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But First…

Lecture recap: How can digital technologies enhance and augment life in a city?  How 
can they support active citizenship and community involvement?

Can you think of any performative interventions that involve digital technologies?

Citizen Engagement Spectacles from Umbrellium

_______________________

“Smart Cities” - Top Down VS Bottom Up

Technology/Government-driven VS Open Source, citizen participation & DIY philosophy

http://anu.brighid.idc.ul.ie/CS4009_2019/Lecture2CitiesTechnologies.pdf
http://umbrellium.co.uk/initiatives/citizen-engagement-spectacles/


Reading a Research Paper

Research papers are not novels; don’t read them as such.

Why read them at all? 

● They should contain the most current information (otherwise it may be out of 
date)

● The information presented in them should be replicable (if you wanted to) 
● They should present actual data (including conditions & limitations of the study)
● You can evaluate the study (and decide if you want to continue where they left 

off, whether you believe their claims, etc.)



How to read… you’ll thank me later!

Reading a research paper is not like regular reading, so…SKIM! SKIM! SKIM! 

➔ Start with the ‘Abstract’ - useful by being representative of the paper’s content…
Or not.

➔ Then you should read the ‘Methodology’, i.e. what the researchers did to get their 
results. The methodology should outline how many people were involved in the 
study, the criteria for participation, what methods were used to gather the data, 
etc.

➔ Go to the ‘Introduction’ - this should outline why the study was undertaken, the 
importance of the topic, background information to contextualise the study, etc.



How to read… you’ll thank me later!

➔ Move on to the ‘Discussion’ - this section can be more informative than the results 
section, as the authors discuss the results, the study limitations, their plans for 
future research, etc.

➔ Finally, read the ‘Results’ - this is usually the raw data from the study. Often the 
results are given in graphs and tables, with an explanation to describe them. This 
can be difficult to understand, which is why the Discussion should be read first.

You don’t have to read the whole paper though! If you find after the Abstract and 
Discussion that the information is not what you hoped (or what the title of the article 
suggested) then stop reading!



When you’ve finished you should...

Be able to summarise:

● What the paper is about
● What the motivations for the research were
● What experiment/field work/research was done
● What were the results
● Why are these results significant

And you should be able to give a critique of the paper - did you find it useful? Do you 
agree with the authors? Do you think there was an unarticulated bias or limitations to 
the study? Do you think they used appropriate methods?



So, let’s practice!

tinyurl.com/cs40092019 - Week 2 Lab

http://anu.brighid.idc.ul.ie/CS4009_2019/Papersmall.pdf

● What does the ‘Abstract’ suggest the paper is about?
● What does the ‘Methodology’ say the researchers did?
● What context for this project is given in the ‘Introduction’?
● What do we learn from the ‘Discussion’?
● Why is there no ‘Results’ section?
● How could this paper be useful for people hoping to create something similar?

http://wiki.csisdmz.ul.ie/wiki/CS4009_Directed_Study_2019
http://anu.brighid.idc.ul.ie/CS4009_2019/Papersmall.pdf

