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ABSTRACT

This chapter analysed the extent, nature, and suitability of use of mixed methods research by postgradu-
ate students in Kenya as well as its influence on the quality of their research output. Data anchoring the 
chapter was collected through qualitative content analysis of 229 theses and dissertations of library and 
information science postgraduate students in Kenya retrieved from the respective institutional reposito-
ries. Of these, 193 were Master’s dissertations while 36 were doctoral theses. One hundred twenty-two 
(53.3%) of the theses and dissertations were developed using mixed methods research while 74 (32.3%) 
were based on qualitative studies. Most of the students collected both qualitative and quantitative data 
concurrently and merged the same during analysis and interpretation. It also emerged that the bulk 
of data collected by the students was qualitative; quantitative data was largely used to supplement or 
validate qualitative data. Using citations, it emerged that theses and dissertations developed through 
mixed methods research attracted more citations thereby indicating a superior quality.

INTRODUCTION

Mixed methods research is perceived as a new research approach which is still evolving compared 
with the more established quantitative and qualitative methods (Tashakkori & Creswell, 2007). Conse-
quently, what it is and its application are still the subject of myriad studies and conversations. Indeed, 
a critical subject of debate in this regard is the uncertainty of the paradigm in which it fits (Migiro & 
Magangi, 2011). Some researchers have argued that it is challenging to mix quantitative and qualitative 
approaches because they are perceived as being incompatible (Doyle, Brady & Byrne, 2016). Despite 
a lack of consensus about the aforementioned aspects of mixed methods research, Hashemi and Babaii 
(2013) asserted that it has been accepted as the third research approach which is distinct from the quali-
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tative and quantitative methods. Johnson, Onwuegbuzie and Turner (2007) argued that mixed methods 
of research is the third research approach anchored on the pragmatic paradigm. Thus, mixed methods 
research considers “multiple viewpoints, perspectives, positions, and standpoints” (Johnson, Onwueg-
buzie & Turner, 2007, p. 113).

In the attempt to develop an acceptable characterisation of the concept, Johnson, Onwuegbuzie and 
Turner (2007) examined nineteen definitions of mixed methods research. They concluded that there is a 
consensus that mixed methods research mixes both qualitative and quantitative approaches to scientific 
research. They also averred that the mixing of the approaches can occur at any stage of the research 
process depending on the context and purpose of the study. On the orientation of mixed methods re-
search, two viewpoints are evident in literature; the first is the bottom-up approach which argues that 
mixed methods research should be driven by the research questions under investigation (Newman et al., 
2003). By contrast, the second viewpoint argues that a top-down orientation in mixed methods research 
is not driven by research questions but by the determination of the researcher to conduct a study which 
is participatory and less marginalising (Mertens, 2003; Tashakkori, 2006). Although views on the ori-
entation of mixed methods research are divided, Johnson, Onwuegbuzie and Turner (2007) propose a 
middle ground by explaining that the orientation can either be bottom-up or top-down depending on the 
purpose and context of the specific research project. While some scholars (Morse, 2003) posit that mixed 
methods research should demonstrate either a qualitative or quantitative dominance, others (Johnson et 
al., 2004; Onwuegbuzie & Johnson, 2006) hold the view that it involves a blending of the approaches 
leading to mixed ideas, assumptions, and worldviews.

It is also evident from literature that different scholars use diverse terms to describe mixed methods 
research. Some of these include blended research (Thomas, 2003), integrative research (Johnson & On-
wuegbuzie, 2004), negotiated study (Bryman, 2007), triangulated research (Campbell & Fiske, 1959), 
multimethod research (Morse, 2003; Bazeley, 2006; Hunter & Brewer, 2003), multiple methods (Smith, 
2006), triangulated studies (Sandelowski, 2003), ethnographic residual analysis (Fry, Chantavanich, & 
Chantavanich, 1981), and mixed research (Johnson, 2006; Johnson & Christensen, 2019).

Opinion about the origin of mixed methods research is divided. In fact, Small (2011) opined that it 
is not easy to identify the origins of mixed methods research and argued that the approach is evident 
throughout the history of research, particularly in the social sciences. Nonetheless, Hesse-Biber (2010) 
identified an 1800s study by Le Play (1855) which utilised both qualitative and quantitative approaches 
to investigate poverty levels in families in Europe. Similarly, a study by DuBois (1899) argued for the 
combination of statistical (quantitative) and observational (qualitative) data to unravel complex issues 
in society. Many scholars (Creswell & Clark, 2011; Maxwell et al., 2015; Maxwell, 2016; Mertens, 
2017; Timans et al., 2019), however, pointed to the work of Campbell and Fiske (1959) which advocated 
triangulation of research methods as the origins of mixed methods research. Creswell and Clark (2011) 
explained that despite evidence of earlier use of mixed methods research, it gained a wider acceptance 
and application in the 1980s and 1990s. Potokri (2016) also asserted that despite the differences of views 
about its origins, the popularity of mixed methods research has increased in recent years.

In the context of this chapter, and recognising the fact that postgraduate students may not delve into 
complex issues about the method, the author assumes that mixed methods research is a blended approach 
to scientific inquiry which does not demonstrate a mutually-exclusive dichotomy between quantitative 
and qualitative methods. Conversely, it facilitates the mixing of assumptions, techniques and tools in 
proportions and sequences suitable for the purpose and context of specific research projects. Using in-
formation sciences postgraduate students in Kenya as a case study, the aim of this chapter is to analyse 
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the extent, nature and suitability of use of mixed methods research by postgraduate students in Kenya. 
It also assesses the influence of mixed methods research approach on the quality of research output.

CONTEXTUAL INFORMATION

Kenya requires highly skilled personnel to deliver its vision of becoming a middle-income economy 
by the year 2030. Therefore, the government has taken a keen interest in the production of knowledge 
workers with advanced degrees. Although credible statistics are not readily available, the number of 
people enrolled in postgraduate programmes in the country has grown in the recent past. According 
to Mukhwana et al. (2016), 63,999 postgraduate students enrolled in diverse academic programmes in 
universities in Kenya in 2015. They explained that this number constitutes only 11.9% of all the students 
enrolled in degree programmes in public and private universities in Kenya. Further, they (Mukhwana et 
al. 2016) observed that the progress of postgraduate students from registration to graduation was slow 
due to a weak support and supervision system in the country since only 34% (5,604) of the academic staff 
in Kenyan universities hold a PhD and are able to supervise postgraduate studies. Assuming all the PhD 
holders are supervising an equal number of students, this converts to each person supervising about 12 
students. This is significantly higher than the recommended number of five (5) students per supervisor. 
Thus, the quality and number of postgraduate students produced in the country is below expectation. 
Although the numbers may have changed since this study was conducted, the situation remains the same.

The Kenyan situation reflects the scenario in other developing countries. Indeed, Ssenyonga and Na-
kiganda (2020) reported a similar situation in Uganda where they reported a low enrolment and comple-
tion of postgraduate studies. They concluded that only students who pursued postgraduate diplomas 
completed their studies on time. Most of the Master’s and doctoral students only completed their first 
years of study and took much longer to complete their research projects and graduate. Kyaligonza at al. 
(2015) explained that the low completion rate was partially attributed to the fact that most universities 
lack adequate supervisors. By contrast, Mok and Neubauer (2016) reported that countries in Europe and 
North America registered a relatively higher number of postgraduate students who equally completed 
their studies within the stipulated time.

In Kenya, many factors such as a university’s research policy, culture and environment play an important 
role in influencing postgraduate research productivity. However, the quality of research mentorship and 
supervision are the critical success factors (Kipchirchir, 2015). Indeed, Mukhwana et al. (2016) argued 
that one of the important factors delaying the progress of postgraduate students in Kenya is inadequate 
research mentorship support. They further averred that the research design and approval stage required 
more support and took more than half the duration of the study. Kipchirchir (2014) also argued that poor 
research skills by students were a significant contributor to delayed completion of postgraduate studies in 
Kenya. This is in spite of the fact that postgraduate studies curricula, especially at Master’s level, include 
courses on research methods. Doctoral students pursuing coursework programmes also take classes on 
research methods. Mukhwana et al. (2016) argue that most of these courses are theoretical in nature and 
do not adequately equip the students with the requisite skills for their research.

Supervisors are also expected to mentor their students to publish scholarly materials from their theses 
and dissertations (Wangenge-Ouma et al., 2015). However, despite postgraduate students producing an 
enormous volume of research every year, this is not reflected in the volume of research publications 
generated by them (Kipchirchir, 2014). Even though in Kenya, Master’s students are generally expected 
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to publish at least one (1) journal article from their dissertations before they can be allowed to graduate. 
Similarly, doctoral candidates are expected to publish at least two (2) papers before they can be processed 
for graduation (Mukhwana et al., 2016). It has been observed that many of these students struggle to 
publish leading to graduation delays (Onguka & Wechuli, 2019). One of the factors contributing to this 
publishing challenge is the perceived low quality of the manuscripts developed by the students from the 
theses and dissertations. This implies that the dissertations and theses may also be of low quality given 
that the manuscripts are excerpts from them.

Mukhwana and Too (2017) explained that the debate about the quality of postgraduate training in 
Kenya persists and is pertinent. They further asserted that these quality challenges largely emanated from 
inadequate mentorship of postgraduate students on research and scholarly communication, among other 
areas. They suggested that postgraduate training should be anchored on research and supervised by men-
tors who are active researchers. Talib et al. (2019) concur and suggest that there is a need for experienced 
supervisors to mentor postgraduate students on conducting, analysing and publishing their research.

According to Wambugu and Njoroge (2021), most postgraduate students who pursue multidisciplinary 
research projects opt for mixed methods research as a means of benefitting from the diverse qualitative 
and quantitative perspectives facilitated through mixed methods research. The use of mixed methods 
research also enables researchers to address weaknesses of adopting either a quantitative or qualitative 
approach. The choice of mixed methods research is also influenced by the philosophical assumptions 
espoused by the individual researchers. The influence of methodology on the quality of research output 
cannot be overemphasised. Available data indicates that most postgraduate students in Kenya apply mixed 
methods research approach. Therefore, the big question is: Can the perceived low quality of dissertations 
and theses be attributed to the use of mixed methods research? The rationale for using mixed methods 
is to draw multiple perspectives to research issues by applying multiple techniques and tools. Therefore, 
this research approach should, ideally, lead to high-quality research output. How can the perceived low 
quality be explained? Is it possible that the postgraduate students are not applying the mixed methods 
research approach appropriately? If so, how can this challenge be addressed to improve the quality of 
research output by postgraduate students in Kenya? This chapter addresses these questions as a means 
of contributing to efforts to enhance the quality of research output from postgraduate students in Kenya.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The prevalence of mixed methods research is one theme which is evident in the literature on the sub-
ject. Mixed methods research is increasingly becoming a preferred methodological research approach 
for researchers and academics in diverse disciplines (Bangi, 2018; Cameron, 2011; Pridmore, 2019). 
Azorín and Cameron (2010) reported that mixed methods research has steadily gained popularity in 
disciplines such as sociology, psychology and education. More disciplines have increasingly accepted 
mixed methods research. Some of these include political science (Harrits, 2011), mathematics (Ross & 
Onwuegbuzie, 2012), library and information science (Ngulube, Mokwatlo, & Ndwandwe, 2009; Ngu-
lube, 2020), education (Truscott et al., 2010), environmental science and management (Molina‐Azorín & 
López‐Gamero, 2016), business management (Cameron & Molina-Azorín, 2011), economics (Ngulube 
& Ngulube, 2015), tourism (Molina-Azorín & Font, 2016), and human resource management (Cham-
bers et al., 2016). A growing prevalence of mixed methods research amongst postgraduate students has 
also been observed and documented (Bangi, 2018; Stockman, 2015; Ukwuoma, 2015; Weber, Lynch 
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and Oluku, 2013). Mixed methods research is also popular with research funding agencies which have 
increasingly become comfortable supporting studies applying the approach (Creswell, 2011). Recognis-
ing the fact that mixed methods research emerged in social and behavioural sciences, it is worth noting 
that its popularity has spread to natural sciences as well. Andrew and Halcomb (2009) explained that 
the use of mixed methods research approach has increased in health sciences, particularly nursing. 
They explained that this popularity is reflected in the growing number of higher degree theses which 
employed the approach. Many scholars hold the same view that mixed methods research approach has 
gained popularity in health sciences in the recent past because it offers researchers greater opportunity 
to deeply understand complex health issues that would not be possible with either quantitative or quali-
tative approaches alone (Kroll & Neri, 2009; Cameron, 2011; Feilzer, 2010; Harrits, 2011; Halcomb 
& Hickman, 2015; Ivankova, 2014; Padgett, 2011; Symonds & Gorard, 2010). Creswell (2011) argued 
that in spite of its growing popularity, mixed methods research is not the panacea of all the challenges 
affecting research methodologies; it has limitations which should be identified and addressed.

Another pertinent theme which is discernible from literature is the rationale for selecting mixed 
methods research approach. Feilzer (2010, p.6) argued that mixed methods research is “a response to the 
long-lasting, circular, and remarkably unproductive debates discussing the advantages and disadvantages 
of quantitative versus qualitative research as a result of the paradigm wars”. According to Azorín and 
Cameron (2010), the rationale for selecting mixed methods research is anchored on its methodological 
pluralism and broad perspectives to research issues which mono-methods do not adequately provide. 
Greenberg (2007) explained that it is a response to calls for methodological diversity in conducting 
integrated research as a means of generating wholesome output. On the rationale for applying mixed 
methods research, Johnson et al. (2007) explained that the mixing of methods enables researchers to 
validate and explicate findings; provide a greater understanding of the issues under study and stronger 
confidence in the conclusions; and elicit more meaningful answers to research questions. According to 
Tashakkori and Creswell (2007), the main reasons for selecting mixed methods research include the fact 
that it enables triangulation by facilitating corroboration of quantitative and qualitative data; provides a 
complete picture of the issues under study; enables the neutralisation of the weakness of either method; 
provides answers to research questions which cannot be answered by either qualitative or quantitative 
approaches alone; and it enables researchers to explain unanticipated findings. According to Dawadi et 
al. (2021), mixed methods research enables researchers to widen the breadth and depth of their projects, 
complementing qualitative with quantitative approaches and vice versa, unravel the real picture of the 
issues under study, and to develop refined and comprehensive research conclusions. Similar arguments 
for the use of mixed methods research have been provided by other scholars (Foroudi et al., 2021; Norton 
et al., 2021; Schumacher et al., 2021; Woodcock et al., 2021).

Discussions on the quality of research output from mixed methods is also evident in the literature. 
Some scholars (Halcomb & Hickman, 2015) have argued that a demonstration of the rigour in the ap-
plication of mixed methods research is lacking. Indeed, Lavelle et al. (2013) claimed that the rigour 
of most studies applying mixed methods research is poorly defined, leading to poor validity of output. 
Creswell and Clark (2011) suggested that the same level of rigour demonstrated with the application of 
either quantitative or qualitative studies should be embraced by researchers using the mixed methods 
approach as well. Lavelle et al. (2013) recommended that rigour in mixed methods approach can be 
demonstrated by providing readers with comprehensive audit trails of the criteria and justifications for the 
decisions made in the conduct of research. Indeed, Wisdom et al. (2012) argued that most papers produced 
through mixed methods research lacked essential details of the approach and its application. Therefore, 
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they further opined that the perceived low quality of research produced through mixed methods stems 
from the non-familiarity of the approach by both reviewers and readers. Cameron (2011) suggested that 
researchers reporting output from projects undertaken using mixed methods should creatively present 
their findings in non-conventional formats but in ways which are comprehensive and complete. Accord-
ing to Dellinger and Leech (2007), validity is a major concern for users and readers of mixed methods 
research outputs. They explained that many mixed methods researchers consider validity separately for 
the quantitative and qualitative aspects of their studies. Onwuegbuzie and Johnson (2006) proposed the 
concept of legitimization to replace validity in mixed methods research. They averred that the concept of 
validity has historically been associated with quantitative studies. They argued that legitimation advocates 
the consideration of multiple validities spanning the design, execution and interpretation of research.

There are also criticisms of mixed methods research in literature. For instance, Sandelowski (2014) 
argued that mixed research methods approach brings nothing new to research methodology. Conversely, 
she opined that it is a mere repackaging of existing research approaches. Greene (2008) also argued that 
mixed methods research lacked a backbone around which the mixing can be fixed. She suggested the 
need for further development of the approach to make it more anchored philosophically. Questions have 
also emerged about synergy, which is one of the perceived strongest attributes of the mixed methods 
research approach. Hesse-Biber (2015) and Guest (2013) argued that many researchers have glossed 
over this issue and have not critically examined its nature as well as the extent to which it is beneficial 
to scientific research. Flick (2017) raised questions about what is mixed in this approach and wondered 
whether it is just the quantitative and qualitative methods only. The view that only quantitative and 
qualitative methods are mixed is limiting since some researchers may choose to mix different forms of 
quantitative or qualitative approaches. Polit and Beck (2010) also raised concerns about the extent to 
which the results of mixed methods research can be generalised. They highlighted the need for compre-
hensive conversations on strategies to enhance the generalisability of mixed methods research outputs. 
These critiques serve to demonstrate the attention that mixed methods research approach has attracted 
amongst researchers. Although no concrete conclusions or universal consensus have been arrived at yet, 
mixed methods research approach is getting better with continuous refinement.

According to Heydari and Yazdimoghaddam (2015) as well as Kwanya et al. (2014), postgraduate 
theses and dissertations are important sources of knowledge and demonstrates the level of preparedness 
of the candidates to conduct scientific research. They emphasise that postgraduate students need to be 
mentored adequately to develop effective research skills and produce high quality theses and disserta-
tions. They further assert that lack of adequate mentorship leads to lack of essential research skills which 
limits the students’ capacity to conceptualise and conduct research projects. This is often manifested in 
poor application of research methodology which ultimately affects the quality of theses and disserta-
tions negatively. Adenagbe et al. (2021) conducted a correlational study on the link between supervision 
and the quality of postgraduate theses in Nigeria. They concluded that the effectiveness of supervision 
influenced the quality of the theses produced by postgraduate students. They explained that poor qual-
ity theses were indications of poor application of research methodology and blamed the situation to 
inadequate supervision. Similar views were upheld by other scholars in diverse contexts (Lovitts, 2005; 
Mackinnon, 2014; McAlpine & Norton, 2016). Associated with the general weakness in research meth-
odology, Shahsavar and Kourepaz (2020) also identified inadequate capacity to synthesise, critique, or 
explain literature as another weakness with postgraduate theses and dissertations. They explained that 
most students “mainly focused on summarising other researchers’ findings and interpretations” (p. 1). 
Other scholars have also identified weaknesses with ensuring reliability and validity of findings (Omillo-
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Okumu, 2020); theories and models (Sahin et al., 2020); determination of sample sizes (Ikehi et al., 
2019); presentation, analysis and interpretation of findings (Zoabi & Kan’an, 2018), as well as citations 
and reference management (Nnadozie & Okechukwu, 2017), among other issues. It can be concluded 
from the foregoing that the appropriate application of research methodology influences the quality of 
postgraduate theses and dissertations. Granikov et al. (2020) explained that the use of mixed methods 
research is expected to result in high quality publications. Nonetheless, Bangi (2018) averred that there 
is no research method which does not have weaknesses. Furthermore, the way a method is applied in 
a specific research context can also influence the quality of the results. For mixed research methods, 
Coates (2021) argued that inadequate anchoring of the approach on philosophical worldviews affected 
the quality of research output from the method. Indeed, Fàbregues et al. (2021) asserted that quality of 
mixed methods research is context-dependent.

The purpose of this chapter is to unravel the nexus between the use of mixed methods research and 
the quality of research output. This issue has not been studied comprehensively in the context of LIS 
postgraduate research in Kenya. Some of the unanswered questions are: Can the perceived low quality 
of dissertations and theses be attributed to the use of mixed methods research? Is it possible that the 
postgraduate students are not applying the mixed methods research approach appropriately? How can 
these challenges be addressed so as to improve the quality of research output? As the mixed methods 
research approach becomes widely accepted in diverse disciplines, there is need for local solutions to 
the challenges highlighted here. Therefore, this chapter uses library and information science postgradu-
ate students’ research to draw attention to conversations on the best use of mixed methods approaches 
in postgraduate research.

METHODOLOGY OF STUDY

The study on which this chapter is anchored was conducted using qualitative content analysis. Elo and 
Kyngäs (2008) explained that content analysis is a method of studying written, verbal or visual com-
munication media, documents or messages. Harwood and Garry (2003) reported that content analysis 
was originally used to analyse hymns, newspaper articles, advertisements or speeches in the 19th Cen-
tury. Neundorf and Kumar (2015) explained that the application of content analysis in wider areas of 
research has increased in the past few decades. According to Assarroudi et al. (2018), qualitative content 
analysis is a systematic means of analysing, interpreting and describing qualitative or textual data. In 
the context of this chapter, qualitative content analysis was perceived as the systematic and objective 
technique for analysing manifest text in theses and dissertations authored by library and information 
science postgraduate students in Kenya.

The theses and dissertations were retrieved from institutional repositories of universities in Kenya 
which offer postgraduate studies in library and information science. The repositories were organised 
by school and further by level of study. Thus, Master’s and doctoral theses and dissertations were listed 
separately. All the theses or dissertations available in full text were downloaded. In some universities, 
the repositories had theses and dissertations of all staff, including those which were not obtained from 
the universities under analysis. These were excluded. The unit of analysis was the theses or dissertations 
of all information science postgraduate students in Kenya who graduated between 1995 and 2020. The 
first cohort of library and information science postgraduate students in Kenya graduated from Moi Uni-
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versity in 1995 hence the baseline setting. Meta-synthesis approaches were used to review the retrieved 
documents.

A total of 229 theses were retrieved and analysed. Of these, 193 were Master’s dissertations while 36 
were doctoral theses. The theses were retrieved from the institutional repositories of four universities; 
Moi University, Kenyatta University, the University of Nairobi, and the Technical University of Kenya. 
The majority (135) of these were from Moi University. This is because Moi University was the first 
university to offer postgraduate library and information science programmes in Kenya. The university 
also has the largest number (13) of postgraduate programmes compared to Kenyatta University (2), 
University of Nairobi (1) and the Technical University of Kenya (1). In terms of the number of theses 
and dissertations, the other universities fared as follows: Kenyatta University (48), University of Nairobi 
(34), and the Technical University of Kenya (12). Although there are other universities in Kenya offering 
postgraduate training, the theses or dissertations of the students were not published on their institutional 
repositories at the time of collecting data for this chapter.

PREVALENCE OF MIXED METHODS RESEARCH AMONG 
LIS POSTGRADUATE STUDENTS IN KENYA

From the 229 theses and dissertations retrieved, mixed methods research emerged as the most popular 
approach with 122 (53.3%) of the candidates indicating that they used it. Mixed methods was followed 
by the qualitative approach with 74 (32.3%), quantitative approach with 5 (2.2%), and experimental with 
3 (1.3%). Another 25 (10.9%) candidates did not clearly state the research approach they used. Figure 1 
presents the findings. It was observed that the studies conducted before 2010 did not use the term “mixed 
methods” but instead used “qualitative/quantitative” or “multiple methods” approaches. This perhaps can 
be attributed to the fact that mixed methods research then was still developing and was not commonly 
used in Kenya. As indicated in Figure 2, most of the postgraduate studies which utilised mixed methods 
research were conducted after 2010.

Figure 1. Research approaches used by LIS postgraduate students in Kenya
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The findings of this study concur with similar studies in other disciplines. For instance, Taş and Du-
man (2021) studied postgraduate theses on curriculum development in Turkey and found a prominent 
application of mixed methods research by postgraduate students. Warfa (2016) studied the use of mixed 
methods research amongst biology students and registered an increase. McKim (2017) also concluded 
that postgraduate students continue to find greater value in applying mixed methods research than other 
approaches. In fact, he argued that “graduate students view mixed methods passages as having rigorous 
methods, a newer history, and providing a deeper meaning of the phenomenon” (p. 202). Archibald et al. 
(2015) also argued that mixed methods research has not just become popular amongst graduate students 
but also amongst all cadres of scientific researchers. Clark (2010) and Ngulube (2010) also reported 
that the popularity of mixed methods research has been on a steady increase for the past 30 years. This 
implies that the approach is popular amongst all researchers, including LIS postgraduate students.

It is important to point out, however, that some studies have shown that mixed methods is not the most 
popular approach in some contexts. A study by Arcagok (2021) on social studies postgraduate theses in 
Turkey revealed that quantitative method was most popular. It was followed by mixed methods research 
and qualitative studies in that order. The findings of this study also contradict a study by Ngulube (2013) 
which concluded that mixed methods research was the least popular amongst LIS researchers in Sub-
Saharan Africa. Actually, the 2013 study found that qualitative research approach was the most popular 
followed by the quantitative approach. However, there appears to have been a change of perception among 
LIS scholars about the suitability of mixed methods research in the discipline. This change may have 
resulted from sustained awareness created in the potential benefits of mixed methods to LIS research. 
Weis et al. (2019) also explained that many more postgraduate students are currently trained on mixed 
methods research in their research methodology classes. This makes them to be more familiar with the 
approach thereby making it much more popular. A similar view is put forth by Roberts and Allen (2019) 
as well as Rosenkranz, Wang and Hu (2015).

Figure 2. Distribution of the number of mixed methods research used over the years
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From the foregoing, this chapter concludes that mixed methods research is a popular approach which 
has also been embraced by library and information science postgraduate students in Kenya. Library and 
information science, by its own nature, is a multidisciplinary area of study. This makes it a natural home 
of multidisciplinary researchers who are inclined towards mixed methods research. It is important to note, 
however, that the growing popularity of mixed methods research is not unique to Kenya or LIS profession. 
It is a global trend which has enabled mixed methods to emerge as the third dominant research approach. 
Knowing that students often work in communities, it is also possible that many of them are influenced 
to use mixed methods by their own colleagues who are either using the same or have used it in the past. 
The more times mixed methods research is applied the better it becomes. Similarly, demand for advanced 
skills in conducting mixed methods research has grown with its popularity. This popularity is expected 
to be maintained into the foreseeable future as the approach gets more rooted and refined. Popularity of 
the approach is also likely to be driven by the current promotion of multidisciplinary research by funding 
institutions such as the National Research Fund (NRF) in Kenya among other agencies.

FACTORS INFLUENCING THE SELECTION OF MIXED METHODS 
RESEARCH BY LIS POSTGRADUATE STUDENTS IN KENYA

The students who used mixed methods research provided diverse reasons to justify their choice. These 
reasons revolved around the perceived flexibility of the approach in terms of data collection and analysis. 
The other prominent reason was the complementarity attribute which enables researchers to compensate 
the weaknesses of quantitative approaches with the strengths of qualitative approaches and vice versa. It 
is worth noting, however, that there were several students who did not give any justification for choos-
ing mixed methods research approach. Most of them just stated that they collected both quantitative 
and qualitative data without explaining why they deemed it to be the most suitable approach for their 
studies. Some of the justifications given by the students are listed hereunder as they appear in the theses 
or dissertations:

•	 “Either qualitative or quantitative approaches alone were deemed as inadequate to develop mul-
tiple perspectives and complete understanding about the effect of knowledge sharing on perfor-
mance amongst teaching staff in public universities in Kenya” (PhD2).

•	 “The triangulation of methods helped to best understand the research problem as well as provide 
a convergence of results. It captures the best of both qualitative and quantitative approaches and 
any bias inherent in any method is counteracted” (PhD4).

•	 “Overcomes the deficiencies presented by one data collection method. To bring together the dif-
fering strengths and non-overlapping weaknesses of quantitative methods (large sample size, 
trends and generalizations) with those of qualitative methods” (PhD6).

•	 “To avert the inherent weaknesses of either qualitative or quantitative method” (PhD7).
•	 “To capitalize on the strengths of both qualitative and quantitative methods and at the same time, 

compensate for the weakness of each method” (PhD7).
•	 “The mixed method approach facilitated triangulation of data sources sought by qualitative 

and quantitative data collection methods, and information obtained from multiple respondents” 
(PhD15).

•	 “To consider multiple viewpoints, perspectives, positions, and standpoints” (PhD18).
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•	 “Enhance understanding through both qualitative and quantitative data; guard against biasness 
that each method could bring; gain broader perspective into the subject of inquiry as a result of 
using the different methods as opposed to using one predominant method alone; mixed method 
approach ensured that the results from one methodology would be enhanced by the results from 
the other methodology.” (MSc12).

•	 “Mixed method research also allowed the researcher to study different groups or levels” (MSc14).
•	 “Provided a better understanding of the research problem than either type by itself, either qualita-

tive or quantitative was not enough to address the research problem or answer the research ques-
tions, practicality; multiple view points; biased and unbiased; subjective and objective” (MSc17).

•	 “Compensate for the inherent weaknesses in each” (MSc33).
•	 “Improve the quality of research by ensuring that conclusions arrived at were more likely to be 

correct and accepted as such” (MSc36).
•	 “Discover varying facets of the problem under investigation by collecting diverse types of data in 

a single study” (MSc62).
•	 “Encourage greater interaction between the researcher and the respondents” (MSc71).
•	 “Allows the researcher to have a detailed understanding of the perspectives” (MSc74).
•	 “To provide a better understanding of research problems than either approach; the disadvantages 

of one method are closed by the advantages of the other and vice versa” (MSc78).
•	 “Assisted the researcher in describing the situation as it is currently, and why it is the way it is; 

enabled the researcher to obtain information from the target population which was critical in the 
analysis of their views and responses” (MSc89).

•	 “Captures the diverse views on user interaction with information resources and communication 
channels, as well as studies the relationships existing among subjects” (MSc107).

•	 “Gives strengths for both the qualitative and quantitative; thus, they complement each other” 
(MSc110).

•	 “They both supplement each other in that the qualitative methods provide the in-depth explana-
tions while quantitative methods provide the hard data needed to address the objectives and to test 
hypotheses” (MLIS2).

•	 “Enables for a greater validity and also ensure completeness and sufficiency in description” 
(MLIS8).

An analysis of the reasons given by LIS postgraduate students in Kenya reveals the fact that they 
are essentially not different from what is given in literature. However, there are unique nuances which 
reflect local preferences. Table 1 presents a summary of the key reasons for selecting mixed methods 
research by LIS postgraduate student.

As shown in Table 1, quality (25.06%) was the most prominent reason for selecting mixed methods 
research by postgraduate LIS students in Kenya. This was followed by the quest for synergy (22.97%) 
attained by combining multiple methods. The other prominent reasons for selecting mixed methods were 
objectivity (15.08%), triangulation (12.99%) and broad coverage (10.21%).
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HOW MIXED METHODS RESEARCH APPROACH WAS USED IN THE STUDIES

Most students did not explain how exactly mixed methods research approach was used in their projects. 
Therefore, it was not possible to clearly understand how, or at what stage, the mixing was done. What 
was mixed was also not discernible from most of the theses and dissertations reviewed. Nonetheless, 
some of the students explained that quantitative and qualitative data was integrated during analysis; both 
quantitative and qualitative sources of data were combined to provide a complete picture of the issues 
being studied; multiple methods of data collection were used; concurrent quantitative and qualitative 
data collection was done; and that both qualitative and quantitative data was collected and mixed during 
analysis. Two of the explanations are provided verbatim hereunder:

•	 “Validate quantitative findings obtained from questionnaire by referring to information extracted 
from the qualitative findings obtained from interviews and observation” (PhD18).

•	 “Both quantitative and qualitative methods were used sequentially to complement each other for a 
more complete analysis of the research problem” (MSc78).

Although comprehensive details were not available in each thesis or dissertation, it is evident that 
most of the studies merited the application of mixed methods research approach. All the studies analysed 
required some input of quantitative and qualitative data to execute. Though the proportions of quantita-
tive or qualitative data required was not clearly indicated, the research questions could not adequately be 
answered using either quantitative or qualitative data alone. As explained earlier, issues such as aware-
ness, perception, use and consequences of information resources or services have multiple perspectives 
which cannot be adequately examined or articulated either qualitatively or quantitatively alone. Some of 
the studies also covered dynamic issues, for instance, technological adoption, which required an initial 
exploration before being concretised into a substantive study. There were also scenarios where one set 
of data was required to validate another set. Therefore, it is the position of this chapter that the stud-

Table 1. Summary of the rationales for selecting mixed methods research by postgraduate LIS students 
in Kenya

Theme Rationale Freq %

Adequacy of focus Overcomes deficiencies of using one approach 13 3.02

Triangulation Multiple perspectives, opinions and viewpoints 56 12.99

Synergy Capitalises on strengths while compensating for weaknesses 99 22.97

Coverage Broad, deep and multi-layered coverage of research issues under study 44 10.21

Participation Greater interaction with respondents and/or subjects 7 1.62

Flexibility No prescribed “dos” or “don’ts” 11 2.55

Practical Realistic view of research issues in their contexts 25 5.80

Legitimacy Multiple validities spanning the entire research spectrum 3 0.70

Quality Better quality attained through enhanced research rigour and participation 108 25.06

Objectivity Methodological pluralism reduces biasness 65 15.08

Total 431* 100

*Most students gave multiple reasons for selecting mixed methods research.
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ies leading to the analysed postgraduate theses and dissertations warranted the use of mixed methods 
research. It was, however, expected that postgraduate students should analyse the contexts and needs of 
their studies and explicitly demonstrate the applicability of mixed methods research in them. By doing 
so in advance, the students show that the selection of mixed methods research approach was not ac-
cidental but deliberate.

It is also important for the students to identify and describe what is to be mixed. Is it the data, data 
sources, data collection techniques, data collection tools or data analysis and interpretation? An elaborate 
consideration of the above issues would help the students to clearly explain what is being mixed and 
justify the mixing. From the theses and dissertations analysed, it was not easy to understand what was 
mixed, how and why. Nonetheless, in most cases the students merely stated that they used both quan-
titative and qualitative data. Thus, it was not clear whether any meaningful mixing actually happened. 
This chapter argues that quantitative and qualitative research data and techniques need to be mixed and 
blended effectively for the desired outcomes to be realised. It is possible that a student may actually use 
both quantitative and qualitative data but fail to mix them adequately. Such studies would therefore not 
qualify to be described as having been products of mixed methods research. Undoubtedly, they will not 
exhibit the benefits of the mixed methods approach.

It was also observed that most of the students did not anchor their choice for mixed methods research 
appropriately on the philosophical underpinnings of their projects. The influence of the ontological, 
epistemological and axiological standpoints on the selection of the methodology was not explained 
by most students. Thus, the use of mixed methods research seemed to have been removed from these 
philosophical anchors thereby making it less founded. This was a major weakness in the application 
of mixed methods approach. The approach seemed to be floating philosophically, particularly for the 
doctoral theses. Although some students attempted to link their studies to pragmatism, this was not ad-
equately connected to any ontological, epistemological and axiological considerations. The findings of 
this study concur with Coates (2021) who analysed 1,026 education articles retrieved from Education 
Resources Information Centre (ERIC) library and found that only 81 (7.9%) were anchored adequately 
on philosophical assumptions. The findings of the present study also generally agree with an earlier one 
by Bryman (2006) who found that only 6% of studies applying mixed methods research were founded on 
philosophical assumptions. Coates (2021) attributes this low application of philosophical assumptions 
in mixed methods research to weaknesses in research methods education.

Although most students did not indicate the type of mixed methods research they applied, it was 
evident that all the basic typologies identified by Creswell (2013) were applied. As explicated above, 
some students explained that they collected qualitative and quantitative data separately and only merged 
the results for interpretation. This is convergent parallel mixed methods and it was the most commonly 
applied approach. Sequential approaches were also implied in some studies. However, the sequences – 
explanatory or exploratory – were not clearly identified. It also emerged that most students predominantly 
collected qualitative data which was supplemented with quantitative data. This chapter argues that it is 
not possible to epistemologically situate mixed methods research approach without comprehensively 
considering the data collection process which would have a bearing on the stages of the mixing.
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QUALITY OF DISSERTATIONS AND THESES GENERATED 
THROUGH MIXED METHODS RESEARCH

For the purposes of this chapter, the quality of the theses and dissertations was assessed through cita-
tion analysis (Atieno et al., 2021; Kwanya, 2020). The chapter is, however, conscious of the limitations 
of this approach. One of these is the fact that citations are influenced by multiple factors and can be 
manipulated. Bornmann et al. (2012) explained that citations may be determined by the subject, chan-
nel, language or contextual setting of the publication. Similarly, it may be influenced by the relative 
reputation and number of authors of a publication (Leimu & Koricheva, 2005). In this chapter, apart 
from quality, citations could be influenced by the stability of the digital repositories; popularity of the 
parent university; the topic of the study; the case studies selected for investigation (where applicable); 
and scholarly reputation of the students and/or supervisors. Holding these factors constant, however, this 
chapter argues that citation analysis is the best mechanism currently available for quantifying the quality 
of scholarly publications. This view is shared by several scholars who have pointed out that there is no 
mathematical or objective formula for assessing the quality of scholarly publications (Figueredo, 2006; 
Garfield, 2002; Harnad, 2009).

It emerged from the findings that of the 122 dissertations and theses that used mixed methods re-
search, only twenty (20) had been cited at the time this analysis was done. These theses and dissertations 
had been cited for a total of 55 times. The most popular was cited 17 times while the second-best was 
cited 11 times. The majority (11) of the theses and dissertations were cited just once. This implies that 
the bulk (102; 84%) of the theses and dissertations had not been cited at all. It was also observed that 
the two most cited works were Master’s dissertations published in 2015 and 2014 respectively on the 
institutional repository of a leading university, in terms of academic excellence, in Kenya. This finding 
corroborates Ferreras-Fernández et al. (2016) who argued that the citability of a thesis or dissertation 
depends on its accessibility, dissemination and visibility. Although the length of time the dissertation 
has been published contributes to the likelihood of being cited, this trend was not evident in the list of 
cited works since the earliest was published in 2009 while the latest was published in 2019.

An analysis of the citation counts for the works generated through qualitative approach yielded eight 
(8) theses cited a total of 17 times. The thesis which was cited most attracted seven (7) citations while 
the second-best was cited 4 times. The other six (6) were cited just once. Only one quantitative thesis 
had attracted one citation. Although many factors may be at play, it is evident from the data that theses 
and dissertations generated through mixed methods attracted more citations than those developed us-
ing either qualitative or quantitative methods. This chapter, therefore, concludes that mixed methods 
typically enable postgraduate students to produce theses and dissertations of a better quality than either 
qualitative or quantitative methods by reducing the effect of the weaknesses associated with applying 
either quantitative or qualitative research approach alone. Mixing enables the students to capitalise on 
the strengths of applying multiple methods. Recognising the fact that the mixed methods approach was 
not applied effectively by most projects, it is possible that these theses and dissertations may have at-
tracted more citations had it not been the case.

It is important to point out, however, that it was not possible in the context of this study, to identify 
the papers which may have been extracted from the theses and dissertation. This is because the students 
may have used titles which are different from the original theses and dissertations. This is proposed for 
consideration for future research.
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IMPROVING THE USE OF MIXED METHODS RESEARCH 
APPROACH BY LIS POSTGRADUATE STUDENTS IN KENYA

As explained earlier, library and information science is a multidisciplinary field of study. Indeed, Plu-
zhenskaia (2007) argued that LIS scholars are drawn from a wide range of diverse fields. An annual 
report by the Association for Library and Information Science Education (ALISE) (2003) reported that 
LIS scholars come from 34 disciplines thereby demonstrating epistemological connections between 
LIS and other disciplines. According to Milojević et al. (2011), the discipline is changing rapidly and 
adopting more branches as it continues to advance. This view is shared by several other scholars (Fiala, 
2013; Ge, 2010; Lemieux, 2016; Rieh & Danielson, 2007). It is, therefore, a natural home for mixed 
methods research. In spite of this potential, Fidel (2008) reported that the approach has not been widely 
used in LIS. Whereas the use of mixed methods research has been implied in the discipline, many LIS 
scholars have not explicitly reported this use. Therefore, improving the application of mixed methods 
research by LIS postgraduate students will inevitably begin with promoting the approach among them. 
Although taking a prescriptive approach to this is undesirable, conversations about whether there is need 
to “officially” adopt mixed methods research as the preferred methodological approach in LIS schol-
arship in Kenya may perhaps be entertained. This may lead to intensive and extensive dialogue about 
the approach and how to apply it effectively in LIS thereby generating locally-suitable frameworks for 
its application. Ultimately, this may result in the promotion of the approach amongst LIS postgraduate 
students and supervisors in Kenya.

One of the concerns discernible from the findings of this study was the difficulty the students seem-
ingly had explaining what was mixed and how. These findings concur with Mabila (2017) that most 
postgraduate students who utilise mixed methods in their research often find it difficult explaining and 
justifying why or how the approach was best suited for their work. Indeed, Granikov et al. (2020) identify 
poor articulation of mixed methods research output and suggests that more effort should be invested in 
improving both the conduct and reporting of mixed methods research in LIS. The above conversations 
could pursue such matters and develop a clear understanding of the mixing options possible and how 
these could be applied in LIS. For instance, Creswell et al. (2011) explained that mixing of data in mixed 
methods research can occur through three processes which are; merging, connecting and embedding. They 
averred that merging occurs when qualitative and quantitative data is collected separately and merged at 
the end. Connecting data occurs when researchers collect one set of data, whether qualitative or quantita-
tive, and use the results to inform subsequent data collection. The authors further explained that data is 
embedded when one set is used to supplement another set. Klassen et al. (2012) proposed the concept 
of meta-inference as a means of generating premium value of qualitative and quantitative data collected 
in mixed methods research. Venkatesh et al. (2013) argued that the integrative value of mixed data can 
be understood through meta-inference. They explained that meta-inference not only enables the mixing 
of data and research designs but also the interpretation of the findings therein. Therefore, LIS scholars 
in Kenya need to take a position about the mixing approach, or approaches, which stand a higher chance 
of enabling a true understanding of research issues investigated through mixed methods approaches.

Another issue requiring scholarly dialogue is the philosophical underpinnings of mixed methods 
research and how they relate to LIS research. It is evident from the findings that students seem to have 
experienced a challenge while developing suitable philosophical or theoretical frameworks and linking 
them clearly to their choice of mixed methods research. Although pragmatism was selected as the most 
appropriate philosophy for mixed methods research, in most cases, the selection was poorly founded on 
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appropriate philosophical assumptions. The students seemed to merely drop it in a “by-the-way” man-
ner without adequately elucidating its fit with either mixed methods research or the research questions. 
Numerous questions in this regard are worth investigating. For instance, are there scenarios where prag-
matism does not fit well with the aims and questions of specific research projects? Would LIS research 
in Kenya require a mixing of philosophies going beyond pragmatism? These are issues, though outside 
the sphere of this chapter, that need to be investigated and discussed.

The concept of validity in mixed methods research as applied in LIS postgraduate research in Kenya 
also needs further clarification. In nearly all cases, how the data truthfulness was ensured in the studies 
was not adequately explained. It emerged that the students largely applied the quantitative mechanisms 
of assessing and ensuring validity. This is limiting and does not facilitate the realisation of the optimum 
benefits of mixed methods approach. Legitimation has been proposed as a better means of addressing 
truthfulness in mixed methods research. Scholars such as Onwuegbuzie and Johnson (2006) as well 
as Teddie and Tashakkori (2006), among others, have proposed possible legitimation mechanisms but 
their applicability in the Kenyan context needs further clarification. There is need for discussions on 
the concept of legitimation and how it could be applied in LIS research in Kenya. This would help 
postgraduate researchers to adequately address truthfulness in their research and thereby enhance the 
quality of theses and dissertations.

CONCLUSION

From the foregoing, it is evident that mixed methods research is the most popular approach applied by 
library and information science postgraduate students in Kenya. In fact, more than one in every two 
students applied mixed methods research. Despite this evident popularity, some students did not identify 
their methodological approach as mixed methods choosing to use terms such as “quantitative/qualita-
tive” studies instead. The lack of a clear identification of mixed methods research may be an indication 
of an inadequate understanding of the approach by the students. Although LIS, being multidisciplinary, 
is a natural home of the approach, the students were mainly drawn to mixed methods as a means of 
maximising the strengths of quantitative and qualitative approaches while minimising their weaknesses. 
Information on how the students used mixed methods was inadequately provided. However, it emerged 
that most students collected both qualitative and quantitative data concurrently and then merged them at 
the analysis stage. The rationale for this mixed methods approach was not adequately explained. In spite 
of the challenges in applying mixed methods in library and information science postgraduate research, 
theses and dissertations developed using the approach were cited most thereby implying that they were 
of a better quality than those generated with either quantitative or qualitative approaches. It can be con-
cluded, therefore, that the use of mixed methods research typically enhances the quality of library and 
information science postgraduate theses and dissertations in Kenya. This chapter recommends further 
discourse on mixed methods research in terms of its nature (what is mixed, when, how), application in 
library and information science research, philosophical underpinnings and legitimation. These discus-
sions are likely to yield best practices which will facilitate effective consideration and application of 
mixed methods research by library and information science postgraduate students in Kenya.
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PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS

The content of this chapter can be used by:

1. 	 Library and information science postgraduate students when selecting and applying their research 
approaches;

2. 	 Supervisors of postgraduate students when mentoring the library and information science students 
on the appropriate use of research approaches, including mixed methods research;

3. 	 Library and information science schools in enriching research methodology course content in the 
curricula of their postgraduate academic programmes;

4. 	 Library and information sciences scholars studying or recommending specific research methodolo-
gies in the discipline; and

5. 	 Examiners of library and information science postgraduate research work when assessing the suit-
ability of methodologies applied in specific research projects.

LIMITATIONS OF THE STUDY

As indicated earlier, many factors, besides quality, influence the citability of publications. It was not 
possible to analyse these comprehensively in the scope of this chapter. Thus, they were held constant for 
the arguments made in this chapter. In real life, however, it may not be possible to hold them constant. 
Therefore, this chapter recommends that these issues be investigated by future studies in order to paint 
a complete and clearer picture of the quality of postgraduate LIS theses and dissertations in Kenya de-
veloped through mixed methods research.

REFERENCES

Adenagbe, O. A., Edafiogho, O. A., & Olofin, S. O. (2021). Supervision and workload as determinants 
of postgraduate theses quality in Ondo State Universities. Euro Global Contemporary Studies Journal, 
1(2), 1–9.

Andrew, S., & Halcomb, E. J. (2009). Mixed methods research for nursing and the health sciences. John 
Wiley & Sons. doi:10.1002/9781444316490

Arcagok, S. (2021). An analysis of the postgraduate theses focusing on the social studies curriculum: 
An analysis of the postgraduate theses. International Journal of Curriculum and Instruction, 13(2), 
1444–1463.

Archibald, M. M., Radil, A. I., Zhang, X., & Hanson, W. E. (2015). Current mixed methods practices in 
qualitative research: A content analysis of leading journals. International Journal of Qualitative Methods, 
14(2), 5–33. doi:10.1177/160940691501400205

Assarroudi, A., Heshmati Nabavi, F., Armat, M. R., Ebadi, A., & Vaismoradi, M. (2018). Directed quali-
tative content analysis: The description and elaboration of its underpinning methods and data analysis 
process. Journal of Research in Nursing, 23(1), 42–55. doi:10.1177/1744987117741667 PMID:34394406



164

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Association of Library and Information Science Education (ALISE). (2003). Annual report. https://ils.
unc.edu/ALISE/2003/Faculty/Faculty01.htm

Atieno, A. V., Onyancha, O. B., & Kwanya, T. (2021). Trends, patterns and determinants of research 
productivity at the Technical University of Kenya. Information Development.

Azorín, J. M., & Cameron, R. (2010). The application of mixed methods in organisational research: A 
literature review. Electronic Journal of Business Research Methods, 8(2), 95–105.

Bangi, Y. I. (2018). Prevalence of mixed methods research in education journals. International Journal 
of Academic Research in Business & Social Sciences, 8(6), 109–119. doi:10.6007/IJARBSS/v8-i6/4182

Bazeley, P. (2006). The contribution of computer software to integrating qualitative and quantitative 
data analyses. Research in the Schools, 13(1), 64–74.

Bornmann, L., Schier, H., Marx, W., & Daniel, H. D. (2012). What factors determine citation counts 
of publications in chemistry besides their quality? Journal of Informetrics, 6(1), 11–18. doi:10.1016/j.
joi.2011.08.004

Bryman, A. (2006). Paradigm peace and the implications for quality. International Journal of Social 
Research Methodology, 9(2), 111–126. doi:10.1080/13645570600595280

Bryman, A. (2007). Barriers to integrating quantitative and qualitative research. Journal of Mixed Meth-
ods Research, 1(1), 8–22. doi:10.1177/2345678906290531

Cameron, R. (2011). Mixed methods research: The five Ps framework. Electronic Journal of Business 
Research Methods, 9(2), 96–108.

Cameron, R., & Molina‐Azorín, J. F. (2011). The acceptance of mixed methods in business and 
management research. The International Journal of Organizational Analysis, 19(3), 256–271. 
doi:10.1108/19348831111149204

Campbell, D. T., & Fiske, D. W. (1959). Convergent and discriminant validation by the multitrait-
multimethod matrix. Psychological Bulletin, 56(2), 81–105. doi:10.1037/h0046016 PMID:13634291

Chambers, C. N., Frampton, C. M., Barclay, M., & McKee, M. (2016). Burnout prevalence in New 
Zealand’s public hospital senior medical workforce: A cross-sectional mixed methods study. BMJ Open, 
6(11), e013947. doi:10.1136/bmjopen-2016-013947 PMID:27881531

Clark, V. L. P. (2010). The adoption and practice of mixed methods: US trends in federally funded health-
related research. Qualitative Inquiry, 16(6), 428–440. doi:10.1177/1077800410364609

Coates, A. (2021). The prevalence of philosophical assumptions described in mixed methods research 
in education. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 15(2), 171–189. doi:10.1177/1558689820958210

Creswell, J. W. (2011). Controversies in mixed methods research. The Sage Handbook of Qualitative 
Research, 4, 269-284.

Creswell, J. W. (2013). Steps in conducting a scholarly mixed methods study. DBER Speaker Series, 48. 
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/dberspeakers/48

https://ils.unc.edu/ALISE/2003/Faculty/Faculty01.htm
https://ils.unc.edu/ALISE/2003/Faculty/Faculty01.htm
https://digitalcommons.unl.edu/dberspeakers/48


165

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Creswell, J. W., & Clark, V. L. P. (2011). Designing and conducting mixed methods research. Sage 
publications.

Creswell, J. W., Klassen, A. C., Plano Clark, V. L., & Smith, K. C. (2011). Best practices for mixed 
methods research in the health sciences. National Institutes of Health.

Dawadi, S., Shrestha, S., & Giri, R. A. (2021). Mixed-methods research: A discussion on its types, chal-
lenges, and criticisms. Online Submission, 2(2), 25–36.

Dellinger, A. B., & Leech, N. L. (2007). Toward a unified validation framework in mixed methods re-
search. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1(4), 309–332. doi:10.1177/1558689807306147

Doyle, L., Brady, A. M., & Byrne, G. (2016). An overview of mixed methods research–revisited. Journal 
of Research in Nursing, 21(8), 623–635. doi:10.1177/1744987116674257

Du Bois, W. E. B. (1899). The Philadelphia Negro: A social study (No. 14). University of Pennsylvania 
Press.

Elo, S., & Kyngäs, H. (2008). The qualitative content analysis process. Journal of Advanced Nursing, 
62(1), 107–115. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2648.2007.04569.x PMID:18352969

Fàbregues, S., Molina-Azorin, J. F., & Fetters, M. D. (2021). Virtual special issue on “quality in mixed 
methods research”. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 15(2), 146–151. doi:10.1177/15586898211001974

Feilzer, M. Y. (2010). Doing mixed methods research pragmatically: Implications for the redis-
covery of pragmatism as a research paradigm. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 4(1), 6–16. 
doi:10.1177/1558689809349691

Ferreras-Fernández, T., García-Peñalvo, F., Merlo-Vega, J. A., & Martín-Rodero, H. (2016). Providing 
open access to PhD theses: Visibility and citation benefits. Program, 50(4), 399–416. doi:10.1108/
PROG-04-2016-0039

Fiala, D. (2013). Suborganizations of institutions in library and information science journals. Informa-
tion (Basel), 4(4), 351–366. doi:10.3390/info4040351

Fidel, R. (2008). Are we there yet?: Mixed methods research in library and information science. Library 
& Information Science Research, 30(4), 265–272. doi:10.1016/j.lisr.2008.04.001

Figueredo, E. (2006). The numerical equivalence between the impact factor of journals and the quality 
of the articles: Letter to the Editor. Journal of the American Society for Information Science and Tech-
nology, 57(11), 1561–1561. doi:10.1002/asi.20418

Flick, U. (2017). Mantras and myths: The disenchantment of mixed-methods research and revisiting 
triangulation as a perspective. Qualitative Inquiry, 23(1), 46–57. doi:10.1177/1077800416655827

Foroudi, P., Palazzo, M., & Stone, M. (2021). Mixed-methods research: Why and how to use it. In The 
Routledge Companion to Marketing Research (pp. 73–106). Routledge. doi:10.4324/9781315544892-7

Fry, G., Chantavanich, S., & Chantavanich, A. (1981). Merging quantitative and qualitative research 
techniques: Toward a new research paradigm. Anthropology & Education Quarterly, 12(2), 145–158. 
doi:10.1525/aeq.1981.12.2.05x1889q



166

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Garfield, E. (2002). Highly cited authors [Commentary]. Scientist (Philadelphia, Pa.), 16(7), 10–11.

Ge, X. (2010). Information-seeking behavior in the digital age: A multidisciplinary study of academic 
researchers. College & Research Libraries, 71(5), 435–455. doi:10.5860/crl-34r2

Granikov, V., Hong, Q. N., Crist, E., & Pluye, P. (2020). Mixed methods research in library and infor-
mation science: A methodological review. Library & Information Science Research, 42(1), 101003. 
doi:10.1016/j.lisr.2020.101003

Greenberg, J. (2007). A plea for methodological diversity. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 28(8), 
929–931. doi:10.1002/job.500

Greene, J. C. (2008). Is mixed methods social inquiry a distinctive methodology? Journal of Mixed 
Methods Research, 2(1), 7–22. doi:10.1177/1558689807309969

Guest, G. (2013). Describing mixed methods research: An alternative to typologies. Journal of Mixed 
Methods Research, 7(2), 141–151. doi:10.1177/1558689812461179

Halcomb, E. J., & Hickman, L. (2015). Mixed methods research. Faculty of Science, Medicine and 
Health - Papers: Part A, 2656. https://ro.uow.edu.au/smhpapers/2656

Harnad, S. (2009). Open access scientometrics and the UK research assessment exercise. Scientometrics, 
79(1), 147–156. doi:10.100711192-009-0409-z

Harrits, G. S. (2011). More than method?: A discussion of paradigm differences within mixed methods 
research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 5(2), 150–166. doi:10.1177/1558689811402506

Harwood, T. G., & Garry, T. (2003). An overview of content analysis. The Marketing Review, 3(4), 
479–498. doi:10.1362/146934703771910080

Hashemi, M. R., & Babaii, E. (2013). Mixed methods research: Toward new research designs in applied 
linguistics. Modern Language Journal, 97(4), 828–852. doi:10.1111/j.1540-4781.2013.12049.x

Hesse-Biber, S. (2010). Qualitative approaches to mixed methods practice. Qualitative Inquiry, 16(6), 
455–468. doi:10.1177/1077800410364611

Hesse-Biber, S. (2015). Mixed methods research: The “thing-ness” problem. Qualitative Health Research, 
25(6), 775–788. doi:10.1177/1049732315580558 PMID:25888694

Heydari, A., & Yazdimoghaddam, H. (2015). Thematic Analysis of Nursing MSc Theses: A Necessity 
to Improve the Quality of Nursing Postgraduate Courses. Indian Journal of Medical Education, 14(12), 
1029–1036.

Hunter, A., & Brewer, J. (2003). Multimethod research in sociology. In A. Tashakkori & C. Teddlie 
(Eds.), Handbook of mixed methods in social and behavioral research (pp. 577–594). Sage.

Ikehi, M. E., Onu, F. M., Ifeanyieze, F. O., Paradang, P. S., Nwakpadolu, M. G., Ekenta, L. U., & 
Nwankwo, C. U. (2019). Survey on Sample Sizes of Postgraduate Theses in Agricultural Education and 
Extension in Universities of Nigeria. Journal of Extension Education, 31(1), 6200–6208. doi:10.26725/
JEE.2019.1.31.6200-6208

https://ro.uow.edu.au/smhpapers/2656


167

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Ivankova, N. V. (2014). Mixed methods applications in action research. Sage (Atlanta, Ga.).

Johnson, R. B. (2006). New directions in mixed methods research. Research in the Schools, 13(1).

Johnson, R. B., & Christensen, L. (2019). Educational research: Quantitative, qualitative, and mixed 
approaches. Sage Publications.

Johnson, R. B., Meeker, K. M., Loomis, E. J., & Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (2004, April). Development of the 
philosophical and methodological beliefs inventory. In Annual meeting of the American Educational 
Research Association, San Diego, CA.

Johnson, R. B., & Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (2004). Mixed methods research: A research paradigm whose 
time has come. Educational Researcher, 33(7), 14–26. doi:10.3102/0013189X033007014

Johnson, R. B., Onwuegbuzie, A. J., & Turner, L. A. (2007). Toward a definition of mixed methods 
research. Journal of Mixed Methods Research, 1(2), 112–133. doi:10.1177/1558689806298224

Kipchirchir, R. H. (2014). The influence of postgraduate students’ personal characteristics on their re-
search output in public universities in Kenya. Journal of Education and Practice, 5(21), 1–11.

Kipchirchir, R. H. (2015). The Institutional Determinants of Postgraduate Research Output among 
Students in Moi University School of Education, Kenya. African Journal of Education, Science and 
Technology, 2(4), 247–266.

Klassen, A. C., Creswell, J., Clark, V. L. P., Smith, K. C., & Meissner, H. I. (2012). Best practices in 
mixed methods for quality of life research. Quality of Life Research: An International Journal of Quality 
of Life Aspects of Treatment, Care and Rehabilitation, 21(3), 377–380. doi:10.100711136-012-0122-x 
PMID:22311251

Kroll, T., & Neri, M. (2009). Designs for mixed methods research. Mixed Methods Research for Nursing 
and the Health Sciences, 31, 31–49.

Kwanya, T. (2020). Publishing and perishing? Publishing patterns of information science academics in 
Kenya. Information Development, 36(1), 5–15. doi:10.1177/0266666918804586

Kwanya, T., Stilwell, C., & Underwood, P. (2014). Mainstreaming grey literature in research library 
collections in Kenya. Libri, 64(2), 134–143. doi:10.1515/libri-2014-0011

Kyaligonza, R., Kimoga, J., & Nabayego, C. (2015). Funding of academic staff’s research in public 
universities in Uganda: Challenges and opportunities. Makerere Journal of Higher Education, 7(2), 
147–162. doi:10.4314/majohe.v7i2.10

Lavelle, E., Vuk, J., & Barber, C. (2013). Twelve tips for getting started using mixed methods in 
medical education research. Medical Teacher, 35(4), 272–276. doi:10.3109/0142159X.2013.759645 
PMID:23383755

Le Play, F. (1855). Les ouvriers européens [European workers]. Alfred Mame.

Leimu, R., & Koricheva, J. (2005). What determines the citation frequency of ecological papers? Trends 
in Ecology & Evolution, 20(1), 28–32. doi:10.1016/j.tree.2004.10.010 PMID:16701337



168

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Lemieux, V. L. (2016). Provenance: Past, present and future in interdisciplinary and multidisciplinary 
perspective. In Building trust in information (pp. 3-45). Springer.

Lovitts, B. E. (2005). Being a good course-taker is not enough, a theoretical perspective on the transition 
to independent research. Studies in Higher Education, 30(2), 137–154. doi:10.1080/03075070500043093

Mabila, T. E. (2017). Postgraduate students’ understanding of mixed methods research design at the 
proposal stage. South African Journal of Higher Education, 31(5), 136–153. doi:10.20853/31-5-1498

Mackinnon, J. (2014). Academic supervision, seeking metaphors and models for quality. Journal of 
Further and Higher Education, 28(4), 395–405. doi:10.1080/0309877042000298876

Maxwell, J. A. (2016). Expanding the history and range of mixed methods research. Journal of Mixed 
Methods Research, 10(1), 12–27. doi:10.1177/1558689815571132

Maxwell, J. A., Chmiel, M., & Rogers, S. E. (2015). Designing integration in multimethod and mixed 
methods research. In S. Nagy, S. Hesse-Biber, & R. B. Johnson (Eds.), The Oxford handbook of multi-
method and mixed methods research inquiry (pp. 688–706). Oxford University Press.

McAlpine, L., & Norton, J. (2006). Reframing our approach to doctoral programs, an interac-
tive framework for action and research. Higher Education Research & Development, 25(1), 3–17. 
doi:10.1080/07294360500453012

McKim, C. A. (2017). The value of mixed methods research: A mixed methods study. Journal of Mixed 
Methods Research, 11(2), 202–222. doi:10.1177/1558689815607096

Mertens, D. M. (2003). Mixed methods and the politics of human research: The transformative-eman-
cipatory perspective. Handbook of mixed methods in social and behavioral research, 135-164.

Mertens, D. M. (2017). Mixed methods design in evaluation (Vol. 1). SAGE Publications.

Migiro, S. O., & Magangi, B. A. (2011). Mixed methods: A review of literature and the future of the 
new research paradigm. African Journal of Business Management, 5(10), 3757–3764.

Milojević, S., Sugimoto, C. R., Yan, E., & Ding, Y. (2011). The cognitive structure of library and infor-
mation science: Analysis of article title words. Journal of the American Society for Information Science 
and Technology, 62(10), 1933–1953. doi:10.1002/asi.21602

Mok, K. H., & Neubauer, D. (2016). Higher education governance in crisis: A critical reflection on the 
massification of higher education, graduate employment and social mobility. Journal of Education and 
Work, 29(1), 1–12. doi:10.1080/13639080.2015.1049023

Molina-Azorín, J. F., & Font, X. (2016). Mixed methods in sustainable tourism research: An analysis 
of prevalence, designs and application in JOST (2005–2014). Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 24(4), 
549–573. doi:10.1080/09669582.2015.1073739

Molina‐Azorín, J. F., & López‐Gamero, M. D. (2016). Mixed methods studies in environmental man-
agement research: Prevalence, purposes and designs. Business Strategy and the Environment, 25(2), 
134–148. doi:10.1002/bse.1862



169

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Morse, J. M. (1991). Approaches to qualitative-quantitative methodological triangulation. Nursing Re-
search, 40(2), 120–123. doi:10.1097/00006199-199103000-00014 PMID:2003072

Morse, J. M. (2003). Principles of mixed methods and multimethod research design. In Handbook of 
mixed methods in social and behavioral research. Sage.

Mukhwana, E., Oure, S., Too, J., & Some, D. K. (2016). State of postgraduate research training in Kenya. 
Commission for University Education. Discussion Paper 2.

Mukhwana, E. J., & Too, J. K. (2017, March). Chapter Six Invited Address Policies to Support Quality 
University Postgraduate Research Training in Kenya. In Science Research and Education in Africa: 
Proceedings of a Conference on Science Advancement (p. 39). Cambridge Scholars Publishing.

Neuendorf, K. A., & Kumar, A. (2015). Content analysis. The international encyclopedia of political 
communication, 1-10.

Newman, I., Ridenour, C. S., Newman, C., & DeMarco, G. M. (2003). A typology of research purposes 
and its relationship to mixed methods. In A. Tashakkori & C. Teddlie (Eds.), Handbook of mixed methods 
in social and behavioral research (pp. 189–208). Sage Publications.

Ngulube, P. (2010). Mapping mixed methods research in library and information science journals in 
Sub-Saharan Africa 2004–2008. The International Information & Library Review, 42(4), 252–261. do
i:10.1080/10572317.2010.10762870

Ngulube, P. (2013). Blending qualitative and quantitative research methods in library and information 
science in sub-Saharan Africa. ESARBICA Journal, 32, 10–23.

Ngulube, P. (2020). The movement of mixed methods research and the role of information science pro-
fessionals. In Handbook of research on connecting research methods for information science research 
(pp. 425–455). IGI Global. doi:10.4018/978-1-7998-1471-9.ch022

Ngulube, P., Mokwatlo, K., & Ndwandwe, S. (2009). Utilisation and prevalence of mixed methods re-
search in library and information research in South Africa 2002-2008. South African Journal of Library 
and Information Science, 75(2), 105–116. doi:10.7553/75-2-91

Ngulube, P., & Ngulube, B. (2015). Mixed methods research in the South African Journal of Economic 
and Management Sciences: An investigation of trends in the literature. Suid-Afrikaanse Tydskrif vir 
Ekonomiese en Bestuurswetenskappe, 18(1), 1–13. doi:10.17159/2222-3436/2015/v18n1a1

Nnadozie, C. O., & Okechukwu, A. O. (2017). Provision and utilization of core cited journals in library 
and information science theses by postgraduate researchers in Nigeria. Information Impact: Journal of 
Information and Knowledge Management, 8(2), 1–18. doi:10.4314/iijikm.v8i2.1

Norton, T. C., Rodriguez, D. C., Howell, C., Reynolds, C., & Willems, S. (2021). ‘Maybe we can turn 
the tide’: An explanatory mixed-methods study to understand how knowledge brokers mobilise health 
evidence in low-and middle-income countries. Evidence & Policy: A Journal of Research, Debate and 
Practice, 17(1), 9–28. doi:10.1332/174426419X15679622689515

Omillo-Okumu, F. (2020). Use and abuse of reliability in research: An analysis of postgraduate theses 
at Catholic University of Eastern Africa, Kenya. ILIRIA International Review, 10(1), 341–359.



170

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Onguka, S., & Wechuli, G. M. (2019). Postgraduate research methods instruction in Africa: a microre-
search approach to the postgraduate thesis. Journal of Graduate Medical Education, 11(4s), 197-199.

Onwuegbuzie, A. J., & Johnson, R. B. (2006). The validity issue in mixed research. Research in the 
Schools, 13(1), 48–63.

Padgett, D. K. (2011). Qualitative and mixed methods in public health. Sage Publications.

Pluzhenskaia, M. (2007). Research collaboration of library and information science (LIS) schools’ faculty 
members with LIS and non-LIS advanced degrees: multidisciplinary and interdisciplinary trends. In La 
interdisciplinariedad y la transdisciplinariedad en la organización del conocimiento científico: actas del 
VIII Congreso ISKO-España. León, 18, 19 y 20 de abril de 2007 (pp. 321-330). Sociedad Internacional 
para la Organización del Conocimiento (ISKO)-Capítulo Ibérico.

Polit, D. F., & Beck, C. T. (2010). Generalization in quantitative and qualitative research: Myths and strat-
egies. International Journal of Nursing Studies, 47(11), 1451–1458. doi:10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2010.06.004 
PMID:20598692

Potokri, O. C. (2016). Mixed method research approach in research curriculum: Acumens for Nigerian 
higher education and Africanisation. Africanising the curriculum: Indigenous perspectives and theories, 
157.

Pridmore, P. (2019). Using a mixed methods research design to increase access to schooling in high HIV 
prevalence areas of Malawi. Sage Publications. doi:10.4135/9781526488138

Rieh, S. Y., & Danielson, D. R. (2007). Credibility: A multidisciplinary framework. Annual Review of 
Information Science & Technology, 41(1), 307–364. doi:10.1002/aris.2007.1440410114

Roberts, L. D., & Allen, P. J. (2019). A call for the inclusion of mixed methods research in the under-
graduate psychology curriculum. Frontiers in Psychology, 9, 2709. doi:10.3389/fpsyg.2018.02709 
PMID:30671011

Rosenkranz, S. K., Wang, S., & Hu, W. (2015). Motivating medical students to do research: A mixed 
methods study using Self-Determination Theory. BMC Medical Education, 15(1), 1–13. doi:10.118612909-
015-0379-1 PMID:26032008

Ross, A., & Onwuegbuzie, A. J. (2012). Prevalence of mixed methods research in mathematics educa-
tion. The Mathematics Educator, 22(1), 84–113.

Sahin, G., Buldak, C. I., Kaya, V., Guvenc, G., & Iyigun, E. (2020). Investigation of postgraduate the-
ses conducted using model in nursing in Turkey: A systematic review [Turkiye’de Hemsirelikte Model 
Kullanilarak Yapilan Lisansustu Tezlerin Incelenmesi: Sistematik Derleme]. Journal of Education and 
Research in Nursing, 17(2), 170–180.

Sandelowski, M. (2003). Tables or tableaux? The challenges of writing and reading mixed methods 
studies. In Handbook of mixed methods in social and behavioral research. Sage Publications.

Sandelowski, M. (2014). Unmixing mixed‐methods research. Research in Nursing & Health, 1(37), 3–8. 
doi:10.1002/nur.21570 PMID:24307343



171

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Schumacher, K. L., Plano Clark, V. L., Eilers, J., Kigondu, N., Geary, C., Kupzyk, K., Lydiatt, W. M., 
Lackner, R. P., & Ly, Q. (2021). Methodological considerations for the design and implementation of a 
fully longitudinal mixed methods study. Research in Nursing & Health, 44(3), 571–580. doi:10.1002/
nur.22133 PMID:33821492

Shahsavar, Z., & Kourepaz, H. (2020). Postgraduate students’ difficulties in writing their theses literature 
review. Cogent Education, 7(1), 1784620. doi:10.1080/2331186X.2020.1784620

Small, M. L. (2011). How to conduct a mixed methods study: Recent trends in a rapidly growing litera-
ture. Annual Review of Sociology, 37(1), 57–86. doi:10.1146/annurev.soc.012809.102657

Smith, M. L. (2006). Multiple methodology in education research. Handbook of complementary methods 
in education research, 457-475.

Ssenyonga, J., & Nakiganda, P. B. (2020). Postgraduate student research realities in Uganda. In Post-
graduate Research Engagement in Low Resource Settings (pp. 150–172). IGI Global. doi:10.4018/978-
1-7998-0264-8.ch009

Stockman, C. (2015). Achieving a doctorate through mixed methods research. Electronic Journal of 
Business Research Methods, 13(2), 74–84.

Symonds, J. E., & Gorard, S. (2010). Death of mixed methods? Or the rebirth of research as a craft. 
Evaluation and Research in Education, 23(2), 121–136. doi:10.1080/09500790.2010.483514

Talib, Z., Narayan, L., & Harrod, T. (2019). Postgraduate medical education in sub-Saharan Africa: A 
scoping review spanning 26 years and lessons learned. Journal of Graduate Medical Education, 11(4s), 
34–46. doi:10.4300/JGME-D-19-00170 PMID:31428258

Taş, İ. D., & Duman, S. N. (2021). A Systematic Review of Postgraduate Theses on Curriculum Evalu-
ation. Uluslararası Eğitim Programları ve Öğretim Çalışmaları Dergisi, 11(1), 43–64. doi:10.31704/
ijocis.2021.003

Tashakkori, A., & Creswell, J. W. (2007). The new era of mixed methods. Journal of Mixed Methods 
Research, 1(1), 3–7. doi:10.1177/2345678906293042

Thomas, R. M. (2003). Blending qualitative and quantitative research methods in theses and disserta-
tions. Corwin Press. doi:10.4135/9781412983525

Timans, R., Wouters, P., & Heilbron, J. (2019). Mixed methods research: What it is and what it could 
be. Theory and Society, 48(2), 193–216. doi:10.100711186-019-09345-5

Truscott, D. M., Swars, S., Smith, S., Thornton‐Reid, F., Zhao, Y., Dooley, C., Williams, B., Hart, L., 
& Matthews, M. (2010). A cross‐disciplinary examination of the prevalence of mixed methods in edu-
cational research: 1995–2005. International Journal of Social Research Methodology, 13(4), 317–328. 
doi:10.1080/13645570903097950

Ukwuoma, U. (2015). Mixed Research: Exploring postgraduate students’ perspectives. International 
Journal of Novel Research in Education and Learning, 2(4), 134–141.



172

Mixed Methods and Quality of Postgraduate Research
﻿

Venkatesh, V., Brown, S. A., & Bala, H. (2013). Bridging the qualitative-quantitative divide: Guide-
lines for conducting mixed methods research in information systems. Management Information Systems 
Quarterly, 37(1), 21–54. doi:10.25300/MISQ/2013/37.1.02

Wambugu, L., & Njoroge, N. (2021). The search for understanding of mixed method research among 
graduate students: A case of learners in the school of continuing and distance education, university of 
Nairobi, Kenya. Quality & Quantity, 1–13.

Wangenge-Ouma, G., Lutomiah, A., & Langa, P. (2015). Academic incentives for knowledge produc-
tion in Africa. In N. Cloete, P. Maassen, & T. Bailey (Eds.), Knowledge production and contradictory 
functions in African higher education (pp. 128–147). African Minds.

Warfa, A. R. M. (2016). Mixed-methods design in biology education research: Approach and uses. CBE 
Life Sciences Education, 15(4), 1–11. doi:10.1187/cbe.16-01-0022 PMID:27856556

Webber, M., Lynch, S., & Oluku, J. (2013). Enhancing student engagement in student experience sur-
veys: A mixed methods study. Educational Research, 55(1), 71–86. doi:10.1080/00131881.2013.767026

Weis, L., Eisenhart, M., Duncan, G., Albro, E., Conklin Bueschel, A., Eccles, J., ... Cobb, P. (2019). 
Mixed methods for studies that address broad and enduring issues in education research. Teachers Col-
lege Record, 121(10), 1–16.

Wisdom, J. P., Cavaleri, M. A., Onwuegbuzie, A. J., & Green, C. A. (2012). Methodological reporting in 
qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods health services research articles. Health Services Research, 
47(2), 721–745. doi:10.1111/j.1475-6773.2011.01344.x PMID:22092040

Woodcock, T., Liberati, E. G., & Dixon-Woods, M. (2021). A mixed-methods study of challenges experi-
enced by clinical teams in measuring improvement. BMJ Quality & Safety, 30(2), 106–115. doi:10.1136/
bmjqs-2018-009048 PMID:31446424

Zoabi, T., & Kan’an, A. (2018). Difficulties facing Jordanian University postgraduate students in writing 
theses and dissertations from the viewpoint of supervisors and committee members. An-Najah University 
Journal for Research-B (Humanities), 32(9), 1–26.


