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_ HE ey - How we designed and executed
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Data sources and sample
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Methods

Research design: mixed-methods case study
AIMS2 @ GCC, COC, and CSUN

Data sources and sample
Students and faculty in AIMS2 @ GCC, COC, and CSUN

Data collection

Institutional data, surveys, student structured journals,
faculty mentor questionnaires, personal interviews

Data analysis
Frequency data analysis, thematic data analysis
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In-depth: from students

How we made sense of textual data from
AIMS2 students at CSUN

Sense of Academic

belonging and and career

appreciation guidance

Scholarly and
professional

identity

Fostering a sense
of belonging and

appreciation

Guiding responses
to academic and
pre-career
challenges

Identifying asa
scholar and
future engineer
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Understanding results and extending findings
of quantitative and qualitative data analysis to
AIMS2 project work
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