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The manuscript is sound and relevant.    However some minor improvements should be made before its publication in Acta Physica Hungarica.

Suggestions follow:


IN THE ABSTRACT

The following paragraph:

 “The (μ,νn) reaction was clearly observed in all nuclei, and the gamma-rays observed correspond better to the (γ,p) reaction than to spectroscopic factors from the (d,3He) or (t,α) reactions. Some (μ,ν2n) and other reactions have been observed at a lower yield.”

should be changed to something like:

 “The (μ,νn) reaction was clearly observed in all nuclei, and the intensity pattern of the gamma-rays observed corresponds better to the pattern observed in the (γ,p) reaction than to the pattern from the spectroscopic factors from the (d,3He) or (t,α) reactions. Some (μ,ν2n) and other reactions have been observed at a lower yield.”

With respect to this paragraph it should be noted that, although it is repeated in the conclusions, it is not discussed in the body of the article. I think some short discussion may be in order.

IN THE INTRODUCTION:

The line:

“...the mass of the muon is about 106 MeV, there is…”

should be changed to:


“...the mass of the muon is about 106 MeV/c2, there is…”


IN SECTION  3. RESULTS FOR CALCIUM,   Table 1

{783.659(25)}
should be changed to:

783.659(25)

Throughout the article, and especially in Tables 3 and 4, the symbols for μ and μ- should be consistently used.
The line:  

“This is actually a rather unexpected yield, so we searched for…”

The author apparently means high yield, in which case it should be explicitly stated, perhaps as follows:

“This is actually a rather unexpectedly high yield, so we searched for…”
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