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Abstract: The nature of qualitative research practices is multiparadigmaticity which creates coexistence 
of different research and analytical approaches to the study of human experience in the living world. 
This diversity is particularly observed in the contemporary field of narrative research and data analysis. 
The purpose of this article is a methodological reflection on the process of developing typology and 
a proposition of new data-driven and practice-based typology of narrative analyses used by qualitative 
researchers in the lived experience research. I merge the CAQDAS, Corpus Linguistics, and Text Mining 
procedures to examine the analytical strategies inherited in a vivid language of English-language re-
search articles, published in five influential qualitative methodological journals between 2002-2016. Using 
the dictionary-based content analysis in the coding process, hierarchical clustering, and topic modeling 
– a text-mining tool for discovering hidden semantic structures in a textual body – I confront Catherine 
Kohler Riessman’s heuristic typology with the data-driven approach in order to contribute the more co-
herent image of narrative analysis in the contemporary field of qualitative research. Finally, I propose 
a new model of thinking about the typology of narrative analyses based upon research practices.
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Narrative as a mode of knowing 

A narrative is a pervasive form of communication in 
the social world. In sociology, the word ‘narrative’ is 
used to provide an accessible way to understand the 
lived experience, events, and processes that schol-
ars witness every day. ‘Narrative’ means telling 
a story, describing a series of events, and explain-
ing something according to a particular way of un-
derstanding events. In social sciences, a narrative is 
connected with notions such as life, auto/biography, 
hi/story, identity, storytelling, experience, interview, 
analysis, inquiry, or research. Narrative research or 
inquiry is a flexible and accessible approach in the 
exploration of lived experience and the process of 
identity re/construction. Lived experience, narrative 
approach, and meaning analysis a real crucial concepts 
for reaching a deeper understanding of a partici-
pant’s perspective, thus improving the qualitative 
comprehension in the study of social and psycho-
logical phenomena. ‘Narrative research,’ in turn, is 
a broad term for a group of approaches that focus on 
the written, spoken, or visual representation of life 
stories of individuals. In qualitative research prac-
tices, lived experience is explored and understood 
in various ways (Elliott 2009). Researchers in social 
sciences and in humanistic disciplines collect and 
study people’s narratives that exist as oral hi/stories, 
auto/ethnographical or auto/biographical writings 
(diaries, letters, books), spoken or written personal 
testimonies, photographs, audio recordings, movies, 
and in other narrative data forms. Social research 
has a long tradition in using qualitative methods to 
gain an insight into people’s lives and to understand 
the meaning that people attach to their personal ex-
perience. When using a narrative approach, a social 
researcher tries to recognize how people “story the 
world” in order to contribute an understanding of 
how they create meaning and what those stories 

convey, and how (Mishler 1995:117). The narrative 
has become a buzzword among social scientists in 
recent years, and storytelling is a common tech-
nique of gathering information about people’s lived 
experience. Everything that surrounds human be-
ings socially, environmentally, or physically (nature, 
everyday conversations, the Internet and new tech-
nologies, music, photographs, or movies); every-
thing one reads, hears, or sees – all this comprises 
stories. This is what many social scientists refer to 
as the ‘narrative turn’ (Polkinghorne 1988; Czarni-
awska-Joerges 2004; Kreiswirth 2005). Some authors 
claim that narratives have their origins in narratol-
ogy, hermeneutics, structuralism, and literary tradi-
tion, including content and discourse analysis. On 
the other hand, the narrative turn is perceived as 
an effect of emergent postmodern discussions on 
the relationships between self, the other, commu-
nity, personal identity, social, as well as cultural, 
political, and historical dynamics. It also includes 
questioning the positivist approach in examining 
the social world and understanding human experi-
ence and activity. For many qualitative researchers, 
the narrative research approach is a natural way of 
speaking about human social life.

This paper is not only a methodological reflection 
on the contemporary analytical approaches used 
in narrative research of lived experience; it is also 
a proposition of practice-based typology of those 
approaches. I am looking for an answer to the ques-
tion about how qualitative researchers analyze nar-
rative data. What kind of approaches do they adopt 
in exploring and discovering the meaning of lived 
experience? How do they think about narrative 
analysis? Do they use the contextual (paradigmatic, 
thematic) or the structural (syntagmatic, linguistic) 
approach in narrative analysis? My considerations 
are based on the bottom-up, data-based approach, 
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which is a combination of CAQDAS, Content Anal-
ysis, and Text Mining procedures. I use the Natural 
Language Processing algorithms in key narrative 
analysis phrase extraction, the CAQDAS and Con-
tent Analysis dictionary-based coding (Bryda 2014a; 
Bryda and Tomanek 2014),and a hierarchical cluster-
ing and topic modeling, which are text-mining tools 
for discovering hidden semantic structures in a tex-
tual corpus (Cheng 2012). This new approach to the 
typology of narrative analysis is a part of the bigger 
research project on domain ontology as knowledge 
representation about qualitative research practices 
(Bryda and Martini 2016; Bryda 2020).1

What is Narrative Analysis?

The concept of narrative analysis, inspired by so-
cial constructionism, is currently one of the most 
popular and widely used terms in the social and 
human sciences. In social sciences, the concept of 
narrative research and analysis is connected with 
the development of subjectivity and individual or 
collective identity. It also examines superstitions, 
stereotypes or prejudices: ethnic, cultural or gen-
der-related. Narratives as a way of constructing 
identity are studied in the context of social inter-
actions and analyzed using methods from the in-
tersection of sociology, psychology, and applied 
linguistics (Mehdi 2016). In sociological and socio-
linguistic traditions, narrative research and analy-

1 The aim of this project is to articulate these practices in 
a legible system of knowledge representation while employ-
ing the information concept of domain ontology. In the pro-
cess of building the ontology of the contemporary field of 
qualitative research practices, I link know-how drawn from 
the sociology, social science computing, NLP, and text min-
ing, as well as digital humanities and corpus linguistics. The 
ways that the qualitative research practices discover are con-
ceptualized and represented in the vivid language of schol-
arly articles, all this when taking into account the problem of 
a “curse of abundance” in the present-day field of qualitative 
research.

sis is represented by four modes of thinking which 
have been developing since 1960 (Cortazzi 1993). 
Two of them are strictly embedded in ethnometh-
odology. When narratives occur in natural oral set-
tings, they can be examined from the perspective 
of Conversational Analysis. Researchers who use 
this approach try to discover interactional patterns 
in the conversational context of narratives. They 
analyze a given talk in order to understand how 
participants view their lifeworld, how casual, daily 
conversations are structured, how this orderliness 
comes about and what kind of social knowledge 
people need to tell a story in the course of a conver-
sation. The second model of narrative analysis is 
based on Erving Goffman’s idea of Frame Analysis. 
Goffman (1975) used a dramaturgical metaphor to 
draw parallels between the stage and conversation 
in order to show how people organize face-to-face 
interactions. Making sense of any social situations 
is being done by constructing meaning through 
frames of understanding. Frame analysis is under-
pinned by the idea that people have to classify their 
experience if they are to grasp its significance and 
communicate it to fellow human beings. In frame 
narrative analysis, one is looking for any narrative 
comments in the context of dramaturgical model 
of face-to-face interactions. The third evaluation 
model of narrative analysis comes from William 
Labov and focuses on the internal, formal structure 
of narratives in relation to their social functions 
(in a sociolinguistic context). Labov and his col-
leagues developed particular interview questions 
in their sociolinguistic research in order to over-
come the formal constraints of face-to-face inter-
views (Labov and Waletzky 1967). More casual and 
natural speech was obtained where speakers were 
personally involved in what they were saying. In 
the beginning, in Labov’s model of narrative anal-
ysis, the informal speech styles of narrative have 
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been correlated with different social variables. 
Later, narratives were analyzed in their own right 
in terms of their structure and social function, 
which were correlated with the age, social class, 
and ethnicity of the respondents (Labov 1972). The 
emphasis on the social context of the narratives is 
also developed in the model of narrative analysis 
in the work of Nessa Wolfson (1976) and Livia Po-
lanyi (1985). They link narratives with culture and 
performativity, especially with the context of inter-
view as a way for eliciting narratives.

Riessman’s typology of narrative analysis

In literature, there are a lot of various typologies 
of narrative analysis (Mishler 1995; Cortazzi 2001; 
Elliot 2009; Clandinin and Rosiek 2007; Kohler 
Riessman 2008; Phoenix, Smith, and Sparkes 2010) 
as well as its applications (Kohler Riessman 1993; 
2008; Andrews et al. 2004; Herman and Vervae-
ck 2005; Holstein and Gubrium 2012; De Fina and 
Georgakopoulou 2015 ). Moreover, the methodolog-
ical research design suggests different methods of 
carrying out narrative analysis (Czarniawska-Jo-
erges 2004; Coulter and Smith 2009). The most pop-
ular and pragmatic typology of narrative analysis 
in social sciences –one that is especially useful for 
analyzing oral stories of personal experiences –
has been proposed by Katherine Kohler Riessman 
(2008). This typology is based on the heuristic dis-
tinction between four ways of handling and ana-
lyzing narratives: thematic, structural, dialogic/
performative, and visual.

In thematic analysis, the emphasis is on the content 
of oral and written narrative data, the meaning, and 
the interpretation of what is being said. The focus 
is on what is said more than on how it is said. Lan-
guage is an unequivocal and direct way to discover 

the meaning of what has been said. It is a resource, 
not an object of study; a way of representing the 
world that is the subject of the story. The context of 
what is being said is not usually the central point 
of narrative analysis. The thematic approach is use-
ful for theorizing with regard to many cases. One 
pays attention to discovering themes and similari-
ties (what is common) between analytical cases: the 
respondents and their experiences or events. One 
wants to combine many narratives into similar cat-
egories (codes, concepts, themes) as well as create 
typologies concerning the inductively developing 
theory. However, typologies can be ways of rep-
resenting knowledge about the living world. The 
thematic narrative analysis is partly similar to the 
Grounded Theory approach, but Riessman points 
out that while both the narrative and the grounded 
theory come up with themes, they differ from each 
other. Narrative analysis is case-centered more than 
focused on theorizing across cases. 

In structural analysis, the focus shifts to the way 
in which stories are told. The focus is on the form, 
i.e. on how one speaks and how language is used 
in the narrative. The way the narrator chooses the 
individual “narrative devices” (linguistic means) is 
what tells the story. Contrary to how it is with the 
thematic approach, the narrative language is the 
actual subject of the analysis – the object of study – 
apart from having a referential function.2 Structur-

2 One of the first narrative-analysis methods was developed 
by William Labov and his colleagues. They analyzes the 
structural function of the clause in the whole narrative, and 
how the communication that it performs works. Labov mod-
ified this approach to the study of first-person relationships 
about violence – short, thematically focused and time-or-
dered stories – but retained the basic elements of the narra-
tive structure: an abstract (summary and/or point of history); 
orientation (to time, place, form, and situation); complicating 
the action (sequence of events or plot, turning points); eval-
uation (the comments on the meaning and conveying emo-
tions); resolution (plot result); and Koda (ending the story and 
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al analysis requires the study of syntactic and pro-
sodic features of the language. Riessman believes 
that this approach is rather useful for detailed mi-
croanalysis of small number of cases or for compar-
ing several narratives, such as in Labov’s and James 
Paul Gee’s studies (Labov 1972; Gee 1991).3 Micro-
analysis allows for developing theories that relate to 
language and meaning. In the process of preparing 
data for analysis, depending on the purpose of the 
project, the researcher must specify a transcription 
accuracy of the interview. However, some excerpts 
from the interview can become illegible to people 
who are unfamiliar with sociolinguistics. As with 
the thematic approach, strict adherence to structur-
al analysis procedures can lead to the decontextu-
alization of the narrative, thus ignoring historical, 
interactive, and institutional factors. At the same 
time, methodological assumptions and research 
procedures limit what can be told and shape the 
way in which a given narrative or story develops. 
This approach to narrative analysis requires a care-
ful study of the narrative structure itself, which on 
the one hand can generate a new perspective on the 
narrative construction process, but, on the other, is 
a complicated procedure of analysis which requires 
some linguistic knowledge.

In dialogic/performance analysis, one focuses on 
the context and views narratives as a multi-voiced 

transferring the action to the present) (Labov 1991). Of course, 
not all stories contain all elements and the might occur in dif-
ferent sequences. Labov’s microanalysis convincingly shows 
how violent actions (in bars, on the street, etc.) are the result 
of unsuccessful speech acts. Based on a small set of narratives 
and Erving Goffman’s works, he develops a theory of request 
rules that explains the violent outbursts in various circum-
stances, experienced by a diverse group of narrators.
3 Gee’s method of narrative data organization would be best 
for exploring the role that language plays in narrative con-
struction, whereas Labov’s method would be more ideal for 
examining a certain event and its effect on an individual’s 
experiences.

and co-constructed reality. The emphasis is on di-
alog, i.e. a contextually-embedded interaction be-
tween the narrator (respondent) and the listener 
(moderator). One goes beyond the spoken word. 
Storytelling is seen as a performance –Self and the 
past, Self and the Other – which engages the au-
dience through language, gesture, and meaning. 
The narrative is about ‘doing,’ not only telling one-
self with different performative approaches (psy-
chosocial drama, storytelling, autoethnographic 
writing, etc.) to the narrative as a social practice. 
Analyzed stories of experience usually appear in 
specific situational contexts (work, medical care, 
social assistance, court situations, etc.), but both 
the content and structure of the narrative are im-
portant; the researcher’s interest shifts to the fact of 
telling a story as a process of constructing mean-
ing by the speaker and the listener alike. Stories 
are contained in the structure of questions and 
answers, and organized around daily experiences 
and events. Therefore, it is very important to in-
clude factors such as linguistic markers and story 
sequence in the transcript of a given conversation. 
As it is in conversation analysis, a transcript in-
cludes para-lingual and performative interaction 
features. The dialogic/performance narrative anal-
ysis is useful for studying relationships between 
speakers and listeners in different environments: 
courts, schools, classrooms, organizations, psycho-
therapy offices, and the interview itself. It empha-
sizes how different contexts – linguistic, historical, 
and sociocultural – influence the performance of 
narrative and the process of lifeworld construction.

Lastly, in visual narrative analysis approach one at-
tends not only to how and why visual objects(pho-
tographs, collages, paintings, movies, or video di-
aries) are produced, but also to how they are made 
by the participants or in a kind of collaboration. 
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The main point of visual narrative analysis is the 
process of production of images, i.e. visual objects. 
The focus is on the image itself and the different 
ways of making interpretations which are given 
to each image. The key element of this approach 
is the statement that images ‘found’ in fieldwork 
(e.g. photographs, movies, paintings) and ‘made’ 
during the research (e.g. self-portraits, vlogs, vid-
eo diaries) can be a story or tell a story. Therefore, 
images should be treated in the same way as spo-
ken or written narratives. Images do not just ‘speak 
for themselves’; ultimately, in the interpretation 
process, they must be contextually grounded and 
understood. Because of the visuality of images, 
narratives can be interpreted in various ways by 
different people as well as differently constructed 
by both the participant and the researcher. 

In qualitative research practices, these approach-
es are not mutually exclusive, but the value, as 
Riessman notes, is their emergent combinations 
depending on research problems. Those combi-
nations are conducive to the formation of a more 
complete picture of narrative analysis. Taking into 
account the classical heuristic approach, it is really 
problematic to provide a single definition of what 
narrative analysis is. Narrative analysis exists 
more as an umbrella term which covers different 
analytical methods of handling a spoken, written, 
and visual narrative (Kohler Riesmann 1993). De-
spite this plurality of analytical approaches, most 
of narrative researchers share a basic understand-
ings of what narrative analysis is. The examination 
of this plurality helps one better understand what 
narrative analysis is and what the dimensions and 
relationships are among the analytical strategies 
used in different narrative studies. Finally, it pro-
vides a better insight into what kind of narrative 
analysis is done, and how.

Methodology

The examination of narrative data analysis ap-
proaches that I would like to carry out is a part of 
a bigger research project titled ‘From Paradigm to 
the Research Method: The Domain Ontology as 
a Model of Knowledge Representation About the 
Contemporary Field of Qualitative Research’ (Bry-
da and Martini 2016; Bryda 2020).4 The primary 
aim of this study is to create a model representing 
up-to-date knowledge about qualitative research 
and analytical practices, i.e. the activities by which 
qualitative research designs are manifested. This 
model is rendered in the form of a legible scheme of 
ontological, epistemological, and methodological 
classification of ways by which qualitative data is 
collected, analyzed, and interpreted. I am looking 
for connections and relations among paradigms, 
methodological trends, methods, and techniques 
of collecting and analyzing data, which manifest 
in the vivid language of articles from mainstream 
journals. It will encompass a comprehensive cata-
log of up-to-date variations in qualitative research 
practices, their variants, and methodological con-
figurations.5 This model is based upon the con-

4 This project is funded by the Polish National Science Centre 
(Competition: OPUS 12; Panel Description: HS6_13: Theoret-
ical sociology, methodological orientations and variants of 
empirical research). The project duration is 2017-2020.
5 The term ‘ontology’ can refer to different structures of 
knowledge and, hence, certain ontological divisions. The 
most fundamental are the universal (base) ontologies – in-
cluding core concepts of scientific knowledge – versus the 
limited (domain) ontologies, which describe a slice or piece of 
reality within a select range of knowledge. Due to the degree 
of formalization, also distinguished are informal ontologies 
developing on the basis of predefined vocabularies, dictio-
naries, thesauri, and taxonomies versus formal ontologies 
grounded in data structure or logic (Munn and Smith 2008). 
As a means by which the semantic space of knowledge rep-
resentation is represented, domain ontology supports schol-
arly communication between researchers and facilitates the 
formation of a coherent means of expressing its problematics. 
A consequence of the creation of domain ontology is a knowl-
edge-based development that allows for the monitoring of 
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cept of domain ontology, known from the field of 
knowledge engineering. It can be used as a com-
munication platform for the development of meth-
odological knowledge between scholars who uti-
lize different qualitative methods of data collecting 
and analyzing, and can lead to the enhancement of 
transparency of procedure in qualitative research 
and analysis.6

The Domain Ontology project’s methodology – as 
well as the new typology of narrative analysis – is 
the combination of know-how from social scienc-
es, especially CAQDAS (Kelle 1995; Fielding and 
Lee 1998; Lewins and Silver 2007; Bryda 2014b), 
Digital Humanities, Corpus Linguistics (McEnery 
and Hardie 2011; Cheng 2012), Natural Language 
Processing, and Text Mining (Feldman and Sanger 
2007). The process of discovering the typology 
model of narrative analysis is facilitated by mixed 
methodology (Tashakkori and Teddlie 1998; Col-

trends in a given field’s theory and methodology; this, in 
turn, becomes the foundation for knowledge-based qualita-
tive empirical research.
6 The field of contemporary qualitative research and data 
analysis practices is, quite naturally, accompanied by excep-
tional creativity in the data analysis and research method-
ology domain (Creswell 1998; Flick 2014; 2018). This means 
that the drawing-up of a consistent and coherent image of the 
field of qualitative research and analytical practices is a really 
difficult task. Nevertheless, a need for orientation in the field 
of one’s own research practice leads one to undertake an at-
tempt to reduce the complexity. In the project, we do an exam-
ination of numerous individual acts of qualitative research 
practice which help to distinguish some patterns of research 
and analytical behavior. The domain ontology project tackles 
the problem of a “curse of abundance” in the field of contem-
porary qualitative research (Denzin and Lincoln 2011). The 
goal is to systematize the current state of affairs with regard 
to qualitative research practices and rein in the diversity of 
its variations. Alongside this goal is an intention to assem-
ble a comprehensive catalogue of the fundamental building 
blocks and their configurations in qualitative research today. 
Unique testimonies of research experience will be drawn 
together to form a clear, legible whole. This project is a sig-
nificant contribution to the development of methodological 
knowledge in the field of qualitative research as its outcomes 
will be applicable both in practice and teaching.

lins, Onwuegbuzie, and Jiao 2007; Creswell 2015). 
The analytical design is based upon the idea of 
knowledge discovery in textual corpora with data 
extraction procedures used in Natural Language 
Processing and Text Mining (Berry 2004; Leeta-
ru 2012; Ignatow and Michalcea 2016). Moreover, 
I am combining computer-assisted qualitative data 
analysis approach (Dey 1993; Kelle 1995; Bong 2002) 
with the procedures of content analysis and dictio-
nary-based coding (Berelson 1952, Mayring 2000; 
Krippendorf 2004; Bernard and Ryan 2010; Schreier 
2012).

Textual corpus

In order to explore strategies of narrative data anal-
ysis, I decided to examine English-language arti-
cles published between 2002-2016 in five influential 
qualitative methodological journals: The Qualitative 
Report (TQR, est. 1990), Qualitative Inquiry (QI, est. 
1995), Forum: Qualitative Social Research (FQS, est. 
2000), Qualitative Research (QR, est. 2001), and In-
ternational Journal of Qualitative Methods (IJQM, est. 
2002). These periodicals have been selected for the 
textual corpus due to their positioning in the mi-
lieus of qualitative researchers around the world; 
this is evidenced by their high Impact Factor as 
well as their transdisciplinary character. Howev-
er, because of their relatively brief publishing cy-
cle, journals react much faster to changes taking 
place in the field of qualitative research and data 
analysis, and, therefore, they facilitate the distinc-
tion of tendencies as yet unsanctioned by tradition 
and methodological books. These articles convey 
representations of various conceptualizations and 
implementations of different approaches in narra-
tive analysis, including those which – due to their 
novelty or exceptionality – do not (yet) belong to 
the canon of those analyses. 
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The textual corpus analyzed in this paper has been 
separated from a broader corpus7 used in the proj-
ect of domain ontology.8 Reviews, editorial intro-
ductions, sets of abstracts, post-conference notes/
papers, publishing reports, essays, and poems have 
been excluded from the textual corpus, and only 
traditional articles were included. After the selec-
tion, the articles were described by the following 
variables (meta descriptors): article id, author, year 
of publication, source (journal title), type of article, 
the fact of the occurrence of the keywords, the fact 
of abstract occurrence. In next steps, textual corpus 
was analyzed and reduced with the QDAMiner 
and Wordstat software. I started this process from 
the initial review of articles with distance read-
ing and content analysis in order to find some lin-
guistic (grammatical) criteria based on the word/
phrase collocations. I was looking for some selec-
tion criteria relating to narrative analysis and lived 
experience. I used two linguistic techniques: word 
sketch (to find collocations with words as well as 
word combinations) and multiword sketch (to find 
collocations with phrases). The word sketch pro-
cesses the words, collocates, and other words in its 
surroundings. It produces the word’s grammatical 
and collocational summary. The results are orga-
nized into categories, called grammatical relations 
(words that serve as an object of the verb, words 
that serve as a subject of the verb, words that mod-

7 A corpus (plural: corpora) is a collection of analyzed 
texts that we use for language research (and in corpus lin-
guistic analysis). Corpora are used as a basic tool in language, 
literature, and culture research. For linguists, translators, dic-
tionaries, and language textbooks are an indispensable work 
tool. In sociology – especially in qualitative research and data 
analysis – corpora thinking is a rather new approach. In the 
content analysis, the corpus is merely a collection of textual 
data. However, there are a lot of comparisons between a lin-
guistic analysis and a qualitative sociological data analysis, 
which can be effectively used in creating a new way of think-
ing about narrative analysis.
8 The original textual corpus used in the Domain Ontology 
project contains 6500 articles published between 1990-2018.

ify the word, etc.). The words which were included 
in the narrative analysis were defined by rules writ-
ten in the sketch grammar. The multiword sketch 
is an extension of the word sketch. It processes the 
left and right context of a phrase and identifies the 
collocates of each word in the phrase.9 Collocations 
are only extracted from sentences which contain 
the particular collocation. I tested some colloca-
tions in my textual corpus. Finally, I checked col-
locations for words such as: narrative, research, 
analysis, experience. I looked at their combinations 
in the statement or paragraph context. I decided 
to choose articles with phrases such as: narrative 
analysis, narrative research, adjectival and nom-
inal description of lived experience. They were 
used as language indexes (markers) in selecting the 
article about narrative analysis, but the phrase had 
to always be present in the analyzed texts. I gath-
ered 400 articles as the textual corpus, and I started 
next selection step, namely a close reading. After 
all these linguistic data transformations and the 
distance and close reading, my final textual corpus 
contained 350 fully checked articles. Moreover, 
articles were converted into raw text and all edi-
torial references, graphics, footers, and headings 
containing publishing data have been removed. 
This data cleaning and preparation procedure is 
necessary, because the unordered data can cause 
information chaos and hinder the correct applica-
tion of corpus linguistics and text mining analysis 
procedures. A detailed summary of the number of 
articles according to the source and year of publi-
cation is shown in Table 1.

9 I used the Sketch Engine software for the word and phrase 
extraction. This is the ultimate tool to explore how language 
works. Its algorithms help one to analyze authentic textual cor-
pora in order to identify instantly what is typical in language 
and what is rare, unusual or emerging usage. It is also designed for 
text analysis or text-mining applications. The sketch word and sketch 
multiword are both implemented into the Sketch Engine.
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Table 1. Number of articles by source and year of publication 

2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 TOTAL

TQR 1 1 1 2 1 4 3 6 10 8 12 14 10 6 16 95

FQS 3 9 2 2 4 12 11 7 6 7 7 5 12 5 92

QI 3 2 5 5 4 9 7 1 10 7 7 7 2 4 73

QR 2 2 1 2 1 7 8 6 4 3 3 3 5 3 50

IJQM 4 1 3 1 3 2 1 3 5 5 6 3 2 1 40

TOTAL 13 15 7 12 13 11 32 32 27 33 34 37 28 27 29 350

Source: Self elaboration.

CAQDAS and Corpus Linguistics

The next analytical step is the process of phras-
es extraction and coding. I decided to apply an 
analytical framework which combines comput-
er-assisted qualitative data analysis with corpus 
linguistics and text mining methodology. Corpus 
linguistics is as a methodology for “studying lan-
guage use” (McEnery and Wilson 2001; Bowker 
and Pearson 2002; McEnery and Hardie 2011). It 
helps to discover how language is used today and 
how that language is used in different contexts. 
Corpus linguistics emerged in the humanities, 
but it is not a branch of linguistics in the same 
sense as syntax, semantics, sociolinguistics, etc. 
It is a part of the rapidly evolving discipline of 
Digital Humanities (DH), the study of language 
with usage of new technology as it is expressed in 
textual corpora, as evidence of the „real world.”10 

10 As we know from the Analytical Philosophy studies, the-
re is a relationship between language and action as well as 
language and cognition. So, if I assume that language is a re-
presentation of the cognitive structure, I can assume that 
the vivid language of written articles is a representation of 
qualitative research practices and analytical practices. This 

It proposes that reliable language analysis is more 
feasible with corpora collected in the fieldwork in 
its natural context and with minimal experimental 
interference. A corpus-based linguistic approach 
as a part of Corpus Linguistics can be effectively 
developed in the field of qualitative research, es-
pecially in narrative research. This methodology 
is similar to the CAQDAS methodology, partic-
ularly to data-based approach that characterizes 
Grounded Theory. For example, text annotation 
consists of structural markup, part-of-speech tag-
ging, parsing, lemmatizing, disambiguation, and 
numerous other text representations are similar 
to the coding procedures, consisting of close text 
reading, open, focused, and theoretical coding, 
categorization, thematizing, etc. Linguistic ab-
straction consists of the translation (mapping) of 
terms in the scheme into terms in a theoretically 
motivated model or dataset. It includes linguist-di-
rected search but can include e.g. rule-learning 
for parsers. In the CAQDAS analysis, one search-

is a new, interdisciplinary approach which sets out a new 
subfield in the methodology of computer-assisted qualitative 
data analysis.
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es for codes, categories, themes; there is a merge 
of quotations, parts of texts, writing memos; men-
tal, semantic or cognitive mapping is used as well 
as comparison methods are applied to look for 
patterns. The last is the process of data analysis. 
Linguistic analysis consists of statistical probing, 
manipulating, and generalizing from the dataset, 
and might include some statistical evaluations, 
optimization of rule-bases, or knowledge discov-
ery methods. The CAQDAS analysis is based on 
looking for similarity and patterns in data. Dia-
grams, schemes, tables, paths, and networks are 
used to show relations and dependencies in an-
alyzed data (Fielding 2012). Some CAQDAS soft-
ware (i.e. QDAMiner and Wordstat, Rapid Min-
er) use more sophisticated analysis, such as the 
Correspondence Analysis, Sequential Analysis, or 
Factor Textual Analysis. Some traditionally sta-
tistical model of analysis is gradually fixed into 
the CAQDAS software (i.e. NVivo, Maxqda). This 
is because computer-assisted data analysis is em-
bedded in the rapidly developing field of textual 
analysis. A lot of new methodological innovations 
in CAQDAS – such as corpus-based or dictio-
nary-based approach – come from Corpus Lin-
guistics, Content Analysis, and Text Mining. They 
link words’/phrases’ linguistic extraction with 
qualitative coding and searching procedures.

Dictionary-based coding

The use of corpus-based dictionary approach in ex-
amining the strategies of narrative analysis extends 
and enriches a traditional qualitative data analysis. 
Going beyond simple coding and searching proce-
dures used in the CAQDAS and Content Analysis,  
I apply automatic dictionary-based method of textual 
data handling (keyword or key-phrase classification), 
although coded content is verified by the research-

er.11 The use of a dictionary helps to search (and do 
linguistic extraction), code (annotate), and analyze 
different textual passages in a corpus, which would 
be difficult to achieve using the classical CAQDAS or 
content analysis. The linguistic corpus-based coding 
dictionary is a similar tool to the codebook in CAQ-
DAS, or a categorization key in content analysis. Con-
trary to the codebook and the categorization key, the 
coding dictionary is equipped with syntactical and 
grammatical language rules in which the content is 
being searched (Tomanek and Bryda 2014). I started 
the process of building the linguistic coding dictio-
nary by carefully reading and reviewing articles; 
a list of keywords and key-phrases was obtained 
by using the word sketch and multiword sketch 
extraction. I used the Sketch Engine and Wordstat 
software to extract phrases. I assumed that all ex-
tracted phrases or collocations in the corpus had to 
be connected with – or be indicators of – the analyt-
ical strategies used in narrative studies. Moreover, 
they have to be the proper names, or closely related 
to narrative analysis. They were applied to compile 
the linguistic coding dictionary of narrative analysis. 
I used the QDAMiner and Wordstat software in or-
der to create, verify, and test the final version of the 
linguistic dictionary of narrative analysis. Ultimate-
ly, I found twenty-six types of narrative analysis oc-
curring in the textual corpus. For further analysis, 
I created main categories–according to Riesmann’s 
typology – merging those types of narrative analy-
sis with the four types: thematic, structural, dialog-
ic/performance, and visual (see Chart 1). Moreover, 
I decided to add the mixed-methods approach as an 
extra category. 

11 I do not make here a distinction between qualitative and 
quantitative approach to Content Analysis, because normally 
I use them both as my analytical framework. I merge the bot-
tom-up and to top-down analytical approaches, especially in 
extracting, searching, and coding procedures by means of do-
ing semi-automated content analysis (Hopkins and King 2010).
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Chart 1. The Linguistic Coding Dictionary of narrative analysis

Source: Self elaboration.

Finally, I used this dictionary to code the para-
graphs and to check what types of analysis are used 

primarily in narrative research practices described 
in the articles (see Table 2).

Table 2. Riessman’s types of narrative analysis

T Y PE OF ANALYSIS FREQU ENC Y % SHOW N NO. CASES % CASES TF • IDF

Thematic 456 37,81% 141 40,29% 180,1

Structural 429 35,57% 97 27,71% 239,1

Dialogic/performance 205 17,00% 89 25,43% 121,9

Mixed method 83 6,88% 37 10,57% 81

Visual 33 2,74% 14 4,00% 46,1

Qualitative scholars use in their research designs 
mainly two approaches: the thematic and the struc-
tural analysis. It means that they focus in their analy-
sis on discovering the meaning of the story (content) 
and on the way the story is being told (form). From 
the table one can see that narrative analysis is more 
textual than visual. Moreover, it is interesting that the 

mixed-method approach – which was not included in 
Riessman’s typology – is integrated in the articles. 

Results

In corpus linguistic, content and text mining anal-
yses, an important element of results interpretation 

Source: Self elaboration.
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is the TF-IDF measure (term frequency-inverse doc-
ument frequency). The TF-IDF is intended to reflect 
how important a word or a phrase is to a document 
in a corpus. It is often used as a weighting factor in 
information retrieval and text mining. The TF-IDF 
works by increasing proportionally to the number of 
times a word or a phrase appears in a document, but 
is offset by the number of documents that contain the 
word or phrase. When the TF-IDF score (weight) is 
higher, the word/phrase (type of analysis) is rarer, and 

vice versa. The most popular type of narrative anal-
ysis, with the highest TF-IDF, is discourse analysis. 
The next three positions (more than 10% of all cases) 
are occupied by thematic, content, and mixed-meth-
od approach. There are no such types of analysis as 
semiotic, performative, frame, visual, metaphor, or 
vignette (less than 3% of all cases). These analyses 
are rather qualitative, which is why they seem to be 
more time-consuming. A detailed list of all types of 
narrative analysis is shown in Table 3.

Table 3. Extracted types of narrative analysis

T Y PE OF ANALYSIS NO. CODES % CODES NO. CASES % CASES TF • IDF

Discourse 192 15,92% 63 18,00% 143
Thematic 102 8,46% 46 13,14% 89,9
Content 78 6,47% 37 10,57% 76,1
Mixed method 83 6,88% 37 10,57% 81
Phenomenological 52 4,31% 36 10,29% 51,4
Comparative 59 4,89% 27 7,71% 65,6
Case 35 2,90% 24 6,86% 40,7
Conversation 75 6,22% 24 6,86% 87,3
Theoretical 51 4,23% 22 6,29% 61,3
Hermeneutic 56 4,64% 19 5,43% 70,9
Interaction 33 2,74% 15 4,29% 45,1
Secondary 48 3,98% 15 4,29% 65,7
Structural 62 5,14% 15 4,29% 84,8
GTM 24 1,99% 14 4,00% 33,6
Linguistic 22 1,82% 13 3,71% 31,5
Biographical 21 1,74% 11 3,14% 31,6
Collaborative 18 1,49% 11 3,14% 27
Visual 14 1,16% 8 2,29% 23
Semiotic 19 1,58% 7 2,00% 32,3
Sequential 35 2,90% 7 2,00% 59,5
Frame 21 1,74% 5 1,43% 38,7
Metaphor 38 3,15% 5 1,43% 70,1
Performative 24 1,99% 5 1,43% 44,3
Taxonomic 8 0,66% 4 1,14% 15,5
Network 35 2,90% 1 0,29% 89
Vignette 1 0,08% 1 0,29% 2,5
Total 1206 100% 472 135% 56,2

* Dialogic Analysis was included in the coding dictionary, but it does not have any occurrence. Source: Self elaboration.
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The aim of this paper is to provide a new prop-
osition of the typology of narrative analysis 
approaches in the field of contemporary quali-
tative research practices based on data-driven 
approach. I did not want to create any heuristic, 
concept-driven approach that utilizes a more 
practical process (commonly referred as ‘a rule 
of thumb’ or ‘best practice’), which is why I de-
cided to use topic modeling, which is an unsu-
pervised and explorative technique for detecting 
word/phrase patterns and automatically cluster-
ing word/phrase groups and similar expressions 
that best characterize a set of documents (cor-
pus). The WordStat implements two methods of 
topic modeling: NNMF and Factor Analysis. The 
NNMF method uses non-negative matrix factor-
ization to extract topics from a word-x-word cor-

relation matrix computed by the WordStat, while 
Factor Analysis performs a similar extraction 
using a principal component analysis with the 
VARIMAX rotation. The NNMF method is faster 
and can handle larger matrices than factor analy-
sis. It is, however, probabilistic in nature, yielding 
different, yet likely similar, solutions every time 
one runs it, while factor analysis will always pro-
duce the same results. I used the NNFM for the 
extracted twenty-six types of narrative analysis 
approaches. Moreover, I decided to validate the 
NNFM results of topic extraction with the Hier-
archical Clustering method. All these exploratory 
analyses were done on the paragraph as the unit 
of analysis. The NNFM discovered five main top-
ics which are internally differentiated by the Co-
herence index (see Table 4). 

Table 4. Topic modeling with Coherence index

TOPIC T Y PE OF ANALYSIS COHERENCE FREQ CASES % CASES

1 Discourse | Conversation 0,248 299 61 17,43%

2 Vignette | Taxonomic | Frame | Theoretical 0,322 52 17 4,86%

3 Biographical | Case 0,184 35 23 6,57%

4 Visual | Semiotic 0,244 15 8 2,29%

5 Network | Structural | Sequential 0,237 102 17 4,86%

Source: Self elaboration.

Topic Coherence is a measure used to evaluate re-
sults of topic modeling. It is a weighted average of 
the correlations of words (types of analysis) associ-
ated with the topic they create. In this model, top-

ic coherence is small, which means that one has to 
carefully interpret these topics. The detailed sum-
mary of the topic modeling of narrative analysis is 
shown in Table 5.

Grzegorz Bryda



Przegląd Socjologii Jakościowej • www.przegladsocjologiijakosciowej.org 133

Table 5. Topic modeling results by the NNMF method

 T Y PE OF ANALYSIS TOPIC 1 TOPIC  2 TOPIC  3 TOPIC  4 TOPIC  5

Taxonomic 0,66 0 0 0 0

Frame 0,45 0 0 0 0

Theoretical 0,37 0 0 0 0

Phenomenological 0,26 0,03 0 0,24 0

Thematic 0,22 0 0 0,16 0,01

Collaborative 0,03 0 0 0 0

GTM 0,02 0 0 0 0

Biographical 0 0,75 0 0 0

Case 0 0,74 0 0,01 0

Comparative 0 0,13 0 0,12 0

Semiotic 0 0 0,62 0 0

Secondary 0 0 0,28 0 0

Content 0,25 0,07 0,27 0 0

Mixed method 0 0 0,26 0 0,03

Performative 0 0 0,04 0 0

Conversation 0 0 0 0,7 0

Discourse 0 0 0 0,68 0

Linguistic 0 0 0,17 0,26 0,06

Metaphor 0 0 0 0,11 0,03

Network 0 0 0 0 0,81

Structural 0,15 0 0 0 0,78

Sequential 0 0,09 0,08 0 0,37

Interaction 0 0 0 0,18 0,21

Hermeneutic 0 0 0 0,01 0,03

* Extraction with NNMF by Paragraph (Loadings >= 0,30)12

* Vignette Analysis was excluded as it occurred only once.

Source: Self elaboration.

12 In the topic extraction some control features – such as topic enrichment, checking for misspelling and topic weights – were 
included. Topic modeling consists of a series of words listed in descending order of topic specificity. The combined presence of 
those words in a text is used to identify whether a topic is present or not. This approach can result in an imprecise topic iden-
tification and measurement, since words often have multiple meanings and are often used in very different contexts. The topic 
enrichment allows one to go beyond bag-of-word approach by attempting to identify some phrases that are highly associated 
with the extracted topic, as well as other phrases that might represent exceptions and help disambiguate the various meanings of 
words. WordStat can identify potential misspellings of words in the topic that are part of any added or suggested phrases. This 
helps reduce the number of false negatives resulting from spelling errors in the original data set. Words in extracted topics are 
presented in descending order of relevance of specificity (weights) to the topic. When I use factor analysis for topic extraction, the 
weight of each word in a topic corresponds to its factor loading, while in the NNMF it corresponds to a coefficient obtained from 
the product of the W and H matrices.
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Chart 2. Dendrogram of cluster narrative analysis 

The NNMF topic modeling approach does not cover 
Riessman’s heuristic typology, but helps to under-
stand how different types of narrative analysis are 
related to each other and how they are grouped. 
The value of topic modeling is that results are da-
ta-grounded. The first topic consists of two groups: 
taxonomic, frame/theoretical, and phenomenolog-
ical/thematic/content analysis. The second one is 
the case/biographical type of narrative analysis. 
The third one is disjointed into semiotic and sec-
ondary/content/mixed. The fourth one comprises 
discursive/conversational and linguistic/phenome-
nological types of analysis. The fifth one involves 
network/structural and sequential/interaction types 
of analysis. The other types of narrative analysis do 
not create any topics. Therefore, they have to be seen 
as separate narrative analysis approaches.

In order to get a clearer picture of the links between 
different types of narrative analysis and validate the 
received results of topic modeling, I used Hierarchi-
cal Clustering. This is a useful method of grouping 
types of narrative analysis according to their simi-
larity into clusters; they are then displayed as a den-
drogram (see Chart 2). When interpreting results, 
one looks for a set of clusters, where each cluster is 
distinct from another cluster, and the objects within 
each cluster are broadly similar to each other. I ad-
opted this method when searching clusters in para-
graphs with the so-called second profile classifica-
tion and the Association Strength similarity index 
(the range is 0-1).13

13 Association Strength similarity index measures the cooccur-
rence of items while taking into account the possibility that 
two items will sometimes co-occur by chance.

Source: Self elaboration.
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There are approximately five internally-cohered 
clusters on the dendrogram. To find a clearer in-
terpretation of clusters, I used the Silhouette mea-
sure, which is a method of interpretation and vali-
dation of consistency within clusters (Table 6). The 
silhouette measures how an object is fixed to its 
own cluster (cohesion) compared to other clusters 

(separation). It ranges from −1 to +1. A high value 
indicates that the object is well-matched to cluster 
and poorly-matched to other clusters. After doing 
a few tests, I got balanced clusters with an average 
Silhouette measure 0,77 and 0,3 cutting point of the 
association strength similarity index for hierarchi-
cal clustering. 

Table 6. Silhouette measure of cluster cohesion 

T Y PE OF ANALYSIS CLUST ER
SILHOU ET T E

INDEX

ALT ER NAT E 

CLUST ER

CLUST ER

SCORE

COMPARATIVE 3 0,70 8 0,54

PERFORMATIVE 3 0,37 4  

SECONDARY 4 0,97 9 0,76

SEMIOTIC 4 0,84 8  

MIXED METHOD 4 0,47 3  

NETWORK ANALYSIS 8 0,88 9 0,67

LINGUISTIC ANALYSIS 8 0,87 9  

HERMENEUTIC ANALYSIS 8 0,82 9  

SEQUENTIAL ANALYSIS 8 0,73 4  

INTERACTION ANALYSIS 8 0,61 4  

METAPHOR ANALYSIS 8 0,50 4  

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS 8 0,25 4  

FRAME ANALYSIS 9 0,96 3 0,92

TAXONOMIC ANALYSIS 9 0,96 10  

PHENOMENOLOGICAL ANALYSIS 9 0,94 8  

THEORETICAL ANALYSIS 9 0,94 10  

CONTENT ANALYSIS 9 0,91 8  

VIGNETTE ANALYSIS 9 0,87 8  

THEMATIC ANALYSIS 9 0,84 8  

GTM ANALYSIS 10 0,96 9 0,94

COLLABORATIVE ANALYSIS 10 0,92 3  

* Average Silhouette index = 0,77.

* Only clustered types of Narrative Analysis are shown.

Source: Self elaboration.
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Chart 3. Network representation of the typology of narrative analysis14

14 This network is based on hierarchical clustering similarity matrix among types of narrative analysis.

Both of these data-driven classification methods 
show that some types of narrative analysis are nat-
urally connected in the field of qualitative research. 
Some clusters are partly similar to certain topics. 
Some types of narrative analysis exist independently. 
Each cluster or topic seems to be concentrated around 
one or two dominating types of narrative analysis. 
The contemporary field of narrative analysis resem-
bles a kind of semantic network – with strong and 

weak connections between methods of lived experi-
ence analysis (see Chart 3) – in which clusters or top-
ics temporarily exist as analytical synsets with nodal 
points. This is why clusters or topics can be seen as 
analytical subfields, which are created around epis-
temological approaches. In such a situation, it is real-
ly difficult to think about typology in the traditional 
way. This semantic network is a representation of 
thinking about narrative data analysis.

Source: Self elaboration.
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Discussion 

The corpus-based analysis, hierarchical clustering, 
and topic modeling approaches provide some gen-
eral findings. There is no coherent and clear cluster 
or topic representation of types of narrative analysis 
in the contemporary field of qualitative research of 
lived experience. Rather, there are network connec-
tions between different types of narrative analysis. 
This is a reflection of what is happening in the pres-
ent-day field of qualitative research methods, and 
what Norman K. Denzin and Yvonna S. Lincoln ad-
dress as the still existing problem of the “curse of 
abundance” (Denzin and Lincoln 1994), and what is 
the key point of developing domain ontology (Bryda 
and Martini 2016). Multiparadigmacity and a schol-
ar’s creativity in qualitative research practices both 
make it difficult to do a comprehensive typology of 
narrative analyzes. Typology is a normative, men-
tal construct, which, on the one hand, allows one 
to obtain an ordered and synthetic picture of the 
studied reality – or allows for a further analysis – 
and, on the other hand, makes it possible to simplify 
the reality when creating a typology. The typologies 
created heuristically are embedded in epistemo-
logical approaches more than the real world of re-
search practices. I believe that data-grounded typol-
ogy provides a more complete picture of the field 
of narrative analysis than any mentally construct-
ed distinctions do. Of course, the existing typolo-
gy/ies is/are useful in building coding dictionaries 
(e.g. Riessman’s typology of narrative analysis), but 
should be enriched by an exploratory analysis of 
different qualitative corpora. I believe that explor-
atory data analysis is an important step in creating 
the comprehensive typology of narrative analyses. 
Because of taking into account a variety of qualita-
tive research methods and techniques, construct-
ing typology in the traditional way does not make 

much sense. By using new approaches – such as 
dictionary-based coding, text mining, and explor-
atory analysis –one can go deeper into the field of 
narrative analysis and see how different analytical 
approaches are linked together, and how scholars 
use them in their research practice.

A narrative analysis literature review and a cor-
pus-based text mining analysis both show that if 
one wanted to do any typology of narrative analy-
sis, they would have to take into account what kind 
of data has been collected and how to think of this 
data, since different narrative analyses follow dif-
ferent narrative data types. There is no causal re-
lationship but, rather, abductive reasoning. There 
are two axes – narrative analysis and narrative data 
– that create a conceptual, two-dimensional space. 
The analysis axe is based on the distinction be-
tween socio-linguistic and socio-cultural analytical 
data approaches (Grbich 2013). The socio-linguistic 
frame focuses on “plots” or the structure of narra-
tives, and how they convey meaning. The text and 
the sequence of events is a main point of interest 
here. One pays less attention to the interactions be-
tween the actor/s and the audience, the power re-
lations, the shifts in meaning, the co-construction 
of meaning, and the impact of narratives on the 
listener. The assumption that language represents 
the reality does not take into account the arguments 
that language is biased, embedded in socio-cultural 
contexts, and that it constructs our reality. As Carol 
Grbich points out, narratives are complex construc-
tions of meaning, linking personal lives, communi-
ty, and culture, and as such should be preserved in-
tact, not fractured. One cannot ignore the influence 
of cultural contexts and the impact of social factors 
such as race, class, gender, education, or hierarchy. 
Narratives can follow a chronological sequence 
through time in a non-linear way; they can be 
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linked by themes which are not necessarily sequen-
tial. The socio-cultural approach to narrative anal-
ysis goes beyond the structural language analysis 
of the sociolinguistic approach in order to identify 
broader interpretive frameworks that people use to 
make sense of everyday life and particular events. 
The socio-cultural narrative analysis focuses on the 
stories told by research participants in specific con-
texts. The story consists of many lived experiences 
or social events that are meaningful to the partici-
pants. This means that stories are complete, having 
a beginning, a main body, and an ending, so it is 
difficult to reduce contextually-created meanings to 
structurally-ordered plots. According to social sci-
ences, people communicate with each other through 
stories, and stories are typically gathered in research 
through oral histories or face-to-face interviews. 
When one loses broader interpretive frameworks 
used by both the participant and the researcher, one 
loses the sense of particular incidents in the individ-
uals’ lives. 

The second distinction concerns a way in which 
data/stories are collected, as well as data percep-
tion in narrative analysis. According to the so-
cial-sciences methodology, stories can be gathered 
in two ways, i.e. primarily (the research process) 
or secondarily (the existing sources such as written 
diaries, interview transcriptions, social archives, 
Internet sites, etc.). More important is the fact that 
the matter is strictly connected with the way of 
treating narratives as a source of knowledge about 
our worldview. Stories can be perceived in the pos-
itivist way – i.e. as social facts that occur naturally 
– or in the interpretivist way – i.e. as psychological 
facts that are social constructions. The naturalis-
tic approach in narrative inquiry is the process of 
describing and understanding stories as they oc-
cur in their natural contexts. They are real such as 

they were told. One considers them as the natu-
ralistic data, because it is believed that it is neither 
elicited nor affected by the intentional actions of 
social researchers. There is the epistemological 
correspondence between the participant’s lived ex-
perience and its language representation. The sto-
ry is just a story. The story is a real representation 
of lived experience. In the case of the constructiv-
ist approach, one can say that stories are naturally 
constructed and there is no such ontological corre-
spondence as the one mentioned above. The story is 
a social construction, because the human language 
apparatus is unable to describe the essence and the 
sense of lived experience. Due to the linguistic im-
perfections, people are only able to create specif-
ic linguistic constructs which are socio-culturally 
(contextually) embedded. The living world is based 
on the close relationship between language and 
culture, and our cognitive categories. The narra-
tives that one analyzes are culturally grounded; in 
order to understand them one has to go beyond the 
structural linguistic analysis.15 These socio-cultur-
al/socio-linguistic dimensions and the construc-
tivist/naturalistic data approaches are conceptual 
frames which can be useful for understanding the 
network typology of narrative analysis.

Conclusion

It seems that developing a comprehensive network 
typology must be a synthesis of top-down and 
bottom-up approaches, and should be open to any 
variations and combinations in the field of narrative 
analysis. Building this kind of typology, one has to 
use current achievements from other disciplines 
– CAQDAS and Digital Humanities innovations, 

15 Of course, this distinction does not refer to the naturalistic 
assumption of the holistic nature of reality, or to the construc-
tivist plurality of the reality of everyday life.
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Corpus Linguistics, Big Data, Informatics, and Data 
Science – to overcome human cognitive limitations. 
The use of the linguistic knowledge of semantics, 
pragmatics, and the logic of relationships between 
elements of written statements – in combination 
with techniques from the Natural Language Pro-
cessing and Text Mining – is a new approach not 
only in the field of computer-assisted qualitative 
data analysis (Ho Yu, Jannasch-Pennell, and Di 
Gangi 2011; Wiedemann 2013; Bryda 2014a), but also 

in developing a typology of narrative analysis. This 
perspective is derived from the traditional method 
of content analysis, but it is less time-consuming and 
its solutions can be used in the analysis of contents 
not yet explored. Using the corpus linguistics and 
dictionary-based approach in a text-coding process 
allows one to not only quickly and comprehensively 
analyze large data volumes, but also open research-
ers to computational innovations in the process of 
qualitative data analysis.
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Co i jak? Typologia analiz narracyjnych oparta na praktykach badawczych

Abstrakt: Istotą jakościowych praktyk badawczych jest wieloparadygmatyczność, która rodzi współistnienie różnych podejść me-
todologicznych w analizie i badaniu ludzkich doświadczeń w świecie życia codziennego. Różnorodność ta jest szczególnie widocz-
na w dziedzinie badań i analizy danych narracyjnych. Celem artykułu jest refleksja metodologiczna nad tworzeniem typologii 
analiz narracyjnych i zarazem propozycja nowego sposobu typologizacji podejść analitycznych, opartego na łączeniu lingwistyki 
korpusowej i przetwarzania języka naturalnego z procedurami CAQDAS, analizy treści i Text Mining. Typologia ta jest oparta na 
analizie narracyjnych praktyk badawczych odzwierciedlonych w języku anglojęzycznych artykułów opublikowanych w pięciu 
uznanych na świecie jakościowych czasopismach metodologicznych w latach 2002–2016. W artykule wykorzystuję metodę słow-
nikową w procesie kodowania artykułów, hierarchiczne grupowanie i modelowanie tematyczne w celu odkrywania w tych publi-
kacjach różnych typów analiz narracyjnych i badania relacji semantycznych między nimi. Jednocześnie konfrontuję heurystyczną 
typologię Riessmana z podejściem opartym na lingwistyce i eksploracji danych w celu rozwijania spójnego obrazu metodologii 
analizy narracyjnej we współczesnej dziedzinie badań jakościowych. Ostatecznie przedstawiam nowy model myślenia o analizie 
narracyjnej.

Słowa kluczowe: analiza narracyjna, CAQDAS, analiza treści, Text Mining, kodowanie słownikowe, modelowanie tematyczne 
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