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Abstract—This paper reports on students’ readiness for using
Metaverse for education in a university in a developing country
facing infrastructure and poverty challenges. Covid-19 forced
many universities to adopt a hybrid approach to teaching and
supervision. While online meeting technologies have become
commonplace, there is a lack of the connectedness of face-to-face
meetings, for which Metaverse is promoted as a solution. We
pose the question as to the level of readiness of students to use
Metaverse technologies. Thematic analysis of students’ self-
reflections on their experience of supervision in a 2D virtual
world revealed the usefulness of the technology readiness index
model, from which an extension to the model was proposed to
include facilitators for the application of the technology that may
mediate the motivators and inhibitors when assessing readiness
to use Metaverse in education settings.

Index Terms—education, Metaverse, virtual
supervision, self-reflection, technology readiness.

worlds,

|I. INTRODUCTION

THE convergence of physical and virtual reality through a vir-
tual universe or a collective virtual shared space is best de-
scribed by the term, Metaverse. According to [1], the term
“metaverse” refers to the joining of the words “universe,”
which describes a parallel or virtual environment connected
to the real world, and the prefix “meta,” which implies trans-
cending [1]. It offers an immersive and interactive environ-
ment where users can experience a wide range of activities,
including gaming, socializing, entertainment, education, and
commerce [2]. While the Metaverse is not a new concept, re-
cent technological advancements have made it more accessi-
ble and achievable than ever before. Today people can partic-
ipate in virtual reality games, virtual concerts and festivals,
and even virtual workshops and courses from the comfort of
their homes, all of which offer a new level of convenience and
accessibility that was not previously possible [3].

An endeavor focused on Education and the Metaverse has
brought the Edu-Metaverse into which education and virtual
realities intertwine with humans and machines, where schools
and society are fully connected, and learners enter a pervasive
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digital field in the form of virtual avatars to realize the tradi-
tional educational vision that overcomes time and space con-
straints [4], [5]. Moreover, realistic scenario-based learning is
possible for students using the virtual environments in the
Edu-Metaverse. Interacting with digital objects allows stu-
dents to work together towards achieving common goals
while receiving detailed teacher feedback. Active participa-
tion of students and their immersion into the subject make this
educational approach more engaging and interactive. How-
ever, this comes at a cost requiring sizable financial invest-
ments to create anything resembling a truly virtual world [6].

Although the Metaverse, encompassing virtual worlds and
virtual educators, is increasingly advocated as an immersive
solution for immersive distance education [7], students have
a positive attitude toward immersive education [8]. However,
adopting these technologies in developing countries may be
impractical due to high costs, limited connectivity, and power
outages.

Even without these concerns, an unknown factor is stu-
dents’ acceptance of this form of education, which may ham-
per the adoption of Metaverse. Before exploring solutions to
the cost, connectivity, and power issues, testing the student
appetite for using virtual worlds and educators is advisable.
To this end, we undertook a limited study with three students
and a supervisor to explore student’s feelings and acceptance
of supervision in virtual worlds in preparation for a broader
study on live education with a live lecturer prior to investigat-
ing the use of NPCs (non-player combatants) or Al-based (ar-
tificial intelligence) supervisors.

With this objective, we posed the question: What are higher
education students’ impressions of supervision in immersive
virtual environments?

To contain costs and make the study available to a broad
range of students, we used a 2D virtual world that uses low
bandwidth and runs in a browser for our initial investigation.

The research study focused on tertiary-level students in
South Africa, their behavior, perceptions, and how they could
adapt to an immersive environment for supervisory meetings.
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Individual opinions and perceptions are essential to under-
standing the feasibility of transitioning to a 2D Virtual World.
By acquiring individual feedback and user experience, the
study provides insights into the viability of the readiness of
students to use an immersive environment for learning using
student/supervisor meetings for the research sample.

The paper is organized as follows. In the next section back-
ground of the study is presented, followed by the research de-
sign. In section four, the findings are shown and discussed in
section five. Section six presents a conceptual framework
based on the analysis of the findings. Section seven concludes
the paper and presents the limitations and future research sug-
gestions.

Il.BACKGROUND

The swift progress in technology has brought about signif-
icant changes not only to education but also to other areas of
our lives, and virtual instruction has become a credible re-
placement for traditional classroom-based teaching. Those
who live in non-urban areas, are the first in their family to
study in higher education, have a disability, come from di-
verse cultural backgrounds, are older, have families, or are
employed now have much stronger representation than they
did in the past [9]. [10] as a result of the flexibility virtual
education provides. Immersive online education has become
increasingly popular, offering learners an engaging and trans-
formative learning experience. Innovative and effective ways
to educate are explored by examining immersive online learn-
ing. Such online learning allows students to interact with their
peers and instructors in real-time, making it more interactive
and personalized. It also enables instructors to customize their
teaching approach and create a more interactive learning en-
vironment. For example, a student would access a company
website, create an account, and register for a class that fits
their needs and schedule. At the time of the class, the student
would access the classroom using their home computer or mo-
bile device. The video conferencing tools allow the student to
hear and see their teacher. The virtual classrooms are web-
based systems created by each education company or con-
tracted digital companies, such as LearnCube [11]. Finally, it
allows for more pliability and students to learn at their own
pace.

A. Immersive Online Education

Immersive online education refers to leveraging advanced
technology to create a learning environment that simulates
real-world experiences. In this case, virtual online education
is commonly used to identify these simulations through the
advanced technology mentioned before. For example, learn-
ers can interact with and manipulate objects in virtual envi-
ronments using Virtual Reality (VR) and Augmented Reality
(AR) technologies, improving their understanding of complex
concepts and increasing retention. In the setting of a Virtual
World, educational prowess falls within the effectiveness it
will have in facilitating curriculum activities. According to

[12], a concept known as Liquid Curricula needs to be imple-
mented to enhance learning and teaching through virtual
worlds. ‘Liquid Curricula,” however, is the surety of modules
and lessons designed openly and flexibly and take into ac-
count students’ and tutors’ stances and identities [12]. In es-
sence, universities must implement a structure with a focal
point around the uncertainties arising from closed virtual en-
vironments and create a system that promises flexibility and
open-source software.

Furthermore, an interesting endeavor that immersive vir-
tual environments offer for the benefit of educational enrich-
ment is that of gamification. The term includes incorporating
game-like elements and strategies into real-life situations like
education. By introducing elements like badges or leader-
boards designed to engage students, a more interesting and
inspiring learning atmosphere may be created. While gamifi-
cation is a relatively new concept that draws attention today
and has faced several criticisms regarding the extent to which
it is comprehensive and thorough, even with gaming systems
becoming more prevalent within education, it begs a few
questions that need addressing within this concept.

According to [13], there is a fundamental misunderstand-
ing amongst educators that gamification may prove as a ped-
agogical strategy to enhance low motivation and engagement
among students. However, the idea behind gamification is to
design an environment that cultivates motivation and learning
capability in students through gaming formulas. As a result,
this concept describes an interactive system that seeks to im-
prove players’ focus and motivation by utilizing game me-
chanics and elements [14], [15].

Virtual worlds can potentially revolutionize how students
learn through an immersive experience that cultivates a pres-
ence of accessibility, flexibility, and designing engaging, in-
teractive, and individualized learning experiences. According
to [16], choosing the best strategy to assist learners in reach-
ing their objectives in certain situations is an educational issue
that any educator faces. Naturally, this also takes into account
the best technologies to employ. Therefore, it is imperative
that designing a virtual environment that cultivates the stu-
dent’s mind to the extent that it would have been in a tradi-
tional manner or better is an ongoing process for which to
strive.

B. Virtual Worlds

A virtual world can be described as a computer-based,
online multi-user environment used to simulate real or fic-
tional life that users can experience using their avatars, which
are graphical representations of themselves [17]. In order to
truly grasp the concept of what a virtual world is referred to,
it will be beneficial to define the words separately.

C. World

Worlds can be defined by three main ideas: (1) A shared
space occupied and molded by its inhabitants. (2) How users
interact and experience the world through physical and psy-
chological responses. (3) A shared experience and space in-
teracting with objects and other individuals is how individuals



construct an understanding of the world [18]. Thus, it can be
concluded that individuals, depending on their physical attrib-
utes, personality, and interaction with other individuals and
objects, would constitute how users view and define a world.

D. Virtual

[18] defines ‘Virtual’ as a simulated environment per-
ceived to exist. However, it lacks the physical properties of
the real world. He also explains that virtual is opposed to ac-
tual; however, it is not opposed to real. Therefore, it can be
assumed that virtual refers to an object, activity, or individual
in a digital world. It may not have the physical attributes of
something in ‘real-life,” but it can still be defined and viewed
as ‘real’ as it still holds meaning or value to an individual.
Thus, it can be stated that a virtual world is a multi-user sim-
ulated environment in which users can interact with one an-
other, objects and perform activities. Avatars represent indi-
viduals to control their actions, such as movements, socializ-
ing, and creations.

E. Evolution of Virtual Worlds

Even though virtual environments are not commonly used,
especially for educational purposes, the first virtual reality ex-
perience can be dated back to Morton Heilig’s Sensorama in
1962 [19]. This was a prototype that made use of 3D visuals,
audio, haptic, olfactory stimuli as well as wind to improve the
immersive experience of the user. Sensorama’s objective was
to create an experience for a user riding a motorcycle and
make it feel as real as possible. Today, tele-immersive tech-
nologies have been introduced into the educational sector.
Tele-immersive technology is defined by [20] as “immersion
in an on-screen environment.” Users can fully immerse them-
selves into a virtual world with VR glasses and headsets. They
will be able to submerge themselves into a created environ-
ment in which they view everything in a spatial form and feel
as if they are participating in that environment. Advanced
technologies such as virtual reality (VR) and augmented real-
ity (AR) in online learning environments provide immersive
and interactive experiences that improve student engagement
and comprehension [21]. For example, VR simulations pro-
vide realistic, hands-on experiences in fields such as science,
medicine, and engineering, allowing students to practice their
skills and apply their knowledge in virtual environments [22].
AR applications can overlay virtual elements onto the physi-
cal world to create interactive and dynamic learning experi-
ences [23]. Integrating these technologies will make virtual
online learning bridges the gap between physical and digital
learning spaces and allow students to interact with content and
peers in more tangible ways.

F. Virtual World Technical Features

It is important to differentiate between two types of virtual
environments. The first is a virtual world where a user can
only interact visually.

The second one is being fully immersed in the virtual
world, which requires additional hardware.

In order to meet the requirements for a visual-only virtual
world, a user would only need a desktop computer monitor
(preferably with stereo capabilities) [24]. It is argued that a
3D virtual desktop would be more accessible, as users are al-
ready comfortable using a desktop computer. It would lessen
the physical and psychological stress of a fully immersed vir-
tual environment [25] for which a computer, head-mounted
displays, headphones, and motion-sensing gloves are needed.
In terms of student accessibility making use of this technology
in a developing country could be more challenging in terms
of student accessibility.

G. Virtual Worlds in Education

[26] mentions 3D worlds as one of the potential online
teaching tools to make use of. Teachers can create assign-
ments and tasks beforehand in the environment. Students,
who are represented by their avatars, will be able to interact
with one another by using audio or text in real-time. Addition-
ally, students feel at ease with communicating with their peers
in real-time, whether to confirm instructions given by teach-
ers or acquire assistance; it will decrease the feeling of lone-
liness or anxiety of remote students. In 2015, [27] conducted
a qualitative study using questionnaires to determine how stu-
dents feel regarding online assessments. The results showed
that most students preferred this assessment method com-
pared to the traditional classroom method. The benefits of
online assessment include (1) Immediate feedback so that stu-
dents can determine their areas of improvement. (2) Formal
assessments enhance student understanding, especially if stu-
dents are allowed to submit the assessment multiple times and
an average score is used as a final mark. (3) It adds value to
lecturers as they can determine what their students struggle to
grasp and what they should provide more clarity on [27].

H. Supervision

The thesis writing phase for postgraduate students is criti-
cal to completing their degrees. According to [28], research
shows that 50% of graduate students do not obtain their post-
graduate degrees, and 25% drop out before completing their
thesis. Completing a thesis requires students to conduct ex-
tensive research and formulate arguments and conclusions
based on their research. Therefore, student and supervisor
meetings are essential to the thesis writing process. This meet-
ing is beneficial to students as it allows them to obtain guid-
ance and feedback on their research and writing skills. Some
of the challenges students face when collaborating with their
supervisors include a lack of communication with their super-
visors and supervisors not having the time or capacity to meet
with their students [28]. Although [28] focuses more on using
a mobile application to solve the communication issue be-
tween students and their supervisors, we will focus on a struc-
tured supervision platform.

On the other hand, a study conducted by [29] was done in
order to determine the perceptions of students and supervisors
on online supervision during COVID-19. To summarize,
there were concerns surrounding behavioral concerns and
technical concerns. Behavioral concerns include (1) No face-



to-face interaction and social bonding. (2) Lack of facial ex-
pressions and understanding of body language. (3) Students
feel tired and restless in front of their desktop computers for
long periods. Technical concerns include (1) Unstable inter-
net connection. (2) Lack of technical knowledge to handle de-
vices. Technical concerns would be a hindrance in a develop-
ing country, especially if students opt to collaborate with their
supervisors solely online.

I. Polycrisis and the Impact of Covid-19 on Online
Education

The COVID-19 pandemic has severely disrupted the edu-
cational environment and has significantly impacted students,
teachers, and institutions worldwide. From unequal access to
online resources to learning losses and social-emotional set-
backs, the far-reaching impact of COVID-19 on education
called for innovative solutions for recovery and resilience.
Educational institutions were forced to explore new methods
of online teaching, such as using virtual and augmented real-
ity technologies to create immersive learning experiences
[21]. This aided in catalyzing a transition to online learning,
thus opening education to the viability of the online world and
accelerating the adoption of virtual learning [23].

While a few universities and schools had already started
incorporating some aspects of online learning into their cur-
ricula before the pandemic, it was only a small percentage.
The pandemic provided teachers with opportunities to de-
velop new skills, experiment with teaching methods, and be-
come open to embracing technology [21], enabling the explo-
ration of new ways to interact with students and personalize
each student’s learning experience that may bring long-term
benefits to the education system [22]. Simultaneously, it fa-
cilitated the adoption of the Metaverse represented by virtual
worlds.

The importance of technology and online learning plat-
forms in ensuring continuity of education has become appar-
ent. The pandemic prompted educational institutions to adapt
quickly and embrace online learning as a viable and necessary
alternative to traditional classroom instruction. While the
challenges posed by the pandemic should not be underesti-
mated, its impact on the transition to online education has
played a vital role in reshaping the future of learning [21]. As
the world evolves, institutions and policymakers must con-
tinue to build on the lessons learned during this time and in-
vest in technology, infrastructure, and support systems to cre-
ate robust and inclusive outcomes for all learners. Along with
the impact of the pandemic, South Africa is facing a polycrisis
with a rapidly weakening currency, rolling power outages, a
high unemployment rate, low literacy rates, and frequent stu-
dent protests, further straining the education system.

I1l. RESEARCH DESIGN

This qualitative study explored students’ self-reflection of
their experiences of educational supervision ina 2D and a 3D
virtual world to answer the research question, What is higher

education students’ impressions of supervision in immersive
virtual environments?

The unit of analysis for the study was the individual stu-
dents whose self-reflections were guided by Gibbs’ Reflec-
tive Model [30] and analyzed using Thematic Analysis [31].
The students (authors 1, 2, and 3) met with their Honors su-
pervisor (author 4) in the 2D virtual world, Gather Town.
They also met face-to-face to introduce the 3D virtual world
of Second Life.

A. Reflective Model

For this research study, the Gibbs’ Reflective Model, [30]
was used to reflect on a set of questions concerning our expe-
riences of supervision in the virtual worlds. The questions in-
clude: What happened? What were you thinking and feeling?
What was good and bad about it? If it arose again, what would
you do? What else could you have done? What sense can you
make of the situation?

B. Thematic Analysis

According to [31], thematic analysis can be deductive, in-
ductive, or a combination of the two. While this study started
with a deductive approach guided by the Technology Readi-
ness Index (TRI) [32], the generation of additional themes
added an inductive approach which resulted in our positing an
extended TRI conceptual framework for investigating virtual
worlds and the Metaverse.

The following approach recommended by [33] for analyz-
ing qualitative data guided the data analysis of this study. The-
matic is an iterative process that has six basic steps.

1. Familiarization with the data

2. Generating initial codes

3. Constructing potential categories

4. Revising the categories

5. Defining and naming themes

6. Producing a report.

C. Theoretical Framework

Acknowledging that nonconscious automatic cognition
(System 1) is more robust than rational cognition (System 2),
which is at best a partial mediator of adoption [34], we were
guided in our analysis of the self-reflections by the technology
readiness index (TRI) of [32]. We used Gibbs’ Reflective
Model to identify underlying nonconscious cognition through
self-reflection [30]. As we are not always aware of our biases
and nonconscious thoughts, we compared multiple self-re-
flections to provide reliability and validity of the underlying
nonconscious cognitions, which are influenced by patterns of
experience and personality traits [34].

TRI is a framework that investigates individuals” intentions
to adopt and use technology based on their state of mind rather
than their innate skills. TRI uses four constructs to understand
the individual’s state of mind; optimism, innovativeness, dis-
comfort, and insecurity. Optimism and innovativeness as
grouped as motivators, and discomfort and insecurity as in-
hibitors [35].



 Optimism: Optimism is the view that technology allows
users to attain their goals.

 Innovativeness: Innovativeness is the user’s desire to be
a leader in the use of technology and willingness to expand
knowledge of new technology.

- Discomfort: Discomfort is the perceived lack of control
over technology and feeling overwhelmed by it.

+ Insecurity: Insecurity results from distrust of technology
and uncertainty about its abilities.

Over the past two decades since [35], TRI has been con-
sistently used in research in respect of technology readiness
in education, such as [36] in Turkey in 2010 and [37] in South
Africa in 2019.

D. Ethical Consideration

As the primary data for the study was the self-reflections of
the authors, there were no ethical concerns for the study.

IV. FINDINGS

The first three authors reflected on their interactions in the
virtual worlds (Gather Town, www.gather.town, and Second
Life, secondlife.com) guided by Gibbs’ Reflective Model.
The fourth author analyzed the three sets of reflections and
summarised them. Thematic analysis was used following
[31], taking a deductive approach based on TRI1 2.0 [32].

After reading the transcripts, the four constructs of TRI
were used as coding categories and supplemented by in vivo
coding. This provided an initial coding list of 34 codes. The
codes were reflected upon and reduced to 20 codes. These
were categorized into 11 categories, from which five themes
were generated.

Comparable codes were merged, and the merged codes
were categorized. In addition to the TRI categories (optimism,
innovativeness, discomfort, and insecurity), five other catego-
ries were identified. The first category concerned the depend-
ent variable for the project, namely education. The final four
were context, infrastructure, skills, and technology.

Through several iterations of code adjustment and catego-
rization, four themes were determined. The TRI model guided
the first two themes. These two themes were motivators (op-
timism and innovativeness) and inhibitors (discomfort and in-
security). Education was the focus of the study and linked to
a theme entitled dependent variable. Future research and lim-
itations were combined into the theme research. The final four
categories (context, infrastructure, skills, and technology)
were named facilitators as they deviated from the TRI “in
mind” precept as they were external to the Students’ minds
and typically had an external locus of control. On the other
hand, they are posited to facilitate the motivators and inhibi-
tors. The final themes and categories are shown in Table I.

V.DISCUSSION

Even with a small student cohort, the findings show the va-
lidity of using the TRI model as a guideline for technology
readiness. Although the students felt some discomfort (n=5)
and insecurity (n=5), their motivation was higher, revealing

feelings of optimism (n=14) and innovativeness (n=12). Alt-
hough an external factor of Covid-19 was a driver for the ven-
ture into the Metaverse, this was not reflected by the students.
On the other hand, several drivers, considered facilitators for
this study, were in evidence. The most commented category
was technology (n=11), followed by skills (n=7), infrastruc-
ture (n=4), and context (n=1).

A review of concurrences revealed a pattern that the au-
thors felt was worthwhile investigating. The starting point
was to separate education as the dependent variable from the
facilitator theme. Education showed cooccurrences to moti-
vation (n=9), of which the cooccurrence to optimism was the
greatest (n=7), and a cooccurrence to inhibitors (n=4) with
cooccurrence with insecurity of n=3. Thus, the students were
optimistic about using a 2D environment for education but
also felt insecure. Student R commented, “I would recom-
mend [the 2D virtual world] to any fellow students looking
for an immersive yet practical learning experience”, given
that initially student R “was a bit confused as to how we
would test the effectiveness of a platform.”

The facilitator theme (n=14) showed cooccurrences to both
motivators (n=10) and inhibitors (n=4). The most mentioned
were skills with cooccurrence with motivation (n=6) but not
with inhibitors. The most vital facilitator link was to optimism
(n=4), for which the most mentioned facilitator was skill
transfer through scaffolding. “our supervisor ... has a passion-
ate outlook on everything virtual. The notion | have gained
from him is that he believes in finding a collaboration in vir-
tual worlds and education to help us students” (Student C).

Sometimes students who wanted to explore the virtual
world felt restricted. “Due to our very one-dimensional meet-
ings, it did not give us a chance to effectively trial all the other
features that could have potentially blown my mind in a pos-
itive way. However, all the additional out of the way, | still
very much liked the use of this platform” (Student R). This
highlights a potential challenge for students with existing
skills, such as being au fait with online gaming. The net result
is that the most observed construct for facilitating readiness
for a 2D virtual world education environment was the devel-
opment of a virtual world skillset (n=6).



TABLE 1.

THEMATIC ANALYSIS FINDINGS WITH SUPPORTING QUOTES

Theme

Category

Code

Quote

Motivators

Optimism

“As I was not as interested in the meetings initially, I found that with the interactiveness and
immersive element now being bought by this new platform, | found a new excitement and
enjoyment towards research being ignited unlike traditional web-conferencing platforms.”
Student R

Innovativeness

‘I realized how interactive it actually was. The more | used it, the more | liked it. As a result,
this increased my motivation and | found myself feeling excited to start exploring this virtual
world and taking advantage of its additional features.” Student I

Inhibitors

Discomfort

‘[The virtual world] seems like it is adding unnecessary features, which will not enhance the
way we relate information to one another. | can acknowledge and appreciate how amazing the
environment is, however, I'm sceptical regarding the value and benefits of using [virtual
worlds].” Student 1

Insecurity

‘Initially I was bit confused as to how we would test the effectiveness of a platform such as
Gather town, however as time went on | realized it was relatively straightforward, as any
learning that occurred on the app would directly show how effective the platform was at hosting
student-supervision virtual meetings.” Student R

Facilitators

Context

‘The reason as to why a more immersive environment is not a suitable choice is because of the
current challenges South Africa is facing as a developing country.” Student I

Infrastructure

“I would have liked to test how well the platform runs on a slower more outdated PC, a weaker
wifi connection and a Cellphone device. As we are in South Africa, a lot of students do not have
the resources used when | accessed Gather Town, so in order to have a fair opinion | would have
liked to run Gather Town on other devices.” Student R

Skills

Existing Skills

‘Due to our very one-dimensional meetings, it did not give us a chance to effectively trial all the
other features that could have potentially blown my mind in a positive way.” Student R

Platform
Induction

“I would have liked to have a scheduled meeting once a month with everyone in - person to
discuss the intricacies of what we have been experiencing together in Gather Town.” Student C

Scaffolding

“Furthermore, our supervisor ... has a passionate outlook on everything virtual. The notion I
have gained from him is that he believes in finding a collaboration in virtual worlds and
education to help us students obtain a better gauge on the educational standpoint and how virtual
worlds can be implemented effectively in that setting.” Student C

Technology

Alternatives

“Gather Town acts as an online web - conferencing room similar to Teams, Google Meets and
Zoom. However, the similarities and differences are vastly different. For instance, Gather Town
allows users to create and customize an avatar to then prompt into a virtual space that resembles
a real-life classroom, board room, conference room or any other setting for users to utilize and
interact with. These features are all in the hope to create an interactive environment prompting
the realism factor of a traditional setting.” Student C

Exploring

‘On the other hand it would also be beneficial to explore other 2D environments in order to
compare and evaluate which platform would work best for our objectives and goals.” Student I

Issues

“However, a few ironing out of certain features needs to be looked at. For example, a regular
occurrence was the inability to hear one another over our respective microphones. The way
Gather Town works is that when you step into a room that assesses the need for interaction, you
will be prompted with a microphone option to unmute yourself and start having conversation.”
Student C

Setup

“Another instance I picked up during our sessions is that we are “guests” and not “editors”. This
means we are limited to certain features ... we will need ... to upgrade our status to editor. In
contrast, this may be damaging in a classroom environment or setting where the educator would
be the editor and students the guests as the editor has higher authority in setting up certain
restrictions that the students do not have the privilege to.” Student C

Dependent
ariable

Education

Basis for
Learning

“My interest in the idea of using virtual worlds in education sparked because of its potential to
increase learner engagement and generate immersive learning experiences. .... As I embarked
on the journey, | was filled with excitement and curiosity.” Student C

Face-to-Face

‘I found that with the interactiveness and immersive element now being bought by this new
platform, | found a new excitement and enjoyment towards research being ignited unlike
traditional web-conferencing platforms.” Student R

Hybrid

“The 2D virtual environment of Gather Town proved its validity. However, there is a limit to
what you can and cannot ... I would have liked to have a scheduled meeting once a month with
everyone in - person to discuss the intricacies of what we have been experiencing.” Student C

Immersive

‘As I was not as interested in the meetings initially, | found that with the interactiveness and
immersive element now being bought by this new platform, | found a new excitement and
enjoyment towards research being ignited unlike traditional web-conferencing platforms.”
Student R

Virtual

“... any learning that occurred on the app would directly show how effective the platform was at
hosting student-supervision virtual meetings.” Student R

Research

Future Research

‘... determine the validity of the online meetings through a different platform other than your
typical Zoom or Google meet.” Student C

Limitations

“However, there is a limit to what you can and cannot do as a student and supervisory role ...
we prefer the 2D virtual environment specifically because of the convenience it provides. The
3D virtual world, as enriching as it presented itself, posed as too intricate to get started and gave
off an overwhelming feeling that would not go well with a lot of students if such an idea had to
be ventured into.” Student C




Innovativeness (n=2) was the following most common ob-
servation. “The [virtual] space ... came with a work-space
customization, a whiteboard for presentation, a private meet-
ing room that allowed those who entered the room to access
the audio of the room and the people utilizing it, as well as a
virtual kitten, to accompany us during our meetings. Further-
more, the few features mentioned added to the realism factor
and how effective it would be in stimulating student’s minds
compared to that of a Zoom classroom or Google Meet” (Stu-
dent C).

Although skills were not shown to be an inhibitor, student
C recognized that “there is a limit to what you can and cannot
do as a student and supervisory role.” Nevertheless, a 3D vir-
tual world was commented on in terms of “the consensus that

Finally, the context was an inhibitor due to insecurity
(n=1), for example, the lack of power and Internet resources
as a reason why a “more immersive environment is not a suit-
able choice” (Student I)

VI. CONCEPTUAL MODEL

The findings from this provisional study prompted us to
create the TRI-F (technology readiness index with facilita-
tors) conceptual model shown in Table Il. The model is pop-
ulated with the findings counts to illustrate its use.

The model encourages mapping external facilitators to the
motivator and inhibitor mindsets of the potential adopter of
technology to determine their readiness and the implications
of external factors on their readiness.

TABLEIL
THE TRI-F (TECHNOLOGY READINESS INDEX WITH FACILITATORS) CONCEPTUAL MODEL

Motivators Inhibitors
Theme Category Optimism Innovativeness Discomfort Insecurity
Facilitators Context - - - 1
Infrastructure - 1 - 1
Skills 4 2 - -
Technology 2 2 2 -
Dependent Variable Education 7 2 1 3

we prefer the 2D virtual environment specifically because of
its convenience. The 3D virtual world, as enriching as it pre-
sented itself, posed [to be] too intricate to get started and gave
off an overwhelming feeling that would not go well with
many students” (Student C).

Although technology (n=6) had a similar count to skills,
there was a broader spread of cooccurrences. Optimism, in-
novativeness, and discomfort all reported n=2. Consequently,
technology leaned towards motivator (n=4) but was tempered
by inhibitor count (n=2) associated with discomfort. Innova-
tiveness was seen in how “amazing the [2D virtual world] en-
vironment is” (Student ). In contrast, optimism was seen in
“recreating a realistic environment for students to feel a re-
semblance of a traditional brick and mortar classroom” (Stu-
dent C) and the desire to explore “the other features the plat-
form has on offer” (Student R). Discomfort was observed in
relation to some features that did not operate smoothly at all
times, such as an issue with sound that required the user to
“leave the meeting only to return in the hope that it would
work after the attempt of leaving. In most cases, it does” (Stu-
dent C). However, this is a challenge also observed in other
online meeting software.

Infrastructure was a motivator (innovativeness, n=1) and
inhibitor (insecurity, n=1). The observation was that although
South Africa is facing infrastructure “challenges” (Student I)
(inhibitor), Student I reported that it was possible to connect
to the 2D virtual world on the student’s “Macbook Air (2020)
as well as my HP (2020) computer. | even tried making use
of my mobile phone.”

VII. CONCLUSION

The study confirmed the view of a predominant student-
dominant feeling of optimism for education in the Metaverse
[8], albeit with some insecurity. The findings of facilitators
posited as potentially mediating the motivator and inhibitor
themes of TRI were incorporated into a conceptual model re-
ferred to as TRI-F (technology readiness index with facilita-
tors).

Student C effectively summed up the paper and the need
for further research. “In essence, I believed that the experi-
ence ... gave me greater motivation to venture further into
different platforms to determine whether the realism factor
and interactivity will be beneficial or if the traditional brick
and mortar classrooms are prevalent.”
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