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Abstract

The critical transformations of modern society, when
personal and public safety can be sharply and suddenly
lost, and “negative” (destructive, subclinical, antisocial)
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AHoTanina

ByMoBax KpuTHYHUX TpaHchOpMaLiili cydacHOro Cycniib-
CTBa, KOJM 0ocobucTa i rpoMazicbka 6e3NeKd MOXYTb
OyTH pi3KO Ta panTOBO BTpPayeHHWMH, a “HeraTUBHi”
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personality traits have sources of development, makes it
necessary to determine the peculiarities of the relationships
between these phenomena. In recent years, the study
of the dark sides of the personality, known as the “dark core”,
has become increasingly relevant. The purpose of the article
is to study the psychological features of the subjective
feeling of personal safety in the conditions of the Covid-
19 pandemic. Methods. The “Dark Triad” questionnaire
(D. L Paulhus & K. M. Williams) and the author’s
methodology were used to achieve the research goals. To
investigate subclinical personal correlates, the short scale
of Paulhus D. L. & Williams K. M. (2010) questionnaire,
which allows determining a person’s tendency to
manifest one of the personal constructs of the dark triad
(machiavellianism, narcissism, and psychopathy) was used.
In order to build a psycholinguistic model of human danger
and research the levels of personal safety in various spheres
of life, a collective author’s methodology was applied
(Zhuravlova et al, 2020, 2022). The methodology consists
of three parts: a) general information; b) associative scale;
c) tasks aimed at determining feelings of personal security
in physical, sexual, gender, family, territorial, financial,
religious, national, political, social, food availability,
andbusiness spheres oflife. Results. An empirical structural-
phenomenological psycholinguistic model of human danger
has been built. The emotional, cognitive and behavioral
components of the model are singled out. Significant (p<.05)
difference between the phenomenological characteristics
of the subjective associative images of the danger
of “machiavellians”, “narcissists” and “psychopaths” were
established. Machiavellianism (cynicism, the desire for
manipulative influence on other people and the need for
control), narcissism (egocentrism, pathological self-love)
and psychopathy (antisociality, emotional coldness) do
not have significant correlation with feelings of personal
security. In general, the average value of the integral level
of security of the respondents in the conditions of the Covid-
19 pandemic is quite high. Significant difference was found
between indicators of the subjective sense of security
of the respondents with a high, medium and low level
of manifestation of dark personality traits only in
the political sphere of life (p = .032). Conclusions. The
empirical structural-phenomenological psycholinguistic
model of human danger has a three-component
structure. There is a difference between the surface
(conscious) and deep (subconscious) phenomenological
characteristics of the subjective associative images
of the danger for an individual. The former are characterized
by the dominance of cognitive and emotional personal
correlates, and the latter - by behavioral ones. The integral
level of personal safety of Ukrainian citizens in the conditions
of the Covid-19 pandemic is quite high. There is no reliable
correlation between indicators of subclinical personality
traits and its integral psychological safety, except for safety
in the political sphere.

Keywords: personality traits, spheres of life,
psycholinguistic model of danger, machiavellianism,
narcissism, psychopathy:.
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(mecTpyKTHBHI, CyOKJIiHIUHI, acoljjaibHi) pHUCH 0COOH-
CTOCTi OTPUMYIOTB [pKepeJia PO3BUTKY, BRXK/JIMBO BHU3Ha-
YUTH 0COOJIMBOCTI B3aEMO3B’A3KiB LUX ABUIL. OCTaHHIMU
pOKaMHM BCe Gi/IbLI aKTyaJbHUM CTA€ BUBUEHHSI TEMHHUX
CTOpiH 0COBHUCTOCTI, BiJOMUX SIK “TeMHe sipo”. MeTol0
CTaTTi € JOC/TiKeHHSl ICHUXOJIOTIYHUX OCOGJIUBOCTEM
CyO'€EKTHBHOI'O BiIYyTTsI 0COGMCTOI OGe3neKd B yMOBax
nangemii Covid-19. Meroau. [lna JOCATHEHHS Iijeid
JIOCJTi/[PKEHHSI 3aCTOCOBAaHO ONMUTYBa/bHUK “TeMHa Tpi-
aga” (D. L Paulhus & K. M. Williams) Ta aBTOpcbKy MeTO-
AUKy. 1 jochifKeHHS CyOKJIIHIYHMX OCOOUCTiCHUX
KOpesSTiB Oy/710 BUKOPHUCTAHO KOPOTKY LIKaly OMUTY-
BasibHUKA Paulhus D.L. & Williams K. M. (2010), sika 03-
BOJISIE BU3HAUUTH CXUJIbHICTB JIFOJUHU JI0 TPOSIBY OJHOTO
3 0COOHCTICHMX KOHCTPYKTIB TeMHOI Tpiagu (Makia-
BeJUTi3My, HapLUCHU3My Ta INCHXOMartii). 3 MeTo Mmoby-
JIOBH IICHXOJIIHIBICTUYHOI Mozesi HeOe3NeKH JIIOJUHU
Ta JOCIiPKeHHsT PiBHIB 6€3MeKU 0COOMCTOCTI B pisHUX
chepax KUTTEAIAIBHOCTI 3aCTOCOBAHO KOJIEKTUBHY
aBTOpPCbKYy MeToAuKy (Zhuravlova Ta in., 2020, 2022).
MeToauKa CKJIAZAETbCA 3 TPbOX YACTUH: a) 3arajabHa
indopmarist; 6) acoriaTuBHa LIKaJIa; B) 3aBJaHHS, CIPS-
MOBaHi Ha BM3HA4YeHHS BiJ4yTTiB 0COGHCTOI Ge3neKu
y OisuuHil, cTaTeBil, reHaepHid, ciMeiiHil, TepuTOpi-
asIbHIM, GiHaHCOBIH, pesiridHiN, Hal[iOHa/IbHIN, MOMITUY-
Hili, couia/bHil, XapuoBil, 6i3HecoBi cdepax KUTTHL.
PesynbsraTy. [106y70BaHO eMIipUYHY CTPYKTYpHO-de-
HOMEHOJIOT{UHY NCHUXOJIHIBICTUYHY MOJZe/ib Hebe3neKu
JIIOAUHU. BUOKpeMJsieHO eMoLiiiHi, KOTHITUBHI Ta MOBe-
JIHKOBI KOMIIOHEHTH MoJeJi. BctaHOBJIeHO JOCTOBIipHI
(p<.05) BizMiHHOCTI MK peHOMEHOIOTIYHUMHU XapaKTe-
PUCTHMKaMU Cy0'€KTHBHUX acoljaTUBHUX 06pa3iB Hebe3-
neku “MakeBiasticTiB”, “HapiuciB” Ta “nicuxonaris”. Maki-
aBesuliaM (IMHI3M, TAra [0 MaHIMyJTUBHOTO BILIUBY
Ha iHIMX JIofled Ta moTpeba B KOHTPOJIi), HAPILUCU3M
(eromeHTpHU3M, MaTOJIOTIYHE CaMOJIIOOCTBO) i mcuxomna-
Tisl (QHTUCOLIA/IbHICTD, eMOIiHA X0JIOAHICTb) HE MAlOTh
JIOCTOBIpHHUX B33aEMO3B’AI3KIB 3 BiJUyTTSIMH 0COGUCTOI
6esneku. 3arajoM, cepefHE 3HAUYeHHS iHTerpajbHOro
piBHs 6e3MeKku peclioHAeHTIB B yMoBax naHzemii Covid-
19 € jgocuTh BUCOKUM. 3HaAWJEHO AOCTOBIpHi BigMiH-
HOCTi MDK NMOKa3HUKaMH CyGEKTUBHOIO Bif4yTTs 6e3-
MeKU PECHOH/EHTIB i3 BUCOKUM, CEPeHIM Ta HU3BKUM
piBHEM MPOSIBY TEMHHX PHUC OCOBHCTOCTI JIKIIIE Y IMOJTi-
TUYHIN cdepi xkuTTA (p = .032). BucHOBKU. EMnipruyHa
CTPYKTYpHO-PEeHOMEHOJIOTiuHA IICUXOJIIHIBICTUYHA
MoJieJib HebGe3NeKU JIIOJUHU Ma€ TPbOXKOMIOHEHTHY
CTPYKTYypy. ICHYIOTH BiJMIHHOCTI MDXX NOBEpPXHEBUMH
(ycBioMsieHMMHM) Ta MMHOMHHUMU (TifcBiZoMUMU)
beHOMeHOJIOT{YHMMU XapaKTEePUCTUKAMU CY0 €EKTUBHHUX
acorjiaTuBHUX 06pasiB HeGesneku ocobucrocTi. [lepmri
XapaKTepHU3yThCA JOMiHYBaHHAM KOTHITUBHUX Ta eMO-
LilHUX OCOOUCTICHUX KOPEJSATIB, a ApYyTri — MOBeJiHKO-
BUX. [HTerpasibHUMN piBeHb 0COOUCTOI Ge31eKH POMa/isiH
Ykpainu B ymoBax nas/ieMii Covid-19 € 0cUTb BUCOKUM.
He icHye nocToBipHUX B3aEMO3B’SI3KiB MiXK TOKa3HUKAMU
CyOKJIiHIUHMX pUC ocobrcTOCTi Ta 11 iHTerpasbHOI ICKXo-
JIOTIYHOI 6e31eKH, OKpiM Ge3MeKH B MOJIITUYHIN cdepi.
Ki1i04oBi c/10Ba: prck 0co6UCTOCTi, ChepU KUTTEMISIb-
HOCTI, ICUXOJIIHIBiCTUYHA MOJieJIb He6e3IeKH, MaKiaBe-
J1i3M, HApLIMCU3M, [ICUXONAaTif.
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Introduction

The transformational processes
of the present are reflected in the psychological
safety of an individual: its form, purpose,
phenomenological and meaningful content
are changing (Zhuravlova & Chebykin, 2021).
Scientific searches for the specifics of development
and manifestations of negative and destructive
personality qualities in connection with
psychological safety are becoming an urgent
research problem.

The concept of safety and, in particular,
psychological safety, on the one hand, is
the subject of intense interest of many scientists
in the field of sociology, political science
and psychology (Newman etal.,, 2017). On the other
hand, it has a rather diverse set and heterogeneous
nature of approaches, views, concepts and theories
(Zhuravlova et al., 2022). Classically, the concept
of psychological safety is considered in such areas as
the psychology of groups and teams in connection
with the phenomena of trust and learning
(Edmondson, 2004), a favorable psychological
climate (Bradley et al, 2012), as well as within
organizational psychology (Kim et al., 2020).

Psychological safety is widely researched in
various spheres of life. According to E. Edmondson
and Z. Lei (Edmondson et al., 2014), psychological
safety can be considered in several aspects. One
of them, the most common, is the consideration
of psychological safety as a prerequisite
(antecedent). Currently, the study of psychological
safety within the framework of labor psychology
is the most developed one in the foreign sources.
Based on research in the field of work psychology,
scientists talk about the dependence of a high level
of work capacity on the level of employee safety;
a positive climate in the team (at the workplace)
is an important condition for psychological safety.

Safety is also seen as a mediator for organizing
work, psychological climate in the team, pace
of incorporating innovative ways of working, ways
and rate of knowledge transfer between team
members. Scientists (Edmondson et al, 2014)
study safety and, as a consequence, the quality
of work organization. Work teams within the same
company had different levels of psychological
safety depending on their working conditions.
Also, these indicators differed in different
companies that had various conditions of labor
organization. Psychological safety is considered
as a regulator (mediator) of relationships in
the team. It simplifies interaction between
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Bctyn

TpaHcdopmauiiiHi nponecyd cy4acHoOCTi Bifo-
OpakaloTbCsl y TCUXOJOTIUHIA 6Ge3mewi ocobu-
CTOCTi: 3MiHIOETBCA I dopMa, MeTa, GpeHOMEHO-
JIOTi4He Ta CMHCJI0Be HanoBHeHHs (Zhuravlova &
Chebykin, 2021). HaykoBi noiyku 0co6J1MBOCTEN
PO3BUTKY Ta [IPOSABU HEraTUBHUX Ta [eCTPYKTHUB-
HUX SIKOCTeH 0COOHCTOCTI y 3B'sI3Ky 3 NCHUXOJIO-
riuHoI0 6e3MeKO0 CTAITh AKTYaJbHOIO AOCJiJ-
HHUIIbKOIO P06JIEMOIO.

[ToHATTA 6e3neKy Ta, 30KpeMa, IICUX0JI0TiYHO]I
6e3neky, 3 OHOT0 OOKY, € IpeJMeTOM iHTEHCHB-
HOTO0 iHTepecy 6araTboX BUE€HHUX Y rajysi coriio-
Jiorii, moJjtiToJiorii Ta nmcuxoJiorii (Newman et al,,
2017), 3 iHIIOr0 — HOCUTb AOCUTb PO3pPi3HEHUHU
Habip Ta HeOAHOPIAHMM XapakTep MiAXOAiB,
NOIJISA/1iB, KOHIeNIil Ta Teopit (Zhuravlova et al,,
2022). KyiacuyHO MOHATTS NCHUXOJIOTIYHOI 6e3-
IIeKU pO3IAAAETLCA B JOCAIPKEeHHAX IICUX0JI0-
ril rpyn Ta KoMaH/, y 3B’A3Ky 3 fIBUIIAMHU J0BipH
Ta HaB4YaHHA (Edmondson, 2004), cnpusiTAMBOrO
ncuxoJioriyHoro kJjiMaty (Bradley et al, 2012),
a TaKoX y Mexax opraHisaniiHoi ncuxoJiorii (Kim
etal, 2020)).

[IcuxosioriuHa ©Oe3meka IIMPOKO MAOCHIKY-
€TbCA B Pi3HUX rasy3sax *KUTTH. 3a E. ExMoHacoH
Ta 3. Jlei (Edmondson et al., 2014), ncuxosoriuHy
6e3neKy MOXHA pO3MIALATH B KiJIbKOX HANpsIM-
kax. OHMM i3 HUX, HaWO6i/bII NOIKUPEHUM, € PO3-
IS/, TICUXOJIOTIYHOI 6e3nekd fK IepefyMOBU
(aHTeueneHTy). 3arajoM Hapasi cepej 3apy-
OI’KHUX JOCJiJHUKIB BHMBYEHHS IICUXOJIOTiYHOI
6e3MeKy B Mexax IMCUXOJIOTII mpali € Halb6iabI
po3BMHeHUM. CHIHparwyucb Ha [JOCHi[KEeHHSA
B rajiysi ncuxoJiorii npauyi, B4eHi roBopsAATb Mpo
3aJIeKHICTh BUCOKOT0O piBHA Npane3faTHOCTI B
piBHS 6e3meKd MpaliBHUKIB; BaroMol YMOBOIO
MICHUXOJIOTIYHOI 6e3neKd € MO3UTUBHUM KJiMaT
y KoMaH/li (Ha po6o4yoMy Micli).

Be3neka TakoX po3I/aJa€eTbCs AK I0CepeJHUK
MiXK OpraHisalji€lo po60TH, MCUXOJOTIYHUM KJIi-
MaTOM y KOMaHJi, IBUJKICTIO BKJIIOYEHHH 1HHO-
Bal[illHUX c10CO6iB po60TH, CIOCO6aMU Ta IIBUJ-
KiCTIO Nepefayi 3HaHb MiXK 4YJeHaMU KOMaHJHU.
HaykoBui (Edmondson et al, 2014) pocaimxy-
I0Th 6e3MeKy i K HacJiJloK fKOoCTi opraHisauii
npaiii. Po6oui Ko/1IeKTHBU B MexaX O/iHi€l koMIa-
Hii MaJsii pi3HUU piBeHb NCUXOJIOTiIYHOI Ge3neKu
3aJIeXKHO BiJl yMOB ixHbOI npani. Takox Li nokas-
HUKMU BIiJpi3HAJMCA | B Pi3HUX KOMIIaHiAX, 110
MaJI1 HeOoJHaKOBi yMOBU opranizauii npaui. [Icu-
X0JI0Ti4Ha 6e3neKa po3risaaeThCsl K PeryasaTop
(mocepesHMK) B3aEMOCTOCYHKIB y kKoMaH/i. Bona
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members of teams that are quite diverse in their
composition; it reduces the level of rejection
of innovative ways of performing activities by
employees (Edmondson et al., 2014).

Also, one of the prospects for further research
in the area of psychology of safety is the study
of the dynamics of the feeling of protection (safety).
Itis assumed that increasing the level of safety can
in some way reduce the level of labor productivity
(Edmondson et al., 2014). Such a phenomenon is
called a type of social comfort in the professional
sphere. The safety level of such comfort can have
both constructive and destructive consequences
for optimizingworkproductivityand interpersonal
relationship in the team. Peculiarities of high-
quality relationship, their psychosocial factors
(Carmeli et al., 2009), in particular, and the level
of psychological safety of interaction partners,
are studied. The impact of psychological safety
on employees’ ability to learn from each other’s
mistakes is also investigated.

Feeling unsafe and looking for ways to achieve
a sense of safety is a factor that leads to certain
behavioral patterns. Achieving a sense of safety
can be realized through both constructive (Ortega
et al, 2014) and destructive ways. The Covid-
19 pandemic and the imposed quarantine have
created completely new social conditions for
the life of people all over the planet. These
conditions turned out to be extremely destructive
factors for the psychological health and well-
being of the population. Studies have shown
that the state of well-being is based primarily
on subjective indicators of positive emotions
and depends much less on objective ones, such
as health, involvement in activities and personal
achievements (Orap et al, 2021). Psychological
well-being and patterns of behavior, online
behavior, in particular can also be influenced
by the degree of involvement of users in social
networks (Gudimova, 2021). In the conditions
of quarantine restrictions, the duration of staying
in the virtual space has significantly increased.

Scientists pay considerable attention to
specific types of psychological influence (Keles
et al., 2020), which determine the psychological
safety of an individual. Manipulation is key
among them (De Hoogh et al,, 2021). In modern
psychology, a person who functions in society with
the intention to control others and who is prone
to psychological manipulation (Du et al., 2021) is
described by the concept of “machiavellianism”
(Paulhus et al., 2002; Jonason et al.,, 2010). The
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CIPOLLYE B3aEMOZJII0 MiXK 4JeHaMHU KOMaHJ, L0
€ JOCUTb pi3HOMAHITHUMH 3a CBOIM CKJAaJ0M;
3HWXKYE piBeHb HENPUUHATTSA MpaliBHUKaMU
iHHOBaLIiIMHMUX CIOCOOIiB BUKOHAHHSA AislJIbHOCTI
(Edmondson et al., 2014).

TakoX OfHIEW 3 IMepClneKTUB MOJAJIbIIUX
JOC/iP)KeHb y HampsIMKy IICUxXoJiorii 6e3meku
€ BUBYEHHA JUHAMIKM MOYYTTH 3aXUILIEHOCTI
(6e3neku). IlepenbavaeTbcs, 1[0 MiABUILEHHSA
piBHS 6e3MeKHd MOXKe IEBHUM YHHOM 3HWXKYBaTU
piBenb npoayktuBHocTi mpani (Edmondson et
al, 2014). Take siBUIlle Ha3UBAIOTb CBOEPIJHUM
coniasibHUM KoMdopToM y npodeciiiHiil cdepi.
PiBeHb 6e3neku Takoro KoMpopTy MOXKe MaTH
AK KOHCTPYKTUBHI, TaK 1 JeCTPYKTUBHI HACJAiAKU
AJid ONTUMIi3alil NpPOAYKTUBHOCTI Mpaly, Mixo-
COOMCTiCHUX B3aeMUH Yy KoMmaHpAi. Jociimxy-
I0Tb OCOOJIMBOCTI BUCOKOSIKICHUX B3a€EMHH, iX
ncuxocouianbHi YuHHUKHK (Carmeli et al,, 2009),
30KpeMa, piBeHb IICUX0JI0TIYHOI 6e3MeKU MapTHe-
piB 110 B3aeMoZii. Tak0>X BUBYAKOTh BILJIUB IICUXO-
JioTiuHOi 6Ge3IeKH Ha 3/1aTHOCTI MpalliBHUKIB 10
HaBYaHHSA Ha NOMUWJIKAaX OAUH OJHOTO.

[To4yyTTa He3axWUILEHOCTI Ta NOLIYK LLIAXIB
JIOCATHEHHSI MOYyTTs 6e3neku € $paKTOpoM, W10
NPU3BOJUTL [0 NEBHUX BYMHKOBUX NaTEpHIB.
JlocsasrHeHHs1 MOYYTTs Ge3MeKu MOXe GYyTHU pea-
JIiI30BaHO HIISIXOM SIK KOHCTPYKTUBHUX (Ortega
etal, 2014), Tak i AeCTpyKTUBHUX crioco6iB. [1aH-
AeMisa Covid-19 Ta 3anmpoBaJkeHUU KapaHTHUH
CTBOPUJIM abCOJIIOTHO HOBI colliajibHi yMOBY /i1
KUTTEJISNBHOCTI 104 eil Bciel mianeTwu. Lli ymoBu
BUSIBUJINCSA HaI3BUYANHO 1eCTPYKTUBHUMU daK-
TOpPaMU MCHUXOJIOTIYHOTO 3/0pOB’sl Ta 6GJarormno-
Jy4ydys HacesieHHs. JlocaipkeHHs1 MOKasasu, 110
CTaH 6JiaronoJjyyysi IPyHTYETbCS HacaMIlepe[
Ha Cy06'€KTHUBHUX MOKAa3HUKAX MO3UTHUBHUX €MO-
Lif 1 3HaYHO MeHIle 3aJIeXKUTb BiJ, 00’ €EKTUBHHUX,
TaKHUX SIK CTaH 3/I0POB’sl, 3a/71y4Y€HOCTi J10 AisJIbHO-
CTi Ta ocobuctux gocsardeHs (Opan Ta iH., 2021).
Ha ncuxosioriyHe 6Jsiaronmosiyyusi Ta HaTepHU
NOBe/[IHKH, 30KpeMa OHJIaWH-NOBE/[iHKH, TaKOX
MOXe BIUJIMBAaTU 1 Mipa 3aJy4eHOCTI KOpPHUCTY-
BauiB 7m0 conianbHux Mmepex (['yaimona, 2021).
B yMoBax KapaHTUHHUX 0O0MeXeHb TEPMiH Mepe-
OyBaHHS Y BipTyaJlbHOMY HPOCTOpPi JOCTOBipHO
36iJIbIIMBCS.

3HauHy yBary BuYeHi NpUJiAsal0Th cnenudiy-
HUM BU/JlaM ncuxoJiorivHoro BIUBYy (Keles et al.,
2020), aki eTepMiHYIOTb CUXOJIOTIYHY O€3MeKY
ocobucrocTi. KiitouoBUM cepej; HUX € MaHinyJio-
BaHHA (De Hoogh et al, 2021). ¥ cyvacHi#t ncu-
xoJiorii 0COBUCTICTh, 10 PYHKIIIOHYE B coOliyMi
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tendency to psychological manipulation, the desire
to use others as a means to achieve one’s own
egocentric goals has a compensatory function in
the presence of destruction of certain personal
formations. For machiavellians, the ability to
manipulate others is a persistent personality
trait. Studying the psychological mechanisms
of their behavior, the specifics of interaction
with other people is quite relevant. There are
that show the existence of relationships between
machiavellianism and other stable personality
formations: locus of control (Aldousari et al.,
2021), cognitive and affective empathy (Blotner
etal,, 2021), and gender characteristics.

The tendency to focus excessively on one’s own
personality and ignore the wants and needs of others
as a means to achieve their own goals known as
“narcissism”. This tendency is also studied as a desire
to get pleasure from vanity and demonstration
of egocentrism (Paulhus et al, 2002; Muris et al,
2017). Psychopathy is characterized as persistent
character traits manifested in a low level of empathy;,
lack of remorse, and antisocial behavior (Paulhus et
al.,, 2002; Muris et al,, 2017).

However, the specific types of psychological
influence (the desire to manipulate others,
emotional  aloofness, narcissistic  traits)
as conditions, antecedents, and factors
of psychological safety of an individual has not
been thoroughly studied.

The purpose of this work is to study
the psychological features of the subjective feeling
of personal safety in the conditions of the Covid-
19 pandemic. According to the goal, the following
tasks were performed: 1) representation
of an empirical psycholinguistic model of danger
in the conditions of the Covid-19 pandemic, 2)
finding interdependencies between the subjective
feeling of personal safety in various spheres of life
and subclinical (borderline variants of the “norm”
personality traits.

Hypothesis: the phenomenology of the subjective
feeling of personal danger (psycholinguistic model
of danger) is interconnected with the specificity
of the manifestation of subclinical personality traits.

Methods

Participants. Adult respondents participated
in the study (N = 636; taking into account
the exclusion of answers that cannot be processed
by mathematical statistics: omitted or incorrectly
given answers are less than .1% and are
insignificant for the total sample). The sample
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3aBJSKM NpParHeHHI0 KepyBaTH iHIIMMH Ta fKa
CXWJIbHA [I0 MCUXOJIOTIYHUX MaHinyasanii (Du et
al, 2021), onucywoTh 4Yepe3 MOHATTS “MakeBia-
jaiam” (Paulhus et al., 2002; Jonason et al., 2010).
CXUJBHICTD [0 TCUXOJIOTIYHUX MaHIimyasanin,
NparHeHHs [0 BUKOPUCTAHHS iHIIUX SIK 3aC00Yy
JJisl TOCATHEHHS BJIACHOI €roLeHTPUYHOI MeTHU
BUKOHYE KOMIIEHCAaTOPHY OQYHKIiI0 MpPU HasB-
HOCTi AeCTpyKLill NeBHUX OCOOUCTICHUX YTBO-
peHb. lid MakeBiaJiCTiB 34aTHICTb MaHiNyJto-
BaTH iHIIUMU € CTiMKOI OCOGUCTICHOIO PHCOIO.
BuBYeHHSI NCUXOJIOTIYHUX MeEXaHi3MiB iX IOBe-
AiHKM, cienudiky B3aeMozii 3 iHIIUMU JIOAbBMU
€ JJOCUTDb aKTyaJIbHUM. [IpoBOAATE JOCHIIKEeHHS,
[0 CBiAYaTb NP0 HasBHICTbL B3aEMO3B'SI3KiB
MakeBiaJi3My 3 iHIIMMU CTIKHKUMU yTBOPEHHSAMU
ocobucrocti: 1okycoM koHTpoJsto (Aldousari et
al, 2021), korHiTuBHOW0 Ta adpeKTUBHOIO eMIa-
Tieto (Blotner et al., 2021), reHAepHUMU 0CO6IU-
BOCTAMH.

CXUJBHICTh 0 HaAMipHOI KOHIleHTpalil Ha
BJIACHIM 0COOGUCTOCTI Ta irHOpyBaHHS OaXaHb
i moTrpe6 iHIMMX, fKi BUKOPHUCTOBYIOTbCA fK
3aco6u A1 AOCATHEHHS BJIACHUX Iiijied, Bigoma
K “HapuucusM”. Taky CXUIBHICTb AOCHIAKYIOTh
i 1K IparHeHHs OTPUMaTH 3aJl0BOJIEHHS BiJ Map-
HOCJIaBCTBa Ta JeMOHCTpALild eroueHTpU3My
(Paulhus etal.,, 2002; Muris et al., 2017). [Icuxona-
Til0 XapaKTepU3yIOTh SIK CTilKi puCH XapaKTepy,
110 BUABJAIOTBCA B HU3BKOMY piBHiI emmnarii,
BiICYTHOCTI [JOKOpIB COBICTI Ta aHTHUCOLiaJb-
Hiil moBexiHui (Paulhus et al,, 2002; Muris et al,,
2017).

OfHaK MUTaHHSA AOCHiAKeHHS crneludiYHUX
BU/IiB [ICUXO0JIOTIYHOT0 BIJIMBY (MparHeHHs MaHi-
NyJI0BaTH IHIIMMH, eMOLiiiHOI BiJICTOpOHEHO-
CTi, HAPIUCUYHUX PHUC) SIK YMOB, aHTELEJEHTY,
YUHHUKIB IICUXO0JIOTIYHOI 6e3leKU 0COOUCTOCTI,
LIMPOKO He BUBYEHI.

MeTa po6OTH - AOCTiIKEHHS IICUXOJIOTTYHUX
0CcO6JIMBOCTEN CY6'EKTUBHOIO BiJUyTTs OCOOHU-
cToi 6e3neku B ymoBax naHgemii Covid-19. Bia-
MOBiZIHO 10 MeTH BUKOHYBaJ/IM TaKi 3aBAaHHA: 1)
penpeseHTanid eMIipruYHOI IICUXOJIHIBICTUYHOI
MoJiesi Hebe3neky B yMmoBax maHjemii Covid-19,
2) 3HaxX0/I>KeHHS B3aEMO03aJIeXKHOCTeHN MiX Cy6 eK-
THUBHUM BiIUYTTAM 0COOGUCTOI 6e3MeKU B Pi3HUX
chepax KUTTA Ta CyOKJIHIYHUMHU (MEXKOBHUMHU
BapiaHTaMu “HOPMHU”) pUcaMHU OCOGUCTOCTI.

TinoTe3a: peHoMeHoOJI0TisA CYy6'EKTUBHOTO BiJl-
YyTTs 0COGUCTOI HeGe3neKH (MCUXOMiHIBiCTUYHA
Mo/iesib HeOe3MeKH) € B3aEMOIIOB’SI3aHOI0 3i clle-
11 $iKoro MposBiB CyOKIIHIYHUX PUC 0COGUCTOCTI.
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included 504 (79.25%) women and 132 (20.75%)
men. The average age of the respondents was
30.97 years old, in particular, women - 32.3 years
old, men - 30.7 years old.

Procedure and tools. A number of theoretical
(analysis of domestic and foreign sources,
generalization of concepts and approaches,
systematization, comparison) and empirical
(survey, associative method, content analysis,
mathematical statistics methods, collection
ofrelatedinformation) methodswereusedtoachieve
the research goal. A part of the scale of the online
questionnaire, developed by the team of authors
of Polissia National University (Zhuravlova, et al.,
2020; 2022) was used to build a psycholinguistic
model (subjective associative image) of a person’s
feeling of danger and determine the levels of their
integral personal safety and differentiated safety in
various spheres of life. In order to study personality
constructs (subclinical personality traits), the short
scaleofthe “Dark Core” questionnaire (Paulhusetal.,
2002) was used. The questionnaire “Dark Core” (or
“Dark Triad”, “Dark core of the personality”) allows
determining the predisposition of the individual
to the manifestations of subclinical personality
traits, one of the constructs of the dark triad
(machiavellianism, narcissism and psychopathy)
in particular. It contains 12 statements and five
options for answering them: do not agree, rather
disagree, partially agree, rather agree, completely
agree. Answer options are evaluated on a five-point
scale: from 1 point to 5 points, respectively. The
questionnaire makes it possible to establish not
only marginal (borderline, subclinical) variants
of the norm, but also variants of the norm.

In order to study the psychological
characteristics of the subjective feeling
of personal psychological safety in the conditions
of the Covid-19 pandemic, three parts
of the authors’ questionnaire were used. The
first part is devoted to the collection of general
information: place of residence, age and gender
of the respondents. The second part presents
the associative technique. The respondents were
asked to write five associations to the stimulus
word “danger”. The third part of the questionnaire
contained tasks aimed at determining
and evaluating a sense of personal psychological
safety in various spheres of life: physical, sexual,
gender, family, territorial, financial, religious,
national, political, social, food availability,
and business. The respondents were asked to
rate the level of personal safety on a 1 to 5 rating
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YuacHuku. Y pocnijpkeHHi Opasu y4yacTb
pecnoHZieHTH Aopocsoro Biky (N = 636; 3 ypa-
XyBaHHSM BUKJ/IIOUEHHS BiJiOBiJleH, 10 He Mif-
JlaloTbcs 00po6Li 3a [LOMOMOroK MaTeMaTH4-
HOI CTaTUCTHUKU: TNpOINyIeHi abo HeKOpPeKTHO
HaJlaHi BifgmoBizi, mo craHoBagaTb MeHlle .1 %
Ta € He3HauyylMMH [Jid 3arajbHOl BHUOIpKH).
Bubipka oxommoBasa 504 (79.25 %) xkiHOk
Tta 132 (20.75 %) 4donoBikiB. CepeaHiit Bik pec-
noHaeHTiB craHoBuB 30.97 pokiB, 30kpeMa
iHOK - 32.3 pokiB, 4oJ10BiKiB - 30.7 pokiB.

IIpoyedypa ma iHcmpymenmu. Ha pocar-
HeHHs1 IIOCTaBJIeHOI MeTH [OC/iJKeHHs O6yJIo
BUKOPUCTAHO HHU3Ky TeOpeTHUYHHUX (aHaJsis
BITYM3HAHUX Ta 3apyODXHUX [pKepeJl, y3araib-
HEeHHS KOHIeMNIid Ta Migxo/iB, cHUCTeMaTH3a-
11ifl, TOPiBHSAHHSA) Ta eMNipUYHUX (ONMUTYBaHHS,
acouiaTUBHHUU MeTOJ[, KOHTEeHT-aHaJli3, MeTOAU
MaTeMaTU4HOI CTaTUCTUKH, 36ip CymyTHBOI
iHpopmMarii) MetogiB. /[lid moOyAOBU ICHUXO-
JiHrBicTUYHOI Mogesi (cy6'eKTUBHOrO acoiia-
THUBHOTO 06pa3y) Hebe3MeKH! JIIOJUHU Ta BU3HA-
YyeHHs piBHIB ii iHTerpasbHOi 0COGUCTOI 6Ge3neKH
Ta gudepeH1iioBaHol 6e3meku B pi3HUX cde-
pax >KUTTEAIAJBHOCTI BUKOPHUCTAHO 4YaCTHUHY
IIKaJ OHJIAWH-ONUTYyBaJbHUKA, pPO3p006JIEHOr0
KoJIeKTUBOM aBTopiB Polissia National University
(Zhuravlova, et al., 2020, 2022). 3 meTot0 gocJi-
JDKEHHS1 OCOOMCTICHUX KOHCTPYKTIB (cyOkJi-
HIYHUX PUC OCOOUCTOCTI) 3aCTOCOBAHO KOPOTKY
mkany onutyBaibHUKa “Dark Core” (Paulhus
et al, 2002). OnutyBanbHuk “Dark Core” (ab6o
“TemHa Tpiaza”, “TeMmHe s1Ap0 ocobucTocTi”) A,03-
BOJIIE BHM3HAUYUTHU CXUJBHICTb 0COBUCTOCTI 0
NposiBiB CyOKJIIHIYHUX PUC 0COOUCTOCTI, 30KpeMa
OJIHOTO 3 KOHCTPYKTIB TeMHOI Tpiaau (MakiaBe-
J1i3My, HapIMCU3My Ta Icuxomnarii). BiH MicTUTB
12 TBep/pKeHb Ta I'ATh BapiaHTIB BifjnoBiJel Ha
HUX: He 3roJleH, pajillle He 3ro/ieH, HalloJIOBUHY
3rojJleH, pajlle 3roJieH, MOBHICTIO 3rojeH. Bapi-
aHTH BiJIOBiJel OLIiHIOIOTHCA 3a N'ATHOAJIBHOIO
HIKaJIoko: BianoBizgHo Big 1 6any go 5 6asiB. Onu-
TYyBaJIbHUK J103B0JIsIE BCTAHOBUTHU He Jivlle rpa-
HUYHI (MeXoBi, cyOKJ/iHiIUHI) BapiaHTU HOpPMH,
a 1 BapiaHTU HOPMHM.

3 MeTO JO0CJi)KeHHs ICHUXOJIOTIYHUX O0CO-
O6JIMBOCTEN CYO'EKTUBHOIO Big4yTTa o0co6uU-
cToi 6e3nekd B yMoBax maHjeMii Covid-19 6yso
BUKOPUCTAHO TPU YaCTHHU aBTOPCHKOI'0 ONUTY-
BajJbHUKa. [lepila yacTuHa NpuCBsYeHa 360py
3arajbHoOl iHdopMalii: Micie NpoXKMBaHHS, BiK
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scale in the proposed corresponding list, with
5 being the positive end and 1 being the negative
end. Two, three, four points, respectively, in
a hierarchical order, evaluated the intermediate
intensity of the feeling of one’s own safety. The
integral indicator of personal safety was defined
as the sum of the subjective feeling of safety in
the given individual spheres of life. The minimum
value of the integral indicator of personal safety is
12 points, the maximum is 60.

Variables that are operationalized in the article
are independent - manifestation of subclinical

personality traits (psychopathy, narcissism,
machiavellianism); dependent - the level
of a subjective sense of safety.

Research organization. The collection

of empirical data took place during 2020-
2021 in 14 regions of Ukraine. The results
oftheresearchusedinthisarticlecontainindicators
of integral and differentiated psychological safety
of the individuals (physical, sexual, gender, family,
territorial, monetary, religious, state, political,
social, food supply, business spheres of life), as well
as indicators of the individuals’ predisposition
to manifestations of such subclinical traits as
machiavellianism, narcissism and psychopathy.

Procedural research was conducted by
distributing questionnaires in social networks,
which are characterized by the diversity of users
by gender, age, social status and place of residence
(Zhuravlova, et al., 2022).

Statistical analysis. Analysis and interpretation
of research results was carried out using theoretical
methods and mathematical and statistical data
processing. The main theoretical methods were
analysis, synthesis, comparison, and classification.
The following were the main methods
of mathematical and statistical processing
of research results: calculation of Fisher’s angular
transformation Criterion, Mann-Whitney U-test for
two independent samples, Kruskal-Wallis H-test
for K independent samples. Statistical processing
of the research results was carried out using the SPSS
23.0 program and the licensed ArcGIS Pro platform.

Results

We will present the results of a content analysis
ofthe aggregates oftheirassociationsto the stimulus
word “danger” in order to represent the subjective
psycholinguistic models of danger for individuals
with pronounced subclinical features, which are
diagnosed using the “Dark Core” questionnaire.
The entire set of associations of all respondents
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Ta CTaTbh PECIOH/AEHTIB. Y ApyTill YacTHHI MOJgaHO
aconiaTUBHYy MeTOAUKy. PecrnoHjeHTaMm 3ampo-
NOHYBa/M HaMMCaTH N'AITh acolialiil go cJjo-
Ba-CTUMyJla “Hebe3sneka”. TpeTs 4acTUHA OMNU-
TyBaJIbHUKA MICTHWJIA 3aBJaHHS, COPAMOBaHi Ha
BU3HAUYEHHS Ta OLiHKY MOYyTTS 0COOUCTOI 6Ges-
NeKy B pizHuX chepax KUTTEAIANbHOCTI: di3ny-
Hill, ceKkcya/bHil, reHJlepHili, ciMeliHil, TepuTo-
pianibHil, GiHAHCOBIH, pesiriiHil, HalioHaAIbHIH,
MOJIITUYHIHN, colia/bHil, NpoAoBoOJbYiM, Gi3He-
COBill. PecnoH/ieHTaM 3amponoHyBalUd OLIHUTH
3a M'STUOAJLHOIO IIKaJA0l0 piBeHb 0COOHCTOI
6e3neKky y NpONOHOBAHOMY BiZimoBifHOMY mepe-
JIiKy, le B OAWH 6aj1 OLiHIOEThCA BiA4yTTS MiHi-
MaJIbHOI 6€e3IeKH, a B I’'ATh 6aJIiB — MaKCUMaJlb-
Hoi 6e3neku. /[BoMa, TpbOMa, YOTHpPMa HaslaMy,
BiZINOBIAHO B iEpapXiYHOMY NOPALKY, OLIiHIOBAJIU
NPOMIXKHY IHTEHCUBHICTb BiUyTTS BJIacHOI 6e3-
neky. [HTerpajibHUN MOKa3HUK OCOOHMCTOI 6e3-
NeKU BU3HAYalH fIK CYMYy OLIiHOK Cy6’'€KTHUBHOTO
BiUyTTS BJlacHOI 6e3MeKU B MOJAHUX OKPEMUX
chbepax KUTTEAIANbHOCTI. MiHiMa/IbHe 3HAUYEeHHS
iHTerpasbHOro MOKa3HHWKAa 0COOMCTOI Oe3neKku
CTAaHOBUTH 12 6aJsiB, MakcuMaJsibHe - 60.

3MIHHI, FKi ollepaluioHaNi3ylTbCd y CTaTTi:
He3aJieXXHi - NposiB CYOGKJIHIYHUX PUC OCOOU-
crocTi (mcuxonatii, HapUUCU3My, MaKeBiaizaMy);
3a/IeXHi — piBeHb CYy6'€KTUBHOTO BiA4yTTs 6e3-
MEeKHU.

OpeaHizayisa docaiddcenHs. 36ip emii-
PUYHUX JAaHUX BifgdyBaBcsa BmnpogoBxk 2020-
2021 pokiB y 14 ob6nactax Ykpainu. PesyabraTtu
JOCJIiPDKeHHs], siIKi BUKOPUCTAHO B I[ill CTaTTi,
MICTSITh NMOKAa3HUKHU iHTerpajbHol Ta AudepeH-
LiHoBaHOI ICUXO0JIOTiYHOI 6e3IeKH 0COOHCTOCTI
(disuyHoOi, cekcyasbHOI, TeHJepHOI, CiMeHHO],
TEepUTOpiaJbHOI, IPOLIOBOI, peJliriiiHoi, AepxKaB-
HOI, MOJIITUYHOI, coljiasibHOI, MPOAOBOJIbLYO], 6i3-
HECOBOI XUTTEBUX cdep), a TAaKOXK MOKA3HUKHU
CXWJIBHOCTi 0COOGMCTOCTi /10 MPOsBiB Takux cyo6-
KJIHIYHUX pHUC, AK MakKeBiali3M, HapLUCU3M
Ta [ICUXOMATif.

[IpouenypHo JocaipPKeHHSI NPOBOJAUJIOCH 3a
JOIIOMOTrOI0 PO3NOBCIO/PKEHHS ONUTYBaJbHUKIB
y coLiaJIbHUX MepeXaX, Ki XapaKTepU3yTbCs
PI3HOMAHITHICTIO KOPUCTYBayiB 3a CTaTTIo,
BiKOM, COLlia/IbHUM CTaTyCOM Ta MicLeM MpOXU-
BaHH#A (Zhuravlova, et al.,, 2022).

Cmamucmu4yHe  aHai3y8aHHA.  AHali3
Ta IHTeplpeTalid pe3yJbTaTiB [AOCJIIIKEHHH
3/liliCHEeHO 3 BUKOPHUCTAHHSAM TEOPETUYHUX
METOJIB Ta MeTOJIB MaTeMaTU4YHO-CTaTUCTHY-
Hoi 06po6KHU AaHUX. OCHOBHUMU TE€OPETUUHHUMU
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was structurally differentiated according to four
categories. It is based on the phenomenological
(meaningful) specificity of the respondents’
feelings of safety/danger (Hu et al, 2018; Kim
et al., 2020). The first three groups (categories)
include, emotional, cognitive and behavioral
associations, respectively. The fourth group
includes all associations that did not correspond to
the phenomenological content of the first three.

A comparative analysis of the structural
components of the psycholinguistic models
of danger for the respondents with high indicators
of subclinical personality traits made it possible
to establish the presence of statistically significant
difference between the subjective associative
images of danger for “machiavellianists”,
“narcissists” and “psychopaths” (Tabl. 1).

The first largest set of associations for the stim-
ulus word “danger” was made up of concepts/phe-
nomena belonging to the cognitive group. Cognitive
series of subjective associative images of “narcis-
sists”, “machiavellians” and “psychopaths” accounted
for more than half of the total number of their asso-
ciations (52.43%, 51.19%, 50.99%, respectively).

It was established that a rather significant
part of the associations can be attributed to
the “emotional” group for “machiavellians”,
“narcissists” and “psychopaths” (20.27%, 21.77%
and 34.63%, respectively).

It was determined that “machiavellians”,
“narcissists” and “psychopaths” also associate
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MeToJaMH OyJu aHasli3, CHHTEe3, MOPiBHSHHS,
kJacudikanis. CepeJl METOiB MaTeMaTUYHO-CTa-
THUCTUYHOI OGPOGKH pe3yJIbTATiB AOC/iMKEeHHS
OCHOBHHUMH OyJIM TakKi: 0GYHCJIEHHSI KPUTEPI0
KyToBOro nepetBopeHHs1 QDimepa, U-KpuTepiro
MaHHa-YiTHI /11 ABOX He3aJIeXXHUX BHOIpOK,
H-xputepito Kpackena-Yosnica gisa K Hezanex-
HUX BHUOGiIpoK. CTaTUCTUYHA 0O6po6Ka pe3yJbTa-
TiB JloCJiAKeHHS 3/[iiCHEHO 3a J0IIOMOTOI0 MPOo-
rpamu SPSS 23.0 Ta sineHsoBaHoi miaatdopMu
ArcGIS Pro.

PesysbTaTH

3 MeTol0 pemnpeseHTalili Cy6'€EKTUBHUX IICH-
XOJIIHTBICTUYHUX MoJieJied He6e3NeKH ocio, 110
MaloTh SICKpaBO BUPaXKeHi CyOKJIiHIYHI pucH, gKi
JiarHOCTOBaHi 3a [0NOMOrOI ONUTYBaJbHUKA
“Dark Core”, mogamMo pe3yJibTaTU KOHTEHT-aHa-
JIi3y CYKyNmHOCTeH ixX acolialliii Ha cJ1I0BO-CTUMYJI
“Hebe3Mneka”. YCIO CYKYIHICTb aconialiil ycix pec-
NOH/IEHTIB OY/I0 CTPYKTYypHO AvdepeHniiioBaHO
BiMOBiAHO /10 YOTUPbLOX KaTeropi. B ocHoOBy
CTPYKTYypHOI audepeHUianii noknajgeHo ¢eHo-
MEeHOJIOTiYHy (3MicTOBHY) crHenudiky BigdyT-
TiB 6e3neku/Hebe3neku (Hu et al.,, 2018; Kim et
al, 2020) pecroHaeHTaMu. Y mepuri TPU TPynu
(kaTeropii) BigHeceHO, BiANOBiAHO, eMOILiiiHi,
KOTHITHBHI Ta MOBeAiHKOBI acomiarii. /lo 4det-
BepPTOI IPynHu BijjHeCEHO BCi acoujianii, AKi He Bij-
noBizjasin peHOMEHOJIOTIYHOMY 3MICTy MepIInX
TPBOX.

[TopiBHSIJIbHUM aHa/i3 CTPYKTYPHUX KOMIIO-
HEHTIB IICUXOJIIHIBiCTUYHHUX MoJieslel Hebe3IeKH

Table 1. Characteristics of representations about personal danger (%)
Ta6smmua 1. XapakTepucTHKa YABJIEHb PO 0cobucTy Hebe3neky (%)

Structural components of the psycholinguistic model
Subclinical personality traits CTPYKTYpHi KOMIHOHEHTH NCUXOJIIHIBiCTUYHOI MoAeJ1i
CyO6KIIiHIYHI prCH 0COGUCTOCTI Cognitive Emotional Behavioral D
KorsHiTuBHi Emouiiini INoBeAiHKOBI
Machiavellianism 51.19 22.27 22.36 418
MakeBias1izaM
Narcissism 5243 21.77 21.42 438
Hapuyucusm
Psychopathy 50.99 34.63 10.51 3.87
[Icuxonaris
(p*
(Machiavellianism/Psychopathy) 5.274 3.371 1.115* 397
(Makesiasni3m/Ilcuxonaris)
(p*
(Narcissism/Psychopathy) 5.187 1.104* 1.109* 327
(Hapuwncusm/Ilcuxonarisi)

Note: CD - cannot be determined; * - meaning is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).

[Ipumitka: CD - HEMOXKJIMBO BU3HAYUTH ; * — piBeHb 3Hauy10CTi .05 (4BOCTOPOHHIH).

et ay

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0
International (CC BY 4.0)

insight.stateuniversity.ks.ua

ISSN 2663-970X
101



INSIGHT

The Prvckaokogicsl D nsions
oof Saciety P

e
Loty

personal danger with behavior, activity,
and readiness to act (22.36%, 21.42%
and 10.51%, respectively). There is also a small
part of associations that are difficult to separate
into groups or attribute to an already existing
one, for example, “ignorance”, “food availability”
and others. Such associations make up for
4.18% of “machiavellians”, 4.38% of “narcissists”
and 3.87% of “psychopaths”.

It is important that there are differences in
the representations of certain associations in
the respondents with expressed and unexpressed
manifestations of subclinical personality traits.
The number of behavioral associations in people
with high indicators of psychopathy is lower,
compared to the number of similar associations
for “machiavellians” and “narcissists” (respectively,
10.51%,22.36%and21.42%).Thedifferencebetween
the behavioral characteristics of the psycholinguistic
danger models of “psychopaths”, “machiavellianists”
and “narcissists” are statistically significant (p <
.05). Obviously, the difference in the ideas assigned
to the “behavioral” group is due to the peculiarities
ofthe personal traits of people with high psychopathy
(low anxiety, fearlessness). There is also a significant
difference between the associative (nonlinear
mode of thought) series of emotional associations
in subjects with a high level of psychopathy
and narcissism (p <.05).

Presence of certain features in the indicators
of the expressiveness of the personal constructs
of the “Dark Triad” and the subjective feeling
of personal integral safety was established (Tabl. 2).

It was found that the average value
of the integral safety level is quite high and is M
= 40.90 (with min = 12 points, max = 60 points);
the median and the mode have the same values
(Me = 43.00 and Mo = 43.00, respectively),
and the standard deviation is SD = 10.12. The
average indicator of the “Dark Triad” also has
arelatively high value of M =9.78 (at min = 4 points,
max = 20 points); the median and the mode are
not significantly different (Me = 10.00 and Mo
= 9.00, respectively), SD = 2.54. A K-S test was
also applied to the sample, which showed that
the indicators of the integral level of safety
and the dark triad, although not corresponding
to a normal distribution (p =.093 and p = .101,
respectively), nevertheless approached it.
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PEecCIlOH/IeHTIB i3 BUCOKMMU NOKa3HUKaMHU CyO-
KJIIHIYHUX PUC OCOBUCTOCTI A03BOJIUB yCTaHO-
BUTU HAABHICTb CTAaTUCTUYHO 3HAYYyLIUMX BiJ-
MiHHOCTEH MiX CYy6'€KTUBHHUMH acol[iaTUBHUMU
o6pa3amu HebGe3neku “MakeBiasicTiB” , “Hapiu-
ciB” Ta “ncuxomnatiB” (Tab6.1. 1).

[lepmy HalbiibLIy CYKYNHICTH acoujianii Ha
CJI0BO-CTUMYJ “Hebe3neka” CKJIaJU MHOHATTs/
dbeHOMeHH, SIKi HaJlexKaTh [0 KOTHITUBHOI IPyIIy.
KorHiTMBHI HU3KM CYG'€KTMBHUX acOliaTUBHUX
o6paziB “HapuuciB”, “mMakeBiasicTiB“ Ta “ncuxo-
naTiB” ckJiasu Gijiblile TOJIOBUHU 3arajabHOI Kijb-
KoCTi iX acouianiit (BigznosigHo, 52.43%, 51.19%,
50.99%).

YcTaHOBJIEHO, L0 JOCUTb 3HAayHy YacCTHUHY
acouiani “makeBiajictiB” , “HapiuciB” Ta “ncu-
XomnaTiB” MOXHa BiJHECTHU 10 Tpynu “eMouiiiHi”
(BizmoBiaHo, 20.27 %, 21.77 % Ta 34.63 %).

Byno BuU3HaueHo, 10 “MakeBiajsicTu” , “Hap-
pucu” i “ncuxomaTH” TaKOX acOLilOIOTb 0CO-
OUCTy Hebe3NeKy 3 NOBEJiHKOI, aKTUBHICTIO,
roTOBHICTIO iiTH (BignoBigHO, 22.36 %, 21.42 %
i10.51 %). IcHye Takox He3HaUYHa YaCTUHA acoLli-
anii, gKi CKJIaAHO BUJIIJIUTH B OKpeMYy rpymny abo
BiZiHeCTH /10 B>Ke HAasIBHOI, HANPUKJIaJ, “He06i3Ha-
HicTp”, “DKa” Ta iHi. Y “mMakeBiasicTiB” Taki aco-
nianii ckyaagawTh 4.18 %, y “HapuuciB” - 4.38 %
Ta y “ncuxonaris” - 3.87 %.

BaxxyiuBoO, 1110 iCHYIOTH Bi/MIHHOCTI B pemnpe-
3eHTalliiXx MeBHUX acolialliil y pecnoHJEeHTIB
3 BUpaKEHUMH Ta HeBUPAKEHHMH MpOsiBaMH
cyOkJiHiYHUX puc ocobucrocti. KinbkicTb
NOBeAiHKOBUX acoljalii y el i3 BUCOKUMU
MOKa3HUKaMHU IICUXONATII € HUKYOI0, IOPIBHAHO
3 YMCJIOM NOJi6HUX acolialiil y “makeBiajictiB”
Ta “HapuuciB” (BiamosigHo, 10.51 %, 22.36 %
Ta 21.42 %). BigMinHocTi Mik mOBeiHKOBUMU
XapaKTepUCTUKAMU IICUXOJIIHTBICTUYHUX MOJe-
Jel Hebe3snexku “ncuxomnartiB’, “MakeBiasicTiB”
i “HapuuciB” € cTaTUCTUYHO 3HAUYYyUUMHU (p <.05).
BoueBuAb, BiIMIHHICTD B ysIBJIEHHSIX, BiJHECEHUX
Jlo Tpynu “noBeJliHKOBUX’, 3yMOBJIEHA OCO6JIU-
BOCTSIMHU OCOOMCTICHUX PUC JoJlel i3 BUCOKUMU
MOKa3HUKAMU ICUX0MNaTii (HU3bKa TPUBOXKHICTD,
6e3cTpauHicTb). Takok icHye 3HayHa BiAMiH-
HicTb MiXK aconiaTUBHMMM HHU3KaMH eMOI[iHHUX
aconjanid y AOCHAi)KyBaHUX i3 BUCOKUM piBHEM
ncuxomnatii Ta Hapuucusmy (p <.05).

KoHcTaTOoBaHO HasiBHICTb NEBHUX 0COOGJIM-
BOCTEM y MOKAa3HHWKAaX BUPAXKEHOCTI 0COOHUCTIC-
HUX KOHCTPYKTIB “TeMHOI Tpiaau” Ta cy6'eKTUB-
HOT'0 BilYyTTs1 0COOUCTOI iHTerpajbHOI 6e3MneKu

(Tabu. 2).
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Table 2. Indexes of descriptive statistics
Ta6unga 2. [loka3HUKU ONMMMCOBUX CTATUCTUK

Statistics
CraTUCTHKa
The meaning
Integrated p
level of safety of t,}-lrei adD.?rk
IHTerpanbHuit 3HAYeHHS
6piBem’ “TeMHOI
e3MneKu "
Tpiagu
valid 574 574
N Banigue
Bubipka | Missing
. 0 0
BincyTHe
Mean (M)
Cepeane (M) 40.90 9.78
Median (Me)
Meiana (Me) 43.00 10.00
Mode (Mo)
Moya (Mo) 43.00 9.00
Std. Deviation (SD)
CTaHjapTHe Bigxu- 10.12 2.54
JieHHs (SD)
Variance (d)
Jincnepcis (d) 102.39 6.44
Minimum (min) 12.00 4.00
MinimanbHe (min)
Maximum (max) 60.00 20.00
MakcumasibHe (max)

The calculation of the Mann-Whitney U-test
was applied for two independent samples to
determine the difference in the subjective feeling
of personal safety of the respondents with
different levels/values of indicators (low, medium
and high) of the personal constructs of the “Dark
Triad” (Tabl. 3). Quantitative analysis does not
allow us to assert the existence of statistically
significant  difference = between  subjective
experiences of a sense of safety in the subjects
with low, medium and high levels of subclinical
personality traits (p =.473; p=.517; p=.715).

No differences were found (H = 1.635; p = .441)
when quantitatively analyzing the peculiarities
of experiencing an integral subjective level of safety
by the subjects with high (min=15, max =20 points),
medium (min = 9, max = 14 points) and low
(min = 4, max = 8 points) levels of manifestations
of the “Dark Triad” traits. Therefore, the calculation
ofthe Kruskal-Wallis test fork-independentsamples
was applied separately to each of the twelve spheres
of life (physical, sexual, gender, family, territorial,
financial, religious, national, political, social, food
supply, and business), which the subjects evaluated
according to level of safety/danger (Tabl. 4).

et ay
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3’'scoBaHO, 10 CcepefHE 3HA4YeHHs iHTe-
rpajibHOTO piBHA 6€3MeKU € JOCUTb BHUCOKHUM
Ta ctaHoBUTh M = 40.90 (mpu min = 12 6auis,
max =60 6aJiB); MeJliaHa Ta MO/jJa MalOTh OJJHAKOBI
3navyeHHsA (Me =43.00 Ta Mo = 43.00 BignmoBigHO),
ctangapTHe BiaxuseHHs1 SD = 10.12. Cepeaniit
noka3HUK “TeMHOI Tpiagu” TaKoX Ma€ BiJHOCHO
BHCOKe 3HaueHHA M = 9.78 (mpu min = 4 6asy,
max = 20 6asiB); MeZiiaHa Ta MoJja He 3HAYHO Bij-
pisHsAOTHCA (BignoBigHo, Me=10.00TaMo0=9.00),
cTaHzapTHe BiaxuaeHHsa SD = 2.54. /lo BUbGipku
TakoX OyB 3acTocoBaHUM K-S TecT, sKkui 3acBij-
YHMB, L0 MOKAa3HUKU iHTerpajabHOro piBHA 6e3-
MeKd Ta TeMHOI Tpiaju, xouya ¥ He Bijmosiga-
I0Tb HOpPMaJIbHOMY po3mojiny (BigmosigHo,
p =.093 Ta p =.101), npoTe HAGJAMKAIOTHLCA 0
HbOTO.

Jlnga BU3HaAYeHHS BiIMiHHOCTeH y CYy6'EKTHB-
HUX BiIUyTTAX 0COOHUCTOI 6e3NeKU peCIOHEeHTIB
i3 pisHMMH piBHAAMU/BeJUUMHAMH TOKA3HUKIB
(HU3bKUM, cepe/iHiM Ta BUCOKHUM) OCOOHCTICHUX
KOHCTPYKTiB “TeMHOI Tpiagu” 6ysi0 3aCTOCOBAaHO
o6paxyBaHHs U-kpuTepito MaHHa-YiTHI aus
JIBOX He3aJIeXXKHUX BUOiIpok (TabJ. 3). KinbkicHuM
aHaJi3 He [03BOJISIE CTBEP/AXKYBaTH NpPO HasB-
HICTb CTAaTUCTUYHO 3HauyylIUX BiAMiIHHOCTEHN
MK CyO'€KTHBHUMM MEPEXUBAHHAMU MOYYTTH
6e3neKu y JOoCaiPKyBaHUX i3 HU3bKUM, CEpeIHIM
Ta BHUCOKUM piBHEM NpOSIBY CyOKJIHIUHHUX pHUC
ocobucrtocti (p=.473; p=.517; p=.715).

KinbkicHo aHani3yro4ud o0co6JUBOCTI mepe-
)KUBaHHSl IHTerpaJlbHOr0 CyO'€EKTUBHOIO piBHA
6e3neKu JOoCIiP)KyBaHUMHU 3 BUCOKUM (min = 15,
max=_206aniB),cepenHim (min=9,max=14 6aiB)
Ta HU3bKUM (min = 4, max = 8 6asiB) piBHAMU
nposiBiB puc “TemHoi Tpiagu”, BigMiHHOCTEH
BUsBJeHO He 6yso (H = 1.635; p = .441). Tomy
OyJ10 3acTOCOBAaHO o6paxyBaHHsA Kputepito Kpa-
cKeJia-YoJtica /1151 K-He3aexHUX BUOIPOK OKpeMo
10 KO>KHOI i3 iBaHaauATH cep KUTTA (PizudHOi,
CeKCyasJbHOi, TreHJAepHoi, ciMellHOi, TepuTopi-
anbHOi, ¢iHaHCOBOI, peJiriiiHoi, HalioOHa/JbHOI,
MOJIITUYHOI, collia/IbHOI, MPOA0BOJIbLYOI Ta Oi3He-
COBOI), IKy AOCJi[IKyBaHi OLliHIOBa/IM 3a piBHEM
6e3mneYHOCTi/Heb6e3nedHOoCTi (TabJ. 4).

3’scoBaHoO, 1[0 iCHYIOTh BiAMIHHOCTI Mepexu-
BaHHs 6e3MeKU y pisHUX chepax > KUTTS LOCTiIKY-
BaHUMHU 3 BUCOKHUM, CepeJHiM Ta HU3bKUM DpiB-
HeM MPOSIBy TEMHUX PUC O0COOUCTOCTI. 3HAUyILi
BiAMiHHOCTi 6yJi0 3HAUJeHO Yy COPUUHATTI 6e3-
Ne4yHol0/Hebe3NeYHO0 NOMITUYHY chepy KUTTHA
(H=6.871; p=.032). Takox BUsIBJIEHO HE3HAU Y
TeH/leHIIil BiAMIHHOTO CIPUUHATTS 6e3Me4yHo/

ISSN 2663-970X
103



Zhuravlova Larysa Petrivna

l N S l (:l H T Lytvynchuk Alla Ivanivna

Ther Prychiodogical [Nmenxions -
o Society B Grechukha Iryna Anatoliivna
Lt

o Bedny Inna Semenivna

Table 3. Features of integral safety of the respondents with high, medium and low indexes of the “Dark Triad”
(Mann-Whitney U-Criterion)

Ta6auna 3. Oco6IMBOCTI iHTerpasibHOr0 6e3MneKu peClnoHeHTIB i3 BUCOKUMHU, CEpeIHIMU Ta HU3bKUMU
nokaszHukamu “TemHoi Tpiaau” (U-Kputepiit MaHHa YiTHi)

Statistics
CTaTUCTUKA JOCTiJKEeHb
Integral level of psychological safety
IHTerpajbHMI piBeHb IICUXO0JIOTIYHOI 6€3NMeKHU
Mann-Whitney U
U-Kpurepiit MaHHa 1072.50 3908.50 20419.00
YiTHi
Wilcoxon W
W Kpurepiit 1325.50 4161.50 95497.00
YinkcoHa
Asymp. Sig. (2-tailed)
PiBeHb 3Hauy10CTi 473 517 .715
.05 (gBOCTOpPOHHIN).

b. Grouping Variable:

a. Grouping Variable: Low and high levels of Medium and high levels of ¢. Grouping Variable: Medium

and low levels of manifestation

manifestation of “Dark Triad” manifestation of “Dark Triad” of “Dark Triad”
a. Hu3pKkuii Ta BUCOKMH piBeHb NPOSABY b. CepenHiii Ta BUCOKHI - N
« e, . « - c. CepesiHiil Ta HU3bKUH PiBEHD
TemHuoi Tpiagu piBeHb nposBy “TeMHOI « e,
Tpiagy” nposBy “TeMHol Tpiagu

Table 4. Differences in assessments of the safety of spheres of life by the respondents with different levels
of manifestations of subclinical personality traits (Kruskal-Wallis H-criterion)

Ta6smns 4. BinminHOCTI B o1jiHKax 6e3neku chep )KUTTSA peCIOHAEHTaMH 3 PiISHUMHU piBHSIMU NPOsIBiB
cy6kJ1iHiYHuX puc ocobuctocTi (H-kpuTepiit Kpackesa-Youica)

Statistics
CTraTHCTHKa AOCTiA)KeHb
Spheres of life
Cdepu xuTTA
)
&
- g o
=, o] z g =X
Lol - = o c | SE| 58| 28| = T = & g 2| » g
8| SE E 52 2| 58|88 _535 E5| 2|38 |=s| &8
“E| 85| RE| SL| ES | x| S | BME| S| EE| 83| 88| E¢
L] > 0 3 B s g 8 = = © S« == = o = = S = £ ° 70+
S| f6|“F| 5|28 | 55| 5|25 |28 | 28|35 &8
g3 S = ClEal =8| Fa < = = 2| P
S o ) o= =
T} 3
=
=
Kruskal-
Wallis H
H-kpurepiit | 1.635 | .016 | 968 | .674 | .822 | .562 | 3934 | .783 | 482 | 6.871 | 2482 | .109 | 1.821
Kpackena-
Yonica
Degrees of
Freedom (df) |, 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Crtynesi cBo-
6ozu (df)
Asymp. Sig.
AcumnT. 441 | 992 | .616 | .714 | .663 | .755 | .140 | .676 | .786 | .032* | .289 | .947 | .402
3HauyulicTh

Note: * - Asymp. Sig. is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed).
[IpumiTka: * - acHMOTOTUYHA 3HAYYILicTh Ha piBHi .05 (JBOCTOpPOHHS).
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It was found that there is a difference in
the experience of safety in various spheres of life
among the subjects with a high, medium and low
level of manifestation of dark personality traits.
Significant difference was found in the perception
of safety/danger in political sphere of life (H
= 6.871; p = .032). Insignificant tendencies
of different perceptions of safe/unsafe financial
(H = 3.934; p = .140) and social (H = 2.482; p
= .289) spheres of life were also revealed. No
significant difference was found in other spheres
of life. The least significant difference was found
in the physical (H = .016; p = .992) and food
availability (H =.109; p =.947) spheres.

Discussion

The study of the relationship between
subclinical personality traits and psychological
safety is the subject of active scientific research.
Correlation ofpsychological safetyattheworkplace
and subclinical personality traits were determined
according to moderated mediation (Bani-Melhem
et al,, 2019), in particular. It was found that there
are features of the subjective sense of psychological
safety in relation to the leadership positions
of individuals with manifestations of subclinical
psychopathy (Erkutlu et al, 2019). Moreover,
the study of security and happiness in relation
to the dark triad made it possible to establish
certain features that correspond to some extent to
the results of our research: the respondents feel
less happy and safe if they have tendency towards
the manifestation of subclinical traits (Jonason et
al,, 2019). Studies that testify to the peculiarities
of perceiving the surrounding environment as
painful or less safe according to the manifestation
of subclinical personality traits are also significant
(Jonason et al, 2020). Research by Jotanson
and Sherman showed that neuroticism, as well as
the presence of subclinical personality traits, are
related to the adequacy of perceiving a situation
as more or less safe (Jonason et al., 2020).

According to the results of the content
analysis, difference was found in the associative
series of “machiavellianists”,  “narcissists”
and “psychopaths”. More than half
of the associations in all three groups are cognitive
images. Respondents interpret and rationalize
situations and circumstances that may pose
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HebGe3mneuHoto ¢inaHcoBy (H = 3.934; p = .140)
Ta coujanbny (H = 2.482; p =.289) cdepu *KUTTS.
B iHmux chepax xKUTTA 3HAUYLUUX BiAMIHHOCTEN
BUsIBJIEHO He 6ysio. HaiiMeHm 3Hauyuii BigMiH-
HocTi BusiBurcsa y ¢pisnuniit (H =.016; p =.992)
Ta npoaoBosibdilt (H =.109; p =.947) chepax.

Juckycis

JlocaigxeHHs 3B’S13Ky CyOKJIIHIYHHUX PUC 0CO-
OGUCTOCTI Ta ICUXOJIOTiYHOI 6e3MeKHU € IpeAMeTOM
aKTUBHOI'O HayKOBOTO IOILIYKY, 30KpeMa, Oy/au
BU3HAYEHI KOPEJSTH ICUX0JIOriYHOI 6e3MeKu Ha
po6odoMy Miclli Ta CyOK/IIHIYHUX PHUC OCOBUCTO-
CTI BiANOBIZHO 4O MOZEPOBAHOro NocCepeHUL-
TBa (Bani-Melhem et al,, 2019). BusnaueHo, 1o
iCHylI0Tb 0COGJHMBOCTI CY6'EKTUBHOIO BiUyTTA
MICHUXOJIOTIYHOI 6e3MeKd BiJHOCHO JIiIepChbKUX
no3ullil 0COGUCTOCTI 3 MposiBaMU CyOKJIiHIYHOT
pucu ncuxonatii (Erkutlu et al., 2019) Takox
JoC/iKeHHs1 6e3IeKH Ta LACTsl CTOCOBHO TeM-
HoOi Tpiagu A,03BOJIMJIM BCTAHOBUTHU NEBHI 0C006-
JIMBOCTI, AAKi NEeBHOI0 MipOl0 IepeKJUKAKTbCA
3 pe3yJbTaTaM{ HAIIOTr0 JOCJiJKeHHs: pecloH-
JleHTU [OoYyBalOTbCs MeHUI 1AacJUBO i 6e3MeyHo,
SIKIIO0 YV HUX iCHYIOTb TeHJIeHLii 10 nposiBy cy6-
kJiHiuHUX puc (Jonason et al., 2019) Takox 3Ha-
YYIUMU € JOCJTI/PKeHHS, IKi CBiluaTh NMpPo 0co6-
JIUBOCTI CIpUHAMaHHS HaBKOJIMLIHbOTO OTOYEHHHA
6i/1b Y1 MeHII 6e3MeYHUM BiJINOBIIHO /10 MPOSBY
CyOkJiHIYHUX puUc ocobucTocTi. (Jonason et al.,
2020). Jocnimxenna MoxancoHn i lllepmaH moka-
3aJi4, L0 HEeBPOTHUYHICTb, a TaKOX HAABHICTb
CyOKJIIHIYHUX pHUC 0COOUCTOCTI MOB’sI3aHi 3 aJleK-
BaTHICTIO CIPUMHATTS cUTYyalil GiJbII YU MEHII
6e3neyHoto (Jonason et al.,, 2020).

3a pesysbTaTaMU KOHTEHT-aHaJi3y KOHCTa-
TOBAHO BiJAMIHHOCTI cepej, acoLiaTUBHOI HU3KHU
“makeBiasictiB”, “HapuuciB” i “ncuxomatTiB”.
Binbiie mosoBUHM aconjanid y BCiX TpbOX Ipy-
nax CKJaJalTh KOTHITUBHI o06pa3u. Pecrnos-
JEeHTHU OCMUCIKITH i palioHali3yloTh cUuTyaLil
Ta 06CTAaBUHU, IKi MOXKYTb CTAHOBUTH HEGE3MEKY
IJI IXHBOTO »KUTTA. OcobucTa Hebe3IeKa acolli-
I0EThCA 3 pisHUMU cumyayiamu (“kaTacTpoda” ,
“xBopo6a” , “roson” , “BTparTa xkuTTa” , “BiliHA” ,
“3paga” Tomo), seuwamu (“BoroHs” , “noxexa” ,
“moBiHB” TOIO), 06'€ekmamu Hcueoi ma Hexcugoi
npupodu (“smii” , “mammHu” , “Bipyc” , “depBoHa
MUTOT/IMBA JlaMIloyka” Touo), cmaHamu (“3aHe-
nokoeHHs” , “3arineHinHa” , “BTpara 370poB's”
TOIL0).

[I'aTy yacTuHy acoujauiil “mMakeBiajicTiB” |,
“HapuuciB” i “mcuxomaTiB” 6yJio BijHECEHO [0
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a danger to their lives. Personal danger is
associated with various situations (“disaster”,
“disease”, “famine”, “loss of life”, “war”, “betrayal”,
etc.), phenomena (“shooting”, “fire”, “flood”, etc.),
objects of animate and inanimate nature (“snakes”,

» o«

“cars”, “virus”, “red flashing light bulb”, etc.), states
(“anxiety”, “numbness”, “loss of health”, etc.).

A fifth of the associations of “machiavellians”,
“narcissists” and “psychopaths” was assigned
to the “emotional” group. Subjective images
of personal danger clearly have an affective
color: “fear”, “despair”, “panic”, “horror”, etc. All
the emotions associated with the experiences
of anxious states (“despair”, “threat”, etc.) are
particularly and vividly revealed.

Another fifth part among the associative series
consists of images that connect personal danger
with behavior. Behavioral associations mostly
describe a sudden reaction to danger (“run’,

» o«

“extinguish the fire”, “cry”, etc.), as well as separate
sensations (“hear”, “pain”, etc.).

A separate group was made up of associations
that were not allocated to any of the groups
(“ignorance”, “food supply” and others). Obviously,
such associative images require a further study.

Qualitative comparative analysis
of  phenomenological characteristics in
the representation of certain associations in
the respondents with expressed and unexpressed
manifestations of subclinical personality traits
is also important. Emotional coldness towards
the Other, a low level of empathy, alienation
of “psychopaths”is “compensated” by ahigherlevel
of emotions of their subjective images of personal
feeling of danger, compared to “machiavellians”
and “narcissists”. Thus, people with a high level
of psychopathy associate the situation of danger
with cognitive and emotional characteristics
and practically exclude behavioral activity.
In individuals with high machiavellianism
and narcissism, subjective images of danger
are dominated by cognitive characteristics,
which cover more than half of the associations.
Groups of emotional and behavioral associations
cover approximately the same number of signs
and make up about a quarter of all subjective
images of danger. In general, respondents
with pronounced manifestations of subclinical
personality traits tend to interpret and rationalize
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rpynu “emoniiHi”. Cy6'ekTUBHI 06pa3u ocobu-
cTol HebGe3NeKU OJJHO3HAUYHO MalOTb adpeKTHBHE
3abapBJjeHHs: “‘cTpax”, “po3nayd”, “nmaHika”, “xax”
TOIL0. 30KpeMa, ICKPaBO BUABJAKTLCA BCi eMo-
1ii, iKi MOB'sI3aHi 3 NepeXXUBaHHAMHU TPUBOKHUX
cTaHiB (“po3mnay”, “3arposa” Too).

[1e I’ATY YacTUHY cepef acol,iaTUBHOI HU3KU
CKJIaJIaloTh 00pa3u, sKi MOB'I3yIOTb OCOOUCTY
Hebe3MneKky 3 mnoBeJliHkow. [loBefiHKOBI acoi-
anii 3/e6i/MbIIOT0 ONUCYIOTh PANTOBY peaklilo
Ha He6e3neky (“6irtu”, “racutu”, “maav” Touyo),
a TakoX okpeMi BiguyTTs (“uyTn”, “6iap” TOWIO).

OkpeMy rpyny ckJjJaJju acoljiallii, ki He 6yau
BU/liJIEHI B K0/JIHY 3 rpyn (“Heobi3HaHicTh” , “Dka”
Ta iHwi). O4eBUAHO, Taki acoliaTUBHi 06pa3u
noTpebyIOTh OKpeMOoro MNoJaJjblIoro JA0JaTKo-
BOTO BUBYEHHS.

TakoX BaXKJIMBUM € SIKICHUM MOPiIBHAJBHUU
aHasiz  ¢$eHOMEeHOJIOTIYHUX  XapaKTEPUCTHUK
ypenpeseHTaliAXNeBHUXaCoLiallily pecCHOH/EeH-
TiB i3 BUpa>K€HUMU Ta HEBUPAXXEHUMU IPOABAMU
cybkJiHIYHUX puc ocobucTocTi. EMoriiiHa xos10.-
HiCTb A0 [HIIOr0, HU3bKUM pPiBEHb eMIaTil, Big4y-
KeHiCcTh “mcuxomnaTiB” “KOMIEHCYETbCA” OGibIl
BUCOKOI0 eMOIiMHICTI0 IX CYyO'€EKTUBHUX 06pasiB
ocobucmoi HebGe3leku, MOPiBHAHO 3 “MakiaBe-
Jicramu” Ta “Hapuucamu”. TakuM 4YHUHOM, JIIOU
3 BUCOKUM piBHEM ICUXOMNATii NOB'A3YIOTh CUTYa-
LIil0 He6e3MeKH 3 KOTHITUBHHUMHU Ta eMOLiHHUMH
XapaKTepUCTUKAMHM | NMPaKTUYHO BUKJIKYAIOTh
MOBE/[IHKOBY aKTUBHICTb. B 0ci6 i3 BHCOKHMU
[MOKa3HUKaMM MakiaBesi3My Ta HapLUCU3MY
B Cy0’€KTHBHUX 06pa3ax Hebe3NeKd NepeBaXka-
I0Th KOTHITUBHI XapaKTEePUCTHUKY, Ki 06iliMaloTh
Gisbllle MOJIOBMHU aconjaniil. [pynu eMouiiiHux
Ta MOBEJIHKOBUX acoliallii OXONJIIKTh MNpHU-
6JIM3HO OJTHAKOBY KiJIbKICTh O3HAK i CK/IaJlal0Th
6i/1s1 YyeTBepPTOI YaCTUHMU BCiX CYy6'€EKTUBHUX 06pa-
3iB HeGe3neKH. 3arajioM peclioHZeHTH 3 BUpaXKe-
HUMU NPOSIBAMU CYOKJ/IIHIYHUX PUC 0COOUCTOCTI
CXWJIbHI OCMUCJIOBATH i paljioHai3yBaTH CUTYa-
1ii Ta 06CTaBUHY, IKi MOXKYTb CTAHOBUTU Hebe3-
NeKy AJ15 IXHbOTO KU TTH.

Cnig 3a3HauuTH, IO acolianii, gIKi cToATh
Ha MepIIMX MO3UIfAAX Ta 3HAXOAAThCS HIOU Ha
noBepxHi i Aki € HaMOGiAbII yCBimOMJIEHUMU
pecrnoH/ieHTaMy, IepeBaXHO HaJlexaTb [0
rpyn “korHiTuBHUx” Ta ‘“eMouiiinux”. “IloBe-
JNiHKOBI” XapaKTEPUCTUKHU CTOCYIOTbCS acolli-
alif, 1o HajJeXXaTb A0 6i/bll IVIMOMHHHUX, MifJ-
CBiJOMHX BHUCJOBJIIOBaHb Ta 3yCTPIiYalOTbCA Ha
4-5 nosuuisx. Taki pe3y/abTaTU NeperykyrTbCs
i3 JOoCHiIKeHHSIMH CXWJIBHOCTI 0CO6HCTOCTeH
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situations and circumstances that may pose
a danger to their lives.

It should be noted that the associations that
stand in the first positions and are on the surface
and which are the most aware by respondents,
mostly belong to the “cognitive” and “emotional”
groups. “Behavioral” characteristics refer to
associations that belong to deeper, subconscious
expressions and are found in 4-5 positions. Such
results resonate with studies of the tendency
ofindividualswithvividmanifestationofsubclinical
traits to situational risky behavior (Crysel et al,,
2013; Maneiro et al., 2020): since risky behavior is
a typical means of achieving short-term successes
in social interaction, it is not perceived as a source
of danger.

In addition, it was determined that
respondents with different levels of subjective
sense of psychological safety do not differ in
the tendency to manifest destructive personality
traits. Similar data were obtained in the study
of susceptibility to manipulative influence as
a subclinical trait (Litvinchuk, 2022).

The analysis of the difference in the experience
of safety in various spheres of life by subjects with
a high, medium and low level of manifestation
of dark personality traits showed significant
difference in the perception of a safe/dangerous
political sphere of life, in particular. Significant
difference was found in the perception of the level
of security in the political sphere of life (H =
6.871; p = .032) by individuals with borderline
(subclinical) indicators of the constructs
of the “Dark Triad” and indicators of the norm.
Tendencies towards a differentiated sense of safety
in the financial (H = 3.934; p = .140) and social
(H = 2.482; p = .289) spheres of life, depending
on the degree of expression of the subclinical
features of the “Dark Triad” were also revealed.
The least significant difference was found in
safety assessments in the physical (H = .016;
p = .992) and food availability (H = .109; p =
.947) areas. We assume that this is related to
the essential characteristics of the “Dark Triad”, as
they are manifested in their orientation towards
the desire for power, manipulation of others
and the use of others in their needs and the ability
to control them, which to some extent reveals
their orientation to the political sphere of their
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i3 sickpaBUMH NpOsSIBaMU CYOKJIHIYHUX PHUC [0
CUTyaTUBHOI pu3nkoBoi mnoBefiiHku (Crysel et
al, 2013; Maneiro et al., 2020): ockinbku pusu-
KOBa I0Be/[iHKa € TUIIOBUM 3aC000M O0CATHEHHSA
KOPOTKOYAaCHUX YCHiXiB y collia/ibHiA B3aEMOJ|I,
TO BOHA He CIHpPUIMAETbCA fIK [pKepeJso Hebes-
IEeKHU.

Okpim ToOro, 6y/10 BU3HAYEHO, 10 Y pPeCHoH-
JIEHTIB 3 pi3HUM piBHEM CY6'EKTUBHOIO Bi[UyTTS
MICHUXOJIOTIYHOI Ge3MeKu He MNPOC/iJKOBYIOThCS
BiiMiHHOCTEN y CXUJIBHOCTI 0 NPOABY JeCTPyK-
THUBHUX pUC 0cobUcTOCTi. CX0xi AaHi 6ynu oTpU-
MaHi y JOC/HiP>KeHH] CXUJIBHOCTI 0 MaHINyJIATUB-
HOTO0 BILJIUBY, 1K CyOKJIiHIYHOI prcH (JIMTBUHUYK,
2022).

AHaniz BigMiHHOCTEH mnepeXMBaHHS 6e3-
NeKd y pisHUX chepax KUTTA [0CAIIKYBAaHUMU
3 BUCOKHUM, CepeJHiM Ta HU3bKUM piBHEM Ipo-
sIBy TEMHHX PUC 0COGUCTOCTi MOKa3aB 3Hauylli
BiAMiHHOCTI camMe y chnpudHATTI 6Ge3nedHolo/
Heb6e3IMevHOI0 MOJMITUYHY cHepy KUTTA. JHAYYILI
BiAMiHHOCTI 6y/10 3HANI/IEHO ¥ CIPUMUHSATTI piBHA
Ge3neku B noJiTuuHin chepi xkutTta (H = 6.871;
p =.032) ocob6amu 3 MeKOBUMH (CyOKJIiIHIYHUMU)
NMOKa3HUKAMHU KOHCTPYKTiB “TemHoi Tpiaau”
Ta NMOKa3HWKaMU HOPMHU. TaKoX BUSABJIEHO TeH-
JeHii g0 fudepeHIiioBaHOTO Bi[YyTTA 6e3MeKU
y dinaHcoBi# (H = 3.934; p =.140) Ta couianbHiit
(H = 2.482; p =.289) chepax KUTTS 3a7€KHO Bij
Mipu BUpaXeHOCTi cyOkJiHiuHUX puc “TemHoi
Tpiagu”. HaliMeH 3Hauymi BiiMiHHOCTI BUSB-
JIEHO B olliHKax 6e3mneku y ¢isuyHiil (H = .016;
p =.992) Ta npogoBoabyiéi (H =.109; p = .947)
coepax. [Ipunyckaemo, 1o 1je NOB’3aHO i3 CyT-
HiCHUMM XapakTepuctukamu “TemHoi Tpiaau”,
OCKIJIbKU BOHM BUABJAKTBLCA B OpieHTanii Ha
NpardeHHd BJaJ U, MaHinyadanii iHIMMMU Ta BUKO-
PUCTAHHI OTOYYIOYHX Y CBOIX MOTPebax Ta MOXK-
JIMBICTI0O KepyBaTW HHWMHM, 10 IEBHOX Mipolo
BUSABJISIE IX Opi€HTAlil0 Ha MNOJITUYHY cdepy
CBOTO XUTTA K HaliMeHII 3axXHUIleHY, OCKiJbKH
BOHA € JAJis HUX TPUTepPHO. 3HAYYIIUX BigMiH-
HOCTeM B OI[iHKaX 6e3MeKU CeKCcyaibHOI, reH/iep-
HOI, CiMelHOi, TepUTOpiaJIbHOI, peJiriiHoil, Halji-
OHaJ/IbHOI Ta 6i3HecoBOI cdhepax KUTT BUSBJIEHO
He 6yJI0.

BHUCHOBKH

1. EMnipu4Ha cTpyKTypHO-deHOMeHoIoriYHa
IICUXOJIIHIBiCTUYHA MOJe/b Hebe3NeKH JIIAUHHU
(cy6’ekTUBHMX acoljaTUBHUX 06pas3iB Ha cJio-
BO-CTUMYJ “Hebe3sneka”’) Mae TPUKOMIIOHEHTHY
CTPYKTypy. BUOKpeMJieHO eMOLiliHI, KOTHITUBHI
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lives as the least protected because it is a trigger
for them. No significant difference was found in
assessments of sexual, gender, family, territorial,
religious, national and business safety.

Conclusions

1. The empirical structural-phenomenological
psycholinguistic model of feeling of danger
(subjective associative images of the stimulus word
“danger”) has a three-component structure. The
emotional, cognitive and behavioral components
of the model are singled out. There are differences
in the psycholinguistic models of the danger
for persons with pronounced and unexpressed
manifestations of subclinical personality traits. For
psycholinguistic models of the danger for people
with high indicators of all personal constructs
of the dark triad, the advantage of intellectual
(cognitive) characteristics of psychological danger,
compared to emotional and behavioral ones, is
common. The associative series of emotional
andbehavioralcharacteristicsofthepsycholinguistic
models of the danger for “machiavellians”
and “narcissists” are almost the same. There is
a significant difference in the psycholinguistic
models of the danger for people with high
psychopathy score: they have significantly fewer
(p=.05) behavioral characteristics compared to
the models of “machiavellianists” and “narcissists”,
and significantly more emotional characteristics
(p=<.05) compared to the model for “narcissists”.

There is a difference between
the surface (conscious) and deep (subconscious)
phenomenological characteristics of the subjective
associative images of the danger for the individual.
In conscious psycholinguistic models of danger,
cognitive and emotional characteristics dominate,
and in subconscious ones - behavioral ones.

2. It was established that the average value
of the integral level of personal safety for
Ukrainian citizens in the conditions of the Covid-
19 pandemic is quite high and is M = 40.9 points
(atmin =12 points, max = 60 points). Respondents
with differentlevels of subjective sense of personal
safety did not demonstrate significant difference
between the indicators of the “Dark Triad”
personal constructs.

The degree of expression of the subclinical
features of the “Dark Triad” personality is
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Ta NOBEAIHKOBI KOMIIOHEHTH MoJeJi. ICHyroTb
BiIMIHHOCTI B MCHUXOJIIHTBICTUYHUX MOJeJIsAX
Hebe3neku 0cCi6 3 BUpaXKeHUMH Ta HeBUpaxe-
HUMU NPOsSIBAMU CyOKJIHIYHUX PUC 0COOGUCTOCTI.
[ NCUXOMIHIBICTUYHUX MoJesiell Hebe3neku
JiIoflell 3 BUCOKMMM TOKa3HUKaMM BCiX ocobu-
CTICHUX KOHCTPYKTIB Te€MHOI TpiaZjU CHiJIbHUM
€ IlepeBara iHTeJeKTyaJbHUX (KOTHITUBHHUX)
XapaKTepUCTUK  MCUXOJIOTIYHOI  Hebe3meky,
MOPIBHAHO 3 eMOLiMHHUMU Ta NOBELiHKOBHUMHU.
AconiaTUBHI HU3KH eMOIiMHUX Ta NOBEAIHKO-
BUX XapaKTePUCTUK ICUXOJiHIBICTUYHUX MoOJe-
Jel HebGe3mnekd “MakeBiasicTiB” Ta “Hapuucip”
€ Mailke ofHaKoBUMU. [lOCTOBipHiI BiIMIHHOCTI
MarTb IICHUXOJIIHIBICTUYHI Mogesi Hebe3NeKH
JI0Jed i3 BUCOKMMU MOKa3HHWKAMM IICUXONATIl:
y HUX A0CcTOBipHO MeHIe (p<.05) noBeJiHKOBUX
XapaKTepUCTUK, NOPiBHAHO 3 MoJe/sIMU “MakKe-
BiasicTiB” Ta “HapiuciB” , a eMOLiHUX — AOCTO-
BipHO Oinbiie (p<.05) MOpiBHAAHO 3 MO/IEJLIIO
“HapnuciB” .

[cHylOTh BigMiHHOCTI MiXX NOBepXHEBHUMU
(ycBimomsieHMMH) Ta TJIMOMHHUMU (MiJCBifO-
MUMU) GEeHOMEHOJIOTIYHUMU XapaKTepPUCTUKAMU
Cy6'EKTUBHHUX acoIlliaTUBHUX 006pa3iB Hebe3meKu
ocobucrocTi. B ycBijoMIeHUX MCUXOMIHIBiCTUY-
HUX MO/JIeJIsIX He6e3NneK: AOMIHYIOTh KOTHITUBHI
Ta eMOLiHI XapaKTepUCTUKY, a B MiJCBIJOMUX —
MOBe/liHKOBI.

2. YcTaHOBJIEHO, 10 Cepe/lHE 3HAYEHHS iHTe-
rpajlbHOTO pPiBHS 0COGUCTOI Ge3neKu rpoMajsH
Ykpainu B ymoBax nanzeMii Covid-19 € zocutb
BUCOKUM Ta CTaHOBUTb M = 40.9 6aniB (npu
min = 12 6asniB, max = 60 6asiB). Y pecnonjeH-
TiB 3 pi3HUM piBHEM CyG'€EKTHBHOTrO BiUyTTH
0CObOUCTOI Ge3MeKu He BUSBJEHO JOCTOBIpHUX
BiAMiHHOCTEel MiXX MOKa3HUMKaMHU OCOOMCTICHHX
KOHCTPYKTiB “TeMHoi Tpiagu” .

Mipa BupakeHOCTi CyOKJiHIYHUX PHUC 0COOU-
crocti “TeMHoi Tpiasin” € HEOJTHO3HAYHO B3AaEMO-
noB’si3aHoI0 3 ii BiAYyTTAM oco6GucToi Ge3neku
B pi3HUX cepax KUTTEAIANBHOCTI. ICHYIOTh 3Ha-
YyyIii BiAMIHHOCTI Mi>X TOKa3HUKAMU Cy0'€KTUB-
HOTO BiJ4yTTSA 0COOGUCTOI 6e3MeKU y MOJITUUHIN
cdepi )UTTA 0cib, ki MarOTh pi3Hi piBHI (BUCo-
KU, cepe/IHill Ta HU3bKUI) NPOSIBY TEMHUX PUC
ocobucrocti. TenaeHuil go agudepeHniioBaHOTO
BiuyTTs 6e3meKH, 3aj7eKHO BiJl Mipu BUpaxe-
HocTi cybkuiHiyHux puc “TemHol Tpiaau”, cmo-
crepiraemo y ¢iHaHCOBINM Ta conjasbHIN chepax
KUTTA. HaliMeHm 3Hauymi BigMiHHOCTI 6ys10
BUSIBJIEHO B OLjiHKax 6e3neku y ¢pisuuHil Ta npo-
JloBoJibdil cdepax. He 6y/10 BUsIBIIEHO 3HAYYILIUX

HY
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ambiguously interrelated with its sense
of personal safety in various spheres of life. There
is a significant difference between indicators
of the subjective feeling of personal safety in
the political sphere of life for persons who
have different levels (high, medium and low)
of the manifestation of dark personality traits.
Tendencies towards a differentiated sense
of safety, depending on the degree of expression
of the subclinical features of the “Dark Triad”,
are observed in the financial and social spheres
of life. The least significant difference was found
in safety assessment in the physical and food
availability domains. No significant difference was
found in the evaluation of safety in sexual, gender,
family, territorial, religious, national and business
spheres of life.
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