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Other comments or sugges ons:

The diploma thesis focused on the analysis of consumer a tudes towards func onal foods could provide interes ng
insights into the current situa onon the Turkishmarket. Althoughpart of the literature review contains a large number
of sources, there are several inaccuracies. E.g. Menrad (2003) does not classify func onal foods as shown in Table
1. Given that the unique defini on of func onal foods is unclear worldwide, I would recommend harmonizing the
terminology and use of categories of func onal foods instead of individual products for evalua on. There are also
some unclear aspects about the results. Figure 3 does notmake a clear dis nc on between the categories ”func onal
food composi on” and ”func onal food addi ve”. Tables 3 and 4 have unclear designa ons and it is not clear what
has been examined. Likewise, Table 5 does not provide a sufficient explana on and it is not clear how the variables
were evaluated. At the same me, I recommend making language correc ons, as some interpreta ons are unclear
and misleading.
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