
ADVANTAGES OF QUANTITATIVE RESEARCH

Quantitative and qualitative research methods both play an important role in research. The advantages and
disadvantages of each are.

Expert in Medical Writing, especially in areas as the qualitative research and Narrative Medicine.
Experimental methods limit the possible ways in which a research participant can react to and express
appropriate social behavior. But what does a qualitative researcher do? On the hand, there is the weakness that
arises due the type of questions that might be asked in the questionnaire. In conclusion, in this article, we
would like to carry out a critical analysis, showing the pros and cons of two scientific methodologies, the
qualitative and the quantitative research. Consequently to the flexibility of the qualitative analysis, also very
complex phenomenon could be easier to understand, such as the relation of care between patients and doctors
Denzin,  A problem or question is examined by deductively forming a hypothesis derived from theory.
Longman Cheshire. Firstly, the research must lead to innovation in those fields where human beings have not
already arrived. Also, contexts, situations, events, conditions, and interactions cannot be replicated to any
extent nor can generalizations be made to a wider context than the one studied with any confidence The time
required for data collection, analysis and interpretation are lengthy. Quantitative research uses a randomized
process to collect information, preventing bias from entering into the data. Because of the subjective nature of
qualitative data and its origin in single contexts, it is difficult to apply conventional standards of reliability and
validity. This allows the researcher to find issues that are often missed such as subtleties and complexities by
the scientific, more positivistic inquiries. Thus, people and groups, are studied in their natural setting.
Strengths Because of close researcher involvement, the researcher gains an insider's view of the field. For the
quantitative researcher reality is objective and exist separately to the researcher, and is capable of being seen
by anyone. In fields like psychology and psychiatry, anthropological studies and medical research are some of
the areas. Businesses can tailor their messages or programs based on these results to meet specific needs in
their community. This means that qualitative researchers study things in their natural settings, attempting to
make sense of, or interpret, phenomena in terms of the meanings people bring to them. This allows the
respondent to talk in some depth, choosing their own words. This creates a time-consuming resource, reducing
the number of people involved. Qualitative researchers want those who are studied to speak for themselves, to
provide their perspectives in words and other actions. The researcher does not just leave the field with
mountains of empirical data and then easily write up his or her findings. Punch, K. Strengths Scientific
objectivity: Quantitative data can be interpreted with statistical analysis, and since statistics are based on the
principles of mathematics, the quantitative approach is viewed as scientifically objective, and rational Carr, ;
Denscombe,  Heisenberg, father of the modern chemistry and author of the uncertainty principle, that says: for
a particle of the atom, it is not possible to measure, and so to actually know, a specific value of the position
and movement quantity at the same time and with zero uncertainness. The risk, however, is to lose important
data. Knowing the advantages and disadvantages of quantitative and qualitative methods will help you make a
better decision. Most people know that quants are somehow engaged in stock selection and portfolio
evaluation. Experiments and surveys are the primary tools of this research method to create specific results,
even when independent or interdependent factors are present. There is always a risk that the research collected
using the quantitative method may not apply to the general population. Outward behaviour is the one
considered only and this is a loophole to obtain inconsistent responses and may lead to analysis of incorrect or
misguided data. This also affects the ability to generalize study findings to wider populations. Minichiello, V.
The integration of the two approaches could, consequently, close the gap of this recent years. There is a
limited chance to probe the answers offered in the research, which creates fewer data points to examine when
compared to other methods. This is difficult because most scientists are not statisticians. Notice that
qualitative data could be much more than just words or text. This is particularly true with regard to
quantitative research techniques for two reasons: first, scientific and lay cultures are quite enamored by
quantitative research techniques and tend not to look deeply at the design and mechanics of such procedures,
and secondly, it is inordinately easy to design a quantitative research effort badly.


