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Abstract—This paper reports results of an investigation about
the level of knowledge among undergraduate computer science
students in Brazil regarding the topic of simulation. Amid rapid
technological evolution, simulation emerges as a crucial resource
for training professionals capable of facing complex challenges.
The research seeks to analyze the presence and effectiveness of
simulation education, exploring students’ perceptions, the tools
used, the challenges faced, and the prospects for deeper study.
This report highlights the importance of academic training in a
dynamic technological environment, emphasizing the crucial role
of simulation education in undergraduate computer science, while
exploring the foundations of the methodologies and educational
strategies associated with the topic. A survey research approach
is adopted. 108 answers were received from 10 Brazilian states.
19 respondents from 15 different institutions said they had some
contact with simulation during their studies. Results reveal that
MATLAB/Simulink is the most popular formalism/tool used to
teach simulation in Brazil.

Index Terms—modeling and simulation, teaching, learning,
knowledge, simulating.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the dynamic and fast-paced context of contemporary tech-
nologies, academic training plays a crucial role in preparing
professionals capable of facing the complex challenges of the
real world. In the context of undergraduate computing courses
in Brazil, the growing use of simulation tools has emerged
as an essential component to enhance students’ educational
experience, providing a practical and innovative approach to
learning.

The survey was motivated by the significant importance of
simulation knowledge for undergraduate computing students
in Brazil, which is a fundamental technique in several areas,
providing the practical application of theories and concepts
learned in the classroom. A growing concern is centered on
the way simulation has been implemented in undergraduate
computing courses in the country.

This monograph sought to explore the presence and effec-
tiveness of simulation teaching in higher education institutions
in Brazil, with a focus on undergraduate computing areas.
The research aimed to provide a comprehensive understanding
of the current state of simulation teaching, identifying both

the opportunities and the challenges faced by students in this
context.

The effectiveness of teaching through simulation is vital
to the quality of training of future professionals in the area.
The research sought to understand students’ perceptions and
level of knowledge regarding simulation, identifying gaps and
challenges in its implementation. The objective is to outline
guidelines that contribute to improving the integration of
simulation in teaching, aligning academic training with the
practical demands of the sector.

The research protocol was developed based on the guide-
lines proposed by [1] Kasunic, [2] Linaker and [3] Molleri,
by establishing a method structured into six stages: Introduc-
tion; Theoretical Foundation; Planning; Execution; Results and
Conclusion.

Throughout this document, detailed analyses of students’
perceptions and experiences regarding simulation teaching
were presented, highlighting the most used tools, the chal-
lenges faced, and the prospects for further studies. The con-
clusions derived from these analyses will contribute to the
development of recommendations aimed at improving the
quality of simulation teaching in higher education institutions,
thus consolidating the importance of this practice as a vital
component in the training of computing professionals.

In addressing the challenges and opportunities in integrating
simulation into teaching, the study reveals the heterogeneity
in student responses, pointing to significant challenges such
as the lack of updated content, financial inaccessibility of
specific tools, and technical difficulties. These difficulties
offer opportunities for improvement, highlighting the need for
differentiated strategies to stimulate student engagement.

The research plan is detailed, outlining objectives, identi-
fication of the target audience, questionnaire design, defini-
tion of topics, evaluation scale, representative sampling, and
informed consent. This plan aims to investigate the level of
knowledge of undergraduate computing students in Brazil on
the topic of simulation.

The questionnaire was presented, divided into sections such
as Demographic Questions, Specific Questions, and Research
Questions, each contributing to an in-depth understanding of
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the current state of simulation teaching. The questionnaire
structure ranges from demographic questions to specific as-
pects of knowledge, practical application, tools used, learning
sources, challenges faced and prospects for improving teach-
ing.

By addressing specific issues such as basic simulation
knowledge, tools and methods used, practical applications,
perceived importance in training and learning sources, the
questionnaire aims to capture a comprehensive view of stu-
dents’ experience of simulation education.

In summary, this study not only provides an in-depth
understanding of the current state of simulation education,
but also offers valuable contributions to the development of
more effective educational strategies. The conclusions and
recommendations derived from the analysis of the data provide
a guide for improving the quality of teaching, aligning it
with contemporary demands and preparing students more
effectively for the practical and professional challenges in their
fields.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows: Section
2 presents a brief background, Section 3 details the planning,
conduction, and results of our study. Section 4 discusses the
results. Finally, Section 5 concludes the paper.

II. BACKGROUND

Simulation emerges as a crucial pedagogical tool, allowing
students a practical and dynamic approach to understanding
complex concepts and real-world scenarios [4]. In this
context, the topic explores the fundamentals of simulation
and simulation teaching.

Simulation is a controlled technique that replicates essential
aspects of the real world in simulated environments. It involves
the creation of representative models, which can be physical,
mathematical, statistical or computational, depending on
the phenomenon to be simulated. This approach offers the
ability to control variables and experimental conditions
[5], and specifically in computing courses, simulation is
considered one of the most widely used research methods to
conduct exploratory empirical investigations [3]. Amid rapid
technological evolution, it emerges as a crucial resource for
training professionals capable of facing complex challenges.

To illustrate the simulation, we can demonstrate the use
of one of the most widely used simulation tools in current
research, which is the Matlab tool. Matlab is widely recog-
nized for its ability to simulate complex systems accurately
and efficiently. By using Matlab to simulate the operation of
a wind turbine, we can model all of its physical components
and analyze its performance under different conditions.

Simulating a wind turbine in Matlab allows us to explore
a wide range of variables, from the different scenarios and
environmental conditions that the turbine may face to the
specific characteristics of its physical components, such as the
blades, the generator and the control system. In addition, it
is possible to simulate variations in voltage, electric current

and other electrical characteristics of the turbine, enabling
a detailed analysis of its behavior in different situations, as
shown in the image below. [6].

Modeling allows researchers to isolate specific factors and
observe their impact on the system as a whole, and in environ-
ments where direct experimentation is dangerous, impractical
or too expensive, simulation offers a safe and affordable alter-
native. For example, in aviation, flight simulators allow pilots
to be trained in emergency situations without real risks, and
this is a case where ”not simulating” can cause considerable
costs, such as wrong assumptions or expectations or even risk
to life [7]. In addition, simulation generates data that can be
analyzed to better understand the behavior of the system under
study, leading to process improvements, resource optimization
or more informed decision-making.

To complement the theoretical foundation, simulation edu-
cation refers to the use of simulation as an educational tool.
This approach provides students with the opportunity to apply
theories and concepts learned in the classroom in practical
and realistic contexts [8]. Some characteristics of simulation
education include: Hands-on Experience: Simulation pro-
vides a hands-on experience that goes beyond theory, allowing
students to develop practical skills and acquire contextualized
knowledge [9]; Decision Making: Simulated environments
often present challenges that require quick and effective
decision-making [10]. This helps develop critical thinking
and problem-solving skills; Immediate Feedback: Simula-
tion allows for immediate feedback on actions and decisions
[11], enabling error correction and continuous improvement
of performance; Controlled Environments: Educators can
create controlled environments to simulate specific situations,
ensuring that students face challenges relevant to the field
of study; Interdisciplinary Application: Simulation is an
approach that can be applied in various disciplines, from
healthcare (medical simulation) to engineering, management
and military training [12].

III. SURVEY RESEARCH

Survey research is a technique used to acquire knowledge
by listening to students’ voices and observing their responses,
attitudes, and behaviors in order to gain a broader understand-
ing of a given topic of interest. In this context, the objective
of the study is to investigate the level of knowledge of under-
graduate computer science students in Brazil on the topic of
simulation. The purpose of the research is to understand how
students perceive the use of simulation in practice. A survey
protocol and corresponding questionnaire were developed to
collect perceptions of computer science students on the use of
simulation through an online questionnaire.

To identify the target audience, the survey was composed of
undergraduate computer science students from higher educa-
tion institutions throughout Brazil. The questionnaire consisted
of questions that addressed different aspects of simulation,
such as basic concepts, simulation methods, applications, and
practical knowledge, as well as how simulation is taught (or



not) at the respondents’ institutions, and the questions were
designed to cover both theoretical and practical aspects.

Based on the literature review, the main topics covered in
the questionnaire were defined. This included basic concepts
of simulation, types of simulation, applications in different
areas, simulation tools, and practical simulation cases. Each
topic was divided into specific questions to assess students’
knowledge regarding these topics.

A rating scale for the closed questions in the questionnaire
was defined, allowing students to indicate their level of knowl-
edge in each topic. This allowed quantifying the degree of
students’ knowledge in different areas of simulation.

A representative sample of undergraduate students from
different higher education institutions in Brazil was carried
out. For this purpose, several universities and undergraduate
courses will be contacted to ensure the geographical diversity
of participants. Before starting the survey, students will be
provided with detailed information about the objectives of the
survey, the procedures involved, and data privacy. Students will
be asked to provide their informed consent before participating
in the survey.

A. Form

The structure of the questionnaire was designed as
illustrated in Table 2.1. We developed (i) demographic
questions (DQ), that is, characterization questions to obtain
the profile of the participants, (ii) specific questions (QE) to
ask the participants specific information about the topic, and
we linked the research questions (QP), whose purpose was
to collect the perceptions of the participants after solving the
questions about the proposed topic.

Groups of closed questions (QF) and open questions (QA)
were defined. Closed questions present predefined options
from the respondents, while open questions allow you to
provide detailed answers.

TABLE I
QUESTIONNAIRE LAYOUT

Demographic Questions Characterization Questions

Specific Questions Closed-Ended Questions
Open-Ended Questions

Research Questions Subquestions

Research Questions:
To answer the demographic questions, research, students’

perceptions, experiences and interactions they have had about
teaching simulation in Brazil were collected, as well as what
they perceive as positive and negative on the topic, through
specific questions. To achieve the established research objec-
tives, therefore, the following research questions were derived
(Table 2.2), and their relationship with the specific questions
(Table 2.3):

TABLE II
RESEARCH QUESTIONS

ID Research Questions (RQ) and Research Subques-
tions (SubRQ)

RQ1 How is simulation teaching carried out in Brazil?

SubRQ2 In which institutions?

SubQP3 In which courses, level or context (undergraduate,
postgraduate, extension, research project) and at
what point (in the course) do they learn simulation?

SubQP4 What tools/notations are taught in the course in
which the respondent is enrolled?

B. Conduction

Before the questionnaire was applied to the target audience,
a pilot study was conducted with a small sample of students
to identify potential problems or adjustments needed in the
questionnaire. This small sample made it possible to change
the form before the questionnaire was sent to the other
students, and contributed to the quality of the questions.

The questionnaire was sent to undergraduate students from
several higher education institutions in Brazil via email and
Google forms, and access to the questionnaire was protected
by a password or exclusive link to ensure the confidentiality
of the responses.

External monitoring of the students was carried out to
encourage participation and to send reminders to those who
did not respond to the questionnaire. This helped to increase
the response rate and obtain a more representative sample.
Internal monitoring was also carried out, where the deadlines
for the survey were maintained in accordance with the stages
and reminders for completing the activities.

After data collection, a quantitative analysis of the results
of the closed-ended questions was performed using statistical
techniques. In addition, a qualitative analysis of the open-
ended responses was performed, identifying emerging themes
and patterns related to the students’ knowledge about simula-
tion.

The research results were interpreted and discussed in light
of the relevant literature on simulation and higher education.
Comparisons were made with similar studies in other countries
to contextualize the results.

C. Results

This report analyzed the perceptions of undergraduate stu-
dents in higher education in computing in Brazil about simu-
lation education in the country, based on responses collected
through a survey. Divided into sections, the report addressed
specific issues, from identifying institutions that offer simu-
lation education to assessing the quality of education and the
importance perceived by students. In addition, the report high-
lighted the simulation tools and methods used, the challenges
faced by students and their suggestions for improvements. The
analysis also addressed basic simulation knowledge, partici-
pation in academic and extracurricular projects, and students’
interest in furthering their studies after graduation.



By providing a detailed view of students’ experiences and
perceptions, this report aimed to provide insights to improve
simulation education in the Brazilian context. Conclusions
and recommendations were presented based on the research
questions, aiming to contribute to the development of more
effective educational strategies, addressing specific challenges
and promoting a more enriching learning environment aligned
with current demands.

In total, 108 responses were obtained. However, 76 partici-
pants indicated ’No’ to the ’Elimination Question’, excluding
them from the remaining questions due to lack of knowledge
or involvement with the simulation topic. Subsequent analyses
are based on the responses of the remaining 32 students who
had contact with simulation, 4 women and 28 men. The
research covers 10 different states, namely: Minas Gerais,
Pará, Mato Grosso, Maranhão, Ceará, Goiás, São Paulo, Rio
de Janeiro, Rio Grande do Sul and Paraná, contributing
significantly to a comprehensive and representative overview
of the sample collected through the questionnaire.
QP1/SubQP2 – In which institutions do we have simulation
teaching in Brazil?

We obtained 32 responses about the institutions in which
the public had some contact with the study of simulations,
and only 19 of these responses confirmed that they had some
partial study on the subject. The following is an analysis of
the data, along with an image representing the states in which
simulation teaching takes place, as indicated in the responses.

Fig. 1. Brazil: States in which there was contact with simulation teaching.

Three students from the Federal University of Maranhão
(UFMA) were introduced to simulation through the ”Control
Engineering and Robotics” course. At the Federal University
of Pará (UFPA), three students explored the topic during the
”Discrete Simulation” course. In addition, at the Federal Uni-
versity of Goiás (UFG), two students participated in a summer
school dedicated to simulation. At the Technological Institute
of Aeronautics (ITA), three students conducted a partial si-
mulation study during the ”Control Systems” course. Three
other students from the State University of Western Paraná
(Unioeste) acquired knowledge about simulation through the
Artificial Intelligence course.

At both the Federal University of Rio de Janeiro (UFRJ)
and the Federal University of Ceará, one student from
each institution became familiar with simulation in the

“Performance Analysis” course. In addition, at the University
of São Paulo (USP), a student explored simulation in the
”Numerical Calculus” courses and during his scientific
initiation. In turn, at the Federal Institute of Education,
Science and Technology of Rio Grande do Sul (IFRS),
a student confirmed having had contact with simulation.
Finally, at the University of Cuiabá (UNIC), a student used
simulation software in his master’s degree course. These
diverse experiences highlight the relevance of simulation in
different academic contexts.

QP1/SubQP3 - In which courses, level or context
(undergraduate, postgraduate, extension, research project)
and at what point (in the course) do they learn simulation?

According to the students’ responses, learning in simulation
is related to subjects offered in the undergraduate courses,
but there are some cases in which the study of simulation
also happened through other options. The data analysis is as
follows:

Number of students per course:
• Computer Science - 15 Students;
• Computer Engineering - 9 Students;
• Information Systems - 5 Students;
• Systems Analysis and Development - 2 Students;
• Software Analysis and Development - 1 Student;
Number of students per university:
• Federal University of Goiás - 4 Students;
• Federal University of Maranhão - 4 Students;
• Western Paraná State University - 4 Students;
• Technological Institute of Aeronautics - 3 Students;
• Federal University of Pará - 3 Students;
• University of São Paulo - 2 Students;
• Federal University of Juiz de Fora - 2 Students;
• Federal University of Ceará - 2 Students;
• SENAI College of Technology - 2 Students;
• Federal University of Rio de Janeiro - 1 Student;
• Federal University of ABC - 1 Student;
• Federal Institute of Rio Grande do Sul - 1 Student;
• State University of Campinas - 1 Student;
• University of Cuiabá - 1 Student;
• UEG De Santa Helena - 1 Student.
The study revealed that students from several Brazilian uni-

versities have been actively involved in learning and applying
simulation in different academic contexts. One example is a
student from UFG, who acquired knowledge about simulation
through participation in a summer school and Hackathon. In
this event, sensors were used to monitor crops on a farm,
providing a practical application of the concepts learned.
At UFJF, two students explored simulation as part of their
scientific initiation activities, expanding their understanding of
this technique. At the Federal University of ABC, a master’s
student conducted a systematic mapping addressing the simu-
lation of emergent behaviors in Systems-of-Systems (SoS).
Meanwhile, a student from Unicamp dedicated himself to a



scientific initiation focused on fluid simulation with a focus
on computer graphics.

At UNIC, a student was involved in the assembly of
a meteorological station through a postgraduate program,
applying simulation to collect and analyze meteorological
data. At USP, students participated in various activities, such
as joining a robotics extension group, where one of them had
the opportunity to explore simulation in a practical context. In
addition, a student from USP dedicated himself to scientific
initiation, delving deeper into the simulation of systems
software architectures. Finally, at UEG in Santa Helena,
a student had contact with simulation through a software
development project, intended for use by a real company.
These experiences highlight the diversity of approaches and
applications of simulation in higher education institutions,
providing students with a rich and comprehensive education
in the field of virtual modeling.

QP1/SubQP4 - What tools/notations are taught in
the course in which the respondent is enrolled?

The data analysis and tables below show which tools are
taught in the course in which the respondent is enrolled,
according to the students’ responses:

Fig. 2. Graph of tools used for simulation

The study revealed that the most widely used tool by
participants is MATLAB Simulink, with a significant 41.9%
indicating its use. This predominance highlights the relevance
of directing attention to this specific tool in the context of
teaching simulation. However, most students did not men-
tion using specific tools such as Arena, AnyLogic or Simio,
suggesting a possible gap in exposure to these platforms. A
significant number of respondents, corresponding to 22.6%,
indicated that they had not used any simulation tools outside
of the academic environment. In addition to MATLAB and
Simulink, other tools were mentioned, such as MATLAB and

SCILAB, Multisim, GHDL, Siafu, Mininet, Python, Wokwi,
SimPy and CISCO PACKET TRACER, but were reported by
a smaller number of participants. This diversity in tool use
highlights the variety of approaches and technologies available
in the simulation field, highlighting areas that may require
greater emphasis in teaching and academic practice.

Fig. 3. Graph showing the level of knowledge of simulation tools

The assessment of practical knowledge among the
participants presented a variety of classifications, with
the majority indicating levels considered as Low (40.6%)
or Moderate (34.4%). Notably, a small contingent of
respondents revealed having a knowledge categorized as
Very Low (15.6%), while a smaller portion indicated having
an understanding considered High (9.4%). No participant
classified their knowledge as Very High. This diversity
in perceptions reflects the heterogeneity in the level of
familiarity and practical experience of the participants in the
field of simulation.

QP1/SubQP5 - What difficulties did you encounter
and how do you envision improving simulation teaching?

The students who participated in the survey highlighted
several difficulties in studying simulation. Many pointed out
the lack of updated content as a challenge, highlighting the
obsolescence of available materials and the incompatibility of
old tools. The financial inaccessibility of paid tools was also
a common concern, limiting access for students. In addition,
some participants faced technical challenges when dealing
with simulation software, highlighting the complexity and
difficulty of interaction.

The scarcity of educational materials and tutorials was men-
tioned as a barrier to effective learning, as was the lack of time,
especially during periods of tight deadlines in the master’s
degree. The use of outdated hardware was also pointed out as
a difficulty, affecting the efficiency in simulations. The lack
of content directed to different areas of activity in simulations
was identified as a gap in teaching.

Additionally, some students mentioned specific challenges,
such as the complexity of probability distributions in queueing
theory simulation. Difficulty in controlling the environment
and interacting with the software, along with issues with
simulator documentation, were cited as additional obstacles.
The scarcity and difficulty in understanding available material,



especially when paid or of questionable quality, were also
points of concern.

These diverse experiences reflect the complexity of simula-
tion study and highlight specific areas that could be targeted
for improvement in teaching, support, and accessibility to
educational resources.

Fig. 4. Simulation Studies Interest Graph

Based on responses from 31 participants, the survey
revealed significant diversity in students’ levels of interest
in furthering their studies in simulation after graduation.
The majority of participants, corresponding to 38.7% of
the total (12 students), expressed an interest classified
as moderate. Notably, a significant percentage of 22.6% (7
students) demonstrated high interest, while 16.1% (5 students)
indicated very high interest. This varied distribution highlights
the breadth of students’ perspectives and dispositions toward
pursuing simulation studies further after completing their
undergraduate studies. Furthermore, the identification of
these different levels of interest suggests opportunities
and challenges in teaching simulation. The presence of a
significant group with high or very high interest suggests
the opportunity to develop specific programs, such as
postgraduate courses, workshops, or research projects, to
meet the academic aspirations of these students. On the other
hand, the moderate or low interest of a significant portion
of the students highlights the importance of stimulation
strategies, such as hands-on activities, relevant case studies,
and events that can spark greater engagement and passion
for simulation. Regarding the classification of practical
knowledge, the data reveal a variety of levels among the
participants. The majority classified their knowledge as Low
(40.6%) or Moderate (34.4%). A small number indicated that
they had Very Low knowledge (15.6%), and 9.4% rated their
knowledge as High. Surprisingly, no participants rated their
knowledge as Very High. This heterogeneity highlights the
need for flexible and personalized educational approaches to
meet students’ different demands and levels of familiarity
with simulation practice.

QP1/SubQP 6 - How do students judge the quality
of simulation teaching?

Students evaluated the incidence of simulation teaching in
their institutions, revealing a diversity of perceptions:

Fig. 5. Graph showing the incidence of simulation teaching in institutions

Of the 31 participants, the majority indicated a low (35.5%)
or very low (19.4%) incidence, suggesting a possible gap
in the coverage of simulation content in the curricula, with
11 students reporting low incidence and about 6 students
mentioning a very low incidence.

A significant portion, equivalent to 35.5% (11 students),
classified the incidence as moderate, indicating an intermediate
level of exposure to simulation teaching. On the other hand,
a minority, representing 9.7% of students (approximately 3
students), perceived a high incidence of simulation education
at their institutions.

Notably, 19.4% (6 students) reported no incidence of simu-
lation education at their institutions, highlighting a significant
absence of this component in educational curricula. These var-
ied perceptions highlight the need for further analysis on the
integration of simulation education in educational institutions.

These results indicate challenges in effectively integrating
simulation into education, highlighting the need for improve-
ments and expansion of simulation education in institutions.
The diversity in responses suggests variation in educational
approaches, highlighting the importance of more consistent
integration into curricula. The absence of teaching for some
students suggests the need for institutional assessment and
strategies to include this valuable tool in the educational
environment.

1.15/QA1 - In your opinion, how important is simulation
as a learning tool in your undergraduate field?: We ob-
tained 29 responses, where students highlighted the significant
importance of simulation in their undergraduate fields. For
many, simulation is a fundamental tool for teaching real-
world processes, offering a valuable alternative when direct
experience is challenging. In specific areas, such as hardware,
automation and industrial automation, where direct access to
tools is limited, simulation was considered crucial.

In addition, simulation was recognized as an essential
preparation for the job market, allowing practice in a con-
trolled environment. The reduction of costs and losses, the
contribution to the country’s development and the ability to
visualize projects in early stages were highlighted as benefits.

Simulation was also perceived as a valuable tool for deepen-
ing the understanding of theoretical concepts, providing their



application in real-world scenarios. In areas such as robotics,
artificial intelligence and software engineering, simulation
played a crucial role, contributing to a better understanding
of complex systems.

In summary, students see simulation as an essential tool
for enhancing learning, offering practical and applied benefits
across a variety of disciplines. These perceptions highlight the
importance of effectively integrating simulation into teaching,
aiming to provide an educational experience that is more
aligned with market demands and the practical needs of
students.

IV. THREATS TO VALIDITY AND LIMITATIONS OF THE
RESEARCH

By exploring the results, challenges and critical points that
may influence the reliability and generalizability of the con-
clusions were identified, aiming to provide a critical reflection
on the research conducted, highlighting areas for improvement
and important considerations for future research.

The study examined the perceptions of undergraduate com-
puter science students about simulation teaching in Brazil,
aiming to provide insights to improve educational strategies.
However, it is crucial to consider the potential threats to
validity and limitations that may impact the interpretation of
the results.

Data collection was based on questionnaire responses,
which are subject to individual interpretation and possible
response bias. In addition, the exclusion of participants who
answered negatively to the ”Elimination Question” may have
influenced the representativeness of the sample.

The generalizability of the results to the entire country may
be affected by the concentration of responses in certain regions
and institutions. Geographic diversity may not have been fully
addressed, compromising external validity.

The definition of research questions and the choice of
variables may have limited the scope of the study, influencing
construct validity. Differences in the interpretation of key
terms by participants may have impacted the consistency of
the data.

The sample size, especially after excluding participants,
may have impacted the statistical validity of the analyses.
Significant results may be influenced by the heterogeneity of
the sample.

In addition, the questionnaire used has limitations that
should be considered. The approach adopted may have re-
stricted the depth of responses, failing to capture important
nuances in the students’ experiences. The nature of the closed
questions may not have provided a complete understanding of
the complexity of the topic in question.

Another limitation identified refers to the concentration
of responses in certain states, which may not adequately
represent the geographic diversity of Brazil. The inclusion of
more regions could enrich the analysis and provide a more
comprehensive view of the educational landscape in relation
to teaching simulation in undergraduate computing courses.

These limitations highlight the importance of interpreting
the results with caution and recognizing the restrictions inher-
ent in the methodology adopted. Future research could explore
more comprehensive approaches, considering the inclusion of
participants from different regions and using methods that
allow for a deeper understanding of students’ experiences in
simulation education.

V. FINAL REMARKS AND FUTURE WORK

This study provided a comprehensive analysis of simula-
tion teaching in undergraduate computer science courses in
Brazil, highlighting the importance of this topic in students’
academic training. Throughout the research, several aspects
were addressed, from the methodology used to the results
obtained, with the aim of offering insights to improve teaching
and understand students’ perceptions.

The research highlighted the growing importance of si-
mulation teaching in students’ training, recognizing it as a
fundamental tool for teaching real-world market processes, es-
pecially when direct experience is challenging. The diversity of
tools used by students, with emphasis on MATLAB Simulink,
highlights the variety of approaches and technologies available
in this field, although the lack of exposure to some tools
suggests possible gaps in the integration of these platforms
into educational curricula.

The challenges identified, such as lack of updated content,
financial inaccessibility of paid tools, and technical difficulties,
highlight the complexity of simulation studies. The scarcity of
educational materials and tutorials is highlighted as a signifi-
cant barrier to effective learning. Difficulties and challenges
are encountered in the teaching of information systems in
Brazil, including from the perspective of teachers [13].

The diversity in the levels of interest of students in deep-
ening their studies in simulation after graduation highlights
opportunities and challenges in teaching this practice. The as-
sessment of practical knowledge reveals heterogeneity among
participants, pointing to the need for flexible educational
approaches.

The analysis of the incidence of simulation teaching in in-
stitutions revealed a variety of perceptions, with some students
indicating low or no incidence. This diversity highlights the
importance of a more in-depth analysis on the integration
of simulation teaching in the curricula of higher education
institutions.

The recognition of simulation as an essential tool to improve
learning, offering practical and applied benefits in several
disciplines, stood out in the conclusions. Recommendations
for improving simulation teaching include updating content,
expanding the variety of tools taught, and developing strategies
to overcome identified challenges.

The study contributed to the development of more effec-
tive educational strategies, addressing specific challenges and
promoting a more enriching learning environment aligned
with contemporary demands. Despite the limitations identified,
the work provided valuable information about the presence
of simulation in educational institutions, the tools used, the



difficulties faced by students, and the interest in further studies
in this area after graduation. These conclusions can serve
as a basis for improvements in teaching and future research
directions.
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