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Students often enter physics classrooms with deeply ingrained misconceptions, typically stemming from com-
mon intuition and everyday experiences. These misconceptions present significant challenges for educators, as
students are often resistant to information that conflicts with their preconceptions. As a result, traditional in-
structional methods often fail to address misconceptions. The first aim of this manuscript is to summarize the
existing literature on misconceptions in university physics. This resource for instructors reviews misconcep-
tions’ sources, diagnoses, and remediation strategies. Like most physics education research, the majority of this
literature has concentrated on classical physics. However, quantum physics poses unique challenges because its
concepts are far removed from everyday experiences and intuition. This uniqueness signals the need to ask how
well the strategies developed for addressing misconceptions in classical physics apply to quantum physics. This
need is underscored by the recent surge of people from diverse backgrounds entering quantum physics because
of the growing significance of quantum technologies in fields such as computing, cryptography, and materials
science. To help answer this question, we conducted in-depth interviews with quantum physics instructors at
the University of Waterloo who have collectively taught over 100 university quantum physics courses. These
interviews explored the nature of common misconceptions in quantum physics, their origins, and effective in-
structional techniques to address them. We highlight specific misconceptions, such as misunderstanding of
entanglement and spin, and successful teaching strategies, including “misconception-trap quizzes.” We inte-
grate insights from the literature review with our interview data to provide an overview of current best practices
in addressing physics misconceptions. Furthermore, we identify key research questions that warrant further
exploration, such as the efficacy of multi-tier tests in quantum physics and developing a cohesive quantum cur-
riculum. This paper aims to inform educators and curriculum developers, offering practical recommendations
and setting a research agenda to improve conceptual understanding in classical and quantum physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Physics is filled with concepts that challenge common in-
tuition and are difficult for students to grasp. For example,
many students mistakenly believe that heavier objects fall
faster than lighter ones or that a constant force is needed to
keep an object in motion. Such misconceptions often arise
from everyday experiences and intuitive reasoning, leading
to persistent barriers in learning even after formal instruc-
tion [1, 2].

Misconceptions can be more detrimental than gaps in
knowledge. This is because students tend to resist new in-
formation that conflicts with their existing beliefs, resulting
in cognitive dissonance and frustration [3, 4]. Therefore, ef-
fective teaching strategies that identify and rectify these mis-
conceptions are essential for fostering a conducive learning
environment.

However, physics educators face significant challenges in
identifying and rectifying these misconceptions. Traditional
instructional methods often fail to address the underlying in-
tuitive beliefs that give rise to misconceptions [5, 6]. Not all
traditional teaching methods teach for conceptual change [7].
Consequently, educators must employ innovative and targeted
strategies to help students develop a more accurate conceptual
framework. Fortunately, a sizeable body of research has been
conducted on evidence-based strategies for identifying and
addressing misconceptions. The first aim of this manuscript
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is to review the existing literature on misconceptions in uni-
versity physics, focusing on their sources, diagnosis, and re-
mediation strategies.

Most physics education is centred on classical physics; nat-
urally, most physics education research also focuses on clas-
sical physics. This trend extends to the study of misconcep-
tions. For instance, Gilbert and Watts [1] reviewed 33 studies
from 1972 to 1982 on identifying misconceptions, and Soe-
harto et al. [2] reviewed another 111 articles from 2015 to
2019. Of the over 40 misconceptions identified in these stud-
ies, none were on quantum physics, highlighting a potential
gap in the research.

Quantum physics introduces a unique set of challenges due
to its abstract and non-intuitive nature [8–10]. Phenomena
such as wave-particle duality and entanglement are far re-
moved from everyday experiences and defy classical logic.
This uniqueness underscores the need for increased atten-
tion to identifying and remedying misconceptions in quantum
physics. The importance of addressing these misconceptions
is further amplified by the growing significance of quantum
technologies in fields such as computing, cryptography, and
materials science. This growth has resulted in learners from
a broad range of academic backgrounds looking to learn the
basics of quantum physics.

Strategies designed to diagnose and remedy misconcep-
tions in classical physics often rely on analogies and expe-
riences from the macroscopic world, which do not always
translate well to quantum phenomena. Consequently, while
it is essential to determine which ideas and tools from clas-
sical physics education can be adapted for quantum physics,
it is equally important to recognize that some may not di-
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rectly apply. To explore the applicability of these strategies,
we conducted interviews with quantum physics instructors
at the University of Waterloo, a leading institute for quan-
tum physics which houses the Institute for Quantum Com-
puting and has strong affiliations with the Perimeter Insti-
tute for Theoretical Physics. Collectively, these instructors
have taught over 100 quantum physics courses. Since they
are on the front lines of teaching and observing student mis-
conceptions, they provide valuable insights into the effective-
ness of existing educational tools and the unique challenges
faced in teaching quantum concepts. These interviews aim to
identify which educational strategies can be ported over from
classical to quantum physics. This is the second aim of this
manuscript.

The rest of the manuscript is organized as follows. Section
II presents our review of the literature on addressing miscon-
ceptions in university physics. Instead of providing an ex-
haustive survey, we highlight key results and illustrative ex-
amples of each. A summary of the interviews with quantum
physics instructors is presented in Section III. By integrat-
ing insights from these interviews with the existing literature
on classical physics misconceptions, we aim to provide an
overview of best practices for addressing misconceptions in
classical and quantum physics and identify research opportu-
nities. This integrated discussion is presented in Section IV.

II. REVIEW

This section reviews the literature on misconceptions in
university physics education, beginning with a review of
the broader context of potential sources of misunderstanding
(Section II A). In Section II B, we explore the origins of these
misconceptions. Next, we examine methods for diagnosing
misconceptions in Section II C. Finally, in Section II D, we
discuss strategies for remedying these misconceptions. We
propose that these remediation strategies can be categorized
into three main types: experiment-based, discussion-based,
and reflection-based. This categorization helps to identify
common elements and key factors contributing to their effec-
tiveness.

A. Misconceptions among other sources of misunderstanding

The study of misconceptions begins with defining them
precisely and distinguishing them from other sources of mis-
understanding. In their 1983 review, Gilbert and Watts noted
the initial lack of consensus on the definition of a misconcep-
tion within the field [1]. We review two well-known typolo-
gies for categorizing misunderstandings and simplify them
into a two-bin system: misconceptions, stemming from in-
correct existing knowledge, and gaps in prior knowledge.

One prominent typology was proposed by the National Re-
search Council [11]. They presented five sources of misun-
derstandings:

(1a) Preconceived notions: Intuitive but often incorrect un-
derstandings of scientific concepts based on everyday
experiences.

(1b) Non-scientific beliefs: Views learned outside the sci-
entific community that often conflict with scientific ev-
idence.

(1c) Conceptual misunderstandings: Errors arising from in-
correctly relating scientific information, leading to un-
resolved paradoxes or conflicts.

(1d) Factual misconceptions: Incorrect facts learned in
childhood, often perpetuated by authoritative figures
like parents and teachers.

(1e) Vernacular misconceptions: Misunderstandings due to
the different meanings of words in scientific versus ev-
eryday language.

Liu and Fang’s meta-analysis [12] presents another well-
studied classification. Their work reviewed 60 papers on mis-
understandings about force and acceleration across various
educational levels, identifying 38 misunderstandings related
to force and 15 related to acceleration. These were catego-
rized into four primary causes:

(2a) Incomplete or partial understanding: Occurs when stu-
dents do not fully comprehend key concepts, leading to
gaps in their knowledge.

(2b) Preconceived misunderstandings: Misunderstandings
carried over from a student’s life experiences.

(2c) Wrong interpretations and comprehensions: When stu-
dents understand a concept in isolation but are unsure
how to apply it.

(2d) Vernacular misunderstandings: Arise from students
interpreting scientific terminology based on everyday
language usage.

Our category “gaps in knowledge” aligns with 2a, and “mis-
conceptions” with 1a-1d and 2b-2c. Which binning 1e or 2d
goes under may depend on context, but it seems more likely
to be a knowledge gap. For example, translating a word in-
correctly is a vernacular misunderstanding that can likely be
corrected easily without leading to deeply ingrained incorrect
beliefs. Having clearly defined misconceptions and tied our
definition to the existing ones used in the literature, we turn
to their sources.

B. Sources of misconceptions

Misconceptions can arise from three sources:

• Sources of knowledge: Misconceptions can arise from
inaccurate information from sources students believe
they should trust to some extent. This includes teachers
themselves, textbooks, videos, and other literature.

• Teaching Methods: Ineffective teaching strategies can
contribute to forming and perpetuating misconcep-
tions. This includes complicated entry points into a
subject or poorly designed teaching activities.
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• Students: Even in the presence of accurate sources of
knowledge with sound teaching methods, students can
develop misconceptions. This can be from their prior
experiences, incorrect reasoning, stage of development,
abilities, or interest in the subject.

Our three-bin system aligns with Ref. [13]’s if one group
“Textbooks and Literature” with “Teachers.” We do not dis-
tinguish these because the line between them is inherently un-
clear. Textbooks and literature were written by teachers, and
teachers will provide their lecture notes to students. Further-
more, students often rely on online teachers, such as Khan
Academy, to fill gaps. Which category would this fall into?
Our system avoids this ambiguity.

When students do not yet understand a subject, they cannot
distinguish correct from faulty sources of knowledge. Kulge-
meyer and Wittwer examined the emergence of misconcep-
tions during self-directed learning, particularly through the
use of physics explainer videos, which have become increas-
ingly popular over the past two decades [14]. Their study as-
sessed the influence of these videos on students’ understand-
ing by dividing 149 physics learners into two groups. One
group viewed a video containing misconceptions about the
concept of force, while the control group watched a scien-
tifically accurate video. Both videos were similar in terms
of comprehensibility and duration, differing primarily in con-
tent accuracy. The results revealed that the group exposed
to misconceptions developed a comparable level of perceived
understanding to the control group but acquired more mis-
conceptions and less scientific knowledge. This finding high-
lights the critical importance of evaluating the accuracy of
educational content in textbooks and other learning resources
to prevent the dissemination of misinformation.

Teaching methods that are often effective in filling gaps
in knowledge can, in fact, lead to misconceptions when not
implemented conscientiously. For example, Cook discussed
visual representations’ role in this process [15]. According to
Cook, when visual aids are presented without adequate prior
knowledge, they can lead to misunderstandings about scien-
tific concepts. The risk of misconceptions increases when
the visuals overwhelm the learner’s cognitive capacity. Since
prior knowledge is essential for reducing cognitive load, its
absence can lead individuals with limited prior knowledge to
focus on superficial features of the representations and derive
incorrect conclusions. The careful design of visual materi-
als and the use of multiple representations help mitigate this
problem. While Cook’s perspective is compelling, it warrants
further experimental investigation. Looking ahead, our inter-
views revealed many instances where this phenomenon oc-
curred in the context of quantum physics. This is potentially
due to the abstract nature of quantum concepts exacerbating
the impact of vague instructional materials.

C. Diagnostic Methods

Being mindful of sources of misconceptions will reduce
the number of students’ misconceptions, but some will
emerge. To help students address these misconceptions, we
need tools to diagnose them. The commonly used tools are

interviews, open-ended questions, certainty of response index
(CRI) tests, and multiple-tier tests. The first two strategies are
typically used in courses with few students, and the latter two
in courses with many students.

Interviews and open-ended questions

Interviews involve one-on-one interactions between an in-
terviewer and a student. These sessions aim to uncover the
student’s reasoning on specific topics, thereby revealing un-
derlying misconceptions. The primary strengths of inter-
views include their ability to provide in-depth insights into
students’ cognitive processes, their adaptability in real-time
questioning, and their potential to generate rich, qualitative
data. These advantages enable a nuanced assessment of stu-
dents’ conceptual understanding.

However, interviews also present several limitations. They
are time-intensive, both in execution and subsequent analysis,
which restricts their scalability for large student cohorts. Ad-
ditionally, the quality of data collected can be significantly in-
fluenced by the interviewer’s skill and potential biases, intro-
ducing subjectivity into the assessment. The analysis process
itself can further contribute to this subjectivity. Moreover, a
certain level of trust between the student and the interviewer
is necessary to ensure candid responses.

With Open-ended questions, students articulate their un-
derstanding and reasoning freely without the constraints of
predefined answer choices. This format encourages com-
prehensive responses, offering deeper insights into students’
thought processes than multiple-choice questions. Nonethe-
less, they share many of the same strengths and limitations as
interviews. They provide depth, but analyzing open-ended re-
sponses is time-consuming, particularly in large classes. Con-
siderable effort is required to interpret and categorize free-
text answers, further introducing subjectivity into the evalua-
tion. Additionally, students may not provide detailed answers
unless incentivized, which can limit the effectiveness of this
method compared to oral interviews.

CRI and multiple-tier tests

The foundational concept of "multiple-tier" physics tests
was proposed by Hasan et al. [16]. They adopted the Cer-
tainty of Response Index (CRI), originally utilized in social
sciences, to assess students’ confidence in their multiple-
choice answers on a scale from 0 (total guess) to 5 (com-
plete confidence). Incorrect answers with low CRI scores
indicate knowledge gaps, while incorrect answers with high
CRI scores suggest the presence of misconceptions. Hasan
et al. applied this approach first in an undergraduate classi-
cal mechanics course. They found that average CRI values
provided insights into the overall understanding of the class,
guiding instructional strategies. This approach, also called a
“two-tier multiple-choice” test, has become a cornerstone in
diagnosing misconceptions.

However, the CRI method has its limitations. For exam-
ple, students might confidently choose the correct answer for
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incorrect reasons. To address this issue, the four-tier diag-
nostic test [17, 18] was developed. This method requires stu-
dents to select a multiple-choice answer (first tier) and rate
their confidence (second tier), then provide a justification for
their choice (third tier) and rate their confidence in that jus-
tification (fourth tier). Although more time-consuming, this
comprehensive approach better identifies misconceptions by
evaluating the answers and the reasoning behind them. Addi-
tionally, "three-tier multiple-choice" tests, which add only the
third tier, have been experimented with to balance thorough-
ness and practicality. Another limitation of the CRI is that
students may understand the concepts but lack confidence in
their answers. Researchers have suggested recognizing a sep-
arate category of students who grasp the material but are un-
certain about their understanding [19, 20]. Identifying this
population is necessary for developing tools to support them.

Multi-tier tests have eclipsed more long-form evaluations
in use. To illustrate this, we reference three review arti-
cles [2, 21, 22]. Gurel et al. [21] analyzed 273 publica-
tions from 1980 to 2014, finding that interviews were used
in 53% of studies, open-ended questions in 34%, and CRI
and multiple-tier tests in the remainder. A subsequent review
by Soeharto et al. [2] covering 111 studies from 2015 to 2019
showed a shift: interviews in 11%, open-ended questions in
24%, and the rest using CRI and multiple-tier tests. Res-
biantoro et al. [22] reviewed 72 articles from 2005 to 2020,
confirming this trend with interviews in about 10%, open-
ended questions in 28%, and the rest using CRI and multiple-
tier tests. These reviews highlight transitioning from inter-
active methodologies to more standardized testing formats in
assessing misconceptions. The exact reason for this is un-
clear. Multi-tier tests may be more effective, or physics edu-
cation research may have drifted towards studying classrooms
with more students.

D. Remediation Strategies

After a misconception is identified, it can be addressed.
This requires effective strategies grounded in educational re-
search to foster conceptual change [7]. In this section, we
propose a typology that categorizes these strategies into three
groups: reflection-based, discussion-based, and experiment-
based approaches. These categories highlight the underlying
principles shared amongst various strategies. Examples for
each category are summarized in Table I.

Reflection-based strategies

Reflection-based strategies encourage students to intro-
spect and critically reassess their knowledge, integrating
new and accurate information. These methods, often in-
volving individual activities, can also include collaborative
elements. Examples of reflection-based strategies include
concept mapping [23], journaling [24], model-based teach-
ing [25], predict-observe-explain activities [26], and concep-
tual change text [27–30].

Hein’s 1999 study highlighted how reflection-based strate-
gies with writing components can effectively identify and
remedy misconceptions [24]. They introduced a “folder ac-
tivity” in an algebra-based introductory physics course for
non-science majors at American University in Washington,
DC. This course often enrolls students with limited mathe-
matical skills and no prior physics education. The folder ac-
tivity, conducted 5–10 times per semester, includes prompts
for short-answer questions related to course concepts. Stu-
dents use their class notes to formulate responses, promoting
a deeper understanding through the process of writing. Ad-
ditionally, some prompts require students to create multiple-
choice questions and justify their answers. This approach not
only helps students clarify their own understanding but also
allows instructors to identify common misconceptions for fur-
ther discussion. Hein’s argues that this method is effective
both as a diagnostic tool and as a strategy for correcting mis-
conceptions.

Reflection activities do not require long-form writing to be
effective; even trying to reflect helps. In a study by Miller et
al., [26], the impact of the predict-observe-explain method
on student learning in introductory physics courses was ex-
amined. They focused on the subject of mechanics and of
electricity and magnetism across two universities. Students
were asked to predict the outcomes of 22 different demon-
strations before observing them. Researchers recorded the
students’ predictions and observations, analyzing the data
immediately after the demonstrations and at the end of the
semester. They found that about 20% of the observations did
not match the actual outcomes due to a misconception. How-
ever, students who made predictions were about 20% more
likely to correctly perceive the demonstration results, regard-
less of whether their predictions were accurate. Their results
suggest that the act of making predictions enhances students’
observational accuracy and helps them retain the correct out-
comes.

Discussion-based strategies

Discussion-based activities use social interaction to boost
learning. Students encounter various perspectives and rea-
soning methods by engaging in discussions and debates with
peers and instructors. These strategies have been effective in
multiple formats, including in-person interactions [31], on-
line discussions [32], and even through listening to recorded
conversations [33].

Informal discussions are often employed in classes and
can be highly effective. However, these activities can ben-
efit from higher levels of structure. Leinonen et al. [31] work
demonstrates a more structured example. They studied the
effect of a discussion-based strategy in an introductory ther-
mal physics course at the University of Eastern Finland. It
was a one-hour session divided into three phases: individ-
ual work, hinting, and peer discussion. The effectiveness of
the intervention was evaluated by assessing students’ con-
ceptual understanding before, during, and after the session.
This assessment included written explanations from all the
students and recordings of peer discussions from five pairs
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Strategy Explanation

Reflection-based

Concept Mapping Learners create maps linking concepts by connecting words or phrases, illustrating relationships
between ideas. This helps organize and structure knowledge, facilitating better comprehension and
recall.

Journaling Learners record their thoughts, understanding, and progress over time, enhancing reflection and
deepening learning.

Predict-Observe-Explain Learners make predictions about an outcome, observe an experiment to see what actually happens,
and then explain the results. This helps clarify and modify their understanding based on observed
evidence.

Conceptual-Change Text Learners are presented with text that challenges existing beliefs and encourages cognitive conflict.
These texts help reshape understanding toward scientifically sound concepts.

Discussion-based

Group Discussions Learners participate in structured or informal discussions among learners or instructors to explore
ideas, clarify understandings, and negotiate interpretations. These discussions promote critical think-
ing and deeper comprehension through collaborative dialogue.

Listening Activities Learners listen to others discuss concepts. These can be pre-recorded conversations or live ones in
class. Hearing the conflict of other ideas helps students in refining their own misconceptions.

Experiment-based

Laboratory Learners engage in hands-on experiments in a laboratory setting, enabling them to engage with
processes relevant to the subject matter directly. This method supports experiential learning and
helps students connect theory with practical application.

Simulations Learners use computer simulations to mimic real-world processes or experiments, allowing them
to interact with complex systems in a controlled, virtual environment. This helps in understanding
abstract concepts and testing hypotheses without the constraints of physical experiments.

Table I: Summary of educational strategies categorized into reflection-based, discussion-based, and experiment-based approaches.

of volunteers. The study focused on 65 students out of the
100-120 enrolled in the course, covering chemistry, mathe-
matics, physics, and computer science majors. Initially, 75
students participated in the pretesting, but the analysis cen-
tred on the 65 who completed all stages of the intervention,
ensuring consistency across the pretesting, intervention, and
post-testing phases. The intervention significantly improved
students’ understanding of thermal physics concepts, espe-
cially after the peer discussion phase. For instance, the per-
centage of correct answers to a question about work in an
isobaric process increased from 52% in the individual phase
to 80% after peer discussion. Similarly, following peer dis-
cussions, correct responses for the net work done in a cyclic
process rose from 28% to 51%, and for heat in a cyclic pro-
cess, from 15% to 40%.

Experiment-based strategies

The final category, experiment-based activities, empha-
sizes “hands-on” engagement, allowing students to interact
directly with physical or simulated systems. These tangible
experiences help students visualize and understand complex
concepts, receive live feedback, and reconstruct their knowl-
edge based on observed outcomes. Experiment-based learn-
ing includes laboratory experiments [34] and simulation-
based experiments, which have gained popularity since the
early 2000s. These simulations include interactive tools [35–
40] and virtual reality technology [41].

The simulation-based experiments provide the opportunity
to bake additional teaching principles into the experiment.
This is exemplified nicely by the Virtual Physics System
(ViPS) developed by Myneni et al. [35] ViPS is a software de-
signed to enhance students’ understanding of pulleys. ViPS
integrates simulation and tutoring to address common mis-
conceptions. The ViPS process includes three stages:

1. Pre-Test Phase: Students work on problems that re-
veal their misconceptions about pulleys. This provides
ViPS with a baseline understanding.

2. Tutoring Phase: ViPS customizes the experience to ad-
dress identified misconceptions. Students go through
guided problem-solving, receiving real-time feedback
and hints, with guidance levels adjusted according to
their performance. This is done to adhere to the zone
of proximal development principle [42].

3. Post-Test Phase: Students’ comprehension is then as-
sessed post-instruction to verify the rectification of
misconceptions.

ViPS uses a dynamic student model to track and adapt to each
learner’s progress, ensuring personalized feedback and chal-
lenges. This adaptability tailors the educational experience
to the student’s evolving understanding. This capability goes
beyond what is typically possible in laboratory-based experi-
ments.

Myneni et al. compared ViPS with traditional laboratory
experiments. The study involved 12 engineering majors and
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210 preservice elementary teachers, divided into groups ex-
periencing various combinations of virtual and physical pul-
ley interactions. Virtual and physical sequences improved
understanding, but virtual interactions alone were more im-
pactful than physical ones alone, emphasizing the potential
of simulation-based learning tools in educational settings.

III. EXPERIENCES FROM QUANTUM PHYSICS

EDUCATORS

Most of the tools for identifying and addressing miscon-
ceptions were developed for classical physics. Since quan-
tum physics education presents unique challenges, we need
to consider the applicability of these tools to this subject.
We conduct such an evaluation through long-form interviews
with quantum physics instructors at the University of Water-
loo. This study aims to identify misconceptions in quantum
physics and assess effective tools for diagnosing and rectify-
ing these misconceptions.

A. Methodology Overview

First, we outline our methodology for identifying instruc-
tors and conducting interviews. The University of Water-
loo, renowned for its quantum physics research and exten-
sive course offerings, was chosen for this study. It houses
the Institute for Quantum Computing and is closely affiliated
with the nearby Perimeter Institute for Theoretical Physics.
A testament to the university’s focus on quantum physics is
the volume of courses it offers on the subject. Listed in Ap-
pendix A, the university offers 16 undergraduate and 37 grad-
uate courses on solely quantum physics and 9 undergraduate
courses covering quantum physics.

We identified faculty members who taught the 16 under-
graduate courses via online course listings and departmental
contacts. Emails were sent to these faculty members request-
ing interviews, resulting in nine agreements. Through these
nine, another faculty member was identified to give an inter-
view about their experience teaching one of the nine under-
graduate courses partially covering quantum physics. Addi-
tional interviews were secured with two individuals from the
Institute for Quantum Computing and Perimeter Institute with
years of experience teaching quantum physics to undergrad-
uate students. The twelve instructors have collectively taught
over 100 university quantum physics courses and many sum-
mer schools, reaching thousands of students.

With no detailed guide for conducting physics educa-
tion research interviews, we relied on guides from other
fields [43–46]. The interviews aimed to identify misconcep-
tions in quantum physics and effective tools for addressing
them. Five core questions were developed, with flexibility for
follow-up questions based on responses. Verbal consent for
recording was obtained, and confidentiality and withdrawal
rights were explained to each interviewee. Interviews were
scheduled for 30 minutes each, conducted via Zoom, and
many were extended beyond the scheduled time. The insights
gathered from these interviews are synthesized and presented

in a cohesive narrative in the following subsection.

B. Synthesis of Insights

We present each question and list the various answers in-
structors gave. With few exceptions, each answer is an amal-
gamation of comments given by multiple instructors.

What are university students’ common misconceptions about

quantum physics?

Entanglement.—Students often believe that entanglement
implies faster-than-light communication. They think a local
change in system A will instantaneously cause a change in
another system entangled with A. This misconception is fre-
quently attributed to portrayals in popular educational mate-
rials, which often dramatize quantum phenomena without ac-
curate scientific context. For example, students might assume
that measuring one particle’s spin immediately determines its
entangled partner’s spin, overlooking the fact that no infor-
mation is transmitted in this process.

Spin.—Students frequently misunderstand spin as arising
from an object physically spinning. They struggle to grasp
what it means for spin to be an intrinsic property of particles,
unrelated to any literal rotation. This misconception is of-
ten reinforced by incorrect depictions of electrons as rotating
charged spheres in educational materials. For example, stu-
dents may visualize an electron’s spin as similar to a spinning
top.

Observer effect.—A common belief among students is that
a conscious observer is necessary for the collapse of the wave
function. This misconception is perpetuated by textbook il-
lustrations showing an eyeball next to a quantum system and
by sensationalized portrayals in popular media. For example,
students might ignore the role of measurement devices in de-
termining a particle’s state if there is no human observation.

Uncertainty in a system’s state.—Students tend to erro-
neously believe that the state of a quantum system is always
uncertain. For example, students may assume the energy of
the Hamiltonian’s eigenstates is uncertain. Confusion about
the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle may be tied to this.
Some students interpret the uncertainty principle as imply-
ing that quantum systems are always fundamentally unpre-
dictable rather than understanding it as a limit on the preci-
sion of simultaneous measurements.

Density matrices.—Students often equate classical uncer-
tainty in a system’s state with quantum uncertainty. A lack of
clear distinction between classical and quantum probabilities
in educational resources contributes to this misunderstand-
ing. Misunderstanding the nature of mixed states versus pure
states can lead students to confuse the probabilistic interpre-
tations in classical and quantum contexts.

Quantization.—Students mistakenly think that quantiza-
tion is unique to quantum mechanics, overlooking the fact
that classical systems can also be quantized. Classical sys-
tems, such as energy levels in a harmonic oscillator, can ex-
hibit quantized properties.
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Wave-particle duality.—Students struggle to reconcile the
dual nature of particles without conflating the concepts, mis-
interpreting the principle as literal simultaneity rather than
a complementary description. Ambiguous language in text-
books often leads to this confusion.

Quantum theory of light.—Students often confuse the en-
ergies of different modes with the number of photons in a
mode during exercises. This confusion may be exacerbated
by the use of similar ladder-like diagrams to represent both
concepts. Misinterpreting photon interactions and energy lev-
els can lead to significant misunderstandings in quantum op-
tics exercises.

What are the sources of these misconceptions?

The instructors collectively identified eight sources of mis-
conceptions. The first four pertain to teaching methods, the
next three to educational materials, and the last to the stu-
dents.

Traditional introductions to quantum mechanics.—

Misconceptions can stem from traditional introductions to
quantum mechanics. One traditional approach is starting
with wave functions. Multiple instructors pointed out
that doing so instead of working with Dirac notation and
discrete systems increases the mathematical barrier to entry
in quantum mechanics. More instructors are now adopting
the Dirac notation approach, which has been beneficial in
reducing initial learning difficulties.

Another problematic entry point is starting with the Stern–
Gerlach experiment. This method, used in some standard
quantum physics texts, introduces many complex concepts si-
multaneously, such as spin and measurement collapse. These
concepts are common sources of misconceptions. Thus, start-
ing with the Stern–Gerlach experiment may necessarily over-
load a student as they are first learning the subject.

Distinguishing experimental observations from

interpretations.—Another source of misconceptions arises
when instructors do not clearly distinguish between what
is experimentally observed in quantum physics and how
these observations are interpreted. Students are naturally
curious about the fundamental behaviour of the universe
and seek explanations, such as why measurements project a
system onto an eigenstate. However, quantum physics offers
multiple interpretations, and instructors can only state the
experimental predictions with certainty. Mixing interpreta-
tions with experimental facts can lead to misconceptions,
such as the belief that a conscious observer is necessary to
collapse the wave function. While discussing interpretations
can be engaging and beneficial for students, it is crucial to
maintain a clear distinction between ontological facts and
interpretative frameworks to prevent misunderstandings.

Prolonged disconnect from physical systems.—Quantum
mechanics inherently requires mathematical proficiency, and
early in one’s studies, much of the work involves rigorous
mathematical manipulation. However, a prolonged focus
on mathematical abstraction as one progresses to upper-year
courses can lead to shallow understandings of physical sys-
tems and misconceptions. For example, students often fail to

recognize the physical constraints that should be applied to
their mathematical work. To demonstrate that the flux in a
ring is quantized, students need the mathematical framework
of Stoke’s theorem and physical arguments related to bound-
ary conditions. Additionally, students frequently lack aware-
ness of the approximate scales at which different quantum
effects become relevant. For instance, when given a Hamilto-
nian, they might not know whether a perturbation will break
the degeneracy of the Hamiltonian, or if the distance between
ions in a trap will cause interference.

Jargon.—One instructor who teaches students from vari-
ous departments highlighted the substantial amount of tech-
nical language or jargon in quantum physics that can be chal-
lenging to students from other fields, such as engineering or
mathematics. This linguistic barrier can also contribute to
misconceptions. Simplifying language and providing clear
explanations of jargon can help bridge this gap and reduce
misunderstandings.

Popular science media.—The mysterious allure of quan-
tum physics has inspired numerous popular science media.
This media, along with other educational materials, often
dramatize or oversimplify quantum phenomena, leading to
widespread misconceptions. For instance, the belief that
entanglement enables faster-than-light communication was
most often attributed to popular media. Educators must clar-
ify and debunk these popular misconceptions in the classroom
to ensure students understand accurately.

Ambiguously worded textbooks.—Beyond popular media,
ambiguously worded textbooks were also identified as a
source of confusion. For example, the concept of wave-
particle duality is often misrepresented in textbooks, which
might state that a photon is both a wave and a particle,
whereas the reality is more nuanced. Using precise language
and providing nuanced explanations can help mitigate this is-
sue.

Ambigous figures.—Various ambiguous figures were men-
tioned by instructors. These include images of something
rotating to depict spin, an eyeball beside a system to depict
projective measurements, and rope-like drawings connecting
systems to depict entanglement.

Inappropriate use of problem-solving tools.—One instruc-
tor provided an example of a misconception stemming from
student practices. This involved students using a famil-
iar problem-solving toolbox inappropriately in more com-
plex settings, thereby misunderstanding the limitations of the
method. However, it was acknowledged that this issue might
originate from inadequate instruction by a previous teacher.
Teaching the limitations of different problem-solving tools
and methods can help students apply these tools appropriately
in various contexts.

What are your strategies for identifying misconceptions?

Identifying trends in formative assessment errors.—

Instructors commonly analyze student responses to exercises
to detect misconceptions. By examining specific types of er-
rors or patterns in student answers, they can identify areas
where students consistently struggle.



8

Informal discussions with subsets of students.—Informal
conversations during class or office hours with students are
another key strategy. Although involving only a subset of stu-
dents, these discussions provide insights into common mis-
conceptions. Instructors noted that even these limited inter-
actions help them identify issues that can be addressed with
the entire class. The spontaneous nature of these discussions
often reveals student thinking processes and misunderstand-
ings that may not surface in formal assessments.

Compiling common misconceptions.—One instructor high-
lighted the value of maintaining a comprehensive list of stu-
dent misconceptions. This list is compiled from both personal
teaching experience and shared insights from colleagues.
The instructor found that misconceptions remained consis-
tent from year to year, reducing the need for continual re-
assessment. This consistency allows the instructor to antic-
ipate and proactively address common misunderstandings in
future courses.

What are your strategies for addressing misconceptions?

In-class quizzes with “misconception traps”.—Several in-
structors utilize quizzes designed to address misconceptions.
These quizzes often include "trap answers" that highlight
common misunderstandings. By polling the class using elec-
tronic clickers or polling apps, instructors can reveal the range
of answers and the prevalence of certain misconceptions in
real-time. For instance, one instructor presents various sce-
narios of measurements being done on a quantum system to
test students on whether they think a conscious being needs
to observe an experiment for the wave function to collapse.

After polling, instructors display the results on a screen,
showcasing the distribution of answers. This visual represen-
tation helps students see they are not alone in their miscon-
ceptions. A particularly effective technique involves asking
students to justify an answer they did not choose. This pro-
cess encourages students to engage critically with the mate-
rial and understand different perspectives. It also makes stu-
dents more comfortable speaking since they are not necessar-
ily justifying their own answers.

Following this, students are given time to discuss their rea-
soning among themselves before being re-polled. This peer
instruction phase allows students to articulate their thoughts
and learn from their classmates. The instructor then revisits
the question and polls the class again. This method almost
always results in a consensus on the correct answer, demon-
strating the power of peer instruction and collaborative learn-
ing in addressing misconceptions.

Class discussions with conceptual-change text.—Another
effective strategy is employing discussions integrated with
conceptual-change text. In this approach, students are pre-
sented with a scenario prone to misconceptions and asked to
predict the outcome. For example, one instructor presented an
interferometry experiment and asked students to predict what
changes when, for example, one path is blocked or the phase
of one phase is changed. Erroneous conceptions are revealed
and corrected through dynamic, back-and-forth dialogue be-
tween the instructor and the class. One instructor noted, "I

get them to the point where they don’t know what to believe
anymore. Then, when they’re at that point, they’re ready to
let go of their misconception." This strategy underscores the
importance of first identifying the misconception, as it helps
students remember and learn from their errors.

Video demonstrations or live experiments.—Three instruc-
tors found that video demonstrations or, when possible, live
experiments effectively address misconceptions. These ac-
tivities can also take the form of predict-observe-explain ex-
ercises or be accompanied by straightforward explanations.
For example, an instructor might show a laser going through
slits to show the wave-like interference patterns. Demonstra-
tions also evoke a sense of awe and engagement in students,
enhancing their overall learning experience. However, most
instructors pointed out the limited options for this in quantum
physics classrooms.

Besides misconceptions and gaps in knowledge, what else causes

students to make mistakes?

Three instructors said students make mistakes for reasons
outside of misconceptions and gaps in knowledge. All three
pointed to deficiencies in prior knowledge.

Insufficient mathematical background.—Many second-
year students lack the mathematical training required for
quantum mechanics. The subject demands an understanding
of complex numbers, linear algebra, and a transition to ab-
stract Hilbert spaces. Without this strong mathematical foun-
dation, students struggle to develop the intuition to correctly
verify their answers and apply quantum concepts.

Insufficient quantum physics background.—Courses that
include significant quantum mechanics content often admit
students without sufficient background knowledge. This is-
sue is particularly prevalent in courses that do not exclusively
teach quantum physics, such as statistical mechanics courses.
One such course at Waterloo, for example, is almost evenly
divided between teaching classical and quantum statistical
mechanics. The scheduling of these courses sometimes fails
to account for the necessary preparatory coursework, leading
to students encountering complex quantum topics without a
solid foundational understanding.

Other miscellanenous comments

Several insightful side conversations emerged from the in-
terviews, providing valuable perspectives on addressing mis-
conceptions.

Types of misconceptions.—Instructors identified two types
of misconceptions: unintended and detrimental misconcep-
tions and what can be termed “necessary and temporary mis-
conceptions.” Unintended and detrimental misconceptions
are incorrect beliefs that harm student understanding and have
been the primary focus of this manuscript. In contrast, neces-
sary and temporary misconceptions are simplifications that,
while technically incorrect, are pedagogically useful. A clas-
sic example is the progression of atomic models taught from
dense billiard balls to the "plum pudding" model and finally
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to orbitals and electron clouds. This illustrates how these mis-
conceptions can serve as beneficial stepping stones in learn-
ing. These simplifications help students gradually build their
understanding, making complex concepts more accessible.

Bad misconceptions may still be helpful.—Many conversa-
tions led to whether misconceptions can be more useful than
harmful. Misconceptions, while adding inertia to learning,
can provide a foundation upon which to build. Some argued
that having an initial, albeit incorrect, conception allows for
a more effective learning process where instructors can ex-
plain why a misconception is wrong and why a more accurate
understanding is better. This contrasts with the challenge of
teaching students with no prior conception.

Specialization in quantum physics:.—The importance of
tailoring quantum mechanics education to the audience and
its goals was emphasized. Mathematics students may ap-
proach quantum mechanics primarily through the lens of lin-
ear algebra with additional rules. These students could go
on to prove useful results about, for example, quantum algo-
rithms without needing knowledge of, say, scattering. Quan-
tum physics research requires a diverse set of skills, and spe-
cialization is necessary. Whether this level of specialization
is relevant at the undergraduate level is unclear. However,
the question is then raised on what to include in undergradu-
ate curriculums as the number of quantum physics education
courses expands.

C. Limitations of the study

In this work, we focused on one institute that is a hot spot
for quantum physics education. This intense concentration
of experiences made Waterloo a prime location for analyz-
ing quantum physics education. However, Waterloo is one
of Canada’s most competitive physics programs and is rec-
ognized as a global leader in quantum physics. As such, the
student population is likely biased to have a stronger physics
background than the average student. Furthermore, the in-
structors likely understand the content more deeply than those
at a randomly chosen university. Future research should aim
to include a larger and more diverse sample of instructors
from various institutions and cultural backgrounds to enhance
the generalizability of the findings.

The study relies heavily on qualitative data from inter-
views, which, while rich in detail, may introduce subjectivity
and bias. The interpretations and conclusions drawn are in-
fluenced by the educators’ and interviewer’s perspectives and
experiences. Including quantitative measures, such as surveys
or pre- and post-assessments of student performance, could
provide a more balanced view and validate the effectiveness
of the suggested strategies.

IV. DISCUSSION

Physics educators often face challenges due to ingrained
student misconceptions. Classical and quantum physics
present unique hurdles, as highlighted by the literature and
reinforced by our interviews with quantum physics educators

at the University of Waterloo. This final section synthesizes
many of the conceptual insights from our review and discus-
sions and identifies key research questions. However, one
should refer to the main text for a detailed list of strategies.

A. Integration of insights from literature and interviews

Instructors can save considerable time by familiarizing
themselves with the common misconceptions in their courses
that have already been identified in prior studies. This knowl-
edge allows instructors to shift where and how they empha-
size topics in class. Many studies listing common miscon-
ceptions exist for classical physics, and this study presents
numerous examples in quantum physics.

Instructors can help limit misconceptions before they ever
enter a student’s framework. To do so, instructors can review
educational materials to check for accuracy before assigning
them and critically analyze their teaching methods regularly.
Our interviews with educators highlighted weaknesses in var-
ious quantum physics teaching strategies. However, many of
these strategies have existed for decades, and their issues have
only been identified through critical analysis.

Despite an instructor’s best efforts, misconceptions are in-
evitable. To rectify them, we need methods to identify them.
The literature contains a spectrum of approaches. On one
end are interviews and open-ended questions, which provide
considerable depth of student understanding but are costly in
time. These are typically best for smaller classes but, if neces-
sary, can be adapted for large courses. This can be done with
some form of random sampling or by hiring additional teach-
ing assistants. On the other end of the spectrum are multi-tier
tests, which are efficient and effective but come at the cost of
depth. Interestingly, the quantum educators we spoke to rely
more on time-consuming approaches and employ the men-
tioned strategies to mitigate the time demand.

The literature suggests several effective strategies for
addressing misconceptions we categorized with self-
explanatory names as reflection-based, discussion-based,
and experiment-based (see Table I). The main text includes
detailed examples of each. We note that experiment-based
strategies are less used when teaching quantum physics.
However, this is due to their lack of availability, not lack of
efficacy.

B. Key research questions

Multi-tier tests have become prevalent for identifying mis-
conceptions in physics education but are less commonly used
in quantum physics education. Investigating their effective-
ness in this field is a promising research opportunity. Fur-
thermore, developing a pool of multi-tier questions based on
identified misconceptions could also be valuable for the quan-
tum education community.

The quantum physics misconceptions identified by educa-
tors at Waterloo are largely conceptual, contrasting with the
primarily mathematical and technical misconceptions identi-
fied by Styer in 1996 [47]. A systematic study comparing



10

the relative importance of addressing these different types of
misconceptions may also prove helpful in identifying effec-
tive remediation strategies.

Instructors highlighted that deficiencies in prior knowl-
edge, particularly in mathematical training and foundational
quantum physics, significantly impact student performance.
The rapid development of quantum physics education seems
to have outpaced curriculum design and course scheduling.
Aligning mathematical and physics curricula to ensure conti-
nuity and coherence is crucial. Developing cohesive quantum
physics education programs is another area that merits explo-
ration, with studies like Asfaw et al. [48] providing valu-
able frameworks. Related to this point, the tailoring of quan-
tum physics education to different student audiences’ specific
needs and goals is vital. This could be done through adapt-
able curricula that provide a solid foundation while allowing
specialization to prepare students for diverse career paths in
quantum physics and related fields.

Simulations have proven incredibly effective in teaching
classical physics concepts and may be equally valuable in
quantum physics education. Simulating phenomena such as
the double-slit experiment or entanglement can give students
a more intuitive understanding of these abstract concepts. De-
veloping simulated experiments for quantum classrooms is
another impactful area of research. For example, resources

like IBM’s Qiskit and Xanadu’s Pennylane for simulating
quantum algorithms exist and could be valuable tools for
quantum computing education.
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Appendix A QUANTUM PHYSICS COURSES AT THE UNIVERSITY OF WATERLOO

Undergraduate courses on quantum physics:

1. AMATH 373 Quantum Theory 1

2. AMATH 474 Quantum Theory 3: Quantum Information and Foundations

3. CHEM 356 Introductory Quantum Mechanics

4. ECE 405 Introduction to Quantum Mechanics

5. NE 332 Quantum Mechanics

6. PHIL 252 Quantum Mechanics for Everyone

7. PHYS 233 Introduction to Quantum Mechanics

8. PHYS 234 Quantum Physics 1

9. PHYS 334 Quantum Physics 2

10. PHYS 434 Quantum Physics 3

11. PHYS 454/AMATH 473 Quantum Theory 2

12. PHYS 467/CS 467/CO 481 Introduction to Quantum Information Processing

13. PHYS 468 Introduction to the Implementation of Quantum Information Processing

14. PHYS 484 Quantum Theory 3: Quantum Information and Foundations

15. PMATH 343 Introduction to the Mathematics of Quantum Information

Undergraduate courses covering quantum physics:

1. CHEM 209 Introductory Spectroscopy and Structure

2. CHEM 350L Physical Chemistry Laboratory 2
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3. ECE 457C Reinforcement Learning

4. PHIL 459 Studies in the Philosophy of Physics

5. PHYS 124 Modern Physics

6. PHYS 349 Advanced Computational Physics

7. PHYS 359 Statistical Mechanics

8. PHYS 435 Current Topics in Condensed Matter Physics

9. PHYS 444 Introduction to Particle Physics

Regularly offered graduate courses:

1. AMATH 673 Quantum Theory 2

2. AMATH 674 Quantum Theory 3: Quantum Information and Foundations

3. AMATH 876/QIC 845 Open Quantum Systems

4. AMATH 877 Foundations of Quantum Theory

5. CHEM 746 Quantum Chemistry

6. CO 781 Topics in Quantum Information

7. CS 766 Theory of Quantum Information

8. CS 867 Advanced Topics in Quantum Computing

9. ECE 677/QIC 885 Quantum Electronics and Photonics

10. NANO 707 From Atoms to Crystals, Quantum Wells, Wires and Dots

11. PHYS 601 Perimeter Scholars International Quantum Field Theory 1

12. PHYS 603 Perimeter Scholars International Quantum Field Theory 2

13. PHYS 605 Perimeter Scholars International Quantum Theory

14. PHYS 635 Perimeter Scholars International Quantum Information Review

15. PHYS 638 Perimeter Scholars International Quantum Gravity

16. PHYS 639 Perimeter Scholars International Foundations of Quantum Theory

17. PHYS 641 Perimeter Scholars International Explorations in Quantum Information

18. PHYS 644 Perimeter Scholars International Explorations in Quantum Gravity

19. PHYS 645 Perimeter Scholars International Explorations in Foundations of Quantum Theory

20. PHYS 701 Quantum Mechanics 1

21. PHYS 702 Quantum Mechanics 2

22. PHYS 703/AMATH 873 Introduction to Quantum Field Theory

23. PHYS 739 Quantum Many Body Physics

24. PHYS 760/QIC 860 Laboratory on Control of Quantum Technology

25. PHYS 761/QIC 861 Laboratory on Photonic Quantum Technology

26. PHYS 762/QIC 862 Laboratory on Low Temperature Quantum Technology and Nanofabrication

27. PHYS 763 Independent Project in Quantum Technology

28. PHYS 768 Special Topics in Quantum Information Processing
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29. PHYS 769 Special Topics in quantum Information Processing

30. PHYS 785/AMATH 872 Introduction to Quantum Field Theory for Cosmology

31. QIC 710/PMATH 871/PHYS 767/CS 768/CO 681/AMATH 871 Quantum Information Processing

32. QIC 750/ECE 676 Quantum Information Processing Devices

33. QIC 820 Theory of Quantum Information

34. QIC 823 Quantum Algorithms

35. QIC 863 Independent Project in Quantum Technology

36. QIC 880 Nanoelectronics for Quantum Information Processing

37. QIC 890 Topics in Quantum Information
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[29] J. Durmuş and Ş. Bayraktar, Effects of conceptual change texts and laboratory experiments on fourth grade students’ understanding of
matter and change concepts, Journal of science Education and technology 19, 498 (2010).

[30] G. M. Franco, K. R. Muis, P. Kendeou, J. Ranellucci, L. Sampasivam, and X. Wang, Examining the influences of epistemic beliefs
and knowledge representations on cognitive processing and conceptual change when learning physics, Learning and Instruction 22, 62
(2012).

[31] R. Leinonen, M. A. Asikainen, and P. E. Hirvonen, Overcoming students’ misconceptions concerning thermal physics with the aid of
hints and peer interaction during a lecture course, Physical Review Special Topics-Physics Education Research 9, 020112 (2013).

[32] J. L. Wendt and A. Rockinson-Szapkiw, The effect of online collaboration on middle school student science misconceptions as an aspect
of science literacy, Journal of Research in Science Teaching 51, 1103 (2014).

[33] D. A. Muller and M. D. Sharma, Tackling misconceptions in introductory physics using multimedia presentations, in Proceedings of

The Australian Conference on Science and Mathematics Education (2007).
[34] N. Korganci, C. Miron, A. Dafinei, and S. Antohe, The importance of inquiry-based learning on electric circuit models for conceptual

understanding, Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences 191, 2463 (2015).
[35] L. S. Myneni, N. H. Narayanan, S. Rebello, A. Rouinfar, and S. Pumtambekar, An interactive and intelligent learning system for physics

education, IEEE Transactions on learning technologies 6, 228 (2013).
[36] V. Dutt and C. Gonzalez, Decisions from experience reduce misconceptions about climate change, Journal of Environmental Psychology

32, 19 (2012).
[37] G. Falloon, Using simulations to teach young students science concepts: An experiential learning theoretical analysis, Computers &

Education 135, 138 (2019).
[38] P. Hockicko, B. Trpišová, and J. Ondruš, Correcting students’ misconceptions about automobile braking distances and video analysis

using interactive program tracker, Journal of science education and technology 23, 763 (2014).
[39] P. Phanphech, T. Tanitteerapan, and E. Murphy, Explaining and enacting for conceptual understanding in secondary school physics,

Issues in Educational Research 29, 180 (2019).
[40] M. H. Schneps, J. Ruel, G. Sonnert, M. Dussault, M. Griffin, and P. M. Sadler, Conceptualizing astronomical scale: Virtual simulations

on handheld tablet computers reverse misconceptions, Computers & Education 70, 269 (2014).
[41] M. Kozhevnikov, J. Gurlitt, and M. Kozhevnikov, Learning relative motion concepts in immersive and non-immersive virtual environ-

ments, Journal of Science Education and Technology 22, 952 (2013).
[42] K. Shabani, M. Khatib, and S. Ebadi, Vygotsky’s zone of proximal development: Instructional implications and teachers’ professional

development., English language teaching 3, 237 (2010).
[43] L. Busetto, W. Wick, and C. Gumbinger, How to use and assess qualitative research methods, Neurological Research and practice 2, 14

(2020).
[44] P. Dilley, Conducting successful interviews: Tips for intrepid research, Theory into practice 39, 131 (2000).
[45] M. Brod, L. E. Tesler, and T. L. Christensen, Qualitative research and content validity: developing best practices based on science and

experience, Quality of life research 18, 1263 (2009).
[46] A. M. Solarino and H. Aguinis, Challenges and best-practice recommendations for designing and conducting interviews with elite

informants, Journal of Management Studies 58, 649 (2021).
[47] D. F. Styer, Common misconceptions regarding quantum mechanics, American Journal of Physics 64, 31 (1996).
[48] A. Asfaw, A. Blais, K. R. Brown, J. Candelaria, C. Cantwell, L. D. Carr, J. Combes, D. M. Debroy, J. M. Donohue, S. E. Economou,

et al., Building a quantum engineering undergraduate program, IEEE Transactions on Education 65, 220 (2022).
[49] S. Majidy, Noncommuting charges’ effect on the thermalization of local observables, arXiv preprint arXiv:2024.0320x (2024).
[50] S. Majidy, W. F. Braasch Jr, A. Lasek, T. Upadhyaya, A. Kalev, and N. Yunger Halpern, Noncommuting conserved charges in quantum

thermodynamics and beyond, Nature Reviews Physics 5, 689 (2023).
[51] S. Majidy, U. Agrawal, S. Gopalakrishnan, A. C. Potter, R. Vasseur, and N. Y. Halpern, Critical phase and spin sharpening in su (2)-

symmetric monitored quantum circuits, Physical Review B 108, 054307 (2023).
[52] S. Majidy, A unification of the coding theory and oaqec perspectives on hybrid codes, International Journal of Theoretical Physics 62,

177 (2023).
[53] S. Majidy, A. Lasek, D. A. Huse, and N. Y. Halpern, Non-abelian symmetry can increase entanglement entropy, Physical Review B 107,

045102 (2023).
[54] N. Yunger Halpern and S. Majidy, How to build hamiltonians that transport noncommuting charges in quantum thermodynamics, npj

Quantum Information 8, 10 (2022).
[55] S. Majidy, J. J. Halliwell, and R. Laflamme, Detecting violations of macrorealism when the original leggett-garg inequalities are satisfied,

Physical Review A 103, 062212 (2021).
[56] S.-S. Majidy, H. Katiyar, G. Anikeeva, J. Halliwell, and R. Laflamme, Exploration of an augmented set of leggett-garg inequalities using

a noninvasive continuous-in-time velocity measurement, Physical Review A 100, 042325 (2019).
[57] S.-S. Majidy, Violation of an augmented set of Leggett-Garg inequalities and the implementation of a continuous in time velocity

measurement, Master’s thesis, University of Waterloo (2019).
[58] S. Majidy, C. Wilson, and R. Laflamme, Building Quantum Computers: A Practical Introduction (Cambridge University Press, 2024).



14

[59] M. G. Hewson and P. W. Hewson, Effect of instruction using students’ prior knowledge and conceptual change strategies on science
learning, Journal of Research in Science Teaching 20, 731 (1983).

[60] T. Binder, A. Sandmann, B. Sures, G. Friege, H. Theyssen, and P. Schmiemann, Assessing prior knowledge types as predictors of
academic achievement in the introductory phase of biology and physics study programmes using logistic regression, International Journal
of STEM Education 6, 1 (2019).

[61] C. Von Aufschnaiter and C. Rogge, Misconceptions or missing conceptions?, Eurasia Journal of Mathematics, Science and Technology
Education 6, 3 (2010).

[62] J. Wang, A. Stebbins, and R. E. Ferdig, Examining the effects of students’ self-efficacy and prior knowledge on learning and visual
behavior in a physics game, Computers & Education 178, 104405 (2022).

[63] Y. A. Van Hise, Student misconceptions in mechanics: An international problem?., Physics Teacher 26, 498 (1988).
[64] K. Tanner and D. Allen, Approaches to biology teaching and learning: understanding the wrong answers—teaching toward conceptual

change, Cell biology education 4, 112 (2005).
[65] H. Modell, J. Michael, and M. P. Wenderoth, Helping the learner to learn: the role of uncovering misconceptions, The American Biology

Teacher 67, 20 (2005).
[66] A. Mashhadi, Students’ conceptions of quantum physics, in Thinking physics for teaching (Springer, 1995) pp. 313–328.
[67] M. Sitkey and T. Jindrová, Misconceptions in quantum physics arising from the classical physics, in ICERI2020 Proceedings (IATED,

2020) pp. 2934–2938.


