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GENERAL COMMENTS
The paper reports an interesting new analysis and is well organized. 
Several corrections are needed to the text. 
- It would help to differentiate between magnitude and direction of Et,miss
- All table references are incorrect (see detailed comments below)
- Please change "kinematical" --> "kinematic" allover
- Please spell out numbers like "four jets"
- See line by line comments for more. 

We suggest revising the figures to help distinguishing better event rates from uncertainty bands. In Fig 2, 4, and 5 the text says, "observed and predicted number of b-tagged jets...", and "expected contribution from ttbar events based on the theoretical cross section..."  The background is drawn in yellow, and the "background uncertainty" in red.  The background uncertainty appears to be stacked on top of the t-tbar plus background, though the center of the band should probably lie at the top of the t-tbar prediction.  Is this due to simply plotting the uncertainty last, or is there a reason that the whole band sits above the t-tbar contribution.  Is this a combined uncertainty on both background and t-tbar?  If so then it should be labeled better. 
LINE BY LINE
Page 1, abstract

Line 15. Suggest “…network,” (comma after network), and remove “from top quark decay”
Line 17. Suggest combining last sentence with previous paragraph

Line 19. Suggest lower cases “…standard model…” here, and in the following

Page 2
Line 6: "beyond the SM"

Line 9. “…a charged Higgs boson.” Is the BR argument relevant to qualify the importance of this paper? The decay channels are not distinguished in this measurement. 
Line 16. "in the SM"

Lines 25 and 26. Suggest “sensitive to all W leptonic decay modes".
Why do you distinguish τ decay from e, μ decay, by writing “a sizable acceptance to”? Should this note rather be omitted? Suggest “including τ decays of W`s”.
Page 3
Line 3. I do not remember if some cross section measurements accepted large pt  isolated tracks as e, μ candidates. If so, these events should also be removed. 
Line 5. Suggest "weight in the CDF combined result"

Lines 6 to 8. Suggest “Two major challenges…are…”

Line 12. Suggest (“tagged”)

Lines 20-22. Merge this sentence with the following paragraph

Page 4
Lines 18 to 20. Suggest "The tracking system is composed of eight layers... up to abs.η < 2.0, surrounded by a 3.1m long open cell drift chamber, providing coverage up to abs.η = 1.0."

Page 5
Line 3. Suggest “proportional chambers”
Lines 7 to 19.  Why are object primitives and global primitives introduced here when they never appear again in the paper? Consider simplifying this paragraph.

Line 18. Suggest introducing Δ(R) = √(dφ2+dη2),  so that it is not necessary to always say "cone in the eta-phi plane" (page 6 line 1, page 6 line 19,…)

Line 24. "…it was increased to reduce..."

Page 6
Line 13. "fully operations tracking detectors".  Or do you use data where the COT is not operational?
Line 14: "…60 cm along z from the center..."

Page 7

Line 2. Is this cut exactly opposite to the cut used in the cross section measurement in all hadron channels?
Line 17. "…probabilities of tagging a b-jet in t-tbar signal..."
Line 21. drop comma after "signal"

Page 8
Line 5. A comment on the unexpected left-right asymmetry observed in fig.1c would be in order.
Line 6. "We expect the tagging probability…"
Line 9. "Neutrinos from the b quark…"
Page 11
Line 5. “…leave the CDF II detector.”
Line 9. Suggest “…in which the neutrino momentum is not detected.” The neutrino causes Et,miss no matter which its direction is. If in the majority of cases the neutrino is along the jet axis, thus allowing excluding those events, say it explicitly (as you do for Et,miss caused by detector defects).
Line 12. Suggest "To discriminate against the possible sources of missing transverse energy on a geometric basis we use the quantity Δφmin ..."

Page 12
Line 1. "...each jet in the event, which is expected to be..."
Line 9. "...momentum of the jet j.  The sphericity..."
Line 23. "The variable ΣET3..."
Page 13
Line 17. "…passing the same event selection of…"

Page 14
Fig. 3. The two curves are hard to distinguish. Suggest using other symbols. What is the source of the shoulder in the background distribution of ΣEt?  It lies at same point as the signal, though the height would appear to be too large to be due to the small contribution of the signal to that sample. Please include a comment on this effect.
Page 15
Line 6. These figures are beautiful. Do you understand why the signal is stronger in the 5 jets than in the 4 jets bin? Are τ jets contributing to the counts? Suggest commenting on this

Page 16
Line 2. "…evaluated from an inclusive t-tbar MC sample…"
Line 6. “Table 1”

Line 9. Suggest “…and predicted tagged jets from background in the selected sample”.
Line 10. “prerequisite” is unclear. Suggest expanding.

Line 13. Suggest “…, L is the integrated luminosity…” 
Page 17
Line 2. "…as the systematic uncertainty."

Lines 7 and 8.  “we also consider” is unclear. Please state how the systematic uncertainty of 1.2% (Table 2) was derived. 

Lines 17 and 18. Suggest being explicit on how different the tunings were. 

Line 19. "The systematic uncertainty due to the calorimeter response…"

Page 18
Line 19. “Table 3”
Page 21
Lines 2 and 3. Suggest “…is also good. Given the limited error of the result, this independent cross section measurement will have a significant…” 
