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Kozmenko O. I. Analysis of the in uence of various factors on the students’ success at the university
The problem of the success of university students is examined in this article. The analysis of the factors which in uence

on success is given. A variety of factors can be divided into three groups: the rst – the factors of academic achievements and
student abilities, the second – circumstances factors and the third one is a group of personal factors. The analysis showed the
importance of the in uence of these groups on the study result, and the university’s strategy should contain a stage of research-
ing the individual needs and personal factors of the students in order to help them in achieving success. Taking into account the
in uence of a group of personal factors, developing the necessary skills are extremely important for students. Attention to the in-
dividual academic needs of students and positive thinking, the creation of such learning conditions that would enable students to
stay at the university and achieve the result despite the di culties and obstacles – is a key task of higher education institutions.

Key words: success, higher education, student, factors research, higher education institution, factors of success, university
strategy, assistance to students.


