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Compulsory REVISION comments

1. Is the manuscript important for scientific community? 1. The manuscript is important since virtual classroom learning is very popular
(Please write few sentences on this manuscript) nowadays, since COVID 19 scenario. Scientifically, it doesn’t sound in reality, but

can acquire some knowledge by understanding the manuscript.

2. Is thetitle of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title) 2. Educational Program Based on Virtual Environments to Improve Learning in the
Physical Education Area is appropriate or may be can like this: the implementation in
3. Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? PE classes on virtual learning tools to improve learning
3 NO. The author need to more information in the abstract such as: objectives,
4. Are subsections and structure of the manuscript appropriate? methodology, results, discussion, conclusion.
4 The format of the manuscript need to be revisited, need more structure
5. Do you think the manuscript is scientifically correct? appropriately.
5. Acceptable
6. Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestion of 6. Yes, sufficient, but | am not sure what style is that by underlining all references.
additional references, please mention in the review form. The article is good, but the author need to look into many aspects such as the abstract
(Apart from above mentioned 6 points, reviewers are free to provide writing style/format, research design and methodology, data analysis, results and results
additional suggestions/comments) reporting, conclusion and references (latest).
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1. Islanguage/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly Suitable
communications?
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