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ABSTRACT

A systematic review of Digital Content for Libraries, 
Extended Reality, Physical Interaction Disabilities, Uni-
versal Design for Learning and User-Centered Design 
is presented to find the basis for a software development 
methodology that covers these characteristics. A proto-
col oriented to studies in software engineering is used, 
which consists of the following stages: 1. Defining re-
search questions, 2. Conducting the search for articles, 
3. Selecting inclusion and exclusion criteria, 4. Keywords 
for abstracts, and 5. Data extraction and mapping pro-
cess. This review is performed through search engines 
such as Google Scholar, Science Direct, IEEE Xplore, 
and ACE Library and is limited to publications between 
2016 and 2021. Results show an incremental trend in Ex-
tended Reality articles but low scientific productivity in 
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Digital Content for Libraries, demonstrating the avail-
ability of services that consider the previously exposed 
topics. Finally, the article defines elements aiming to a 
future methodological proposal for the construction of 
Digital Content for Libraries and Extended Reality.

Keywords: Digital Content for Libraries; Extended 
Reality; Physical Interaction Disabilities; Universal 
Design for Learning; User-Centered Design

Contenidos digitales para bibliotecas desde las per-
spectivas de la realidad extendida, las discapacid-
ades físicas de interacción, el diseño universal para 
el aprendizaje y el diseño centrado en el usuario: una 
revisión sistemática
Luis Roberto Ramos Aguiar y Francisco Javier Álvarez Rodríguez

RESUMEN

El artículo presenta una revisión sistemática sobre con-
tenidos digitales para bibliotecas, realidad extendida, 
discapacidades físicas de interacción, diseño universal 
para el aprendizaje y diseño centrado en el usuario pa-
ra encontrar las bases de una metodología de desarrollo 
de software que cubra estas características. Utilizamos un 
protocolo orientado a estudios en ingeniería de software, 
el cual consta de las siguientes etapas: 1. Definición de las 
preguntas de investigación, 2. Realización de la búsqueda 
de artículos, 3. Selección de criterios de inclusión y exclu-
sión, 4. Palabras clave de los resúmenes y 5. Proceso de 
extracción y mapeo de datos. Esta revisión se llevó a cabo 
a través de motores de búsqueda como Google Scholar, 
Science Direct, IEEE Xplore y ACE Library y se delimitó 
a publicaciones entre 2016 y 2021. Los resultados mues-
tran una tendencia incremental en la generación de artí-
culos de realidad extendida, pero una baja productividad 
científica en contenidos digitales para bibliotecas demos-
trando la disponibilidad de servicios que consideran los 
temas antes expuestos. Finalmente, definimos elementos 
para la elaboración de una futura propuesta metodológi-
ca para la construcción de contenidos digitales para bi-
bliotecas y realidad extendida.

Palabras clave: Contenidos digitales para bibliote-
cas; Realidad extendida; Discapacidades físicas de 
interacción; Diseño universal para el aprendizaje; 
Diseño centrado en el usuario
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72INTRODUCTION

Digital Content for Libraries (DCL) based on mobile technology is a novelty 
and an opportunity for information centers to provide services to their re-

mote users (McKiernan, 2010). Taking into account how important the develo-
pment of DCL is, we intend to know their scientific production with topics such 
as Extended Reality (ER), Universal Design for Learning (UDL), and User-Cen-
tered Design (UCD) to find the basis of a methodology that covers these cha-
racteristics and to offer alternatives to improve library services for people with 
disabilities through the above-mentioned approaches.

ER is renewing how people experience physical and virtual environments from 
observation to immersion (Chuah, 2019). In fact, ER is an umbrella term that en-
compasses Augmented Reality (AR), Virtual Reality (VR) and all technologies that 
provide some form of immersion. These are not new, but several limitations have 
prevented their actual adoption; however, recent technological advances, coupled 
with the proliferation of hardware and software, have made them more viable and 
desirable in many fields, including education (Elmqaddem, 2019).

AR is an experience that superimposes virtual 3D objects on the user’s direct 
view of a real environment around them (Azuma, 2017). While VR can be de-
scribed as a multimedia or computer-simulated immersive reality that reproduc-
es an environment and simulates a physical presence in real or imagined world 
locations (Velev and Zlateva, 2017), ER has been applied in different areas to 
help improve activities for people with Physical Interaction Disabilities (PIDs) 
(Matthews, See and Day, 2021; Bozgeyikli et al., 2018; Bannink Mbazzi et al., 
2021; Götzelmann and Kreimeier, 2020; Edler et al., 2019; Park, Cha and Im, 
2019; Özüağ, Cantürk and Özyilmaz, 2019), since with ER they can access to 
places and experiences they have never had before (Chad, 2019). The interest 
in researching the disabled population has increased in recent years (Córdoba 
and Soto, 2007; Suriá Martínez, 2015). This growth is consistent with the cur-
rent prevalence of this topic, as about 15% of the world’s population (more than 
one billion people) live with some form of disability (OMS, 2017). Based on the 
extensive relationship between ER and people with disabilities, we propose a 
methodology for DCL implementing ER for people with some type of PID (au-
tism, deafness, blindness, elderly, dyslexia, among others). 

Now, the wide spectrum of disabilities impedes making a design for each 
one and requires knowing the problems associated with each disability in depth 
to produce accessible software (Molina-Lopez and Medina, 2021). For this rea-
son, we have considered that the methodological proposal should use the UCD 
approach, which is a discipline that bases the design of an innovation using in-
formation from the people who will ultimately use it (Dopp et al., 2019). In this 
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type of approach, the facility with which intended users can understand the sys-
tem, complete tasks, and the degree of satisfaction with its usage become key 
measures of design success (Lanter and Essinger, 2017).

At the same time, the inclusion of UDL is raised, since this system improves 
and optimizes teaching and learning for all people, based on scientific knowled-
ge about how humans learn (CAST, 2021). Therefore, this article, as a first step in 
the construction of this future methodological proposal, has the purpose of ca-
rrying out a Systematic Literature Review (SLR) with the objective of analyzing 
the existing scientific and academic production to find foundations for cons-
tructing a model or methodology of development applying DCL, ER, UDL, and 
UCD considering PID. This study was performed following the process of Pe-
tersen et al. (2008), who defined a protocol for the execution of SLR oriented to 
software engineering studies.

Initially, we collected publications ranging from 2016 to 2021 to which inclu-
sion, exclusion and quality assessment criteria were applied, obtaining a reduced 
number of publications to answer research questions and, then, we established ob-
jectives. The results were described according to research questions; the studies 
that helped to answer them were included. In addition, the results visualized du-
ring the process of this SLR are shown. Moreover, an area of application was ob-
served given the scarce scientific production related to DCL, ER, UDL, and UCD. 

This study is organized as follows: Section 2 establishes the methodology 
used to carry out the SLR, Section 3 displays the results obtained from the SLR, 
Section 4 develops the elements for a future methodological proposal, then, Sec-
tion 5 discusses the obtained results. Finally, Section 6 offers the conclusions 
and future work.

SYSTEMATIC REVIEW METHODOLOGY

This work is based on the methodology proposed by Petersen et al. (2008), who 
defined a protocol for the execution of SLR oriented to software engineering stu-
dies (Figure 1). 

Figure 1. Process to implement the SLR 
Source: Petersen et al. (2008)
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Definition of Research Questions

The main objective of this study was identifying existing and related research for 
the construction of a model or methodology for the development of ER considering 
PID, UDL, and UCD. In this respect, we defined the subsequent research questions:

1.  What are the main research studies that propose a model or methodolo-
gy applied to DCL, ER, UDL, and UCD considering PID?

2.  What are the main attributes or patterns observed in models or metho-
dology applied to DCL, ER, PID, UDL, and UCD?

3.  What are the evaluation mechanisms or methods found to validate 
applications that implement ER, UDL, UCD, and DCL that can be used 
for a future methodological proposal?

Based on these results we intend to find answers to previously defined questions. 
Figure 2 shows the structure used to determine these:

Figure 2. Structure of research questions 
Source: Authors’ elaboration

Conducting the Search for Articles 

The first searches were performed in September 2021 employing different search 
engines such as Google Scholar, Scopus, Science Direct, and IEEE Xplore. It 



IN
VE

ST
IG

AC
IÓ

N 
BI

BL
IO

TE
CO

LÓ
GI

CA
, v

ol.
 38

, n
úm

. 9
9, 

ab
ril/

jun
io,

 20
24

, M
éx

ico
, IS

SN
: 2

44
8-8

32
1, 

pp
. 1

09
-12

7

114

was decided to use these engines due to the large collection of scientific articles 
to which they have access, also because they allow using logical operators for an 
accurate search. Additionally, it must be mentioned that they have been applied 
in similar studies in information technology (MacHado et al., 2021; Ribeiro et 
al., 2018). Different categories were created considering the project keywords to 
construct the search strings (Table 1).

Categories Search String

ER, DIC, UCD (“User”) AND (“centered design” OR “center design” OR “Centered focus”) 
AND (“Extended realities” OR “Extended reality” OR “Immersive Technolo-
gy”) AND (“Digital library content” OR “Digital content for libraries”)

ER, DIC, UDL (“Universal Design for Learning”) AND (“Digital library content” OR “Digital 
content for libraries”) AND (“Extended realities” OR “Extended reality” OR 
“Immersive Technology”)

DIC, UDL (“Universal Design for Learning”) AND (“Digital library content” OR “Digital 
content for libraries”)

UCD, ER (“User”) AND (“centered design” OR “centric design” OR “center design”) 
AND (“Extended reality” OR “Extended realities” OR “Immersive Technolo-
gy”) NOT Cognitive NOT Mental

Software Model
or Methodology, ER

(“Software model” OR “Software development model” OR “Software 
development methodology” OR “Software methodology” OR “proposed 
methodology”) AND (“Extended realities” OR “Extended reality” OR 
“Immersive Technology”)

PID, ER (without considering 
cognitive problems)

(“Physical”) AND (“disabilities” OR “disability” OR “impairment”) AND 
(“Extended realities” OR “Extended reality” OR “Immersive Technology”) 
NOT Cognitive NOT Mental

UCD, evaluation (“User” “centered evaluation” OR “center design evaluation”) AND (“Sof-
tware evaluation” OR “Methodology Evaluation”)

Evaluation tools, ER (“Evaluation tool” OR “Evaluation instrument” OR “Usability instrument” 
OR “Experience evaluation”) AND (“Extended realities” OR “Extended 
reality” OR “Immersive Technology”)

UCD, PID, and ER (“User”) AND (“centered design” OR “center design” OR “Centered focus”) 
AND (“Physical”) AND (“disabilities” OR “disability” OR “interaction disabi-
lity” OR “interaction impairment”) AND (“Extended reality” OR “Extended 
realities” OR “Immersive Technology”) NOT Mental NOT Cognitive

UCD, UDL, PID (“User” AND “centered design” OR “center design” OR “Centered focus”) 
(“Universal Design for Learning”) (“Physical” “disabilities” OR “disability” 
OR “interaction disability” OR “interaction impairment”)

ER, UDL (“Extended realities” OR “Extended reality” OR “Immersive Technology”) 
“Universal Design for Learning”

Table 1. Categories and search strings performed 
Source: Authors’ elaboration
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Selection of Articles for Inclusion and Exclusion Criteria

In this section, we established the criteria for inclusion and exclusion of the se-
lected articles retaking Buela-Casal (2003) and Humanante-Ramos, García-Pe-
ñalvo and Conde-González (2017):
 

 • Inclusion criteria
1.  Articles in English addressing ER, PID, UDL, and UCD.
2.  Articles published between 2016 and 2021 in peer-reviewed journals, 

conferences, congresses or prestigious workshops.
3.  Includes one or more search terms in the title in accordance with the to-

pics stated in the research questions.
4.  Presents technologically coherent conclusions.
5.  They must be duly justified critical reviews of one or more search terms 

in accordance with the topics stated in the research questions.
 • Exclusion criteria

1. Duplicated work.
2.  Works where the research topic is rendered superficially. 
3.  Failure to correctly include search terms.
4.  Types of studies for discussion or available only in the form of presenta-

tions or abstracts.
5.  Types of studies in books or book articles.

Information Extraction and Synthesis Procedure

Once the consultation was done, 721 publications were obtained. A first evalua-
tion was made based on the previously defined inclusion and exclusion criteria. 
For this purpose, we prepared a matrix consisting of Title, Abstract, Keywords, 
Year of publication, Authors, and Type of document (Article, Book, Report). Re-
sulting from this evaluation matrix, we selected 77 final articles and evaluated 
them on a scale of 1 to 5 according to the criteria proposed by Humanante-Ra-
mos, García-Peñalvo and Conde-González (2017) (Table 2).

Score Quality Evaluation Criteria

1 They are descriptive bibliographic studies without greater depth.

2 These are theoretical contributions that propose new approaches or trends.

3 They include design proposals and/or duly substantiated implementations.

4 They present practical implementation experiences in real learning contexts.
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5 In addition to what is contemplated in level 4, they evaluate applications with 
clear and reproducible results.

Table 2. Criteria for evaluating the quality of publications 
Source: Authors’ elaboration

Then, after attending the guidelines and once the documents were scored, we 
selected only those that reached values greater than or equal to 3. 

PRESENTATION OF RESULTS

This section displays the results obtained during the application of this SLR. 
First, a flow chart shows the findings results, then appears the distribution of 
the initially filtered articles by year and then the percentage of publications by 
category. Finally, the research questions of this project are answered. Figure 3 ex-
poses how this SLR flow consisted of four stages: 1. Obtainment of 721 articles 
from different search engines, 2. Reducing of the number of articles to 77 con-
sidering inclusion and exclusion criteria, 3. Obtainment of 37 articles applying 
quality evaluations, and 4. Reaching of 26 articles by analyzing their contribu-
tion to the research questions:

Figure 3. Flow of results obtained from the SLR 
Source: Authors’ elaboration
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where an upward growth can be observed from the year 2018 onwards, being 
2021 the year when publications surpassed by 13 times those of 2016:

Figure 4. Trend of publications per year 
Source: Authors’ elaboration

A total of 26 articles were obtained to answer the research questions. Figure 5 
shows the distribution of the final articles by specific category:

Figure 5. Final publications by specific categories 
Source: Authors’ elaboration
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Distribution by specific categories shows that most publications are found in 
Evaluation Tools and ER with 26%. Meanwhile, PID and ER (without consi-
dering cognitive problems) is the second category with the highest percentage 
(54%). An important aspect to highlight is the null production of DCL related 
to ER, UDL and UCD, since it represents less than 1% of all evaluated articles, as 
portrayed in Figure 6:

Figure 6. Percentage of publications by category 
Source: Authors’ elaboration

To conduct this SLR, the terms “Mental” and “Cognitive” were omitted in the 
categories that included the characteristic “Physical Disability” to access only 
those articles involved with interaction disabilities. In this way, it was possible 
to reduce 2 233 articles to 721 for the first stage of the SLR. These results de-
monstrate the strong inclination towards mental and cognitive issues by emplo-
ying ER, UDL and UCD; however, they also show little attentiveness towards the 
treatment of physical disabilities of interaction with these types of technologies. 
Furthermore, 25 final articles were distributed among the three initially posed 
research questions and even more than one article was contemplated for one or 
more research questions. 

Below, we show how the research questions were answered with the selected 
articles.
1. What are the main research studies that propose a model or methodology 
applied to DCL, ER, UDL, and UCD considering PID?

 No research that proposes a model or methodology applied specifically 
to DCL, ER, UDL, UCD and PID was identified. This may be a result of 
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that follow a methodology or development process for their ER products 
that can help in the methodological structure for a future methodological 
proposal for DCL were found (Krajčovič et al., 2021; Afnan et al., 2021; 
Hamzah et al., 2021; Zucchi et al., 2020; Van Wyk and De Villiers, 2019; 
Rodríguez-Cano et al., 2021; and Rechowicz et al., 2019).

2. What are the main attributes or patterns observed in models or methodology 
applied to DCL, ER, PID, UDL, and UCD?

 We identified attributes and patterns of inclusive design, ER, design in 
children with autism, video games and 360º videos that may help in the 
construction of a future methodological proposal for DCL (Vi, Da Silva 
and Maurer, 2019; Gomes et al., 2020; Caggianese, Gallo and Neroni, 
2018; Sweetser and Rogalewicz, 2020; McMahon, 2019; McMahon and 
Walker, 2019; Bauer, Bouchara and Bourdot, 2021; Zucchi et al., 2020; 
Van Wyk and De Villiers, 2019; Krajčovič  et al., 2021; Rechowicz et al., 
2019; Matthews, See and Day, 2021; and Mustafa and Aldein, 2020).

3. What are the evaluation mechanisms or methods found to validate applica-
tions that implement DCL, ER, UDL, and UCD that can be used for a future me-
thodological proposal?

 This SLR did not find an evaluation mechanism or method to validate 
methodologies that apply DCL, UDL, and UCD (Méndez, 2006; Giugni 
and Loaiza, 2008; Guedes, Marques and Vitório, 2020; Neira-Tovar and 
Castilla Rodriguez, 2017; Parras-Burgos et al., 2020; Sukotjo et al., 2021; 
Nguyen et al., 2021; Salomoni et al., 2017; AlMuraikhi et al., 2021; Daya-
rathna et al., 2021; Costa et al., 2016; and Hamzah et al., 2021). 

BASIS FOR A METHODOLOGICAL PROPOSAL

As a result of the research questions, we recognized some elements that can be 
part of future methodologies for the creation of DCL implementing RE, UDL, 
and UCD.

Identification of a Methodological Structure

The methodological structure oversees defining the stages from beginning to 
end in the construction of an ER application. The following are the methodo-
logical structures found through this SLR. Hamzah and Rizal (2021) present a 
methodological structure composed of the stages: problem identification, plan-
ning, design, testing, implementation, and evaluation of the system. As well as 
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Afnan et al. (2021), both researches recur to a methodological process that can 
help structuring the designing stage. In contrast, Krajcovic et al. (2021) demons-
trate a methodological process for the creation of user interfaces divided by the 
stages: analysis and collection of references, creation of resources, virtual envi-
ronment and creation of game scenarios, use, and testing. This is also the case 
of Zucchi et al. (2020) and Rodríguez-Cano (2021), who execute a methodology 
that uses UCD, an approach based on ISO 13407. Finally, Van Wyk and De Vi-
lliers (2019) present a methodological structure composed of the stages: problem 
analysis, solution design, solution development, evaluation in practice and re-
flection. The projects above-mentioned put into effect development methodolo-
gies to generate ER products, so they can be useful starting points to structure a 
future methodological proposal.

SELECTION OF ELEMENTS TO FACILITATE 

THE DESIGN OF DCL, ER, UDL, AND UCD

Due to the limited production of works related to DCL no elements that facili-
tate its design were identified; however, the found production related to ER can 
be applied for a future methodological proposal with these characteristics. If you 
wish to find characteristics of Inclusive Design (ID) and ER, you can analyze 
the work of Matthews, See and Day (2021), where they show how diverse users 
drive innovation and improve everyone’s experience. Moreover, Vi et al. (2019) 
and Gomes et al. (2020) show guidelines to design ER applications, such as ones 
related to organizing the spatial environment to maximize efficiency, creating 
flexible interactions or designing according to the hardware. In addition, Van 
Wyk and De Villiers (2019) and Bauer, Bouchara and Bourdot (2021) mention 
suggestions, case studies, and discussions to design ER in children with Autism 
spectrum disorder. Penny and Rogalewicz (2020) use a model for player enjoy-
ment in video games applied to ER where they analyze VR and non-VR versions 
of the same games to identify enjoyment differences. Similarly, Caggianese, Ga-
llo and Neroni (2018) introduce guidelines for the design of diegetic interfaces 
with ER. Zucchi et al. (2020) show tools to exhibit a 360-degree video with ER. 
Finally, McMahon (2019) and McMahon and Zachary (2019) expound conside-
rations to implement UDL in ER tools presenting strategies to provide compre-
hension, expression, and communication options in applications.
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Selection of Evaluation Instruments for DCL, ER, UDL, and UCD
Products

Once the DCL has been built by implementing ER, UDL, and UCD it is impor-
tant to evaluate different characteristics to know how it performs; the evaluation 
methods located through this SLR are shown below. 

To measure satisfaction, it is possible to use the instrument used by Soares 
et al. (2020). If you need to measure stress generated at the time of using ER, 
you can analyze the work of Neira-Tovar and Castilla Rodriguez (2017). In like 
manner, if an analysis of operation, agility, and interaction is required, it can be 
found in Parras-Burgos et al. (2020). Moreover, Sukotjo (2021) provides an ins-
trument to measure perception, in the same way, Salomoni et al. (2017) address 
how an instrument can evaluate graphical interfaces, also, if the user experience 
needs to be measured, the questionnaire shown by Rechowicz et al. (2019) could 
be implemented. Finally, system usability can be measured applying a tool called 
‘System Usability Scale’, which has been adopted in several projects with ER (Al-
Muraikhi et al., 2021; Dayarathna et al., 2021; Costa et al., 2016; Hamzah et al., 
2021; Brooke, 1996).

CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK

This paper allowed analyzing scientific and academic production to build DCL, 
ER, PID, UDL, and UCD. A total of 721 articles were examined in the first section 
of the SLR, where the inclusion and exclusion criteria were applied to obtain the ar-
ticles that best met the defined objectives, thus reducing the number to 77 articles.

 Subsequently, a new evaluation was carried out by applying information ex-
traction and synthesis criteria; from this new evaluation, 33 articles were obtai-
ned and their contribution to the research questions was evaluated, thus gene-
rating the final number of 26 articles. Consequently, we were able to answer the 
research questions posed in this study, therefore, it was discovered the inexisten-
ce of a development methodology applied specifically to DCL, ER, UDL, UCD, 
and PID. Likewise, we identified research, elements, attributes, patterns, and 
evaluation methods that can help in the construction of a methodology with the-
se characteristics.

As a result, we presented elements for a future methodological proposal, indi-
cating a set of steps, such as identification of a methodological structure, selection 
of elements to facilitate the design of DCL, ER, and selection of evaluation instru-
ments for ER products. Besides, we found a possible research area as the use of 
ER for the construction of DCL implementing UDL and UCD, given the almost 
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null scientific production found in this systematic review. After analyzing the ob-
tained results, we deduce the following observations: 

1.  The highest growth in the trend of publications on this topic occurs du-
ring 2019-2020. In contrast, the lowest growth is observed during the 
years 2020-2021 with only 5 papers produced.

2.  Research that combines the terms ER, PID, UDL, and UCD is scarce; no-
netheless, it is possible to find research that mixes one or two of these 
terms, but it was not possible to find a specific software development 
methodology for the implementation of ER. Instead, we found adapta-
tions of software processes used by development teams and researchers 
for the conception of their products.

3.  We found SLRs focused on demonstrating ER application to health is-
sues, suggesting the close relationship between both topics, which can 
be exploited in the future.

4.  In relation to DCL, the production of articles was very low demonstra-
ting that it is a topic that can be delved into with the implementation 
of ER, UDL, and UCD to offer new library content experiences through 
immersive and accessible experiences for all users, including those with 
disabilities.

5.  The main limitation was found in the search engines implemented be-
cause they only allowed a specific number of characters and Boolean 
operators. Owing this, search strings had to be delimited to ensure grea-
ter reliability in the obtained results.

Due to continuous evolution of computer systems and their interaction me-
thods, ER is an interesting area of exploration to different research areas that wi-
sh to utilize this technology. This investigation is of great importance for resear-
chers who are planning to put into effect DCL and ER for people with disability 
or that intend to mix it with UDL and UCD features. The identification of diffe-
rent evaluation methods exposed in this SLR will allow speeding up the search 
of tools for the assessment of future research that implement DCL and ER.

REFERENCES

Afnan, Khan Muhammad, Noman Khan, Mi-Young Lee, Ali Shariq Imran and Mu-
hammad Sajjad. 2021. “School of the Future: A Comprehensive Study on the Effec-
tiveness of Augmented Reality as a Tool for Primary School Children’s Education.” 
Applied Sciences 11 (11): 1-22. 

 https://doi.org/10.3390/app11115277



DIGITAL CONTENT FOR LIBRARIES CONSIDERING EXTENDED REALITY,...

123

DO
I: h

ttp
://

dx
.d

oi.
or

g/
10

.2
22

01
/ii

bi
.24

48
83

21
xe

.2
02

4.9
9.5

88
72AlMuraikhi, Nouf, Fatima AlMalki, Fadeela AlDahnim and Osama Halabi. 2021. “Vir-

tual Reality for Rich Interaction with Cultural Heritage Sites.” In HCI in Games: Seri-
ous and Immersive Games, 3rd International Conference, HCI-Games 2021, Proceedings Part 2, 
edited by Xiaowen Fang, 319-28. Cham: Springer.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-77414-1_23
Azuma, Ronald. 2017. “Making Augmented Reality a Reality.” Proceedings of OSA Imaging 

and Applied Optics 2017 (3D, AIO, COSI, IS, MATH, pcAOP).
 https://doi.org/10.1364/3D.2017.JTu1F.1
Bannink Mbazzi, Femke, Claire Nimusiima, Daniella Akellot, Elizabeth Kawesa, An-

drew Abaasa, Sarah Hodges, Janet Seeley and Tine Vervoort. 2021. “Use of Virtual 
Reality Distraction to Reduce Child Pain and Fear during Painful Medical Proce-
dures in Children with Physical Disabilities in Uganda: A Feasibility Study.” Pain 
Medicine 23 (4): 642-54. 

 https://doi.org/10.1093/pm/pnab206
Bauer, Valentin, Tifanie Bouchara and Patrick Bourdot. 2021. “EXtended Reality for Au-

tism Interventions: The Importance of Mediation and Sensory-Based Approaches.” 
Preprint.

 https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2106.15983
Bozgeyikli, Lal, Evren Bozgeyikli, Andoni Aguirrezabal, Redwan Alqasemi, Andrew 

Raij, Stephen Sundarrao and Rajiv Dubey. 2018. “Using Immersive Virtual Reality 
Serious Games for Vocational Rehabilitation of Individuals with Physical Disabili-
ties.” In Universal Access in Human-Computer Interaction: Virtual Augmented, and Intelligent 
Environments, 12th International Conference, UAHCI 2018, Proceedings Part 2, edited by 
Margherita Antona and Constantine Stephanidis, 48-57. Cham: Springer.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-92052-8_5
Brooke, John. 1996. “SUS: A ‘Quick and Dirty’ Usability Scale.” Usability Evaluation in In-

dustry, edited by Patrick Jordan, Bruce Thomas, Bernard Weerdmeester and Ian Mc-
Clelland, 189-94. London: Taylor & Francis.

Buela-Casal, Gualberto. 2003. “Evaluación de la calidad de los artículos y de las revistas 
científicas: propuesta del factor de impacto ponderado y de un índice de calidad.” Psi-
cothema 15 (1): 23-35. 

 https://www.psicothema.com/pi?pii=400
Caggianese, Giuseppe, Luigi Gallo and Pietro Neroni. 2018. “Exploring the Feasibility 

of Diegetic User Interfaces in Immersive Virtual Exhibitions within the Cultural 
Heritage.” 14th International Conference on Signal-Image Technolog y and Internet-Based Sys-
tems, SITIS 2018: 625-31.

 https://doi.org/10.1109/SITIS.2018.00101
CAST (Center for Applied Special Technology). 2021. “Universal Design for Learning 

Guidelines Version 2.0.” Accessed November 29, 2023.
 https://www.cast.org/impact/universal-design-for-learning-udl
Chad, Clark. 2019. “Extended Reality in Informal Learning Environments.” In Beyond 

Reality: Augmented, Virtual, and Mixed Reality in the Library, edited by Kenneth Varnum, 
17-30. Chicago: American Library Association Editions.

Chuah, Stephanie Hui-Wen. 2019. “Why and Who Will Adopt Extended Reality Tech-
nology? Literature Review, Synthesis, and Future Research Agenda.” Preprint.

 https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3300469



IN
VE

ST
IG

AC
IÓ

N 
BI

BL
IO

TE
CO

LÓ
GI

CA
, v

ol.
 38

, n
úm

. 9
9, 

ab
ril/

jun
io,

 20
24

, M
éx

ico
, IS

SN
: 2

44
8-8

32
1, 

pp
. 1

09
-12

7

124

Córdoba, Leonor, and Gloria Soto. 2007. “Familia y discapacidad: intervención en crisis 
desde el modelo ecológico.” Psicología Conductual 15 (3): 525-41.

 https://www.behavioralpsycho.com/producto/familia-y-discapacidad-interven-
cion-en-crisis-desde-el-modelo-ecologico/

Costa, António Pedro, Francislê Neri de Souza, António Moreira and Dayse Neri de 
Souza. 2016. “WebQDA-Qualitative Data Analysis Software: Usability Assessment.” 
11th Iberian Conference on Information Systems and Technologies, CISTI 2016: 1-6.

 https://doi.org/10.1109/CISTI.2016.7521477
Dayarathna, Vidanelage, Sofia Karam, Raed Jaradat, Michael Hamilton, Parker Jones, 

Emily Wall, Safae El Amrani, Niamat Ullah Ibne Hossain and Fatine Elakramine. 
2021. “An Assessment of Individuals’ Systems Thinking Skills via Immersive Virtu-
al Reality Complex System Scenarios.” Systems 9 (2): 1-25

  https://doi.org/10.3390/systems9020040
Dopp, Alex, Kathryn Parisi, Sean Munson and Aaron Lyon. 2019. “A Glossary of Us-

er-Centered Design Strategies for Implementation Experts.” Translational Behavioral 
Medicine 9 (6): 1057-64. 

 https://doi.org/10.1093/tbm/iby119
Elmqaddem, Noureddine. 2019. “Augmented Reality and Virtual Reality in Education. 

Myth or Reality?” International Journal of Emerging Technologies in Learning 14 (3): 234-41.
 https://doi.org/10.3991/ijet.v14i03.9289
Giugni, Marylin, and Reina Loaiza. 2008. “Metodología para el desarrollo de portales 

centrada en el usuario: una evaluación empírica.” Télématique: Revista Electrónica de Es-
tudios Telemáticos 7 (3): 54-70.

 https://www.redalyc.org/pdf/784/78411657004.pdf
Gomes, Arlindo, Lucas Figueiredo, Walter Correia, Veronica Teichrieb, Jonysberg Quin-

tino, Fabio da Silva, Andre Santos and Helder Pinho. 2020. “Extended by Design: A 
Toolkit for Creation of XR Experiences.” IEEE International Symposium on Mixed and 
Augmented Reality Adjunct, ISMAR-Adjunct 2020: 57-62 

 https://doi.org/10.1109/ISMAR-Adjunct51615.2020.00029
Götzelmann, Timo, and Julian Kreimeier. 2020. “Towards the Inclusion of Wheelchair 

Users in Smart City Planning through Virtual Reality Simulation.” PETRA ‘20: Pro-
ceedings of the 13th ACM International Conference on Pervasive Technologies Related to Assistive 
Environments: 1-7.

 https://doi.org/10.1145/3389189.3398008
Guedes, Leandro Soares, Luiz André Marques and Gabriellen Vitório. 2020. “Enhanc-

ing Interaction and Accessibility in Museums and Exhibitions with Augmented Re-
ality and Screen Readers.” In Computers Helping People with Special Needs, 17th Internation-
al Conference, ICCHP 2020, Proceedings Part 1, edited by Klaus Miesenberger, Roberto 
Manduchi, Mario Covarrubias Rodriguez and Petr Peňáz, 157-63.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-58796-3_20
Hamzah, Muhammad Luthfi, Ambiyar, Fahmi Rizal, Wakhinudin Simatupang, Dedy Ir-

fan and Refdinal. 2021. “Development of Augmented Reality Application for Learn-
ing Computer Network Device.” International Journal of Interactive Mobile Technologies 15 
(12): 47-64. 

 https://doi.org/10.3991/ijim.v15i12.21993



DIGITAL CONTENT FOR LIBRARIES CONSIDERING EXTENDED REALITY,...

125

DO
I: h

ttp
://

dx
.d

oi.
or

g/
10

.2
22

01
/ii

bi
.24

48
83

21
xe

.2
02

4.9
9.5

88
72Humanante-Ramos, Patricio, Francisco García-Peñalvo and Miguel Conde-González. 

2017. “Entornos personales de aprendizaje móvil: una revisión sistemática de la liter-
atura.” RIED. Revista Iberoamericana de Educación a Distancia 20 (2): 73-92. https://doi.
org/10.5944/ried.20.2.17692

Krajčovič, Martin, Gabriela Gabajová, Marián Matys, Patrik Grznár, Luboslav Dulina 
and Róbert Kohár. 2021. “3D Interactive Learning Environment as a Tool for 
Knowledge Transfer and Retention.” Sustainability 13 (14): 1-22.

 https://doi.org/10.3390/su13147916
Lanter, David, and Rupert Essinger. 2017. “User-Centered Design.” In International 

Encyclopedia of Geography: People, the Earth, Environment and Technolog y, edited by Doug-
las Richardson, Noel Castree, Michael Goodchild, Audrey Kobayashi, Weidong 
Liu, and Richard Marston, 1-4. Chichester: John Wiley and Sons.

MacHado, Andre, Rodrigo Veras, Kelson Aires and Laurindo de Sousa Britto Neto. 
2021. “A Systematic Review on Product Recognition for Aiding Visually Impaired 
People.” IEEE Latin America Transactions 19 (4): 592-603.

 https://doi.org/10.1109/TLA.2021.9448542
Matthews, Benjamin, Zi Siang See and Jamin Day. 2021. “Crisis and Extended Realities: Re-

mote Presence in the Time of COVID-19.” Media International Australia 178 (1): 198-209. 
 https://doi.org/10.1177/1329878X20967165
McKiernan, Gerald. 2010. “Worldwide Mobile Phone Adoption and Libraries.” Searcher: 

The Magazine for Database Professionals 18 (3): 48-51.
McMahon, Don Douglas. 2019. “Augmented Reality and Virtual Reality: Connecting 

Emerging Technologies to the UDL Framework.” Learning Designed, January 17, 2019.
 https://www.learningdesigned.org/resource/connecting-emerging-technolo-

gies-udl-framework
McMahon, Don Douglas, and Zachary Walker. 2019. “Leveraging Emerging Technolo-

gy to Design an Inclusive Future with Universal Design for Learning.” Center for Edu-
cational Policy Studies Journal 9 (3): 75-93.

 https://doi.org/10.26529/cepsj.639
Méndez, Elvia. 2006. “Modelo de evaluación de metodologías para el desarrollo de soft-

ware.” Tesis de especialización, Universidad Católica Andrés Bello. 
 http://biblioteca2.ucab.edu.ve/anexos/biblioteca/marc/texto/AAQ7365.pdf
Molina-Lopez, Josefa, and Nuria Medina. 2021. “Un enfoque para el diseño inclusivo de vid-

eojuegos centrado en jugadores daltónicos.” Interacción Revista Digital de AIPO 2 (1): 25-37.
 https://revista.aipo.es/index.php/INTERACCION/article/view/32
Mustafa, Malik, and Omaima Aldein. 2020. “Examining Perception of Malaysian Autis-

tic Children Social Interaction for Virtual Reality.” Zenodo, December 22, 2020.
 https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.4420802
Neira-Tovar, Leticia, and Ivan Castilla Rodriguez. 2017. “A Virtual Reality Tool Applied 

to Improve the Effects on Chronic Diseases - Case: Emotional Effects on T2DM.” 
In Virtual, Augmented and Mixed Reality, 9th International Conference, VAMR 2017 Proceed-
ings, edited by Stephanie Lackey and Jessie Chen, 417-25. Cham: Springer.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-57987-0_34
Nguyen, Tam, Somaraju Kamma, Vamsi Adari, Tyler Lesthaeghe, Thomas Boehnlein 

and Victoria Kramb. 2021. “Mixed Reality System for Nondestructive Evaluation 
Training.” Virtual Reality 25: 709-18. 

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10055-020-00483-1



IN
VE

ST
IG

AC
IÓ

N 
BI

BL
IO

TE
CO

LÓ
GI

CA
, v

ol.
 38

, n
úm

. 9
9, 

ab
ril/

jun
io,

 20
24

, M
éx

ico
, IS

SN
: 2

44
8-8

32
1, 

pp
. 1

09
-12

7

126

OMS (Organización Mundial de la Salud). 2017. “Organización Mundial de la Salud.” 
Disabilities. Accessed December 13, 2023. 

 http://www.who.int/topics/disabilities/es/
Özüağ, Mehmet, Ismail Cantürk and Lale Özyilmaz. 2019. “A New Perspective to Elec-

trical Circuit Simulation with Augmented Reality.” International Journal of Electrical and 
Electronic Engineering and Telecommunications 8 (1): 9-13.

 https://doi.org/10.18178/ijeetc.8.1.9-13
Park, Seonghun, Ho-Seung Cha and Chang-Hwan Im. 2019. “Development of an On-

line Home Appliance Control System Using Augmented Reality and an SSVEP-
Based Brain-Computer Interface.” IEEE Access 7: 163604-14.

 https://doi.org/10.1109/ACCESS.2019.2952613
Parras-Burgos, Dolores, Daniel Fernández-Pacheco, Thomas Polhmann Barbosa, Manuel 

Soler-Méndez and José Miguel Molina-Martínez. 2020. “An Augmented Reality Tool 
for Teaching Application in the Agronomy Domain.” Applied Sciences 10 (10): 1-13. 

 https://doi.org/10.3390/app10103632
Petersen, Kai, Robert Feldt, Shahid Mujtaba and Michael Mattsson. 2008. “Systematic 

Mapping Studies in Software Engineering.” 12th International Conference on Evaluation 
and Assessment in Software Engineering, EASE 2008: 1-10.

 https://doi.org/10.14236/ewic/ease2008.8
Rechowicz, Krzysztof, Saikou Diallo, D’An Ball and Joshua Solomon. 2019. “Designing 

Modeling and Simulation User Experiences: An Empirical Study Using Virtual Art 
Creation.” Proceedings of the 2018 Winter Simulation Conference (WSC): 135-46.

 https://doi.org/10.1109/WSC.2018.8632487
Ribeiro, Sildenir Alves, Eber Assis Schmitz, Antonio Juarez de Alencar and Mônica Fer-

reira da Silva. 2018. “Literature Review on the Theory of Constraints Applied in the 
Software Development Process.” IEEE Latin America Transactions 16 (11): 2747-56.

 https://doi.org/10.1109/TLA.2018.8795116
Rodríguez-Cano, Sonia, Vanesa Delgado-Benito, Vanesa Ausín-Villaverde and Lucía 

Muñoz Martín. 2021. “Design of a Virtual Reality Software to Promote the Learn-
ing of Students with Dyslexia.” Sustainability 13 (15): 1-20.

 https://doi.org/10.3390/su13158425
Salomoni, Paola, Catia Prandi, Marco Roccetti, Lorenzo Casanova, Luca Marchetti and 

Gustavo Marfia. 2017. “Diegetic User Interfaces for Virtual Environments with 
HMDs: A User Experience Study with Oculus Rift.” Journal on Multimodal User Interfaces 
11: 173-84.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/s12193-016-0236-5
Sukotjo, Cortino, Stephanie Schreiber, Jingyao Li, Menghan Zhang, Judy Chia Chun Yu-

an and Markus Santoso. 2021. “Development and Student Perception of Virtual Re-
ality for Implant Surgery.” Education Sciences 11 (4): 1-12.

 https://doi.org/10.3390/educsci11040176
Suriá Martínez, Raquel. 2015. “Perfiles resilientes y calidad de vida en personas con dis-

capacidad sobrevenida por accidentes de tráfico.” Gaceta Sanitaria 29: 55-59.
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gaceta.2015.01.016
Sweetser, Penny, and Zane Rogalewicz. 2020. “Affording Enjoyment in VR Games: Pos-

sibilities, Pitfalls, and Perfection.” In OzCHI ‘20: Proceedings of the 32nd Australian Con-
ference on Human-Computer-Interaction, edited by Naseem Ahmadpour, Tuck Leong, 
Bernd Ploderer, Callum Parker, Sarah Webber, Diego Munoz, Lian Loke and Martin 
Tomitsch, 55-64. New York: Association for Computing Machinery.

 https://doi.org/10.1145/3441000.3441050



DIGITAL CONTENT FOR LIBRARIES CONSIDERING EXTENDED REALITY,...

127

DO
I: h

ttp
://

dx
.d

oi.
or

g/
10

.2
22

01
/ii

bi
.24

48
83

21
xe

.2
02

4.9
9.5

88
72Velev, Dimiter, and Plamena Zlateva. 2017. “Virtual Reality Challenges in Education 

and Training.” International Journal of Learning and Teaching 3 (1): 33-37.
 https://doi.org/10.18178/IJLT.3.1.33-37
Vi, Steven, Tiago Silva da Silva and Frank Maurer. 2019. “User Experience Guidelines 

for Designing HMD Extended Reality Applications.” In Human-Computer Interaction - 
INTERACT 2019: 17th IFIP TC 13 International Conference, Proceedings Part 4, edited by 
David Lamas, Fernando Loizides, Lennart Nacke, Helen Petrie, Marco Winckler 
and Panayiotis Zaphiris, 319-41. Cham: Springer.

 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-29390-1_18
Wyk, Etienne van, and Ruth de Villiers. 2019. “An Evaluation Framework for Virtual 

Reality Safety Training Systems in the South African Mining Industry.” Journal of the 
Southern African Institute of Mining and Metallurg y 119 (5): 427-36.

 https://www.saimm.co.za/Journal/v119n05p427.pdf
Zucchi, Sangar, Simone Keller Füchter, George Salazar and Karen Alexander. 2020. 

“Combining Immersion and Interaction in XR Training with 360-Degree Video and 
3D Virtual Objects.” ISMCR 2020: 23rd International Symposium on Measurement and Con-
trol in Robotics: 1-5. 

 https://doi.org/10.1109/ISMCR51255.2020.9263732 

Para citar este texto: 
Ramos Aguiar, Luis Roberto, and Francisco Javier Álvarez Rodríguez. 
2024. “Digital Content for Libraries considering Extended Reality, Physical 
Interaction Disabilities, Universal Design for Learning and User-Centered 
Design: A Systematic Review”. Investigación Bibliotecológica: archivonomía, bibliote-
cología e información 38 (99):  109-127.
http://dx.doi.org/10.22201/iibi.24488321xe.2024.99.58872


