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HE authors welcome the comments, and the evaluation

of the surface spline methods. There are two points
which were not sufficiently emphasized in the comparison of
surface splines and ‘‘interpolation-in-the-small.” 1) The
success of interpolation-in-the-small requires much work by
the analyst to determine the choice of structural points and
interpolation functions to be used for each interpolated point.
The surface spline technique is more easily automated. 2)
The example chosen to compare the two methods is incapable
of giving an accurate evaluation. The errors associated with
modal truncation are much greater than errors resulting from
interpolation, thus completely overshadowing the differences.
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