Reflection
This reflection asks you to analyze how you've developed your thesis introduction through the revision process. Effective academic writing involves not just the initial drafting, but thoughtful revision based on feedback and critical self-assessment. In this reflection, you'll document the journey from your initial draft to the current version, highlighting key changes and explaining your rationale. Additionally, you'll explore how you incorporated GenAI tools into your writing process, examining both their benefits and limitations.
Please address the questions outlined below in a coherent text (you do not need to use the headlines below, below we just indicate what you need to cover in your text).
Feedback analysis
· Summarize the key feedback you received from your peer roundtable and from your AI Review Agent
· Identify patterns or themes across both feedback sources
· Highlight tensions or contradictions between feedback sources where they occurred
Comparative analysis
· Where did peer feedback and AI agent feedback agree, and where did they differ?
· Which advice did you adopt, and which did you reject? Explain the reasoning behind these choices
· What did this comparison reveal about the strengths and limitations of each feedback source?
Implementation of changes
· Describe the most significant changes you made to your introduction
· Provide specific examples comparing original text with revised versions
· Explain how these revisions strengthen the introduction’s structure, substance, and narrative
Meta-reflection
· What did you learn about your own writing process through this revision experience?
· How might you approach future writing assignments differently based on this experience?
· What did you learn through giving feedback to your peers?
· What did you learn about working with AI feedback?
Formal requirements
Indexes
Tables of contents and lists of figures/tables are not required.
Formatting
You should format your paper exactly like this document. The template file contains specially formatted styles that are designed to reduce the work in formatting your paper and increase comparability.
Length
The reflection should not exceed 3–4 pages reflection plus Appendix (Roundtable Protocol, response table, and revised introduction).
Header and Footer
Please add your name and student number to the footer.
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Please use the heading styles (Heading 1) for the required sections.
Please do not go any further into another layer/level.
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Appendix
Roundtable Protocol
Document the roundtable feedback exchange. The Roundtable Protocol is a prerequisite for final submission and must be substantive and reciprocal (you must have given AND taken feedback). Each piece of feedback should address content (problem framing, research question, structure, argument, references), not only typos or general affirmations. As a guideline, expect roughly 200–300 words per piece of feedback.
Date and participants
State the date(s) of your roundtable session(s) and list the team members (fixed 4-person team). Duplicate the table if you held more than one session.
Date of roundtable: [YYYY-MM-DD]
	Name
	Matriculation #

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


Feedback given
Provide one block per peer you gave feedback to (minimum two from your team). Reproduce the feedback verbatim.
Recipient: [Name, matriculation number]
Feedback:
[Insert the feedback text here.]

Recipient: [Name, matriculation number]
Feedback:
[Insert the feedback text here.]
Feedback taken
Provide one block per peer who gave you feedback (minimum two from your team). Reproduce the feedback verbatim. 
Author: [Name, matriculation number]
Feedback:
[Insert the feedback text here.]

Author: [Name, matriculation number]
Feedback:
[Insert the feedback text here.]
Self-declaration
I confirm that the roundtable feedback exchange documented above was actually conducted with the named team members. The feedback texts are reproduced verbatim or, where attached separately, are clearly referenced by filename.

Detailed response to feedback
Please organize and summarize the feedback you got, revise the manuscript and document in the table below how you have addressed the feedback.

	Summary of feedback including source
	Response

	
	

	
	



Title of your thesis
Please add the revised introduction here.
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