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	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.


	Given the title of this scientific research article, it is written that the author has chosen a good topic for this discussion but has not been able to choose unambiguous goals related to the topic. There is no research question. There is no hypothesis. He has talked too much in the discussion and debate and has not been able to clearly and professionally clarify the main problem about the goals and importance of the topic. In this article, discourse analysis, content and thematic analysis, or the Delphi technique should be used so that it can have a good outcome and its results are also useful and efficient.
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	The title of this research paper is fine.
	

	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.


	The abstract of this article does not address how the data were analyzed, and the last sentences should have been a summary of the conclusion and a suggestion, which is not the case in this abstract.
A standard abstract should be about 150 to 250 words long and include a summary of the objectives, research methodology, how data was collected, how data was analyzed, research findings, conclusions, and recommendations.
Rewrite the Abstract
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Unfortunately, no, In the introduction section of this scientific study, important and basic research principles such as main and secondary questions, null hypothesis and alternative hypothesis, and the importance and necessity of the research were observed.
The author has evaded his research method section and has not introduced any scientific research methods, how to collect data, or how to analyze data. The statistical population type of sampling and research variables are not clearly stated.
In addition to outlining the research questions and hypotheses in the introduction section, the author is expected to clearly state the issue, the necessity, and the importance of the subject.

 It is clear from the title and the problem statement that a qualitative approach and review method should be used in this study.  In this study, the researcher should assess two approaches.  1. The Delphi technique 2. Thematic analysis
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	Overall, in-text citations and final references are in the APA style, and only in the theoretical foundations section is it necessary to cite the source for some of the material.
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	In my opinion is not  bad
The respected author should try to use an excellent, academic English tone and literature to write scientific articles.
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