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* #t % % i (Research Method) *

PR R PR EHE R R EHE

WA TR

K

(P U DTE K2 D P4 B, R AT 210024)

W E OERBARY, WA wAUR R AT R A AR, AR EE T, TA A A A
BB RAEB AL, AR R AR LR R T L HRARERNIFE, BRAEF T P H Lot
LA RE IR, AR TR 2 A Rt de | AR EAeR . EL e AE e A EEH X 4B X
WA A B A R R IRE S XA AR, BTN, AE IR R AR R B A — KT,
AR EHRANAAGRTRE, Tt A S8 Loy R ik, EE MR Y TH—F HA; A
Tt A E AR —RERIAF, FRERTHARERR

KR FWArR, T A, AT X, HlEARE
SES B84l

1 3]

A 20184F 1 A [0 B 2f 2O F 2 MRS
Lolr Z S E RS IO, SRR 5T SR A
WFSE TR ORI N . FE e G T, S5
WF 58 —HE, FEARTE R 20 5T 308 1Y 3 AR AR UE
(Curtiset al., 2000), FEA A /2352 W BFFE 0T 4,
MREAS i K A TR SR T WU . kb A ) 2
JPERF I8 PR A Sl Y bR A . BT R 2 R4
P4, AARBFRMR R, SRBOFRERZ
DAL DL, o AR TR AR B B T B S I (U A
It,, 2006/2016) ., A 3 FE L0 FI L B 7E 211 T4
SR T POR R b, BRI AN S
HE B 5 3 %o i = ol P e 7 A R A B L, [
IR WKL A AE RN 43 BT8R (Corbin & Strauss,
2014), X LA ZAR BV B2, S 2T
TS r i) B 8 AR RGBS T AN 2 A
RIS B B, T2 2 A B A R R
S PRI 2 HP 4 G R R A A 2 X 3D T 4 AR 1
GERHIEAT 43 AT B LR TR B T, T — LY

il
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511

RHE LR IR BN, R R R A BT L [ B 4 —
Bk

DA 2 DLW Oy =0 e B 58 AR A
SR 2 50 1k ), maE 2 R RS 5 (Marshall
etal., 2013), B T4 WL, CAHMR LG H TA
[ 2 70 J3T PRI O3 A M REAS i, HDR X 2 SCilkoR
2t Z 3o FEAS SR U IR R, LT B R A
EIREREZE SR K. i, EMRHS
B, FURBEIS 5T VIR BE AR Bl #E 5~35 2
6], T FIATSE (case study) AL A& I B & 7E
4~30 Z [a](Sim et al., 2018), EA WA N, H
T JFPETI 5T B9 4R A LA S AS IRV 5T 22 ) A9 22 S 4
R BB SR B G — R A AR ke e 5
S (Guest et al., 2006; Marshall et al., 2013).,

4 R AN E A PR 5T 45 1 B0H 1 A A
ST B VS SR B Y2 4 40 5 fif ] (Saunders et
al., 2018), BERMbFNEL 24 22 0 B E BRI ST AR AR
R EEEN" 517348 (Guest et ., 2006),
LR SRR 58 R A ARIE S (Morse, 2015), 40
B gE i, 7EPERFsT A, PEAL flRE 7T o 1k
1Y 5 UL AR HE 2 BORHf AT (Fusch & Ness, 2015;
Morse, 2015); [FIf, BERME RN PFH BT 5T
AR SO = A I EEN] (Hennink et al., 2017);
W 240 FH R RN A o AT DR R PR IT 9 B R
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%5 30 %5

WM | {550 45 (Hennink et al., 2019; O'reilly
& Parker, 2013; Sim et al., 2018), ZEE .S
Ji ) RS TR ZS B34 5 1 5 T F 5 1) 30 ) S At
o Y T A 2 7 ol o0 B 2 S ME AT 5 30 PR SC i
PrUERT FE Y, 5T 3 N 2 B A R B ST R AR i
A, I SO BERME AT R 50 (Levitt et al.,
2018),

JRUAEGORME A ME & 5 1 A2 21 B 8
()12 N R B AS B B8 B, (R AR S Brfie A o A o
X — AE AN R BR HE A LR 285 B ASTE (Hennink et
al., 2017), KMWIFFAE— R &P S5 B AR L)
(Saunders et al., 2018), —J7 I, BERMFIAYAE IR
FHUARENES, Hew) S F(theoretical  saturation)
BT B (Glaser & Strauss, 1967). {HFZ %k
TRRE N B GE RE A I TR o (4, SR R
HZ R R, 1150 18 F (data saturation) . 2
1171 (code saturation) , 2= Ai4f1 1l (thematic saturation) .
7= S Fl (meaning saturation) &, B T FNE =
bR IEZ AL, AN DR 2R 22 (0] BE A 22 55 AR
HER, RRWGEY, DETFRIOEMHITERE
i 2R G5 VR N b 3L R0 22 AR BORMB R A, ARl
FH R P H PR EL(O' Reilly & Parker, 2013).
g7, TERZHGARE T, W5 E R FR %
WE5E DL BERHEFIAE Sy BEA B 10 FI bR o, FLED 36
FNGERME AN, H AR A 1 B 1 3] A 2 TR R TR
MO AT, HE 7 2 M & B (Constantinou et al.,
2017; Morse, 2015), A WFsEE R4, RiHm
X MR G ORI AR BB, AEEEE
RIEE] T FORME RN A [, 55 EE RO I i 4 8
ik, BRI R IR S B Oy S AR, DA
T3 VA AR — 2L 50 AIF, Xtk B A ST
PV B R A FE A B5R (Fusch & Ness, 2015; Hennink
et a., 2017; Kerr et a., 2010; Malterud et a., 2016),
{8 FR T LAFE B 5T 4 d5 = 4o Wb o A 1) 5 B 4T 4 Y
PR R 5 92 B4 2 (Carlsen & Glenton, 2011;
Hennink et al., 2019), ZRAFSE & MEIX LR
PR % R B R A% T R T 5T RO B &
PEAEIUIR, A BN 4 RO [R]TE 209 BE )0 A Y
FESCL FERRE S A O R S UL, L
5 Bl I 5 3 T b 2L 5 0 P ORI R B E
ST SO M F S A 1 S A Sl T, DT
OB 2w SR 9 % BT R 5 o

AR5 5 T %t B AR R 5 SCHR B 9% B A

WA I R Ik F 5 1 52 B 22 56, BT P
BRI SE T BERHE A R EE, R A [RDE U 5E
AHAA, G e B A AR R SR A 2 1]
MR, R BUEATIEGORHE A A Bl i 7
3, DI BRI TS T R A W e 2 %

2 BRSP4 #MEXFEHE

BERME RN & — 3T AT S T B R AR i
R RT B AR AR o B B RO N ) Y
EFURIRIS, TR0 HIWbR 2 PR 1 1 (Glaser
& Strauss, 1967). {HFE#E FENTFE B9 K, BERHE
B ABE AN P S PR T LR SR 48 0 ) SRR f
M — kR T aREEBEREm ., 4midak 38
A, B SRR SELE N 2 FhE 3 0 B8R A
o AR MM AL . f5m . B
143 BT B S A0 5 b HE 4 AS AH [R] (Saunders et al.,
2018).

2.1 IEigiEFn(theoretical saturation)

ERHE R, LIRS R PR TR %
B AR S, LRSS A R G I 4R PRt Hy 5t
Wb, SRR SIS, Bt X
SO 2 (] ST 05 R Y A B e 1) — PRI 5T O ik
(M1 8, 2000), FLARHEHEIEHY 3 B 76 T b 1
W, ERBFFREE R, JIr deAs i3S £ I Y 8 R L
5 AN OGS 2 8] 5 BEARAT — B AR A
ST, FLR PSR A1 4R A Glaser Fil Strauss (1967)
AR T SRRSO LR R e
IRARZEIE AL, N2 A B A0 28R B 56 2
B

FUAR B S v i) B0 10 AN AR & R 48 A SR H 4R
R E LB BT AY 3 (i ssues) Bl FR A (insights),
BT A5 #H S A 225 J& (conceptual  categories) 1 J& 7
RIEZ M REC YIRS . 5B E, dksk
RBOEE TR N RE B B w4, AR RRIRAR XS
T2 F18 (emerging theory) B R A B BIAR, Friy
JES 2 4T . A{5(Hennink et al., 2017; Morse,
2015), Hennink %5(2019)35 i, PHISHH AR iikEAS
IR, BRI ERATRRARATEN . FH
W, A FREN . AR, DR
BEE . Saunders %:(2018) A Ky, YA FAL B
P AE 2 0 30 S WA T A TP e, (A E T RS
A,

FLAR FEYE XoT SE S 1 R 1 ) T A AR T BT PR A 5T
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PRI . B AR, SRS IS
lif: (theoretical sampling) At 23R % %5 156 (Saunders
et al., 2018), fELAR B IS g s FE vy, BB AER
—ERE, JFHAH T wi%. b, B3, Flb
BRI R ZE, YA T H RS
M BR, LA AR 058 3 i — 20 S B R
RIGEE TR ENBOR, R S oe B4k
IS, QNIRRT AE, 0 J R A AR e Y
B o R AN A B AR G R R AT
P Bk, AWk, 82 58 3 1 gt #
(WRm1 W, 2000), ELFIH7 A IR FEAS T LU BT A
MIBERE, AT CASBE MR b 4k 22 4 B iy %
AEFRIS WA SCE A&, i H R R A SRAE O A ML
JEPE, SEHMEMCY A S T ISR, A R R

AW ERL, AFLRBEBMRIE S, &
PSR IR T, A2 I8 B A FR 1R 2 i
HE, AW R, YHMEE KR Z R e R R I
ZHTE WIS, Btk T EIS A (Morse, 2015), H
W DAE ), S0 AR T 30 58 B e AT 1Y
R0 R E S B, S T ) I T BT RS SR AN AT Y S
IR B, FAT B R A B HEAE M 7K T (Saunders et
al., 2018).

2.2 #HIEEI0(data saturation)

B A2 5 A ST RHE R AR, AR
BRI T AR BT B, eV
wh, AR FE AR S 0T I R ARGR, LU
CLAFIEAR M, 45 1 EE 8 4E (Grady, 1998;
Jackson et al. 2015), U3 1 OGRS B
AR B, 2 A AR A 4 B B BOXT B A ) H)
Wi o B8 AR AL T 3 A 5T A B 9 AR X R B By
TR R TS BB A B B, ik
AT e 23 B0 X — T AR T o (H ol W 1 1
JEARUERS, RTERE s B B v, & Fh gt |
Tt Ja 1 D o Bt 22 ) 1) OC R = AN W2 Ak, A 45 5%
B R b S IF . BT B AR
4 (Saunders et al., 2018)., FrLA, 1N LA i Fo i
R ORI I S bR A A A W S 1) B
2.3 YREYEFERA{EFA(code or thematic saturation)

Y 1% TY, 3 10 RN A I Bl AR S 2SR A A
(categories saturation), X — HE:& % 8 7E 5S04
R, Gnfital S R O AR E, AT
R Hpe RS OA mig el FBHER MW
2, ANHA BN giSe E IR, 46545 (codebook)

B FANT#4 5E (Urquhart, 2012; Hennink et al ., 2017),
i kg, = R AR O AR B 23 BT B B i 7 A ) o
ak AR FEE N, FHHWARE N A2
Pt o3 BT S 2 v P 0B Y S i A

i i g, 3 R RN 55 B0 A RO R LU T SRR T
WP A T2 A BHE 09 A, )
PR B — K2 5 IS5 R . A E s iR
FAASAR 5 B5 4wl B0k A B 1% 25 52 1 480D ]
Aoy EBR A O & — e RE NS A
oo (H DL gt s 8 E A A R R R Y ) K
PSR A I, A5 5 LR AR A, S BOIR
B R Bk TR B DU R e B . X
PRI Sy 4 il 3 R AN (AN i (it 1 BF 9 I 1 DR B
BER, fEA A DR st Ak 2] (Saunders et
al., 2018), WA, H k3| ghth ey 3@ il Fuk A6,
APyt BEXE NS 244, DA 5T 5 e 43 L A ) R
PIBREE . e YA etk (Emmel, 2015; Hennink
etal., 2017).

EBR AN —FE, G i m 3 R A A A P A
T YRS B 32 AR ST B B R iR, R
SR T T AR 4 ) R RS R A7 4 R
Bl XT T YA B R Y B SOTEA . MR —J
WFER PR L, B SE 3 AR I A — 2 B Ik BT
ZF RN, BT — S a0
i, DAR SR Xt T Rl M A 2w R T RTR
A (Hennink et al., 2017; Kerr et al., 2010).

2.4 E X fiEF0(meaning saturation)

B AR TR TR AR I R R Sy B AR p, A
FH ORI R T TR R B — RN g ol £,
KTk F R0 & LRI Z M H e R AT
#ri0f5 B (Hennink et al., 2017), Hennink %5(2017)
N, B R B0 B SO R B — A1 A
B BAETORE . AT PR A AR, R I AR
B AR . VRN TR B, SRR B X H A =
RS . mAgs AT BRI, B U
IR AE RO A A A3 B A R P 3 T G Al 3 R
SR SEREPE AT B BORME AR By, 25 T X ROk
TR B B o X — 4R AR HI Wi A, B R T
RARFI 2GR e

Hennink 2§ (2017) bk 48 T 4 A5 1 AN 5 78 S0 it
M, R R, fERILHITH 25 AT E DR
o, S 9 WRUTRGAE] T i, IR R TR
PR Sk, B g T 3 4y (thematic issues)
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FIFE R . SRT, T 16~24 Wik A REIR 2 X
TR, BIRFSE A B R T AR i & X, s
(AT T B R . Hennink 250, i it F{Y
F W35 (heard it all)”, T k5 & S I
TP T (understand it all)” . SR EH], 7EHE
A 0 R0 G B, SO B < A 2 S B B = R
G F A B, AN RE Ak Sk R 3 A B 1) 2 A sk 3 R
(Kerr et al., 2010)"/E NI WrbrifE 2 AN BB 1Y, 80
AR A R R Y S AR
3T FE A R RS AR, B R — A G A B
F R A R A R SO RO IR R B, R R
XoF G i B, 2 A 0 LA e R, i A O A B
TR A,

VL b 4 FOB M SORM R, JCTE T BB
e RL 48 A R A A i R R A A B 0 A BUEE Y T
(Sim et al., 2018), ‘EA14 5 BAERF 5T AR A
] ¥y Bt (Saunders et al., 2018). 440 H B8 56 1F
VORI R, S A0 B 3 A A D) 3 T X S0 1
W43, 3 SO B0 48 4R R 43 B (5 P i 5
B4 42 5 2 B IR i SOR shHEAT) I B a L
25 VR ORI R T B G R U O
R KO B B AL, R R E HRE A 2 R
W2 M LR v (B ) &8 19 7E e

ANTRY I 2K 14 9 e i 0 1 194 0 B AN ]
PRI AN | g A B 4 R R TR . A ek
RO B A i A AT I R SRR T S
itk 55 3 R 1 T SR BE AT s B0 TR RRE T
A B P A AR R P S B L B AR S B A
PERGH B B 5 DA BEE 1) — BOME AT R .
KU, R AR . g A B 3 G AN IR T 48
SEGORM TR, R OSCHRRT . EEE AR A ) 2 HR T A
FEHORHI TR BE (Saunders et al., 2018), & AR5
PRV A BT, R AR X . B U
RIS T 114 o s i 0 ) 88 SR i B A
DU 3E— A8 S Fh o i = A A R R 1) s B 3
M oE Bk . T S R Ty . BbAh, PRI RRTY
MES VR A 5208 F T HLARBNE, 1 2 S A
AR FHAR B Y TE ST, 18 T4 5 2 2 i o
PRI ST GBI R Y I W7 (Hennink et al., 2017).

3 FARMBFMBHAIET X KiRiE

3.1 BEitEIApHE
WHTATI, BRI SR IR TR BLE .

EFURB ST, BIEH LIRS EE T BT
TE 72 G0 048 42 R0 A7 R0 Sl T, ol 2o A5
AL SEAR AT A EAE S . FLARELS
BT T R AE BB S OB Z H] L Be S S
ZIAVE AT LB, SR GORVRIEE IS 1 A DG R 1
PR G | SO R I, SCRERR R B b A Y
Dk (MR, 2000), AW A= FUARBEIS BF 5T
(9 BRI, B0 FI AR B T AN T R AT Y LR
it 7% (Bowen, 2008), #— R4 LA B Z)E, T
FEH A R e, IR S R AR TR B
AR FOR TR AL, M o8 B3 . it
X K B IRIE T LA A A A3 (B9 A ) J 4 R
SET PR, BRI RZ A ST IR B T B A

Bowen (2008) L) —IiFLAR #LIS B 5T Jy ], #R
IR AIE TR A ER, 47 T BRI 4E . 4mig
GYMT . BRABHRE | RREE LR ERE, SRR UL
TXES A R e AR, AR, WRELLT 4
AN G 7 P E WF ST BT Rb R B BB . 1)AH G
REAK IR M AE 70%L ik 2)Z 1%k
FIRFFE 25 R, XRG4 RA B0 )5t 3) 51 A
WL RS HFZ Vi TR ER AR S
ZHIZ T E AU P25 . Bowen HRHEY, ARl
FHVE I 70061F Ay 0 Rt A A H 2 b, Bl 5 3
I 2 A AR R bR o 25 A
3.2 HIBEMEAIE

WF5E 35 AR 8 SR A2 B BLUT iR T 2 I LR 1Y
P2 LA KK B 43 BT B B T R R S R s
TR BE TR . 2SR5 4 T T 21 W) AR A 3L
W, E IR 5 R A A I IR B T RO AR R Y
J W7 (Jackson et al. 2015), AHRTATIR, 7EBERI 4T
U s S e A RS (B T i Y N o 7
AAIE T 1 AR R AE 550 1 U8 AT 5 35 3] B R HAR FZ AN
FIREY o (EURE B0 VR R L FH T X BA U TR G R
TRRIVEAL, SO PR A= i D B BEAT 43 B (A AR 0
FRALCA5) 2 500 TR 5T LT 2 AT
33 HEmEFEMHE

S i 8, 3 R AR M AT 5 A R 2 1 R
TR 2, 6F 55 A 5C 1 0 5 A v 18 BIF 92 RS S
WS,
331 MUSEHRLERENFEKE

A WS R BB SR A i, RGEE
T RO R IR L RS TR R, B
TS K B S Bl S R RN T R AR AR &L
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Guest % (2006) 2 357517 T 60 R IREE VIR, FEVIR
ifUa, VIR 6 WUTIRy—AL, ks A R
R R B (MR A T AT A B 1 G B A
FE B ) FIWR A . S5 R, R EE
Mr, Al 6 WIHRESHG, EHMEAER RO LR
W AESE 12 RVTIRZ G HE T 88%IH /5 97%
(R R, SRS B ARl TR, IR
TR, WFSTIRE] T R, Guest 45 (2017)%
FZMITES T 40 A5 /N PFRFRUR 3¢
B, FIRE, 253 3 AEA/NTTR R E
84%0) F /i, 6 M S A TR Z IG5 # 2 T 90%1H
F,

Francis % (2010)#8 %% T 765 T IS VR W
5% rh AL &M 288 (conceptual categories) A Fl, 4
REMELTT T 17 N\RINREVIRZ G, B
W FSKE T 2RJB A, Coenen %:(2012)7E 5%
KT R AR, B S AR TR ik B
WA TR AR, gREMET 5 MELD
MR, FF7EAE] T 4if%iE . Hennink %(2017,
2019) 43 73l T 2= 5 ¥4 A0 VR FE VIR 5 £ 2 BRI 5
T T A REAS B HEAT T I 4y BT, 4R R,
e BT 25 IR TRR T, 55 9 IRIFIRAE
T i, MRS TR 10 A S A DR
B4 WURREEC A BRI, KNS, T
FFERM, FEAXTEA RBP4, i 16
ANFEA RN AT AR A 08 i 2L F] 32 R, 76 25 S0 fb Y
TN FE B 20~40 M (Hagaman & Wutich, 2017);
TEXT B G ML SRR D, @ X 12 S REA 1 15
WRAIFT R 92%01 4 A% (Ando et al., 2014),

R AR SE R & R S R 4387 O 2, DA
¥ 2% AR BRI 43 2 A B 8 R 68K, i T H
WK 22 I BT AR B0 2 A B 3 RLE B0 Y o e
R FIWr TR RN, B 7R T 2 ISR S 10 2
R RH K AR RNARLR, NEL s 4t
WES IR AR, FESCBRAAE T, XoF 400 R 17 4] 1y
SRR, RIS EEAE ORME 4 5 0 Hr 0 IR
P P PR AR, DU B A A AT B4 1k A . [l
BT AT AR Y S B e e, R
KRG T REZ R THARYTZIESS, HIE
AR Z B 58 & SR Y, SRR HLAF o8 25 SRR —
PR AL HBURE LR BB N T A oY . R
R R Z BIBFFE R, BF 55 H A . BEARERAE . B
FEVITE . PRI GRS ARAE . BFOTE DA B

YRR SR 2 B R 152w, N AR A5 0 7 08
FRAE . IR S 3 DL R T 9 VR TR 4 IH 28 1R EE A 5
FE/R i (Guest et al., 2006, Hennink et al., 2017).
332 MRBEEBEFHNBEBEHEFAHERENHAIE
B

WS AT ) T8 SRR AL 0 e bR, X
PO BT AR 1945 B 1 5 © AR AR 1 B A 0 U e i
A, RIS R DR FoRn B AR S D E
A 5 S LU ) 3k B — e bR, BIVRT WA 5T 3k
BRI, Guest % (2020) % L, 7EEPERISE Y
BARE SRS, KEAHE S LR, &
N R IR LR, AEEAT T — o AR
WER ST Z )G, A HE B A0 SRR R
PR A AT TR B T 4 UK (B 5 UKL 6 k)48 4 3 i L il
B EANE A, LLZ B 2 K (B3R 3WR) TR T
PARIHAE B E N T, LL 5% 0%(E K B FRAE,
FIWTGERHERT, RDSREATH 2 IRUTIR TR 1
s B AT 4 RVTIR TR E BB R A L
il /NF 5%, B AT AW 5 ik 2 T g i ol 3 ik
o Hodr, X A0 g BR A (5%8% 0%) kRS T
HALHESE Y B TR AR p (B I IE - Guest 542,
R BRI E B R, BTERESEE TL
HRIEAF IR L HATHAAE

AR BUE B TR B M LR
S HIWTFORME A LA 5 BAE . BF9E 8 36 7T LU
Bl F 2 0l B, AR AF 5 4 1 o B e A
FR IR AR A B H 09 5 H BT (Guest et al.,
2020; Hennink et al., 2017, 2019), #5401 Hennink
S AT SR TR e S A B 1 AU ) B L R A
VLA 1 B0 00 g S B S A A bR, DA RN A
AR, SRIE IR 1 8 BE 3R R TE I IR Uk h 3145 1
) 2 ) B 3 0 A %R (Hennink et al., 2017)., & 1
JRILT ZM RS ViR ez, gmis ek 30 &
JE R . AT DU B, B R VT IRAR BT K A G
i, B 5 B iR B S 5 B 25 3 e A R A . SRS
16 NIRMTIRFFGR, %201 A Ge4R AT T3 15
BB, X FE7N G A m Y T R O 4 AR T
FE, AT LA RIS A 3 G R s S AR N Y ) T
WK IAT VIR, BARIFARE 2R S B s
BB T REE, {H BTHEAF ST AR SR X 5T BE
RFF R AR, T AR IO X 2 4% 1) B Rk ik 3
Yo M 5 B B4 A R RIS TE R AT

Constantinou % (2017)R H T L& bk
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%5 30 %5

PEIE R0 Ve
s & 8

(=} wn
T

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25
VIRIUT
B 1 gt el 80 FE I (Hennink et al., 2017)

(Comparative Method for Themes Saturation, COMeTS)
FOWT TR e, MR B — AT R DR

GORLG 3 M 285 5 5 Z A B GO A 4 R AT LA,

R i AT — YU T A 1) A i A2 R
U OR PR Y 2R S R A 3k B Bk
Mo SRIG, WHFEE S U5 IR GORE B9 3T AL =8 ik
B, PROGHEATHOR AT, X SRR RS T A 4 45
KB, TR IRUTR A9 A IR 70 SR, 2
5 RVFWRIKEN T AR, TR 5 R GOk R
T2 W RN IR, 73 RIS 7 CEER 8 Wik
A KB WEFELE R, DR GO 2 47T
e 22 W GORHME R AW o REZ AR, XE TR
O BIUCER 55 23 Mral HORIR S BEAT Y, R DT IR B

BB AT FLEHTHE Y I A& Bt T 2 B,

EAE ) e R R A Ll A W S B T R
T A — A
333 RaFERHIEAHIERE

A k5T 3 1k PR B A2 2% (3 s o
BF S AR RMB A M A, Tran 45(2017) 76 T 7k =X
Wl SRR P R (Monte Carlo simulation),
MOBRBEALELRL I, TOGH A B2 5 3 i e A
B FBUECE . Lowe 25 (2018)5: T4 3% 58 14 40
T BRI 0 AR R, A B T X B A
Z 0] BRI DL BRI ST I E e AR AR R Y
M7, Namey %:(2016)%#H 7~ T {#i[fl bootstrap
ASCAEL DA A I A 5 5040 4 P AL 7 20000 A4
FEA, TR B 32 U RN i REAS B I O . 5
W5 2T 115043 #i (binomial distribution)#
HREA B TAY )7 X (Fugard & Potts, 2015; Galvin,
2015),,

DA b Z2Rg R R A 58 2R A T Al
LI 5 HEHLAE (Fugard & Potts, 2015; Galvin,
2015; Lowe et al., 2018). #&1fi, T RRHEHFIER

BCIERE R EE 7 20 (Guest et al., 2020), 7 HEBH
RS AR, AR T IS T A RIS B 4
THHEKr (Blaikie, 2018; Sim et al., 2018)., H4k, %
T 93 1% e VAT R B, 52 2% A B4 e 14y
HASE R B AN 7 (8 A S 2 ) 2B 9 4 i B R Al
FH, AT TR I A 2 3 T 2 32 RN 3L

GBI H 2R Jaccard R EAE K ¥ RHf
FIEE (I W8 R (XU D7, A, 2018), Jaccard
RBURA AR 5 A Sl 4 A F1 B, —
HI I GIFERM L, WEBRRAERMNES
A FEARL B B s (K, 25 380H, 2018)., Jaccard R 4K
AR

JA,B)=|ANB|/|AUB|=
IANBI/(|A|+|B|-|ANB)

FEGERVHT i B v, (] Jaccard AT LATE
SN R RG YR VR B R BBOREOR) B S A AR DL, BT 3K
B BCHE B 5 2 1 2 45 A 0 B B AR DR K
Jaccard FEUH R, T 3R 7R BEORL 4w AL 1Y) 6L D B
H o XAEMERAE T AT 6 G R AR R A . AEXT
YESCHERH I AT b, B DS SRR Sl A A
JGHEE Jaccard B, 1M HR SO LSRN DU BR
Ve PO TE, HRTZEEAE R, Jaccard &
R Z By — A5, & FHARA 200
VIIASE R gt immn, I Jog—inife, i&F frik—
HARE ., AN, LA Jaccard Z2EAE 3 b v R A7
TEH AR S, ST PRI 5T 0 R A RS M AR &R
P, AHRBU SRS B 5 0L RT C AR B T A B
WIES A BIFEN B, SHR0ER K, &
X Jaccard R EE /DN, AT XTI 58 13 #2 rp B b A
JE AR A 2 s

T #RAb Jaccard RAU AR, BFSEH H 1 H
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B AR I TR RO A Uk
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Concepts and evaluation of saturation in qualitative research

YANG Liping, QI Lidong, ZHANG Bo
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210024, China)

Abstract: In qualitative research, saturation is usually used to assess the adequacy of research data.
However, in research practice, there are various forms of saturation, and the relationships among them are
complicated and ambiguous. Previous studies lack operational description and practical guidance for the
evaluation of saturation and its reports. Considering its importance to qualitative research, this study
clarifies the concepts of saturation. As a sign that the sample size of a qualitative study has met the research
needs, based on the time sequence of their occurrence during the research process, saturation can be
distinguished into four types: data saturation, code or thematic saturation, meaning saturation, and
theoretical saturation. Each of them has its specific connotations, evaluation methods and judgment criteria.
Some problems are discussed in this study. 1) The sample size to reach saturation should not be set
uniformly, and it must be embedded in the specific research process; 2) Due to the logical uncertainty of
saturation, a little oversampling would be helpful; 3) As an important index to evaluate the quality of a
qualitative research, saturation test cannot be applicable to all forms of qualitative research.

Key words: qualitative research, saturation, evaluation methods, judgment criteria





