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Linkage Analysis of House Burglaries

Shumpei HAGINOYA™**

Research conducted on house burglaries committed in the UK was extended to house burglaries committed in

Japan, by replicating the behavioral linking technique developed in the UK. Linking features that were investigated

included: (1) target characteristics, (2) entry methods, (3) property stolen, (4) distance between two offenses, and

(5) the time interval between two offenses. Crimes that were committed by the same offender in Japan were paired

(N=33). Logistic regression analysis was conducted and multivariate models of each linking features and optimal

combination of features were developed. Then, receiver operating characteristic analysis evaluated the degree of

discrimination accuracy between linked and unlinked crime pairs. Results indicated that discrimination accuracy

of distance and the time interval between two offenses exceeded that of crime scene behaviors. These results con-

firmed the cross-cultural validity of previous research conducted in the UK.
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