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The TITLE is clear and it is adequate to the content of the article.
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(Please insert your comments)
The title of the study and the content of the study are appropriate.

The ABSTRACT clearly presents objects, methods, and results.
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(Please insert your comments)

In the study, the stress sources of employees and their effects on working life were
examined. In the study, it was also tried to measure the stress levels, anxiety levels,

job performances and psychological resilience levels of the employees with the help
of a scale.



There are a few grammatical errors and spelling mistakes in this article.

(Please insert your comments)
There are no significant grammatical or spelling errors in the study.

The study METHODS are explained clearly.

*

(Please insert your comments)
Working methods are explained in details. A sufficient level of literature research
has been done in the theoretical part. In the application part, a sufficient number of

samples were used in accordance with the scale used.

The body of the paper is clear and does not contain errors.
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(Please insert your comments)

The content part of the article supports the hypothesis. In the application part, the
results obtained are explained in detail with the help of tables.

The CONCLUSION or summary is accurate and supported by the content.
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(Please insert your comments)

The summary part of the study gives an important idea about the study. Likewise, in
the conclusion part, it supports the theoretical and practical structure of the study
and provides important information about the whole study. The conclusion part and

the content of the study overlap.

The list of REFERENCES is comprehensive and appropriate.
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Sufficient number of sources were used in the study. All sources used in the
text are included in the bibliography. The number of sources used in the
literature section is also sufficient.
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Please rate the METHODS of this paper.
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1. The title is clear and it is adequate to the content of the

article. 5




Yes, is clear and adequate to the content of the article

2. The abstract clearly presents objects, methods and 5
results.

Yes, clearly presents

3. There are few grammatical errors and spelling 5
mistakes in this article.

There are not grammatical errors, but the language of the work is here and there
model slang, inexplicable for reader

4. The study methods are explained clearly. 2

The methodology — in the large measure — is introduced the language too hermetic,
inexplicable to reader

5. The results are clear and do not contain errors. 4

Yes, is clear, but in many cases exists the difference between number passed in
tables and numbers passed in description

6. The conclusions or summary are accurate and
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supported by the content.
Yes they are accurate and supported by the content
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Side 6, 10-11 line from above, component in the parenthesis are
undefined, 16 line from above — VFA undefined; 18-19 line from
above, sign and size are not qualified;

Side 7, 10-12 line from beneath, necessary note introducing TRY
[Turkey Lira, code 1SO 4217];
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Side 15, Table 12 is inexplicable [the lack of explanations];

Side 16, Table 14, the lack explanation for “**”;

Side 17 and 18, given numerical in Table 16 and in Table 17 are
identical [?];

Side 19, it lacks tables to descriptions in three passages of text
under Table 19;

Side 20, it lucks the table to description in first passage of the text
from above;

It lacks tables for two passages of the text under Table 21;

Side 21, it lacks the table to the passage of the text under Table
23;

Side 24-25, Appendix A | find in this form superfluous [it is
inexplicable].
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