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Comments on thesis:

Overall a good project with professional presentation of results in paper format.  I will focus here mainly on opportunities for improvement.  Abstract is brief but informative.  A short statement of the problem is given and results are described. A side result is identified with suggestion for possible future research.  Introduction provides brief but good background on related research.  You use these studies to show how yours is similar but also somewhat different.  The objective of your research should have been stated more precisely in the form of a testable hypothesis.  More physical reasoning behind suggested relationships would anchor the hypothesis testing more firmly in dynamical relationships.   Good discussion of how the data were acquired and used for your purposes. Your scatter plots in Fig 2 provide opportunities for more in-depth analysis.  For instance, you plot a linear trend line in each case, but what physical reasoning would suggest a linear relationship?  It looks to me like an exponential relationship might work pretty well for Figs 2 a, b, and might give some new insight on the relation of eye size to slp. Fig 3 has units of RMW change as m/s, while Fig 4 has units of RMW change as mb.  Why is this so?  RMW SD is introduced as an approximate indicator of storm symmetry.  No strong relationships found.  Summary and discussion section is good in that it objectively summarizes results and compares with previous studies but goes on to point out why the variables studied might be expected to show some correlation.  Previous studies are cited as evidence.  A study of more recent data is encouraged due to the increased frequency and intensity of hurricanes.  Goof refs.

Comments on presentation:

The presentation was very professional and demonstrated careful preparation.  I here will focus primarily on suggestions for how it might have been improved.  Acknowledged mentor.  Motivation given, previous studies identified.  Hypothesis given:  eye size and intensity.  Procedure given, data identified.  88 flights.  Good discussion of RMW.  Could have had discussion about physically why there should be a relationship.  Results show essentially no correlation, in agreement with previous studies.  Then looked at st dev to look at asymmetry.  Not clear what the two plots showed for each.  Summary and conclusion given.  Discussion on symmetry vs asymmetry, but do the data support these conclusions?  Points to consider given that reflect on data used.  Why were not more recent storms evaluated?  Acknowledgements given.

Summary:

A very good overall paper.  You have provided a good study that uses data from a large number of cases to investigate proposed relationships.  A more specific statement of a testable hypothesis would have been possible and would have helped your paper.
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