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Abstract

Background: There has been a rapid growth in the literature on the design and evaluation of assistive technologies for people
with visual impairments; yet, there is a lack of a comprehensive analysis of the existing literature on the classification of immediate-,
short-, medium-, and long-term psychosocial impact of assistive technologies on the quality of life of people with visual
impairments.

Objective: This protocol outlines the methodology for a scoping review aimed at identifying and synthesizing the existing
literature on the psychosocial impact of assistive technologies on the quality of life of people with visual impairments.

Methods: The review will include primary research studies published in English between 2019 and 2024 that focus on the
psychosocial outcomes of assistive technologies for people with visual impairments. Eligible studies will involve participants
with visual impairments, of all ages and across various settings, examining psychological (eg, emotional well-being and self-esteem)
and social outcomes (eg, social participation and support). Searches will be conducted across 7 electronic research databases:
CINAHL (EBSCO), PsycINFO (EBSCO), ACM Digital Library, IEEE Xplore, Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar
(first 100 records). Studies will undergo screening and selection based on predefined eligibility criteria, with data extraction
focusing on publication details, study design, population characteristics, type of assistive technology, and psychosocial impacts.
Results will be summarized using descriptive statistics, charts, and narrative synthesis.

Results: The database search, conducted in July 2024, identified 1145 records, which will be screened and analyzed in subsequent
stages of the review process. This protocol outlines the planned approach for identifying, categorizing, and synthesizing evidence.
The study findings are anticipated to be finalized and submitted for publication in a peer-reviewed journal by February 2025.

Conclusions: This study will synthesize the recent body of work on the psychosocial impact of assistive technologies for people
with visual impairments and recommendations for researchers and designers interested in this research area.

Trial Registration: Open Science Framework 10.17605/OSF.IO/SK7N8; https://osf.io/4gc5t

International Registered Report Identifier (IRRID): DERR1-10.2196/65056

(JMIR Res Protoc 2025;14:e65056) doi: 10.2196/65056
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Introduction

Background
Globally, visual impairment affects approximately 1 billion
people [1]. Visual impairment significantly impacts people’s
quality of life, affecting activities of daily living, education,
employment, and social interactions [2-4]. The most prominent
effects of vision loss are loss of independence and social
isolation, leading to anxiety, depression, and other mental health
conditions [4]. Due to this, many people with visual impairments
experience low self-esteem and self-efficacy in their mobility
and social interaction [5]. Furthermore, the participation of
people with visual impairments in leisure activities is low.
Where they do, people with visual impairments participate in
passive leisure activities (eg, watching television and listening
to the radio) rather than actively participating in physical
activities, social interaction, and sports in outdoor places [6].
Research shows that people with visual impairments have low
mental health outcomes and overall quality of life compared to
sighted people [4,7,8].

The World Health Organization [9] defines assistive technology
(AT) as an umbrella term for assistive products, systems, and
services designed to maintain or improve one’s functioning
related to cognition, communication, hearing, mobility, self-care,
and vision, therefore promoting health, well-being, inclusion,
and participation. The European Parliament research report on
AT for people with disabilities [10] distinguishes among five
types of ATs for blindness and visual impairment: (1) haptic
aids (eg, the white cane, the traditional Braille system, embossed
pictures, advanced Braille apps, advanced canes, haptic aids for
computer use, and matrices of point stimuli), (2) traveling aids
(eg, low-technology haptic aids, obstacle and object location
detectors, electronic travel devices, assistive apps in mobile
phone technology, embedded technologies, and mixed systems),
(3) AT for accessible information and communication, (4) AT
for daily living (eg, labeling systems, talking readers, tactile
and vibrating clocks and alarms, talking kitchen tools, and
talking wallets and purses), and (5) phone and tablet apps (eg,
magnification apps, color detection apps, money identification
apps, object identification apps, scan and read apps, screen
reading apps, voice recognition apps, location and GPS apps,
and Braille apps).

Mashiata et al [11] classified ATs for visual impairment into
four categories: (1) based on portability (eg, nonwearable
devices such as smart canes and assistant robots and wearable
travel aids such as head-mounted, ear aids, belt-mounted, blind
shoes, glasses, and gloves), (2) based on navigation (eg,
audio-tactile maps, indoor, indoor-outdoor, and outdoor such
as smart city or urban navigation, vehicle detection, airport
accessibility, shopping guide, and pedestrian navigation), (3)
based on detection (eg, object recognition and obstacle detection,
including vehicle detection, pedestrian detection, staircase, and
daily life objects), and (4) based on smartphone assistance (eg,
digital assistants, mobile apps, including voice maps, voice
search, and mobile games).

Over recent decades, disability has stopped being viewed solely
in functional terms. Frameworks such as the International

Classification of Functioning, Disability and Health and the
World Health Organization Quality of Life [12] now emphasize
the importance of psychological and social dimensions in
understanding and enhancing the quality of life for individuals
with disabilities. However, much of the existing research on
the impact of ATs has primarily focused on the functional
outcomes associated with their use and attributed the poor uptake
of these technologies to functional issues [13,14]. Two key
points should be raised in relation to this. First, ATs continue
to be designed from a biomedical, deficiency-oriented rather
than a psychosocial, person-centered approach, failing to
effectively fulfill users’ needs [15]. Second, researchers have
overlooked the role of psychosocial factors in the perception
and use of ATs, which may better explain their acceptance and
uptake, prompting the development of instruments such as the
Psychosocial Impact of Assistive Devices Scale [13] to address
this gap.

As with other disabilities, prior research has mainly focused on
the functional outcomes of AT and rehabilitation interventions
for people with visual impairments [16-18]; yet, there is a lack
of a comprehensive review of the literature to understand the
psychological and social impact of AT for this population. This
review aims, therefore, to comprehensively examine the research
investigating the short-, medium-, and long-term psychosocial
impact of AT for people with visual impairments.

Objectives and Review Questions
This scoping review aims to answer the following questions:
(1) What psychological and social outcomes are associated with
the use of ATs among people with visual impairments? (2) What
methods and instruments are used to measure the psychosocial
impact and outcomes of ATs for people with visual
impairments? (3) What are the key trends in the literature in
relation to the population characteristics, countries of study,
settings, type of ATs examined, impact period, and research
methodologies used to assess the psychosocial impact of ATs
for people with visual impairments?

Methods

Ethical Considerations
Ethics approval is not required for this study, as human
participants were not involved.

Study Design
This scoping review will be conducted following the framework
proposed by Arksey and O’Malley [19], which includes six
stages: (1) identifying the research question; (2) identifying
relevant studies; (3) study selection; (4) charting the data; (5)
collating, summarizing, and reporting the results; and (6)
consultation. Methodological recommendations from the Joanna
Briggs Institute [20] and the PRISMA-ScR (Preferred Reporting
Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for
Scoping Reviews) checklist [21] will also inform the process.

Stage 1: Identifying the Research Question
The primary research question guiding this scoping review is:
What are the psychosocial impacts of ATs on people with visual
impairments? This question arose from the recognition that
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while ATs are often evaluated for their functional efficacy, their
broader psychosocial impacts have been less explored, despite
these impacts potentially being equally or more important in
encouraging the uptake and long-term use of these technologies
and improving quality of life among users. This scoping review
draws from theoretical frameworks such as the World Health
Organization Quality of Life framework [12] and Schalock and
Alonso’s Quality of Life model [22] to conceptualize
psychosocial impacts. That is, psychological outcomes refer to
the impact of ATs on the mental and emotional state of the
individual, including positive feelings (happiness and life
satisfaction), negative feelings (anxiety, depression, and stress),
and self-esteem. Social outcomes refer to the impact of ATs on
the individual’s social interactions, support, and participation
in community and societal activities.

Stage 2: Identifying Relevant Studies
An initial limited search was conducted by the research team
to inform the development and refinement of the search strategy.
A university librarian was also consulted at this stage to help
identify the databases and refine the search strategy. The search
included variations and combinations of the following key
concepts:

• AT (“assistive technol*” OR “adaptive technol*” OR
“assistive aid*” OR “assistive equipment*” OR “assistive
device*” OR “assistive product*” OR “assistive service*”
OR “assistive interv*” OR “sensory aid*”).

• Visual impairment (“visual impair*” OR “vision impair*”
OR “impaired vision” OR “sight impairment” OR “visual
loss” OR “vision loss” OR “vision defect” OR “visual
handicap” OR “blind” OR “blindness” OR “low vision”
OR “partial* sight*” OR “partial vision” OR “visual*
disorder*” OR “vision disord*” OR “visual* disab*” OR
“vision disab*” OR “eye disord*”).

Next, a full literature search of peer-reviewed journal papers
and conference proceedings was conducted across 7 electronic
databases, including CINAHL (EBSCO) and PsycINFO
(EBSCO), as well as ACM Digital Library, IEEE Xplore,
Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar (first 100 records).
During the initial limited search, PubMed was considered as a
potential database but eventually excluded, as its results heavily
targeted biomedical and clinical aspects, which did not align
with the focus on psychosocial impacts. Instead, CINAHL was
selected for its broader coverage of health care topics and more
holistic aspects of care, including well-being and quality of life.

To focus on the most up-to-date literature and to capture the
latest developments in the field of ATs for visual impairments,

the search was limited to studies published in the past 5 years
(2019-2024). Furthermore, the search was limited to studies
written in English only. A full literature search was conducted
in July 2024, which produced 1942 results.

Stage 3: Study Selection
A systematic approach will be used for study selection.
Eligibility criteria have been developed to ensure the relevance
and quality of included studies. From a population perspective,
studies will be included if they focus on people with visual
impairments, including children and adults, irrespective of the
diagnosis and inclusion criteria used by individual studies. At
a concept level, studies will be included if they (1) refer to the
use of AT by people with visual impairments and (2) focus on
the psychosocial impact or outcomes associated with the use of
ATs. Context-wise, studies conducted in any country or setting,
including health care, community, education, and work, and
across all age groups will be considered. Primary research,
including quantitative, qualitative, and mixed method studies
reported in peer-reviewed journal papers or conference
proceedings, will be included in this review. Conference
abstracts only will be excluded. Secondary research (eg,
literature reviews and meta-analyses) and nonempirical works
(eg, theoretical papers, conceptual frameworks, opinion pieces,
and editorials) may be consulted during the review process but
will not be included. The review will only include research that
includes the design or evaluation of an AT intervention focusing
on impact.

Following the literature search, all retrieved studies will be
collated and uploaded into a web-based literature review tool,
Rayyan (Rayyan Systems Inc) [23], where duplicates will be
removed. A random sample of 25 papers from the overall dataset
will be first reviewed for pilot-testing of the source selector
criteria. Following this, the reviewers will meet to discuss
discrepancies and adapt the criteria based on the insights from
the pilot test. Independently, 2 reviewers (RS and MB) will then
conduct a screening of titles and abstracts to determine their
potential eligibility for inclusion. The full texts of potentially
eligible studies will be then retrieved and reviewed in detail for
final inclusion. Reasons for excluding sources of evidence at
the full-text stage that do not meet the eligibility criteria will
be documented and reported in the scoping review. Any
disagreements between reviewers (RS and MB) at each stage
of the study selection process will be resolved through consensus
or by consulting a third reviewer (CH). The search results and
the study inclusion process will be reported in full in the final
scoping review and presented in a PRISMA-ScR flow diagram
(Figure 1 and Multimedia Appendix 1).
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Figure 1. PRISMA-ScR (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses Extension for Scoping Reviews) flow diagram
illustrating the study selection process.

Stage 4: Charting the Data
Data from the studies included in the scoping review will be
extracted using a standardized table to ensure consistency and
comprehensiveness. The data extraction table will be piloted
on a subset of studies and will be revised as necessary. The
information to be extracted from each study includes the authors,
year of publication, title, source of publication, type of
publication, country of study, aim of the study, population and
sample characteristics, research design, type of AT or
intervention, setting, outcomes, instruments or impact measures,
key findings, and the impact period categorized as immediate
(less than 1 month), short-term (1 to 6 months), medium-term
(6 to 12 months), and long-term (more than 12 months). To
ensure the accuracy of the process, a second reviewer (MB) will
cross-check the data extracted from at least 25% (n=7) of all
included studies. Any discrepancies between reviewers will be
resolved through consensus or consultation with a third reviewer
(CH).

Stage 5: Collating, Summarizing, and Reporting
Results
Descriptive statistics will be used to summarize the overall
characteristics of the included studies. These will cover the
number of studies, the distribution of studies by publication
year, population characteristics, country of origin, study setting,
type of ATs examined, impact period, and research
methodologies used. Charts and diagrams will also be used to
support data presentation. Tables will be constructed to
synthesize the psychosocial outcomes reported in the included
studies. Tables will detail the methods and instruments used to
measure the psychosocial impacts of ATs, including information
on specific tools or questionnaires, their reliability and validity,
and the context of their app. Additionally, tables will summarize
the main findings of the studies included in the review.
Furthermore, a narrative summary will accompany the tabular
or charted results, providing a description of the literature on
the psychosocial impact of ATs on people with visual
impairments, including key themes and trends observed. It will
also identify gaps in the current body of knowledge, while
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recommendations for future research will be made based on the
identified gaps or inconsistencies.

Stage 6: Consultation
To expand the relevance and applicability of the findings arising
from this scoping review, consultations will be conducted with
stakeholders, including AT researchers, policy makers, and
users. In particular, AT users will be provided with a summary
of findings and invited to provide feedback through a written
commentary. Their insights will inform the interpretation of
results and the development of recommendations for practice
and policy.

Results

This scoping review protocol was submitted to the Open Science
Framework [24] on July 17, 2024. The database search was
conducted in July 2024, and 1942 records were identified.
During identification, 797 records were identified as duplicates
and removed. Next, the title and abstract screening was
conducted for 1145, of which 1062 records were excluded.
Finally, 83 records were included for full-text screening. Data
extraction and synthesis, as well as paper preparation, are
currently underway. The paper should be submitted in February
2025.

Discussion

Expected Findings
The findings from this scoping review will shed light on the
psychosocial impacts of ATs for people with visual impairments.
The review will also explore the methods and instruments used
to measure these outcomes and will identify key trends in the
literature. These findings are expected to inform the
development of a global evidence database mapping the impact
of AT for people with visual impairments, with a view to
extending it to other disabilities and long-term conditions,

including other sensory impairments, mental health conditions,
neurodevelopmental conditions, intellectual disabilities, and
physical disabilities. The database is also expected to serve as
a resource for researchers, clinicians, AT developers, policy
makers, and other stakeholders, providing accessible and
up-to-date evidence on the impact of AT. It is intended to
facilitate evidence-based decision-making, support the
development of guidelines, interventions, and policies, as well
as identify gaps in the current research landscape. Findings will
be presented at relevant conferences and shared with
stakeholders (eg, disability and health care organizations, AT
developers, and policy makers).

Strengths and Limitations
This scoping review is a comprehensive attempt to map the
interdisciplinary literature on the psychosocial impact of AT
for people with visual impairments. A full literature search of
peer-reviewed journal papers and conference proceedings was
conducted across 7 interdisciplinary electronic databases,
including CINAHL (EBSCO) and PsycINFO (EBSCO) for
literature from health care and psychology, as well as ACM
Digital Library, IEEE Xplore for human-computer interaction,
computing, and accessibility and AT-related literature, and
Scopus, Web of Science, and Google Scholar (first 100 records)
to include cross-disciplinary literature. The review will follow
the PRISMA-ScR checklist that is specific for scoping reviews
[21] to ensure a high level of quality and transparency. To this
end, the scoping review protocol has been preregistered with
the Open Science Framework [24].

One limitation of this scoping review is the exclusion of
previous reviews and non–peer-reviewed publications.
Additionally, the review only includes research published in
English between 2019 and 2024. Due to the limited scope and
time constraints of this review, a comprehensive quality
assessment will not be conducted. Finally, this review does not
include a full literature search on PubMed due to the clinical
focus of search results from initial searches.

Acknowledgments
This research has been funded by the UK Research and Innovation Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council UKRI
(UK Research and Innovation) EPSRC (Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council) ICT (Information and Communication
Technologies) Public Engagement Grant (EP/W033674/1).

Data Availability
The datasets generated or analyzed during this study are available from the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Authors' Contributions
RS, MB, and CH conceptualized the study as a scoping review. MB and CH provided oversight for scoping review protocol
development. RS and MB reviewed and edited the protocol, drafted the search strategy, wrote the manuscript, and designed Figure
1. All authors read, provided feedback, and approved the final manuscript for submission.

Conflicts of Interest
None declared.

Multimedia Appendix 1
PRISMA-Scr (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses Extension for Scoping Reviews) checklist.

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e65056 | p. 5https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e65056
(page number not for citation purposes)

Szekely et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


[DOCX File , 115 KB-Multimedia Appendix 1]

References

1. World report on vision. World Health Organization. 2019. URL: https://iris.who.int/handle/10665/328717 [accessed
2025-01-18]

2. Bandukda M, Holloway C, Singh A, Berthouze N. PLACES: a framework for supporting blind and partially sighted people
in outdoor leisure activities. 2020. Presented at: ASSETS '20: Proceedings of the 22nd International ACM SIGACCESS
Conference on Computers and Accessibility; October 26-28, 2020:1-13; Virtual Event, Greece. [doi:
10.1145/3373625.3417001]

3. Khorrami-Nejad M, Sarabandi A, Akbari M, Askarizadeh F. The impact of visual impairment on quality of life. Med
Hypothesis Discov Innov Ophthalmol. 2016;5(3):96-103. [FREE Full text] [Medline: 28293655]

4. Nyman SR, Gosney MA, Victor CR. Psychosocial impact of visual impairment in working-age adults. Br J Ophthalmol.
2010;94(11):1427-1431. [doi: 10.1136/bjo.2009.164814] [Medline: 19850584]

5. Bandukda M, Holloway C, Singh A, Barbareschi G, Berthouze N. Opportunities for supporting self-efficacy through
orientation & mobility training technologies for blind and partially sighted people. 2021. Presented at: ASSETS '21:
Proceedings of the 23rd International ACM SIGACCESS Conference on Computers and Accessibility; October 18-22,
2021:1-13; Virtual Event, USA. [doi: 10.1145/3441852.3471224]

6. Vučinić V, Gligorović M, Anđelković M. Leisure in persons with vision impairment. Res Dev Disabil. 2020;102:103673.
[doi: 10.1016/j.ridd.2020.103673] [Medline: 32388041]

7. Bonsaksen T, Brunes A, Heir T. Quality of life in people with visual impairment compared with the general population. J
Public Health (Berl.). 2023;33(1):23-31. [doi: 10.1007/s10389-023-01995-1]

8. van der Aa HPA, Comijs HC, Penninx BWJH, van Rens GHMB, van Nispen RMA. Major depressive and anxiety disorders
in visually impaired older adults. Invest Ophthalmol Vis Sci. 2015;56(2):849-854. [doi: 10.1167/iovs.14-15848] [Medline:
25604690]

9. Global report on assistive technology. World Health Organization. 2022. URL: https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/
354357/9789240049451-eng.pdf?sequence=1 [accessed 2025-01-18]

10. European Parliament, Directorate-General for Parliamentary Research Services, Nierling L, Mordini E, Bratan T, Capari
L, et al. Assistive technologies for people with disabilities. Part II: Current and emerging technologies. Publications Office
of the European Union. 2018. URL: https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2861/567013 [accessed 2024-07-24]

11. Mashiata M, Ali T, Das P, Tasneem Z, Badal MFR, Sarker SK, et al. Towards assisting visually impaired individuals: a
review on current status and future prospects. Biosens Bioelectron X. 2022;12:100265. [doi: 10.1016/j.biosx.2022.100265]

12. The World Health Organization Quality of Life (WHOQOL). World Health Organization. 2012. URL: https://www.who.int/
publications/i/item/WHO-HIS-HSI-Rev.2012.03 [accessed 2024-07-24]

13. Jutai J, Day H. Psychosocial Impact of Assistive Devices Scale (PIADS). Technol Disabil. 2002;14(3):107-111. [doi:
10.3233/tad-2002-14305]

14. Traversoni S, Jutai J, Fundarò C, Salvini S, Casale R, Giardini A. Linking the Psychosocial Impact of Assistive Devices
Scale (PIADS) to the International Classification of Functioning, Disability, and Health. Qual Life Res.
2018;27(12):3217-3227. [doi: 10.1007/s11136-018-1973-6] [Medline: 30132254]

15. Ortiz-Escobar LM, Chavarria MA, Schönenberger K, Hurst S, Stein MA, Mugeere A, et al. Assessing the implementation
of user-centred design standards on assistive technology for persons with visual impairments: a systematic review. Front
Rehabil Sci. 2023;4:1238158. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.3389/fresc.2023.1238158] [Medline: 37744430]

16. Borgnis F, Desideri L, Converti RM, Salatino C. Available assistive technology outcome measures: systematic review.
JMIR Rehabil Assist Technol. 2023;10:e51124. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.2196/51124] [Medline: 37782310]

17. Horowitz A, Brennan M, Reinhardt JP, Macmillan T. The impact of assistive device use on disability and depression among
older adults with age-related vision impairments. J Gerontol B Psychol Sci Soc Sci. 2006;61(5):S274-S280. [doi:
10.1093/geronb/61.5.s274] [Medline: 16960241]

18. Pundlik S, Shivshanker P, Luo G. Impact of apps as assistive devices for visually impaired persons. Annu Rev Vis Sci.
2023;9:111-130. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1146/annurev-vision-111022-123837] [Medline: 37127283]

19. Arksey H, O'Malley L. Scoping studies: towards a methodological framework. Int J Soc Res Methodol. 2005;8(1):19-32.
[doi: 10.1080/1364557032000119616]

20. Peters M, Godfrey C, McInerney P, Munn Z, Tricco A, Khalil H. Scoping reviews. In: JBI Manual for Evidence Synthesis.
Adelaide. JBI; 2024.

21. Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, O'Brien KK, Colquhoun H, Levac D, et al. PRISMA Extension for Scoping Reviews
(PRISMA-ScR): checklist and explanation. Ann Intern Med. 2018;169(7):467-473. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.7326/M18-0850]
[Medline: 30178033]

22. Schalock RL, Alonso MAV. Handbook on Quality of Life for Human Service Practitioners. Washington, DC. American
Association on Mental Retardation; 2002.

23. Ouzzani M, Hammady H, Fedorowicz Z, Elmagarmid A. Rayyan—a web and mobile app for systematic reviews. Syst Rev.
2016;5(1):210. [FREE Full text] [doi: 10.1186/s13643-016-0384-4] [Medline: 27919275]

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e65056 | p. 6https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e65056
(page number not for citation purposes)

Szekely et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e65056_app1.docx&filename=5f599f65f35d30bf19e10490a6f9654f.docx
https://jmir.org/api/download?alt_name=resprot_v14i1e65056_app1.docx&filename=5f599f65f35d30bf19e10490a6f9654f.docx
https://iris.who.int/handle/10665/328717
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/3373625.3417001
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/28293655
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28293655&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bjo.2009.164814
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=19850584&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1145/3441852.3471224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ridd.2020.103673
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32388041&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10389-023-01995-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1167/iovs.14-15848
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25604690&dopt=Abstract
https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/354357/9789240049451-eng.pdf?sequence=1
https://iris.who.int/bitstream/handle/10665/354357/9789240049451-eng.pdf?sequence=1
https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2861/567013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.biosx.2022.100265
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHO-HIS-HSI-Rev.2012.03
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/WHO-HIS-HSI-Rev.2012.03
http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/tad-2002-14305
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11136-018-1973-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30132254&dopt=Abstract
https://europepmc.org/abstract/MED/37744430
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fresc.2023.1238158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=37744430&dopt=Abstract
https://rehab.jmir.org/2023//e51124/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/51124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=37782310&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/geronb/61.5.s274
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=16960241&dopt=Abstract
https://www.annualreviews.org/content/journals/10.1146/annurev-vision-111022-123837?crawler=true&mimetype=application/pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-vision-111022-123837
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=37127283&dopt=Abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/1364557032000119616
https://www.acpjournals.org/doi/abs/10.7326/M18-0850?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub  0pubmed
http://dx.doi.org/10.7326/M18-0850
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30178033&dopt=Abstract
https://systematicreviewsjournal.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13643-016-0384-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13643-016-0384-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27919275&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/


24. Szekely R, Holloway C, Bandukda M. Understanding the psychosocial impact of assistive technologies for blind and
partially sighted people: a scoping review protocol. Open Science Framework. 2024. URL: https://osf.io/sk7n8/
?view_only=d95ccaf7b674418db27ac9935a23a0bd [accessed 2024-11-17]

Abbreviations
AT: assistive technology
PRISMA-ScR: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses extension for Scoping
Reviews

Edited by A Schwartz; submitted 03.08.24; peer-reviewed by SS Senjam, A AL-Asadi; comments to author 22.09.24; revised version
received 13.10.24; accepted 08.01.25; published 13.02.25

Please cite as:
Szekely R, Holloway C, Bandukda M
Understanding the Psychosocial Impact of Assistive Technologies for People With Visual Impairments: Protocol for a Scoping Review
JMIR Res Protoc 2025;14:e65056
URL: https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e65056
doi: 10.2196/65056
PMID:

©Raul Szekely, Catherine Holloway, Maryam Bandukda. Originally published in JMIR Research Protocols
(https://www.researchprotocols.org), 13.02.2025. This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution License (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work, first published in JMIR Research Protocols, is properly cited. The
complete bibliographic information, a link to the original publication on https://www.researchprotocols.org, as well as this
copyright and license information must be included.

JMIR Res Protoc 2025 | vol. 14 | e65056 | p. 7https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e65056
(page number not for citation purposes)

Szekely et alJMIR RESEARCH PROTOCOLS

XSL•FO
RenderX

https://osf.io/sk7n8/?view_only=d95ccaf7b674418db27ac9935a23a0bd
https://osf.io/sk7n8/?view_only=d95ccaf7b674418db27ac9935a23a0bd
https://www.researchprotocols.org/2025/1/e65056
http://dx.doi.org/10.2196/65056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=&dopt=Abstract
http://www.w3.org/Style/XSL
http://www.renderx.com/

