
Hola Gines

gracias por los comentarios. Mis respuestas van mas abajo

guillermo

 #3351-52 One can mention that the integrated luminosity was 10 times
smaller in 2010. I also think that the text between brackets can be move
to a footnote.

==> OK

#3353 "during"

==> Could not find this one 

#3351-58 I think that we should mention RHIC measurements in this
introduction

==> OK. 

#3382 I think we should add Jackson reference as well.

==> which one do you mean? The current reference is a review which describes 
different approaches and gives the corresponding references, which are many. So I 
have left it as it is now.

Figure 98 "of the J/psi photoproduction"

==> ok

Figure 98 I have the impression that one single line in the y range form
-4 to 4 would be much simple. It would also avoid a confusion with +y
ans -y in eq 57, which has a different meaning. In the caption it should
be state that the Pb ion move in positive y

==> I prefer the current version :) 
For me the main issue is to get the ratio of both contributions at a given
rapidity ... it is slightly easier to do it in this presentation than in the
one you suggest
Last comment taken into account.

#3403 the estimation of y_max = 6.8 can be moved to the discussion of eq
59 since y_max can be obtained for x=1 in this equation.

==> Joakim asked the comment here. As a compromise
I added a reference to the equation.



#3483 There is less than 3sigma in the difference between 034 and 0.17.
I think that "significantly higher" is too strong.

==> OK.

section 6.3 I would be happy to find some where the physics behind the
ratio between incoherent to coherent photo-produciton

==> I do not understand the question in the context of the text ...
If it is in general, have a look at the LM paper (http://inspirehep.net/record/876592?
ln=en)
where the incoherent formalism is described. If you need more info
let me know. I have older and very nice references

section 6.3.1 is there any chance to add a sentence explaining how the
vector dominance models take care of the shadowing?

==> do you have something in mind? for me shadowing is an experimental
observation relating the structure function in the nucleon and the nucleus.
In Starlight the nuclear effects are only in the (classical) Glauber model ...

#3535 why ee channel and not mumu channel?  is the lifetime the right
parameter?

==> I guess it is because at that time, that was what it was measured?
To fixed the details of the wave function, both should be equivalent ...

#3622 of the QGP

==> OK

#3626 I would add a sentence stating that present data favour the
existence of a shadowing as predicted by EPS09 in the x range 10^-3-10^-2.

==> OK
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