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Learning objectives

The course aims to offer the essential conceptual tools to construct a qualitative analysis of social phenomena
concerning both the material and virtual reality, as well as to provide a guide to the related research methods and
techniques. Its main goal is to raise awareness of some crucial epistemological and methodological
presuppositions of qualitative social research, by making students able to face socio-cultural questions and
problems, project a research design, analyze empirical data of various kinds and communicate the research
outputs.

Contents

The course aims at strengthening the interdependence between some sociological approaches and qualitative
research and analysis techniques and methods by tutorials and group works. By departing from the identification of
sociological questions regarding the virtual and material reality and their interconnections, the students will learn to
identify the more idoneous research tools, collecting, coding and analyzing empirical data of various kinds.

Detailed program
The course is divided into three parts.

The first part explores the epistemological, theoretical, and methodological premises of a qualitative social
research, looking at the micro, meso, and macro levels of social analysis together. Particular attention will be paid
to the interpretative, interactionist, and phenomenological-constructivist approaches, as well as to the field theory.
The second one focuses on the building of a research design based on the interdependence among a conceptual
framework, qualitative research and analysis methods and techniques (as well as mixed methods). As regards



research techniques, special attention will be given to narrative interviews, focus groups, digital ethnography, and
multimodal digital storytelling, while among analysis techniques and methods more attention will be paid to the
thematic analysis, the grounded theory, the interpretative phenomenological analysis, the narrative analysis, the
field analysis, the frame analysis, the documentary method of interpretation, the embodied research methods, and
the visual methods.

In the third parts the students will participate in group works and tutorials making use of the methods and
techniques discussed. Furthermore, strategies in analysis and scientific writing and communication will be
discussed.

Prerequisites

A good knowledge of sociological theories and concepts, and of the main tools of the social science research

Teaching methods

Interactive lessons; seminars; group works; tutorials; research reports by the students attending the lessons.

Assessment methods

Written exam for non attending students, that is students who do not participate in group works and do not present
research reports.

Students attending the lessons may choose between the written exam and writing a research report (individually or
in group). The research report should be sent up to two days before the oral presentation during the exam.

Textbooks and Reading Materials
The texts will be available in the website of the teaching course
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