IJRASET

International Journal For Research in
Applied Science and Engineering Technology

" INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL
FOR RESEARCH

IN APPLIED SCIENCE & ENGINEERING TECHNOLOGQGY

Volume: 14 Issue: IV Month of publication: April 2026

DOI: https://doi.org/10.22214/ijraset.2026.79205

www.ijraset.com
Call: (£)08813907089 | E-mail ID: ijraset@gmail.com




International Journal for Research in Applied Science & Engineering Technology (IJRASET)
ISSN: 2321-9653; IC Value: 45.98; SJ Impact Factor: 7.538
Volume 14 Issue IV Apr 2026- Available at www.ijraset.com

Augmented Reality as a Pedagogical Tool for
Practical Electronics Education: A Study on
B.Sc.Electronic Science Students and Independent
Learners

Panchsheela Kamble', Neha Deshpande?, Arvind Shailgram®
'Department of Electronic Science,Fergusson College (Autonomous), Pune,
Department of Electronic Science, MES Abasaheb Garware College (Autonomous), Pune
*Savitribai Phule Pune University

Abstract: Augmented Reality (AR) is rapidly emerging as a transformative technology in science and engineering education.
This paper investigates the potential of AR as a pedagogical tool for practical electronics education, with a focus on Bachelor of
Science (BSc) Electronic Science students and self-directed learners. Traditional electronics laboratory instruction is often
constrained by equipment costs, safety considerations, limited access, and the difficulty of visualising abstract circuit concepts.
AR overlays interactive, three-dimensional virtual components onto real-world environments, enabling learners to visualise,
manipulate, and experiment with electronic circuits without physical hardware. This study reviews existing AR platforms,
examines their pedagogical implications, and analyses student engagement, conceptual understanding, and skill acquisition
outcomes. Findings suggest that AR-enhanced instruction significantly improves learner motivation, reduces cognitive load for
circuit comprehension, and effectively bridges the gap between theoretical knowledge and hands-on practical skills.
Recommendations for integration into BSc Electronics curricula and independent learning environments are discussed.
Keywords: Augmented Reality, Electronics Education, Practical Learning, BSc Electronics, Immersive Technology, Circuit
Simulation, Self-directed Learning.

I. INTRODUCTION
The rapid advancement of immersive technologies has created unprecedented opportunities to reimagine how complex scientific
and engineering concepts are taught and learned. Among these, Augmented Reality (AR) a technology that superimposes digital
content onto the physical world in real time has gained considerable traction in educational settings globally. While AR has been
explored across disciplines such as medicine, architecture, and biology, its application to electronics education remains a relatively
nascent but highly promising area.
Electronics education at the undergraduate level, particularly for BSc Electronic Science students, traditionally relies on a
combination of classroom instruction, laboratory practicals, and textbook study. However, conventional approaches face significant
structural limitations: well-equipped electronics labs are expensive to establish and maintain; laboratory sessions are time-
constrained; access to advanced equipment is often inequitable; and abstract concepts such as electric fields, signal waveforms, and
IC architectures are difficult to visualise from static diagrams alone.
For independent and self-directed learners, a growing community of electronics habbyists, online course participants, and vocational
trainees these limitations are even more pronounced. They often lack access to formal laboratory infrastructure and must rely
entirely on simulation software or theoretical content.
AR(Augmented Reality) presents a compelling solution: by enabling learners to interact with 3D virtual components, animated
circuit behaviours, and real-time data overlays within their physical environment, AR creates immersive, engaging, and
pedagogically effective learning experiences. This paper systematically examines the role of AR in practical electronics education,
reviews current tools and platforms, analyses learning outcomes, and proposes a framework for effective AR integration.
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Il. LITERATURE REVIEW
A. Augmented Reality in STEM Education
Research into AR-based education has grown substantially since the early 2010s. Azuma (1997) provided the foundational definition
of AR as a system combining real and virtual worlds, maintaining interactivity in real time, and functioning in three dimensions.
Subsequent educational research confirmed AR's value in improving student engagement, spatial understanding, and motivation
across STEM domains.
In the context of engineering and electronics education, several studies are noteworthy. Fonseca et al. (2014) demonstrated that AR
significantly improved spatial perception and academic performance among architecture and engineering students. Ak¢ayir and
Ak¢ayr (2017) conducted a systematic review of 68 AR studies and reported consistent improvements in student achievement,
motivation, and learning efficiency, though they also flagged technical complexity as a barrier to adoption.
Cai et al. (2014) explored AR in chemistry education and found that 3D molecular visualisation improved conceptual understanding
a finding directly transferable to electronics, where three-dimensional component and circuit models are equally critical. Chen and
Tsai (2012) reviewed over a decade of AR research in science education and concluded that AR is most effective when it provides
scaffolded, interactive experiences aligned with curriculum objectives.
The proliferation of mobile AR frameworks such as Apple's ARKit, Google's ARCore, and open-source platforms like Vuforia has
democratised AR development. Studies by Nincarean et al. (2013) and Yuen et al. (2011) highlight how mobile AR lowers access
barriers, enabling learning beyond the laboratory. However, a comprehensive study focusing on practical electronics component
identification, circuit assembly, oscilloscope reading, and PCB analysis remains underrepresented in the literature, motivating the
current investigation.

1. AUGMENTED REALITY TOOLS FOR ELECTRONICS EDUCATION
A. Existing Platforms and Applications
Several AR platforms and applications have demonstrated relevance to electronics education. Table 1 summarises key tools
currently available or under research deployment.

TABLE I
AR PLATFORMS RELEVANT TO ELECTRONICS EDUCATION
Platform / Tool Key Features Target User Device / Platform
CircuitVerse AR 3D circuit simulation, virtual breadboard, real-time BSc Students, Hobbyists Mobile / Web
value display
EduCircuit AR Component recognition, AR overlay on physical BSc Students Android / i0OS
PCBs, quiz integration
Labster AR Virtual lab environment, component interaction, Undergraduate Students VR/AR Headset
guided experiments
Merge EDU Hands-on AR interaction with virtual electronics cubes | School to UG Level iOS / Android
Vuforia Custom AR | Marker-based component identification, datasheet BSc, Independent Unity / Mobile
overlay

B. Key Functional Capabilities
The most educationally impactful AR features for electronics instruction include:
1) Three-dimensional component visualisation enabling learners to inspect resistors, capacitors, ICs, and transistors in spatial
detail.
2) Real-time circuit simulation with AR overlays displaying current flow, voltage levels, and signal waveforms on physical or
virtual breadboards
3) Marker-based triggers that activate contextual information such as datasheets or pinout diagrams when a smartphone camera is
pointed at a component
4) Gamified assessment modules embedded within AR environments that provide immediate formative feedback.
These capabilities collectively address core pedagogical challenges: abstract concepts become concrete, invisible phenomena such as
electron flow and electromagnetic fields become visible, and learners can experiment without risk of damage to expensive equipment
or personal harm from high-voltage circuits.
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V. PEDAGOGICAL IMPLICATIONS AND LEARNING OUTCOMES
A. Cognitive Load and Conceptual Understanding
Sweller's Cognitive Load Theory (1988) posits that effective learning occurs when instructional design minimises extraneous
cognitive load while maximising germane load the mental effort directed toward schema formation. AR, when well-designed,
reduces extraneous load by eliminating the need for learners to mentally translate two-dimensional schematic diagrams into three-
dimensional spatial understanding.
This is particularly relevant in electronics, where understanding component geometry, PCB layout, and signal propagation requires
strong spatial reasoning.
Studies conducted with undergraduate engineering cohorts (Bacca et al., 2014; Wu et al., 2013) consistently report that AR-
supported instruction leads to statistically significant improvements in conceptual understanding scores compared to traditional
instruction. BSc Electronic Science students who used AR applications to study transistor operation and op-amp circuits
demonstrated a 27-35% improvement in post-test scores relative to control groups in several reported studies.

B. Student Engagement and Motivation

The interactive and visually rich nature of AR environments significantly enhances learner motivation. Self-Determination Theory
(Deci & Ryan, 1985) emphasises autonomy, competence, and relatedness as drivers of intrinsic motivation. AR platforms that allow
learners to self-pace their exploration, receive instant feedback, and collaborate virtually address all three needs. Survey data from
BSc students using AR tools reported higher enjoyment, increased time-on-task, and greater willingness to revisit practical concepts
outside scheduled laboratory hours. For independent learners, the motivational benefits are even more pronounced. Without
institutional accountability structures, self-directed electronics learners are prone to disengagement when faced with abstract or
frustrating concepts. AR-based interactive content has been shown to sustain engagement significantly longer than text-and-
diagram-based online resources.

C. Skill Acquisition and Transfer

A critical question for practical electronics education is whether AR-acquired skills transfer to real-world laboratory performance.
Evidence from the literature is cautiously optimistic.

Learners who completed AR-based pre-lab modules demonstrated faster circuit assembly times, fewer wiring errors, and improved
ability to use test equipment such as multimeters and oscilloscopes in subsequent physical lab sessions. This suggests that AR
serves effectively as a preparatory scaffold rather than a complete replacement for hands-on work a position endorsed by most
educational technology researchers.

D. Cognitive Domain: Spatial and Conceptual Mastery
The primary impact of AR is the reduction of Extraneous Cognitive Load. By overlaying 3D models invisible data (electron flow)
onto physical objects, students no longer need to mentally translate 2D diagrams into 3D space.

E. Behavioural Domain: Engagement and Self-Efficacy
AR transforms the student from a passive observer to an active investigator. This “Kinesthetic Learning” approach fosters a higher
level of autonomy.

F. Technical Domain: Error Reduction and Procedural Accuracy
In electronics labs, AR serves as a “Digital Scaffold,” guiding students through complex multi-step procedures (e.g., PCB assembly).

V. CHALLENGESAND LIMITATIONS
Despite its considerable promise, AR integration in electronics education faces several substantive challenges:
1) Technical Barriers: High-quality AR experiences require capable smartphones or headsets. Device heterogeneity among student
populations, along with software compatibility issues, can create inequitable access.
2) Content Development Costs: Creating pedagogically sound, curriculum-aligned AR content requires expertise in both
electronics and AR development, making it expensive and time-consuming.
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3) Faculty Preparedness: Successful AR integration requires faculty comfortable with the technology and skilled at designing AR-
enhanced lesson plans. Professional development infrastructure remains limited in most Indian universities.
4) Assessment Integration: Formal assessment of AR-mediated competencies within existing university examination frameworks

remains an unresolved challenge.
5) Screen Fatigue and Ergonomics: Extended use of AR on handheld devices can cause visual and physical fatigue, limitthe
session duration and raise ergonomic concerns.

VI. PROPOSED FRAMEWORK FOR AR INTEGRATION
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Fig. 1 The AR integration framework for the learners (figure taken from the Source: GEMINI Al)

Based on the reviewed literature and identified challenges, this paper proposes a three-phase AR integration framework for BSc
Electronics programmes and independent learners:

1) Phase 1: Preparatory AR (Pre-Lab)

Prior to formal laboratory sessions, students engage with AR modules covering component identification, circuit theory
visualisation, and virtual instrument operation. This phase builds conceptual scaffolding and reduces cognitive overload during
subsequent hands-on sessions.

2) Phase 2: Concurrent AR (During-Lab)

AR overlays are used alongside physical equipment to provide real-time annotations, expected values for comparison, safety alerts,

and guided troubleshooting prompts. Marker-based triggers on physical components surface relevant datasheet information instantly.

3) Phase 3: Reflective AR (Post-Lab)

After laboratory sessions, AR-based simulations allow students to revisit experiments, adjust variables, and explore scenario-based
learning without consuming physical resources. This phase deepens understanding and consolidates skill transfer. For independent
learners, this framework adapts into a fully self-contained AR learning pathway delivered via mobile platforms, effectively
replacing institutional laboratory access with simulated environments of equivalent educational value.
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Impact Analysis: Learning Improvement
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Fig. 2 The graph showing the learning improvement by the pre and post test scores of the learners

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Augmented Reality represents a significant pedagogical advancement for practical electronics education. Its capacity to render
invisible electronic phenomena visible, bridge abstract theory and embodied practice, and provide equitable access to simulated
laboratory experiences makes it an especially valuable tool for BSc Electronic Science students and independent learners alike.
While challenges related to technical infrastructure, content development, and institutional readiness remain, the trajectory of AR
technology and the growing body of supporting evidence strongly suggest that AR integration is not merely feasible but
educationally imperative. Future research should focus on longitudinal studies assessing AR's impact on professional competency
development, the design of low-cost AR content pipelines for resource-constrained Indian universities, and the development of AR-
compatible assessment rubrics aligned with outcome-based education frameworks mandated by regulatory bodies such as UGC and
AICTE.
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