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Abstract:This analytical study aimed to review and analyze a collection of applied studies that 

compared the requirements for delivering online lectures with those of traditional lectures. Based 

on these comparisons, a set of criteria emerged that must be met for online lectures to be of higher 

quality and more accurate. These criteria relate firstly to the lecturer's ability to precisely define the 

lecture objectives, ensuring that the main points are clear to the students. The lecturer must also 

possess effective time management skills in online classes, given the volume of interaction they 

allow. Furthermore, the lecturer must be proficient in communication techniques that are precise 

and concise, unlike traditional lectures. On the other hand, the study revealed the necessity of 

designing digital lectures according to specific criteria, characterized by accuracy, clarity, and 

reinforcement. Presentation skills also include the ability to use stimuli and assistive software, and 

the ability to implement tests and assessments appropriate for digital lectures. 
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