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BSc in Systems Analysis
MSc in Artificial Intelligence
PhD in Software, Sytems and Computing

Post-docs in EPFL and UniBe
Staff Research Scientist at MacPaw

Computer scientist working on tool and techniques to 
understand what the programs are actually doing

Trust nobody, question everything
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Illustrations  by Pixeltrue on icons8

 non-research tech publications
 conferences, journals, books
 incremental publication flow
 money: APC and predatory publishing
 science is [not beyond] politics
 bonus: fun + Q&A

so, research dissemination:

https://icons8.com/illustrations/author/5ec7b0e101d0360016f3d1b3
https://icons8.com/


Grey VS white* literature
*funny how we keep “white = good” in research

Grey Literature is a category that includes media, resources, 
documents, data, etc. that was not produced by traditional 
academic or commercial publishing systems, which is often 
referred to as White Literature.

Unlike White Literature, Grey Literature is not peer reviewed 
and is not typically published in books or scholarly journals.

Image, text: University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
https://guides.library.illinois.edu/c.php?g=1310347
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Why grey literature?

● When speed is more important for IP
● Archival practices for intermediate stage work
● Company policies (PR, branding)
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https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.03762

https://dl.acm.org/doi/10.5555/3295222.3295349
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Why grey literature?

● When speed is more important for IP
● Archival practices for intermediate stage work
● Company policies (PR, branding)
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https://www.tdcommons.org/dpubs_series/79/


Why grey literature?

● When speed is more important for IP
● Archival practices for intermediate stage work
● Company policies (PR, branding)
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From grey to white: peer review
Quality control from domain experts

Conferences: 2-4 reviews per submission from the Program 
Committee members, 1-2 review rounds (optional rebuttal), 
time deadline, contributions from everyone
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https://conf.researchr.org/home/icse-2024

https://dl.acm.org/doi/proceedings/10.1145/3597503

https://conf.researchr.org/home/icse-2024
https://dl.acm.org/doi/proceedings/10.1145/3597503


From grey to white: peer review
Quality control from domain experts

Conferences: 2-4 reviews per submission from the Program 
Committee members, 1-2 review rounds (optional rebuttal), 
time deadline, contributions from everyone

Journals: 2-4 reviews per manuscript from individually invited 
domain experts, several revision iterations until reviewer 
consensus, issue format, contributions from everyone
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https://dl.acm.org/toc/tosem/2025/34/5

Image credits: Warner Bros Pictures

https://dl.acm.org/toc/tosem/2025/34/5


From grey to white: peer review
Quality control from domain experts

Conferences: 2-4 reviews per submission from the Program 
Committee members, 1-2 review rounds (optional rebuttal), 
time deadline, contributions from everyone

Journals: 2-4 reviews per manuscript from individually invited 
domain experts, several revision iterations until reviewer 
consensus, issue format, contributions from everyone

Books: Editors’ responsibility, invitation-based contribution in 
chapter format from well-established field experts

co
nf

er
en

ce
s,

 jo
ur

na
ls

, b
o

o
ks

https://library.oapen.org/handle/20.500.12657/90897

Image credits: Warner Bros Pictures

https://library.oapen.org/handle/20.500.12657/90897


Write the initial manuscript or 
book chapter + set up the 
replication package or any online 
addendums

Prepare

Send (the revised version of) the 
manuscript to the target  
conference/journal, or send the 
book chapter to the editor(s)

(Re)submit
Level up your legal game by 
figuring out licenses, article 
processing charges (APC), and 
wait for the publisher work

Publish

Embrace (multiple rounds of) 
peer review, sometimes including 
a rebuttal. Embrace the 
possibility of a LLM review :-/
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The smallest possible research paper. EA can 
range from 1-2 to 8 pages, the poster itself is 

typicaly A0 format and depends on your taste 
and design skills.

Extended Abstract / Poster

Less formal than a regular short paper, 
presents an opinion, can be technical too

Position or vision paper

Specialized short papers to present ideas in 
the initial development state, demo 

prototypes, do replication studies,or describe 
real-world use

ERA, NIER, RENE, Data, 
Tools, Industry paper

Does not really have a fixed length limit 
anymore, often is created from a full 
conference paper + 30% or new content 
(experimens, proofs, data etc.)

Journal paper

Most comonly used format in Computer 
Science conferences, 8-12 pages, strict page 
limit (for review fairness)

Format one would use for reporting 
preliminary research results and gain 
community feedback, 4-5 pages limit

Short paper
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Academic Publishing Business

Default: paid individual access, free access via a 
library, authors tranfer copyright to the publisher 
but pay no APC

Alternatve: open-access publishing, where 
authors retain the copyright, pay the APC or wait 
out an embargo period, but the publication is free 
to access to everyone

m
o

ne
y:

 A
P

C
 a

nd
 p

re
d

at
o

ry
 p

u
b

li
sh

in
g

Image: https://katatrepsis.com/2012/01/28/scientific-publishing-what-a-con/

https://katatrepsis.com/2012/01/28/scientific-publishing-what-a-con/
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Default: paid individual access, free access via a 
library, authors tranfer copyright to the publisher 
but pay no APC

Alternatve: open-access publishing, where 
authors retain the copyright, pay the APC or wait 
out an embargo period, but the publication is free 
to access to everyone
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https://www.nature.com/articles/495426a

https://www.nature.com/articles/495426a


“Publish or perish”
Requirements on number of publications 

motivate people to artificially inflate 
publication numbres
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https://orbilu.uni.lu/bitstream/10993/60055/1/AndroZooARetrospectiveWithAGlimpseIntoTheFuture.pdf

https://orbilu.uni.lu/bitstream/10993/60055/1/AndroZooARetrospectiveWithAGlimpseIntoTheFuture.pdf
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