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Phan biét dinh tinh va dinh lugng

Cach tiép can Su khac biét

Cap do do
lucdng

Kigh thudc
mau (N)

Ki€ém dinh
thong ké

Mc do chi
tiet

Dinh lugng: cao
Dinh tinh: thap

Dinh lugng: cao
Dinh tinh: thap

Dinh lugng: co
Dinh tinh: khong

Dinh lugng: it
Dinh tinh: nhiéu

Nhan xét

Cap do do ludng thap hon doi hai it gia dinh
han vé moi quan hé logic; cap d6 cao dem
lai su’ khac biét rd nét gilra cac truéng hdp,
vGi diéu kién cac gia dinh dugc thoa man.

Kich thudc mau anh hudng tdi do tin cay
clia phén tich (xem thém hai diém sau).

Cac kiém dinh théng ké sir dung cac tiéu
chuén rd rang dé danh gid mdéi quan hé
nhan qua - diém manh ndi bat clia cach
ti€p can dinh lugng. Tuy nhién, diéu nay
phu thubc vao tinh hgp 1€ cua cac gia dinh.

Ki€n thirc chi tiét Ia co sd chinh dé danh gia
m&i quan hé nhan qua - diém manh ndi bat
cla cach ti€p can dinh tinh.

Nguon: Brady and Collier (2010). “Rethinking Social Inquiry”




Trudc khi thiét ké nghién curu

= BoOi canh chinh sach
= Van de chinh sach: “Puzzles”?
= Cau hoi chinh sach: Minh dinh cau hoi nghién cdu
e Dinh nghia cac khai niém then chot
e Khung thdi gian nghién cuu
e Khong gian dia ly tién hanh nghién cuu
e MUc do chi tiét hay khai quat cua nghién cldu
e Xac dinh don vi phan tich (unit of analysis)
e [Khong muon tra IGi cau hoi nao?]



Trudc khi thiét ké nghién curu

s Xac dinh cac bién quan trong

e Bién phu thuoc (Y)

e Bién doc lap (X)

e Bi€n can thiép hay bi€n trung gian (2)
s LUuy Vé cac bién

e Phai c6 dao dong (variations)

e Do ludng va sai sO do ludng



Trudc khi thiét ké nghién curu

s Gia thuyét vé cod ché/quan hé nhanqua: X > Z>Y
= Gia thuyét vé co ché/quan hé nhan qua thay thé
= Nguon hinh thanh cac gia thuyét:

e TU nghién cdu cua chinh minh

e TU truc giac cua ban than

e TU cac nha nghién cutu khac

e TU cac nha hoach dinh chinh sach

e TU N
e TU N
e TU N

h{rng ngudi lam céng tac thuc tién
Nirng doi tugng phong van quan trong

n{‘'ng ngudi ung ho/phan doi chinh sach ...



Cong cu trong nghién clu dinh tinh

s COng cu phan tich dinh tinh
e Phan tich tinh hudng (within-case analysis)

e “Lan theo dau vét” (process tracing) va “quan
sat nhan qua-qua trinh” (causal-process
observations)

e Danh gia tinh hgp Ié (validity assessment)

e So sanh cac tinh hudng tucng tu va tudng
phan (comparison of matching and contrasting
cases)



Phan tich tinh huong

= Cung cap ki€n thic sau sac va chi ti€t vé béi canh
va van dé nghién cuu (cac bén lién quan, Igi ich
cua moi bén, “luat chai” va cac tudng tac gilra cac
bén, quy trinh ra quyét dinh v.v.), nhd d6 boc 10
nhitng diéu an sau gia dinh "nhiing th{ khac Ia
nhu nhau", do vay dong vai tro quyét dinh doi vai
tinh hgp 1é cua quan hé nhan qua.

= Nhirng ki€n thidc nhu vay la vo gia trong ca
nghién ctru dinh lugng va dinh tinh, nhung thudng
thi cdc nghién cliu dinh lugng khdéng thé quan sat
hay do luGng dudc tat ca cac chi tiét nay.



Lan theo dau vét va
guan sat nhan qua-qua trinh

s Lan theo dau vét Ia qua trinh kiém tra cadc mau
bang chi’ng cé tinh chan dodn, thudng dudc danh
gid theo mot trinh tu thdi gian cu thé, nham ung
ho hay phu dinh cac gia thuyét.

» Cac mau bang chirng nay dudc goi la “quan sat
nhan qua-qua trinh” - la thong tin vé boi canh,
qua trinh, hoac ca ché gop phan dan tdi suy luan
nhan qua.

= Muc dich cua viéc “lan theo dau vét” la lua chon
cac “quan sat nhan qua-qua trinh” cu thé, danh
gia dong gop cua chung cho viéc ung hd hay phu
dinh mot gia thuyét.



Lam sao ta biét
phat hién cua ta la hop 1€?

= Internal validity pertains primarily to the rigor
of the study and if alternative explanations have
been taken into account and discarded with good
reason. We infer that a relationship between two
variables is causal or that the absence of a
relationship implies the absence of a cause

= External validity largely refers to the extent
that the study’s findings are generalizable. Can
the causal relationship that has been found in
one study, or set of studies, be generalized
across different types of persons, settings, and

times?



So sanh cac tinh huong tuong tu
va tucong phan

« Cap db phan tich (qudc gia, dia phuadng, to
chuc, ca nhan ...)
= Don vi phan tich
= Hai phuong dién so sanh
e Theo thdi gian
e Theo khong gian
» Chon céc tinh huéng dé so sanh thé& nao?
s MOt sO Iuu y khi so sanh
e Do luGng
e “Cac yéu to khac nhu nhau”



D{' lieu trong nghién cdu dinh tinh

= Phuong phap thu thap d{ lieu
e Djéu tra, khao sat (surveys)
e Phong van (interviews)
e Nghién cltu cong luan (public opinion research)
e Thao luan nhom tap trung (focus group discussion)
e Danh gia su kién (event scoring)
e Nghién cuu tai liéu luu trr (archival research)
e Phan tich ndi dung (content analysis)
e Thu thap cac nguon di lieu thi cap (secondary sources)



