Below is a DBA-level WEEK 7 seminar pack tailored to your teaching style (critical, structured, and visually aligned with your decision tree + gap matrix approach), focused on AI in Higher Education.

 WEEK 7 SEMINAR - DBA Critical Literature Analysis - Theme: AI in Higher Education

 PART 1: Suggested Papers (A, B, C)
These are carefully selected to trigger critical thinking, not just agreement.

I. Paper A → Olaf Zawacki-Richter* , Victoria I. Marín , Melissa Bond and Franziska Gouverneur (2019) ✅  
Systematic review of research on artificial intelligence applications in higher education – where are the educators?

II. Paper B → Hengameh Karimi, Sarwar Khawaja (2023) 🔴 
The Impact of Artificial Intelligence on Higher Education in England 

III. Paper C → LIJIA CHEN1 , PINGPING CHEN 2,4, (Member, IEEE), AND ZHIJIAN LIN 3 (2020) 🟡
Artificial Intelligence in Education: A Review 
  PART 2: Group Exercise Structure



 GROUP A — Paper A (Systematic Review)
🎯 Task Focus:
Evaluate as a “core paper”

Questions:
1. Inclusion Decision
· Should this paper be classified as: 
· Core / Supporting / Critical? 

2. Theoretical Evaluation
· Does the paper go beyond classification into theory building? 
· What theoretical frameworks are missing? 

3. Methodological Strength
· How does the PRISMA approach strengthen credibility? 
· Are there biases in: 
· Database selection? 
· Inclusion criteria? 

4. Gap Identification
· What gaps remain despite this comprehensive review? 
· Governance? 
· Ethics? 
· Institutional strategy? 

5. DBA-Level Critique
· Is this paper descriptive or explanatory? 
· How would you extend it into a DBA contribution? 





 GROUP B — Paper B (Weak Theory)
🎯 Task Focus:
Decide whether to exclude or use critically

Questions:
1. Inclusion Decision
· Should this paper be: 
· Excluded? 
· Used minimally? 
· Used critically? 

2. Theoretical Weakness
· What is missing theoretically? 
· No framework? 
· No causal logic? 

3. Assumptions
· What assumptions are taken for granted? 
· AI improves learning? 
· Technology = progress? 

4. Gap Contribution
· Can weak papers still be useful?
👉 How can this paper help: 
· Identify research gaps? 
· Show dominant narratives? 

5. DBA-Level Insight
· How would you critique this in a literature review? 
· Write one sentence:
👉 “Although widely cited, this study…” 





GROUP C — Paper C (Contradictory / Critical)
🎯 Task Focus:
Use for problematisation

Questions:
1. Inclusion Decision
· Should this be: 
· Core? 
· Critical anchor paper? 

2. Challenging Assumptions
· What dominant assumptions does this paper challenge? 
· How does it reframe AI in HE? 

3. Theoretical Contribution
· What perspective is introduced? 
· Critical theory? 
· Political economy? 
· Ethics? 

4. Tension with Paper A
· How does this contradict the systematic review? 
· What does this reveal about the field? 

5. Gap Identification
· What new gaps emerge? 
· Governance? 
· Power? 
· Inequality? 

6. DBA-Level Problematisation
· Complete this:
👉 “The literature assumes…, however this paper reveals…” 


 PART 3: 15-Minute Feedback Structure (Each Group)
Each group presents:
1. Classification (2 mins)
· Include / Exclude / Critical 
2. Justification (5 mins)
· Theory 
· Method 
· Contribution 
3. Gap Contribution (5 mins)
· What gap does this paper help identify? 
4. DBA Insight (3 mins)
· How will you use this in your literature review?

