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Course Objectives
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Required Readings

o AT, 2007, AR R T ik RMEAREOREY , Lx: FEARKF HR
#E.

o tHALTF

e Quantitative Data Analysis: Doing Social Research to Test Ideas
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mailto:xgfan@zju.edu.cn
http://person.zju.edu.cn/steve
http://product.dangdang.com/27865453.html
http://bcs.wiley.com/he-bcs/Books?action=index&itemId=0470380039&bcsId=4666
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Course Policy
o [F ik Bt T AR IRAR BT S G B AT R
o Ea UHARKHXNTAR 1 XA ELEMEK T /5] F
o Wit REALRE (KL + XTF) %
o S4E: Feuf T A& proposal

Grading Policy

25% 6 kA (£ 1 % BA&H)
15% % 5 itit (8440)
20% /IR FE

40% 1 B A& 6 WAt X (proposal) . BAAKZE R T 1 1) ZHEFF ARG
B, NG REL 2) AREHEAFA B L %5 > Emaill ) EXOEHE F#£
SCHR BT ~ AR R AL ~ BRI~ A F K, 5 XA B KA FARDY

Class Schedule
o LiRF AL L AR Z LIRATAL I Lk LEK 0 SR B B A X TR ki
A%
Week 01, 02/26 - 03/01: A2 R & e ah
23k

L -1 %, 2007, KRR F &+ BRI EGY | bR FE AR KT R4,
pp.87-120.

2. #F, 2006, <AL F FiEEEZFAEY , bR bR KT B4, pp.3-8&29-39.

3. RHAT, 2015, CGRRAFARGER © NG 8 AFFORAFALY | CHaFIFRDY £ 4
.

4.Cresswell, J. W. (2003), Research Design; Qualitative, Quantitative and Mixed Methods
Approaches, Sage Publications, Chapter 2.

1. 3K#, 2018, «E #5789 B Ax: MK F 242y |, KPEALHFEY F 8 4.
2. M E A% HREE, 2014, <GAAAFFE PRI | L EEARBRA £ 1 &

3.Moody, James. (2004). The Structure of a Social Science Collaboration Network: Disci-
plinary Cohesion from 1963-1999. ASR, 69 (2), 213-38.

4.Pinker, Steven. (2014). Why Academic Writing Stinks. The Chronicle of Higher Educa-
tion.
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http://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0e2a/6891babde0eef3f478e766e3208fdf87cade.pdf
http://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/0e2a/6891babde0eef3f478e766e3208fdf87cade.pdf
https://stevenpinker.com/files/pinker/files/why_academics_stink_at_writing.pdf
https://stevenpinker.com/files/pinker/files/why_academics_stink_at_writing.pdf
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5.Hirsch, P. et al. (1987). “Dirty hands” versus “Clean models”: is sociology in danger of
being seduced by economics?. Theory € Society. 16(3), 317-36.

HWH#1 :

o iH7E 2019 F8 K P EALSHFEY S CALFH Y ~ CNEE T FIB S KBUEFFED
AJS ~ ASR ~ APSR % Top #3F) Lt # 1 BRER LB 477 695 Kb X (LR 3L
AR o KEE

— RFEPRRECUE (1-2 §1F) » V5H 24 TR B £ HF69 (argument) ?
— WA AR ZILARITRL? (3 MERIER)
— RIAA RAEAF RSN REHZ 2 (2 %)

Week 02, 03/04 - 03/08: 2 ~ Lk 5L
AL (1/6)

L -1 %, 2007, CGALRAF R Ik« AR FOReE | dbx: ¥ EARKS HRAE,
pp.54-86&179-265.

4.De Vaus, D. (2001). Research design in social research, England: Sage Publications, 1-52.

1. #5, 2018, <k PEALFE RKEFTRGIERY | CGHLEFHE> £ 2 4.
2. L3k A AR 2011, KEHMIADE : ~FARRDY , L EHREF BRAL

3.Pyrczak, F. (2014). Writing Empirical Research Reports. New York: Routledge, Chapter
2-3.

4.Tsai, L. L. (2007). Solidary groups, informal accountability, and local public goods provi-
sion in rural china. APSR, 101(2), 355-72.

HWH#2 :
o 1 BARMAT RSB E M LN FH I LA RAEL (520, &5 F) > FHERT
=] A4
— BER VA A ? BraiE 6y B A R ?
— X AR LR A T

— Jo TR A SRR LA A Sk P AT A SbAL ?
o iBitHbiF > BB B TR LA > HILA L IZ L L X A
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https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Yanjie_Bian/publication/234021344_Bringing_Strong_Ties_Back_in_Indirect_Ties_Network_Bridges_and_Job_Searches_in_China/links/57f5624308ae8da3ce55268b.pdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Yanjie_Bian/publication/234021344_Bringing_Strong_Ties_Back_in_Indirect_Ties_Network_Bridges_and_Job_Searches_in_China/links/57f5624308ae8da3ce55268b.pdf
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315265926
https://doi.org/10.4324/9781315265926
http://www.jstor.org/stable/27644450
http://www.jstor.org/stable/27644450
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Week 03, 03/11 - 03/15: #F 7%+t
MRS (2/6)

1. B48r-8, 2007, KAAH R 7k R EEHRAY , b5 PE AKX BIRA,
pp-179-265.

3.De Vaus, D. (2001). Research design in social research. England: Sage Publications.1-52.

5.Lee, Raymond. (2004). Recording Technologies and the Interview in Sociology, 1920-2000.
Sociology, 38 (5), 869-89.

1. 2RHME ~ M, 2017, < M5 I LGRS —FASFFHRLN . (GEEFH
%y % 5 H.

3.Duncan, Otis Dudley. (1984). Notes on Social Measurement: Historical and Critical. New
York: Russell Sage, Chapter 5.

4.Judd, Charles M. and Gary H. McClelland. (1998). “Measurement.” In The Handbook
of Social Psychology, edited by D.T. Gilbert, S.T. Fiske, and G. Lindzey. Boston, MA:
McGraw-Hill.

HWH#3 :
o 3 3 B AR AAR X 69 K4 K > XANIER FA ~ AT AL~ BAEL D Z TR
RIX % 7 @42 b dLaf

o MIER AL > T kA T ITAE ¢
— MHEH K > mE R —mARmiE (1)
— MAZCHE (<=4) #AMSIREIL > RN AR L RE (2)
— & (1) $9XA ESTNZ > HAEAFHEN I ZEY
— B 5MAMEML  KIHE (1) Fo (2) 9%
Week 04, 03/18 - 03/22: ABH %
MR (3/6)
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https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3045778/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3045778/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3045778/
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0038038504047177
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0038038504047177
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L 7R g, 2007, KRR R &+ Rl A R E G | bx: B ARKE HRAL
pp-266-387.

2. £, 2016, <Haffiah AAFRETEARBPAEFEG LR, GERFHEY % 6 4.
3. A4 M. & F KHr ~ k4] Aad, GAEFEY , TR ERRFHRAE, £ 2 F.

&

LA #EARE, 2006, CGAARREFHELEHAK  FEXKRY , X AT TR, F
1-2

e

3.Lamont, Michele and Ann Swidler. (2014). Methodological Pluralism and the Possibilities
and Limits of Interviewing. Qualitative Sociology, 37 (2), 153-71.

4.Simmons, Alicia and Lawrence D. Bobo. (2015). Can Non-Probability Internet Surveys
yield Useful Data? A Comparison with Full-Probability Face-to-Face Surveys in the Domain
of Race and Social Inequality Attitudes. Sociological Methodology, 45(1), 357-87.

HWH#4 :
o VUTFitHM » —i#%—
~ LB CA AR ERARN KRS AT PEAASTERRLMH AR > Ky
W% ik e 69 = BB,
- 58U NETRER > WRZAFATEGE A EBPEK
Week 05, 03/25 - 03/29: I %
N (4/6)

1. FBRAH S BRIkTF, 2012, KEBHREY , RTEBERE I8 <HERFTAHRFHRE
(—)» , b AaF5 LEK E AL, pp.125-156.

4.Legewie, J. (2013). Terrorist events and attitudes toward immigrants: a natural experi-
ment. AJS, 118(5), 1199-245.
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https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev.soc.29.110702.110112
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev.soc.29.110702.110112
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007%2Fs11133-014-9274-z.pdf
https://link.springer.com/content/pdf/10.1007%2Fs11133-014-9274-z.pdf
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev-soc-071811-145443
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev-soc-071811-145443
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2020.100477
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rssm.2020.100477
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.1086/669605#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.1086/669605#metadata_info_tab_contents
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5.Guo, G., et al. (2015). Peer influence, genetic propensity, and binge drinking: a natural
experiment and a replication. AJS, 121(3), 914-54.

2.King, G., Pan, J., & Roberts, M. E. (2014). Political science. reverse-engineering censor-
ship in china: randomized experimentation and participant observation. Science, 345(6199),
1251722.

3.Jackson, M., & Cox, D. R. (2013). The principles of experimental design and their appli-
cation in sociology. ARS, 39, 27-49.

4.Katrin Auspurg, Andreas Schneck & Thomas Hinz (2019) Closed doors everywhere? A
meta-analysis of field experiments on ethnic discrimination in rental housing markets, Journal
of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 45:1, 95-114.

HW5 :
o RIEP TR » HEMRITH A QAR F ik ? M 2t A g
o HIE LI RAGAB T RA T R L ETM ALK ZF XA ?

Week 06, 04/01 - 04/05: k#4553t H it o4 %
NEARE (5/6)

2.Burrows, R., & Savage, M. (2014). After the crisis? Big Data and the methodological
challenges of empirical sociology. Big Data € Society, 1(1).

4. Hedstrom, P., & Manzo, G. (2015). Recent Trends in Agent-based Computational Re-
search: A Brief Introduction. Sociological Methods € Research, 44(2), 179-85..

2.Qiu, L., Chan, S.H.M. & Chan, D. J. (2018).Big data in social and psychological science:
theoretical and methodological issues. Journal of Computational Social Sciences 1: 59-66.

3.Blumenstock, J, Cadamuro, G, On, R. (2015). Predicting poverty and wealth from mobile
phone metadata. Science, 350 (6264):1073-6.
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https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.1086/683224?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://www.jstor.org/stable/10.1086/683224?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM25146296
http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM25146296
http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM25146296
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev-soc-071811-145443
https://www.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev-soc-071811-145443
DOI:%2010.1080/1369183X.2018.1489223
DOI:%2010.1080/1369183X.2018.1489223
DOI:%2010.1080/1369183X.2018.1489223
https://doi.org/10.1177/2053951714540280
https://doi.org/10.1177/2053951714540280
https://doi.org/10.1177/0049124115581211
https://doi.org/10.1177/0049124115581211
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42001-017-0013-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42001-017-0013-6
http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM26612950
http://med.wanfangdata.com.cn/Paper/Detail/PeriodicalPaper_PM26612950
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4.Simmons, Alicia and Lawrence D. Bobo. (2015). Can Non-Probability Internet Surveys
yield Useful Data? A Comparison with Full-Probability Face-to-Face Surveys in the Domain
of Race and Social Inequality Attitudes. Sociological Methodology, 45(1), 357-87.

5.West, S. M. (2019). Data Capitalism: Redefining the Logics of Surveillance and Pri-
vacy. Business € Society, 58(1), 20—41.

HW+#6:
o MIEB THLM, BR —NARIINSGENKIEE > FART RN ENBRRG L H
o dn RARGIAT R FFe KEIEL S > w347 2 FHH 269 8t

Week 07, 04/08 - 04/12: T RAUH 547+ b AL & %R 2
N 43RE (6/6)

3.Morgan, Stephen L and Christopher Winship. (2007). Counterfactuals and Causal Infer-
ence: Methods and Principles for Social Research. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
Chapter 1.

4. Wasserstein, R. L., & Lazar, N. A. (2016). The ASA’s statement on p-values: context,
process, and purpose. American Statistician, 70(2), 129-33.

LR, 2017, GEHRFALERE AN , CFHALHERN H 3B,

2.Mahoney, James. (2000). Strategies of Causal Inference in Small-N Analysis. Sociological
Methods and Research, 28(4), 387-424.

3.Abell, Peter. (2011). Singular Mechanisms and Bayesian Narratives. In Analytical Soci-
ology and Social Mechanisms, ed. Pierre Demeulenaere. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press.Chapter 6.

4.0pp, K. D. (2013). What is analytical sociology? Social Science Information, 52(3),
329-60.

Week 08, 04/15 - 04/19: #F % LB

1 RE X, 2014, <GEABIE : %it5 B4y |, b3 P E AR LS HARAL pp.153-227.
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https://doi.org/10.1177/0007650317718185
https://doi.org/10.1177/0007650317718185
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/00031305.2016.1154108?needAccess=true
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/pdf/10.1080/00031305.2016.1154108?needAccess=true
https://www.jstor.org/stable/25735067?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
https://www.jstor.org/stable/25735067?seq=1#metadata_info_tab_contents
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2. BEA, 2010, <“HFEARKR BARAAHFZALY | HLFHREY F 2 H.

3. XAk, 2018, <HrifALE) ~ X BLEEM SRS B T REA ARG ELEHDY | <HALFH
%y % 1 2.

4 Mustillo, S. A., Lizardo, O. A., & McVeigh, R. M. (2018). Editors’ Comment: A Few
Guidelines for Quantitative Submissions. American Sociological Review, 83(6), 1281-1283.
(&4 T EBF ik ASR Sk 7 F P E 2R/ ABEDD )

1. 3R#, 2008, «HAFRXEHEHHY , LR EHEARBRAL
2. T@E, 2017, KFRRXEHE 5L A4651) , LR FEARKT HRAL.
3. 2%, 2016, K RA KB E By |, bR P+ EBGEKF BRAL

4. Teplitskiy, Misha, Daniel Acuna, Aida Elamrani-Raoult, Konrad Kording, and James A.
Evans. 2018. “The Sociology of Scientific Validity: How Professional Networks Shape Judge-
ment in Peer Review”. Research Policy.

Week 09, 04/22 - 04/26: &4 (d&LiF > R B E4 L)
o fE% 2 fiL B % IS proposal
Version 3.1 26/2/2020
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https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122418806282
https://doi.org/10.1177/0003122418806282
http://www.360doc.com/content/18/1119/11/51339267_795854865.shtml
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.06.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.06.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2018.06.014

	Course Description
	Course Objectives
	Required Readings
	Course Policy
	Grading Policy

	Class Schedule
	Week 01, 02/26 - 03/01: 社会研究的基础
	Week 02, 03/04 - 03/08: 理论、文献与选题
	小组报告（1/6）

	Week 03, 03/11 - 03/15: 研究设计
	小组报告（2/6）

	Week 04, 03/18 - 03/22: 调查研究
	小组报告（3/6）

	Week 05, 03/25 - 03/29: 实验研究
	小组报告（4/6）

	Week 06, 04/01 - 04/05: 大数据与计算社会科学
	小组报告（5/6）

	Week 07, 04/08 - 04/12: 因果机制分析：兼论社会统计原理
	小组报告（6/6）

	Week 08, 04/15 - 04/19: 研究论文写作
	Week 09, 04/22 - 04/26: 餐叙(也许，疫情后补上)


