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¥ 3 Indtitutional Review Board (IRB) % #*

whether a project is considered research

whether it involves human subjects

The common issues of qualitative research in IRB submission
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1. Isit a Research

1. What isqualitative research?

. What isthe nature of qualitative research?

3. What isthe difference between qualitative and
Quantitative research?

4. |sthe qualitative research considered science?

What isthe qualitative research

Qualitative research isa process of naturalistic inquiry that seeksin-depth
under standing of social phenomena within their natural setting. It focuses on
the " why" rather than the " what" of social phenomena and relies on the direct
experiences of human beings as meaning-making agentsin their every day lives.

Qualitative resear cher s use multiple systems of inquiry for the study of human
phenomena.

Knowledgeis subjective rather than objective and that the researcher learns
fyom the participantsin order to understand the meaning of their lives.

To ensurerigor and trustworthiness, the researcher attemptsto maintain a
position of neutrality while engaged in the research process.
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What isthe nature of qualitative research?

Naturalistic

Qualitativeinquiry

Humana existence (Kant, William Dilthey, Edmund Husserl,
Maurice M erleau-Ponty)

YV V VY

EEXRMZE, £EEZEEDNESERMEBRZRMAMESMARN
SHNAGEOHETFERMABETH@ERR

Humans cannot be studied asisolated units

Humans must be understood in the context of their “lived world” or
cultural and social connections.

From: https://nursing.utah.edu/research/qualitative-research/what-is-qualitative-
research.php

Thetypes of objectives

. Positivist/quantitative Naturalistic/qualitative

To count | To identify concepts,

mechanism, relationships
between concepts, context, how
and what to cultivate the

phenomenon
To quantify To explore

To measure To qualify

To determine the effect A vs B To elucidate

l To describe

To document
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Naturalistic paradigm

Qualitative Research Quantitative Research

Positivist paradigm

Intensive (small sampling):
saturation

Extensive (large sample):
Power

Symbolic-representative of
group

Statistical sample of the
population

Technique-interview, group
discussion, observation

Techniques (questionnaire,
measurement)

Focus: why, how, understand
multiple interrelationship

Focus: how many,
determine single/causal
relationship

Analysis: mainly inductive,

| reduction

Analysis: mainly deductive

A\
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» Deductive process:
Theory
. Examines hypothetical relationships
Hypothesis

» Inductive process
Observation
Open questions
Research isa process, refined over the fieldwork,
collection and theme analysis
Situation-specific analytical approach, formulation of
theory

Attitude and Beliefs

. 1. # it & " Description of nature/essence
2. v | ¥ $ & £ ; Bracketing; setting aside one’'s biases
and personal views on the topics
2.1. Kegpsadiary of thoughts and feelings
2.2. Peer debrief
. R, Holistic
4. prF &2 7 F; Timeand space
5. g ¢ £ X ; Empathy, intersubjectivity
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Role of researcher

Theinstrument for data collection

Establish good rapport with participants
Bracketing

Co-researcher: The meaning of lived experlencels
emerged from the participants’ stories




2018/10/2

GRS B9E T ABLIRBHIGS / 225
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. F1# % (Qualitative inquiry)
. B %5 (Phenomenology)
. 2P 7 % % (Hermeneutic phenomenology)
# 19324 (6rounded theory)
*% 3% (Ethnography)

£ 2-®4 (Focus group)
B ¥ # 7 (Historical study)
Bk yz,v);kﬁwaﬁ (Meta-synthesis)

mlxed method, umbrella method, scoping review,
meta- e’rhnography
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Coreactivitiesin qualitative research

1.Research question

2. Literaturereview: show how current
findingsfit into what is already known,
what isthe gap

10
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3. Setting for data collection

» Field isthe natural world where participantslive
» Co-research

| » Participants be willing to share their thoughts

nd feeling about the phenomenon
Keep contact if needed

4. Selection of participants

. individual, couples, groups, family,
community. They want to help researchers to
understand their lives and the social context in
wPich they live and create meaning

Able to and willing to talk about
(drawing, participant observation)
vs broad experience

11
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5. Sampling methods:
. pling

» Saturation (repetitive and confirm)

» Clear criteriaand rationale for sample selection
1% hand experience with research phenomenon;
Depends on each qualitative research methods

(vsrandom selection)

» Purposive sampling: generalization of findings

6. Data collection

Og5d FEEERNIMEHPLBE IR
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7. Data analysis
» Researcher immerses self in datato bring order

. and meaning to the narrative data
— » Reading, rereading, intuiting, imagination,

compar ative, analyzing, synthesizing
» Cyclical process

» ldentify meaning, cluster meaning into subtheme

and themes (abstraction)
=5 » Describe the synthesis of the themes (findings)

) _—EJ\ » Sharedescription with participantsfor
——— | verification
<
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7K (R EAR)

8. Findings

» Reportsthe essence (subthemes,
themes) of the experience

» Reader should get the under standing
of what it isliketo experience the
phenomenon

14
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= A retrospective study of mothers' perspective
of the lived experience of family anticipatory
loss of a child from a terminal brain tumor.

» (Lou, Wong, Mao, & Mu, Cancer Nursing, 2013)

Phenomenology: 10 mothers
Findings

Table. The themes and subthemes of mother’s perspectives of the lived experience of

anticipatory loss of a child of a terminal brain tumor

Theme Subtheme
. 1. Confirmation of the fear and desperation concerning
1) Losing hope for a cure
recurrence
2. Grasp of hope for life extension
3. Adjustment of expectation to comfort care
2) Encountering death 1. Communicating about death with children
2. Children meeting death
3) Establishing a 1. The mother’s self-blame
protecting role for children | 2. Building the shield for protecting their children
3. Keeping children company to experience self-achievement
4) Intertwining chaos and 1. Turmoil of family relationships
strengths of family life 2. Empowering family resilience
5) Contending against 1. Negotiation over life and death
death 2. Maintenance of death with dignity
3. Bidding farewell to children in pain

15
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9 %ﬁ: Linco'In YS, Guba EG. Naturalistic
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3. ¥ 2 1% (auditability)
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4. & 12 (neutrality)
" R #EERE - RPaER

10. Discussion and implementation

. » Review of literature after understand the
essence of the phenomenon
» Placethefindings within the context

» How to implement the findings (themes) into
nursing assessment and intervention in the
future.

16
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Long-term recovery trajectory after stroke: an ongoing negotiation

between body, participation and self

Cathrine Arntzen"? Tove Borg®, and Torunn Hamran?

"Division of Rehabilitation Services, University Hospital of North Norway, Tromse, Norway, “Department of Health and Care Sciences, Faculty of
Health Sciences, University of Tromse, The Arctic University of Norway, Tromsa, Norway, and *Center for Sundhet, Menneske og Kulur, Aarhus

Universitet, Aarhus, Denmark

Abstract

Purpose: Research has mainly focused on the first year of recovery trajectory after stroke, but
there is limited knowledge about how stroke survivors manage their long-term everyday lives.
This study seeks to fill this gap by exploring the long-term (1-13 years) negotiations of stroke
sunvivors when they experience progress, wellbeing and faith in the future. Method: Repeated
in-depth interviews were conducted with nine people living with moderate impaiment after
stroke and their closest relatives. Concepts from phenomenology and critical psychology
constituted the frame of reference of the study. Resufts: The longterm stroke recovery
trajectory can be understood as a process of struggling to overcome tensions between three
phenomena under ongoing change: the lived body, participation in everyday life and sense of
self. During the recovery process, stroke survivors experience progress, well-being and faith in
the future when moving towards renewed relationships, characterised by (1) a modified
habitual body, (2) repositioned participation in specific everyday life contexts and (3) a
transformed sense of self. Conclusions: This study stresses the importance of developing new
forms of professional support during the long-temm recovery trajectory, to stimulate and
increase interaction and coherence in the relationship between the stroke survivor's bodily
perception, participation in everyday life and sense of self.

Keywords

Body, long-term recovery trajectory,
participation, self, stroke

History

Received 7 October 2013

Revised 24 September 2014
Accepted 30 September 2014
Published online 16 October 2014

17



EVERTZE: B 5T T 7ABUIRBEAES / BB {2

2018/10/2

[2] %%
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(1) Colaizzi (1976)
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(2) Giorgi (2008)
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Phenomenology: 10 mothers
Findings

Table. The themes and subthemes of mother’s perspectives of the lived experience of

anticipatory loss of a child of a terminal brain tumor

Theme Subtheme

. 1. Confirmation of the fear and desperation concerning
1) Losing hope for a cure
recurrence

. Grasp of hope for life extension

. Adjustment of expectation to comfort care

2) Encountering death . Communicating about death with children

. Children meeting death

3) Establishing a . The mother’s self-blame

. Keeping children company to experience self-achievement

4) Intertwining chaos and . Turmoil of family relationships

strengths of family life . Empowering family resilience

5) Contending against . Negotiation over life and death

death

2
3
1
2
1
protecting role for children | 2. Building the shield for protecting their children
3
1
2
1
2. Maintenance of death with dignity
3

. Bidding farewell to children in pain

(Lou, Wong, Mao, &
Mu, cancer Nursing,
2013). A
retrospective study
of mothers'’
perspective of the
lived experience of
family anticipatory
loss of a child from a
terminal brain tumor.
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| Doing the best to control

|

Doing the best to control: the experience of Taiwanese women
with lower urinary tract symptoms. Wang et al. Nursing Research, 2011,

I

|
1

l

|

FIGURE 1.

¥
Irritating Self-limited Modify daily Always Feeling Seeking medical help
urination activities life looking for stress and *symploms aggravation
problem +don’t run and decreased the toilet uneasiness *insistence from family members
“involuntary leakage jump water intake while “feel strained +doctors shopping
during exertion of “reduced ~always using outdoors and
strength or sexual outdoor pads “making effort O —— I
intercourse — L ivities [ M—> o empiy the " always
ujﬁ;::jl::ﬂ{:i"::}me hlmm.“ keeping in Trying to practice a helpful
snocturia diswushing *changing pad miad of lifestyle
sleep ) or underpants in urination +doing helpful exercises
*feeling of incomplete pubic toilet +self-perccived ‘reducing body weight
emptying +using simple bodily ~cating healthy foods
~old sickness way 1o clean filthiness
underpants in
public toilet
Accepting the lact
f—’ sendurance

“living with it

The process of doing the best to control among women with LUTS in Taiwan. LUTS = lower urinary tract symptoms.
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(Robinson, 1999)
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