WTHELZSFRBZ FRHEZ TS, RGBEAI LB R T FHE
X R R B E IR, M OAR LT IR I RN F RS IE R RSB A
W R T, AL R B BB R R R 69 5 vk, L X A A S0 0 Bl — - FE, B BY 3R R 92 4E £ SL
Fo M EXLHAFP XN REF P, 5T TP EHA T E R ARG — TR, A
T AR IR I IR FE LA AL 1, BB AR S iy e 2L B, X — IR AT 50 RS A BR AR PR A R MR
BT 52 04 IR JE A WL B | B By AR PR E AT SN0 R R e m I E F

WA Tk REBATR E AR R E T
DOI:10.13858/j.cnki.cn32-1312/¢.2014.02.013
WIEE  H I RFHLSRIEL N B F & Az 200433

. 2005 . « ”»

:11YJC840044.
— 98 —



2014 2

« ”

2010 19 .

2006-2010

“« ”

& Heshusius 1986
1988; Reichardt & Raillis 1994 ,

Datta 1994
90

13

” Guba & Lincoln, 1994:111

N " Miles & Huberman, 1994:429

30

«

Guba & Lincoln, 1985; Smith

Howe,

Brewer & Hunter, 1989; Patton 1990; House 1994,

& 2010 18 .

+ & 2010 134 .

” 2008 24 .

o



» « »1)

Burawoy, 1998 . “ ”

“ ”
N N o

3.
“ ” Light Singer Willett 1990 56
7 2000 7 “ 7
“ 7 2000 104 .
2007 68-69 Maxwell 2008 113-114 .

(1] ( 1951-1976
) 2010 5 .
2] ( . > L4 92005 4

Burawoy, Michael, 1998, The Extended Case Method. Sociological Theory 16:1 March.
— 100 —

)



2014 2

& 2010 86
” & 2010 90 .
4-5 (
1.
1966 , 40 2. @ 3.
( ) 4. i
[ ” [3]
“ 7 Wolf 1972 Saso, 1999
8 o
46 4
(1] 1-o0
- 4
Carol J. Boyd 4-5 4
(2] o
(3] Carol J. Boyd .
(4] N N o

— 101 —



Stacey 1998 Wolf

“ 7 - Wolf, 1972 James Watson
Wolf “ ¢ ’ o 7 Watson 1975
o 46
20 4
14 3
informants
2007 37 .
2005
[1] N N
15 -
[1] N N N

— 102 —



2014 2

2005 .
20 .
77(
174),
2000 11

— 103 —

46

,2008:

2007:



( 2007:93),

[1]Bernard, Jessie. (1982). The future of Marriage. Yale University Press.

[2]Brewer, J. & Hunter, A.(1989).Multimethod research: A synthesis of styles. Newbury Park , CA: SAGE.

[3]Burawoy, Michael, 1998 . The Extended Case Method. Sociological Theory 16:1 March.

[4]Data, L. (1994). Paradigm Wars: A Basis For Peaceful Coexistence and Beyond. In C. S. Reichardt & S. F. Rallis
(Eds.), The Qualitative—quantitative Debate: New Perspectives (pp.53—70). San Francisco: Jossey—Bass.

[5]Guba, E. G., & Lincoln, Y. S. (1994) Competing Paradigms in Qualitative Research. In N. K. Denzin & Y. S. Lincoln
(Eds.), Handbook of Qualitative Research (pp.105-117). Thousand Oaks, CA: SAGE

[6]Guba, E. G., & Lincoln, Y. S. (1985). Naturalistic inquiry, Beverly Hills, CA: Sage.

[7]House, E.R. (1994)Integrating the Quantitative and Qualitative. In C. S. Reichardt & S. F. Rallis (Eds.), The Quali-

— 104 —



2014 2

tative—quantitative Debate: New Perspectives (pp.13-22). San Francisco: Jossey—Bass.

[8]How, K. R. (1988). Against the Quantitative—qualitative incompatibility thesis or dogmas die hard. Educational Re—
search, 17, 10-16.

[9]Miles, M., & Huberman, M.(1994). Qualitative data analysis: an expanded sourcebook (2nd ed.). Thousand Oaks, CA:
SAGE.

[10]Patton, M. Q. (1990) Qualitative evaluation and research methods (2nd ed.). Newbury Park: CA: SAGE

[11]Reichadt, C. S., & Rails, S. F. (1994) Qualitative and Quantitative Inquiries are not incompatible: A call for a new
partnership. In C. S. Reichardt & S. F. Rallis (Eds.), The Qualitative—quantitative Debate: New Perspectives (pp.85-92). San
Francisco: Jossey—Bass.

[12]Saso, Michael. (1999). Velvet Bonds: The Chinese Family. Carmel, California: New Life Center.

[13]Smith, J. K. & Heshusius, L. (1986). Closing Down the Conversation: The end of the Quantitative—qualitative debate
among educational researchs. Educational Researcher, 15, 4-12.

[14]Stacey, Judith.  1998. Brave New Families: Stories of Domestic Upheaval in Later—Twentieth—Century America.
University of California Press.

[15]Watson. James L. 1975 . Women and the Family in Rural Taiwan. Reviewed work . The Journal of Asian Stud-
ies, Vol. 34, No. 4 (Aug., 1975), pp. 1039-1041.

[16]Wolf, Margery. 1972 . Women and the Family in Rural Taiwan. Stanford University Press.

[17]D. - F. . ¢ )

2008 o

[18]Joseph A. Maxwell 4 ) ( ] 2008 .

[19] ( b

2010 o

201 - € ) C ) 2000
[21] ( ) ( ) 2000 o
221 - € ) 2007 .
[23] : € ) C ) 2008 .

[24] \ € »o o X )2005 5

[25]
2007

[26] ‘A ( ) 2007

The Mixed Model of In—-depth Interviews: the Pyramid Array of Cases
Shen Yifei

Abstract: After years of debate concerning the merits and demerits of quantitative and qualitative
methods, scholars have attempted to adopt a mixed model which attempts to integrate the best of the two
worlds. “The pyramid array of cases” for carrying out in—depth interviews, as discussed in this article, in—
dicates a strong possibility of becoming a mixed model to be used at different stages of the research pro—
cess and in different ways. This approach enables us to combine both quantitative and qualitative methods
to design and implement at every step in the research while thinking out issues with the insights from both
the empiricism and constructivism paradigms. This mixed model will retain the depth of knowledge and
strength of micro—thinking in the qualitative study while maintaining the efficiency and validity of macro—
thinking in the quantitative study.

Keywords: mixed methods; qualitative study; quantitative study;, in—depth interviews
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