AHHOTALIUA

Oco0OEHHOCTH BOCIpPUSATUS PEKIAMHOIO o0pa3a MYKYUHBI U KEHIIUHBI
WHIMBHJIAMHU C Pa3HBIMH CeKCyanbHbIMU MoTHBaMHu / Paga Pamanosna Mamenosa;
®akynpTeT (riiocodpun U couuanbHbIX Hayk, Kadenpa ncuxonmoruu; Hayd. pyk.
N.A. ®ypmaHoB.

OO0beKT nccie0BaHusi- 0COOCHHOCTU BOCIPUSITHS PEKIAMHOI0 00pasa.

IIpeamer uccjienoBaHUsT — BOCHPHATHE PEKIaMHOTO o0Opaza MYXYHH H
KCHIIIMH, WHIUBUJIAMH C Pa3HBIMU CEKCYATbHBIMA MOTHBAMHU.

Ienu wuccjenoBaHusi — BBIIBUTH OCOOCHHOCTH BOCTIPUATHS PEKIAMHOTO
o0Opa3a My>XYMH W KEHIINH, HHIUBHJIAMH C PA3HBIMU CEKCYaTbHBIMH MOTHBAMH.

OcHoBHbBIE pe3yJbTaThl.

He cymecTByeT 3HAUMMBIX Pa3IHUMAd MEXIY CEKCyadbHBIMH MOTHBaMH. B
CBSI3M C Y€M MOXXHO YTBEPIKIaTh, YTO y TOTPEOUTENICH Pa3TMIHOMN TIOJIOBOM TPYIIIBI
CEKCyaJTbHBIC MOTHBBI SIBJISIOTCS OOIIIMMH.

He cymecTtByeT 3HaUMMOW B3aUMOCBSI3HM MEXAY NMEPEMEHHBIMH BO3PacT H
CeKCyallbHasl MOTHBAITHSI.

bbuta BBISBIICHA B3aMMOCBS3b MEXJY BO3PAaCTOM JKEHIIMH M OIECHKOU
MY>KCKOro o0pasa B ofiexx/ie o pakTopy cuiia. Y My>KYMH B3aUMOCBSI3b ITPOSBUIIACH
MEX/Ty IEPEMEHHOM BO3PACT U OLIEHKOM MY>KCKOT0 00pasa 1o (hakTopy aKTUBHOCTb.

bbuta  BbIsIBIEHa  B3aUMOCBS3b  MEXIY  CEKCyalbHOM  MOTHBaIuein
«MPOU3BEJIEHNE TTOTOMCTBAa» U OIEHKON PEKJIaMHOTO o0pa3a MY>KUYHUHBI B OJICK/IE
1o (pakTopy aKTUBHOCTb.

3HauMMbIE B3aUMOCBSI3M  ObUIM  OOHApPYKEHBI Y  KEHIIMH  MEXIY
NEPEeMEHHBIMU TPOU3BEJCHUE MOTOMCTBA U OILIEHKOW MYKUYMHBI B OJIEKIE IO
(dakTopy aKTUBHOCTb. Y MYXUYHUH cpeau ¢(akTopa MOAYMHEHHE M OLEHKOM
MYKCKOT0 00pa3a B O6eibe 1o akTopy aKTUBHOCTD, cpelid (pakTopa MogYnHEHUE U
OIICHKOM »EHCKOT0 00pa3a B Oeibe 1Mo (pakTopy aKTHBHOCTb.

3HauUMMBbIE KOPPEJSIITUOHHBIE B3aUMOCBSI3M  ObUTH  OOHApYKEHBI IS
Myxckoro obpasza B OJexkAe, MYKCKOro o0Opa3a B HIDKHEM Oellbe M >KEHCKOTO
obpa3za B Oebe.

OO0Opa3 >KEeHIIUHBI B OJICKIEC HE SBIAIOTCS 3HAYUMBIM I TOTpeOUTENeh
pa3HON BO3pPACTHOW M TMOJIOBOM TPYyHIIbl. A TakXe, I8 UHAUBUIOB, UMEIOIIAX
pa3TUYHbBIC CEKCYaTbHBIE MOTHBHI.

KioueBbie cioBa: MEXJIMYHOCTHOE BOITPUATUE, ATTPAKIIMA,
CEKCYAJIbBHAA  MOTUBAIIMA, OCOBEHHOCTU  BOCIIPUATHUA
PEKITAMHOI'O  OBPA3A, JUCIIO3UMIIMOHHBIE  CEKCYAJIbHBIE
MOTUBBI.

Peculiarities of perception of an advertising image of a man and a woman by
individuals with different sexual motives / Rada Rashadovna Mammadova; Faculty



of philosophy and social Sciences, Department of psychology; scientific. hands'. I.
A. Furmanov.

The object of the research is the peculiarities of the perception of the
advertising image.

The subject of the research is the perception of the advertising image of men
and women, individuals with different sexual motives.

The aim of the research is to reveal the peculiarities of the perception of the
advertising image of men and women, individuals with different sexual motives.

Main results.

There are no significant differences between sexual motives. In this
connection, it can be argued that consumers of different sexual groups have common
sexual motives.

There is no significant relationship between age and sexual motivation.

The relationship between the age of women and the assessment of the male
Image in clothing on the strength factor was revealed. In men, the relationship was
manifested between the variable age and the assessment of the male image by the
activity factor.

The interrelation between sexual motivation "product of posterity” and an
assessment of an advertising image of the man in clothes on the activity factor was
revealed.

Significant relationships were found in women between the variables of
offspring and evaluation of men in clothing by activity factor. Men among factor
submission and evaluation of the image of men in underwear by the factor of the
activity, a factor in the submission and assessment of women in lingerie on the factor
activity.

Significant correlations were found for Men in clothes, men in lingerie and
women in lingerie.

The image of a woman in clothes is not significant for consumers of different
age and gender groups. And also, for individuals with different sexual motives.

Key words: INTERPERSONAL VOPRIYATIE, ATTRACTION, SEXUAL
MOTIVATION, peculiarities of PERCEPTION of ADVERTISING IMAGE,
DISPOSITIONAL SEXUAL MOTIVES.
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