Article review guidelines

There are nine articles to be reviewed during the course and for each review, the student is
expected to:

- Synthesize the content of the article in their own words

- Reflect on the content of the article

The length of the article review is restricted to one page (free format) and must be submitted to
MyCourses submission box prior to the beginning of the next class (graphical illustration of the
process below).

During the course, the student must participate to one panel discussion and prepare the present
their likes and dislikes about the article. The assignment of students to these panels can be found
below.
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Article 1
Paula
Tommaso
Aaro
Rebekka
Eelis
Anselmi
Matias
Katarzyna
Qiyue
Tuomo
Xiuming
Emmi
Tomi

Joonas

Article 7
Teemu
Kari
Belinda
Nuutti
Tiia
Eino
Heidi
Tuukka
Juho
Jacek
Eevi
Otto
Ella

Students assigned to panel discussions

Allinen
Andaloro
Angerpuro
Anttila
Arokoski
Aumo
Berglund
Brander
Chu
Filatow
Guan
Gutvilig
Haapakoski

Hakamaki

Pitkdnen
Puustinen
Puutio
Pyysidinen
Rantanen
Rask
Rautamaa
Retva
Ristimaki
Rzepny
Saari
Saarinen

Salo

Article 2
lida

Miili
Jarno
Michaela
Ridwan
Pinja
Ahti
Wagif
Melissa
Eetu
Kassymkhan
Kim

Linda

Article 8
Walter
Juulia
Eero
Aleksi
Jenna
Huy
Valtteri
Vilho
Emmi
Nea
Teemu
Sini

Antti

Hakola
Halkka
Halme
Hartwich
Hashi
Hirvinen
Holli
Hossain
Huuskonen
Hyyryldinen
Intykbayev
Jokinen

Jokinen

Segerstam
Sillanpaa
Suikkanen
Suuronen
Tiainen
To
Tuominen
Tuomisto
Turunen
Vaalavirta
Valkonen
Valmari

Viilo

Article 3
Hanna
Erkka
Minerva
Jeremias
olli
Heta
Elias
Shradha
Kirill
Konrad
Essi

Jan
Sofia

Kare

Article 9
Daniel
Jasmin
Matthias
Aleksanteri
Yijuan
Paul
Runze

Ji

Man
lhsan
Ciara

Naiyue

Juntunen
Jussila
Kannisto
Katajamaa
Kauppinen
Kenttdmaa
Kerttula
Khanal
Kisko
Kivekds
Kivela
Kivijarvi
Kontro Rosales

Korhonen

von Plato
Vulli
Vuorenheimo
Vuoristo

Wei
Westerlund
Wu

Yang

Yao
Yilmazkurtdag
Yrjo-Koskinen

Zhu

Article 4
Julita
Jaakko
Oula
Linh
Mirko
Eetu
Oskari
Linda
Siiri
Valtteri
Trang
Leo

Emmi
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Article 9

Article 5
Article 6

Oliver Leino

Koski Mariia Nedelkina
Ruut Linnapuomi

Kuivanen Jonatan Nuutinen
Zheyuan Liu

Kuure Minttu Ojanaho
Joel Liukkonen

La Jarno Oksanen
Kalle Lounela

Laine Tuomas Orhanen
Emilia Lumio

Laitinen Ifrah Osman
Niklas Lansio

Lamberg Oona Paloheimo
Raiymbek  Manarbek

Lamponen Jere Pankka
Simal Magsood

Latola Antti Pentikainen
Mira Merinen

Lausala Victor Peterson
Veikko Milton

Lé Forsell Tuomas Piilonen
Viktor Musijenko

Lehtinen Leeni Piiponniemi
Hanna-Mari Mustaniemi

Lehto Riikka Pirskanen
Ville Méntysalo
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