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as a result of which 109 peer-reviewed, indexed
publications from Scopus, Web of Sci-ence, and

eview question / Objective This
Rsystematically studies the semantic

meanings of culture in the context of the
educational process, clarifying the findings of
world scientists and the latest re-search trends in
the last 4 years (2022-2026). The article studies
various pedagogical challenges in the learning
process related to students from different cultures,
traditions, and backgrounds.

Condition being studied The study is about
education.

METHODS

Search strategy Systematic literature analysis was
carried out using the PRISMA 2022 methodology,

ERIH+ were selected and analyzed. The semantic
meanings of words were determined using the
digital corpus linguistic analysis program AntConc
(v. 4.3.1).

Participant or population The review covers
literature sources from several databases.

Intervention No intervention.
Comparator Literature review.

Study designs to be included Quantitative
research design.

Eligibility criteria In order to narrow down the
publications of general relevance to the sample to
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be analyzed, a pre-screening was performed
according to the PRISMA 2020 methodology, ac-
cording to 7 inclusive criteria:

1) The publication corresponds to the years 2022-
2026 (the last 4 years);

2) the article has a DOI link or an ISBN for the
book;

3) the publications are in an indexed source;

4) the publication is in English;

5) The publication is Open access.

6) The publication was selected as a result of the
database filter ‘social sciences’,

‘educational sciences’, ‘education’, etc.

7) The subject of the publication, keywords in the
annotation include the words:

‘culture’, ‘cultural’, ‘cultures’, ‘culture’s’, ‘cultures’,
etc.

Information sources Three databases were used
in The study: Web of Science, ERIH+, and Scopus.

Main outcome(s) As a result, 4 most relevant
concepts were identified and studied: cultural
intelligence, cultural capital, cultural competence,
and cultural literacy, which are semantically re-
lated to the concept of culture and have been used
in the educational context for the last 4 years: in
the teaching - learning and upbringing process.
The main conclusion: culture and its aspects in the
educational process have been little studied, but it
is precisely they that can ensure the growth of the
personalities of students who have well-developed
cultural literacy and cultural intelligence in 4
dimensions: 1) metacognitive, 2) cognitive, 3)
motivational and 4) behavioral, which are very
closely related to the implementation of
educational programs. Only such a new generation
will responsibly handle cultural capital as a
resource for sustainable development.

Quality assessment / Risk of bias analysis The
quality assessment method in primary studies
ensured the PRSMA methodology.

Strategy of data synthesis Publications from
databases were analyzed to create a systematic
literature review.

Subgroup analysis The analysis was divided into
four subgroups: articles, systematic literature
analysis, articles related to cultural intelligence,
cultural capital, cultural competence, and cultural
literacy.

Sensitivity analysis No Sensitivity analysis.

Language restriction Yes, one of the exclusion
criteria was publications in English.

Country(ies) involved The study was conducted in
Latvia.

Keywords Culture in the education process,
cultural capital, cultural competence, cultural
intelligence, cultural literacy.
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