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Compulsory REVISION comments

Keywords should be chosen more carefully.
In the study, the literature was not used sufficiently.

Passive structure should be used in scientific studies.
Information on the scope of the survey questions should be given.

In the conclusion, concrete suggestions should be made to solve the problems.
There are big errors in references.

The data given in the tables should be analyzed and interpreted in more detail.

Minor REVISION comments

Few corrections were made and marked on text

Optional/General comments
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