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GENERAL COMMENT
The English is poor and the several corrections suggested below will not be enough to make it elegant, or even only smooth. However, the paper is solid and the presentation of the analysis is clear. One can look forward for a much better second draft.  
LINE-BY-LINE
ABSTRACT
3rd line. Suggest “recorded” rather than “collected”
4th line. Suggest “event-by-event”
Last two lines. Suggest “…GeV/c2, in good agreement…”
PAGE 2 
Line 7. Suggest “CPT invariance has been tested for many…but not in the quark sector except…
Line 9. Suggest ”For all quarks except for the top quark, direct…”
Line 10. “is in the order?” Please revise.
Line 11. The time involved is the length of the primary quark scattering interaction.
Line 13. “before hadronizing”.
Line 17. “This makes…” too many repetitions in the following lines: “…precision measurements…0,5% precision…even more  precise…Precision top quark mass…”Please revise.
Line 22. Suggest dropping “with a high accuracy”. Next: “D0…had???”
Lines 23, 24. Suggest “…data sample is ΔMtop = 0.8 ±1.9 GeV/c2 [7], in good agreement with the SM. The CDF Collaboration…”
Line 25. Suggest “…an integrated luminosity of 5,6 fb-1 and found…”
Line 26. Suggest “with” rather than “of”, and “the CMS…”
Line 27. Remove “beam”
Line 28. Suggest  “using data collected with an integrated luminosity of 5 fb-1…”
Line 32. Suggest “CDF II is a general-purpose…”
PAGE 3.
Lines 9, 10. Suggest inverting a sentence: “… a neural network [10],which was already employed…, to achieve a better…”
Line 11. Suggest dropping “of systematic”.
Line 16, 17. Suggest: “In reconstructed events, the lepton charge determines the flavor of the corresponding top quark.”
Lines 21, 22. “corrections”. Also “…making use of information not provided by the calorimeter, such as…”
Line 23. Suggest “on” rather than “of”
Line 24: “a 10% better”
Line 25. “compared to standard corrections”
Lines 26, 27 “…optimize background reduction and to improve the statistical power of the measurement,…” 
Lines 31, 32. Remove “than one”
PAGE 4
Line 3 “of the small”
Line 5 “containing” rather than ‘gathering”
Line 13. “simulated”
Line 16. “of t-tbar.”l
Line 19. “the selected events”
Line 28. “makes”
PAGE 5
Line 3. “or with one”
Line 6. “…having as a fit parameter the reconstructed…”
Line 29. This sentence is not clear. Please explain.
PAGE 6
Line 11. Suggest ‘reduces” rather than “improves”
Line 13. Suggest ‘approximately” rather than “almost”
Line 25 “…for the ten sub-samples…”. Also, remove “then”.
PAGE 7
Line 3. Remove “systematic”
PAGE 8
Line 8. “…using CDF II data…”

