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 ABSTRACT 

 
 

  

 Human-Centric Software Engineering (HCSE) refers to the software 
 engineering (SE) processes that put human needs and requirements 
 as core practice throughout the software development life cycle. A 
 large majority of software projects fail to cater to human needs and 
 consequently run into budget, delivery, and usability issues. To sup- 
 port human-centric software engineering practices, it is important 
 for universities to train their students on how to consider human 
 needs. But what topics from HCSE should be provided in the un- 
 dergraduate curriculum? This is still an open question. Curriculum 
 guidelines for software engineering are available, however do not 
 represent update to date considerations for how human-factors are 
 included. In addition, curriculum approaches are not explored. To 
 address this issue, this paper presents a scoping review to identify 
 the topics and curriculum approaches suitable for teaching HCSE to 
 undergraduate software engineering students. The scoping review 
 was conducted according to the protocol by PRISMA-ScR (Preferred 
 Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses exten- 
 sion for Scoping Reviews). Through PRISMA-ScR, a total of 36 
 conference or journal papers were identified as viable for analysis, 
 with 5 common themes found that describe topics and curriculum 
 approaches relevant for teaching software engineering. Using the 
 outcomes of the scoping review, this paper also analyses the Aus- 
 tralian Software Engineering curriculum to understand the extent 
 at which human centred software engineering topics are scaffolded 
 into course structures. This paper concludes by suggesting topic 
 scaffolding for the undergraduate curriculum that aligns with the 
 software engineering process. Overall, by providing a focus on 

 HCSE topics and curriculum approaches, the education and aware-
 ness of HCSE among current and future software engineers can 
increase, leading to long-term impact on the success of software 
projects for all stakeholders. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 
Software solutions are developed to solve issues for a set of users 
and meet their requirements [39]. The users of the software (mostly 
humans) should be the centre of attention when developing soft- 
ware solutions; however, this is still not often the case despite 
progress in software engineering (SE) and development method- 
ologies [19, 20]. A large majority of software projects fail to cater 
to human needs and consequently run into budget, delivery, and 
usability issues. A recent example of software solutions that failed 
to deliver on human needs is the COVID-19 contact tracing apps, 
which were developed for all citizens but did not consider human 
aspects [4, 5, 22]. For example, the failure of Australia’s COVIDSafe 
app has caused the waste of more than $ 21 million. 

Grundy et al. [21] have explored human-centric software en- 
gineering (HCSE) and list the human aspects that should be con- 
sidered, depending on the application domain and the software 
solution being developed. HCSE refers to the SE processes that 
place human-centric requirements as first-class citizens and focus 
on including diverse users and their requirements. In the work re- 
ported in [20], Grundy et al. have presented a taxonomy of human 
aspects and classify them into following major categories: 

(1) Personal demographic characteristics including age, gen- 
der, ethnicity, personality, emotions, engagement, physical 
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or mental challenges, cognitive style (problem-solving ap- 
proaches of different humans), and preferences. 
Skill or expertise-based (including environment-influenced) 

and Context) to help determine our search criteria as shown in 
Table 1, before moving into identification, screening, and selection 
of relevant papers. 

 

characteristics including spoken language, socio-economic    

status, language proficiency, education, technology comfort, 
location, religious beliefs, human values, and skill level. 

PCC Element  Key words Alternative key words 
Population Higher Education postgraduate, undergraduate, cur- 

 

 

Group-based characteristics including culture, geographic 
location, team climate, family environment (marital status 
/ caring responsibilities), work status, collaboration and 

 
Concept Human Aspects 

Context Software Engineering 

riculum and research project 
human centred, human values, ethics 
and inclusion 

 communication style, and organisational or societal values. 

Pursuing HCSE as a practice is important but challenging. The edu- 
cation and awareness of HCSE among current and future software 
engineers can lead to a long-term impact [21, 24]. Although the 
human aspects of SE should be a significant part of any undergrad- 
uate or postgraduate SE program according to the guidelines of 
the software engineering curriculum [24, 26], HCSE still remains 
at the periphery of curriculum approaches. What aspects of HCSE 
should be included in the undergraduate curriculum? To address 
this, we have employed a two-pronged methodology. First, a scop- 
ing review of existing peer-reviewed literature was conducted to 
identify the existing teaching and learning topics and approaches 
for human-centric software engineering in higher education. The 
scoping review was conducted according to the PRISMA-ScR (Pre- 
ferred Reporting Items for Systematic reviews and Meta-Analyses 
extension for Scoping Reviews). Next, we performed an analysis of 
current undergraduate Software Engineering curricula across Aus- 
tralian universities. The aim of this curriculum analysis has been to 
assess the extent to which the topics and methods identified in our 
scoping review are actually incorporated into existing programs. 
By juxtaposing these two sets of data, we seek to provide a nuanced 
understanding of the current state and potential future directions 
for HCSE education in Australia. 

Our research is guided by the following research questions (RQs): 

• RQ1 – What are the central human-centric topics that 
should be taught to undergraduate students when studying 
software engineering? 

• RQ2 - What curriculum approaches are suitable to teach 
undergraduate human-centric software engineering? 

• RQ3- To what extent are the identified human-centric top- 
ics and curriculum approaches integrated into current Aus- 
tralian undergraduate Software Engineering programs? 

The remainder of the paper is organised as follows. Section 2 in- 
troduces the methodology for the scoping review and the selection 
criteria for the software engineering courses in Australian Universi- 
ties. Section 3 presents the review results. Section 4 provides further 
discussions and the threats to validity. Finally, Section 5 concludes 
this paper and points to some future research directions. 

2 METHODOLOGY 
2.1 Scoping Review 
As mentioned, we utilised a scoping review approach to address 
the first two research questions RQ1 and RQ2 looking at topics 
and approaches in teaching human-centered software engineer- 
ing in higher education. Our review was conducted according to 
the PRISMA-ScR [44]. We first utilised PCC (Population, Concept 

 
 

Table 1: PCC Search Criteria 

 
When constructing our scoping review, it was important to have 

preliminary searches in each online database relevant to the project 
topic. In relation to the PCC framework, alternative key words 
were considered, as elements such as synonyms, different termi- 
nology, word plurals, different word forms and common acronyms 
discovered in previous iterations of the research process which 
can be utilised further. This is a critical step of the scoping review 
search process, as the search is required to be comprehensive and 
narrow using the connectors and/or with the alternative words, as 
some records have the tendency of referring to the same idea in 
a different way within the literature. Finally, the initiation search 
was completed using the following search string: 

“Software Engineering" AND ("higher education" or "undergrad- 
uate" or "postgraduate" or "curriculum" or "research project") AND 
(“human aspects” or "human values" or "ethics" or "inclusion"). 

2.1.1 Article Identification. A search of IEEE, ACM, Springer, Emer- 
ald database and the published proceedings for the International 
Conference on Software Engineering (ICSE) was conducted. To 
help the search, we defined inclusion and exclusion criteria. We 
included any peer reviewed journal articles, papers in conference 
proceedings or professional body reports (e.g., SWEBOK), written 
in English and published between 2000 and 2022. We excluded any 
papers not in English or any extended abstracts or non-refereed 
journal articles and conference papers, magazine articles and books. 
This search led to 269 papers. The identification, screening, and 
selection of these papers are shown in Figure 1. 

2.2 Data Extraction and Analysis 
Through searching the listed databases, 296 files were found to be 
viable for selection based on a review of their title, abstract and key- 
words. To be selected for inclusion in the scoping review the article 
needed to focus on software engineering in higher education and 
specifically mention the topic of human-factors or human-centric 
in the abstract. Using this screening process, 36 articles appeared 
viable for analysis. Taking forward the 36 articles identified dur- 
ing screening, data extraction was undertaken. Each article was 
reviewed, with detail of each article captured in a spreadsheet. The 
spreadsheet contained the following information from each article: 

• Full Article title 
• Year of publication 
• Database source 
• Publisher 
• The topic or concept that is central to the article, i.e. cur- 

riculum structure 
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Figure 1: PRISMA scoping review protocol 

 
• Research aim and/ or research question(s) of the article 
• Summary of finding, drawn from the conclusion 

Data extraction was completed largely by one researcher collect- 
ing the data items on an excel spreadsheet. However, to inform 
the data extraction process, another researcher also reviewed a 
subset (5) articles to extract relevant information. This extraction 
process was compared for consistency to inform resultant informa- 
tion extracted, particularly in regard to the topic or concept of each 
article and the associated findings. A summary of the 36 articles 
identified in the scoping review, detailing the information captured 
from each paper that was taken forward in analysis, can be found 
in the supplementary materials. Together, the categories on paper 
topic and findings as collated when analysing each of the 36 articles 
informed overall ‘themes’ in analysis. Initial codes, using Grundy 
et al., were developed to assist with analysis. These a prior codes 
were included as a starting point of inductive analysis [42], which 
saw further codes on human-centered topics and approaches added 
as each article was reviewed. Once all articles were reviewed codes 
were grouped into broader categories and then themes that focus 
on topics and approaches to teaching human-centered software 
engineering. Through three phases, the article topics and findings 
were grouped and re-grouped to merge scoping review outcomes 
to develop a structure of experience. Two researchers informed 
this process, regularly discussing theme outcomes to validate both 
approach and outcomes. Generally, themes were derived that fo- 
cus on topics (concepts of human-centric software engineering) 
and approaches (teaching and learning methods and curriculum 
structure. Four overall themes were identified from the articles 
sampled in the scoping review that relate to topics. Table 2 provide 
a summary of how the themes identified discuss the SE topic, along 
with teaching and learning methods that can be used to explore 
the topic. Following these, a further three themes were derived in 
relation to SE approaches, discussing in depth, how the topics and 
method can be applied in a broader view of human-centric software 
engineering. 

2.3 Review of Current Australian Software 
Engineering Curriculum 

The selection criteria for the university courses to be included in 
this review were threefold: 

(1) Courses must be accredited or provisionally accredited by 
Engineers Australia for the year 2023 

(2) Courses must offer a minimum four-year undergraduate 
program inclusive of honours, and 

(3) The course title must explicitly contain the phrase ‘Software 
Engineering.’ 

Based on these criteria, we identified a total of 14 courses currently 
being offered across Australia. 

For each selected institution, the corresponding course web page 
was archived in PDF format. Whenever feasible, this archival pro- 
cess included the complete list of subjects or units offered within 
each course. In instances where this information was not readily 
available, the course learning outcomes and detailed course de- 
scriptions were captured instead. We employed Nvivo software for 
conducting a thematic analysis on the course content and pedagogi- 
cal approaches. During the coding phase, the list of subjects or units 
served as the primary data source, while course learning outcomes 
and detailed course descriptions were considered secondary data 
sources. Both sets of data were coded to assess the inclusion of 
topics identified in our initial scoping review. 

The thematic analysis was guided by both a priori and inductive 
coding strategies. Topics and pedagogical approaches identified 
in the scoping review served as a priori themes. Concurrently, in- 
ductive analysis was used to allow for emergent themes. This dual 
approach facilitated the categorization of relevant topics presented 
within the courses, highlighting commonalities in the software en- 
gineering curricula. In addition, teaching approaches were analyzed 
using both a priori themes from the scoping review and emerging 
inductive themes. 

3 RESULTS 
As a result of our scoping review, we analyzed 36 academic articles 
and identified five salient themes that merit integration into soft- 
ware engineering curricula to adequately address human-centric 
dimensions. These themes are elaborated upon below. In the follow- 
ing, we outline our observations to address the research questions 
in Section 1. Please refer to the supplementary materials for a sum- 
mary of the 36 articles. 

3.1  RQ1: Central human-centric topics that 
should be taught to undergraduate students 
when studying software engineering 

3.1.1 The ‘soft’ topics and soft skills in software engineering ed- 
ucation . Matturo et al. [35] conducted a systematic mapping of 
important human-centric skills that should be part of the SE cur- 
riculum, such as ethics, listening, and interpersonal skills. Garcia 
et al. [17] conducted a structured literature review of games used 
to teach SE topics and found that ethics as a soft skill, along with 
problem-solving and communication skills as areas of focus. Ardis 
et al. [3] investigated the inclusion of observing, reviewing, present- 
ing, writing, planning, cooperating, reflecting, and judging skills as 
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a part of the SE curriculum. Several articles mention the need for SE 
students to exhibit skills of reflection and abstraction. Hazzan and 
Tomayko have published several articles on SE teaching and learn- 
ing, specifically on teaching human aspects of SE [23, 26, 27]. In 
articles [26, 27] Hazzan and Tomayko put a focus on human aspects 
of software engineering based on the concepts of reflection and 
abstraction. Reflection refers to reflective thinking in students, i.e., 
the ability of students to rethink and examine their work. Abstrac- 
tion refers to the ability of software engineers to work at different 
abstraction levels, e.g., in requirements engineering and design 
stages, the software engineers need to focus on a very high-level 
view of the entire software system, whereas for implementation 
and testing, they need to delve deeper and think about each class 
(local perspective). 

3.1.2 Teaching ethics in the software engineering curriculum . Vari- 
ous studies argued that SE course should teach ethics [18, 38, 43]. 
Topics in ethics that should be taught include: Confidentiality; 
Conflict of Interest; Encryption and privacy; Fairness and discrimi- 
nation; Intellectual Property; Liability and risks in health and safety 
critical environments; Quality and testing; Unauthorized access 
and computer security; and Whistleblowing [43]. Of these topics, 
those rated more important for teaching SE students included Qual- 
ity and testing (the accurate assessment of expected and observed 
behaviour of software systems) and Liability and risks in critical 
health and safety environments (including legal obligations) [43]. 
When it comes to how ethics should be taught in SE curricula, 
methods reported include: discussion in personal experience in 
classrooms; discussing code of ethics from bodies such as IEEE and 
ACM; discussing case studies; assigning readings; and assigning 
research papers [38, 43]. It is recommended by the authors that 
ethics is taught throughout the SE curriculum, embedded within 
numerous subject offerings [18, 38, 43]. 

3.1.3 HCI and UI factors. There is a focus in the literature on teach- 
ing Human-Computer Interaction (HCI) in the SE curricula [12, 45]. 
Veer and Vliet [45] proposed a structure to introduce HCI con- 
cepts in the SE curriculum, making a particular focus on the user 
interface (UI) design as a key component of system design. HCI 
and UI topics that should be covered in the curriculum include: 
Applied cognitive psychology: The students should be aware of 
human behaviour, characteristics, and needs; Ethnography and 
ethnomethodology: The students should learn about interaction 
analysis, i.e., different patterns of human-machine interaction in 
different situations; SE architecture for UI design: Patterns such as 
model-view-control; Graphical design: The students should learn 
the art of action and results and have the requisite knowledge of de- 
signing dialogue scenarios; Interaction design: The students should 
be aware of the emotional cues to users’ cultural values and should 
be able to use this knowledge for interaction design for intended 
user behaviour [23]. 

3.1.4 Understanding people and culture. When teaching SE, educa- 
tors should also take into account the personality traits of students 
along with the personality traits and human factors related to the 
end users. For example, Ahmed et al. [2] present a unique view on 
the SE teaching and learning aspects based on students’ personal- 
ity traits. Foster et al. [16] reported on the experience of students 

 
working in multi-cultural teams and how this can be beneficial for 
students to consider a variety of perspectives on how to design for 
end user. 

3.1.5 A focus on requirements engineering. The scoping review 
identified that in the early requirements engineering phase, a focus 
on human aspects is required. Lethbridge [31, 32] identified that 
requirements engineering and ethics are the main topics that SE 
practitioners utilise in their profession, even though most did not 
receive formal training in these topics prior. In relation to teaching 
methods, Kamthan et al. [29] explored social web environments as a 
teaching method for promoting collaborative software engineering 
education and for requirements engineering. Portela et al. [14] 
reported that a student focus in teaching and learning could improve 
graduate outcomes and enable greater engagement with the user 
requirements engineering process. 

3.2 RQ2: Curriculum approaches suitable to 
teach undergraduate human-centric 
software engineering courses 

In addition to identifying topics to be taught in the SE curriculum, 
the scoping review also identified approaches or ways to teach 
SE. Table 2 lists the approaches as identified, presented alongside 
the topics. It was identified that topics are often presented along- 
side certain approaches. One approach that appeared throughout 
the literature as a way to teach software engineering was service 
learning. Service learning is defined as the “course-based, credit 
bearing educational experience in which students (a) participate 
in an organized service activity that meets identified community 
needs, and (b) reflect on the service activity in such a way as to gain 
further understanding of curricular content, a broader appreciation 
of the discipline, and an enhanced sense of personal values and civic 
responsibility” [33]. Service learning has been used in SE teaching 
in several instances for teaching students real-world experience, 
team and social skills, problem-based learning [6] and improving 
their civic responsibility [10, 11, 13, 15, 33, 34, 41]. Overall, working 
on community needs projects is closely aligned with approaches 
in human-centric software engineering, given the project require- 
ments and the pedagogical setup. For instance, Chao and Brown [9] 
[36] used projects from local non-profit organisations as student 
projects. They found that such projects helped improve students’ 
understanding of client requirements and learning from their expe- 
rience. Chao and Randles [10] also implemented an agile software 
factory to manage such service-learning projects’ administrative 
tasks to enable the project deliverables and documentation conti- 
nuity and maintenance. 

3.3 RQ3: Human-centric topics and curriculum 
approaches in current Australian 
undergraduate Software Engineering 
programs 

Using the results of the scoping review analysis, a review of current 
Australian Software Engineering Curriculum was conducted (as 
described in section 2.3). Table 3 describes the topics found in SE 
courses in Australia. A simple count demonstrates the number of 
curricula in which the topic was found is shown. 
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 Topic Associated teaching method  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Soft skills in SE should include: listening, interpersonal skills, problem-solving, 
communication, reflection and abstraction 
SE should discuss ethics: quality and testing (the accurate assessment of ex- 
pected and observed behaviour of software systems) and Liability and risks in 
critical health and safety environments (including legal obligations). 
HCI and UI Factors such as: applied cognitive psychology, ethnography and 
ethnomethodology, SE architecture for UI design, graphical design, interaction 
design. 
Understanding people and culture: personality types, personality traits and 
cultural understanding 
A strong focus on requirements engineering in SE: understanding user 

Observing, writing and judging, service learning 

Discussion of personal experience in classrooms; discussing code of ethics from 
bodies such as IEEE and ACM; discussing case studies; assigning readings; and 
assigning research papers. 
Interweaving UI design in the main software development process, service learn- 
ing 

Personality tests, working in multi-disciplinary teams, case studies, service learn- 
ing. 
Gathering requirements in multiple languages, social web collaborative environ- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

creativity, entrepreneurial mindset, leadership, professional practice, professional standards, teamwork, and collaboration. 
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structure. Yet, courses often mentioned broad human factors topics 
such as sustainable design, general design or humanitarian design. 
While ethics had an increased mention in course/ program struc- 
tures, the topics included within this broad theme varied greatly. 
In terms of teaching approaches, four main types appeared in the 
curriculum review (while not shown in the table). This included 
service learning, with project and workshop subjects also found. 
‘Placement’ or ‘internship’ was mentioned by 10 out of 14 uni- 
versities as a teaching in SE curriculum. Further to the review of 
Australian curriculum, the scoping review identified a number of 

and viewpoints from other disciplines [15]. 
(2) SE history: A focus on the historical aspects of SE and 

examples of how the lack of focus on human aspects has 
impacted SE processes and results [7]. 

(3) SE methods: Asks for a focus on different methods and 
processes used for software development, e.g., the spiral 
model and extreme programming, to enable the reflection 
on using methods that are context appropriate [7]. 

(4) International perspective on SE: Puts a focus on differ- 
ent cultures, the nature of SE worldwide, and gender and 
minority-related aspects in SE. While these factors are not 
directly related to the characteristics of the end user, they do 

 

 requirements and perspective from a broad cultural perspective, and in multiple ments, student focused activities that promote multidisciplinary groups, service  

 languages learning  

 Table 2: Summary of topic and associated teaching method found in scoping review   

    

    

 Topic Number of Institu-  

  tions  

 Programming: This includes broad programming concepts and languages such as: object-oriented programming, systems programming, 14  
 operating systems, machine learning, artificial intelligence, computer graphics, computer architecture, natural language processing, full-stack   

 
development, web development, mobile application development, image processing, parallel computing, blockchain and deep learning. 
Mathematics: This includes many mathematics topics such as: discrete mathematics, statistics, modelling and analysis, data science, calculus 14  

 and linear algebra.   
 Data and Algorithms: This theme included topics such as: algorithms, data structures, database, and data mining. 12  

 
Soft-transferable skills: This includes many soft skills such as: problem-solving, communication, reflection and abstraction, innovation and 11 

 

 Computer Systems and Hardware: This theme included topics such as: embedded design, computer system design, electronics, and digital 11  

 systems. 
Software Development Process: This includes topics such as: software process improvement, complex systems, systems analysis and 10  

 modelling, and software quality and testing.   
 Networking: This includes topics such as: Computer networks, distributed systems and network programming. 10  

 
Cybersecurity: This includes topics such as: Cybersecurity fundamentals, software security, IT forensics and cloud computing. 
Ethics: This includes broad topics such as ‘engineering in society’ along with legal and political implications in software engineering. 

10  

 Broad human factors: This includes broad topics such as: Human Factors for Decision Making, Sustainable Design, Humanitarian Design, 7  

 

 

General Design, and Innovation. 
Requirements Engineering: This includes topics such as: software process improvement, pre-requirements definition, and user requirements. 
People and Culture: This includes the topic of indigenous context. 

7 
 

 

 Table 3: Topics included in Software Engineering Curriculum in Australia  

 

   

   
 In the curriculum review, discipline topics such as programming, curriculum guidelines for undergraduate programs in software en-  
 mathematics, data and algorithms are shown as core across courses/ gineering [1, 8, 28, 30, 36, 37, 40]. The extent of human aspects in  
 programs. Computer system and hardware and cybersecurity also the curriculum varied for each program, as did the way in which  
 formed a core topic across course/ programs. Soft-transferable skills the content was scaffolded. Overall, the below curriculum topics  
 also occur across programs, often combined into subjects with dis- were suggested:  

 cipline material. The topics identified in the scoping review did   

 not appear strongly in the curriculum review, with a lower num- 
 ber of courses showing inclusion of these topics. In particular, the (1) The nature of SE: Asks for a focus on the human issues in 

 

 
 topic of people and culture as identified in the scoping review was several software development scenarios, and awareness of  
 noted as included in only one course/ program in Australia. HCI SE in general to abstract human aspects. This also includes  

 and UI factors was also not strongly embedded in course/ program different perspectives on software development process,  
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cover important human aspects for software development 
teams and other stakeholders [16]. 

(5) Working in software teams: Requires an understanding of 
different software engineering roles and different types 
of team structures and application areas of principles and 
practices, e.g., projects-based units [7]. 

(6) SE code of ethics: Considers risk management and ethical 
concerns in software engineering based on the Code of 
Ethics of SE [18]. Students need to be reflective of ethical 
concerns via storytelling activities and considering ethics 
at different levels of abstraction [38]. 

(7) Software and SE’s human aspects/ Software as a product: 
Describes human aspects of SE from a customer’s perspec- 
tive, different aspects of user characteristics and also the 
software as a ‘qualified product [21]. Customer’s require- 
ments are presented and thus likely to cover personal de- 
mographics and group characteristics of SE [2] 

(8)  Program comprehension: Topics related to programming 
styles, code review, and the program comprehension levels. 
The students are asked to develop the same program at dif- 
ferent levels of comprehension and abstraction and reflect 
on the differences [23]. 

(9) SE learning processes: A focus on the importance of ‘reflec- 
tive process’ and ‘systems thinking’ approach in SE. The 
students discuss and present different scenarios on the top- 
ics. Students should also exhibit problem-solving practices, 
e.g., understanding all the phases of the software develop- 
ment lifecycle and the skills required in each phase [7]. 

(10) Software development principles: A specific focus on the 
abstraction and successive refinements in software devel- 
opment process. The students work on different examples 
presented to them by the teaching staff at different levels 
of abstraction. Students should also focus on tools, i.e., the 
state-of-the-art products for the application of principles 
and practices, e.g., practical skills in database management 
and programming environment tools [7]. 

(11) Case study analysis: A focus on improving “awareness, 
sensitivity and analysis” skills, and the students present the 
case studies from different sources [25]. 

 
4 DISCUSSION 
Through a scoping review of 36 papers, this study has addressed 
the research questions: What are the central human-centric topics 
that should be taught to undergraduate students when studying 
software engineering? This study also asked, what curriculum ap- 
proaches are suitable to teach undergraduate human-centric soft- 
ware engineering? Table 2 summarises the five topics that should 
be embedded into a software engineering course to ensure human 
aspects are covered in the curriculum, with associated teaching 
methods. Note that Table 2 does not represent any order or topic 
preference, rather shows the top themes from analysis. Ethics ap- 
pear as a topic required in SE, as ethical issues are closely aligned to 
the human aspects in SE. Ethical issues can be strategically woven 
over a course, using a variety of teaching methods to integrate 
content with project-based activities. Overall, knowledge of ethics 
can be integrated with the other topics identified, as understanding 

 
human behaviour, eliciting requirements from different perspec- 
tives and the design of usable software systems must be considered 
within an ethically appropriate framework. 

In relation to curriculum approach, numerous papers focused 
on broader curriculum approaches in SE, with varying degrees of 
human aspects as a part of the curriculum. Vliet [46] presents his 
reflections on SE curriculum in the Netherlands and the important 
facets missing from the SE programs in general. Vliet argues that 
the SE units need to be industry-oriented and the student should 
be made to learn requirements engineering (RE) techniques, as 
most students do not value RE and are usually poor at eliciting user 
requirements and unambiguously specifying them. Service-learning 
projects can be a viable option for teaching HCSE to students, as 
this would help students learn the underlying concepts of HCSE in 
an active learning environment [10, 11, 13, 15, 33, 34, 41]. 

4.1 Recommendations for the Software 
Engineering Curriculum 

To embed a human-centered approach in teaching and learning 
of software engineering a greater focus on sign-posting of require- 
ments engineering and inclusion of human factors is needed in 
course learning outcomes and curriculum structures. The topic of 
people and culture needs to be included throughout the curricu- 
lum, with both individual and group-based learning approaches 
required to ensure students are engaging in software engineer- 
ing from both an introspective and externally validated learning 
perspective. In Australia, a placement or internship is a strong 
teaching and learning approach in software engineering courses, 
critically linking students with the software engineering profession. 
Yet more broadly embedding human factors and soft skills should 
occur across the curriculum. 

4.2 Threats to Validity 
The scoping review and curriculum review process may be subject 
to issues of content and criterion validity. While both processes 
attempted to collect available information, the search criteria and 
available information collected may not represent a detailed under- 
standing of topics and curriculum approaches. 

5 CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE RESEARCH 
Grundy et al’s definition of human-centric software engineering [21] 
focuses on personal demographic characteristics, skill or expertise- 
based characteristics and group characteristics as important human 
aspects to consider. The scoping review has highlighted similarly in 
topics and approaches to Grundy’s approach [21], however focuses 
more on making some topics explicit, such as ethics, requirement 
engineering, user centred methods for human computer interaction, 
and requirements engineering. To integrate the topics identified in 
this scoping review, along with Grundy’s characteristics, a variety of 
teaching methods along with a structured curriculum with opportu- 
nities for service learning is required. In the Australian curriculum, 
greater engagement with human centred topics, as identified in 
the scoping review, should be incorporated into course learning 
outcomes and subject scaffolding to ensure human-centered soft- 
ware engineering topics are central to course outcomes. The paper 
currently focuses on the Australian context. In future work, we plan 
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to expand this to a global scale, comparing how different countries 
incorporate HCSE in their curricula. In addition, we will investi- 
gate the development of an assessment framework to evaluate the 
effectiveness of HCSE education in the next body of work. 

6 DATA AVAILABILITY 
The supplementary materials accompanying this paper contain 1) 
the summary of results from the scoping review and 2) the data 
gathered from Australian educational institutions for the purpose 
of Curriculum Review. This dataset includes 1) information drawn 
from each of the 36 papers included in the review, and 2) information 
on the specific courses and their respective universities considered, 
as well as a summary of the results from the coding process. 
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