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Pouib cyzkeHb peTpoCneKTHBHOI BIIeBHEHOCTI B IPUHHATTI TPyNOBUX pillleHb
CTYy/IeHTaMH

ENG: The role of retrospective confidence judgments in students’ group decisions

ComjanibHa B3a€EMOJISI Ta MeTamaM ATTEBI HPOLECH MOYadd JOCHIIKYBAaTUCh BITHOCHO
HeZaBHO. TeopeTHuHOI OCHOBOIO JJISl HALLIOTO JNOCHIIKEHHS cTanu fociypkeHHs Kopsra, Mapani ,
@ininca, Ta 06araThOX IHIIMX JOCHIJHUKIB METAaKOTHITUBHOI cdepu mncuxiku. Takox Oyio
BUKOPHUCTAHO JOCHIKeHHs] KoMaHiHoi ciiBrpani rpaBuiB «1lo? J1e? Komu?» [lotamosa. ['osioBHOIO
METOI0 HAIlOr0 EKCIEPUMEHTAIbHOTO JOCHIDKEHHST Oyiao 3’4CcyBaTH, YU € BIAMIHHOCTI MDK
Cy/UKeHHSIMU peTpocnekTuBHOI BrieBHeHOCTI (RCJ) mixg yac B3aeMonii y rpyni Ta 1HAWBIAYaJIbHUMHU
CYDKEHHSIMH.

Cymxkenns perpocnektuBHOi BrieBHeHOCTI (RCJ — retrospective confidence judjments) natotsb
MOJXKJIMBICTh JIOCHITHUKY (PIKCyBaTH BIEBHEHICTHh IHAMBIAA y pIINICHH], $iKke BiH HpuUiHAB. BoHuU
B110OpakaloTh BJIaCHE CYO €KTUBHE CTABJICHHS JIIOJWHU JI0 PEe3yJbTaTy MPUUHATOrO pIlIeHHS.
Butbmiicte Takux CyKeHb € palioHaJIbHUMH, ajie He 3aBXKIU 00 €KTUBHUMU Y€pe3 JI0JAaTKOBUI BILIMB
PI3HUX CTUMYIIIB.

[lcuxiaTpuuHi AociaiykeHHs y cdepl po3iaaiB  JOTTYHUX MPOLECIB IMOKa3alId, 110 Ha
HeHWpoDI310J0TIYHOMY PIBHI IIeH TPOIEC MOSICHIOETHCSI TUM, IO Ha MICII MONepeAHiX 30y/IKeHb Ta
JOMIHAHT Y KOpl T'OJIOBHOTO MO3KYy BHUHHUKA€ HOBE, SIKE IMOIIMPIOETHCS MO THX K€ NUISIHKAX, 1€ 1
npuiimManiocst pimeHHs. TomorpamMu MO3KYy B TakKMX BHMaJIKkax (IKCYIOTh J0JAaTKOBI JpKepesa
30y/mKeHHS B JIOOHMX AUISHKaX Kopu. Ilpu ouinmi pimeHHs y nepudepiiiHii HEpBOBIM cucTeMi
MPOCTIIKOBYETHCSI NI€BHE TaJIbMyBaHHs, SIK 1 MpU OyAb-IKOMY MeETaKOTHITUBHOMY Ipoueci. Lle
BUKJIUKA€ TEBHY Iay3y B 30BHIIHIA MNOBEIIHI IHAWBIAA, LIO CBIIYUTH MPO IHTENEKTYyaJbHY
JISUIbHICT B MOMEHT cymkeHb. ( Dr Justin Marley on February 24, 2009)

[IpoTe, BapTO 3a3HAYUTH, IO KUIBKICTh JOJATKOBUX CTUMYJIB 3HAYHO 3MIHIOE DIBEHBb
PETPOCHEKTUBHOI BIEBHEHOCTI Yy NPUUHATOMY pilieHHI. J(0oJaTKoBl CTUMYNIHM B HPOLEC OLIHKH
MPUMHATOrO pe3ysibTaTy MOXYTh SIK MOTIPUIMTH, TaK 1 MOKPAIIMTHU BJIACHY BIEBHEHICTh 1HIUBIJA.
3ailBUM CTUMYJIOM MOXe OYyTH, HallpuKiIaj, IPyNnoBa JyMKa, Y BUMAJKY AKIIO PILICHHS NMPUHAMAETbCA
KOJIEKTUBHO. Y BHUNAJKY X IHIMBIIyaJlbHOTO PIIIEHHS BEJMKY pOJIb BIAIIpa€ BJIaCHA BIEBHEHICTb
1HAMBIIa Y KOMIIETEHTHOCTI HOTO Y TUTaHHI, SIKE BUPIIIYBAJIOCH.

Hocnimxenns CMita Ha MaBHax pe3ycax IMOKas3ald, IO PILICHHS NMPUHMAlOTh 3a OJHIEIO 1
TIEI0 K CXEMOI0, aje KUIbKICTh 3yCWJb, 3aTPAau€HHUX Ha aHajii3, MDK JIIOJUHOIO 1 MaBIOI 3HAYHO
BIIPI3HAIOTHCA. 3 LOTO MOKHA MPUIYCTUTH, 1110 IHTYITUBHUM aCTEKT B BUMAJIKY IPUUHSTTS PILICHHS
CHpaLbOBYE MEPIINM, JIUIIE MICJIS HhOTO BUHUKA€E aHAJI3 YCIX JeTajiel, uo OyJiu MpUCyTHI B Mpoleci
OPUMHATTS pilleHHs. bBUIbIIICTh Cy/DKEHb NP0 MUCIMHHEBUN IpPOLEC € aHANITUYHUMH, TOMY
noTpeOyIOTh NMEBHOI 3aTPUMKHU. [HTYITHBHI pillICHHS HaBIIaKH, HE NOTPEOYIOTh TaKUX 3aTpaT vacy Ta
eHeprii, ToMy 1 cy/pKeHHs perpocnekTuBHO1 BrieBHEHOCTI (RCJ) € Ounbln 1OCTOBIPHUMEU, OCKUTBKU B
JIOJMHY HEe BUHMKaIIO 3aiiBux ctuMydaiB.( J Gen Psychol. 2005 Apr;132(2):165-86.)

30BHILIHE CEPEOBUIIE TaKOX BIIIrpae pojb Yy BIEBHEHOCTI IHAMBIAA NpPO HpPUHHSITE
pimieHHsa. Tak rpymna MoXy BIUIMBATH Ha KOJKHOTO OKpPEMOro ii ydacHHKa, abo OAMH JIZiep MOXKeE
3MIHIOBaTH BIIEBHEHICTh IHIIMX. |HAMBIAYyanbH1 K CY[)KEHHS MEHILE MIJJIal0ThCs BIUIMBY 30BHILNIHIX
(bakTopis.

['pyna cTBoproe cy0’€KTUBHUI BIUIMB Ha KOXKHOT'O YYacHHUKa, ajie caMe IrpyrnoBa JASUIbHICTh €
OUIBII pe3yJbTaTUBHOIO, Ha BIAMIHY BiJl 1HIMBIyallbHOI. SIKIIO Cy0’€KTUBHUMN pe3ysbTaT, MPUNHATHX



y Tpymi pillieHb, CIIBMNAJA€ 3 00 €KTUBHOIO PEAJIbHICTIO (IIPABHJIBHOIO BIIMOBIAJI0), TO TpyHoBa
JISUTbHICTD BBXKAETHCS YCIIIIHOIO 1 11€ BIAOOPaXKAETHCS HA CYIXKEHHSAX PETPOCIIEKTUBHOI BIIEBHEHOCT1
(RCJ) koxHOro ydyacHuka.

BaxxnuBuM acrnekToM CymKeHb PEeTPOCHEKTHBHOI BIEBHEHOCTI YYACHUKIB KOJIEKTUBY €
BIIEBHEHICTh Jiepa. Came Jifep, Ha SKOro Jsrae BiANOBINAIBHICTh 32 MPUNUHATE TPYNOI0 PINICHHS
CTBOPIOE BIIXWJIEHHSI y BIEBHEHOCTI KOJIEKTHUBY. SIKIIO BIEBHEHICTh Jifepa y MPaBUIbHOCTI
MPUMHATOrO PILIEHHS € BUCOKOIO, TO Y JIIOJEH, s SIKUX BiH € aBTOPUTETOM, BIEBHEHICTh Yy
MPUMHATOMY pillIeHH1 3pocTe. SIKII0 piB€Hb BIEBHEHOCTI JIifiepa y NPUHHATOMY IpYIOIO PIIICHHI €
HU3bKUM, TO BIIEBHEHICTh KOXKHOTO OKPEMOT0 YYaCHHMKA Ipymnu OyJie 3HUKYBATUCA, 3 YMOBU SIKILO HE
icHye anprepHatuBd. Konm »x Taka ajbTepHaTHBa ICHYE, TO BIIEBHEHICTh IPO NpPUNHATE B TpyIi
pILIEHHS PO3AUISETHCS. 3a MOMKJIMBOCTI aJbTEPHATUBHOIO pE3yJbTaTy BUHUKAE CYMHIB Y
MIPaBUJIBHOCTI BUOOPY, 1110 MPOCIIIAKOBYETHCS HA METAKOTHITUBHOMY PIBHI.

Pe3ynbratu Cy/K€Hb PpETPOCHEKTHBHOI BIIEBHEHOCTI y BHUOOpI MDK JIeKUIbKOMa
IbTEPHATUBHUMHU PILICHHSIMH € PI3HUMU. 32 YMOBH, L0 NPABUIBHUM € TUIbKU OJHE PILLIEHHS, JIOAH,
0 MIATPUMYIOTh albTEPHATUBHUN IO TPUUHATOTO BapiaHT MOXYTh MAaTH BIIMIHHHM, BiJ
«0(IiHOTO» piBEHb PeTPOCNeKTUBHOI BrieBHEHOCTI. (Brain Inj. 2001 Jun;15(6):469-87)

Cymxenns perpocnektuBHoi BrneBHeHOCTI (RCJ ) sk B rpymi, Tak 1 B IHAUBIAYaJIbHOMY
BUIIAJIKaX MOXKYTb BIIPI3HATHUCS, aj€ caM IPOLEC OI[IHIOBAaHHS CBO€l BIEBHEHOCTI IHIUBIIAMHU €
MEePCOHAJIBHUM. 3aJe’KHO BiJ 30BHIMIHIX Ta BHYTPIUIHIX CTUMYIIB, pPE3yJIbTaTHUBHOCTL, JOCBiNY,
0CO0JIMBOCTEI HEPBOBOT CUCTEMU Ta IHIIUX (PAKTOPIB AKICTh TAKUX CYIKEHb MOYKE BIIPI3HATHUCH.

Jlis Hamoro JIOCHIKEHHS MM BHUKOPHUCTAU YK€ c(QOpMOBaHy COLIalbHY Ipyly, sKa
PEryNsipHO BHpINIYE psJl TUIIOBUX 3aBJaHb PI3HOTO 3MicTy — komaHay rpasuiB y «l{o? Jle? Komu?».
BinnoBigHO cTUMYNIBHUM MaTtepiajioM JUid HUX OyJI0 BUKOPUCTAHO MaKeT 3alluTaHb, SKUH CKJIagaBcs 3
36 3anuTaHb PI3HOTO XapaKTepy Ta CKIATHOCTI (CyO’€KTUBHY CKJIAJHICTh 3alUTaHb PECIOHJEHTH
TaKoX Biq3Havanu). BinmoBigHO 171 MOpPIBHSIHHA Oyso cpOpMOBAHO KOHTPOJBHY IpyIy, sIKa TEXK
CKJajanacs 3 rpaBLIB, ajieé 3 PI3HUX KOMaHJ. 3aBAaHHSM JUIsi 000X Ipyl PECHOHJAEHTIB Oylo Aatu
BI/IMOB1/Ib HA 36 3anUTaHb, MaloYu | XBHJIMHY HAa 0OTOBOPEHHS (11 KoMaHau) ad0 00 xyMyBaHHS (I
iHauBinyanbHux). Ilicnms nporo ixHs BinnmoBiAb (ikcyBajacsi 1 BOHM IO3Ha4yalu CBI pIBEHb
BIIEBHEHOCTI B TOMY, 1[0 BOHU Jlaji NpaBuibHy Bianosias (RCJ).

CXO0X1 AOCHIIKEHHS yXKe MPOBOAWINCH, ajle 3 MEHILIOIO KUIbKICTIO 00’ €KTIB B3a€EMO/IIT y IpyMi
Ta IHIIUM CTUMYJIbHUM MatepianoM. (Asher Koriat). BinnoBigHo g0 pesynbraTiB nocnimkeHs Kopsita
MU TPUITYCKAEMO, 110 CYJDKEHHS PETPOCHEKTUBHOI y TPYNOBIA B3aeMonii OyayTh BHULIMMH HDK B
THAVBITyaTbHIH.

Omxe, crnupar4uch Ha JOCIDKEHHS Cy[KeHb perpocnekTuBHOi BrneBHeHOCTI (RCJ) mu
CHpoOYy€EMO €KCHEPUMEHTAIbHO 3’ SICYBaTH BIAMIHHOCTI Y Cy0’€KTUBHIN BIIEBHEHOCTI YYaCHUKIB IPYIU
3aJIEIKHO BiJ] CKJIQHOCT1 CTUMYJIIB Ta CTAHY COIIAJIbBHOT MDKOCOOHMCTICHOT B3a€MOII1.
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