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Annotation. The use of a constitutional approach makes it possible to study the individual characteristics of the organism at
various levels. To harmonize various aspects of the constitution, the principle of integrity is used, which is characterized by
multidimensionality, complexity and the study of the peculiarities of correlations. The purpose of the study is to establish and analyze
the features of correlations between anthropo-somatotypological indicators and indicators of personality characteristics of practically
healthy Ukrainian women of endomosomorphic somatotype. From the database of materials of the research center of National Pirogov
Memorial Medical University, Vinnytsya selected primary indicators of personality traits and anthropo-somatotypological indicators of
22 practically healthy Ukrainian women of the first mature age of endomosomorphic somatotype. The analysis of correlations between
these indicators was performed in the licensed package "Statistica 6.1" using the non-parametric Spearman's method. In women of
endomosomorphic somatotype, the following multiple reliable and medium-strength unreliable connections were established: direct
(r = from 0.30 to 0.59) index on the Eysenck insincerity scale with all indicators of the width of the distal epiphyses (WDE) of the
extremities, most skin folds thicknesses (TSFF) of the upper extremity, endo- and mesomorphic components of the somatotype and
fat and bone indicators of the component composition of body weight; direct (r = from 0.34 to 0.56) Eysenck extraversion-introversion
index with most transverse torso dimensions; direct (r = from 0.32 to 0.53) Spielberger personal anxiety index with almost half of the
cephalometric parameters and torso size and most pelvic size; direct (r = from 0.30 to 0.64) Shmishek stunt type accentuation index
with body weight, half longitudinal, circumferential dimensions and TSFF indicators, endomorphic component of somatotype and fat
and muscle indicators of body mass component composition; inverse (r = from -0.32 to -0.47) Shmishek emotional character
accentuation index with all longitudinal dimensions, half of the indicators of WDE of the extremities, most indicators of TSFF of the
upper extremity and bone index of the component composition of body weight; inverse (r = from -0.31 to -0.45) Shmishek anxiety type
accentuation index with the majority of extremities and TSFF indicators, endo- and mesomorphic components of somatotype and fat
and bone indicators of body weight component composition; inverse (r = from -0.46 to -0.63) indicator of accentuation of the character
of the demonstrative type according to Shmishek with the majority of indicators of TSFF of the upper extremity; direct (r = from 0.31 to
0.61) Shmishek excitatory character accentuation index with most longitudinal dimensions, upper extremity WDE, almost half of
TSFF, endomorphic somatotype component and all indicators of body weight component composition; inverse (r = from -0.30 to -0.40)
Shmishek dysthymic character accentuation index with half of longitudinal dimensions, ectomorphic component of somatotype and
bone index of body mass component composition; inverse (r = -0.30 to -0.75), indicators of the level of subjective control in the field
of achievement and family relations according to Rotter with half the girth, half the transverse dimensions of the torso and pelvis and
muscle component of body weight; direct (r = from 0.34 to 0.61) indicators of the level of subjective control in the field of failures and
educational (professional) relations according to Rotter with most longitudinal dimensions, WDE of the upper extremities (only with the
level of subjective control in the field of educational (professional) relations) and bone index of the component composition of body
weight. As a result of quantitative analysis of reliable and unreliable average correlations of personality indicators with anthropo-
somatotypological indicators of women of endomosomorphic somatotype, the highest relative percentage of relationships between:
leading typological characteristics of temperament according to Eysenck and WDE extremities; psychodynamic features of personality
according to Spielberger and cephalometric indicators and transverse dimensions of the body; indicators of severity and features of
accentuated personality traits according to Shmishek and longitudinal body size, WDE limbs and TSFF; indicators of the level of
subjective control over Rotter and the longitudinal dimensions of the body and WDE of the extremities.

Keywords: indicators of personality traits, features of body structure and size, practically healthy women of endomosomorphic
somatotype, correlations.

Introduction

Typological features of the nervous system are
characterized by the stability of the manifestation. The
constancy of the manifestation of typological features is
explained by their genetic conditionality [16, 18]. There are
a number of studies on the relationship of various mental
processes with body types. It has been proved, for example,
that ectomorphs are less sociable, timider, unfriendly,
unhappy, but have better taste sensitivity, learn languages

better, read better and have a greater vocabulary.
Mesomorphs are more active, energetic, have a greater
reserve of physical strength, have a good orientation in
space, but learn languages worse and have less
vocabulary. Endomorphs are characterized, above all, by
sociability and cheerfulness, a great display of feelings,
but much less enduring than the other two types [8-10]. Of
course, it is possible that the greatest connection between
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body structure and mental characteristics is manifested in
behavioral traits [14, 15].

Based on the concept of the organism as a whole, the
hypothesis of the existence of certain constitutional types,
differing in the organization and interaction of different levels
of the organism, is quite adequate. In this regard, of
particular interest is the relationship between body
constitution, sensory systems and neurodynamics. The
latter acts as a link between biological subsystems.

The purpose of the study is to establish and analyze the
features of correlations between anthropo-
somatotypological indicators and indicators of personality
characteristics of practically healthy Ukrainian women of
endomosomorphic somatotype.

Materials and methods

Primary personality indicators and anthropo-
somatotypological indicators of practically healthy Ukrainian
women of endo-mesomorphic somatotype (n=22) aged
21 to 35 years were selected from the database of materials
of the research center National Pirogov Memorial Medical
University, Vinnytsya.

With the help of personality questionnaires [5-7, 11, 13,
17] the study of individual-personal properties of the
organism was carried out.

The evaluation of the leading typological characteristics
of temperament according to Eysenck G. included the
definition (score): indicator on the scale of extraversion-
introversion (AZ_E), indicator on the scale of neuroticism
(AZ_N) and indicator on the scale of insincerity (AZ_L).

Determination of psychodynamic personality traits by
C. D. Spielberger in the modification of Y. L. Khanin included
the definition (score): situational (reactive) anxiety (SP_ST)
and personal anxiety (SP_LT).

Assessment of the severity and features of accentuated
personality traits by G. Shmishek included the definition
(scor.): indicator of accentuation of character of hyperthymic
type (SH_G), indicator of accentuation of character of stuck
type (SH_Z), indicator of accentuation of character of
emotional type (SH_EM), indicator of character
accentuation (SH_P), anxiety type accentuation index
(SH_T), cyclothymic type character accentuation index
(SH_C), demonstrative type character accentuation index
(SH_DM), excitatory type character accentuation index
(SH_V), dysthymic type character accentuation index (SH_T)
character accentuations of the exalted type (SH_EK).

Determination of the components of internality by J.
Rotter in the modification of E. F. Bazhin, S. O. Golinkina
and O. M. Etkind included the definition (stan): the indicator
of the scale of general internality of the level of subjective
control (USK_1), the level of subjective control in the field of
achievements (USK_2), the indicator of the level of
subjective control in the field of failures (USK_3), the
indicator of the level of subjective control in the field of family
relations (USK_4), the indicator of the level of subjective
control in the field of educational (professional) relations

(USK_5), the indicator of the level of subjective control in
the field of interpersonal relations (USK_6) and the
indicator of the level of subjective control in the field of health
and disease (USK_7).

Anthropometric survey according to V. V. Bunak [3]
included determination of: head size (cm) - girth (OB_GL),
maximum length (B_DL_GL), smallest width (N_SH_GL),
mandibular width (SH_N_CH), sagittal arch (SAG_DUG) ,
maximum width (B_SH_GL) and face width (SH_LICA);
body weight (kg) (W); longitudinal body dimensions (cm) -
length (H), height of the upper thoracic point (ATND), height
of the pubic point (ATL), height of the acromial point (ATPL),
height of the finger point (ATP) and height of the acetabulum
(ATV); width of the distal epiphyses (WDE) of the long
tubular bones of the limbs (cm) - shoulder (EPPL), forearm
(EPPR); thighs (EPB) and shins (EPG); body circumference
(cm) - shoulder in a tense state (OBPL,), shoulder in a
relaxed state (OBPL,), forearm in the upper part (OBPR),
forearm in the lower part (OBPR,), thighs (OBB), shins in
the upper part (OBG,), lower legs (OBG,), neck (OBSH),
waist (OBT), thighs (OBBB), hands (OBK), feet (OBS), chest
on inspiration (OBGK1), chest on exhalation (OBGK,) and
chest with calm breathing (OBGK3); transverse dimensions
(cm) - transverse mid-thoracic (PSG), transverse lower-
thoracic (PNG), anterior-posterior chest size (SGK) and
shoulder width (ACR), interspinous distance (SPIN),
intercristal distance (CRIS), intertrochanteric distance
(TROCH) and only in women, superficial conjugates
(CONJ); thickness of skin and fat folds (TSFF) (mm) - on
the back surface of the shoulder (GZPL), on the front
surface of the shoulder (GPPL), on the forearm (GPR),
under the shoulder blade (GL), on the chest (GGR), on the
abdomen (GG), on the side (GB), on the thigh (GBD) and
on the shin (GGL).

Somatotype, calculated according to the scheme of J.
Carter and B. Heath [4]. It included definitions in points:
endomorphic component (FX), mesomorphic component
(MX) and ectomorphic component (LX).

Fat (DM), bone (OM) and muscle (MM) components of
body weight (kg) were determined by the formulas of J.
Matiegka [12]; in addition, the muscle component of body
weight (MA) - according to the method of the American
Institute of Nutrition (AIN) [19].

The analysis of correlations between indicators of
personality traits and indicators of body structure and size
was performed in the licensed package "Statistica 6.1"
using the non-parametric Spearman's method.

Results. Discussion

Table 1 presents the results of correlations between
the leading typological characteristics of temperament
according to Eysenck and psychodynamic features of
personality according to Spielberger with indicators of body
structure and size of practically healthy Ukrainian women
of endomosomorphic somatotype.

Table 2 presents the results of correlations between

ISSN 1817-7883

elSSN 2522-9354 2021, T. 25, Ne2

“BicHuk BiHHUYbKO20 HayioHa/lbHO20 MeOU4YHO20 yHigepcumemy”,

221



Correlations of anthropo-somatotypological indicators with indicators of personality traits of practically healthy...

Table 1. Correlations of the leading typological characteristics of

Continuation of table 1.

temperament_according t(_) Eysenck :?\nd psychody_namic features Characteristics of Psychodynamic
of personality according to Spielberger with anthropo- Body parameters temperament features of personality
somatotypological indicators of practically healthy women of endo- el AznN] Az L sp ST sP LT
mesomorphic somatotype (n=21-22). — — — - —
TROCH 020 | -0.08 | 0.16 -0.01 0.41
Characteristics of Psychodynamic
Body parameters temperament features of personality CONJ -0.11 0.16 0.14 -0.11 0.42
AZE | AZN | AZ L SP_ST SP_LT GZPL -0.01 0.22 0.39 -0.11 -0.04
OB_GL 000 | 032 | -0.29 0.40 GPPL 014 | 017 | 037 0.05 0.04
B_DL_GL 026 | 001 | -0.16 0.30 0.24 GPR 0.06 006 | 0.26 -0.13 -0.16
N_SH_GL 0.07 | 015 | -017 0.00 0.10 GL 0.03 008 | 037 -0.06 0.20
SH_N_CH 0.08 | 025 | -0.06 -0.03 i GGR 002 | 019 | 0.14 -0.26 -0.26
SAG_DUG 012 | -011 | 0.16 0.40 0.07 GG 0.12 | -0.01 | 029 -0.40 0.06
B_SH_GL 0.26 | 009 | -0.18 0.04 0.26 GB 0.07 | 000 | 022 -0.36 -0.02
SH_LICA 0.24 -E 0.00 - GBD 025 | -0.24 | 0.07 -0.06 -0.24
W 0.07 | 006 | 022 0.11 0.28 GGL 020 | -0.06 | 0.23 -0.06 -0.08
H 034 | 005 | 007 0.09 0.05 FX 0.13 | 015 | 0.39 -0.20 0.06
ATND 0.35 | -008 | 0.25 -0.03 0.10 MX 0.07 | -0.29 [ 040 034 -0.23
ATL 0.23 | -013 | 0.02 0.22 0.11 LX 0.23 0.01 | 021 -0.03 -0.35
ATPL 020 | 006 | 024 -0.03 0.22 MM 012 | -005 [ 013 0.00 0.28
ATP 011 | -014 | 030 013 -0.07 OM 010 | -0.15 | 040 -0.28 -0.20
ATV 0.01 | -032 | 0.05 0.22 -0.07 DM 006 | 000 | 034 -0.13 -0.05
EPPL 015 | -0.10 | 035 -0.16 -0.26 MA 022 | -014 ] 015 -0.18 0.09
EPPR 0.03 013 0.09 011 Notes: here and in the following tables, red background - reliable
strong direct correlations; magenta background - reliable medium-
EPB 0.07 | -023 | 032 -0.40 -0.22 strength direct correlations; yellow background - unreliable
EPG 0.27 o1 0.29 0.06 medium-strength direct correlations; green background - unreliable
medium-strength feedback correlations.
OBPL, 019 | 000 | 0.36 -0.20 0.22 ) ) o )
the leading typological characteristics of temperament in
OBPL, 021 | 002 | 023 -0.26 0.23 . . .
severity and features of accentuated personality traits
OBPR, 001 | 001 [ 029 | -005 0.26 according to Shmishek with indicators of body structure
OBPR, 0.04 | 002 | 033 -0.01 0.11 and size of practically healthy Ukrainian women of
OBB 006 | -006 | 003 0.08 017 endomosomorphic somatotype.
0BG, 008 | 019 | oo 011 o1l Taple 3 presents the resuI’Fs qf correlations betwegn
the indicators of the level of subjective control of Rotter with
S5E, 007 | -001] 014 017 0.00 the indicators of body structure and size of practically healthy
OBSH 0.06 | -003 | 0.18 -0.08 -0.09 Ukrainian women of endomosomorphic somatotype.
OBT 017 | 004 | 0.29 -0.31 0.10 In the analysis of multiple correlations between
OBBEB 007 | 010 | o016 -0.04 0.18 personality indicators and anthropo-somatotypological
indicators of healthy women of endo-mesomorphic
OBK 0.03 | 009 | 0.29 0.00 0.13 . . . ;
somatotype established: direct reliable and unreliable
OBS 003 | -030°] 036 0.10 -0.09 average strength (r = from 0.30 to 0.59) most indicators of
OBGK, 001 | -0.20 | 0.19 -0.13 -0.06 TSFF of the upper extremity, endo- and mesomorphic
OBGK 002 | 013 - 0.29 008 components of the somatotype and fat and bone indicators
of the component composition of body weight; mostly
OBGK, 0.18 | 0.09 | 024 -0.19 0.13 . . .
reliable medium-strength direct (r = from 0.34 to 0.56)
PSG 0548 008 | 007 0.19 0.52 correlations of the extraversion-introversion index according
PNG 0.02 | 0.02 0.09 to Eysenck with most of the transverse dimensions of the
SGK 0233 0.33 031 torso; mostly direct reliable and unreliable average strength
r = from 0.32 to 0.53) correlations of Spielberger's personal
ACR 000 | -0.14 | 0.12 0.22 0.23 ( . . : ) P g P )
anxiety index with almost half of the cephalometric
SPIN 0.09 0.00 0.21 0.08 0.33 indicators and torso size and most pelvic sizes; direct,
CRIS 0.08 -0.11 | 029 -0.05 0.24 mostly unreliable average strength (r = from 0.30 to 0.64),
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Table 2. Correlations of features of accentuated personality traits according to Shmishek with anthropo-somatotypological indicators of
practically healthy women of endo-mesomorphic somatotype (n=21-22).

Body Indicators of severity and features of accentuated personality traits
parameters SH G SH Z SH_EM SH P SH T SH C SH_DM SH_V SH DC | SH_EK
OB_GL -0.39 -0.02 -0.05 0.17 0.09 0.07 -0.37 0.15 0.56 -0.04
B_DL_GL -0.21 0.19 -0.02 0.12 0.27 0.00 0.08 0.12 0.23 0.06
N_SH_GL -0.39 0.02 0.14 0.19 0.27 -0.13 0.30 -0.25 0.06 0.02
SH_N_CH -0.28 0.05 0.17 0.27 0.33 0.02 0.34 -0.03 0.43 0.19
SAG_DUG 0.01 0.13 -0.25 -0.36 0.00 -0.11 -0.23 0.21 0.28 -0.11
B_SH_GL -0.24 -0.10 0.23 0.31 0.39 -0.07 0.08 -0.24 0.12 0.23
SH_LICA -0.22 0.22 0.00 0.61 0.31 0.01 0.08 0.20 0.31 0.39
w -0.03 0.30 -0.26 0.21 0.01 0.05 0.01 0.29 0.04 0.06
H 0.18 0.40 -0.43 0.17 -0.07 0.19 0.03 0.61 -0.32 0.16
ATND 0.19 0.32 -0.47 0.10 -0.12 0.19 0.17 0.49 -0.23 0.02
ATL 0.15 0.13 -0.36 0.02 -0.05 0.23 -0.22 0.50 -0.35 0.09
ATPL 0.17 0.30 -0.35 0.07 -0.03 0.08 0.16 0.50 -0.17 0.03
ATP 0.26 -0.07 -0.42 -0.04 -0.24 0.21 -0.11 0.15 -0.40 -0.01
ATV 0.25 0.26 -0.32 -0.10 -0.08 0.03 -0.05 0.36 -0.18 -0.12
EPPL 0.34 0.00 -0.41 -0.20 -0.37 -0.15 -0.12 0.31 -0.26 -0.43
EPPR 0.20 0.08 -0.05 0.05 -0.20 -0.25 -0.57 0.39 -0.01 -0.11
EPB 0.34 -0.01 -0.23 -0.21 -0.37 0.00 0.08 0.21 -0.30 -0.34
EPG 0.39 0.06 -0.46 -0.16 -0.36 -0.18 0.03 0.21 -0.26 -0.27
OBPL, -0.04 0.33 -0.02 0.23 0.09 0.02 0.20 0.25 -0.15 0.27
OBPL, -0.07 0.34 -0.02 0.26 0.10 0.06 0.33 0.24 -0.13 0.20
OBPR, -0.09 0.40 0.00 0.33 0.20 -0.15 0.06 0.23 0.04 -0.03
OBPR, 0.22 0.64 0.10 0.04 0.02 -0.24 0.13 0.45 0.13 0.05
OBB 0.05 0.32 -0.26 0.07 -0.15 0.10 0.06 0.38 0.10 -0.17
OBG, 0.01 0.17 -0.34 -0.07 -0.31 -0.01 -0.15 0.20 -0.06 -0.20
OBG, 0.00 0.30 -0.22 0.01 -0.20 -0.18 -0.19 0.42 0.08 -0.22
OBSH 0.00 0.12 -0.13 0.08 0.04 -0.04 0.17 0.13 -0.16 -0.27
OBT -0.12 0.08 -0.09 0.16 -0.05 -0.18 0.18 0.00 -0.17 -0.03
OBBB -0.04 0.14 -0.15 -0.01 -0.25 0.02 0.03 0.27 0.10 -0.01
OBK 0.07 0.27 0.25 -0.11 0.04 -0.42 0.02 -0.04 0.24 0.19
OBS 0.22 0.00 -0.10 -0.34 -0.11 -0.30 -0.22 0.04 -0.11 -0.20
OBGK, 0.21 0.39 -0.10 0.18 0.12 -0.10 0.40 0.07 -0.24 0.17
OBGK, 0.03 0.06 -0.03 0.20 -0.15 -0.06 0.06 0.15 -0.13 -0.14
OBGK, 0.10 0.18 -0.05 0.17 0.04 0.00 0.31 0.11 -0.21 -0.10
PSG -0.12 -0.11 -0.08 0.01 0.43 -0.26 -0.05 -0.07 -0.08 -0.27
PNG -0.10 0.11 0.05 -0.05 0.42 -0.23 0.18 0.16 -0.05 -0.21
SGK 0.20 -0.11 -0.25 -0.33 -0.40 0.07 0.17 -0.17 -0.41 -0.18
ACR -0.15 0.09 -0.21 0.25 0.24 0.15 -0.04 0.20 -0.08 0.00
SPIN 0.09 0.35 -0.23 0.15 0.08 -0.25 -0.10 0.39 -0.01 -0.07
CRIS 0.20 0.05 -0.15 0.06 -0.06 -0.13 -0.09 0.31 -0.16 -0.16
TROCH 0.11 -0.02 -0.28 0.03 -0.12 0.04 -0.10 0.27 -0.08 -0.03
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Continuation of table 2.

Body Indicators of severity and features of accentuated personality traits
parameters SH_ G SH 7 SH_EM SH P SH T SH C SH_DM SH_V SH DC | SH EK
CONJ -0.18 0.18 0.24 0.29 0.29 -0.31 0.17 -0.01 0.34 0.16
GZPL 0.25 -0.04 -0.33 0.11 -0.38 -0.09 -0.52 0.35 -0.13 0.00
GPPL 0.18 -0.13 -0.34 0.10 -0.28 0.12 -0.63 0.25 -0.17 -0.17
GPR 0.39 -0.26 -0.34 -0.02 -0.32 0.09 -0.46 0.18 -0.33 -0.31
GL 0.16 0.34 -0.17 -0.08 -0.33 -0.05 -0.09 0.35 0.09 -0.05
GGR 0.40 -0.09 -0.04 -0.06 -0.31 -0.09 -0.19 0.10 -0.31 -0.16
GG 0.07 0.30 0.22 0.10 0.04 -0.26 0.35 0.24 -0.12 -0.07
GB 0.25 0.50 -0.02 0.23 -0.05 -0.15 0.22 0.37 -0.24 -0.12
GBD 0.12 0.34 -0.04 -0.17 -0.23 0.02 0.16 0.23 -0.27 -0.12
GGL 0.15 0.40 -0.18 -0.08 -0.33 -0.07 0.04 0.36 -0.13 -0.04
FX 0.29 0.47 -0.17 0.19 -0.31 -0.14 -0.11 0.51 -0.03 -0.07
MX 0.17 0.02 -0.12 -0.31 -0.32 -0.34 0.08 0.00 -0.11 -0.50
LX 0.29 0.01 -0.16 -0.08 -0.14 0.20 0.09 0.09 -0.31 0.23
MM -0.08 0.32 -0.24 0.17 0.03 0.05 0.19 0.31 0.03 -0.05
OM 0.49 0.11 -0.46 -0.14 -0.45 -0.07 -0.05 0.38 -0.30 -0.32
DM 0.27 0.40 -0.15 0.00 -0.36 -0.05 -0.07 0.47 -0.17 -0.10
MA -0.06 0.35 0.05 0.19 0.13 0.08 0.42 0.12 -0.19 0.19

Notes: here and in the following tables, purple background - reliable strong feedback correlations; blue background - reliable

strength feedback correlations.

the correlations of the rate of accentuation of the nature of
the stuck type according to Shmishek with body weight,
half the longitudinal, circumferential size and TSFF,
endomorphic component of somatotype and fat and muscle
components body weight; inverse, mostly unreliable
medium strength (r = -0.32 to -0.47), Shmishek emotional
character accentuation rate relationships with all
longitudinal dimensions, half of the extremity WDE, most
upper extremity TSFF and bone component of body weight
composition; inverse, mostly unreliable average strength
(r = from -0.31 to -0.45), the correlations of the rate of
accentuation of the character of the anxiety type according
to Shmishek with most indicators of WDE of the extremities
and TSFF, endo- and mesomorphic components of
somatotype and fat and bone mass of component
composition body; significant inverse, mostly of medium
strength (r = from -0.46 to -0.63), correlations of the indicator
of character accentuation of the demonstrative type
according to Shmishek with most indicators of TSFF of the
upper extremity; direct, mostly of medium strength reliable
and unreliable (r = from 0.31 to 0.61) correlations of
Shmishek excitatory character accentuation index with most
longitudinal dimensions, WDE of upper extremities, almost
half of TSFF indicators, endomorphic component of
somatotype and all indicators of body composition (except
for muscle for AIN); medium-strength inverse unreliable (r
= -0.30 to -0.40) Shmishek dysthymic character
accentuation with half longitudinal dimensions,

medium-

ectomorphic somatotype component, and bone mass
component; inverse, mostly of medium strength, reliable
and unreliable (r = -0.30 to -0.75), the correlations of the
level of subjective control in the field of achievement and
family relationships according to Rotter with half the girth,
half the transverse dimensions of the torso and pelvis and
muscle index of the component composition of body weight;
direct, mostly medium-strength, reliable and unreliable (r
= from 0.34 to 0.61) correlations of indicators of the level of
subjective control in the field of failures and educational
(professional) relations according to Rotter with most
longitudinal dimensions, WDE of the upper extremities (only
with the level of sub effective controlin the field of educational
(professional) relations) and bone index of the component
composition of body weight.

Quantitative analysis of reliable and average strength
of unreliable correlations between indicators of personality
and body size of almost healthy women of
endomesomorphic somatotype revealed the following
distribution of correlations:

* with the leading typological characteristics of
temperament according to Eysenck 27 correlations out of
171 possible (15.79 %), of which, 4.09 % of the average
strength of direct reliable and 9.95 % of unreliable and
1.75 % of the average strength of inverse unreliable, among
which - with cephalometric indicators 2 correlations out of
21 possible (4.76 % of the average strength of direct reliable
and 4.76 % of unreliable); with longitudinal body size 4
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Table 3. Correlations of indicators of the level of subjective control
by Rotter with anthropo-somatotypological indicators of practically
healthy women of endo-mesomorphic somatotype (n=21-22).

Indicators of the level of subjective control according to
Body Rotter

parameters

USK_1[ USK_2 | USK_3 [ USK_4 | USK_5| USK_6 | USK_7
OB_GL 0.10 | -006 | 0.23 | -0.25 | 0.20 039 | 0.22
B_DL_GL | 0.15 0.04 031 | -0.16 | 0.18 0.13 | -0.01
N_SH GL | -0.24 | -0.23 | 0.10 | -0.29 | -0.12 | -0.07 | -0.08
SH N.CH | -033 | -0.34 | -0.07 | -047 | -0.31 | -0.03 | -0.06
SAG_DUG | 044 0.26 0.17 | 0.09 | 037 0.39 | 0.26
B_SH GL | -049 | 025 | -0388 | -0.12 | -052 | -0.24 | -0.38
SH_LICA -0.46 | -048 | -0.16 | -0.32 | -0.50 | -0.09 | -0.02
w 0.12 | -0.06 | 027 | -0.83 | 0.24 | 0.08 | 0.14
H 0.20 0.07 044 | -0.29 | 0.27 0.18 | 0.03
ATND 0.25 0.08 049 | 044 | 032 0.27 | 0.04
ATL 0.25 0.19 0.27 | -0.08 | 0.18 0.16 | -0.31
ATPL 0.26 0.04 042 | -0.37 | 035 | 0.22 | 0.04
ATP 0.37 0.33 0.00 | -0.09 | 040 | 0.08 | -0.03
ATV 0.29 0.17 040 | -0.09 | 0.34 0.31 0.01
EPPL 0.33 0.05 041 | -0.06 | 040 | 024 | 0.26
EPPR -0.05 | -0.07 | -0.07 | -0.08 | -0.01 | -0.02 | 0.30
EPB 043 0.20 0.17 0.31 | 058 | -0.01 | 0.01
EPG 0.16 | -0.02 | 018 | -0.35 | 031 | 023 | 0.24
OBPL, -0.24 | 030 | 0.10 | -0.31 | -0.23 | -0.08 | -0.06
OBPL, -0.24 | 037 | 0.19 | -0.30 | -0.18 | -0.16 | -0.08
OBPR, -0.33 | -045 | 0.07 | -0.33 | -0.23 | -0.25 | 0.09
OBPR, 003 | -006 | 025 | -0.05 | -0.10 | 0.02 | 0.32
OBB 024 | -005 | 038 | -0.18 | 043 | 0.04 | 0.32
OBG, 0.29 0.13 026 | 0.13 | 0.28 | -0.06 | 0.23
OBG, 004 | -017 | 032 | -0.07 | 0.07 0.09 | 0.35
OBSH 0.01 | -0.09 011 | -0.27 | -0.21 | 0.15 | 0.05
OBT -0.29 | -044 | 011 | -0.34 | -0.22 | -0.22 | 0.08
OBBB 0.27 0.07 023 | 006 | 035 | -0.02 [ 0.22
OBK -0.05 | 0.05 | -0.04 | -0.05 | -0.13 | -0.14 | 0.34
OBS 021 | 023 001 | 0.06 | 0.18 0.09 | 0.05
OBGK, -0.17 | -013 | 0.15 | -0.49 | -0.35 | 0.18 | 0.10
OBGK, -0.21 | 035 | 0.17 | 051 | -0.12 | 0.10 | 0.19
OBGK, -0.27 | -043 | 026 | 0.71 | -0.23 | 0.19 | 0.03
PSG -0.50 | -065 | 0.03 | -0.75 | -0.17 | 0.07 | -0.21
PNG -034 | 060 | 025 | -0.66 | -0.02 | -0.02 | -0.13
SGK 0.04 0.02 026 | -0.23 | -0.05 | 0.20 | -0.10
ACR -0.12 | -0.23 | 0.23 | -0.57 | 0.12 0.19 | -0.17
SPIN -0.05 [ 032 | 030 | -0.19 | -0.02 | -0.02 | 0.07
CRIS -0.03 | -0.17 | 0.15 | -0.31 | 0.03 | -0.01 | -0.03
TROCH 0.14 | -012 | 0.20 | -0.28 | 0.27 | -0.03 | -0.01
CONJ -056 [ 065 | -0.15 [ -0.37 | 036 | -0.24 | 0.23
GZPL 0.15 003 | -0.01 | 013 | 0.27 | -0.07 | 0.37

Continuation of table 3.

Indicators of the level of subjective control according to
Body Rotter

parameters

USK_1] USK_2 | USK_3| USK_4 | USK_5| USK_6 | USK_7
GPPL 005 | -008 | 0.13 | -0.12 | 0.28 | 0.03 0.01
GPR 0.17 | -0.02 | 0.07 | -0.03 | 047 | 0.09 | 0.09
GL 0.39 0.04 045 | 0.05 032 | 0.19 | 0.34
GGR 0.17 0.03 0.14 | 0.10 0.34 | 009 | 0.29
GG -0.17 [ 080 | 0.11 [ 0.05 | -0.22 | -0.24 | 0.02
GB -0.10 [ 034 | 023 | 0.10 | -0.14 | -0.18 | 0.11
GBD 0.14 0.08 0.36 | 015 | -0.06 | 0.05 | -0.03
GGL 0.23 0.10 0.42 | 0.09 0.10 | 003 | 0.18
FX 0.15 | -0.14 | 0.29 0.11 | 0.07 001 | 042
MX 0.19 | -007 | 0.12 | 031 | 025 | -0.10 | 0.21
LX 0.18 041 0.07 | 012 | -0.09 | 023 | -0.15
MM 005 | -019 | 0.28 | -0.34 | 0.16 | -0.06 | 0.11
OM 0.39 0.13 0.34 | 0.03 ! 0.12 | 0.25
DM 0.23 0.05 0.38 | 0.09 0.18 | 003 | 0.25
MA -0.26 [ 030 | 0.23 | -041 | -0.26 | -0.02 | -0.09

correlations out of 18 possible (16.67 % of the average
force of direct unreliable and 5.56 % of reverse unreliable);
with WDE extremities 4 correlations from 12 possible (16.67
% of average force of direct reliable and 16.67 % of
unreliable); with a comprehensive body size 5 correlations
out of 45 possible (2.22 % of the average force of direct
reliable and 6.67 % of unreliable, 2.22 % of the average
force of reverse unreliable); with transverse body size 5
correlations out of 24 possible (12.50 % of the average
force of direct reliable and 4.17 % of unreliable, 4.17 % of
the average force of the reverse unreliable); with TSFF 3
direct unreliable average force correlations from 27
possible (11.11 %); with components of somatotype 2 direct
unreliable average correlations strength out of 9 possible
(22.22 %); with indicators of component composition of
body weight 2 direct unreliable average correlations
strength out of 12 possible (16.67 %);

® with psychodynamic personality traits according to
Spielberger 19 correlations out of 114 possible (16.67 %),
of which, 0.88 % direct strong reliable, 2.63 % direct
medium strong reliable and 6.14 % unreliable and 7.02 %
reverse average strong unreliable, among which - with
cephalometric indicators 6 correlations out of 14 possible
(7.14 % of strong direct reliable, 14.29 % of average force
of direct reliable and 21.43 % of unreliable); with WDE
extremities 1 feedback of average force unreliable
correlations from 8 possible (12.50 %); with circumferential
body size 1 feedback of medium strength unreliable
correlations out of 30 possible (3.33 %); with transverse
body dimensions 7 correlations out of 16 possible (6.25 %
of the average force of direct reliable and 25.00 % of
unreliable, 12.50 % of the average force of inverse
unreliable); with TSFF 2 average strength of unreliable
feedback from 18 possible (11.11 %); with components of
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somatotype 2 of average strength of unreliable correlations
from 6 possible (33.33 %);

¢ with indicators of severity and features of accentuated
personality traits according to Shmishek 123 correlations
out of 570 possible (21.58 %), of which, 0.53 % strong direct
reliable, 2.46 % average strength direct reliable and 8.77 %
unreliable and 0.18 % strong inverse reliable, 1.75 % of the
average strength of reverse reliable and 7.89 % of unreliable,
among which - with cephalometric indicators 15 correlations
out of 70 possible (1.43 % of strong direct reliable, 2.86 % of
the average strength of direct reliable and 11.43 % of
unreliable, 5.71 % of the average strength of inverse
unreliable); with body weight 1 medium strength direct
unreliable correlations out of 10 possible (10.00 %); with
longitudinal body sizes 17 correlations out of 60 possible
(1.67 % strong direct reliable, 5.00 % average force direct
reliable and 6.67 % unreliable, 3.33 % average force reverse
reliable and 11.67 % unreliable); with WDE extremities 14
correlations from 40 possible (12.50 % of average force of
direct unreliable, 7.50 % of average force of return reliable
and 15.00 % unreliable); with a comprehensive body size
19 correlations out of 150 possible (0.67 % strong direct
reliable, 1.33 % average strength direct reliable and 7.33 %
unreliable, 3.33 % average strength reverse unreliable); with
transverse body size 10 correlations out of 80 possible (1.25
% of the average force of direct reliable and 6.25 % of
unreliable, 5.00 % of the average force of the reverse
unreliable); with TSFF 26 correlations from 90 possible (1.11
% of average force of direct reliable and 12.22 % of unreliable,
1.11 % of strong return reliable, 2.22 % of average force of
return reliable and 12.22 % unreliable); with components of
somatotype 8 correlations from 30 possible (6.67 % of
average force of direct reliable, 3.33 % of average force of
return reliable and 16.67 % of unreliable); with indicators of
component composition of body weight 13 correlations from
40 possible (7.50 % of average force of direct reliable and
12.50 % of unreliable, 5.00 % of average force of return
reliable and 7.50 % of unreliable);

¢ with indicators of the level of subjective control for Rotter
99 correlations out of 399 possible (24.81 %), of which, 0.25
% strong direct reliable, 1.50 % average strength direct
reliable and 10.53 % unreliable and 1.50 % strong inverse
reliable, 3.51 % average strength of inverse reliable and
7.52 % of unreliable, among which - with cephalometric
indicators 17 correlations out of 49 possible (2.04 % of
average strength of direct reliable and 8.16 % of unreliable,
12.24 % of average strength of inverse reliable and 12.24 %
unreliable); with body weight 1 medium strength feedback
from 7 possible (14.29 %); with longitudinal body size 14
correlations out of 42 possible (4.76 % of the average force
of direct reliable and 21.43 % of unreliable, 2.38 % of the
average force of the reverse reliable and 4.76 % of unreliable);
with WDE extremities 9 correlations from 28 possible (3.57
% of average force of direct reliable and 25.00 % of unreliable,
3.57 % of average force of return unreliable); with body
circumference 23 correlations out of 105 possible (7.61 %

of the average force of direct unreliable, 0.95 % of strong
inverse reliable, 3.81 % of the average force of inverse reliable
and 9.52 % of unreliable); with transverse body sizes 14
correlations out of 56 possible (1.79 % of the average force
of direct unreliable, 8.93 % of strong inverse reliable, 5.36 %
of the average force of inverse reliable and 8.93 % of
unreliable); with TSFF 11 correlations with 63 possible (3.17
% of the average strength of direct reliable and 11.11 % of
unreliable, 3.17 % of the average strength of the inverse
unreliable); with components of somatotype 3 of medium
strength direct unreliable correlations out of 21 possible
(14.29 %); with indicators of component composition of body
weight 7 correlations from 28 possible (3.57 % of strong
direct reliable, 10.71 % of average force of direct unreliable
and 10.71 % of average force of inverse unreliable).

Comparative analysis of correlations between indicators
of personality traits and anthropo-somatotypological
indicators in practically healthy Ukrainian women in general
[1], in representatives of endomesomorphic and
mesomorphic somatotype [2] revealed the presence of
similar (common) patterns for all groups of comparison,
and inherent in a particular type of physique quantitative and
qualitative characteristics. Compared with the general group
[1], one of the common characteristics of intrasystem
correlations was a much larger number of connections in
the groups of mesomorphs [2] and endomesomorphs,
which form the size of the skull, longitudinal and transverse
dimensions of the torso, TSFF and somatotype components.
This indicates a significant role of the genetic component in
the formation and development of personality. The difference
in the percentage of such connections and their strength
indirectly confirms that the personality as a whole is
determined by both genetic and sociocultural influences.

Thus, the ultimate goal of constitutional anthropology is
to form an idea of a single somato-mental nature of man, in
particular - to determine the relationships between anthropo-
somatotypological indicators and other levels of human
individuality: general and particular properties of the nervous
system.

Conclusions and prospects for further
development

1. It is established that the percentage of reliable and
average strength of unreliable correlations of personality
traits with anthropo-somatotypological indicators of
practically healthy women of endosomorphic somatotype
with leading typological characteristics of temperament
according to Eysenck is 15.79 % (mostly direct average
strength is unreliable); with psychodynamic personality traits
according to Spielberger - 16.67 % (direct and inverse, mostly
of medium strength are unreliable); with indicators of severity
and features of accentuated personality traits according to
Shmishek - 21.58 % (direct and inverse, mostly of medium
strength are unreliable); with indicators of the level of
subjective control over Rotter - 24.81 % (direct and reverse,
mostly of medium strength are unreliable).

ISSN 1817-7883
elSSN 2522-9354

226

“BicHuk BiHHUUbKO20 HayioHanbHO20 MedUYHO20 yHieepcumemy’”,

2021, T. 25, Ne2



Andriievskyil. I.

2. The highest relative percentage of reliable and average
strength of unreliable correlations between personality
indicators with groups of anthropo-somatotypological
indicators of women of endosomorphic somatotype was
found: for the leading typological characteristics of
temperament according to Eysenck - from WDE of extremities
(33.34 % of average force straight); for psychodynamic
features of personality according to Spielberger - with
cephalometric indicators (42.86 % of strong and average
strength straight) and transverse dimensions of the body
(31.25 % of average strength straight and 12.50 % of inverse);
for indicators of severity and features of accentuated
personality traits according to Shmishek - with longitudinal
body size (13.34 % strong and medium strength straight
and 15.00 % average strength reverse), with WDE limbs
(12.50 % average strength straight and 22.50 % average
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KOPENAUII AHTPOIMO-COMATOTUMOMNONYHUX MOKA3HUKIB I3 MOKA3HUKAMU OCOBNUBOCTEA OCOBUCTOCTI
MPAKTUYHO 300POBUX XIHOK EHOO-ME30OMOP®HOINO COMATOTHUINY

AHAdpieecbkuli |. I.

AHoTauisa. BukopucmaHHs KOHCmumyujioHasibHo20 ioxody Oae moxisugicmb Oocidxysamu iHOUgiOyanbHi ocobrugocmi opaaHismy
Ha HalpisHoMaHImHiwux pigHsx. s y3200XKeHHs pi3HUX acrekmig KoHcmumyuii gUKOpUCmMo8yembCsi NPUHUUN YinicHocmi, akul
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Xxapakmepu3dyembcsi 6azamoMipHICMI0, KOMIM/IEKCHICMIO ma 8us4eHHsIM ocobrugocmell KopensuiliHux 38'a3kie. Mema O0ocnidxeHHs
- 8cmaHosumu ma fnposecmu aHarnia ocobnusocmel Kopensauit MiX aHmporno-coMamomurioio2iHHUMU MOKa3HUKaMu ma rokKasHuKa-
Mu ocobrniugocmell ocobucmocmi npakmu4yHO 300p08UX YKpaiHCbKUX XIHOK eHO0-Me30MopghHOo20 comamomurly. 3 6aHKy OaHux ma-
mepianie Hayko80-00C/i0HO20 UeHmpPYy BiHHUUBKO20 HauioHanbHo20 MeduyHo20 yHisepcumemy im. M. I. [Nupozoea eidibpaHi nep8uHHiI
roKa3HUKU ocobriugocmeti ocobucmocmi ma aHmporno-coMamomuronoaiyHi MOKasHUKU 22 npakmu4yHo 300p08UX YKPaiHCbKUX XiHOK
rnepwozo 3pifnoeo eiky eH0o-Me30MopghHO20 comamomurly. AHani3 Kopensauiti Mk 0aHUMU MOKa3HUKamu npoeedeHo 8 riyeHsiliHomy
nakemi "Statistica 6.1" 3 gukopucmaHHsIM Henapamempu4yHo2o memody CripmeHa. Y XiHOK eHO0-Me30MOpghHO20 comamomurny
8CmaHo8s1eHi HacMyrHi MHOXUHHI docmoeipHi ma cepedHboi cunu HedocmosipHi 38'a3ku: npsami (r = eid 0,30 do 0,59) nokasHuka 3a
wkanow Hewupocmi 3a Eysenck i3 ycima nokasHukamu wupuHu ducmanbHux enigisie (LLAE) kiHuigok, 6inbwicmio nokasHUKie
mOoBWUHU WKIipHO-Xuposux cknadok (TLLXKC) eepxHbOI KiHYigku, eHOO- ma Me30MOPhHUM KOMIOHEHMAaMU CoOMamomurly ma Xupo-
8UM | KICMKOBUM MOKa3HUKaMu KOMMOHEHMHO20 cknady macu mina; npsami (r = eid 0,34 do 0,56) nokasHuka ekcmpasepcii-iHmposepcii
3a Eysenck i3 6inbwicmio nonepeyHux posmipie mynyba; npsami (r = 6id 0,32 do 0,53) nokasHuka ocobucmicHOi mpueoxHocmi 3a
Spielberger i3 malixe NMon08UHOK KegharmoMempuYHUX MOKa3HUKI8 i po3mipie mynyba ma 6inbwicmio po3mipie masy; npsami (r = eid
0,30 do 0,64) nokasHuka akueHmyauii xapakmepy 3acmpsizato4o20 mury 3a Shmishek i3 macorw mina, non08uUHOK M03008XHIX,
obxeamHux posmipie i nokasHukige TLXKC, eHOOMOPHUM KOMIOHEHMOM COMamomurly ma XUpOo8UM | M'A308UM MOKa3sHUKaMu KOM-
rnoHeHmMHo2o cknady macu mina; 3gopomHi (r = eid -0,32 do -0,47) nokasHuKa akuyeHmyauii xapakmepy emomueHo20 mury 3a Shmishek
i3 yciMa no3008XHiMU po3mipamu, Mono8UHOK roka3Hukie LLJE kiHuieok, 6inbwicmio rnoka3Hukie TLIXKC eepxHboOi KiHYieKU ma
KICMKOBUM OKa3HUKOM KOMMOHEHMHO020 ckrnady macu mina; 3eopomHi (r = eid -0,31 do -0,45) nokasHuka akueHmyauii xapakmepy
mpugoxHo20 mury 3a Shmishek i3 6inbwicmio nokasHukie LLUAE kiHyigok i nokasHukige TLLPKC, eHOo- ma Me30MOPGHhHUM KOMIOHeHma-
MU comamomury ma XUupo8uM | KICmKO8UM roKa3HUKaMu KOMIOHeHMHOo20 cknady macu mina; 36opomHi (r = eid -0,46 do -0,63)
rnokasHuka akuyeHmyauii xapakmepy demoHcmpamueHo20 mury 3a Shmishek i3 6inbwicmio nokasHukie TLIXKC eepxHbOI KiHUiBKU;
npsmi (r = 6id 0,31 do 0,61) nokasHuka akueHmyauii xapakmepy 36ydnueoz2o mury 3a Shmishek i3 6inbwicmto no3008xHix po3mipis,
LUE sepxHix KiHYi8OK, Malixe rnofosuHot nokasHukie TLLXKC, eHOOMOpGhHUM KOMMIOHEHMOM coMamomurly ma ycima rnokasHukamu
KOMMOHeHmMHo20 cknady macu mina; 3eéopomHi (r = gid -0,30 0o -0,40) nokasHuka akuyeHmyauii xapakmepy OuUCmMuMHO20 murny 3a
Shmishek i3 nonoguHow M03006xHIX po3mipig, eKMOMOPHHUM KOMIOHEHMOM COMamomurly ma KiCmKO8UM MOKa3HUKOM KOMIOHEH-
mHo2o cknady macu mina; 3eopomHi (r = gid -0,30 do -0,75), nokasHukig pieHsi Cyb'eKmuU8HO20 KOHMPOIIO 8 2any3i 0CsieHeHb i
cimeliHux g8iOHOCUH 3a Rotter i3 nomoeuHO 0b6x8amHUX PO3Mipig, MOSIOB8UHOK MONEpPeYHUX po3mipie mynyba i po3mipie ma3y ma
M'iI308UM MOKa3HUKOM KOMIMOHEHMHO20 cknady macu mina; npsmi (r = eid 0,34 do 0,61) rmokasHukig pigHsi Cyb'eKmu8HO20 KOHMPOITHO
8 2anysi Heeday i HasyanbHUX (npogheciliHux) sidHocuH 3a Rotter i3 binbwicmio no30oexHix posmipie, LLJE eepxHix KiHUigoKk (ruwe
3 pigHeM cyb6'eKmu8HO20 KOHMPOJIO 8 2asysi HagyanbHux (nNpogeciliHux) 8iOHOCUH) ma KiCmKO8UM OKa3HUKOM KOMMOHEHMHO20
cknady macu mina. B pesynbmami KinbKicHO20 aHasnidy docmosipHUX i HeAoCmosipHUX CepeOHbOI cumu Kopensuit nokasHukie ocob-
nugocmeli ocobucmocmi 3 aHmMpPOno-coMamomurono2iYHUMU MOKa3HUKaMu XiHOK eHO0-Me30MOpghHO20 comamomurly ecmaHosrie-
HO Halbinbwul 8i0HOCHUU 8I0COMOK 38'A3Ki8 MiX: MPOBIOHUMU MUrOI02iMHUMU Xapakmepucmukamu memrnepameHmy 3a Eysenck i
LUAE kiHyigok; ncuxoduHamiyHUMu ocobriugocmsamu ocobucmocmi 3a Spielberger i keghannomempuyHUMU nMOKa3HUKaMu ma rorepey-
HUMU po3MipamMu mifna; fnokasHuKamu eupaxeHocmi ma ocobnusocmel akyeHmytosaHux puc ocobucmocmi 3a Shmishek i nosdoex-
HiMu poamipamu mina, LUJE kiHuieok i TLLXKC; nokasHukamu pigHsi cyb'ekmueHO20 KOHMposo 3a Rotter i mo3doexHimu po3mipamu
mina ma W/AE KiHYigok.

KniouoBi cnoBa: nokasHuku ocobnusocmeti ocobucmocmi, ocobnugsocmi 6ydosu ma po3mipie mina, npakmu4yHO 300p08i XiHKU eHOOo-
Me30MOpghHO20 comMamomurly, KOpessyii.
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