Review Form 3

	

	Journal Name:
	Journal of Education, Society and Behavioural Science 

	Manuscript Number:
	Ms_JESBS_142953

	Title of the Manuscript: 
	IMPROVING STUDENTS’ GAME PLAY AND TACTICS IN PLAYING VOLLEYBALL USING SKILL ILLUSTRATION TECHNIQUE (SkIT)

	Type of the Article
	Original Research Article


	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment
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	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	     This manuscript is important for the scientific community, as it provides an innovative method for developing students' tactical and technical skills in volleyball by using the skill illustration technique (SkIT). The presented results demonstrate the effectiveness of structured visual tools in improving the teaching-learning process, which can contribute to the modernization of educational strategies in sports. The study brings significant practical value to physical education teachers and coaches, supporting the adoption of more attractive and effective methods in training young athletes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	      The title you proposed — “IMPROVING STUDENTS’ GAME PLAY AND TACTICS IN PLAYING VOLLEYBALL USING SKILL ILLUSTRATION TECHNIQUE (SkIT)” — is clear and describes the research topic well. However, it may be perceived as too long and repetitive (for example, “game play” and “playing volleyball” convey similar ideas). What I propose is the Effectiveness of the Skill Illustration Technique (SkIT) in Developing Game Tactics in Volleyball Students, but this is optional. 
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	       As strong points, the abstract presents very well the purpose of the study, the method, the instruments used and the results obtained, and, it has an introduction (the purpose), methodology (participants, instruments, statistical analysis), results (numerical data), conclusions and recommendations. Keywords are well chosen and relevant to the topic of the paper. It has approximately 170 words, which falls within the usual standard (150–250 words for scientific articles). And, respectively, it is directly linked to the title and the objectives of the research (development of volleyball tactics and game through SkIT). What could be added, but this is at the choice of the author, it would be better to have a clearer mention about the scientific contribution (e.g. "this study offers a validated method that can be integrated into modern teaching of physical education"), or a short sentence about the broader practical implications, not only in physical education, but also, possibly, a limitation of the study from the point of view of mathematical statistics (e.g. "the research was carried out on a small group of students and requires validation on larger samples"),
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	        In general, the article is well written – it has a clear structure, academic language and follows the logic of a scientific study. However, there are a few aspects that you can improve as follows: The structure is correct (title, introduction, conclusions, etc.), The language is formal and appropriate for a scientific article, The ideas are clear and coherent, or use specific terms from the field of physical education and sports which is normal. Furthermore, be very careful to use capital letters only where necessary, some sentences are missing commas (for example, before "which"). Now regarding clarity - some sentences are too long and it would be better to divide them into sentences. for example: "By using visually structured playbooks, SkIT provided students with clear, step-by-step guidance..." Now, referring to concordance, make sure that the verb tense is consistent (if you start in the past, stay in the past) do not play with tenses, sometimes you alternate between present and past, which can mislead the reader. Regarding the title, I have already explained it, but I do it again out of respect for the work you have done and out of respect for the science of sports and physical education and for you to really bring a good quality article to light, as follows, the current title is long and technical. A simpler, but precise title would attract more. for example: "SkIT technique and its impact on the development of tactical skills in volleyball", "Improving volleyball performance through the SkIT technique". Overall, the article is well written and has a good academic level, but it would benefit from small adjustments in language and style, here too, I make this assessment only so that your article is as high quality and accepted as possible. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	       I have analyzed the references in your article and can state the following: They are mostly correct and relevant to the researched topic. However, many of them seem to be older than 5 years (some even over 10 years), which in scientific research can be considered a limitation, especially in a dynamic field such as physical education and sport. I think it would be good to add some recent studies and articles (from the last 3–5 years) to show that the topic is current and based on modern data. As suggestions I could mention, recent articles on modern sports training techniques and their impact on performance, studies on the integration of visual and digital methods in sports teaching, considering that the topic of your article is related to Skill Illustration Technique (SkIT), and respectively, sources from scientific journals indexed in Scopus or Web of Science (e.g. Journal of Physical Education and Sport, Frontiers in Psychology – Sport Psychology, International Journal of Sports Science & Coaching). Also for the good quality of your article.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	      Yes, the linguistic quality of the article is generally adequate for academic communications, but there are some aspects to improve, as follows: Aspect no. 1 - Some sentences (phrases) are very long and complex; dividing them into shorter ones would improve readability. Aspect no. 2 - it alternates between past and present; ideally it would be consistent, especially in the methodology and results sections, i.e. (verb tense agreement). Aspect no. 3 - commas are missing in some sentences, which may affect clarity. Aspect no. 4. - academic language is present, but slight stylistic correction would be useful to avoid repetitions ("improving gameplay and tactics in playing volleyball" appears many times). Instead of a conclusion - the article is acceptable for publication, but I recommend a minor linguistic revision to be more fluent and clear.
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