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Abstract

Grounded theory has been hailed as a naturalistic research paradigm under the methodology of
scientific logic. It has attracted more and more attention from the education researchers both at
home and abroad. The characteristics of the method are deriving theory from phenomenon and
creating or enriching the existing theory systems. This paper introduces in detail the concept of
grounded theory, characteristics, basic process and compares it with other qualitative researches,
so as to objectively evaluate its contribution to the psychology, pedagogy. At the same time there
are still many limitations. Researchers need to improve and perfect it continually.
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W, ZHERRERRNAR PRIFER, AMEIERRFEERAFNERGR, ASCHIRERKBES. &
FELAREAFELT T ERE, BT HEHMEEBAKAR, AMZREEN IR OEE. HHEEN
Wk, ERANETFZ )RR, TEFAEAREIE. BE.

K
HARERIR, RIEBIS, HfeiiE

1. 53|

SE VIR FE At — A 2R TN IE SRR, WRIE SR ARIEIE. R BOITE. DRV TCE K AE
BEEAD T TS S5 8 T 2 MW 7 fTEBE (Dumas, M., 2014). FLHR P8 (Grounded theory) i 41 N /& &
PERIF 52 5 o LR 22 A R — 5 1 (Jeong H, Hmelo-Silver et al., 2014), fLAEHISIXEREL “Hit 5
KIHIRZIERE” (Charmaz, K., 2011), BEUAFUREIR AR RGHUSCEER 73 Hr g s, [ S
HEALKFEL EMS IS, $if% Strauss & Corbin 5 H Y, FURHELSIRIHELC 1R JE, M HiZB e
T BT 45 Bl s Rk, DA K RS 20 14782 BBl (Corbin & Strauss, 2014) . {H[RINHZ 5 18 B AR A 7E
the Rl ORI HNR R BRI L 5 1518 2 — (Suddaby, 2006).

2. FLIRIE IR HIBRIA

AR & —F M7, MARBW R, 4R, 2009 FRAL, 2010), “FLAR” BIEEFA
(43 BT A48 AR T TR I P b e 2 s “BR” R4BK A0 a7 KE TS, 285 &6
RIMRER, RS LH, FHUMER S 52 L HE . P E A LB R (L0, 2008),
FURERAE A — MR 7 75X, IR B N I6 TR R 2 3 #i8 (Strauss, 1987). BT
E R 0T — A BRI, BEHENERRMENT, MRETR gy B & 50MeE, K5 B3
it X2 M NE BESIERER I TE,  BITE R GCEE BRI R A b TR R A IS A% O
2, ARJE B X RS 2 TR I R A e A RS . U — E B L RAEE I R, HREEN
FERFAAERAIY, WA T EMNERF LR TR RS FUE AR (YR, 1999).

B SR IR I —BIF 72 07 105 B N M B B R ity 57 197 (1965, 1968), 20 208 60 X, A&+ i it
557 W CE — P IR B2 BLXT 5 55 A 0 A B BHE 26 thE ()8 NP — TS M SR 9 0 TE X — S At 9 i 2 7 —
P R AL T, W R FUAR B . Jo KA Hi 1 (Glaser) A4S 55 i (Strauss) T 1967 4E & 3 (FLARHE
W R FACHEF SRS Y i, M E & AR 8 ML EAE (Glaser, Strauss, & Strutzel, 1968). &
T IX W 7 3 FEASFIAEAR BT AR G S LR B iR i, e Lk A7 T — e b e 5. R EHE =
AL, BRI YT A AR (CE AR, 1995): e 1967 NN, FUREE SRIFHAE S e
H R Gk AT 5 9 M K 3R 45318 (Glaser, Strauss, & Strutzel, 1968). H:yk Strauss 7 1987 4F i H i ) 45
T AURER I SO, AR 77 R0 0 M ELE B AL Rk FR R R — AN e, O R4y
R TR, B TE . FLRBIR IR — AR A B RE, B R AT A A BT 1 —Fh 7 2K
AT XL, B Ee PR (theoretical sampling): RO IRIGHISI S, B WS EL i
T A FH R0 £ . 95 (coding paradigm), i SEME @4k & & (Strauss, 1987).

¢ J& Strauss 5 Corbin 7 1990 T — 10, YONFLRHR A B0 77 5, B G0m Lh oy #r B2
FIfSIg R, H52, HRMBREHAGMNTRHEES A 0rmi & KR, I OB R HhIE i



S TR BRI I 7 VE R B

o Bk, BREM T, SERKAKRRBEIAG, BUtmr. KRIRBEIRKN, AReq
—ANERIR IR BRI TR e — MR LR U, SR 5 8 U i A RS AN R (1172, 2014),
MR, SURES AL SR 20 T AT 2 4R 1 4% = FHAL, Bryant, Charmaz 2 J5 #F£8id Ja i
W E AW e, BN T OHERE H B EER, BRAIERE T UNE—— LRI T,

3. LREBRHERNES LR

FARERINIET LA R LA . B0, RZINEESEIRME N . 222 UR R S R . IR VTR
WA —TFRR R R, REEAEL K. RR ISR S ST S SCRITRZI A, R SR
FH 32 SCHR R ERAR 2 SRYR T 50, HF BB AR SEBRIA R, SOt 2T SR EIS . S 3 SR H R
ERWW T, AR B HR, RFEEG ARG LR SRR X T
KA, B AR NEIG A AR, SR 2B SATERITRE IRAETORL, RIRRL, R
fE R ) R () 73 0T FIR R, FARER I T ZABLSLE b e A B VR R —F Rk
FITH B SR A 08 AR e S B 1) RS JEAR, (EUR RO BERG SR fO AR, [RDR, EIE R R 2w, —
AN RS R R i H, ARG AT BSOS — i L, 0 B A BB S AR R 2%
B (558, WIREDE, 2001). SRTARIET, FLARIEIR FIFEZBIRF S Eaneisem, BAARITE, 5 03t
OYBIERER TR s CHBIPI AT AR .

BEE R RIHERS, Hal, SLIRBERHI RO T =R LR — &AW 3 SO ##1
KR (Glaser) I “EMALIREIR” , KB T —ERKREMINEREB: 2055 Wi(Strauss) it £
K BRI 78 B AR A 7 70 “FE AL AUAREE 7 s =0 28 [ 4 23 22 5K R 32 24 (Charmaz) AR R 1 “ 2
P E AL EER 7 (Charmaz, K., 2011). FEit, FLRHERHENT “ZukERAR” .

ARV ) 2 3 BT A R B 22 5, IR FRFLR B AR L Z AR RIS (Wells, 1995), TEBLA
(138 2 2% THARBIR B T VE R ISR, 4830 2 i A Ay i 1 R 5 i 4 A 1) (Eavess, 2001)

4. FLIRTRILHI4FAE

FUAREEIS BEA R SRR T FER 250 B Al A0BE 5 il T E iR 2 5, AN F 2 M IR R
B0 SR BRI TS ATEIIE AR, A IHAR RS FOIREE, K2 ds S seHE A B AT
B, W AR PR A T 5 A R SN L EL (1 0, 2010) o TR THLAR B B S AVRRAE, A1 BA R N A

1) SRR HT OV BB IR T — MR RS R, LA — AT B SR ) 77 3K R
&, AT I FE A A2 2 R A SR AR 2

2) FUMREIR T I AL SE R B PR A R HE, IXBIROWAMZ MR G . FEDAGONE, B
SRR

3) LRI BRI RO A e L ke g LRt HBh, R, Bk, dFIE
AN UK LB B R T Bk

4) ALAREISHE RIS S, TRl S ARG ST, R R T A E SR E
[AIABB A, EARET . B, EAE SRR, ke HdsE.

5) Mt USRS A5 PR AL AR T T A ML PR LRI, AERT S RE VI B SR S5 8t FU R 75 22, it
TUH RE 2 35 A AR T B8

6) FLIREIRH T 5K th H H AR LB P 2 B0, AR TT 5T H W A H AR il kb, $e5 2,
IR AT T VE BRI TUE RN TR BRI S0, Xt 7 2 DG 38 W s ) 52 (- B,

1995).



KT IR I LR T

FUAR BRI FAE N B PR T AR B AR R A2 —, Bt SR A, AR 5 — &
R TE X AEAE Tamil A HmEENIIR” MER, NSRBI, UM
W90 B 2 AR T AR BIR EN (5F 75, AR, 2007). KUk, UIRERSER A . SRS 4%
MEFSHD). MEFEEWAHERR (L2, AU, 1995; FRIEEL, 1996).

5. LRI HRIELTE

FAR B A TRAB AR G B ARG M ATHE AL, SRt T —EiEW I sEiti b ik, R B TR
WS AR, 702 R ts i R AN ES A S R I = AN B, AR B SEtd R, ] 1 RO LR
gyxCB4ER B R RO AR, AR R, TR, LN, BRI )
TREGKAT, SRR, 2009).

1) PRSI R

HARFR E— M WIS AN IR R T 7 v, TREMERBEM TR . TRMEE AR RIEE, Uk
FORMA A AR S5 2 PP 3o (RO T- SCHR IR AR AR AN SR e il vy (EL AT B R F 9 SR A 2 B R A Y B
YRGS o R ST SCHR BRI 24, 4 o] DL A S AT i, 508 O I ER 2 75 RE A AU
BILER, AATREAELE 5 &I B S AR (4= 5K, 2007).

2) gmhdidFe

Gt 2 FUAR B VR AT 90 R i AT o G it R B R o A Ak -2 B (I R . Zmi i R HE T
GRS, AR FUEBEEGRAD =B B TSRS 2 T I AE K, T TR R e Bk, i
ITBRIE A, BN &N R S e S L4 B (U5 2 40, 2010); HAbgmid 258 /N B, 75 B0 DIt
S HHEWE R, AR SO R AR T RS . GRS ERE N, FRIEEAO
T, BRI S B R 5 % Y W AN e 8, AT DU T R S5 2, B 7 IR 6 R (5
NI, 2006).

3) MRS AT B

BT R AR S MR AR SRS P A . S PR R ORI TR TR, & TR A A S

| pR#Eie | |
HI L >
,A P
| saip 890 A2 F: 5 i 2 ] =
g | % R HIF t
w2 5 sm ,///7‘\\\\\
:E—H_ﬁ“j‘ﬂ w1 | [ awg2)-e- =
F(Wﬁ W B
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Figure 1. The thinking process of grounded theory
[E 1. fLIRIBiLBYERIE
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MR, TEBELRNARXT TR T, 2D RGRZEMEEMBESER . R Bt rak, &
AR O e H M.

6.

FURBE OB U SR AL 7D BRE ™, A% R LSRR s, WS SRR T A =
I i TR EE A B R, A RS, IR A S S BRI T
KEFVERT T, MEFRITE, NSRS 29T T R SC R B LR

JEHRIT AR L J53 B IROR RS, (HAR 2 3E T SERpb Rl A AL R, U5 — /)
JRIRPE(RZAG FEFRE, 1990), HoE, RAAANRIEE “B&” B3] “HER” B, i KE 5
Bl AEABDZIRERE opArs HK, BEAESEA ST R “HEHEE " R, B E CXERL R R
WRAE IS MBS e, HARARTER TS TR I R IRSCAE AR, BN 1 SEHmT FU i 2K
s, ikE CRlE k.
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