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	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	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.
	
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)
	
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.
	
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have
suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?
	
	

	Optional/General comments
	General Evaluation:
The manuscript argues an original issue, but the topic has not been addressed with scientific competence. Firstly, it must be noted that although there is extensive literature on this issue, this literature has not been utilized.
Key concepts in the manuscript include stigma, dirty work, and psychological problems. However, despite the existence of numerous studies in the literature, these concepts have not been explained with sufficient scientific evidence.
Abstract: An abstract is expected to include the following sections: Background, Aim, Method, Results, and Conclusion.
Introduction: The introduction must explain the background of the issue with strong evidence. It should demonstrate why this manuscript is important for both national and international scientific communities.
Method: The knowledge of the method and participants has been provided, but these paragraphs are not systematic. The method should be explained first, followed by the features of the participants, organized into distinct topics. The number of participants is satisfactory.

Although it has been stated that qualitative and quantitative methods were used, the participants' responses have not been analyzed qualitatively. In this context, the discussion and conclusion are not satisfactory.
Results about manuscript: This topic is original and warrants further study.
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