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The article presents the results of a theoretical and empirical study examining the relationships among happiness,
life satisfaction, and psychological resilience in veteran volunteers. The relevance of the study is determined by the
need to investigate psychological resources that contribute to maintaining the mental health and psychological
well-being of veteran volunteers under conditions of prolonged exposure to war-related stress. Particular attention
is paid to the role of happiness as a potential psychological mechanism mediating the relationship between life
satisfaction and psychological resilience. The paper analyzes the conceptualization of psychological resilience and
proposes its definition as a multidimensional and multilevel psychological phenomenon encompassing cognitive,
emotional, and conative components, representing a nonlinear process of adaptation and recovery following
exposure to adverse life events. A structural model of psychological resilience is proposed, comprising the following
interrelated components: engagement in life and activities, openness to new experiences and learning, an internal
locus of control, the ability to set realistic goals and achieve them consistently, readiness to take well-reasoned risks,
resourcefulness, behavioral and cognitive flexibility, optimism, cognitive complexity, and an altruistic orientation
of the individual. The empirical study was conducted between 2023 and 2026 and involved 324 male veteran
volunteers who had directly participated in combat during the Russian—Ukrainian war. The following instruments
were employed: the Psychological Resilience Assessment Scale (S. Kravchuk), the Life Attitudes Questionnaire
(S. Kravchuk), and Ryff’s Psychological Well-Being Scale (Ukrainian adaptation by S. Karskanova). Statistical
analysis included the Kolmogorov—Smirnov test, Spearman’s rank correlation analysis, and mediation analysis.
The findings revealed statistically significant positive associations between psychological resilience and indicators
of subjective well-being, including happiness, positive emotional well-being, life satisfaction, interpersonal
relationships, family life satisfaction, and a sense of life purpose. Happiness was found to play a mediating role
in the relationship between life satisfaction and psychological resilience among veteran volunteers.
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Kpaguyxk Ceimnana. Mediayiiina ponv 6iouymmsa wiacmsa y 63A€M036°A3KY MidC 3a008071€HICMIO
Heummsam i RCUXON02IUHOI0 NPYHCHICHLIO 000P0BONbUIE-6emepPanie

Y emammi npedcmasneno peszynomamu meopemuxo-eMnipuiHo20 00CIIONCeH s NPobiemu 36 3Ky 6i04ymmisl
wiacms, 3a0080JIeHOCMI HCUMMAM | NCUXONLOSIMHOL  npyscHOCmi y 000posonbyis-eemepanis. AxmyanvHicmb
00CTIOMNCEHHsT 3YMOBIIEHA HEeOOXIOHICMIO GUBYEHHST NCUXONO02IYHUX pecypcis, Wo CHpUsiiomsb 30€pedcenHio
NCUXIYHO20 300P08’ST MaA NCUXONO2IYHOMY OAA2ONONYYYI0 00OPOBONLYIG-6eMEPANIE 6 YMOBAX MPUBALOSO
enaugy 6oecuHo2o cmpecy. Ocoonueo2o 3HAUeHHs HAOYBAE 00CNIONHCEHHs PO GIOUYMMA WAC AK MONCIUBO20
NCUXONOCTYHO20 MEXAHIZMY, U0 ONOCEPEeOKOBYE B3AEMO38 30K MINC 3A0080JICHICIIO HCUMMSAM | NCUXONLO2IYHOIO
npyscHicmio. Ilpoananizoeano npobremy 6USHAYEHHS KOHYEenmy «HCUXONO02IYHA NPYHCHICMbY. 3anponoHosamo
BUBHAYEHHSL NCUXOTIO2TYHOI NPYICHOCHI K 0A2amo8uMipHO20 i 6a2amopieHe8020 NCUXOLO2IUHO20 (DeHOMEHY, WO
OXONTIOE KOZHIMUBHUL, eMOYIUHUL MA KOHAMUBHUU KOMNOHEeHmU U s1618€ coO0I0 HeliHiuHull npoyec adanmayii
ma 6iOHOGNEHHA NICIA BNAUEY HECHPUAMIUSUX IHCUMMEGUX NOOIU. 3anponoHO8AHO CMPYKMYPY HCUXON02IYHOL
NPYACHOCII, SIKA BKAIOUAE MAKI 63AEMONO0B S3AHI KOMNOHEHMU: SIK 3daydeHicmb 00 dcumms i OisibHOCHI,
BIOKpUMICMb HOBOMY 00C8I0Y mMa NIZHAHHIO, GHYMPIWHIN JOKYC KOHMPONIO, YMIHHI SUSHAYAMU PeaniCmuyHi
yini U nocriooeno Odocseamu ix, 20MOGHICMb NPUUMAMU OOIPYHMOBAHUL PU3UK, GUHAXIONUBICMb, NOBEOTHKOBA
Ul KOCHIMUBHA 2HYYKICMb, ONMUMIZM, KOZHIMUBHA CKIAOHICMb, A MAKONC AIbMPYICMUYHA CAPSIMOBAHICHb
ocobucmocmi. Emnipuune Oocnioocennss nposoounocs y 2023-2026 poxax 3a yuacmio 324 006posonvyie-
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semeparis Yonosiuoi cmami, sKi Opanu 6e3nocepeoHio yuacmo y 60tosux 0isx nid 4ac pociicbKo-yKPAiHCbKOI 8ItHU.
Buxopucmarno memoouxy «iacnocmuka ncuxonoeiunoi npysicnocmi ocobucmocmiy (C. Kpaguyk), oocrionuyviy
ankemy «iacnocmuxa cmagnenns 0o oscummsy (C. Kpasuyx), wxany ncuxonoziunozo onacononyuus K. Pigpgh
(aoanmayisa C. Kapcrkanosoi). Cmamucmuunuii ananiz sxaroyas kpumepii Konmoeoposa—Cmiprosa, kopensayitinuil
ananiz (koegiyicnm paneosoi kopenayii Cnipmena) ma mediayitinuil ananis. Bcmanosenieno cmamucmuito 3Hayyuyi
NO3UMUBHT 36 'SI3KU NCUXONOSTUHOT NPYICHOCHIT 3 NOKAZHUKAMU CYO'€EKMUBHO20 DIALONOTYYYSL, 30KpeMda GIOYYMMAM
wacms, 000pum OYUWeSHUM CIMAHOM, 3A00BOAEHICIIO JICUMMAM, MIHCOCOOUCMICHUMU CMOCYHKAMU, CIMEUHUM
AHCUMMAM MA YCGIOOMIEHHAM JHCUMMEBO20 NPU3HAUeHHs. Buseneno, wo 8iouymms wacms GUKOHYE MeOiayiiHy
POTb Y 83AEMO38A3KY MINC 3A00B0JIEHICIIO HCUMMAM I NCUXOLOSTYHOI NPYIHCHICIIO 000POBOTbYIG-6EMEPAHIE.

Knrwouoei cnosa: ncuxonociuna npysicHicmo, 6i0uymms wjacmsl, 3a0080JeHICTNb HCUMMAM, 000pOBObYI-
semepani, HCUMMeECMItKIicmy, cyd’'exmuene O1a20n0yyysl.

Introduction

The Russian Federation’s military aggression against Ukraine has resulted in profound social,
economic, and psychological consequences for the population. Prolonged exposure to war-related
events is accompanied by a high level of uncertainty, constant threats to life and safety, the loss of
loved ones, forced changes in lifestyle, and substantial psycho-emotional strain. These factors have
adversely affected the psychological well-being, quality of life, and mental health of the Ukrainian
population.

A particularly vulnerable group comprises individuals involved in military and political events,
especially veteran volunteers, who have been exposed to the cumulative impact of combat- and
non-combat-related stressors of varying intensity. These stressors include direct participation
in combat, physical injuries, exposure to shelling, captivity, physical and psychological violence,
the loss of comrades or family members, substantial material losses, and other traumatic experi-
ences. The psychological impact of combat extends beyond the immediate threat to life. It is also
associated with the loss of comrades, forced separation from family and social networks, disruption
of life plans, difficulties in readjusting to civilian life, and other crisis-related experiences that may
adversely affect veterans’ psychological well-being.

Exposure to such stressors may lead to reduced life satisfaction, impaired interpersonal relation-
ships, the development of depressive and anxiety symptoms, aggressive behavior, addictive cop-
ing patterns, and other manifestations of psychological maladjustment. At the same time, numerous
studies indicate that even under conditions of prolonged exposure to extreme events, a substantial
proportion of individuals retain the capacity for effective functioning and psychological recovery
through the mobilization of internal and external resources.

One of the key resources for adapting to the consequences of traumatic experiences is psycho-
logical resilience, which enables individuals to successfully cope with life challenges, maintain psy-
chological well-being, recover from crisis events, and sustain effective functioning.

Despite the substantial body of research on psychological resilience among military personnel
and veterans, most studies have focused on its relationship with mental disorders, post-traumatic
stress disorder (PTSD), depression, or quality of life. Considerably less attention has been paid to
the positive psychological mechanisms that may explain the relationship between life satisfaction
and psychological resilience, particularly the mediating role of happiness.

The concept of happiness cannot be reduced solely to positive emotions. It encompasses three
interrelated components: affective well-being, which includes positive emotions, joy, and pleasure;
eudaimonic well-being, referring to a sense of meaning, purpose, and value in one’s life; and eva-
luative well-being, reflecting overall life satisfaction [16]. Therefore, different dimensions of happi-
ness may have distinct effects on health.

Life satisfaction reflects the cognitive component of subjective well-being, whereas happiness
represents its emotional component, which may contribute to the development and maintenance
of psychological resilience.
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The aim of this study was to examine the mediating role of happiness in the relationship

between life satisfaction and psychological resilience among veteran volunteers.
Materials and method

The material presented in this article is based on a theoretical and empirical study.

Currently, there is no universally accepted definition of resilience. Its conceptualization depends
on the unit of analysis, whether an individual, a family, an organization, a community, or society
as a whole [15]. Furthermore, the literature reflects considerable variation in the operationaliza-
tion of psychological resilience, the use of incompatible statistical models, and the interpretation
of research findings [17]. These differences substantially hinder comparisons across studies and the
development of a comprehensive theory of psychological resilience.

In the literature on psychology, social work, and related disciplines, the term resilience has been
translated using various terms, including hardiness, stress resistance, resistance to traumatic experi-
ences, vitality, and other conceptually related expressions. Such terminological variation often leads
to the conflation of distinct psychological constructs and ambiguity in their interpretation. In gen-
eral, these concepts are used to describe the processes involved in coping with stressful situations
and in adapting to the psychological and social consequences of traumatic events, crises, and loss.

According to the definition provided by the American Psychological Association [1], resilience is
understood as both a process and an outcome of successful adaptation to difficult life circumstances,
supported by cognitive, emotional, and behavioral flexibility, as well as the capacity to respond
effectively to internal and external demands.

Etymologically, the term resilience derives from the Latin word resilire, meaning «to bounce
back», «to spring back», or «to return to its original state». The Oxford English Dictionary defines
resilience as the ability to withstand difficult life circumstances successfully and to recover quickly
from their effects [14].

The concept of psychological resilience is reflected not only in scientific theories but also in lite-
rary imagery. For example, in the song «The Winds Are Blowing, Fierce Winds Are Blowing...»
from Ivan Kotliarevsky’s Natalka Poltavka, the bending of trees under the force of strong winds
may be interpreted as a metaphor for resilience. Under the influence of an external force, trees bend,
yet when the force subsides, they return to their original position. However, if the load exceeds their
structural limits, branches — or even the trunk itself — may break.

A similar analogy was proposed by R. Lazarus [9], who explained the concept of resilience
through the physical properties of metals. During elastic deformation, a metal changes its shape
under the influence of an external force but returns to its original form once the load is removed,
without sustaining permanent damage.

The World Health Organization defines psychological resilience as an individual’s capacity to
cope effectively with adversity, maintain an adequate level of functioning, and adapt successfully
to challenging circumstances. At the same time, psychological resilience is regarded as a personal
resource whose development largely depends on protective factors, a supportive social environ-
ment, and well-developed adaptive coping strategies.

Contemporary psychological science offers no single interpretation of this phenomenon.
A review of the literature highlights its multidimensional nature and the diversity of theoretical per-
spectives. Some researchers conceptualize psychological resilience as an active, dynamic process
of successfully coping with stressful events through the mobilization or development of new adap-
tive resources [8]. Others describe it as a relatively stable personality trait [2], a positive outcome
of effective adaptation to traumatic experiences, life crises, threats, or prolonged stress [13], or a set
of capacities that promotes resourcefulness, effective communication, self-organization, and con-
structive responses to demanding circumstances [4].

Despite the diversity of conceptual approaches, most authors agree that psychological resilience
primarily refers to an individual's capacity to maintain effective functioning and adapt successfully,
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even under conditions of prolonged stress, substantial risk, severe life adversity, or potentially trau-
matic events.

The principal indicators of psychological resilience include the preservation of psychological
well-being, positive functioning despite adverse life circumstances, constructive responses to chal-
lenging events, and the ability to maintain a high level of personal and social functioning under con-
ditions of stress [6].

Contemporary scientific literature includes both specialized models of psychological resilience
developed for specific population groups, particularly children and adolescents [10], and broader
systemic frameworks that examine resilience at the levels of the family, organization, community,
or society as a whole [12]. This perspective underscores the universal nature of resilience and its
manifestation across multiple levels of social functioning.

Regardless of the level of analysis, psychological resilience reflects the capacity of a sys-
tem — whether an individual, a family, a community, or a society — to withstand adversity effec-
tively, recover from crises, reintegrate, and maintain internal coherence and functional stabil-
ity. Psychological resilience emerges through the interaction of biological, psychological, social,
and cultural factors [15].

A key characteristic of psychological resilience is its dynamic nature. Rather than representing
a fixed personal characteristic, it changes in response to life circumstances, individual experiences,
and features of the social environment [17].

Contemporary researchers increasingly emphasize distinct trajectories of adaptation rather than
the mere «presence» or «absence» of psychological resilience [3].

In our view, psychological resilience should be conceptualized as a multidimensional and multi-
level psychological phenomenon encompassing cognitive, emotional, and conative components and
representing a nonlinear process of adaptation and recovery following adverse life events. It is man-
ifested in an individual’s capacity to maintain stable psychological and physical functioning under
conditions of crisis, overcome the adverse consequences of potentially traumatic experiences, adapt
successfully to changing circumstances, and avoid persistent impairments in personal development.

In our view, psychological resilience comprises a set of interrelated components, including
engagement in life and activities, openness to new experiences and learning, an internal locus of
control, the ability to set realistic goals and pursue them consistently, a willingness to take well-con-
sidered risks, resourcefulness, behavioral and cognitive flexibility, optimism, cognitive complexity,
and an altruistic orientation. The interaction of these components enables individuals to cope effec-
tively with adversity and facilitates successful adaptation to changing life circumstances.

Despite their close conceptual relationship, the constructs of psychological resilience and hardi-
ness are not synonymous. Although both are central concepts in the psychology of adaptation and
stress coping, they differ in their underlying mechanisms, structural organization, and scope of sci-
entific application.

Hardiness is regarded as a personal resource that enables individuals to confront life chal-
lenges, stressful experiences, and crises in an active, purposeful, and energetic manner. The con-
cept was first introduced by Kobasa, while its subsequent theoretical development is primarily
associated with the work of Maddi. According to Maddi, hardiness represents a system of funda-
mental beliefs about oneself, the surrounding world, and one’s interaction with it [11]. Its three
core dimensions are commitment, control, and challenge. Together, these components shape the
way individuals perceive stressful events and facilitate the transformation of adversity into oppor-
tunities for personal growth.

A synthesis of contemporary theoretical perspectives suggests that hardiness can be understood
as an integrative psychological construct that enables individuals to cope effectively with life adver-
sity, maintain inner equilibrium, and transform adverse experiences into opportunities for personal
growth.
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At the conceptual level, hardiness comprises such interrelated characteristics as emotional sta-
bility, emotional balance, a positive attitude toward one’s activities, optimism, an internal locus of
control, a willingness to accept challenges, a sense of meaning in life, a coherent system of beliefs,
positive self-regard, goal orientation, initiative, autonomy, decisiveness, persistence, endurance,
resistance to adverse influences, humanistic values, and active engagement in life.

From a process-oriented perspective, hardiness can be understood as an individual’s characteris-
tic way of interacting with stressful circumstances. From a functional perspective, it represents an
important component of the individual's adaptive capacity, an indicator of psychological maturity,
mental health, creative potential, and life creativity, as well as a significant predictor of the develop-
ment of psychological resilience.

The empirical study was conducted between 2023 and 2026.

The study involved 324 male veteran volunteers who provided informed consent to participate.
In this study, veteran volunteers refers to veterans of the Russian—Ukrainian war who voluntarily
joined the Defense Forces of Ukraine and participated directly in combat operations.

The sample comprised 172 participants in the young adulthood group and 152 in the middle
adulthood group. Age classification was based on the updated World Health Organization classifica-
tion, according to which young adulthood includes individuals aged 25-44 years and middle adult-
hood includes those aged 45-60 years.

The target sample was also selected with consideration of several additional characteristics,
including nationality, participant status, region of permanent residence prior to the full-scale Rus-
sian invasion of Ukraine, primary occupation, and religious affiliation.

The empirical study employed the following instruments: the Psychological Resilience
Assessment Scale (developed by S. Kravchuk), the Life Attitudes Questionnaire (developed
by S. Kravchuk), and Ryff’s Psychological Well-Being Scale (developed by C. Ryf).

Statistical analysis of the empirical data was performed using methods of mathematical statistics,
including the Kolmogorov—Smirnov goodness-of-fit test, Spearman’s rank correlation analysis, and
mediation analysis.

Results

The Kolmogorov—Smirnov goodness-of-fit test indicated statistically significant departures from
normality for all study variables (p < .05). Therefore, Spearman’s rank-order correlation coefficient
was used for the subsequent correlational analyses.

The correlation analysis revealed that psychological resilience was positively and significantly
associated with all indicators of subjective well-being among veteran volunteers. The strong-
est correlations were observed with happiness (p = 0.52, p < .001), positive emotional well-being
(p = 0.48, p <.001), and satisfaction with family life (p = 0.45, p <.001). Strong and statistically
significant associations were also found with satisfaction with interpersonal relationships (p = 0.42,
p <.001), satisfaction with one's life in recent years (p = 0.39, p <.001), and a sense of life purpose
(p =0.37,p <.001). These findings indicate that higher levels of psychological resilience are associ-
ated with greater subjective well-being among veteran volunteers.

The mediation analysis demonstrated that happiness mediates the relationship between
life satisfaction and psychological resilience among veteran volunteers. The indirect effect
of life satisfaction on psychological resilience through happiness was statistically significant
(Estimate = 1.829, SE = 0.360, Z = 4.832, p < .001), confirming the mediating role of happi-
ness. In contrast, the direct effect of life satisfaction on psychological resilience was not sta-
tistically significant (Estimate = 0.264, SE = 0.599, Z = 0.542, p = .596). However, the total
effect of life satisfaction on psychological resilience was positive and statistically significant
(Estimate = 2.122, SE = 0.338, Z = 6.038, p <.001).

The present findings are consistent with those reported in previous international studies. In par-
ticular, several authors have documented a positive association between health and happiness [16].
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Higher levels of happiness have been observed among veterans who perceived greater social sup-
port, maintained close interpersonal relationships, and exhibited a secure attachment style [7].
In addition, Hu, Zhang, and Wang [5] found that psychological resilience mediates the relationship
between extraversion and happiness.

Previous research has shown that meaning in life and life satisfaction are distinct components of
well-being that are associated with health but are conceptually different from happiness [16]. Indi-
viduals may experience difficult life circumstances; however, if they perceive their lives as mean-
ingful, their subjective well-being is substantially enhanced [7].

The present findings extend this evidence by demonstrating that psychological resilience is
closely associated with subjective well-being among veteran volunteers and that the effect of life
satisfaction on psychological resilience is mediated by happiness.

Conclusions

Statistically significant positive associations were found between psychological resilience and
happiness, positive emotional well-being, satisfaction with family life, satisfaction with interper-
sonal relationships, satisfaction with one’s life, and a sense of life purpose among veteran volun-
teers. These findings indicate that higher levels of psychological resilience are associated with
greater subjective well-being.

The findings further demonstrated that happiness mediates the relationship between life satisfac-
tion and psychological resilience among veteran volunteers. This suggests that the effect of life sat-
isfaction on psychological resilience is transmitted indirectly through happiness.
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