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What Methods do Venues Use?

Theoretical papers included those that developed or
discussed new conceptual frameworks, theories or models
relating to privacy, security, cybersecurity, as well as
literature reviews with findings.

Empirical papers employed quantitative methods, such as
experiments or mathematical analyses, to collect and
analyze data or qualitative methods such as observation,
focus groups, or content analysis, to gather and interpret
data on privacy and security.

System/Algorithm papers involved the design or
development of new systems, algorithms, or prototypes that
were looking to enhance online privacy and security. 

People focused papers involved directly interacting with
people through methods such as user-centered design,
community-based research, and interviews; i.e. the papers
that prioritized community engagement and collaboration
throughout the research process.
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How is Marginalization Operationalized?

[4], [6], [9], [11], [17], [21] [2], [5], [6], [7], [9], [12] ,[13], [14], [15], [16], [17], [18], [19], [21], [22], [24], [25], [26], [27]

ACM had the highest number of marginalized papers (19), 
followed by USENIX (5) and IEEE (3)

In the last two years: 0.97% of papers involved marginalization, 18% of marginalized papers supported groups

System Development was the most common method in most venues; SOUPS prioritizes people

[2], [3], [5], [9], [10], [12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [18], [21], [22], [25][1], [3], [4], [8], [9], [11], [12], [15], [20], [22]

We systematically analyzed recent security, privacy, and
cybersecurity research to investigate the frequency and
nature of engagement with marginalized communities.

Through a novel framework, we contribute to the study of
marginalization within cybersecurity and S&P research.
Our work categorized existing literature by four different
commonalities: efforts to support, methods of inquiry,
findings, and specific marginalized communities. 


