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	Criteria
	Comment
	Correction Done

	Format
	Examiner 1: Study Protocol and all the documents related to it were put at the beginning of the dissertation (rather than at the back). Look like repetition of the work when assessing the main body of the dissertation (after reading the protocol mentioned earlier) (i.e reading about the similar material except with a bit of extra information)

Examiner 2: Following the manuscript format


	The main dissertation body introduction has been rewritten to avoid repetitiveness from the study protocol.

The documents related to study protocol have been arranged following the guidelines from “Postgraduate Students Guide to Thesis Preparation” prepared by Institute of Postgraduate Studies, USM by Dr. Rafidah Zainon et. al.


	Abstract
	Examiner 1:  Acceptable. Giving a good and concise idea about the study.

Examiner 2: The result in the abstract should give numbers. Do not state majority of cases, most of the participants or more than half of the…you have the results, state it.
	Objective data has been added into the abstract depicting the exact values from the study.


	Introduction/Literature Review
	Examiner 1&2: Acceptable
	N/A

	Objectives
	Examiner 1&2: Acceptable
	N/A

	Methodology
	Examiner 1: A good study, especially being prospective, randomized, double blinded one.

Examiner 2: Consort flowchart – overlapping of diagram
	Graphical Overlapping Corrected

	Result
	Examiner 1: Adequate data presented. Most in table forms. However not many graphic presentation was used to give more “Eye catching” tables or graphs to read (esp page 51-52, p 56-57 not even in box)

Examiner 2: Spell fully all abbreviation of comorbidities. Why n=62 for op duration (Should be 63? And do type fully operative duration or operative time)

Unit of glucose levels should be inserted in table 2.

Please explain clearly about the comparison of post-operative outcomes with regards to time to pass flatus and time to ambulation.
	Graphical Charts added to elucidate data in a more interest capturing manner.


All comorbidity abbreviations removed and spelled in full.

Operative time n=63 has been corrected.

Unit of blood glucose levels is added at the base of the table.

	Discussion
	Examiner 1: Acceptable discussion. Very short conclusion

Examiner 2: The discussion should be about your findings in comparison to the known knowledge about the topic. However your discussion only discuss about your findings. The cost analysis had not been discussed in the objective or introduction so the topic should not be discussed.
	Further elaboration on the conclusion done.

The discussion page was retackled with addition of comparison to known knowledge about the topic from referenced papers. A point to note, Honey is compared against an established carbohydrate solution, backed by evidence from research and used in clinical settings, i.e. known knowledge about the topic.

The cost analysis discussion has been removed as advised. 

	References
	Examiner 1: Inadequate numbers for a dissertation (Only 15 references). Appropriate references but not arranged in alphabetical orders. 

Examiner 2: Adequate, as many are less than 10 years old.
	Reference style Adapted from “Postgraduate Students Guide to Thesis Preparation” prepared by Institute of Postgraduate Studies, USM by Dr. Rafidah Zainon et. al.
 



