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Match the words with their synonyms.

1. neatly (adj.) é-c'\%bf\
A alﬁzgg_dly \%recisely

C) merely D) invariably

A) alliance
——

&) oot

2. foundation (n.)

B) controversy
o

D) grasp
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A("N'Q/ / moxi\”‘/

3.impetus (n.) 4. register (v.)
%tim ulus B) deterrent A) exclude %record
C) erosion D) circulation C)dismiss D) provide
m— e 3 — _—
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5.interpretation (n.) 6. accurate (adj.)
\'\"\' A) connection  B) relief~ (>\‘\°'\(\M \Aﬁ)xact B) slight
—
C) proposition analysis C) availa D) superior
) prop JB) analys L ©awilable ) superior _
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7.indicate (v.) 8.comprise (v.) \_’
A (¥ oo

A) urge B) undermine ) contain B) consent

C) attach \P')'reveal ¢ C) swell : D) display
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9. perceive (v.)

N
a/\__u;,f:'y\l. 10.groun95 (n) kéﬁé( )

A) echo B) appoint A) plot \Bfevidence
—_— — \ S —
yc{sense D) apply v ?\/v\w C) advance D) alteration
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7Reading Passage 16

Everybody has seen the tongue map — that little diagram
e ———
of the tongue with different sections neatlycordoned off
for different taste receptors. Sweet in the front, salty and
souronthe sides and bitter at the back. That familiar but
not-quite-rightmap has its foundation in a 1901 paper by
German scientist Dirk Hanig, who found that there was
some variation around the tongue in how much impetus it
took for a taste to register. In fact, the problem iSn'twithy
Hanig’s findings. It's 8ll aboutiéW he decided to'present

thatinformation. His presentatior(was Iike)more ofan
—mr —

l\ artisticinterpretation of his measurements than an
——

agccurate representation ofthem And that made itlookas

thdugh different parts of the tongue were responsible for
different tastes, rather than showing thatsome parts of
the tongue were slightlymore sensitive to certain tastes
than others. Indeed, results from anumber of
experiments indicate thatall areagtrp mouth
comprising taste buds are sensitive to all taste qualities.
Qespitﬂhycientiﬁwnds,thetongue map has

Iready burrowed its nginto common knowledge. The
—~—————

true test doesn’trequire alaboratory, though.Brew a cup
of coffee. Crack open a soda. Touch a salted pretzel to
the tip of the tongue. In any test, it becomes clear the

tongue can perceive these tastes all over.

)

»)
deéﬂr\ea\;v Iargelyo,n})re-e ;

1.1t is clearly statedin the passage that the findings

of Dirk Hanig ----.

A) were rW)ther scholars@
~ u——

ientificdata

C) ledto a}ue’ derstanding ofthe tongue map

) lacked a pregcise and’&te,@
E) setaforfutury_ﬁudles
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~Everybody has seenthetongue map— that little diagram
of the tongue with different sections neatlycordoned off
for different taste receptors. Sweet in the front, salty and
souronthe sides and bitter at the back. That familiar but
not-quite-rightmap has its foundationina 19Q;]= paper by
German scientistDirk Hanig, who found that there was
some variation around the tongue in how much impetus it
took for a taste to register. In fact, the problem isn’twith
Hanig’s findings. It's allabouthow he decided to present
that information. His presentation was like more ofan
artistic interpretation of his measurementsthan an
accurate representation ofthem. And that made it look as
though different parts of the tongue were responsible for
different tastes, ratherthan showing thatsome parts of
the tongue were slightlymore sensitive to certain tastes
than others. Indeed, results from a number of
experiments indicate thatall areas of the mouth
comprising taste buds are sensitive to all taste qualities.
Despite the scientific grounds, the tongue map has
already burrowed its way into common knowledge. The
true test doesn’trequire alaboratory, though.Brew a cup
of coffee. Crackopen a soda. Touch a salted pretzel to

the tip of the tongue_In any test, it becomes clear the

tongue can perceive these tastes all over.

a—

2. We can understand from the passage that ----.

A) the frontal part of our tongue detects sweety/most
accpfately

) Dirk Hanlgys'tluo_tfonmdered the for@evof human

organ studies ({'SQ(B('

C) the tongue diagram WearefamiliarWM still peferred
Q-

to by cialists

D) the findings of Dirk Hanigldis pgh€d the former

miscon}p&ﬁs /-Q/M‘t/

\?é;ntificfacts and public perception maycontradict

Levery now and then

mS

Q som?
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Everybody has seen the tongue map — that little diagram 3. What does the author imply with the statement
“The true testdoesn’t require a laboratory”?

tanimak/anlamak/kabul etmek
@Certaln faﬁts may be recognized through experience

of the tongue with different sections neatlycordoned off

for different taste receptors. Sweet in the front, salty and

souronthe sides and bitter at the back. That familiar but

not-quite-rightmap has its foundationin a 1901 paper by B) A labtest cmvlde scientific outcome

German scientistDirk Hanig, who found that there was C) The tip of the tongue senses\gnlyone tasteAfnot all ' Q— \\é(

P——
some variation around the tongue in how much impetus it .
g P D) Common knowledgerwtwmhemtcomes

E) Even lab tests may provelwrong\unless'backed up by
\_—

field studies
artistic interpretation of his measurementsthan an L BN R

took for a taste to register. In fact, the problem isn’twith

Hanig’s findings. It's allabouthow he decided to present

that information. His presentation was like more ofan

accurate representation ofthem. And that made it look as

though different parts of the tongue were responsible for Certain:
1. belirli specific
2. bazi some

the tongue were slightlymore sensitive to certain tastes 3. gesitli various
4. birkag a few /several

different tastes, ratherthan showing thatsome parts of

than others. Indeed, results from a number of
experiments indicate thatall areas of the mouth
comprising taste buds are sensitive to all taste qualities.

Despite the scientific grounds, the tongue map has

already burrowed its way into common knowledge. The

rue test doesn’trequire alaboratony though,

p—"
of coffee. Crack open a soda. Touch a salted pretzel to

the tip of the tongue. In any test, it becomes clearthe

tongue can perceive these tastesw,

—
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Certain: 
1. belirli specific
2. bazi some
3. çesitli various
4. birkaç  a few /several
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Everybody has seen the tongue map — that little diagra
of the tongue with different sections neatlycordoned off
for different taste receptors. Sweet in the front, salty and
souronthe sides and bitter at the back. That familiar but
not-quite-rightmap has its foundationin a 1901 paper by
German scientistDirk Hanig, who found that there was

some variation around the tongue in how much impetus it
took for a taste to register. In fact, the problem isn’twith/
Hanig’s findings. It's all abouthow he decided to present
that information. His presentation was like more ofan
artistic interpretation of his measurementsthan an
accurate representation ofthem. And that made it look as
though different parts of the tongue were responsible for
different tastes, ratherthan showing thatsome parts of

the tongue were slightlymore sensitive to certain tastes
than others. Indeed, results from a number of

experiments indicate thatall areas of the mouth
comprising taste buds are sensitive to all taste qualities.
Despite the scientific grounds, the tongue map has
already burrowed its wayinto common knowledge. The
true test doesn’trequire a laboratory, though!Brew a cup
of coffee. Crack open a soda. Touch a salted pretzel to

the tip of the tongue. In any test, it becomes clearthe

tongue can perceive these tastes all over.

4. What could be the best title of the passage?

A) The LatestTongue Twister TM\Q,.,D—

B) A Widely Held Myth: PuE»Etured

C) Hanig Reveals Fa;L?aboutT te q

@ Testit or Taste it: Action Speaks Louder v
— —

E) A Startling Discovery o@g
\g

=
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Choose the best option.

1. That familiar ot-quite-right map ---- its

foundation in"@a 1901 paper.

A) dateste  Byhas T«]'s rooks
&

C) Iea@v‘ D) starts

™l

2.2 1901 paper ---- German scientist

3. how much impetus it takes for a taste ----.
——

A) registering B) register

\Q{to register D) to registering

4. It was a German scientist Dirk Hanig, ---- that there
was some.variation.

~ b B) found
\ﬁ/ B) at \
C) to find D) who finds
C) with D)in
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5. The problem jisn’t ---- Héni_g’s_fmjngs._

8. The results ---- a number of experiments __

A) for B) of \QQ\Q\J \)t)/from B) with

C) by D) with _—— L C)on D) for 0(%
farkli parcalagmis gi gorunmesmgol acti /sagladD 9. sensitive - all taste qualities

6! And th ade it ---- ps'though dffferent parts. —

4
B) looke > \’Q

ﬁ)}@ook
C)looking | D¥look _ {g\‘l;\}_’
\naw

7.---- the scientific grounds,

\%espite)f ﬂm/v}l
D)y{ugh

A) Althou

B) WHereas

$\Vo

A) in \2{}_

D) of
A\
el

sy \( C)into
it
@

\f

b

@. It was ---- of an @rtistic interpretation ---- an
S— =]
accuraterepresentation

A) much/ as

¥ @)_@re /than

it was artistic rather than realistic
= instead of
= more than

B) many/ more

D) the most/ of

VW

O
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farkli parçalarmis gibi görünmesine yol açti /sagladi

it was artistic rather than realistic
= instead of
= more than
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Okuma Pargasi16

Everybody has seenthe tongue map — that little diagram
of the tongue with different sections neatlycordoned off

for different taste receptors.

Sweetinthe front, salty and souron the sides and bitter

at the back.

That familiar but not-quite-rightmap has its foundation in
a 1901 paperby German scientist Dirk Hanig, who found
that there was some variation around the tongue in how

much impetus ittook for a taste to register.
In fact, the problem isn’twith Hanig’s findings.
It's allabouthow he decided to presentthat information.

His presentation was like more ofan artisticinterpretation
of his measurements than an accurate representation of

them.

And that made it look as though different parts of the
tongue were responsible for differenttastes, rather than
showing thatsome parts ofthe tongue were slightlymore

sensitive to certain tastes than others.

Indeed, results from a number of experiments indicate
that all areas ofthe mouth comprising taste buds are

sensitive to all taste qualities.

Despite the scientific grounds, the tongue map has

already burrowed its way into common knowledge.
The true test doesn’trequire a laboratory, though.
Brew a cup of coffee. Crack open a soda.

Touch a salted pretzel to the tip of the tongue.

In anytest, it becomes clearthe tongue can perceive

these tastes all over.

Herkes su dil haritasinigdérmistir —hani su farkh tat
alicilani igin diizglin bir sekilde gevrelenmis farkl

bélimleriolan dilin o kuigik diyagramini.
Onii tatll, yanlari tuzlu ve eksi,arkasiaci olan.

Bu tanidik ama pek de dogru olmayan haritanin temeli,
bir tadin kaydedilmesiicin ne kadar itici gu¢ gerektirdigi
konusunda dilin etrafinda baz farkhliklar oldugunu bulan
Alman bilim adam1Dirk Hanig'in 1901 tarihli bir

makalesinde bulunuyor.
Sorun Hanig'in bulgularinda degil aslinda.
Sorun bu bilgiyi nasil sunmaya karar vermesiyle ilgili.

Sunumu délglimlerinin netbir sekilde aktariimasindan gok,

bu dlgimlerin sanatsal bir yorumu gibiydi.

Ve bu, dilin bazi bélimlerinin belirli tatlara digerlerinden
biraz daha duyarli oldugunu géstermek yerine, dilin farkli
bélimlerinin farkl tatlardan sorumlu gibi gérinmesini

sagladi.

Gercgekten de, birdizi deneyden elde edilen sonuglar,
agzin tat tomurcuklariniigeren tim alanlarinin, tum tat

niteliklerine duyarlioldugunu géstermektedir.

Bilimseltemellere ragmen, dil haritasi, ortak bellegimizin

icine goktan girmistir.

Gergcek test, yine de bir laboratuvara intiya¢g duymaz. Bir

fincan kahve demleyin.
Bir soda acin.
Dilin ucuna tuzlu bir gubuk kraker dokundurun.

Herhangi birtestte, dilin bu tatlari her yerinde

algilayabildigi ortaya gikiyor.

Match the words with their synonyms.
1.B2.C3.A4.B5.D

6.A7.D8.A9.C10.B
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Reading Passage 16

1.D2.E3.A4B

Choose the best option.

1.B2.A3.C4.A5D

6.D7.B8.A9.B10.C
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