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? (Wacker, 1998; Mukherjee
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(research design)
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(research  paradigm) (deductive-
hypotheritical) Popper (Popper, 1972, , 2551;
1 2550, Leshem & Trafford, 2007; Rocco & Plakhotnik, 2009;, Patterson and

Williams, 1998; Miles & Huberman, 1988 Leshem & Trafford, 2007)
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