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[bookmark: _Toc2]Article summary:
1. IdeaHound is an ideation system that seamlessly integrates the task of defining semantic relationships among ideas into the primary task of idea generation.
2. The integrated nature of these judgments allows IdeaHound to leverage the expertise and efforts of participants who are already motivated to contribute to idea generation, overcoming the issues of scalability inherent to existing approaches.
3. Results show that participants were equally willing to use (and just as productive using) IdeaHound compared to a conventional platform that did not require organizing ideas, creating a more accurate semantic model than an existing crowdsourced approach.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article “IdeaHound | Proceedings of the 29th Annual Symposium on User Interface Software and Technology” presents a new ideation system called IdeaHound which integrates the task of defining semantic relationships among ideas into the primary task of idea generation. The article provides evidence that this system is able to leverage the expertise and efforts of participants who are already motivated to contribute to idea generation, overcoming the issues of scalability inherent to existing approaches. Furthermore, results show that participants were equally willing to use (and just as productive using) IdeaHound compared to a conventional platform that did not require organizing ideas, creating a more accurate semantic model than an existing crowdsourced approach.
The trustworthiness and reliability of this article can be assessed by looking at its potential biases and their sources, one-sided reporting, unsupported claims, missing points of consideration, missing evidence for the claims made, unexplored counterarguments, promotional content, partiality, whether possible risks are noted or not presenting both sides equally. In this case there does not appear to be any potential biases or one-sided reporting in the article as it presents both sides fairly and objectively without any clear bias towards either side. Additionally, all claims made in the article are supported with evidence from prior research studies which adds credibility and reliability to its arguments. Furthermore, all points of consideration have been explored thoroughly with no major points being left out or unexplored counterarguments being presented which further adds credibility and reliability to its arguments. There is also no promotional content present in this article as it does not appear biased towards any particular product or service but rather presents an objective overview on how IdeaHound works and how it compares with other existing platforms in terms of accuracy and scalability. Finally, possible risks have been noted throughout the article which further adds credibility and reliability as it shows that all aspects have been taken
[bookmark: _Toc5]Topics for further research:
· Crowdsourced Ideation Platforms
· Semantic Modeling of Ideas
· Scalability of Ideation Systems
· User Interface Software and Technology
· Benefits of IdeaHound
· Challenges of Idea Generation
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