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The referee evaluates that the paper is essentially ready for publication.

The referee, however, finds the following final comments. The paper should
be published after the final improvements. The referee thinks that it is no
longer necessary to review the final draft.

1)Page 12, middle: The authors improved the sentence, Thanks to the
clean photon identification and separation from pi-0, it is expected.., which
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constitute an improvement of 35 percent and 92 percent, respectively com-
pared to Super-Kamiokande result. However, the referee does not find any
publication from Super-Kamiokande on these proton decay modes. The
referee understands that the authors actually referred the efficiencies from
G.Blewitt et al., PRL 55, 2114 (1985). However this is the paper from the
IMB collaboration. The authors should write so and should refer the proper
paper(s).

2)Page 29 Table 10 and its explanation in the text: The author added a
description for the statistical method they used. However, the referee does
not understand how the first procedure (P-a) is used in the final calculation
of the probability (P-b). The definition for the final probability used in Table
10 (P-b) looks like independent of P-a.

End of the Referee report.
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