBIX 13 10 peiTepoB, HOMOIHUTEIBHO OL[EHWITH
559 5Mo/13u Uepe3 MOJCTAaHOBKY B yTBepxeHHe «JTOT desioBeK (kakoil?) — [X]» Ha Haymure cMbICia (AJIs1 SKCIIepTOB IIpefi-
10JIarajioch 2 BapraHTa OTBeTa: JaHHOe yTBepkaeHue (1) umMeer cMbica win (2) He UMeeT cMBICTA). Kpureprem HCKITIOUeHus
BBICTYIIA/IN OIIeHKHU «/laHHOe yTBepyk/ieH’e He UMeeT CMBICIIa» XOTs Obl OT 2 U3 5 aKcIepToB. B utore Tonbko 156 amMon3u 66111
0TOOpaHBI KaK UMeEIoIIHe CMBICH. 73 (47%) 5MOI3u TIOTyYHIIA eJUHOTIIACHOe 0flobpeHue OT 5 3KcrepToB, 83 (53%) moryawiu
omobpenue 4 akcriepToB. TakuM 06pa3oM, B X0Jie BTOPOT'o dTarla ITyJl 3MOJI31 ObUT COKpalleH A0 156 n3obpaxxeHui.

1853 amoa3u (Habop
Unicode-8 Twitter
Twemoji ot 08.2022)

1 asTop

27 TeMaTUYeCcKux 10 peiirepos
rpynn (1853 amop3n)

559 amop3u us 15 5 aKkcnepTos
rpynn

WUTorosbiit nyn u3 156
amoa3n

Pucynoxk 2

Cxema oTbopa 3Mon3u
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1853 emojis (Unicode-
8 Twitter Twemoji
set from 08.2022)

1 author

27 groups 10 raters
(1853 emojis)

559 emojis 5 experts
from 15 groups

Final set of
156 emoji-items

Figure 2

Emoji selection scheme

Memoouxku

Bce peClIOHAeHThI 3alI0JIHAJIN dHKeTY, COAep>Kallyro COI_II/IaJIbHO-)IEMOFpa(l)I/I‘-IECKI/Ie BOIIPOCHI U Clieayromye ICuXogudraoCTu-
YeCKHre MHCTPYMEeHThI:

1. Kopomkuti onpocHuk memHoti mempadut (The Short Dark Tetrad; SD4) /1. Ilonxyca u konnee 6 adanmayuu J1.C. KopHueHko
u coaBmopo6 uarHoCTUPyeT HAPIHUCCHU3M, MAaKHABeIIM3M, Ca[IU3M U IICHXOMATHIO Kak 4epThl TeMHoit TeTpasibl (KopHueHko u
np., 2022; Paulhus et al., 2020).

2. Kpamxkas wxana Bonvwoii namepku (Big Five Inventory-2-Short; BFI-2-S) K. Como u O. JIpicona 6 adanmauuu A.M. Muw-
keBuu u coaBmopoB oLileHMBaeT 3KCTPaBepCHI0, HOOPoXKenaTelbHOCTD, J0OPOCOBECTHOCTD, HEMPOTHU3M U OTKPLITOCTH KaK YepThl
b5 (MummkeBu4 u nip., 2022; Soto, John, 2017).

3. Ikana duaeHocmuku no3umu6Ho2o u HeeamubHozo agppexma (LLTIAHA/PANAS) ZI. Bamcona, JI. Knapka u A. Tennezexa 6
adanmauuu E.H. OcuHa, orleHHBaeT MO3UTHUBHBIN M HeraTHBHBIN 3bdeKT, kak obiiee abdeKTHBHOe COCTOSIHUE (3aIOTHSIaCh
JBaX/IBI, C BAPUAHTAMU MHCTPYKIMHU «ce200Hs 6 meueHue H» U «obbiuHo (kak npabuno, 6 cpedHem) 6 meueHue npouwtedie2o
200a») (Ocun, 2012; Watson et al., 1988).

4. 156 omobpaHHbIX 9KkCnepmamu 5mMo03uU, B CIIYIalHO paciipefieJIeHHOM HOPSIKe, TOCTUTHYTOM 3a CUeT paHJoMH3anud. s
OLIeHKH 3MOJI3U PecllOHfIeHTaM Obljia IpeJyloXeHa afalTUPOBaHHAas 110]] 0COOeHHOCTH OIeHKU 3MOJI3U MHCTPYKIIUS U3 OIIpo-
cHuka 4epT BFI-2. IIpumep UHCTPYKIIMY MOXXHO HAUTHU B IIPUIOXKEHUH.

Ananu3s pezynomamo6

CraTuCTUYeCKUii aHaJIU3 Pe3yJIbTaToOB OCYIIeCTBIISICS B iporpammax Jamovi v2.3.24 u IBM SPSS Statistics v23.

PE3VJIBTATbBI UCCJIEJOBAHNS

daxmopHas cmpykmypa

®daxTopHast CTPyKTypa SMOJI3U OTIpe/iesisiiach TOCPEeICTBOM aHalIX3a Iv1aBHBIX KoMroHeHT (PCA; Principal component analysis)
¢ BpamenrueM Bapumakc. I'paduk kamenuctoit oceinu PCA nocrynen Ha Pucyske 3 v nokasbiBaeT Hajmuuve 70 32 GaKTOpoOB
IIpU OTCEeYeHHUH COOCTBEHHBIM 3HaueHWeM Bbiie 1, JaHHas monenb obbsicHseT 67,0% mucnepcuu. [lapamienbHblid aHATH3
(Parallel Analysis), kak MeToJ] OTCedeHHsI, [T0Ka3al MOJIeJTb, COCTOSIIYIO U3 15 PpakTOpPOB M OOBSICHSIONIYIO 10 53,3% AKCIepcud.
OCHOBHBIM KpUTepUeM OTCedeHHsl MOJIeJIU BBICTYIIHII KPUTePUH JOCTaTOYHOIo padMepa GpakTOpOB B TAKCOHOMUSIX, OIpejie-
nennbi Jx. Cocbe u K. Mypuno (Saucier, lurino, 2020). CormiacHo emy, B JaHHOW MOJieJId IPUCYTCTBYET TOJILKO 8 PaKkTopoB,
006bsicHsIOMKX 10 39,9% COBOKYITHOM IMCIIEPCUH.
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Scree plot of 156 emoji-items

Components
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8-cakTopHOe pelieHue C TOM-8 caMbIX HAarPY»KeHHBIX OMOJI31 HA KaXKIbIH (akTop mpezcTasieHo B Tabmure 1. B ¢pakrtop 1 mo-
TIaJIi 3MOAI3U CeMell B Pa3iIMYHON BaPUaTUBHOCTH: IIOJIHBIE CeMbU C OfIHUM pPebeHKOM U C 2 IeTbMH, a TakKe HeIlloJIHbIe CEMBH.
B ¢akrop 2 nmonanu yneibarormyecs imra. B ¢akTop 3 otobparnuce rpycTHeIe nva. PakTop 4 IpesicTaBIeH TeMaTHKOH JTI00BH
u ceppen. PakTop 5 Bobpas B cebsi pa3ikidHbIe MPOsIBIIeHHUs arpeccuu. B 6-M ¢akTope HAOMIONAIOTCS 3MOJI3H1, CBSI3aHHBIE C
JOCTKeHUSIMHU/BBICOKUM CTaTycoM. PakTop 7 COCTOUT U3 3MOJI3U, CBSI3aHHBIX C HAYy4HOM/y4eOHON aKTUBHOCTBIO, COBBI KaK
OJIMLIETBOPeHNs] MyApPOCTH, aHaTOMUUeCKOI0o CepAlla 1 2 JIUII: 3ayMurBoe U Jiuno «6oTtaHay. [locnennuii, 8-it dpaxkrop Bobpas
B cebst M300pakeHUs JITOfiel C XKeCTaMH «HeT», «He 3HAIO» U CUASIINX B [103e JIOTOCA.

Taoauna 1

8-pakrTopHoe pemenue ¢ Harpy3kamu > (0,3 Ha KaxbIiH paKTOp

Hyukr| ®1 | &2 | B3 | D4 | ®5 | D6 | D7 | P8 Hyukr| ®1 | &2 | &3 | D4 | D5 | P6 | P7 | P8
‘ji 0,84 > 0.74
N - N
o = | 0,83 - 0.72
f -~
. ~ ™
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LA [ N ]
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%N
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=
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9 Y
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Myaxr| ®1 | @2 | B3 | ®4 | D5 | D6 | D7 | D8 Hynxr| ®1 | ®2 | B3 | ®4& | D5 | 6 | 7 | D8
' 0,64 ’ 0,63
0,64 ,/ 0,59
s= 0,37 0,50 @ 0,56
—
L)
0,49 '9 0,52
000
0,80 @f 0,49
Fhii Ve
45 0,79 ‘ 0,37 0,48
.sx%.
0,78 ‘ 0,70
0,67 i 0,68
— ’ “ )
"o 0,53 0,65
s &
0,48 | 0,39 0,65
a =k
#« 0,33 0,46 ‘ 0,65
™ 0,38 0,63
tan a=h
-0 0,72 0,40
- Y I
AT 0,70 0,32 0,32 0,37
- Y ‘
Table 1
8 factors solution with loadings > 0.3 on each factor
Item | F1 F2 F3 F4 F5 F6 | F7 | F8 Item | F1 | F2 | F3 | F4 | F5 | F6 | F7 | F8
= | 0.84 g | 0.74
0.83 —o | 0.63
0.82 ?—‘é 0.78
';T-.;:.;f;‘ 0.80 % 0.76
0.80 @ 0.75
0.78 S 0.75
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Item | F1 F2 | F3 | F4 F5 F6 | F7 | F8 Item | F1 F2 | F3 F4 | F5 F6 F7  F8
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Item | F1 F2 F3 F4 F5|F6 F7 F8 Item | F1 F2 | F3 F4 F5 | F6 F7  F8

3 0.65 0.63
5 FEY

& 0.65 g 0.40
3 0.65 ¥ 0.32 0.32 0.37

HadedxcHocmb

HazBanwus ¢akTopoB, onpe/ieieHHbIe aBTOPOM MCXO[ISl U3 KOHTEKCTA 3MOJI3H, BOIIEAIINX B HUX, MpefcTaBieHsl B Tabmure 2.
Koaddunuent o Kponbaxa CBUIETENBCTBYET O BHICOKMX 3HAYEHUsIX BHYTPEHHEH HaJIe)XHOCTH B IIIKAJIaX-3MOJI3U U HAXOIUTCS
B muamnasone ot o = 0,93 (Cemeitnoctsb) no o = 0,79 (Y4ueHOCTB).

Tabauna 2

HaszBanus mKaa ¥ HaJeXKHOCTb HBMEPEHl/lﬁ

Homep HasBanue o Kponbaxa IIyHkTHI
1 CemeltHOCTD 0,93 B A SR B
0 0 5 nl-M
- LYY o N
— =g —
2 CMeIIMBOCTD 0,91
>< -~ ~~
A 4 ‘2 v 4
S w N N
[ -
3 H 0,89 e ;:.:: —
eraTMBHas SMOIMOHAILHOCTD ,
B B
e T — TS
9 v
u'e 5 -
4 JI106Be0OUIILHOCTD 0,90 ) -e
V1 \hAd
JW S
OB -«
—_—
5 ArpeccHBHOCTB 0,85
U =&
Lo, Wi oke. K
[ LAl LA mo
6 Bricokwuii craryc 0,86 - %
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ma N gqa
., . . . ’ /
 J I
7 YueHOCTh 0,79 .- : .
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Table 2

Dimension names and internal consistency

Factor Name Cronbach’s-a Items
1 Family 0.93 — X _7'-': oy =
@ 9wolo o] "&"]
- AN fE a\ -,
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= a -~ o~
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8 Closedness 0.81
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Koppenauuu wkan

BHyTpeHHHe KOPpeJIIUH IIKal 3MOI3U MeXXIy coboii oTpakeHbl B Tabmuile 3. Haubornee cribHbIe KOPPEJISIIN CBS3bIBAJIN
dakropsr @3 HeratnBHasi aMonmoHaIbHOCTh 1 @5 ArpeccuBHocTh T = 0,46, a Takke @1 CemeitHOCTh, P2 CMeNUIMBOCTD U
@4 JTrobBeobwbHOCTD B nana3one ot r = 0,41 mo r = 0,45. P8 3akphITOCTb OKA3ajICs TO3UTHUBHO CBSI3aH CO BCEMU TIPeJI-
CTaBJIeHHBIMHU dakTopamu B aranazoHe ot r = 0,18 mo r = 0,32. O6muii [uana3oH KOPpessui Mex 1y MKajJaMyd HaXOIWICS B
mpomexxyTke Mexay T = —0,06 ur = 0,46.

Taonuua 3

Koppensamuu r Ilnpcona Mexay mkajaMH 3MOJ3H

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
CeMeiHOCTb
CMemumBoCTh 0,33
HeraruHasi 3MOIIMOHAIBHOCTD 0,00 0,11"
JIr06BeO6HITBHOCTD 0,41 0,45™ 0,10"
ArpeccuBHOCTD -0,06 0,17 0,46™ 0,05
Beicokuii craryc 0,15™ 0,39 0,09" 0,25" 0,20™
Vuenocthb 0,31™ 0,30™ 0,18™ 0,33" 0,04 0,42
3aKpbITOCTh 0,30™ 0,24™ 0,37" 0,19" 0,18™ 0,32 0,31

IpumeuaHue: p ** < 0,001; * < 0,05.
Table 3

Pearson’s-r correlations among emoji scales

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Family
Risibility 0.33™
Negative Emotionality 0.00 0.11"
Love 0.41™ 0.45™ 0.10
Aggressiveness -0.06 0.17" 0.46™ 0.05
High status 0.15™ 0.39" 0.09 0.25™ 0.20™
Scholarship 0.31™ 0.30%* 0.18™ 0.33™ 0.04 0.42™
Closedness 0.30™ 0.24™ 0.37" 0.19™ 0.18" 0.32 0.31

Note: p ** < 0.001; * < 0.05.

KonBepzenmuas 6anudnocms

J171s vi3ydeHHs acCOIUANi C YepTaMu ObUTH TIOCTPOEHbI KOPPeJISIIMOHHbIe MAaTPHUIIBI KA 13 3Mo3u U mmkan BFI-2, SD4 u
PANAS, onu npencrapienst B Tabmurie 4. @1 CeMeldHOCTH ObIT TO3UTUBHO CBSI3aH CO MTKAJIAMH MTO3UTHBHOTO addeKTa, IKCTpa-
Bepcuel, 106poXeNaTesIbHOCThI0, J0OPOCOBECTHOCTHIO Y HAPIIMCCU3MOM U HEraTUBHO C HeraTUBHBIM addeKToM, HeHpOTHU3MOM,
MaKHaBeJIIM3MOM U cairu3MoM B auanaszone orr = —0,18 nor = 0,25. @2 CmenumBoCcTs ObUI ITIO3UTUBHO CBSI3aH C [I0Ka3aTesIsIMU
MO3UTHUBHOTO addeKTa, sKCTpaBepcueid, 106poXesIaTeIbHOCThI0 U HAPLIIMCCU3MOM U HEeraTWBHO C HeMpOTHU3MOM U OIHOM U3
Bepcuil HeratuBHOIO addexra B quanazore ot r = —0,12 go r = 0,32. 3 HeraTrBHas SMOIMOHAJIBHOCTD [10Ka3aJl [I03UTUBHBIE
CBSI3U CO ILIIKAJIaMU HeraTUBHOTO adpdekTa U HeHpOTU3Ma, a TaKXKe HeraTUBHBIE CBSI3U C II0Ka3aTesIMU IO3UTUBHOTO abdexra,
JKCTpaBepCcHH, 106pPOCOBECTHOCTHIO U HAPIIMCCU3MOM B Anana3oHe ot T = —0,21 go r = 0,46.

@4 JT106B0OUIHLHOCTh UMEJT TIO3UTHBHBIE ACCOIMAITMK C MMO3UTUBHBIM abdeKToM, SKCTpaBepcrer, Mo6poKenaTelbHOCThIO U
HaPIIMCCHU3MOM, a TaK)Ke HeraTUBHbBIE aCCOIMAIIMK C TIOKA3aTessIMU cajiMaMa B auamna3oHe ot r = —0,12 no r = 0,32. 5 Arpec-
CHUBHOCTH OBUT MO3UTUBHO CBSI3aH C TIOKA3aTesIMU HeraTUBHOTO addekTa, MKaJIaMy YepT HeHpOTHU3Ma, ICUXOMAaTHH U Caiu3Ma
Y HETaTHBHO aCCOITMMPOBAJICS C TI0Ka3aTesIMU 4epT 100p0oXKenaTenbHOCTH U JO6POCOBECTHOCTH B iuamna3oHe ot I = —0,42 1o
r = 0,45. @6 Bricokuii cTaTyc ObUT IO3UTHUBHO CBSI3aH C TO3UTUBHBIM addEeKTOM, 3KCTpaBepCHeii, OTKPbITOCThI0, MaKHaBeI-
JIM3MOM M HapICCU3MOM B auamnasoHe oT T = 0,12 go r = 0,32. @7 VueHOCTh IOKa3ajl yMepeHHbIe aCCONUAINY CO IITKaJIaMHU
MTO3UTHUBHOTO addeKTa, IKCTpaBepCHed, OTKPHITOCTHIO OMBITY U HEraTUBHbBIE CBS3U C HEMPOTHU3MOM B JHarna3one ot r = —0,12
mo r = 0,23. ITocnenuuit @8 3aKpHITOCTH OKA3aJICS JIMIITL HEMHOTO TTOJIOXKUTENIbHO CBSI3aH CO IIKAJION HeraTMBHOTO addekra
(r = 0,08) u orpurnarensHo c 3kcTpaBepcueit (r = —0.08).
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Taonuna 4

Koppensun r ITupcona mexay mkanamu 3mon3u u meroaukamu BFI-2, SD4, PANAS

Herarus-

Cemeii- Cwmenumm- Hast 3MOIIHO- JliobBe-  ArpeccuB- Bricokwuii VaeHocTs 3akpsbI-
HOCTh BOCTH HATLHOCTE O0IWIBHOCTHh ~ HOCThH CTarTyc TOCTH
ITA lenb 0,13™ 0,24 -0,25" 0,18™ -0,07" 0,14™ 0,15™ 0,01
HA [lenn -0,16™ -0,09" 0,37 -0,03 0,26™ -0,07 -0,02 0,03
ITA Cpenuuii 0,16™ 0,27 -0,23™ 0,28 -0,05 0,24™ 0,22 -0,01
HA Cpenuwmii -0,15" -0,03 0,46™ 0,02 0,38 0,00 0,01 0,08"
JKcTpaBepcust 0,25 0,32™ -0,29" 0,32* -0,01 0,32* 0,16 -0,08"
Job6poxert. 0,19™ 0,18™ -0,09" 0,26™ -0,42" 0,05 0,07 0,06
o6pocoBecTH. 0,13™ 0,07" -0,21" 0,12* -0,17 0,14™ 0,09" 0,00
Heiipotusm -0,18" -0,12" 0,44™ -0,05 0,30™ -0,06 -0,12* 0,00
OTKpPBITOCTh -0,01 0,01 -0,03 0,05 0,05 0,157 0,20 -0,02
Makuagesumam — —0,09" -0,01 0,05 -0,06 0,22 0,12" 0,07 0,03
Haprccuam 0,14™ 0,20™ -0,16" 0,28 0,15™ 0,41 0,23™ 0,01
[Icuxomnarus 0,00 0,07 0,01 0,00 0,40 0,16 0,05 -0,02
Cagnzm -0,13™ -0,01 0,05 -0,12° 0,45™ 0,12 0,03 0,01
Ipumeuanue: p ** < 0,001;* < 0,05; I[TA — ITosutusHbii ahdext; HA — HerarusHsiii addexr;
Hobpoxen. — JlobpoxkenaresnbHOCTh; lo6pocoBecTH. — Jl0OpOCOBECTHOCTD.
Table 3
Pearson’s-r correlations between emoji-scales and BFI-2, SD4, PANAS scales
Family  Risibility Erl:(sgﬁ::;,fi ty Love ggf;::; SI;I;ﬁllls Scshl:)il;)ir- Closedness
PA day 0.13" 0.24™ -0.25™ 0.18™ -0.07" 0.14™ 0.15" 0.01
NA day -0.16™ -0.09" 0.37" -0.03 0.26™ -0.07 -0.02 0.03
PA Average 0.16™ 0.27" -0.23" 0.28" -0.05 0.24™ 0.22™ -0.01
NA Average -0.15™ -0.03 0.46™ 0.02 0.38™ 0.00 0.01 0.08"
Extraversion 0.25™ 0.32™ -0.29" 0.32" -0.01 0.32™ 0.16™ -0.08"
Agreeableness 0.19" 0.18" —-0.09" 0.26™ —0.42™ 0.05 0.07" 0.06
Conscientious. 0.13™ 0.07" -0.21™ 0.12" -0.17" 0.14™ 0.09* 0.00
Neuroticism -0.18™ -0.12" 0.44™ -0.05 0.30™ -0.06 -0.12" 0.00
Openness -0.01 0.01 -0.03 0.05 0.05 0.15™ 0.20™ -0.02
Machiavelli. -0.09" -0.01 0.05 -0.06 0.22™ 0.12" 0.07 0.03
Narcissism 0.14™ 0.20™ -0.16™ 0.28™ 0.15" 0.41™ 0.23" 0.01
Psychopathy 0.00 0.07 0.01 0.00 0.40™ 0.16™ 0.05 -0.02
Sadism -0.13" -0.01 0.05 -0.12" 0.45™ 0.12" 0.03 0.01

Note: p *¥* < 0.001; * < 0.05; PA = Positive affect; NA = Negative affect;
Conscientious. = Conscientiousness; Machiavelli. = Machiavellism

OBCY>XXIEHUE PE3VJIbTATOB

B naHHOM HcciiefoBaHMY TTOKa He TPeICTaBISIeTCsl BOBMOXKHBIM OJHO3HAYHO ONPeAeNUTb, OMyYMIN JIM Mbl ITOTHOIEHHYIO
TAKCOHOMUIO aMoz13u. HecMoTps Ha MIMPOKUI 0XBaT 4epT, B TeKyIl[eM BHfle OHH 3HAYUTEeIbHO OTVIMYAIOTCS OT M3BeCTHBIX HaM
Mojiesield, B TOM YHCIIe OT IOIBITOK ocTpoeHus: b5 Ha ocHoBe amopau (Marengo et al., 2017; Moussa, 2021). Takue paznuuus
MOTYT SIBJSITBCS CIEAICTBUEM OTJIMYMI B METOJIe MOTy9IeHus] Mofiesiel, TaK Kak IpeIbIayIIre UCCIIeIOBAHMUS UCTI0Ib30BaJIH KOp-
pesiiivy OTHIeIbHBIX 3MO/I3H ¢ yepramu (Marengo et al., 2017) 6e3 mpoBeieHust TIpotiefyphbl 0TO0pa ¥ GaKTOPHOTO aHAJIM3a.
Boree Toro, Hauboee CUIbHBIE KOPPEJSIIAK 3MOI3U U 4epT b5, momyJeHHble B HAIlleM UCCIIeJOBAHUM, HAXOMISATCS Ha yPOBHE
r = 0,44, 9TO He JjaeT BO3MOXXHOCTH MIPUPABHSATH KaKue-Iub0 GHaKTOPhI K CYIECTBYIOIINUM YePTaM.
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CMelnieHre Ha U3MepeHre SMOIHA C TOMOIIBIO AMOJI3H SIBJISIETCSl 094eBUIHOM yrpo3oi BanmunHocty (Kaye, Schweiger, 2023).
B xope uccnenoBaHus MBI IIBITAJIMCh Pa3BeCTU M3MepeHHe 3MOIMH, UMeIOIUX CUTyaTUBHBIN XapaKTep, ¥ IMYHOCTHBIX YepT.
J171s1 BBISIBIIEHMsI Pa3iIMunil ObIJIM MCIIONIb30BaHE! 2 BapuaHTa onpocHuka IIIITAHA c pa3Hoil MHCTpyKLKel, ONKChIBatoLei
COCTOSIHHe 3a [IeHb, ¥ 0ObIYHOe COCTOSIHYe B TeUeHUH TIPOIIIe/IIIero rofa. B mogasmisiomem 60JIbITMHCTBE CITydaeB KOPPesIuy
9MO[31-(aKTOPOB 0Ka3a/lKCh BBIIIIE CO IMIKaJaMU, U3MepSIOMMMU 0ObIYHbIe COCTOSIHUS, KPOMe TOTo, Hauborlee cUibHas Koppe-
JISMAS OTMedaeTCs JIUIIb Ha ypoBHe T = 0,46.

Tepeiinem k daxropam. @1 CeMelHOCTb BBISIBUII IIOJIOXKUTEIbHYIO CBSI3b CeMeMHbIX OMOJI3U U Psjia YepT: 3KCTPaBepCUH, J0-
6poxkernaTesIbHOCTU U 100POCOBECTHOCTH, YTO BEPOSTHO CBSI3aHO C HAJIM4YMeM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH U TeIUIOTHI B sipaxX JaHHBIX
yepT. Koppessiironnsle ¢Bsizu @2 CMeIIMBOCTY BHOBb OATBEPAMIIH, YTO CMEIOIHecs JIMIA aCCOLUUPYIOTCS C TO3UTUBHBIMU
3MOIMSMU U 3KCcTpaBepcuert (Marengo et al., 2017). ®3 HeraruBHasi SMOIIMOHAILHOCTD TTO/ITBEPIMIA CBSI3b C HEHPOTU3MOM,
TPYCTHBIE JIUIA paHee Y)Ke 3apeKoMeH/I0Banu cebst Kak MapKepsl oTpuiatesbHbIX coctostHui (Carroll, 2023; Marengo et al.,
2019; Moussa, 2021).

@4 JTro6BOOMIIBHOCTD, KaK U MPEJINOoJIaraeTcsi B COOTBETCTBHUU C MOMABIIMMU B HET'O SMOJI3H, OKa3aJICs OJIM30K K SKCTPAaBEPCUU
1 fobpoxenarenbHOCTH. CXOXYIO CBSI3b HOOPOXKeNaTeNnbHOCTH U 3MOJI3U C CepIIlaMKi MOXKHO HAOJTFONATh U B Psifie APYTUX paboT
(Marengo et al., 2017; Moussa, 2021). ©5 ArpeccHBHOCTb 0Ka3aJICsl HAUOO0JIee «TeMHBIMY, CHUJTbHO CBSI3aHHBIM C ITOKA3aTeJIIMHI
HeMpoTU3Ma, CaIn3Ma U IICUX0MaTuy, pakTopoM. B Gosiee paHHHX UCCITEIOBAHUSIX MbI TAKXKe MOXKeM HaOJTFOIATh TOXOXKHE CBSI3U
HeWpOTH3Ma U JIUII C HeCTabWIbHBIMU 3MOITUSIMH, HO 3/1eCh K HUM J100aBWIHCH yepThl TeTpabl (Moussa, 2021). @6 Beicokwmit
CTaTyC BBISIBUJI CBSI3b 3MOJI3HM BLICOKOTO CTATyCa U JOCTHXKEHUH C HAPITMCCU3MOM, YTO paHee He ObIJI0 U3BECTHO.

@7 Y4aeHOCTB ITOKa3aJl 3HAYUMYTO KOPPEJISIHIO C OTKPBITOCTHIO U3 B5, 9TO SBIISeTCs HOBBIM BKJIA/IOM B M3yUeHHe CBsI3el yepT
Y oMoa3u. HalT 3HauMMBble KOppesisiiuy MeX/ly 3MOJ[3U U OTKPBITOCTBIO B paMKaxX 0oJlee paHHUX MCCIIE[JOBAaHUM He yaBa-
sock (Marengo et al., 2017; Moussa, 2021). 5To nopoxkiano yTBep»KAeHHs O TOM, YTO 3MOJ[31 He MOTYT PaCKpPbITh U U3MEpPUTh
KOTHUTHMBHBIE KOMITOHEHTEI. P8 3aKphITOCTh OCTaNICs HauMeHee O9eBHIHBIM (aKTOPOM, C OTHOW CTOPOHBI OH CJIab0 CBSI3aH
C IpyTUMU 4epTamu 1 adpdeKTamy, a C Ipyrod — KOPpesIUpyeT CO BCeMU MPUCYTCTBYIOIIUMH B MOJIeNIH GaKTOPaMHU-IMO/I3H.
[ToTeHManbHO OH MOXKeT SIBJISITHCSI IPOSIBJIEHHEeM MHTPOBEPCUH, KaK OTAeIbHOM OT akcTpaBepcuu uepThl (Bossom, Zelenski,
2022). Tem He MeHee, TOYHOe OIlpeJieJieHNe KOHCTPYKTa aHHOrO $aKTopa, eAMHCTBEHHOIO, BKIIIOUAIOIIEro II0BefieHue He B
dbopmare nuil, Hy>KIaeTcs B CyIIIeCTBEHHOM JopaboTKe.

Bbinesium orpaHuyeHus1, IpUCyIlye UccaefoBaHuo. Ha TeKymuii MOMEHT HeT JaHHBIX O MOJIy4eHUM CXONHBIX MOJeJleH, 4To
CyIlIeCTBeHHO OTpaHMYMBaeT KaueCTBO MOJIeNIH, TaK Kak BCe KPyIHble MOfIelId TaKCOHOMMH s3bIKa UMEIOT MHOXKeCTBeHHbIe
perutukanun (Mumikesud u ip., 2024). Bribopka ncciejoBaHUs 0Ka3bIBAaeTCsl He OJHOPOHOM 110 10Ty, OCHOBHBIE YYaCTHHUKH
HCCIIe[JOBaHKs — MOJIofble Jifofu. Mcronb3oBaHMe SMOJI3U B KadeCTBe TYHKTOB METOIMKY MaJlo UCCIIe[JOBaHO, II03TOMY B OyayIem
JlaHHBIe O paCIIMpeHHH Pa3HOTO pojia BAIMHOCTH OyyT He0OXOAUMBI /7Sl CTaHapTU3allkK IIKasl. Ellle oqHUM orpaHuYeHneM
SIBJISIETCS CJIOXKHOCTb M HeOJHO3HAYHOCTb Ha3BaHUH ILIKaJl, TPeOYIOUIMX OTHeJIbHOIO onpefesieHus B dopmare GOKyC-IPYIIIIBL.

Takum 06p330M, B JIAHHOM pa60Te HaMu ObUT ClieylaH HepBbIﬁ IIar B [IOCTPO€HHWH TAKCOHOMHWHU 3MO/I31 U OIIpe/iejieHHH ee IICUX0-
JIOTUYeCKOT0 Colep>KaHus. B xauectBe TIepCIIeKTUB Pa3BUTHA TeKYyIlero uCCjieJOBaHua Mbl BUIUM PeIIUKAIIUIO UCCIIeJOBaHNUA,
pacuirpenune HCI/IXOMETpPI‘{ECKOP'I 06pa6OTKI/I MEeTOAHWKH, BKJIIO4Yato1liee IIPOBepPKYy Pa3IMIHbIX BUJOB BaJIMAHOCTU U ITPUBJIeYEeHNe
BKCHepTOB/q)OKYC-I‘pyHHLI JJIs oIipeJiejieHrsl KOHTeHTa W HallpaBJIEHHOCTHU HSMEPEHHﬁ IIKaJl.

330: 10018 )

1. B xone ¢dakTopusanyu 3MoI3u He YOAJOCh HAMTH MOJIeNei WK 4epT, CXOOHbIX C B5, 4To cBUIeTenbCTByeT 06 OTIIMYHSIX
CTPYKTYPBI 3MOJI3U OT CTPYKTYPhI HATYPAJIbHbIX SI3bIKOB.

2. ITonydenHnas 8-daxkropHast Mozienb TpebyeT peruIvKayy IS TOATBepsKAeHNs YHIUBEePCAIbHOCTY TIOJIy9YeHHON CTPYKTYPBI.

3. MeTtoauka, co3/laHHass HA OCHOBE 3MOJI3H, HY>XX[IaeTCs B ):[opa60T1<e, B [IepBYyI0 Oo4depelb B Ollpele/ieHHH TOYHbIX Ha3BaHUU
IIKaJI U ITPOBEPKU MHBIX BUJOB BAJIMJHOCTH, TeCT-pETECTOBOI;I HAJe)KHOCTHU U CTAHAAPTHU3dIIUH 0aJIJIoB IITKAJ.
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IITkana smod3u-4epm

Mucrpyknmsa. Hioke prBeieH CIIMCOK 3MOJI3H, KOTOPBIe MOT'YT BaC XapaKTepU30BaTh WM He XapaKTepu30BaTh. Hampumep, BbI
COIVIACHBI C TEM, YTO Y/IbIGAIOIINICS WK IUIAYYIIMN CMAMIMK OTPaKaeT Balie 0ObIYHOe COCTOSTHYE WITH 00BIYHOE [TOBe/IeHHe.
IMoxaryticTa, BbIGEpUTE CTEleHb Balllero COITIaCHs WM HeCOTIACHs C KajKIbIM U3 3MOJI3H 1o mikaje: 1 — «IlomHoCThIo He
cormacen»; 2 — «Ckopee He cormacen»; 3 — «HelTpanbHoy»; 4 — «Ckopee comtaceny; 5 — «IIoHOCTBIO corTaceny.

S uenoBex, komopwiii...

1 & 1 2 3 4 5
2 2= 1 2 3 4 5
=
- N
3. LR 1 2 3 4 5
F_9
4 1 2 3 4 5
5 . 1 2 3 4 5
6 iy 1 2 3 4 5
7 S 1 2 3 4 5
- Y
8 ‘ 1 2 3 4 5
9 g 1 2 3 4 5
10. nn 1 2 3 4 5
==
11. e 1 2 3 4 5
12. ’ 1 2 3 4 5
13. @ 1 2 3 4 5
14. s 1 2 3 4 5
15. YO 1 2 3 4 5
- Y
16. 1 2 3 4 5
A=h
17. o 1 2 3 4 5




86

Unbuues, H.P.

VI3MepeHMe TMYHOCTY Yepes3 IMOL3U: CO3laHMue

MeTOJVKM M3MePeHMs YepT Ha MaTepuae SMOA3MN.
HayuoHanvHetii ncuxonozuueckuti wypHan. 2025. T. 20, N2 4, C. 69-91

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

— 1 2
- W
Bt 1 2
)
®
Lo,
o 1 2

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

ak 1 ’
e 1 2
L
=
>< 1 2
-~
9 v
- 1 2
T 1 2
—
iR
l.l 1 2
oL
y © 1 2

32.

x.

33.

R.

34.

v
A
N

4

35.

e\
-)

36.

37.

@Q:




Ilichov, N.R.

Measuring personality using emojis:

creating a traits assessment tool on emoji material.
National Psychological Journal. 2025. Vol. 20, No. 4, P. 69-91

38. o 3 4 5
P VoN
39. @ 3 4 5
40. ‘ 3 4 5
41. 5"'3" 3 4 5
42, ﬂ 3 4 5
43. S 3 4 5
—
i
44, o 3 4 5
45, 3 4 5
46. 3 4 5
Fc g
47. "‘9 3 4 5
48. i._'.i 3 4 5
49, P 3 4 5
50. = 3 4 5
k4
A
-
51. = 3 4 5
52. .; 3 4 5
53. ey 3 4 5
—
54. * 3 4 5
oo
55. e 3 4 5
56. ‘ 3 4 5
57. oY 3 4 5
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58. S 1 2 3 4 5
59. - 1 2 3 4 5
“~%
60. Q 1 2 3 4 5
61. g. 1 2 3 4 5
62. B 0 1 2 3 4 5
63. ‘ 1 2 3 4 5
64. i 1 2 3 4 5
O6padomxka pesyntbmamoB

JIJis monyYeHus CyMMapHBIX ITOKa3aTesiel CJIOKUTe CyMMBI 6aJlJIOB MCXOMS U3 CIIeAYIOIIero KirtoJa:
1. CemetiHoCTb = 1+9+17+25+33+41+49+57

2. CmenumBocTtb = 2+10+18+26+34+42+50+58

. HeratusHas smonmoHanbHOCTb = 3+11+19+27+35+43+51+59

. JIro6BeoOuIbHOCTD = 4+12+20+28+36+44+52+60

. ArpeccuBHOCTb = 5+13+21+29+37+45+53+61

. Beicokwii craryc = 6+14+22+30+38+46+54+62

. YueHoctp = 7+15+23+31+39+47+55+63

. 3aKpBITOCTh = 8+16+24+32+40+48+56+64

OO UTA~W

Appendix
Emoji Trait Scale

Instructions. Here are a list of emojis that may or may not characterize you. For example, you do agree that a smiling or crying
smiley reflects your usual state or behaviour. Please select the degree of your agreement or disagreement with each emoji on the
scale: 1 — “Strongly disagree”; 2 — “Rather disagree”; 3 — “Neutral”; 4 — “Rather agree”; 5 — “Strongly agree”.

I am a person who...

1 = 1 2 3 4 5
l_li‘_.
2 >< 1 2 3 4 5
=
-t Y
3, e 1 2 3 4 5
F_9
4 1 2 3 4 5
5 . 1 2 3 4 5
6 iy 1 2 3 4 5
7 X 1 2 3 4 5
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8. ‘ 3 4 5
9. m 3 4 5
10. % 3 4 5
-
11. 2: 3 4 5
12. ' 3 4 5
13. 3 4 5
14. Rl 3 4 5
15. A 3 4 5
- Y
16. 3 4 5
=0
17. o 3 4 5
18. &3‘ 3 4 5
1. < 3 4 5
o
20. -‘...‘- 3 4 5
2 ; 4 ;
s,
22. 3 4 5
23. ’ 3 4 5
24, ‘ 3 4 5
25. S 3 4 5
26. S 3 4 5
- e
27. 2= 3 4 5
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48 1 2 3 4 5
arh
49. g vy 1 2 3 4 5
=X
50. = 1 2 3 4 5
A 4
%
51. a 1 2 3 4 5
52. g 1 2 3 4 5
53. ’-'j_f-‘ 1 2 3 4 5
54. # . 1 2 3 4 5
55. oo 1 2 3 4 5
56. t 1 2 3 4 5
57 S o 7 1 2 3 4 5
58. o 1 2 3 4 5
59. ey 1 2 3 4 5
%
60. 2 — 1 2 3 4 5
61. E- 1 2 3 4 5
62. ,‘O 1 2 3 4 5
63. ‘ 1 2 3 4 5
64.

-
—_
ro
w
~
w»

Processing the results

To obtain the total scores, add up the scores using the following key:
1. Family = 1+9+17+25+33+41+49+57

2. Risibility = 2+10+18+26+34+42+50+58

3. Negative emotionality = 3+11+19+27+35+43+51+59

4. Love = 4+12+20+28+36+44+52+60

5. Aggressiveness = 5+13+21+29+37+45+53+61

6. High status = 6+14+22+30+38+46+54+62

7. Scholarship = 7+15+23+31+39+47+55+63

8. Closedness = 8+16+24+32+40+48+56+64



