arXiv:2208.10167v1 [cs.HC] 22 Aug 2022

Interdisciplinary Research with Older Adults in the area of ICT: Selected Ethical Considerations and Challenges

Kinga Skorupska^{1,2,3[0000−0002−9005−0348]} Ewa Makowska^{2,1[1111−2222−3333−4444]} and Anna Jaskulska^{1,3[0000−0002−2539−3934]}

1 Polish-Japanese Academy of Information Technology 2 SWPS University of Social Sciences and Humanities 3 Kobo Association

Abstract. In this paper we analyse, classify and discuss some ethical considerations and challenges related to pursuing exploratory and interdisciplinary research projects in the area of ICT, especially those involving older adults. First, we identify spotlight areas, which are especially prominent in these fields. Next, we explore possible pitfalls interdisciplinary researchers may stumble onto when planning, conducting and presenting exploratory research activities. Finally, some of these are selected and discussed more closely, while related open questions are posed.

Keywords: Older Adults · ICT · Research Practice · Research Ethics

1 Introduction

Ensuring equal access and opportunity, across the board, for people to benefit from and contribute to digital services and content creation is a challenge of an ethical nature in itself. There is still much research to be done in the realm of Information and Communication Technologies (ICT) for older adults with ever more to come as new technologies emerge. Yet, there too are some ethical pitfalls anyone researching this area has to stay aware of. Even the more recent studies in Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) with older adults may be tainted by prevailing stereotypes related to health, social life and ICT skills of participants, as noticed by Vines et al. [30] and the tendency to consider designing for older adults in terms of mainly accessibility [10] resulting in problems in sustainable ICT solutions’ development [9,8].

Addressing the widening digital divide [17] is important not only to allow older adults to engage with cutting-edge technologies but also to empower them to use ICT-based solutions such as online banking, e-health services, e-commerce or e-learning. This is the reason we have researched novel ways of interacting with ICT solutions, such as Smart TV-based interfaces for crowdsourcing [24,25] or ones that are chatbot-based [23]. Furthermore, in the context of Smart Home Technology (SHT) we explored Voice User Interfaces (VUI) [16,6] and Brain- Computer Interfaces (BCI) [12]. We have also conducted a VR co-design study with older adults [15] and created a checklist of factors influencing the Immersive Virtual Reality (IVR) experience for participants of all ages [21] to make study replication easier. We have also participated in projects evaluating older adults’ interaction with online citizen science tasks [22] and engaged older adults in participatory design activities [14], especially at the frontiers of HCI [11].

The considerations we discuss in this paper derive from our research and professional experience, both in the academic and business contexts. It is our hope that they will contribute to the discussion of the adverse effects that rigid scientific practices and insufficient interdisciplinary cooperation may have on the quality of research with older adults at the frontiers of HCI. Researching older adults’ preferences regarding digital interaction in an open-minded and ethically sensitive way will help not only mitigate barriers to their use of technologymediated solutions, but will also help consider older adults’ strong suits in new ICT solutions’ designs.

2 Selected Considerations

There are general ethical considerations related to good research conduct and fair reporting, for example, those outlined in European Code of Conduct for Research Integrity^4 developed by ALLEA - the European Federation of Academies of Sciences and Humanities, however, each field has its own specificity, and there are clear ethical guidelines on the design of ICT systems [26] with Value Sensitive Design (VSD) coming to mind [2], just as there are multiple ethical considerations related to research and practice involving participants in general, and older adults in particular. [20,4,3]

2.1 Older Adults and Technology

However, it is at the intersection of these areas that some challenging ethical questions arise. To bring them to light we have created a SWOT-inspired overview of the selected items in our research field related to its strengths, limitations, opportunities and challenges. The overview is visible in Fig 1. The discussion that follows is based on the interaction of these items and it includes the observations related to challenges and some dilemmas we have encountered in our work so far, as well as ones which feel as though they may become our future concerns.

4 https://allea.org/code-of-conduct/ strengths

1. creating solutions that foster digital inclusion, serving as a gateway to improve ICT-literacy 2. making it easier to contribute remotely for a group underrepresented online 3. developing solutions with older

adults in a participatory manner, drawing insights from them directly limitations

1. older adults are a very heterogeneous demographic group 2. easier access to user groups not representative of the general population (interested in ICT) 3. overcoming stereotypes of the researchers 4. overcoming self-stereotypes of the participants

opportunities

1. exploring the ageing process and

the opportunities coming with strong suits of older adults (e.g. increase in crystallized intelligence [18]) 2. discovering older adults’ preferences regarding the interaction with novel technologies 3. designing systems that match

older adults’ strong suits and aspirations 4. exploring and understanding

older adults’ diverse needs and motivations

challenges

1. constant awareness of one’s own unconscious biases 2. empowering older adults’ to evaluate ICT-solutions with confidence 3. avoiding the reinforcement of the filter bubble 4. using jargon-free clear communication to ensure informed consent 5. designing with very diverse groups of older adults in mind 6. appropriately addressing the user needs that may come with old age (e.g. lower working memory [32]) 7. IT system design challenges (user privacy, clear communication, accessibility, bias-free content)

2.2 Interdisciplinary Cooperation

Although the ethical path for each researcher may seem clearly paved by high profile publications in each discipline and the best practices taught, at the intersection of multiple disciplines this image begins to crack. Interdisciplinary cooperation is challenging first because of jargon or skills which are meant to be complementary, but often serve to divide into those in-the-know or not (which is just a matter of time and willingness to learn). It is also a challenge to become aware of, bring to light and discuss different internalized research practices, goals and expectations, which may be surprising - but can be the result of formal reporting requirements, best practices considered common for each discipline and skills and individual preferences of the researchers.

Research priorities Such collaboration is also difficult because of the subtle differences in the order of values prioritized, which at first may be difficult to realize. For example, from the point of view of ICT-system design, ensuring that recruitment procedures screen potential users for mild cognitive decline goes against the idea of accessible design and preventing ICT-exclusion. However, it is a common practice in some other disciplines, as has its reasons and its place. But when screening procedures are applied automatically, without taking into account the type of research being done (exploratory) and what is its end goal (preventing digital exclusion) then misunderstandings may appear.

Vocabulary Even the vocabulary may differ. For example, while everyone speaks of "participants", for some fields this term is interchangeable with "users", while in others it is common to think of "subjects" - and this actually has deep implications when it comes to the perception of the reasons for doing research and the attitude towards the participants, which may be objectifying them: if we study users, we observe them to gather insights to design something better for them, if we study subjects, then why are we studying them? It takes us one step further from them, but at what point such distance means detachment rather than objectivity?

Outdated standards Another difficult area is connected to standards and procedures which often feel rigid. This can be felt with standard validated questionnaires, which could use an update. This is both in terms of design and content, as language evolves, habits and expectations change, and what in the past may have indicated a problem, now may be a result of reliance on technology (e.g. not remembering one’s location on the map, or the date). At a time when we are armed with best practices used commercially for UX writing, design and accessibility, it is a pity some of these updates are yet to reach the academic practice, and are guarded by the ideas of consistency with past research (should we be consistent with sub-par practices?) or the effort needed to validate new designs. Redesigning study documentation and tools could improve understanding, thus allowing them to better perform their function (by testing a closer approximation of reality, rather than the ability to fill out forms) and address some of the concerns related to informed consent (e.g. using images and diagrams which could improve understanding instead of, or along, blocks of text [27]).

Business, Public Institutions and NGOs Businesses often view older adults through the lens of stereotypical problems related to health and maintaining a reasonable standard of independent living (AAL – Ambient and Assisted Living). This happens despite perceiving the potential of the silver economy, as the employees in organizations attempting to address the needs of older adults are often younger and unfamiliar with scientific findings in this area [13]. This situation is aggravated by diverse expectations and practices [31]. Businesses and industry expect fast iterations and immediate outcomes - reflected in the agile approaches to project management [29]. Meanwhile, the research process is similar to the waterfall project management methodology [19]. This approach is reinforced by grant applications, which often require researchers to present the whole project plan with expected outcomes and KPIs, the declaration of which, without prior research and verification may be affected by stereotypes. Such focus on KPIs is also conductive to treating project participants, including older adults, in an objectifying way, to engage them just enough to meet the project numbers requirements. A similar problem of focusing on indicators is faced by public institutions and NGOs implementing tasks and projects aimed at older adults. In such a case, there is little space left for an individualized approach to the participants.

2.3 Participants

Information Portioning There is a trend in research, encouraged by a strict understanding of a research practice to keep the real point of an experiment hidden [28], to say as little as possible about the research being done. However, this leads to a few problems, even if we disregard the discussion of whether informed consent is possible in such cases. For example, if little information is disclosed participants may attempt to guess what the research may be about, and in this, change their behaviour in an unpredictable way. This happens often with older adults as they expect to be tested on the stereotypical problems, such as balance, hearing, eyesight or cognitive performance. It is even more prominent if task design somehow reinforces this perception. So, if a task somehow involves listening, participants may want to prove to the researcher that their hearing is fine and change the behaviour they exhibit, which may affect the actual point of the experiment.

Distance and Detachment If researchers place themselves too far from the participants either by using objectifying language in participant-facing situations, or really any jargon, or by forgetting to check in with work and life outside of the academia, they may underuse their empathy, as it comes with some cognitive costs [1], and loosen their connection to reality. This fault is especially evident with endeavours which are meant to have positive social impact addressing problems in contexts the researchers are not very familiar with. One example here would be designing unrealistic seeming simulations for the experiments [7] (e.g. based on work problems that do not appear often, using speech examples which are rigid and sound unnatural, creating tasks to evaluate items the general population would have little interest in). Such problems could be addressed by introducing the practice of participatory design, in which members of the target group could co-design research scenarios and evaluate their realness and relevance, to make research closer to life. We believe this co-design step could be a very valuable addition to the experiment design process.

Managing Expectations Yet again, keeping one’s defined distance from participants is necessary in some types of research to provide unbiased results, however, when in participatory design the study participants become team members and co-designers, then the appropriate distance is harder to pinpoint. It involves the difficult process of navigating the intricacies of each interaction while always thinking of the good of the participants first.

Staying alert when using unscripted communication is important. Especially if the research project has no direct implications for the lives of the participants engaged with it, it is very important to communicate this clearly, as false expectations of working towards immediate personal benefit may appear, especially among vulnerable groups, such as some older adults. The same consideration was also prominent in our previous project concerning migration^5 as it is crucial to not engage the resources of people, especially those with fewer resources, in an unclear context.

2.4 Researchers

Answering Real Needs Just like it is important to verify study design in participatory design workshops, especially when threat of stereotyping is present, there comes one more step, which should actually be taken before that. It is necessary to confront the idea of the research and expected solution with the real needs of the potential study participants, unless conducting basic or foundation research. In the business world this is done by doing marketing research, customer segmentation, interviews, ethnographic studies - which all come before the commitment to projects [5,31]. However, in research, the decision to do a project may be facilitated by available grants and quite often, relies on previous literature analysis, which may be not as applicable to the specific situation where the project will take place.

Unconscious Biases Another challenge is realizing and facing one’s own unconscious biases and entering system or experiment design with a mind free of untested or poorly-backed assumptions. One example we encountered was the expectation that older adults will not perform a longer text transcription as part of a crowdsourcing study - which was shown to be false in the study, only because in the end the task was included [22]. Actually, it is exactly the constant awareness of our haste to make use of shortcuts and prevailing narratives that can help us spot such study design faults at an early stage, thus allowing us to gain unexpected insights.

Prioritizing Research Outcomes This brings us to the replication crisis and the danger of flawed studies influencing the design choices of future research, thus creating a self-reinforcing cycle of confirmation bias. Again, it is our job as researchers to evaluate the validity of previous studies. This is why there

5 "Advanced Learning and Inclusive Environment (ALIEN) for Higher Education through greater knowledge and understanding of migration flows in Europe" was a project we conducted between 2016-2019. See more at: https://alienproject.pja.edu.pl/ is great value in well performed meta-analyses, for example using the PRISMA approach^6. For this reason, the constant need and pressure to do original research is also concerning, as sometimes our resources are best spent on doing a proper meta-analysis to update our understanding allowing us (and others) to design better studies and refresh our curriculum, and necessarily teaching methods, to benefit our students (who ought to be thought as our future colleagues) - which could have the biggest impact on our research area and its progress.

3 Conclusions

An important ethical question each scientist ought to answer is their role in the society and, in a broader sense, in the world. To what extent should scientists study what is applicable and practical? How far can researchers follow their passion and interests and at what point these become just an exercise of a curious mind, rather than a way to contribute to social good and positive change? Ideally, these goals would be aligned, and curiosity would lead researchers to socially valuable contributions which are immediately applicable in collaboration with policy makers, businesses and industry.

The barriers we encounter in driving research-informed progress go deep. They are related to the structure of the educational system, research world, incentive design and the broader reality we function in as these tend to be rigid. These are challenges that are often too great for any researcher to single-handedly address, so they are also one of the reasons to maintain a healthy network of collaborators — both in the academia, in our discipline, in other disciplines and out in the real world, working, aspiring and facing problems. Such people not only can help make our research more relevant, to help us meet today’s complex and interdisciplinary challenges. They can also guide us through the intertwined web of ethical considerations to take into account, not only when designing and conducting research, but also taking it beyond the confines of the academia.

Acknowledgments

We would like to thank the many people and institutions gathered together by the distributed Living Lab Kobo and HASE Research Group (Human Aspects in Science and Engineering) for their support of this research. In particular, the authors would like to thank the members of XR Lab Polish-Japanese Academy of Information Technology and Emotion-Cognition Lab SWPS University as well as other HASE member institutions.

References

1. Empathy is hard work: People choose to avoid empathy because of its cognitive costs. Journal of Experimental Psychology: General 148(6), 962–976 (Jun 2019). https://doi.org/10.1037/xge0000595

6 http://www.prisma-statement.org/

2. Albrechtslund, A.: Ethics and technology design. Ethics and Information Technology 9, 63–72 (03 2007). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10676-006-9129-8 3. Diaz-Orueta, U., Hopper, L., Konstantinidis, E.: Shaping technologies for older adults with and without dementia: Reflections on ethics and preferences. Health Informatics Journal 26(4), 3215–3230 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1177/1460458219899590, https://doi.org/10.1177/1460458219899590, pMID: 31969045 4. Gros, A., Bensamoun, D., Manera, V., Fabre, R., Zacconi-Cauvin, A.M., Thummler, S., Benoit, M., Robert, P., David, R.: Recommendations for the use of ict in elderly populations with affective disorders. Frontiers in Aging Neuroscience 8, 269 (2016). https://doi.org/10.3389/fnagi.2016.00269, https://www.frontiersin.org/article/10.3389/fnagi.2016.00269 5. Hewitt-Dundas, N., Gkypali, A., Roper, S.: Does learning from prior collaboration help firms to overcome the ‘two-worlds’ paradox in university-business collaboration? Research Policy 48(5), 1310–1322 (2019) 6. Jaskulska, A., Skorupska, K., Karpowicz, B., Biele, C., Kowalski, J., Kopeć, W.:

Exploration of voice user interfaces for older adults—a pilot study to address progressive vision loss. In: Biele, C., Kacprzyk, J., Owsiński, J.W., Romanowski, A., Sikorski, M. (eds.) Digital Interaction and Machine Intelligence. pp. 159–168. Springer International Publishing, Cham (2021) 7. KING, M.: Chapter 6 - the challenge of research. In: KING, M. (ed.)

Psychology in and Out of Court, pp. 82–100. Pergamon, Amsterdam (1986). https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-026798-2.50010-9, https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/B9780080267982500109 8. Knowles, B., Hanson, V.L.: Older adults’ deployment of ’distrust’.

ACM Trans. Comput.-Hum. Interact. 25(4), 21:1–21:25 (Aug 2018). https://doi.org/10.1145/3196490, http://doi.acm.org/10.1145/3196490 9. Knowles, B., Hanson, V.L.: The wisdom of older technology (non)users.

Commun. ACM 61(3), 72–77 (Feb 2018). https://doi.org/10.1145/3179995, http://doi.acm.org/10.1145/3179995 10. Knowles, B., Hanson, V.L., Rogers, Y., Piper, A.M., Waycott, J., Davies, N., Ambe, A.H., Brewer, R.N., Chattopadhyay, D., Dee, M., Frohlich, D., Gutierrez- Lopez, M., Jelen, B., Lazar, A., Nielek, R., Pena, B.B., Roper, A., Schlager, M., Schulte, B., Yuan, I.Y.: The harm in conflating aging with accessibility. Commun. ACM 64(7), 66–71 (Jun 2021). https://doi.org/10.1145/3431280, https://doi.org/10.1145/3431280 11. Kopeć, W., Biele, C., Kornacka, M., Pochwatko, G., Jaskulska, A., Skorupska, K., Paluch, J., Gago, P., Karpowicz, B., Niewiński, M., Masłyk, R.: Participatory design landscape for the human-machine collaboration, interaction and automation at the frontiers of hci (pdl 2021). In: Ardito, C., Lanzilotti, R., Malizia, A., Petrie, H., Piccinno, A., Desolda, G., Inkpen, K. (eds.) Human-Computer-Interaction – INTERACT 2021. pp. 564–569. Springer International Publishing, Cham (2021) 12. Kopeć, W., Kowalski, J., Paluch, J., Jaskulska, A., Skorupska, K.H., Niewiński, M., Krzywicki, M., Biele, C.: Older Adults and Brain-Computer Interface: An Exploratory Study. Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA (2021), https://doi.org/10.1145/3411763.3451663 13. Kopeć, W., Nielek, R., Wierzbicki, A.: Guidelines towards better participation of older adults in software development processes using a new spiral method and participatory approach. In: Proceedings of the 11th International Workshop on Cooperative and Human Aspects of Software Engineering. p. 49–56.

CHASE ’18, Association for Computing Machinery, New York, NY, USA (2018). https://doi.org/10.1145/3195836.3195840 14. Kopeć, W., Skorupska, K., Jaskulska, A., Abramczuk, K., Nielek, R., Wierzbicki, A.: Livinglab pjait: Towards better urban participation of seniors. In: Proceedings of the International Conference on Web Intelligence. pp. 1085–1092. WI ’17, ACM, New York, NY, USA (2017). https://doi.org/10.1145/3106426.3109040 15. Kopeć, W., Wichrowski, M., Kalinowski, K., Jaskulska, A., Skorupska, K., Cnotkowski, D., Tyszka, J., Popieluch, A., Voitenkova, A., Masłyk, R., Gago, P., Krzywicki, M., Kornacka, M., Biele, C., Kobyliński, P., Kowalski, J., Abramczuk, K., Zdrodowska, A., Pochwatko, G., Możaryn, J., Marasek, K.: Vr with older adults: Participatory design of a virtual atm training simulation. IFAC-PapersOnLine 52(19), 277 – 281 (2019). https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifacol.2019.12.110, http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S2405896319319457, 14th IFAC Symposium on Analysis, Design, and Evaluation of Human Machine Systems HMS 2019 16. Kowalski, J., Jaskulska, A., Skorupska, K., Abramczuk, K., Biele, C., Kopeć, W., Marasek, K.: Older adults and voice interaction: A pilot study with google home. In: Extended Abstracts of the 2019 CHI Conference on Human Factors in Computing Systems. pp. 187:1–187:6. CHI EA ’19, ACM, New York, NY, USA (2019). https://doi.org/10.1145/3290607.3312973 17. Martínez-Alcalá, C.I., Rosales-Lagarde, A., Alonso-Lavernia, M.d.l.O., Ramírez- Salvador, J.O., Jiménez-Rodríguez, B., Cepeda-Rebollar, R.M., López-Noguerola, J.S., Bautista-Díaz, M.L., Agis-Juárez, R.A.: Digital inclusion in older adults: A comparison between face-to-face and blended digital literacy workshops. Frontiers in ICT 5 (2018). https://doi.org/10.3389/fict.2018.00021, https://www.frontiersin.org/articles/10.3389/fict.2018.00021 18. McArdle, J.J., Hamagami, F., Meredith, W., Bradway, K.P.: Modeling the dynamic hypotheses of gf–gc theory using longitudinal life-span data. Learning and Individual Differences 12(1), 53–79 (2000) 19. McCormick, M.: Waterfall vs. agile methodology. MPCS, N/A (2012) 20. Mclean, A.: Ethical frontiers of ict and older users: Cultural, pragmatic and ethical issues. Ethics and Inf. Technol. 13(4), 313–326 (Dec 2011). https://doi.org/10.1007/s10676-011-9276-4, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10676-011-9276-4 21. Skorupska, K., Cnotkowski, D., Paluch, J., Masłyk, R., Jaskulska, A., Kornacka, M., Kopeć, W.: All factors should matter! reference checklist for describing research conditions in pursuit of comparable ivr experiments (2021) 22. Skorupska, K., Jaskulska, A., Masłyk, R., Paluch, J., Nielek, R., Kopeć, W.: Older adults’ motivation and engagement with diverse crowdsourcing citizen science tasks. In: Ardito, C., Lanzilotti, R., Malizia, A., Petrie, H., Piccinno, A., Desolda, G., Inkpen, K. (eds.) Human-Computer Interaction – INTERACT 2021. pp. 93–103. Springer International Publishing, Cham (2021) 23. Skorupska, K., Kamil, Warpechowski, Nielek, R., Kopeć, W.: Conversational crowdsourcing for older adults: a wikipedia chatbot concept (2020) 24. Skorupska, K., Núñez, M., Kopeć, W., Nielek, R.: Older adults and crowdsourcing:

Android tv app for evaluating tedx subtitle quality. Proc. ACM Hum.-Comput. Interact. 2(CSCW), 159:1–159:23 (Nov 2018). https://doi.org/10.1145/3274428 25. Skorupska, K., Núñez, M., Kopeć, W., Nielek, R.: A comparative study of younger and older adults’ interaction with a crowdsourcing android tv app for detecting errors in tedx video subtitles. In: Lamas, D., Loizides, F., Nacke, L., Petrie,

H., Winckler, M., Zaphiris, P. (eds.) Human-Computer Interaction – INTERACT 2019. pp. 455–464. Springer International Publishing, Cham (2019) 26. Spiekermann, S.: Ethical it innovation: A value-based system design approach (01 2015). https://doi.org/10.1201/b19060 27. Sturdee, M., Alexander, J., Coulton, P., Carpendale, S.: Sketch and the lizard king: Supporting image inclusion in hci publishing. pp. 1–10 (04 2018). https://doi.org/10.1145/3170427.3188408 28. Tai, M.C.T.: Deception and informed consent in social, behavioral, and educational research (sber). Tzu Chi Medical Journal 24(4), 218– 222 (2012). https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcmj.2012.05.003, https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1016319012000468 29. Vidoni, M., Cunico, L., Vecchietti, A.: Agile operational research. Journal of the Operational Research Society 72(6), 1221–1235 (2021) 30. Vines, J., Pritchard, G., Wright, P., Olivier, P., Brittain, K.: An age-old problem: Examining the discourses of ageing in hci and strategies for future research. ACM Trans. Comput.-Hum. Interact. 22(1), 2:1–2:27 (Feb 2015). https://doi.org/10.1145/2696867, http://doi.acm.org/10.1145/2696867 31. De Wit-de Vries, E., Dolfsma, W.A., van der Windt, H.J., Gerkema, M.P.: Knowledge transfer in university–industry research partnerships: a review. The Journal of Technology Transfer 44(4), 1236–1255 (2019) 32. Wolfson, N.E., Cavanagh, T.M., Kraiger, K.: Older adults and technology-based instruction: Optimizing learning outcomes and transfer. Academy of Management Learning & Education 13(1), 26–44 (2014)