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AYAKO Hethﬂdﬂlogg \Variance Fmalgsis

The fifonjas - Matrix Interpretation Report

This report demonstrates how the AY AKO Matriv trans lates structured relationsl inprats into tIinimIIH interpretable diagrru

stics. The analysis compares the couple’s scores against established baseline averages and evaluates variance direction, m
aquitude, and distribution across relafionsl domains.

1Normal Variance Fmalgsis

A. Communication Domain
. Listming (-21 variance) reflects & substantial wnderperformance relative o baseline,
o Cooperation (-2) and En-r-dg Language (-0.5) indicate mild deficits,
o Voice Tone (+0.3) shows slight strength,

Interpretation
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There is & marked imbalance between expressive and recepfive communication. While tone and surface evpression Ml appe
ar adequale, deep listening competence is significantly compromised. Within the AYARKO framanork, this predicis emotions|
mis athunement, misinterpretafion of intent, and cumulative relational fatique.

B. Conflict Hanagement

o Collaberate (- 13) severe deficit,

o Compromise (-12.3) severe deficit,

o Acoommodate (+1.3) slight s trength,

o Compete (0) newtral.

o Aveid (-1) wild deficit,
Interpretation

Conflict appears manug&d Ihruugh accommodation or suppression rather than structured resolufion. Reduced collaborative
capacily suggests unresohed fensions My accumulate rather than dissipate.

C. Values and Emetional History

o Religion (+235) strong pasitive variance,

o Forgiveness (+3) posifive,

o Beliefs/Values (+2.3) posifive.

o Past Trauma (0) aligned with baseline,
Interpretation

This is the couple’s strongest protective system. Shared religious intens ity functions as an ideological stabilizer. However,
wiliee s alignmﬂnl alone does not compens ate for operational deficits in communication and conflict repair.
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D. Social and Structural Domains

»  Family (-8) notable deficit,

o  Professional (-2 mild deficit.

o  Finance (- 1) mild deficit.

o Home Building (+2) relative strength,
Interpretation

External support systems ap pear strained. ln AYAKO ferms, weskened ecternal stu{{ulding INCTEasEs uulmruhilibﬂ when in
ternal communicafion systems are comp romised.

2Chart Narrations (Conceptual Interpretation)

1| Bar Representation

Lurgf neqative gaps in Lisl&ning, Collaboration, and Compromise contrast E.hurplld with & deminant positive spike in Fleligi
an.

Clinical f"‘lcanir'lg: Slrung idﬂnlugg; weak relational mechanics.

/" Line Trend

The variance curve dips deeply in communication and conflict demains, rises sharply at Religion, and stabilizes inconsis tent
by thereafter.

f"‘lcanir'lg: Emotional ins.lahilillﬂ is parliallﬂ beffered hlﬂ spiritual cohesion,
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wo Variance Distribution
MEgan: variances outnumber positive ones.

Implfmﬁ{m: The relationship turrEnHH perates in a dEfitil-w-Eighl-Ed energy s tafe,

| Variance Distribution His tegram
Most scores clusfer arownd mild deficits, with exireme polarization at -21 {Li.‘.lﬂning'ﬁl and +23 {FI-EIigiun':l.

Interpretation: The structure is wneven rather than rrderaltlg bl need.

3. SWOT ﬂnalgsis = The Afonja

Strengths Weaknesses

Strong religions alignment Severe [is tening deficit
Forgieness capacily Weiak collaborafion
S hared beliefs Compromise wnderperforman ce
Home-building s tability Family integration s frain

Upportunities Threats
Commuenication refraining Emotional burnout
S trwctured mediation Chronic wnresohed conflict
Faith-inteqrated counseling Social isolafion
Family systems repair Palarizafion of values vs behavior

4. AYAKO Predictive Summary

The matriv idenfifies s valwes-strong, mechanics-weak relational architecture.
In AYAK O terms:

o When idedogical wnity eceeeds relational skill, stability becomes symbalic rather than experiential.
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e The h]ng-l-Enn prognos is hing&s on whether IiE.IEning and collsborative contlict competencies are E.lrEnglhEnE
d.

| The fifonja — AYAKO Matrix Snapshet

o The I"Hﬂnju relafionship presents a slrutlurallg pelarized profile. The couple demonstrates excepfional ulignm
ent in rEligiﬂus commitment and shared values, creating a sirong idﬂﬂhgiwl wnc hor . Fﬂrgiw.nes.s capacity fur
riher E.lrﬂnglh-&n.‘. this foundation. These are not minor HE.E.-EIE.—ll'rEH e E.luhiliring forees.

®  However, operational deficits in |i5.l£ning (-2 1), collaboration (-13), and compromise (-12.3) represent stru
chural weaknes ses within the relafion al engine. The couple appears united in belief yet und erd eveloped in rela
tional evecufion,

o This imbalance creates a nvulu&s-hmlg, skﬂls-lighl" architecture, In the short ferm, shared faith My mask |
ricfion. In the medium term, wnresobed conflict i ':H':I'E' Ini the |ﬂng term, without intervention, emotional det
achment becomes probable.

& The progosis is neither fatalis fic nor ideslistic. The relationship is mf fragile—but it is wneven,
o The central therapeutic leverage point is listening restoration and collaborative skill development 1f strength
ened, the couple’s strong ideslogical base could convert into deep relational stability. 1f neglected, the palariz

afion between beliel and behavior will widen.

In essence:
The foundation is strong. The framouork however requires reinforcement.



