SPRG comments on Draft 2 of B -> D_CP K R_CP+ and A_CP
Comments from the SPRG
General Comments:
You, the authors reacted very positively to suggestions from the SPRG and others on the first draft. For that, we thank you.
The paper would be more self-contained if you cited the BaBar and Belle measurements, giving the luminosities used in each case. Then, it would be easier to understand the comment in the last sentence of “comparable uncertainty” and project what one might expect in the future – both valuable thoughts.

In quite a few places, there are semi-colons used, making for very long sentences. See the line-by-line comments below for places it would be better to split the text into two sentences.

Line-by-Line Comments:

L11:  Change “;” to “.” and capitalize next word to make two sentences.
L 14:  Change “is also instrumental” to “also can be instrumental” – since, so far, there is   

           no non-SM phase seen.

L31:  Change “;” to “.” and capitalize next word to make two sentences.

L32:  Suggest “Silicon microstrip detectors (SVX II and ISL)” since you list two 

         detectors.

L44:  Suggest “pulse-widths of the sense wires” since you are talking about the plural 

         “particles”.

L57:  Drop “projected onto the two-track momentum vector” as confusing at best. L_xy

          is already well described by the rest of the text.

L62:  Change “;” to “.” and capitalize next word to make two sentences.
L66:  Suggest “mass, the” since you are already using commas to separate elements of a 

          list in the rest of the sentence.


L71:  Suggest saying something about the motivation for the isolation cut; e.g., “the 

          isolation of the B candidate (I_B) [23] to reduce track-combination backgrounds, “ 

          since the cut is neither self-evident nor fully defined in this paper.

L78:  Eq. 7 (note that there are no parentheses around the “7”) appears rather far from 

          this first mention, and the description of the distribution is not very helpful.          

          Suggest “from a likelihood distribution (Eq. 7).”  Then move Eq. 7 here, with all 

          the definitions, too.

L81:  The cut parameter for isolation is not useful without its definition in this paper.

L82:  It would be helpful to give the resolutions on the cut parameters given in um.

L86:  Change “;” to “.” and capitalize next word to make two sentences.
Fig 1. Caption:  Suggest adding the word “common” in from of “likelihood fit” to more 

                          fully describe what is shown.
LL116,117: P_J is defined as a probability density function, but is used with a couple of 

                    different functional dependence forms.  This is confusing.  What is the 

                    difference between a vertical bar and a comma in the various definitions? Is 

                    this distinction needed and relevant?  If so, what does the vertical line imply?

L139:  Please add a comma after “Fig. 1” for easier reading.

L210:  If a full journal citation is given, it’s not appropriate to give the hep-ex citation as 

           well.  Please drop it.

