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Other comments or suggesƟons:

The chapter methodology is not correctly wriƩen. The quesƟonnaire is one of the quanƟtaƟve methods. Author
wrote in his thesis that the qualitaƟve method that is used with quesƟonnaires are open quesƟons – but not in the
way author used it. Also author should not use someone else research result to compromise them to his own results,
anyway he could compare them.

103 respondents is not big number consider that data were collected from 1st of January to 10th of March by online
and offline methods.

Author is completely missing chapter with the main goals!!

I am completely missing Final thesis assignment form as well!!

The chapter literature review is not literature review at all. That chapter is more teoreƟcal basis. You are missing
quotaƟons at some paragraphs and the all chapter seems author deleted some paragraphs but in the all the content
does not maky very good sense and somewhere I was wonder how these paragraphas were connected. On the other
hand I need to say that author used many foreign sources which was difficult to translate for sure.

I need to menƟon the length of author’s thesis and specially his pracƟcal part. The all pracƟcal part without tables
and graphs has not even 5 pages!!!

The chapters PracƟcal partwith other chapter Results andDiscussion and Conclusion have 11 pages (tables and graphs
included).

I am not sure how author could evaluate the correct data, if his quesƟonnaire was available unƟl 10th of March and
he had to submit his thesis on 15th of March.

13 quesƟons in 8 of them? The way should not be : What was your health status and how had Covid-19 impacted
your lifestyle overall?

The first thing author should not ask two quesƟons in one. The second author can not do conclusion from one ques-
Ɵon.

The chapters Results and Discussion and Conclusion have so many mistakes that it makes me wonder if you wrote it
in one day by hot needle how we say.

Thesis has definitelly current topic but consider I do know what the goal/s of this thesis was/were, so I am unable to
give beƩer grade.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

1. How did you decide to who you send your quesƟonnaire?

2. What are the goals of the thesis?

3. How long have you been working on your thesis?
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