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BAlIUm 5

Dilde Yanliligi Onleme
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Dilde Yanliligi Onleme

e APA, kurum olarak herhangi bir gruba yonelik yanl varsayimlar ya da
alcaltici ifadeler kullanilmasina karsi bir politika yurtitmektedir.

* YUratulen calismalar ve yazilan makalelerde

* Yas,
* cinsiyet,

cinsel yonelim,

* engel,

etnik grup,
sosyoekonomik diizey,
irk ya da

dini grup

ile ilgili yanli ifadeler kabul edilemez.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

* Kisi ya da kisilerden bahsederken gerekli dizeyde detay iceren ve
yanli olmayan bilgiler vermek gerekir.

* Emin olamadiginiz durumlarda daha az bilgi vermek yerine daha fazla
detay vermek daha uygundur; cliinkli detaylardan daha genel ifadeler
olusturmak mumbkuiinken tersini yapmak daha zordur.

Ornegin,

* 18 yas alti katilimcilar yerine 12-18 yas araligindaki katilimcilar

demek daha uygundur.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

* Arastirmada yer alanlardan s6z ederken, insanlar veya kisiler gibi
genel ifadeler yerine katilimcilar, hastalar veya danisanlar gibi
arastirmada yer alanlar 6zel olarak belirtilmelidir.

HACETTEPE UNIVERSITESI
PSiKOLOJI BOLUMU




Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

 Belirtilen o0zellikler sadece islenen konuyla iliskili durumlarda
verilmeli; medeni durum, cinsel yonelim, etnik kimlik, kisinin
engelinin olup olmadigi gibi bilgiler gereksiz ve sebepsiz yere
verilmemelidir.

* Etiketlerden mimkun oldugunca kacinmak gerekir.

 Bilimsel yazilarda kisiler, bireysellikleri yok sayilarak, genel kategoriler altinda
kullanilmamalhdir.

Ornek: escinseller, gencler, sizofrenler.
* Bunu 6nlemenin yolu ifadelerin sifat formlarini kullanmaktir
Ornek: escinsel erkekler, geng bireyler, sizofreni hastalar.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

* Yanlis hiyerarsi kurmaktan uzak durulmalhidir. Yani, 2 grup
karsilastirilirken yazar bir grubu standart alarak digerini disarida
birakmamalidir.

 Ornegin; Turkiye dérneklemini standart (normal érneklem) kabul eden,
neden bu 6rneklemin secildigini aciklamayan bir arastirma,
okuyucuda diger bireylerin anormal oldugu ve bireysel farklhiliklarin
etiketlendigi algisini olusturabilir.

* Diger bir ornek ise escinsel bireyler ve genel toplum/normal erkek
gruplari arasinda karsilastirma yapmaktir. Bu durum escinsel bireyleri
toplumda marjinal olanlar olarak gostermektedir. Bunun yerine
escinsel erkekler — heteroseksuel erkekler olarak karsilastirma
yapilabilir.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Yas:

* Genis yas araligindan bahsedildiginde, “female” ve, “ male” ifadeleri
kullanilabilir (hem erkek cocuk, hem de yetiskin erkekleri iceren

durumlarda).
* Genis yas araligi olmayan, sadece 18 yas Ustl bireyleri kapsayan

» «u

durumlarda “women”, “men” veya “adult” kullaniimalidir.

* 12 yas alti bireyler icin “infant”, “child”, “girl” veya “boy” terimleri
kullanilabilir.

”n «

* 13-17 yas araligi icin “adolescent”, “youth”, “female adolescent”
veya “male adolescent” gibi cesitli uygun ifadeler kullanilabilir.

* Daha yasli olan bireyler icin “older adults”, “older people” veya
“persons 65 years and older” gibi ifadeler tercih edilmeli, “elderly”,
“seniors” gibi etiketleyici ifadelerden uzak durulmalidir.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Cinsiyet:

* Biyolojik cinsiyet, cinsiyet, cinsel kimlik ve cinsel yonelim ayrimina
dikkat edilmesi gerekir.

* Biyolojik cinsiyet dogustan gelen 6zelligi tanimlarken, cinsiyet sosyal
gruplari belirtir. Cinsel kimlik, bireyin kendini ait hissettigi cinsiyeti
ifade ederken, cinsel yonelim escinsel olan veya olmayan seklinde
ifade edilir.

* Ornegin; escinsel ve transseksiel bir erkek maskiilen cinsel kimlige ve
escinsel yonelime sahip olabilir ya da heteroseksliel ve dogustan
cinsiyeti kadin olan bir birey, feminen cinsel kimlige ve escinsel
olmayan cinsel yonelime sahip olabilir.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Cinsiyet:

* Yontem bolimunde cinsiyetten bahsederken “cisgender women”,
“cisgender men”, “transgender women”, “transgender men” veya
o H ” o] v
nonbinary” olarak siniflandirilabilir ya da uygun oldugu durumlarda

“male” ve “female” olarak gruplandirilabilir.

* Insanoglu (mankind) gibi cinsiyetci ifadeler yerine ise, insanlar
(people), bireyler (individuals) gibi daha genel ifadeler kullaniimalidir.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Engel:

* Engeli bulunan bireylerden bahsederken, kor yerine gorme engelli
bireyler olarak ifade edilmelidir.

* Kronik saglk problemi bulunan bireyler icin ise drnegin otistikler
yerine otizmli bireyler ifadesi kullanilmalidir. (“autistic” yerine
“person with autism” ya da “autistic person”)
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Etnik grup:

* Etnik gruplarla ilgili atiflarda bolge ya da Ulkeye yonelik tanimlar daha
uygundur.

Ornek: Asyali Amerikalilar yerine Koreli Amerikalilar daha uygun bir
ifade olacaktir.
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Calismanin katilimcilan:

e Calismanin katiimcilarindan bahsederken “lniversite 6grencileri”,

n

“katilimcilar”, “cocuklar”, “danisanlar” veya “hastalar” gibi uygun
ifadeler kullanilabilir.

* Calismadan bahsederken, katilimcilari pasif olarak cimlede
kullanmak yerine aktif sekilde kullanilmasi tercih edilmelidir.

e Ornek:

Tercih edilen: Katilimcilar testi tamamladiktan sonra....

Tercih edilmeyen: Test, katilimcilar tarafindan tamamlandiktan sonra...
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Yanliligi Onlemek icin Yonergeler

Sosyoekonomik diizey:

» Sosyoekonomik duzeyle ilgili fakir, evsiz, egitimsiz gibi genel ve
insanlari etiketleyen ifadeler yerine, dusuk gelirli bireyler, evsiz
bireyler, veya lise veya dengi egitim almamis bireyler gibi daha detayl
ve tanimlayici ifadeler kullanilmalidir.

HACETTEPE UNIVERSITESI
PSiKOLOJI BOLUMU




BOlUm 6

Yazim Kurallari
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Yazim kurallari

Noktalama isaretleri:

* Ciimle sonundaki noktalama isaretleri, virglller, kaynakcanin
bollmlerini ayiran kisimlar ve isimlerin bag harflerinden sonra yer
alan noktadan sonra bosluk birakilmahdir. (Ornek; A. T. Beck)

 Kisaltma amaciyla kullanilan nqktalardan sonra, oran belirten
ifadelerde bosluk kullanilmaz (Ornek; p.m, 2:3)

* Eger bir cimlede Uc¢ veya lc¢ten fazla madde yer aliyorsa, son
maddeden once virgll yer almalidir.

Ornek: in terms of gender, age, and education level.
* Birden fazla kaynak parantez icinde verilirken noktali virgtlle ayrilir.
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Yazim kurallari

Yazim bigimi:
* Bazi kelimelerin ¢ogul halleri karmasik olabilir.

Orn: singular: appendix =» plural: appendices; singular: datum =»
plural: data

* Bu kelimeler ciimlelerde kullanilirken dikkat edilmelidir.
Ornek: Dogru: The data imply....
Yanlis: The data implies...

* Tire ile birlestirme eger kelimeler arasinda isaretin olmamasi
belirsizlige neden olacaksa yapilir.

Ornek: same-sex infants

 Bazi kelimeler ise basta tireyle birlestiriimesine karsin, ginimduzde
siklikla kullanmalari nedeniyle tire ortadan kalkmistir.

Ornek: email, ebook, worldwide
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Yazim kurallari

Yazim bi¢imi:

* Genel isim ve sifatlar, meslek isimleri, hastaliklar, terapi isimleri bayuk
harfle yazilmaz.

Ornek: a psychology department, a psychology course, psychdynamic
therapy, schizophrenia

* Ozel isim ve sifatlar, etnik grup ve irk isimleri, spesifik Gniversite
bolumleri veya dersler buytk harfle yazilir.

Ornek: 16 White woman living in USA, Department of Psychology,
Hacettepe University, Psychology 102

* Metin icerisinde 0-9 arasindaki sayilar yaziyla ifade edilirken, 10 ve
ustindeki sayilar rakamla yazilir.

Ornek: two weeks, 32 participants
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Yazim kurallari

Kisaltmalarin kullanima:

* Eger bir terimin kisaltmasi kullanilacaksa, terim metin icinde en az 3
kez gecmelidir. 1 veya 2 kez gectiginde okuyucu terimin ne anlama
geldigini hatirlamakta gucluk cekebilir.

* Kisaltmalarin cogul hali kullanilirken herhangi bir noktalama isareti
eklemeden “s” eklenir

Ornek: 1Qs
* [stisna olarak élcii birimlerinin kisaltmalarina
Ornek:3cm, 12 hr

o ”

* Page “p.” olarak ifade edilirken, pages ise “pp.” olarak yazilr. (
eklenmez)

o_n
S

eklenmez.

o_n
S
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Yazim kurallari

Metin icinde istatistik:

Metin icinde F testi, t testi, ki-kare testi gibi testlerin sonuglari ve iliskili etki bayukllkleri rapor edilirken,
okuyucunun anlayabilmesi icin yeteri kadar bilgi verilmelidir.

F testi ornekleri

There was a significant effect of different activity types on memory test score at the p < .05 level, F(2, 17) =
5.67, p = .013.

Midahalenin anne bildirimine dayal duyarliga yonelik tutum (DYT) Gzerindeki etkisi son-test olgimu ile
incelendiginde, Zaman X Grup etkilesiminin DYT puanlari Gizerinde anlamli etkisi bulunmustur (F(1, 95) =
6.70, p < .05, n? = .07).

Analiz sonuclarina gore Dil Degistirme Baglami ve Uyumluluk Durumu degiskenlerinin temel etkileri
anlaml bulunmustur (sirasiyla, F(1, 63) = 83.757, p <.000, n,2=.571; F(1, 63) = 5.95, p <.05, n,? = .086).

t testi ornekleri

Independent groups t-test showed a significantly higher age in the control group (M = 27.76 years, SD =
6.94, n = 99) compared to the patient group (M = 21.57 years, SD =3.30,n=76), t(173) =7.17, p < .001.

The one-degree-of-freedom contrast of primary interest was significant at the specified p < .05 level, t(177)
=3.51, p<.001, d =0.65, 95% CI [0.35, 0.95].

Ki-kare testi ornekleri

Cinsiyet ve mezun olunan fakilte arasindaki iliski anlamhdir (X? (1, N =80) = 8.1, p =.0029)
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G-power sonuclari ve bulgularin gésterimine
iliskin APA dergilerinin gtincel sayilarindan
ornekler*

*Makalelerin baglanti bilgileri 6rnek ekran gorintisunin altinda verilmistir.
Makalenin timune oradan ulasabilirsiniz.
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Phase 1: Conditioning. The behavioral design is depicted in
Figure 1A. The level of acquisition of responding to the target cue
across the 10 days of conditioning was similar for each condition
(see Figure 1B). A mixed ANOVA revealed no effect of condition,
F(1, 43) = 0.015, p = .90, 95% CI [—0.62, 0.68]; no main effect
of sex, F(1, 43) = 0.68, p = 41, [—0.87, 0.43]; and no Condi-
tion X Sex interaction, F(1, 43) = 0.021, p = .88, [—0.69, 0.61].
There was a significant linear trend indicating more time spent in
the magazine across days during conditioning, F(1, 43) = 130.74,
p < .01, m; = 0.85, [0.90, 1.29]. There was no Linear Trend X
Condition X Sex interaction, F(1, 43) = 2.90, p = .096, [—0.80,
0.15]. These results indicate that the overall levels and rate of
acquisition was similar across groups.

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-56323-001.pdf

HACETTEPE UNIVERSITESI
PSIKOLOJi BOLUMU




Behavioral results. Accuracy rates of the grammaticality
judgment were significantly higher in the word sequences pre-
sented in the normal condition than in the scrambled condition,
mean accuracy rates: 87.1% versus 79.8% respectively, z = 3.545,
p < .001 (see Table 1). Responses to the word sequences presented
in the normal condition were faster than to those in the scrambled
condition, mean RTs: 848 ms versus 932 ms respectively,
t = —=3.376, p < .01 (see Table 2).

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-03640-001.pdf
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Table 1 provides participant characteristics and overall task
performance in both CRTs and recall accuracy across both load
conditions. There were no group differences in age, F(2, 87) =
2.14, p = .12, gender, x*(2, N = 90) = .12, p = .94, or verbal
STM capacity, F(2, 87) = 0.21, p = 81.

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2019-77907-001.pdf
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Participants. A power calculation (G power Version 3.1.9.2;
Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2007) determined the sample
size of Study 1 based on a meta-analysis of previous studies we
conducted using the same temporal cognition task and an anxiety
manipulation. The meta-analytic effect size of induced anxiety on
temporal cognition (Cohen's d) was d = 0.68. In order to be
conservative, we decreased this effect size by ~25% to d = 0.49;

with 80% power and an alpha of 0.05 (two-tailed), the required
sample size was estimated to be 35 participants.

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-30477-001.pdf
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Study 3: No Load and High Load

Proportion of long responses. There was a significant main
effect of stimulus duration, F(2.948,194.582) = 266.62, p < .001,
1z = .802. As expected, the longer the stimulus duration, the more
likely it was to be classified as “long” (see Figure 6). There was no
main effect of load on proportion of “long” responses, F(1, 66) =
1.523, p = 222, m} = .023. The stimulus duration by load
interaction was significant, F(5, 330) = 3.43, p = .005, n,’, = .049;
however, all post hoc paired-samples 1 tests for the duration by
load interaction were nonsignificant (p = .05), except the longest
duration, #(66) = 2.693, p = .009, which did not survive Bonfer-
roni correction (corrected o << .0083).

- -

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-30477-001.pdf
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In line with this impression of the data, a 2 (Modality) X 2
(Phonological similarity) X 2 (Articulatory suppression) X 7
(Serial position) repeated measures ANOVA showed main ef-
fects of Phonological similarity, F(1, 49) = 42.9, MSE = .09,
p < .001, 1];’; = .47, Articulatory suppression, F(l, 49) =
176.12, MSE = .12, p < .001, nfﬁ = .78, and Serial position,
F(6, 294) = 231.18, MSE = .03, p < .001, ) = .83. No
significant main effect of Modality was observed, F(1, 49) =
1.20, MSE = 07, p = .28, 'qf, = .02. Importantly, however, a
significant four-way interaction was found, F(6, 294) = 3.13,
MSE = 01, p = 005, nfﬁ = .06, in line with our observation
based on Figure 1: While the phonological similarity effect
survived suppression only with auditory sequences, this was
primarily the case at recency. (For completeness, other signif-
icant interactions subsumed within this four-way interaction are
included in Table Al in the Appendix, which provides the full
set of results from the analyses of Experiment 1.)

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-53947-001.pdf
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These observations were supported first by a mixed ANOVA
applied to the output-RTs which indicated a significant interaction
of Modality, Articulatory suppression, Grouping and Serial posi-
tion, F(15.3, 1557.9) = 1.71, MSE = 605565.9, p = .042, v} =
.016 (Greenhouse-Geisser corrected). Other significant effects
subsumed within this interaction are reported in Table A3 in the
Appendix. We also examined the unevenness of the curves shown
in Figure 3 (excluding serial position 1 in each case) as a measure
of the degree of grouping in each of the four [Modality(2) x
Suppression(2)] conditions within each grouping condition
(wherein unevenness would be indicative of grouping). Following
an approach taken by Salthouse (2010), we took, for each partic-
ipant, the standard deviation (SD) of the output-RTs across serial
positions 27 in each grouping condition, where a relatively large
SD value would indicate a relatively uneven curve. A 2(Modal-
ity) X 2(Suppression) X 6(Grouping condition) ANOVA on the
SD values showed a main effect of Modality, F(1, 102) = 34.05,
MSE = 404167.3, p < .001, n} = .25, a main effect of Suppres-
sion, F(1, 102) = 15.63, MSE = 1679004, p < .001, = .13,
and, most critically, a reliable interaction between Modality and
Suppression, F(1, 102) = 8.11, MSE = 167900.4, p = .005. 1 =
.07. Grouping did not interact with any other variable in this
analysis (ps all < .13). A simple effects analysis of the reliable
Modality by Suppression interaction, which is clearly evident in
Figure 4, showed that with auditory lists, there was no difference
in the SD as a function of articulatory suppression (p = .44). In
contrast, with visual lists, the SD was significantly attenuated
under articulatory suppression (p < .001).

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-53947-001.pdf
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Relationship quality. Relationship quality was assessed using
nine questions from a previously validated interview at ages 26,
32, 38, and 45, which asked study members about shared activities
and interests, balance of power, respect and fairness, emotional
intimacy and trust, and open communication in their relationships
(Robins, Caspi, & Moffitt, 2002). Answers to questions were
coded O (almost never), 1 (sometimes), or 2 (almost always).
Examples of items include, “We support each other during difficult
times,” “We feel very close to each other,” and “I can count on my
partner to help me.” These items were summed at ages 26, 32, 38,
and 45, and then averaged to create an overall measure of rela-
tionship quality over the course of the study period. Study mem-
bers’ reports of relationship quality correlated across the four
phases, .18 << rs << .45, ps << .001. Possible scores ranged from 0
to 18, with higher scores representing greater relationship quality.
Study members’ relationship quality was generally high across the
four occasions, with a mean score of 15.9 out of 18, or 88.3% of
the maximum score possible (SD = 2.2, range 6.3 to 18).

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-86696-001.pdf
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Romantic Relationships Across 20 Years

In total, 974 study members reported on their relationship status
during at least two study phases. Most study members were in a
relationship at all four phases (n = 665, 68.9%), 176 were in a
relationship at three phases (18.1%), and 62 were in a relationship at
two phases (6.4%). A small number of participants were never in-
volved in a romantic relationship or involved in a relationship during
one of the four study occasions (n = 55, 5.6%). These 55 participants
had a significantly faster pace of aging, B = 0.12, 95% CI [0.05,
0.18], p < .001. The size of this effect represented a difference of 2.9
years of aging across the 19 years of the study, compared to those in
relationship more often. The magnitude of this effect was similar for
men and women—{f for men = 0.11, 95% CI [0.01, 0.21], B for
women = 0.12, 95% CI [0.02, 0.22]—and the interaction was non-
significant, B = 0.05, 95% CI [—0.29, 0.40], p = .760. The associ-
ation remained significant when accounting for childhood character-
istics (childhood health, ACEs, childhood SES), B = 0.09, 95% CI
[0.02, 0.15], p = .007, as well as educational attainment and smoking,
B = 0.07, 95% CI [0.01, 0.1413], p = .015. Figure 2 illustrates the
pace of aging for study members as a function of the number of study
phases in which they were in a relationship.

https://psycnet.apa.org/fulltext/2020-86696-001.pdf
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Tark Psikoloji Dergisi’'nin guincel sayilarindan
bulgu yazim 6rnekleri

Farkli orneklere asagidaki web sayfasindan ulasabilirsiniz.

https://www.psikolog.org.tr/tr/yayinlar/dergiler
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Degiskenler Arasi1 Korelasyon Analizi

Cocukluk ¢ag1 travmalan, diinyaya iligkin var-
sayimlar, obsesif inamiglar ve obsesif-kompulsif belir-
tilerin siddeti arasindaki iliskiler Pearson korelasyon
analizi ile sinanmistir. Degiskenlere ait ortalama ve
standart sapma degerleri ve korelasyon analizi sonuglan
Tablo 2’de verilmistir. Tablo 2’den de goriilecegi gibi
cocukluk ¢ag1 travmalarinin siklifinin diinyaya iliskin
varsayimlar ile negatif yonde (r = -.29, p < .001) ve
obsesif inanislar (r = .14, p < .01) ve obsesif-kompulsif
belirtiler (r = .18, p < .001) ile pozitif yonde iliskileri
bulunmaktadir. Buna gore, ¢ocukluk ¢ag: travmalarinin
sikligindaki artig diinyaya iligkin olumsuz varsayimlar,
obsesif inaniglar ve obsesif-kompulsif belirtilerin sidde-
tindeki artigla iligkilidir. Diinyaya iligkin varsayimlar ile
obsesif-kompulsif belirtilerin siddeti arasinda ise nega-
tif yonlii bir iligki bulunmaktadir (» = -.12, p < .01).
Ayrica, obsesif inanmiglardaki artis obsesif-kompulsif
belirtilerin siddetindeki artisla iliskilidir (» = .58, p <
.001). Cinsiyetin ise hi¢bir ¢alisma degiskeniyle iligkili
olmadig1 goriilmiistiir.

https://www.psikolog.org.tr/tr/yayinlar/dergiler/1031828/tpd1
300443320190326m000019.pdf
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larin saglandigina karar verilmistir. Bagimsiz 6rneklem
t-testi sonuglar gocukluk ¢agi travmalarinin (Ort, =
34.52,5=9.03; Ort_, = 35.17, § = 7.90), diinyaya ilig-
kin varsayimlarin (Ort,_ = 111.18, §=16.72; Ort =
108.62, § = 18.76), obsesif inamiglarin (Ort,_, = 160.71,
§=36.07; Ort_ .= 160.44, S = 35.23) ve obsesif-kom-
pulsif belirtilerin siddetinin (Orz,_, = 116.94, § = 6.75;
Ort_, .= 116.36, S = 38.64) toplam puanlarimn cinsiyete
gore farklhilagsmadigini gostermistir [sirasiyla, #(560) =
-70,p=.48;1(560)=1.42, p = .16; (560) = .07, p = .94,
1(560) = .15, p = .88].

https://www.psikolog.org.tr/tr/yayinlar/dergiler/1031828/tpd1
300443320190326m000019.pdf
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Yazim kurallari

Metin icinde istatistik:

* Eger sonuclar tabloda verilmisse, metin icinde tekrar yazilmasina
gerek yoktur, tabloya atif yapiimalidir.

* [statistikleri rapor ederken kullanilan kisaltmalar ve sembollerin (SD,
M, N, n, df, r gibi) tanimlanmasina gerek yoktur.

* Toplam sayi icin “N”, alt gruplari veya katilimcilarin bir kismini ifade

o_ 7

eden durumlarda ise “n” semboli kullaniimalidir.

* Ingilizcede yuizde rakamin saginda, para birimi solunda yer alirken,
Turkce yazimi tam tersi sekildedir.

Ornek: ingilizce metinde: 25% Turkce metinde: %25
Ingilizce metinde: $10 Tirkce metinde: 105
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Dilbilgisi acisindan dogrular ve yanlislara
iliskin drnekler

* Aktif fiil yapisi tercih edilmelidir:
Tercih edilen:
We conducted the survey in a controlled setting.
Anket calismasini kontrollt bir ortamda yaptik.
Tercih edilmeyen:
The survey was conducted in a controlled setting.

Anket calismasi kontrolli bir ortamda yapilmistir.

* Bulgulari verirken ge¢mis zaman kullanilmalidir:
Dogru:
Sanchez (2000) presented similar results.
Sanchez (2000) benzer bulgular sunmustur.
Yanls:
Sanchez (2000) presents similar results.
Sanchez (2000) benzer bulgular sunar.
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Dilbilgisi acisindan dogrular ve yanlislara
iliskin drnekler

* Belli bir zamanda gerceklesmemis, kesin bir zamani olmayan ge¢cmis
olaylar icin ya da gecmiste baslayip hala devam eden olaylar igin
present perfect tense kullanilir

Dogru:

Since that time, several investigators have used this method.
Yanls:

Since that time, several investigators used this method.
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