EXPLANATION
Within the scope of the Horizon Europe “ERA4Health Health Equity” call, the international project entitled “FOOD systems and policy PATHways for equal population nutrition in Europe (FOODPATH)”, coordinated in Türkiye by Prof. Dr. Gülşah Kaner Tohtak, is being conducted. As part of this project, the Healthy Food Environment Policy Index – Food-EPI Türkiye is being developed. Food-EPI comprises six policy domains representing key aspects of food environments—food composition (2 indicators), food labelling (4 indicators), food promotion (5 indicators), food prices (4 indicators), food provision (5 indicators), and food retail (4 indicators)—as well as six infrastructure support domains—leadership (5 indicators), governance (4 indicators), monitoring and intelligence (6 indicators), financing and resource (3 indicators), platforms for interaction (4 indicators), and health in all policies (2 indicators). In total, the framework includes 48 indicators across all domains. Based on these 48 Food-EPI indicators, publicly available official documents, regulations, legislative texts, and reports have been systematically reviewed to determine the scope and impact of policies implemented in Türkiye. In addition, international best practice examples have been examined for each indicator, and an evidence document has been prepared accordingly. This evidence document was subsequently submitted for validation to experts working within the Ministry of Health and the Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry. At the current stage of the study, the aim is to assess the strength of policies implemented in Türkiye by comparing them with international best practice examples. In addition, the study seeks to evaluate how, to what extent, and in which direction (reducing or increasing inequalities) the policies and practices related to the six policy domains may influence nutrition-related socioeconomic inequalities in Türkiye. For these purposes, the evaluation form prepared within the framework of the study has been presented to esteemed experts working in the fields of Nutrition and Dietetics, Public Health, and Food Engineering for their professional assessment. Your expert opinions are highly valuable for the development of Food-EPI Türkiye, and participation in this study is entirely voluntary.
We sincerely thank you for your valuable contributions.
☐ I agree to provide expert opinion. I declare that I have no potential conflict of interest.









Section A: General Information

Question 1. Please indicate the institution where you work.
☐Public sector
☐ I work as an academic at a university
☐ Private sector
☐ Other (…………………………..)

Question 2. Please indicate your profession.
☐ Dietitian
☐ Physician
☐ Nurse
☐ Food Engineer
☐ Other (…………………………..)














Section B: General Information
You are invited to participate in the Türkiye Food-EPI expert panel. In this panel, you are expected to evaluate the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye by comparing them with international best practice examples, using a Likert scale ranging from 1 to 5.
The meaning of the Likert scale is as follows:
1: I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
2: I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
3: I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
4: I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
5: I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
6: Undecided (Please select this option only if necessary and specify the reasons for your uncertainty in the comments section.).

Note: Before assigning a score for each best practice indicator, it is important to review the international best practice examples (benchmark criteria) and the evidence related to the implementation.


When comparing government policies/practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practices, you are expected to make your evaluation by considering the following criteria:
1. Consider the quality of government policies/practices in Türkiye. For example, voluntary programs should be evaluated as weaker than regulatory measures.
2. Take into account all aspects of the policy cycle, including: (1. Decision-making and initiation; 2. Policy development; 3. Implementation; 4. Evaluation.)
3. Focus on the current status of the policy, rather than how it may change over time.






Section C: Impact of Food-EPI on Socioeconomic Inequalities
Socioeconomic inequalities affect nutrition and health outcomes. Individuals with a low socioeconomic status (SES) (lower levels of education and/or income) generally consume more unhealthy foods (energy-dense, ultra-processed foods) compared with individuals with higher SES.
The implementation of food policies is expected to contribute to the reduction of SES-related inequalities in nutrition and to have a greater positive impact on the diets of low-SES groups compared with high-SES groups. Therefore, you are invited to indicate your views on how, to what extent, and in which direction (reducing or increasing inequalities) the policies/practices implemented in relation to the six policy domain indicators may influence nutrition-related socioeconomic inequalities in Türkiye. The evaluation criteria are as follows:

☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
☐ Undecided.












SECTION D: POLICY DOMAINS
DOMAIN 1 – FOOD COMPOSITION
COMPOSITION 1: Considering that a large proportion of the population frequently consumes processed foods, the government has established targets and standards regarding the composition of specific foods or food groups.
Question 1: Within the scope of COMPOSITION 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for COMPOSITION 1 are provided on pages 2–5 of the evidence document.)
	[bookmark: _Hlk187912269]
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of COMPOSITION 1 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	[bookmark: _Hlk187912478]
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	




DOMAIN 1 – FOOD COMPOSITION
COMPOSITION 2: The government has established targets/standards/restrictions for nutrients of concern in foods sold in food service establishments (added sugar, salt, saturated fat, trans fat). This particularly applies to food groups that contribute substantially to the population’s intake of these nutrients.
Question 1: Within the scope of COMPOSITION 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for COMPOSITION 2 are provided on pages 6–8 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of COMPOSITION 2 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	




DOMAIN 2 – FOOD LABELLING
LABEL 1: The labels of pre-packaged foods include ingredient lists and nutrition declarations in accordance with the recommendations of the Turkish Food Codex.
Question 1: Within the scope of LABEL 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LABEL 1 are provided on pages 9–12 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of LABEL 1 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 2 – FOOD LABELLING
LABEL 2: To protect consumers from unverified and misleading nutrition and health claims, there are evidence-based regulations (based on current research, expert opinions, and compliance with a validated nutrient profile model) for the approval and/or review of claims made on foods.
Question 1: Within the scope of LABEL 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LABEL 2 are provided on pages 12–14 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of LABEL 2 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 2 – FOOD LABELLING
LABEL 3: An evidence-based front-of-pack complementary nutrition information system/systems, approved by the government and enabling consumers to easily assess whether a product is considered healthy or unhealthy, is applied to all packaged foods (e.g., Nutri-Score and traffic light labelling systems).
Question 1: Within the scope of LABEL 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LABEL 3 are provided on pages 15–17 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of LABEL 3 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 2 – FOOD LABELLING
LABEL 4: The government has made it mandatory for all fast-food restaurants to implement a simple and clearly visible labelling system on their menus. This system enables consumers to assess the nutritional quality and energy content of foods and meals offered for sale.
Question 1: Within the scope of LABEL 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LABEL 4 are provided on pages 18–20 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of LABEL 4 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 3 – FOOD PROMOTION
PROMOTION 1: The government implements effective policies to restrict the exposure and persuasive power of the promotion of foods that are not appropriate for consumption by children and adolescents. These policies cover promotions conducted through broadcast media (TV, radio).
Question 1: Within the scope of PROMOTION 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROMOTION 1 are provided on pages 21–27 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROMOTION 1 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 3 – FOOD PROMOTION
PROMOTION 2: The government implements effective policies to restrict the exposure and persuasive power of foods that do not support adequate and balanced nutrition among children, including adolescents, through online and social media platforms.
Question 1: Within the scope of PROMOTION 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROMOTION 2 are provided on pages 27–29 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROMOTION 2 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 3 – FOOD PROMOTION
PROMOTION 3: Effective policies are implemented by the government to restrict the promotion of foods that do not support adequate and balanced nutrition to children, including adolescents, through non-broadcast media other than packaging and online/social media.
Question 1: Within the scope of PROMOTION 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROMOTION 3 are provided on pages 29–31 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROMOTION 3 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 3 – FOOD PROMOTION
PROMOTION 4: The government implements effective policies to ensure that unhealthy foods are not commercially promoted to children, including adolescents, in settings where children gather (e.g., preschools, schools, sports, and cultural events).
Question 1: Within the scope of PROMOTION 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROMOTION 4 are provided on pages 32–34 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROMOTION 4 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 3 – FOOD PROMOTION
PROMOTION 5: The government implements effective policies to ensure that foods that do not support adequate and balanced nutrition are not commercially promoted to children, including adolescents, on food packaging.
Question 1: Within the scope of PROMOTION 5 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROMOTION 5 are provided on pages 34–35 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROMOTION 5 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 4 – FOOD PRICES
PRICES 1: Taxes on healthy foods are minimized to encourage healthy food choices (e.g., low sales tax, excise tax, value-added tax, or import taxes on fruits and vegetables).
Question 1: Within the scope of PRICES 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PRICES 1 are provided on pages 35–36 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PRICES 1 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 4 – FOOD PRICES
PRICES 2: Taxes are imposed on foods that do not support adequate and balanced nutrition (e.g., sugar-sweetened beverages and products high in harmful nutrients). These taxes increase the retail price of such products by at least 10% in order to discourage unhealthy food choices. The revenue generated from these taxes is allocated to projects and investments aimed at improving public health.
Question 1: Within the scope of PRICES 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PRICES 2 are provided on pages 36–39 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PRICES 2 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	




DOMAIN 4 – FOOD PRICES
PRICES 3: The purpose of existing incentives for foods, including infrastructure financial support (e.g., research and development, marketing, and transportation), is to promote healthy foods rather than unhealthy foods.
Question 1: Within the scope of PRICES 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PRICES 3 are provided on pages 40–41 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PRICES 3 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 4 – FOOD PRICES
PRICES 4: The government ensures that food-related income support programs are directed toward healthy foods.
Question 1: Within the scope of PRICES 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PRICES 4 are provided on pages 42–43 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PRICES 4 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 5 – FOOD PROVISION
PROVISION 1: The government ensures the implementation of clear and consistent policies (including nutrition standards) for food service activities (e.g., school canteens, foods offered at events, fundraising activities, promotions, vending machines) in order to provide and promote healthy food options in schools and early childhood education services.
Question 1: Within the scope of PROVISION 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROVISION 1 are provided on pages 44–46 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROVISION 1 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	




DOMAIN 5 – FOOD PROVISION
PROVISION 2: The government ensures the existence of clear and consistent policies to provide and promote healthy food options in food service activities in other public sector settings (e.g., canteens, foods served at events, fundraising activities, promotions, vending machines, public procurement standards).
Question 1: Within the scope of PROVISION 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROVISION 2 are provided on pages 47–49 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROVISION 2 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	




DOMAIN 5 – FOOD PROVISION
PROVISION 3: The government establishes clear and consistent public procurement standards for food service activities to ensure the provision and promotion of healthy food options in public sector settings.
Question 1: Within the scope of PROVISION 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROVISION 3 are provided on pages 49–50 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROVISION 3 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 5 – FOOD PROVISION
PROVISION 4: The government provides support and training systems to assist public sector institutions, including schools, and food service providers in implementing healthy food service policies and guidelines. 
Question 1: Within the scope of PROVISION 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROVISION 4 are provided on pages 50–52 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROVISION 4 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 5 – FOOD PROVISION
PROVISION 5: The government encourages private companies to provide healthy foods and meals for employees in workplace settings.
Question 1: Within the scope of PROVISION 5 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PROVISION 5 are provided on page 53 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of PROVISION 5 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 6 – FOOD RETAIL
RETAIL 1: Zoning laws and policies are implemented to limit the density or location of fast-food restaurants or other outlets selling unhealthy foods within communities, and/or to restrict access to these outlets (e.g., through operating hours).
Question 1: Within the scope of RETAIL 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for RETAIL 1 are provided on page 54 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of RETAIL 1 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	





DOMAIN 6 – FOOD RETAIL
RETAIL 2: Zoning laws and policies are implemented to encourage the availability of outlets selling fresh fruits and vegetables and/or to improve access to these outlets (e.g., opening hours, frequency).
Question 1: Within the scope of RETAIL 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for RETAIL 2 are provided on page 55 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of RETAIL 2 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 6 – FOOD RETAIL
RETAIL 3: The government ensures that existing support systems are in place to promote the availability of healthy foods in retail outlets and to limit the availability of unhealthy foods.
Question 1: Within the scope of RETAIL 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for RETAIL 3 are provided on page 56 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of RETAIL 3 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






DOMAIN 6 – FOOD RETAIL
RETAIL 4: The government ensures that existing support systems are in place to promote the availability of healthy foods in retail outlets and to limit the availability of unhealthy foods.
Question 1: Within the scope of RETAIL 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for RETAIL 4 are provided on pages 57–58 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



Question 2: Within the scope of RETAIL 4 in the evidence document, evaluate how the policies/practices implemented in Türkiye may affect socioeconomic inequalities, and select one of the options below.
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small reduction in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice has no effect on SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a small increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ The implemented policy/practice may lead to a substantial increase in SES inequalities.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	






SECTION D: INFRASTRUCTURE SUPPORT DOMAINS
DOMAIN 7 – LEADERSHIP
LEADERSHIP 1: There is strong, visible political support (at the level of the head of state or government/ministry) for improving food environments, population nutrition, diet-related noncommunicable diseases, and related inequalities.
Question 1: Within the scope of LEADERSHIP 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LEADERSHIP 1 are provided on pages 58–59 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 7 – LEADERSHIP
LEADERSHIP 2: The government has established population-level intake targets to ensure alignment with the dietary intake recommendations of the WHO and national authorities for nutrients of concern and/or relevant food groups.
Question 1: Within the scope of LEADERSHIP 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LEADERSHIP 2 are provided on pages 59–60 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 7 – LEADERSHIP
LEADERSHIP 3: Clear, interpretive, evidence-based food-based dietary guidelines have been developed and implemented.
Question 1: Within the scope of LEADERSHIP 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LEADERSHIP 3 are provided on pages 60–62 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	













DOMAIN 7 – LEADERSHIP
LEADERSHIP 4: There is a comprehensive, transparent, and up-to-date implementation plan, linked to national needs and priorities, to improve food environments, reduce the intake of nutrients of concern in order to meet WHO and nationally recommended dietary intake levels, and reduce diet-related noncommunicable diseases.
Question 1: Within the scope of LEADERSHIP 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LEADERSHIP 4 are provided on page 62 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 7 – LEADERSHIP
LEADERSHIP 5: Government priorities have been established to reduce inequalities or protect vulnerable populations in relation to diet, nutrition, obesity, and noncommunicable diseases.
Question 1: Within the scope of LEADERSHIP 5 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for LEADERSHIP 4 are provided on page 63 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 8 – GOVERNANCE
GOVERNANCE 1: The development of food environment policies includes procedures to limit commercial influences that involve conflicts of interest, such as restricting lobbying activities.
Question 1: Within the scope of GOVERNANCE 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for GOVERNANCE 1 are provided on page 64 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 8 – GOVERNANCE
GOVERNANCE 2: Policies and procedures are implemented to ensure the use of evidence in the development of food and nutrition policies.
Question 1: Within the scope of GOVERNANCE 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for GOVERNANCE 2 are provided on page 65 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 8 – GOVERNANCE
GOVERNANCE 3: Policies and procedures are implemented to ensure transparency in the development of food and nutrition policies.
Question 1: Within the scope of GOVERNANCE 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for GOVERNANCE 3 are provided on pages 65–67 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	












DOMAIN 8 – GOVERNANCE
GOVERNANCE 4: The government ensures public access to comprehensive nutrition information and key documents (e.g., budget documents, annual performance reviews, and health indicators).
Question 1: Within the scope of GOVERNANCE 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for GOVERNANCE 4 are provided on pages 67–68 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 9 – MONITORING AND INTELLIGENCE
MONITORING 1: Monitoring systems implemented by the government are in place to regularly monitor food environments (in terms of diet quality in schools and public sector settings, food composition for nutrients of concern, and food promotion to children) in accordance with regulations/guidelines/standards/targets.
Question 1: Within the scope of MONITORING 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for MONITORING 1 are provided on pages 68–70 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 9 – MONITORING AND INTELLIGENCE
MONITORING 2: The nutritional status of children and adults, as well as the dietary intake of the population, are regularly monitored in relation to established intake targets or recommended daily intake levels.
Question 1: Within the scope of MONITORING 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for MONITORING 2 are provided on pages 70–71 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 9 – MONITORING AND INTELLIGENCE
MONITORING 3: The prevalence of overweight and obesity among adults and children is regularly monitored using anthropometric measurements.
Question 1: Within the scope of MONITORING 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for MONITORING 3 are provided on pages 71–72 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 9 – MONITORING AND INTELLIGENCE
MONITORING 4: The distribution and occurrence rates of metabolic risk factors for major diet-related noncommunicable diseases (e.g., prevalence, incidence, mortality) are regularly monitored.
Question 1: Within the scope of MONITORING 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for MONITORING 4 are provided on pages 73–75 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	












DOMAIN 9 – MONITORING AND INTELLIGENCE
MONITORING 5: Major programs and policies are regularly evaluated to assess their effectiveness and contributions to achieving the targets of nutrition and health plans.
Question 1: Within the scope of MONITORING 5 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for MONITORING 5 are provided on pages 75–76 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 9 – MONITORING AND INTELLIGENCE
MONITORING 6: Progress toward reducing health inequalities among vulnerable groups, or reducing the impacts of these inequalities on health, is regularly monitored.
Question 1: Within the scope of MONITORING 6 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for MONITORING 6 are provided on page 76 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 10 – FUNDING AND RESOURCES
FUNDING 1: The population nutrition budget, as a proportion of total health expenditure and/or in relation to the burden of diet-related noncommunicable diseases, contributes sufficiently to reducing diet-related noncommunicable diseases.
Question 1: Within the scope of FUNDING 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for FUNDING 1 are provided on pages 77–78 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 10 – FUNDING AND RESOURCES
FUNDING 2: Research funded by the government aims to improve food environments and to reduce obesity, chronic diseases, and related inequalities.
Question 1: Within the scope of FUNDING 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for FUNDING 2 are provided on pages 78–79 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 10 – FUNDING AND RESOURCES
FUNDING 3: There is a statutory health promotion research body with a secure funding source aimed at improving population nutrition.
Question 1: Within the scope of FUNDING 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for FUNDING 3 are provided on pages 80–81 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 11 – PLATFORMS FOR INTERACTION
PLATFORMS 1: Strong coordination mechanisms exist between ministries at the government level (national, state, and local) to ensure the coherence, alignment, and integration of policies aimed at preventing diet-related noncommunicable diseases, obesity, and improving nutrition.
Question 1: Within the scope of PLATFORMS 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PLATFORMS 1 are provided on pages 81–84 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 11 – PLATFORMS FOR INTERACTION
PLATFORMS 2: There are formal platforms that define specific mandates, roles, and structures for regular interactions between the government and the commercial food sector regarding the implementation of healthy eating and food policies, as well as other related strategies.
Question 1: Within the scope of PLATFORMS 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PLATFORMS 2 are provided on pages 85–87 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 11 – PLATFORMS FOR INTERACTION
PLATFORMS 3: There are formal platforms (with clearly defined mandates, roles, and structures) for regular interaction between the government and civil society regarding the development, implementation, and evaluation of healthy eating policies and other related strategies.
Question 1: Within the scope of PLATFORMS 3 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PLATFORMS 3 are provided on pages 87–88 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 11 – PLATFORMS FOR INTERACTION
PLATFORMS 4: The government works with local and national organizations/partners/groups using a systems-based approach to improve the healthiness of food environments at the national level.
Question 1: Within the scope of PLATFORMS 4 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for PLATFORMS 4 are provided on pages 89–90 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 12 – HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES
HEALTH 1: Processes are in place to ensure policy coherence and alignment, and population health impacts are explicitly considered in the development of government policies.
Question 1: Within the scope of HEALTH 1 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for HEALTH 1 are provided on page 91 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
	



DOMAIN 12 – HEALTH IN ALL POLICIES
HEALTH 2: Processes such as Health Impact Assessments are in place to assess and consider health impacts during the development of policies outside the food sector.
Question 1: Within the scope of HEALTH 2 in the evidence document, compare the practices implemented in Türkiye with international best practice examples. By assessing the level of implementation of these practices in Türkiye, please select one of the options below.
(International best practice examples and evidence related to implementation for HEALTH 2 are provided on page 92 of the evidence document.)
	
	You may provide comments related to the option you selected in the space indicated below.

	☐ I believe it is implemented at <20% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 20–40% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 40–60% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 60–80% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ I believe it is implemented at 80–100% compared with international best practices.
	

	☐ Undecided.
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