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Purport and Characteristics of Design-based Research and Example Analysis

LV Lin-hai

(Department of Educational Science and Administrations Nanjing University, Nanjing China)

Abstract: With the development of the learning science, education researcher pay more attention to a new

learning research method which is named Design-based research. DBR maintain the integration of design

and research, emphasize the linkage of theory and practice , and the more concrete characteristics are :

pragmatic; grounded; interactive; interative; flexible; integrative, contextual. We should deeply analysis

the gist and characteristics of DBR, then we can understand the DBR more accurately, deeply and com-

prehensively.
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