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AHHOTAIUA

HccnenoBanue MOCBANICHO WM3YYCHHIO B3aWMOCBSI3M TOJHOTHI TTOHMMaHHUs BepOaTbHOTO TEKCTa U
YPOBHSI TUBEPIEHTHOTO MbIIUICHUS. [IpoBepsIvCch THUMOTE3bl 1) O HAIMYHMU B3aMMOCBS3U MEXIY
MIOJTHOTOW MOHUMaHUSI BEpOATLHOIO TEKCTa U YPOBHEM JIMBEPTEHTHOTO MBIILICHHS; 2) O B3aUMOCBS3H
MEXy pe3yJIbTaTaMH Pa3UYHbIX TECTOB JUBEPICHTHOTO MBIIUICHUS; 3) O B3aMMOCBS3H MEXKIY
YPOBHEM TICHXOMETPUYECKOTO WHTEIEKTa, YPOBHEM JHMBEPICHTHOTO MBINUICHUS U TOJHOTOMN
NOHMMaHMs BepOanbHOro Tekcra. Beibopka: 35 uenosek (M = 18.97; SD = 0.91) nHa muioTakHOM
stane ucciaemoBanus, 50 yemosex (M = 21.56; SD = 1.47) — Ha OCHOBHOM 3Tare HCCJIEIOBAHUSI.
[Tpouenypa ucciaenoBaHus: OLUEHKA YPOBHS IICUXOMETPUYECKOTO UHTEIUIEKTA MPU MOMOIIU METOIUKH
«CtanmapTHple TporpeccuBHbie Marpuib» k. PaBeHa, oreHka ypOBHS JIMBEPTEHTHOTO
MBILUICHUSI C TIOMOIIbIO BepOanbHOW OaTapeu Tecta auBepreHTHoro MeluuieHus O. ToppeHca u
«Tecra otmameHHbix accoruanuii» C. MeaHuKka, YTEHHE CTUMYJIBHOTO MaTtepuana (Tekcra),
3aM0JHEHUE AaHKEeThl C BapHMaHTaMU OTBETOB JJisi OLIGHKH MOJHOTHI TOHMMaHHUS, IPOBEICHUE
MOJTYCTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOTO HWHTEPBBIO. MeETOapl 00pabOTKM JaHHBIX: KOA(P(GHUIIMEHT KOPPEISAIUN
Cnupmena, U-kputepuit Manna — Yutau, kputepuit lllanupo — Yunka.

Pesynbrarel: Oblma OOHapyXeHa 3HAYMMasi MpsMas CBSI3b MEXKIY IOJHOTOM MOHMMAHHS TEKCTa U
BepOaIbHON OEraocTeio, THOKOCTHIO, OPUTHHAIBHOCTHIO, 00IIel BepOanbHONW KpPEaTHBHOCTBHIO; HE
Obta OOHapy)KeHa 3HAUYMMasl CBSI3b MEXKIY IIOJHOTOM TOHMMAaHUS W WHIEKCAMH KOJWYECTBA
accolyanui, OpPUTrMHAIBHOCTH M YHUKAJIBHOCTH; CYIIECTBYET YMEPEHHas IOJIOKUTEIbHAsI CBS3b
MEXKIy WHJIEKCOM KOJIMYECTBA AacCOIMAIlii M YpPOBHEM BepOaJlbHOM Oerioctd, THOKOCTH,
OPUTHHAIILHOCTU W 00IIel BepOaIbHOW KpeaTUBHOCTH; HE OblIa OOHApYKEeHA CBSI3b MEXKIY YPOBHEM
MICUXOMETPUUYECKOTO0 UHTEIUIEKTa U PE3YJIbTaTaMH TECTOB JUBEPTCHTHOT'O MBIIIUICHHS, a TAK)KE CBSI3b
MEXJly YPOBHEM IICUXOMETPUYECKOTO HHTEJUIEKTa M TOJHOTOM MOHMMaHUs BepOalTbHOIO TEKCTa.
[TonyueHnHble pe3yabTaThl MO3BOJIAIOT TOBOPUTH O CBSI3M JUBEPTCHTHOIO KOMITIOHEHTA MBIILIICHUS C
MIPOLIECCOM CMBICTIOBOTO UTEHHS.

ABSTRACT

This study suggests a relation of the verbal text comprehension and the level of divergent thinking. We
put forward hypotheses 1) about the existence of a connection between the completeness of
understanding the verbal text and the level of divergent thinking; 2) about the relationship between
the results of various tests of divergent thinking; 3) about the relationship between the level of
psychometric intelligence and the level of divergent thinking and the completeness of understanding
the verbal text. Our sample was: 35 people (M=18.97; SD=0.91) at the pilot stage of the study, 50
people (M=21.56; SD=1.47) at the main stage of the study. The research procedure included the
following stages: assessment of the level of psychometric intelligence using methods "Standard
Progressive Matrices" by J. Raven, assessment of the level divergent thinking using the verbal
battery of E. Torrance’s divergent thinking test and S. Mednik’s “Remote Associations Test”,
reading stimulus material (text), filling out a questionnaire with response options to assess the
completeness of understanding, conducting semi-structured interview. Data processing was carried out
using the following methods: Spearman correlation coefficient, Mann-Whitney U- test, Shapiro-
Wilk test.

The results were found: a significant direct relationship between the text comprehension and verbal
fluency, flexibility, originality, general verbal creativity; there is no significant relationship between
text comprehension and indices of the number of associations, originality and uniqueness; there is a
moderate positive relationship between the index of the number of associations and verbal fluency,
flexibility, originality, general verbal creativity; no relationship was found between the level of
psychometric intelligence and the results of tests of divergent thinking; no relationship was found
between the level of psychometric intelligence and the verbal text comprehension. We assume that
the obtained results allow us to speak about the connection between the divergent component of
thinking and the process of semantic reading.



