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Abstract
Learning is an active process that is deeply tied to physical and
social contexts. Yet schools traditionally place learners in a passive
role and focus on decontextualizing knowledge. Situating learning
in more authentic tasks and contexts typically requires taking it
outside the classroom via field trips and apprenticeships, but vir-
tual reality (VR) is a promising tool to bring more authentically
situated learning experiences into classrooms. In this position pa-
per, I discuss how one of VR’s primary affordances for learning is
heightening agency, and how such heightened agency can facilitate
more authentically situated learning by allowing learners legitimate
participation.

CCS Concepts
• Human-centered computing→ Interaction design theory, con-
cepts and paradigms; • Applied computing → Interactive learn-
ing environments.
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1 Situated Learning and the Failure of
Traditional Schooling

It has long been recognized that cognition is not something en-
tirely “in the head,” but is deeply connected to context, community,
and identity [1]. For the same reason, it has long been argued that
learning cannot mean only passively absorbing content knowledge,
but must be an active and participatory process of moving from
novice to expert [13]. Situated and situative learning theories ex-
plain how learning is sociocultural, embedded in the context in
which occurs, with community, and requiring the learner’s whole
self [7, 13]. Yet traditional schooling is devoid of the rich contexts
and tasks that help learners meaningfully connect to knowledge
and engage in the kind of active participation that will be required
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of them outside the classroom [6]. The decontextualized schooling
model contributes to young people’s disengagement in education
as they lose motivation to learn throughout secondary school, and
also makes education less effective by failing to prepare learners
to transfer what they learn throughout their future lives [3, 23].
On the other hand, authentically situated learning opportunities
have been shown to address this important challenge, supporting
motivation and learning outcomes [12, 13].

Typically, better situating learning in authentic tasks and con-
texts has required taking it out of the classroom via apprenticeships
and field trips [5, 13]. However, immersive technologies are promis-
ing tools to bring situated learning opportunities into classrooms,
making these experiences a more frequent part of school-based ed-
ucation and accessible to learners everywhere [4]. In recent years,
virtual reality (VR) has become more affordable and accessible,
and studies illustrate its affordances for bringing field trips into
classrooms to learn about complex phenomena such as the impact
climate change has on the ocean [15]. The promise of VR to pro-
mote situated learning in the classroom lies in its ability to make
learners feel a sense of presence in a different place than the class-
room, but also by giving them agency over their learning to take
actions that are difficult or impossible in the real world [14]. While
immersion and presence have been the focus of most research on
learning with VR [8, 9], its novel forms of interactivity and first-
person perspective may be more powerful affordances for situating
learning.

2 Agency in Virtual Reality Learning
Environments

Presence and agency have been identified as the two primary affor-
dances of VR for learning, each contributing to learning outcomes
by allowing learners to feel transported to far-off places, visualizing
phenomena that they cannot see in real life, heightening their en-
gagement and intrinsic motivation to learn, ultimately increasing a
variety of learning outcomes [10, 14]. Agency is one’s capacity for
acting and exerting control, which studies have shown is height-
ened in interactive VR systems. For example, studies have compared
using an interactive learning environment with passively watching
the content in VR and found interactivity heightens learners’ sense
of agency and enhances some of their learning outcomes [11, 19].
Immersive learning models and VR designers have equated the abil-
ity to interact with the environment and objects as the equivalent
of agency. For example, the Cognitive Affective Model of Immersive
Learning (CAMIL) posits that the control factors in a VR experience
are its technical feature that directly leads to agency [14].

However, my research highlights the need to focus on more than
just the ability to move in the environment and interact with objects
to give learners the type of agency needed for authentically situ-
ated learning opportunities. Situated learning explicitly requires
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legitimate participation, which goes beyond using your body but
requires the ability to take meaningful actions that progressively
move you into an expert role [13]. Similarly, other educational
models of agency focus on supporting learners’ autonomy to set
goals and make decisions about what and how to learn [22], which
requires a broader definition of control and interaction than moving
objects [16]. In my research, I find that defining agency as interac-
tivity is problematic because they have a complex association. For
one, agency has multiple dimensions, and using less-interactive me-
dia like 360-degree videos still gives learners agency over what they
focus their attention on and feeling in control over their learning
despite not being able to move and interact with the environment
[16]. Further, giving learners more opportunity to interact in a VR
field trip does not necessarily enhance their sense of agency [18].

2.1 Transforming Learning through Agentic
Experiences in Virtual Reality

These exploratory studies of agency in relation to varied levels of
interactivity suggest more thought needs to be given to designing
VR experiences for the types of agency that are beneficial for ac-
tively engaging learners in situated learning opportunities. While
technological advances are making highly interactive VR experi-
ences more feasible and accessible, it is going to be crucial to embed
a learning framework that leverages interactivity in a productive
way. My current research is investigating the application of differ-
ent types of media and experiences within VR such as the balance
between guided instruction and unguided discovery in VR, how
360-degree videos can be combined with more interactive activities,
and narratives that highlight consequences of their actions over
broader storylines. For example, my lab is currently developing a
VR field trip that situates physics learning in the context of auto-
motive manufacturing. Learners will not only be able to run car
crash simulations and move around the environment, they will also
be given control over a day in the life of an automotive engineers,
giving them legitimate participation in real-world tasks.

One potential risk of not taking a thoughtful approach to de-
signing for agency is that VR learning experiences will become
highly controlled environments. Much research on learning with
VR to date has focused on its shortcomings as a medium for di-
dactic instruction, finding that heightened cognitive load makes it
more difficult for learners to remember content than if they used
a slideshow or video [17]. My own research finds that increased
sense agency does not lead to increased content learning gains [18].
One response to this body of research would be to make VR a less
stimulating environment, including controlling learners’ focus to
enhance their content retention. Given advances in biometric data
collection and sensing, VR systems could force learners to direct
their gaze and attention at specific aspects of the environment. This
would make VR a tool well suited to the traditional schooling model
that restricts learner agency.

However, this approach ignores the more transformative bene-
fits VR can bring to classrooms. Doing so requires us to focus on
learning outcomes beyond content knowledge gains. For example,
heightened agency in VR learning environments increases learners’
self-efficacy and intrinsic motivation to learn, and the heightened

arousal that may distract learners is also responsible for making
them feel a sense of awe and wonder for the material [2, 17, 20, 21].

Ultimately, VR’s potential to make transformative contributions
to education rests on how well it is designed for agency. Bringing
more authentically situated learning opportunities to classrooms
will help make learning more meaningful, effective, and motivating.
But doing so will require focusing on the design of the experi-
ences beyond making them increasingly immersive and interactive,
and rather focusing on giving learners opportunities for legitimate
participation.
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