Abstract

Higher education in China has changed from elite education to mass education and
progressed tremendously in various aspects such as the expansion of enrollment and
institutes ever since last decade. However, China still lags behind developed countries in
some aspects in doctoral education. One of the challenging tasks for the doctoral education
in China is to cultivate scholars with academic excellence and international horizon under
the current education system.

Past research showed that academic interaction and social interaction with academia
played a role in doctoral students' academic development into scholars, but a review of the
literature shows that the empirical research on how the interactions play the role in doctoral
students' academic development in China was scant. This research attempts to explore the
influence of doctoral students' interaction with the academia on their academic
development in a university in Shanghai.

This research is qualitative, phenomengraphic in nature, using intensive interview,
ethnographic observation, and document collection. It endeavors to explore three doctoral
students' experiences of their academic interactions and social interactions in their doctoral
education, the influence of their interactions with other scholars on their academic
development, and the patterns and characteristics of doctoral students' interactions and
academic development.

A grounded theory approach to data analysis is employed, shaped by an interpretative
phenomenological analysis approach, in order to deeply explore the doctoral students'
cognition about their experiences of academic development throughout their doctoral
education, thereby contributing to the understanding of the complex phenomenon of
doctoral students' interaction and their development.

The findings from the analysis of the three cases reveal that: 1) Doctoral students'

active interaction with their supervisor plays a decisive role in their academic development;



supervisors' diverse supervision styles are most beneficial to the completion of doctoral
students' dissertation writing and the building of an efficient learning or research
community; 2) Factual knowledge dissemination dominates doctoral education courses in
SISU and could not satisfy doctoral students' multi-dimensional needs for research theories,
research methods, research fronts and critical thinking development. 3) This research also
shows that doctoral students' interaction with scholars can help complement the curriculum
insufficiency, enhance their research cognition, as well as improve their academic
development, professional development and form dynamic learning networks .

It is argued that doctoral students' dimensional and active interactions with academics
play a key role in improving their personal research cognition, which in turn foster decisive
improvement and growth of their academic development. The theoretical contribution of
this study lies in proposing a new type of dynamic blended learning system which consists
of learning communities and learning networks that involve face-to-face interaction and
online interaction. The research could also enhance the understanding of the dynamic
relationship between doctoral students' interaction and their academic development in
doctoral education in order for university administrators to make collaborative efforts to
provide more collegial support for doctoral students to complete their academic journey. It
could also help supervisors to give effective supervision, and help doctoral students to
interact more with other academics to build diverse learning communities and efficient
learning networks. The proposed framework for doctoral students' academic development
in this research could provide theoretical support and practical implications for deepening
the reforms in program planning, curriculum design, academic support, supervision and
management in doctoral students education.
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