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Integrating VR goggles to enhance student involvement
and faciltate vocabulary acquisition experiences

In this paper is reported creative use of virtual reality (VR) technology in the learning progess for second-
year L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University students. Acknowledging the possibility for a transfor-
mation in education, the study tackles such educational issues as poor motivatio ameng foreign language
learners and insufficient exposure to real language environments. The value of the study, peftains'to the novel-
ty and prospective potential of VR technology in learning the English language. (Thissstudy aims to apply and
show the effectiveness of VR technology as a tool for language learning pdrticipation and motivation. We
used a mixed-methods research design combining qualitative and quantitativeyapproaches including a litera-
ture analysis, a comparative method, secondary data analysis, expert assessments; and a case study approach.
One experimental and one control group comprised the study. Evety group had twenty students. For two
months, the experimental group wore VR glasses. In terms ofithree_ main conclusions — availability of VR
educational programs, adaptability for language learning, and ‘affordability and accessibility — the results
showed the capacity of this equipment for their use in the foreign language classrooms of Kazakhstan’s uni-
versities. The study also showed that gains in students’ language learning performance and motivation in-
creased to 31 %.

Keywords: virtual reality, language learning, virtual reality/glasses, goggles, virtual reality programs, motiva-
tion.

Introduction

Integrating innovative technolggies, ieducation has gained significant momentum, with virtual reality
(VR) emerging as a promising tgolito_enhance learning experiences [1-2]. VR goggles have been spanning
international markets for decadespregressing from prototypes to contemporary immersive gadgets.

It started in 1998 when “Scientists began investigating the potential of virtual reality (VR) headsets in
educational settings J8IWA ‘significant breakthrough occurred in 2007, when Google Earth VR provided stu-
dents with additionalypessibilities for visually exploring geographical regions, thereby enhancing their under-
standing of geography%and earth science [4]. In 2018, colleges began using VR glasses for the sake of an
immersive experience in art, science, and history within the K-12 curriculum [5]. Then, the COVID-19 pan-
demic occurred, prompting schools to respond by implementing VR glasses to provide learners with simulat-
ed experiences, especially considering the increasing prevalence of remote learning in 2020 [4; 5581].

Nowadays, VR glasses have global use in engineering, health, art, and higher education, and the Repub-
lic of Kazakhstan is no exception. The Joint Order of the Minister of Internal Affairs of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan No. 49 as of January 23, 2019, and the Minister of Education and Science of the Republic of Ka-
zakhstan No. 32 as of January 23, 2019 “On the approval of the standards for equipping preschool, second-
ary education, as well as special education organizations with equipment and furniture” includes sections
with the objectives of VR education [6]. Thus, the special interests of the public, government agencies, and
teachers in the topic of digital education determine the relevance ofthe research.

VR’s abilities to: (1) offer a sense of presence and engagement; (2) increase students’ motivation and
enjoyment; (3) enhance students’ confidence in language learning and reduce anxiety; (4) cater to the diverse
needs of language learners; and (5) attract learners through such gamification features as YouTube, like 360°
videos and Google Expedition travel through time simulation have recognized the potential benefits of VR in
language education [5], [7-8]. While some acknowledged disadvantages exist, such as (1) the high cost of
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equipment; (2) the requirement for technical infrastructure; (3) potential health concerns such as motion
sickness or eye strain; and (4) the need for adequate teacher training and pedagogical support [9-10], they do
not diminish the significance of VR gadgets in the educational context. In this regard, it seems crucial to de-
fine the place and role of these tools as a means of fostering motivation, engagement, and vocabulary acqui-
sition in language learning within the context of Kazakhstan.

This study aims to bridge this research gap by exploring the integration of VR technology into language
learning for second-year students atthe L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University.

Formulating the following research questions advances the study’s objective:

RQ1: Was there any possibility for educational institutions to use the technologies of virtual reality?
Were there enough applications in the market for different ages and educational purposes?

RQ2: Were students more involved in the lesson when VR was implemented?

RQ3: Was there a positive effect ofthe use of VR glasses on the lessons?

Methods and materials

This research project used a mixed-methods research design that combined qualitative and quantitative
methodologies to fully evaluate the integration of VR technology in language acquisition. A total of 40 se-
cond-year students at the L.N. Gumilyov Eurasian National University, who voluntatily participated in the
experiment, were split into four groups: two experimental and two control groupS. Thelexperimental groups
utilized VR glasses for a period of two months, while the control groups followed traditional teaching meth-
ods. Two months were set aside in the academic course and instructional(pregram specifically to improve
students’ vocabulary since each CEFR level has a two-month time limite]11].Also, the research by Chen Y.
L. et al. in 2022 shows that although immersive VR experiences cam™significantly increase motivation and
engagement among learners, these effects are most clear inside adimited timeframe, such a ten-week inter-
vention, implying that structured timeframes can maximizealeatner engagement and knowledge reten-
tion [12].

To answer the first research question (RQ1), we,applied\the qualitative approach described by Yin in
2018 to investigate certain VR programs and apps pertinentto the research environment as D. Mathysen and
I. Glorieux did in 2021 [13].

To answer the second research question (RQZ2), We*used the components of ethnographic research de-
scribed by Creswell and Poth (2018), with the help of which we observed and recorded the actual experienc-
es of students interacting with VR devicessin the) language classroom as it was described in the study by
Wang et al. in 2024 [14].

To answer the third research question (RQ3), we used the pretest-posttest design by Shadish, Cook, and
Campbell in 2002 to compare how ¥ Rraffected language learning performance and vocabulary acquisition in
the experimental and control grodps,sfolfowing the experience of Hoang et al. [15].

We analyzed and cross;refereneed multiple data sources such as questionnaires, observations, assess-
ments, and interviews to cerroborate the emerging themes and patterns, adhering to the principles of triangu-
lation as suggested by Denzingin 1978 and Patton in 2015 but recently described by Morgan in 2024 [16].

Results and Discussion

RQ1: Was there any possibility for educational institutions to use the technologies ofvirtual reality?
Were there enough applications in the marketfor different ages and educational purposes?

When answering the first research question (RQ1) regarding the feasibility of integrating VR technolo-
gy into educational institutions, we employed qualitative analysis and revealed that there are numerous VR
educational applications available on the market that cater to different ages and educational purposes, high-
lighting three key findings: (1) availability of VR educational programs; (2) adaptability for language learn-
ing; and (3) cost and accessibility.

We identified a variety of VR applications designed for educational purposes and offered immersive
learning experiences within such subjects as geography, chemistry, physics, and engineering. For instance,
Google Expeditions and Labster could provide virtual field trips and science lab simulations, respectively,
which can significantly enhance the learning experience, thereby supporting the view of Makransky and Pe-
tersen, who, in 2021, argued that VR could enhance experiential learning and provide unique educational
opportunities that traditional methods cannot offer [17].

We also found out that there are fewer VR applications specifically designed for language classes, alt-
hough many existing programs can be adapted for CLIL lessons. For example, Mondly VR offers live com-
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munication in 30 languages: English, Spanish, German, French, Italian, Portuguese, Russian, Chinese, and
many others, while platforms like Engage allow for the creation of interactive elements such as the ability to
draw, create 3D models, project images and videos, and manage virtual objects. The same strategy was de-
scribed by Lan in 2020, who argued that VR can provide authentic language contexts that enhance vocabu-
lary acquisition and communication skills [18].

Despite the promising applications, our study revealed some challenges regarding the implementation
of VR in educational institutions, such as the high costs associated with VR equipment and the need for ro-
bust technical infrastructure, as well as the predominance of English language applications that may limit
accessibility for non-native speakers, necessitating pre-teaching of vocabulary to ensure comprehension. The
disadvantages were echoed by Sun in 2023, who emphasized the importance of selecting age-appropriate
and linguistically accessible applications to maximize the effectiveness of VR in diverse educational settings
[19].

Nevertheless, the study demonstrated that suitable, cost-effective VR programs are still accessible for
educational institutions with limited budgets because many VR applications offer free versions or cost
relatively low, making them available. For instance, YouTube boasts a vast collection of 360° videos, includ-
ing field trips to the zoo, safari, space, and other places, and provides an immersive background to the
lessons, thereby approaching our results to the findings of Radianti et al. in 2020, wha, highlighted the cost-
effectiveness and educational benefits of VR technology in their review of<limmersive learning
environments [3].

RQ2: Were students more involved in the lesson, when VR was implemgnted?

To answer the second research question, we invited our participantsito amsWer a questionnaire that con-
sisted of the following statements: (1) | used VR before; (2) The opp6Ttunity to use VR goggles was a moti-
vation for me to participate in this research. According to Fig. 1, #5:% of the participants (n=30) had never
used VR previously, while 25 % ofthe respondents (n=10) weresaware ofthe VR goggles before.

No
75%

Figure 1 Did you use VR before?

Before donning the VR helmet, the participants answered a questionnaire asking whether the possibility
of utilizing a VR helmet motivated their involvement in the research. As illustrated in Figure 2, 91 % of par-
ticipants (n=36) expressed agreement, with half of them indicating strong agreement. This suggests that the
opportunity to use a VR headset and immerse themselves in virtual reality served as a motivating factor for
participation in the study. Conversely, students with differing opinions did not view VR as a significant in-
centive, as they were already familiar with virtual reality, primarily through playing video games.
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Figure 2. Motivation

The VR goggles were integrated into every phase of the Learning Sequence, ingluding the lead-in, in-
troduction, main part, and feedback, for the students from the experimental grnoupscompared to the control
groups where VR was not used. The student involvement in the lessons varied widely since it was depending
on the activity: some students were more active in physical activities, whilevothers preferred artistic tasks,
and it was challenging to find activities that engaged the entire group.

However, the implementation of VR glasses changed this dynamic,dincreasing students’ primary moti-
vation to use the VR headsets from the very first lesson regardless of their interests, gender, or other charac-
teristics, thereby heightening students’ involvement and excitement.“Even after the experiment ended, stu-
dents expressed a desire to continue using VR glasses in future™essons. This fact makes our findings con-
sistent with the findings of Mikropoulos and Natsis, who, 4m20%1, noted that VR environments can signifi-
cantly enhance student engagement by providing immexsive, experiences that capture learners’ attention [20].

Despite the increased involvement, there werg, someydrawbacks, particularly, some students’ strong de-
sire to use VR glasses occasionally, which led to disciplinary issues, such as noisiness and overexcitement
that sometimes disrupted the learning environment; thereby aligning our study results with research by Mer-
chant et al. in 2014, which highlights that while, MR can enhance motivation, it may also lead to distractions
if not effectively managed [21]. Educatorsgmust therefore balance the motivational benefits of VR with strat-
egies to maintain classroom discipline“andiocus as Huang et al. suggested in 2021 [22].

RQ3: Was there apositive effectw,fthepuse o f VR glasses on the lessons?

The first significant attempttojintr@duce VR technology into Eurasian National University happened in
September 2023. This experimental Work reached two groups (with 40 second-year students) using a fiber
optic network. This project created a VR classroom where students, accompanied by an instructor (teacher),
could use VR glassesg\WHhile the»software has received excellent feedback from students and administrators,
it still has some draWwbacksy SOmetimes the internet signal strength was a problem, in particular, the universi-
ty’s internet connection, overloaded when a group of 18 to 20 learners attempted to download the application
at the same time, resulting in severely slowed or non-functional download speeds. Some students reported
that most old-model phones were unable to download the VR programs, while others reported issues with
the quality ofthe VR experience, including concerns about image resolution and potential health effects such
as dizziness and eye strain.

As we already mentioned, before and after the experiment, we asked the participants if they preferred
using VR for learning over traditional methods. The results of the initial survey were the following: 96 % of
the students (n = 30) agreed with this statement; 74 % (n = 8) showed strong agreement; and only 4 % ofthe
participants (n = 2) disagreed, arguing that it would divert attention and create an environment that was more
entertaining than educational. The post-survey results differed from the ones in the beginning, as Figure 3
demonstrates: 31 % ofthe participants (n = 12) showed strong agreement, 25 % of students (n = 10) agreed,
28 % ofthe respondents (n = 11) preferred to stay neutral and 16 % (n = 6) disagreed.
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Figure 3. The positive effect of the use of VR on the lessons

The results show that VR has a positive effect on learning. Students in the experimental groups memo-
rized an average of 75 new words, while students in the control groups only memorized 50. As we men-
tioned previously, the academic course ran one semester, with two months set out¢for improving the stu-
dents’ vocabulary. This was a time to maximize the number of words students, couldyremember and apply
effectively. This shows that VR is an effective way to improve vocabulary acguisitioniand supports the re-
search by Chen et al. in 2022, who said that immersive learning environments can lead to deeper cognitive
processing and better retention of information [23].

Alternatively, the drawbacks reported by our participants, such as the inability to view a professional
VR learning environment or the lack of high-quality images provided by the"VR goggles, align with findings
from other studies. These studies caution that while VR can enhancealearning, it is crucial to address tech-
nical limitations and ensure that students are adequately prepared*fenthe immersive experience. For instance,
Baxter and Hainey recently asserted that many people strongly, stpport immersive learning over face-to-face
teaching, despite the potential drawbacks of equipmenti¢ostand'motion sickness [24].

Furthermore, most students expressed a preference fer using VR over traditional methods, indicating a
shift in educational paradigms where technology plays ascentral role in motivating learners and enhancing
their educational experiences, thereby supporting 2018’s Bacca et al.’s research, which found that students
who engaged with VR reported higher levels of interest and enjoyment in their learning activities [25].

For now, the experiment’s VR goggl€s are provided, leading to this conclusion. However, some spon-
sorship from city or school authorities¢ould solve this problem.

Conclusion

This study demonstratedthat \VR*technology is a valuable tool for enhancing language learning since it
significantly increases studeft,engagement, motivation, and learning outcomes. The evaluation of the exper-
iment’s outcomes yielded the fallowing conclusion:

When allowed(to usesVR7 participants express a preference for this method over traditional study tech-
niques, which motivates them to study more frequently; therefore, we recommend educators consider the use
of VR as a motivating factor for students’ engagement.

Because VR provided a “new approach” to learning, participants claimed they were more interested in
and engaged in the exercises. However, participants voiced fears that the novelty would wear off, proposing
a “balanced approach” to its use. This led to the suggestion of incorporating VR into a blended learning ap-
proach to enhance traditional teaching techniques.

Overall, the immersive effect and how VR shuts out extraneous distractions so participants can focus
more on the activity received excellent feedback.

However, because the subjects were wearing a headset, they were unaware of what was going on in
their immediate surroundings, resulting in emotions of vulnerability. We suggested reassuring VR users of
their surroundings while wearing the headset to prevent detracting from the immersive effect’s benefits.

Because ofthe limited funding, the VR headset employed in this study did not appear to be very profes-
sional. The participants agreed that the design was simplistic.

Some applications were also basic and could not provide a genuine sense of immersion; therefore, we
advise teachers to select headsets with superior parameters and characteristics and to test the applications
before use.
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Because the headset used in this study was of a simple design, it did not cause cybersickness. There
were some negative impacts on health, such as eye strain and dizziness. One participant expressed discom-
fort due to the inability to use his glasses while wearing the VR gear. This research recommends purchasing
headsets specifically designed for users with glasses.

Finally, it is still early for VR, and the market for educational applications of good quality is still small.
Despite the lack of research on VR’s effectiveness in education, the VR space is withessing many exciting
developments. Educators need to learn about these developments, their risks, and, most importantly, their
potential benefits for learning. Teachers can provide valuable insights by connecting formal and informal
learning environments.
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A.3. KycanHoBa, P.®. XXycynosa, A.H.4KanuxaHoBa, P.H. LLlaanes

CTyfeHTTepPAL, KaTbICYLWbIbI™bIH @PTRIBIPY XK3He Ce34>K KOpPbIH
Ke6enTy npouecLll XeuwaeTy W BUpTyanibl WbIHAbIK
Ke3WwalplkTeptull MHTerpaynacol

Makanaga J1.H. F'ymunes aTbiHAarbl Eypasus YAETbIK YHUBEPCUTETA LUET Tingepi hakynbTeTL, eKL LW Kypc
CTYJeHTTeplIL OKy YyAeprolwje BupTyangbl wWbiHAbIK (VR) TeXHONOrMACbIH WHHOBALUMAMLIK KONAaHY
TaXTpubea cunattanraH. ABTopaap (6 Tm W\6epyai TpaHchopmauuanayfbil, >kannbira 6ipgeil TaHblAraH
MYMKIHLIKTepI TyprbicbiHaH GiniMT@anylupiflapibll, arbiiWbiH TiNiH YAPeHyre fereH bIHTACbIHbIL, TeMeH
eKeHA MU KaHe Taburu TingikmepTag@ eHy MYMKiHAIKTepiHiL 60nMaybl CUAKTbI e3ekn 6inim  6epy
MacenenepiH sepgenereH. 3epTieyaud KyBAbINbITbl BUPTYanbl WblIHABIK TEXHOMNOTMACHIHBIL, arbiWblH TifliH
YWperygeri xauanoiroifymeHd neperekTMBanbiK aneyeTiHge, an 3epTTeyau; e3i VR-TeXHONOTMACHIH wieT
Tingepin YWpeHy xaHe MOTUBANMAHLI TWICTI feureiine ycTay Kypanbl peTiufie KONgaHyra >KaHe KepceTyre
6arbiTTanraH. Makajafa8epTrey Ll cananblK XXIHe CaHAblK 34H0TepLl KAMTUTbIH Kec-cTagm Tacini: 3epTTey
TaKbIpblObIHAAFBNAEGKETTEPAI Tangay, canbicThipManbl 34ic, KaliTanama AepekTepfi Tangay, capantamasnblikK
6aranay 3He aKCHEPYMEHT XaHe T.6. Tacinfepi KongaHbinraH. 3epTTeyre eki TOM KaTbiCTbl: IKCNEPUMEHT™
XaHe Gakblnayyap 1on 20 agamHaH Typagpl. EKi ail W ge skcnepuMeHTTIK Ton MYLwLenepi arbiiwblH TLUILL
YWpeHy KesinaeWVR-kesingipirin Kongaugbl. 3epTTey KepceTKeHAelh, VR-TeXHOMOTWACHIH  KOMAaHy
KasaKCTaHAbIK >KOrapbl OKY OpblHAapbiHAa WeT Tingepi akynbTeTTepwae Y™ KpuTepuin 60lbIHWA
naganaHy TyprbiCblHaH 3neyeTi 6ap, aTtan aWTkaHfga: VR-6argapnamanbik KamTamacbl3 eTinyi, ocbl
Garnapnamanapgpil, Tingepai YVipenyre Geilimaenyi xaHe 6araHbil, KOMDKETTMALIT. 3epTTey HaTWKenepi
CTYAEHTTEPALL bIHTACbl MEH Ce3[)K KOPbIH Urepy Tmimainiri opta ecennex 31%-ra apTkaHblH KepceTesi.

Kinm cB3aep: supTyandbl WbiHAbIK, T Y/peHy, BUpTyangbl WhbIHAGIK Ke3ingipiri, BUpTyangsl WbIHABIK
6arfapnamanapbil.
A.3. KycanHoBa, P.®. XXycynosa, A.H. KannxaHoBa, P.H. LLlaanes

BHegpeHMe 04KOB BUPTYasibHOI peasibHOCTU B NpoL,ecc
3(HEKTUBHOIO OCBOEHUS 06YyYalOLUMUNCA aKTUBHOTO
C/loBapHOro 3anaca

B [aHHOI cTaTbe MpeAcTaBfieH OMbIT WHHOBALMOHHOIO WCMONb30BAHUS TEXHOMOTUW BUPTYaNbHOI
peanbHocT (VR) B mpouecce 06y4yeHWsi CTYfleHTOB BTOPOro Kypca (akynbTeTa WHOCTPaHHbIX s3bIKOB
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Integrating VR goggles to enhance.

EBpa3uiCKOro HalyMOHaNbHOTO0 YHMBepcuTeTa WMMeHu J1.H. FCymunesa. ABTOpPbI CTaTbWM paccMaTpuBaioT
aKTya/bHble B CBETE 06LLeNpPU3HAHHbLIX BO3MOXHOCTel TpaHchopmalL M 06pa3oBaTe/lbHbIX BOMPOCOB, TaKUX
KaK HM3Kas MOTUBALMA 06YYAlOLMXCA K M3YUYEHUIO aHTANIACKOro f3bika W HEeAoCTaTOK BO3MOXHOCTEN
MOrpyXXeHUss B eCTeCTBEHHYI0 s3blKOBYIO cpefy. LLeHHOCTb uccneoBaHMs 3aKnOuYaeTcss B HOBU3HE W
nepcreKTMBHOM MOTeHLMaNe TEXHOMOTUW BUPTYalbHOM peasbHOCTU B M3Y4YeHUM aHTIUIACKOro f3bika.
WccnepoBaHve HanpaBieHo Ha NPUMEHeHWe W AeMOHCTPaLUMo 3h(eKTMBHOCTM VR-TEXHOMOTUN B KauecTBe
VHCTPYMEHTA [11 M3Y4YeHUs] MHOCTPAHHbIX A3bIKOB M MOAJEPXaHUs MOTMBALMW Ha [AO/MKHOM YPOBHE.
ABTOpbl MCMONb3YIOT Kelic-CTagu Moaxof, BKMHOYAMOWMIA KaK KauyecTBEHHblE, TaK U KOMWYECTBEHHbIE
METOflbl WCCNEfOBAHUA: aHaNu3 NUTepaTypbl, CPaBHUTENbHbLIA METOf, aHanu3 BTOPMUHBIX [aHHbIX,
3KCMEPTHbIe OLEHKU 1 9KCTIePUMEHT. B UCCNef0BaHNM NPUHSANN yUacTue AiBE TPYMNMbl: IKCNEepUMeHTabHAs U
KOHTPO/NbHAsA, Mo 20 YeNOBEK B KAXKAOI. B TeueHMe ABYX MECALEB YYaCTHUKM 3KCMEPUMEHTaNbHOM rpynmbi
UCronb3oBan VR-0UKM NPU U3YUYeHUM aHFMIACKOTo sA3blka. Pe3ynbTaTbl MCCNEf0BaHWA MOKasanu, uto
npuMeHeHve VR-TEXHOMOTWI MMeeT MOTEeHUMan B MjaHe WCMOMb30BaHMA B Ka3axCTAHCKMX By3axX Ha
(hakynbTeTax WHOCTPaHHbLIX SI3bIKOB MO TPEM KPUTEPUAM, @ WMEHHO: Hanuuue nporpaMmHoro VR-
o6ecneyeHuns, ero afanTUBHOCTb K M3YyUYEHWIO A3bIKOB U LieHOBasi AOCTYMHOCTb. KpoMe TOro, MoTuBaLms
CTYZIEHTOB M 3((heKTUBHOCTb YCBOEHMUS CNIOBAPHOTO 3anaca yBeNnumnanch B cpeaHem Ha 31 %.

Kntoyesble cnoBa: BUPTyanbHas peanbHocTb (VR), W3ydeHWe A3blKa, OYKU BUPTYasbHOM peanbHOCTH,
NporpamMmbl BUPTyanbHO peanbHoCTU.
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