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State-of-the-art

• Project “Software Engineering: Computer 
Science Education and Research Cooperation” 
originally started sometime during 2001. Ten 
years ago.

• One of the first things was refinement and 
perfection of materials for the “Software 
engineering” course.
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Teaching material

• … consisted of:
– 1500 smtg slides, divided originally in 5 parts with 

28 presentations + several “advanced” topics
– assignments
– case studies

• During the first few years, all of the topics 
were presented during workshops by project 
members, commented, refined, perfected, 
redrawn, in one word improved!

… and finally …

• At some point, presentations stabilized, and stop 
changing.

• Except for some minor spelling-error corrections, most 
of the slides are the same as they were 7-8 years ago.

• And, they are presented as such in Berlin, Novi Sad, 
Plovdiv, Skopje, Beograd, Tirana, Timisoara, Zagreb, 
Sarajevo …
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Situation today

• Those who give mentioned presentations to 
students, might have encountered the same 
thing I did.

• Every now-and-then, you come across the 
slide that raises some innocent question by 
some of the students. For example:
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Question?

• “What happened to him in-the-meantime?”

• “Born 1924? Isn’t that picture a little bit old 
then?”

• “Is he still alive?”

Questions of another type:

• Of course, some of the questions were not 
that innocent. Mean? Sarcastic? Or simply 
truthful?

• For example:
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What’s the problem?

• “Young scientists”? Maybe they were young 17 
years ago, they are not today.

• Even if you receive no questions, sometimes it’s 
possible to read from their eyes something 
like “Who cares what 
they were thinking 
so long ago … Things
change!” 
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Conclusion

• Either way, the field of computer science is
fast-changing, so some checking is 
necessary.

• In agreement with prof. Bothe and prof
Budimac, I tried to analyze the situation 
within our presentations, and check how 
“time sensitive” they are.

Analysis

• I started with reading of slides from all presentations and 
making notes about slides that has some 
connection with 
time or date.

• Large number of
slides, as you 
can see.
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Not that large, after all …

• The biggest problem was the first presentation, with all of 
the definitions, examples, notions, introductions … 

• Later on, it was 
usually only a 
couple of slides 
per presentation.

Analysis

• Than, the detailed analysis was considered. 
• Topic/Slide number, what is the problem with it, what has been done so far, 

what should be done with the slide.



10/17/2010

8

Additions

• After that, collecting of new data, changing of 
existing slides, search for new 
examples/definitions/smtg took place.

• Some 55 slides are created, each one 
consisting of the old slide, added/changed new 
data, and suggestion on how to use it. For 
example:
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Additions

• “Some 55 slides” may not be enough.

• There are 115 slides considered “time-
sensitive”.

• If we analyze them by “type”, we can 
distinguish:
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Types of Time-sensitivity:

• Easily-solved
– “Obsolete”, “outdated” slides:

• CFP for conferences from 1995-2000
• Job offers from 20 years ago
• Diploma/Master/PhD thesis from last century
• Presentations of famous inventors/scientists
• Extracts from various standards

– Easily solved by replacing them with the new slides, or by 
adding data to old slides.

– For example:
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Types of Time-sensitivity:

• Solved by addition 

– Slides from 10-20 years ago:

• Invitation for the conference about some sub-field of software 
engineering

• Job offer
• Literature
• Numerical data about something

– All of the mentioned have their value:
• they show longevity of the field, 
• they show trends in data
• they show new developments

– Suggestion – leave those AND add the new data. For 
example:
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Types of Time-sensitivity:

• Easily solved by doing nothing

– Slides from 20-30 years ago:
• Definitions of basic notions
• Examples giving motivation for certain techniques and 

methodologies
• Important books used as example
• Charts/Tables/Categorizations with universal data

– Easily solved by leaving those slides as they are!

– By my estimation, there are 22 of those slides.

Types of Time-sensitivity:

• Non-solved

– Slides from 10-20 years ago:

• Statistics, comparisons, data about software, taken from 
a paper from 90’s

– There is NO new data on the same topic. There might be some 
data on the similar topics.

• Examples of problems/situations giving motivation for 
further analysis

– New examples might be more relevant

• Tools/Methods too old, with no newer versions
– Other, contemporary tools should be found
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Literature

• As the 2nd slide of several topics, there is a slide named 
“Literature”. What is that?

– If it’s a list of literature used for creation of the topics, should it 
be renewed and topics changed every year?

– If it’s a list of literature students might want to use on a given 
subject, it can be relatively easy updated.

– If it’s the first thing – why not improve it to be the second thing 
also?

What next?

• Analysis of existing slides

• Estimation of needed changes

• Collection of new data

• Analysis of collected data

• Suggestions for further improvements.


