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	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 holds considerable importance for the scientific community as it explores the intersection of educational technology, data analytics, and veterinary science, which is an emerging and underexplored domain. It provides empirical evidence supporting the integration of Virtual Reality (VR) in veterinary education, helping reduce animal use while improving experiential learning outcomes. The comparative analysis of three qualitative analytical tools—NLP, Atlas.ti, and LLMs— offers valuable methodological insights for researchers dealing with open-ended qualitative data. Additionally, this study aligns with current global trends emphasizing humane education, digital transformation, and evidence-based pedagogy in medical and veterinary fields.
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