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As immersive technologies enable unique, multimodal interaction methods, developers must also use tailored methods to support user
accessibility, distinct from traditional software practices. Therefore, we interviewed 25 industry extended reality (XR) developers,
including freelancers, startups, midsize, and big tech companies about their motivations, techniques, barriers, and attitudes towards
incorporating accessibility features in their XR apps. Our study revealed a variety of challenges, including conflicting priorities between
application and platform developers regarding accessibility infrastructure; startups’ rapid development culture prohibiting accessible
development; and the lack of accessible interaction design considerations at the ideation, design, and early prototyping stages. As
a comprehensive set of XR accessibility guidelines has yet to be established, we also compiled and evaluated a set of accessibility
guidelines for 3D virtual worlds and addressed their limitations when applied to XR. Finally, we inform the creation of effective

support methods for industry developers.
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1 Introduction

As advances in extended reality (XR) blur the boundaries between physical and virtual worlds, these technologies are
reshaping human interaction, communication, and collaboration. XR—an umbrella term encompassing augmented

reality (AR), virtual reality (VR), and mixed reality (MR)—utilizes egocentric visual, audio, and haptic feedback to
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create increasingly immersive experiences. XR technologies are maturing and growing in popularity in recent years,
revolutionizing sectors like education [111, 164], healthcare [77, 191], and architecture [79, 151]. The XR industry
reached an estimated $142.39 Billion USD in 2023 and is projected to grow at a compound annual rate of 32.9% from
2024 to 2030 [174], with more conservative estimates still predicting an over $500B valuation by 2031 [14, 140, 174].
Moreover, XR availability is no longer heavily constrained by hardware limitations, as high-resolution VR/MR headsets
like Meta Quest 3 and 3S become more affordable [36, 88, 186] and AR apps run on smartphones that consumers already
own (“zero-cost” devices) [26].

Despite XR platforms offering unique, embodied experiences, XR adoption growth hinges on technology availability
and inclusion [173]. However, current XR applications pose unique accessibility (commonly abbreviated as ally [30])
barriers for people with disabilities, a large population of more than 1.3 billion people worldwide [167]. For example,
XR devices do not support system-level ally, such as 3D screen readers for people with visual impairments or bespoke
input devices for people with motor impairments. As a result, users with visual impairments may lose out on essential
information conveyed exclusively through visual cues [196], and users with motor impairments may lack the ability
to use necessary inputs [142]. To promote XR ally, researchers have designed software- [108, 112, 198, 207, 213] and
hardware-based [35, 180, 210] assistive technologies for XR. While effective, most of these technologies remain research
prototypes and have yet to be widely adopted by industry.

XR designers and developers play a vital role incorporating ally to XR applications—specifically, they must be able
and motivated to implement ally in their projects. Traditional software development (e.g., web, mobile, and game
development) cites a lack of knowledge, guidance, and organizational structure to properly implement accessibility for
PWD [18, 23, 138], which has critically hindered accessibility integration in consumer products. For web development
specifically, researchers have established comprehensive guidelines [56, 193] and automatic accessibility assessments [34,
168] to assist developers with implementing ally into their apps; however, no such work exists for XR developers. XR
development is currently fragmented, with no standard device infrastructure for developers to easily implement ally
features into their apps [109]. Further, standardized al1ly support methods for developers and users do not yet exist
for XR, such as widespread 3D screen reader support, standard ally procedures, nor post-hoc automation tools. With
XR platforms continually improving, we must understand developers’ current perspectives on ally, motivating and
supporting them to effectively integrate accessible development practices into their workflow.

In this work, we seek to identify XR developers’ current practices, challenges, attitudes, and needs unique to

implementing ally features in their XR apps. To do so, we seek to answer the following questions:

RQ1. What challenges do XR developers face against developing XR ally features?

RQ2. What current XR development practices do developers follow, and how would their practice affect the implemen-
tation of XR ally features?

RQ3. How applicable are existing state-of-the-art guidelines for 3D virtual worlds to XR, and what support methods

would best enable XR developers to implement XR ally features?

To answer these questions, we conducted semi-structured interviews with 25 professional XR developers to observe
their programming practices via example project, uncover their perceptions of state-of-the-art guidelines informed
by a number of accessibility organizations in games and 3D virtual worlds [2, 56, 104, 137, 165, 194], and understand
how ally experts could best support them in creating accessible apps. Our participants represented wide coverage
in XR development, ranging from freelancers and startup employees to big tech companies and XR engine platforms,
providing a comprehensive view of XR developers’ experiences and needs. Our research revealed unique challenges
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towards incorporating XR ally, uncovering workplace attitudes towards ally that limit developers’ agency in devel-
oping accessible features. Our guideline evaluation found recommendations like colorblindness support to be widely
understood and implementable, but others (e.g., “Include an option to adjust the game speed” [67]) largely inhibit
immersion in simulation apps and compromise competitive integrity in multiplayer titles. These findings highlight
unique tensions between developer attitudes and needs of the community, and emphasize the importance of educating
developers on the social model of disability [179, 189]. Finally, we derive implications for actionable ally support
methods, including recommendations for effective services and tools, to best support XR developers in making their

apps more accessible.

2 Related Work

Accessibility in traditional software development has been extensively studied, with XR recently emerging as a new
medium through which to interact with immersive experiences. Here we define disability, examine existing ally
techniques for XR, ally guidelines for platforms within and beyond XR contexts, and additional related work supporting

ally integration in XR projects.

2.1 Impairments Don’t Disable People—Emerging Technologies Do

Disability is medically defined as a physical or biological condition impairing people’s ability to perform “normal”
tasks [120]. This definition frames disability as a personal trait, marginalizing people with disabilities and perpetuating
stigma against them [201]. Recent HCI research has redefined disability as a social construct, emphasizing social
exclusion caused by the mismatch between a user’s ability and their contexts (e.g., social infrastructure and technology
design)—whether or not that person has a medical impairment [179]. Our research applies this social model of disability
to highlight socio-technical needs to make XR more accessible for PWD.

Prior work notes that developers often appeal to the “majority” of users; over time we have seen PWD’s experiences
downplayed in favor of the “normal” individual, causing systems to fail when people’s situations lay outside the
“norm” (e.g., transgender people [37], autistic people [181, 120], people with ADHD [183]). Recently highlighted in
Spiel et al’s CHI 2020 workshop [182], this phenomenon impacts people’s experiences in the workplace [40, 170],
education [120], and social wellbeing [37]. For example, mainstream technology design for apps like Microsoft Excel
have been marginalizing users with disabilities (e.g., blind users) and those simply unfamiliar with the technology [54].
Power dynamics in workplaces can further stigmatize disability, with workers feeling unable to advocate for ally-
related accommodations due to job insecurity and set workplace practices, which leads many to struggle silently with
inaccessible collaborative tools rather than seeking support [40]. As XR technologies continue to rise in use, particularly
as a medium for remote work and socialization, it is critical to address ally early on and include PWD in discussion [208]

to promote equitable access for everyone.

2.2 Technology to Enhance XR A11y

PWD face different challenges in XR, including navigating VR environments for wheelchair users [86], identifying and
evaluating apps for ally features [121], and audio processing when combining real-world and virtual audio sources [33].
Existing literature to make XR apps accessible to PWD has largely targeted methods to aid people with visual and
motor impairments: For people with visual impairments, prior work has used 3D audio to explore 2D objects [98]
and interfaces [42], convey 3D virtual environments [118, 146, 147, 19], support avatar awareness [108], and simulate

real-world scenarios [195]. Notably, Ji et al. [108] designed an audio-based interaction technique that notified users
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of surrounding avatars based on physical distances. Waters and Abulala [196] simulated echolocation to explore VR
environments. Nair et al. [146] reimagined looking around 3D worlds; instead of rotating the camera, tilting a right
controller’s joystick announced objects in that direction through spatial audio descriptions. Nair et al. further iterated
on this prototype, comparing the directional joystick with other directional audio methods, including a smartphone
companion app, echolocating from the player, and a simple navigation menu [147]. Herskovitz et al. [97] designed
prototypes to make representative mobile AR tasks more accessible to visually impaired users. In addition to audio
feedback, researchers also utilized haptics to enable people with visual impairments to communicate more effectively in
VR [110] and explore and navigate virtual spaces, or interact with the objects within [107, 177, 178, 187, 188, 198].For
example, Jung et al. [110] combined a series of haptic and audio cues to notify blind and low vision people of nonverbal
social cues like eye contact, head nodding, and head shaking. Zhao et al. [210] created a wearable VR controller based on
a brake mechanism to simulate the white cane interaction for users with visual impairments in VR. Siu et al. [180] further
improved the controller and provided audio feedback to emulate echolocation, creating one physical manifestation of
Waters and Abulala’s work [196].

For users with motor impairments, researchers have explored how motor impairments impact a user’s interaction
within virtual spaces [86, 93, 175, 206]. For example, Mott et al. [142] conducted a survey of 16 people with mobility
limitations to understand what barriers they faced in VR, and how VR systems might be improved for those users. They
identified issues with both VR interactions and the hardware needed for VR. Technologies have also been created to
support people with motor disabilities using XR [35, 94, 117]. For example, Choi et al. [35] designed a haptic controller
that detected input and generated feedback using motion from only one finger. Harada et al. [94] used voice input
to draw hands-free within a virtual environment and created insights for mapping voice input to other continuous
motions.

Despite a myriad of assistive technologies developed to facilitate XR ally, most of these works remain prototypes in
the research field without integration into mainstream XR applications or platforms. Although some 2D games like
Vampire Survivor [39] and Loop Hero [80] have accessibility features, to our knowledge only a small number of 3D
games, much less XR titles, have incorporated accessibility features outside of basic text size or colorblind settings
(e.g. The Last of Us Part II [53], God of War: Ragnarck [139], Mortal Kombat 11 [197], Age of Empires IV [202]).
Some commercial titles have accommodated users with disabilities, either as games specifically made for people with
disabilities [82, 169, 172] or games for the general public with a notable amount of accessibility features . However, XR
applications do not commonly incorporate many accessibility features. Therefore, one primary goal of our study is to
understand if, how, and why developers in the XR industry incorporate accessibility into their applications, as well as

how accessibility techniques might best be translated from research into XR developer workflows.

2.3 Immaturity of XR A11y Guidelines versus 2D and 3D

Accessibility guidelines are important resources that direct developers how to integrate accessibility in their workflows.
Standard accessibility guidelines have been constructed for various conventional software platforms, such as web [28,
115, 143, 193] and mobile devices [192]. For example, the Web Content Accessibility Guidelines (WCAG) [193] have
been maintained by the World Wide Web Consortium (W3C), providing developers and designers with guidelines to
make their sites accessible to people with diverse disabilities, such as motor, visual, cognitive, and hearing impairments.
Moreover, W3C also created a set of guidelines for mobile accessibility [192], addressing mobile-specific concerns such
as form factor and potential use in different settings, such as public spaces or in bright sunlight. These guidelines have

been used in various studies evaluating mobile platforms [20, 51, 199].
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2.3.1 Guidelines for 3D Virtual Worlds. Although both display on 2D screens, guidelines for 2D web applications aren’t
fully applicable to 3D applications. Dedicated ally guidelines for 3D apps have been previously constructed [2, 56,
137], with the Game Accessibility Guidelines (GAG) [56] widely referenced as a comprehensive collection of guidelines
separated into categories based on the type of disability. Research efforts have also refined the guidelines [122, 144, 171,
200] for more specific use cases. For example, Mason et al. [122] studied challenges faced in movement-based games by
wheelchair players, presenting interviewees with eight different game concepts and condensing guidelines,focusing on

designing from the player’s perspective and avoiding physical barriers.

2.3.2  XR-specific Guideline Creation. In comparison, XR development is a newer and more fragmented field with
no widely-agreed standard. Desktop 3D applications share some similarities with XR applications, primarily as they
both—in a computer graphics context—render 3D applications out to a 2D screen (or, for head-mounted displays, two
2D screens). But XR apps aim to embody their user into the experience—not just control a character. While researchers
have come up with general guidelines to support immersive XR experiences, they do not usually consider accessibility
[32, 84]. For example, Catak et al. [32] analyzed five VR games to create guidelines according to [human perception,
consistent and intuitive interaction, and reliable navigation] as core to VR game design and immersion. Fracaro et al.
[84] studied how to design effective and engaging training experiences for chemical operators in VR.

Recently, both researchers [96, 123, 141, 166] and organizations [17, 89, 116, 165] have started deriving XR guidelines
that target XR experiences. For example, Heilemann et al. [96] surveyed existing accessibility guidelines for traditional
video games, such as GAG, and compiled a set of guidelines that were translatable to VR games and interactions. The
University of Melbourne [166] also created a page summarizing some disabilities that cause barriers in VR and listed
some relevant papers for each disability. XR organizations have also paid more attention to accessibility guidelines.
Oculus [165] made a set of general accessibility guidelines to advise developers creating accessible applications for their
VR devices. Similarly, Magic Leap [116] has provided guidelines for its AR device, focusing on potential hearing, subtitle,
visual, and mobility barriers for its user-base. Some accessibility interest groups have also created their own sets of
considerations for accessible XR design [17] or applied usability heuristics to XR [89], but are typically more limited
in scope and do not attempt to cover the entirety of an XR experience. Alternatively, Fracaro et al. [84] studied how
to design effective and engaging training experiences for chemical operators in VR, but despite the goals of creating
guidelines to support a general audience, these works did not consider accessibility for users with disabilities.

However, unlike the widely-followed Web Content Accessibility Guidelines (WCAG) [193], current XR
accessibility guidelines are in their infancy, without rigorous validation or broad agreement. Moreover, they
mostly focus on accommodating an end user, and they generally lack technical guidance to developers in
how to implement these guidelines. Therefore, it was important for our study to obtain the perspective of developers
in existing XR accessibility guidelines to understand their interpretation, barriers, and needs if applying the guidelines

in their projects.

2.4 Development Support for A11y Integration

2.4.1 In Traditional Development. Ally integration in industry is not easy. Researchers have explored challenges of
incorporating accessibility into traditional development [18, 23, 22, 138]. For example, Bai et al. [18] found extensive
difficulty when trying to add user testing for PWD into the web development loop. Moreover, Bi et al. [23] interviewed

15 participants and surveyed 365 participants worldwide to understand what elements of accessibility posed barriers to
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developers and their attitudes towards those problems. They found substantial variance in accessibility development
and design quality across developers, creating suggestions for how to equalize these gaps.

To better incorporate accessibility, development tools have been created to assist developers at various phases of
traditional software development, such as drop-in functionalities during development [15, 83] or post-hoc accessibility
support [24, 25, 34, 168]. For example, the UI Accessibility Plugin [83] is a Unity plugin that allows developers to attach
a component to 2D Ul elements to enable screen reader support on smartphones and computers. Automatic accessibility
checking tools also exist, such as Accessibility Checker [34] and Pally [168], which can analyze a website to ensure
compliance with web accessibility guidelines such as ADA and WCAGHowever, there are barely any research or tools

focusing on accessibility integration for XR applications.

2.4.2  XR Development Research Outside A11y. While not accessibility focused, some research explored the challenges
that developers faced in XR development [27, 113, 114, 145, 211]. Ashtari et al. [16] examined the barriers of entry to
becoming an XR developer, with participants of varying experience having significant challenges locating learning
resources and keeping up with evolving platforms and tools. Krauf§ et al. [113] approached the collaborative aspect of
XR development, interviewing developers about their roles and engagement with collaborators during their projects.
They found that XR developers tended to take on multiple roles and face many challenges in collaboration, particularly
when communicating XR prototypes.

To support XR development, a variety of tools have been created, usually aimed at simplifying or automating
common functionalities [152, 190]. For example, Normcore [152] provided automatic multiplayer functionality for VR,
and Unity’s XR Interaction Toolkit [190] provides prefabs that automate XR controller and camera setup, cross platform
compatibility with various devices, and scripts for basic VR interactions such as object selection or haptic feedback.
Nebeling [148] also reviewed recent XR development tools, noting trends in provided functionalities and interfaces
showing increasing approachability for designers and developers familiar with non-XR tools.

However, very limited research has explored the challenges, practices, and tool usage of XR developers in accessibility
integration. The only work, to our knowledge, is Zhao et al.’s SeeingVR [211], which designed and evaluated a developer
toolkit comprising 14 low vision tools to help developers incorporate visual ally features in their VR applications.
However, this work mainly focused on the creation and evaluation of the toolkit itself; more in-depth investigations
are needed to explore XR developers’ experiences, barriers, and needs in accessibility integration. These insights will

inform the design of more suitable support to motivate and facilitate this process.

3 Method
3.1 Participants

We started to recruit participants using a convenience sampling method through general recruitment on AR and
VR forums (e.g., Reddit, Unity). Based on the distribution of our participants, we then conducted expert purposive
sampling [184, 185] with a more targeted recruitment message to developers on LinkedIn, contributors to AR or VR-
related projects on GitHub with publicly-available email addresses, and personal connections. Seventeen participants
were recruited through online methods. Eight participants were personal connections. Participants were eligible if they
were at least 18 years old and had at least 1 year of industry experience in XR development. All participants completed
a pre-survey to verify their experience, and we prioritized participants who had contributed to publicly-released XR
projects. To verify participant qualifications, we evaluated their public LinkedIn accounts (if available) and examined
their response quality in our interviews and analysis following face validity [150].
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Ultimately, we recruited 25 participants (23 identified as male; 2 female) from diverse work environments, from
freelancers working on individual personal projects to large companies working on many projects with diverse teams.

To protect participant privacy, we have categorized their work experiences into either “freelance”, “startup”, “midsize”,
and “big tech”

e We consider “freelance” to be individuals working for a particular client until the scope of that project is fulfilled,
or those self-describing as a “freelancer” or “contractor”.

e We consider “startups” to be independent companies of multiple employees with specified roles, but one developer
often shares multiple responsibilities. Startups produce a specific product (or line of products) but lack established
ally or legal teams.

o We consider “midsize” to be a catch-all term between mature companies, game engines (e.g. Unity, Unreal Engine),
universities, and medical facilities. Midsize companies shared some characteristics between startups and big tech
but had their own restrictions, like a budding ally team, as outlined further in Section 4.

e We consider “big tech® to be established, large technology companies, e.g. “MAMAA” (Meta, Apple, Microsoft,
Amazon, Alphabet), or similarly sized companies. Big tech companies often have mature, dedicated ally and

legal teams.

24 of 25 participants had rich XR development experience ranging from two to nine years (u = 4.92, 0 = 1.94). The
other participant (P17) had little XR development experience, but worked on an ally team at a major XR game engine.
We detail participants’ demographic information, including individuals’ years of experience and preferred platform(s),
in table 1. Though all participants gave valuable insight, we reached saturation for freelance and startup perspectives
after approx. 20 participants. We recruited a few additional participants to round out the data for big tech and midsize

companies.

3.2 Apparatus: Guideline Selection

While there’s still no commonly-agreed, mature XR accessibility standards, we collected existing preliminary guidelines
distilled by researchers and accessibility organizations to understand developers’ interpretations and needs for guidelines
that can best support accessibility integration. To achieve a comprehensive collection, we conducted a systematic online
search using combinations of the keywords “Augmented Reality (or AR),” “Virtual Reality (or VR),” “Mixed Reality
(or MR),” “Extended Reality (or XR),” with “accessibility guidelines,” and took results found on the first five pages of
Google and Google Scholar results. Since XR titles often relate to volumetric multimedia content and share many design
paradigms with 3D games, particularly in the tools used to make them (e.g., Unity), we also included “game” in our
search [92]. From this search, we focused on resources that provided accessibility guidelines or design requirements
relevant to XR or 3D games.

Our search yielded 12 guideline resources [2, 51, 56, 83, 96, 104, 116, 137, 165, 166, 192, 194]. To narrow down the
scope and identify a small set of guideline examples for participants to examine in our study, we focused on relatively
mature, comprehensive guideline resources. We thus manually examined all resources and removed the guidelines that
only focused on a narrow range of disabilities (e.g., [83, 116]), did not pose specific accessibility issues and guidelines
to address them (e.g., [166]), could not be easily applied to 3D games or XR content (e.g., [51]), or were a subset of
other guidelines (e.g., [96, 192]). As a result, we narrowed down to six resources, including the Game Accessibility
Guidelines (GAG) [56], the W3C XR Accessibility User Requirements [194], Designing Accessible VR instructions
from Meta Quest [165], the Accessible Player Experiences guidelines [2], the Xbox Accessibility Guidelines [137], and
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Table 1. Abridged Participant Demographic Information. Participants with multiple “Company Size” listings shared insight from
experiences as employees at multiple company sizes, for example as a former employee at a midsize game engine who now is a
freelancer. Company sizes are ordered with largest company size first getting smaller, i.e. big tech is greater than midsize > startup >
freelance. The “XR Dev Exp & Primary Roles” column notes the duration in years XR developers have experienced and what their
primary roles or responsibilities are. Roles are listed with any management positions first, then any design roles, research roles, then
developer, if applicable. Primary Dev Platform(s) notes the top development platforms or integrated development environment (IDE)
used. If a developer mentioned two platforms as tied, they are both listed. P17’s platform was redacted for privacy as it lists their
direct place of employment and they work on a small team. The final column outlines developers’ prior accessibility experience,
categorized into the type of accessibility impairment their features or solutions addressed (visual, motor, cognitive, or speech &
hearing). We also indicate whether participants have experience creating XR al1ly tools, e.g., P3’s mobile AR screenreader.

PID Gender Company Size XR Dev Exp & Primary Role(s)  Primary Dev Platform(s) Prior A1ly Exp?

P1 Male startup, freelance 5y: designer, writer, developer Unity yes; XR motor, cognitive
P2 Female  startup, freelance 6.5y: developer Unity yes; XR visual, motor

P3 Male big tech 4y: manager, researcher, developer ~ Babylon]S Playground yes; XR visual; XR tools

P4 Male startup, freelance 4y: manager, designer, developer Unity yes; XR visual, motor

P5 Male big tech, freelance 3y: designer, animator, developer Unity yes; XR speech, hearing (s&h)
P6 Male startup, freelance 2.5y: manager, developer Glitch yes; webXR tools

P7 Male midsize 5y: researcher, developer Unity yes; XR visual, cognitive
P8 Male startup, freelance 9y: designer, developer Custom Engine ; Unity no

P9 Male midsize 2y: developer Glitch no

P10 Female midsize 3y: developer Unity no

P11 Male startup, freelance 5y: developer Unreal no

P12 Male startup 3.5y: designer Unity yes; XR hearing

P13 Male startup 2y: developer Unity yes; XR motor

P14 Male midsize, freelance 3y: researcher, developer PlayCanvas yes; XR visual

P15 Male big tech 5.5y: designer, developer Unity yes; XR visual; XR tools
P16 Male midsize, startup 4y: designer, researcher, developer ~ Unity yes; XR cognitive; XR tools
P17 Male midsize <1y: developer Redacted XR Engine yes; on ally team at engine
P18 Male startup 6y: executive, designer, researcher ~ Unity no

P19 Male big tech 8y: developer Unity yes; XR visual, motor

P20 Male startup 7y: team lead, developer Unity yes; XR visual

P21 Male big tech, startup 5y: developer Unity yes; XR motor

P22 Male startup, freelance 5y: team lead, developer Unity yes; XR cognitive

P23 Male big tech, startup, freelance  8y: designer, developer Unity yes; XR visual, motor, speech
P24 Male big tech, midsize 7y: developer Unity yes; XR visual

P25 Male big tech 5y: team lead, developer Custom Engine ; Unreal yes; XR cognitive, s&h

the IGDA GASIG Top Ten guidelines [104]. We then synthesized a common subset across most resources using GAG
as an anchor, matching its guidelines with other resources, adding new guidelines and labeling duplicate guidelines.
We organized the guidelines based on different types of disabilities—motor, visual, cognitive, and speech & hearing
disabilities—and selected the most commonly mentioned guidelines for each group. We merged the guidelines for speech
and hearing disabilities as both emerged as highly relevant to communication, and they had smaller number of guidelines
than other disability types. Some resources already merged these guidelines; for example, the GAG cited text chat as
benefiting d/Deaf and non-verbal users together [74]. Our comprehensive search resulted in four disability groups with
each group consisting of five most reoccurring guidelines across all resources. A full overview of these guidelines can
be found in Table 2, and we have linked the original wording for each guideline in the references in each row. We
acknowledge that the guidelines selected still do not fully translate to all XR applications due to the immaturity of
XR platforms and how these ally guidelines were written. However, we tried to narrow down to the most relevant
guidelines and use them as probes to inspire future XR ally guidelines.
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Table 2. Selected XR Accessibility Guidelines, grouped by disability type (Visual, Motor, Cognitive, and Speech & Hearing). Disability
types are listed in (and guidelines are numbered in) the same order as presented to participants. Guidelines are abbreviated as Visual—
Vis, Motor—Mot, Cognitive—Cog, and Speech & Hearing—SH. Original wording for each guideline’s source are bracketed (“[]”),
included next to each guideline as relevant and hyperlink directly to the specific guideline referenced. As used as an anchor, references
to the GAG—Game Accessibility Guidelines [56] are listed first, then all subsequent resources are listed in alphabetical order: APX—the
Accessible Player Experiences guidelines [2]; IGDA—the IGDA GASIG Top Ten guidelines [104]; Quest—Meta Quest’s Designing
Accessible VR [165]; W3CXR—the W3C XR Accessibility User Requirements [194]; Xbox—the Xbox Accessibility Guidelines [137].
Some guidelines cite the same source in cases where the source either lists a large number of guidelines and does not have section
headers (e.g., [104, 105]) or includes multiple related guidelines (e.g., [7, 130]). These guidelines are still divided by their GAG [56]
anchor and citations are listed multiple times below.

Disabilities

Guidelines

Visual
Impairments

« Vis-1. Ensure no essential information is conveyed by a color alone. (GAG [65], APX [5], IGDA [103],
Quest [99], Xbox [126])

« Vis-2. Allow interfaces to be resized. (GAG [58], APX [10], IGDA [103], W3CXR [162], Xbox [132])

« Vis-3. Use an easily readable default font. (GAG [75], APX [4], Quest [47], Xbox [125])

« Vis-4. Provide an audio description track. (GAG [68], APX [12], W3CXR [163], Xbox [131])

« Vis-5. Provide pre-recorded voiceovers for all text, including menus and installers. (GAG [71], IGDA [103],
Quest [45], W3CXR [155], Xbox [129])

Motor
Impairments

« Mot-1. Allow controls to be remapped/reconfigured. (GAG [57], APX [11], IGDA [105], Quest [48],
W3CXR [154], Xbox [130])

« Mot-2. Support more than one input device. (GAG [73], APX [7], IGDA [105], W3CXR [154], Xbox [130])
« Mot-3. Do not rely on motion tracking of specific body types. (GAG [62], APX [7], Quest [48], W3CXR [160],
Xbox [130])

« Mot-4. Ensure controls are as simple as possible, or provide a simpler alternative. (GAG [63], APX [6],
IGDA [102], Quest [50], W3CXR [162], Xbox [130])

« Mot-5. Do not make precise timing essential to gameplay-offer alternatives, actions that can be carried
out while paused, or a skip mechanism. (GAG [61], APX [9], IGDA [102], W3CXR [156], Xbox [130, 133])

Cognitive
Impairments

« Cog-1. Avoid flickering images and repetitive patterns. (GAG [60], APX [3], Quest [49], W3CXR [157],
Xbox [135])

« Cog-2. Ensure no essential information is conveyed by text alone, reinforce with visual and/or speech.
(GAG [64], APX [12], IGDA [101], Quest [47], W3CXR [161], Xbox [126])

« Cog-3. Use symbol-based chat (smileys, etc.). (GAG [76], APX [8], IGDA [101], W3CXR [161], Xbox [136])
« Cog-4. Include an option to adjust the game speed. (GAG [67], APX [13], IGDA [105], W3CXR [156],
Xbox [133])

« Cog-5. Provide an option to turn off/hide all non-interactive elements. (GAG [69], APX [5], IGDA [105],
W3CXR [161], Xbox [134])

Speech &
Hearing
Impairments

« SH-1. Provide captions or visuals for significant background sounds. (GAG [70], APX [12], IGDA [100],
Quest [47], W3CXR [158], Xbox [127])

« SH-2. Support text chat as well as voice for online multiplayer. (GAG [74], APX [8], IGDA [100],
W3CXR [154], Xbox [136])

« SH-3. Ensure no essential information is conveyed by sounds alone. (GAG [66], APX [12], IGDA [100],
Quest [45], W3CXR [153], Xbox [126])

« SH-4. Provide separate volume controls or mutes for effects, speech, and background/music. (GAG [72],
APX [3], IGDA [100], Quest [46], W3CXR [161], Xbox [128])

« SH-5. Allow subtitle/caption presentation to be customized. (GAG [59], APX [4], IGDA [100], Quest [47],
W3CXR [159])

3.3 Procedure

We conducted a semi-structured, remote interview via Zoom video with each participant. Studies were conducted in

English between October 2022 and July 2023. Each study lasted approximately two hours, split over one or two sessions,
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and we compensated participants at $50/hr. We separated each interview into four distinct sections: (1) Demographic
and Past Development Experience in XR and A11y; (2) Specific Examples of Past XR and/or A11y Projects; (3) Evaluating
one set of XR A1ly Guidelines: Visual, Motor, Cognitive, or Speech & Hearing; and (4) Perspectives and Challenges of

XR Ally Implementation, including opinions on 3rd party mod support. We detail each section as follows:

3.3.1 Demographic & Past XR/A11y Development Experience. We first asked participants’ demographic and background
information, including gender identification, education formally (e.g., university) and informally (e.g., self-taught),
work organization, job position, and how long they have worked as XR developers. We then asked about their XR

development experienceand to describe the typical design and development cycle of an XR project in their organization.

3.3.2  Specific XR/A11y Projects. To understand XR developers’ ally experience and attitudes toward ally integration
in XR projects, we asked participants about their general ally knowledge and experiences across target platforms
(including but not limited to XR platforms, e.g. applications for web, mobile, or desktop). We then asked whether they
had XR-specific accessibility experience; and if so, to detail the features developed and the development cycle, including
motivations, design, tools used, and testing. If not, we asked what prevented them from considering or incorporating
ally features in their XR apps. If a participant had experience developing both XR and non-XR accessibility features, we
asked them to discuss the differences between implementing accessibility features for XR versus non-XR applications.

We then asked participants to screen-share one XR project, garnering insight towards ally support methods that
leverage or best fit their existing practices. While participants screen-shared or discussed their practices, we evaluated
topics like how they set up their development environment, how they organize their scene hierarchy, and what naming
practices they follow when creating virtual elements. We also asked participants’ affinity towards 3rd party packages,

including what packages they had installed (if any).

3.3.3 Guideline Evaluation. After discussing their project, we presented a selection of existing XR accessibility guidelines
and asked participants to discuss their interpretations, potential implementation plans, and concerns. We asked each
participant to discuss one group of guidelines that focused on one specific type of disability. We first asked participants
to choose two disability types that they were most interested in, then selected one disability from the participant’s
selections as the final group for discussion. Participants largely chose particular disability groups due to: Past experience
developing solutions for that group (e.g., aligning with P7’s target audience); they had a friend or personal identity with
that group (e.g., P6 having a colorblind friend); or they were interested in building future solutions for that disability
group (e.g., P2 and audio-only XR experiences). This strategy ensured that (1) participants had the chance to evaluate
the guidelines that they prefer, and (2) all types of disabilities were approximately equally discussed. We discussed
guidelines individually with our participants (i.e., speech & hearing guidelines were not discussed simultaneously). Our
total count for each group was seven visual impairments, four motor impairments, seven cognitive impairments, and
seven speech & hearing impairments. We discussed motor impairments with two additional participants but removed

them for low data quality. We still believe we reached saturation with this count.

3.3.4  Perspectives and Challenges. After evaluating the guidelines, we closed the interview by asking participants their
overall perspectives on integrating XR accessibility features into their projects. We asked roughly how much time and
effort participants felt was viable to dedicate to accessibility for their industry projects, what were the greatest barriers
to accessibility implementation, and what assistance method (e.g., guidelines, development tools, plugins) would best
support them, including at what development phase such assistance could be best applied. We also asked developers’

thoughts on supporting 3rd party modification of their XR applications with accessibility tools. We closed the interview
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asking how much effort developers would want to put towards supporting ally features, and how much they expect

3rd party support methods to contribute.

3.4 Analysis

Interviews were recorded with Zoom and transcribed by a professional online service approved by our University’s
Institutional Review Board (IRB). Researchers reviewed each transcript to correct errors. We analyzed transcripts using
two rounds of thematic analysis [29], starting with two researchers open coding the same set of three participants
independently. They generated an initial list of 1,202 codes, narrowing down to an initial codebook of 829 codes in 172
categories and 21 themes upon their agreement. One researcher then manually coded the remaining 22 transcripts
according to the codebook. After coding, the researcher used Claude 3.5 Sonnet to condense codes into a single document.
We ensured participant confidentiality by only sharing researcher-generated codes with the large-language model. No
direct transcripts or quotes were uploaded. This method was approved by our University’s IRB. We included our prompt in
Appendix B. The resulting csv file generated a list of 3,977 unique codes, which we separated into 1,293 “guidelines”
codes (specific to guideline evaluation) and 2,684 “main” codes (for the remaining transcript content). Researchers
then met to derive themes and sub-themes from the codes using axial coding. Many themes appeared, particularly
those related to common challenges in traditional software engineering roles. To stay within reasonable length, we
prioritized themes relevant to the intersection of both XR development and ally. We also prioritized findings that
seemed particularly novel compared to prior work. After identifying an initial set of themes, researchers cross-referenced
the original data, the codebook, and the themes to make final adjustments and ensure consistency. Our codebook with

themes, sub-themes, and some representative codes can be found in Table 3 in Appendix A.

3.5 Positionality Statement

We recognize that our personal identities and cultural backgrounds inevitably intersect with our roles as researchers
and may influence our interpretation of our data. It is crucial to acknowledge these intersections to ensure transparency
and a comprehensive understanding of the study’s context and potential biases. Our research team is comprised of
researchers with diverse backgrounds in both industry and academia. All researchers have rich experience working with
people with disabilities and have different specialties, including accessibility, XR, and general software engineering. The
first author also has a chronic, “invisible” disability that does not necessarily impact their use of consumer XR hardware,
but their experience with disability brings a unique lens to communicating technology accessibility. Ultimately we
believe everyone should be viewed as an expert of their own lived experience [44], and accessible XR solutions should

be available to accommodate users of all needs.

4 Findings

We present our key findings, outlining the unique XR features that make ally challenging, the developers’ practices in
XR development, their attitudes towards XR ally, interpretation on existing ally guidelines for games and 3D virtual

worlds, and their preferred tools to assist their XR ally implementation.

4.1 Why is it Difficult to Integrate A11y in XR?

Our study reveals unique characteristics of XR applications that bring additional a11y development challenges compared
to conventional 2D interfaces.
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4.1.1  Sacrificing A11y for Immersion. Nearly half of our participants (12 out of 25) found accessibility features difficult
to incorporate without losing a core component of their app’s immersion. We found developers prioritize their game’s
feel rather than their users’ ally needs. For example, flickering effects in XR may affect people with cognitive disabilities
(e.g., triggering a seizure for epilepsy)—therefore, developers should limit flickering images in their apps. However,
some XR developers (e.g., P4, P20) hesitate to remove such visual effects despite the potential risks; developers feel such
effects are a core component of the associated “stress” (P20) necessary to convey the app’s theme, even if they detract
from ally: “For some app designs, just trying to incorporate certain accessibility guidelines is going to be a cursed problem
that you cannot solve. And just to be aware of those problems at a design stage and conscientiously make that trade off,

like—we care enough about developing this app that we are willing to exclude this chunk of potential players” (P4).

4.1.2  Ally Issues and Needs in XR Interactions. XR applications use unique interactions that enable powerful experiences,
but we found that many developers often fight aspects of XR that enable these interactions. In this section, we outline a
variety of ally challenges around different XR interactions.

Text Resolution Harms Legibility. Reading text on XR platforms poses a variety of challenges, largely due to screen
size and resolution. As a result, many developers (7 participants) try to limit the use of text as much as possible, instead
prioritizing graphics and large virtual objects to convey information. However, making graphics accessible brings more
complex technical solutions, such as alt text or ARIA labels, alongside a platform-supported 3D screen reader to read
the descriptions—neither of which have standards in XR (5 participants). Five participants cited screen legibility issues
as why not to include text. Even for users without visual impairments, display resolution and small screen sizes impact
many XR applications, making text-based communication difficult to interpret: “One day I can get the headset to sit on
my head just right and all the text is clear and I can read things and its great. But then the next day for whatever reason,
it’s just is not sitting just right and everything’s blurry. ... I have 20-20 vision. So if that’s a problem for me, it’s a problem
for everyone else” (P4).

Some big tech developers (e.g., P23, P25) believe XR screens are in an “unacceptable” (P23) middle ground, where text
illegibility greatly detracts from immersion (P25)—users are aware what they are looking at is text, but they spend a
long time trying to read it. P23 highlighted this issue: “When things are in the middle, people spend more time, they spend
more strain, they’re more distracted as a more taxing task.” This XR text illegibility issue also poses barriers to some
potential ally features. For example, P25 developed a head-worn AR transcription and translation feature, but users
had to perpetually concentrate on the device’s small screen instead of their outside environment, missing details when
another person is speaking. This missing context is particularly problematic if the AR user needs both transcription
and lip-reading to understand others. “It’s really hard for them to [focus] on other people, right, other activities, because
you can only focus on one thing and do it right. ... And it’s also very tiring, because you needed to fully focus on it for quite
a long time” (P25).

Leveraging Directional Audio for A11y. Developers believe that spatial audio afforded by XR headsets is a key to
making apps more immersive (e.g., P18, P19). Therefore, 2D ally hearing solutions such as closed caption and subtitle
systems must be thoughtfully reconsidered for XR. For instance, P19 offered a spatial-based caption solution where
developers add captions to their audio sources, displaying a caption (e.g., “people chatting”) within that range. However,
participants disparaged attaching anything to users’ heads as obtrusive and hard to focus on (e.g., P6, P10): “[It’s like]
putting a sticky note on somebody’s face” (P10).

Kinesthetic Interactions in XR. Many interactions in XR require physical movements that pose ally issues. Since
many VR apps would span multiple rooms in real-life, apps enable users to teleport across environments without
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moving their legs. Although we found that this solution accommodates users with motor impairments who are unable
to walk (P13), it can often be disorienting, particularly for users with visual impairments who need to be realigned to
where they’re facing after a teleportation action (P1, P16). Furthermore, many XR apps require precise hand movements,
which are often not accommodated by XR platforms—particularly for users unable to operate the standard controllers
(P13, P14). XR apps that require advanced, two-handed interactions could be challenging to users with motor disabilities
(5 participants) even if they are able to perform the app’s base interactions. As P11 indicated, ‘I can definitely imagine if
someone is in a wheelchair or maybe only has one arm...like in Tilt Brush, one arm was the UL and one arm was the actual
painting brush...in terms of accessing certain features that make it more fun, you probably need both hands, but you can

definitely still, like get some of the basics, like by using just one hand.”

4.1.3  Representing Disabilities in XR. Developers expressed concerns that many systems can be used by PWD but lack
support for suitable user representation. Prior work has explored disability representation in avatars to help destigmatize
PWD using XR platforms [90, 119, 209], and these works should extend into self-viewable, OS-level interfaces. For
example, VR headsets (e.g., Meta Quest 3) overlay holographic hands tracking the user’s real-world hand position,
allowing users to see their hands in front of virtual objects. However, these hands show a “typical” representation of a
hand, and headsets have difficulty tracking users’ missing limbs or fingers (e.g., P14, P19). As P14 explained, ‘[VR] has
this normative view of what would be a hand, how do you interact with your hand, whereas not necessarily all people have
the same level of ability in the hands or other body parts...The design of headsets and controllers—they’re specifically made

with some kind of user in their mind”.

4.1.4  Performance Limitations of Standalone HMDs Limit Accessibility. Eleven participants expressed concerns about
the performance requirements of their XR applications, particularly as many users move from desktop-based VR
systems to standalone, mobile devices with lower computational power. Five participants noted that adding logic for
PWD-exclusive ally features would affect performance overhead (e.g., P19, P21, P24), especially for the XR apps that
need high-quality visual effects (P11). Developers also expressed concerns that performance issues may introduce

additional ally problems, like flickering images, if the headset cannot keep up with the application (P21).

4.1.5 Onboarding First-Time Users. XR platforms often require learning curves, as many XR interaction techniques
are unique from any of users’ prior device experience. Five developers considered first-time VR users as people with
accessibility needs, particularly given that unfamiliarity may cause users to not recognize objects as interactive or become
confused when trying to interact with static objects (e.g., P12). Although video tutorials may help developers learn XR
tools, users need a hands-on tutorial to teach them each interaction and correlate them to a specific action (P18)—which

may not be feasible after app distribution.

4.2 How do Current XR Development Practices Affect A11y Integration?

Next, we present participants’ current development practices, including general practices for XR development in their

preferred platforms and what barriers they face, to better inform how XR ally support methods should be produced.

4.2.1 Developers Lack Formal XR Training. XR developers commonly learn XR development practices outside of
conventional settings. We found most of our participants (17 out of 25) had little to no formal XR training, instead
learning through online resources (14 participants), on the job (8), or from personal projects (3). Participants lamented
their self-taught experience left gaps in their knowledge, which proves challenging when finding best practices to

implement a feature. Formal training for XR A11ly is even more rare; no participants even indicated formal non-XR ally
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training, and six participants mentioned lacking knowledge on guidelines, existing tools, best practices, and appropriate

terminology to use when discussing ally.

4.2.2  Practitioners’ Diverse Responsibilities. Although all 25 participants considered themselves ‘developers, we found
that their work included many responsibilities (as opposed to traditional software development where developers
commonly have one clear responsibility). Participants covered everything from programming (e.g., software developer),
to management (e.g., CEO), design (e.g., asset designer), research, and animation. Quantity of job responsibilities varied
slightly by company size, with freelance and startup employees spread out over many roles, while midsize and big tech
employees typically had one programming-related role and up to two secondary roles (e.g., software engineer, interaction
designer, and team manager). These multifaceted team responsibilities lead to unclear responsibility assignment for
ally tasks, restricting developers’ ability and willingness to effectively learn and implement accessible XR solutions.

We have included developers’ primary roles alongside their years of experience in Table 1.

4.2.3 Dynamic Code Generation. To enable easy version control and code merging, instead of using Unity prefabs
(drag-and-droppable object templates) or Unreal Blueprints, we found that multiple big tech developers prefer to
dynamically generate their scenes and virtual objects at runtime through code (e.g., P3, P15, P25). As P3 explained, “It’s
far easier to deal with merge conflicts when you can see the code that’s building out your scene, right? ... When working
on HoloLens apps in Unity, [if] someone changed the prefab, now my day’s work is hosed. Because the stuff I did in the
GUI with clicking buttons in 12 different places is gone.” However, this process makes adding ally support additionally
challenging, as 3rd party ally supports often interface through the Unity Editor in the form of prefabs [211].

4.24 Reusing Code Between Projects. Developers have a variety of considerations when starting new projects, including
what packages to install, whether they start from a template or an empty scene, and what packages to include. These
findings help inform ally support methods to ensure compatibility and reveal how willing developers are to start
from an “accessible” design template or incorporate ally packages into their workflow. Most participants start new
projects from scratch (7 developers), with P10 arguing against the use of templates to keep her projects lean and reduce
per-project development time by only adding components she needs. Five participants commonly start from template
scenes that include existing prefabs or packages that they customize to fit their needs, with P12’s startup having a
premade, base template scene they base all projects on. Although participants varied in the exact prefabs they used
when starting their projects, most participants started with a player component (e.g., P1, P8, P13) and an XR camera
and tracking prefab (e.g., Unity XR Interaction Toolkit’s XRRig, 7 participants).

However, even developers who start from scratch reuse code between projects (7 developers), particularly existing
components like a customized player class. For freelancers specializing in a particular area, like P1 making custom VR
video applications, they often use the same base scripts with slight customization based on preferred input methods
for their target platform, writing reusable components to save them time in the future (P6). Some big tech companies
maintain an internal knowledge base for employees to reference (P25)—their maturity enables them to move more
quickly on certain 2D ally features like screen reading or alternate language fields by applying reusable templates and

technologies (P23). However, such ally feature templates do not yet exist for XR development (e.g., P6, P15, P22).

4.2.5 Testing with PWD. We report developers’ practices and challenges with ally-related app testing.
Lack of A11y-Focused Feedback for XR. Multiple developers noted user feedback as vital to informing new features
(e.g., P2, P23, P25), but developers as a whole lack dedicated testing with PWD, opting instead for a general sample of

users (6 participants) or no user feedback at all (P19). General samples do produce some testers with disabilities, as P2
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explained: “If [you] have 100 people try something you're usually going to see...some wheelchairs, you’re gonna have small
children. And you’re going to have people with limited usage of both hands, right. So those sort of things sort of naturally
come up,” (P2) but developers do not seek PWD-specific testing groups for their apps.

Lack of Standardized Prototyping Method. Prototyping tools are very common in game design, but we found
2D methods like Figma are significantly less effective for XR apps (e.g., P14, P18), and XR interaction design lacks a
standardized equivalent besides “working it all out inside Unity” (P14). P14 has seen coworkers attempt to use long
strips of paper rolled into cylinders with limited success.

Triage Systems and User Accessibility Fatigue. Companies have ranking systems that determine the urgency
level of each support ticket (e.g., P23, P25), with managers and developers currently ranking ally tickets as low priority.
P23 argues for a dedicated ally support category in apps’ bug report forms, with ally support tickets likely being more
critical than other user feedback. Notably, most users submitting bug reports are not likely to have barriers using the
app as a whole—but people with core ally issues simply stop playing or return the game. P23 argues that for those
users, ally challenges are “as big a blocker ... as an application causing crash,” and are often much easier to fix than
other types of issues: “[To solve this issue] we need to use a different, like, color palette [because] 10% of our users have this
type of color deficiency and they can’t disambiguate these things. Oh, let’s use some iconography. That took our designer 20

minutes and our engineer two hours to implement it. We pushed it to live.”

4.3 What Motivates and Hinders XR Developers to Integrate A11y?

We not only asked developers to describe ally features they’ve already made, but also what would encourage them to
implement new ally features in their apps. Developers concerned that the overall financial cost of implementing ally
features was “worth it” to their organization (15 participants). As such, they would primarily be motivated by knowing
that a large number of users with disabilities would use the features addressed (21). Developers seek hard data on
how many users they would gain or benefit by addressing each feature, as well as how many users they could reach via
positive reviews on online marketplaces (e.g., P1, P17). Developers would also benefit by knowing the estimated time
necessary to implement features (19), or an approximate metric of difficulty vs. value of each system (e.g., P6, P12, P19).
Finally, some companies face legal concerns by not incorporating accessibility into their apps, leading to ally feature
additions not by developer choice (6). We outline each of these motivations as follows, distinguished by the unique

differences of how they affect developers at companies of each size, from freelancers to big tech:

4.3.1 Freelancers. Freelancers seem mixed on implementing ally features, but are generally more apt to do so than
startup developers. However, spending time implementing ally features is largely dependent on their clients’ wishes,
particularly whether those features serve the client’s target audience (5 participants). For example, P1 created a video
player for a church pastor, who’s primary audience was older, first time VR users. Therefore, they preferred a more

simple Ul as “more usable to the target audience.” (P1)

4.3.2  Startups. Startups are constantly in “survival mode,” not targeting PWD (5 participants). We found that startup
developers cannot directly convince their clients of accessibility needs like freelancers can, instead reporting to a project
manager who assigns goals (5). Startup developers were more cynical to incorporating ally into their XR apps, not
only questioning the number of users with disabilities it would support, but also using dismissive language: “How many
of them want to engage in VR games?”—said P13— “[It’s] not fair to expect somebody to literally take like three years of
their life and make it completely not valuable to them in any way just to allow the access of these other people.” Other

developers outside of startups also talked down about startups’ lack of ally implementation, referencing startups’
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reliance on good reviews as a motivator: “In a sense, accessibility won’t be done until someone complains about it, I mean,

sues or just can’t use it” (P3).

4.3.3 Midsize. Companies like XR engines, universities, and medical facilities don’t have the same high-profile legal
teams as big tech companies, but also don’t have to worry about poor reviews from users as startups do since they’ve
already established themselves. Midsize companies also lack or only have limited al11y teams. P17 was notably the only
employee with an accessibility team at a midsize company, but the size of their team at the time of our interview was
only two people. In an effort to encourage developers to take more agency, P17’s dedicated ally team reassigned ally
bugs back to the developers that sent them out: “So they took ownership of the accessibility changes that they need to
make, even if ended up being more effort in the long run to get them to do that” (P17).

4.3.4 Big tech. Developers at big tech companies appear to care about ally the most, with full dedicated ally teams in
their organization to ensure compliance with base standards. Although big tech companies have relatively mature ally
teams and standards for 2D development, similar practices do not fully extend to XR platforms. While big tech has
internal, automated tooling for ally compliance, they appear rather surface level, such as checking if a button performs
its expected action when pressed. But these tools lack proper user evaluation for scenarios unique to XR, where a button
is out of reach or the user can’t see the button due to objects in front of it (P21). P3 simplified the rationale for caring
about ally to be a fear of being sued, with ally teams primarily sticking to a bare minimum to ensure compliance. P23
noted big tech companies creating offshoot “incubation teams” to rapidly develop minimum viable products (MVPs)
in a manner similar to startups—not focused on ally due to tight deadlines—and big tech companies that do provide
resources to perform ally-specific testing often move too slowly for the feedback to be useful (P3): “Every time we’ve
tried to do user studies, unrelated to mixed reality, it’s like, two months later, we get the data back, and [by then] the entire

feature’s changed ... and is not useful anymore. So I think it’s just the speed of a big company.”

4.3.5 Everyone has a responsibility to be an ally developer. Some developers did believe that XR ally was a critical
matter of justice and equity (e.g., P25), with the criticality of accuracy of accessible XR implementations increasing
with the severity of their end user’s impairment, but many participants (10) focused on XR ally features benefitting the
“normal” user’s convenience (e.g., P10) and comfort (e.g., P21). Even those with prior ally experience (e.g., P14) seemed
to hold a “normative” view of PWD, for example referring to people without speech & hearing impairments as “normal
people” (P3) perpetuating existing stigma against PWD as “non-XR users”.

However, echoing prior work [43], we found that best design considerations for XR often correlate with best practices
for XR ally (10 participants), and many end users may need help even if they don’t have a medically-defined impairment
(P1). For example, developers considered their app being one-handable to be a proper design consideration (e.g., P2,
P24) rather than an ally feature, particularly after users with such needs appear in general testing groups (P2). As
P12 states: “[The] best argument for accessibility is usability. The fact that like, good accessibility isn’t just for people with

impairments, it also makes the product better” (P12).

4.4 How do XR Developers Implement A11y Solutions?

Developers have already implemented a variety of accessibility features in past projects, offering the following as

implementable with some considerations:

4.4.1 Incorporating Alternative Input. Developers use a variety of custom input and output methods to enable accessible

features in their XR apps to make up for lacking sensors or inaccessible controllers. For example, they use the Xbox
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Kinect (P3), Nintendo Switch JoyCon (P3), the Xbox Adaptive Controller (P20), and the Merge Cube (P4) to enable
alternate input methods in their XR apps for users with motor impairments. Use of alternate input methods introduce
challenges with standardizing input across devices, which some developers mitigated using toolkits like Rewired [78]
(P5) and Unity’s XR Input to standardize input across platforms. In an effort to make their platform more accessible to
alternate input methods, P17’s team incorporated keyboard navigation into their platform’s controller system, “So any
game that already had controller support, now suddenly had keyboard support. So this is a big feature for instantly opening
up keyboard control to, you know, 1000s, millions of games that already had controller support.”

4.4.2 Hooking into System A11y Support. As opposed to “high-fidelity” XR development platforms (e.g., Unity) [149],
some developers noted advantages with “Native” frameworks (e.g., Babylon Native, P3) as able to convert programs
to OS-native commands, thus enabling the ally supports (e.g. VoiceOver and Android Talkback) on mobile device.
For example, P3 used Babylon Native to create a visually impaired accessible, mobile MR measurement and 3D model
visualization tool. The app enabled users to measure distances in a room by moving their phone outward, but it was
also fully compatible with the platform’s native screen reader by adding invisible 2D buttons on 3D objects: “These
invisible buttons, you could cycle through just as you would any other button. And they could kind of highlight with the
screen reader focus indicator, ... And it would ... give you an object, or it’ll basically tell you the manipulation of the 3D
objects that you would do. And it was directly in line with like that other buttons on the screen. And so it kind of was,

hopefully, it was an intuitive way to basically have buttoned controls to move 3D objects in space.”

4.4.3 Examples of Existing A11y Solutions. Colorblindness (7), one-handed mode (5), and closed captions/subtitles (6)
were among the most common existing ally features developers implement in their projects. This section outlines
accessible XR solutions developed to address particular conditions, sorted by disability type mirroring our guidelines.

Solutions to Address Visual A11y. Colorblindness was the most common impairment addressed by developers (7
participants), with 3 participants (P4, P20, P23) using both shape and color to demonstrate essential objects. P15 and P23
recommended implementing colorblind-accessible color palettes, offering systems that change colors application-wide
on the fly, similar to how Beat Saber [21] supports custom color options (Appendix C) Besides colorblind features,
developers have incorporated a variety of ally solutions for their XR apps, including text size (e.g, P2, P22), legible fonts
(e.g., P9), magnification (e.g., P2, P3, P22), and window resizing (e.g., P2). P3 implemented their own AR screenreader
using a system of on-screen invisible buttons. Developers also emphasized a need for Depth Cues in VR, including
non-interactive elements like fog, to provide a sense of 3D space (e.g., P1, P15). In this regard, we also found that some
VR hardware affordances innately provide disability solutions, as stereoscopic HMDs have enabled users without depth
perception to experience depth for the first time: “{/My user] was able to have a sense of depth through this VR experience.
And for the first time, he said forever in his life” (P1).

Solutions to Address Motor A11y. Five participants developed solutions for one-handed modes, enabling all
required functions on their app to be useable by only one hand. We found that one-handed modes were useful for people
with permanent and situational ally needs—to make up for situational one-handedness [43] in manufacturing, P23
incorporated their HoloLens’ eyetracking capabilities to enable remote selections. Additionally, although locomotion in
XR is a continually researched problem [52], P4 notably avoided the problem entirely by making their app stationary— “so
we don’t need to worry about smooth versus teleportation locomotion, or people being able to physically get up and ambulate

around. So someone in a wheelchair can use this [app] just as well as anybody else.”
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Solutions to Address Cognitive A11y. We found that some developers implemented a variety of ally suggestions,
many of which could be considered good general accessible design practices. Some participants incorporated conven-
tional cognitive ally solutions, including P1’s use of little animation and few moving parts and P4’s pause button to
halt their app’s execution. P1 also emphasized the use of simple UI design to aid first time VR users, and P18 echoed
this sentiment with simple UX interactions in their MR apps.

Solutions to Address Speech & Hearing A11y. To address hearing difficulties in real-life and virtual environments,
six participants developed subtitles or closed captions for their XR applications, with P25 developing AR and VR
transcription applications that reads out audio from sources around the user. Additionally, VR headsets like the Meta
Quest have downward-firing speakers located near users’ ears but do not fully encapsulate them. Therefore, P1 expressed
concerns with being able to hear their application at an adequate volume in a busy hospital environment, which they

solved by pitching up their narration to boost their app’s volume.

4.5 How Applicable are 3D Guidelines to XR A11y?

We further report developers’ understandings and implementation suggestions for the ally guidelines for 3D virtual

worlds, investigating the applicability of these guidelines to XR.

4.5.1 Knowledge of Existing Guidelines and 3D Applicability in XR. Developers knew of some existing guidelines, but
each lacked knowledge of how to apply them to their apps. For example, Microsoft’s MR Accessibility Standards [124]
are not considered “fleshed out” by P3 nor P20, and the W3C’s Web Content Accessibility Guidelines (WCAG) [193] only
apply to 2D interfaces (P3, P17). XR remains a lot less mature than web interfaces (P24), lacking simple system-wide
ally features like zoom despite prior work demonstrating their feasibility (e.g., SeeingVR’s magnifier tool [211]).

Participants understood most of our presented guidelines (e.g., Vis-1, Cog-2, SH-1, SH-3), with many developers
correlating their understanding to prior solutions they’ve seen or personally developed in and outside of XR (e.g.,
referencing Fortnite’s visual radial sound indicator [41] to satisfy SH-1; P17, P18). However, some guidelines seemed
less applicable to XR apps. Timing (Cog-4) for example seemed possible to implement but not applicable to many XR
apps, as real-time interactions (e.g., P20’s firefighting simulator) seemed necessary to maintain immersion (§4.1.1).
Developers also argue this guideline would severely impact multiplayer apps, with additional design considerations
needed to adjust fairness among players (e.g., Beat Saber [21] reducing players’ score for playing at a slower speed). To
best implement a range of appropriate speeds, P8 recommended developing “toward your extremes, low and high, and
then everything else will kind of modulate in place.”

Guidelines Lack Sufficient Detail. We found that participants need more XR-specific and ally-specific context in
their guidelines. Some guidelines are too broad or use ambiguous language, e.g. when to use text, symbols, icons; or
subtitles versus closed captions, and how each should appear in their XR apps. Cog-1 and SH-1 in particular confused
P1 and P19, respectively, with P1 elaborating: “When I think of like a flickering image, I think of a number of things. ... If I
[had] the context of like, ‘Hey, this is for seizures’, I'd be like, oh, yeah, like that. ... I interpreted [this guideline] as more

aesthetic direction than, you know, you could cause somebody to fall out, hit their head and seriously injure themselves.”

4.5.1 Knowledge of Existing Guidelines and 3D Applicability in XR. Most participants agreed that ally considerations
should occur as early as possible, with every developer (25 out of 25) specifically mentioning that at least one guideline

should be considered at the design phase, early prototyping stage, or up to a designer to implement.
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When should ally be implemented? From our interviews, we identified six phases of development, including
(1) early ideation, (2) the design phase, (3) early development, (4) the development phase, (5) testing, and (6) post-
hoc. Participants overwhelmingly felt a11y features should be considered and implemented at the design phase (12
participants) or project start (4), with three participants indicating early development (P9, P11, P15), and only one
at the development phase (P10 for SH-1, SH-2), testing (P5 for Mot-4), or post hoc (P5 for Mot-3). This timing could
shift based on the size of the project; as someone also assuming design responsibilities, P5 emphasized a need for ally
implementation in the design phase for big tech projects, but ally may be implemented post-hoc for freelance projects
after feedback. Participants also noted certain guidelines as particularly important to develop as early as possible, with
guidelines like Mot-5, Vis-2, and Vis-5 becoming “prohibitively expensive” late in development. As P6 put Vis-5, “Trying
to patch it on after the fact sounds like a disaster.”

Who should implement ally features? Similarly, participants mostly agreed (18 participants) that designers should
be primarily responsible for implementing or enforcing accessibility features, with every guideline cited as a designer’s
responsibility or should be considered during the design phase by at least one participant (including by participants
that identified themselves as designers). In some cases, designers should be less involved in favor of developers (P19 for
SH-2) or direct feedback from testers (P18 for SH-3). Fourteen participants agreed that developers should be primarily
responsible for implementing accessibility features, with Mot-4, all five SH guidelines, and four out of five Cog and Vis
guidelines (not Cog-3 nor Vis-3) covered in these responsibilities. P3 in particular indicated that developers should
do everything, no matter the guidelines asked, as standard for their big tech MR team. Additional responsibilities
mentioned include artists (P1 and P4 for Cog-1 and Cog-5), the project manager (P16 for Cog-2), creative director (P2
for Vis-2 and Vis-4), or testers (P5 and P24 for Mot-4 and Vis-2). Some developers like P8 mentioned responsibilities
lie halfway on the developer and halfway on the designer, but since nine of our participants had both design and
development roles, feature implementation may still be managed by the same individual.

Another guideline that is hard to apply to XR is Vis-2 (Ul resizing). Some developers noted that UI scaling would
be implementable (P17, P23) with some caveats like pagination (P23), just needing to iron out design considerations.
However, P2 and P17 both noted supporting Ul reorganization would be a “huge nightmare” in XR (P2), potentially
requiring a “recreation [of] the entire GUI system itself” (P17).

Who should enforce compliance with ally features? Developers generally preferred XR-specific automation
tools be implemented due to their use in 2D work (11 participants). P2 and P22 also recommended that the project
manager (P2 for Vis-5), technical designer, or technical lead (Cog-1, P22) manually review projects for ally compliance
should automated tools be insufficient.

When should a11y be shown to users? Developers largely agreed that ally should be shown to users at first time
setup, not buried behind option menus, As P1 outlines, “Having people dig through menus, like, you're only really inclined
to do that when you’re experiencing the discomfort already” (P1), which isn’t reasonable for Cog-1 if it directly affects a
life-threatening condition (e.g., epileptic seizures). As a simple interaction default for subtitle customization in SH-5,
P18 would offer participants a simple option on startup— “Can you see this text clearly? And if it is, click Yes.” P22 also
suggested an ally rating in the XR platform’s app store, similar to Meta’s comfort rating in the quest store.

How should we prioritize guidelines? Developers rated guidelines as having varying importance, with those like
Cog-1 rated as “vitally important” by P8: “It’s literally everything. Because if you have a bad experience like this, number
one, it could physically hurt somebody.” Other guidelines like SH-5 seemed up to the platform to implement (P3), not the

developers, with developers just passing through preferences from the user’s settings.
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4.6 What XR A11y Support Methods do XR Developers Prefer?

Developers used a variety of support methods at various stages of development. We provide the following framework
to guide ally tool development: A downloadable, free of charge, open-source 3rd party ally package or set of reusable
components is most preferred by developers (21 participants), however many considerations need to occur before

organizations are willing to incorporate them into their projects.

4.6.1 Standard Platform SDKs. Most developers used platform-specific SDKs and toolkits based on the development
platform they’re using and the target device they’re developing for. Many participants used a platform-specific toolkit
for XR development, with a nearly even split between OpenXR (7 participants), Unity XR Interaction Toolkit (6), and
Microsoft’s Mixed Reality Toolkit (MTRK) (6). Despite differences in the toolkits used, developers highlighted a desire
for compatibility between multiple common XR devices. P8 praised OpenXR, as it enables them to ensure device
compatibility without the “nightmare” of designing the same feature for each platform from scratch. Participants P19

and P22 referenced OpenXR as a standard to target if an ally support method did interface with a particular toolkit.

4.6.2 Concerns Against Outside Direct Development Assistance. Many developers have concerns against outside influence
on their code unless strongly compelled to, wanting to maintain control of their software, with some exceptions for
freelancers and those with existing mod experience.

Third Party Packages. Although many developers leveraged 3rd party components and libraries (11 participants),
developer support methods like ally packages for XR platforms often require specific incentives for developers to
adopt. These packages are often quickly disregarded by some startups (P2, P12) and need to be cleared by big tech legal
teams, even if open source. P2 mentioned startup developers having “not invented here syndrome” (P2)—developers at
these companies feel personal attachment to their projects, with a philosophy that they “[already] know everything,”
not wanting to involve consultants nor code written outside their organization. Other startups may be more likely to
pick up 3rd party tools, quickly evaluating their “worth” (P23) towards speeding up their development time (P19). Big
tech companies also seem to be more hesitant to use 3rd party packages, preferring to use internal tools if they exist,
or requiring packages that are open source if they do not have an internal equivalent. Some big tech developers even
offered to rewrite custom versions of packages to only include the features they need, citing build time as a need for
lightweight packages (P15).

Automated A11y Checking Tools vs. Consulting. Most developers did prefer an automated tool for al1ly compliance
checking (12 participants). Six developers appreciated personalized consulting support, either by a dedicated role at
their company or by hiring an external service. P2 noted strong sentiment at their workplace against any outside
consulting, fueled by the “philosophy that they [already] know everything”.

Game Modification. Developers, particularly those at midsize and big tech companies, generally disapprove of
adding 3rd party game modification (“mods”) support, i.e., allowing community members to modify their games, due
to concerns about security (e.g., P24), legal problems (e.g., P25), platform integration (e.g., P17), or unfair advantages
in multiplayer (e.g., P1). Only five developers directly supported implementing mod integration into their apps, all of
whom either have preexisting modding experience (e.g., P5) or outlined strict stipulations of the data that mods would

be allowed to access—like exposed metadata parameters but not feature code (e.g., P22).

4.6.3 Feature & Code Examples. Developers want specific examples of ally features to implement. These examples
should include the “best” implementation for each ally feature (P15) and be presented in a manner that’s easy digestible.

“Easily digestible” includes providing accessible and inaccessible examples (e.g., safe and unsafe flash rates in Cog-1,
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with a warning presented over the unsafe option); videos or GIFs of PWD unable to use an app until the support method
is added; and code snippets, including downloadable projects and Unity scenes. Four developers preferred to view ally
feature examples or support in the form of blog posts, with each post containing best implementations, descriptions of

performance costs, and relative importance at each phase of development.

4.6.4 Developers Prefer Directly Implementable Solutions. Ultimately, we found that developers want an open source,
drag & droppable package that enables them to directly implement XR guideline-compliant ally features according to
the following framework: This package should be easy-to-use (e.g., P3, P16), well documented (9 participants), have its
own UI (P19), and be able to automatically verify compliance with accessibility standards, providing warnings or errors
in their platform’s developer console (P22). This package may provide a skeleton structure for XR apps (P5) but should
be functional at all stages of development. P23 provided an overview of the needs for an approachable ally package or
toolkit for XR, uniquely noting concerns associated with the time it takes to implement the toolkit itself, even if the

toolkit benefits many accessibility features:

“You think the tool is providing you the time to implement it. Good software tools are very minimal in terms of
their implementation time. If a tool takes 25 hours to implement into your application, that’s misery. If it takes
25 minutes, that’s an actually good tool—a tool needs to be able to be picked up and used quickly. So XR toolkit
stuff would need to be very immediately approachable, and very usable. So your guideline descriptions and
stuff needs to be like, popcorn easy to consume, easy to understand. ... You’re constantly fighting an attention
warfare; having good visual content that draws them in and immediately communicates the ideas, ... putting
some images in there is going to be really helpful for getting people to overcome their initial attention of like,
oh, I should pay more attention to this. Okay, I will watch you know, the tutorial video on how to implement
the toolkit or oh, here’s the link to the toolkit SDK docs” (P23).

5 Discussion

In this work, we interviewed 25 XR developers from four types of organizations, ranging from freelancers and startups
to employees at XR platforms and big tech companies, developing a comprehensive understanding of their practices,
attitudes, and challenges towards developing accessibility features in their apps. We sought to answer three research
questions as proposed in the introduction, which we do so as follows: Firstly, developers face challenges incorporating
accessibility features without sacrificing visual effects and interactions that they believe make their app immersive
(§ 4.1.1). As XR applications utilize unique interaction methods, developers have difficulty onboarding first-time users
(§ 4.1.5), resolving input (§ 4.4.1) and performance considerations (§ 4.1.4) associated with some ally features, and
evaluating the time/cost necessary to implement ally features (§ 4.3; RQ1). Secondly, a lack of formal XR training
(§ 4.2.1) combined with a multitude of responsibilities (freelance, startups) or lack of control over what you implement
(midsize, big tech) leads users away from implementing ally features (§ 4.3). Practices of reusing code would make
future ally implementations easier after the first project (§ 4.2.4), but starting developers is challenging, particularly if a
lack of prototyping standards doesn’t easily permit accessible design (§ 4.2.5; RQ2). Lastly, we evaluated state-of-the-art
guidelines for 3D virtual worlds and applied them to XR, determining that guidelines need more XR-specific context to
be understood (§ 4.5.1) and developers need sufficient motivation to implement them (§ 4.3). Developers also desire
easily implementable, open source toolkits to help them implement ally features (§ 4.6; RQ3). In this section we discuss
implications for creating effective XR ally support methods informed by industry XR developers. We also discuss
limitations of this work and opportunities for future work, including developing the support methods offered.
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5.1 Systemic Deprioritization of Accessibility Integration

Our findings reveal how existing development practices overlook ally as a core requirement of XR development.
Developers we interviewed noted a dependency on big tech companies to publicize ally features, with many celebrated
ally examples being AAA titles like God of War: Ragnarék [139] and The Last of Us Part II [53]. Many startups in
“survival mode” believe they lack the ability to compete with these projects, and those that do rely on post-launch
feedback rather than integrating ally features from the start. Independent XR game studios are capable of implementing
ally features—limited indie developers like Owlchemy Labs have been heralded for their accessibility features in games
like Job Simulator and Cosmonious High (P1, P24) [31]—But our participants point to the most popular VR applications
like Beat Saber, Rec Room, and VRChat (e.g., P2, P18) as standards for ally implementation. Innovative solutions can
also emerge from external sources; P16 for example emulated tunnel vision motion sickness support from The Elder
Scrolls V into their toolkit. But as a whole, developers systemically deprioritizing ally features reveals a structural
challenge in XR development, where business pressure limits ally development and creates a false divide between
profit and inclusivity—while in reality ally feature development improves the experience for all users ([43], § 4.3.5).
Transforming this systemic issue requires reconceptualizing accessibility not as an add-on, but as a fundamental aspect

of XR development, acknowledging our responsibility to create truly inclusive digital experiences.

5.2 Developing Accessible XR Solutions and their Benefactors

5.2.1 Impacting the Software Development Lifecycle. Despite evaluating many company sizes, we found most of our
developers cited similar experiences in their XR development lifecycles, having self-taught XR development and holding
many responsibilities within their swiftly-moving teams. Many of our participants were executives of their companies
or asset and interaction designers alongside developers, fulfilling roles that encompass the entire software development
lifecycle. We mention in §4.5.1 the need for ally implementation as early in the development process as possible.
However, with participants diverse responsibilities outside of pure development (§4.2.2) leaves little time to develop
ally features nor test with PWD (§4.2.5). Freelancers and startup developers believe their workplaces would be less
receptive to ally development until after their app releases (e.g., P12, P16), even if it’s more difficult (P4), unless
their client requests it (e.g., P1, P5, P20-P22). Therefore, pushing against workplace power dynamics may be more
difficult. Midsize and big tech developers including designers (e.g., P15) appear more receptive to urgently improving
their XR apps’ ally at the start of development, but due to the scale of big tech projects, participants may not want
to add to existing projects if the project has already scaled past a terminal point (e.g., P9). Since developers believe
guidelines like Vis-5 become prohibitively expensive late in development, they encourages startup developers to start
as soon as possible (P6); however, guidelines should also be formatted in a way that implementing them does not
become an insurmountable task. We maintain our recommendation for drag-and-drop toolkits, which may significantly
reduce overhead while encouraging early ally feature implementation—allowing even late-in-development projects to
effectively include accessibility features without overwhelming designers and developers. We also note that although
platforms like Babylon Native enable unique benefits like device-native screenreader integration 4.4.2, we recommend
prioritizing efforts for future drag-and-droppable ally toolkits to Unity, given Unity’s widespread adoption (as 23 of

our 25 participants used it) and its position as a “go-to tool for creating XR applications in practice” [148].

5.2.2  Need for Automated Tools. One frequently requested feature for ally support was an automatic scene scanner
for ally compliance. However, the implementation of such a feature may prove challenging for developers that
dynamically generate their scenes—we found that at least five developers dynamically created objects in their scene.
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This practice would likely make some ally checking impossible before runtime, such as z-fighting (P4) or performance
limitations (P21) potentially violating Cog-1. Support methods like an XR ally toolkit are very important for people
lacking ally resources, enabling significantly more ally consideration in XR apps (P25). Toolkits that fit developers’
recommendations outside of XR ally do exist, like Sarmah et al’s Geno [176], which provided a high-level interface to
implement voice commands into web applications. Developers indicated that support systems should be able to take

one step further and recognize programs like screen readers on your XR system and import their settings.

5.2.3 Maintaining Tools Over Time. Another concern mentioned by developers (e.g., P7, P9) that we share is a lack of
maintenance of support methods over time. Prior work in computer science theory and software engineering emphasizes
a need for modular, easy to read code; clear and quality documentation; dedicated code reviewers; and an active todo list
to motivate continued contribution to the project [1, 38, 87, 91]. Additional programs like the XR Association [204] and
XRAccess [203] that aggregate XR ally development resources (e.g., [205]) may help publicize toolkits for continued
development, but this would require ally research systems to open-source their code for further iteration or re-
implementation (unlike [94, 108, 146]). Accessible systems should consider establishing sustainable maintenance
frameworks that balance code quality and 3rd party collaboration opportunities. Projects like SeeingVR [212] require
submitting an additional license agreement to contribute, which may deter developers from submitting their changes.
Given that at least 18 of our participants were already familiar with established software engineering version control
practices or platforms like GitHub, we believe such systems could be made available for reuse by the research community
and include clear contribution guidelines that support external maintenance. Ultimately, reducing these contribution

barriers while encouraging standard practices may be vital to extend accessibility tools’ lifespan.

5.24 Exposing Data for A11y. However, we recognize that end-user XR application developers are rather protective of
their projects, so providing direct access to their files in a manner similar to 3rd party game modifications is unlikely.
Past systems like SeeingVR [211] and RealityCheck [95] implement post-hoc ally plugins by “hacking in” to projects.
Developers should expect conventions similar to Unity defaults; however, we cannot predict this behavior for projects
with procedurally generated content as we do not have access to metadata not exposed by the project—particularly
if procedurally generated scene graphs become industry standard due to their perceived scalability. Furthermore, if
the end goal of a research project is for mass adoption of the system in industry, we find it unlikely that developers
would install post-hoc methods at the sacrifice of their perceived security, even if it would benefit ally as a whole.
We do also note concerns that developers late in the development cycle would become discouraged by increased
performance costs, choosing to continue avoiding ally implementation as a result. Developers appeared to prefer a
package or toolkit similarly structured to SeeingVR, i.e., in the form of a platform-specific package (in SeeingVR’s
case, a GameObject template prefab which automatically added all tools to the VR app and controlled through their
Accessibility Manager [211]). Additionally, developers did seem open to exposing particular metadata from their projects
to external programs, much like 2D screenreaders like NVDA and JAWS read from alt text labels on websites for images,
but this practice may require more work from developers and a separation between the emitting program (e.g., a Unity

package) and a receiving program (e.g., a system-level XR screenreader).

5.2.5 Engaging PWD in XR A11y Teams. A simple lack of knowledge on how to develop accessibility features deters
many developers we interviewed, with developers appearing more willing to incorporate accessible features if they can
quantify their input costs (time/monetary cost) against measurable output (increased userbase, positive reviews, and
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lack of legal disputes) (§ 4.3). Compounding this issue, systemically excluding PWD from XR development perpetuates
existing stigma and barriers to ally. While developers like P14 cited a “lack of access to testers with disabilities”,
this comment implies a deeper issue: PWD are not being consulted in the development process, despite designers
often overlooking what their users think is important (P18). Engagement with PWD must address workplace power
dynamics by establishing PWD as equal stakeholders in development teams; however, technical integration alone is
insufficient—we must recognize how disability intersects with other aspects of identity such as race, gender, class, and
sexuality to create unique experiences of marginalization [37, 85] and address solutions that consider their diverse
needs [55]. This approach not only improves accessibility but challenges the traditional power structures that have

historically excluded PWD from technological development.

5.3 Limitations and Future Work

Our study has certain limitations. Although we tried our best to encompass a diverse range of XR organizations, the
current XR industry is so fragmented that almost every company has their own practices covering a large variety of
types of apps. A survey targeting a broader range of developers may yield different perspectives on accessibility in
XR, providing new insights into guidelines and tool design. Additionally, as we attempted to equalize the coverage
of guideline discussion between participants, we may have chosen guidelines more or less familiar to developers,
which may have provided different insight. These guidelines may have also been more or less relevant to the XR
apps our participants create. Our guideline evaluation focuses on XR-relevant guidelines, but we acknowledge that
non-3D ally guidelines could be expanded and applied to XR. We recommend future work explore this connection.
Future work evaluating ally guidelines should separate speech and hearing guidelines or provide justification for their
grouping. Furthermore, we acknowledge the possibility of recruitment bias, since our topic potentially attracted a
higher proportion of developers already supportive of accessibility. Although our study focused on developers, future
work may expand to non-engineering roles and stakeholders, including project owners and clients.

6 Conclusion

We present our insights from interviewing 25 XR developers across a range of organizations about their perspectives
and practices towards accessibility. We presented them with existing accessibility guidelines and discussed their
implementation of them, as well as the tools they would need to implement them into their projects. Our findings
provide potential strategies for enhancing the feasibility of accessibility implementation across the XR industry. Many
participants demonstrated their practices founded from a software development background, demonstrating a need to
develop new solutions that are specifically targeted towards XR applications. We found that developer support methods
for XR developers include written materials like guidelines, but most developers would prefer platform-targeted,
open-source packages they can drag-and-drop into their projects or pull specific features from. Further research is
needed to establish robust accessibility standards that provide more comprehensive developer support. Additionally,
the ease of incorporating people with disabilities, particularly from the design phase, needs to be better conveyed to XR
developers, and to demonstrate a “worth” for developers to benefit a large number of users. After all, if “XR is already

an answer for an accessibility issue” (P21), why create new barriers?
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Table 3. Non-Exhaustive Summary of Themes, Sub-themes, and Corresponding Example Codes

Themes

Sub-Themes

Example Codes

Difficulties of Feature Integra-
tion

Sacrificing A11y for Immersion

balance ally and immersion

Ally Issues and Needs in XR
Interactions

text illegible due to resolution; need XR equiva-
lent of ARIA label; AR small display; spatial audio
for BLV; spatial audio difficult; AD from spatial
audio location; captions; caption implementation
difficult; prefer subtitles; locomotion; stationary;
locomotion challenging for PVI; thumbstick turn-
ing harms mental map

Disability Representation in XR

normative view

Performance Limitations of
Standalone HMD’s

vr performance considerations; performance
overhead to add ally feature; game stores have
performance requirements

Onboarding First-Time Users

tag objects as interactable; video tutorial insuffi-
cient

Current Development Practices

Lack of Formal XR Training

no formal XR training; on-the-job XR training;
self-taught; online courses; online forums; per-
sonal projects; YouTube; Udemy; Udacity; docu-
mentation; Reddit; Discord

Developers’ Diverse Reponsi-
bilities

developers wear many hats

Dynamic Code Generation

code easier to merge vs prefabs

Reusing Code Between Projects

reusing code; reuse ally subsequent projects

Testing with PWD PWD appear in general testing; no PWD testing;
direct user feedback from PWD
Motivations Motivations time; money; number of users; reviews; legal
Hindrances survival mode; MVP

Everyone has a responsibility
to be an ally developer

accessible design; also just best design practices;
including accessible design lowers costs

Developers’ Current XR Ally
Solutions

Incorporating Alternate Input

rewired; merge cube; xbox ally controller

Hooking into System A11y Sup-
port

custom hooks; Unity lacks a1ly hooks; hook into
platform functionality

Examples of Existing A11ly So-
lutions

colorblindness filters; one-handed mode; text size;
UI magnification

Applicability of 3D Virtual
World Guidelines to XR

Overall Knowledge of Guide-
lines

current guidelines broad; WCAG; Microsoft’s MR
Accessibility Standards

Understanding Guidelines

not applicable for real-time gaming

When to Implement ally

ally in design phase

Preferred XR Ally Support
Methods
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SDK’s/Toolkits

toolkits; hardware-bound SDK; use platform-
specific SDK’s

3rd Party Packages

use of 3rd party packages

Game Modification

modding security concerns; offload responsibility
to modding community; multiplayer modding
concerns

Automated A1ly Checking

lacking automated ally checks for 3D

Consulting

consulting

Provide Examples

provide examples; sample scenes; GIFs; videos

Need to be Directly Imple-
mentable

easy to implement; drag and droppable plugin
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B Prompt

The prompt provided to Claude 3.5 Sonnet to assist with generating the codebook is as follows, with csv files pre-
formatted by the researcher to , remove personally identifying information. Transcripts were attached 1 to 5 at a

time.

I'am working on a qualitative research study to evaluate developer perspectives on accessibility in extended
reality (XR) platforms like Meta Quest (virtual reality or “VR” head-mounted display “HMD”), Microsoft
HoloLens (mixed reality “MR”), or iOS ARKit (augmented reality or “AR”). [ have already conducted 25
interviews with developers, transcribed them, and open coded them. Attached is a csv file. The first row
of the file has a participant number. All subsequent rows include a list of “codes”. Multiple codes in one
cell are separated by a semi-colon (“;”). Break up any multiple-code cells into independent codes.

For each csv file, 1. Parse the file, formatting each code with its own line and attaching the participant
number on line 1 to each code. 2. Combine into a new CSV file and output that file. As an example,
Given the input csv file: “ P4, Non-CS MS , PhD Student, VR teaching application,, student, Contractor,
startup platform:hololens,, time:4+ years,, Unity , SteamVR , HTC Vive

A resulting csv file would look like this: “ Non-CS MS (P4) PhD Student (P4) VR teaching application (P4)
student (P4) Contractor (P4) startup (P4) platform:hololens (P4) time:4+ years (P4) Unity (P4) SteamVR
(P4) HTC Vive (P4)

Combining with a second input csv file: ““ P3333, Non-CS PhD, VR teaching application, Unity , student,big
tech platform:hololens, time:5 years, runs linux “

Would output: “ P3333 Non-CS MS (P4) Non-CS PhD (P3333) "VR teaching application (P4, P3333)"
"student (P4, P3333)" Contractor (P4) startup (P4) big tech (P3333) "platform:hololens (P4, P3333)" time:4+
years (P4) time:5 years (P3333) "Unity (P4, P3333)" SteamVR (P4) HTC Vive (P4) runs linux (P3333) “

or similar. Do not forget quotation marks where applicable.

As you go through each csv file: Preserve the original order that which the codes first appear, as possible.
Ask for clarification if needed. Don’t repeat codes you already listed. Also, treat codes as non-case-sensitive
only when comparing for duplicates. Only remove duplicates if they’re within the same csv file. Otherwise
add them to the existing code list export, appending a ", P#)", as in the example above with P3333. In other
words, if “student” appears in multiple files, only maintain one “student” listing in the output file, but also
mark each file in which it displays, e.g. in P4 and P3333.

Think before you respond, separating your <think> from your <answer> with XML tags. No yapping.

After multiple iterations including future prompts with “Please continue” upon reaching the maximum output length,
Claude produced files that, when combined, listed over 4,000 codes. Researchers then manually verified and cleaned the

output, including removing duplicates. An example of the first 25 lines of output is as follows:

“edu:MS Non-CS (P1, P4, P12)” “edu:MS CS-related (P3, P9, P10, P11, P15, P23)” “edu:PhD CS-related (P10,
P16, P22)” “edu:BS CS-related (P2, P7, P12, P14, P17, P19, P20, P24)” “edu:BS non-CS (P8, P12, P13)” edu:HS
dropout w/ GED (P6) “edu:some college, incomplete (P6, P21)” “school-taught XR (P15, P16, P19, P25)”
“self-taught (P1, P2, P4, P5, P6, P7, P8, P9, P10, P11, P12, P13, P15, P16, P17, P20, P22)” no formal XR training
(P7) “on-the-job XR training (P1, P7, P8, P11, P12, P17, P19, P25)” cs bootcamps (P6) “certification (P5, P13)”
“online courses (P5, P13, P20, P22)” “Udemy (P5, P13)” UDacity VR (P5) STAR (P18) STAR-adv:focus on
one thing (P18) STAR-disadv:lack of haptic feedback (P18) STAR-disadv:visual only (P18) “Unity (P1, P2,
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P3, P4, P5, P7, P8, P9, P10, P11, P12, P13, P14, P15, P16, P18, P19, P20, P21, P22, P23, P24, P25)” “Unreal (P1,
P2, P5, P8, P11, P12, P16, P19, P23, P24, P25)” “Aframe (P2, P6, P9, P18)” Android studio (P3) “Senior SWE
(P3, P19, P24)’

C Beat Saber Color Options

CHOOSE COLORS

Custom o
Custom 1
_LCustom 2
Custom 3
The First

Origins

Fig. 1. We show an example from one of the most popular [81] VR games, Beat Saber [21], which offers custom color settings for a
variety of virtual objects. Selecting an object (Right) like notes, lights, or wall, then picking a color from the picker, will cause the
respective virtual object to change to that color. Users can create up to four custom color palettes (Left, labeled Custom 0 through
Custom 3) or choose from a variety of presets themed from in-game collections (e.g., “The First”, “Origins”). As of November 2024
there do not exist built-in presets for common color vision deficiencies (e.g., protanopia, deuteranopia, tritanopia [106].)
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