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B pabote onrcana METOIOJIOTHS U IIPUBEICHBI PE3YIbTATHI aalTalliH MOMYJISIPHOTO F03a0MIUTH-OIIPOCHUKA
System Usability Scale (Illkana ymo0cTBa ucmonb3oBanus cucteMbl, SUS) i pyCCKOSI3BIYHBIX MTOJIb30BaTe-
nei. Ajanrtaius mpoBOIMIIACE Ha BEIOOPKE U3 657 MHTEPHET-IOB30BaTeNIeH, HOCUTEIICH PYCCKOTO S3bIKa, Ha
0aze BeO-mHTEpdeiica MOANHCOYHOTO cepBHca. [10CKoNbKY OMH M3 Hanboliee MUCKYCCHOHHBIX BOTIPOCOB B
KOHTEKCTe uctnoib3oBanus SUS — GakTopHasi CTPYKTypa 3TOr0 OIMPOCHUKA, OBLI MTPOBEICH TPEXYaCTHBIN dKC-
TJIOPATOPHBINA (haKTOPHBIA aHAMH3 (TIOCIEIOBATEIBHO 110 METOTy MUHUMAJIBHBIX OCTATKOB, IO METOIY MakK-
CUMAaJILHOTO TIPaBJIOTIOA00WSI, aHATTN3 TJIABHBIX KOMITOHEHT). BCe MCIONb30BaHHbBIC METOBI OTHO3HAYHO ITOJI-
TBEPAWIN NBYX(DAKTOPHYIO CTPYKTYpY ONMPOCHUKA. B pamkax KoHpUpMaTOpHOro (JaKTOPHOTO aHaIH3a JI0-
MOJIHUTEILHO CPABHUBAINCH TP HAaMOO0JIee YaCTOTHRIC B InTepaType pakTopubie Mogenu SUS: n3HadanbHas
onHO(aKTOPHAS, ABYX(aKTOpHAS CEMaHTHUYECKas U AByX(akTopHas ToHambHas. CorliacHO pe3ysibTaraM, To-
cienHss oToOpakaeT paKkTOPHYIO HAarpy3Ky OoJiee afieKBaTHO JaHHBIM. B Hell BBIICTICHHBIE (haKTOPBI Pa3iiu-
YarOTCsI 10 TOHAJILHOCTH: HEUETHBIE BOMPOCHI UMEIOT MO3UTUBHYIO TOHALHOCTh, & YETHBIE — HETATUBHYIO.
Tect HanexHOCcTH KpoHOaxa Takike MoKa3ain BRICOKYHO COTJIACOBAHHOCTH IO TIOTYYSHHBIM CyOIIKaliaM OIpOoC-
Huka. Takum oOpa3om, anantupoBanHas Bepcus SUS npescTapiseT co00i BAIMIHYIO M HAICKHYIO METOIUKY
M3MEPEeHHS YA00CTBA HCITOL30BAHUS (FO3a0MIUTH) CUCTEMBI JIJISL PYCCKOSI3BIYHON ayTUTOPUH U MOXKET TIPH-
MEHSATHCS KaK (yHJaMEHTAIbHBIMU HCCICIOBATEIIIMU KOTHUTHBHBIX MPOIECCOB U TOTO, KAK OHU MPOSIBIIS-
FOTCSI TP B3aUMOJICHCTBUY C MHTEP(EiicaMu pa3IMYHBIX THIIOB, TAK U MIPAKTUKAMH, IIPOCKTHPYIOIIUMU y100-

HBIC II0JIB30BATCILCKHEC I/IHTep(l)CﬁCBI.

Karouessie ciioBa: System Usability Scale, nepeBon onpocHuKa, BaIUaU3aus OMIPOCHHUKA, a/1arTa-

U] OPOCHUKA, 103a0MITUTH, YeTIOBEK-IIU(PPOBOE B3aUMO/IiiCTBHE
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Beenenue

UYeMm Oompllie HOBBIE TEXHOJIOTUU MTPOHUKAIOT BO BCE ACHEKTHI HAIIEH KU3HU, TEM aKTyalbHEe CTa-
HOBHTCS M3yU€HHUE CTICHU(UKU B3aUMOJICHCTBUS MOJIb30BATENs C UPPOBON cpeaoi U HuppPOBBIMU
untepdeiicamu [['medbko, ['opbyHnosa, 2022; I'pumanosa, 2017; Horst, 2020]. K uncny kiroueBbIx
aCIIeKTOB OLIEHKHU MOJIb30BATEIbCKUX UHTEP(EiicoB oTHOCAT X ynoodcTBo [Nielsen, 1996], kotopoe
MOJKET 3HAUYMUTEIHHO BIHATH HA yJIOBIETBOPeHHOCTH [JlaiikoBa, 2016; Frekjer et al., 2000], BoB:e-
yeHHocTh [Komnanuern, JIbi3p, 2017; Kujala et al., 2005], npoaykTuBHOCTH noab30Barest [Koctun n
ap., 2013; Bevan, Macleod, 1994]. Takum oGpa3om, MOBBILIEHHE KayecTBa IIUPPOBOro HHTEpdeiica
CTaHOBHUTCS 0COOEHHO Ba)KHBIM B COBPEMEHHOM MHUpE, TJI€ MOTOK HH(POPMAILIUU HETIPEPHIBHO PacTET
1 3¢ (eKkTuBHOE B3aUMOJCHCTBUE ¢ NU(POBBIMU CHCTEMaMH CTAHOBHUTCS HEOOXOIMMBIM yCIOBHEM

JJIS BBITIOJIHCHUSA ITOBCCAHCBHBIX 3a4a4.

Ho 4to0bI BEIOpaTh MHCTPYMEHT JIJIsl OLIEHKH T0JIb30BATEIBCKOTO ONbITa, HEOOXOIUMO YUUTHIBATD
MOTEHIMATIBHYIO 3HAYUMOCTh KYJIBTYPHOH CHEUM(UKH TOJIb30BATENBCKUX OXHUIAHUA OT MHTEp-
¢eiica U MOIB30BATENHCKOTO MOBEACHUS NPU B3aUMOJCHCTBUM C HUM. [Ipu 3TOM GOJBIIMHCTBO
OIPOCHHUKOB, pa3pabOTaHHBIX U1 U3MEpEHUs ya100cTBa MHTEp(ENHCOB, CO3IaBAIUCH B AHTJIOSA3BIU-
HBIX CTpaHaX, MO3TOMY MOTYT OBITh OIpaHHYEHBbl B MPUMEHEHUHU B JPYTUX KYJIBTYPHBIX Cperax
[Beaton et al., 2000]. YToOb! 06ecnieunTh HKOJIOTHUECKYIO YUCTOTY UCCIIEIOBAHNHN, TAKHE OIPOCHUKH
JOJKHBI OBITH HE IMTPOCTO MEPEBECHBI, HO MOJIHOLIEHHO aJallTUPOBAHBI ISl COXpPAaHEHHUS BAJTUTHOCTH

MHCTPYMEHTa Ha KOHLENTyaJIbHOM ypoBHE [Mutuna, 2022; Epstein et al., 2015].

[kana yno6ctBa ucnonszoBanus cuctemsl, i SUS (System Usability Scale), mupoko npumens-
eTcs JJIs OLICHKH yA00CTBa MOJIb30BaTeNIbCKUX nHTepdeiicoB [Bangor et al., 2008]. C momomipio Hee
YCIICIIHO OLIEHWIN YJIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh M BOBJICUEHHOCTh IOJH30BATENCH PA3IUYHBIX CHUCTEM,
BKIIOUasi BeO-caiiTel [Brooke, 2013], mporpammuoe obecnieuenue [Orfanou et al., 2015] u MmoOwmb-
Heie npunoxkenus [Kaya et al., 2019]. HanexuocTts 1 BanuaHocTh SUS OATBEPKIECHBI B PA3TUYHBIX
00JIaCTsAX W JJIsl Pa3IMUHBIX TPYIII MOJIB30BATENCH, UTO JIeNaeT ee IIeHHBIM HHCTpyMeHTOM [Bangor
et al., 2008; Gao et al., 2020]. [llupoxoe npumenenne SUS HaXOIUT U B POCCHICKUX F03a0UITHTH-
UCClieIOBaHMX (110 OOJIbIEH YacTH KOMMEPUYECKUX), HO B (hopMare MpoCcTOro MepeBojia ¢ aHTIuii-
CKOT'0. DTO CTaBUT METOJOJOTHUYECKYIO MPOOIIEeMY, CBI3aHHYIO C BAIMAHOCTHIO M HAIEKHOCTBIO HC-

MOJIb3YEMOI'0 OIIPOCHHUKA.

B ato0ii craThe onucan nponecc agantaiuu SUS 1715 pyCCKOSI3bIYHOM ayAUTOPUU C yUYETOM JIMHIBU-

CTMYECKHX M KYJBTYPHBIX ocoOeHHOcTel rpymmsl. [IpuBoauTcs moapoOGHOE omucaHue mporiecca
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MOJIrOTOBKH IIEpEBO/Ia TEKCTa OMPOCHUKA, cOOpa M aHAIN3a JaHHBIX, BAIMIU3AI[MH UTOTOBOW CTPYK-
TYpBI pyCCKOSI3bIYHON BepcHH onpocHuKa. Oco0oe BHUMaHUe yenseTcs pakTopHoi cTpykTrype SUS
U ee MOCIEICTBUAM JUIsl OLICHKH I10JIb30BaTeNbCKUX HHTep(eiicoB. DTa paboTa BHOCUT BKJIAJ B pa3-
BUTHE JIUTEPATYPHI 110 IOJIb30BATEILCKUM HHTEpdeiicaM U MpeICTaBIIsIeT COO0H MOIe3HbII HHCTPY-

MCHT OJ1d I/ICCJIe,Z[OBaTeJIefl 1 IPAaKTUKOB.

Yro Takoe 103a0MInTH

[Tpexne yem mepeiTu K HenocpeacTBeHHOMY aHanu3y System Usability Scale (SUS), BaxkHO ueTko
OTIPENICNIUTh KOHIIENT, W3MEPSIeMbIil JaHHBIM ONPOCHUKOM, — [03a0WIMTH. B mIMpokoM cwmbicie
103a0WJINTH MIPENICTABIIAET COO0I HayuUHYIO U NPUKIIAJHYIO TUCIUIUIMHY, 3aHUMAIOIIYIOCS TTOBBIIIe-
HUeM 3()(HEeKTUBHOCTH, MPOU3BOJUTEIHHOCTH U Y100CTBA UCIIOIB30BAaHUS PA3IMUHBIX CPEACTB Jes-
tenbHOCTU [Jordan, 2020]. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE 03a0UIMTH HE CIelyeT MyTaThb U OTOXKIECTBISATH C
MOJIb30BATEILCKUM OIBITOM (user experience, UX), KOTOPbIii OpUEHTUPOBAH Ha CyOBEKTHBHBIE ac-
MEKThl B3aUMOJICHCTBHA Mob30BaTens ¢ untepgeiicom [Nielsen, 1999]. B y3kom cmbicie 103a01-
JIMTU OTIpeNeNsIeTCsl KaK CIOCOOHOCTh MPOAYKTa 00eCeuynBaTh MoJb30BaTeIsIM 3(h()EeKTUBHOE BbI-
MOJTHEHHUE 3a71a4 M IOCTH)KEHNE KOHKPETHBIX IeJIeH, YTO MPUBOAUT K MOBBIIICHUIO TIPOU3BOIUTEIb-

HOCTH M YPOBHSI yIOBJIETBOPEHHSI OT €ro ucrnoyib3oBanus [Jordan, 2020].

[TpakTHyeckoe MpUMEHEHUE MPUHIIUIIOB 103a0MIUTH CBS3aHO C NMPOEKTUPOBAHUEM YJOOHBIX U IO-
HATHBIX HHTep(eiicoB. VccienoBaHus MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO BBHICOKUN YPOBEHb 103a0MIIUTH KOPPEIH-
pyet ¢ OoJyiee YacThIM UCIOJIb30BAHUEM KOHKPETHBIX CANTOB MIIM MPUIIOKEHUH, YTO CIIOCOOCTBYET
POCTY 10X0/10B KOMIaHMii-pa3padboTunkoB [Bleijenbergh et al., 2018]. bonee Toro, xopomwuii ypo-
BEHb 103a0muTu popMupyeT goBepue K HU(POBBIM UHTEpdEicaM U MOXKET pacCMaTPUBATHCS KaK
MHCTPYMEHT JJISl CO3/IaHUs U yKperuieHus onnaitH-nosepus [Kocosa, I'opOynoBa, 2023]. Hakoner,
(byHIaMeHTalIbHas 3HAYMMOCTb U3yUeHHS F03a0MIUTH 00YCIIOBIIEHA HE00X0AUMOCTHIO OoJiee TTy0o-
KOTO aHanu3a cneur(ukd paboThl KOTHUTHBHBIX MEXaHM3MOB YEJOBEKa IpPU B3aUMOICHCTBUU C

U (pPOBOH CPEO.

Memoowl 103a0unumu

HccnenoBanust B 006JaCT 103a0MIIMTH BKIIIOYAIOT B ce0s1 pa3HOOOpasHbIE METOBI IS OLEHKH U
ynyuiieHus: uurepdericoB. OCHOBHOW U3 HUX — 103a0MIIUTH-TECTUPOBAHKE, TIPU KOTOPOM IOJIB30Ba-
TEJX B3aUMOJICHCTBYIOT C HHTep(eiicOM MOCPEICTBOM BBHIIIOJHEHUS PEJICBAaHTHBIX 33/aHUM, a UC-
CJIeZIOBaTeNI HAOMIOAIOT U GPUKCUPYIOT UX JEHCTBUS, COOUPAIOT 00OPATHYIO CBA3b OT UCTIOJTHUTEIIS.
CO6op naHHBIX B peaJlbHOM BPEMEHH M03BOJISICT BBHIIBUTH KOHKPETHBIE IPOOJIEMbI 103a0MUINTH, TaKHe
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KaK CJIO)KHOCTH B HABUTAIIMM M YPOBEHbB yI0BJIETBOPEHHOCTH Mob3oBatenel [Bastien, 2010; Cooke,

2010].

DKcIepTHBIE OIIEHKH — YacTO MPUMEHIEMbIH MEeTO/1 F03a0UINTH, BKIIOYAIOIIUI OLIEHKY UHTep]eii-
COB JKCIIEpTaMHU 110 yCTaHOBJICHHBIM 3BpucTuKaM [Botella et al., 2014]. Takue onieHKH AarOT 3HAYU-
MBbI€ UJIEU, OJTHAKO B OCHOBHOM MX HEJIb3$51 Ha3BaTh OJHO3HAYHO PENPE3CHTaTUBHBIMU: OHU MOTYT HE
OXBaTHIBATh BCETO Pa3HOOOPA3HUs MOJIb30BATEILCKUX OMBITOB U BIieUaTIeHUi. IMEHHO MOATOMY JKC-

NEPTHOC MHCHUC KOPPCKTHEC IPUMCHATH B CBA3KC C APYTUMH MCTOAAMMU.

HaxkoHnel, OMpOCHUKH TaKXXe CTaJld HEOTHEMIIEMBIMU UHCTPYMEHTAaMH B COBPEMEHHBIX HCCIIeI0Ba-
HUSIX 103a0MITUTH, CITy’Ka CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHBIMU CPEACTBAMH I cOOpa KOJTMUECTBEHHBIX TAHHBIX O
BOCIIPUSATHH TOJIb30BaTensiMu uHTEpdeiicoB [Kirakowski, 1994]. B yactHocTH, OHU UCTIONB3YIOTCS
JUTS OIIEHKU CyOBEKTUBHBIX aCMEKTOB I03a0UITUTH, TAKUX KaK 00y4aeMocTh, 3 (HEKTUBHOCTh U YJI0-
BJIETBOPEHHOCTH. JIaHHBIN METO]I IPUBIICKATENICH CBOCH MACIITAOMPYEMOCThIO M BO3MOKHOCTBIO I'e-
HEpaluK CTaHAAPTHU3UPOBAHHBIX KOJIMYECTBEHHBIX TaHHBIX [Assila, Ezzedine, 2016]. OTo noBsimaer
CTaTUCTHYECKYIO CTPOTOCTh UCCIICAOBAHHIM, TIO3BOJISIS JIEJIaTh 3HAUMMBIE BBIBOJBI O TOM, HACKOJIBKO
cucremMa yao00Ha i nons3oBareneit [Lewis, 2014]. bonee Toro, onpoCHUKN — yHUBEPCATIbHBIN HH-
CTPYMEHT, KOTOPbI MOXKET OBITh aJallTUPOBAH K Pa3IMYHBIM KOHTEKCTaM M JaTh UCCIIEAOBATEIISM
BO3MOKHOCTh (DOPMYJIMPOBATH BOMPOCHI B COOTBETCTBUHM C KOHKPETHBIMH aCHEKTaMH F03a0MINTH
WIN IIeJIeBBIMU TpynnaMu mnoisib3oBaTeneil [Assila, Ezzedine, 2016]. OxHako cTOUT mpU3HATH MX
OTpaHUYEHUS, TAKUE KaK MOTCHIMAIbHbIE NCKAXXEHUs, CBSI3aHHbIE ¢ camooTyeTHOCThIO [Hornbek,
2006]. KomOnHMpOoBaHWE KOJUYECTBEHHBIX BBIBOJIOB M3 OMPOCHUKOB C KaYeCTBEHHBIMHU pE3yJIbTa-
TaMH JPyTUX METO/I0B 00ecreunBaeT riy0oKoe MOHNMAaHue 103a0MIUTH, TOMOTasi 00 lyMaHHO YJIyd-
math uHTepdericel. s odbecneueHus MMPOTH NPUMEHEHHUS ONIPOCHHUK TOJDKEH OBITh HEe MPOCTO Ka-
YEeCTBEHHO IepeBeJIeH Ha JAPYroi sI3bIK, HO U KOPPEKTHO aIalTHPOBAH C YYETOM KYJIBTYpPHBIX OCO-
6enHocreil pecrionieHTOB. C 1EIbI0 paCIIMPEHUsT METOI0JIOTHYECKOTO arnapaTa U3y4eHus oBeIe-
HUS PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIX MTOJIb30BATENCH ObLIO MIPUHATO PELICHUE aJallTUPOBATh OJIMH U3 CAMBIX U3BECT-

HBIX OMPOCHUKOB B 103a0mmuTH — System Usability Scale.

Onpocuuk System Usability Scale (SUS)

[kana yao6cTBa CIOIB30BAHUS CUCTEMBI — OIIPOCHHK, ITMPOKO MPUMEHSEMBIH JJIs1 OLIEHKHU TOJIb-
30BaTeJIEM OIIbITA B3aMMOACUCTBHS C Pa3IMYHbIMU HHTepdelicamu. BriepBeie oH ObLT MpeacTaBieH
Jlxonom bpykom B 1986 roay [Brooke, 1986] xak ObICTpBIif 1 IPOCTOI crioco0 OLEeHKH yaoOcTBa

HCIOJIb30BAHUA MIUPOKOT0 CIICKTPAa CUCTEM, OJHAKO OoJlblIee PaCIpoOCTpaHCHUC TTOJYUNJIa BEPCUS
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1996 rona [Brooke, 1996]. Onpocuuk SUS cocTOUT U3 1eCATH BOMPOCOB-CYKIEHUH (IpUMEp mepe-
BOJIa MpHBeJieH B TabuuIe 1), KaKabli U3 KOTOPBIX OIIEHUBAETCS 0 MATHOAUIbHOM 1mKase Jlaiikepra
ot «Kareropuuecku He cornmacen» o «Kareropuuecku coriacen». Bompocsl npenHazHadyeHsl 115
OLIEHKU CyOBbEKTHBHBIX BIEUATIICHUH MOJIb30BaTeNeii 00 ya00CTBE NCTIONb30BAHUS CHCTEMBI, TAKHX
KaK IPOCTOTa MCIOJIB30BaHMs, IEJIOCTHOCTh CHCTEMbI U O0IIas yIOBJIETBOPEHHOCTh OT €€ UCIOJb-
30BaHMs. Bompocs! AensTcs Ha 1B TOHAIbHbBIE KATETOPHU: 1101 HEYETHBIMU HOMEPaMHU NPHUBEICHBI
MO3UTHUBHBIEC CYKJCHMS, MOJ YETHBIMU — HeraTtuBHbIe. [lojcuer pe3ynbTaToB OpraHM30BaH Tak:
BKJIAJ] TIO3UTHBHBIX ITYHKTOB OIICHMBAETCS KaK IMOJIOKCHHE IIKAJIBI MUHYC 1; BKJIaJ HETaTUBHBIX
IIYHKTOB OILICHUBAETCS KaK 5 MUHYC MOJIOKeHue mKkanbl. Hanpumep, ecnu B Bonpoce 1 (o3utuBHOE
CYXJIEHHUE) I0JIb30BATEb BBICTABIIIECT Oall, paBHBIHM S5, TO MPH MOACYETE PE3yIbTATOB BKJIA STOTO
MyHKTa OyJIeT ornieHeH Kak 4 (T.k. 5 — 1 =4). AHanoru4Ho, eciu B Bonpoce 2 (HeraTUBHOE CYKICHHE)
M0JIb30BATENb BHICTABIISCT Oall, paBHBIN 5, TO MPH MOJACYETE PE3YIbTATOB BKJIAJ 3TOTO IyHKTa Oy-
net oueHeH Kak 0 (T.k. 5 — 5 = 0). [losnyueHHbIe 3HaYeHMs 10 BCEM LIKalaM CYMMHUPYIOTCSI, pe3yibTaT
yMHOXkaeTcst Ha 2,5. O6mee 3Hauenne SUS moxet nexarh B auana3one ot 0 mo 100. Cpennee 3Ha-
yenue SUS no ouenke 500 uccrnenoBanuii cocrapnser 68 (Sauro J. Measuring Usability with the
System Usability Scale (SUS). URL: https://measuringu.com/sus/) — 11060€ 3HaYCHHE BBIIIIE MOXKET
CUMTAThCS XOPOIIUM ToKa3aTeaeM y100cTBa cucTeMbl. [10/IHy10 BepcHIo ONPOCHHUKA Ha aHTITUICKOM
SI3BIKE MOXKHO HailTh B cTathe bpyka [Brooke, 1996]. Hama MeTonuka ¢ ananTupoBaHHBIM TIEPEBO-

AOM MPCAOCTABIIACTCA IO 3alIPpOCY HA 3JICKTPOHHYIO IMOYTY aBTOPOB.

Tabnuua 1
[Ikana ymo6cTBa ucnonszoBanus cuctemsl (SUS), mpumep nepeBoaa

N | OpurnHajbHble (pOPMYJINPOBKH Ananranus

[Brooke, 1996]

1 | I think that I would like to use this system | I mymaio, 4TO MHE XOTeIOCh Obl YaCTO UCIOIB30-

frequently. BaTh ATY CUCTEMY.

2 | I found the system unnecessarily com- [ Cucrema moka3zanack MHE U3JIMIIHE CIO0XKHOM.

plex.

OmnpocHuk SUS 0THOCUTENEHO KOPOTOK U IMPOCT B MPUMEHEHUH, a TAKXKE CTAOUITBFHO IEMOHCTPUPYET
BBICOKYIO HaJIe:)KHOCTH [Bangor et al., 2008; Finstad, 2010; Kortum, Sorber, 2015]. B To ke Bpems
BOKPYT €ro (haKTOPHOH CTPYKTYpHI BEACTCA aKTHBHAS Hay4YHasl AUCKYyCCHUs. Bbiaensercs HECKOIBKO

OCHOBHBIX ITATTCPHOB!
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1. Oounogaxmoprnas cmpykmypa. lpennoxena Jlxonom bpykom [Brooke, 1996], oqnako ona
MOYTH HE HAXOUT MOATBEPIKIACHHIA CErOTHS.

2. Jlsyxgpaxmopmnas mounanvnas cmpykmypa [Borsci et al., 2015; Lewis, Sauro, 2017]. Pa3nene-
HUE 10 (aKTOpaM COBIAAAET C pa3feiCHHEM 10 TOHAIBHOM OKpacke Bompoca (MO3UTHBHAS
WJIM HeraTuBHas); cooTBeTCTBeHHO, K DakTopy 1 otHocsaTea Q1, Q3, QS, Q7, Q9; xk dak-
Topy 2 otHocarcsa Q2, Q4, Q6, Q8, Q10. Ilepuoanueckn OTAEIbHBIE BOIPOCH! MOTYT BbINa-
JaTh U3 3TOM CTPYKTYPHI IPU coXpaHeHuu oduero npuHuuna [Kortum, Sorber, 2015; Sauro,
Lewis, 2011].

3. Jsyx¢haxmopnas cemanmuueckas cmpyxmypa [Bangor et al., 2008; Lewis, Sauro, 2009].
dakTopHas CTPYKTypa IMO3BOJISIET BBIICIUTH JBE CMBICIOBbIE MIKanbl: «[lone3HoCThY
(Usability) u «M3yuaemoctby» (Learnability). K ®@akrtopy 1 («Ilone3HOCTB») IpH 3TOM OTHO-

csitest Bee Borpockl, kpome Q4 u Q10; xk Paxropy 2 («M3ydyaemocts») otHOCsTCS Q4 11 Q10.

Hexotopsie uccnenosarenu [Borsci et al., 2015] oObpsicHIIN Takylo pa3HUIy B OOHAPYKHBAEMbIX
(aKTOPHBIX CTPYKTYpax pasHUILIEH B OMBITHOCTH MOJIb30BATEINS, OJHAKO BOCIPOM3BECTH PE3YIbTaThI

He yaanocsk [Lewis et al., 2015].

CTOUT OTMETHUTH, UTO B PYCCKOSI3bIYHOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE YK€ NPEANPUHUMANIACh ITONBITKA aAaTaluu
onpocHuka SUS UX-arentcrBoM FO3eTukc, 0JHaKo B CBSI3U C IPUOCTAHOBKOW J1€ATEIBHOCTH KOM-
MaHUM MaTepHajbl alanTaluy 0ojiee HEeOCTYIHBI IHpoKor ayautopun. [1o 3ot mpuunne, a Takxe
IIOTOMY, YTO B HAYYHOH Cpele aJanTalus ONPOCHUKA Ha PYCCKHUH SI3BIK MPEXIE HE MPOBOIUIACD,
BO3HHUKAET HEOOXOIUMOCTh B (POPMHUPOBAHUN MHCTPYMEHTAPUS IS OLIEHKU F03a0UIIUTH Ha PyCCKOM

A3bIKE. 3aKPBITh 3TOT MPOoOeIT MO3BOJISAET MPOBEACHHAS HaMU ajanTanus onpocHuka SUS.

Meronomorus agantauu onpocHuka SUS

Jnis aganranuu Obi1a BeIOpaHa nepensnannas Bepcust SUS [Brooke, 1996]. [lepeBon onpocHuka Ha
PYCCKHUM SI3bIK MPOU3BOIUIICS 110 METOI0JIOTHH, TIpei1okeHHOU Jlopkac buton u koineramu [Beaton
et al., 2000] mns Kpocc-KyIbTYpPHOH afanTalyuyd OMPOCHHUKOB MOJIEIH CaMOOTUYeTa. AHATOTUIHBIN
MeTo ObUT HCTIONIBb30BaH U B 1pyrux aganrtanusx SUS [Sharfina, Santoso, 2016]. IIpouecc nepeBoaa

OBLI ACKOMIIO3UPOBAH HaA IIATh MIAros:

1. IlepBuuHBIN IEpPEBOA C OPUTMHAIIBHOM aHIJIOS3bIYHOM BEPCUH Ha LI€JIEBOM PYCCKUH SI3bIK BbI-
MIOJIHSUICS TIAPAJLIEIBHO U HE3aBUCUMO ABYMS NIEPEBOAUYUKAMH, U1 KOTOPBIX LEIEBOM SA3bIK

ObUT POJHBIM.
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2. TlomyuuBiiuecs Ha IEPBOM ITarle MEePEBOIbI ObLITH 00BETMHEHBI U CHHTE3UPOBAHBIL. JTOT I1ar
MO3BOJIAJ Pa3pEINTh WHANBUAYATbHBIE BOIPOCHI M 3aMEUaHUsI.

3. JIBa mepeBoauMKa, AJisi KOTOPBIX POJIHBIM OBLI aHTIMUCKHMA SI3bIK, HE3ABUCUMO BBITIONHUIH
oOpaTHBIN HATUBHBIN MIEPEBOI CHHTE3UPOBAHHOTO PYCCKOS3BIYHOTO TEKCTAa OMPOCHUKA.

4. Pe3ynbTaThl NEPEBOJOB OBLIN MPOAHATH3UPOBAHBI U CKOPPEKTHUPOBAHBI C Y4€TOM KOMMEHTA-
pHUEB U BOIIPOCOB, CPOPMYIUPOBAHHBIX PaHEE.

5. bBbina mpoBeieHa mpeaBapuTelibHas anpoOalvs ONpoCHUKA Ha HEOOJIBIION TPYIINe HATUBHBIX
pecnionieHToB (11 y4yacTHUKOB; U3 HUX 5 XKEHUIMH; CpelHuil Bo3pact = 27,5 net). B xone
TECTUPOBAHUS YYACTHUKH CHAYAJIa 3aIIOJHIIIN AHKETY, a 3aTeM ObLITH MPOUHTEPBLIOUPOBAHBI
Ha MPeJMET TOT0, KaK UIMEHHO OHH MOHSUTH KaXKIBIH BOIIPOC U YTO KOHKPETHO UMEIH B BULY,

JaBasd Ha HCT'O OTBCT.

B uccnenosanun npunHsum ydactue 657 pecrioHneHToB (359 sxeHuuH, cpeanuit Bospact = 30,5,
StD =9,35). HaGop pecrioHaeHTOB Mpou3Boawics depe3 cepBuc Snmekc.Tomoka (ommaTa cocTas-
msuta 150 py6.). B kadecTtBe kpuTepueB mondopa yKa3blBaIUCh BBICOKOE 3HAHUE PYCCKOTO SI3bIKA
(cmansbIi Ha TaTgopme Tect), pernoH Poccus u IIK kak eTMHCTBEHHO JOMyCTUMOE YCTPOHCTBO
JUIS BBIIIOJIHEHUS 3aJaHUl. PHUCKM, CBSI3aHHBIE C OHJIAITH-XapaKTEPOM HUCCIIEJOBAHMSI, CMIATYaJIUCh
IIyTEM JOIOJIHUTENBHON MPOBEPKU KAaue€CTBA BBINOJIHEHMSI CIIELMAIbHBIX BHEJPEHHBIX 3aJaHUI Ha
B3aMMOJICHCTBHE C CAliTOM (HampuMep: HalWTH ONpeNeIeHHYI0 HH(POPMAIIUIO, BBI3BATH ONpEeNeH-
HYIO OMUOKY ¥ T.7.). I3HauanpHOE KOJIMYECTBO MCIIOIHUTENICH coCcTaBmWIO 1776 4enoBeK, OJTHAKO B
(UHATBHBIN TyJl PECTIOHICHTOB TONAIN MCIIOJHUTEIH, KOPPEKTHO BBIMOJIHUBIINE KaK MUHUMYM 3

n3 8 3aIaHui.

TectupoBanue npoBoaMIIOCh Ha 6a3e BeO-caiiTa MOAMMCOYHOTO CepBHUCA (aHAJIOTH Ha POCCHUIICKOM
poiake: SAnnexc [lmoc, MTC Premium, ['a3npom Bonyc, Tinkoff Pro u T.1.). [Inardopma Obu1a BbI-
OpaHa B COOTBETCTBUU C TAKUMHU KPUTEPUSAMH, KAK CPAaBHUTEIHHO HEBBICOKAsA M3BECTHOCTH TAHHOTO
KOHKPETHOTO caiiTa; 00JbIIOe KOJMYECTBO BCTPOEHHOI'O M «CHPATAHHOTO» (YHKIMOHAJIa M KOH-
TeHTa (YTOOBI BHIIOIHUTD 331aHUS HA CalfTe, MOJIB30BATEISIM IPUXOIMIOCH UCCIIeI0BATh HECKOIBKO
pa3zfenoB M MUCKaTh MH(GOpPMAIMIO B OOJNBIIOM MacCHUBE TEKCTAa); OJHOBPEMEHHO TUIIOBOH (BU3Y-
aJIbHO) M HETIPUBBIYHBIN (CTPYKTYPHO) XapakTep uHTepdelica — IMEHHO TaKUM BeO-caiiTaM HepesKko
TpeOyeTcs OlleHKa 03a0WINTH, YTO JIeNaeT IIaT(hopMy peeBaHTHBIM BEIOOPOM JUISl TECTUPOBAHUS

COOTBCTCTBYIOIINX OIMMPOCHUKOB.

[epen mpoxokIeHHEM ONPOCHUKA PECTIOHICHTAM MPeIarajgoch 3a0JHUTh AeMorpaduyeckyro aH-

KeTy M O3HAaKOMHUTHCS C TIJIaT(opMoii, BHIMOJIHMB Ha HeW § 3ajaHuil: HampuMep, Ha TOUCK
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uHpopManuu (ONPeAeIUTh CTOMMOCTh BBIITyCKa BUPTYAJIbHOW KapThl; OTMETHTH BCEX MApPTHEPOB
CEpBHCA U OTBETUTH HA BOIIPOC, BKJIFOUEHBI JIM B MIOANUCKY KOHKPETHBIE CEPBUCHI; ONPEAEINTD KO-
JIMYECTBO KAaTETOPHUil CIICIMATbHBIX MPEIOKEHUI U KOJIMYECTBO FOPOJIOB, B KOTOPHIX CEpBUC pabdo-
TaeT; HATH MaKCUMaJIbHBIN pa3Mep KenibsKa 1o BUPTYyaIbHOM KapTe), Ha B3aUMOJIeiiCTBHE C UHTEP-
aKTHUBHBIMH 3JIEMEHTaMH T1aT(HOPMBI (C MOMOIIIBIO BCTPOSHHOTO KAJIBKYJIATOPA PACCUUTATh pa3Mep
SKOHOMHH BBIMBIIIIJICHHOTO MIEPCOHAXKa) WM Ha BbI3bIBAHUE ONPEACICHHOMN OIMOKH (BBECTH 3a1aH-
HbIE CUMBOJIBI B I10JI€ JIOTMHA ¥ OIIMCATh OTBET cepBUca). [Tociie BbIOIIHEHUS 3a1aHUH PECTIOHIEHTHI
MIEPEXOJUIHN K OIIPOCHUKY U IOCIEA0BATEIBHO OTBEYAIA HA BOIPOCHI NIEPEBEACHHON PYCCKOSA3bIY-

HOW BEPCHH.

JlaHHBIE aHATU3UPOBAIHCH ¢ ToMoIIbio Python v3.7.15. B xauecTBe METpUKHU MTPOBEPKH HAICKHOCTH
TECTa MCIOJIb30BaNICs KO3 uieHT anbda Kpondaxa mo aHanoruu co CX0KUMHU UCCIICAOBAHUSIMHU
[Lourenco et al., 2022; Marzuki et al., 2018; Shield, Kukulska-Hulme, 2006]. Mcnons30Banmne 3T0r0
K03 pHIIMEHTa TAK)KE PEKOMEHA0BAHO JUIS OLIEHKU HAIEKHOCTH OITPOCHUKOB B COLIMAIBHBIX HAayKax
[Bolarinwa, 2015]. ®aktopHas CTpyKTypa OIPOCHHUKA OLIEHWBAJIACh B HECKOJIBKO 3TAnoB. B nmepByio
ouepeab ObUI MPOBECH AKCILUIOPATOPHBIN (akTopHbIi aHanu3 (EFA). Heo6xoaumMocTs B HEM TUK-
TOBaJIaCh OTCYTCTBUEM B aKaJIeMUUYECKOHN cpeJie KOHCEHCYca O (DaKTOPHON CTPYKTYpE OpUTUHAIBHOM
SUS. Jlanee a1t mpoBEpKH BBISBICHHBIX HA IEPBOM ATaIle THIIOTE3 ObLT TPOBEACH KOH(PUPMATOPHBII

¢baxropuslit ananus (CFA).

DKCIUIOpaTOpHBIN (haKTOPHBIA aHANM3 BKJIIOYAJ TPU dTara: BHayalle OCYIIECTBISIICS (hDaKTOPHBIN
aHaJIU3 10 METOy MHHMMANbHBIX ocTaTkoB (MinResFA), manee mns moarBepikneHus GakTopHOH
CTPYKTYPBI U €€ YCTOHYHMBOCTH K Pa3HBIM METOJIaM aHaJIM3a JOMOIHUTEIHHO MPOBOJMIUCH (PaKTOp-
HBII aHAJIM3 [0 METOY MakcuMasibHOTo TipaBononoous (MLFA), a Takxke aHaIN3 TIaBHBIX KOMITO-
HeHt (PCA) [Lewis, Sauro, 2009, 2017]. KondupmaTopHslii (hakTOpHBIN aHAIH3 TPOBOIUICS B IMY-
astope R B Python v3.7.15 ¢ nomoursio ¢pynkuuu lavaan v0.6.15 B HECKOJIBKO 3TamoB: MEpBOHA-
YaabHO OblJIa MOBTOPHO MPOTECTUPOBAHA TMIIOTE3a, BBISBIEHHAS MOCPEICTBOM 3KCIIOPATOPHOTO
(akTOpHOTO aHaNM3a; Janee ObUIM JIOMOJHUTEIHHO MPOTECTUPOBAHBI APyrue Mojenu (HakTOpHOU

CTPYKTYpbI onipocHuka SUS, Hanboee 4acTo BCTpEYaIOIIecs B JIUTEpaType.

AHanu3 JaHHBIX U PE3YJIbTAThI

Jlist Toro 4To0Bl yOeIUTHCS B BO3MOXKHOCTH NMPOBEACHUS (PaKTOPHOTO aHAIIN3a, ObLT paCCUUTaH KPH-
tepuii baptnerra [Bartlett, 1937], npeanasHadeHHbli 111 cpaBHEHUsT HAOII0aeMOM KOPPEISIIMOH-

HOM MaTpulbl ¢ MaTpuled uaeHTuYHocTH. Ilomyuennoe 3nauenue p < ,001 uHTEpIIpeTUpYETCS KaK
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CTaTUCTHYECKH 3HAYUMOE M CBHJETEILCTBYET O JOMYCTUMOCTH (hakTOpHOTrO aHaiu3a. B kauecTBe
JOTIOJTHUTEIBHOM MpeBapUTeIbHON MPOBEPKU HA JOMYCTUMOCTh (PaKTOPHOTO aHajm3a Oblia pac-
cuMTaHa Mepa ajnekBaTtHocTH BhIOOpkH Kaiizepa — Meiiepa — Onkuna (KMO) [Kaiser, Rice, 1974],
OLIEHUBAIOILAs OJIIO JMCTIEPCUU CPEIU BCceX HaOmoqaeMbIX nepeMenHsbix. [lokazarens KMO = ,987,

YTO TAKXKEC r'OBOPUT O JOIMIYCTUMOCTU q)aKTOpHOFO aHajJm3a.

Jlisi IepBUYHOTO ONpeAeNeHUs KOMUYecTBa ()aKTOPOB Ha COOTBETCTBYIOILIECH MOJOBHHE BHIOOPKU
ObLT Hconb3oBaH Kpurepuit Kaiizepa [Kaiser, 1960]. CoOcTBeHHBIC 3HaueHus (eigenvalues) cocra-
B 4,679; 1,142; 0,777; 0,689; 0,594; 0,513; 0,470; 0,443; 0,416; 0,276. Tonpko ABa U3 HUX TIpe-
BBICHIIU |, ClieIoBaTeNnbHO, OBLIIO IPUHATO PEIICHUE PACIICHUBATH CTPYKTYPY JaHHBIX KakK ABYX(hak-
TopHyto. Ha puc. 1 Takke npeicraBieHa BU3yainbHasi pEPE3SHTAIHS TPEIBAPUTEIILHOTO aHAIH3a 10
kpurepuio Kerremna [Cattell, 1966].

Kputepun Kettenna

CobcTBEHHbIE 3HAYEHUSA

2 4 6 8 10
KonunyecTtBo thakTOpOB

Puc. 1. Pesynbratel Tecta Kerrenna.

DKCIUIOPAaTOPHBIN (PaKTOPHBIN aHAINU3 MPOBOAUICS TPEMs PA3IMYHBIMHU CIOCOOAMU MapauIeIbHO:
(bakTOpHBIN aHANIKU3 IO METOAY MHUHMMaIbHBIX ocTaTkoB (MinResFA), dbakropHbiil aHanu3 mo me-
TOAY MakcuMalibHOTO npaBaonoaoous (MLFA) u ananu3 rimaBabix kommnoneHT (PCA). Bo Beex Tpex
ClTydasix JJIsl yIpOILEHHsI MHTEPIPETally UCIIOIb30BaIOCh OPTOrOHAILHOE BpallleHue (pakTopoB Ba-
pUMaKc, HalpaBJIeHHOE Ha MakcUMM3auuio aucnepcun [Lewis, Sauro, 2017]. Takoii TpexyacTHBIH
MOJIXO/1 TTO3BOJIMIT yOAUTHCS B TOM, UTO (DaKTOpHAs CTPYKTYpa ONPOCHUKA YCTOWYHMBA K UCIIOIB30-

BAaHUIO pa3JIMYHBIX MCTOA0B aHaJIn3a. B Ta6JII/ILIe 2 OpCACTaBJICHBI BECA, MOJIYUCHHBIC B PC3YJILTATC
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aHaJlM3a 1Mo TPEM METOJIaM; TOTYKUPHBIM MIPUPTOM BBIACIEHBI 00Jiee 3HAYMMBIE TI0 MOJIYJIIO ITOKa-

3aTENM B KaXI0M mape.

Crenyer OTMETUTB, UTO BCE TPH METO/1a MIOKA3aJIH KOHCUCTEHTHOE pa30MeHHE IIEPEMEHHBIX 10 ABYM
¢dakropam. K ¢pakropy 1, Takum oOpazom, ObLTH OTHECEHBI BOPOCHI O] HEYETHBIMH HOMEPAaMH, K
¢baxTopy 2 — Borpocs! o 4eTHbIMHU (3epkanbHo 11t PCA). [1pu aTom Bompoc 6 («MHe nokasanocs,
YTO ATA CUCTEMA CIIMIIIKOM HETIOCIIeI0BaTeIbHA ) TIOCJIE0BATEILHO OTJINYAETCS KpaiiHe HeOOIbIIon
pasHHIIel B Becax Mexay (akTopamu, paBHO Kak U Bompoc 8 («Cuctema mokasanach MHE OYECHb

HEYJJOOHOH B MCIIOJIb30BaHUK») B pe3ysbTaTax 00oux (pakTopHBIX aHanu30B, HO He PCA.

Tabauua 2

PesynbraTsl TpexyacTHOrO (haKTOPHOTO aHamu3a ((hakTopHbIE HATPY3KH)
Bonpoc | MinResFA1 | MinResFA2 | MLFA1 | MLFA2 | PCA1 | PCA2
Q1 0,587 —0,068 0,568 |—-0,067 |-0,040 | 0,861
Q2 —0,394 0,631 0,423 (0,611 0,574 |-0,439
Q3 0,686 —0,432 0,704 |-0,415 |-0,430 0,623
Q4 0,112 0,623 —0,107 | 0,645 0,329 ([-0,220
Q5 0,617 —0,204 0,601 —0,203 |-0,223 0,631
Q6 —0,480 0,486 0,473 [ 0,477 0,578 [-0,536
Q7 0,646 —0,389 0,677 |-0,365 |-0,335]0,549
Q8 —0,331 0,390 0,332 (0,387 1,206 |-0,004
Q9 0,617 —0,386 0,629 |-0,372 |-0,374 0,649
Q10 —0,220 0,723 0,237 (0,711 0,402 |-0,262

B pamkax koHGUPMATOPHOTO (PaKTOPHOTO aHAIM3a OBUIM MPOTECTUPOBAHBI TPU THIIOTE3bI: TOHAIb-
Hasi MOJIeJb, T7ie (pakTOpbl Pa30MBAIOTCS MO YETHOCTH/HEYETHOCTH BOIPOCOB (COOTBETCTBYET pe-
3yJlbTaTaM SKCIUIOPATOPHOrO (haKTOPHOTO aHallnM3a), MEepBOHAYAJIbHAS OAHO(PAKTOPHAS MOJEINb,

NpeaAjio’KCHHAasd aBTOPOM OIPOCHHUKA, KW CCMAaHTHUYCCKasA MOJCIb, NOAACpKHUBACMAd pPAAOM
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uccnenoBareneil. CpaBHUTENbHBIM aHATN3 PE3yJIbTATOB KOH(QHPMATOPHOTO (PAKTOPHOTO aHATU3A

MpecTaBjIeH B Taduuiie 3.

Tabauua 3
CpaBHUTENBHBIN KOHPUPMATOPHBIA aHanmu3 moaeneit SUS
Metpuku Tonanenas mozxens | Onnodaxropuas moaens | CemaHTHYECKast MOJIETb
Npar 51 50 51
X2 (df) 120,828 (34) 192,606 (35) 118,073 (34)
P-value ,000 ,000 ,000
CFI ,995 ,990 ,995
TLI ,993 ,988 ,993
RMSEA (CI) | ,062 (,051; ,095) ,083 (,072; ,109) ,061 (,050; ,084)
SRMR ,048 ,062 ,050

Ipumeuanus. Npar — aucio napametpoB; df — uucno creneneit cBo6oer; CFI — nHIEKC CpaBHUTEIB-
Hoit mpurogHoctu (Comparative Fit Index), TLI — uaaekc Takepa — JIstouca (Tucker Lewis Index),
RMSEA — cpennekBagparuunas omuoOka anmnpokcumaiun; Cl — 90-npoueHTHBIN 10BEpUTEIbHBIN

unTepBai; SRMR — crannapTu3supoBaHHBIN CpeIHEKBAAPATUUHBIN OCTaTOK.

CornacHo tabnuie, IByX(paKTOPHbIE MOAETH — TOHAIbHAS M CEMAaHTHUYECKas — UMEIOT MPUEeMIIEMOe
COOTBETCTBUE MO KtoueBbIM MeTpukaM (T.e. CFI > .95, TLI > ,95, SRMR < ,08). OpurunaibHas of-
Ho(akTopHast Moienb NMpoxoauT 1o kpurepusiM coorBercTBust CFI u TLI, oqHako uMeeT clumkomM
BBICOKMI noka3aTesb RMSEA, 4To MOKHO TPakTOBaTh KaK HU3KO€ COOTBETCTBUE MOJIEIH IaHHBIM.
[Tpu cpaBHEHUM IBYX ABYX(AKTOPHBIX MOJIENIEH BUAHO, YTO CEMAHTUYECKAsl TOKA3bIBACT UyTh JTy-
e pesynbtatel 1o RMSEA (,061 mpotus ,062), a TonansHas — mo SRMR (,048 npotus ,50), ox-
HAKO pa3HUIlA MEXJy ITOKa3aTeNIIMU JIOCTaTOYHO HeBeNUKa. J{J1s mpoBepKu ObUIM MPOBEACHBI CPaB-

HEHUS MOJIEJICH 10 JTATCHTHBIM MepeMEHHBIM (TabmuIls! 4 u 5).
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Tabnuua 4
JlaTeHTHBIE IEpEMEHHBIE ISl CEMAaHTUYECKOU MOJEIN
Estimate Std.Err z-value P(>|z|) Std.lv Std.all

Fl1
Ql 1,000 0,548 0,548
Q2 —-1,472 0,079 -18,529 0,000 0,807 0,807
Q3 1,607 0,083 19,381 0,000 0,881 0,881
Q5 1,238 0,075 16,547 0,000 0,679 0,679
Q6 -1,383 0,075 —18,357 0,000 0,758 —0,758
Q7 1,535 0,081 18,857 0,000 0,841 0,841
Q8 —1,188 0,070 -17,010 0,000 —0,651 —0,651
Q9 1,465 0,078 18,711 0,000 0,803 0,803
F2
Q4 1,000 0,756 0,756
Q10 1,265 0,065 19,548 0,000 0,956 0,956
Covariances
F1 ~~F2 0,324 0,026 -12,628 0,000 —0,781 —0,781

Ilpumeuanus. Estimate — onenka mapamerpa mojaenu; Std.Err — crangaptHas ommOka; z-value —
OLIEHKa IapameTpa, MoJIeIeHHas Ha ero CTaHAapTHYIo omnoOKy; P(>|z|) (p-value) — BeposiTHOCTB TIO-
JYYHUTb TaKoe WK OOoJIbIlIee Z-3HAaUeHUE, €CITU HyJieBast Turore3a BepHa; Std.lv — ctanmapTusupoBan-
Hasl OLleHKa KO3 pHUIMEeHTa Harpy3KW OTHOCUTENIBHO JIaTEHTHBIX (hakTopoB; Std.all — crangapTusu-
pOBaHHBIE OIICHKH KO03()(DUIIMEHTOB, YUUTHIBas BCIO MH(pOpMaImio o myTsax moxaenu; Covariances —

KOBapHUaIlHH.
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Tabnuua 5
JlaTeHTHBIE IEpEMEHHBIE ISl TOHAJIILHON MOJEIN
Estimate Std.Err z-value P(>|z|) Std.lv Std.all

Fl1
Ql 1,000 0,559 0,559
Q3 1,616 0,083 19,396 0,000 0,904 0,904
Q5 1,237 0,075 16,597 0,000 0,692 0,692
Q7 1,530 0,081 18,966 0,000 0,856 0,856
Q9 1,460 0,078 18,791 0,000 0,817 0,817
F2
Q2 1,000 0,846 0,846
Q4 0,814 0,036 22,427 0,000 0,688 0,688
Q6 0,935 0,024 38,530 0,000 0,790 0,790
Q8 0,802 0,028 28,718 0,000 0,678 0,678
Q10 0,979 0,033 30,090 0,000 0,828 0,828
Covariances
F1 ~~F2 —0,413 0,027 —15,351 0,000 —0,872 —0,872

Ilpumeuanus. Estimate — onenka mapamerpa mojaenu; Std.Err — crangaptHas ommOka; z-value —
OLIEHKa IapameTpa, JeJieHHast Ha €ro CTaHAapTHYIo omuoOKy; P(>|z|) (p-value) — BeposiTHOCTD TOITY-
YUTh TAaKOE WM OOJIblIee Z-3HaYCHHE, €CIIN HyJIeBas TuroTe3a BepHa; Std.lv — crangapTusupoBanHas
oLleHKa KO3 QHIIMEeHTa Harpy3Kd OTHOCUTENIBHO JIATEHTHBIX (hakTopoB; Std.all — crangapTusnpoBan-
HbIE OIICHKH K03((UIIMEHTOB, YUUTHIBast BCIO HHPOpMaLHKIO 0 ImyTsax Mojaenu; Covariances — KoBa-

pHUanuu.

®dakTopHBIE HATPY3KH — CBSA3b JIATEHTHBIX EPEMEHHBIX ((PaKTOPOB) C HAOIIOJCHUAMU (BOIIPOCAMH)

— JIOCTaTOYHO BBICOKM M 3HAYMMbI B pamkax obeux monened (cm. cronbmsl Std.all u P(>(z|)
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COOTBETCTBEHHO). [Ipy 3TOM B paMKax CEMaHTUYECKON MOJAEIN 3aMETHBI aHOMAJIUU: JUISl JATEHTHOM
nepemeHHoll F1 Bompocsl 2, 6 1 8 JEMOHCTPUPYIOT «OTpULIATENbHYIO» Harpy3ky. HTepecHo, 4To
BO BpEMs SKCIUIOpAaTOpHOro aHanu3a 1o merogaM MinResFA u MLFA Bonpocs! 6 u 8 1eMoHCTpH-

POBaJIM HAUMEHBUIYIO PA3HUILY B BecaX MEXIy (haKTopamMH M0 MOJIYJIIO.

B cBoro ouepens, ToHambHAS MoAeTb (Tabnuma 5) oToOpaxkaeT (aKTOPHYIO Harpy3ky Oolee Kop-
pekTHO. B Helt (hakTophl pazianyaroTcs M0 TOHAIBHOCTH — HEYETHBIE BOIPOCH UMEIOT MO3UTHUBHYIO
TOHAJIBHOCTb, @ YETHBIE BOIIPOCHI — HETATHBHYIO, IPU 3TOM OHM 4acTo 0OpaTHBI ApyT Uik apyra. B
paMKax Kaxaoro GpakTopa Bce BOIPOCH HMEIOT MOJOKUTEIbHYIO (DaKTOPHYIO HAarpy3Ky, HE JEeMOH-
CTPUPYSI aHOMAJILHOTO TIOBeZeHUs. Tarke JUIst 00erx Mojenel HaboJaeTcsl JOCTaTOYHO BbICOKas
CTaTUCTHYECKH 3HAUYMMas OTpHULIaTeNIbHAs Koppesus Mexay dakropamu (0,781 s cemantuye-
ckoil monenu 1 —0,872 117151 TOHAIBLHOW MOJEIIN): IPEI0JIAraeTcs, YTO YBEJIMUEHUE 3HAUEHUS OTHOTO
(akTopa COMpPOBOXKAAETCS YMEHBIIEHUEM 3HaueHUs: BToporo. CemaHTHYecKass MOJENb MpPEroa-
raet pazouenue SUS Ha cyOmkansl «Iloneznocte» u «M3yuyaeMoCcTh», U HETOTHYHO, YTO BBICOKOE
3HA4YEeHHUE N0 OJIHOM mIKane OyJIeT COMPOBOXKAATHCS HU3KUM 3HAUYE€HUEM 10 Apyroi. Hanportus, ams
TOHAJIBLHON MOJIENTH OTpHULIATEeNIbHAS KOPPEISIM MeXay dakTopamMu 0ojiee TOTHYHA U ONPaBIaHHA:
YeM JIydllle T0JIb30BaTelb OLEHUBAET CAalT C TOUKHU 3pEHUS 103a0MINTH, TeM 00Jiee BHICOKYIO OIICHKY
oH OyleT AaBaTh B OTBET HA MO3UTHBHO OKpAIICHHBIE HEYETHBIC BOIPOCHI M TeM OoJiee HU3KYIO
OLIEHKY — B OTBET Ha HETaTUBHO OKPAILIICHHbIE YETHBIE BOMPOCHL. TakuM 00pa3oM, UMEHHO TOHAJIbHAS
MOJIeNIb TPEICTABIACTCS HaM HauboJiee MOIXOMSIICH I aHanu3a U MHTEPIPETAlUU OMPOCHUKA

SUS.

Jlnst BBIOpaHHOW TOHANBHOM MOJieH ObLIa MPOBEACHA OLIEHKA HAJIe)KHOCTH ONPOCHUKA C HCIIOIB30-
BanueM koddduuuenta anspa Kponbaxa [Cronbach, 1951]. Pe3ynabraTel pacdeToB i KakI0TroO
¢akTopa npuBeneHsl B Tabnuile 6. B ciyuae aHann3a onpocHUKA HETUKOM KOA(PPHUIIMEHT o IIPHHU-
MaeT OTPULIATENIbHOE 3HAYCHHE, YTO CBUACTEIBCTBYET O HEMOCIEI0BATEIHHOM KOJUPOBAHUH H O
HAJIMYUU B CTPYKTYPE OMPOCHHUKA HJIEMEHTOB, OTHOCSIIIUXCS K Pa3InYHbIM U3MepeHusM. [lockonbky
Ha MPEIBbIIYIINX dTanax aHajli3a MbI IPUIUIM K BBIBOJY O HAJMYUHM B ONMPOCHHUKE ABYX (PAaKTOPOB,
MBI TaKke paccuntanu kodp¢unuent Kpondaxa ams 3tux ¢pakTopoB MO OTAETBHOCTH. Jist 06oux
3HA4YEHHUs 0 > ,7, YTO MOXKET TPAKTOBATHCS KaK JOCTATOYHAS WM JIaXKe XOPOIasi COTIaCOBAaHHOCTD

BOIIPOCOB, a TAK)KE KaK KOCBEHHOE CBUJIETEIILCTBO B MOJIB3Y IBYX()aKTOPHOU CTPYKTYPhI OIPOCHHUKA.
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Tabnuua 6

Tect Hanexxnoctu Kponbaxa

Omnpocuuk nenukom | F1 | F2

KonnuectBo nnmemenTos | 10 5 5

a —,017 ,816 1,763

OO06cyxaeHne pe3yabTaTOB U BHIBOIBI

Lenbto HacToOsIIETO UCcchenoBaHus Obu1a aganrtanus System Usability Scale (SUS) Ha pycckuii si3b1k
JUISL TIOJTyYEHHs BAIMHOTO U HAJEKHOTO MHCTPYMEHTA U3MEPEHHUS OMbITa PabOTHI MOJIb30BATENs C
uHTepdeiicamu. Pe3ynpraThl mokaszanu, 4to anantupoanHas Bepcus SUS 001a1aeT XOpoIruMu McH-
XOMETPUYECKUMHU CBOMCTBAMH, B TOM YHCJIE BBICOKOW BHYTPEHHEW COTIACOBAaHHOCTHIO (haKTOPOB

ornpocHuKa (ko3 duuueHT anbda Kponbaxa nist F1 = ,816, nns F2 = ,763).

BaxxHbIit MOMEHT, KOTOPBI HEOOXOIMMO YUUTHIBATH MPH 00CykaeHuH mKkansl SUS, — ee pakropHas
cTpykTypa. OHa, HECMOTPS Ha BBICOKYIO HOMYJISIPHOCTh OMPOCHUKA, OCTAETCS MPEAMETOM KaK aKa-
JIeMUYECKHX J1e0aToB, TaK U CIIOPOB CPeU MPAKTHKYIOIUX CIIEHUAINCTOB B 00JACTH 103a0MITUTH.
N3nauansao SUS Obia pazpaboTana Kak 0JHO(MAKTOPHBIN OMPOCHUK, OLIEHUBAIOIINN y100CTBO UC-
MOJIb30BaHUs cucTeMbl. OJTHAKO MOCIEIYIONIUE UCCIICIOBAHUS MPHUIUIA K BBISBICHUIO IPEUMYIIe-
CTBEHHO JIByX()aKTOPHOU CTPYKTYPBI ILIKAJIbI, IPH 3TOM CEMaHTUYECKOE COAepKaHuE (PaKTOPOB MO-

IIPEKHEMY OCTAETCsI MPEAMETOM IUCKYCCUH.

ITpoBenennas Hamu amantanus SUS moarBepauia ABYX(aKTOPHYIO CTPYKTYpPY ONPOCHHKA, COOT-
BETCTBYIOUIYIO TOHAJILHOW MOJIENH, IIPU KOTOPOI BOMPOCHI-BBICKA3bIBAHNUS, CHOPMYITUPOBAHHbIEC B
MTO3UTUBHOM M HEraTUBHOM TOHAJILHOCTH (BOIIPOCHI 110/1 HEUETHBIMU ¥ YETHBIMU HOMEPAMHU COOTBET-
CTBEHHO), OTHOCATCA K pa3HbIM (akTopam. K coxkanenuto, nogo6Hast CTPYKTypa He MOAJePKUBAET
BBIJICJICHUE B OIPOCHUKE CaMOCTOSATENIBHBIX CEMAaHTUYECKHM 3HAYMMBIX IIKaJl, TakuxX Kak «lloses-

HocThY/ «M3yuaemocTs» (Usability/Learnability).

CrouT TakXKe OTMETHTb, YTO BOIPOCHI 6 U § BBINAIH U3 IPUHATON (PaKTOPHOM CTPYKTYPHI IO PE3yIIb-
TaTaM 3KCIIOPATOpHOro (paKTOPHOTO aHAIM3a (HO HE aHaJIM3a METOAOM TJIABHBIX KOMIIOHEHT, WIH
PCA) u3-3a He3HAYUTEIHHON pa3sHHIIBI B Becax Mexay ¢aktopamu (MeHee 0,5). Tem He MeHee 3Ta

0COOEHHOCTH PE3yJIbTaTOB HE MPOTUBOPEUUT UHTEPIPETAIIMU pa3Inyusl (aKTOPOB, OCHOBAHHOM Ha
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MIPUHIIAIIEC TTO3UTHBHO-HETATUBHON OKPACKH BOTIPOCOB, U COOTBETCTBYET BBIBOJAM JIPYTUX UCCIIEO-

Bareneii [Kortum, Sorber, 2015].

CymectByet mHeHue [Barnette, 2000], OyaTo K TOHaIBHON ABYX(AKTOPHOM CTPYKTYpe CIenyeT OT-
HOCHUTBCSI C 0COOO0H OCTOPO’KHOCTBIO, TaK KAaK OHA MOTEHIMAIBFHO CBHIETEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO pe-
CTIOH/ICHTHI 3aIOJIHSUIM OMPOCHUK HEOpEeKHO, He oOpalasi BHUMaHUE HAa PEBEPCHBHbBIC (OPMYIIH-
POBKH BOIIPOCOB. UTOOBI HUBETUPOBATH BIMUSHUE ATOTO (haKTOpa B YCIOBHIX IMPOBEACHUS OHJIANH-
HKCIIEPUMEHTA, TIepe/l HayajloM 3aroJIHEeHHs epeBeieHHoN Bepcun SUS pecrioHIeHThI BBITOTHSIIN
PS1 IPOCTHIX 3a7]aHUN HA 3HAKOMCTBO ¢ MHTep(eiicoM (MCKalli ONpeIeiIeHHYI0 HHPOPMALIUIO, BbI-
3bIBAJIM HEKOTOPBIE OIMOKH MPH 3aNI0JHEHUU GopM U T.11.). B puHanbHYI0 BEIOOPKY MOMAIH TOIBKO
T€ PECIOHJICHTHI, KOTOPbIE YCIEIIHO CIPAaBHWINCh MUHHUMYM C TpeMs M3 BOCbMHU 3ajaHuil. Takas
¢GuIbTpanus MO3BOJISIET HE YUUTHIBATh B aHAINU3E JAHHBIX OTBETHI PECIIOHJICHTOB, HEBHUMATEIHHO
WIA HEeZ0OPOCOBECTHO OTBEYABIIMX Ha BOMpochl. Kpome Toro, obecreunBaeTcsi pa3HOCTOPOHHUN
OTIBIT B3aMMOJEHCTBHS 0JIb30BATENEHN C CUCTEMON, HA OCHOBAaHUU KOTOPOTO OHH BBIHOCAT CYXJIEe-
HUS ¥ OIICHUBAIOT 103a0MIUTH TU1aT(HOpMBIL. B 11e10M Mog00Hy10 METOJUKY KOHTPOJISI PUCKOB MOKHO
HCIOJIb30BaTh U NpH npoBeaeHnr UX-UCCIeN0BaHNN B pealbHOM )KU3HU. BaKHO TakKe OTMETHUTD,
YTO MOJYYCHHbIE HAMU PE3YJIbTAaThl COTJIACYIOTCS C MOCIETHUMH HCCIEIOBAHUSAMH B 3TOW 00JacTu
[Borsci, 2015; Kortum, Sorber, 2015; Lewis, Sauro, 2017], paBHO Kak U ¢ HHBIMU aJalTallUsIMHA HA

npyrue si3biku [Blazica, Lewis, 2015; Demirkol, Seneler, 2018].

OnavH U3 3HAYUMBIX aCIIEKTOB, KOTOPHIE HEOOXOIUMO YUUTHIBATh MPU HCCIEAOBAHUH TOIH30BATEIb-
CKOTO ONBITa B3aUMOJICUCTBUS C UHTEpPeEicoM, — TUHTBUCTUYECKAS M KyJIbTypHas CrieluduKa pe-
cnonaeHToB [Shield, Kukulska-Hulme, 2006]. B koHTeKcTE OTHOCHTEIHFHO HOBOT'O HAPABICHUS KO-
THUTUBHOM TICUXOJIOTHH TOJIb30BaTEIHCKUX UHTEPPEiicoB B Poccuu cymiecTByeT OorpaHu4eHHOE KO-
JTUYECTBO BAUAN3UPOBAHHBIX OMPOCHUKOB ISl U3MEPEHUS IMOJIb30BATEIBCKOTO OmbITa. [loaTomy
B2KHO aJJalITHPOBATh 3apyOEKHbIE HHCTPYMEHTHI K S3BIKOBOMY U KYJIBbTYPHOMY KOHTEKCTY PECIIOH-
neHToB. Haie uccienoBane npeaocTaBiseT BATUAHBIN U HAJE)KHBIH HHCTPYMEHT JJII H3MEPECHUS

y,Z[O6CTBa HCIIOJIb30BaHHUA CUCTCMBI B CPCAC PYCCKOA3ZBIYHBIX II0JIb30BaTeICH.

B pamkax manHoro uccnemoBanus anantamus SUS mpoBoamiack Ha MaTepuanax BeO-untepdeiica,
onHako npumeHenue [llkanpl ynoOcTBa MCMONB30BaHUS CUCTEMBI HE OTPAHUYMBACTCS HCKITIOUU-
TENbHO caiiTamMu. B uTepaType TakKe OMUCaH OMbIT YCIEUTHOTO MPUMEHEHHUS aHTJIOA3BIYHOM Bep-
cun SUS 111 onieHKH 103a0unutu mporpaMMHoro obecrieuenust [Orfanou et al., 2015] 1 MOOHITBEHBIX

npunoxenuid [Kaya et al., 2019]. IlockonbKy amanTupoBaHHasi BEpCUS OINPOCHUKA HMEET
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MICUXOMETPUUYECKHE KauyeCcTBa, aHATOTHYHbBIE OPUTHHAITY, MBI CKJIOHHBI MIPEAIOJIaraTh, YTO €ro Hc-

II0JIB30BaHUC AJI OLICHKH 0320 MIUTH YKa3aHHBIX TUIIOB CUCTCM B MMOJTHOM MEpPC NOIIYyCTHUMO.

Taxxe He0OX0AMMO MOTUYEPKHYTH, UTo IllKana yno06CcTBa MCIOIB30BaHMS CUCTEMBI, 110 BCEH BUAM-
MOCTH, U3MEPSIET TOJIBKO OJIMH acCIeKT MOJIb30BATEIbCKOT0 OMBbITa, 8 UMEHHO YZ00CTBO HCIIONIB30Ba-
HUS CUCTEMBI C TOUKH 3peHUS Mosib3oBaTelist. OHAKO IpyTrye aceKThl B3aUMOICHCTBHS C CUCTEMOMH,
Takue Kak 00y4aeMocThb, 3(PEKTUBHOCTD, YJOBICTBOPEHHOCTh M BOBJICYEHHOCTh, TAKXKE UTPAIOT
BaXXHYIO POJIb B TOHUMaHHUH XapaKTepa HHTEPAKIIUH [TOJIb30BaTeNs ¢ MHTepdeiicamu. B cBs3u ¢ 3TUM
Heo0Xxo1uMo paboTaTh HAJ alanTaluei IPyrux METOIOB OLEHKH MHTEP(ENHCOB — aK MbI pacIIupUM
MHCTPYMEHTAapUil KOTHUTUBHON TICUXOJIOTHH MOJIB30BATENsI HU(PPOBBIX CUCTEM U MOIYYUM BO3MOXK-
HOCTB OoJiee IeTaabHO U MOJHO M3YyYaTh, KaK YeJIOBEK B3aUMOJICHCTBYET ¢ HU(POBOIi Cpeoi, B TOM

yucie naTepgeiicaMmu, 1 Kak OI[CHUBAET TaKOe B3aMOICHCTBHE.

AnantupoBanHas Bepcust SUS npencrasisieT co00i BauIHBIN U HaIS)KHBIM HHCTPYMEHT IS H3Me-
peHus y100CTBa UCTIOIB30BaHUS CUCTEMBI B CPEJIE PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIX MTOJIb30BaTeNeH. D1a paboTa BHO-
CHUT BKJIaJ] B aJalITAlIMIO U BAIMAN3ALUI0 HHOCTPAHHBIX UHCTPYMEHTOB K SI3bIKOBOMY U KYJIBTYPHOMY
KOHTEKCTY PECHOHCHTOB, YTO KpaifHe BayKHO JUIs 00ECIIeYeHUsI BaJIMIHOCTH M KOJOTMYECKON YH-
cTOoTHI HccnenoBanuii. Oxnako orpannyenus SUS [Sauro, Lewis, 2011] B u3mepeHun Apyrux acmek-
TOB TIOJIH30BATEIBCKOTO OMbITa U MPOTUBOpEUnBas (hakTOpHasi CTPYKTypa OMPOCHUKA CBUICTEIb-
CTBYIOT O HEOOXOJIUMOCTH JAJIbHEHIINX MCCIEAOBAHUM I pa3paboTKH Oojiee MOTHBIX U TOUYHBIX

MOKa3aTeNel MoJIb30BaTeIbCKOTO OMbITa paboThl ¢ HHTEp(ercamu.

DHUHAHCUPOBAHUE

HccnenoBanue BBHIOJHEHO B paMKax MporpaMMbl pyHIaMEHTalbHBIX HccienoBanuii HUY BIID
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Kocoga E.M., I'ne6ko H.P., l'opOynoBa E.C. Ananrarus onpocuuka System Usability Scale (SUS)

The paper describes the methodology and presents the results of adapting the popular usability questionnaire
System Usability Scale (SUS) for Russian-speaking users. The adaptation was carried out on a sample of 657
Internet users, Russian-speaking natives, based on the web interface of the subscription service. Since one of
the most debatable issues in the context of SUS use is the factor structure of this questionnaire, a three-part
exploratory factor analysis was conducted (sequentially, by the method of minimal residuals, by the method of
maximum likelihood, and by principal component analysis). All the methods used unambiguously supported
the two-factor structure of the questionnaire. Confirmatory factor analysis additionally compared the three
most frequent factor models of the SUS in the literature: the original one-factor, two-factor semantic and two-
factor tone models. According to the results, the latter displays factor loadings more adequately to the data.
This model differentiates the highlighted factors by tonality: odd-numbered questions have positive tonality
and even-numbered questions have negative tonality. Cronbach's reliability test also showed high consistency
across the resulting questionnaire subscales (o for F1 =.816; a for F2 =.763). Thus, the adapted version of the
SUS represents a valid and reliable measure of system usability for the Russian-speaking audience and can be
used both by fundamental researchers of cognitive processes and the specifics of their manifestation when

interacting with interfaces of various types, and by practitioners designing user-friendly interfaces.

Keywords: System Usability Scale, questionnaire translation, questionnaire validation, questionnaire

adaptation, usability, human-digital interaction
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