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INTRODUCTION: Our exam focused on the 
information and thinking of high school undergraduates. 
The surveys used should document the member's 
decisions and legitimacy. In addition, web-based shows 
containing descriptions and links to additional data 
were submitted by study participants. Regarding the 
results achieved, the majority of second-order students 
do not dominate the importance of biotechnology, its 
importance and goals. On the one hand, only 18.5% of 
members voted for all biotechnology-related ideas (or all 
non-progressive ideas) submitted. On the other hand, han 
and ellis' phenomenological survey of definitions written 
by undergraduates showed that over 42% had decent 
information and valued biotechnology.
DESCRIPTION: The results indicate that the ideas 
presented did not help all undergraduates to construct 
meaning in biotechnology, with a significant number 
of students expressing their own words in the free text 
her field. I understand how to give a proper definition. 
Furthermore, the phenomenological approach reveals 
that each individual has a different way of seeing and 
understanding reality and those subjectively different 
taxonomies of representation can be used to outline the 
understanding of ideas. Additionally, responses to questions 
about the use of biotechnology show that historically, only 
36.3% of members chose the correct answer, recognizing 
that biotechnology has been used for thousands of years. 
Furthermore, an analysis of these undergraduates' side jobs 
revealed a variety of taxonomies of thought, with 33% of 
undergraduates citing confusing or conflicting reasons. 
Because of the use of biotechnology, our results are 
consistent with recently published studies suggesting that 
second-year students clearly demonstrate their familiarity 

with the applications of biotechnology, especially those 
in biotechnology. The use of biotechnology, to which 
the second study relates, was contrasted with free-text 
questions and a range of choice-given decision-making 
questions, although more responses were obtained in 
the latter, all improved results in domains, especially for 
modern applications that were only referenced by a few 
undergraduates in free text. Additionally, confusion was 
detected in 13% of free text undergraduate responses 
regarding the use of as far as landgenic foods are concerned; 
this social science issue seems to be common knowledge 
among young people, with many sophomores' positive and 
negative claims being refuted. Aside from logical claims, 
some contain both positive and negative claims without 
evidence. Curiously, problems and confusion in the social 
sciences can be applied to illustrate the steps of others. As 
previously mentioned, his three actual cases of transgenic 
use were presented to underwriters.
CONCLUSION: Transgenic potatoes under hydrostatic 
conditions, use of transgenic organisms for disease 
research, and use of transgenic insulin for treatment of 
diabetic patients. We see a complete shift in the second 
study's thinking towards the use of transgenic animals 
for biomedical research. In a review conducted by slope, 
stannic street and boys, 42% of his undergraduates opposed 
the proposal, whereas only 4.8% of him in our review. 
Regarding transgenic foods, previous reports indicated 
that approximately 60% of undergraduates consented to 
transgenic foods. Our results indicate that undergraduate 
positions are not fixed, and that many undergraduates 
change their attitudes towards transgenic foods when 
specific applications are introduced.


