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M.C. lancran, C.[. ApyTioHoB

MOCKOBCKMI rocynapCTBeHHbI MeAMKO-CTOMATONOrMueckmii yHuBepeuTeT uMenmn AWM. EBpokuMoBa, r. Mockea, Poccuiickas Pepepaums

AHHOTALMA

AxmyaneHocme. Bce bonbluee pacnpocTpaHeHue NOSTy4aeT KOMMbIOTEPHBIA aAanTUBHBIA NOAX0[, TECTUPOBaHUS, BeAyT-
€A MOUCKY 1 ONTUMKU3ALWMA aNropuTMOB ero paboTbl, B 0c06eHHOCTM B Neaarornyeckoii cdepe. CornacHo iTepaTtypHbIM faH-
HbIM, afjaNTUBHOE TECTUPOBaHME UMEET PSAA NPEUMYLLLECTB Nepes TPaAULMOHHBIM JIMHENHBIM TeCTOBLIM KOHTPONEM 3HaHWH,
YTO OMpesenuno Lefb U 3aa4v UccnesoBaHus.

Liene — oueHUTb LenecoobpasHoOCTb MCNOJb30BaHWSA afanTUBHOMO NOLX0AA K CTPYKTYpe LM(POBOr0 TECTOBOrO KOH-
TPONSA 3HaHWW CTYOEHTOB, 00OyJaloLWMXCA MO cneluanbHocT «CToMaTonormsa», NoCpeacTBOM CPaBHUTENBHOMO aHanu3a ux
MCUX03MOLMOHANIBHOTO COCTOSHMSA, YCMELLHOCTY BbINOSIHEHWSA TECTOBbIX 3a[aHUIA U 3aTPAYEHHOT0 BPEMEHM.

Mamepuan u Memodel. B HacTosLLen paboTe paccMOTpPeH Hanbonee NPOCTON MEXaHU3M anropuTMa — nuMpamMuaanb-
Has cTparterus, obecneunBalLlas aganTUBHYK paboTy KoMMbloTepHOro Tecta. B uccnepgoBaHue BrIOUeHb! 446 cTyaeH-
T0B 1-ro Kypca MoCKOBCKOro rocyfapCTBEHHOr0 MeAMKO-CTOMAToNorMyeckoro yHueepcuteta umenn A.W. EBnokumoBa,
obyvarowmxcsa no cneuuansHoctn «Ctomatonorus» (cpenHuii Bospact 18,76+2,26 ropna), pa3feneHHbIX Ha ABe rpynnbi:
KOHTpONbHYto (n=200), B KOTOPOI NPOBOAMNOCH IMHEAHOE TECTUPOBAHUE, U 3KCNEPUMEHTaNIbHYIO (N=246), B KOTOPOM Mpo-
BOAMNOCH afanTUBHOe TecTUpoBaHue. [lpoLiecc TeCTUpPOBaHUS peann3oBaH NOCPeACTBOM 06LLef0CTYMHbIX 371EKTPOHHBIX
pecypcoB W nnathopm.

Pesynsmamel. Pe3ynbtaToM UcCef0BaHUS SBUIOCh OTCYTCTBME CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYMMbIX Pa3finumii Mo BCEM napame-
TpaM (p >0,05), Kpome BpeMeHHbIX 3aTpaT (p <0,05).

3akmoyenue. [lo pe3ynbTataM uccnefoBaHus Hamu bObina onpefeneHa LenecoobpasHoCTb afanTUBHOMO MoAxona
B CTPYKTYpe LMdPOBOro TECTOBOrO KOHTPOIS 3HaHWI CTYLEHTOB, 0byYatoLLmxcs no creumanbHocTi «CTomatonorusy.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: aganTMBHOE TeCTMPOBAHWE; KOMMbIOTEPU3UPOBaHHOE 00pa30BaHMe; AMCTAHLMOHHOE 00pa30BaHMe; OH-
NaitH-06y4eHne; cToMaTosornieckoe obpasoBaHme.
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Digital educational environment:
Effectiveness of adaptive testing
of medical students

Maria A. Meshcheryakova, Ramaz Sh. Gvetadze, Yaser N. Kharakh, Veronika M. Karpova,
Marina V. Timoshchenko, Mariam S. Galstyan, Sergey D. Arutyunov

A.l. Evdokimov Moscow State University of Medicine and Dentistry, Moscow, Russian Federation

ABSTRACT

BACKGROUND: The computer-adaptive approach in testing is becoming more widespread, and research and optimization
of algorithms for its work are underway, especially in the pedagogical sphere. According to literature data, adaptive testing
has several advantages over traditional linear testing of knowledge, which determined the purpose and objectives of the study.

AIM: To assess the feasibility of using an adaptive approach in digital test control of the knowledge of students majoring in
Dentistry, through a comparative analysis of their psycho-emotional state, success of the test task completion, and time spent.

MATERIAL AND METHODS: In this study, we considered the simplest mechanism of the algorithm (pyramid strategy) to
ensure the adaptive operation of a computer test. The study included 446 first-year students of the Moscow State Medical Uni-
versity named after A.l. Evdokimov, who were majoring in dentistry (average age 18.76+2.26 years), divided into two groups:
control group (n=200), in which linear testing was conducted, and experimental group (n=246), in which adaptive testing was
conducted. The testing process is implemented through publicly available electronic resources and platforms.

RESULTS: As the result of the study the absence of statistically significant differences in all parameters (p >0.05), except
for time costs (p <0.05), was determined.

CONCLUSIONS: The results of the study emphasized the feasibility of an adaptive approach in digital test control of the
knowledge of students majoring in Dentistry.
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AKTYAJIbHOCTb

OpHuM 13 Haubonee pacnpoCTPaHeHHbIX MHCTPYMEHTOB
KOHTPONS YPOBHS 3HaHWUS ABNAETCA JIMHENHOE TecTUpoBa-
Hue (JIT), npefcTaBneHHoe (UKCUPOBAHHLIM HAabopoM Te-
CTOBbIX 3alaHW¥, HaNpaBNeHHbIX HAa CKPUHUHT OMpeeneH-
HbIX acneKToB M3y4aeMon Tembl. C nosBneHneM LMbpOoBLIX
TEXHOJIOMMIN TECTOBbLIN KOHTPOJIb BCE Yallle CTa NPOBOAUTb-
Csl NOCPeACTBOM KOMMblOTepHbIX nporpamm [1, 2]. ABToma-
TM3auus npolecca No3BoMa COKPaTUTb BPEMS MPOBEPKU
pe3ynbTaToB, a TaKke MOBbICUTb 0OBbEKTUBHOCTL OLEHMBa-
HWSA 3a CYET WUCKIIYEHUs! PaKTopa CYObEKTUBHOW OLIEHKU.
YcnewHocTb MHTErpaummn TeCcTMpOBaHUA B LMQPOBbIe Tex-
HONOrMM MOLTBEPXKAAETCA aKTUBHBIM COBEpLUEHCTBOBA-
HWEM [aHHOW METOLMKM U MHOTOYMUCIIEHHBIMW Crnocobamu
ee peanusaumu [3—6], 0CHOBaHHbIMM Ha WUCMOJb30BaHUM
CTaTUCTMYECKMX PacyeToB, MOBbLILLAKLLMAX HAZEKHOCTb Te-
CTMPOBaHMS.

TaKoi NoBbILIEHHBIN UCCe[0BaTENbCKUIA UHTEPEC K CO-
BEpLUEHCTBOBAHUI0 TECTOBOr0 MeTOfa CBSi3aH C MOMUCKOM
YBEJIMYEHUS TOYHOCTU OLIEHKM 3HaHWI, KOTopas CBA3aHa
C COOTBETCTBMEM CJIOXHOCTU TECTUPOBaHUS BO3MOXKHO-
CTAM 3K3aMeHyemoro. OfHUM U3 NepBbIX AaHHYK Mpo-
bnemy ocBeTun B cBoeM HayuHoM Tpyae F.M. Lord (1971):
aBTOpPOM 6blfla NpeasioKeHa KOHLEeNuMs rMbKoypoBHEBbIX
TectoB (flexilevel tests) [7], npuHUMN KOTOpOIA fier B OCHO-
BY afanTuBHoro Tectuposahua (AT) [8—10]. Mneonorusa AT
3aKJ104aeTCA B U3MEHEHUU CNOXHOCTU TECTOBbIX 3afaHMil
B 3aBUCKMMOCTW OT NpaBM/IbHOCTM OTBETA Ha NpefblayLumne
BOMpockbl, 4To obecneunBaeT Hanbonee apdekTuBHOE dop-
MMUPOBaHWe TECTOBbIX 3aflaHWi 3a CYeT MX pacnpeseNieHus
M0 YPOBHIO CNOXHOCTH, OCHOBAHHOM Ha TEKYLLMX BO3MOM-
HocTsx obyyatowerocs [11].

Wcxonsa u3 nutepatypHbiX AaHHblX, AT no3sonser ocy-
LLeCTBAATb KOHTPOJb YPOBHA 3HaHWWA, He ycTynatowmi JIT
1o 3 HEKTUBHOCTU M HA[LEKHOCTH, HO MPU 3TOM TpebytoLuuil
MEHbLLIMX BpEMEHHBIX 3aTpaT bnarofjapst yMeHbLLEHUH KOU-
YecTBa 3afiaHuiA, HeobXxoaMMbIX AN Hanbonee 0ObEKTMBHOM
oLeHKu [12-14].

Lenb uccnepoBaHus — npoaHanM3upoBaTb NyTu
COBEpLUEHCTBOBAHUS AMUCTAHLMOHHOIO TeCTUPOBaHMA
3HaHW obyvaroLmxcsa nocpecTBOM oueHkn AT no napa-
MeTpaM 3Q(HEKTUBHOCTM TECTOBOTO KOHTPOJIS, BPEMEH-
HbIX 3aTpaT W BAMAHWA Ha 3MOLMOHANbHOE COCTOSIHUE
obyuvarowmxcs.

Tom 26 (5) 2027

Poccuickmii CToMaTonorMHecKi HypHarn

MATEPUAJ1 U METO/1bI

Au3zalin uccnedoearus

WccnepoBaHne npoBOOMNAM [UCTAHUMOHHO B MEpUO
OrpPaHNYMTESNIbHBIX KapaHTUHHBIX Mep, cBA3aHHbIx ¢ COVID-19,
KOrf,a UCTbITyeMble HaXOAMNUCh B YCIIOBUAX [OMALLHEro 0b-
y4yeHus. B uccneposanum yyacteoBano 28 yuebHbix rpynn
(446 cTypneHToB, M3 Hux 280 peBywek u 166 HOwWeN
B Bo3pacte 18,76+2,26 roga) 1-ro kypca MockoBckoro ro-
CyAapCTBEHHOr0 MeAMKO-CTOMATONIONMYECKOro YHUBepcuTeTa
umenun AW. EBpokumoBa, obyyarowmxcs no cneumanbHoCTH
«Cromaronorus». CryaeHTsl 6bm pasgeneHsbl Ha aBe rpynnbi
uccnenoBaHus (No 14 yyebHbIX rpynn B KaXoM): B KOHTPOSIb-
HOM rpynne yncneHHocTbo 200 YenoBeK NpoBOAMM Kaccuye-
ckoe JTT, B aKcnepuMeHTanbHow rpynne (246 yenosek) — AT.
BpeMeHHbIe orpaHuyeHnst He MPUMEHSATIUCE.

Anroput™ AT He npefycMaTpuBaeT BO3MOXHOCTb U3Me-
HeHus Bblbopa 0TBeTa Ha NpedblayLLme TECTOBbIE 3afaHuA,
B cBA3u C yeM B JIT Takke Bbina orpaHuyeHa BO3MOXHOCTb
BO3BpaTa K Npe/blAyLL/M TECTOBbIM 3aJ,aHUAM W UX UCNpaB-
NeHms.

[lo v cpasy nocne AT u JIT oueHmBanu ncvxoamoumo-
HaNnbHOe COCTOSHWE MOCPEACTBOM METOAMKM JIMYHOCTHOMO
ambdepeHumana v wkansl Tpesorn Cnunbeprepa—XaHuHa
(cuTyaTMBHAs TPEBOXKHOCTb) B 3NMEKTPOHHOM dopMate (Ha
nnatdopMe «Google @opMbli»). Mocne NpoxoxaeHUs TecTn-
poBaHus QUKCMPOBANM OTHOCUTENBHOE YMCIIO MPaBUIIbHbIX
0TBETOB (B NPOLEHTHOM COOTHOLLEHWM) C LiefbH0 COMOCTaBU-
MOCTU [JaHHbIX U 00LLY0 MPOACIIKUTENBHOCTL TECTUPOBAHUA
(B ceKkyHpax).

basa mecmossix 3adaHuli

Iina JIT u AT ncnonb3oBanu obuyto 6a3y TecToBbIX 3a-
OaHuii no TeMe «3IHA0A0HTUS», cocTosALLyo 3 10 ypoBHeil
CNOXKHOCTH, KaX[blA M3 KOTOPbIX BKJOYan B cebs oT 2
[0 12 TecTOBbIX 3afaHuiA, 4YTO B 00LLIEN CIIOXHOCTU CcOCTa-
BWUMo 77 TecToBbIX 3a4aHui (tabn. 1).

Hamu ucnonb3oBanuck TecToBble 3afaHus OBYX TUMOB:
C BbIOOPOM 0[IHOrO NpaBUNLHOTO OTBETA (3aKpbiTas GopMa)
W YeTbIPbMS AUCTPAKTOPaMM U Ha YCTaHOB/IEHME MPaBUIIbHOM
Mocnef0BaTeNlbHOCTU C NATLIO BapuaHTaMu OTBETOB. TaKUM
00pa3oM, KONMYECTBO BapuaHTOB OTBETOB BO BCEX TECTOBbIX
3aJlaHusAX COOTBETCTBOBASIO MATH, @ UX NOC/Ie[10BaTe/IbHOCTb
Bapb1poBana ciyyaiHbiM 00pasoM.

Tabnuua 1. PacnpepeneHue KonmyecTsa BONpocoB MO YPOBHSAM CIOXHOCTY B 06LLel 6a3e LaHHbIX TECTOBBIX 3aiaHWI
Table 1. Distribution of the number of questions by difficulty levels in the general database of test tasks

YpoBeHb CIOXHOCTU 1-1 2-1n 3-1n

4-nn 5-# 6-1 7-# 8-u 9-1 10-#

KonnuectBo TecToBbIX 3aaHui 7 10 9

9 12 12 7 5 b4 2
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Banudayus mecmossix 3a0aHuli

YpoBeHb CMOXHOCTM ANS KaX[O0ro TeCTOBOr0 3afaHus
onpefensnn 3KcnepTHbIM MeTofoM no wkane ot 1 go 10,
roe 1 — camblid npocton, @ 10 — cambln CNOXKHBIN.

TecToBble 3aAaHus BbINM pasgeneHbl Ha rpynnbl Mo NPUH-
LMYy CNOXHOCTU COAEPMaHWUSA, HEKOTOPbIE M3 HUX [OMOJHU-
TENbHO MOAPa3AeNieHbl HaMW B 3aBUCUMOCTM OT CIIOMHOCTU
CTPYKTYpbl Bonpoca. OnucaHue XapaKTepucTuK, onpefens-
IOLLMX YPOBEHb CMOXHOCTU TECTOBbIX 3afaHuid, 0TobpaxeHo
B Tabn. 2. 3apaHus, TpebytoLwme 0T CTYAEHTOB AEMOHCTpaLmMm
6a30BbIX 3HaHWM, COOTBETCTBOBA/M MEPBLIM CEMU YPOBHSM
CNOXHOCTW, ANS YCMEeLHOro BbIMOSHEHUS 3afaHui ¢ 8-ro
no 10-1 ypoBeHb CNOXHOCTU TPeboBanMchb HaBbIKM UCMONB30-
BaHMs Ba30BbIX 3HaHWI 415 BbIBELEHWUS NPABUILHOMO OTBETA.

JluneiiHoe KoMnelomepHoe mecmupoeaHue

TecTpoBaHWe B KOHTPOSIbHOM Tpynne OpraHW3oBaHo
C NMOMOLLbK KOHCTpYKTOpa TecToB Ha nnatdopme Online Test

Ta6nuua 2. OnucaHre XapaKTePUCTUK YPOBHEN COXKHOCTH
Table 2. Description of the characteristics of difficulty levels

Vol. 26 (5) 2022
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Pad (http://onlinetestpad.com/). CtpykTypa J1T BK/touana Bce
10 ypoBHEN CNOXHOCTM C YacTOTOW BCTpPEYaeMOCTH, Mpo-
MOPLMOHaNbLHOM KX YacToTe BCcTpedaeMocTyu B 10-cTagniHoM
nupamuaaneHoid ctparerun AT (Tabn. 3), 4to onpeaennno
(uKcMpoBaHHYK AnnHY TecTa B 30 TeCToOBbIX 3afiaHuii.
MocnepoBaTeNbHOCTL YPOBHEN M BbIGOp TECTOBOrO 3a-
LaHuA U3 0asbl [aHHbIX ANS COOTBETCTBYHOLLETO YPOBHS
OnpeAensnnch CiyyaiHbiM 0bpa3oM Mpu 3a,aHHOM HaMu
YCIIOBUM OTCYTCTBUS MOBTOPALLMXCS TECTOBLIX 3a[aHMMN.
3HayeHnss MPOJOMKUTENBHOCTU TECTUPOBAHUS U KOMnye-
CTBa NpaBW/IbHbLIX 0TBETOB AB/IAKOTCS MapamMeTpaMu, Npejo-
CTaBNseMbIMU JaHHOW NnaThopMoii Mo yMonyaHuio.

AdanmueHoe KOMNblomepHoe mecmupoeaHue

B akcnepumeHTanbHoM rpynne npoBoguan AT Ha nnat-
dopme «Google Tabnmubl». OyHKUMOHMpPOBaHWe anroputMa AT
obecrneyeHo NOCPeSCTBOM HAMMCAHHOTO HaMU MPOrPaMMHOI0
Kopa (cKpunTa) Bo BCTPOEHHOM pefaktope ckpunTos (Google

YpoBeHb
TecToBOro XapaKkTepucTMKa ypoBHsi
3afaHus
1-ii 3apaHusA Ha y3HaBaeMOCTb 3H0J0HTUYECKUX MHCTPYMEHTOB, aKCeCCyapoB WM MaTepuasnoB, 3HaHWe 6a30Bbix onpeaeneHui

U NOHATMIA B U3OPaHHOMN TeMaTuKe

3apaHus Ha 3HaHue XapaKTepuUCTUK 3HO000HTUYECKOro MHCTPYMEHTa C OAHUM NpaBWJibHbIM BapMaHTOM 0TBETa. 3apaHus
2-i Tp6‘6y}0T bonee CNOMXHbIX YMCTBEHHbIX NMPOLIECCOB, TaK KaK CHa4ana CTy[eHT [J0JIKEH Y3HaTb MHCTPYMEHT, a 3aTeM

COOTHECTU C COOTBETCTBYHLLNMU eMY XapaKTepUCTUKaMun

3.y  3aMaHus Ha 3HaHVe XapaKTepPUCTUK IHAOAOHTUHECKOTO MHCTPYMEHTA C HECKOJIBKUMY NPaBIIbHBIMY BapiaHTaMit OTBeTa.
3apaHus cloHee npeablayLLero YPoBHS, TaK Kak UMElT 6osiee CIIOMKHYI0 CTPYKTYpY

3apaHus ¢ 0aHUM npaBwuJibHbIM BapMaHTOM 0TBETa Ha 3HaHME NopAfKa NPUMEHeHNA UHCTPYMEHTa, TEXHUKN
4-n ucnonb3oBaHus. [laHHble 3aaHus TPESYPOT Y3HaBaHUA UHCTPYMEHTA, 3aT€M O0MUCaHUA €ro XapakTepuctuK, a 3aTteM
COOTHECEHMSA C LEWCTBUAMMU, KOTOpble OCYLLeCTBNIATCA AdHHBIM UHCTPYMEHTOM

aHTaMK 0TBeTa

3apaHus Ha 3HaHue nopAanKa NpUMeHeHUsa UHCTPYMEHTOB N TEXHUKWU UCNOJIb30BaHUA C HECKOJIbKUMU NpaBUJibHbIMU Bapu-

3afaHus Ha 3HaHWe NPOTOKO/A NPUMEHEHNS 3HA0[OHTUYECKUX MHCTPYMEHTOB C OAHWAM BapuaHTOM oTBeTa. [laHHble 3a-
6-it  paHus TpebytoT oT CTyneHTOB Gonbluero 06beMa 3HaHWM: Ha3BaHWe MHCTPYMEHTOB, UX XapaKTepUCTUKM, MOPSAAOK NpuMe-
HEHWS! KaXX[,0r0 M3 HUX U MOCNe0BaTesIbHOCTb MPUMEHEHUS! BCEX MHCTPYMEHTOB B 0603Ha4eHHOM feyebHOM NpoToKone

3apaHua Ha onpepeneHne nocnenoBaTesibHOCTA 3TanoB NPOTOKO/1a NPUMEHEHNA 3HO0A0HTUHECKMX UHCTPYMEHTOB. 3apanus

NPOBEPAIT 3HaHNA aHaNOrM4HO npeablayLleMy ypoBH0, HO HanucaHbl B bonee cnoxHon d)opMe TECTOBbIX 3afiaHui

8-ii 3apaHus Ha BbluMCNeHne XapPaKTepPUCTUK NHCTPYMEHTOB. OGYHGIOLU,VIVICFI Y3HaeT 3Ha4yeHus, HeobxoauMble ans Bbl4UCNIEHUA,
U3 TEeKCTa 3afiaHus bo 13 WNNICTPaUnnN K 3aiaHunio, a 3aTeM [0JIKEH CCI)OpMyJ'IVIpOBaTb I'IpaBVIJ'IbeIVI OTBET

9-n TunoBble CUTYaLUMOHHbIE 3a4a4M
CWTyauMoHHble 3a1a4m C M30bITOYHBIMU AaHHBIMY

Tabnuua 3. PacnpeseneHue KonnyecTBa ypoBHeM cnoxHocti B JIT
Table 3. Distribution of the number of difficulty levels in LT

YpoBeHb COXHOCTU | 1-# | 2-1 | 3-1n | 4-1h

| 5-# | 6-i | 7-#

YacroTa BCTpeyaeMocTy 1 2 3 4

5 5 4 3 2 1

DOl https://doi.org/10.17816/dent110954




LUVIDPOBAS CTOMATOSIO S

Apps Scripts) Ha si3bike JavaScript (npusoxcerus 1, 2'). Anro-
PUTM Bblaum TECTOBbIX 33[aHMiA B 3KCNepPUMEHTaNbHOM rpyn-
ne nponucaH B cooTBeTCTBUM C 10-CTagmitHOM NypamMuaanb-
Hol cTpateruent [15], uto onpeaenmno GUKCUPOBAHHYI AJIMHY
Tecta B 10 TecToBbix 3agaHuii. CornacHo AaHHOW CTpaTerum
nepeoe TecToBOe 3afaHue B AT Bcerpa 6bio 5-ro ypoBHs
CIOXKHOCTH, Ha [LaHHOM 3Tane paboTa cKpunTa 3akiovanach
TONBKO B C/ly4ailHOM BbIbope 3afaHusa U3 6a3bl faHHbIX YKa-
3aHHOT0 YPOBHA CIIOXHOCTU. BbiBOA Kaaoro nocneaytoLero
TeCToBOro 3afanus (co 2-ro no 10-e) npoucxoamn nocne AByx
3TanoB aBTOMAaTUYECKOM paboTbl CKPMNTa: CHavana onpege-
NANCS YPOBEHb CIIOXHOCTW, UCXOAA U3 MPaBUNIBHOCTU 0TBETA
Ha npeblLyLmMiA BOMPOC, 3aTeM COOTBETCTBEHHO OMpeesieH-
HOMY YPOBHIO CJTOXHOCTM C/yyaiiHbIM 06pa3oM BbIBOAMNOChH
TECTOBOE 3aJaHue U3 6asbl AaHHbIX. DUKcaLmMs BpeMeHH, 3a-
TPaYEHHOro Ha BbIMOIHEHWE TECTOBbIX 3aJaHWUM, OCYLLECTBAS-
Nacb B aBTOMATMYECKOM pexuMe. [pofomKuTeNnbHOCTb K-
cMpoBanach 0T MOMEHTa BbIBOAA MEPBOro TECTOBOTO 3aaHus
A0 MOMeHTa oTBeTa Ha nocniegHee (10-e) TecToBoe 3aaaHue.

Cmamucmuyeckas obpabomxa 0aHHbIx

CTaTMCTMYECKMIN aHanM3 NPOM3BOAMIM B NPOrPaMMHOM
obecneyenun IBM SPSS Statistics. Ctatuctiueckas 3Hauu-
MOCTb (@) M MOLLHOCTb UCCNEA0BaHNA OblK 3aaHbl Ha YPOB-
Hax 0,05 n 80% cooTBeTcTBEHHO. [lonyyeHHble AaHHbIe

! [lononH1TenbHbE MaTepuansl PasMeLLeHbl B OTKPLITOM Hay4HOM PEeno3uTopuu, AOCTYMHOM
no cceinke https://osf.io/r9cpt/files/. Mpunoxenne T — MCXoAHbINA KOA KOMMbOTEPHOrO adan-
TVUBHOO anropuTMa TeCTOB; MPUNOXKEHNE 2 — WCXOAHBIA KOJ 3NEKTPOHHOM basbl TECTOBbIX
3af1aHNi A1 KOMMbIOTEPHOTO AAANTUBHONO aNrOpUTMa TECTOB.

Tom 26 (5) 2022

Poccuickmii CToMaTonorMHecKi HypHarn

MPOBEPSNIM Ha COOTBETCTBME HOPMasIbHOMY pacrpefeneHuno
nocpeacTBOM 0AHOBbIGOpOYHOro Kputepus KonmoropoBa—
CMupHoBa. B cnyyasx HopManbHOro pacnpeesneHns 3Have-
HWWA NpUMeHANK t-KpuTtepuin CTbIOAEHTa A1 HEe3aBUCUMBIX
BbIOOPOK C NpefBapuTeSbHbIM aHafM30M PaBEHCTBA [WC-
nepcuii o Kputepuio JIBMHA. B MHBIX Cnyyasx cpaBHeHWe
BbIOOPOK MPOM3BOAMM C MOMOLLI0 HEMapaMeTPUYECKOro
U-kputepus MaHHa—YUTHM Ana HE3aBUCUMBbIX BbIDOPOK.

PE3YJIbTATbI

lNokasaTenu caMooOLeHKM B Tpynnax McCnepoBaHus
no napametpaM «OueHKa», «Cuna» n «AKTMBHOCTb» COOT-
BETCTBOBa/IM HWU3KOMY YPOBHIKO Ha 3Tanax Ao U Mocne Bbl-
MOJIHEHMS CTYAEHTaMM TECTOBbIX 3afaHui. CTaTucTUyecku
3HAYMMBIX Pa3fUYMIA MEXAY MOKa3aTeNiAAMU TPYNn He Bbl-
sBneHo (kputepuii Jiusuns: p >0,05; t-kputepmii CTblofeHTa
ANs He3aBuCKMMBIX Bbibopok: p >0,05), yto noaTBepxaaeT
rOMOreHHOCTb CPOPMMPOBaHHON BbIBOPKM 1 NO3BONSET Npo-
U3BECTU 0OBEKTUBHOE CPaBHEHWE Pe3ysbTaToB AalbHENLLNX
uccnepoBanuii (tabn. 4).

YpoBeHb TPEBOXHOCTU B KOHTPOJILHOM M 3KCMEpUMEH-
TaNbHOM rpynnax cooTBETCTBOBa/ YMEPEHHOMY KaK A0 Bbl-
NONHEHUs TECTOBbIX 3afiaHiM, TaK u nocne. CTatuctyecku
AOCTOBEPHbIX Pa3finiMi TaKKe He obHapyxeHo (KpuTepui
Jusuns: p >0,05; t-kputepuit CTblofieHTa AN HE3ABUCUMBIX
Bbibopok: p >0,05) (tabn. 5).

06ulee unCNO NpeanoKeHHbIX TECTOBBIX 3afjaHuii B 3KC-
nepuMeHTanbHoi rpynne (AT) coctaBuno 2460, U3 KOTOpbIX

Tabnuua 4. CpesHie 3HaUeHMs NOKa3aTenel NCMXOAUArHOCTUHECKOH METOAMKY «JIMYHOCTHBIN AnddepeHLman» B uccneayeMbix rpynnax (M+m)
Table 4. Average values of the psychodiagnostic technique indicators “Personal differential” in the studied groups (M+m)

o > CraTucTuyeckas 3HaYMMoCTb
aKTOpbI 3JTan KoHTpons JluneliHoe TecTupoBaHue ApanTuBHOe TeCTMpOBaHue .
pasnuuuit (p)
[lo —4,52+4,05 -4,08+3,93 0,253
OueHKa
Mocne —4,52+4,86 —4,40+4,46 0,792
Jlo -1,97+2,78 -2,16+3,23 0,495
Cuna
Mocne -2,25+3,83 -2,53+3,81 0,444
Jo -2,10£2,66 -2,04+2,94 0,825
AKTUBHOCTb
Mocne -2,12+3,00 -1,81+2,84 0,271

Mpumeyarue. M — cpepHas apudMeTHUecKas; m — cpefHEKBaLPaTUYECKOe OTKIOHeHMe. * t-Kputepuii CTbiofeHTa A He3aBUCUMBIX BbIBOPOK.
Note. M — arithmetic mean; m — standard deviation. * Student's t criterion for independent samples.

Tabnuua 5. CpefiHne 3HaueHWs noKasaTenei NCMXoAMarHoCTUHECKOI LKanbl Tpesorv Cninnbeprepa—XaHuHa B uccneayeMbix rpynnax (M+m)
Table 5. Average values of the Spielberger—Hanin psychodiagnostic anxiety scale in the study groups (M+m)

" CratucTuyecKas 3HaYMMoCTb
MNokasartensb 3JT1an KoHTpons JluneliHoe TecTupoBaHue ApanTuBHOe TeCTMpOBaHuWe AN,
pasnuuui (p)
CVITyaTVIBHaFI ﬂ,O 43,22i9,04 43,58i8,57 0,375
TPEBOXHOCTb Mocne 43,24+9,81 42,99+9,48 0,739

Mpumeyanue. M — cpepHsas apudMeTMdecKas; m — cpeHeKBaApaTUYECKOe OTKIIOHeHHe. * t-KpuTepuit CTblofeHTa A4Sl He3aBUCUMbIX BbIGOPOK.
Note. M — arithmetic mean; m — standard deviation. * Student’s t criterion for independent samples.
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BbINOJHEHHbIX BepHo 1738 (70,61+16,96%), B KOHTPONbHOI
rpynne (JIT) obwee KonuyectBo cooTeTcTBOBafN0 6000,
n3 Hux 4031 (67,18+18,65%) BepHbix oTBeTOB. [0 OTHOCU-
TeNbHOMY KONMYECTBY BEPHBIX OTBETOB K WX 06LeMy uucny
MeX Ay uccnefyeMbiMU rpynnaMm He BbISIBIEHO CTaTUCTUYe-
CKM 3HauMMBbIX pasnnunii (kputepuit KonMoroposa—CMupHo-
Ba: p <0,05; U-kputepuit MaHHa-YutHu: p=0,072).

CpenHee BpeMs, 3aTpayeHHOe CTYZLEHTaMM Ha MoJHoe
BbIMOJSIHEHUE JIMHEWHBIX KOMMbBIOTEPHBIX TECTOB, COCTaBMIIO0
1358,52+697,99 cek, a apantusHbIx — 816,22+278,02 cexk.
Pasnuums B nccnefyeMbix rpynnax no BpeMeHHOMy napame-
TPy ABNIAKOTCA CTATUCTMYECKM 3HauMMbIiMK (KpuTepui Kon-
moropoBa—CmupHoBa: p <0,05; U-kputepuin MaHHa—YuTHu:
p=0,000).

OBCYXAEHUE

CaMooLieHKa — TeCHO CBSA3aHHbI C MOTUBaLMEN K 0byye-
HWIO KOMTMOHEHT [16], KOTOpbIN PaccCMOTPEH HaMK, B 4aCTHOCTU,
C LiefIbl0 MPOBEPKY TUMOTE3bl 0 BAWSHAM TUMa TECTUPOBaHMS
Ha CaMOOLIEHKY CTYAEeHTOB. fIBNAETCA OYEBMAHBIM, YTO MHOU-
BUAyasnbHas OMTUMM3aLMs YPOBHSA CNIOXKHOCTU TECTOBbIX 3a4a-
HUI 0becneymBaeT UCKOYEHWe 3aaHuin, 0bnaaaroLLmx 6osb-
LUMM CTPECCOBbIM MOTEHLMANOM 18 CTYAEHTa, YTO B paMKax
MPOBEAEHHOr0 UCCNeA0BaHNA He NOATBEPLAMUIOCE.

He MeHee BaHbIM AIBNSIETCS IMOLMOHANbHOE COCTO-
fiHWe (TPEBOXHOCTB), BAUSIOLLEE HA MPOW3BOAMTENbHOCTL
CTYLEHTOB W, KaK CNeACTBME, HA YCMELHOCTb 06yyeHus
[17-19]. CHuKeHWe Npou3BOAMTENBHOCTM MOXET BO3HMK-
HYTb B pe3y/ibTaTe CTPECCOBbIX (haKTOPOB, B TOM YMCIIE TaKKX,
KaK CNIOXKHOCTb 3aJjaHuiA, UX KONMYeCTBO U AeduLmMT BpeMe-
HW ans BbinonHenus [20-22]. lpu 3ToM nonHoe oTcyTcTBMe
CTpecca y CTYAEHTOB MOXKET TaKKe CHWU3WUTb UX pe3yfbTa-
TMBHOCTb, B CBA3Y C YeM TPEBOKHOCTb JOMKHA MOALEp-
JKMBATbCA Ha ONTUManbHOM ypoBHe [17, 23]. JlutepaTypHble
AaHHble KacaTeslbHO JaHHOr0 BOMPOCa pasHATCS: pe3ynbTarhl
HEKOTOPbIX UCCNEA0BaHNUNA CBULETENCTBYIOT O HEraTUBHOM
addeKkTe agantueHoro nogxopa [24, 25], uHole paboTbl —
06 obpatHOM [26].

OcHOBbIBasACb Ha MOJY4YEHHbIX HaMWU AaHHbIX, MOX-
HO 3aKJIOYNTb O PABEHCTBE BO3[EWCTBUS PaCcCMOTPEHHBIX
METO0B TECTMPOBaHWS Ha YPOBEHb TPEBOMU MCMBITYEMbIX
W, KaK CNeAcCTBME, COMOCTaBUMBIX 3HAYEHMI YCMELIHOCTH
BbIMOTHEHHBIX CTYAEHTaMW TeCTOBbIX 3afaHWUii MeXpy uc-
cnepyeMbiMu rpynnamu. Pasnuums B ycneBaemocTu, 06-
YCNIOBNEHHbIE YPOBHEM 3MOLIMOHANBHOrO bnaronosnyuns,
MOTYT MPOSBNIATLCSA HA OTAaNeHHbIX cpokax [17], onHako
B Hay4HOWN NuUTepaType He NpeAcTaBfieH CPaBHUTESbHbIN
aHanu3 afanTUBHOMO M JIMHEHOT0 METOA0B TECTUPOBaHMA
B [laHHOM acneKTe, 4To CBUAETENbCTBYET 0 HeobxoaumocTH
AanbHeMNLLIero U3yyeHns JaHHOro BOMpoca.

Mpy paccMOTpeHWM NpWBELEHHOTO B HacTosLlel pabo-
T€ HW3KOT0 YPOBHS CaMOOLEHKU U YMEpPeHHOM TPEBOXHO-
CTU CnefyeT y4uTblBaTh, YTO MCCNEAOBaHUE MPOBOAMNIOCH
B MEpUoS, OrPaHNUNTESNIbHBIX Mep, CBA3aHHbIX C MaHLEMMell
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COVID-2019, uto Hem3bexHO OKa3blBasno HeraTMBHOE BO3-
JEeCTBUE Ha NCUXOJIOTMYECKOE 340p0BbEe CTYAEHTOB [27, 28],
B 0COOEHHOCTM MeauuUMHCKMX By30B [29, 30], aaHHOW BO3-
pactHom rpynnbl [31].

B pabote npumeHeHa Hambonee npocTas cTpaterus
aflanTMBHOr0 MexaHu3Ma paboTbl anropuTMa, 4to 06bAC-
HSIET, BEPOATHO, CN1abyto BbIPAXEHHOCTb Pasfininin MeX Ay
rpynnamu uccneposaHus. TeM He MeHee MoyyYeHHble pe-
3yNbTaThbl CBMAETENBCTBYIOT O BO3MOXHOCTU €ro npume-
HeHust B 0bpa3oBaTesibHoM npouecce. 0cobeHHO BaXKHbIM
npeumyLlecTBoM AT ABNSieTCA BO3MOXKHOCTb COKPALLEHNS
BPEMEHU, 3aTPaynBaEMOro Ha OLEHKY YpOBHSA MOArOTOB-
NEHHOCTM CTYAEHTOB. 3T0 MO3BONSET BbIAENATb bonblue
BpeMeHU Ana GopMMpoBaHUS NpodeccMoHanbHbIX yMe-
HWIA Ha ayAWTOPHLIX MPaKTMYeCcKUX 3aHaTuax. OpHaKo
Ha CErofHALHUIA AeHb CYLLecTBYIOT bosee cOBEpLLEHHbIE
1 3pdeKTUBHbIE aAaNTMBHbLIE afrOPUTMbI, U3YYEHUE KOTO-
pbix byfeT peanu3oBaHo Ha NOCAEAYIOWMX ITanax Hallen
paboTbl.

[laHHas pabota bbina HanpaeneHa Ha onpefeneHve Le-
Necoobpa3HOCTV NPUMEHEHUs afanNTUBHOTO TECTOBOMO KOH-
TPONS YPOBHSA NOLTOTOB/IEHHOCTM CTYAEHTOB-MeIMKOB. bbino
LOCTOBEPHO OMpefeneHo, YTo [JIA OCYLIECTBIEHUS apan-
TMBHOIO TECTOBOTO KOHTPOSs TpebyeTcs MeHblle BpeMeHU
MO CPaBHEHMIO C JIMHENHLIM NPW NPOYMX PaBHbIX MOKa3saTe-
nsx 3QPEKTUBHOCTU OLEHKM U IMOLMOHANBHOMO COCTOSHNA
CTYLLEHTOB.
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