
Changes – explanation: 

 

1. Changes of the names: 

 

 Kłodzko -> Kłodzko (Glatz)  

explanation: In the bracket, authors would like to add the name of the city which is used as 

English and German language. 

 

 the Dead People’s Chapel -> the Chapel of Purgatory 

explanation: Previous version was translation word by word from the polish name. However 

original English translation of this chapel regarding the destination of this chapel is different. 

 

 the Chapel of St. Jacob -> the Chapel of St. James 

explanation: It is a minor correction, but the new form is more correct.  

 

 Oldrichovice -> Ołdrzychowice Kłodzkie 

explanation: This name was changed during processing of the manuscript. Authors would like 

to come back to the previous version which was correct. Town Oldzichovice is totally 

different town.  

 

2. Changes in dimensions and spacing: 

 

 The floors of the chapels were covered by regular grids of profiles with 1 m spacing. 

-> 

The floors of the chapels were covered by regular grids of profiles with 0.5-1 m spacing. 

 

explanation: In fact, inside the Chapel of St. James spacing was 0.5 m.  

 

 

 a diameter of the crypt in the Chapel of Purgatory 

1.8-2.1 -> 1.8-2.5/3 

0.6-0.7 -> 0.6-0.8 

explanation: It is version from the discussion paper. Authors decided that is range of size is “safer” 

version of interpretation.  

 line 47 

previous: interpreted as reflections from the ceiling of the church (the vaults 

of the naves) (Daniels, 2004, pp. 335–339) 

current: interpreted as external reflections, like reflections from the ceiling of the church 

(the vaults of the naves) (Pérez Gracia, 2004, pp. 335-342) 

explanation: External reflections are the only wider term for such reflections.  



 

 

Changes in the part the Chapel of Purgatory (previously the Dead People’s Chapel) 

 

Page 4.  

1. line 9-16 

previous: In this church, there are various crypts which are marked on the ground floor 

plan, e.g. the crypt under the PPR 19 and the PPR 20 profiles on Fig. 2b (probably Count 

Montani’s crypt). However, the recorded crypt is considered to be new because there is no 

sign of it on the church sketches (Fig. 2a, b). The localization of the anomaly suggests that 

the entrance to the crypt may be under the altar. 

current: In this church, there are various crypts and entrances to them are marked on the 

ground floor plan. Under the PPR 19 and the PPR 20 profiles on Fig. 2b the entrance to 

the crypt is marked. The recorded crypt is probably a place where count Montani, its 

founder was buried. The localization of the anomaly suggests that the crypt may continue 

under the altair. 

2. line 27: 

previous: It should also be taken into account that indicated reflections may be an effect 

of multiple reflections. In that case, the height of the crypt should be counted from the 

top to the bottom of the reflection 30 at 6 ns (anomaly “f”).  

current: --- rejected --- 

3. line 31: 

previous: The shape of the reflection at 26 ns also suggest that it might be connected with 

the already known crypt, which is justified because in Fig. 4c it appears at different times.  

current:  The shape of the reflection at 26 ns also suggest that it might be connected with 

the entrance to the crypt in front of the chapel, which is justified because in Fig. 4c it 

appears at different times. In this case it may be treat as an effect of stairs to the crypt. 

 

explanation:  According to the new historical researches in the Kłodzko church authors have 

to correct the mistake: we previously treat marks on the church sketches as crypts. In fact, 

they are entrances to the crypts. This fact changes slightly the meaning of paragraph 3.2. and 

those conclusions connected directly to this chapel.  

Authors kindly ask for the possibility to apply these changes. We are aware that it is a late 

stage for such a change. We would like to be 100% sure that our publication is correct and 

will make a valuable contribution. For this reason, these corrections are very important for 

us. We also wish to avoid having to issue a corrigendum.  

In the peer review process, our article was highly graded. We would like to thank for this. We 

can assure that these changes will improve significantly our article. 

We would like to kindly ask for the possibility to change the websites for historical books in 

the references. I did not apply these changes yet. It will not change any historical facts, but 

the article in our opinion will be more reliable. 


