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Other comments or suggesƟons:

The bachelor thesis dealswith Kazakhstan agriculture. Thework hasmany formalmistakes – inconsistent table format-
Ɵng, charts with missing Ɵmeline (Figures 10, 11, 14), large spaces between paragraphs, etc. The work with scienƟfic
literature is a major drawback. There are very few resources used in this work, which are also badly cited in Chapter 6
”References”. In addiƟon, this list is incomplete because other resources are used in the work. Furthermore, I did not
understand the meaning of Chapter 7, where the same charts and tables are presented again as at work. The author
also did not pay too much aƩenƟon to the chapters “IntroducƟon“ and “Conclusion“, which are really short.

QuesƟons for thesis defence:

Can you explain the large fall in GDP per capita in figure 5, which you present on page 21?

Can you explain the results in table 6 on page 44?
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