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tative research =

"'fWer observations than in
tative studies

-searcher S preconception of a

“ 3nomenon not as determining for the

esults results often used for studies of

5 ’SOCIal processes, or reasons behind

- behaviour, "the why and how of social
matters”
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uljzrn,r, Ve articles can be very different: from
_studles to treatment outcomes

experienced writer
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tive studies used f.I. in policy evaluatlon
=9 |mplementat|on

ng interest in mixed methods: two data
'S W which are collected and analsyed to
= complement each other
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_, = 'Ua//'tat/ Ve writing demanas the same general skills as
: quant/z‘az‘/ ve, but prejuadices ana communication barriers
- are adajtional challenges

For /nstance. few competent referees, fewer Jjournals
ana “guantiative” hegemony In science
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S0IME Ch haracteristics in the guali study.
proce rﬁ’ that Impact the reporting

mon criteria for good gqualitative
“§earch

e Evaluatlon principles for journals
® Practical advice to writers
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SIEgiies; nd differences bETWEEN)
BN {-lve and q{!a‘lﬁatlve fels
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ANRSGEIal reseanch aims at an' adequate description of an
fJJJFOfJLcL‘F SpeCIfIC toplc supject or target; behavioral
ANENTIEdICal science aiim more at generalizability

Il eftr alitative research the determination of the study
Stilofe Cti IS as Important as the choice of a population in a
= Stalis ical study

;:,__,_ me descrlptlon of the subject of a study In both cases
= reguires a conceptually well organized analysis
(theoretical task)

~ e Classification, deduction and interpretation
fundamentally similar



Sharacteristics in the quall study -
IBGESS that mﬁact the reporting

SNCOIIECtion  and processing of data more
niertwined in guali studies — often
jater sretations during study process,
fnethods can change due to interim
ESUltS the relation to the study object

“can be a challenge, the handling and
storlng of the data often not self-evident

® The dataset Is not so clearly demarcated




RESEAICIESS, referees and edi
SV/zilzl cr-r’%er gualiit
AlEINS _
> Slgjulifle ance of the data set;

ronre, tualisation and production
coglell mns

_ relency of the data
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== Coverage of the analysis
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e Transparency and repeatability of the
analysis
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Significance: contextualisationfands.
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greduction conﬂ‘ﬂqens

SATGNEN Gl thET IMpPertance offyour data

- JJJguDJ he production conditions ofi cultural products:
Wherprediiced, in what situation, with what intention,
Wil vv at |mpact on the surroundlng

SReonte tuallse your data and show their cultural
EEpresentativity (and how they can be compared to
.‘--;___ mctural counterparts in other cultures)

— e In discourse analyses: what discourse have you caught
~Wwith your data (of all the ways a person can discuss a
certain thing)?

“= Consider possible power structures and gender relations
In the social situation of data gathering

"



Y JJHJ@UJL:.- oW in'advance how much data is
needed aturation”

2 DOINO] rﬁ @Ilect oo little but not too much data
CTuMA _;:— divide the analyses inot small parts and
==you will have managable results for a

..

== —_publlshable report

"s Group the data collection around the varying
production conditions that you think are of
Importance
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SIENEA0er S all be able to oIIow the
rlrgum“ . either be convinced or be able
ieNchallenoe the conclusions. The reader must
nor IEelfthat she is is left at the mercy of the
*—rchers Intuition

::—' S pre: ent the rules of interpretation clearly:
z a)’Enumerate the data
= “b) Divide the intrepretation into small steps

¢) Make explicit rules of decision and
Interpretation

— T e
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cture off paper

rJa?. methods and
aIyS|s not
1stent

r—thaI comcepts not
= ,presented or used
~_ _consistently

~* Pgor methodology

* Not convincing defence of
size of dataset

L. reasons for rWﬁ;
papﬁfsv :

~Data set not _
contextualised, selection
bias

* Poor data collection
(validity)

* Methods and analysis not
explained properly

* Unsound conclusions or

unfounded
generalisations

* Violations of ethical rules
* Text too long
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If ol Lgr(r t a Specific journal, be sure to
ollow ‘e format they prefer

s ) yant a broader choice of journals:
ybe a very traditional article structure



e res 1 quEestion:
]\/]rl/Qr\ 2l me mdlcate your data set
- JJ\/'—‘ hstlc expectations



iR eary on,  maybe under a special
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ip hat you don't present new research
n later on In text

x:entrate on one guestion and formulate it so

It erients the readers interest and poss.

= inﬁs It to your methods and ambitions: do you

= Fexplore discover, present a perspective, raise
CONSCcIouUsness, evaluate test etc

* Readers are not as a rule interested in If and
when you changed your research gquestion
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SHBIE e YOUWaNT 10 takeyour place ini the research
fommlm I dialegue with; ether researchers

SENGC Jclrerr ‘cover the culturally relevant literature, but do
flE gl yourself to that

> Not o] 1y descriptive: position yourself vs earlier
BESearch, What has not been missed by earlier writers?
:;'__._.k iy deryeu want to build on someone else’s work?

= = Jihe literature review naturally leads to your theoretical

~ and metholdogical porition and choice of data. Choose
the literature that has theoretical relevance

® Do a thoreugh review and you avoid unfavourable
referees
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JUSUiAtE choicer el methods, pessibly by explaining Why not alternatives
If severals ethods explain how: they complement each other
DESEHIIE m_ content of the method: readers will probably not know: it.

SHBVYAINAET Je method has been used systematically, on the whole data set.
JSE your ‘centrall concepts consistently

r\rjlw o1 the size of your sample and be precise in describing it. Position it,
piieconomically. Why: this data set and not alternatives?

= ,J!‘ At criterial did you use for picking the sample? What were the variations

S

—

'_r ._--rv the sample? If you use only a part of your total data, describe the
e 51 of the data briefly

== ~ & How was the data produced and collected? How was the study for instance
~ = Introduced to the participants?

- » Describe the analsyis step by step. Maybe a detailed description of one
ebsernvation/item to show how your analysis and interpretatoons were done.
Shew how you argued fopr saturation, handled diversity and contradictons.

e Derscribe how you handled your data (transcription, coding, grouping etx)
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L easy for the reader: link the presentation to the
h uestlon fellowing the legics of your theory
‘rw , With' consistent concepts

ur data systematically: guotataions, field notes
rdocumentataions shall be easy to identify

nough but not too much, raw data. Avoid very
OTt guotations. Use maybe appendices

_": ‘jDo not present new kinds of data which were not
intrsiduced In the data and methods section. Be open
about contradictions
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AVTiNEpEating and motvating, very: briefly the
cgichiguestion andistating| the main results of your
YA ene sentence.

rloyielde &5 your findings relate to earlier research

( RACIUC mg guantitative)? Can your results change the
picture and understanding of something? How can the
:‘il':"' IES _Jts e generalised to other situations?

=i Nhat are the limitations of your study? Problems with

= s.ample and data collection so that your guestion was not
Afully' answered? What data or method could possibly
have complemented it?

* \What questions do you recommend for further research?
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Ve /Ol’L good data for scientific articles

he right journal: 30 addiction
publlsh gualitative research

t suitable referees
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