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Kotelenets K.M., Alexeev A.B. Specifics of the field phase of 

sociological research in a hybrid war in Ukraine 

 The article analyzes the expert interviews data on the peculiarities of 

the field phase of sociological research in a military conflict. Here given 

examples and situations aroused in the process of conducting the field phase. 

Authors made an attempt to identify the main challenges and risks aroused 

during sociological studies on the territory of Ukrainian Donbass, and on the 

uncontrolled territories of Ukraine. 

 It is shown that under conditions of a military conflict, on the one hand, 

such traditional methods as "face-to-face» (F2F) interviews experience certain 

difficulties, and, on the other hand, there appear new, related to military 

conflict zone, ones. F2F methods illustrate general crisis of the questionnaire 

techniques that has long been discussed by both domestic and foreign 

sociologists. And new, related to a conflict zone methods clearly demonstrate 

specificity of the front line area. The authors highlighted following specific 

aspects of the field work under conditions of military conflict, they are - threat  

of non representative sample, complexity of using the route method of 

respondent selection, reducing the efficiency level of the F2F method or 

difficulty when using this method, increase of the number of inaccessible 

respondents, mimicry and exhaustion of the " field ", increase of non-response 

respondents, reducing the number of interviewers in the core team, logistical 

problems and issues related to security and the like. There were shown some 

causes of these threats, for example, fear and ignorance of the respondents, 

internal migration, problems with internally displaced persons, too much 

attention, and the like. 

 The following ways to overcome these problems are suggested - 

integration of all parts of the field phase, conducting additional and direct 

briefings, spreading information about the research and the research company 

itself, carrying out a pilot research, using express polls, online surveys and 

triangulation techniques , etc. 
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