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ABSTRACT

This paper addresses the complexities inherent in Al product prototyping, focusing on the challenges posed by the
probabilistic nature of Al behavior and the limited accessibility of prototyping tools to non-experts. A Design
Science Research (DSR) approach is presented which culminates in a conceptual framework aimed at improving
the Al prototyping process. Through a comprehensive literature review, key challenges were identified and no-
code AutoML was analyzed as a solution. The framework describes the seamless incorporation of non-expert input
and evaluation during prototyping, leveraging the potential of no-code AutoML to enhance accessibility and
interpretability. A hybrid approach of combining naturalistic (case study) and artificial evaluation methods
(criteria-based analysis) validated the utility of our approach, highlighting its efficacy in supporting Al non-experts
and streamlining decision-making and its limitations. Implications for academia and industry, emphasizing the
strategic integration of no-code AutoML to enhance Al product development processes, mitigate risks, and foster

innovation, are discussed.
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1 INTRODUCTION

In today's rapidly evolving technological landscape, the development of artificial intelligence (Al)
products, such as classification models, has become integral to the success of organizations across
various industries. Therefore, Al has become a competitive factor and a major area of investment as
companies see the potential to improve their efficiency. However, the path to creating effective and
human-centered Al products is often fraught with challenges related to knowledge gaps, uncertainty
about product value, user acceptance, model development, time-to-market, security, reliability and
more, which can cause most Al products to fail [1], [2], [3], [4], [5]-

Prototyping has emerged as a viable method for validating the related risk to Al products before
productive development resources are invested. However, most Al prototyping approaches allow for
ideation of Al product idea by gaining insights into requirements for functionality or the desired
experience of Al and to validate the user experience (usability) and marketability (desirability). Though,
only limited conclusions about the performance, feasibility, usability and viability of the Al product in
its real context can be made with existing approaches [6], [7], [8], [9]. This is the case because most
prototyping techniques validate the product idea in theory or a simulated version of the final product,

e.g., in the form of a clickable prototype. This is especially problematic, because the full functionality
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of Al products is dependent on the algorithm choice and data. Therefore, the feasibility of an Al product
is not only limited to the capabilities of the Al engineers and needs to be differentiated from classical
software products, which are as good as the code used to write them. The combination of the two factor
is necessary to realize a functional Al product. This makes the outcome of such developments less
predictable and therefore creates a greater risk for development organizations [10], [11].

Due to the inherent risk of Al products, e.g., created by malfunction and misinvestment, the demand
for prototyping technique is high in these areas and solutions are sparse. This paper explores a cutting-
edge approach to Al product prototyping by deploying the capabilities of no-code AutoML (NC
AutoML) to support the Al product prototyping process, because NC AutoML has been sparsely
discussed in prototyping research, which proves a research gap and justifies the need for a solution for
Al prototyping. The potential to improve the Al product prototyping process by democratizing the core
of Al product prototyping, the Al model development, for individuals with diverse background (Al
experts and Al non-experts), will be analysed and documented in a conceptual framework (artifact). We
will address the following research questions:

e RQIL: Can NC AutoML be integrated into the prototyping process of human-centered Al

products?

e RQ2: What are potential of integrating NC AutoML in the Al product prototyping process?

o RQ3: What are limitations of using NC AutoML in the Al product prototyping process?

The goal is to uncover the considerable advantages, challenges, and limitations that organizations may
encounter when adopting NC AutoML for Al product prototyping. To structure the method and paper,
the design science research approach in the interpretation by [12] was used with the objective of creating
a validated framework to showcase how NC AutoML can be integrated in the Al product prototyping
process. The paper is structured as follows: Section 2 provides a comprehensive review of the literature,
highlighting the significance of Al product prototyping, explaining NC AutoML, and presenting
approaches to and challenges in Al product prototyping. Section 3 outlines the research methodology
employed (DSR). In section 4, the framework development process is presented. Section 5 describes the
potential, challenges, and limitations of using NC AutoML for Al product prototyping by examining a
real-world case study and an evaluation. In section 6, the future research is discussed and in section 7
we conclude the research findings.

In a landscape where innovation and speed-to-market are paramount, the integration of NC
AutoML into Al product prototyping processes can be transformative. This research aims to shed light
on the opportunities and complexities associated with this emerging paradigm, offering valuable insights

for researchers, practitioners, and decision-makers navigating the Al-driven future.

2 BACKGROUND AND LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Literature Review Process



To motivate and justify the framework development and research, first the relevant background theories
were identified and then problems in Al prototyping for Al non-experts were derived from the literature
by having used a literature search and a literature review with a qualitative content analysis approach,
inspired by [13] [14] and [15]. All relevant literature was identified via Google Scholar, Science Direct,
Emerald, ACM Digital Library, IEEE Explore and Semantic Scholar with the following keywords: "no-
code" AND (“artificial intelligence” OR “AI” or “machine learning” OR “ML”) AND (“prototyping”
OR “prototype”). Additionally, backward, and forward searches and the tools Connected Papers and
Researchrabbit.ai were used to identify additional literature. The literature search resulted in 1590
publications, which were subsequently filtered down via inclusion criteria (discusses Al product
prototyping) and by reading the title and the abstract, which reduced the amount to 644. By scanning
the articles, ultimately 48 relevant documents (research articles and book chapters) were identified that
provide concrete insights into the challenges, approaches and potentials of Al prototyping with a focus
on no-code approaches. The literature was then analysed inductively to extract theoretical theories,
approaches and challenges in Al product prototyping for Al non-experts, which are presented in the
section 2.2-2.5.

2.2 Human-Centered Al Product Management and Prototyping

Al product management is performed for products that are mainly enabled through data science and
artificial intelligence (Al) [8]. These products are developed by pure Al teams or interdisciplinary teams
consisting of Al experts, developers, designers, user experience researchers and a product manager. The
product manager is responsible for the vision and strategy around the product and the development of
the product, making this position highly relevant for the commercial success of products. This
perspective enforces the realization of value. This value must be so high that customers are willing to
pay more for the product than for the product provider to bring it to the market. If the product can be
proven to be valuable, an investment decision toward developing the Al product will be made — or vice
versa [16], [17], [18]. A common practice for evaluating value and market demand of product ideas is

prototyping, as shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. Al Prototyping Phase (Own Fig.)

A prototype is described as a vehicle for going from a product idea to a market-fitted product by
validating the chances of surviving against competition [19] and ensuring digital responsibility [20],
[21]. According to Floyd 1984, prototypes serve to “enhance the communication between developers

and users concerning the suitability” of the interaction “between system functions and work tasks”. In a
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way, prototypes act as “boundary objects” to create a shared understanding of a problem space, which
is especially necessary in the “phase of requirements elicitation“ to reduce the “black box”
characteristics of IS development processes [22]. This approach seems to be necessary for demonstrating
the efficiency of the system from a business, technical and user perspective. The perquisite to having an
adequate prototype is that it should be “work in such a way that it can be demonstrated to the users”
given the “available resources” [6]. Research from University St. Gallen showed that this has become
increasingly important for Al products, because ,,there is still not enough knowledge about artificial
intelligence in companies™ [7].

Prototypes usually come in the form of visual prototypes to evaluate user acceptance and/or
functional prototypes, which allow customers to evaluate the product and its functionality to inform the
customers’ purchase decision-making process. Prototypes can be used to evaluate whether a product

idea fulfils these product success criteria [7], [9], [19]:

o Viability (business view): Will this product be economically successful?

e Feasibility (technical view): Can this product be technically realized /built?

e Usability (user view): Can this product be used by potential users?

o Desirability (market view): Will there be paying customers?
The experimentation-heavy character of prototyping is deemed to be critical for ensuring that the Al
product developed is human-centered (HCAI), which entails aspects of user orientation, ethics, safety,
trustworthiness and responsibility [5], [8], [23], [24], [25], [26], [27], [28], [29]. Specifically, feasibility
testing and reliability are more difficult to apply to Al products, because Al products are not directly
programmed, but instead trained with historical data to learn how to solve problems [11]. This shows
that considering only common errors in non-Al products, such code errors (incorrect code, e.g. wrong
or missing logic) and user errors (incorrect usage, e.g. wrong input), are not enough to ensure feasibility
for Al products [20, p. 8]. Factors such as data quality and Al-human interactions influence the
functionality and reliability of the system and therefore also the human-centricity [4], [26], [27], [30].
Due to this, the prediction of product value and the customer willingness to pay for the Al product is
hindered [20]. All these problems are reasons why leading academic institutes and big tech companies,
prioritize research on the development of human-centered Al products [31], [32], [33], [34], [35], [36],
[37], [38].

2.3  No-Code AutoML for Human-Centered Al Products

The traditional Al development process, more specifically machine learning development, is complex
and requires extensive Al knowledge, including coding and Al knowledge. All ML development
processes start with data collection (collect data) and are then followed by data preparation (clean and
transformed data in necessary format). A ML model is only as good as the data used to train it; therefore,
data quality poses a high risk for the development of dysfunctional or unethical Al solutions. Data

collection is considered to be the most tedious of all the steps in ML model development [7], [39]. Then
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the ML algorithms need to be selected and the model training, validation, optimization, and evaluation
need to be done by an Al expert, because ML expertise and coding language such as R or Python are
required. Same applies for deployment.

No-code AutoML (NC AutoMM) is an approach, shown in fig. 2, for allowing Al non-experts
without coding competency to develop machine learning models that drive Al products by providing a
graphical user interface (GUI) and system guidance [40]. The main reason for this is the democratization
and accessibility improvement of the Al product development process, because there is currently a gap
between Al expert developers and Al non-experts [41]. The no-code idea is highly liked to the idea of
citizen development and digital divide mitigation, which aim to equip people without coding knowledge
to develop applications [21]. Past research has shown that AutoML is deemed to be significant
productivity enhancer[42]. Furthermore, AutoML-like solutions are also mentioned as a tools for the
design of human-centered Al products, due to its training automation, evaluation and testing capabilities

and the accessibility improvement of Al product development for Al non-experts. [43], [44].

Data Data Feature
PREPERATION Collection [ Preparation N Engineering —‘
Algorithm - Model Model Model
DEVELOPMENT Selection [+ Model Training[+ Validation || Optimization ™| Evaluation —‘
Al Service Al Service
DEPLOYMENT Development N Deployment

Fig. 2. AutoML Process [40], [45], [46]

,»Al Platforms are the middle ground between an off-the-shelf-package and a bespoke build.
They are provided by the large tech companies such as IBM, Google, Microsoft and Amazon, some
large outsourcing providers, such as Infosys and Wipro; and specific platform vendors such as H20,
Dataiku and RapidMiner [47]. Established in 2012, DataRobot was among the early leaders in the field
of NC AutoML. Subsequently, other enterprises like H20, which introduced their Driverless Al
platform, and Google, which offers technologies like Cloud AutoML, entered the scene in 2017 and
2018. This trend has expanded to include various cloud providers, such as Azure Machine Learning
Studio AutoML and the AWS SageMaker Autopilot [48].

NC AutoML solutions need to be differentiated from code or low code AutoML solutions such
as AutoGluan and AutoKeras, as well as from no-code Al as a service tools and platforms, which offer
domain-fixed functionalities, such churn prediction or knowledge extraction (e.g. Adobe Sensei,

ikigailabs.io, Gyana, or enhencer) [45], [49].



2.4 Challenges in Al Product Prototyping
The following challenges were inductively derived from via literature analysis, described in 2.1.
C1. Missing knowledge Al capabilities and limitations

The greatest challenges in Al prototyping are due to knowledge imbalances between stakeholders in the
Al development process, mainly Al experts and Al non-experts, such as designers or business
stakeholders [11], [50], [51], [52], [53], [54], [55], [56], [57].

C2. Lack of boundary objects for effective collaboration

This problem seems to be intensified by ineffective communication between these parties, which is
mainly attributed to the lack of a boundary object, i.e., a representation or abstraction of the Al product
idea, that could bridge the knowledge gap between Al experts and Al non-experts [7], [8], [11], [49],
[571, [58], [59], [60], [61], [62], [63], [64], [65], [66].

C3. Unpredictable Al behaviour and lack of functionality preview

Additionally, the probabilistic nature of Al, created by the dependency on the training data, seems to be
an impediment as well and requires a functional ML model to preview the actual functionality [7], [11],
[23], [56], [571, [57], [67].

C4. Development complexity

This seems to be intensified to by the complexity of the data preparation and model training. The ladder
is further catalysed by the high dependency on Al experts, due to the lack of knowledge and lack of a
way to integrate Al non-experts [7], [8], [10], [56], [63], [66].

2.5 Related Approaches for Al Product Prototyping

Al product prototyping is still a relatively new research area, but making it accessible to Al non-experts
seems to be the top of mind for elite research institutions, for instance Google, IBM, Apple and
University of St. Gallen, which signal the relevant of this topic for industry and research [7], [56], [58],
[68], [69]. The first and most mentioned approach to Al product prototyping, mentioned in 2018 and the
following years, was the use of the Wizard of Oz (WoZ) technique to prototype and test Al product
ideas. WoZ allows a rule-based simulation that mimics the model’s capabilities to reduce technical effort
[8], [11], [52], [57], [70], [71], [72]. Other traditional prototyping methods, such as modelling, mockups,
design thinking and interviews, were mentioned to inform Al product design [8], [73], [74].
Additionally, an Al playbook was mentioned as a tool for exploring common error scenarios of
envisioned Al products by providing contextual, actionable guidance for simulating and testing those

scenarios [75].



A more cutting-edge approach to Al prototyping is the use of pre-trained ML models. For
instance, the use of pre-trained object recognition Al to embed it in an app has been discussed multiple
times [59, p. 1084], [72], [76], [77]- A special form of this approach was the integration of large language
models (LLMs), e.g. to use of generative Al to explore and ideate products and then generate HTML
and CSS code for high fidelity prototypes [78]. Three papers by Google Research further explored the
use of LLMs to improve Al product prototyping through prompt-based prototyping, which allows
prototyping an Al functionality with GPT [56]. Advancements to this were the combination of multiple
LLMs to increase functionality, which is called “LLM chaining” [68] and the integration of the LLM
responses into Ul prototypes that to simulate the experience [69]. Similar prototyping approaches
involving LLMs with wireframing of the WoZ method and the ability to integrate functional Al model
have been used [55]. These approaches do not really solve the issue of creating a new Al for an unsolved
problem because they built up on an existing Al model instead of creating a custom one, as in AutoML
and traditional ML/AI platform.

Few articles have discussed the use of Al platforms, such as AutoML, to prototype Al products,
but these are mainly written by developers and focused mainly on technical details, such as ML model
training and performance metrics. Though they provide proof that AutoML can create comparable
results to manual ML [39], [40], [42], [46], [79], [80], [81], [82]. Therefore, the findings are not centered
around the needs of Al non-experts, but instead focus on improving the development process for Al
experts, such as ML engineers [58], [66], [83]. Most of the research written with Al non-experts
presented custom software solutions for AutoML-like approach or mentioned AutoML at the meta-level
without providing evidence for its utility in the prototyping process [66], [84], [85], [86], [87], [88],
[89]. One exception is one paper, which discuses a hybrid of AutoML-like technology and a pre-trained
algorithm with the technology “Teachable Machines” by Google [65]. These insights show the potentials
of using a publicly available AutoML solution as a tool for Al non-experts for Al product prototyping

are yet to be discovered, therefore, a research gap was assumed.

3 MATERIALS AND METHODS
The goal of this research was to determine the answers to RQ1, RQ2 and RQ3. To ensure the scientific
validity of results, the, in Information Systems Research (ISR) highly established, Design Science
Research (DSR) paradigm was used as a research approach, as shown in Fig. 3.

The goal of DSR is to produce descriptive knowledge in the form of an artifact that is relevant
to the domain of the problem discussed in the related research, in our case Al product prototyping [90].
For this research, a framework was selected as a desired artifact because it can showcase the utility of
artifacts at the meta-level [91], [92].
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Fig. 3. Overview of DSR approach [90]

To evaluate the artifact created through the DSR process, the solution for the research problem
must be an improvement [90]. The challenges described in section 2.5 and the unmet need for a solution,
described in section 2.6, were used to justify the development of a solution for Al product prototyping
for Al non-experts with AutoML, which aims to allow access to the ML development process for Al
non-experts. Based on these insights, the solution objective of this research was to develop a framework
that explains how AutoML can improve the Al product prototyping process, especially for Al non-

experts.

To demonstrate the utility of the framework and the impact on its context, a case study, which
is a recommended method in DSR, was used for demonstration and evaluation [91], [92], [93]. The case
study was conducted with Google AutoML, as it had one of the best performances in previous attempts
to train productive models and because it has not been mentioned by Al non-experts as a means for
prototyping [81], [94], [95], [96]. This approach was crucial for ensuring the generation of new
knowledge. Additionally, product success criteria were derived from prototyping theory (see 2.1), and
the challenges identified in the literature review (see 2.3 to 2.3; C1 to C4) were used to evaluate the case
study results and the framework for its utility in supporting the Al product prototyping process as

follows:

o A, AutoML integrates into the Al product prototyping stages (2.2):
o Al Ideation
o AZ2. Prototyping

o AS3. Testing
e B. AutoML provides additional insight into the product success criteria (see 2.2):
o B1. Viability
o B2. Feasibility
o B3. Usability



o B4. Desirability
e C. AutoML solved or improved these challenges (2.4):
o C1. Missing knowledge Al capabilities and limitations
o C2. Lack of boundary objects for effective collaboration
o C3. Unpredictable Al behaviour and lack of functionality preview

o C4. Development complexity

If these criteria are being met, the solution is considered to have validity (artifact works), utility (provides
value to more than the prototyping process), quality, and efficacy [12]. This hybrid approach of
combining naturalistic (case study) and artificial evaluation methods (criteria-based analysis) ensures a
rigorous evaluation of the proposed frame, which allows for a stronger repeatability, falsifiability, and
internal validity, which in turn creates scientific reliability [90], [97], [98], [99], [100]. The DSR
approach allows the structured integration of insights generated from research and from a case study to
build a relevant and rigorous conceptual framework for Al product prototyping for Al non-experts (DSR

artifact), as the main goal of DSR is to develop descriptive knowledge [90], [92], [101], [102].
4 RESULTS

4.1 Development Process

The insights from the literature review in section 2.5 showed that there is currently no solution to solve
the challenges in Al product prototyping in section 2.4, as visualized in Fig. 4. Therefore, it is assumed

that a solution for these challenges provides value, which justifies the development.

Ideate Al Prototype Al Develop Al
Approaches Approaches:
* User validation Approaches: + Traditional ML model training with
* Interviews » Use existing Al, LLMs coding and framework
*  Wizard of Oz » Prototypes with pre trained Al, e.g. + Democratized ML model training with
Design Thinking teachable machines AutoML
Integrate existing Al into Ul prototypes
(e.g.Promptinfuse)

—Gap: Prototype custom Al with No Code AutoML

Fig. 4. Problem Identification with a Solution Gap for Artifact Justification

The final framework was developed in three iterations. The goal of the framework is to provide a process
description of how NC AutoML can be integrated into the Al product prototyping process to improve
the evaluation of the product success criteria and to reduce the challenges in Al product prototyping (see
3.). All decisions were based on the identified solution gap (see 3, 2.4 and 2.5). The design and
development process of the framework was as follows:

e As a first iteration, the initial framework was created, which was solely a combination of the

product success criteria and the AutoML process (see 2.2. and 2.3).
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e Second, Then the challenges, that had been identified in the literature analysis, were integrated
into the framework (2.4).

¢ Finally, through the case study, we added which aspects of a prototyping can be supported with
AutoML. This resulted in the integration of the functionalities of AutoML technologies, which

were derived from the case study in Google AutoML.

4.2 Final Framework

Based on the research results and design process, the conceptual framework, shown in Fig. 5 describes
how AutoML can be integrated into the Al product process and how it can support Al non-experts with
domain knowledge in the Al product prototyping. The final framework integrates the prototyping phase
(see 2.2) with the product success criteria (see 2.2) into the AutoML process (see 2.3) to solve challenges
of Al product prototyping (see 2.4) and fills the solution gap (see 2.5). The NC AutoML product
prototyping process, described in the framework, starts with ideation, and ends with the Al product
investment decision, which determines whether an Al product has enough value to be evaluated. The
framework aims to connect Al non-experts with an idea to Al experts, who develop the final solution

by allowing them to participate in the Al product prototyping process.
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Fig. 5. NC AutoML Al Product Prototyping Framework

The framework (see Fig. 5) shows that NC AutoML is integrated into the Al product prototyping process
as a boundary tool, which benefits the Al prototyping process in multiple ways:

e Use Case Selection: Al product ideas can be validated based on the use case by matching the

product idea with the Al capabilities that ML is able to support. This can be realized by using

the explanations in the tool or using the documentation to validate and refine existing
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prototyping methods, e.g., Ul prototypes, as it allows transparency about the capabilities and
limitations (feasibility). Additionally, the insights generated can be used to compare the
capabilities with the market offerings to prove a gap (feasibility) and match it with the customer
demand and functional needs (desirability). This approach is aimed to support the Al product
ideation.

e Data Import, Check & Prep: The otherwise code-intensive process of importing data, validating,
and pre-processing it for model training is being made accessible to users without coding
capabilities by allowing a simple file upload and showing guidelines on file requirements, e.g.,
format or data volume (feasibility). Through visualizing and previewing data, data problems
can be quickly identified and corrected by labelling (feasibility). Based on this, the cost of data
acquisition, for missing data and the improvement of existing data can be evaluated (viability),
which is needed to prove that the data is usable (usability and desirability). This is aimed to
support the Al product prototyping.

e Model Development: Model training, a process which requires both coding and Al expertise and
is deeply rooted in math and computer science, can be made accessible by automating all
necessary areas, e.g., algorithm selection and optimization. This is realized with an accessible
visual interface for Al non-experts. Through this approach, the cost of prototyping is reduced
by lower entrance requirements (viability) and the general possibility of prototyping Al
functionality, which allows faster testing results (feasibility). This is aimed to support the Al
product prototyping.

e Al Product Evaluation: The core of the Al product prototype, the ML model, can be evaluated
because of the steps mentioned before. Instead of relying on a fictitious Al functional, which
might be misleading, the real ML model proves to a certain extent, what is currently possible
with the data and state of the art Al methods. With performance KPIs, e.g., precision or
accuracy, and visualizations, e.g., confusion matrix, the performance and functionality of the
Al product can be evaluated (feasibility). Through a user interface (Ul), the interactions with
Al can be tested with user by allowing users to observe the output generated by the Al. This
approach can provide insights into the user acceptance of the Al product functionality, potential
problems, and unexpected behaviour (usability). These insights can then be used to evaluate the
match between the produced Al functionality and the customer needs and to evaluate the
willingness to pay for the functionality (desirability). Based on these insights into the current
limitations of the Al, the estimated cost of development can be derived (viability). This approach
is aimed to support the Al product testing.

These insights generated with NC AutoML can then allow return on investment assumptions, which can
be used to influence the investment decision (develop final product vs. stop development). Insights from

Al product testing are also assumed to be beneficial to improve the prototype iteration, e.g., potential
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user does not accept the solution because there is bias in the data, which would lead to an improve of

the data and a new model, which then could be tested again.

4.3 Evaluation with Case Study of No-code AutoML

To validate the ability of no-code AutoML (NC AutoML) to support the Al product prototyping process,
Google Vertex Al, now referred to as NC AutoML. The NC AutoML user had no prior knowledge of
ML and no coding capabilities for machine learning model development, therefore, they totally relied
on system support by NC AutoML. The Al product idea, used as a case study example, is the real-time
classification of customer requests, to identify tickets, that need to be directed to subject matter experts
(escalation). We used a dataset with 3440 training examples. In the Ul of NC AutoML, the following
Al use cases were presented and could be selected and further researched with the provided
documentation [103]:
o Classification, entity extraction, and sentiment analysis (emotion analysis) of text and ticket
categorization
e Regression, and classification of tabular data, e.g.
o Classification, detection, action detection, classification, and object tracking of images and
videos.

e Generative Al for text, chat, code, and image generation

Uploading was seamlessly possible in files formats, such as CSV, BigQuery table (data warehouse,
JPEG, PNG, TXT, MOV, MPEG-4, MP4 and AVI. For the selected use case, the CSV upload was used.
Afterwards, the data was previewed, the class balance was checked, and the minimum requirements
were reviewed from the documentation. To inform the user, the system offers information on best
practices for Al development and suggestions on how to improve the dataset, with additional links to
the documentation. An incorrectly identified label could be corrected with the internal data labelling
functionality.

Model training, so the main part of prototyping of the Al, was automatically performed by the
system. The only decision that the human must make is to decide how much of the data should be used
for training, normally 80%, and how much for model validation and evaluation, the rest of the data. Each
decision was supported with Ul explanations and links to the documentation. For the dataset of 3443
examples, AutoML required 5 hours to train the ML model which enabled the Al functionality.

The results of the ML model are presented in a KPI overviews, which is shown in Fig. 6. The
metric used for the text classification use case described were average precision, precision, recall, F1
score, area under curve (AUC) and receiver operating characteristic curve (ROC), which are further
explained in the Ul and state of the art in ML development. Additionally, three solutions were offered
to understand the predictions. First, there is an option to adjust the confidence threshold of the prediction,
which allows user to understand the relationship between the predictive KPI and the confidence. Second,

the feature importance, e.g., the description text that drives the classification decision of Al, is shown to
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the user. Third, a confusion matrix can be utilized to understand which categories are harder to predict
for the Al. Additionally, the confusion matrix insight was supplemented by examples for when a

prediction was right and when it was wrong [103].
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F1 score @ 0.8866279
Created Qct 6, 2023, 7:52:39 PM
Total items 3,443
Training items 2,755

Validation items 344

Testitems 344

Fig. 6. Example of Google AutoML Evaluation View

The trained model could then be exported in the TensorFlow format or tested in the UI. For this purpose,
the model needed to be deployed and could then be accessed by a Ul that allowed the manual input of
data — in this case a customer support query — as visible in Fig. 7, and showed the output, e.g.,

classification of ticket by need escalation.

Test your model

Prediction input data * = Filter
My PC is broken

Fig. 7. Google AutoML Preview

The interactivity of this preview Ul allowed the Al non-experts to interact with the Al to understand its
predictive capabilities and limitations. For each input the Ul showed the confidence for the prediction,
which allows to understand which prediction are harder to achieve for the Al, compared to other queries.
Additionally, the generated prediction can be accessed via an API endpoint. To allow generalizability,
it was further validated that this type of interactive Al product testing Ul is also provided for regression,
image, and sound classification in Google AutoML. Further, it was validated that comparable
commercial solutions, such as AWS Sagemaker Canvas and Azure AutoML offer comparable
functionalities [104], [105].
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4.4 Criteria-based Evaluation

Based on the identified product success criteria that are evaluated with prototyping techniques and the
identified challenges in Al product prototyping, the utility of NC AutoML and the presented functions
in the conceptual framework will be analysed in the following section (details about evaluations

methodology in section 3).

Al1-A3. Integration in Prototyping Stages

The case study showed that NC AutoML integrates into the Al product prototyping stages (2.2). Ideation
was mainly supported by documentation and Ul explanations in AutoML. Prototyping is supported by
making all manual steps accessible through a Ul and automating all tasks that require Al knowledge,
e.g., algorithm selection and model optimization. The preview function additionally made it possible to

interact with and test the Al to understand its capabilities and limitations.
B1. Product Success Criteria: Viability

The market and demand checks are assumed to generate valuable insight for validating the viability of
the product idea. This is made possible through the potential costs that might arise, e.g., through
improvement of the data, and the expected development effort. These insights can be generated through
the requirements, performance metrics, errors and biases that can be discovered in the prototyping
process. Examples include the discovery of incorrect classifications in the confusion matrix or the use
of the NC AutoML Ul to interact with the Al. Furthermore, the insights into the other product success
criteria insight, e.g., desirability via customer feedback on the value provided and willingness to buy,
based on interactions with prototypes, can further inform the commercial evaluations to inform ROI
predictability. Additionally, it can be assumed that the feasibility can be further evaluated by proving a

market gap through comparing the developed ML model with existing solutions in the market.

B2. Product Success Criteria: Feasibility

The Given the fact, that NC AutoML delivers comparable results to traditional ML implementation (see
section 2.3), it can be assumed, that the feasibility of the Al product idea can be properly validated based
on the given data. This allows Al non-experts to quickly validate whether their Al product idea can be
solved with state-of-the-art Al approaches and the current resources available, in specific with the
current data available. Through this approach, Al risks such as bias and algorithmic errors can be
identified early in the development phase. This can further inform whether additional resources are
needed to improve data quality, e.g., via data engineers, or custom Al algorithms need to be developed,

which requires access to Al experts.

B3. Product Success Criteria: Usability
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Insights about usability can only be directly gathered for Al non-experts through the Al product testing
capabilities, e.g., the preview Ul, where a user can interact with the Al. Through the API endpoint
offered by NC AMT, the generated prediction can be further integrated into a different user interface to
evaluate whether the generated output can be integrated into the final design of the indented product.
The ladder is mostly not accessible as person without coding skills. Nevertheless, both methods allow
the early discovery of user acceptance, usage problems and unexpected behaviour of the Ul to inform

future improvement and development of the ML model, that drives the Al.
B4. Product Success Criteria: Desirability

The desirability of an Al product idea can be evaluated by using the prototype as a tool to evaluate the
match between the current capabilities and the customer needs. Though it must me mentioned that the
preview Ul to preview the Al functionality might not be the most suitable user interface to the validate
user desirability. Additionally, the willingness to pay could be evaluated by integrating suitable
interview questions in the Al product prototyping test, e.g., to evaluate perceived quality and experience
of the Al functionality, e.g., prediction, enabled by the ML model. With this interface, an interviewer

could then ask how valuable the functionality is for that user.
C1. Challenge 1: Missing knowledge Al capabilities and limitations

The case study showed that NC AutoML provides Ul guidance and additional documentation on best
practices, supported use cases, capabilities, limitations, and guidelines for the development of ML
models — the core of most Al products. The Ul of NC AutoML bridges the knowledge gap of Al non-
experts, as all needed knowledge is provided visually in real-time to the Al non-experts and the
development can be fully done via the Ul. Additionally, the testing functionality of NC AutoML, e.g.,
the preview Ul, further allows for the understanding and evaluation of the Al capabilities and limitations.
The confusion matrix and similar tools additionally provide transparency on which cases Al can provide
a correct prediction and for which there are problems in the prediction. Therefore, it can be assumed that

NC AutoML provides significant solutions for challenge 1.
C2. Challenge 2: Lack of boundary objects for effective collaboration

As the complete ML model development process is accessible without code and all Al-related
parameters are explained in the Ul, it can be assumed that NC AutoML acts as a boundary object and
therefore makes the collaboration between Al experts and Al non-experts more effective. Therefore, Al
product prototyping has become increasingly accessible and democratized, bridging the gap between

ideation and the final development of the Al products.
C3. Challenge 3: Unpredictable Al behaviour and lack of functionality preview

Because NC AutoML uses real data, it can be assumed that it will create transparency about the real
functionality of the Al given the current resources, including the capabilities and limitations. This is
15



enabled through the evaluation capabilities, such as performance metrics and the possibility of
interacting with the Al through a Ul. This can can help mitigate security and reliability threads, such as
biased data or under- and overfitting, as well as error due to bad model quality and lack of data. Though,
it must be noted that the NC AutoML Ul might not represent the exact future Al product experience,
due to not being fully integrated into the final UI.

C4. Challenge 4: Development complexity

It can be assumed that NC AutoML reduces parts of the complexity of the development process, because
it reduces the requirements for participation in the development by providing a no-code interface.
Nevertheless, ML model development is a complex task that requires the learning of the Al-related
topics, e.g., the meaning of evaluation KPIs. Additionally, it needs to be mentioned that NC AutoML
created transparency about potential data problems, but only simple problems such as labelling can be
solved directly in NC AutoML. More complex data problems, such as volume, bias or syntax problems

in the data need to be solved outside of NC AutoML with data collection and engineering methods.
Validity, Utility, Quality, and Efficacy of the Framework

Given that NC AutoML can be integrated in the prototyping stages (A1-A3), allows insights into all
four product success criteria (B1-B4), and provides solutions to the challenges (C1-C4), it can be
assumed that NC AutoML can be integrated into the Al product prototyping process with positive
effects. Therefore, the framework created (DSR artifact) is assumed to fulfil the criteria of validity,

utility, quality, and efficacy.
5 DISCUSSION

5.1 NC AutoML for Human-Centered Al Product Prototyping

Given the generated insights, NC AutoML has been proven to be a valuable tool in the Al product
prototyping process for evaluating product success criteria, such as viability, feasibility, desirability, and
usability, which are needed to reduce risk and allow estimations of the potential ROI of Al products. It
can support all three stage of the human-centered Al product prototyping process (ideation, prototyping
and testing). (RQ1, RQ2).

As the currently available methods can only provide limited evidence for these factors, using
AutoML to quickly evaluate Al product ideas can help companies to make conclusions about the
usability of the data for the ML model and therefore the feasibility of the Al product idea. Furthermore,
the interaction with the Al product, the acceptance of the Al products and its ROI can be evaluated. This
is an area in which traditional prototyping methods (see 2.4 and 2.5) have serious limitations. Therefore,
this approach can help mitigate misinvestments in Al product ideas, which, for example are not able to
be developed productively. Furthermore, the NC AutoML model can be used in future development to
communicate business users’ ideas and to get first benchmark data for future ML models. Additionally,
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there is a potential for NC AutoML to act as an interface between Al experts and Al non-experts, such
as Al product users and business-oriented stakeholders to ensure human-centricity early in the Al
product lifecycle, while reducing the (RQ2). These steps should be considered before staffing scarce
development resources onto Al product ideas, which have been entirely validated, to ensure human-
centricity.

Nevertheless, specific data-related task, e.g., data acquisition and improvement, as well as custom
model development and the development of user interfaces that embody the Al functionality, which are
needed for a complete Al product validation and full human-centricity, cannot necessarily be fully
realized with NC AutoML. Also, the blackbox nature of ML model created with NC AutoML could be
potential barrier to productionizing the Al product and to ensuring human-centricity, especially
reliability, user acceptance and fairness, but also feasibility. This is aligned with other research, e.g.
[106] Furthermore, it is not possible to test the holistic Al experience without coding knowledge, as the
preview Ul to test the ML model might have limitation with regards to the user interface and experience,

compared to a customized Ul, developed by UI/UX designers (RQ3).

5.2 Democratization of Al Product Prototyping

Democratized Al product prototyping through citizen development, particularly via no-code AutoML
platforms, signifies a fundamental shift in the way technology is created and used. By empowering
‘citizen developers'—individuals without extensive technical training—these platforms facilitate the
creation of Al applications by a wider demographic, significantly diversifying the range of perspectives
and needs addressed in Al solutions. However, while democratizing Al development can lead to more
equitable technology access, it also necessitates robust ethical guidelines to ensure responsible use.
Furthermore, the surge in citizen development potentially reshapes job landscapes, as traditional roles
in Al development evolve to accommodate this new wave of innovators. Additionally, explainable Al
becomes increasingly crucial in this context [25]. As non-experts create complex models, the ability to

understand and trust Al decisions is essential for both developers and the end-users (RQ2).

5.3 Ethical and Social Considerations

Ethical and social risks, such as bias through data can be reduced through the product prototyping
process, as documented in the framework. However, it must be noted that data-induced bias must also
be evaluated in the data acquisition stages as well as in the productive Al product development, which
is outside of the scope of NC AutoML (RQ3). Additionally, data privacy, accountability, consent and
other human-centered Al topics should be considered before feeding them into ML models that drive
Al product prototypes [107], [108], [109], [110]. Therefore, it must be considered that other Al product
evaluation criteria that allow for the social and ethical impacts of products, e.g., the impact of an Al
product on the employment of the citizens or the potential harm that the functionality could cause when

being misused, must be considered.
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5.4 Limitations of Research

Despite the scientific rigor of the utilized method, as justified in section 3, this research has the following
limitations: The case study and the criteria-based evaluation were conducted only with:

1. The NC AutoML solution Google Vertex Al for the use case classification.

2. One dataset and one ML functionality type (classification) was used in the case study.

To improve the generalizability of these insights, other Al use cases and competitive NC AutoML
solutions were cross validated. Nevertheless, the following steps are needed to allow full generalizability
and should be done in future research:

1. Multiple AutoML providers should be fully evaluated to determine whether some NC AutoML
solutions have a functionality gap that would reduce the support in the Al product prototyping
process.

2. Multiple ML use cases should be evaluated.

3. User acceptance testing with Al non-experts, e.g., product managers, UX designers, etc., to
evaluate the human factors in the human-centered Al product prototyping process.

4. Multiple Al use cases should be evaluated to evaluate whether NC AutoML provides identical

benefits for all major Al use cases, that are driven by ML.
6 FUTURE RESEARCH

6.1 Human-Centered Al Product Development

Future research should explore the impact of NC AutoML on developing fully functional human-
centered Al products. Building on the current understanding of in NC AutoML platforms, future studies
should investigate how this democratization of Al impacts various sectors and demographics. There is
a need to understand the long-term implications of enabling non-technical individuals to create Al
solutions, particularly concerning job dynamics, skill requirements, and the evolving role of professional
Al developers. Further research should also delve into the ethical dimensions of NC AutoML to examine
how inclusive Al creation processes can be designed to uphold ethical standards and prevent misuse.
Additionally, the role of explainable Al in enhancing trust and acceptance among NC AutoML users
warrants detailed investigation. Understanding how these individuals interact with and interpret Al
outputs is crucial for designing more intuitive and transparent Al systems. Overall, future research
should aim to provide comprehensive insights into how citizen development within HCAI shapes the

landscape of Al innovation, user acceptance, and the ethical use of Al technologies [8], [26], [27], [111].

6.2 Mitigating Code Vulnerabilities in AutoML Systems

As NC AutoML platforms become more accessible to non-technical users, the risk of unintentionally

introducing vulnerabilities or misconfigurations increases. Research should aim to develop robust

frameworks and tools that can automatically detect and address potential security flaws within Al
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models created by citizen developers. This includes exploring advanced algorithms that can identify
vulnerabilities in real-time and suggest corrective measures. Additionally, there is a need to educate
citizen developers, such as Al non-experts, about best practices in Al security, ensuring they are aware
of potential risks and mitigation strategies. This research will not only enhance the security of Al
systems but also reinforce user trust in AutoML technologies, aligning with the broader goals of Human-
Centric Al development. By addressing these challenges, future advancements can ensure that AutoML

systems are not only accessible and efficient but also secure and reliable [112].

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, NC AutoML was evaluated as tool to improve the prototyping process of human-centered
Al products. To prove the utility of NC AutoML in this context, a conceptual framework was developed
and evaluated using the DSR method to show how NC AutoML can be integrated into the prototyping
process of human-centered Al products to address current challenges for Al non-experts (see section
2.4), which have not been solved by current approaches (see section 2.5). The research shows that NC
AutoML can be a valuable extension to commonly used prototyping methods to reduce the challenges
currently discussed. Despite limitations (see section 5.1 and 5.4), this research provides significant
insights on how, the human-centered technology, NC AutoML can improve the Al product prototyping
process, reduce investment risks, and improve collaboration between Al expert and Al non-experts. NC
AutoML automates the ML model training process, which is one of the core activities in Al product
prototyping and makes it accessible to stakeholders without coding and Al expertise. The generated
research insight provides a significant addition to the current body of knowledge by providing a
framework for Al non-experts, which provides guidelines on the usage of publicly available NC
AutoML technologies, which have not been discussed in the context of developing interactive Al
product prototypes. This innovation is not confined to any specific sector; rather, it permeates all
industries, empowering businesses, and organization. NC AutoML enables organizations to efficiently
integrate Al into their processes, enhancing decision-making, optimizing operations, and fostering
innovation. This inclusivity in Al development catalyses a new era of digital innovation and product,
where the benefits of Al are more universally accessible and impactful across various domains. This can
ultimately be a catalyst for interdisciplinary Al prototyping and development processes, driven by Al
experts and Al non-experts, which improve the circumstances to develop human-centered Al products

from an early stage.
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