
Can Large Language Models Serve as Data Analysts?
A Multi-Agent Assisted Approach forQualitative Data Analysis
Zeeshan Rasheed, Muhammad Waseem, Aakash Ahmad, Kai-Kristian Kemell, Wang Xiaofeng, Anh

Nguyen Duc, Pekka Abrahamsson
Faculty of Information Technology and Communication Science, Tampere University

Faculty of Information Technology, Jyväskylä University
Faculty of Mathematics and Natural Sciences, University of Helsinki

Faculty of Computing and Communications, Lancaster University Leipzig
Faculty of Engineering, Free University of Bozen Bolzano

Tampere, Helsinki, Jyväskylä, Leipzig, and Bolzano
Finland, Germany, and Italy
zeeshan.rasheed@tuni.fi

muhammad.m.waseem@jyu.fi
pekka.abrahamsson@tuni.fi

ABSTRACT
Recent advancements in Large Language Models (LLMs) have en-
abled collaborative human-bot interactions in Software Engineering
(SE), similar to many other professions. However, the potential ben-
efits and implications of incorporating LLMs into qualitative data
analysis in SE have not been completely explored. For instance, con-
ducting qualitative data analysis manually can be a time-consuming,
effort-intensive, and error-prone task for researchers. LLM-based
solutions, such as generative AI models trained on massive datasets,
can be utilized to automate tasks in software development as well
as in qualitative data analysis. To this end, we utilized LLMs to
automate and expedite the qualitative data analysis processes. We
employed a multi-agent model, where each agent was tasked with
executing distinct, individual research related activities. Our pro-
posed model interpreted large quantities of textual documents and
interview transcripts to perform several common tasks used in qual-
itative analysis. The results show that this technical assistant speeds
up significantly the data analysis process, enabling researchers to
manage larger datasets much more effectively. Furthermore, this
approach introduces a new dimension of scalability and accuracy
in qualitative research, potentially transforming data interpretation
methodologies in SE.
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1 INTRODUCTION
The recent developments in Large Language Models (LLMs) have
significantly transformed the academic world and various other
fields [22]. LLMs have emerged as key areas of study. For instance,
LLMs like OpenAI’s GPT and Google’s BERT have shown remark-
able capabilities in understanding, interpreting, and generating
human-like text, making them invaluable tools across various sec-
tors [13]. Their significance lies not only in their technological
prowess but also in their ability to process and analyze large vol-
umes of data with unprecedented efficiency. This transformative
technology has opened new frontiers in research and application,
especially in Software Engineering (SE) [42].

In past years, SE has traditionally been a highly manual, human-
driven process that involves a range of activities [3]. Recent ad-
vances in LLMs have opened a wide array of applications in various
SE domains. The adoption of LLMs in SE is primarily driven by
an innovative approach where many SE tasks are effectively trans-
formed into activities involving data, code, or text analysis. LLMs
have shown a wealth of potential breakthroughs in performing
various SE tasks. [30], [4], [29], [16], [32]. For instance, The appli-
cability of LLMs is particularly pronounced in tasks such as code
generation, understanding, execution, and reasoning and natural
language interactions with codebases, etc.

In the domain of qualitative data analysis in SE, LLMs play an
important role. LLMs can significantly benefit qualitative data anal-
ysis by automating the extraction and interpretation of insights
from large volumes of text data [43]. For instance, the traditional
approach to data analysis is highly dependent on human exper-
tise, which consumes more time and human effort. Qualitative
data analysis is significantly reliant on primary data in the form
of unstructured text or recordings from interviews. Software tools
commonly employed for this purpose includeMAXQDA [24], Nvivo
[20], Atlas.ti [36], Dedoose [35], WebQDA [8] , and QDAMiner [34].
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However, these qualitative data analysis tools require significant hu-
man input. They facilitate analysis but don’t eliminate the need for
manual coding, interpretation, and decision-making by researchers.
This can be time-consuming and requires a high level of expertise.

These traditional approaches to data analysis depend on human
expertise. However, with LLMs, there is a paradigm shift towards
more automated, intelligent systems. These models offer the poten-
tial to sift through extensive qualitative data, such as user feedback,
software documentation, and development logs, to extract valuable
insights. By doing so, LLMs not only enhance the efficiency of data
analysis but also bring a level of depth and nuance to the inter-
pretation of qualitative data, which was previously challenging to
achieve. Several researchers, including Chew et al. [7], Dai et al. [9],
and Xiao et al. [43] explored the potential of LLMs in qualitative
data analysis. However, their efforts primarily focus on automating
thematic analysis and content analysis approaches to generate ini-
tial codes. Despite these advancements, a notable gap persists in the
development of LLM-based models that can autonomously perform
all types of qualitative data analysis processes. Further exploration
and innovation are required to bridge this gap and unlock the full
potential of LLMs in qualitative research.

In this paper, we address these gaps by designing LLM based
multi agent model to automate the qualitative data analysis pro-
cesses. The model adeptly interprets massive volumes of textual
data and interview transcripts to autonomously perform the chosen
approach for qualitative data analysis. This technical advancement
markedly accelerates the data analysis process, allowing researchers
to handle larger datasets with greater efficacy. Moreover, this wide-
ranging capability not only speeds up data analysis but also extends
its use, making it a crucial model for researchers handling diverse
set of qualitative data. We conducted a thorough evaluation of our
developed model by involving ten practitioners with diverse profes-
sional backgrounds.We carefully analyzed all the feedback provided
by the practitioners, and 87% of them expressed satisfaction with
the model’s performance.

Our contribution can be summarized as follow:
• The proposed LLM based multi agent model automates vari-
ous qualitative data analysis approaches, including thematic
analysis, grounded theory, content analysis, narrative analy-
sis, and discourse analysis.

• The proposed model efficiently analyzes large amounts of
unstructured textual data, to autonomously perform chosen
approach of qualitative data analysis within a minute. The
innovative model integrates advanced language modeling
techniques to facilitate and streamline qualitative data anal-
ysis. This model can significantly expedites processes while
enhancing scalability and accuracy in SE research.

• We further validated the performance of the developedmodel
by engaging practitioners from diverse backgrounds. The re-
sults indicate that 87% of practitioners expressed satisfaction
with our proposed model.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. We review related
work in Section 2 and describe the study methodology in Section 3.
The results of this study are presented in Section 4 with a discussion
in Section 5, and the study is concluded with future work in Section
6.

2 RELATEDWORK
In this section, we briefly present the related work of the study
with a focus on existing research. Section 2.1 provides an overview
of studies concerning LLMs and SE. Section 2.2 examines works
that have utilized LLMs for qualitative data analysis.

2.1 Large Language Models in Software
Engineering

In recent years, LLMs have shown promise in various SE applica-
tions [14]. LLMs are languagemodels consisting of billions of param-
eters trained from a significant amount of data and have impressive
performance in language processing tasks, including both natural
languages and programming languages [15], [18]. LLMs designed
for processing and generating human-like text, and GPT (Genera-
tive Pre-trained Transformer) is a prominent example within this
category [12]. GPT models are particularly notable for their ability
to perform a wide range of language tasks, from translation and
summarizing to question-answering and creative writing, without
needing task-specific training. As such, GPT stands as a flagship
example of LLMs, showcasing the potential of these models in vari-
ous applications that require nuanced language understanding and
generation [41].

As Treude et al. [39] mentioned, the GPT model and SE are
related by applying NLP techniques to various tasks within the
software development lifecycle. GPT’s language generation capa-
bilities offer valuable assistance and enhancements to SE processes
[37], [21]. The integration of LLMs into SE has marked a significant
paradigm shift in this field [1]. LLMs have demonstrated signifi-
cant benefits compared to traditional methods like models guided
by domain-specific languages, probabilistic grammars, and basic
neural language models. Nowadays, LLMs have been applied to
various field of SE. These include data analysis [31], text classifi-
cation [6], software development [32], code search [17], unit test
case generation [40], automated program repair [26], etc.

2.2 Large Language Models in Qualitative
Research

Qualitative research is a type or research that focuses on collecting
and analyzing non-numerical data (e.g., text, video, or audio) to
understand concepts, opinions, or experiences [2]. The history of
qualitative research is marked by a gradual evolution, beginning
with traditional methods that heavily relied on manual analysis
and interpretation [19]. Qualitative data analysis for large data was
manually conduct by researchers. Researchers manually code and
analyze data, a process that was often time-consuming and limited
by their capacity to manage large volumes of information [33].

As technology advanced, the late 20th and early 21st centuries
saw the introduction of software tools like NVivo [20], ATLAS.ti
[36], and MAXQDA [24], designed to aid in qualitative data analy-
sis. These tools allowed researchers to organize, code, and analyze
data more efficiently, handling larger datasets and complex cod-
ing schemes [28]. They also provided new ways to visualize data
and identify patterns, which were particularly useful in thematic
analysis and theory building [28]. The real transformation, how-
ever, came with the boom of AI technology in recent years. AI
and machine learning have revolutionized qualitative research by
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automating text analysis by using supervised machine learning and
natural language processing (NLP).

In recent studies, LLMs have demonstrated their capability in
tasks similar to deductive coding, offering promising alternatives
to traditional supervised learning methods [43]. These models ex-
cel in both zero-shot (no examples) and few-shot (few examples)
learning scenarios, addressing some of the limitations inherent in
conventional approaches [7]. Tornberg [38] observed that zero-shot
GPT-4 annotations outperformed both crowd-workers and experts
in terms of accuracy and inter-rater reliability when identifying the
political affiliation of tweets from U.S. politicians. A study closely
aligned with our research by Xiao et al. [43] and Dai et al. [9] ex-
plored the potential of LLMs in deductive coding. However they just
automate the thematic analysis and content analysis approaches
to generate initial codes. Their findings suggested that prompts
based on existing codebooks were more effective than those with
exemplar coding decisions, though both approaches fell short of
expert coder performance. Building upon these foundations, our
work extends the use of LLMs in qualitative research by employ-
ing a multi-agent model based on advanced LLMs to automate all
types of qualitative data analysis, representing a comprehensive
leap beyond existing applications in both scope and complexity.
There is a lack of comprehensive platform that encompasses all
facets of qualitative analysis. This gap represents a significant op-
portunity for innovation. The present study aims to bridge this void
by introducing a pioneering platform that integrates LLMs with
a multi-agent model. This novel approach promises to automate
and streamline the complete spectrum of qualitative data analysis,
addressing a critical need in the field and marking a substantial
leap forward in research technology.

3 RESEARCH METHOD
This research aims to investigate the efficacy of LLMs in automating
and enhancing qualitative data analysis in SE. Our methodology
is structured into several key phases, each designed to rigorously
test and analyze the capabilities of LLMs in this context. Below we
discuss how our LLM based multi agent model collaborate with
each other and perform such tasks. We formulate the following
research questions (RQs):

RQ1. How does an LLM-based multi-agent model transform
traditional methodologies to automate the qualitative data
analysis approach in SE?

Motivation: The motivation to explore how the multi-agent
model, utilizing LLMs, transforms traditional methodologies of
data interpretation in SE arises from the urgent need to advance
and adapt SE practices in the era of big data and AI. Traditional
data interpretation methods in SE often struggle with the scale and
complexity of contemporary datasets. The LLMs based multi-agent
model promises a paradigm shift in how data is analyzed, offering
enhanced scalability, accuracy, and efficiency. Investigating this
transformation is crucial for understanding the practical implica-
tions and potential of AI-driven models in SE. This research will
not only elucidate the effectiveness of such models in handling
large-scale, complex data but also highlight how they can innovate

traditional data interpretation methods, leading to more informed
and accurate decision-making processes in SE. Moreover, this explo-
ration is pivotal for guiding future advancements in SE, ensuring
that the field evolves in tandem with technological progress in AI.

RQ2. How does the proposed LLM-based multi-agent model
enhance the efficiency and accuracy of qualitative data anal-
ysis in SE?

Motivation: The main aim of RQ2 is to investigate the efficiency
and accuracy of a proposed LLM-based multi-agent model. As pre-
viously mentioned, traditional manual methods for qualitative data
analysis in software projects are time-consuming, susceptible to
human error, and often struggle to keep up with the rapidly evolv-
ing demands of modern software development. The employment
of an LLM-based multi-agent approach holds the potential to sig-
nificantly enhance the speed and accuracy of data analysis. This
improvement can lead to more informed decision-making and, con-
sequently, better software quality. To achieve this objective, RQ2
focuses on validating the efficiency and accuracy of the proposed
model. To this end, we have engaged 10 practitioners from a va-
riety of industries. This diverse group of professionals ensures a
thorough evaluation, as they contribute their unique perspectives
and expertise to the assessment process. Their participation is cru-
cial for testing the model in different real-world scenarios, which
encompass a spectrum of industry-specific challenges and require-
ments. This method not only assists in determining the model’s
effectiveness across various applications but also in identifying
any necessary industry-specific modifications. The feedback and
insights provided by these practitioners are invaluable. They play a
key role in refining the model, ensuring that it is robust, adaptable,
and capable of delivering accurate and efficient results in a wide
range of professional contexts.

3.1 LLM-Based Assisted Qualitative Data
Analysis

We proposed an LLM based multi agent model to automate the
whole process of qualitative data analysis. Each agent in the sys-
tem is a specialized instance of an LLM, trained to handle differ-
ent aspects of qualitative analysis. These agents interact within
a text-only environment, processing input data and performing
classification tasks relevant to their specialized domains of analysis.
Through the API environment, the agents exchange information
and collaborate to ensure a comprehensive analysis.

As is shown in Figure 2, the workflow of our proposed model
involves receiving a diverse set of datasets from various sources.
Subsequently, the multi-agent system collaborates by sending re-
quests to the API environment. Finally, in this system, a response
is generated by the environment. Using this approach, each LLM
agent is assigned and autonomously executes a specific task, con-
tributing to the overall qualitative data analysis process. This is
achieved by utilizing the intrinsic capabilities of LLMs to under-
stand and interpret complex language structures, making it possible
to automate even the most intricate aspects of qualitative analysis
such as discourse analysis and grounded theory generation. As a
result, the system not only streamlines the data analysis process
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Figure 1: A workflow overview of the proposed system for automation of qualitative data analysis

but also enhances the depth and accuracy of the findings, empow-
ering researchers to tackle larger and more complex datasets with
unprecedented efficiency. For a more in-depth understanding, we
refer to Table 1, illustrating the diverse datasets employed in our
experiment. In our experiment, as input we used links to online
discussions, raw datasets, textual prompts, or by directly uploading
files. This adaptability ensures that the model can accommodate a
wide range of user preferences and data sources. Additionally, the
proposed model autonomously performs various types of qualita-
tive data analysis. Users can initiate the process by either selecting
the provided button or entering text in the designated box. More-
over, our model provides output in multiple formats, including a
CSV file, an output area, and documents or PDF files. This flexibility
in both input and output options enhances the user experience and
widens the applicability of the model in diverse scenarios. Below,
we discuss multiple types of qualitative data analysis and also ex-
plore how the multi-agent system interacts to generate a response
for a given request.

3.1.1 Thematic Analysis. Thematic analysis is a method used in
qualitative research to identify, analyze, and report patterns (themes)
within data [5]. It minimally organizes and describes dataset in
(rich) detail. It is usually applied to a set of texts. Our proposed
model utilizes six agents that work collaboratively to automatically
perform thematic analysis on a given text. The first agent, named

’Analyzer,’ is responsible for receiving the input text. Its primary
task is to summarize the text, remove any unnecessary data, and
then forward the condensed text to the ’Coder’ agent. The Coder
agent systematically generates initial codes and then forwards these
codes to the subsequent agent for further categorization.

3.1.2 Narrative Analysis. Narrative analysis is a qualitative re-
search method used to analyze personal stories, to understand how
individuals make sense of events and actions in their lives [11]. In
this model, we used four AI agents to understanding the context in
which data is generated. The first agent is tasked with summarizing
the story. The next agent generates initial codes from the sum-
marized text. Then, the last two agents further break down these
codes to generate corresponding sub-categories and categories. The
generated output comprises well-defined summarized text, initial
codes, and associated sub-categories and categories.

3.1.3 Content Analysis. Content analysis is a research technique
used to analyze media interviews, open-ended surveys, and other
forms of text data [10]. Researchers use content analysis to track
changes over time, compare media content, understand the per-
spectives of different groups, or identify the prevalence of themes
or perspectives in discussions. To autonomously perform content
analysis on given data, we utilized three AI agents to perform such
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Table 1: Workflow of the proposed model: Application across diverse datasets and output formats

ID Type of diverse data Dataset QDA Method Note Output File
1 Links Github Devel-

oper Discussion
Thematic Analysis Code, Subcategory, Cat-

egory
CSV File

2 Prompt BBC News Content Analysis Codes, Category,
Themes, Pattern

Output Area

3 Upload Files Story Narrative Analysis Story Summarized,
Codes, Category

Output Area

4 Links Social Media
Conversation

Discourse Analysis Key Pattern, Language,
Broader Context

Doc file

5 Voice Recording In-depth Inter-
view

Grounded Theory Codes, Category, Pat-
tern, Core Coding

Output Area

a task. The first agent summarizes the text, the second agent gener-
ates codes from the summarized text, and the next agent extracts
the patterns and themes.

3.1.4 Discourse Analysis. Discourse analysis is a qualitative and
interpretive method used in linguistics, social sciences, and anthro-
pology, among other fields, to study the ways in which language is
used in context [23]. Researchers use this method to analyse the
conversation in depth by examining any written or spoken text. In
this approach, we used three agents to perform discourse analysis
on the provided data. The first agent identifies key patterns and
statements, while the second agent focuses on analyzing language
use and communication patterns. Simultaneously, the third agent
interprets the broader context and implications of the discourse.
Together, these agents provide a holistic understanding, examin-
ing recurrent themes, linguistic nuances, and contextual influences
within the dataset.

3.1.5 Grounded Theory. Grounded theory involves in the construc-
tion of theories through the methodical gathering and analysis of
data [27]. Grounded Theory is different from other research meth-
ods because it does not rely on a pre-existing theory to dictate
the direction of the research. Instead, it allows the researcher to
develop a new theory that is grounded in the data that has been
collected. It is a particularly useful method for understanding com-
plex social processes that are poorly understood. To autonomously
perform a grounded theory approach on our given input data, we
utilized five AI agents that work collaboratively to perform such
tasks. For instance, the first agent generates initial codes, then the
second agent categorizes the generated codes. Subsequently, the
third and fourth agents generate patterns and themes from the
given concepts. Finally, the last agent identifies the core coding
concept, which is a coherent narrative or theory that explains the
relationships among the identified categories.

3.2 Performance Validation
In this project, we diligently engaged the expertise of 10 practi-
tioners to thoroughly evaluate the efficiency and performance of
our proposed model. The selection of 10 participants for this study
aligns with the variability in sample size recommendations within
research methodologies. While there’s no definitive rule for the
optimal number of participants [25]. The evaluation process is
grounded in a professional-based approach, whereby the model’s

applicability and effectiveness are critically examined by industry
experts. This method ensures a comprehensive and insightful as-
sessment, considering the practical implications and requirements
of professionals within the relevant industry.

3.2.1 Practitioners-based evaluation. In the validation phase of our
methodology, we engaged ten practitioners from diverse profes-
sional backgrounds, including academia and industries, to assess
the practicality and effectiveness of our LLM-based qualitative data
analysis model. This selection aimed to garner a wide array of per-
spectives and insights into the model’s functionality across various
fields. Each practitioner was provided with the model and briefed
on its intended use and features, ensuring they were well-equipped
to test it comprehensively in their respective domains.

Practitioner’s selection: We initially searched for relevant
practitioners from various organizations and also approached indi-
viduals through social contacts. We contacted seven organizations
to request the participation of their practitioners, and three agreed
to evaluate the performance of the proposed model. The remaining
seven practitioners were identified through social networking and
professional contacts. In total, ten practitioners, denoted by P1 to
P10 in Table 2, were selected to evaluate the proposed model. As
indicated in Table 2, these practitioners hail from diverse domains,
including Software Engineering, Qualitative Data Analysis, and
Machine Learning/Deep Learning Development.

Data collection: The methodology involved a structured ap-
proach for feedback data collection. Practitioners were instructed
to integrate the model into their standard qualitative data analysis
workflows over a specified period. We developed a systematic feed-
back mechanism that allowed them to record their experiences, ob-
servations, and critiques. This mechanism focused on capturing de-
tailed responses regarding the model’s efficiency, user-friendliness,
accuracy in data analysis, and its adaptability to different types of
qualitative data. The feedback format was specifically designed to
elicit detailed qualitative insights, allowing for the evaluation of
measurable aspects of the model’s performance.

Data analysis: The final step in our validation methodology
was the analysis of the feedback, which was crucial for iterative
development. Participant were free to used any data source as input.
We collated and examined the feedback to identify the model’s per-
formance across different use cases. For the performance evaluation
of the proposed model, we employed a comprehensive Likert scale,
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Figure 2: Generated response from proposed model

including the following options: Not Satisfied, Fair, Satisfactory,
Good, Very Good, and Excellent. This scale offers a detailed range
for assessment, allowing for a thorough and clear grading of the
model’s performance. The iterative process was guided by a com-
mitment to enhance functionality, user experience, and the overall
effectiveness of the model, ensuring it meets the diverse needs and
expectations of practitioners in the field of qualitative data analysis.

4 RESULTS
In this section, we present the study results of the proposed LLM-
based multi-agent model for qualitative data analysis. Our findings
indicate that the proposedmodel achieved comprehensive and rapid
interpretation of extensive qualitative datasets. Below, we present
the results of our LLM-based proposed model in Section 4.1, specif-
ically reporting the outcomes of RQ1. Additionally, we conducted
an extensive evaluation of the proposed model by engaging prac-
titioners from diverse backgrounds to assess its performance, as
detailed in Section 4.2.

4.1 LLM Based Multi Agent Model (RQ1)
Our proposed LLM based multi agent model has transformed tra-
ditional qualitative research. Our model has the ability to process
and analyze large and diverse data sets, which goes beyond the
capacity of traditional manual methods and providing more com-
prehensive insights. The model’s adaptability to various types of
qualitative data showcases its flexibility, a significant advancement
over more rigid traditional methodologies. The proposed model
for automating and expediting the qualitative data analysis pro-
cesses has yielded significant results across five types of qualitative
analysis approaches.

The primary objective of the model is to autonomously per-
form qualitative data analysis based on the user-specified method.
The results indicate that the model effectively executes the chosen
qualitative data analysis method on the provided divers set of in-
put datasets. This autonomous capability streamlines the analysis
process, reducing the need for extensive manual intervention and
accelerating the overall analysis workflow. Our developed model
is flexible and works well with different kinds of inputs and data,
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Table 2: Practitioners’ demography and their assessment

ID Role of Practi-
tioner

Experience (Years) Overall Performance Feedback Suggestion

P1 Researcher 5 Very Good Suggested enhanced discourse
analysis capabilities.

Include more diverse datasets.

P2 ML/DL devel-
oper

8 Excellent Impressed with accuracy, rec-
ommended UI improvements.

User interface could be more in-
tuitive.

P3 Big Data Ana-
lyst

10 Good Advised on incorporating gen-
eral terminology support.

Incorporate more diverse
datasets.

P4 UX Designer 3 Satisfactory Requested more intuitive code-
generation features.

Improve the code generation in-
terface.

P5 Software Engi-
neer

6 Very Good Pleased with narrative analysis,
suggested speed optimizations.

Increase processing speed.

P6 Software Devel-
oper

12 Excellent Recommended additional case
study templates.

Provide templates for various
business scenarios.

P7 ML developer 7 Not Satisfied Provided result was not ex-
pected.

Need to improve the tool scala-
bility.

P8 AI developer 9 Very Good Requested support for more lan-
guages.

Add additional language capa-
bilities.

P9 Content Strate-
gist

4 Excellent Impressed with multi-method
approach.

Continue to refine multi-
method capabilities.

P10 Senior Software
Engineer

15 Fair Suggested a feature for better
integrationwith existing coding
platforms.

Create plugins for popular IDEs.

which is important because it can handle various challenges that
come with complex data. Its easy-to-use interface makes it accessi-
ble for people with different technical skills, allowing them to use
advanced qualitative data analysis tools in SE.

4.1.1 Demo. The developed LLM-based multi-agent model has
been successfully implemented and tested for autonomous qual-
itative data analysis. In Figure 2, we present a demonstration of
our proposed model. As depicted, we input GitHub links and select
thematic analysis to prompt the system to identify issues from the
text and perform thematic analysis. The generated output is then
obtained in a CSV file. The model exhibits remarkable versatility in
handling various input formats. Users can seamlessly choose their
preferred method of input, allowing for a flexible and user-friendly
interaction. Furthermore, we incorporate text extracted from Stack
Overflow into our prompt. Specifically, we opt for thematic analysis
to guide the system in identifying the cause from the provided text.
As illustrated in Figure 2, the process begins by summarizing the
text and identifying the cause. Subsequently, the model proceeds
to generate initial codes, which are then broken down into sub-
categories and categories. This time we get final results in output
box. This systematic approach allows for a comprehensive and
structured analysis of the input text. In this project, users have the
autonomy to define and articulate the specific analysis they wish
to perform. This customization feature enhances the versatility
and adaptability of our analytical model, allowing users to tailor
their investigations according to their unique requirements and
objectives. This streamlined process allows for efficient and auto-
mated exploration of the underlying concepts and themes within
the given data, showcasing the model’s ability to deliver insightful

outcomes without manual intervention. Our results demonstrate
the model’s capability to autonomously execute qualitative data
analysis methods on diverse datasets, streamlining the analysis
process and reducing the need for manual intervention.

In our proposed model, we have implemented an additional fea-
ture allowing users to upload text, document (doc), and Portable
Document Format (pdf) files as input. The model subsequently au-
tonomously generates responses by activating specific qualitative
analysis approaches, thereby facilitating a comprehensive exami-
nation of the provided data. This functionality extends the utility
of our proposed model, making it accessible for practitioners and
researchers alike. Moreover, the model is versatile enough to be
employed for interview analysis, enabling practitioners and re-
searchers to utilize it for conducting interviews and summarizing
the interview text efficiently.

4.2 Performance Evaluation (RQ2)
In our research, we assessed the performance of our LLM-based
multi-agent model by involving practitioners from diverse back-
grounds, as highlighted in Table 2. We shared our proposed model
with field experts and sought their feedback. We carefully analyzed
all the feedback provided by the practitioners, and 87% of them ex-
pressed satisfaction with the model’s performance. This approach
has offered valuable real-world insights into the model’s applicabil-
ity and effectiveness in practical settings. The provided feedback
highlights the strengths and areas for improvement in our proposed
model, showcasing its potential in automated qualitative data anal-
ysis while also underscoring the need for further refinement in
certain analysis types.
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4.2.1 Evaluation results. We present feedback from practitioners in
Table 2, which summarizes their responses from various disciplines
regarding the performance of our developed model. Machine learn-
ing and data specialists rated the model as ’Excellent’ and ’Good,’
appreciating its analytical capabilities yet suggesting enhancements
in user interface and data diversity. Meanwhile, UX Designers, with
their critical eye for user interaction, deemed the model ’Satisfac-
tory,’ advocating for improvements in the code-generation interface
to elevate the user experience.

Software professionals, encompassing engineers and developers
with a broad spectrum of experience from 6 to 15 years, generally
perceived the model’s performance as favorable, with ratings rang-
ing from ’Very Good’ to ’Excellent.’ They highlighted the need for
speed optimizations and additional templates tailored to varied busi-
ness scenarios, emphasizing functionality that aligns with industry
workflows. However, a notable outlier — an ML Developer with 7
years of experience — reported dissatisfaction, suggesting that the
model’s output failed to meet expert expectations, indicating room
for substantive refinement.

In contrast, AI Developers and Content Strategists acknowledged
the model’s strengths in multi-method approaches, yet advised fur-
ther expansion of language support and methodological refinement.
The Senior Software Engineer, with the most experience, labeled
performance as ’Fair’ and recommended better integration with
existing platforms, pointing towards a necessity for the model to
seamlessly mesh with established developer ecosystems.

5 DISCUSSION
In this paper, we proposed LLM based multi agent model to au-
tomate qualitative analysis process. Our proposed model shows
remarkable efficiency and scalability of research processes. The
multi-agent model adeptly interpreted a large range of textual and
audio data, autonomously perform all kinds of qualitative data anal-
ysis, which signifies a transformative step forward in the domain
of qualitative research by enhancing both the speed and depth of
data analysis.

The implications of our results, as derived from the utilization
of LLMs for automating qualitative data analysis, are profound and
diverse. The implementation of a multi-agent model that success-
fully interprets vast quantities of textual and audio data stands as
a testament to the potential of AI in enhancing the efficiency and
scale of qualitative research. Our model’s ability to autonomously
identify themes, patterns, and generate structured coding under-
scores a pivotal shift towards more agile and data-driven research
methodologies in SE and beyond. The automation of these pro-
cesses not only streamlines the analysis but also allows for the
management of datasets that would have been prohibitively large
or complex for manual analysis. This signifies a leap in the capa-
bilities of researchers, who can now dig into richer data without
the constraints of time and resource intensity typically associated
with qualitative research. Moreover, the scalability and accuracy
introduced by our model pave the way for a new standard in data
interpretation, where the breadth of data does not compromise the
depth of analysis. These improvements can offer more detailed and
specific insights, ultimately improving the quality of qualitative
research results.

Looking towards the future, there are several avenues for fur-
ther work. The model’s adaptability across different data types and
analysis methodologies suggests the possibility of its application
in diverse fields beyond SE, where qualitative data plays a crucial
role. Future work could also explore the integration of more sophis-
ticated natural language processing (NLP) techniques to enhance
the model’s interpretive accuracy. Additionally, investigating the
models’s performance in multilingual settings could significantly
broaden its applicability in global research contexts. The feedback
loop from domain experts, as highlighted in Section 3.2.1, will be
critical in this iterative process, ensuring that the model not only
meets but exceeds the multifaceted demands of qualitative analysis.
There is also a compelling need to address any limitations identified,
such as improving user interface design and expanding the model’s
processing capabilities, to ensure that the model remains on the
cutting edge of qualitative data analysis technology. In summary,
the LLM-based multi-agent model emerges as a valuable model for
researchers, analysts, and practitioners seeking an automated and
user-friendly solution for qualitative data analysis tasks.

6 CONCLUSIONS
In this paper, we introduce an LLM-based multi-agent model de-
signed to automate various types of qualitative data analysis, includ-
ing thematic analysis, content analysis, narrative analysis, discourse
analysis, and grounded theory. The model’s flexibility is clear as it
can understand a variety of inputs, including written documents,
interview transcripts, web links, prompts, or text and PDF files
that we upload. This comprehensive coverage not only acceler-
ates data analysis but also broadens its applicability, making it a
valuable model for researchers working with various qualitative
data sources. Our proposed model significantly expedites processes
while enhancing scalability and accuracy in SE research.

Furthermore, we conducted an extensive evaluation of the pro-
posed model, involving practitioners from different backgrounds.
Our research entailed a rigorous assessment with ten professionals,
each representing a unique professional field. The findings revealed
a notable level of satisfaction, with 87% expressing contentment
with the model’s performance. This positive response underscores
the effectiveness of our model in meeting the diverse needs of practi-
tioners across various domains. However, despite these encouraging
results, we acknowledge the importance of ongoing refinement to
address potential areas for improvement.

Our future goal is to focus on exploring the model’s performance
in multilingual settings to extend its applicability in diverse global
research contexts. Additionally, we will continue to emphasize the
importance of maintaining a feedback loop with domain experts
to ensure the ongoing refinement and enhancement of the model’s
capabilities.
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