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Abstract
Fragmented criminal prosecution in banking and corruption offences remains a significant challenge within the Indonesian criminal justice system because a single series of criminal acts is frequently prosecuted through separate legal mechanisms, creating inconsistency in criminal liability and judicial decisions. This study aims to (1) analyze the characteristics of fragmented criminal prosecution in banking and corruption offences arising from the same criminal conduct within the Indonesian criminal law system; (2) evaluate the consistency of concursus theory in supporting judicial decisions with permanent legal force; (3) examine the juridical implications of multiple final judgments on the same criminal conduct from the perspectives of legal certainty, justice, proportionality, and protection of defendants' rights. This research employed normative legal research using statute, conceptual, case, and comparative approaches. The findings demonstrate that fragmented prosecution originates from sectoral law enforcement, inconsistent interpretation of concursus, and the separation of investigation, prosecution, trial, and sentencing, resulting in legal uncertainty, sentencing disparity, inefficiency, and potential violations of defendants' rights. The study further develops the Integrated Theory of Concursus, which integrates investigation, indictment, trial, judgment, and execution into a unified prosecution framework based on the idem factum principle. The study recommends harmonizing substantive and procedural criminal law, establishing integrated prosecution guidelines, and strengthening inter-agency coordination to implement the proposed model effectively.
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1. Introduction
The modern criminal law system requires law enforcement that is able to ensure legal certainty, justice, and balanced utility in every criminal justice process. The complexity of economic crimes shows that a series of acts often fulfills more than one criminal formulation so that an integrated handling mechanism is required (Oktana et al., 2022). The development of economic crime has widened the wedge between banking, corruption, and money laundering so that the prosecution approach can no longer be carried out in a partial manner (Saptono et al., 2024). The modern criminal justice system must be able to avoid the birth of a contradictory prosecution process for the substance of the same act (Sulistiani & Fakhriah, 2023). This condition shows that the development of economic crime demands a renewal of a more integrated law enforcement concept.
Law enforcement practices against banking crimes and corruption crimes still show a tendency to separate prosecutions in cases that originate from a series of criminal acts. This separation raises juridical problems because each case is examined through a different mechanism even though it has interrelated legal facts (Naswar et al., 2023). Prosecution fragmentation can result in disparities in verdicts because each judicial process only assesses a part of the overall criminal facts (Liu et al., 2026). The separation of cases into one substance of the act has the potential to reduce the effectiveness of the criminal justice system in realizing legal certainty (Irwan et al., 2025). This phenomenon shows that the fragmentation of prosecution has become a problem that requires a comprehensive legal study.
Theory Competitions is one of the criminal law doctrines that regulates the relationship between one act and several criminal acts that occur simultaneously. The existence of this theory is the basis for determining a criminal system that is proportionate to the perpetrators of criminal acts that meet more than one criminal formulation (Aspan, 2023). Theory Competitions aims to prevent excessive punishment through the application of an absorption system and an asperation system (Motlalekgosi, 2022). Application of theory Competitions must consider the unity of the legal facts so that the protection of the rights of the defendant is guaranteed (Pramudia, 2023). The explanation shows that the theory Competitions It has a strategic function in maintaining a balance between the effectiveness of punishment and the protection of human rights.
The separation of banking crime cases and corruption crimes has the potential to give birth to more than one decision with permanent legal force against one substance of criminal acts. This condition raises questions about the consistency of the application of material criminal law and criminal procedural law in the Indonesian criminal justice system (Bakar et al., 2026). The birth of a double verdict on a series of acts can reduce legal certainty and disrupt the principle of proportionality of punishment (Manikis, 2022). Weak coordination between law enforcement is one of the main causes of the fragmentation of prosecutions in economic crime cases (Fedorov et al., 2025). This situation shows that it is necessary to reconstruct the concept of integrated prosecution through the strengthening of theories Competitions in order to create a consistent and fair criminal justice system.
The inconsistency between normative provisions and law enforcement practices shows that the mechanism for prosecuting banking crimes and corruption still faces complex problems in the Indonesian criminal justice system. Criminal law provisions require an integrated settlement of cases against a series of criminal acts, while law enforcement practices still show a tendency to separate prosecutions by different institutions (Lestari et al., 2023). The gap between legal norms and the implementation of law enforcement is a major factor that gives rise to inconsistencies in the criminal process for economic crimes (Eddy & Moertiono, 2025). The separation of cases that are not based on clear legal parameters has the potential to create legal uncertainty and reduce the effectiveness of protecting the rights of the accused (Siddiq & Salam, 2025). This condition shows that the harmonization between material criminal law and criminal procedural law is an urgent need in realizing an integrated prosecution system.
The development of economic crimes in the banking sector related to corruption shows that coordination between law enforcement has an important role in maintaining the consistency of the criminal justice process. The practice of separation of prosecutions not only has an impact on the effectiveness of law enforcement, but also affects the proportionality of the punishment imposed on the perpetrators of criminal acts. A fragmented prosecution system increases the risk of inconsistent verdicts against a single set of legal facts, thereby reducing the legitimacy of court decisions (Khan & Ahmed, 2025). An integrated prosecution model is able to improve inter-agency coordination while providing better legal certainty for all parties in the criminal justice process (Irwansyah & Idaman, 2026). The description shows that the integration of the prosecution is one of the important instruments in building an effective, proportionate, and fair criminal justice system.
Studies on theory Competitions and the fragmentation of prosecution has developed in various criminal law research, but the discussion is still carried out partially according to the focus of their respective research. Previous research has examined the application of the principle ne bis in ditto, institutional coordination, or penal systems without connecting all these aspects in a single complete conceptual framework. Rohman states that research on Competitions is still dominated by discussions about the concomitant of criminal acts without associating it with the practice of prosecution fragmentation in modern economic crimes (Rohman et al., 2024). Shoukat explained that there is no conceptual model that is able to integrate theory Competitions, legal certainty, and coordination of prosecution in cases of banking crimes and corruption crimes comprehensively (Shoukat et al., 2025). The explanation shows that the development of the concept of integrated prosecution is still an academic need that requires further research.

2. Methods 
This study employed normative legal research to examine legal norms, principles, doctrines, and theories governing fragmented criminal prosecution in banking and corruption offences from the perspective of Concursus Theory. Normative legal research views law as a system of norms and analyzes primary, secondary, and tertiary legal materials to formulate legal principles and arguments (Wulandari, 2026; Hamzani et al., 2023). The research applied statutory, conceptual, case, and comparative approaches to evaluate the consistency between legislation, judicial decisions, legal doctrines, and international legal instruments (Negara, 2023; Hamid et al., 2024). Legal materials were collected through library research and analyzed qualitatively using grammatical, systematic, historical, comparative, and teleological interpretation to reconstruct the Integrated Theory of Concursus as a conceptual model for resolving fragmented criminal prosecution while strengthening legal certainty, substantive justice, proportionality, and the effectiveness of the Indonesian criminal justice system (Usman et al., 2025; Monaro et al., 2022).

3. Results & Discussion
3.1. Characteristics of Prosecution Fragmentation in Banking and Corruption Crimes
The results of an analysis of laws and regulations, court decisions, legal doctrines, and international legal instruments show that the practice of prosecution fragmentation in banking crimes and corruption crimes is still a fundamental problem in the Indonesian criminal justice system. The analysis was carried out using statute analysis, content analysis, comparative legal analysis, and descriptive juridical analysis on various primary and secondary legal sources so that the main characteristics of the form, normative basis, and practice of the application of prosecution fragmentation were obtained which are the basis for the discussion in this subchapter. 
Table 1 Characteristics of Prosecution Fragmentation in Banking and Corruption Crimes
	Aspects
	Banking Crimes
	Corruption Crimes
	Equations
	Differences

	Object Matter
	Violation of banking terms
	Abuse of authority that harms state finances
	Both are economic crimes
	Different objects of legal protection

	Legal Basis
	Banking Law
	Corruption Law
	Both are regulated in special laws
	Different legal regimes

	Law Enforcement Agencies
	Police/Prosecutor's Office
	KPK/Prosecutor's Office
	Both go through the criminal justice process
	Investigative authorities are different

	Prosecution Process
	District Courts
	Corruption Court
	Using the Criminal Code
	Different judicial forums

	Impact of Fragmentation
	Separate verdict
	Separate verdict
	Potentially giving rise to two inkracht verdicts
	Potential to cause criminal disparities


Source: Results of Researcher Analysis (2026).
Table 1 shows that banking crime and corruption have similarities as part of economic crime processed through the criminal justice system, but both are governed by different legal regimes, investigative authorities, and judicial forums. These differences are the main cause of the fragmentation of prosecutions because each law enforcement agency exercises its authority based on its own sectoral laws. Comparative analysis also shows that the similarity of legal facts is not always followed by the similarity of the mechanism of handling cases, so that it has the potential to produce two decisions with permanent legal force against a series of acts. (Research D, 2024) states that the dualism of law enforcement authority is one of the dominant factors that cause inconsistency in criminal justice in economic crimes (Behuku et al., 2025). 
Figure 1 Fragmented Criminal Prosecution
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Source: Developed by Researcher (2026).
Figure 1 shows that a series of acts containing elements of banking crimes and corruption can develop into two different lines of prosecution to produce two independent verdicts. The flow describes the process of prosecution fragmentation from the stage of criminal identification, separation of case files, prosecution implementation, to the birth of juridical implications in the form of issues of legal certainty, justice, proportionality, and protection of the rights of the defendant. The visualization also shows that the root of the problem does not lie in the elements of the crime, but in the prosecution mechanism that is still running separately. Spyropoulos Explaining that the visual model of the relationship between law enforcement processes is able to clarify the point of fragmentation so that it facilitates the preparation of a more integrated prosecution model (Spyropoulos et al., 2023). 
Prosecution fragmentation is a law enforcement mechanism that separates the process of investigation, prosecution, and court examination of a series of acts that have factual relevance into several cases based on different criminal classifications. This condition shows that a single legal fact can be processed through more than one judicial mechanism even though it comes from the same action so that it has the potential to cause a difference in assessment of the criminal element being examined. The separation is basically intended to adjust the characteristics of each criminal act, but in practice it raises the issue of the unity of criminal responsibility. Gonzalez explains that the practice fragmented prosecution tends to increase the risk of inconsistency in decisions when not supported by coordination mechanisms between law enforcement (Gonzalez, 2026). 
The relationship between banking crimes and corruption shows a very close relationship because the two crimes are often born from the same series of financial transactions. Acts such as providing fictitious credit, abuse of authority, manipulation of financial statements, and misuse of state funds can meet the elements of banking crimes as well as corruption crimes at the same time. This situation causes the boundary between the two legal regimes to become thinner so that the separation of prosecutions has the potential to ignore the unity of the actual legal facts. Saputra states that modern economic crimes are more appropriate to be analyzed as a single set of acts rather than separated based on a stand-alone classification of crimes (Saputra et al., 2026). 
The normative basis of prosecution fragmentation shows that there is a relationship between the provisions of national law and international legal instruments that regulate the principles of legal certainty and the protection of the rights of the accused. The provisions in the Criminal Code, the Criminal Code, the Banking Law, the Law on the Eradication of Corruption, ICCPR, and UNCAC provide a different legal framework for the handling of each criminal act, thus opening up space for the separation of cases. These differences in regulation show that the legal system does not yet have parameters that explicitly regulate the mechanism for the integration of prosecution of a series of criminal acts that meet several criminal formulations at once. Pasechnyk explains that harmonization between national law and international instruments is a key prerequisite for establishing a consistent prosecution system for complex economic crimes (Pasechnyk et al., 2025). 
3.2. Analysis of the Application of Concursus  Theory in the Separation of Prosecution of Banking and Corruption Crimes
The results of the analysis of the application of the concursus theory were carried out through a normative approach using case analysis, conceptual analysis, legal reasoning, and ratio decidendi analysis of various court decisions, laws and regulations, legal doctrines, and international legal instruments. The analysis is focused on identifying the suitability of the practice of separating the prosecution of banking crimes and corruption crimes with the concepts of idealistic concursus, realist concursus, speciality principle, and ne bis in idem principles. The process aims to find out whether a series of criminal acts that meet several criminal formulations have received consistent legal treatment in criminal justice practice. The results of the study show that the application of the concursus theory still faces various differences in interpretation, causing variations in legal considerations in the prosecution and sentencing process. 
Table 2. Comparison of the Characteristics of Concursus Idealis, Concursus Realis, and Delictum Continuatum
	Aspects
	Concursus Idealis
	Concursus Realis
	Delictum Continuatum

	Definition
	One act meets several criminal offense formulations
	Several acts of standing alone committed by the same perpetrator
	Some acts that are seen as one act continue

	Number of Deeds
	One
	More than one
	More than one interconnected

	The Element of Intentionality
	A Will
	Some wishes
	A will that continues

	Time of Occurrence
	Concurrent
	Different times
	Continuous

	Legal Basis
	Article 63 of the Criminal Code
	Articles 65–71 of the Criminal Code
	Article 64 of the Criminal Code

	Criminal System
	Absorption system
	Asperation system
	One criminal offence against continued

	Relevance to Banking and Corruption Cases
	Very high
	Medium
	Height

	Potential Prosecution Fragmentation
	High when theory is not applied consistently
	Medium
	High in criminal acts that have continuity of facts


Source: The results of the researcher's analysis based on the Criminal Code, criminal law doctrine, and court decisions (2026).
Table 2 shows that Concours idealis, Concursus Realis, and Delictum continuatum have different characteristics based on the number of acts, elements of intentionality, the time of occurrence, and the penal system applied. These differences show that the determination of the shape Competitions It cannot be done only based on the number of criminal acts charged, but must consider the factual relationship between all the acts committed by the perpetrator. Comparative analysis shows that Concours idealis has the highest level of relevance to cases involving banking crimes and corruption crimes because the two crimes often arise from the same series of transactions. Wibowo states that the identification of the form Competitions is the first step in realizing consistency in law enforcement and proportionality of punishment (Wibowo et al., 2025). 
Table 3. Analysis of the Application of Concursus Theory in Court Decisions
	Verdict
	Case Facts
	Judge's Considerations
	Application of Concursus
	Conclusion

	Verdict A
	A series of banking transactions that contain elements of corruption
	Judge separates banking and corruption
	Not fully implemented yet
	There is a fragmentation of prosecution

	Verdict B
	Abuse of authority in the granting of credit
	The judge only focused on the elements of corruption
	Partially applied
	Banking elements are processed separately

	Verdict C
	Manipulation of financial transactions that cause state losses
	The verdict is carried out through two prosecution mechanisms
	Not consistent yet
	Two verdicts appeared against a series of facts

	Analysis Results
	Legal facts are closely related
	Judges' considerations differ according to the legal regime
	The application of the theory is not yet uniform
	Legal certainty is not optimal


Source: Results of the researcher's analysis of the court decision (2026).
Table 3 shows that the practice of applying the theory Competitions In various court decisions, they still show varying levels of consistency. Analysis of the judge's considerations shows that some of the decisions still separate the elements of banking crimes and corruption crimes, resulting in a prosecution process that is carried out separately. This difference in approach causes a series of legal facts to receive non-uniform treatment, potentially giving rise to two rulings that have permanent legal force. Arya explains that the inconsistency of the application of the theory Competitions is one of the main causes of the emergence of criminal disparities in economic crime cases (Aryal, 2024). 
The results of the analysis show that the concept Concours idealis It has a very strong relevance in cases involving banking crimes and corruption crimes because a series of acts often fulfills more than one criminal crime formula at the same time. This condition shows that the relationship between the two criminal acts cannot be separated only based on the classification of the law that regulates them, but must be understood based on the unity of legal facts (ditto factum) which is the basis for criminal liability. Analysis of various criminal law doctrines shows that the application of Concours idealis aims to avoid excessive punishment through a penal mechanism that still pays attention to the principle of proportionality. Widiartana & Hussain explains that the implementation Concours idealis provide better legal certainty because all legal consequences of one act are examined in a single judicial process (Widiartana & Hussain, 2025). 
The results of the study show that the concept Concursus Realis It can only be applied if the perpetrator commits several independent criminal acts and each has different elements, times, and goals. Analysis of various decisions shows that not all cases involving banking crimes and corruption crimes can be automatically qualified as Concursus Realis Because most cases have factual relationships that are interrelated. This situation led to the implementation of Concursus Realis must be based on proof that each act is a truly independent criminal act and does not form a single criminal act. São Paulo declares that the error in distinguishing Concours idealis and Concursus Realis can result in disproportionate criminal penalties and create legal uncertainty (Hartford, 2025). 
The results of the analysis show that the relationship between the theories Competitions and Speciality Principle has an important role in determining the legal basis that is most appropriately applied to a series of criminal acts. Application Speciality Principle allows judges to determine the laws that have the most special character without ignoring the existence of other criminal elements that arise from the same legal facts. Conceptual analysis also shows that the application of the principle is not intended to justify the separation of prosecutions, but rather as a guideline in determining the priority of the use of the most specific legal norms. Manihuruk explains that Speciality Principle must be applied in harmony with theory Competitions so as not to create a conflict between legal certainty, justice, and the protection of the rights of the defendant (Manihuruk et al., 2024). 
The results of the analysis of various court decisions show that the application of the theory Competitions In cases involving banking crimes and corruption crimes, there are still variations in legal considerations between the panel of judges. This difference can be seen from the way the judge qualifies a series of acts as a criminal act that fulfills several criminal formulas or as several independent criminal acts so that they are processed through separate prosecutions. This condition results in the legal arguments used in the verdict not always reflecting the factual relationship between all elements of a criminal act that arise in a single legal event. Aryani explains that inconsistencies ratio decidendi In economic crime cases, it is generally caused by differences in interpretation of the relationship between legal facts and the construction of the crime applied (Aryani et al., 2024). 
The results of the study show that the consistency of the application of the theory Competitions are still influenced by differences in interpretation of the relationship between the provisions in the Criminal Code, the Banking Law, and the Law on the Eradication of Corruption. These differences cause law enforcement to be more oriented towards fulfilling the elements of delinquency based on each law rather than building a unity of analysis of the same legal facts. This situation shows that the sectoral approach still dominates prosecution practices so that the opportunity for case fragmentation remains open. Voutyrakos & Oak states that the consistency of the application of the theory Competitions It can only be realized if all law enforcement officials use uniform legal parameters in determining the form of a joint criminal act (Voutyrakos & Oak, 2025). 
Figure 2. Conceptual Relationship between Concursus Theory, Speciality Principle, Ne Bis in Idem, Judge's Decision, and Criminality
[image: ]
Source: Developed by researchers (2026).
Figure 2 shows that the theory Competitions, Speciality Principle, and the basics ne bis in ditto form a unity of concepts that influence each other in the process of forming judges' legal considerations. The relationship shows that the three legal principles cannot be applied separately because each has a different function in determining the appropriate form of criminal liability and the penal system. Conceptual analysis also shows that the judge's legal considerations are the central point that determines whether the prosecution process produces legal certainty, justice, and proportionality or actually causes the fragmentation of the prosecution. Nuridzhanian explains that the integration between the theories Competitions, Speciality Principle, and the basics ne bis in ditto able to reduce the potential for conflicting verdicts against a series of criminal acts (Nuridzhanian, 2024). 
Figure 4.2 illustrates the conceptual relationship between the theory of concursus, the speciality principle, the principle ne bis in idem, judges' legal considerations, and criminal imposition in the criminal justice system. The theory of concursus is the basis for determining whether a series of criminal acts should be viewed as a single criminal liability unit or as several independent criminal acts. The speciality principle functions to determine the most appropriate legal provisions to be applied when there is a wedge between several criminal law regimes. The principle ne bis in idem provides protection against the possibility of repeated prosecution of the same legal facts. All of these principles are the basis for judges in building legal considerations that are oriented towards legal certainty, justice, and proportionality of punishment.
The results of the overall analysis show that the theory Competitions has a central position in determining the construction of criminal liability for cases involving banking crimes and corruption crimes. Application of the concept Concours idealis, Concursus Realis, and Speciality Principle It must be carried out in an integrated manner so that the prosecution process does not result in the separation of cases that are contrary to the principles of legal certainty and proportionality of punishment. Analysis of legal doctrines, court decisions, and provisions of laws and regulations shows that the absence of uniform standards of interpretation is the main factor in the emergence of inconsistencies in the application of theory Competitions. Agusta explains that the integration of the theory Competitions into the prosecution process is a strategic step to build a more consistent criminal system that is able to accommodate the development of modern economic crimes (Agusta et al., 2025). 
Discussion on the application of theory Competitions shows that the practice of separating prosecutions in cases of banking crimes and corruption crimes is not fully in line with the basic concept of the simultaneous nature of criminal acts as developed in the doctrine of criminal law. Analysis of Concours idealis, Concursus Realis, Speciality Principle, and the judge's consideration shows that a set of legal facts is still often processed through different approaches resulting in variations in the construction of criminal liability. This condition shows that the main problem does not lie in the existence of various criminal law regimes, but in the absence of interpretation parameters that are able to integrate all these provisions in one consistent analytical framework. Astika explains that the application of the theory Competitions comprehensively reduce the potential for prosecution fragmentation and increase the consistency of court decisions in economic crime cases (Astika et al., 2026). Results of analysis of the application of theory Competitions shows that inconsistencies in determining the form of concurrent criminal acts not only affect the prosecution process, but also have a direct impact on the birth of more than one verdict with permanent legal force on a series of legal facts. This situation raises issues regarding legal certainty, substantive justice, protection of the rights of defendants, and the effectiveness of the criminal justice system, which is the main goal of law enforcement. 

3.3. Juridical Implications of Decision Fragmentation on Legal Certainty and Justice
The results of the study show that the fragmentation of prosecution in banking crimes and corruption crimes not only raises problems at the investigation and prosecution stages, but also provides juridical implications for the birth of more than one permanent legal force for a series of criminal acts. The analysis was carried out using juridical analysis, human rights analysis, and comparative analysis of court decisions, criminal law principles, human rights provisions, and legal doctrines related to legal certainty and justice. The approach aims to identify the juridical impact that the separation of cases has on the protection of the rights of the accused, the proportionality of the penalty, and the effectiveness of the criminal justice system. The results of the analysis show that differences in legal construction in handling a series of criminal facts have the potential to produce inconsistency in the verdict so as to affect the consistency of the application of criminal law. A summary of the juridical implications of the fragmentation of judgments on legal certainty and justice is presented in Table 4 as the basis for discussion in this subchapter. This description is prepared in accordance with the research focus on the relationship between the theory of concursus, the principle ne bis in idem, and the need for an integrated prosecution model. 
Table 4. Juridical Implications of Decision Fragmentation on Legal Certainty and Justice
	Analysis Aspect
	Findings of Research Results
	Juridical Implications
	Impact on the Criminal Justice System

	Legal Certainty
	A series of acts are processed through two different prosecution mechanisms.
	It has the potential to give rise to two decisions with permanent legal force against the same legal facts.
	Reducing the consistency of the application of criminal law and increasing legal uncertainty.

	Substantive Justice
	The assessment of legal facts is carried out separately based on different legal regimes.
	Criminalization has the potential to not reflect the overall substance of the criminal act.
	It causes disparities in verdicts and imbalances in punishment.

	Protection of Defendants' Rights
	The defendant can undergo more than one judicial process on a series of interrelated facts.
	Increase the risk of violating the principles of ne bis in idem and the right to a fair trial.
	Reduce the guarantee of human rights protection in the criminal justice process.

	Proportionality of Punishment
	Criminalization is determined on the basis of separate cases, not on the basis of the entire legal facts.
	The amount of the crime has the potential to be disproportionate to the level of the perpetrator's mistake.
	Reduce the effectiveness of the goals of the penalty and the principle of justice.

	Effectiveness of the Criminal Justice System
	Case handling is carried out by different institutions with limited coordination.
	It leads to duplication of legal processes, waste of resources, and inconsistencies in law enforcement.
	Reducing the efficiency of the criminal justice system and hindering the integration of law enforcement.


Source: The results of the researcher's analysis are based on laws and regulations, court decisions, legal doctrines, and international legal instruments (2026).
Table 4 shows that the juridical implications of sentence fragmentation affect not only one aspect of the law, but also simultaneously impact legal certainty, substantive justice, protection of the rights of defendants, proportionality of punishment, and the effectiveness of the criminal justice system. Comparative analysis shows that each aspect is interconnected so that weaknesses in one component will affect the overall quality of the law enforcement process. The difference in the prosecution mechanism and the judge's legal considerations are the dominant factors that cause the birth of inconsistencies in the verdict on the same set of legal facts. Snide explains that the fragmentation of prosecution in modern economic crimes requires an integrative approach because the impact is not only procedural, but also affects the legitimacy of the criminal justice system as a whole (Hani, 2026). 
The results of the analysis show that the fragmentation of prosecutions of banking crimes and corruption crimes has the potential to give birth to more than one verdict with permanent legal force against a series of criminal acts that have factual relevance. This condition arises because each prosecution process is carried out based on a different legal regime so that the scope of the judge's examination is only limited to the elements of the criminal act charged in each case. This separation causes the relationship between the entire legal facts to not always be the basis for establishing criminal liability as a whole, resulting in a different legal construction of the same object of the same act. Aditya explained that the birth of two rulings against a set of legal facts increases the risk of inconsistency in the application of criminal law and creates a conflict between legal certainty and the effectiveness of law enforcement (Aditya, 2023). 
The results of the study show that legal certainty is the most affected aspect due to the separation of prosecution of banking crimes and corruption crimes that originate from a series of legal facts. Differences in legal basis, the authority of law enforcement agencies, and judges' considerations cause each decision to have a juridical construction that is not always aligned so that it has the potential to produce different standards of legal application to the same act. This condition reduces the predictability of the criminal justice system because the public and law enforcement officials do not obtain consistent guidelines regarding the form of criminal accountability that should be applied. Holmes & Mears states that legal certainty can only be realized if there is uniformity of interpretation of legal facts and legal norms used in the prosecution and criminal process (Holmes & Mears, 2026). 
The results of the analysis show that the fragmentation of verdicts also affects the realization of substantive justice because the assessment of the entire series of criminal acts is carried out separately by different panels of judges. This situation results in the criminal process being more oriented towards fulfilling the elements of delinquency in each case rather than assessing the overall level of the perpetrator's offense as a whole. This approach has the potential to result in a sentencing that does not fully reflect the proportionality between the perpetrator's fault, the legal consequences caused, and the purpose of the punishment as expected in the modern criminal law system. Kalverkämper explained that substantive justice can only be achieved if all interrelated legal facts are examined in one framework of complete criminal responsibility so that there is no disparity in verdicts (Kalverkämper, 2023). 
The results of the study show that the fragmentation of verdicts has significant implications for the protection of the rights of the accused because a single series of criminal acts can place the defendant in more than one examination and prosecution process. This condition has the potential to increase the burden of proof that the defendant must face even though the object of examination comes from interrelated legal facts. The difference in the scope of examination between cases can also result in different assessments of the level of wrongdoing of the perpetrators so that the defendant's right to obtain a fair judicial process is less than optimal. Squirrel explains that the protection of the rights of the defendant must be understood as part of the guarantee Fair Trial which demands consistency in the prosecution and criminal process for a series of criminal acts (Prawira, 2025).
The results of the analysis show that the effectiveness of the criminal justice system is also influenced by the practice of prosecution fragmentation because the process of investigation, prosecution, and examination of cases is carried out separately by institutions with different authorities. This situation causes the use of law enforcement resources to be less efficient and increases the likelihood of repeating the process of proving the same legal facts. The separation of cases also prolongs the settlement of cases and reduces the effectiveness of coordination between law enforcement agencies in handling complex economic crimes. Sudiadi states that an integrated prosecution system is able to improve the efficiency of the judicial process, strengthen institutional coordination, and reduce the risk of inconsistencies in court decisions (Sudiadi, 2024). 
The discussion of the juridical implications of the fragmentation of verdicts shows that the separation of prosecution of banking crimes and corruption crimes not only produces problems in the procedural aspect, but also has an impact on legal certainty, substantive justice, protection of the rights of the accused, proportionality of punishment, and the effectiveness of the criminal justice system. An analysis of court decisions, criminal law principles, and the principle of human rights protection shows that the birth of more than one decision with permanent legal force against a series of legal facts is a consequence of the lack of optimal integration of the prosecution mechanism in the Indonesian criminal law system. This condition shows that the application of the theory Competitions A more uniform interpretation parameter is still needed so that every law enforcement process is able to produce consistent decisions and provide legal certainty for all parties. Baranovska explained that the harmonization between material criminal law, criminal procedural law, and the principle of human rights protection is the main prerequisite in realizing a modern and fair criminal justice system (Baranovska et al., 2024). 

4. Conclusion
This study concludes that the characteristics of fragmented criminal prosecution in banking crimes and corruption crimes in Indonesia arise due to the separation of investigation, prosecution, and case examination processes based on different legal regimes even though the two criminal acts come from the same series of criminal acts, resulting in the fragmentation of criminal responsibility. The application of the theory of concursus in law enforcement practice has not provided a consistent basis for the formation of court decisions with permanent legal force because there are still differences in interpretations of the concepts  of concursus idealis, concursus realis, speciality principle, and the principle ne bis in idem, which has an impact on the birth of variations in legal considerations and disparities in judgments. The juridical implications of the birth of more than one verdict against a series of criminal acts have been proven to affect legal certainty, substantive justice, proportionality of punishment, protection of the rights of the defendant, and the effectiveness of the criminal justice system because the law enforcement process has not been able to build a unity of analysis of the same legal facts. 
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