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A bstract

W e present a study of exclusive neutral pion production in neutrinonucleus N eu—
tral C urrent interactions using data from the NOM AD experim ent at the CERN
SPS. The data correspond to 1:44 10° m uon-neutrino C harged Current interac—

tions in the energy range 2:5 E 300 G eV . Neutrino events w ith only one
visble ° in the nalstate are expected to result from two Neutral C urrent pro—
cesses: coherent © production, + A ! + A + Y and single ° production

in neutrino-nucleon scattering. T he signature of coherent  ° production is an em er—
gent Y aln ost collinear w ith the incident neutrino while °’sproduced in neutrino-
nucleon deep inelastic scattering have larger transverse m om enta. In this analysis
all relevant backgrounds to the coherent ° production signal are m easured using
data them selves. Having determ ined the backgrounds, and using the R ein-Sehgal
m odel for the coherent ¢ production to com pute the detection e ciency, we ob—
tain 4630  522(stat) 426(syst) corrected coherent- * events wih E o
05 GevV.Wemeasure ( A ! A O)= [72 6 8:1 (stat) 6:9(syst)]
10 “°cm “=nucleus. This is the m ost precise m easurem ent of the coherent
production to date.

0

Key words: coherent pion neutrino neutral current
PACS:1315+4g,1385Lg,1460Lm

1 M otivation

Precise m easuram ent of ° production when a neutrino scatters coherently
o a tamget nuckus, + A ! + A + %, depicted ?n Figure 1, is chal-
lenging: the cross-section ( ) of coherent— % (Coh ° ) is 0.003 of the inclusive
neutrino charged current (CC) Interactionsat E ' 25 Ge&V [1]; the single
% is notoriously refractory to accurate identi cation in neutrino detectors.
C onsequently the past cross-section m easurem ents of Coh ° have been poor,
w ith a precision no better than ¥ 30% [2,34,5,6]; recently theM NniBOONE
experin ent has reported the fraction of Coh ° in allexclusive NC  ° pro—
duction [7].This challenge is the prin ary m otivation for the present analysis.
T he second m otivation is utilitarian.Since Coh ° isaln ost collinearw ith the
incident neutrino, in m assive neutrino detectorsa Coh ° event w illm anifest
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Fig.1l.Diagram oftheCoh ° process, + A ! + A +

itself as a forward electrom agnetic shower posing a background for the .-
Induced signal. T his is relevant to the long baseline experin ents searching for

e appearance w ith the purpose ofm easuring them ixing angle 13 .A precise
m easurem ent of Coh ° , although conducted at energies higher than those
of the Iong baseline profcts at Ferm iab M INO S/NO A ), w ill constrain the
error on a m odelprediction of this background to the . appearance.F inally,
the study of coherent pion production provides an insight into the structure
of the weak hadronic current [1,8],and o ersa test of the partially conserved
axialsvector current hypothesis (PCAC) [9]. Ref. [10] presents an excellent
review of these topics.

A ooherent Interaction, F igure 1, where no charge or isogpin is exchanged be-
tween the and the target nucleus (A ) which recoils w ithout breakup, leads
to an enhanceam ent in the crosssection. In theCoh ° process the interaction
is m ediated by a pom eron-like particle bearing the quantum num ber of the
vacuum . T he cross section isdom inated by the axialvector current. T he contri-
bution of the isovector current to theCoh ° processism ininalwhere Z ° can
beviewed asa meson which producesa ° exchanging an isoscalar ! with
A . Thism inin al contribution of the isovector current to the Coh ° arises
from two reasons: (a) the cross section of the isovector -A interaction is zero
In the forward direction, a direction preferred by the nuclar form factor; and
(b) the vector com ponent has a contribution proportionalto (1 2 sin? a )P
reducing the isovector contribution further, the net reduction w ith respect to
the axial part being a factor of 3.5. The PCAC hypothesis stipulates that for
zero-m om entum transfer (Q 2 = 0, where Q ? is the negative of the sjyuare
of the fourm om entum transfer from the incident neutrino to the target), the

A cross section can be related to the A cross section. The A cross
section in the forward direction is related to the strong -A iInteraction as
ollow s:



n 3 | O # 2 n ' #
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dxdydt 020 2 2 dt

In Equation (1) G is the Fem i coupling constant, M  is the nuclon m ass,
x=0Q2?=2M andy = =E ,where isthe energy of the hadronic system

In the nalstate, are the standard scaling variable,and £ = 0:93m isthe
pion decay constant. The variable t quanti es the coherence (forwardness)
and isde ned ast= ﬁ = (g P ), ie. the square of the fourm om entum

transfer to the nucleus. In a neutral current (NC ) event since the em ergent
neutrino rem ains invisible, jtj cannot be m easured. Instead the very small
transverse m om entum expected in a coherent interaction can be quanti ed
using thevariable de nedas: o = E o[l cos( o)]:Thisvariable has
the property that its distrdbution depends weakly on the incident neutrino

energy.

For low but non-zero Q ¢ values, the hadron dom fnance m odel [11] provides a
guide to extend the cross section formul for the Coh ° -like process. The 7 °
boson can be viewed as a superposition of axial vector and vector currents.
T hese com pose the weak hadronic current.

2 Beam and D etector

T he N eutrino O scillation M A gnetic D etector (NOM AD ) experin ent at CERN
used a neutrino beam [12] produced by the 450 G eV protons from the Su-
per Proton Synchrotron (SPS) incident on a beryllium target and producing
secondary ,K ,and K f m esons. T he positively charged m esons were fo-
cussad by two m agnetic homs into a 290 m long evacuated decay pipe.D ecays
of ,K ,and K E produced the SP S neutrino beam . T he average neutrino

ght path to NOMAD was 628 m , the detector being 836 m dow nstream
of the Betarget. The SPS beam lne and the neutrino ux incident at NO -
MAD aredescribed in [13]. The - ux in NOMAD is constrained by the
and K production m easuram ents in proton-Be collision by the SPY exper—
ment [14,15,16] and by an earlier m easuram ent conducted by A therton et
al. [17]. The E -ntegrated relative com position of T el e CC events,
constrained in situ by the m easurem ent of CC —interactions of each of the
neutrino species, is1:00 : 0:025 : 0:015 : 0:0015. Thus, 95% of -events,
aredue to -interactionswith a amall™ -contam hation.

The NOMAD experin ent was designed to search for ; oscillations
at m 2 5 &V?,and in lJatge m 2 range it set stringent lin it [18] on



this search, along with the CHORU S expermm ent [19]. The NOM AD appara—
tus [20] was com posad of several sub-detectors. T he active target com prised
132 planesof3 3 m ? drift cham bers (D C ) w ith an average density sin ilar to
that of Iiguid hydrogen (0.1 gm /am ®). 0 n average, the equivalent m aterial in
the D C encountered by particles produced In a —nteraction was about half
a radiation length and a quarter of an hadronic interaction length ( ). The

ducialm ass of the NOM AD DC-target, 2.7 tons, was com posed prin arily
of carbon (64% ), oxygen (22% ), nitrogen (6% ), and hydrogen (5% ) yielding
an e ective atom ic number, A =12.8, sin ilar to carbon. D ownstream of the
D C , there were ninem odules of transition radiation detectors (TRD ), followed
by a preshower (PR S) and a lead-glass electrom agnetic calorin eter (ECAL).
Theensamble of DC,TRD ,and PRS/ECAL was placed w ithin a dipolem ag—
net providing a 04 T magnetic eld orthogonal to the neutrino beam line.
Two planes of scintillation counters, T; and T, , positioned upstream and
downstream of the TRD , provided the trigger In com bination w ith an anti-
colncidence signal,V , from the veto counterupstream and outside them agnet.
D ownstream of the m agnet was a hadron calorin eter, followed by two m uon—
stations each com prising large area drift cham bers and ssparated by an iron

Iter placed at 8—and 13- ’sdownstream ofthe ECAL, that provided a clean
denti cation of the muons. The scham atic of the detector In the Y -Z view
is shown in Figure 2. The charged tracks In the DC we@geasured w@@
approxin atem om entum (p) resolution of ,=p = 0:05= L 0:008p= L°>
(o hGeV/cand L Inm eters) w ith unam biguous charge ssparation In the en—
ergy range of interest. T he detailed Individual reconstruction of each charged
and neutral track and their precise m om entum vector m easurem ent enabled
a quantitative description of the event kinem atics: the strength and basis of
NOMAD analyses. The experim ent recorded over 1.7 m illion neutrino inter-
actions in its active drift-cham ber (D C ) target. T hese data are unique in that
they constitute the Jargest high resolution neutrino data sam ple w ith accurate
denti cationsof ,~ , .,and . charged current interactions in the energy
range O (1) E 300 G &V .In addition, the experim ent recorded over 2
m illion —nteractions in the A k<oil and over 20 m illion In the Fe-scintillator
calorin eter, both upstream of the activeD C target.
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Fiy. 2. Schen atic of the DC tracker and a coherent ¢ event candidate :n NOM AD where both photons from the © decay convert i
the D C ’s. T he rad crosses represent drift cham ber digitizations that are used in the track—reconstruction, w hereas the black ones are not.
Theupstream ( 1 ) and downstream ( 2 ) m om entum vectors when extrapolated upstream intersect w ithin the ducialvolum e.




3 TheCoh Y Signature and M odels

The signature orCoh ° isa single forward ° and nothingelse.The ° will
prom ptly decay into two forward photons (). In m assive neutrino detectors
the signalw illm anifest itself asan electrom agnetic show er, short and com pact,
w ith a forward direction. T he accom panying irreducible backgrounds w ill be
e, e,and NC eventsdom inated by °’s.InNOM AD ,however,theCoh °
signal w ill reveal two distinct photons. T he photons w ill either both convert
In the DC target, or one of the photons w ill convert in the tracker and the
other w ill be m easured in the electrom agnetic calorim eter (ECAL), or both
photonsw illbem easured In the ECA L. In this analysis we focus on the event
sam ple where both photons convert in the DC target. Figure 2 show s such
an event. The m om enta of the associated e and e’ are measured in the
magnetic eld. Each event thus provides a com plete °-m om entum vector.
W e use theRein-Sehgal (RS) model [1]to sinulate the Coh ° interaction in
the NOM AD detector.As a check we also sinulated the Coh ° interaction
follow ing the BelkovK opeliovich (BK ) [8]m odel. The % reconstruction e —
clency com puted using the BK m odel is sin ilar to that determ ned by the R S
m odel.

Recently a set of new Coh ° calulations has been proposed (see [21], [22],
and [23]).They focuson Coh 0 production In low -energy neutrino interaction
(O (1) G&V).However, the present C oh % m easurem ent at an average B/
25 G eV, more precise by about a factor of three than currently availble,
could be usad to constrain param eters used in these calculations.

4 Selection of Exclisive 2— Events

W e select events with two converted photons in the DC target. The anal-
ysis uses the entire NOM AD data and the associated M onte Carlo (M C)

sam ples as described in  [24]. The number of fully corrected -CC In the
standard ducialvolum e of NOMAD is1:44 10 events: the denom inator
for the present m easurem ent. The NC-D IS sam ple, de ned by requiring that
the generated invariant hadronic m ass squared (W 2) be 1:96 Gev?, is
nom alized to 0:53 10° events which corresponds to 037 of the €C.
TheNC-Resonance W 2  1:96) sample is set at 3.5% ofthe NC-D IS.The
M C sam ple speci c¢ to this analysis is the RS Coh ° sinulation.M otivated

by the -nduced coherent— * cross sections presented in [8] and the fact
that the NC /CC coherent pion cross section ratio should be (1/2),theCoh °

sam ple is nom alized to 5000 events w ith generated E o 05 GeV.The
large sam ple of data and those of the NC and CC deep inelastic scattering
(DIS) M C events are sub Ected to a presslection. T he presslection includes



the ollow Ing requirem ents: (a) the presence of one converted photon whose
reconstructed conversion point isde ned as the event vertex X ,Y , 72 ); (o)
no denti ed muons; (c) vertex coordinates of the converted photon w ithin the

ducial volum e, X ; (Y 5)j 130 an and Zy in Z 405 an where
Z v in depends upon the detector con guration (see [24] for detail); (d) the
nvariant mass (M ..) ofthee and e' lessthan 100 M &V /c? which selects
both the converted photons | the upstream being 1 ,and the dow nstream
being 2 | ,with 95% purity and 97% e ciency. T he presslection reduces the
data and the NC-M C sam ples by a factor of about a hundred.

The cuts for the nal selection of the Coh ° events are set to m axin ize the
selection e ciency of two photon conversions in the DC tracker. T he cuts are
optin ized to reduce the NC-D IS background while keeping the Coh % signal
high. W e also Iook at about 10% of the data to check the e cacy of cuts
usad in reducing the background induced by —interactions occurring outside
the ducialvolime | the outside background (OBG ). The rem aining data
have no In uence on the choice of the cuts. T he results presented here include
the entire data sam ple. Among the generated Coh ° , only about 29% of
events trigger the apparatus. T he loss arises from the non-converted photons
(" 50% ) and, am ong the converted photons, from thee =e* tracks thatdo
not reach the downstream trigger counters ( 20% ).

The nal event selection follow s the presslection cuts with m ore stringent
requirem ent. The M .. cut is tightened to 50 M eV /c? which increases the
photon conversion purity to 98% while reducing the e ciency to 93% .
Two additional cuts are In posed to reduce outside background by requiring
that there be no tracks upstream of the rst photon conversion ( 1 ) and
that there be no hits associated with the tracks com posing the 1 in the
m ost upstream D C . T he second photon conversion, 2 , occurs dow nstream .
T he tw o reconstructed photon m cm entum vectors enable one to determ ine the
—interaction vertex by extrapolating the vectors upstream and nding the co—
ordinates of their distance of closest approach (DCA ). The procedure de nes
the D CA wvertex w ith coordinates denoted asDCAX ,DCA-Y ,and DCA-Z.
The D CA <vertex resolution is well understood using ordinary —interactions
w here the prim ary charged tracks com posing the event vertex are ignored and
the rest of the event is subjcted to the 1 and 2 reconstruction. The
DCAX and DCAY resolution is’ 2:5 an . However, the DCA Z resolu—
tion is poor, / 13 an . This is expected sihce photons from a Coh ° decay
have a an all opening angle, consequently their intersection in the Z-direction
w 11l be poorly determ ined. Finally, the angular resolution ofthe 1 and 2
vectors is precise (! 5 mrad) but the m om entum resolution, as determ ined
via the curvature of the e and e tracks, is poorer (! 13% ) due to the
brem sstrahlung losses. T herefore w e have principally relied upon angular vari-
ables to determ ine the signal. Table 1 sum m arizes the selection of events in
the M C sam ples. T he reconstruction e ciency of the Coh ° signalis 7.8%



Ccut Coh ° RS | NCDIS|NCRes

R aw 14354 47432 | 11328

No -ID 14354 46879 | 1125.7

1 Fd-Cuts 13730 46823 | 10304
1 Me 50Mev 917.5 3664.9 272
No Upstream Track 8622 1717.7 23.8
No Veto 858 4 16595 23.7
2 Fd-Cuts 1289 3117 12
2 Mee 50Mev 1175 236.7 11
E o 0:5Gev 1175 236.7 11
DCA-=K ;(Y 5)j 130 an 1159 2252 1.0
DCAZ Zuy in 1126 2225 1.0
DCAZ Zy in 33 2.7 0.0

Tablk 1
Selection of Exclisive 2— Events in theM C Sam ples: The M C sam ples have been
nom alized as presented in Section 4.

(the BK modelyields 7.7% .) Table 1 also show s that the NC R esonance pro-—

duction contrbutes less than 1% to the sam ple. In the follow ing the resonance

contrlbution is sim ply added to the NC-D IS com ponent. T he presslected data

are sub fcted to dentical cuts. Having ddenti ed the two photons, and having
mposed the DCA X /Y cuts, data can be com pared w ith the respective pre-

dictions as shown in the Table 2. Note that the fraction of events failing the

DCA-Z cut is larger in data than those n the Coh ° and NC-D IS sinula—

tions. T his is due to neutrinos Interacting in m aterial just outside the ducial
volum e cut such as them agnet, coil, etc., which are not sin ulated in theM C .

Som e of these interactions w ill also produce events with DCA 2 ZM in -

T he m easurem ent of this background and the calibration of the NCD IS and

Coh Y predictions are presented in the ©llow ing section.

5 Extraction of the Coh ° Signal

T he extraction of Coh ° signal is data driven.M onte C arl sim ulations can
neither reliably provide the nom alization of the outsidedbackground nor the
nom alization of the NC-D IS induced ° where nothing else is visble nor
the shape of the  variables. D istinct control sam ples In the data provide a
m easure of these backgrounds, including the integral and the shape of the

10



variables relevant to this analysis.

First we present the m easurem ent of background induced by —interactions
outside the ducialvolime (OBG ).Asshown in Tabl 1, the fraction ofM C
events In the ducialregion butwith DCAZ Zu in 1s negligble. The 169

data events that fail the DCA Z cut (see Table 2) are dom inated by interac-
tions upstream of the detector (Z Z M in );the contribution from the events

entering from the sides give a an all contribution ( 2% of the background).
This is for two reasons: rst, since the transverse resolution of D CA —rertex is
accurate to 3an,theDCAX and DCA Y cuts largely elin inate these

events; second, am ong the events relevant to the Coh 0 selection the two

photons travel along the beam while particles entering the detector from the

sides have m uch larger angles.

T he 169 events failing the DCA Z cut (Table 2) are the key to providing the
nom alization for the outsidebackground (0BG ). To determ ine the OBG a
di erent data sam ple is selected in which a vertex is reconstructed upstream
of the detector (Z Zw in ). In this control sam ple the prim ary tracks are
then ignored and the events are subfcted to the Coh ° analysis. A totalof
1378 events survive this selection of which 451 (927) events have the DCA
vertex within (outside) the ducial volum e. Figure 3 com pares the shape of
the Z-distrbution of the DCA of the 169 events that failthe DCA cut in the
Coh Y signal sample with the 927 events that fail this cut in the control
sam ple. T he shapes agree well

W e thusm easure the nom alized O BG prediction to be: [451=927] 169 =

82:2 6:9 events. T he distrbutions of the O BG variables (vertex position,
, M , etc.) are m easured using the twophoton datawith DCAZ  Zy i

nom alized to 822 events. Table 2 presents the calibrated O BG background.

Second, we present them easuram ent of the NC -D IS background.The NC -D IS

com ponent ofthe 2— sam ple is selected using the kinem atic variables.W e use
events with M o 022 GeV/c? or 4., 0:05,where the Coh ° con-
tribution ism Inin al, to obtain the nom alization of the NC-D IS, 0.86,wih a

75% statistical precision. T he distributions of the NC -D IS variables predicted

by the M C are corrected using the D ata-Simulator (D S) technique: rst,NC
events w ith a reconstructed prin ary vertex are selected from both data and

M C ; then, after rem oving the prim ary tracks, these events are sub fcted to the

Coh % analysis; nally, the ratio D ata/M C provides the D S-correction. T his
correction is found to be unity within 10% .Tabl 2 presents the calibbrated

N C-D IS background.

F inally, we present the extraction of the Coh ° signalwhich is based upon

threevariables: ., ,,and ,,where , istheopeninganglkbetween 1
and 2 .The choice of variables is dictated by the resolution. T he variables

11
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Fig. 3. Com parison of the Z DCA D istrbbutions Failing DCA-Cut: Shown are
7 -DCA distributions of the Coh ° sam ple (solid-black) and that of events origi-
nating from interactions upstream (open-red).

;1 and 5 are correlated while 1, displays no correlation w ith the form er
variables.A 2 between data and prediction isde ned usihg two distributions:
the two-din ensional ; and , distribution, and the ;, distribution.The

2 petween the data and the prediction is m inim ized with respect to the
Coh Y nomnalization factor, . The expected numbers of 0BG and NC-—
D IS events are determ ined as described above, and are kept  xed, whilke the
sinulated Coh ° sample is nom alized to 5000 generated events. The 2
ism inim ized with respect to  which is varied between 0 and 2 In steps of

12



Cut Coh ® RS |NCDIS|OBG | Total|| Data

DCA-K ;(Y 5)j 130 an 1142 1937 | 2419 | 5498 || 550

DCAZ  Zu in 1109 1914 | 822 | 3845 || 381

DCA-Z  Zu in 33 23 | 1597|1653 | 169
Tablke 2

DCA €uts and the 2- Sam ples: D ata and predictions passing the DCA cuts are
shown.The nalcalbration of the Coh ° and background predictions are given
in Section 5.
0.0l.Themininum 2,451 for 44 degrees of freedom (D oF ), is obtained for
= 0:985 0:113.The probability of this t is 0.44.U sing the num ber of
Coh % signal (1126) in Table 1 and = 0:985, we extract the observed
signal: 110:9 12:5.The error is statistical and corresponds to a2 change
by one unit.

To check if the two photon data can be explained using only OBG and NC-D IS
com ponent, we set the Coh ° contrbution to zero and  t for the nom aliza—
tion of OBG and NC-D IS | their resgpective distrdbutions being xed by the
data.Thebest 2 was 803 for 43 D oF but neither the nom alization nor any
ofthedata distrbutions | the 1 and 2 vertex positions, the D CA wvertex
position, energy, P+, ,M ,etc. | are well described by this hypothesis.
T he probability of this tis 0.001.

Having determ Ined all the com ponents of the 2— sam ple, Table 2 com pares
the nalpredictions with the data. Below we present a com parison of a set
of salient vardiables between data in sym bols and expectation | D S-corrected

NC-D IS in red-dotted histogram ,0BG in green-histogram ,theCoh ° signal
In bluecoarsely-hatched histogram , and the total expectation M C ) in black

histogram . Figure 4 and Figure 5 compare the E  ,de nedasE; + E ,,
and P; distrbutions. Figure 6 com pares the invariant m ass distrlbution

computed using the 1 and 2 vectors. Figure 7 and Figure 8 com pare
the ; and , distrdbutions; and Figure 9 com pares the ;, distribution.
T he agreem ent between data and M C for the variables is satisfactory. For
flustration, in Figure 10 we present the com parison of the M distrbution

between data and the best tted (OBG+NC-D IS) prediction with Coh °

set to zero: here the DatavsM C 2 increases by 12 units com pared to the
Figure 6.
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6 System atic U ncertainties

T he principal source of system atic error in the m easurem ent of the Coh °
cross section com es from the error in determ ining the NC D IS induced con-
tribution to the 2—- sampl. The 75% ermror n the NC-D IS contribution
transhtes to 7.0% in the signal. Since the 0BG is entirely determm ined by the
169 events that failthe D C A —cut, its contribution to theCoh ° signaliscom —
puted to be 54% .The eror in the ° reconstruction e ciency is estin ated
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Source Error

NC-DIS 7.0%
OBG 54%
0 R econstruction 2.7%

A bsolute N omm alization 2.5%

Total 9.5%

Tabl 3
Systam atic Uncertainties in the Coh ° Cross Section.

to be 2.7% detem ined using -conversions from standard D IS interactions.
F inally, the error in the absolute ux determ ination is detem ined to be 2.5%

which com es about as follow s: the error is 2.1% for B 30 Gev,26% for
10 E 30 GeV,and 4.0% for 2:5 E 10 GeV as detem ined

in [24]; these errors are ©ded in with the Coh ° crosssection as a fiinction
of E vyielding an overall ux nomm alization error of 2.5% . These errors are
sum m arized in Table 3.

7 Result

U sing the RS model, the Coh ° reconstruction e ciency is estin ated to be
2.27% .This value is the product of the fraction of Coh ° events that trigger
the apparatus (29 0% ),and the reconstruction e ciency (7.8% ). The -=sampl
is dom inated by the -interactions. The Coh ° sam ple is corrected for the
an all contribution from otherneutrino species to yield a pure  -contribution.
T he correction factor to account for the , e,and . contributions to the
Coh Y interactionsis 0.94.T he factor takes into account the di erent energy
Soectra forthedi erent - avors (weassum ethatthe and inducedC off
cross sections are the sam e). The error in the Coh ° cross section due to this
6% correction is  0:6% and isdeam ed negligible in this analysis. T hus the

~nduced Coh ° eventsare 4630 522(stat) 426(syst) events. The
num ber of fully corrected £C in the same ducial volum e ism easured to
bel:44 10°.0ur result is:

))=[3:21 0:36(stat) 0:29(syst)] 10 °  (2)

U sing the m easured inclusive < C cross—section from [24]as a function of
E , the absolute cross section of Coh ° production or A = 12:8 at the
average energy of the neutrino ux E = 24:8 G &V isdeterm ined to be:
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E xperin ent N uclkeus | AvgE (Coh 9) coh °/ <cC
Gev 10 “%cm ?=N ucleus 10 3
A achenPadova [2] 277 2 (29 10)
G argam elle [3] 30 2 (31 20)
CHARM [4] 20 30 (96  42)
SKAT [5] 30 7 (79  28) (4:33 1:5)
15'BC [6] 20 20 (0220 0:04)
NOMAD 128 24 .8 (726 10:6) (321 0:46)

Tabk 4
Com pilation of Coh ° M easurem ents: W e point out that Ref. [10] cites a value of
(2:0 0:4) 10 3 ®orcCoh %/ =<C asattrbuted to [6].

(A ! A %= [72%6 8:id(stat) 6:9(syst)] 10 *°cm *=nucleus
(3)

T hem easurem ent agreesw ith theR S prediction of/ (78 10 *“°)cm ?=nucleus
usihgA = 12:8 and the CERN-SPS ux.A com parison oftheNOM AD m ea—
suram ent of the Coh ° w ith other published m easuram ents is sum m arized in
Tabk 4.

To summ arize, we have presented an analysis ofthe Coh ° interaction in the
N C using the two reconstructed photons in the nalstate.This isthem ost

precise m easurem ent of the Coh ° process.
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