arXiv:2407.04596v1 [cs.SE] 5 Jul 2024

Teaching and Learning Ethnography for Software Engineering Contexts

Yvonne Dittrich, Helen Sharp and Cleidson de Souza

Abstract Ethnography has become one of the established methods for empirical research on software engineering. Although there is a wide variety of introductory books available, there has been no material targeting software engineering students particularly, until now.

In this chapter we provide an introduction to teaching and learning ethnography for faculty teaching ethnography to software engineering graduate students and for the students themselves of such courses.

The contents of the chapter focuses on what we think is the core basic knowledge for newbies to ethnography as a research method. We complement the text with proposals for exercises, tips for teaching, and pitfalls that we and our students have experienced.

The chapter is designed to support part of a course on empirical software engineering and provides pointers and literature for further reading.

1 Introduction

Ethnographic studies are an important element of the toolbox for empirical software engineering as they can provide unique insights into software development practice [51]. Ethnography was originally developed as a method to understand foreign cultures by becoming embedded in them and documenting the learning and sense-

Yvonne Dittrich IT University of Copenhagen, Rued Langgaards Vej 7, 2300 Copenhagen S, Denmarke-mail: ydi@itu.dk

Helen Sharp The Open University, Walton Hall, Milton Keynes, MK7 6AA, UK e-mail: helen.sharp@open.ac.uk

Cleidson R. B. de Souza Universidade Federal do Pará: Belém, Pará, BR e-mail: cleidson.desouza@acm.org

1

making that was experienced during the process [26]. Modern ethnography has been developed in an attempt to understand a foreign culture from a members’ perspective. With a growing interest in the understanding of subcultures close to the ethnographer, ethnographic research was used to learn more about a wide range of contexts including truck drivers [1], midwives [32], London underground workers [27] and organisational life [58, 64].

In the context of Human-Computer Interaction and Computer Supported Cooperative Work, ethnographic research was used to understand how the members of an organisation made use of technology. Examples for this kind of research include several studies of air traffic controllers in the context of a redesign of the system supporting their perception and control of air traffic [4], of copy machine repair personnel by Julian Orr [40], and of attorneys and paralegals to prepare the design of software supporting their document management [5]. For more than 25 years, ethnography has also been used in the context of software engineering research in order to study cooperative aspects of software engineering. Examples are a study on configuration management [28], a study on the use of social software in distributed software development [23, 24], and an ethnographic study of a small software house to investigate testing practices [39]. As in the original context, the benefit of ethnographic studies of software engineering is the understanding of how and why software teams do what they do to develop software. Ethnography allows understanding and describing collaboration in software engineering from the software engineers’ perspective. Ethnographic studies require the researcher to join a development team with the intent to understand the why and how of the team’s everyday practices.

The Educators’ Corner: Tips for teaching

• It’s important for students to know the origins of ethnography but introduce the approach through a mixture of examples from software engineering and other disciplines so that the relevance to software engineering comes through • If you don’t have (much) experience of ethnography yourself then identify colleagues with experience to engage in your classes • It’s hard to see another person’s point of view, offer your students guidance on emotional intelligence, and how to see different perspectives • Present examples of existing ethnographies in software engineering for the students to facilitate their writing • Take an iterative approach to topics, e.g. provide some background, set an exercise, discuss the exercise and ask students to do the exercise again • Embrace the use of ethnography with other techniques, e.g. interviews, as these are often required in the field • Because activity in the field is fluid, ethical dimensions of the study need careful attention

When we use the term ‘practices’ in this chapter, we talk about the established way a software team goes about developing and evolving software. Social practices, like cooperative software engineering, are based on an understanding of relevant objects, representations and tasks, on implicit and explicit rules, and on a common goal (for further readings see Section 7).

Understanding software practices using an ethnographic approach aims to understand how and why the software development practices make sense from a members’ point of view, putting aside ideas on how to improve the observed practices for the time being. This can be hard for a software engineering researcher. As engineers and software engineering researchers we are trained to design and create things and to improve the methods used to this end. We tend to focus on problems and shortcomings, rather than aiming to understand how a complex activity such as software development actually takes place, or what enables a team to produce software at all. Ethnographic research invites us to temporarily put aside or ‘bracket’ [22] our assumptions of how software development should take place, and try to understand how developers make things work no matter what.

In return, the results of ethnographic research help us understand the rationale behind even seemingly disadvantageous behaviour, which in turn provides us with important information when designing tools and methods. An example can be found in [61, 62]. The article presents an interview study triangulating an ethnographic study of software architecture practices for a software product. The researchers were surprised at the lack of any software architecture documentation and the unwillingness of the team to produce and maintain such documentation. A triangulating interview study revealed that this reluctance towards software architecture was shared by architects and tech leads of other products. The only exception, an open source project, also provided us with a rationale for this attitude: the existence of architecture documentation can prohibit discussion between the architects and the developers with the effect that the architects might not know how the developers change the architecture or where the architecture creates problems for the development and might need to be revised. This, in turn, means that tools for designing and communicating software architecture should be designed to support architect-developer discussions and not replace them. Had we not taken the reservations of the developers and architects seriously, we would not have understood that there was a ‘good reason for bad architecture documentation’ [62].

Ethnographic studies can also lay the groundwork for practitioner support tools that are accepted by the community because they are based on an understanding of practitioners’ point of view. An example of this is the motivating jenny project which ran a multi-site ethnographic study to understand developers’ security behaviour. This project resulted in a number of insights including a model of security behaviour [35] that underpins a set of four practitioner packs designed to improve the security culture in a team or organisation (downloadable from motivatingjenny.org). These have been downloaded thousands of times and have been used in education and in industrial settings.

Our previous, more theoretical and programmatic article in Transactions on Software Engineering [51] provides examples from empirical software engineering where ethnography has been used. This chapter complements that article with support on how to implement and teach ethnographic research in a Software Engineering context. The goal of this chapter is twofold. On the one hand, we introduce ethnography as a research method for software engineering with a hands-on approach. We aim to provide concrete how-to support for researchers starting to use ethnography. Our intended reader in connection to this goal is a researcher, e.g. a PhD student, who wants to explore ethnography as a possible research method. On the other hand, we provide guidance for teachers of a postgraduate course on empirical research in software engineering. The chapter comprises what we see as the minimum contents of a module on ethnography as an empirical method for software engineering.

In our tutorials, people have often asked us what is the difference between ethnography and other qualitative methods, such as contextual inquiry and grounded theory. And why not just do interviews? A simple response to these questions might include that contextual inquiry is based on an apprenticeship model, grounded theory seeks concepts in the domain that can be developed into a theory, and in interviews participants’ accounts will necessarily be partial and rationalised. Ethnographic research, on the other hand, focuses on a holistic view of the practice being studied, has research questions that evolve over the course of the study, and aims to capture activity as it happens together with practitioners’ rationale. But there is more to it than this. This chapter will provide a deeper answer to these questions.

The remainder of the chapter is structured as follows: Section 2 discusses whether ethnography is the right choice from three perspectives: the role of ethnographic studies in relation to your specific research context; the type of research question it can address; and what is required of the researcher. Section 3 discusses the planning of an ethnographic study. Section 4 covers important topics such as field work and addresses issues ranging from the role the researchers take on in relation to the team, to how to design and keep a field diary. Section 5 introduces the analysis of ethnographic data and section 6 covers research ethics for ethnography. Section 7 concludes the chapter and provides suggestions for further reading.

•^{? Exercise 1: Identify an ethnographic research project}

The exercises in this chapter together result in the design of an ethnographic study project. If you already plan to do ethnographic research, feel free to use your project throughout the exercises.

If you use other methods in your research, try to find an angle to your research that could benefit from a real world investigation. For example, if you work with mining software repositories (MSR), you might consider conducting an ethnographic study of one of the projects that would shed light on the data you base your MSR study on.

Formulate a short text (about half a page) motivating your study and formulating a research question related to understanding relevant development practices from a members’ point of view.

The Educators’ Corner: Exercises

Throughout the chapter, we propose a number of hands-on exercises that encourage students to apply the contents in a concrete situation. Whereas the introduction to ethnography targets both students and more senior researchers, the exercises are directed to a student designing their empirical research project. The order of the sections in this chapter is designed to support a logical progression in these exercises.

The exercise for Section 2 asks students to formulate an adequate research question for their own or a fictional ethnographic study. Section 3 discusses the planning of the ethnographic study, accompanied by an exercise to develop a preliminary plan for their own or a fictional study. Section 4 describes the field work. Here we propose an exercise that sends the students out to observe an everyday situation to gain hands-on experience. In a second exercise, the students are asked to prepare the concrete field work. Section 5 discusses the analysis of the field material. An experienced researcher might bring their own empirical data to the course and provide the students with hands-on experience with field material. As a fall back exercise we propose the development of an analysis strategy for their own or a fictional research project. The discussion of ethnographic research ethics in section 6 should enable the students to review their study designs from an ethics perspective and discuss the ethical challenges of their research design. Section 7 does not have specific exercises.

2 Is an ethnographic study the right choice?

Here we consider the question of whether or not an ethnographic study is the right choice from three different perspectives:

1. the context of your research 2. the kind of research question you want to answer 3. what it means for you as the researcher, because in an ethnographic study the researcher is the research instrument

This section will discuss these three perspectives to help you to decide whether to use ethnography as a research method.

2.1 The context of your research

This perspective considers where the intended study fits in the wider context: what role might an ethnographic study play in the research? In social sciences, where ethnography originated, studies focus on understanding phenomena. They are used to understand better how (sub) cultures operate, or how groups of people organise their social life. In HCI, ethnographic studies are used to inform the design of technology from a user’s point of view so that the designers might better appreciate who they are designing for. In software engineering, ethnographic studies may also be used to understand or to inform design, but research often goes beyond understanding towards improving methods, techniques and tools. Understanding current practice is a good starting point to inform changes of any kind, not so that current practice can be replicated in the new order, but to appreciate why things are done the way they are, so that there are no unintended consequences when things change. A quite famous example is the long time it has taken to replace the paper flight strips used by air traffic controllers with digital versions. In 1999 Wendy MacKay commented that “Our observations have convinced us that we do not know enough to simply get rid of paper strips, nor can we easily replace the physical interaction between controllers and paper strips” [38]. She wrote this after being inspired by her work and previous studies about flight strips which started in 1992. A blog written in 2017 on the subject demonstrates how cautiously this change was eventually made [18].

In our analysis of ethnographic research in empirical software engineering [51], we identified four roles for ethnographic research, all of which start by considering “how things work in practice”.

2.1.1 To strengthen investigations into the social and human aspects of software engineering

Since ethnography’s origins are in understanding cultures and communities, it is not a surprise that ethnography has been used in this way. It is inevitable that some insights regarding social and human aspects will emerge whatever research question is pursued since the approach champions the members’ point of view.

For example, Lopez et al. [35] were interested in investigating how non-specialist software developers engage with security in practice. This explicitly focuses on the human aspect of software developers. They used a multi-sited study and a mixture of research methods. Their results included a set of episodes where non-specialists engaged in security activity, and five typical behaviours that characterise how individual developers respond to security concerns to meet the demands of particular circumstances. A key characteristic of this work was that it emphasised security from the developers’ perspective. The results form a framework that managers and teams can use to recognize, understand, and alter security activity in their environments (motivatingjenny.org).

2.1.2 To inform the design of software engineering tools

For a new tool to be successful it must support the task being performed, e.g. bug localisation. But for it to be useful to practitioners it must also fit into their workflow and support how they and their organisation performs the task. Focusing on a task in isolation gives only a partial view and however clever it may be, if it’s not usable then it won’t be used. So understanding the context of tool use is as important as understanding its technical and functional requirements.

But there are other considerations too. As with much software development, it can be easy to jump straight into designing a system that seems to address a user’s problem [48]. However if the goal is to develop new software engineering tools then don’t start the design until you are sure that the proposal will be useful. This can be achieved by sketching a number of potential tools based on observations, and then collecting evidence to support or refute their value, e.g. by working with practitioners and analysing your data overall to evaluate the ideas. For example deSouza et al. [9]were interested in the role of application programming interfaces (APIs) in the coordination of software development work in large scale organisations. An initial observation led them to think that integrating the versioning software with email might facilitate the team’s work, but further data collection made it clear that this was only part of the situation, and focusing on a tool to support the team’s overall communication would bring them more benefit. So instead of developing something to integrate two existing tools, they developed a tool that supported the identification of dependencies between developers which allowed developers to coordinate their efforts more effectively and reduce unnecessary work.

2.1.3 To improve development processes

Ethnography can be a starting point, together with the practitioners observed, to discuss and implement improvements of their work practices. Ethnographic research then becomes part of action research. Two chapters in this book by Staron and by Dittrich, Bolmsten and Seilein introduce action research. A critical point is that the decision about the intervention and the evaluation of its implementation should keep the members’ point of view, both for ethical and methodological reasons. Dittrich et al. developed Cooperative Method Development (CMD), an action research approach combining ethnographical and ethnomethodological inspired empirical research with the improvement of software engineering tools, methods, and processes [17, 13]. CMD is explicitly designed to keep both the work practice focus and the developers’ point of view of the initial research throughout the action research cycle(s).

Unphon’s thesis provides an example of action research [61]. The research cooperation with a company developing software products for simulating hydraulic systems focused on the evolvability of these software products. The researchers collaborated with the team responsible for the product simulating open one-dimensional water systems like rivers and creeks. The action research introduced light-weight software architecture techniques for high-level design, developed a light-weight Architecture Level Evolvability Assessment method for focussed discussions of design decisions with relevant stakeholders, and introduced light-weight architecture compliance techniques using the built system. Introductory research with the team in order to understand development practices as well as investigate the structure of the existing software product resulted in a framework for understanding the influence of the organisation of software development and business on the architecture of the software [62]. The research results emphasise the need to adapt software architecture methods and tools to support the continuous evolution of software products: architecture design and evolution take place as part of everyday evolution; architectural practices need to support the software architect to keep up with the changes of the software and the emerging requirements that might challenge the architecture; evolvability should be a quality to be considered in regular software architecture design discussions.

2.1.4 To inform research programmes that do not have ethnography at their core

It is common for research outputs such as tools and new processes to be ignored by practitioners, in favour of innovations suggested by other practitioners. Understanding the context of software engineering takes the researcher one step nearer to suggesting an innovation that is acceptable to practice. In particular, an ethnographic study may help a research programme by articulating more specific, relevant research questions.

For example, our programme on agile software development started by looking at the realities of XP in practice, i.e. how was the approach implemented [53]? Ethnographic studies in this context led to other studies and research questions that focused on the role of physical artefacts [55], information flow between stakeholders [65] and collaboration in dispersed teams [11].

But ethnography can also be used to inform research programmes by providing context grounded in practice for an existing research focus. For example, Capiluppi et al. [6] investigated the evolution of code within an agile development project. This led to a number of observations regarding how the agile code base evolved. Using an ethnographic study as context allowed the researchers to :

• Characterise the development process and practices clearly, and • Provide alternative interpretations of phenomena found in the data, e.g. where the size of the code base changed significantly they could trace an event through the ethnographic study to explain that a new library was loaded

Ethnographic observation in this context has the benefit that it is not dependent on the report of practitioners, as it is in interviews. When collecting reports from practitioners, their responses will inevitably be partial and informed by current events. For example, they might not consider certain aspects of everyday practice to be relevant to the questions asked, or they might not report practices that they consider to be informal or not accepted. However, these aspects may be exactly the characteristics that render the specific way of developing software possible, and hence would be important from a research point of view. The design of studies complementing and providing context to other research may not be driven by an independent research question, but the research question might be decided based on the overall research interest.

•^{? Exercise 2: What role do you see for your ethnographic study?}

Consider the four roles above and assess your own context against each one. To which does it fit most closely? It’s ok to align with more than one at this stage. The detailed design will help you narrow it down.

Describe the role that you see for your ethnographic study in a short paragraph and add it to the study design started in Exercise 1.

•^{! The Educator’s Corner: Pitfalls}

• When conducting an ethnographic study with the aim of investigating social and human aspects of software engineering it is easy to become overwhelmed by the huge number of focus points SO track the possible foci and address them one at a time.

• When conducting an ethnographic study with the aim of producing a new tool, it can be tempting to start designing before a full picture has been obtained SO start by hypothesising what kind of tools would be useful and collect data to validate those hypotheses.

• When conducting an ethnographic study with the aim of producing a new tool, it can be tempting to focus on specific instances rather than the broader picture SO focus on the analytical results rather than the data when hypothesising about potential tools.

• When conducting an ethnographic study with the aim of improving development processes it can be easy to suggest changes based on textbook versions of processes SO make sure to engage practitioners in any suggested modifications.

• When conducting an ethnographic study with the aim of informing other programmes of research, confirmation bias can easily cloud your observations SO be sure to seek confirming and disconfirming evidence.

2.2 The kind of research questions you want to answer

This subsection considers the kind of research questions you want to answer. The specific detail of the question may change as the study progresses (see section 4 below) but whether an ethnographic study is the right choice depends on the kind of question you want to answer.

The first thing to note is that ethnographic research, like other qualitative research, is driven by research questions rather than hypotheses derived from theory. Research questions ask ‘How’ and ‘Why’ and ‘What are the characteristics of’ questions rather than ‘Is X better than Y’ or ‘Will this technique make programmers more productive?’ kind of questions. For example ‘How do software practitioners develop systems using XP?’ rather than ‘Is single programmer coding more productive than pair programming?’, and ‘Why don’t developers adhere to the company’s security policies?’ rather than ‘Does structuring the manual in this way help developers produce more secure code?’ and ‘What are the characteristics of a technology adoption?’ rather than ‘How did the ideas of Simula develop into Java?

Other techniques and methods introduced in this book will support answering other types of question.

The strength of an ethnographic approach is that it emphasises the point of view of the participants, i.e. the members of the community under study, who are often called informants or interlocutors in ethnographic work. It therefore allows the researcher to understand better why things are the way they are. It brings research closer to practice and hence can make the results more acceptable within practitioner communities. For example, it may seem strange to a researcher to see agile practitioners using both a physical storyboard and a virtual one, especially because this entails duplicate work in keeping them both up to date. However, this is common practice where co-located or hybrid teams are deployed because of the different and complementary collaboration and communication benefits it provides [12].

•^{? Exercise 3: What type of research question do you want to answer?}

Review your research question(s) from Exercise 1. Are they “how” “why” and “what characteristics” questions, as discussed above. If not, can they be recast appropriately?

Revise your study design if needed, and make sure to adjust the whole text to any new formulation of your research question(s).

2.3 What ethnographic studies require from the researcher

To help decide whether or not an ethnographic study is the right choice, this section considers the four main features of ethnographic work: the member’s point of view; the ordinary detail of life as it happens, the analytic stance and thick descriptions. For each of these we present considerations on whether the researcher (you) are prepared and willing to apply the approach appropriately, e.g. to write thick descriptions, listen to the informants’ point of view and modify your research focus. The information in this section will help to assess this, and will set your expectations for what it means to implement an ethnographic study.

2.3.1 The members’ point of view

We would argue that it is always important to understand the point of view of practitioners whatever is the focus of the research, for example whether developing a new tool, looking to improve the development process, or simply trying to understand better how something works in practice. As discussed in Section 2.1, taking account of the members’ point of view doesn’t restrict innovation, but instead understanding the rationale for the current way of working before introducing changes helps to avoid unintended consequences. Understanding the member’s point of view is all about understanding what is important for the informants so that this can be taken into account.

In other disciplines, ethnographic studies involve the ethnographer studying a culture that is unfamiliar to them, e.g. in terms of language, customs, cultural norms etc. These studies may need to last for months or years. As a software engineer conducting an ethnographic study in a software development environment, this will be less of a challenge to overcome. Understanding someone else’s perspective is still hard, but much of the basic context of software development, e.g. IDEs, development processes, programming languages etc will be familiar. One of the benefits of this is that ethnographic studies don’t necessarily need to take months or years. Focusing on the members’ point of view will entail getting used to the organisation’s environment and the specific details of the team’s work but the learning curve is less steep than it would be for someone unfamiliar with software development.

The familiarity of the researcher with the tools, techniques and methods of the informants can make it difficult to keep the member’s point of view in mind when observing how software development takes place. It is very easy to apply the knowledge from your own education and research and slide into a “this can be done better” attitude. Such an attitude might even be provoked by the practitioners asking the researcher, who supposedly is an expert, whether they have any recommendations. Here it is important to separate observations from analysis for the duration of the field work and put your own judgement aside.

2.3.2 The ordinary detail of everyday life

The ordinary detail of everyday life is important because it exposes how tasks are addressed, the issues that are relevant or not and how informants approach tasks. For example, a series of studies with agile software development teams exposed that the colour of cards placed on a physical scrum board, and the way in which they are handled carries meaning beyond what was written on them [54]. This raised questions of whether digital storyboards would support the same kind of processing and collaboration as physical boards.

This also means that the research will be conducted in the field or “in the wild” rather than in a controlled environment, and the research will aim to not disturb or control normal behaviour.

Equally, informants’ language is relevant. For example if the informants’ native language is different to the ethnographer, what might the impact be? If the domain of study is highly technical then the ethnographer would do well to understand the domain too. Performing an ethnographic study in an unfamiliar technical domain will have an impact on the timescale (as mentioned above) but also may lead to misinterpretation of activities and tasks. The gender of the researcher might both influence the field situation and the interpretation of the observation.

Given that ethnography emphasises what is important from the members’ point of view, and that the researchers won’t know what they might find before entering the field, there is a strong chance that the research focus will evolve. A key issue to consider is whether the research context and design is suitably flexible to allow for the research focus to change? For example, if your focus is developing a new tool to identify areas of technical debt but your informants explain that their concerns are driven by improving the security of the code, how would that affect the research?

Although the detail of everyday life is observed, it is not the detail itself that is important, but the significance of the detail (see section 2.3.3 below).

2.3.3 The analytic stance

An ethnographic account is not just a description of what is seen but is crafted out of an analysis and interpretation of what was found in the field, explicating why things are the way they are. The analytic stance is related to the members’ perspective. The idea is to understand and uncover the rationalities of practices and how the practitioners’ behaviour makes sense, even though it does not match the researcher’s own understanding of how software development should take place. This can be problematic to those unused to the approach.

One example to illustrate this analytical stance can be found in [49], where a recording of a steering group meeting addressing a major change in a method and tool development project is analysed. The analysis shows in detail how the steering group relates the actions to take the development further to both the new plan for the project and the company-wide project model. The analysis shows that the steering group takes a decision to deviate from the project model in order to assure that the work in the project can progress using, nonetheless, the very same company-wide project model to make the deviation visible and accountable in the organisation. The analysis thus sheds light on the rationale behind deviations from plans and company-wide project models, and, at the same time, it shows the importance of a company-wide project model to communicate both behaviour according to it and deviations from it to other actors in the organisation.

Not every analysis needs to be as fine grained as the interaction analysis performed in that article. However, the analytical stance requires the researcher to be able to relate the observations here and now to the spatial and temporal context and to the goal and purpose of the observed activities.

2.3.4 Thick descriptions

An ethnographic study results in a comprehensive and detailed set of data, and a detailed account of the findings. The account aims to communicate a broad picture of the study environment and activity. It needs to show how the researcher has arrived at their conclusions or recommendations. The set of data is specific to that site and hence is not suitable for statistical generalisation although it may be suitable for analytical generalisation. If you decide to undertake an ethnographic study this is an important point to remember. In an area where generalisation and statistical significance of results are expected, having a core ethnographic study may be challenging to convince others. The thick description can be used to defend the study and its results, but it cannot justify a statistical generalisation. An ethnographic researcher needs to acquire a different perspective on justification. This may be particularly pertinent for publication and if you are a PhD candidate.

•^{? Exercise 4: Are you ready for this kind of research study?}

Is there anything in this section about what it means to do an ethnographic study that surprised you, or that seems too difficult? Consider each of these features and write a list of advantages and a list of disadvantages from your point of view. Review these lists and refer to them as you work through the rest of this chapter and the design of your own study.

3 Planning an ethnographic study

Ethnography belongs to the category of flexible research designs [47], where both the research focus and the concrete field work are expected to be adapted during the research process. However, this does not imply that planning is redundant. An ethnographic study still needs to be planned. It is important that both the researcher and the practitioners have a shared understanding about what might happen once the researcher joins the project. In addition, the plans should be regularly revisited and adapted, and everybody kept aligned throughout the research.

3.1 Finding a site for field work

One of the first things is to identify a suitable project to collaborate with. Often, the ethnographic study would have been prepared by prior contact between the researcher, the company and relevant members of the development team. In other cases, the ethnographic researcher might identify a company or an open source project that fits with the research interest and question.

When working with a company, the ethnographic study might affect their work, so the company and the project team need to agree to the study and the plan. As ethnography is an extremely flexible way of doing research, good communication with the project and in many cases the management of the company is needed to allow for coordination and replanning. One way of doing this is to create a ‘steering committee’ for the research collaboration, consisting of the researcher, the PI of the project, a project contact, and the person responsible for the research collaboration in the company. This committee would meet regularly to discuss whether changes to the logistics of the field work are needed, and to make sure that resources necessary for the ethnographic study (access to documents, code and the like, time for interviews etc) are provided. Exactly how this group works will depend on the field site circumstances but regular alignment across all parties will keep the study on track.

In other cases, the researcher could decide to become part of an open source community. This in turn will require deciding on the role in the community the researcher would want to take. Are you able to and interested in participating in the Open Source development, i.e. coding? Could you contribute in other ways to the community? Open source members, especially if they take on core roles like maintainers, are often as busy as members of corporate software engineering teams. Either your contribution to the community during the field work or the research results could be received as a return for the time the community members spend with you.

Planning the ethnographic study needs to take research ethics into account as well. Due to the complexity of this topic, research ethics are discussed on their own in Section 6.

The following discusses five dimensions to consider when planning an ethnographic study, especially in software engineering.

3.2 Participant or non-participant observation

The best way to understand the culture and practices of a community under study, is to become part of that community. Studying software engineering practices as a software engineer often allows for participation. For example, the researchers can become members of open source communities by participating in the development. However, commercial companies may not be so happy for researchers to be modifying their code, and highly specialised software – for example software for modelling hydraulic systems [61] – requires an expertise that software engineering researchers would normally not master. In such cases, the researcher needs to find a role that allows them to observe and become a culturally competent member of the community. One way could be to act as a newly employed project member, an apprentice in the specific development context. In the above case of hydraulic simulation software, that required expertise in differential equations on a PhD level, the field worker took on documenting the architecture of the re-engineered software to support its usage and customisation. Another example was in an early ethnographic study where the researcher took on an administrative role [37]. Both of these examples resulted in the researcher getting embedded in the work of the team in a way that was acceptable to all concerned. Deciding the role of the researcher in the field needs to be taken together with the collaborating project team. Also other stakeholders like management and in some cases even clients of the organisation need to be consulted.

It will not always be possible to participate in the development and a more passive observation may be the only option. In this case the researcher will sit quietly and observe, listen and take notes but then it is important to keep alert for particularly pertinent activity.

3.3 Duration of field work

How much time does the researcher need to spend with the software team? In our presentation of published ethnographic studies [51], there was a wide variety of field work durations. The traditional answer of ethnographers would be: until the researcher can act as a competent member of the culture, or until the researcher stops learning new things. As in other qualitative research methods, saturation of the observations is an indication for ending an ethnographic study. Here, the overlap of expertise when researching software engineering practices as a software engineering researcher might shorten the time necessary: although the specific software practices might be new, the field worker shares a common ground with the observed teams in the form of shared professional expertise. However, saturation might not be possible, e.g. if a software development project ends before saturation is reached. On the other hand, iterative processes such as agile software development might allow repeated observation of all relevant practices in a comparatively short time.

In many situations, it is not necessary to spend all the time with the observed projects. For example, the field worker might choose to spend 3 or 4 days each week with the project, which enables the researcher to start analysing the field material in parallel with the field work. That way the field work duration can be adjusted to fit with time periods that are meaningful from the point of view of the researched practices.

3.4 Space and Location

Ethnographic field work should take place where the culture and practices that are studied take place. But where does software development take place? Software development is both anchored in the physical world, where software developers are located, and it takes place in the digital realm, where the software is located. Observations often need to combine physical observation and an understanding of how the physical actions relate to the development environment, digital documents, changes to and management of the source code, as well as the effects on the deployed software.

Especially when cooperation and collaboration in distributed development is the focus of an ethnographic study, participatory observation on only one side risks neglecting the remote conditions for collaboration. To address this potential bias, multi-site ethnography emphasises the need to do ethnographic field work on all the locales involved. Multi-sited ethnography entails the researcher entering and being accepted at different sites which might require longer stays, e.g. one or more weeks, at all places where relevant project members or stakeholders are situated.

As an additional challenge, especially after the lockdowns due to the pandemic in 2020 and 2021, many companies moved from co-located or distributed development to hybrid work organisations, where developers partly work from home, leading not only to distributed but dispersed development, where every member of the team is in a different location [52]. Coordination and cooperation in these circumstances more and more resemble Open Source development. Ethnographic research here has to follow the way software development is organised.

One of the core challenges with researching at least partially virtual activities, is that it might be hard to follow an activity in a complex distributed development environment that both has physically visible parts, e.g. workstation layout and virtual elements, e.g. changes to code and deployed software. For example Begum [3] describes the handling of a bug report: the bug report comes into existence through registration of the bug by a support engineer, followed by reproduction of the erroneous behaviour and a root cause analysis by a software engineer who prepares the discussion of the defect in a triage meeting, which in turn results in a strategy to fix the defect. The correction of the defect might again require collaboration between different teams responsible for different parts of the product. To understand what is discussed at the different meetings and to understand the rationale behind decisions might require at least a superficial understanding of the organisation of the source code.

Ethnographic field work here can follow an artefact, e.g. a bug report or the software architecture documentation, or it might focus on the activities of individuals, e.g. the software architect of (a part of) the software, or a group of developers. Different forms of ”virtual ethnography” have been developed as a way to observe internet based cultures (e.g. [29, 33, 43] ).

Regardless of how well the field work is planned and prepared, even in smaller projects, the ethnographer will not be able to observe all relevant activities that are going on. Observations might need to be complemented with other data collection methods, like informal, in situ interviews, semi structured more formal interviews, or group interviews, e.g. in the form of a project retrospective [15].

3.5 Theoretical underpinning

Ethnography often is seen as a bottom-up research method where the development of themes and concepts is based on reflective and inductive analysis. Theories are then developed by comparing results of several ethnographic studies. In order to relate ethnographic studies with each other, the themes and concepts developed in earlier studies have to be connected to the field work and analysis of the later studies, and this can be done via theory. One example is the social theory of learning by Lave and Wenger [34]: comparing findings from widely varying studies led to the formulation of a set of related concepts, a theory. This theory can then be used either as a focus for the field work in new ethnographic studies exploring social learning in different contexts, or to discuss the analysis of field material when peer learning emerges in the reflective and inductive analysis.

Theories can be seen as tools to think with rather than a claim for quantifiable correlations that are or can be supported by experiments. For example, the social theory of learning talks about ‘communities of practice’ [34] as an important facilitator to develop and maintain expertise in professional environments. ‘Communities of practice’ as a phenomenon can be identified both through the way members refer to each other and how knowledge is shared with new colleagues and among established members. Using the concept, for example, to understand the onboarding of novices in a software engineering team, can help to structure and focus the observations in the field.

A danger of using theory from the outset, though, is that the focus that a theory provides can become a bias in the empirical work. It can prevent the researcher from paying attention to aspects of the observed practices that do not fit the theory. To prevent theory-based biases, the same techniques used for other biases can be applied (see this chapter, section 4.2).

Ethnography researches software development teams as sub-cultures or as social practices. Social theories that focus on social practices and how they reflexively constitute social structure therefore might fit well with the observations and findings and help to develop relevant insights. There are several such practice theories. For example, activity theory [19] focuses on how human goal-directed activity is mediated by tools and also by rules, distribution of labour, and community. Activity theory has for example been used to better understand tool support for distributed development [60]. Dittrich et al [16] and Dittrich [14], use Schatzki’s [50] concept of social practices and Knorr Cetina’s [7] concept of epistemic practices as inspiration to understand the evolution and design of software development practices. Here, the way members of a software team adopt and adapt methods is at the core of the research.

Distributed cognition [31] emphasises the distributed nature of cognitive systems and focuses on collaborative work and the use of artefacts and representations. It results in an event-driven description which emphasises information and its propagation through the cognitive system under study. This has been used, for example, to understand how the structure of story cards and agile boards support collaboration [54] and how UX information is handled by agile development teams [65].

The decision to consider theoretical frameworks can be taken based on the research intent, for example if the intent is to design and improve tools, the use of a theoretical framework that provides a vocabulary to identify and discuss the role of tools can be an advantage. As mentioned above, theory can also be used to interpret the data afterwards, e.g. Sharp et al. [56] used cognitive dimensions to analyse representations that were collected using distributed cognition as a framework.

Giuffrida and Dittrich’s article [25] provides an example where ethnographic research is used to develop theory. They further develop concepts from coordination and communication theory to explain widely different success rates of student projects in distributed student projects. The initial analysis showed that successful projects used the Instant Messaging channel Skype provided to not only coordinate but also agree on coordination. In order to explain both what was going on and the differences, Genre theory and concepts based on articulation and coordination theory were combined and further developed.

The Educators’ Corner: Tips for Teaching

• Spend time discussing what data to collect because observational data, e.g. meeting notes, is more subjective than other kinds of qualitative empirical data, e.g. transcripts of interviews or meetings.

• When discussing what data to collect, show the students that different levels of detail are possible and that they need to decide which level is relevant for them according to the research interest they have.

• When discussing what data to collect, show the students that the level of detail changes as the research progresses.

• The relationship with the gatekeeper and other informants needs ongoing management.

•^{? Exercise 5: Planning your ethnographic study}

Expand your study design developed so far with a concrete plan. If you know the organisation and team you plan to collaborate with, describe the company, OSS community or other organisational anchor, the team, and the project. If you are working with a fictional ethnographic study design, describe the ideal organisation or OSS community, a team that would be typical for your research question, and an example of the kind of project you would like to engage with. Then describe and motivate:

• Whether you anticipate doing participatory or non-participatory observation. • How long (elapsed time) and for how much time (percentage of a day or week) you anticipate the field work to go on.

• Where and how you expect the observation to take place.

4 Implementing your ethnographic study

Planning can only prepare you so far for the research but here is where the ‘rubber hits the road’. As Fetterman [20] puts it: “The most important element of field work is being there - to observe, to ask seemingly stupid questions, and to write down what is seen and heard.”

4.1 Gaining access and starting up

After reading the previous sections, we expect the reader to have a clear understanding of what ethnography is, what kind of research questions it is best suited for, and the issues to consider when planning an ethnographic study. Furthermore, a “field site” to be studied has to be decided, i.e., a software development team, an open-source community, or organisation. However, as one can imagine, starting an ethnographic study is not only about “showing up” to observe what is going on at the field site.

In general, it is important to have a key informant (also called a ‘gatekeeper’) that can facilitate the researcher’s access to the informants. This can be a project manager, team lead or a scrum master. This key informant is a person who is trusted, and possibly respected, by the informants and is willing to introduce the researcher to them so that they can start the data collection. In summary, this key informant negotiates access with the informants before the researcher goes to the field. Often, a good idea is to let this key informant introduce the researcher and suggest one or two initial members that are willing to be observed or interviewed. By interacting with these initial members, the researcher will have a chance to meet other team members and can negotiate with them additional opportunities for data collection.

The key informant is also the person that the researcher will look for to ask clarification questions regarding the project being studied, its context, the diverse roles being played by the informants, the software development organisation, and the software being developed. This information often will also indicate documents and tools that the researcher should be aware of, and if necessary, the key informant will make the necessary arrangements so that the researcher can access these documents and/or tools. The key informant can be thought of as a facilitator who will allow the researcher to conduct the ethnographic study.

Part of starting up the actual field work is also to agree on the legal side of the collaboration and develop and sign cooperation agreements containing nondisclosure agreements and agreements about the intellectual property that might be developed as part of the research project. As part of starting up the field work, the researcher also needs to consider the research ethics relevant for this project and decide, maybe together with the key informant, on how to handle the informed consent. The latter topics are discussed further in section 7.

•^{? Exercise 6: Observation}

Select a social context, which you can observe without disturbing the situation. This could be e.g. how people behave in the canteen when queuing for food and paying, or it could be how people behave on public transport.

Take notes on how people behave in this context. You might take different foci, e.g. how a specific person gets through the system, the role of artefacts like time tables or menus, events that change/disturb activity.

Formulate a text describing your observation to a traveller from outer space.

The Educators’ Corner: Tips for teaching

• Don’t impose your point of view. Let your student express their perspectives • Challenge your student’s observations but gently • Spend some time focusing on the use of language. How informants talk about their work or aspects of their organisation is very informative but attention to this kind of detail is not often emphasised in software engineering classes.

4.2 Handling your preconceptions

One of the challenges of ethnographic research for a software engineer studying software engineering practices is that the researcher brings an education to the field that states how software should be developed. For example, having attended a software engineering course, the field worker might expect a ‘stand-up’ meeting to take place in situ by people actually standing up. However, in virtual software development, a stand-up meeting might mean that people sit in front of the screen communicating using a virtual meeting environment [16]. Similarly, the textbook version of pair programming describes a “driver” and “navigator” role, but in practice pairing rarely adopts these roles formally, as the intensity of development results in a much more fluid exchange of activities [45]. So how can a researcher handle such a situation, where the observed team is not doing things ‘by the book’?

Ethnographic research talks about ‘bracketing’ prior assumptions and knowledge. In the above example it would mean accepting that pairing in practice changes shape when the focus is on developing code rather than following a pre-defined procedure, and that stand-up meetings may look different for different teams depending on their context. The research can then focus on how development is implemented in this context, what is the rationale for deviating from the textbook way of doing things, and how have these practices developed.

This concern of preconceptions extends to assumptions and definitions of terms. Even in the same team, different members of the team might use terms differently from each other and from the researcher, e.g. the term ‘prototype’ is used in different disciplines in widely varying ways. It is therefore important to pay attention to the language team members use when discussing development, and to challenge your preconceptions and assumptions on a regular basis to ensure that your understanding is correct. This allows the researcher to understand how and why methods and tools have been adapted and appropriated, but also the wording developers use can provide insights into their point of view regarding technical matters or development processes. For example how security incidents are referred to [36], or how development artefacts are talked about can indicate attitudes and concerns. The latter might also help the researcher to understand team structure and responsibilities, e.g. the tech lead might talk about his or her design, whereas the newby would talk about our design.

The importance of language is revisited below in Section 5 on analysis.

4.3 During the study

Observation is key to ethnographic studies and both participant and non-participant observation are legitimate forms of ethnography [21]. The data collected for observation is largely in the form of notes. Field notes are an important aspect of the work done by the ethnographer and the researcher must be prepared to take notes during the study. The question, though, is what notes to take? On the one hand, the researcher can document as many things as possible including the events, things people say, interruptions, event participants, documents being accessed or discussed, because at the start of the study it’s hard to know what will turn out to be significant. However, documenting everything will quickly become overwhelming. Textbooks sometimes recommend a template or schema for field notes. Such a schema can be very helpful and provide useful scaffolding at the start. Filling in the schema should not become the main purpose, though, and a tendency to just ‘tick the boxes’ needs to be resisted. The main purpose is, of course, to make sense of the team’s work practices and to document what is relevant to that aim. An alternative to schemas is to use a framework of questions. There are simple frameworks such as “who is there”, “where are they?” “what are they doing”, and more detailed ones such as the following based on Robson and McCarten [47] (p. 328):

• Space: What is the physical space like, and how is it laid out? • Actors: What are the names and relevant details of the people involved? • Activities: What are the actors doing, and why? • Objects: What physical objects are present, such as story cards? • Acts: What are specific individual actions?

• Events: Is what you observe part of a special event? • Time: What is the sequence of events? • Goals: What are the actors trying to accomplish? • Feelings: What is the mood of the group and of individuals?

These are only intended to help keep a focus on relevant issues so that the ethnographer is not overwhelmed, and will evolve over time.

Today, many researchers use computers for their field notes, which makes it easier to link to other field material such as (sample) documents, photos, and recordings. But handwritten notes are also popular and some find them a better way to engage with their surroundings. Each researcher will need to find their own preference.

However, as mentioned in sections 3 and 4, the focus of the study will evolve and the field notes will reflect that. For instance, after noticing that the software architecture influenced the interactions between the software teams, de Souza and Redmiles [10] started to pay more attention to the inter-team interactions because they were sources of tension between the different product teams. As the focus changes, ethnographers also adopt different data collection techniques, for instance, during the field work the researcher can decide to follow an artefact, e.g. a pull request, bug report, a presentation or the documentation of a piece of the software architecture. When this happens, the researcher should be prepared to ask for access to these artefacts which may mean a physical (print out) or digital copy of it. By following an artefact, the researcher might shine light on a different set of new events, activities and/or informants who often will bring new perspectives into the field site being studied.

Last but not least, it is important to note that field notes will contain both objective information such as quotes, timestamps of events, links to recordings and photos, and subjective information, such as the researcher’s reflections and interpretations of what is going on. Objective information is important, to anchor your emerging understanding of the work practices in actual observations. Verbatim quotations are extremely useful to present a credible report of the research. According to Fetterman [20], “quotations allow the reader to judge the quality of the [ethnographic] work - how close the ethnographer is to the thoughts of natives in the field - and to assess whether the ethnographer used such data appropriately to support the conclusions.”

The subjective information includes the researchers’ tentative interpretation of the events being observed, “hypotheses” about what is being observed, and questions the researcher asks themselves when collecting data. These reflections can evolve into important memos that in turn will develop into the parallel analysis of the data. It is, though, essential that the researcher clearly differentiates the subjective from the objective information in their field notes. This can be done by using different colours in a paper based field diary, or by splitting the page vertically or horizontally. Reflection and emerging hypothetical interpretations are, in qualitative research validated in the field. For instance, during data collection De Souza and Redmiles [57] started to wonder whether the phenomena observed would occur only with novice team members. To “validate” whether this is the case, they decided to observe and interview senior team members. Through this they found out that the phenomena was more general and occurred with team members of different experience.

In some cases, the events being observed will unfold so fast that the researcher will not be able to take notes. In this case, ethnographers allocate time to record their memories in their field notes as soon as possible after the event, and by the end of the day at the latest.

Nowadays, recording meetings is common and straightforward since some participants are online. In this case, it is important for the researcher to negotiate access to these recordings because they will be important data points for data analysis. They should be linked to the field diary so that the researcher later can connect them to the context in which they took place. However, being able to record meetings so easily is a potential disadvantage because it’s easy to collect a huge amount of data, and there is a tendency for the researcher to lose concentration if they know data is being captured through other means.

In addition to observation, conducting ethnographic studies will likely employ a range of data collection methods including interviews and document analysis. Interviews are a chance to clarify meanings and the history of what has been observed. Such interviews might be formal or informal. Informal, or impromptu, interviews are often in situ and opportunistic; they will often occur in the context of an observation. In other words, the ethnographer, after witnessing an event that seems interesting, surprising, or even expected, will use the opportunity to engage in a quick conversation with the informant to find out more details. These informal interviews will occur when opportunities arise, for instance, during a break or while waiting for a meeting. All this is done having in mind that the role of an ethnographer is to understand the member’s point of view. Formal interviews require an agenda and a negotiated date and time, but may be the only opportunity to speak with some informants or to explore some kinds of issue.

In our experience, a good ethnographer strikes a balance between conducting formal and informal interviews. What this balance looks like depends on the context and the flexibility of the informants’ working day. Too many informal interviews with the same informants can become irritating. Similarly, conducting formal interviews means asking people to allocate time for the conversation. However, checking information and making sure that observations and reflections are well-founded are fundamental.

A good ethnographer also needs to pace themselves, plan their days carefully and be systematic about keeping records. This is particularly significant because data collection will go on for several days or even weeks, and it is easy for memories to fade or become confused. The researcher needs to be constantly reflecting about what data is being collected, including around events, conversations, and artefacts, and revisit the emerging analysis concepts in light of the new observations. Ethnographers need to remember to avoid judging the work being observed and to keep focus on the informants’ point of view, i.e., why they do the things they do. Being careful about data collection also means collecting data from different informants to gather different perspectives while, at the same time, not being a nuisance.

Finally, it is important to emphasise that ethnographic research, similar to other qualitative research methods, requires cycles of data collection and analysis. In other words, ethnographic research requires negotiating continuous and evolving access to the site. As discussed in the next section, during the data analysis new foci might emerge and require new directions for data collection, such as access to new informants or new events or new documents. So the ethnographer must be continuously negotiating access to these during the research process.

4.4 Going Native

A key ability for an ethnographer is to be able to view activities as “strange”, so that they can question what is happening and uncover the significance of what is observed. But it’s also key to be able to get inside a culture and elucidate the members’ perspective. Keeping a balance between strangeness and familiarity can be challenging. If the balance tips too far in the direction of familiarity and it becomes hard to view things as strange then the researcher is said to have “gone native”.

Here regular debriefing meetings with supervisors and colleagues are important to keep the analytic distance.

•^{! The Educators’ Corner: Pitfalls}

• Being judgmental about observed practice SO focus on why it is the way it is. • “Going native” meaning that the way informants behave and achieve things become ‘normal’ SO talk to other researchers and hold debriefings to help you regain the questioning mindset.

• Losing your “strangeness” perspective and not knowing what needs to be told for others to understand your interpretations SO try explaining what is happening to an alien.

• Human tendency is to gravitate towards people you like but in the field it’s important to attend to all informants SO be aware of your own preferences and biases.

• It is easy to focus on a small number of informants because you become comfortable with them SO make sure you choose a range of informants to get different perspectives, i.e., novices and experts, male and female, informants with different roles, etc.

• Observation can result in lots of data, some of which is not relevant SO focus on what to pay attention to and choose carefully what data to collect.

• Assumptions or pre-conceived ideas can lead to misunderstandings SO challenge your own assumptions and ask dumb questions to establish that your understanding is correct.

• Recording meetings and interviews is straightforward and easy but can result in huge amounts of data and loss of concentration SO keep taking field notes even when the interactions are being recorded.

4.5 Leaving the field

Eventually, the researcher will have to leave the host organisation or the open source community, because the software development project finishes, the research project ends, or because the researcher has learned what could be learned from the ethnographic field work. Leaving the field should be done in a way that allows the researcher to come back to ask clarifying questions and open up for future collaboration on new mutually interesting research questions. It is therefore important that the researcher informs all of the informants that they are leaving the site and what will happen next with their data and its analysis.

Saying farewell to the team can be combined with a presentation of (preliminary) findings and insights that can also be used as an occasion for member checking. Member checking is an important aspect of any qualitative research (see also Section 5). It involves presenting the results of the research to the informants so that they can “validate” them. In ethnographic research, one way to do this is to formally present the results to the key informants who facilitated the ethnographer’s access (see Section 4.1), or even to the whole development team. Another way is through informal presentations during the final days of data collection, such as during a break, while waiting for a meeting, etc. The format in which this is done varies depending on the team, project, and overall context. On the one hand, feedback from the participants is important for the trustworthiness of the findings. On the other hand, presenting the findings can also serve as a ‘thank you’ for the team and can support the reflection and improvement of their own practices. If an organisation or team is interested enough in having a researcher on site then they will also be interested to know what insights have been found. As one of our collaborators once said “the problem with running a project is that you’re running, but having you here allowed us to stop and reflect”.

•^{? Exercise 7: Prepare for the first day for your field work}

1. Identify your key informant:

Add to your study design a section motivating this and describing how the contact can be established.

2. Design your field diary:

Decide whether to use an electronic diary or a paper diary. Decide on how to separate observations and reflections. Decide whether to use a schema for your field diary and if so, which one.

3. Add a few paragraphs to your study design motivating and presenting your choice.

•^{! The Educators’ Corner: Pitfalls}

• Believing that you’re in the field to improve practice SO focus on understanding why it is the way it is.

• Having preconceived ideas such as for a new tool or process improvement SO bracket your assumptions (see Section 4.2).

• Getting observations mixed up with your interpretations SO structure your diary to make them distinct.

• Making too much of the detail of everyday practice rather than why things are the way they are SO get into the habit of regularly asking yourself “why”.

5 From Data to Text

The first part of the term Ethnography (“ethnos”) means culture, while the second part (“graphy”) refers to the writing, the presentation of information about the culture or practices observed. When using ethnography as a research method in software engineering, the presentation of the results is in the form of articles, and less often in the form of a monograph. The challenge often is to reduce the rich experiences from the field into what can be presented in the format of a conference or journal submission. The more organised the ethnographer, the easier the task of analysing the collected data [21]. We first present the analysis process and thereafter discuss how to relate it to the software engineering discourse.

5.1 Reflective and inductive analysis

The analysis of ethnographic data is a reflective and inductive iterative process that starts in parallel to field work. It is possible and even recommended that ethnographers write temporary notes (often called memos) about what is observed in the field. The information captured in memos will be used backwards to identify where else a similar pattern showed up in the field work so far, and forwards to inform the following period of data collection. For instance, as mentioned in the previous section, de Souza and Redmiles [57] interviewed experienced developers to find out whether their experience was similar to novice developers.

These memos are also an important starting point for a more formal and systematic analysis. But where to start the analysis is a conundrum when faced with so much rich data. One useful technique is to look for “rich points” [2]. These are surprises or notable insights that researchers experience while in the field. Often they may manifest as initial impressions when entering a new event or context (although any such impressions should be systematically validated). These may lead to narrative accounts of everyday practices, or to identifying patterns that appear across situations. The former is not simply a description of what was observed, but includes a synthesis and interpretation of the data. Being careful with language both during analysis and in the ethnographic account is very helpful here: “certain birds can solve problems better than some dogs” carries a different meaning to “birds are smarter than dogs”. In the process of capturing and reporting findings, it can be easy to summarise or abstract something that accidentally leaves out important context or nuance.

Ethnography, like other qualitative research methods, often employs coding techniques to identify patterns across situations, i.e., data are micro-analyzed (line-by-line) to identify codes. When coding, an ethnographer is actually making sense of all the data collected. These codes are put together under a more abstract, high-order concept to explain what is going on [8][30]. For instance, [57] de Souza and Redmiles [57] created a code to indicate the concept of “back merges”: the fact that a software developer had to incorporate code changes from other developers into their own workspace before integrating their code into the main codebase. Codes are created to minimise the number of elements that the researcher needs to consider. After creating codes, and often in parallel to them, codes can be grouped together to suggest a category, an even high-order concept. In this case, de Souza and Redmiles [57] created the category backward impact management to indicate how a software developer continuously assesses the impact of the work performed by other developers on their own work, and the appropriate actions developers adopted to avoid such impact. In other words, a “back merge” (code) is a form of backward impact management (category).

However, coding is not necessarily only informed by the data. For example inductive codes might be combined with codes that relate observations to theoretical concepts. Likewise, there is no requirement for code coverage, as the data collection especially in the introduction of the observation is not yet focussed on what emerges to be the main theme. For a more detailed coverage of qualitative analysis see the chapter by Treude in this volume and the Further Readings provided in section 7.

In general, the goal of the analysis is to invoke all data collected (field notes, documents, code fragments, informal and formal interviews, etc) to draw a clear picture of how the field site works, i.e., why the software developers do what they do. When envisioning this big picture the ethnographer’s attention will often wander through the data and will make logical leaps that lead to interesting insights. However, they must also “backtrack to see whether the data will support these new ideas or invalidate them” [20]. Ethnographers and qualitative social scientists talk about a ‘dialogue with the data’. During analysis the researcher moves between formulating reflections and interpretations leading to codes, which then are tested with the empirical data [42]. This also includes data triangulation, i.e., exploring different sources of data and making sure they support or at least don’t refute the result. For instance, the results from observation can be combined with the analysis of interviews, or documents. In addition, an experienced ethnographer will use “member checking”, i.e., will share their writing, memos, or any form of temporary results with trusted informants to gather feedback and find out whether their understanding of what is going on in the field site is recognised by the informants. It is important that the description of what was said and seen in the site be recognized by the informants, even if they do not fully agree with the interpretation of these results [20].

The Educators’ Corner: Analysing data together

One way data analysis is taught in social sciences is to analyse data together. Here researchers take an anonymised version of their own field material, an interview transcript, an instant messaging protocol, or a video or audio recording and analyse it with others.

Of course it would not be possible to reconstruct the full ethnographic experience. However, in joint analysis, the teacher could point to relevant cues that connect the specific part of the field material to the broader context of the empirical work and that way illustrate how the brought picture gained through ethnographic field work allows them to then make sense of the specific document or conversation.

5.2 Writing Ethnography for Software Engineering Audiences - Reporting the Results

The results of analysis need to be related to software engineering literature to argue how the findings lead to new insights for the software engineering community. This has traditionally been difficult to achieve, as many software engineering researchers saw it as the goal of software engineering to improve industrial software development practice rather than to understand why practitioners do things the way they do. In recent years, though, this has started to change. Ethnography and qualitative empirical research are more accepted as a means to understand development practices better, and hence to improve understanding which can then inform the development of new tools and techniques.

Although the overall theme of the research is likely to have been established before field work starts (if only to inform the choice of field site), the specific interesting aspects that support new insights for the software engineering community will evolve during field work and analysis. Because of this, the researcher might have to complement the usual initial literature study with a short field study to establish the value of their chosen research focus, especially for a Master’s or PhD project.

Sometimes, additional analysis or even additional research is necessary to estabish an argument for the relevance of the results. In this case, ethnography is used in combination with other studies using different techniques. An example of this is described in Plonka et al. [46]. In this research ethnographic field work was complemented by video recordings of pair programming sessions. The analysis of ethnographic data led to the identification of a number of ways in which knowledge transfer takes place during pair programming. This in turn was supported by an in depth interaction analysis of the video recordings, which both illustrated and deepened the understanding of knowledge transfer in pair programming and led to some practical recommendations [44].

An example where additional research developed into an empirical (sub)project in its own right is Unphon and Dittrich’s article [63]. They present an interview study that was based on a finding in the above-mentioned ethnographic-grounded action research study. Unphon termed the observation of the technical lead communicating the architecture through one on one discussions ‘walking architecture’. The interview study established that this practice was wide-spread in software product development organisations and also uncovered some of the rationale behind these practices.

When writing up the study, the method section needs to state the basic information about the site and duration of the study. But also a detailed account is needed of the field work methods, the analysis process and the measures implemented to assure the trustworthiness of the qualitative research. Often reviewers will ask for numbers, e.g. hours/days of observation, number of documents analysed, and even the size of the system being developed by the team. These can be included to characterise the study itself, but do not be tempted to analyse these numbers quantitatively as part of the results. Also the measures implemented to assure trustworthiness (see subsection above [47]) need to be presented in detail and examples of how these methods were applied in this study will often be expected.

One dilemma is the conflict between the need to provide rich descriptions and the result orientation of the software engineering community. Passos et al. [41] also mention this as one of the challenges of ethnography in the context of software engineering. Rich descriptions allow the reader to follow the inductive reasoning that led to the findings that support the insights. Software engineering reviewers often find these rich descriptions too long and uninteresting. Here the qualitative researcher will have to strike a balance between the quality of the account and the requirements of the community. Using tables, charts or other techniques to summarise context and findings can help establish such a balance.

The Educators’ Corner: Tips for teaching

• Writing as a part of interpretation and reporting is not always comfortable for those with an SE background, so offer writing guidance.

• Language is important in the data so include some analysis exercises that focus on the use of language.

•^{! The Educators’ Corner: Pitfalls}

• First impressions can overshadow later observations SO look for confirming AND disconfirming evidence.

• Succumbing to confirmation bias SO seek confirming AND disconfirming evidence for your interpretations.

• Getting hung up on too much detail SO sit back and consider the wider picture. • Making too much of the detail of everyday practice rather than why things are the way they are SO get into the habit of regularly asking yourself “why”.

6 Ethnography and Research Ethics

As part of ethnographic field work, the researcher tries to become part of the real world environment that he or she researches. This means that the researcher will get to know about aspects of the team members’ work and life that potentially can lead to harm when exposed in the wrong contexts. Reflection on research ethics therefore needs to be an integral part of ethnographic research.

In many universities empirical research designs need to be approved by an ethics board. These boards might have diverging requirements from the considerations below. In some aspects they might ask for more measures for assuring ethical implementation of the research design, in some aspects the considerations below might appear more rigorous. Our discussion addresses what we think is needed to act ethically and responsibly as an ethnographic researcher in an industrial software engineering environment.

As empirical software engineering researchers, we often cooperate with project teams or IT departments that are part of a company. As both the cooperating team and the management can be expected to read our articles, the results of the ethnography in itself might lead to problems for the team or department in the organisation. Lucy Suchman argued in her seminal article ‘Making Work Visible’ [59] that the presentation of how work actually takes place in an industrial environment can, on its own, be a highly political act. However, the company itself can also face negative effects of the research.

In ethnographic research, ethics is not only about the effects of the research when published. How the researcher acts in the field and how their loyalties are perceived, will affect the trust of the software team or project they are working with. How ethical issues are handled needs to be part of the planning of a research project.

The researcher needs to reflect on the impact of the research on different levels:

• The individual team member might face repercussions if it becomes visible that they do not work in adherence to the project’s or the company’s methods or policies.

• The software team could be affected by having their internal work practices exposed.

• The relationship between team and management might suffer, if the team perceives the researcher as a control agent reporting to management.

• The company could suffer from exposure of internal work practices, e.g. with respect to the reputation and, through that, trust of customers and investors. Further, the exposure of the plans and development of innovative services might diminish the competitive advantage the company tried to achieve.

Although it is often possible to anonymise the company and the project to the wider audience and abstract from the specific software developed, the anonymisation of the identity of the team and of team members with respect to the company organisation might not be possible.

Handling your relationship with the individual developers, the team, and the company in a responsible manner therefore needs to be addressed in a number of ways.

The researchers, one way or another, need to acquire informed consent. This means that team members are aware of the researcher and the research interest. They are aware of how the data collected will be used, who has access to it prior to publication and how the use of direct citations or observations will be communicated to them before disclosure inside the company or publication of research results. Informed consent might be achieved by asking the team members to sign a document. It also can be achieved by the researcher presenting themselves and detailing these topics, for example at the beginning of a team meeting or through an e-mail.

Prior to publication and prior to the management clearing publication from a NDA point of view, citations of team members and the presentation of their behaviour need to be member-checked with the individual team members. This has two purposes: to make sure that the researcher understood situations and behaviour in an adequate way; and to allow the individual team members to control what is disclosed about their behaviour to management. To this end, it is common to create excerpts from the analysis section of publications or theses and share them with the relevant team members.

Open negotiation and communication about how findings are revealed to both the management and the academic public, is crucial for trust between team members and researchers. In many cases, the company’s management itself is not interested in being perceived as using researchers to ‘spy’ on their employees. In one of our projects, the management of the company took up the issue by asking in the beginning of the collaboration, whether we researchers plan to act as a modern version of the ‘time and motion’ recorder. In a Tayloristic approach to the organisation of industrial production, researchers recorded the time it took for the individual operations of an assembly. The ‘time and motion recorder’ since then has become a symbol for control in many European countries. The discussion that followed this comment from our collaborators helped us to clarify the role of the researchers. Further, it is important that the management is aware of the commitment of the researchers to not disclose findings if the employees and the team disagree.

In some cases, especially when combining ethnographic research with action and design research, the researchers might consider co-authoring research results together with (some of) the involved practitioners. This requires the contents, conclusion, and structure of the publication to be discussed with the relevant practitioners. During the writing process, the researchers should then as much as possible involve the practitioners, so that all authors agree on the text, especially the findings and conclusions.

Non-Disclosure Agreements and contracts handling Intellectual Property detail the procedures to make sure the interests of all parties are considered before results are published. Most collaboration agreements between companies and universities include procedures for review and acceptance of publications containing the research results. However, we recommend taking up this topic with the company contact early and discussing any aspects of the project that can become critical for the company if disclosed. Some companies might prefer to not be mentioned by name in the article, although a sufficient description of the research context may result in identification anyway, e.g. describing the collaborator as “a large multi-national telecomms company based in Finland” suggests only a few possible companies. Sometimes certain aspects of the software under development and the project could provide information competitors could use to harm the company. In most cases, the researchers can find ways to disguise critical information.

Ethnographic research is sometimes used as a first step in action or design research. In such cases, we recommend extending the established practices to handle relationships with the developers, the team and the company to the other research activity. Dittrich et al. [17] propose designing their participatory action research approach in a way to keep the members’ perspective throughout the action research cycle.

•^{? Exercise 8: Consider research ethics}

Review your ethnographic study design from a research ethics point of view and revise it based on the issues discussed in this section.

7 Final comments and Further reading

At the start of this chapter we provided a simple answer as to why ethnography is different to other qualitative methods. Having read through the chapter and hopefully completed the exercises along the way, we hope that you have a clearer and more holistic answer to this question. Ethnography is characterised by focusing on the members’ point of view and understanding why things are the way they are. Understanding current practice helps to inform decisions about future practice, processes and tools. But it’s not the specific practice that is relevant; it’s the significance of that practice. Ethnography is good at answering “how” and “why” questions and makes certain demands of the researcher, such as focusing on everyday detail and writing thick descriptions. It has been used to address research questions in four contexts: investigations of social and human aspects, to inform tool design, to inform process change and to complement other research methods. So we invite you to consider this question again, this time for yourselves:

•^{? Exercise 9: Ethnography and other research methods}

1. What are the key differences between ethnography and:

a. Grounded theory b. Action research c. Case study?

2. How might an ethnographic study complement a research programme that involves:

a. Experiments b. Survey c. Systematic literature review

The following are suggestions for further reading on this topic:

Fetterman, D.M.: Ethnography: Step-by-step. Sage publications (2020)

This is a very practical book about ethnography and although written with a social science audience in mind, it is accessible to readers from a wide range of backgrounds.

Hammersley, M., Atkinson, P.: Ethnography: Principles in practice. Routledge (2019)

This article is written from a social sciences perspective, and aims to take an objective view of ethnography and its limitations. It deepens and problematizes some of the issues raised in this chapter and introduces some others.

Pink, S., Horst, H., Postill, J., Hjorth, L., Lewis, T., Tacchi, J.: Digital Ethnography: Principles and Practice. SAGE Publications Ltd, United Kingdom (2016)

This text provides an introduction to digital ethnography and how different media and technologies affect the ethnographic research endeavour, both through their effects on the world being studied and the opportunities that technology provides for the researcher.

Randall, D.W., Harper, R.H.R., Rouncefield, M.: field work for Design - Theory and Practice. Computer Supported Cooperative Work. Springer (2007)

The book presents a social science perspective on ethnography in the context of Computer Supported Cooperative work. It explains ethnography and how it can be brought to bear on design of software to support cooperation. Though this is different from using ethnography in software engineering, it supports the possibility to use ethnography in different disciplinary contexts and reflects on the challenges of doing so. Zhang, H., Huang, X., Zhou, X., Huang, H., Babar, M.A.: Ethnographic research in software engineering: a critical review and checklist. In: Proceedings ESEC/FSE 2019, Tallinn, Estonia, August 26-30, 2019, pp. 659–670. ACM (2019). As research is progressing, new

ethnographic studies are published continuously. This is one recent literature review:

Sharp, H., Dittrich, Y., de Souza, C.R.: The role of ethnographic studies in empirical software engineering. IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering 42(8), 786–804 (2016)

This article is a companion to this chapter. It introduces the role of ethnography in empirical software engineering through a set of ethnographic studies that have been conducted with software engineering as their focus.

Acknowledgements Thanks to our colleagues and students who have joined us in our daring endeavour into researching everyday practices of software engineering. Together with you we learned what was challenging in ethnographic studies. Thanks to the software engineers who collaborated with us. You have taught us so much about how software engineering actually takes place. Thanks also to the reviewers and editors of this volume for your constructive feedback and support.

References

1. Agar, M.: Independents declared: The dilemmas of independent trucking. Smithsonian Series in Ethnographic Inquiry (1986) 2. Agar, M.H.: The professional stranger: An informal introduction to ethnography. Academic Press, San Diego (1996). DOI papers3: //publication/uuid/96F108B0-0BDC-4D1B-AAF2-BB963B9F08E9. URL http://www.citeulike.org/group/268/article/221525 3. Begum, M.: On bug resolution: Artefacts, information flow and triage. Master’s thesis, IT University of Copenhagen (2020) 4. Bentley, R., Hughes, J.A., Randall, D., Rodden, T., Sawyer, P., Shapiro, D., Sommerville, I.:

Ethnographically-informed systems design for air traffic control. In: Proceedings of the 1992 ACM conference on Computer-supported cooperative work, pp. 123–129 (1992) 5. Blomberg, J., Suchman, L., Trigg, R.H.: Reflections on a work-oriented design project. Human– Computer Interaction 11(3), 237–265 (1996) 6. Capiluppi, A., Fernandez-Ramil, J., Higman, J., Sharp, H., Smith, N.: An empirical study of the evolution of an agile-developed software system. In: 29th International Conference on Software Engineering (ICSE’07), pp. 511–518. IEEE (2007) 7. Cetina, K.K.: Objectual practice. In: The practice turn in contemporary theory. Routledge (2005)

8. Clarke, V., Braun, V.: Thematic analysis: a practical guide. SAGE Publications Ltd (2022) 9. De Souza, C.R., Redmiles, D., Mark, G., Penix, J., Sierhuis, M.: Management of interdependencies in collaborative software development. In: 2003 International Symposium on Empirical Software Engineering, 2003. ISESE 2003. Proceedings., pp. 294–303. IEEE (2003) 10. De Souza, C.R., Redmiles, D.F.: The awareness network, to whom should i display my actions?

and, whose actions should i monitor? IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering 37(3), 325– 340 (2011) 11. Deshpande, A., Sharp, H., Barroca, L., Gregory, P.: Remote working and collaboration in agile teams. In: P.J. Ågerfalk, N. Levina, S.S. Kien (eds.) Proceedings of the International Conference on Information Systems - Digital Innovation at the Crossroads, ICIS 2016, Dublin, Ireland, December 11-14, 2016. Association for Information Systems (2016). URL http://aisel.aisnet.org/icis2016/ManagingIS/Presentations/12 12. Dingsøyr, T., Bjørnson, F.O., Schrof, J., Sporsem, T.: A longitudinal explanatory case study of coordination in a very large development programme: the impact of transitioning from a first-to a second-generation large-scale agile development method. Empirical Software Engineering 28(1), 1 (2023) 13. Dittrich, Y.: Doing Empirical Research on Software Development: Finding a Path between Understanding, Intervention, and Method Development, pp. 243– 262. The MIT Press (2002). DOI 10.7551/mitpress/6308.003.0016. URL https://doi.org/10.7551/mitpress/6308.003.0016 14. Dittrich, Y.: What does it mean to use a method? towards a practice theory for software engineering. Inf. Softw. Technol. 70, 220–231 (2016). DOI 10.1016/J.INFSOF.2015.07.001. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.infsof.2015.07.001 15. Dittrich, Y., Lindeberg, O.: How use-oriented development can take place. Inf.

Softw. Technol. 46(9), 603–617 (2004). DOI 10.1016/J.INFSOF.2003.11.002. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.infsof.2003.11.002 16. Dittrich, Y., Michelsen, C.B., Tell, P., Lous, P., Ebdrup, A.: Exploring the evolution of software practices. In: P. Devanbu, M.B. Cohen, T. Zimmermann (eds.) ESEC/FSE ’20: 28th ACM Joint European Software Engineering Conference and Symposium on the Foundations of Software Engineering, Virtual Event, USA, November 8-13, 2020, pp. 493–504. ACM (2020). DOI 10.1145/3368089.3409766. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/3368089.3409766 17. Dittrich, Y., Rönkkö, K., Eriksson, J., Hansson, C., Lindeberg, O.: Cooperative method development. Empir. Softw. Eng. 13(3), 231–260 (2008). DOI 10.1007/S10664-007-9057-1. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/s10664-007-9057-1 18. Edwards, C.: Making paper strips digital (2017). URL https://nats.aero/blog/2017/08/making-paper-strips-digital/. Last accessed: 13. 06. 2024 19. Engeström, Y., et al.: Activity theory and individual and social transformation. Perspectives on activity theory 19(38), 19–30 (1999) 20. Fetterman, D.M.: Ethnography: Step-by-step. Sage publications (2010) 21. Fetterman, D.M.: Ethnography: Step-by-step. Sage publications (2020) 22. Gearing, R.E.: Bracketing in research: A typology. Qualitative Health Research 14(10), 1429–1452 (2004). DOI 10.1177/1049732304270394. URL https://doi.org/10.1177/1049732304270394. PMID: 15538009 23. Giuffrida, R.: How social software supports communicative and coordinative practices in global software development. Ph.D. thesis, IT university of Copenhagen (2014) 24. Giuffrida, R., Dittrich, Y.: How social software supports cooperative practices in a globally distributed software project. In: H. Sharp, R. Prikladnicki, A. Begel, C.R.B. de Souza (eds.) Proceedings of the 7th International Workshop on Cooperative and Human Aspects of Software Engineering, CHASE 2014, Hyderabad, India, June 2-3, 2014, pp. 24–31. ACM (2014). DOI 10.1145/2593702.2593716. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/2593702.2593716 25. Giuffrida, R., Dittrich, Y.: A conceptual framework to study the role of communication through social software for coordination in globally-distributed software teams. Inf. Softw. Technol. 63, 11–30 (2015). DOI 10.1016/J.INFSOF.2015.02.013. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.infsof.2015.02.013

26. Hammersley, M., Atkinson, P.: Ethnography: Principles in practice. Routledge (2019) 27. Heath, C., Luff, P.: Collaborative activity and technological design: Task coordination in london underground control rooms. In: L.J. Bannon, M. Robinson, K. Schmidt (eds.) Proceedings of the Second European Conference on Computer Supported Cooperative Work, 24-27 September 1991, Amsterdam, The Netherlands, pp. 65–80. Kluwer (1991). DOI 10.1007/ 978-94-011-3506-1\ 5. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-011-3506-1_5 28. Herbsleb, J.D., Grinter, R.E.: Splitting the organization and integrating the code: Conway’s law revisited. In: B.W. Boehm, D. Garlan, J. Kramer (eds.) Proceedings of the 1999 International Conference on Software Engineering, ICSE’ 99, Los Angeles, CA, USA, May 16-22, 1999, pp. 85–95. ACM (1999). DOI 10.1145/302405.302455. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/302405.302455 29. Hine, C.: Virtual ethnography: Modes, varieties, affordances. The SAGE handbook of online research methods pp. 257–270 (2008) 30. Hoda, R.: Qualitative Research with Socio-Technical Grounded Theory: A Practical Guide to Qualitative Data Analysis and Theory Development in the Digital World. Springer (2024) 31. Hutchins, E.: Cognition in the Wild. MIT press (1995) 32. Jordan, B.: Cosmopolitical obstetrics: Some insights from the training of traditional midwives.

Social science & medicine 28(9), 925–937 (1989) 33. Kozinets, R.V.: Netnography The Essential Guide to Qualitative Social Media Research. 3rd Edition. SAGE Publications Ltd (2019) 34. Lave, J., Wenger, E.: Situated Learning: Legitimate Peripheral Participation. Cambridge University Press (1991). DOI 10.1017/CBO9780511815355. URL https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511815355 35. Lopez, T., Sharp, H., Bandara, A.K., Tun, T., Levine, M., Nuseibeh, B.: Security responses in software development. ACM Trans. Softw. Eng. Methodol. 32(3), 64:1–64:29 (2023). DOI 10.1145/3563211. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/3563211 36. Lopez, T., Tun, T.T., Bandara, A.K., Levine, M., Nuseibeh, B., Sharp, H.: Taking the middle path: Learning about security through online social interaction. IEEE Softw. 37(1), 25–30 (2020). DOI 10.1109/MS.2019.2945300. URL https://doi.org/10.1109/MS.2019.2945300 37. Low, J., Johnson, J., Hall, P.A.V., Hovenden, F., Rachel, J., Robinson, H., Woolgar, S.: Read this and change the way you feel about software engineering. Inf. Softw. Technol. 38(2), 77–87 (1996). DOI 10.1016/0950-5849(95)01046-7. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/0950-5849(95)01046-7 38. Mackay, W.E.: Is paper safer? the role of paper flight strips in air traffic control. ACM Trans. Comput. Hum. Interact. 6(4), 311–340 (1999). DOI 10.1145/331490.331491. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/331490.331491 39. Martin, D.B., Rooksby, J., Rouncefield, M., Sommerville, I.: ’good’ organisational reasons for ’bad’ software testing: An ethnographic study of testing in a small software company. In: 29th International Conference on Software Engineering (ICSE 2007), Minneapolis, MN, USA, May 20-26, 2007, pp. 602–611. IEEE Computer Society (2007). DOI 10.1109/ICSE.2007.1. URL https://doi.org/10.1109/ICSE.2007.1 40. Orr, J.E.: Talking about machines: An ethnography of a modern job. Cornell University (1990) 41. Passos, C., Cruzes, D.S., Dybå, T., Mendonça, M.G.: Challenges of applying ethnography to study software practices. In: P. Runeson, M. Höst, E. Mendes, A.A. Andrews, R. Harrison (eds.) 2012 ACM-IEEE International Symposium on Empirical Software Engineering and Measurement, ESEM ’12, Lund, Sweden - September 19 - 20, 2012, pp. 9–18. ACM (2012). DOI 10.1145/2372251.2372255. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/2372251.2372255 42. Pawluch, D., McLuhan, A., Shaffir, W.: Doing ethnography. In: Routledge Handbook of Pragmatics. Routledge (2017) 43. Pink, S., Horst, H., Postill, J., Hjorth, L., Lewis, T., Tacchi, J.: Digital Ethnography: Principles and Practice. SAGE Publications Ltd, United Kingdom (2016) 44. Plonka, L.: Unpacking collaboration in pair programming in industrial settings. Ph.D. thesis, Open University, Milton Keynes, UK (2012). URL https://ethos.bl.uk/OrderDetails.do?uin=uk.bl.ethos.577973

45. Plonka, L., Segal, J., Sharp, H., van der Linden, J.: Collaboration in pair programming: Driving and switching. In: A. Sillitti, O. Hazzan, E. Bache, X. Albaladejo (eds.) Agile Processes in Software Engineering and Extreme Programming - 12th International Conference, XP 2011, Madrid, Spain, May 10-13, 2011. Proceedings, Lecture Notes in Business Information Processing, vol. 77, pp. 43–59. Springer (2011). DOI 10.1007/978-3-642-20677-1\ 4. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-20677-1_4 46. Plonka, L., Sharp, H., van der Linden, J., Dittrich, Y.: Knowledge transfer in pair programming:

An in-depth analysis. Int. J. Hum. Comput. Stud. 73, 66–78 (2015). DOI 10.1016/J.IJHCS. 2014.09.001. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhcs.2014.09.001 47. Robson, C., McCartan, K.: Real world research: A resource for users of social research methods in applied settings. Wiley, Hoboken (2016) 48. Rogers, Y., Sharp, H., Preece, J.: Interaction Design: Beyond Human-Computer Interaction, 6th Edition. John Wiley (2023). URL https://www.id-book.com/ 49. Rönkkö, K., Dittrich, Y., Randall, D.W.: When plans do not work out: How plans are used in software development projects. Comput. Support. Cooperative Work. 14(5), 433–468 (2005). DOI 10.1007/S10606-005-9004-X. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/s10606-005-9004-x 50. Schatzki, T.R.: Social Practices: A Wittgensteinian Approach to Human Activity and the Social.

Cambridge University Press, New York (1996) 51. Sharp, H., Dittrich, Y., de Souza, C.R.: The role of ethnographic studies in empirical software engineering. IEEE Transactions on Software Engineering 42(8), 786–804 (2016) 52. Sharp, H., Giuffrida, R., Melnik, G.: Information flow within a dispersed agile team: A distributed cognition perspective. In: C. Wohlin (ed.) Agile Processes in Software Engineering and Extreme Programming - 13th International Conference, XP 2012, Malmö, Sweden, May 21-25, 2012. Proceedings, Lecture Notes in Business Information Processing, vol. 111, pp. 62–76. Springer (2012). DOI 10.1007/978-3-642-30350-0\ 5. URL https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-30350-0_5 53. Sharp, H., Robinson, H.: An ethnographic study of XP practice. Empir. Softw.

Eng. 9(4), 353–375 (2004). DOI 10.1023/B:EMSE.0000039884.79385.54. URL https://doi.org/10.1023/B:EMSE.0000039884.79385.54 54. Sharp, H., Robinson, H.: Collaboration and co-ordination in mature extreme programming teams. Int. J. Hum. Comput. Stud. 66(7), 506–518 (2008). DOI 10.1016/J.IJHCS.2007.10.004. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhcs.2007.10.004 55. Sharp, H., Robinson, H., Petre, M.: The role of physical artefacts in agile software development:

Two complementary perspectives. Interacting with computers 21(1-2), 108–116 (2009) 56. Sharp, H., Robinson, H., Woodman, M.: Software engineering: Community and culture. IEEE Softw. 17(1), 40–47 (2000). DOI 10.1109/52.819967. URL https://doi.org/10.1109/52.819967 57. de Souza, C.R., Redmiles, D.F.: An empirical study of software developers’ management of dependencies and changes. In: Proceedings of the 30th international conference on Software engineering, pp. 241–250 (2008) 58. Strode, D.E., Sharp, H., Barroca, L., Gregory, P., Taylor, K.: Tensions in organizations transforming to agility. IEEE Trans. Engineering Management 69(6), 3572–3583 (2022). DOI 10.1109/TEM.2022.3160415. URL https://doi.org/10.1109/TEM.2022.3160415 59. Suchman, L.A.: Making work visible. Commun. ACM 38(9), 56–64 (1995). DOI 10.1145/ 223248.223263. URL https://doi.org/10.1145/223248.223263 60. Tell, P., Babar, M.A.: Activity theory applied to global software engineering: Theoretical foundations and implications for tool builders. In: 2012 IEEE Seventh International Conference on Global Software Engineering, Porto Alegre, Rio Grande do Sul, Brazil, August 27-30, 2012, pp. 21–30. IEEE Computer Society (2012). DOI 10.1109/ICGSE.2012.24. URL https://doi.org/10.1109/ICGSE.2012.24 61. Unphon, H.: Re-engineering for evolvability: Considering social as well as technical requirements for software products. Ph.D. thesis, IT-Universitetet i København, Denmark (2010) 62. Unphon, H., Dittrich, Y.: Organisation matters: How the organisation of software development influences the development of product line architecture. In: Software Engineering, SE 2008,

February 12 – 14, 2008 Innsbruck, Austria, pp. 178–183. ACTA Press, Canada (2008). Er den peer-reviewed ? Ja.; Software Engineering, SE 2008, as part of the 26th IASTED International Multi-Conference on APPLIED INFORMATICS ; Conference date: 12-02-2008 Through 14-02-2008 63. Unphon, H., Dittrich, Y.: Software architecture awareness in long-term software product evolution. J. Syst. Softw. 83(11), 2211–2226 (2010). DOI 10.1016/J.JSS.2010.06.043. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jss.2010.06.043 64. Ybema, S., Yanow, D., Wels, H., Kamsteeg, F. (eds.): Organizational Ethnography: Studying the Complexities of Everyday Life. SAGE Publications Ltd (2009) 65. Zaina, L.A.M., Sharp, H., Barroca, L.: UX information in the daily work of an agile team: A distributed cognition analysis. Int. J. Hum. Comput. Stud. 147, 102574 (2021). DOI 10.1016/ J.IJHCS.2020.102574. URL https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhcs.2020.102574