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sixty-one face-to-face interviews were conducted with students and their parents
at private high schools, public high schools, and open high schools in Bursa.
Health concerns, quality, price, time management, safety, and self-confidence
were considered criteria in determining families” decisions in private, public, and
open high schools. The AHP results reveal that the most important criteria are
health concerns with 44.91%, quality with 21.30%, safety with 12.02%, price with
8.88%, time management with 6.71%, and self-confidence is the least important
criterion, which has a percentage of 6.24%. According to the criteria, values
reached within the same method ranking use the criteria weights for health
concerns, quality, safety, price, time management, and self-confidence.
According to the AHP-weighted SAW method, private high schools are in the
first place, public schools in the second place, and open high schools in the third
place.
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INTRODUCTION

From the beginning of 2020, with the news of a China-based pandemic, the world entered a very troubled
period. Many sectors that encountered a new type of virus called coronavirus were severely affected.
Governments all over the world have taken measures to combat the pandemic. As Yung-Chi Chen, Byrne, and
Velez (2022) stated that: “On March 13, 2020, the United States declared a national emergency over the
outbreak of Coronavirus Disease (COVID-19) as the novel, highly transmissible Coronavirus (SARS-CoV-2),
which started rapidly spreading across the country. By the end of March 2020, more than half of the U.S.
population was ordered to stay home under shelter-in-place orders to minimize close contact between people
to reduce the spread of the virus.”

The education sector was the most affected by the closure. The COVID-19 pandemic has led to an
unprecedented deterioration in the education system. Due to the crisis, approximately 1.6 billion students in
more than 190 countries have been affected negatively. Closing schools and other learning areas has affected
94 percent of the world’s population, and 99 percent of this is in low-and middle-low-income countries. The
crisis exacerbates pre-existing education disparities by reducing the opportunities for many of the most
vulnerable children, youth, and adults — those living in poor or rural areas, girls, refugees, persons with
disabilities, and forcibly displaced persons to continue their learning. Learning losses threaten not only the
current generation but also the next generation. Technological improvements are also threatened because
human capital is negatively affected due to individuals who do not receive the necessary education. As it is
known, through technological progress, economic growth and, therefore, the standard of living can increase.
Technology can be developed by human mental production ability, for which quality education is crucial. For
example, according to a UN. report, 2020, because of the economic impact of the pandemic alone,
approximately 23.8 million children and youth (from pre-primary to tertiary) will be able to drop out of school
or not have access to schools next yeart

In this study, the best education model for the city of Bursa in Turkey will be analyzed with Analytical
Hierarchy Process (AHP) and the Simple Additive Weighting (SAW) model. For this purpose, sixty-one face-
to-face interviews were conducted with students and their parents at private high schools, public high schools,
and open high schools in Bursa. Health, quality, price, time management, safety, and self-confidence are
considered criteria for determining families’ decisions about private, public, or open schools.

! Sakarya University, sekmen@sakarya.edu.tr, orcid.org/0000-0002-8854-8737
2 Istanbul Sabahattin Zaim University, hasmet.gokirmak@izu.edu.tr, orcid.org/0000-0003-2294-5382
3 Bursa Technical University, isademirkol@gmail.com, orcid.org/0000-0001-8583-7798

www.ijere.com 2100


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8497-1212?lang=en
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8497-1212?lang=en
mailto:rashel87@gmail.com
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8497-1212?lang=en

Sekmen, F., Gokirmal H. & Demirkol,i. (2022). QOVID-19 Pandemic and changes in parents’ school preferences in Bursa province. International Journal of Educational Research Review,7(4),210-218.

This paper is organized as follows: This study firstly reviews the literature and then describes the
methodology for the study, which includes the research design, questions, and data. Next, the findings are
presented and discussed results. Finally, the study reveals a conclusion.

LITERATURE REVIEW

The World Economic Forum (2020) stated that COVID-19 caused the closure of schools all over the world.
Globally, over 1.2 billion children are out of the classroom. Based on these facts, it is inevitable that there will
be changes in the school preferences of the families.

Engzell et al. (2021) discussed the costs and benefits of the closure of the schools in the Netherland. The
authors concluded that students made little or no progress with home-based education. Engzell et al. stressed
that learning loss was most pronounced among students from disadvantaged homes. Haeck and Lifebvre
(2020) claim that the closures of schools may increase inequalities in cognitive skills in Canada and the impact
of school interruptions on knowledge accumulation. As Chen et al. pointed out (2021:3), the pandemic may
affect people from different socioeconomic strata. The pandemic has even worsened inequalities between
social classes. The authors explained the situation:

We observed that parents of low-income and lower-middle-class households (<US$50,000), as well as
parents of color, experienced more adverse instrumental and financial hardships, such as reduced pay or
income, layoff, and job loss or potential job loss (2021:17).

The literature shows that closures of schools can negatively affect students’ academic skills and
perseverance (for example, Cooper et al. 1996; Meyers and Thomasson 2017; Belot and Webbink 2010), and
these effects may differ according to socioeconomic status. The authors discuss the cost of the interruption in
education, emphasizing the absence of summer schools.

The closures of schools in many countries due to the pandemicincrease the inequality in education since
opportunities are not the same in public and private schools. For example, it is known that private schools
work more devotedly to prevent customer losses during the pandemic. Therefore, families may prefer private
high schools to public ones because these differences in opportunity create a skill difference between students,
which in turn causes income differences later. Thus, while rising inequalities from the pandemic manifest
themselves in university entrance success, the increase in inequality of opportunity will likely be longer.
Carneiro and Heckman, 2003 and Chetty et al. (2011) discussed school closures during the pandemic process
and the effects of the duration of school interruption on students” skills and income.

In such cases, what needs to be done is not to close schools completely but to identify groups affected by
COVID-19. Vlachos et al. (2020) examined the effect of school closures on SARS-Cov-2 among parents and
teachers. The authors found that exposure to open schools resulted in a slight increase in infections among
parents. On the other hand, this result is not the same as teachers. According to the study, teachers are
seriously affected by the pandemic. Then, the priority should be to vaccinate teachers instead of closing schools
constantly.

Kaffenberger (2021) developed a model to reveal the educational results of the COVID-19 pandemic.
According to the model, the long-term repercussions for children’s learning could be devastating, with today’s
grade 3 students losing as much as 1.5 years’ worth of learning (or more) by the time they reach grade 10 due
to their time out of school. Therefore, governments can, however, introduce measures that mitigate some or
all these consequences. According to the study, practical remediation efforts should be implemented to
eliminate the learning losses in the long run when face-to-face education begins.

Learning losses due to the pandemic are tried to be compensated for by online education. Online
education experience and opportunities differ from school to school. To prevent the spread of the COVID-19
pandemic, the contours of the education system are changing, and online education has become the primary
means of instruction. About this subject, Muthuprasad et al. (2021) investigated students’ perceptions and
preferences for online education in India during the COVID-19 pandemic. Most students revealed a positive
attitude towards online classes during the pandemic.

On the other hand, the authors reported some constraints to online education, such as technological
constraints, delayed feedback, and the inability of the instructor to handle some problems related to online
courses and technology. These technological deficiencies are felt more in those with low socioeconomic levels
and rural areas. Jameson, Stegenga, Ryan, and Green (2020) made it clear that “the efforts to support remote
learning must focus on the need for equity of access to supports and services.”
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The anxiety and depression students experience are other problems with online education, as AlAzzam
et al. study revealed (AlAzzam, Abuhamad, Abdalrahim, and Hamdan-Mansour, 2021:5-6).
RESEARCH DESIGN and METHOD
Research Questions

This study has focused on the following three research questions:

1. To find the criteria that determine families” school preferences during the pandemic.

2. To rank the criteria of health, quality, price, time management, safety, and self-confidence according
to the priorities in determining the high school preferences of families.

3. To determine the best education model at the high school level.

4. To explain the reasons why families prefer private high schools.
Research Method*
Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP)

This study uses the Analytic Hierarchy Process AHP process, a mathematical method developed by
Thomas L. Saaty in 1970 (Saaty and Niemira, 2006, 1), to determine the mostimportant criteria. The AHP is a
method that demonstrates the relationship between criteria and alternatives using the decision maker’s
knowledge and intuition with a simple hierarchical structure for complex problems (Mandavgade et al., 2021
& Esen et al., 2019). This method is based on a binary comparison of criteria and alternatives. This method can
employ more than one qualitative or quantitative criteria. Complex problems canbe analyzed in a hierarchical
structure that extends from the primary goal to the sub-criteria (Demirkol, 2021). The stages of the AHP
method can be presented as follows (Saaty & Vargas, 2012; Coffey & Claudio, 2021;Sharma et al. 2020; Saaty,
1990)

The AHP, a hierarchical structure consisting of at leastthree levels, is established first. At the highest level
of the hierarchy, there is the primary goal, then the criteria, sub-criteria, and options at the lowest level.

The AHP consists of four stages. These are as follows.

1.  Creating Hierarchical Structure

In the AHP, the goal is at the top of the hierarchy. After the primary goal is determined, the factors
affecting the goal are placed at alower level. Alternatives are found at the lowest level of the hierarchy (Ozbek
and Eren, 2013, 49). Six primary factors and three alternatives have been identified for this study. The
hierarchical structure according to the specified criteria and alternatives is shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1:Hierarchical Model

l Choosing the Best Education Model ‘

Hea‘I.tJIV'\”‘ l QuaTity ‘ l Pri::e ‘ lTime Ma:\?gement ‘ l Sec:Jrity ‘ l Self—co;fidence

— 1

l Private H?;h School ‘ l Publchflg‘h School ‘ l Open ;:||gh School ‘

1. Creating a Binary Comparison Matrix
The primary goal is to determine the relative importance of the criteria, sub-criteria, and their effect on
the overall goal. The 1-9 scale suggested by Saaty is used for comparisons (Omiirbek et al., 2013, 105-106).
Table 1 shows the binary comparisons scale to obtain the comparison matrix (Omiirbek et al., 2016, 177).

4The publication ethics rules, which are determined by Sakarya University were complied with in the study.
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Table 1: Significance Levels Used in Comparison

Severity Value definition Description

1 Equality Both activities contribute equally to the purpose

3 Less Important As a result of experience and evaluations,
(Little Superiority) one activity is a little more preferred than the other

5 Pretty Important As a result of experience and evaluations, one activity is
(Extra Superiority) much more preferred than another.

7 Very important One activity is strongly preferred over another.
(Very Superior)

9 Highly important One activity is preferred to the other with the highest possible
(Sharp Superior) degree.

2,4,6 Intermediate Values If words are insufficient to make an assessment, a value in the

(Reconciliation Values) middle of the numerical values is given.

Source: Thomas L. Saaty, “The Analytic Hierarchy and Analytic Network Measurement Processes:
Applications to Decisions Under Risk,” European Journal of Pure and Applied Mathematics, Vol 1,
2008, p. 125.
2. Calculation of criterion weights and consistency of comparison matrices
After the binary comparison matrices are obtained, the normalized matrices are created, and the relative
priorities are estimated. The order of importance of the criteria and alternatives is determined according to the
relative priorities. Next, we assessif the pairwise comparison matrices are consistent or not. The consistency
ratio must be estimated to understand whether a comparison matrix is consistent or not. The consistency rate
(CR) is calculated using Equations 1 and 2. CI refers to the consistency indicator, and the random index (RI) is
the randomness indicator. If CR <0.1, the comparison matrix is consistent.

max — 1

The random index (RI) value is in Table 2 below.
Table 2: The random index (RI) values

N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 § 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
RI 0.00 0.00 058 090 1.12 124 132 141 145 149 151 148 1.56 1.57 1.59

3. The weights of each criterion and the importance of the alternatives provide the priority value of each
alternative separately.

The Simple Additive Weighting (SAW) Method

Churchman and Ackoff developed the SAW method in 1954. The method is the most straightforward and
applicable multi-criteria decision-making, the linear combination or scoring method. Since different units
cannot be added, the data should be normalized in the SAW method. The total score for each alternative is
obtained by multiplying the normalized values of that alternative by various criteria: the dimensionless
evaluations and the weights of the criteria and then adding up all of them. It is preferred that the value of one
criterion is not affected by the values of other criteria for any reason since the contribution of each criterion to
the total score isindependent of the others (Orhan & Aytekin, 2020: 764; Omiirbek et al., 2016, 179).

SAW method steps are shown below. (C)miirbek et al., 2016:180; Yeh, 2003:291; Milan Janic and Reggiani,
2002:119; Orhan and Aytekin, 2020:764).

Step 1: Normalizing the Decision Matrix: The decision matrix consisting of m alternatives and n

evaluation criteria is normalized by using Equation 1.
Xij

Tj= prove I=12,...m; j=12,...,n jifitis the utility feature 1)
i =%;” I=12,....,m; j=12,...,n j ifitisthe costfeature )

Step 2: Estimation of Preference Values for the Alternatives: Total preference values of each alternative
are calculated by using Equation 2.
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Sizzjzlerij i=1,2,...,n 3)

Data Collection and Analysis Process

There are 229 high schools in Bursa, including private high schools, public high schools, and open high
schools. Sixty-one face-to-face interviews were conducted with students and their parents with a random
sampling method at private high schools, public high schools, and open high schools in Bursa. The AHP
method was used to determine the criteria weights used for the evaluation. Later, binary comparisons were
made for the criteria to determine the criterion weights with the AHP method. The geometric averages were
estimated with the binary comparisons, and the decision matrix was constructed as shown in Table 3.

Table 3: Decision Matrix

Health 1,000000 4,9946853 5,0558526 5,6720745 3,57252 5,1671409
Quality 0,2002128 1,0000000 3,4716679 2,4671160 4,0586361 2,7789033
Price 0,1977906 0,2880460 1,0000000 2,2840841 0,7310494 1,0706473
Time

Management 0,1763023 0,4053316 0,4378123 1,0000000 0,7208507 1,2239829
Security 0,2799143 0,2463882 1,3678966 1,3872499 1,0000000 3,56737065
Self-confidence 0,1935306 0,3598542 0,9340144 0,8170049 0,2798215 1,0000000
Total 2,0477506 7,2943053 12,2672438 13,6275293 10,3628797 14,8143809

Table 4 shows the main factors, health, quality, price, time use, safety, and self-confidence, which
determine the selection of the best school, the binary comparison matrix with priorities, and the consistency
ratio. The estimated consistency ratio is 0.0743306. Since this ratio is less than 0.1, the matrix is consistent. The
consistency rate of the matrices is given under the relevant tables.

Table 4: Normalized Matrix

Priority Vector
(ai)

Health 0.4883407 0.6847376 0.4121425 0.4162218 03447422 0.3487922 0.4491628

Quality 0.0977721 0.1370932 0.2830031 0.1810391 0.3916514 0.1875815 0.2130234

Price 0.0965892 0.0394892 0.0815179 0.1676081 0.0705450 0.0722708 0.0880034

Time

Management0.0860956 0.0555682 0.0356895 0.0733809 0.0695608 0.0826213 0.0671527
Security 0.1366935 0.0337782 0.1115081 0.1017976 0.0964983 0.2412323 0.1202513
Self-

Confidence 0.0945089 0.0493336 0.0761389 0.0599525 0.0270023 0.0675020 0.0624064

Consistency Rate = 0,0743306
Research Questions One and Two
Figure 2 shows the AHP results. The most important criteria are health with 44.916%, quality with
21.302%, safety with 12.025%, price with 8.880%, time management with 6.715%, and self-confidence, the least
important criterion, 6.240%.

Figure 2: Criteria Weights
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Security
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0,0000000 01000000 02000000 03000000 04000000 OS5000000

www.ijere.com 214



Sekmen, F., GokirmakH. & Demirkol . (2022). QO VID-19 Pandemic and changes in parents’ school preferences in Bursa province. International Journal of Educational Research Review, 7(4),210-218.

SAW Method Application

The decision matrix was created first to apply the SAW method, shown in Table 5. The three different

education institutions were evaluated in this study.

Step 1: Normalizing the Decision Matrix

Table 5: Decision Matrix

Alternatives
Criteria Criteria Weight Private high Public high
type schools schools
Health Max  0.4491628 6.0869331 4.0203783
Quality Max  0.2130234 6.2900515 4.0203783
Price Max  0.0880034 0.1766057 0.1285338
Time Management Max  0.0671527 5.0403083 3.9376099
Security Max  0.1202513 7.3220346 7.4136000
Self-confidence Max 0.0624064 49085619 7.3420061

Open high
schools
45234394
4.5508958
5.2401261
3.2568794
3.5099497
4,7505297

The type of all criteria in the decision matrix created is maximization. Benefit criteria were used for all

criteria, and the highest values were taken as the best values. Equation 1 was used to normalize the decision

matrix.

Table 6: Normalized Decision Matrix

Health

Quality

Price

Time Management
Security
Self-confidence

0.4491628
0.2130234
0.0880034
0.067152

0.1202513
0.0624064

1.0000000
0.8197381
0.0337026
1.0000000
0.9876490
0.6685587

0.6604933
1,0000000
0.0245288
0.7812240
1.0000000
1.0000000

0,7431393
0.5930862
1.0000000
0.6461667
0.4734474
0.6470343

Step 2: Calculating Preference Values of Alternatives. By multiplying the values in the normalized
decision matrix by the criterion weights, the total preference values of each alternative are calculated using
Equation 3. SAW §j criterion values are given in Table 7.

Table 7: Total Preference Values of Each Alternative

Private high

schools
Health 04491628
Quality 0.1746234
Price 0.0029659
Time management 0.0671527
Security 0.1187661
Self-confidence 0.0417223
Total 0.8543933

Public high
schools
0.2966690
0.2130234
0.0021586
0.0524613
0.1202513
0.0624064
0.7469700

Open high
schools
0.3337906
0.1263412
0.0880034
0.0433919
0.0569327
0.0403791
0.6888388

Weight

0.4491628
0.2130234
0.0880034
0.0671527
0.1202513
0,0624064
1,0000000

The selection values and ranks of the education schools obtained according to the SAW method are

presented in Table 8.

Table 8: Normalized Values of Criterion

Private high schools
0.8543933
0.3730646
Order 1.0000000

Public high schools Open high schools
0.7469700 0.6888388
0.3261590 0.3007764
2.0000000 3.0000000

Total
2.2902021
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Research Question Three

Ranking according to the criteria values, calculated according to the SAW method by using the criteria
weights for health, quality, safety, price, time management, and self-confidence. According to the AHP-
weighted SAW method, private high schools are in the first place, public schools in the second place, and open
high schools in the third place.

Research Question Four

Health concerns have been found as the most important criterion for families in their private school
preferences. This result is consistent and meaningful during the pandemic period. The class size in private
schools is more suitable than in public schools is important in terms of health criteria. The other criteria in
selecting private high schools are the quality criterion. Although public schools are free, families prefer private
high schools because of their quality of education.

RESULTS

Since the outbreak of COVID-19, important changes have occurred in many areas of life. As one of these
important areas, the pandemic seriously affected the education sector: Many schools worldwide were closed,
and online education was considered an alternative to formal education. Although online education came to
the fore as an opportunity during the pandemic, it also brought problems, such as accessibility and
affordability of computer and internet facilities.

Choosing the right educational institution for their children became important for families due to
increased risks amid the pandemic. Therefore, it seems important to identify which factors are important for
families to choose a school. The present study analyses the families’ preferences regarding high schools in
Bursa, Turkey. This study is important in determining the priorities of families in school choices during the
pandemic. This study reveals that the criteria which are thought to be effective in families” selection of high
school are as follows: Health, quality, safety, price, time management, and self-confidence.

According to the AHP method, the criteria affecting the school type choice of families are listed as follows:
health, quality, safety, price, time management, and self-confidence. The AHP results reveal that the most
important criteria are health concerns with 44.916%, quality with 21.302%, safety with 12.025%, price with
8.880%, time management with 6.715%, and self-confidence, the least important criterion, 6.240%. Ranking
according to the criteria values, calculated according to the SAW method by using the criteria weights for
health, quality, safety, price, time management, and self-confidence. According to the AHP-weighted SAW
method, private high schools come first. Public schools are in second place, and open high schools are in third
place.

Bursa is one of the most industrialized cities in Turkey, and the students’ parents, many of them working
for high-tech companies, are mostly college-educated. Therefore, the parents’” preferences might not closely
represent the country averages. Further studies can include the subcategories of the institutions undertaken
in this study and new institutions that distinguish themselves from the existing ones with new teaching
methods. We recommend that subsequent studies be carried out in different cities in Turkey and analyze all
alternative educational institutions and their attractiveness throughout the country.

REFERENCES

Alazzam, M., Abuhammad, S., Abdalrahim, A. & Hamdan-Mansour, A. M. (2021). Predictors of depression
and anxiety among senior high schools: The context of home quarantine and online education. The
Journal of School Nursing, XX(X), 1-8. DOL 10.1177/1059840520988548

Belot, M. & Webbink, D. (2010). Do teacher strikes harm the educational attainment of students? Labour
Economics, 24 (4): 391 - 406. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467- 9914.2010.00494 x

Carneiro, P. & Heckman, ].J. (2003). Human capital policy. In inequality in America: What role for human
capital policies? Ed. B.M. Friedman, 77 — 239. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press.

Chen, C.Y. C, Byrne, E. & Velez, T. (2022). Impact of the 2020 pandemic of COVID-19 on families with school-
aged children in the United States: Roles of income level and race. Journal of Family Issues, 43(39, 719-
740. https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X21994153

Chetty, R, Friedman, J., Hilger, N., Saez, E., Schanzenbach, D. & Yagan, D. (2011). How does your kindergarten
classroom affect your earnings? Evidence from Project STAR. Quarterly Journal of Economy, 126 (4): 1593
- 1660.https:// doi.org/10.3386/w16381.

www.ijere.com 216


https://doi.org/10.1177%2F0192513X21994153

Sekmen, F., Gokirmal H. & Demirkol,i. (2022). QOVID-19 Pandemic and changes in parents’ school preferences in Bursa province. International Journal of Educational Research Review,7(4),210-218.

Churchman, CW. & Ackoff, R.L. (1954). An approximate measure of value. Operations Research Society of
America, 2,172-187. https://doi.org/10.1287/opre.2.2.172

Coffey, L.& Claudi, D. (2021). In defense of group fuzzy AHP: A comparison of group fuzzy AHP and group
AHP with confidence intervals. Expert Systems with Applications, 114970.

DOI: 10.1016/j.eswa.2021.114970

Cooper, H., Nye, B., Charlton, K, Lindsay, J. & Greathouse, S. (1996). The Effects of summer vacation on
achievement test scores: A narrative and meta-analytic review. Review of Educational Research, 66 (3 ):
227-68.DOI: 10.3102/00346543066003227.

Demirkol, 1. (2021). International supplier selection using AHP method. Ugiincii Sektér Sosyal Ekonomi Dergisi,
56(1), 353-370.DOL: 10.15659/3.sektor-sosyal-ekonomi.21.03.1497.

Engzell, P., Frey, A. & Verhagen, M.D. (2021). Learning loss due to school closures during the COVID-19
pandemic. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America (PNAS), 118 (7).
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2022376118

Esen, H., Yigit, V. & Guldan, S. (2020). Hastanelerde AHP ve Topsis yontemi ile personel secimi: Acil bakim
hemsireligi sertifikali egitim programi 6rnegi. Avrasya Sosyal ve Ekonomi Aragtirmalar: Dergisi, 6 (12), 112-
128. https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/pub/asead/issue/51619/669138.

Haeck, C. & Lifebvre, P. (2020). Pandemic school closures may increase inequality in test scores.
https://www.utpjournals.press/doi/pdf/10.3138/cpp.2020-055

Jameson, J. M., Stegenga, S. M. & Ryan, ]. (2020). Free appropriate public education in the time of COVID-19.

Rural Special Education Quarterly, Vol. 39(4), 181-192.

Kaffenberger, M. (2021). Modeling the long-run learning impact of the COVID-19 learning shock: Actions to
(more  than) mitigate loss. International  Journal  of  Educational  Development,  81.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2020.102326

Mandavgade, N.K,, Kalbande, V.N., Bilawane, R.R., Kanojiya, M.T. & Pandole, C.U. (2020). AHP for the
ranking effect of qualitative factors in uncertainty measurement of material testing. Materials Today:
Proceedings. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.02.636

Meyers, K. & Thomasson, M.A. (2017). Paralyzed by panics: Measuring the effect of school closures during the
1916 polio pandemic on educational attainment? Retrieved from
https://www.nber.org/system/files/working_papers/w23890/w23890.pdf

Muthuprasad, T., Aiswarya, S., Aditya, K.S. & Jha, G.K. (2021). Students’ perception and preference for online
education in India during the COVID-19 pandemic. Social Sciences & Humanities Open, 3.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssah0.2020.100101

Orhan, M. & Aytekin, M. (2020). Tiirkiye ile AB’ye son katilan iilkelerin AR-GE performanslarinin critic
agirliklit MAUT ve SAW yontemleriyle kiyaslanmasi. Business & Management Studies: An International
Journal, 8(1), 754-778.DOL: 10.15295/bmij.v8i1.1355

Omiirbek, N., Ustiindag, S. & Helvacioglu, O.C. (2013). Kurulus yeri segiminde analitik hiyerarsi siireci (AHP)
kullanim1: Isparta bolgesinde bir wuygulama. Yénetim Bilimleri Dergisi, 11(21), 101-116.
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/download/article-file/46276

Omurbek, N., Karaatli, M. & Comert, H.G. (2016). AHP-SAW ve AHP —-ELECTRE yontemleri ile yap1 denetim
firmalarinin degerlendirilmesi. Yonetim Bilimleri Dergisi, 14(27), 171-199.
https://dergipark.org.tr/tr/pub/comuybd/issue/43601/533904

Saaty, T.L. (1990). How to make a decision: the analytic hierarchy process. European Journal of Operational
Research, 48, 9-26. https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-2217(90)90057-1

Saaty, T.L. (2008). The analytic hierarchy and analytic network measurement processes: Applications to
decisions under risk European  Journal —of Pure and Applied Mathematics, 1, 125.
https://www.ejpam.com/index.php/ejpam/

Saaty, T.L. & Niemira, M.P. (2006). A framework for making a better decision: how to make more effective site
selection, store closing, and other real estate decisions. Research Review, 13(1)

Saaty, T. L. & Vargas, L.G. (2012). Methods, concepts & applications of the analytic hierarchy process,
international series in operations research & management science, 2nd ed., series editor: Frederick S.
Hillier, Vol. 175, Springer Sciencet+Business Media New York.

www.ijere.com 217


https://doi.org/10.1287/opre.2.2.172
http://dx.doi.org/10.15659/3.sektor-sosyal-ekonomi.21.03.1497
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2022376118
https://www.utpjournals.press/doi/pdf/10.3138/cpp.2020-055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijedudev.2020.102326
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2021.02.636
https://www.nber.org/system/files/working_papers/w23890/w23890.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssaho.2020.100101
http://dx.doi.org/10.15295/bmij.v8i1.1355
https://doi.org/10.1016/0377-2217(90)90057-I
https://www.ejpam.com/index.php/ejpam/

Sekmen, F., Gokirmak,H. & Demirkol,i. (2022). COVID-19 Pandemic and changes in parents’ school preferences in Bursaprovince. International Journal of Educational Research Review,7(4),210-218.

Sharma, V., Meena, M.L.,, Kumar, M. & Patnaik, A. (2020). Optimization of waste fly ash powder-filled glass
fiber  reinforced epoxy composite by hybrid AHP-TOPSIS approach. Proceedings.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.11.394.

The World Economic Forum (2020).

https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2020/04/coronavirus-education-global-covid19-online-digital-learning/

Vlachos, J., Hertegard, E. & Svaleryd, B. (2020). The effect of school closures on SARS-CoV-2 among parents
and teachers. Retrieved from: https://www.pnas.org/doi/pdf/10.1073/pnas.2020834118.

i https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/wp-content/uploads/sites/22/2020/08/sg_policy brief COVID-
19 _and_education_august 2020.pdf

www.ijere.com 218


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.11.394
https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/wp-content/uploads/sites/22/2020/08/sg_policy_brief_covid-19_and_education_august_2020.pdf
https://www.un.org/development/desa/dspd/wp-content/uploads/sites/22/2020/08/sg_policy_brief_covid-19_and_education_august_2020.pdf

