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1. What did I find…
Interesting: This is the first article I read that examines the technique of critiquing. I appreciate how the scientific method is applied to critiquing, especially when contrasting embedded critics and stand-alone critics. I do believe that the three embedded critics (generic, specific, interperative) are a good step forward to automating, in some sense, domain oriented critiques.

Not interesting: Not so much uninteresting as it is an area where I am not familiar. I have never seen HYDRA at work so I don’t know how applicable it is or how well it works. Critiquing is a potentially large topic of research, as works of all sorts need to be critiqued, but I do wonder if people will draw to automated or even embedded critique systems.

Did it relate? Sure, perhaps not so much to my current research as it does to previous work experience. For example our test protocols, at my previous work place, were required to pass strict FDA procedures and undergo multiple peer reviews. Other places where critiquing was necessary included syntax checkers, traceability trackers, and version control critics.

2. I feel that the main message of the article states that embedded critic systems are better than stand-alone critic systems in that they address many of the issues associated with stand-alone critiquing systems.

3. I would like to know more about how the three types of embedded critiquing systems can work together to interact with one another. Surely, they could work together in tandem in certain domains.

4. No and No, sorry!

5. What does the article say about…
Design: It is important to start critiquing from a design standpoint. For example, you don’t want to start building the kitchen before you realize the dishwasher is in the wrong place and the cabinets are too large.

Learning: Critiquing is a key component in the feedback loop (design, critique, repeat) and I feel that, from a different perspective, over time the critiquing systems can be trained – via machine learning or such – to be better at critiquing a particular domain. For example, an artificial math tutor can be tailored to a particular student or group of students.
Collaboration: At some point, human critics should come into the picture… due to the “symmetry of ignorance”, many different viewpoints are presented. The interperative embedded critic is one such system that supports the “evolution of alternative viewpoints on designs.”
6. How can this research be extended?

I would like to see these systems being introduced into the kitchen-design industry to see 1) how well workers catch on to embedded critics, and 2) whether it actually provides better critiquing than stand-alone critics. I would also like to see critiquing systems that can evolve themselves, for example, after a period of training and learning. This would be useful to tailor to a specific task or set of tasks.

