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Many years have passed since the first Participa-
tory Design Conference (PDC) in 1990 and much
has changed in our world, but this event remains a
landmark forum in the Participatory Design (PD)
community. As well as being a significant oppor-
tunity for people to come together and meet each
other, the conference stimulates submissions provi-
ding opportunities for reflection and discussion.

Each edition focuses on a theme that presents
a challenge — whether explicit or implicit — for
researchers and practitioners in the field. For
this reason, the conference Proceedings remain
an important reference for many years to come,
documenting the evolution of the field. And those
from this specific edition will certainly continue to
serve as such for a long time, framing further critical
reflections on the pivotal role of PD in contemporary
society.

This 19th edition of PDC has opened up a
discussion on issues that are particularly relevant
and timely, both now and in the near future: Peace,
Dialogue, and Coexistence. In our fragmented
times, these three words represent a really urgent
imperative. The challenge today is to take the PD’s
perspective beyond the realm of academic and
industrial research, transforming it into a means of
addressing the complexity of the problems facing
our world.

The theme of the 19th PDC has, once again,
brought the political dimension of the PD to the
fore. What emerges is the need for PD to serve
as a fair and inclusive framework, one that takes
into account the concerns of those with less voice
and power, taking a stand for them in seeking a
democratic approach to complex problem-solving.

This renewed political dimension of PD invites
us to address another aspect that has increasingly
characterised recent PDC editions: the endeavour to
engage with the perspectives of scholars who are not
solely ‘internal’ to PD. In this edition, this effort has
been particularly fruitful, as can be seen from the
contents of these Proceedings.
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Finally, there remains a strong focus on
highlighting, as far as possible, contributions
from the Global South, emphasising diverse
epistemological perspectives and recognising
their crucial value in fostering the growth of the
PD community as a whole. Submissions for this
edition PDC were over 500 from five continents,
across the various categories. Of these, nearly 180
contributions have been included in the Conference
and in these three volumes of the Proceedings.
This huge collection of material is an enormous
potential for the future of PD as a discipline capable
of transforming our world into a better place.

This second volume contains 53 Exploratory
Papers and 38 Doctoral Colloquium submissions.
Doctoral Colloquium submissions address topics
related to participatory design theory, practice,
and methodology, with particular attention to the
conference’s overarching theme and specific topics,
including global systems and local experiences.
They present ongoing PhD research and have been
single-blind reviewed by the Doctoral Colloquium
Chairs. Exploratory Papers provide early formative
insights from theory or practice and present original
ideas that aim to expand the participatory design
field. The papers were double-blind reviewed by
at least two PC members in one review round.

Full and Exploratory papers are organized into
conversations, that is, experimental formats of
presentation and discussion of the papers based
on triggering questions and authors’ interactions.
Conversations are built around seven sub-
themes: Conflicts and participation; Democracy
and participation; Democracy and Participation:
Inclusion; Civic issues and participation:

urban matters; Civic issues and participation:
sustainability; Post-Anthropocentrism and
Participation: AI; Post-anthropocentrism and
participation: multispecies. These conversations
highlight the richness of the topics discussed in
these Proceedings.



VOLUME 2

Forms of Experimentation across Exploratory Papers 1
Laura Galluzzo

Hope by Design: The Paradox of Trauma-Informed Co-Design 8
in Carceral Space
Carrie Dally; Hassnaa Mohammed

Participative Intimacy in/as Design for Coexistence: Affective Prefiguration
Politics and Collaborative Futures 15
Ann Light; Tamar Jane Millen

Crafting Spaces of and for Care: Reflectivity as a Pathway to Coexistence 21
in Participatory Design

Milagros Hurtig

Participatory Urban Conflict Mapping: Designing Infrastructures for Urban

Peacebuilding through Situated Agonistic and Relational Practices 29
Laura Cipriani; Willmar Ricardo Rugeles Joya; Stefano Maffei

Conlflict Transformation by Design: Assembling Spaces for Listening 39
Through Inquiry Process
Raymond Hyma; November Peng Ting Tan

Reframing Participation in ICH in a Decentering and Decolonising 45
Design Perspective: Drafting Guiding Principles from a Review of

Literature and of Funded Projects

Eleonora Lupo

From Researcher-led to Community-led: Role Shifts in a Participatory 53
Process within a Japanese Aging Community
Jianrui Zhao; Chihiro Sato

Designing Dialogues: Dialogical Encounters Between Ancestral 61
and Biomedical Worlds in Colombia

Angie Henriquez Martinez; David Ramirez Del Busto; Valentina Martinez Logreira;

Juan Esteban Loaiza Nifio; Camila Villegas Mosquera; Laura Nifio Caceres

Relearn to Coexist as the Alternative: Reflections on Body-Territory
Commons and Care in Participatory Design with Indigenous Women 69
Livia Weyl Costa

Protecting Protests from Institutional Repression: A Case on Infrastructuring

Participation Through Agonistic Design 14
Krish Raheja
When Art Speaks: Participatory Exhibitions as Platforms for Collective 84

Messaging in and beyond Indonesia
Adwitiyo Pramudito; Alyssa Helena Herdimansyah; Muhammad Fajrur Rahmat;
Karina Tristandy; Chihiro Sato

v



Building Participatory Design Competencies for Designing Dialogue
Lucia Viganego Ballesteros; Chiara Alberti; Andrea Botero; Anna Meroni; Ingrid Mulder

Participation through Designing Relations with People, Materials,
and Place
Azeem Hamid; Nithikul Nimkulrat; Kristi Kuusk

What’s on the (Tension) Radar? An Invitation for Co-Reflecting
on the Values at Stake towards Greater Footprints of Impact
Sofia Stromquist; Anne van den Biggelaar

Hopscotch: Playful Participatory Action Research
Azeem Hamid; Taavi Varm

The Ladder of Data Citizen Participation in Evaluating News
Recommender Systems: An Empirical Exploration through an
Interdisciplinary Participatory Design Workshop

Viktoria Horn; Konstantin Lackner; Markus Uhlmann; Claude Draude

Opportunities for Participatory Design in Shaping Australia’s Data
Centre Futures
Bronwyn Cumbo

Seeing, Thinking, Sharing, Sensing Small Data. A Participatory
Framework to Connect Citizens’ Experiences with Urban Governance
Antonella Autuori; Ginevra Terenghi; Alice Mioni; Luca Draisci; Giovanni Profeta;
Massimo Botta

Raising the Next Gen-AI-Ration: Participatory Approaches
to the Development of Al Ethics Literacy Education for Children in Europe
Gail Collyer-Hoar; Elisa Rubegni

Creating a Library Environment for Teenagers in Denmark: Exploration
in Participatory Design Methods
Asa R. Jackson

Feminist Participatory Approaches for Equitable Socio-spatial Futures:
Mapping Experiences of Teenage Girls in Urban Public Spaces
Krity Gera

Preconceptions of Participation: Municipal Care Professionals’
Expectations of Co-design Processes
Erik Gronvall; Kamila Anna Dzierzak

Participatory Design as Political Love Today
Jaz Hee-jeong Choi; Mariacristina Sciannamblo; Maurizio Teli

Waiting to Learn, Learning to Wait: How ‘waiting’ as a Neurodiversity-Affirming

Approach can Inform Inclusive Participation
Ana Carvalho; Cristiano Storni

91

97

104

110

116

125

131

141

148

157

164

m

171



Exploring Authenticity in Participatory Design (APD): Towards a Framework
of Lived Experience & Relational Ethics in Co-Creation 183
Yanki C Lee; Lorraine Gamman

Design Probes in Practice: Evolving Participatory Methods 190
with Wheelchair Users

Esther Wilding; Jeni Paay; Simone Taffe; Regine Abos; Melanie Winter;

Rachael McDonald

Exploring Participatory Methods for Design Research on Disability 197

Inclusion in Public Toilets: Reflections on Using Card Sorting and
Photo-elicitation in Delhi India
Divyang Purkayastha; Gaurav Raheja

Guerrilla Research Actions for Reflexivity: Engaging Design 204
Communities in Informal Spaces of Dialogue and Self-positioning
Silvia D’Ambrosio; Carla Sedini; Francesco Zurlo

The Role of Design in Post-participatory Research and in Framing 214
Processes’ Legacy
Teresa Pedretti; Letizia Bollini

What Happens to Shared Visions? Surveying the Literature for Strategies 221
to Preserve and Disseminate Participatory Futures
Jessica Meharry; Hillary Carey

Soft Situationism and Urban Resilience: Participatory Design Against
Tourism Massification 228
Antonio Gorgel Pinto; Paula Reaes Pinto

The Role of Figurations in Participatory Design 235
Diana Maria Mahecha; Juan P Velazquez; Juan Alfonso de la Rosa

From Hermeneutical Injustice to Collective Imagining;: 242
Troubling Feminist Co-Design in Women’s Health
Mabel Forward; Talya Porat; Céline Mougenot

Staging Futures-in-use: An Exploratory Format for Participatory and
Experiential Futures 248
Giovanni Caruso; Silvio Cioni

Meandering as Praxis: Participatory Designing in Entangled Coexistence 254
Markus Wernli; Kam Fai Chan; Jonathan Yu; Joshua Wolper

Visiting De Pastorie: A Reflective and Speculative Exploration of

More-Than-Human Storytelling in Participatory Design

research 263
Chioma Emilia Fears; Leen Vansteenkiste; Liesbeth Huybrechts; Ann Petermans

Situated Intermediation for Socio-technical Transitions: Understanding 269
the Role and Practices of an ‘Urban Curator’ in Rotterdam
Cristina Ampatzidou; Martijn De Waal; Linda Vlassenrood

vi



Transition Design in Times of Climate Crisis
Raissa Schmitt Fontoura; Ana Maria Copetti Maccagnan

More than Methods: Relational and Methodological Lessons
for Co-Creating a Street Harassment Intervention with Adolescents
Charlotte J.W. van Tuijl; Robin A. Smits; Milene Gong¢alves

The Narrative Space: Exploring the Interdependence of Normative and
Disabled Ways of Knowing in Design Education
Bedta Pintérné Sosity; Mary Karyda; Giorgia Burzio; Adam Szabé

Participatory Workshops in Design for Transitions as Affordances
for Desired Futures
Ilma Stankeviciute

Beyond Dialogue: Reflexive, Reciprocal, and Inclusive Loops
for Participatory Justice
Natalia Romero Herrera; Vanessa Monna; Abhigyan Singh

Designing for Co-Existence: Exploring Al as a More-Than-Human Actor
in Participatory Design

Maryam Ayda Sourati; Anna Croon

Reclaiming Participation through Daoist Cosmology:

Patterns of the Unseen in Human-AI Co-creation
Yicen Aziel Liu; Lu Wang; Lijuan Jasmine Kang

InterSea: Designing an Archive of Socio-ecological Relationships
in the Mediterranean Basin
Michela Mattei; Flavia Sollazzo

Grammars of Kinship: Designing Relational Coexistence through Language
Dhriti Dhaundiyal

With Elephants in the Room: More-Than-Human Participatory Design
for Human-Elephant Co-existence
Naleefa Nazurdeen; Dilina Nawarathne; Cristiano Storni

Multidimensional Participatory Design Approach in Strategic Policymaking;:

Lessons from the Design Process for the EU Intergenerational
Fairness Strategy
Marta Malesinska

More-than-Human Infrastructuring in the River Shannon:

Water Quality, Level and Management as Voices Towards Respectful
Coexistence with Nature

Chidi Sylvanus Usanga; Cristiano Storni

Are You Blocking Nonhuman Leadership? Five Questions to Find Out
Stanislav Roudavski; Alexander Holland

vil

276

283

293

299

306

313

322

330

339

345

355

363

372



In the Fermenting Corner: An Exploration of Boundaries
and their Making in Co-ontological Participation at a Local Kimchi Store
Hinako Takita; Tokushu Inamura

Clouds May Be Past Farms and Future Rivers: Reworlding Ecosocial
Transitions Through Clouding More-than-human Participatory Design
Weronika Zuzanna Kozak; Xinquan Wen; Liesbeth Anna Huybrechts

Designing Within: A Participatory Exploration of Plural Place Naming
in Gayogoho:n® Lands
Laura Cortes-Rico; Stephen Henhawk; Michelle Seneca; Christopher Csikszentmihalyi

DOCTORAL COLLOQUIUM

Contributions from a Future Generation of Participatory Design
Researchers: Growing Societal Demands and Diversifying Competences
Priscila Lena Farias; Lucia Rampino; Andrea Botero; Rachel Charlotte Smith

Enhancing Sustainable Mobility: A Participatory Design Approach

to Co-Develop Early-Concept of the User-Interfaces of Mobility-as-a-Service
Digital Platform With International Student Drivers

Chenlizhe Yang

The Art of the Mediated Dialogue
Nadja van der Weide

Designing Change into Knowledge Production: A Participatory
and Action-Oriented Approach to Peace Research and Practice
Raymond Hyma

Design for Community Building in Villages
Chenfan Zhang

Designing the Small Democracy of Rathlin Island
Brian Joseph Morgan

Care-full Facilitation: A Feminist and Situated Approach to PD
within Urban Planning
Milagros Hurtig

Regenerating Human-Nature Relations in Yunnan, China: Participatory
and Creative Approaches to Urban-Rural Transitions
Lu Lin

Social Designing in End-of-Life Care: A Media-Aesthetic Lens
on Participation and Technology Development
Lina Frederike Mebus

Materialising Micro Utopias in Higher Education: Collective Imaginaries,
Affective Trajectories, and the Praxis Gap
Ricardo Garcia Galiot

Multispecies Design: Centring the Agency of Non-Human Communities
in Participatory Urban Design Processes
Giulia Gualtieri

viii

382

390

397

404

410

L14

419

425

430

434

439

447

454

459



Designing A Relational, Participatory, and Multidimensional University
Media Lab Model for Media Innovation in Sabana Centro, Colombia
Andres Fernandez-Roncancio

Scaling Participatory Design Efforts in Finnish Municipalities: Migrants,
NGOs and Civil Servants Co-Designing Integration Services

Riita Serpytyté

What Can We Do About It? Regeneration, “Design”, and Creativity

Lara Rodgett

The Youth Intermediator: Designing Relational Transitions
and Coexistence Through Boundary Objects
Ash Eylem Kolbas

Dynamics of Digital Hate Speech and Meme Warfare in Social Media
Comment Threads: A DACH Region Case Study
Mabher Akraa

Waste to Wear: Reimagining Fruit-Waste Materials for Sustainable
Fashion Futures
Ying Luo

Cooperative by Design: Reconnecting for Socially and Ecologically

Sustainable Work through Platform Cooperatives
Melike Nazli Kaplan

From Tacit Knowledge to Shared Practice: A Participatory
Documentation Methodology for Urban Manufacturing
Matteo Subet

Biophilic Governance: Toward a Politics of Making-With Earth
Sergio Davila Urrutia

Prototyping Regenerative Ontologies: Participatory Design
for More-Than-Human Coexistence
Marco Andrea Finardi

Atmospheric Belonging: Diffracting Participatory Design within Troposphere
Xinquan Wen

Participatory Design and Neuro-symbolic Ai for Digital Historical Archives
Elena Maria Gémez

Materializing Policy Options in Spaces for Learning and Experimentation
for Just Climate Transitions
Shilpi Reema Rath

Fieldwork Laboratory: Time and Narrativity Through Polyvalent
Meaning Structures in the Context of Ecological Art
Daniella Grinberg

Co-Design for Systemic Change: Exploring How Design Practices
Support Climate Neutrality in European Municipalities
Anna Filippi

X

464

469

474

479

482

487

493

498

502

509

514

519

523

528

536



Facilitating Future Practices for Just Regenerative Food Transitions
Ilma Stankeviciute

Living Together, Playing Together: Participatory Game Design
in a Residential Cooperative
Daniel Bermiidez-Chinea

Retracing Sustainable Platform Cooperative Models
Anannya Bhowmik Paul

Nurturing Activism: Exploring the Potential of Ontologically-Oriented
Design on Care and Relationality within Activist Group Process
Antonio Starnino

Micromuseo: Rethinking Territorial Museums as Participatory
Infrastructures for Local Resilience
Francesco Ferrero

Unsettling and Re-learning Participation: Toward Sovereignty-Centered
Collaboration for Indigenous Climate Resilience
Iliana Loupessis

Expanding Participation in Urban Planning Through -Costume-
Scenographics: Pukkelpop Festival and the North-South Road in
Limburg Belgium

Nikolaos Ioannis Kanavaris

Holding Space for Coexistence: Trauma-Informed and Futures-Oriented

Participatory Design in Post-Conflict Northern Ireland
Katrina Newell

Constellating Regional Living Labs: An Onto-Epistemological
Triangulation for Working across Scales in Participatory Design
Louise Mazet

Designing Ecological Democracy: Agonistic and More-than-Human
Approaches to Environmental Governance in Flanders
Kseniia Obukhova

Botanical City: Fostering Plant Awareness in Urban Public Space Through

Design for Place-Based Botanical Learning
Lucia Ratti

Activating Participatory Embodied Futuring: Media, Practices
and Institutions for Just Climate Transitions
Eugenia Rosina

Intermediation in (Un)Just Sustainability Transitions: Learnings
for Systemic and Participatory Design Practice From the Sami-State
Renewable Energy Conflict

Tessa Kate Laven

541

546

551

558

564

568

576

582

587

593

598

603

608



PDC2026
COMMITTEES

CONFERENCE CHAIRS
Joon Sang Baek

Yonsei University, Korea

Teresa Franqueira
Aveiro University, Portugal

Anna Meroni
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy

PROGRAMME CHAIRS

Davide Fassi
Politecnico di Milano, Ialy

Laura Galluzzo
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Daniela Selloni
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

CONVERSATION CHAIRS

FORMER FULL AND EXPLORATORY PAPER CHAIRS
Stefana Broadbent

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Angus Campbell

The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong

Felix Ofori Dartey

PADI — Pan-Afrikan Design Institute, Ghana

Laura Forlano
Northeastern University, United States

Elisa Giaccardi
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy

Frangois Jégou
SDS — Strategic Design Scenarios, Belgium

Lucy Kimbell

University of the Arts Landon, United Kingdom

Stefano Maffei

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Ilaria Mariani
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Marzia Mortati
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Mudita Pasari
The Design Village, India

Juan de la Rosa
Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Colombia

Stanislav Roudavski
The University of Melbourne, Australia

Ricardo Rugeles
Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Colombia

Sven Schade

Joint Research Centre, European Commission, Italy

Peter Scupelli

Carnegie Mellon University, United States

Martin Tironi
Pontificia Universidad Catélica de Chile, Chile

Oscar Tomico
Eindhoven University of Technology, Netherlands

Francesco Vergani
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Beatrice Villari
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy

ASSOCIATED CHAIR

Laura Cipriani
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

WORKSHOP CHAIRS

Nicholas Baroncelli Torretta
Malma University, Sweden

Marta Corubolo
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Ravi Mahamuni

CS Research

ASSOCIATED CHAIR

Ambra Borin
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

SITUATED ACTION CHAIRS
Elisa Bertolotti

Universidade da Madeira, Portuga

Francesca Piredda

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

ASSOCIATED CHAIR
Chiara Ligi

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

DOCTORAL COLLOQUIUM CHAIRS

Andrea Botero

Aalto University, Finland

Priscila Lena Farias
Universidade de Sao Paulo, Brazi

Lucia Rampino
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Rachel Charlotte Smith

Aarhus University, Denmark

PDC PLACES CHAIRS

Nicholas Baroncelli Torretta
Malmo University, Sweden

Annalinda De Rosa
Politecnica di Milano, Italy

Per-Anders Hillgren

Malmo University, Sweden

Bibiana Oliveira Serpa

Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Brazi
Virginia Tassinari
TU Delft, Netherlands

ASSOCIATED CHAIR

Maria Maramotti
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

PUBLICATION CHAIRS

Vincenzo D’Andrea
Universitd di Trento, Italy

Mika Yasuoka Jensen
Roskilde University, Denmark

Jin Ma

Tongji University, China

ARTFUL INTEGRATORS AWARD CHAIRS

Anna Seravalli
Malmo University, Sweden

Frederick van Amstel
Universidade Tecnoldgica Federal do Parand, Brazil

ASSOCIATED CHAIR

Sanna Marttila
IT University of Copenhagen, Denmark

X1

THE DAVID HAKKEN PARTICIPATORY DESIGN

GRANT CHAIRS

Maurizio Teli

Aalborg University, Denmark

Melisa Dugue Hurtado
Monash University, Australia

CHAIR OF CONFERENCE EXPERIENCE

AND VISUAL IDENTITY

Andrea Manciaracina
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

PROGRAMME COMMITTEE

Aitor Acilu Fernandez
Universidad de Navarra, Spain

Jose Javier Aguilar
Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Colombia

Hasib Ahsan

T University of Copenhagen, Denmark

Yokster Nutbush Akama

RMIT University, Australia

Diego Alatorre Guzman
UNAM + Universidade de Coimbra, Mexico

Diana Albarrén Gonzalez
University of Auckland, New Zealand

Catalina Alzate

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, United States

Ferran Altarriba Bertran
Escola Universitaria ERAM, Spain

Mariana Amatullo
Tecnologico de Monterrey, Mexico

Aloha May Ambe

The University of Queensland, Australia

Frederick van Amstel
Universidade Tecnologica Federal do Parana, Brazil

Javier Anton
Universidad de Navarra, Spain

Raphael Arar

One Project, United States

Abd Alsattar Ardati

University of St Andrews, United Kingdom

Valentina Auricchio
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Areli Avendano Franco
RMIT University, Australia

Joon Sang Baek

Yonsei University, Korea

Naveen Bagalkot

Srishti Manipal Institute of Art, Design, & Technolagy, India

Manuhuia Barcham
Emily Carr University of Art + Design, Canada

Veronica Barnes
Cape Peninsula University of Technology. South Africa

Sucharita Beniwal
National Institute of Design, India

Elisa Bertolotti

Universidade da Madeira, Portugal

Massimo Bianchini

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Heidi Biggs

Georgia Institute of Technology, United States

Pedro Biz
UERJ, Brazil

Yana Boeva

University of Stuttgart, Germany

Laura Boffi

SO, Italy

Yash Bohre

DC, 1IT-Bombay and MADA, Manash University, India



Ambra Borin
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Claus Bossen
Aarhus University, Denmark

Andrea Botero
Aalto University, Finland

Tone Bratteteig

University of Oslo, Norway

Oliver Bream Mclntosh
VUB, Belgium

Stefana Broadbent

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Sonia Cabral Matos
Free University of Bozen-Bolzano, Italy

Angus Campbell

The Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong

Silvia Cantalupi

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Andrea Capaccioli
Deep Blue srl, Italy

Michael Chamunorwa
Carl von Ossietzky University of Oldenburg, Germany

Tabea De Wille

University of Limerick, Ireland

Andy Dearden

Sheffield Hallam University, United Kingdom

Ralitsa Diana Debrah
KNUST Ghana, Ghana

Nabajit Deka

IIT Bombay, Monash University, India

Chiara Del Gaudio

Carleton University, Canada

Liliana Del Villar Arias

Escuela de Disefio del Instituto Nacional de Bellas Artes y Literatura, Mexico

Soffa Soledad Duarte Poblete

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Melisa Duque Hurtado

Monash University, Australia

Daniele Dell’'Orto

Aalborg University, Denmark

Oswald Devisch
Hasselt University, Belgium

Dhriti Dhaundiyal

Doon University, India

Laura Galluzzo
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Lorraine Gamman
UAL, United Kingdom

Felnunmoi Gangte
I0C Schaol of Design, India

Luis Garcia

Carnegie Mellon University, United States

Amanda Geppert

University of Chicago, United States

Elisa Giaccardi
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Olga Glumac

Participatory Design Lead at Three o’clock, Portugal

Miaosen Gong
Jiangnan University, China

Bishal Goswami

MADA, Monash University, Australia; IDC School of Design, [IT Bombay, India

Anke Gruendel

Humboldt-Universitat zu Berlin, Germany

Erik Gronvall

IT University of Copenhagen, Denmark

Ko-Le Chen Suhaili Din Carlos Guerrero Millan
Northumbria University, United Kingdom Universiti Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia University of Edinburgh, United Kingdom
Marcos Chilet Christian Dindler Juan David Gutiérrez Rodriguez

Pontificia Universidad Catélica de Chile, Chile Aarhus University, Denmark Universidad de Los Andes, Colombia

Shilumbe Chivuno-Kuria
Namibia University of Science and Technology, Namibia

Eunji Cho

Tongji University, China

Jaz Hee-jeong Choi
Amsterdam University of Applied Sciences, Netherlands

Simran Chopra
City St. George’s University of Londan, United Kingdom

Jorn Christiansson
IT University of Copenhagen, Denmark

Roberto Cibin

University College Cork, Ireland

Nazli Cila
TU Delft, Netherlands

Elisa Cinelli
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy

Carla Cipolla

Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

Laura Cipriani
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Brendon Clark

Umed University, Sweden

Rachel Clarke

University of the Arts Landon, United Kingdom

Henry Collingham

University of Northumbria, United Kingdom

Jodo Victor Correia de Melo
PUC-Rio, Brazil

Marta Corubolo
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Mariana Costard
UERJ, Brazil

Olivier Cotsaftis

RMIT University, Australia

Adam Cowart
University of Houston, United States

Emily Crompton
Manchester Metropolitan University, United Kingdom

Diana Dajer
Fundacion Corona, Colombia

Felix Ofori Dartey

Pan-Afrikan Design Institute, Ghana

Amalia de Gotzen
Aalborg University, Denmark

Annalinda De Rosa
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy

Daniela de Sainz Molestina
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Jared Donovan
Queensland University of Technology, Australia

Cristina Dreifuss-Serrano
Universidad Privada del Norte, Peru

Imara Duarte
Federal University of Paraiba, Brazi

Eva Durall
Oulu University, Finland

Vincenzo D’Andrea
Universita di Trento, Italy

Nairy Eivazy
KU Leuven; LUCA School of Arts, Belgium

Marc Fabri
Leeds Beckett University, United Kingdom

Valentina Facoetti
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Carlota Fanjul
Universidad de Navarra, Spain

Jaydon Farao
University of Cape Town, South Africa

Priscila Lena Farias

Universidade de S3o Paulo, Brazi

Davide Fassi
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Mexhid Ferati

Linnzus University, Sweden

Laura Ferrarello
RCA, United Kingdom

Valentina Ferreri
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Anna Filippi

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Laura Forlano
Northeastern University, United States

Marcus Foth

Queensland University of Technology, Australia

Teresa Franqueira
Aveiro University, Portugal

Carlo Franzato
PUC-Rio, Brazil

Christopher Frauenberger
Interdisciplinary Transformation University, Austria

Ana Karla Freire de Oliveira
Universidade Federal de Campina Grande, Brazil

Albert Fuster

The Glasgow School of Art, United Kingdom

Marfa Laura Ramirez Galleguillos
Independent Researcher, United States

Xii

Penny Hagen

Auckland Codesign Lab, New Zealand

Michael Haldrup

Roskilde University, Denmark

Yaprak Hamarat
European Commission, Belgium

Helena Amalie Haxvig
University of Trento, Italy

Liam Healy

University of Sheffield, United Kingdom

Niels Hendriks
LUCA School of Arts, Belgium

Nur Hidayah

Lasalle College of Arts, University of the Arts Singapore, Singapore

Per-Anders Hillgren

Malmd University, Sweden

Aidan Hudson-Lapore
SWPS, Poland

Milagros Hurtig
NTNU, Norway

Gordon Hush

The Glasgow School of Art, United Kingdom

Liesbeth Huybrechts

UHasselt, Belgium

Sampsa Hyysalo

Aalto University, Finland

Ndinelao litumba

University of Cape Town, South Africa

Roberto Ifiguez Flores

Tecnologico de Monterrey, Mexico

Netta livari
University of Oulu, Finland

Alberto Imberti
RMIT, Spain

Tokushu Inamura
Kyushu University, Japan

Joseph David Isaacs

Namibia University of Science and Technology, Namibia

Tania Ivanka
RMIT University, Australia

Ole Sejer Iversen
Aarhus University, Denmark

Tomasz Jaskiewicz

Hogeschool Rotterdam, Netherlands

Daniella Jenkins

University of Bristol, United Kingdom

Mika Yasuoka Jensen
Roskilde University, Denmark



Carlos Jimenez-Martinez
Universidad de La Laquna, Spain

lan Johnson
Newcastle University, United Kingdom

Frangois Jégou
Strategic Design Scenarios, Belgium

Michael Kaethler

Istituto Europeo di Design, Italy

Finn Kensing
University of Capenhagen, Denmark

Svenja Keune
Swedish School of Textiles, Sweden

Lucy Kimbell

University of the Arts London, United Kingdom

Marianne Kinnula
University of Oulu, Finland

Laurens Kolks
TU Delft, Netherlands

Gerd Kortuem
TU Delft, Netherlands

Ilpo Koskinen
Manchester Metropolitan University, United Kingdom

Nantia Koulidou
Sheffield Hallam University, United Kingdom

Leonidas Koutsoumpos
National Technical University of Athens, Greece

Sarah Kushinsky
RMIT, Australia

Goeun Kuu-Park
Aalta University, Finland

Roksolyana Kvasnytsya

Lviv Palytechnic National University, Ukraine

Tessa Laven
University of the Arts Landon, United Kingdom

Cynthia Lawson Jaramillo
Parsons School of Design, The New School, United States

Sheng-Hung Lee

Massachusetts Institute of Technology, United States

Yanki Lee

Enable Foundation, United Kingdom

Yong-Ki Lee

Dangseo University, South Korea

Donna Leishman
Northumbria University, United Kingdom

Francesco Leoni
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Chiara Ligi
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy

Christina Lindeberg

Aalborg University, Denmark

Joseph Lindley

Lancaster University, United Kingdom

Kristina Lindstrém
Malma University, Sweden
Jia-Xin Liu

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Daria Loi
Imperfecta Gallery, United States

Felipe César Londofio Lopez
Universidad de Bogotd Jorge Tadeo Lozano, Colombia

Alex Jiahong Lu

Rutgers University, United States

Yuan Lu
Eindhoven University of Technology, Netherlands

Jin Ma

Tongji University, China

Donovan Maasz
Namibia University of Science and Technology, Namibia

Stefano Maffei

Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Ravi Mahamuni
TCS Research, India

Rita Maldonado Branco
University of Aveiro, Partuga

Cyntia Malaguti
FAU USP, Brazil

Andrea Manciaracina
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Maria Maramotti
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

llaria Mariani
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Mercedes Martinez Gonzalez
Universidad Nacional Autanoma de México, Mexico

Sanna Marttila
IT University of Copenhagen, Denmark

Arun Mascarenhas
[IT Bambay, India

Claudia Mastrantoni
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Francesco Mazzarella
University of the Arts London, United Kingdom

Ramia Mazé
University of the Arts London, United Kingdom

Lina Mebus
Fraunhofer FIT, Germany

Silviu Medesan
University of Oradea, Romania

Mahan Mehrvarz
TU Delft, Netherlands

Oksana Melnyk

Lviv Polytechnic National University, Ukraine

Paula Astrid Mendez Gonzalez
Universidad de Los Andes, Colombia

Anna Meroni
Politecnica di Milano, Italy

Paulina Kamila Michnowska
Newcastle University, United Kingdom

Jenna Mikus
Eudae Group; University of Melbourne, Australia

Vanessa Monna
Politecnica di Milano, Italy

Denise Montt-Blanchard
Pontificia Universidad Catolica de Chile, Chile

Nicola Morelli
Aalborg University, Denmark

Marzia Mortati
Politecnica di Milano, Italy

Simon Muchinenyika
Namibia University of Science and Technolagy, Namibia

Ingrid Mulder
U Delft, Netherlands

Paula Rodriguez Muller
Joint Research Centre, Eurapean Commissian, Spain

Ki-Young Nam
KAIST, South Korea

Quynh Nguyen

AIT Austrian Institute of Technology, Austria

Elisabet M. Nilsson

Malmd University, Sweden

Georgina Nolan
RMIT, Australia

Stephanie Ochona
RMIT University, Australia

Juan Carlos Ortiz Nicols
Universidad Nacional Autonoma de México, Mexico

Violet Owen
Lancaster University, United Kingdom

Deger Ozkaramanli
TU Delft, Netherlands

Cecilia Padula
Politecnico di Torino, Italy

Teresa Palmieri
Free University of Bozen-Bolzano, Italy

Cristhian Parra
United Nations Development Programme, Paraguay

Leonardo Parra-Agudelo
Universidad de los Andes, Colombia

xiii

Mudita Pasari
The Design Village, India

Ankit R. Patel

University of Minho, Portugal

Andriy Pavliv

Lviv Polytechnic National University, Ukraine

Sarah Pennington
Goldsmiths, University of London, United Kingdom

Denise Regina Percequillo Hossom
Gonzaga University, Italy

Alicia Eva Morales Pereyra-Garcia
Universidad de la Laguna, Spain

Daniela Petrelli
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Robert Phillips

Royal College of Art, London, United Kingdom

Louise St Pierre
Emily Carr University of Art + Design, Canada

Francesca Piredda
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Alexander Polzin
Northwestern University, United States

Laura Popplow
TH Koeln, Germany

Gheysa Prado

Universidade Federal do Parand, Brazil

Rebecca Price
TU Delft, Netherlands

Lucia Rampino
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Shilpi Reema Rath

University of the Arts London, United Kingdom

Carolina Reichert
Universidade Federal do Oeste da Bahia, Brazi

Diego Rivera
Universidad Catdlica de Chile, Chile

Francesca Rizzo
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Kasper Rodil

Aalborg University, Denmark

Andres Rodriguez

LIFIA Research Center — Universidad Nacional de La Plata, Argentina

Jean Rosa
Centro Universitario Mauricio de Nassau, Brazil

Juan de la Rosa
Universidad Nacional de Colombia, Colombia

Eugenia Rosina
MOME, Hungary

Anton Poikolainen Rosén
Stockholm University, Sweden

Stanislav Roudavski
The University of Melbourne, Australia

David Sénchez Ruano
Tecnologica de Monterrey, Mexico

Elisa Rubegni

Lancaster University, United Kingdom

Ricardo Rugeles
Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Calombia

Monica Di Ruvo
Cape Peninsula University of Technology, South Africa

Joanna Saad-Sulonen
Aalto University, Finland

Juan Salamanca

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, United States

Pablo Calderdn Salazar
IE University, Spain

Mariana Salgado

ICOS ERIC, Finland; Universidad de Buenos Aires, Argentina

Carl Di Salvo
Georgia Institute of Technology, United States

Eliana Sanchez-Aldana
Universidad de Los Andes, Colombia

Daniela Sangiorgi
Palitecnico di Milano, Italy



Juan Sanin

Royal Melbourne Institute of Technology, Australia
Sven Schade

Joint Research Centre, European Commission, Italy
Mario Scharfbillig

Joint Research Centre, Belgium

Mariacristina Sciannamblo
Sapienza University of Rome, Italy

Peter Scupelli

Carnegie Mellon University, United States

Priyanka Sebastian
University of Oulu, Finland

Carla Sedini
IULM, Italy

Juhri Selamet
American University in Dubai, United Arab Emirates

Daniela Selloni
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Melis Ornekoglu Selcuk

Ghent University, Belgium

Pedro de Senna
Associacdo Brasileira de Futuristas, United Kingdom

Anna Seravalli
Malma University, Sweden

Bibiana Oliveira Serpa
Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

Agnivesh Sharma
Indian Institute of Technology, India

Nima Herman Shidende
The University of Dodoma, Tanzania

Emma Sicher
Humboldt University of Berlin, Germany

Dasha Simons
UvA, Netherlands

Jesper Simonsen
Roskilde University, Denmark

Abhigyan Singh
TU Delft, Netherlands

Geertje Slingerland
TU Delft, Netherlands

Rachel Charlotte Smith

Aarhus University, Denmark

Nicos Souleles
Cyprus University of Technology, Cyprus

Lydia Stamato

Berea College, United States

Ilma Stankeviciute
SOU, Denmark

Angelika Strohmayer

University of Northumbria, United Kingdom

Asa St3hl

Linnaeus University, Sweden

Reem Talhouk

Northumbria University, United Kingdom

Laryssa Tarachucky
Federal Institute of Santa Catarina, Brazil

Virginia Tassinari
TU Delft, Netherlands

Deborah Tatar

Virginia Tech, United States

Sarah Teasley

RMIT University, Australia

Khemmiga Teerapong
Bangkok University, Thailand

Maurizio Teli
Aalborg University, Denmark

Mamello Thinyane
University of South Australia, Australia

Martin Tironi
Pontificia Universidad Catalica de Chile, Chile

Oscar Tomico
Eindhoven University of Technology, Netherlands

Carlos Torres
Pontificia Universidad Javeriana, Colombia

Nathaly Pinto Torres

Aalto University, Finland

Nicholas Baroncelli Torretta
Malmd University, Sweden

Violeta Tsenova
Hasselt University, Belgium

Sergio Davila Urrutia
Universidad Autdnoma Metropalitana, Mexico

Svetlana Usenyuk-Kravchuk
Ural Federal University, Russia

Francesca Valsecchi
Tongji University, China

Uttishta Varanasi

Aalto University, Finland

Francesco Vergani
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Guri Birgitte Verne

University of Oslo, Narway

Emilija Veselova
Aalto University, Finland

Lucia Viganego Ballesteros
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Beatrice Villari
Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Brenda Vertiz Marquez
Aalto University, Finland

Torben Volkmann
Universitdt zu Libeck, Germany

Valentina Volpi
Loughborough University, United Kingdom

Alexander Voss
University of St Andrews, United Kingdom

Tanaya Vyas
IIT Bombay, India

Kentaro Watanabe
National Institute of Advanced Industrial Science and Technology, Japan

Eunji Woo
KAIST, South Korea

Joyce Yee
Northumbria University, United Kingdom

Signe Yndigegn

IT University of Copenhagen, Denmark

Cristina Zaga
University of Twente, Netherlands

Yulu Zhang

KTH Royal Institute of Technology, Sweden

X1V



Design for Community Building in Villages

Chenfan Zhang”
Department of Design
Politecnico di Milano

Milano, Italy
chenfan.zhang@polimi.it

Abstract

This PhD research aims to explore the community-building frame-
work through the lens of community-centred design applied in the
context of villages. The study follows the Research through Design
methodology, incorporating two main components: delving into
the understanding of community within the design discourse and
deriving insights from a sociological standpoint, and testing theory
in a context defined as Clustering Villages in China. A series of
principles and a framework will be proposed. Furthermore, the
study will explore the legacy of design practices within the village.
Insights obtained from this exploration will not only inform the sus-
tainable development of the community but also provide valuable
considerations for design groups. Agenda 21 emphasises human
resources development and capacity-building as important means
of implementation to support sustainable human settlements and
rural development. In line with this global trend, a series of policies
about rural revitalisation have been published in China since 2017,
from the national government to the local government. The focus
has gradually shifted from infrastructure construction to human
development perspectives. These policies have also influenced the
target village, giving it the characteristics of clustering villages.
Residents from different villages, original villages, and cities come
together, providing the soil for new relationship building. Mean-
while, the practice of design in the context of villages is on the
rise. Among these design activities, a focus on the community as
a social form has been gaining attention, while the research trend
around the community is shifting. Despite this shift, a shared def-
inition of what we mean when using the term community in the
design context lacks systematic exploration. Additionally, while the
practice of design in the context of villages is increasing, it is cur-
rently uncertain how design can facilitate sustainable community
development in villages.

CCS Concepts

«» General and reference — Cross-computing tools and techniques;
Design.
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1 Background and introduction

With the society development, such as the increasing of urbanisa-
tion, the traditional community has been progressively dismantled
[1]. A new trend of ‘fluidity’ is emerging, in which stable and con-
tinuous social ties are being replaced by more distributed and fluid
networks of relationships [2].

At the global level, sustainable development agendas have in-
creasingly emphasised human development and capacity building
as important drivers of long-term social sustainability. Agenda 21,
adopted at the United Nations Conference on Environment and
Development, highlights the importance of strengthening local
communities and human resources as fundamental means of imple-
mentation of sustainable human settlements and rural development
[3].

At present, China is undergoing a critical phase of rural revi-
talisation. Policy incentives and technological advancements are
driving a reverse flow of populations from urban to rural areas,
leading to the emergence of new social networks. As a result, rural
regions are increasingly becoming complex relational fields where
diverse groups (e.g, migrants, long-term residents, and new settlers)
coexist and interact. This dynamic reconfiguration of social struc-
tures presents new challenges and opportunities for community
building and relationship formation.

In Chinese rural revitalisation policies, villages are classified into
several types, among which the clustering and upgrading villages
are identified as key settlements for continued development [4].
While the policy primarily provides guidance at the macro-level,
focusing on spatial organisation and development orientation, it
offers limited discussion of the micro-level social and relational
transformations taking place within villages. In this research, the
term ‘clustering villages’ is adopted from policy discourse, whereas
the analytical focus is extended to foreground the social and rela-
tional dynamics. In this research, clustering villages are understood
as relational conditions shaped by the co-presence of diverse groups,
whose interactions continuously reshape community boundaries,
identities, and everyday practices.

Within this increasingly uncertain and dynamic social environ-
ment, design for social innovation has gained growing attention
and discussion in the design research. It has been described “as a
new culture, a new way of looking at the world and at what design
can do with and for people living in it” [5]. In this context, the
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community plays an important role and is often considered the pri-
mary research context. However, despite the frequent invocation
of the term, most researchers adopt its definitions directly from
sociology, rarely articulating what community essentially means
in design research or distinguishing among the different kinds of
communities that designers work with, for, in, or of [6].

Meanwhile, as society evolves and the degree of design inter-
vention and contextual extension, designers are “moving towards a
role that is more facilitating and/or coordinating in nature” [7]. In
other words, designers have become important actors within newly
emerging networks, contributing to the construction and mainte-
nance of these relational systems. Various studies illustrate those
participatory approaches, such as co-design and co-creation, can
result in more accepted and sustainable social innovations, as com-
munities become active partners in the innovation process rather
than passive recipients [8, 9]. Nevertheless, discussions around
community focus more on engagement, participation, collaborative
processes and outcomes [10], while the relationships and networks
generated through design interventions remain underexplored and
are often treated as by-products rather than as the central study ob-
ject [11]. In many cases, these relational and networked effects are
often what persist after a project ends, making legacy a crucial lens
for understanding the long-term impact of design interventions.
Beyond immediate outcomes, legacies include the relationships,
knowledge, practices, and infrastructures that remain within the
community after the design process concludes [12, 28]. These ac-
cumulated forms of legacy influence how communities continue
to evolve, adapt, and sustain development over time. However,
the ways in which design contributes to or shapes such legacies re-
main insufficiently examined in current design for social innovation
research.

In this context, Community-Centred Design (CCD) provides a
key conceptual lens and entry point for this PhD research. While
CCD is often discussed in relation to the concept of Creative
Communities, one of the few definitions of community proposed
by design researchers [13], the literal interpretation of the term
community-centred offers the potential to enrich the community
as a design object, rather than merely as a context for design action.
However, in practical research, CCD has primarily functioned as
a design approach [14], but its processes, principles and method-
ological frameworks remain insufficiently defined. Moreover, CCD
emerged within the design for social innovation projects in Western
design research. Because different society has its specific institu-
tional and civic cultures. When applied to different socio-cultural
contexts, such as the rural areas of China, it encounters challenges
of translation and adaptation both theoretically and practically.

2 The research questions and objectives

By exploring the themes of community, community building, and
legacy within the context of villages, the research aims to answer
the following research question: How can design contribute to
community building for social innovation in villages?

The main questions are also addressed by answering three re-
search questions:

RQ1: How are community and community building conceptu-
alised and practised within the field of design for social innovation?
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RQ2: How can Community-Centred Design be enriched and fur-
ther theorised to enhance community building for social innovation
in the context of villages?

RQ3: How can design for community building be developed into
a conceptual framework that supports sustainable and long-term
community development?

The research objectives include:

0J1: To examine the theoretical and practical research status of
Community and Community-Centred Design in the field of design
for social innovation through literature review

0]J2: To deepen explore of design capabilities, methods, and
approaches in related to Community-Centred Design practices that
support community building for social innovation in the context of
villages.

0J3: To develop a conceptual framework with guiding principles
for design for community building that define its designerly ways
and integrate the use of legacies during and after design interven-
tions to foster sustainable community development.

3 Research methodology and data collection
status

The methodology of the research programme is grounded in con-
structionist epistemologies [15, 16] and the selection of methods is
informed by the Research through Design (RtD) approach [17]. In
response to research questions, the methods specifically chosen are
literature review, case studies, and participatory action research.
The overall research process is not linear but iterative and evolving,
with the literature review, case studies, and PAR informing and
refining one another throughout the different stages of the PhD
research.

3.1 Literature review

The literature review consists of two complementary parts: the
narrative literature review and the integrative literature review
[18, 19].

The narrative literature review aims to establish the contextual
and conceptual foundations of this PhD research. It explores how
the concept of Community has been understood and applied in
the field of design for social innovation and examines its theoreti-
cal roots and influences from sociology. This review also surveys
existing Design for Social Innovation projects situated in rural con-
texts to understand how design engages with different dimensions
of community building and development. Furthermore, it inves-
tigates different types and definitions of villages across European
and Asian contexts, with particular attention to those shaped by
the rural revitalisation process in China.

Based on the conceptual and contextual groundwork, the inte-
grative literature review synthesises insights from theoretical and
practical references to construct a more systematic and comprehen-
sive understanding of the research status of Community-Centred
Design. Literature sources were identified through Scopus, snow-
balling [20], case studies, expert recommendations and previous
rounds of literature review. The filtering process of final analysis
references followed the PRISMA reporting guideline, leading to a
total of 60 references included in the full paper literature review as
of November 2024 [21].
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After completing the manuscript of the integrative literature re-
view, the author conducted interviews with Professor Anna Meroni
and Professor Ezio Manzini, which were subsequently integrated
into the study. Given their pivotal roles in defining and coining the
term Community-centred design [13], these interviews provided
insights that helped confirm key viewpoints and supplement infor-
mation on the early development of the concept, particularly some
historical aspects not documented in academic literature.

3.2 Case studies

The first round of case selection is based on 1) the DESIS network,
which has nearly two decades of experience in design-driven prac-
tice and theory related to social innovation [22]. This provided a
suitable foundation for analysing the legacies emerging from design
interventions for social innovation through selected case studies.
As a part of the DESIS Network, the candidate was able to access
its archival materials and connect with other DESIS Labs for case
data collection. Additionally, three further sources informed case
selections: 2) the cases recommended by the interviewees from DE-
SIS Labs, 3) pilot villages involved in the Future Village programme*
in China, and 4) cases identified through participation in the Social
Innovation Festival 2024/2025%.

For the data collection, the concept of triangulation was intro-
duced to ensure the completeness of the core case studies [23].
During the first phases, data were collected through multiple meth-
ods, including online secondary research, interviews for primary
data, and on-site field visits. These activities aimed to map the
current state of community development in villages and to iden-
tify potential sites representing similar rural conditions relevant
to this PhD research. This phase helped to develop a broader un-
derstanding of community dynamics, clarified the challenges faced
in community building, and recognised where design might make
meaningful contributions.

As the research progressed, a second round of data collection
was conducted on selected core cases that aligned with the defi-
nitions of community and community building established in this
PhD research and that provided sufficient access to empirical data.
Fieldwork included in-depth interviews with key community mem-
bers, participatory observations, and document analysis to capture
the dynamics of community building, the emergence of new rela-
tionships, networks, collaborations and tensions.

The selected cases also explored how non-professional design ac-
tivities contribute to community building, complementing existing
design research that often focuses on professional practice. Addi-
tionally, these cases examined the evolving roles and challenges

The programme responds to China’s Rural Revitalisation policy and promotes the
implementation of a series of rural development projects in Zhejiang Province. These
initiatives focus on human-centred development, the cultivation of rural industries and
cultural scenes, the improvement of local infrastructure and digital facilities, as well as
the construction of community relationships. The policy also encourages collaboration
among returning youth, local villagers, and external talents to promote sustainable
and iterative community development.

“The Social Innovation Festival 2024/2025 was mainly initiated by BottleDream, a certi-
fied B Corporation established in 2011 that focuses on promoting and communicating
social innovation (See B Corporation directory: https://www.bcorporation.net/en-
us/find-a-b-corp/company/bottledream/). The festival serves as a platform that brings
together social innovation projects, initiatives, and related activities across China. The
author participated in the event as an audience in 2024 and as a workshop organiser
for one of the activities in 2025. Therefore, the festival was considered one of the
sources for identifying and collecting case studies for this research.
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of designers, as well as the different forms of legacy, accumulated
outcomes, and long-term impacts generated through design inter-
ventions.

In summary, the data collected from the case studies provide an
empirical foundation for understanding how design can contribute
to community building for social innovation in village contexts and
for developing the framework of Community-Centred Design for
community building.

3.3 Participatory action research

Participatory Action Research (PAR) is incorporated into the final
part of this research to address the complexity of villages and to
generate new knowledge within the specific context. Within this
PhD research, PAR serves as a bridge between theory and practice
[24]. An eastern Chinese village in the Future Village Programme
was selected as the research field. The design of the PAR was also
influenced by the principles of design activism [25]. Furthermore,
the author introduces autoethnography to analyse personal expe-
rience narratives [26], a deep self-analysis reflection on fieldwork
during the period of PAR [27].

The first round of PAR was conducted from May to July and from
August to October 2024. During this phase, the author engaged
deeply with the target village by immersing herself in the local con-
text to identify opportunities for design intervention, guided by the
initial framework of design for community building. The research
followed two steps of the community-centred design approach: 1)
gaining knowledge and 2) encouraging collaboration [13]. Four
community-building oriented workshops were organised in the
village. Apart from the PAR framework, the author also conducted
an experiment to explore how legacy could be leveraged to ben-
efit both subsequent external participants and local participants
throughout the process [28].

The second round of PAR was conducted from May to July 2025.
Building iteratively on the insights from the first round, this phase
responded to the challenges identified through reflection on previ-
ous PAR activities, particularly the difficulty of conducting design
interventions as an individual design researcher without an ex-
isting collaborative project or support grounded in the pressing
requirement of local organisations and government. To address
these challenges, the second round PAR strategy was adjusted to
strengthen community building through a series of collaboratively
planned events interwoven with the ongoing work of the resident
NGO, ensuring alignment with its mission and vision while also
contributing to its future initiatives. The activities were guided
by an iterative version of the framework. In the end, a three-day
event was organised, bringing together immigrants, newcomers,
and long-term villagers who had established strong ties with the
organising team.

4 Main research challenges

The research challenges emerge from contextual and practical di-
mensions, reflecting the complexity of embedding design research
in the real-world social innovation context. Firstly, common design
research terms such as co-design and workshop lack direct rele-
vance or meaning in village settings. How to transfer and adapt
these methods and approaches to local customs, social hierarchies,
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and communication patterns remains the challenge throughout
the PAR process. Secondly, community building unfolds gradu-
ally, whereas the PhD research operates within a fixed timeframe.
How to preserve the proposed framework and mitigate the tension
between the short-term engagement and the need for sustained
participation is an ongoing concern? Finally, developing the frame-
work, as new knowledge in this PhD research, within the dynamic
rural context requires balancing conceptual clarity with practical
adaptability. How can this designerly way of framework remain
iterative and flexible while capturing the relational essence of com-
munity building?

5 Future planning

The PhD research programme is currently in its final year and has
completed the main part of the literature review, case studies, and
two rounds of participatory action research conducted over the
past two years. In the following stage, the research will focus on
data analysis, particularly on the further iteration of the framework,
which is expected to constitute one of the key contributions to new
knowledge in this PhD study.

In addition, one or more workshops are planned to supplement
and validate the research outcomes. These workshops will involve
professional participants to refine and verify the insights and out-
comes. Case-related information will continue to be collected and
reviewed until the final stage of the PhD, with the possibility of
adding or removing cases as necessary.

Depending on the time constraints and research feasibility, an
additional phase of participatory action research may be introduced
to enrich the dataset. Furthermore, several emerging research
questions and gaps identified through this study are currently under
discussion and may inform future research directions beyond the
scope of this PhD programme.

6 Theme contribution

This PhD research contributes to the conference theme by exploring
how design can help build and sustain relationships of new com-
munity within rapidly relationships changing rural communities.
Drawing participatory action research within the field of design
for social innovation and community-centred design, the study
focuses on clustering villages, a context in which new relationships
are emerging through state-led rural revitalisation and population
mobility. In this setting, the research examines community as the
object of design and investigates how communities can be built
through design interventions.

This research contributes to understanding how frameworks of
participation, such as community-centred design, can be reinter-
preted within local cultural practices. As a concept and approach
rooted in Western design research, community-centred design re-
veals new intentions and opportunities when applied in rural China.
The PhD study demonstrates how participatory design interven-
tions in this context must respond to local social infrastructures,
cultural norms, and systems of governance. Furthermore, it ex-
tends discussions of inclusion in rural settings by reflecting on the
capabilities and mindsets that designers need to transform. Partic-
ipation, in this sense, is not about emphasising design identities
but about recognising and creating the conditions (e.g. boundary
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spaces) for mutual understanding, shared knowledge, and the for-
mation of new networks [27]. Furthermore, by tracing how design
practices leave behind legacies, intangible and tangible artefacts,
knowledge, as well as new cultural and social infrastructures, the
research addresses the discussion about how legacies can contribute
to long-term sustainable community development [28].

Through these contributions, the research proposes a way of
understanding Community-Centred Design not only as an approach
of external facilitator approach to participation, but as relational
infrastructure, such as bonds for the relationships, for community
building. It preserves the continuity of existing communities and
supports the new community building in the context of villages.
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