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From the results, it can be observed that there is
a (slight) positive correlation between group SSA
and SMOCC when participants interact in VR. It
is suggested that the experiment is recreated on
a larger scale to strengthen these observations.
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2. Background
Shared Situational Awareness
(SSA) is a way to measure how
much a group knows of a
current situation [1]
Social Modes of Co-
Construction (SMOCC) are
levels that show how effective a
discussion is [2]
Because Virtual Reality (VR)
can give people more freedom
of expression, the paper
analyses if in VR being more
aware as a group leads to
better discussions faster
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