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	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	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.


	The manuscript, “Research on the Development and Educational Value of the Virtual Roaming System for the Yancheng New Fourth Army Memorial Hall,” proposes and preliminarily evaluates a virtual roaming system aimed at heritage education (“red culture”). It lays out requirements and a high-level framework (Sections 2–3), sketches use cases in teaching (Section 4), reports a post-use questionnaire with basic descriptive summaries (Section 5), and ends with improvement suggestions (Section 6). The topic is timely and relevant; the educational framing and museum-learning context are worthwhile. However, in its current form the paper reads as a concept/position piece with a light survey, rather than as a reproducible, empirically grounded study.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The current title overstates evidential strength (“educational value”) while the study reports only descriptive, post-use feedback without validated learning outcomes or a comparative design. It is also imprecise [Research on the development] and does not specify the article type [design + exploratory evaluation]. A truth-in-advertising title would foreground the implemented system and the exploratory nature of the user data, for instance:  “Design and Exploratory Evaluation of a Virtual Roaming System for the Yancheng New Fourth Army Memorial Hall.”
	

	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.


	The abstract is unclear. It claims “educational value” but does not specify: 

· what was actually implemented (engine, main features)

· the study design (exploratory, post-use survey)

· participants and context (who, where)

· measures used (usability/presence/knowledge) 

· concrete results (numbers, even if descriptive). 

It also uses value-laden language ( transmitting spirit) without operationalization.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Appropriate and coherent (virtual heritage for learning). No obvious theoretical contradictions. Too high-level to be reproducible; “what was actually built” isn’t specified (engine, features, performance). This weakens scientific verifiability.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think it would be better if the author(s) add more references based on the topic
	

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


	English is clear and readable, but it needs polishing to meet journal style. It would be better if the author use concrete verbs, and consider the tenses in the writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	It would be better if the author revises the manuscript
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