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Abstract

The aim of this retrospective study was to examine the association between static and
dynamic risk factors and recidivism among convicted rapists in the Republic of Serbia.
The sample comprised 560 convicted rapists recorded between 2014 and 2023, with data
collected from official records of correctional institutions. The analysis included static risk
factors, such as demographic characteristics, criminal history, and sentence length, as well
as dynamic factors, including substance abuse, participation in rehabilitation programs,
and engagement in work and educational activities. The results indicate that recidivists of
other sexual offenses (excluding rape) were older than non-recidivists, whereas education,
marital status, and sentence length did not show significant differences. Personality
disorders were significantly more prevalent among recidivists, particularly those who
committed other sexual offenses, whereas employment engagement was more frequent
among non-recidivists. Participation in rehabilitation programs, particularly anger
management, was more common among rape recidivists. Alcohol and drug-related issues
did not reach statistical significance. The findings highlight the necessity of integrated
assessment of static and dynamic risk factors in recidivism prevention, with personality
disorders and work engagement being especially relevant for risk evaluation. These results
have practical implications for treatment and risk assessment, emphasising the
recommendation for longitudinal follow-up after release from prison.
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PELIUINBU3AM CUJIOBATEJbA:
PETPOCIIEKTUBHA AHAJIU3A CTATUYHUX U
ANHAMUNYKHUX ®PAKTOPA PUUKA

Arncrpakr

1lisb oBe peTpocreKTUBHE CTyje OUO je Ja ce UCTINTA ITIOBE3aHOCT M3Mel)y CTaTHYKUX
U IMHAMHMYKHX (aKTopa pH3MKa 1 pelyIuBI3Ma Ko ocyleHux cuoBaressa y PerryOmmmm
Cpbuju. Y3opak je oOyxsatno 560 ocyheHnx cmioBaTteba eBHICHTHPAHUX Y HEPHOILY
mmehy 2014. u 2023. roqune, a ojany Cy NPUKYIUbCHH U3 3BaHUYHHX CBHICHIM]a yCTa-
HOBA 32 M3BPIICHE KPUBIHYHHX CaHKIMja. AHaIM3a je 00yXBaTHila cTaTH4ke (axrope pu-
3MKa, Kao LITO ¢y JeMorpadcke KapakTepUCTHKE, KpUMHHAIIHA UCTOpHja M Jy>KMHA U3pe-
YeHe KasHe, Kao M IWHaMHYKe (akrope, yKbydyjyhn 3moynoTpedy NCHXOAKTUBHHX
CYIICTaHI, yuenhe y pexaOMIMTaldoHIM IPOTrpaMiUMa A aHTaKOBAHOCT Y paJJHUAM U 00pa-
30BHHM aKTHBHOCTHMA. Pe3ynTaTH mokasyjy [a Cy IOBPAaTHULM y APYTMM CEKCYaIHUM
KPUBUYHKM JielnMa (UCKJbY4yjyhH criloBame) O CTapuju y OTHOCY Ha HepelMANBHUCTE,
JIOK 00pa3oBame, OpauyHu CTaTyC M Ty)KMHA Ka3He HUCY MOKa3aiy CTATUCTUYKH 3HadajHe
pazmuke. [Topemehaju TMYHOCTH OWITH Cy 3HAYAJHO YUECTAIMjU KOJ PEIUIMBUCTA, HAapO-
YHTO KOJI OHHX KOjH Cy TIOHOBO M3BPILIUIN APYyra CEKCyallHa KPHBIYHA JIeNa, JIOK je paaHa
AHT)KOBAHOCT Omia yemha Ko HepeUaMBHCTa. Ydemhe y pexaOmINTaloHuM [Iporpa-
MIMa, TI0CEOHO y MPOrpamMruMa yIpaBibamba 0ecoM, OMIIO je yuecTallje KO peluInBUCTa
cuioBama. [IpobieMy OBe3aH! ca aJIKOXOJIOM U ApOrama HHCY NOCTHIVIM CTaTHCTHYKY
3Ha4yajHOCT. Hanasu ykasyjy Ha noTpedy 3a HHTETPHCAHOM MPOIEHOM CTaTHYKHX U JHA-
MHYKHX (haKTOpa pU3HKa Y PEBEHIH) M PELHIUBI3MA, TIPH YeMy Cy opeMehaju IMIHOCTH
U pajiHa aHTQ)KOBAHOCT MOCEOHO PEJIeBAHTHU 3a MPOLeHY pusnka. OBH pe3ysTaTH uMajy
3HaYajHe MPaKTHYHE UMIUIMKALMje 32 TPETMaH U MpPOLeHy PU3HKa, y3 HarJalleHy Mperno-
PYKy 3a JIOHTHTYJUHAITHO Ipahere HAaKOH OTITYCTa U3 3aTBOpA.

Kiby4He peun: crioBame, pelUANBI3aM, CEKCYaTHH MPECTYITHUIIN, CTATHIHH 1
JIMHAMUYKHY (DaKTOPH, TIPOLIEHA PH3HUKA.

INTRODUCTION

Rape is one of the most severe criminal offenses against sexual free-
dom, with serious consequences for victims, their families, and society. It
constitutes a crime against personal liberty in the sphere of sexual life and
is therefore classified among sexual offenses (Pordevi¢ & Bodrozi¢, 2024).
Although legal definitions vary across jurisdictions, contemporary legal
systems increasingly emphasise the central role of consent, recognising
that the absence of voluntary consent constitutes a criminal offense. In the
Republic of Serbia, rape is defined in Article 178 of the Criminal Code as
coercion into sexual intercourse or an equivalent act through the use of
force or threat of immediate attack on life or body (Pordevi¢ & Bodrozi¢,
2024; Criminal Code of the Republic of Serbia).

Sexual offenders, particularly rapists, represent a specific category
of offenders due to their complex psychosocial and criminogenic charac-
teristics, which distinguish them from other offender groups (Bai¢ & Lajic,
2017; Lussier & Blokland, 2017; Hanson & Morton-Bourgon, 2005). Their
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criminal behaviour is shaped by the interaction of static risk factors (e.g.,
prior criminal history, age) and dynamic factors (e.g., substance abuse,
mental health status, motivation, treatment engagement) (Bai¢ et al.,
2019a; Mulder et al., 2010; van den Berg et al., 2024; Zgoba et al., 2023;
Yukhnenko, 2020).

Despite persistent public and institutional myths portraying sexual
offenders as uniformly high-risk recidivists, empirical evidence points to
substantial heterogeneity within this population (Bai¢ et al., 2019b; Laji¢
etal., 2022). Differences are evident in psychological profiles (Oljaca, Bai¢
& Radovanovi¢, 2024) as well as in rates of repeated sexual offending
(Lussier et al., 2024). Recidivism estimates vary considerably depending
on offense type, follow-up duration, and methodological approach (Hanson
etal., 2009; Harris & Hanson, 2004; Lussier et al., 2023; Lussier et al., 2025).

Meta-analytic findings further demonstrate that sexual recidivism
rates are generally lower than commonly assumed, ranging from approxi-
mately 5% over three years (Langan et al., 2003) to about 11.5% with
longer follow-up periods (Hanson et al., 2009), while general recidivism
rates are substantially higher. Prior sexual convictions remain among the
strongest predictors of future sexual reoffending, whereas advancing age is
associated with reduced risk (Harris & Hanson, 2004). Importantly, recid-
ivism is not a uniform phenomenon: a relatively small subgroup of offend-
ers exhibits high risk, while the majority show a considerably lower likeli-
hood of reoffending (Hanson et al., 2009).

Understanding both static and dynamic risk factors is therefore es-
sential for effective prevention and treatment strategies (Coulter & Lloyd,
2023; Hanson & Morton-Bourgon, 2005; Kalaivanan et al., 2025; Yu-
khnenko et al., 2020). At the normative level, the criminal law concept of
recidivism, rooted in the principle Multiplicata transgressione crescat poe-
nae inflictio, has generated ongoing legal and policy debates. In Serbia,
amendments to the Criminal Code in 2019 introduced recidivism as a man-
datory aggravating circumstance, thereby restricting judicial discretion and
strengthening penal policy at the level of general norms (Bodrozi¢, 2019;
Pordevi¢ & Bodrozi¢, 2020).

Research also underscores the importance of broader psychological
and social factors, including antisocial traits, impulsivity, reduced empa-
thy, personality disorders, adverse childhood experiences, and social mar-
ginalisation, in understanding sexual offending and recidivism (Craig et al.,
2008; Farrington, 2003; Juszczak & Korzeniewski, 2016; Oljaca et al, 2021).

Taken together, these findings highlight the need for a detailed ret-
rospective analysis of risk factors and profiling of convicted rapists in order
to improve risk assessment systems and develop more effective treatment,
prevention, and criminal-law responses. Such efforts reflect the evolution-
ary nature of criminal law and the principle ius criminale semper refor-
mandum est, grounded in ongoing advances in criminology, penology, and
forensic psychology.
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Overview of the Current Study

This study presents a retrospective analysis of the association be-
tween static and dynamic factors and recidivism among convicted rapists,
based on data obtained from official records of penal and correctional in-
stitutions in the Republic of Serbia for the period from 2014 to 2023.

The aim of the study was to identify high-risk subgroups of offend-
ers through the analysis of static demographic and criminological charac-
teristics, as well as to examine the role of dynamic factors—such as alcohol
and drug abuse and participation in rehabilitation programs—in increasing
or reducing the risk of recidivism. Particular attention was given to the as-
sociation between the length of imposed prison sentences and prior convic-
tions for sexual and non-sexual offenses and the likelihood of reoffending,
as well as to the effects of participation in rehabilitation programs.

The study distinguished three types of recidivism: sexual, violent,
and general. Static factors included time-invariant characteristics, such as
prior criminal history, age at the time of the offense, and the severity of
previous offenses, whereas dynamic factors encompassed changeable cir-
cumstances, including mental health status, substance abuse, and engage-
ment in rehabilitation programs.

The analysed static factors comprised basic demographic character-
istics, criminal history, length of served prison sentence, and the presence
of mental or personality disorders. Dynamic factors included alcohol and
drug abuse, participation in rehabilitation programs, and occupational and
educational engagement during imprisonment.

METHOD
Sample and Procedure

A total of 560 individuals convicted of the criminal offense of rape
(Article 178 of the Criminal Code of the Republic of Serbia) between 2014
and 2023 were included in the study. Official data for scientific research pur-
poses were provided by the Ministry of Justice of the Republic of Serbia, Di-
rectorate for the Execution of Criminal Sanctions (Ref. No. 7-00-00001/2024-
02/26, dated April 25, 2024), following a formal request from the University
of Criminal Investigation and Police Studies (Ref. No. 02-128/1).

The highest percentages of convictions for the criminal offense of
rape were recorded in 2023 (16.4%) and 2014 (13.8%), while the lowest
percentages were observed in 2021 (6.8%) and 2022 (4.3%). Sociodemo-
graphic characteristics of the sample are presented in Table 1. The average
age of convicted individuals was 45.42 years (SD = 19.24). The imposed
prison sentences for the committed offense ranged from less than one year
to 19 years, with an average length of incarceration at the time of data col-
lection being 4.02 years (SD = 3.49).
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The majority of respondents had completed either primary (38.8%) or
secondary education (21.8%), were unemployed (78.8%), and did not have
a partner (60.4%). Regarding recidivism, most respondents were not repeat
offenders for rape or other offenses classified under crimes against sexual
freedom. However, 12.7% of the respondents were recidivists specifically
for rape, while an additional 26.3% were recidivists for other criminal
offenses classified under crimes against sexual freedom, excluding rape.

Table 1. Sociodemographic characteristics of the sample

Characteristic Category N %
No primary education / illiterate 57 10.2
Incomplete primary school 56 10.0
. Primary school 217 38.8
Education Secondary school 122 21.8
Higher education 12 2.1
Missing data 96 17.1
Unemployed 441 78.8
Employed 91 16.3
Employment p otired 713
Missing data 21 38
Cohabiting 58 10.4
Single 338 60.4
Marital status Married 140 25.0
Widowed 15 2.7
Missing data 9 1.6
No 342 61.1
Recidivism  Yes, other offenses 147 26.3
Yes, rape 71 12.7

Data Analysis Plan

Given the presence of missing data in certain variables obtained
from the official records of the Directorate for the Execution of Criminal
Sanctions, the number and percentage of missing values were reported in
the Results section, either for the total sample or for specific subgroups,
depending on the analysis. Due to the nature of the data, no imputation
procedures were applied; all analyses were conducted exclusively on avail-
able official records.

Data analysis included frequency analysis to describe sample char-
acteristics, Pearson’s ¥? test to examine associations between categorical
variables, and one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) with post hoc tests
to assess group differences on continuous variables. All statistical analyses
were performed using SPSS for Windows (IBM Corp., 2015).
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RESULTS

Sociodemographic Profiles of Different Groups
and Differences between Groups

The sociodemographic profile of individuals convicted of rape is
presented in Table 2, categorised into three groups: non-recidivists (CSO-
NR), recidivists for other criminal offenses (CSO-OR), and recidivists for
rape (CSO-RR).

Table 2. Sociodemographic profile of non-recidivists and recidivists
for offenses against sexual freedom

Variable Value/ CSO-NR CSO-RnR CSO-RR
Category N % N % N %
Minimum 19 25 18
Maximum 78 78 78
Age Mean 44.61 47.82 44.32
Standard deviation 22.29 11.89 14.94
Missing data (NA) 0 0 0
Minimum 0 0 0
Years in Maximum 19 17 15
correctional Mean 391 4.29 4.02
institution  Standard deviation 3.45 3.48 3.73
NA 20 0 7
No primary
education / illiterate 38 1111 13 8.84 6 845
Incomplete 36 10.53 13 884 7 9.6
Education ~Primary school
Primary school 126 36.84 63 42.86 28 39.44
Secondary school 79 23.10 28 19.05 15 21.13
Higher education 7 205 2 1.36 3 423
NA 56 16.37 28 19.05 12 16.90
Unemployed 263 76.90 125 85.03 53 74.65
Employment Employed 57 16.67 22 14.97 12 16.90
Retired 6 175 0 0.00 1 141
NA 16 4.68 0 0.00 5 7.04
Cohabiting 30 8.77 19 12.93 9 12.68
Marital Singl.e 210 61.40 83 56.46 45 63.38
status Me_lrrled 86 25.15 40 27.21 14 19.72
Widowed 9 263 4 272 2 2.82
NA 7 2.05 1 0.68 1 141

Note. CSO-NR - individuals convicted of a sexual offense but not reoffenders. CSO-
RnR — individuals convicted of a sexual offense and reoffended for sexual offense, but
not for the crime of rape. CSO-RR — individuals convicted of a sexual offense and
reoffended for sexual offense of rape. NA — missing value.
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The CSO-RR group exhibits the highest values in terms of age and
the number of years spent in correctional institutions. Regarding education,
employment, and marital status, pronounced similarities can be observed
among the analysed groups. The majority of respondents have completed
primary education, while a smaller percentage have attained secondary ed-
ucation. In terms of employment, unemployed offenders predominate
across all three groups. Concerning marital status, most individuals in each
group are without a partner, while a smaller proportion are married.

Results of the one-way ANOVA indicated that there were statistically
significant differences among the tested groups in terms of the age of con-
victed individuals (F (2, 557) =4.98, p <.01), but not in terms of the number
of years spent in prison (F (2, 530) = 0.59, p > .05). Regarding the age of the
convicted individuals, the CSO-NR group was statistically significantly
younger (MDIF = -4.18, p <.01) than the CSO-RnR group, whereas differ-
ences between the remaining groups were not statistically significant
(Figure 1).

Regarding educational, employment, and marital status, no statisti-
cally significant differences were identified among the groups in terms of
education (y* (10) = 5.14, p = .883) or marital status (y*> (8) =4.98, p =
.790). However, marginally significant differences were found in employ-
ment status (y* (6) = 12.14, p = .059). Compared to the other two groups,
the CSO-RR group had the lowest unemployment rate as well as the high-
est percentage of missing data.
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44.00

43.00
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Figure 1. Mean age of CSO-NR, CSO-RnR, and CSO-RR groups
Note. CSO-NR - individuals convicted of a sexual offense but not reoffenders.
CSO-RnR — individuals convicted of a sexual offense and reoffended for sexual
offense, but not for the crime of rape. CSO-RR— individuals convicted of a sexual
offense and reoffended for sexual offense of rape.
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Figure 2. Relationship between employment status and CSO-NR,

CSO-RnR, and CSO-RR groups
Note. CSO-NR - individuals convicted of a sexual offense but not reoffenders.
CSO-RnR — individuals convicted of a sexual offense and reoffended for sexual
offense, but not for the crime of rape. CSO-RR— individuals convicted of a sexual
offense and reoffended for sexual offense of rape.

Profiles of Dynamic Factors of Different Groups
and Differences between Groups

Table 3 presents the distribution of dynamic risk and rehabilitative
factors across three offender groups: non-recidivists (CSO-NR), recidivists
who reoffended with a non-rape sexual offense (CSO-RnR), and recidivists
who reoffended with rape (CSO-RR). Statistically significant group differ-
ences were identified for four variables: personality disorders, participation
in specialised rehabilitation programs, anger management programs, and
work engagement.

Personality disorders were significantly more prevalent among re-
cidivists, with the highest rates observed in the CSO-RnR group (43.97%),
followed by CSO-RR (32.76%), and the lowest prevalence among CSO-
NR individuals (19.86%) (x> =24.56, p <.001). Participation in specialised
rehabilitation programs was most frequent among CSO-RR offenders
(20.59%), followed by CSO-NR (18.89%), and least frequent among CSO-
RnR offenders (5.19%) (y*> = 15.06, p = .001). A similar pattern was ob-
served for anger management programs (CSO-RR: 16.18%; CSO-NR:
6.81%; CSO-RnR: 2.22%; ¥*> = 13.81, p=.001).

Significant group differences were also found for work engagement
(* = 16.26, p < .001), with the highest employment rates among non-re-
cidivists (70.59%), followed by CSO-RR (60.29%) and CSO-RnR offend-
ers (51.11%). No statistically significant differences were observed for
mental illness, alcohol- and substance-related problems, standard rehabili-
tation programs, educational engagement, or participation in cultural activ-
ities (all p > .05).
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Table 3. Profiles of dynamic factors of different groups and differences

between groups
R CSO-NR _CSO-RnR CSO-RR __ Total
PN % N % N % N %

Mental No o 549 229 8327 89 7607 47 81.03 365 8Ll
illness Yes <'° - 46 1673 28 2393 11 1897 85 18.89
Personality No i s 000 222 80.14 65 5603 39 67.24 326 72.28
disorders Yes ’ ’ 55 19.86 51 4397 19 32.76 125 27.72
Alcohol-related  No 18 op3 183 6630 75 6410 39 6610 297 6571
problems Yes O 93 3370 42 3590 20 33.90 155 34.29
Psychoactive No 240 8633 96 82.05 49 83.05 385 84.80
substance-related 133 514 0300 51 1795 10 1695 69 1520
problems
Standard No 131 4043 52 3852 34 50.00 217 41.18
rehabilitation ves 205 205 193 5057 83 6148 34 5000 310 58.82
program
Specialised No 262 8111 128 9481 54 79.41 444 8441
rehabilitation yes 1060011 1699 7 519 14 2059 82 1559
program
Specialised No 301 93.19 132 97.78 57 83.82 490 93.16
rehabilitation 13.81 001
program for anger  Yes T 22 6.81 3 222 11 16.18 36 6.84
management

No 95 2941 66 48.89 27 39.71 188 35.74
Work engagement g, - 1626 .000 10 059 69 5111 41 6029 338 6426
Participation in the  No 5 o™ .0~ 278 8607 123 9111 63 92.65 464 8821
educational process Yes T 45 1393 12 889 5 735 62 11.79
Participation in No 1< g93 270 8411 114 8444 57 8382 441 8416
cultural activities Yes ’ 51 15.89 21 1556 11 16.18 83 15.84

Note. CSO-NR - individuals convicted of a sexual offense but not reoffenders. CSO-
RnR — individuals convicted of a sexual offense and reoffended for sexual offense, but
not for the crime of rape. CSO-RR— individuals convicted of a sexual offense and
reoffended for sexual offense of rape. DF = 2.

Study Limitations

Research based on static factors, such as demographic and crimino-
logical data, has several limitations. Although static factors allow for the
identification of individuals at elevated risk, they do not provide precise
predictions of future recidivism and fail to account for changes in personal
characteristics or environmental conditions over time. Moreover, reliance
solely on static factors limits the understanding of causal mechanisms and
intervention possibilities, which require the inclusion of dynamic risk fac-
tors.

At the same time, static factors offer important practical advantages,
particularly in terms of data availability and reliability. In contexts charac-
terised by limited resources, a lack of standardised assessment instruments,
and restricted access to data on dynamic factors, static indicators can still
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provide useful risk-related information, especially for judicial decision-
making. Their stability is further ensured by the fact that they are derived
from officially recorded and adjudicated offenses.

Finally, recidivism data in the present study were based exclusively
on official records of prior convictions, without the possibility of post-re-
lease follow-up. Consequently, the findings do not represent longitudinal
recidivism rates, a limitation that should be considered when interpreting
the study’s results.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

This retrospective study, conducted on a sample of 560 convicted
rapists in the Republic of Serbia between 2014 and 2023, examined the
association between static and dynamic factors and the risk of recidivism.
The findings provide important insights into the profiles of convicted rap-
ists and identify factors relevant to improving risk assessment and treat-
ment strategies.

Among the static risk factors, age emerged as a significant predictor,
with individuals who reoffended with other sexual offenses (excluding
rape) being statistically significantly older than non-recidivists, consistent
with prior research indicating a decline in recidivism risk with increasing
age. In contrast, education level, marital status, and length of imprisonment
did not differentiate the groups, supporting their limited predictive value
and suggesting that sentence length alone does not substantially influence
the risk of reoffending.

Dynamic factors showed a stronger association with recidivism.
Personality disorders were significantly more prevalent among recidivists,
particularly among those who reoffended with other sexual offenses, un-
derscoring the role of psychopathology in the persistence of criminal be-
haviour. Employment emerged as a protective factor, highlighting the im-
portance of social stabilisation in preventing recidivism. Participation in
specialised rehabilitation programs, especially anger management inter-
ventions, was more common among recidivists convicted of rape, which
may indicate the need for more intensive interventions for high-risk offend-
ers. However, these findings do not allow conclusions regarding the causal
effectiveness of treatment, given the absence of longitudinal data.

Overall, the results emphasise the importance of an integrated ap-
proach that combines static and dynamic risk indicators. While static fac-
tors contribute to the identification of high-risk subgroups, dynamic factors
provide a foundation for planning targeted interventions and improving
treatment programs. In particular, the findings highlight the need for sys-
tematic identification and treatment of personality disorders, as well as for
promoting employment and social integration among convicted offenders.
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This study represents one of the most comprehensive analyses of
rapists conducted in Serbia to date and the first to differentiate sexual, vio-
lent, and general recidivism using a large institutional dataset. The findings
offer a basis for improving risk assessment procedures, developing more
precise treatment protocols, and shaping criminal justice policies aimed at
managing and rehabilitating high-risk sexual offenders. Further research
incorporating post-release follow-up is necessary to enhance understanding
of long-term recidivism patterns and treatment outcomes.
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PEHUINUBU3AM CUJIOBATEJbA:
PETPOCIHHEKTUBHA AHAJIM3A CTATUYHUX
N JUHAMUNYKUX PAKTOPA PUSUKA

Banentuna Bauh!, Munan Osbaua?, Usana Boapoxuh!,
Weana Pagosanosuh!, 3sonumup Usanosuh'

'KpUMUHAIMCTUYKO MOIUIMjCKH YHUBEP3UTET, Beorpan, Cpouja
>Vuusepsurer y Hopom Cany, ®unosodeku dakymnrer, Ofcek 3a NCUXO0NOTH]Y,
Hosu Can, Cp6uja

Pe3ume

OBO UCTpaXHBAKE UCIIUTY]jE Be3y U3Mel)y CTaTHUKUX M JHHAMHYKUX (paKTopa pu-
3HMKa M BepOBaTHONE ITOBPAaTHUINTBA KOJ JIMNA OCy))eHHX 32 KPUBHYHO JIENI0 CHIIOBama
y Perry6mmuru Cp6uju. Yrpkoc pacipocTpameHNM YBepEeHHMa 0 BUCOKHM CTOTIaMa pe-
[UMBU3Ma, IPETXO0IHA HCTPAXKHBamba M0Ka3yjy 3HauajHy XeTepOreHOCT y IpoduiInMa
CEKCYyaJTHHX IPECTYITHUKA, KA0 U Pa3INIUTEe PU3HKE IIOHOBJHEHOT IIPECTYIIA y 3aBUCHO-
CTH OJ] CTAPOCTH, KPUMUHAITHE UCTOPH]E, TICHXONATOJIOMIKUX KapaKTEePUCTHKA U COLIU-
JaHUX yCIIOBA.

ITuse oBor paza 6O je Aa ce Kpo3 PETPOCHEKTHBHY aHANM3Y IOJaTaka M3 3Ba-
HUYHHUX €BUJCHIIMja YTBPIU KOJU CTATHYKU (CTapOCT, JeMOrpa)CKe KapaKTepPHCTHKE,
HpEeTX0/Ha OCYyhUBAaHOCT, Iy)KWHA Ka3He) U AMHAMHYKH (pakTopH (mopemehaju muaHO-
CTH, 3JI0ynoTpeda ajJKoxoja U Apora, pajgHu M TPETMAHCKH aHTa)XMaH) Pa3JIuKyjy H3-
Mmely ocyheHHKa Koju HHCY TIOBpaTHHMIIH, IIOBPaTHHKA 32 IpyTra CeKCyaiHa Jiea U I1o-
BpaTHHKA 3a CWIIOBame. Y30pak je o0yxBatuo 560 ocyhennx smna y nepuony msmehy
2014. u 2023. ronuHe, a TPUMEHEHE CTATUCTHIKE TEXHHUKE YKJbYUUBAJE CY aHAIU3Y
(dpexsennmja, [Tupconos y? Tect u jenHohakTopcky ANOVA aHanuzy.

Pesynratu yka3syjy Aa o cTaTH4KHX (akTopa jeANHO CTApOCT MOKasyje 3HaYajHy
pa3nuKy u3Mely rpyna, npu 4yeMy Cy MOBPATHHUIIM 3 Jpyra CEKCyanHa KpUBHYHA Aelia
Omm cTapuju ol ocyl)eHHKa KOju HUCY MOBPATHUIN, TOK 00pa3oBame, OpadHu CTaTyC
U Jy’)KUHA Ka3He HUCY UMaJIi MPEANKTHBHY BPeAHOCT. JJMHaMNUKHN (haKTOpH MOKa3ain
Cy jacHHMjy MOBE3aHOCT Ca MOHOBJHEHHM H3BPLICHEM KPHUBHYHOT Jena: nopemehaju
JMYHOCTH OMJIM Ccy 3HATHO Yelnhu Meljy moBpaTHHIMMA, IITO yKa3yje Ha Moryhy yiory
MICUXOIATOJIOTHj€ Y OAP)KABaY JCIMHKBEHTHOT MOHAIIAkA, JIOK je paaHH aHraKMaH
JIETI0BA0 Kao 3aIITUTHH (BakTop. YUecTBOBabE y CIICLHjATM30BaHUM IIPOrpaMmMa, Ha-
POYHTO MpoTpaMUMa 3a yIpaBibamke OecoM, Omio je demhe mel)y moBpaTtHHIIMa 3a
CHIIOBam:€, IIITO MOKE OJjpakaBaTh nmoBehany mpeno3Hary notpedy 3a HHTEPBEHIIN]OM,
IV PETPOCIIEKTHBHY AN3ajH 3aCHOBAH Ha aJMUHHUCTPATHBHUM €BHACHIMjaMa HE OMO-
ryhasa nporieHy e()eKTHBHOCTH OBHX IpOrpama.

V uenuHu, Hanasy ykasyjy Ha 3Hauaj PUMEHE MHTEIPHCAHUX MOJENa MpOIeHe
pH3HKa KOjU KOMOMHYjy CTaTHUKe ¥ TUHAMHUYKE HHIUKAaTOpe paau Oosber oapehuBama
CTereHa pH3WKa M LHJbalhba MHTEPBEHIMja HA OHEe (DAKTOpE KOjU Cy NMPOMEHJBUBH H
MOJUTOKHH TpeTMaHy. JloOujeHu pesynratu notplyjy norpedy 3a CHCTEMaTHYHHI]OM
nporieHoM nopemehaja muaHOCTH, BehOM MOAPIIKOM PaJHO] U COLMjaTHO] CTaOMIN3a-
[UjH TOKOM H3JIp)KaBama Ka3He U MPEUU3HIjOM eBalyalrjoM nocrojehux pexadmim-
TalMoHUX nporpama. bynyha nctpaxxuBama Tpeba na ooyxBate npaheme ocyl)eHnx Ha-
KOH OTIyCTa Kako OW ce JOOMIM MoJany O IYTOPOYHHM pe3ylTaTiMa TpeTMaHa W
CTBapHHUM CTOINAaMa PELUMBU3Ma, LITO NPEICTaB/ba KIbYYHHU MPEAYCIIOB 3a yHampele-
1€ MOJIMTHKA Y 00NacTH U3BpILICHa KPUBUUHHUX CAHKIMja U 3aIUTHTE O] CEKCYaIHOT
HACHJba.



