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No public comments in this round.
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Revision 1

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Reviewer 1:

Dear Authors,

Please check the following details:

1- In the abstract, the method section did not have cohesion.

The method was corrected.
2- In the abstract, it would be better to write the exact p-value.

Based on journal standard, we should wrote at p 0.05 Or 0.01

3- In the introduction, please write more about the purpose of the study: done

4- In the methods, you wrote that this study was a cross-sectional study, but you did not write the study
period. Done

5- How did you collect 350 participants? Based on which sampling methods? Explained in method
6- In the method, you did not mention the statistical tests. Done

7- Which statistical software did you use? \//e added in method section

8- At the beginning of the results, you should write the sample size. Done

9- Tables 1 and 2 need to explain more. We explained our table

10- Reporting table 4 was not vividly.

11- Reporting the results was not clear and precise.

Some changes were made to the results report, however the report was based on the journal standard
12- All references were old; you should use current references. Some older articles have been used
because they relate to theories that related to research variables, however new references added to
the article

Reviewer 2:

- The content is the same in the background and the conclusion. With this description, there does not
seem to be any need to do this research. Changes were applied both in the introduction and in the
conclusion

- The method of sampling and access to students is not mentioned in the abstract: Done

- The manuscript need to grammatical check: Done

- For what basis and what formula were 350 students selected and how was the sampling method?
Explained in method

- The discussion part of the study is fragile. The discussion is divided into two parts. The first part deals
with the relationship between hope, optimism, and academic achievement as an introduction. The second
part again describes the results and personal interpretation of the authors as results and does not
compare and interpret with other studies. In conclusion, the results of the research were compared with
other researches and the interpretations of the results were explained

- All references are very old and unreliable. Some older articles have been used because they relate
to theories that related to research variables, however new references added to the article

Reviewer 3:

PLEASE Increase the number of keywords: [Done

The sampling method should be mentioned.: Done

The method of calculating the sample size or the reason for selecting this volume of samples should be
mentioned. Done

The time of sentences must be changed to a simple: The manuscript has been edited by an English-
speaking native
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The limitations of research, suggestions, and recommendations of future studies discussed should be
mentioned at the end of the discussion.
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e Revision 1 2 comments - 1Jul 2022 - 9 Jul 2022

Referee1 Reviewer MINOR REVISION  1jul 2022

Dear Authors,

Please check the following details:

« Itis not necessary to put references in the abstract.

o In the abstract, please explain more about the procedure of your study.

« In the method section, please list the variables in Cochran's sampling formula.
o It would be better to use "methods" instead of materials.

« Please explain more about the procedure of your study in the methods section.
« In the abstract, it was written "r =-0.15", but in table 3, you have written "r = 0.15".
« In table 3, please specify which variables you examined for correlation.

Editor-in-Chief MINOR REVISION 9 Jul 2022

Minor Revision
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Revision 2

AUTHORS' RESPONSE TO REVIEWERS

Authors' reply to reviewers

The next pages contain the authors' point-by-point reply to the comments of this
revision round, as submitted with the revised manuscript. It is published as the
authors wrote it.
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Reviewer 1: Was done
It is not necessary to put references in the abstract.

In the abstract, please explain more about the procedure of your study. Was done
In the method section, please write the variables of Cochran's sampling Was done
formula

It would be better to write the "methods” instead of the materials. Was done
* Please explain more about the procedure of your study in the methods Was done
section.

In the abstract, it was written "r = -0.15", but in table 3, you have written "r = Was done
0.15".

In table 3, please specify the correlation between which variables you did. Was done
Please check the grammar in all parts of your manuscript. There are errors in | Was done
the title and other parts of the manuscript
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e Revision 2 2 comments - 30 Aug 2022 - 30 Aug 2022

Referee1 Reviewer ACCEPT 30 Aug2022

Thank you very much for your responses.

Associate Editor ACCEPT 30 Aug 2022

Thank you.
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