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Pilot overview

4/3/2021Session 1 A perspective on research papers

5/4/2021Session 2 Identifying worthwhile papers

6/1/2021Session 3 Discussing research papers
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Authors

If the paper has too many authors, focus on the first and last one.
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Providing SLOs for Resource-Harvesting VMs in Cloud Platforms
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Providing SLOs for Resource-Harvesting VMs in Cloud Platforms
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PANIC: A High-Performance Programmable NIC for Multi-tenant Networks
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Experiments done Enough experiments should be done to demonstrate that the proposed contribution has been made. 
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A Framework for Acceleration of CNN Training on Deeply-Pipelined FPGA Clusters with Work and Weight Load Balancing
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Paper 1

Paper 2

Paper 3

https://www.microsoft.com/en-us
/research/wp-content/uploads/2
016/02/Catapult_ISCA_2014.pdf

https://www.microsoft.com/en-us
/research/wp-content/uploads/2
016/10/Cloud-Scale-Acceleration
-Architecture.pdf

https://www.microsoft.com/en-us
/research/uploads/prod/2018/09
/Feniks-APSys17.pdf
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Indicator Average Score R1 R2 R3

Citations

Year

Authors/Organization

Venue

Abstract

Specific contributions

“Beyond the scope”

Introduction length

Scientific process

System diagrams

Total figures

Experiments done

Test environment

Formatting

Open source
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Paper 1

Indicator Average Score R1 R2 R3

Citations 1097

Year 2014

Authors/Organization 0 0 0 0

Venue 0 0 0 0

Abstract 10

Specific contributions 10

“Beyond the scope” 10

Introduction length 0 0 0 0

Scientific process 10

System diagrams 0 0 0 0

Total figures 0 0 0 0

Experiments done 0 0 0 0

Test environment 5

Formatting 0 0 0 0

Open source 0
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Paper 2

Indicator Average Score R1 R2 R3

Citations 488

Year 2016

Authors/Organization 0 0 0 0

Venue 0 0 0 0

Abstract 10

Specific contributions 10

“Beyond the scope” 10

Introduction length 0 0 0 0

Scientific process 10

System diagrams 0 0 0 0

Total figures 0 0 0 0

Experiments done 0 0 0 0

Test environment 10

Formatting 0 0 0 0

Open source 0
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Paper 3

Indicator Average Score R1 R2 R3

Citations 21

Year 2017

Authors/Organization 0 0 0 0

Venue 0 0 0 0

Abstract 10

Specific contributions 10

“Beyond the scope” 1

Introduction length 0 0 0 0

Scientific process 10

System diagrams 0 0 0 0

Total figures 0 0 0 0

Experiments done 0 0 0 0

Test environment 5

Formatting 0 0 0 0

Open source 0
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Comparison

Indicator P1 P2 P3

Citations 10 4.4 0.2

Year 10 10 10

Authors/Organization 0 0 0

Venue 0 0 0

Abstract 10 10 10

Specific contributions 10 10 10

“Beyond the scope” 10 10 1

Introduction length 0 0 0

Scientific process 10 10 10

System diagrams 0 0 0

Total figures 0 0 0

Experiments done 0 0 0

Test environment 5 10 5

Formatting 0 0 0

Open source 0 0 0

Overall score 65 64 46
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Join us for the next session!

4/3/2021Session 1 A perspective on research papers

5/4/2021Session 2 Identifying worthwhile papers

6/1/2021Session 3 Discussing research papers
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Join us for the next session!

6/1/2021Session 3 Discussing research papers

Homework: Read 1 research paper on “Deep learning for self driving cars” .

For every paper read, we will discuss:
1) The problem being targeted

2) The proposed solution
3) Benefits of the solution
4) Limitations of the solution

Responses can be shared in person during the session, or submitted beforehand via the 
QR code.
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Sign-up / Comments / Suggestions / Feedback

https://forms.gle/6Y2ZBH2Bq2y5Qmie7



Thank you!
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