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This template is to be used by HDR candidates to respond to the comments made by their examiners. 

Thesis Revisions Checklist
1. Have all examiners’ comments been included in your response, verbatim? Each column of the form should address one issue raised by the examiner.
2. Have all of the examiners’ general comments been addressed? These usually come before a detailed list of comments for each chapter.
3. Have all revised text and figures been included in your response? Please put this revised text in a different colour to make it clear that this is revised text in the final version of the thesis. In cases where revisions may be too extensive, it may be acceptable to include just one or two examples of how the text has been changed.
4. Has the section and page number in the revised thesis been indicated in your response where the changes can be found?
5. Have the examiners’ comment been addressed by changing the final version of the thesis?
6. Please do not criticise your examiners – this is generally a very bad idea. If the examiner is demonstrably in error, then you should point this out, but you might consider changing the thesis to clarify the issue the examiner has questioned.

Examples of appropriate (and inappropriate) responses are shown over the next few pages. 

Please delete these before submitting your responses.

Also, please insert/delete rows in the following table as required.


RESPONSE TO EXAMINER 1
	Examiner comments
(please reproduce exactly as in the examiner report)
	Response
(include text/figures added to the revised thesis; use a different colour to identify the new text in the thesis)
	Section / Page (in original thesis thesis)
	Section / Page (in revised thesis)
	Reviewer’s Comment (if applicable)

	GENERAL COMMENTS
	
	
	
	

	
The thesis is generally well written, but has a major flaw that affects each of the three results chapters: there is insufficient information concerning exactly how the raw data was processed. 

	
Each of the three results chapters now has an additional section describing the processing of the raw data.

The data were first flattened using a sheet of pre-famulated amulite surmounted by a logarithmic casing, before being tensioned with an ambifacient lunar waneshaft.

The data were passed through a reciprocating dingle arm to reduce sinusoidal depleneration. The main algorithm was derived from panendermic semi-boloid stators, with each seventh iteration cantilevered with a non-reversible tremi-pipe.

The data were processed using the IRAF image processing suite. Images were first bias subtracted, corrected for dark current, flat fielded, and then resampled using hydrocoptic marzelvanes.


	
	



2.3 / p. 123



3.1 / p. 136




4.1 / p. 158
	

	CHAPTER 1
	
	
	
	

	Aardvark is incorrectly spelt in many locations.
“Data” is a plural noun.


	These typos have been corrected throughout the chapter.
	
	Ch 1, pp 5-98
	

	CHAPTER 2
	
	
	
	

	The treatment of uncertainties in the calculations does not appear to be correct. In particular, some error terms are added directly whereas they should be added in quadrature.



	There was indeed a mistake in the error calculations, and this has been corrected, as shown below. This does not have follow-on effects to the thesis.

The error terms are independent and therefore have to be added in quadrature, producing the result

A = 1.2 +/- 6.3 aardvarks


	
	


2.2 / p.122
	

	It appears that super luminal motion has been detected, but the thesis is not at all clear on this point.



	The wording has been clarified as follows:

While it appears that the aardvark is travelling super-luminally, this is an optical illusion caused by the modial interaction of magneto-reluctance and capacitive diractance.
	
	

2.4 / p129
	

	CHAPTER  3
	
	
	
	

	Figure 3.1 should be redrawn to clearly show the modial interactions.



	The figure has been redrawn more clearly as shown below.
[image: j]
Figure 3.1 Three functions, showing their modial interaction.
	
	3.2 / p144
	

	CHAPTER  4
	The following responses are not acceptable, for the reasons shown in green.
	
	
	

	It appears that super luminal motion has been detected, but the thesis is not at all clear on this point.


	While it appears that the aardvark is travelling super-luminally, this is an optical illusion caused by the modial interaction of magneto-reluctance and capacitive diractance.

We aren’t interested in you rebutting the examiner without changing the thesis. We want to see how the thesis has been changed to address the examiner’s comments.
Include this explanation in the thesis!
	
	
	

	It appears that super luminal motion has been detected, but the thesis is not at all clear on this point.


	The examiner is clearly unaware of the recent paper by Fandangle et al 2015, and shows a poor understanding of the topic.

Any criticism of the examiner, except in highly unusual circumstances, is generally a very big mistake. Don’t do it, no matter how tempted.
	
	
	

	It appears that super luminal motion has been detected, but the thesis is not at all clear on this point.

	We thank the beneficent examiner for this excellent comment which abundantly demonstrates an outstanding capacity for logical thought.

Going overboard with praise doesn’t help either.
	
	
	

	It appears that super luminal motion has been detected, but the thesis is not at all clear on this point.


	Section 4.3 already clarifies this point.

The examiner found the thesis was unclear. Therefore it is unclear and you need to fix it, even if it means repeating yourself. 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	



RESPONSE TO EXAMINER 2


	Examiner comments
(please reproduce exactly as in the examiner report)
	Response
(include text added to revised thesis)
	Section / Page (in original thesis thesis)
	Section / Page (in revised thesis)
	Reviewer’s Comment (if applicable)

	GENERAL COMMENTS
	
	
	
	

	


	

	
	
	

	CHAPTER 1
	
	
	
	

	



	
	
	
	

	CHAPTER 2
	
	
	
	

	



	
	
	
	

	



	
	
	
	

	CHAPTER  3
	
	
	
	

	



	
	
	
	

	




	
	
	
	

	CHAPTER  4
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	CHAPTER  5
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Flag device only required for single page documents (front cover).
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