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regarding the importance of
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scientific community. A
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original study. However, there are some deficiencies that prevent
the reader from understanding more clearly. The clear writing of the
purpose and hypotheses in the introduction section makes it easier
to follow the process followed in the research. However, in this
article, the sentence that resembles the purpose sentence written in
the introduction section but is used as an explanation does not
match the work done. It is not clear who and when the scales used
in the study were developed, and if they were developed by the
researchers, the process followed is not sufficient. This section
needs to be revised. The meaning of the findings obtained should
first be interpreted by the author/authors. It would be more
appropriate to discuss them with the relevant literature later.
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