
GLB5020: Social Science Research Methods  
Spring 2026 | CUHK-Shenzhen 
Instructor: Prof. Yajie Wang  
TA: Yunhai Hu 
Class Time: 8:30 – 11:20 AM Mondays 
Office Hours: 1:00 – 3:30 PM Mondays  
First Class: January 5, 2026 
Last Class: April 27, 2026 

Course Description 

This course introduces students to the methods of social science research with 
applications in global studies and political science. It combines theoretical 
reasoning with practical exposure to quantitative and qualitative methods, 
including basic formal modeling, causal inference, survey and experimental design, 
and qualitative methods. The course emphasizes research design, critical reading, 
peer evaluation, and communication of findings through a final research proposal 
and group presentation. 

 
The course is intended as a first introduction to social science research to advance 
undergraduate and master’s students. No pre-existing course is needed. 

Learning Outcomes 
By the end of the course, students will: 
- Understand key approaches to social science research 
- learn how to understand and evaluate contemporary social science research  
- Develop sound research questions and designs 
- Apply basic quantitative and qualitative methods 
- Design a feasible research project 
- Critically evaluate peer research 
- Engage actively in analytical discussions and constructive feedback  

Course Requirements & Assessment 
Component Weight 
Participation & Class Interaction 10% 
Weekly Group Presentation 10% 
Short Assignments (x2) 20% 

Final Research Proposal (Group) 35% 
Final Presentation (Group) 10% 
Peer Review of 3 Projects (Individual) 15% 



Class Interaction (10%): Includes thoughtful contributions to class discussions, 
peer feedback during presentations, group collaboration, and consistent 
engagement with weekly activities. Attendance alone does not count as 
participation. The TA and I will mark your participation for each class. 

Weekly Group Presentation (10%): Students will present in small groups the 
supplementary (applied) readings assigned for the week, beginning in Week 2. Each 
student is required to participate in at least one group presentation during the 
semester. The goal of these presentations is to summarize the research question, 
methods, and findings of the selected readings and to critically evaluate how the 
methods discussed in class are applied in substantive research. 

Short Assignments (20%): Two short assignments will on key skills for both 
quantitative and qualitative research.  

Final Research Proposal (35%): 
- Groups of 1 to 3 students 
- 2,000–2,500 words 
- 50% graded by instructor  
- 50% based on average peer review scores. Students are strongly encouraged to 
form groups. 

Final Presentation (10%): Each group presents a 6–7 minute pitch on  their 
research proposal in Week 13. 

Peer Review (15%): Each student completes detailed reviews of projects by 3 other 
teams. The reviews are graded by the instructor for fairness and quality. 

Weekly Schedule 
Week Date Topic Required 

Readings 
Assignment 
Due 

1 Jan 5 What Is Social 
Inquiry 

Core: Babbie, 
Chapter 1; KKV, 
Chapter 1.1–1.2 
Supplementary: 
Shapiro (2014); 
Brady & Collier 
(2004), Chapter 
1 

— 

2 Jan 12 Theory Building 
and Explanation 

Core: Babbie, 
Chapter 3; KKV, 
Chapter 3.5 
Supplementary: 
Mearsheimer 

— 



(2014), Chapters 
1–2; Peters 
(2014) 

3 Jan 19 Formal Modeling 
(Game Theory) 

Core: Snidal 
(2013); Morrow, 
pp. 1–25 
Supplementary: 
Olson (1965); 
Fearon (1995) 

— 

4 Jan 26 Conceptualization, 
Measurement & 
Description 

Core: Babbie, 
Chapter 6; 
Goertz & 
Mahoney, 
Chapter 10 
Supplementary: 
Mearsheimer 
(2001), Chapter 
3; Hanson & 
Sigman (2021) 

— 

5 Feb 2 Hypotheses and 
Experimental 
Methods 

Core: Gerber & 
Green (2012), 
Chapter 1; 
Babbie, Chapter 
9 
Supplementary: 
Gerber & Green 
(2000); Bertrand 
& Mullainathan 
(2006) 

— 

— Feb 9 Chinese New Year 
Holiday 

— — 

— Feb 16 Chinese New Year 
Holiday 

— — 

— Feb 23 Chinese New Year 
Holiday 

— — 

6 Mar 2 Regression 
Analysis 

Core: Babbie, 
Chapter 16; 
Freedman 
(1991) 

— 



Supplementary: 
Fearon & Laitin 
(2003); Jensen 
(2012) 

7 Mar 9 Causality and 
Research Design 

Core: Goertz & 
Mahoney, 
Chapter 3; 
Gerber & Green 
(2012), Chapter 
2 
Supplementary: 
Miguel (2004); 
Hainmueller & 
Hangartner 
(2013) 

— 

8 Mar 16 Causal Inference 
with Observational 
Data 

Core: Angrist & 
Pischke (2015), 
Chapter 1;  
Dunning (2012), 
Chapters 1-2 
Supplementary: 
Eggers & 
Hainmueller 
(2009); 
Acemoglu et al. 
(2001) 

Short 
Assignment 1 
Due 

9 Mar 23 Surveys and Public 
Opinion Research 

Core: Babbie, 
Chapters 5 & 8 
Supplementary: 
Scheve & 
Slaughter 
(2001); Tomz 
(2007) 

— 

10 Mar 30 Mixed Methods Core: Goertz & 
Mahoney, 
Chapter 14; 
Lieberman 
(2005) 
Supplementary: 
Mansfield & 
Snyder (2005); 

— 



Posner (2004) 

— Apr 6 Qingming Holiday — — 

11 Apr 13 Process Tracing 
and Within-Case 
Analysis 

Core: Goertz & 
Mahoney, 
Chapters 7–8 
Supplementary: 
Van Evera 
(1984); 
Tannenwald 
(1999) 

Short 
Assignment 2 
Due 

12 Apr 20 Interviews, 
Fieldwork, and 
Textual Methods 

Core: Mosley 
(ed.) (2013) 
Supplementary: 
Shesterinina 
(2016); Cohen 
(2013) 

— 

13 Apr 27 Final Project Pitch — Final 
Proposal Due 
May 8; Peer 
Reviews Due 
May 15 

 

Instructions on Reading  

A detailed weekly reading list is distributed separately and includes materials from 
political science, international relations, and comparative social science. Weekly 
readings are divided into core and supplementary materials, which serve distinct 
purposes and should be read in different ways. 

Core readings consist primarily of research methods textbooks and 
methodological chapters. These readings introduce foundational concepts, 
research logics, and analytical tools that will be used throughout the course. 
Students are expected to read core materials carefully and intensively, with close 
attention to: 

• key concepts and terminology, 

• the logic of research design and inference, 

• methodological assumptions and trade-offs, 

• and how different methods address social science questions. 



You should aim to fully understand the core readings and be prepared to discuss 
them in detail during class. These materials provide the theoretical and 
methodological foundation for all subsequent weeks and assignments. 

Supplementary readings are applied research papers—primarily journal articles 
and book chapters—that demonstrate how the methods discussed in the core 
readings are used in practice. These readings help students see how abstract 
methodological tools are implemented in real research contexts. For 
supplementary readings, students are generally expected to: 

• read more selectively and efficiently, 

• identify the main research question, argument, and method, 

• understand how evidence is used to support claims, 

• and situate the paper within the broader literature. 

Unless you are presenting in a given week, you are not expected to master every 
empirical detail or technical appendix of the supplementary readings. Focus on the 
main idea and findings. However, students responsible for weekly group 
presentations should engage more deeply with both the core readings and the 
assigned supplementary papers and be prepared to explain them clearly to 
classmates. 
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