Tabesaa 5.1 Cneundukanija npeaMera Ha CTYIHjCKOM MPOTPaMy JOKTOPCKHX CTYIHja

Haszus npeamMera: KpanuratupHua HNCTpAXKNBakba — BULIIN KypC

HacTraBHHUK WM HACTABHMIIU: Ap bupana CTaHKOBI/Ih, JOLCHT

CTaTyC npeamera: I/I360pHI/I MNpeaMeT

bpoj ECIIB: 10

YcioB: Yo3HATOCT ca OCHOBHUM KapaKTCpUCTUKaAMa KBAJIUTATUBHC MapaaurMe u HajBHaqajHI/IjI/IM KBaJIMTaTUBHUM MCTOAaMa U
TCXHUKaMa

nsb npeamera

[Ipony0OspuBame 3HAKa O METATCOPHjCKUM OCHOBaMa W HCTOPUjCKAM KOPCHHUMA HWHTCPIPCTATUBHE IMapaaurMe; pa3BUjarbe
OCETJFMBOCTH 3a CMHCTEMOJIOIIKE, STHYKE M METOJOJIONIKE IWIeMe NPWINKOM IUIaHHpama W W3BOhema KBAJTUTaTUBHHUX
HCTpakKMBamka; pa3yMeBamke M3a30Ba, KOMIUIEKCHOCTH M MOTEHIIHM]jajla KBAJINTATUBHOT MIPHUCTYTIA.

Hcxon npeamera
Jy6ipe pazyMeBame (MeTa)TEOPHjCKUX MPETIOCTABKH KOje CTOje Y OCHOBHU PA3IMYUTHX KBaJHTATUBHHUX IPUCTYIA W KPUTHIKA
eBalyalyja THX MPHCTYIIA; OBIIAIaBa-¢ MYJITUMETOICKAM IPUCTYIIOM aHAIH3H KBAJIUTATHUBHOT MaTepHjaa.

Canp:kaj npeamera

Teopujcka nacmaea

Teopujcke opujeHTalMje KOje CTOjeé Y OCHOBH JIOMHHAHTHHX KBAJUTATHBHUX MapagurMu ((HCHOMEHOJIOTH]ja, XePMCHECYTHKA,
MOCTCTPYKTypain3aM, KPUTHUKH peaju3aM);, KPUTHYKH [OTEHIMjad KBAJWTATHBHUX MCTPAKMBAKA; KOHKPETHH H3a30BH
MPWIKKOM IUIAaHUpamka M H3BOhCHa KBAIMTATHBHUX HCTPAXKHBAKa (CMHUCTEMOJIONIKYA, TCOPUjCKH, METOIOJOIIKH, CTHUYUKH,
MPAKTUYHU); MUKCMETOJICKA U MYJITHMETO/ICKA UCTPaKUBAbA.

Ipaxkmuuna nacmasa

WHauBrayalHi UCTPRKUBAYKK PAJIOBH CTy[IeHATa — MPHUMEHA KBAIUTATUBHUX MCTPAKMBAYKUX METOJa Ha ()EHOMEHE KOjU Cy Y
(boKycy CTyeHaTa TOKOM MIPUIPEME bUXOBHX JOKTOPCKUX AUCEPTALIH]a.
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Bbpoj yacoBa akTHBHE HacTaBe Teopujcka HacraBa: 5 | Opaxtiuna nacrasa:

Mertone u3Bohema HacTaBe
[TpenaBama ca AUCKYCHjOM, CEMUHAPH, HCTPAKUBAYKH IIPOJEKTH CTyeHaTa

Ounena 3Hama (MakcuMaJiHM 0poj moena 100)

HcTpaxxuBauku pan 50 nmoena | Ycmenu ucnur 50 moeHa




