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Figure 1:  Screen shot of the anatomy and virtual dissection of the anatomy of the foot.
The lecture wais delivered by “Zoom” application.; Tthe main screen presents the TA's board with a picture of a photographed dissection. As demonstrated in the screenshotpicture, the TA can draw and mark on the board. In the right upper right corner of the screen the students can see the TA in real time, and the TA can see the students upon choice.   	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: perhaps “screen” is clearer?  The figure notes “Shared screen with speaker”.	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: 1. Minor point. As a typical convention I suggest upper then right. 2. Do you want the TA name to appear in the figure? Perhaps it should be more generic and informative such as “TA Screen” or similar to denote the functionl. 	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: interact with?
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Figure 2: Aan example of one test station from the online practical test. 
Each arrowhead indicatespoints on an anatomical structure that the students wereare requires to identify and write the full anatomicaly name. Tthe test contained 25 stations in this manner.   
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Figure 3: Means and SDs of course evaluations (measured by seven items): Aa comparison of between the online (one module) and  the traditional conventional methods (three prior modules) within academic year 2019-2020. 
                                                                                            	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: traditional? 	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: 1. Is the intent of the title preserved? For clarity, I suggest indicating in the figure title or as a note in the figure that this is a comparison of three previous traditional modules in academic year 2019-2020 to  one online module in the same academic year among the same cohort. Am I interpreting this correctly?  Otherwise, this could be confused with second tier comparison of one online module (limbs) to the same module taught traditionally the two previous academic years.  2. The title and figure header are redundant. I suggest removing the header. 	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: 1. “Online” without hyphen for consistency with text.  2. Please note that wording at the bottom is truncated (strongy disagree and strongly agree). Also wording to the right of the legend is truncated. 3. In the title and figure “conventional” should be changed to “traditional” for consistency. 4. I suggest it is more logical to present the questions as Q1, Q2 etc in the order they were asked from top to bottom. That is, Q1 on top and Q7 at the bottom. Note:  The bars displaying mean ± SD of the course evaluation. Paired-samples t-tests showed significant differences in all items.: Specifically, for questionsitems 1, 2, 4, 5, and& 7 p<.01; and for items 3 and& 6 p<.02. N=24. 


	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: Legend. “questions” rather than “items” OK?
Figure 4: Percentages of students’ preferences between the online module and three priore traditionally taughtconventional modulesethods on five aspects of learning for academic year 2019-2020.
	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: 1. Again please note conventional vs traditional in the title and legend. 2. I suggest that the X axis would be worded “Student preferences between methods (%). 3. I suggest it is more logical to present the questions as Q1, Q2 etc in ascending order (top to bottom) as for Figure 3. 4. Please note that I clarified the title to provide more info about the comparison being shown. Have I retained the intent?

Note: N=24. 
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Figure 5: Grades in the theoretical and practical limbs exams versus the mean grades in the other anatomical exams (i.e., abdomen & pelvis, head & neck, and thorax) throughout the years of 2018, 2019, and 2020. 
[image: cid:image002.jpg@01D720C4.A4A0A7F0]	Comment by Editor/Reviewer: Authors: 1. The figure title is confusing.  It indicates that one set of bars presents the mean grade of 2019-2020 limbs module online. The other bars present the mean grades from previous academic years for modules one to three (excluding limbs module). But the legend and note indicate that both sets of bars present the limbs module only (online and previous two years taught traditionally). This also agrees withe the methods if I understand correctly. Thus this is a presentation of your second tier analysis on online students compared to previous students taught the same module in person. Please clarify for reviewers. Confuses reviewers will give negative responses or even rejection.  2. Y-axis label. Should this be “mean grade in the module”? It is not presenting the course grade rather the bars present the grade from the limbs module I believe. 2. For the figure I would suggest that it be labelled as academic years on the X-axis and in the title to be consistent with text (ie years 2017-2018 etc). 3. Was the grading method the same for online and traditionally on an absolute scale without normalization of any kind? I don’t believe this is mentioned in the Methods. 4. On the X-axis I suggest labeling 2019-2020 year as “2019-2020 (online) the other two yers would be labelled (traditional). This is actual comparison you are making so it seems important to indicate clearly which bars and online and which are traditional.  5. It can be difficult to understand which part of the analysis corresponds to the figures. One suggestion is to add “Tier one analysis or initial analysis” in the. In Figure 5 add “tier two or secondary analysis” to the title. This will make it clear to reviewers what each figure refers too. I hope this helps. 6. I suggest indicating which histogram bars indicate significant differences, or lack of. This can highlight the important results for readers. Typically, figures should be as self contained as possible.
Note: The limbs module was taught online in 2019-2020 whereasile it was conventionally taught traditionally in the other years.  N=29 in 2020; N=33 in 2019; N=26 in 2018. 
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Comparison questions between the on-line

and the conventional methods

Q1- What is your overall satisfaction with the

practical course?

Q2- How clear were the explanations?

Q3- What is the extent that the practical course had

helped you in understanding the theoretical material?

Q4- What was the contribution of practical teaching

beyond the theoretical lectures?

Q5- How well did this teaching method prepared you for

the test?

Q6-  Rate your level of understanding the material

of the practical course.

Q7- To what extent do you think this learning method

of the practical course will help you remember the

material in the long-term?
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Figure 1

: Comparisson qustions between the on-line and the conventional methosd.

The figure presents the answers of the students (N=24) comparing between the on-line and the conventional methods according to the following

questions: The bars displaying mean±SD. The P-Value between the conventional and the on-line groups for the questions are 0.08, 0.25, 0.06,

0.10, 0.03, 0.13, 0.0009 respectively.
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Figure 2:

 Students preferance between the on-line and the convetional methods.

The figure presents the percentile of students (N=24) preferance between the methods.

Q1- In which methods did you feel more

concentrated during the dissection/virtual

dissection?

Q2- In which method did you feel that the time

was exploited more efficiently?

Q3- In which method do you think the

anatomical structures appeared clearer?

Q4- In which method did you feel you had

a better understanding of the 3D structure?

Q5- If you had another practical anatomy system

and you could choose one of the two options

which one would you prefer?
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