EPHAR., y—R-RXA2T 1 (case study)
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“Case study is an ideal methodology when a holistic, in-depth
investigation is needed.”

(Feagin, J., Orum, A., & Sjoberg, G. (Eds.). (1991) A case for

case study. Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press.)
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| AR =F E Re T8 BwR BT B | =8B | BT 10! 8 urf 3 SEER = ETE
1 S & (B ##8) 0.340 120 485 67 165 35 1 12 72 1 28 2 52 0.491
2 SILR (v2JL) | 0333 140 567 105 189 34 3 40 124 4 34 6 104 0.616
3 X8 #Eah  [(BR 1%) 0.328 126 433 65 142 25 5 14 79 1 38 8 84 0.506
4 =i Bmfm |[(E AN 0.323 118 443 85 143 31 1 26 68 3 38 3 59 0.573
5 iz (G)]D) 0.317 135 482 67 153 36 0 20 95 2 56 6 84 0517
6 Y=Y /=) 0.313 136 514 77 161 32 1 25 75 3 43 4 118 0.525
7 =8 4 [((f H) 0.313 140 528 107 165 30 11 34 96 10 78 4 118 0.604
8 K2 FBLE (PR ) 0.312 140 551 90 172 17 7 1 35 61 45 14 76 0.374
9 A mE | ) 0.311 133 492 67 153 30 0 19 57 6 24 6 83 0.488
10 |4 SEE |8 K 0.302 136 549 78 166 26 1 16 40 4 33 4 60 0.441
11 i e D) 0.301 127 402 51 121 16 7 0 36 9 26 2 42 0.376
12 —EBERE (BN 0.300 140 573 88 172 18 1 29 67 14 31 3 92 0.487
13 WA EZh |(E B) 0.300 136 530 75 159 35 0 29 82 8 42 11 100 0.53
14 |PLYHR (G =D) 0.294 137 507 83 149 28 0 21 65 5 47 8 91 0.473
15 AIEH EfE |5 &) 0.290 128 427 50 124 14 2 21 71 2 35 3 45 0.48
— (=]
=X RAT4DIGE

JIE fi =F TE mE TH B R B | =SB | K8 m B8 o Bk JE Bk = RiT#E
1 o 1 (B fe) 0.34 120 485 67 165 35 1 12 72 1 28 2 52 0.491
2 SILR (v2JL) | 0333 140 567 105 189 34 3 40 124 4 34 6 104 0.616
3 X% #E5h  [(BR 48) 0.328 126 433 65 142 25 5 14 79 1 38 8 84 0.506
4 BB Bl (B A) 0.323 118 443 85 143 31 1 26 68 3 38 3 59 0573
5 B/A (¥oIL) 0.317 135 482 67 153 36 0 20 95 2 56 6 84 0517
6 Y=V (B B) 0.313 136 514 77 161 32 1 25 75 3 43 4 118 0.525
7 B8 Z4 |(f H) 0.313 140 528 107 165 30 11 34 96 10 78 4 118 0.604
8 K2 FL (B ) 0.312 140 551 90 172 17 7 1 35 61 45 14 76 0.374
9 AR s |(E R 0.311 133 492 67 153 30 0 19 57 6 24 6 83 0.488
10 |4 SEE |8 K 0.302 136 549 78 166 26 1 16 40 4 33 4 60 0.441
11 BA Bt (R ) 0.301 127 402 51 121 16 7 0 36 9 26 2 42 0.376
12 —EEE (BN 0.3 140 573 88 172 18 1 29 67 14 31 3 92 0.487
13 |#5 h |(E B) 0.3 136 530 75 159 35 0 29 82 8 42 11 100 0.53
14 |PLYHIR (B 0.294 137 507 83 149 28 0 21 65 5 47 8 91 0473
15  [pIEH B/E |5 B) 0.29 128 427 50 124 14 2 21 71 2 35 3 45 0.48
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requires control over

strategy form of research question behavioral events?
case study how, why no
SUrve who, what, where, o

y how many, how much

experiment how, why yes

_ _ who, what, where,
archival analysis no

how many, how much

history how, why no
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BFREHR (process tracing)

- 7S HLR (detailed narrative)

| FERERBAE
- ER#E (narrative accompanied with explicit causal hypothesis) | BF2iEH

- S TE9RLR (analytic narrative) FE 36 4 S T
| B IE

- SLF/ERBA (more general explanation) iR
| BFEIEH
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D EHLEETICH TS0
Q@ BHLTEETICHEITIEERE RO

r—Z A3 T4 DEER

@ TRAREDHE

RN ENS, FRENZ W, AEEBDHEDEe g AUFE21— REEH
@ 1 DRERE (small-N problem)
@ IR > LRI RAZE > R BAROIRZE



DI EH D FEIRE (small-N problem)
SRBAICRET AEHDEICLEL . EHIDEA DAL VERE
- BIROBIVESVHREITOCEIXTELRL(KKY,1994,p.119)

- DHEHIZEDCERFIX. thDFEHZK>TREESN AT LY

EMNDMEEN I TIIE—DRETITONENED,
ENEDLEMATITICITR DRENHYSLDH
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D Hip—H4 vS WE=%24
- BIRRAERSIED ZHLAIEOSBANE
- ZRGEEZHRBASEHTHOYITKNER

@ #24E1t (operationalization)
- BEIE A FTRE R EM A TICEEL  BEEICE VW THRESEZBRLIZ
- BREEICEVTHETHIFENRAWNS I EMNTELLY

@ WEIRIMOrRE i
- EMOT=MHERE vs EMNOT=RER — PBSEHDOHE
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@ #kEETHI—ARE (statistical generalization)
BE£H->E/E A (random sampling) > (sample)
EF NOYAE L

@ 5 HrE—#%1k (analytic generalization)
EIRMIZE I F-F 45 (case)
KRMEFXFELEZL
BIEHT CRBRRIZOVWTHIRAIEE =2 —#%1t
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;% BII5E 3L Y7 7' 0—F (nomothetic approach)
=EEBROREITHONHBREZLEICHT. BEEITD
SEROETERERMECEIICERoNDFEZBRERMICIBEZS A 55X

Bt E2wb B9 7 7O —F (idiographic approach)
=B AZFMIZERT D
SHEPEE, TNODABTEINTNOMB M PREIZEWTIEEL.
BT Ee I IR ET T S A%

D HRHUEVERBOZBOBICRETIEILZIRIETHIIEIZENTINS
@ TOERFHREATHEIEBNTLNS

@ BRICBRITAEMRLTEREZEN. BEMIZIRZADZDIZENTLS

@ REREHRREL. ZEZHAEICTS

® EZxELTEEMHZERT S
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holistic
(single-unit
of analysis)

single-case designs

embedded

(multiple
units of

analysis)

Case

Embedded Unit of

Analysis 1

Embedded Unit of
Analysis 2
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BE—EHI0=ZER

- RERIZEH (critical case)

- WBiIR/EEH|, 1 =—2735% 45 (extreme case or unique case)

- KRBy BEB)EH| (representative or typical case)

- BEIRBYZE (revelatory case)

- REIFIPAZRZEH (longitudinal case)
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RERIZEH (critical case)

- most likely case method
- |east likely case method

- deviant case &)
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BEHEFIDOER
- AHOBRNSFHINDHE (—BR)

- SERGERN T ASNDGE (ZEE)

— EARDREMNSTITZL, B (replication) D iHEEA S
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— 5% (method of agreement)

AIARERESIEEIL-A —EEDEEZ

X & AE BE

fE IR fE J& e &
B = 7 5 R 5
A A A ] 8 B ] 6 B fE]

i S TIN—hF5— RIAHT—

SEADERERIE?

X 7 ARI)I—T
= fEk = at
Fif s 1A 1A
BMEIR Tl hY)
BUAE 23 R=F
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= B % (method of difference)

AN BERBOEZHRAT H20DH

HI8) w2 ihig TATRE i
Rk AkYvH TATFREVE
D ZE BLC B
SEADORERAIE?
X 5 T A)H A)IT—TV
1Efl KLY =0\
FHiffHE {ELN =1 A
fEFKE =1A =
BUR A BRI H BRI EH
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SATELL

@ =R (SITEML=8E—)
- RAEDHRENEARTHAHGE . TUDDTEMIBERERETHE
- RGOSR

@ BB HI (ST HTEAL=ED
- KYURFHE AT
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