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INTRODUCTION: Virtual mobility as a set of ICT LEARNING OPPORTUNITIES

supported activities that realize or facilitate international,

collaborative experiences in a context of teachingand/or  learning opportunity?

Q.7. Are the virtual mobility courses already well-known

learning, with its diverse aspects, can have positive effects
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Q.14. Relationship between participating in physical
mobility and attitude toward the possibility of its
replacement by virtual mobility
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both countries, was conducted with the aim to learn more 199

about students’ needs, wishes and requirements regarding
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Form of the survey: online-based.
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Duration: one month. 0
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