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The development of the Internet and online communication may be some of the most 
significant influences on higher education over the past 30 years. “The Net Generation” and 
the emergence of “Web 2.0”, or the interactive web, have created a whole new world of 
electronic communication. The amount of work allocated to online academic activity is 
unanimously higher than the one allocated to face-to-face teaching. The perception of the 
involvement of students and teachers in the academic activity, the adaptation of these two 
categories to online teaching and the distress caused by academic activities in the online 
environment are closely linked. 
 
Congratulations to the author! 
 
 
Materials and methods - the technical standards of the methods are adequate and 
reproductible. 
Results are controlled, relevant and current.  
In the discussion chapter, the authors cite and compare their own results with the data 
from the specialized literature. 
The conclusions are relevant, supported by the data presented. 
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