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Opinions of dental students about practical training for
histology and pathology courses

Habib Mouselg Salloum*!
*!_ectuer. Department Histopathology, Al Rasheed International Private University for
Science &Technology.

Abstract:

Background: Students perceptions and observations have a significant impact on the academic progress.
Target: The aim of this study is to identify the perceptions of dental students regarding the training method
used in the study of histology and pathology courses, in addition to their perceptions and suggestions
regarding the modification of this method.

Materials research: This study was conducted in the first semester of the academic year (2023-2024) by
submitting an electronic questionnaire to dental students in the second, third, fourth or fifth year who are
studying or have completed their studies in histology and pathology. The number of respondents to the
questionnaire reached (265) male and female students belonging to dental faculties in Syrian public and
private universities and First-year students were excluded, so the number of participants was (225).(22.22% )
of the participants (N. 50) were female and (77.78%) of the participants (N. 175) were males .

The questionnaire included two main topics, where the first topic included students suggestions to modify the practical
training method and their perceptions regarding relying on light microscopy or relying on the optical projector
connected to the computer, and the second topic included students' opinions on the method of practical training and
their observations on dealing with the traditional light microscope. We used the Likert tertiary statistical scale. We
used the statistical program SPSS version 29 to analyze the data. The electronic questionnaire consisted of (20)
questions between closed and open questions covering different aspects of practical training.

Results: The study showed that histology and pathology courses came in third place out of nine preferred courses for
students with( 34.2 %), oral histology came first among the most preferred courses with (44.89%), while the general
histology course came in last place with (19.55%). The percentage of students who never preferred histology and
pathology courses was (21.3 %).

(44.89%) agreed on the need to study only about microscopes¢ while the majority of students 64.4% believe that it is
necessary to cancel dealing with the microscope and rely on presentations from the computer.

(23.1%) of students believe that it is necessary to reduce the number of Biopsies studied within the practical
training session while (62.2 % )refused to increase the number of Biopsies studied.

(65.8 %) believe in the need to give theoretical guidance at the beginning of each practical training session, and the
majority of students believe by ( 70.7%) of the need to increase the number of doctors and ( 46.2%) believe that it is
necessary to cancel the drawing of the studied textile Biopsies on the notebook within the practical training session.
(59.1%) believe that the practical training method is not boring. (39.1%) believe it is not fun( 42.7%) believe
that it needs to be modified and (68.4%) believe it is acceptable.

(42.7%) believe that dealing with light microscope was difficult and (57.3%) believe the opposite.

The majority of students (94.2 %) believe that presenting Biopsies on the display screen and with computers is more
useful than studying the Biopsies under the microscope, while (3.1%) believe that it is not useful.

Conclusion: Our study showed that the majority of students prefer:

1. Make some modifications to the practical training method.

2. Give theoretical guidance at the beginning of each practical session.

3. Dispensing with studying slides under a light microscope.

4. Dispensing with drawing the studied biopsies on the notebook during the practical training session.

5. Relying on the display screen and through the computer to study the biopsies.

Keywords: Histology, Pathology, Dental Students, Faculty Of Dentistry, Opinions.
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dal) b DI £ 5

[ SR PARN]
daesSal)

| GE PPN
Ll

i) Lo (B daalall conen BN £555 G £(2) ) JS)
Apasiyg (DUl (5a) St Y _a s5laall iy jia cilS
Citial Lad %37.3 Gty dalyal) <) yie Leaki %51.5
iy AAME A pall alya¥) ale g il ale ) i

(3— Jsx) -%34.2

:(Results) gt .4

) s Y] ) Jiadl Lesdind

.(Likertscale) (AMA <<yt (ubida—1

(pilot ) (ad) Aneall duhall mils Judail eadin

sl c@hlaa) study

553 ulil (Cronbach's Alpha) ¢lsdss Wl Julaa—1
.(Reliability analysis) oluiwY) dliul <y 3aas

Pearson correlation ) &g bl Jealaa—2
o (- Homogeneity) gilall Wl (coefficient

s sl i Cpana daghaall 1A

g GlelasYl Jylan e Slasy) Jiaill gl
29 eyl SPSS zalin ahainly cililul) dallas cadiy
%95 48 (g5inas 0.05 (o sraal AN goiue i
Libagh dilany) duhal Yl
A )8 gasall Cilaglnal)
%22.22 dxaiss (50) Gl il lid) Y1 e oIS
(1= dsa) %77.78 dpuiyy (175) LsSA) 22e oS Laiy

Gyl e ‘,a auy) A 05SAN Ao :(l)dﬁ;&\

ol | 2aad) | A sial) dul)
S| 175 | %7778
S50 | %2222

225 | %100

Ol L Sl A gl ) (OO A K
U Ay %24.89 LA Gl (DU Ay %14.22
Ly drsalall ) O Tydls %42.22 dalyl) 3l

(1-J8a) (2- Jsaa) .%18.67
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ady Lad Lo las U 3dl5 (76)%33.8 5 his jaladl

(5— dsa) -zl (48)%21.3
Lib alaall o8 Aahally ¢ WISV Jsa Sl )T Cay 2(5) Jsaad

cagl) A b Aldabal) Aualal) Algall Al i 3(3)Jsea)

Gl die B
Valid
Frequency | Percent Percent
(38lga 101 9,44 9,44
Lelas I 38) 76 8,33 8,33

Valid o S

Gilsa pe 48 3,21 3,21
Total 225 0,100 0,100

(6= Js3) -(381se) iball e 8lsalls LY sl S
Lid alaal) o Aually £ ESY) Jga e LY olad) (i 1(6) Jgaad)

fad) e
N Valid 225
Missing 0

Mean 76,1
(Al ols3) Mode) | (1) 85

Std. Deviation 781,

Variance 609,

Sum 397

AlaicYly gaall ama Jualaill £ Lad) J g O ¢))1-2
Sismassh (s Gag ) e
reaall pe Jualaill e Lall 35y e (145)%64.4 3415
) 3o (19)%8.4 SisasS) (e Gagpel) e sVl
(7 Jsas) -zsiall (61)%27.1 Limdy L L s
AaieYly gl g Jaladll £l Jga DU )T Cpm :(7) Jsaad)
oyl Al A Jigaagsll o gagal) o

= O e | Al Al | all aud
O ladil)

2 (84) %37.3 ialal

1 (116) %51.5 51l

7 (30) %13.3 sl

3 (77) %34.2 e el
o=beY)

4 (68) %30.2 iyl

6 (57) %25.3 ) b
Gl Gl

9 (23) %10.2 e

5 (59) %26.3 )

8 (27) %12 S Jsan

Valid

Frequency | Percent Percent
(3dl5a 145 4,64 4,64
Gilsa pe 61 1,27 1,27
Total 225 0,100 0,100

ULl 5ol Sipamin S5 g4 palal) madll ) yie olS

il %23.5 Loy alall Gala¥) ale 4y %44.9 Gy

alal el ale il L %23.1 iy alall GV e
(4= Us2a) - %19.5 dpusins 5aN) 4l

el ple 7 lga s Alaiall Ayl Slgall A sy 1(4) 52
Gadl A B palad) aleg

Ol sae | Aygia) ) el
(44) %19.5 JRRTPE
(101) %44.9 Calal) el
(52) %23.1 alall (el gl
(53) %235 ua\AJ\ 6‘4‘)““ c_:‘)a.iﬂ\

ple zleie iy i oy Jmdi 55 ) ) (DU s S
.(48) 2axlly %21.3 (alye¥! ale s il

Oluiad) glaad dubial) dlany) dufal <Lt
(Likert scale) (AMAN Syl Jalas il A

ISV Jsaall ALid Jga DUl £l

hid jalaall oo Al ¢ WISY) Jga DUl ¢} -1

O Al cLESY) 5y5 50 e (101)%44.89 (3.4
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(11 Js2a) .54l (80)%35.6
b Ayl Clpdaaall aae S Jga DUl )T G 1(11)Jgand)

Cal Le
FrequencyPercentValid Percent
(3994 52 1,23 1,23
valid Lo fan I (3815 93 3,41 3,41
Gilga e 80 6,35 6,35
Total 225 10,100 0,100

& Bilse) il e Lo fas ) dsalsally o))V oLl S
(12- Jss) (L Jas
B A tal) Clpanal) e Qi Jea )Y oladl G 1(12) Jgaad)

gl die
N Valid 225
Missing 0
Mean 12,2
(3uad slas)Mode | 2(L Tas ) (3il5a)
Std. Deviation 757,
Variance 574,
Sum 478

Crbpdial) o LY dae JUES §ga DUl ¢))1-5

Oyl ¢ LYl sae Jlii )5y e (7)%1.3 G4l
(195)%86.7 L=dy Las e las I 3dlse (23)%10.2
(13— Js3a) zyisdll

o Ol £ LY aas QS Jea BUal) )T G (13) Jgaadl
daagl) Al

FrequencylPercentVValid Percent

38 5e 7 1.3 1,3
valid Ll 384 23 2,10 2,10
Gilga ne 195 7,86 7,86
Total 225 0,100 0,100
(LB.A\}A ‘).:u:) C).:\s.aﬂ 6_‘0 4_38) 4al) R c«by\ olail LS
(14_ d}l.h)

(8— d}h) (‘_“95\4“) C)BAAH ‘_,,Jr_ 2\_33\}43\_1 ;DS“ e‘.;.i\ U\S
alaisYy pgaall aa Jalail) o) Jga o)) olad) Cp 1(8)J gl
Gayll dle (B Sigaassl) a pagal) o

N \(al!d 225
Missing 0
Mean 6301
(4l slxsl)Mode ((39541)
Std. Deviation 8830
Variance 7800
Sum 366

duug jiall Cpaanal) 23 3aL5 Jea Dl ¢),1-3

Gy canall 3a e 8alyy )5 pa (e (37)%16.4 5415
ooty L L laa 0 3dlse (48)%21.3 5 Ayl
(9- Usa) -zsiall (140)%62.2

(o A paal) @pdanall 238 B3 Jga Bl £ T G 1(9)d s

Gyl L
FrequencylPercent| Valid Percent
(3890 37 4016 4016
|l M ossed 48 | 3021 3021
Valid
Gilsa 140 2062 2062
Total 225 |00100 00100
.(éﬁ\}.« ).\S‘—) C)M\ ‘_AL u&\}d\ pix &\JS“ blA:I\ u\j
(10— Jdsx)
o Aug el cpaaall aae Bali) Jaa £ 1Y) slad) Gy 1(10)J el
Gayl) die
N Valid 225
Missing 0
Mean 46,2
(Al ss3)Mode | (B8lse 12)3
Std. Deviation 761,
Variance 580,
Sum 553

duug jrall Cpanal) a3 JuET Jga Ml o)) -4
Glpmadl v e J 8 3)5ya e (52)%23.1 545
oty Lad Lalaa U 3d5e (93)%41.3 5 dusspadll
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o2 Bl algaagi slhe) 5y ma Jga B £ L1-7
e dada JS 4y
o dlas Gl el 85 0m o (148)%65.8 (345
Lo Lo s ) (38150 (13)%5.8 5 Jlee dda JS Ay
(17- Js2a) -z siiall (64)%28.4 (b
(b Ao Cilguagi slae) 55 Jsa O £ )T G 2(17) Jsaad
Gl A b e Ay JS Al

Frequency Percent |Valid Percent
Gilsa 148 8,65 8,65
% Llas J 38, 13 8,5 8,5
> Gl e 64 4,28 4,28
Total 225 0,100 0,100

(18~ Jsaa) +(Gilse) oyidall o Addlsally o HY) slas) (<
b Al ilguagi slae) 8y9 i Jga £ LY oladl Cp 1(18)d 2l
G die e Auda g8 Ly

Valid 225
N Missing 0
Mean 63,1
(d ss)Mode | (Gilse)1
Std. Deviation 898,
Variance 806,
Sum 366

v dipdial) Gulal) Ao alaieY) 8 g puay DU £, -8
el Gl dda

bl e ol aieVl 8y5y i e (51)%22.7 G-dls
las ) Gilsa (135)%60 5 leall dusda ana Capial)
(19- Jsaa) .7yl (39)%17.3 (b Led L

b Cpdiall 5 L) 300 QUK Jgn g ) ol cig :(14)ds2ad)

Gayl) die
N Valid 225
Missing 0
Mean 84,2

(Al ola3l) Mode|(38lse 1) 3

Std. Deviation 448,
Variance 201,
Sum 638

Oyl ¢ LY dae 3L Jea oDall ¢),1-6
Oyl ¢ LY 2ae 5aL) 35y e (159)%70.7 385
(19)%8.4 Lady Las Lalan I Gd5a (47)%20.9

(15_ d_gh) C).\s.d\
o il L1 338 2055 sn DU £1T o 1(15)d )

Gl e
Frequency Percent| Valid Percent
B8l 5a 159 7,70 7,70
T |l I Gl 47 9,20 9,20
S G e | 19 | 438 4.8
Total 225 | 0,100 0,100

(16— Jsa) -(G38l5e) el o dsilgally V) olail o)\
b el s LYY ae Bal Jga £ LY olad) G 1(16)J g2l

Gyl L

Valid 225

N Missing 0

Mean 62,2
(Al ola3)) Mode| (G3lse) 3

Std. Deviation | 637,

Variance 406,

Sum 590
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ol a5 ) S50 J5n £ LT oo G (22)d g

bl o AlieY) Bygpua Jga DU £ L) G 1(19)Js2ad)
el sl A e jal) e gy jaal

Gyl die b el ddy (ada Cipiiall

N Valid 225 Frequenc Percent Valid
Missing 0 a Y Percent
Mean 831 G5 51 7,22 | 7,22
(Rl ola3) Model  (3854) 1 2 | Lia dade| 135 | 0.60| 0,60
Std. Deviation 855, S »
Variance 730, Slse 2t 39 317 317
Sum 412 Total 225 0,100] 0,100
A ) Abiad Jga DUl g TG BElse) il e Lo has ) dssally LY bl oS
Jan laal) o) caglud ¢S o) Ul £T-1 (20- dsa) (Ll
Jan el ol gl ) (36)%16 el R e ) B o s k) s £(20) 5
) ; dad) e b ) dda Cpan i pdiall
iy Lo Lo om0 Jen 4l (yiing (56)%24.9 5 i ‘-’AV‘-’TT‘: : “‘“’2;‘;"“’
all
(23- Jsa) -dae e 43l (133)%59.1 N " Missing 0
Jaa ead) quuil) quglud GlS @) DUl £ Cm £(23)Jsaad) Mean 95,1
Frequency | Percent P\e{?(!é?]t (sl ola3) Mode (L s () Gélse) 2
~ Std. Deviation 632,
. Sle 36 0.16 0.16 Variance 399,
valid Lelaa ) (38050 56 9,24 9,24 Sum 438
Filsa s 133 1.59 | 1.59 i
Total 225 0,100 | 0,100 Ay ptall Cpudanall iy o Lad) 3y gy DU £ ))) -9

il gl (58 e Al sy o]V oladl (LS el qupatl) Al el ) e

(24= Jsan) (Gilsar) Jao eall  clymadl any cladl 55 e (105)%46.2 Gl
o Jan daad) cuyul) qugladd (08 Jen s LY olad) (o 1(24)Jsaadl 3ilsa (55)%24.4 5 Aaall dida Haa Al e Ay yadll

Vj:‘ - (21- Jsaa) sl (66)%29.3 L) Lo s fon ]
N [Missing 0 el oy £ 6 53358 3mSR 5T o 1(21) g
Mean 43,2 el cupal Auda e 34 Lo A jaal)
(Aadl olssl) Mode | 3(Gilse 1) Valid
Std. Deviation 754, Frequency Percent Percent
Variance 568, 585 104 | 2,46 2,46
Sum : 547 ) am L ilpe
tian laad) cuul) quglad S @) oDl )12 valid L 55 | 424 4,24
c_'l.u Lé_‘.ul\ ;.UJA_"J\ k_ljl_uj Q\ (67)%298 2 dic) ilsa e 66 3,29 3,29
Sy Las La laa ) aian 40l gy (70)%31.1 Total 225 | 0,100 0,100

(25 Jsia) -aies e 43 (88)%39.1 (227 o) (Bilse) oyl o Aol e L1 ool S
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o gy el qupal) Gslad GlS G £ LY olad) Cyu 1(28)d g2
Gagll dde A Joaas

Valid 225
N
Missing 0

Mean 74,1

(R olasl) Mode | 1(c3i)se)
Std. Deviation 729,
Variance 531,
Sum 392

daia daad) Gupail) gl oS o) GOl )14

e st el Cupatll glud o) (69)%30.7 e
2 iny Lo Lo o ) Jysie 4) (050 iy (2)%0.9
(29— Js2a) -Jsie 4l (154)%68.4

e Jia laad) qunl qusbad oS @) Ol 2T Cm £(29)Jsaadl

daadl) dle
Valid
Frequency | Percent Percent
il 154 4,68 4,68
| Gl
| S 2 9, 9,
Valid L aa
B8lga e 69 7,30 7,30
Total 225 0,100 0,100

(30_ djh) (éﬁ\}«) C)M\ LA&: :’\AS\}AHJ cbt}!\ c\;ﬂ\ uls
o Jaia aad) quail sl S ¢ £ 1Y) olad) ¢ 1(30)J g2

Gl Lo
N Valid 225
Missing 0

Mean 38,2
(4l slxs)Mode | (Gilse)1

Std. Deviation 923,

Variance 852,

Sum 535

b i el cupail) Gslad OIS o GO £ LT G 2(25)Jgaa)

Gayl) e
Valid
Frequency | Percent Percent
(3d)sa 67 8,29 8,29
valid Llas I (38l5e 70 1,31 1,31
B8lga ye 88 1,39 1,39
Total 225 0,100 | 0,100

ol slad (5€ e Aalall aaay o]V olal LS

(26— Js2a) -(G8lsane) aian lanll
tian Laad) qual) qusbad (58 Jga £ LY olad) C 1(26)J 53l

Gl die
N Valid 225
Missing 0

Mean 09,2

(dadl sla3l) Mode | (Gilse 12) 3
Std. Deviation 827,
Variance 683,
Sum 471

o g ling eal) i) aghad LS ¢f Bl £1,1-3

Jutad

dass (A 7z lay el capill gl o) (96)%42.7 aiic)
Lad Lo fas U et 1) 2 Uiny 4 (yoainy (91)%40.4
(27~ Jsaa) daxi I zliny ¥ 43 (38)%16.9 sy

o gy el quatl) Gslad Gls o GO 2T C 1(27)J g4
Gadl e b Juas

Valid

Frequency | Percent Percent
G8lga 96 7,42 7,42
Gilga 38 9,16 9,16
Total 225 0,100 0,100

(28— Usan) +(Gilse) zrial) e dElgally )Y ol oIS
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Lild o clpaaall pae oS ¢ eUall £ ¢ £(33) Jgaad)
Aaall cin planall Aafpd e dild ST figaiagSll JMA cpag gl

Gagll die A
Valid
Frequency Percent Percent
85 212 2,94 2,94
Tl G| 6 7,2 7,2
(3]
2 Gl e 7 1.3 1.3
Total 225 0,100 0,100

(34_ djh) (éﬂ\_y«) C).\s.d\ LA{: 488 gally ;b;).” slad) <
il e clpaaall gae Gls o) e LY olad) Cp :(34) Jeaad)
sl iad phanall A e daild ST jigaiagSll VA Gag sl

Gl Lie A
| Missing 0
Mean 09,1
(Al sas)Mode  1(Gése)
Std. Deviation 379,
Variance 144,
Sum 245

A gat) Aapall titash) Aulaay) Ayl (LA
(pilot study) (A sa)

(Cronbach's Alpha) Jalad gilii . A

Pla e (pilot study) () Aoned Auhy due o5

O Al aaine B e 2330 220 o Qi) e
Cronbach's ) gluiw) HLaa¥ elly; Sled JS& ke
Jaaal a5 a8 ey dpaliall ALLY) ) Jsaaslly (Alpha
Glasbea) o Jsaanll b lghatlh sae o 25l ALY
(Rl 20 e s IS (gial) dslladl)

.(0.7288) & lsidl (Alpha) il Jelaa ded ()
Js¥) ssaall Adinf i1

@l e Jay Las (0.823) Alpha Jslre e caslS
(36— Js2a) (35~ Jsaa) (s 2n) Lsaall Aliad Gauay

Doal (gl el e Jualall (S ¢ Joa Dl £, -5
Lra

D) S gl seaal) ge Jalall () e (96)%42.7 (3ils

(B1- Jss) il e (129)%57.3 Gilss ol Led L

Dl (gual) gaall aa Jalaill ¢S o) £ U8 olad) cm 1(31)Jgand)
dad) e b Laa

Frequency|PercentValid Percent]
85 96 | 7042 7042
Lo las ) 38 0 0 0
Valid > 1

Gdlge e 129 3057 3057

Total 225 00100 00100
.(LB.S\}A )_\s:) CJ—:SA&\ ‘_,,_J.:- 4.33\)4” py cby‘ N uLS
(32— Jdsx)

Dl (gpeal) gaall aa Jalaill oS o) £ LN sladl Cm 1(32)Jsead)
dadl i b baa

Valid 225
N Missing 0
Mean 15,2
(el cssh)Mode | 3(G8se )
Std. Deviation 991,
Variance 983,
Sum 483

g papd Ldld e clpaaall gap oS o) Dl £ 1 -6
sl il pianall dud e Baild JST figuasSl BN
Gl Lls e Glpandl e ) (212)%94.2 asic)
Gl sl Ay e 326 I Sisne Sl A (e
L Lo fan 1) 503ls S0 i) (o gaiiny (6)%2.7 5 seaal)

(33— Usaa) e e 4l (7)%3.1 asiing
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Aay (Cronbach's Alpha) Jales dad ¢ :(38) Jgaad)
A eaa) B ALY
Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's Alpha | N of Items

783, 6

O Bl Jalaa Judad il B

(Pearson correlation coefficient)
oase Bla o (pilot study) (Aamad) Toued A Jae o3
Lasldel 08 Aol adine il (e 2ame 210 o i)
Pearson correlation ) oluiwy) jLiaY ellyy Sles J<
Jast a3 af ag Aaalidl) ALY Y Jgaaslly (coefficient
laslad) e Joanll 8 il o e 25T AR LY
(20 o s (S gal) dysllad
Jo¥) ssaall Alinf miii-2
s JSS jad) ae dgdalg) ADle < ALY aes clS
(39~ Js22) -0.01 ANVl (s5ise ie Lilas) 4l

J¥) sl B ALY lea) ciliiliaal G 1(35)dgaad)

Scale Cronbach's
chle Mean Variance if Corrected Alpha if
Jhsadl| if Item Item-Total
Deleted Item Correlation Item
Deleted Deleted
1 09,17 701,14 858, 763,
2 23,17 795,14 717, 779,
3 40,16 018,15 821, 769,
4 02,16 254,18 520, 811,
5 24,16 565,24 717,- 906,
6 23,17 714,14 715, 779,
7 91,16 921,18 205, 835,
8 03,17 160,14 864, 758,
9 71,16 474,13 823, 760,

sy (Cronbach’s Alpha) Jalas 4ad ¢ :(36) Jgaad

Jd¥) Jsaall B ALY
Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's Alpha

N of Items

823,

9

S gaall Ak milii-1

ald e Jay Las (0.783) Alpha J—las dad cusl<
(38_ d}h) (37— d}h) (J-\A) sl A (uag
A sl ALY As) lilias) g £(37)d s

Scale Scale Corrected Cronbach's
Mean if |Variance if Alpha if
Il Item-Total
Item Item Correlation Item
Deleted | Deleted Deleted
1 91,9 576,6 467, 767,
2 24,10 605,5 680, 709,
3 60,10 778,5 753, 692,
4 19,10 012,5 665, 720,
5 25,11 670,8 060, 822,
6 50,9 260,7 616, 749,
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Js¥) ssaall B ALY s (Pearson correlation coefficient) Jalas 4ad ¢ :(39)J g2l

Correlations

I saall
I enall Pearson Correlation 1
Sig. (1-tailed)
N 20
Lii alaall e dudll £ LSy Pearson Correlation | 7137,
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
AlaieVls eaall ae Jalxill o lad) -
e 7 & Pearson Correlation 531,
SisnasSll (e (ag el
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
Loy p2all Gl pmnall e 3045 Pearson Correlation | 9447,
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
gyl Cilpanall dae Julis Pearson Correlation | 727 ,-
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
Oyl LY aae Ll Pearson Correlation | 703",
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
Obpiall (LY aae 30l Pearson Correlation | 354",-
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
JS Ay A Ak Glgas elac) )5 i _ -
o AR Sl e P Pearson Correlation 503 ,
AR WAEN
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 225
8 i) Candall Saldic) 34 piay -
il el oo P Pearson Correlation | 476,
3 el Audall feia
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
il e dugjaall Cipmsall awy i)l | Pearson Correlation | 6927,
Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20

**_ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (1-tailed).
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e Aglias) AN 5d adali) LS Eia (6 Jlsadll) 52Y)

S gaall Ainf il -3

(40 Js3n) .0.05 AN Gsise a5 JSS sl pe Apdals)) Ale 0l ALY ppes cilS

sl laele 0.01 VAl 5o 2ie Wilas) 4

AU saall & ALY sy (Pearson correlation coefficient) Jalas dad ¢ :(40) Jgaad

Correlations
Sl gl
Pearson Correlation 1
S el Sig. (1-tailed)
N 20,
Pearson Correlation 584,
Jae leall i) & wiiall sl Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000

N 20

Pearson Correlation 736,
Eiae leall i) 8 wiiall sl Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000
N 20
Pearson Correlation 785,
e Mz lbiny el i) 8 el (sl Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000

N 20

Pearson Correlation 426 -

Jsia Leadl Capaill 8 aiiall Cagly)

Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000

N 20

Pearson Correlation 871",

s Dl 8 isuml) gaall g cllalas

Sig. (1-tailed) 0.000

N 20

L s oy ) Pearson Correlation 147,
M ) aals | e i poandll
SShae ] ot e Sig. (L-tailed) 0.014
‘)GAAD Caah ‘)AALAH Mbdw};.\:\u ‘):\S\ ‘):\_,:\.\.A_’Sj\ N 20

**_ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (1-tailed).
. (1-tailed) Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level .*

et ) Ja e Al Ll 225 iy 8 ilai
e (DU cllsial el L 265 om (e (784.9)
O s ilgas ol (g yal @l pe (ol Cua

i Aans) alel agindyay 3lay Lo
(Das et (Jayanthi et al., 2014) (Biswas et al., 2017
(41- Jsx») .al., 2019)

:(Discussion) 4&lial .5

@il leal) il Gl Jom CBULY )L 3Ly Lo
o ) b LIS e (385 (mal) ey sy ple
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