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OER Repositories
„Digital databases that house learning 
content, applications and tools such as texts, 
papers, videos, audio recordings, multimedia 
applications and social networking tools. 
Through these repositories, [OER] are 
rendered accessible to learners and 
instructors on the World Wide Web (p. 1).”

McGreal (2012)
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The Ecosystem model



Selected quality aspects

● Author identification
● Transparent sources
● Review method
● OER quality criteria
● Legal information/ licensing
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Users choose their 
learning material based 
on whether they trust the 
quality of the material.
(see Allen & Seaman, 2014; Hilton, 2020;
Zawacki-Richter et al., 2022).
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(Ehlers & Kunze, 2021)
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Only 43.6% of OER 
repositories mention 
explicit quality practices.
(Santos-Hermosa et al., 2017)



11

Quality



What information would this 

quality transparency tool need 

to contain to inform you about 

the quality of the OER?

What would you like to know, 

on the first glance, about the 

quality of a OER repository?

Let me know in the chat
together with your profession/position!
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