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A bstract

Theresultsofthem easurem entsofthedouble-di�erentialproduction cross-sectionsofpions,d
2
�
�
=dpd
,

in p-C and �
�
-C interactionsusing the forward spectrom eterofthe HARP experim entare presented.The

incidentparticlesare12 G eV=cprotonsand charged pionsdirected onto a carbon targetwith a thicknessof

5% ofanuclearinteraction length.Forp-C interactionstheanalysisisperform ed using100035 reconstructed

secondary tracks,while the corresponding num bersoftracks for �
�
-C and �

+
-C analyses are 106534 and

10122 respectively. Cross-section resultsare presented in the kinem atic range 0.5 G eV=c � p� < 8 G eV=c

and 30 m rad � �� < 240 m rad in the laboratory fram e. The m easured cross-sections have a directim pact

on the precise calculation ofatm ospheric neutrino 
uxes and on the im proved reliability ofextensive air

showersim ulationsby reducing the uncertaintiesofhadronic interaction m odelsin the low energy range.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0802.0657v1
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1 Introduction

The HARP experim ent [1,2]at the CERN PS was designed to m ake m easurem ents ofhadron yields from

a large range ofnuclear targets and for incident particle m om enta from 1.5 G eV/c to 15 G eV/c. The m ain

m otivations are the m easurem ent of pion yields for a quantitative design of the proton driver of a future

neutrino factory [3],a substantialim provem entin the calculation ofthe atm ospheric neutrino 
uxes [4]and

them easurem entofparticleyieldsasinputforthe
ux calculation ofacceleratorneutrino experim ents,such as

K 2K [5,6],M iniBooNE [7]and SciBooNE [8].

The �rst HARP physics publication [9]reported m easurem ents ofthe �+ production cross-section from an

alum inum targetat12.9 G eV/c proton m om entum . This correspondsto the energy ofthe K EK PS and the

targetm aterialused by theK 2K experim ent.Theresultsobtained in Ref.[9]weresubsequently applied to the

�nalneutrino oscillation analysisofK 2K [6],allowing a signi�cantreduction ofthe dom inantsystem atic error

associated with the calculation ofthe so-called far-to-nearratio (see [9]and [6]fora detailed discussion)and

thusan increased K 2K sensitivity to the oscillation signal.

O urnextgoalwasto contributeto theunderstanding ofthe M iniBooNE and SciBooNE neutrino 
uxes.They

are both produced by the Booster Neutrino Beam at Ferm ilab which originates from protons accelerated to

8.9 G eV/cby theboosterbeforebeing collided againsta beryllium target.AswasthecasefortheK 2K beam ,

a fundam entalinputforthecalculation oftheresulting neutrino 
ux isthem easurem entofthe�+ production

cross-sectionsfrom a beryllium targetat8.9 G eV/c proton m om entum ,which ispresented in [10].

W e have also perform ed m easurem entswith the HARP detectorofthe double-di�erentialcross-section for��

production at large angles by protons in the m om entum range of3{12.9 G eV=c im pinging on di�erent thin

5% nuclear interaction length (�I) targets[12,13,14]. These m easurem ents are ofspecialinterest for target

m aterialsused in conventionalacceleratorneutrino beam sand in neutrino factory designs.

In this paper we address one ofthe other m ain m otivations ofthe HARP experim ent: the m easurem ent of

the yields ofpositive and negative pions relevantfor a precise calculation ofthe atm ospheric neutrino 
uxes

and im proved m odeling ofextended air showers (EAS).W e present m easurem ents ofthe double-di�erential

cross-section,d2��=dpd
 for� � production (in the kinem atic range0.5 G eV=c� p� < 8 G eV=cand 30 m rad

� �� < 240 m rad)by protonsand charged pionsof12 G eV=c m om entum im pinging on a thin carbon target

of5% �I. These m easurem entsare perform ed using the forward spectrom eterofthe HARP detector. HARP

resultson the m easurem entofthe double-di�erential�� production cross-section in proton{carbon collisions

in the range ofpion m om entum 100 M eV=c� p� < 800 M eV=c and angle 0:35 rad � �� < 2:15 rad obtained

with the HARP large-anglespectrom eterarepresented in a separatearticle[13].

Theexistingworld datafor�� production on lighttargetsin thelow energyregion ofincom ingbeam (� 25G eV)

areratherlim ited.A num berof�xed targetm easurem entswith a good phasespacecoverageexistforberyllium

targetsand low energy proton beam s[15,16,17,18,19,20].However,in generalthesedata areoften restricted

to a few �xed angles and have lim ited statistics. The work ofEichten et al.[19]has becom e a widely used

standard reference dataset. This experim ent used a proton beam with energy of24 G eV and a beryllium

target. The secondary particles (pions,kaons,protons) were m easured in a broad angular range (17 m rad

< � < 127 m rad)and in m om entum region from 4 G eV=c up to 18 G eV=c. A m easurem entofinclusive pion

production in proton-beryllium interactions at 6.4,12.3,and 17.5 G eV=c proton beam m om entum has been

published recently by the E910 experim entatBNL [21]. In this work the di�erential�+ and �� production

cross-sectionshavebeen m easured up to 400 m rad in �� and up to 6 G eV=cin p�.W e should stress,however,

thatthe data forpion projectilesarestillvery scarce.
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Figure 1: Schem atic layoutofthe HARP detector. The convention forthe coordinate system isshown in the

lower-rightcorner.

Carbon is isoscalar and so are nitrogen and oxygen,so the extrapolation to air is the m ost straightforward.

Unfortunately,the existing data fora carbon targetatlow energiesare very scarce.The only m easurem entof

p-C collisions,which wasnotlim ited to a�xed angle,wastheexperim entdoneby Barton etal.[22].Thesedata

werecollected using theFerm ilab SingleArm Spectrom eterfacility in theM 6E beam line.A proton beam with

a m om entum of100 G eV/c and a thin 2% �I (1.37 g/cm
2)carbon targetwasused.However,the phase space

ofthesecondary particles(pions,kaons,protons)coversonly a very sm allpartofthephasespaceofinterestto

the calculation ofthe atm osphericneutrino 
uxesand to EAS m odeling.

Recentlythep-C dataat158G eV=cprovided bytheNA49experim entatCERN SPS in alargeacceptancerange

havebecom eavailable[23].Therelevantdataareexpected alsofrom theM IPP experim entatFerm ilab [24].W e

would liketo m ention thattheNA61 experim ent[25]took �rstp-C data at30 G eV=cin autum n of2007.The

foreseen m easurem entsofim portance forastroparticle physicsare studiesofp-C interactionsatthe incom ing

beam m om enta 30,40,50 G eV=cand �� -C interactionsat158 and 350 G eV=c.

1.1 Experim entalapparatus

The HARP experim ent[1,2]m akesuse ofa large-acceptance spectrom eterconsisting ofa forward and large-

angle detection system . The HARP detector is shown in Fig.1. A detailed description ofthe experim ental

apparatus can be found in Ref.[2]. The forward spectrom eter is based on �ve m odules oflarge area drift

cham bers (NDC1-5) [26]and a dipole m agnet com plem ented by a set ofdetectors for particle identi�cation

(PID):atim e-of-
ightwall(TO FW )[27],alargeCherenkovdetector(CHE)and an electrom agneticcalorim eter

(ECAL).Itcoverspolaranglesup to 250m rad.Them uon contam ination ofthebeam ism easured with a m uon

identi�erconsisting ofthick iron absorbersand scintillation counters.Thelarge-anglespectrom eter{ based on

a Tim e Projection Cham ber(TPC)and Resistive Plate Cham bers(RPCs)located inside a solenoidalm agnet

{ hasa large acceptance in the m om entum and angularrange forthe pionsrelevantto the production ofthe

m uonsin a neutrino factory (seethecorresponding HARP publications[12,13,14]).Fortheanalysisdescribed

hereweuse the forward spectrom eterand the beam instrum entation.
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Figure 2:Schem atic view ofthe triggerand beam equipm ent.The description isgiven in the text. The beam

entersfrom the left.TheM W PCsarenum bered:1,4,2,3 from leftto right.O n the right,the position ofthe

targetinsidethe inner�eld cageofthe TPC isshown.

TheHARP experim ent,located in theT9 beam oftheCERN PS,took data in 2001and 2002.Them om entum

de�nition ofthe T9 beam isknown with a precision ofthe orderof1% [28].

The targetisplaced inside the inner�eld cage (IFC)ofthe TPC.The cylindricalcarbon targetused forthe

m easurem entsreported herehasapurityof99.99% ,athicknessof18.94m m ,adiam eterof30.26m m and am ass

of25.656 g. The corresponding density ofthe targetis1.88 g/cm 3 (forcom parison the density ofgraphite is

2.27g/cm 3).Thethicknessofthecarbon targetisequivalentto5% ofanuclearinteraction length (3.56g/cm 2).

A sketch ofthe equipm entin the beam line isshown in Fig.2.A setoffourm ulti-wireproportionalcham bers

(M W PCs) m easures the position and direction ofthe incom ing beam particles with an accuracy of� 1 m m

in position and � 0.2 m rad in angle perprojection. A beam tim e-of-
ightsystem (BTO F)m easuresthe tim e

di�erence ofparticles overa 21:4 m path-length. It is m ade oftwo identicalscintillation hodoscopes,TO FA

and TO FB (originally builtfortheNA52 experim ent[29]),which,togetherwith a sm alltarget-de�ning trigger

counter (TDS,also used for the trigger and described below),provide particle identi�cation at low energies.

This provides separation ofpions,kaons and protons up to 5 G eV=c and determ ines the initialtim e at the

interaction vertex (t0).The tim ing resolution ofthe com bined BTO F system isabout70 ps.A system oftwo

N 2-�lled Cherenkov detectors (BCA and BCB) is used to tag electrons at low energies and pions at higher

energies. The electron and pion tagging e�ciency isfound to be close to 100% . Atthe beam energy used for

thisanalysisthe Cherenkov countersareused to descrim inate between protonsand lighterparticles,while the

BTO F isused to rejections.

A setoftriggerdetectorscom pletesthebeam instrum entation:a thin scintillatorslab coveringthefullaperture

ofthelastquadrupolem agnetin thebeam lineisused tostartthetriggerlogicdecision (BS);asm allscintillator

disk,TDS m entioned above,positioned upstream ofthe targetto ensure thatonly particleshitting the target

causea trigger;and ‘halo’counters(scintillatorswith a holeto letthebeam particlespass)to veto particlestoo

faraway from the beam axis.TheTDS isdesigned to havea very high e�ciency (m easured to be 99.9% [30]).

Thetriggersignalwasform ed by a logicalO R offourphoto-m ultiplierswhich viewed thesideofthedisk from

foursidesthrough light-guides.Thedistribution ofm ultiplicity ofthesignalsofthefourphoto-m ultiplierscould

be used to inferthe overalle�ciency. Itis located asnearaspossible to the entrance ofthe TPC and hasa

20 m m diam eter,sm allerthan thetargetdiam eterof30 m m .Itstim eresolution (� 130 ps)issu�ciently good

to be used asan additionaldetectorforthe BTO F system .
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A downstream triggerin theforward triggerplane(FTP)wasrequired torecord theevent.TheFTP isadouble

plane ofscintillation counters covering the fullaperture ofthe spectrom eter m agnetexcept a 60 m m central

holeforallowing non-interacting beam particlesto pass.The e�ciency ism easured using tracksrecognized by

the pattern recognition in the NDC’sin a sam ple ofeventstaken with a beam -triggeronly and with a trigger

based on signalsin the Cherenkov detector. Accepting only trackswith a trajectory outside the centralhole,

the e�ciency ofthe FTP ism easured to be > 99.8% .

The track reconstruction and particle identi�cation algorithm s as wellas the calculation of reconstruction

e�cienciesaredescribed in detailsin [9,10,11].

1.2 Experim entaltechniques for the H A R P forw ard spectrom eter

A detailed description ofestablished experim entaltechniquesforthe data analysisin the HARP forward spec-

trom etercan be found in Ref.[9,11].

W ith respecttoour�rstpublished paperon pion production in p{Alinteractions[9],anum berofim provem ents

to theanalysistechniquesand detectorsim ulation havebeen m ade.The presentresultsarebased on thesam e

eventreconstruction asdescribed in Ref.[10]. The m ostim portantim provem entsintroduced in this analysis

com pared with the one presented in Ref.[9]are:

� An increase ofthe track reconstruction e�ciency which is now constant over a m uch larger kinem atic

rangeand a betterm om entum resolution com ing from im provem entsin the tracking algorithm .

� Better understanding ofthe m om entum scale and resolution ofthe detector,based on data,which was

then used to tunethesim ulation.Theem pty-targetdata (which isused asa \testbeam " exposureforthe

dipole spectrom eter),elastic scattering data using a liquid hydrogen targetand a m ethod ofcom parison

with them easurem entoftheparticlevelocityin theTO FW wereused tostudy them om entum calibration.

Thisresultsin sm allersystem aticerrorsassociated with theunsm earing correctionsdeterm ined from the

M onte Carlo sim ulation.

� New particleidenti�cation hitselection algorithm sboth in theTO FW and in theCHE resulting in m uch

reduced background and negligiblee�ciency losses.ThePID algorithm sdeveloped fortheHARP forward

spectrom eteraredescribed in detailsin Ref.[9,11]and therecentim provem entsarereported in Ref.[10].

In the kinem atic range ofthe currentanalysis,the pion identi�cation e�ciency isabout98% ,while the

background from m is-identi�ed protonsiswellbelow 1% .

� Signi�cantincreasesin M onteCarloproductionhavealsoreduced uncertaintiesfrom M onteCarlostatistics

and allowed studieswhich havereduced certain system atics.

Furtherdetailsoftheim proved analysistechniquescan befound in [10].Forthecurrentanalysiswehaveused

identicalreconstruction and PID algorithm s,while at the �nalstage ofthe analysis the unfolding technique

introduced as UFO in [9]has been applied. The application ofthis technique has already been described in

Ref.[12].

The absolute norm alization ofthe num berofincidentprotonswasperform ed using ‘incident-proton’triggers.

Thesearetriggerswherethesam eselection on thebeam particlewasapplied butno selection on theinteraction

wasperform ed.The rateofthistriggerwasdown-scaled by a factor64.

Them uon contam ination in thebeam wasm easured by thebeam m uon identi�er(BM I)located downstream of

thecalorim eter(seeFig.1).TheBM Iisa1.40m widestructureplacedin thehorizontaldirectionasym m etrically
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with respectto the beam line,in orderto interceptallthe beam m uonswhich arehorizontally de
ected by the

spectrom eterm agnet.Itconsistsofa passive0.40 m layerofiron followed by an iron-scintillatorsandwich with

�veplanesofsix scintillatorseach,read outatboth sides,giving a totalof6:4 �int.

In section 2 we present the analysis procedure. Physics results are presented in section 3 together with a

discussion on therelevanceoftheseresultsto atm osphericneutrino 
ux calculationsand to extensiveairshower

sim ulations.Finally,a sum m ary ispresented in section 4.

2 A nalysisofcharged pion production in p-C and ��-C interactions

2.1 D ata selection

The datasetsused forthe m easurem entsofthe production cross-sectionsofpositive and negativepionsin p-C

and �� -C interactionsat12 G eV=cweretaken during two shortrun periods(only two dayslong foreach beam

polarity)in Juneand Septem ber2002.O veronem illion eventswith positivebeam and m orethan halfa m illion

eventswith negativebeam werecollected.Fordetailed eventstatisticsseeTable 1.

2.1.1 B eam particle selection and interaction selection

Atthe�rststageoftheanalysisa favoured beam particletypeisselected using thebeam tim eof
ightsystem

(TO F-A,TO F-B)and the Cherenkov counters(BCA,BCB)asdescribed in section 1.1. A value ofthe pulse

heightconsistentwith thepedestalin both beam Cherenkov detectorsdistinguishesprotonsfrom electronsand

pions.W ealso ask fortim em easurem entsin TO F-A,TO F-B and/orTDS which areneeded forcalculating the

arrivaltim eofthebeam proton atthetarget.Thebeam TO F system isused to rejections,such asdeuterons,

butat12 G eV=cisnotused to separateprotonsfrom pions.

The setofcriteria forselecting beam protonsforthisanalysisisasfollows:we require ADC countsto be less

than 130in BCA and lessthan 125in BCB (see[2,9]form oredetails).Thebeam pionsareselected by applying

cuts on the ADC counts in BCA and BCB to be outside the range accepted for protons in both Cherenkov

counters.

In the 12 G eV=cbeam setting the nitrogen pressurein the beam Cherenkov counterswastoo low forkaonsto

beabovethethreshold.K aonsarethusa background to theproton sam ple.However,thefraction ofkaonshas

been m easured in the 12.9 G eV=c beam con�guration which is expected to be very sim ilarto the beam used

in the presentm easurem ent.In the 12.9 G eV=cbeam the fraction ofkaonscom pared to protonswasfound to

be 0.5% . Electronsradiate in the Cherenkov countersand would be counted aspions. In the 3 G eV=c beam

electronsareidenti�ed by both BCA and BCB,sincethepressurewassuch thatpionsrem ained below threshold.

In the5 G eV=cbeam electronscould betagged by BCB only;in BCA pionswerealready abovethreshold.The

e=� fraction wasm easured to be1% in the3 G eV=cbeam and < 10� 3 in the5 G eV=cbeam .By extrapolation

from the lower-energy beam settingsthiselectron contam ination can be estim ated to be negligible(< 10� 3).

In addition tothem om entum -selected beam ofprotonsand pionsoriginatingfrom theT9production targetone

expectsalso the presence ofm uonsfrom pion decay both downstream and upstream ofthe beam m om entum

selection.Therefore,preciseabsoluteknowledgeofthepion rateincidenton theHARP targetsisrequired when

m easurem entsofparticle production with incident pions are perform ed. The particle identi�cation detectors

in the beam do notdistinguish m uonsfrom pions.A separatem easurem entofthe m uon com ponenthasbeen

perform ed using datasetswithouttarget(\em pty-targetdatasets")both forM onte Carlo and realdata.Since
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the em pty-targetdata were taken with the sam e beam param etersettingsasthe data taken with targets,the

beam com position can be m easured in the em pty-target runs and then used as an overallcorrection for the

counting ofpionsin the runswith targets.

M uonsarerecognized by theirlongerrangein theBM I.Thepunch-through background in theBM Iism easured

countingtheprotons(identi�ed with thebeam detectors)thusm is-identi�ed asm uonsbytheBM I.A com parison

ofthepunch-through ratebetween sim ulated incom ingpionsand protonswasused todeterm ineacorrection for

thedi�erencebetween pionsand protonsand to determ inethesystem aticerror.Thisdi�erenceisthedom inant

system aticerrorin thebeam com position m easurem ent.Theaim wastodeterm inethecom position ofthebeam

asitstrikesthe target,thusm uonsproduced in pion decaysafterthe HARP targetshould be considered asa

background to the m easurem entofm uonsin the beam . The rate ofthese background m uons,which depends

m ainly on the totalinelastic cross-section and pion decay,wascalculated by a M onte Carlo sim ulation using

G EANT4 [31]. The m uon fraction in the beam (at the target) is obtained taking into accountthe e�ciency

ofthe BM Iselection criteria aswellasthe punch-through and decay backgrounds.The resultofthisanalysis

forthe 12 G eV=cbeam isR = �=(� + �)= (2:8� 1:0)% ,where the quoted errorincludesboth statisticaland

system aticerrors.

Sum m arizing,the purity ofthe proton beam isbetter than 99% ,with the m ain background form ed by kaons

estim ated to be 0.5% . This im purity is neglected in the analysis. The pion beam has a negligible electron

contam ination and a m uon contam ination ofalm ost3% .Them uon contam ination istaken into accountin the

norm alization ofthe pion beam .

The distribution ofthe position ofbeam particlesreconstructed in M W PCsand extrapolated to the targetis

shown in Fig.3.The position ofthe positive-chargeselected beam isshifted by about5 m m in the y-direction

with respect to the nom inalposition (x = 0;y = 0) and covers a circular area ofabout 8 m m in diam eter.

In the case ofnegatively charged beam particlesthe beam hitsthe targetm ore centrally butithasa broader

distribution ofabout 14 m m width in the y-direction. The distributions shown in Fig.3 are obtained using

\unbiased" beam triggers where the requirem ent ofthe TDS hit and the veto in the halo counters are not

applied.Also no requirem enton an interaction seen in thespectrom eterswasm ade.Undertheseconditionsthe

fullwidth ofthe beam isrecorded including particleswhich would nothitthe target. The latterare rem oved

by thestandard selection criteria.To keep theselection e�ciency high and to excludeinteractionsatthetarget

edge only the beam particles within a radius of12 m m with respect to the nom inalbeam axis are accepted

forthe analysis. In addition,the M W PC track isrequired to have a m easured direction within 5 m rad ofthe

nom inalbeam direction to furtherreducehalo particles.Afterthesecriteria therem aining num berofeventsfor

datasetswith positiveand negativebeam aresum m arized in Table1.At12 G eV=cthenegativebeam consists

only ofe� and �� (with a dom inantfraction of�� ),while the positive beam isdom inated by protons(with a

sm alladm ixture of�+ ).Thisexplainsa signi�cantly di�erentstatisticsofthe �� -C and �+ -C datasets.Note

thatin the analysisthe m easured beam pro�lesareused in the M C sim ulations.

2.1.2 Secondary track selection

Secondary track selection criteria areoptim ized to ensurethe quality ofm om entum reconstruction and a clean

tim e-of-
ightm easurem entwhilem aintainingahigh reconstruction e�ciency.Therearetwokindsofacceptance

criteriaconcerningthetrack reconstruction quality and thecharacteristicsofthetracksrelativeto thegeom etry

oftheforward spectrom eter.Thesecriteria aredescribed in whatfollowsand a sum m ary oftrack statisticsfor

thethreedi�erentdatasets(p-C,�+ -C,�� -C)isgiven in Table2.About5% to 6% ofallreconstructed tracks

in accepted eventsareused forthe �nalanalysis.The sam ple ofreconstructed trackscontainsalso large-angle

and/orlow m om entum trackswhich areonly seen in thedriftcham berm oduleupstream ofthedipolem agnet.
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Figure 3:Reconstructed position ofpositively (leftpanel)and negatively (rightpanel)charged beam particles

atthetargetplane.Thesolid circlegivestheposition and sizeofthecarbon target(diam eter:30.26 m m ),the

dashed circleindicatesthe region which correspondsto the accepted beam particles(diam eter:24 m m ).

Table 1: Totalnum ber ofeventsin 12 G eV=c carbon targetand em pty targetdatasetsand in corresponding

M onte Carlo sim ulations (see section 2.4). The totalnum ber also includes triggers taken for norm alization,

calibration and forcross-section m easurem entsin the large-anglespectrom eter.

Selection C arbon data Em pty target data M onte C arlo

Positivebeam 1062 k 886 k

p-C 467 k 287 k 20.3 M

�+ -C 40 k 25 k 20.8 M

Negativebeam 646 k 531 k

�� -C 350 k 214 k 20.8 M

The following reconstruction quality criteria havebeen applied:

� Successful m om entum reconstruction of secondary particle (m om entum estim ator p2, see Ref.[9]for

details). The above m om entum m easurem ent is obtained by extrapolating the segm ent of the track

downstream ofthe dipole m agnet to the point de�ned by the position where the beam particle track

traversesthelongitudinalm id-planeofthetarget.Thustheposition ofthehitsm easured in theupstream

driftcham ber(NDC1)isnotused forthe m om entum reconstruction.

� M orethan threehitson thetrack in NDC2 and atleast�vehitsin a road around theparticletrajectory1

in oneofthedriftcham berm odulesNDC3,4,or5 oratleastthreehitson thetrack in oneofthem odules

NDC3,4,5 and m orethan �vehitsin a road around the particletrajectory in NDC2.

� A loose criterion requiring m ore than three hits in a road around the trajectory in NDC1 and average

�2 � 30 for these hits with respect to the track in NDC1 in order to reduce non-target interaction

1The algorithm looksfordriftcham ber hits in a tube around the trajectory and places a cut on the m atching �2.
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Table 2: Num ber oftracksin accepted events before and after the selection criteria for secondary tracks are

applied.About5% to 6% ofalltracksareused forthe�nalanalysis.

Selection N um ber ofreconstructed tracks N um ber ofselected tracks

p-C 2057420 100035

�+ -C 192976 10122

�� -C 1701041 106534

backgrounds.

� The track has a m atched TO FW hit. Hits are m atched based on the �2 ofthe extrapolation ofthe

trajectory to theTO FW .W hen m oreparticlessharethesam eTO FW hit,thehitisassigned to thetrack

with the best m atching �2. W hen m ore TO FW hits are consistent with the trajectory,the one with

the earliesttim e m easurem entischosen. Hits have to passa m inim um pulse heightrequirem entin the

photo-m ultiplierson both endsofthe scintillatorto be accepted.

The criteria on track geom etry are:

� The angle � ofa secondary particle with respectto the beam axisisrequired to be lessthan 300 m rad.

The distribution of� isshown in Fig.4 (leftpanel). O nly trackswith � < 240 m rad are retained in the

�nalanalysis.

� The y-com ponent�y ofthe angle� isrequired to be between � 100 m rad and 100 m rad,seeFig.4 (right

panel).Thiscutisim posed by the verticaldipole m agnetaperture2.

� Theextrapolation ofa secondary track should pointto thenom inalbeam axison thetargetplanewithin

a radiusof200 m m .

� O nly trackswhich bend towardsthe beam axisare accepted asshown in Fig.5. This isthe case ifthe

productofchargeand �x isnegative.Thiscriterion isapplied to avoid thepositive�x region forpositively

charged secondaryparticlesand thenegative�x region fornegativelycharged particleswherethee�ciency

ism om entum dependentdue to the defocusing e�ectofthe dipole m agnet(see [9]form oredetails).

2.2 Em pty target subtraction

Thereisa background induced by interactionsofbeam particlesin them aterialsoutsidethetarget.Thisback-

ground ism easured experim entally by taking data withouta targetin the targetholder.These m easurem ents

are called \em pty target data". The \em pty target data" are also subject to the event and track selection

criteria like the standard carbon datasets.The eventstatisticsofthese data sam plesaregiven in Table 1.

To take into account this background the num ber ofparticles ofthe observed type (�+ ,�� ) in the \em pty

targetdata" aresubtracted bin-by-bin (m om entum and angularbins)from thenum berofparticlesofthesam e

typein thecarbon data.Theaverageem pty-targetsubtraction am ountsto � 20% .Theuncertainty induced by

thism ethod isdiscussed in section 2.5 and labeled \em pty targetsubtraction".

2In previous publications, the m ore conservative requirem ent � 80 m rad � �y � 80 m rad was applied. N o degradation of

e� ciency,m om entum resolution and PID perform ance wasobserved in the largerverticalangle acceptance region.
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Figure 4: Distribution of� (leftpanel)and �y (rightpanel)forreconstructed tracks. The acceptance criteria

forthese observablesareindicated by dashed lines.

Figure 5: Top view ofthe HARP forward spectrom eter. O nly trackswhich bend towardsthe beam axis are

accepted.Thism eansthe productofchargeand �x m ustbe negative.
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2.3 C alculation ofcross-section

Thegoalofthisanalysisisto m easurethedouble-di�erentialinclusiveproduction cross-section ofnegativeand

positivepionsin p-C,�+ -C and �� -C interactionsat12 G eV=cin a broad rangeofsecondary pion m om entum

and angle.The cross-section iscalculated asfollows

d2��

dpd

(pi;�j) =

A

N A �t
�

1

N pot

�
1

�p i�
 j

�
X

p0
i
;�0

j
;� 0

M
cor
pi�j�p

0

i
�0
j
� 0 � N

�
0

(p0i;�
0

j); (1)

where

� d
2
�
�

dpd

(pi;�j)isthecross-section in m b/(G eV=csr)fortheparticletype� (p,�+ or�� )foreach m om entum

and anglebin (pi;�j)covered in thisanalysis;

� N�
0

(p0i;�
0

j)isthenum berofparticlesoftype� in binsofreconstructed m om entum p0i and angle�
0

j in the

raw data afterem pty targetsubtraction;

� M cor
p��p0�0� 0 isthe correction m atrix which accountsfore�ciency and resolution ofthe detector;

� A

N A �t
, 1

N pot
and 1

�p i�
 j
arenorm alization factors,nam ely:

N A �t

A
isthe num beroftargetnucleiperunitarea 3;

N pot isthe num berofincidentbeam particleson target(particleson target);

�p i and �
 j arethe bin sizesin m om entum and solid angle,respectively 4.

W edo notm akea correction fortheattenuation oftheproton beam in thetarget,so thatstrictly speaking the

cross-sectionsarevalid fora �I = 5% target.

2.4 C alculation ofthe correction m atrix

A calculation ofthecorrection m atrix M cor
pi�j�p

0

i
�0
j
� 0 isa ratherdi�culttask.Varioustechniquesaredescribed in

theliteratureto obtain thism atrix.Asdiscussed in Ref.[9]forthep-AlanalysisofHARP data at12.9 G eV=c,

two com plem entary analyseshavebeen perform ed to cross-check internalconsistency and possiblebiasesin the

respective procedures. A com parison ofboth analysesshowsthatthe resultsare consistentwithin the overall

system aticerror[9].

In the �rstm ethod { called \Atlantic" in [9]{ the correction m atrix M cor
pi�j�p

0

i
�0
j
� 0 isdecom posed into distinct

independentcontributions,which arecom puted m ostly using thedata them selves.Thesecond m ethod { called

UFO in [9]{ is the unfolding m ethod introduced by D’Agostini[32]. It is based on the Bayesian unfolding

technique.In thiscasea sim ultaneous(threedim ensional)unfolding ofm om entum p,angle� and particletype

� is perform ed. The correction m atrix is com puted using a M onte Carlo sim ulation. This m ethod has been

used in recentHARP publications[12,13,14]and itisalso applied in the analysisdescribed here(see [33]for

additionalinform ation).

3A -atom ic m ass,N A -A vogadro num ber,� -target density and t-targetthickness
4� pi = pm ax

i
� pm in

i
, � 
 j = 2�(cos(�m in

j
)� cos(�m ax

j
))
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2.4.1 U nfolding technique

Caused by variouserrorsources(biasesand resolutions)and lim ited acceptanceand e�ciency ofan experim ent,

no m easured observablerepresentsthe\true" physicalvalue.Theunfolding m ethod triesto solvethisproblem

and to �nd the corresponding true distribution from a distribution in the m easured observable. The m ain

assum ption isthattheprobability distribution function in the\true" physicalparam eterscan beapproxim ated

by a histogram with discrete bins.Then the relation between the vector~x ofthe true physicalparam eterand

thevector~y ofthem easured observablecan bedescribed by a m atrix M m ig which representsthem apping from

the truevalue to the m easured one.Thism atrix iscalled the m igration (orsm earing)m atrix

~y = M m ig � ~x : (2)

In ourcasethese~x and ~y vectorscontain particlem om entum ,polarangleand particletype.

Thegoaloftheunfoldingprocedureistodeterm ineatransform ation forthem easurem enttoobtain theexpected

valuesfor~x using the relation (2),see e.g.[34].The m ostsim ple and obvioussolution isthe m atrix inversion.

But this m ethod often provides unstable results. Large correlations between bins lead to large o�-diagonal

elem entsin the m igration m atrix M m ig and,thus,the resultisdom inated by very large variancesand strong

negativecorrelation between neighbouring bins.

In them ethod ofD’Agostini[32],theunfoldingisperform ed by thecalculation oftheunfoldingm atrix M U FO =

M cor in an iterative way which isused instead ofM � 1
m ig

. Here M U FO isa two-dim ensionalm atrix connecting

the m easurem ent space (e�ects) with the space ofthe true values (causes). Expected causes and m easured

e�ectsarerepresented by one-dim ensionalvectorswith entriesxexp(Ci)and y(E j)foreach causeand e�ectbin

Ci and E j,respectively:

xexp(Ci)=
X

j

M
U FO
ij y(E j) : (3)

The Bayes’theorem providesthe conditionalprobability P (CijE j)fore�ectE j to be caused by causeCi

P (CijE j)= P (E jjCi)� P (Ci) ; (4)

whereP (E jjCi)istheprobability forcauseCi to producee�ectE j which correspondsto them igration m atrix

and could be calculated from M onte Carlo,P (Ci) is the probability for cause Ci to happen. The Eq.(4) is

solved in an iterative process. The initialprobability P0(Ci) could be assum ed to be a uniform distribution.

The P (CijE j)found isused asthe unfolding m atrix in the �rstinteraction step and leadsto a �rstestim ation

ofthe expected valuesforcauses

xexp(Ci)=
X

j

P (CijE j) y(E j) : (5)

From xexp(Ci)a new probability P1(Ci)forcauseCi iscalculated and inserted in Eq.(4)forthenextiteration

step.Beforethis,thedistribution ofP1(Ci)can optionally besm oothed to reduceoscillationsdueto statistical


uctuations.Between two consecutive iteration stepsa �2-testisapplied.The iteration processisterm inated

when thedi�erenceof�2 between consecutiveiteration stepsissm all.Thisprocedurewastested on distributions

obtained with sim ulated data and veri�ed to yield resultsconsistentwith the \true input" distributions. The

�nalresult ofthis m ethod is the unfolded distribution ofxexp(Ci) and its covariance m atrix. W e have also

checked thatstarting with 
atpriorsatthe �rstiteration doesnotintroduce any biasesin the �nalresult.

The originalunfolding program provided by D’Agostiniis used in this analysis: P0(Ci) is assum ed to be a

uniform distribution,while P (E jjCi)is calculated from the M onte Carlo sim ulation. In [30]itis shown that
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sm oothingthedistribution ofPn(Ci)beforeinsertingin thenextiteration step doesnotlead tobetter(sm oother)

resultsthan withoutsm oothing. Therefore the sm oothing processisnotapplied in thisanalysis. The process

convergesand theiterationsarestopped when thechangesaresm allerthan theerrors(which typically happens

after about four iterations). The entries ofthe one-dim ensionalvectors~x and ~y as wellas the entries ofthe

two-dim ensionalm atrix M U FO carry the inform ation on angle,m om entum and particletype.

TheM onteCarlosim ulation oftheHARP setup isbased on G EANT4[31].Thedetectorm aterialsareaccurately

described in thissim ulation aswellastherelevantfeaturesofthedetectorresponseand thedigitization process.

Allrelevant physics processes are considered,including m ultiple scattering,energy loss,absorption and re-

interactions.The sim ulation isindependentofthe beam particle type because itonly generatesforeach event

exactly onesecondary particleofaspeci�cparticletypeinsidethetargetm aterialand propagatesitthrough the

com pletedetector.O wing to thisfactthesam esim ulation can beused forthethreeanalysesofp-C,�+ -C and

�� -C at12 G eV=c. A sm alldi�erence (atthe few percentlevel)isobserved between the e�ciency calculated

foreventssim ulated with the single-particleM onte Carlo and with a sim ulation using a m ulti-particlehadron-

production m odel. A sim ilar di�erence is seen between the single-particle M onte Carlo and the e�ciencies

m easured directly from the data. A m om entum -dependent correction factor determ ined using the e�ciency

m easured with thedata isapplied to takethisinto account.Thetrack reconstruction used in thisanalysisand

thesim ulation areidenticalto theonesused forthe�+ production in p-Becollisions[10].A detailed description

ofthe correctionsand theirm agnitude can be found there.

Thereconstruction e�ciency (insidethegeom etricalacceptance)islargerthan 95% above1.5 G eV=cand drops

to 80% at0.5 G eV=c. The requirem entofa m atch with a TO FW hithasan e�ciency between 90% and 95%

independentofm om entum .Theelectron veto rejectsabout1% ofthepionsand protonsbelow 3 G eV=cwith a

rem aining background oflessthan 0.5% . Below Cherenkov threshold the TO FW separatespionsand protons

with negligible background and an e�ciency of� 98% forpions. Above Cherenkov threshold the e�ciency for

pionsisgreaterthan 99% with only 1.5% ofthe protonsm is-identi�ed asa pion.The kaon background in the

pion spectra issm allerthan 1% and were subtracted assum ing a sim ilarangularand m om entum distribution

ofkaonsand pions.

The absorption and decay ofparticlesissim ulated by the M onte Carlo. The generated single particle can re-

interactand produce background particlesby hadronicorelectrom agneticprocesses,thusgiving rise to tracks

in the dipole spectrom eter. In such cases also the additionalm easurem ents are entered into the m igration

m atrix thereby taking into accountthecom bined e�ectofthegenerated particleand any secondariesitcreates.

The absorption correction ison average20% ,approxim ately independentofm om entum . Uncertaintiesin the

absorption ofsecondariesin the dipole spectrom eterm aterialare taken into accountby a variation of10% of

thise�ectin the sim ulation.The e�ectofpion decay istreated in the sam e way asthe absorption and is20%

at500 M eV=cand negligibleat3 G eV=c.

The uncertainty in the production ofbackground due to tertiary particles is larger. The average correction

is � 10% and up to 20% at 1 G eV=c. The correction includes reinteractions in the detector m aterialas well

as a sm allcom ponent com ing from reinteractions in the target. The validity ofthe generators used in the

sim ulation waschecked by an analysisofHARP data with incom ing protons,and charged pionson alum inium

and carbon targetsatlowerm om enta (3 G eV/cand 5 G eV=c).A 30% uncertainty ofthesecondary production

wasconsidered.

The unfolding m atrix forthe p-C analysiscalculated thisway isshown in Fig.6 in the leftupperpanel. The

very good separation in the three particle types(�� ,�+ and proton)can be clearly seen. The angular(right

upperpanel)and m om entum (lowerpanels)unfolding m atriceshave a nearly diagonalstructure asexpected.

The binning chosen forthese m atricesisthe sam e asthe one used forthe particlespectra (see section 3).The
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Figure6:G raphicalrepresentation ofm igration m atricescalculated forp-C analysis.Theleftupperpanelshows

theoriginalm igration m atrix wherethethreedim ensions(angle,m om entum and particletype)arem erged into

one dim ension as n�;p;� = n� + np � nm ax
�

+ n� � nm ax
�

� nm ax
p ;where n�;p;� is the bin num ber in the �nal

vectorsand in the unfolding m atrix;n�,np and n� are the bin num bersin the three dim ensions �,p and �,

respectively;nm ax
� and nm ax

p are the totalnum ber ofbins in the observablesp and �. The upper rightpanel

showsan exam pleoftheangularm igration m atrix for�� in onem om entum causes-e�ectscell.Them om entum

m igration m atricesintegrated over� for�� (left)and �+ (right)areshown in the two lowerpanels.
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unfolding m atricesforthe two otheranalyses(�+ -C and �� -C)are by construction very sim ilarasthe sam e

M onteCarlo tracksareused,only the binning isdi�erent.

O wing to thelargeredundancy ofthetracking system downstream ofthetargetthedetection e�ciency isvery

robustunderthe usualvariationsofthe detectorperform ance during the long data taking periods. Since the

m om entum isreconstructed withoutm aking use ofthe upstream driftcham ber(which ism ore sensitive in its

perform ance to the beam intensity) the reconstruction e�ciency is uniquely determ ined by the downstream

system . No variation ofthe overalle�ciency has been observed. The perform ance ofthe TO FW and CHE

system have been m onitored to be constantforthe data taking periodsused in thisanalysis. The calibration

ofthe detectorswasperform ed on a day-by-day basis.

2.5 Error estim ation

Thetotalstatisticalerrorofthecorrected dataiscom posed ofthestatisticalerroroftheraw data,butalsoofthe

statisticalerroroftheunfolding procedure,becausetheunfolding m atrix isobtained from the data them selves

and hence contributesalso to the statisticalerror. The statisticalerrorprovided by the unfolding program is

equivalentto the propagated statisticalerrorofthe raw data. In orderto calculate the statisticalerrorofthe

unfolding procedurea separateanalysisfollowing [30]isapplied.Itisbrie
y described below.Thep-C dataset

isdivided into two independentdata sam plesa and b,one sam ple containsalleventswith odd and the other

alleventswith even eventnum bers.These data sam plesare unfolded in three di�erentways:1)both sam ples

areunfolded separately using theindividually calculated unfolding m atrix foreach sam ple(set1);2)each ofthe

two sam plesareunfolded with the unfolding m atrix calculated by using the wholedataset(set2);3)the whole

datasetisunfolded twice,using the unfolding m atricesgenerated foreach partofthe splitdataset(set3).For

allthree setsthe sam e M onte Carlo inputisapplied. Since the statisticsofthe M onte Carlo sam ple ism uch

largercom pared to the statisticsofthe raw data,the statisticalerrorrelated to the M onte Carlo isnegligible.

Set1 leadsto thetotalstatisticalerroroftheunfolding result,set2 -to thestatisticalerroroftheraw data and

set3 -to the statisticalerrorofthe unfolding m atrix.Forallsetsthe di�erence between the unfolded resultof

data sam ple a and b iscalculated and divided by the propagated statisticalerrorofthe raw data a and b for

each bin iin the e�ectsspace,

� abi =
ai� bi

q

�2ai + �2
bi

: (6)

The distribution of� abi shows for allthree sets a G aussian shape with a m ean close to zero. The width of

the distribution of� ab for set1 is k(�stat) = 2:0,for set2 k(�datastat ) = 0:98 and for set3 k(�U FOstat ) = 1:77. A

consistency check gives

k(�stat)=

q

k2(�datastat )+ k2(�U FOstat ) �! 2:0’
p

0:982 + 1:772 :

In conclusion,thestatisticalerrorprovided by theunfolding procedurehasto bem ultiplied globally by a factor

of2,which is done for the three analyses (p-C,�+ -C and �� -C) described here. This factor is som ewhat

dependent on the shape ofthe distributions. For exam ple a value 1.7 wasfound for the analysisreported in

Ref.[12].

Thecalculated statisticalerrorsforeach m om entum {anglebin forallthreedatasetsand separatelyforsecondary

�� and �+ aregiven in [33].Duetothehigh statisticsofthedataset,them om entum binningforthep-C dataset

ischosen �nerthan forthe otherdatasets. The lim ited statisticsofthe �+ -C data is re
ected in a relatively

largestatisticalerror.G enerally,the statisticalerrorincreasesslightly with largerangleand signi�cantly with
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increasing m om entum . The binning for the �� -C dataset is chosen to be the sam e as for the �+ -C data to

m ake a directcom parison possible. The behaviourofstatisticalerrorasa function ofm om entum isshown in

Fig.7(left).

Di�erentsourcesofsystem atic errorsare considered in the analysis. Nam ely they are track yield corrections,

particleidenti�cation,m om entum and angularreconstruction.Following m ainly [12],the strategy to calculate

these system atic errors is to �nd di�erent solutions of the unfolding problem , i.e. di�erent ’causes’result

vectors. The di�erence vector is used to create a covariance m atrix for a speci�c system atic error. Three

di�erentm ethodsareapplied to calculatethesedi�erentcausesvectors:1)variation ofthenorm alization ofthe

causesvector;2)variation ofthe unfolding m atrix;3)variation ofthe raw data. The �rstm ethod isused for

the estim ation ofthe system atic errorofthe track reconstruction e�ciency.The uncertaintiesin the e�ciency

areestim ated from the sm alldi�erencesobserved between the data and the sim ulation.

Thesecond m ethod isapplied form ostofthesystem aticerrorestim ations.Thelossofsecondary particleshas

to beconsidered dueto particledecay and absorption in thedetectorm aterialsaswellasadditionalbackground

particles generated in secondary reactions. These e�ects are sim ulated by M onte Carlo: two single-particle

M onteCarlo sim ulationsaregenerated,in the �rstsim ulation these e�ectsaretaken into accountwhile notin

thesecond one.Both M onteCarlo sim ulationsareused forunfolding data,then theresultsarecom pared.The

uncertaintiesin the absorption are estim ated by a variation of10% and the uncertainty in the production of

background particle due to tertiary particlesby a 30% variation [10]. The perform ance ofparticle identi�ca-

tion,m om entum and angularm easurem entsare correlated due to the sim ultaneousunfolding processofthese

observablesasdescribed in section 2.4. The calculation ofsystem atic errorsofparticle identi�cation,angular

and m om entum resolution aswellas ofm om entum scale is done by varying the acceptance criteria for these

observablesin theraw data and in theM onteCarlo.Forthem om entum resolution possiblediscrepanciesup to

10% oftheresolution aretaken into account[10].Thesystem aticuncertainty in them om entum determ ination

isestim ated to beoftheorderof2% using theelasticscattering analysis[10].Theangularscalewasvaried by

1% .

The third m ethod isintroduced forthe estim ation ofthe system atic errorofthe em pty targetsubtraction.In

addition to the standard em pty targetsubtraction only 95% ofthecalculated em pty targetvalueissubtracted

from theraw data5.Thesystem aticerroristaken from thedi�erenceofthesetwo results.Thestatisticalerror

ofthe em pty target subtraction is taken into account as a diagonalstatisticalerror in N �
0

(p0i;�
0

j) by sim ple

errorpropagation.

Due to the factthatkaonsarenotconsidered by the particleidenti�cation m ethod in the currentanalysis[11]

m isidenti�ed secondary kaons form an additionalerror source. To reduce this e�ect a speci�c M onte Carlo

sim ulation only with secondary kaonsisgenerated.Sim ulated kaonsareclassi�ed aspionsorprotonsaccording

to the sam e PID criteria as applied to the data. The rem aining m is-identi�ed kaons are then subtracted

assum ing a 50% uncertainty on the K /� ratio. The centralvalue ofthe K /� ratio wastaken from Ref.[35].

Thisprocedure also takesinto accountthatdecay m uonsfrom kaonsproduced in the targetcan be identi�ed

aspionsin thespectrom eter;thesearesubtracted by thisprocedure.W edo notm akean explicitcorrection for

pionscom ing from decaysofotherparticlescreated in thetarget.Pionscreated in strong decaysareconsidered

to bepartoftheinclusiveproduction cross-sections.A sm allbackground com ing from weak decaysotherthan

from charged kaonsisneglected (such asK 0’sand �0’s).Thesepionshavea very sm alle�ciency given thecuts

applied in thisanalysis.

Following Ref.[12]theoverallnorm alization oftheresultsiscalculated relativeto thenum berofincidentbeam

particlesaccepted by the selection.Theuncertainty is2% and 3% forincidentprotonsand pions,respectively.

5the m axim um e� ect ofthe 5% �I target isto \absorb" 5% ofthe beam particles
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Figure 7: Statistical(left) and totalsystem atic (right) errors of�� (�lled circles) and �+ (open circles) as a

function ofm om entum integrated over� from 0.03 rad to 0.24 rad.Top:p-C,m iddle:�+ -C,bottom :�� -C.
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Asa resultofthese system atic errorstudieseach errorsourcecan be represented by a covariancem atrix.The

sum ofthese m atricesdescribesthe totalsystem atic error. Detailed inform ation aboutthe diagonalelem ents

ofthe covariance m atrix ofthe totalsystem atic error for each m om entum {angular bin can be found in [33].

In Fig.7(right)the totalsystem atic errorintegrated overangle isshown asa function ofm om entum . Forthe

�+ -C and �� -C datasetsthe system atic errorhasa nearly 
atdistribution and isapproxim ately 6% . Forthe

p-C datasetthesystem aticerrorincreasesforhigherm om enta butalso staysnearly constantaround 8% below

6 G eV=c.

Thedim ensionlessquantity �di�,expressing the typicalerroron the double-di�erentialcross-section,isde�ned

asfollows

�di� =

P

i
(�[d2��=(dpd
)])i

P

i
(d2��=(dpd
))i

; (7)

where i labels a given m om entum {angular bin (p;�), (d2��=(dpd
))i is the central value for the double-

di�erentialcross-section m easurem ent in that bin, and (�[d2��=(dpd
)])i is the error associated with this

m easurem ent.

The dim ensionlessquantity �int isde�ned,expressing the fractionalerroron the integrated pion cross-section

�� in the m om entum range 0.5 G eV=c< p < 8.0 G eV=c and the angularrange 0.03 rad< � < 0.24 rad forthe

p-C data and in the angularrange0.03 rad< � < 0.21 rad forthe �� -C data6,asfollows

�int =

q P

i;j
(�p�
) iCij(�p�
) j

P

i
(d2��=dpd
)i(�p�
) i

; (8)

where(d2��=dpd
)i isthedouble-di�erentialcross-section in bin i,(�p�
) i isthecorresponding phasespace

elem ent,and Cij isthecovariancem atrix ofthedouble-di�erentialcross-section.Then
p
Cii correspondsto the

error(�[d2��=(dpd
)])i in Eq.(7).

The valuesof�di� and �int are sum m arized forallspeci�c system atic errorsourcesin Table 3 forp-C data,in

Table 4 for�+ -C data and in Table5 for�� -C data.The system aticerrorsareofthe sam e orderforallthree

datasets,�di� = 9% -11% and �int = 5% -8% .Thedom inanterrorsourcesaregiven byparticleabsorption and the

subtraction oftertiary particles.The decay correction istechnically m ade aspartofthe absorption correction

and reported under\absorption".Theerrorsofm om entum and angularreconstruction arelessim portantand

theerrorscaused by theparticlem isidenti�cation arenegligible.Forthedatasetswith positively charged beam

the system aticerrorissm allerfor�+ and for�� -C datasetitissm allerfor�� .

System atic and statisticalerrorsare ofthe sam e orderforthe p-C and the �� -C data. Forthe �+ -C dataset

thestatisticalerrorisdom inating thetotalerror.The�� -C data havethe sm allesttotalerrordue to thedata

statisticsand chosen bin width.

Thereisacertain am ountofcorrelation between thesystem aticerrorsin thedi�erentspectra.In thecom parison

ofproduction spectra ofthe sam e secondary particle type by di�erentincom ing particles,the absorption and

decay errors cancel. O ne also expects the tertiary subtraction uncertainty to cancelpartially,although this

dependson the detailsofthe production m odels. (Forexam ple,the uncertainty in the background in the �+

spectra m easured in the �+ beam isexpected to be correlated to the background for�� in the �� beam ,but

lessso foropposite charges.) O fthe otherrelatively im portanterrorsthe system atic com ponentofthe em pty

targetsubtraction and them om entum scaleerrorcancelbetween thedatasets.Theoverallnorm alization errors

arelargely independent.

6The binning of the �� data was chosen to accom m odate the lower statistics of the �+ data and is only determ ined for

� < 0.21 rad.
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Table 3: Sum m ary ofthe uncertaintiesa�ecting the double-di�erentialand integrated cross-section m easure-

m entsofp-C data.

Error category Error source ��
�

di�
(% ) ��

�

int(% ) ��
+

di�
(% ) ��

+

int(% )

Statistical Data statistics 12.8 3.2 10.8 2.5

Track yield corrections Reconstruction e�ciency 1.6 1.3 1.1 0.5

Pion,proton absorption 4.2 3.7 3.7 3.2

Tertiary subtraction 9.8 4.2 8.6 3.7

Em pty targetsubtraction 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2

Subtotal 10.8 5.9 9.5 5.1

Particleidenti�cation Electron veto < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1

Pion,proton ID correction < 0:1 0.1 0.1 0.1

K aon subtraction < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1

Subtotal 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

M om entum reconstruction M om entum scale 2.6 0.4 2.8 0.3

M om entum resolution 0.7 0.2 0.8 0.3

Subtotal 2.7 0.5 2.9 0.4

Anglereconstruction Angularscale 0.5 0.1 1.3 0.5

System aticerror Subtotal 11.2 5.9 10.0 5.1

O verallnorm alization Subtotal 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0

All Total 17.1 7.0 14.9 6.1

Table 4: Sum m ary ofthe uncertaintiesa�ecting the double-di�erentialand integrated cross-section m easure-

m entsof�+ -C data.

Error category Error source ��
�

di�(% ) ��
�

int(% ) ��
+

di�(% ) ��
+

int(% )

Statistical Data statistics 41.8 6.4 34.5 7.2

Track yield corrections Reconstruction e�ciency 1.4 0.7 0.9 0.5

Pion,proton absorption 4.0 2.1 3.3 2.7

Tertiary subtraction 9.3 4.7 7.6 6.3

Em pty targetsubtraction 1.0 0.7 1.0 1.0

Subtotal 10.3 5.2 8.4 6.9

Particleidenti�cation Electron veto < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1

Pion,proton ID correction 0.1 < 0:1 0.2 0.2

K aon subtraction < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1

Subtotal 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2

M om entum reconstruction M om entum scale 3.2 0.2 3.6 0.5

M om entum resolution 0.9 0.2 1.1 0.3

Subtotal 3.3 0.3 3.8 0.6

Anglereconstruction Angularscale 1.7 0.1 1.3 0.5

System aticerror Subtotal 10.9 5.3 9.2 7.0

O verallnorm alization Subtotal 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

All Total 43.7 8.5 35.8 10.2



3 Results 22

Table 5: Sum m ary ofthe uncertaintiesa�ecting the double-di�erentialand integrated cross-section m easure-

m entsof�� -C data.

Error category Error source ��
�

di�
(% ) ��

�

int(% ) ��
+

di�
(% ) ��

+

int(% )

Statistical Data statistics 8.5 2.2 10.0 1.9

Track yield corrections Reconstruction e�ciency 1.3 1.1 0.7 0.4

Pion,proton absorption 3.5 3.1 3.8 2.3

Tertiary subtraction 7.9 6.8 9.0 5.3

Em pty targetsubtraction 0.9 0.8 0.9 0.6

Subtotal 8.8 7.6 9.8 5.8

Particleidenti�cation Electron veto < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1

Pion,proton ID correction 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

K aon subtraction < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1 < 0:1

Subtotal 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

M om entum reconstruction M om entum scale 2.3 0.7 2.7 0.3

M om entum resolution 0.6 0.2 0.5 0.2

Subtotal 2.4 0.7 2.7 0.4

Anglereconstruction Angularscale 0.6 0.3 0.7 < 0:1

System aticerror Subtotal 9.1 7.6 10.2 5.8

O verallnorm alization Subtotal 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0

All Total 12.6 8.2 14.4 6.5

3 R esults

Theresultsofthem easurem entsofthedouble-di�erentialcross-sectionsforpositiveand negativepionsin p-C,

�+ -C and �� -C interactionsat12 G eV=c in the laboratory system are presented asa function ofm om entum

forvariousangularbinsin Figs.8,9 and 10,respectively. The centralvaluesand square-rootofthe diagonal

elem ents of the covariance m atrix are listed in Tables 10-12 in Appendix A. The kinem atic range of the

m easurem entscoversthem om entum region from 0.5 G eV=cto 8.0 G eV=cand theangularrangefrom 0.03 rad

to 0.24 rad forp-C and from 0.03 rad to 0.21 rad for�+ -C and �� -C data. The errorbarscorrespond to the

com bined statisticaland system atic errorsas described in section 2.5. The overallnorm alization errorof2%

and 3% forthe norm alization ofincidentprotonsand pions,respectively,isnotshown.

Theshapesoftheproduction cross-sectionsaresim ilarforsecondary �+ and �� aswellasfordi�erentdatasets.

For larger angles the spectra are softer and show a leading particle e�ect for produced �+ in p-C and �+ -C

reactionsand for�� in �� -C reactions.Thedistribution ofsecondary �+ in �+ -C reactionsshow a very sim ilar

behaviourasthe distribution ofsecondary �� in �� -C reactionsasexpected because ofthe isospin sym m etry

of�+ + C ! �+ + X and �� + C ! �� + X reactions. The corresponding behaviourcan be seen for�� in

�+ -C interactionsand for�+ in �� -C interactions.The�+ /�� ratioislargerthan unity in thepositiveparticle

beam sand sm allerthan unity in the �� beam .

In section 3.1 the m easured cross-sectionsare �tted to a Sanford-W ang param etrization while in section 3.2 a

com parison ofHARP p-C data with predictionsofdi�erenthadronicinteraction m odelsisshown.
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Figure8:M easurem entofthedouble-di�erentialproduction cross-section ofpositive(open circles)and negative

(�lled circles)pionsfrom 12G eV=cprotonson carbonasafunction ofpion m om entum ,p,in binsofpion angle,�,

in thelaboratory fram e.Seven panelsshow di�erentangularbinsfrom 30m rad to 240m rad (thecorresponding

angular intervalis printed on each panel). The errorbars shown include statisticalerrorsand all(diagonal)

system aticerrors.Thecurvesshow theSanford-W ang param etrization ofEq.9 with param etervaluesgiven in

Table6.
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Figure9:M easurem entofthedouble-di�erentialproduction cross-section ofpositive(open circles)and negative

(�lled circles)pionsfrom 12 G eV=c�+ on carbon asa function ofpion m om entum ,p,in binsofpion angle,�,

in the laboratory fram e.Six panelsshow di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 210 m rad (the corresponding

angular intervalis printed on each panel). The errorbars shown include statisticalerrorsand all(diagonal)

system aticerrors.Thecurvesshow theSanford-W ang param etrization ofEq.9 with param etervaluesgiven in

Table8.
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Figure10:M easurem entofthedouble-di�erentialproduction cross-sectionofpositive(open circles)and negative

(�lled circles)pionsfrom 12 G eV=c�� on carbon asa function ofpion m om entum ,p,in binsofpion angle,�,

in the laboratory fram e.Six panelsshow di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 210 m rad (the corresponding

angular intervalis printed on each panel). The errorbars shown include statisticalerrorsand all(diagonal)

system aticerrors.Thecurvesshow theSanford-W ang param etrization ofEq.9 with param etervaluesgiven in

Table8.
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Table 6: Sanford-W ang param etersand errorsobtained by �tting the p{C dataset.

p{C

Param �� �+

c1 144.46 � 65.593 214.92 � 93.307

c2 0.60749 � 0.34902 0.95748 � 0.44512

c3 16.947 � 10.876 3.0906 � 1.2601

c4= c5 3.2512 � 1.3657 1.6876 � 1.5230

c6 5.9304 � 1.2561 5.5728 � 0.71771

c7 0.17152 � 0.074772 0.15597 � 0.06683

c8 27.241 � 12.232 30.873 � 13.388

�2/NDF 95.6/63 147.7/63

3.1 Sanford-W ang param etrization

Sanford and W ang[37]havedeveloped an em piricalparam etrization fordescribingtheproduction cross-sections

ofm esonsin proton-nucleusinteractions.Thisparam etrization hasthe functionalform :

d2��

dpd

(p;�) = c1p

c2

�

1�
p

pbeam

�

exp

�

� c3
pc4

p
c5
beam

� c6� (p� c7pbeam cosc8 �)

�

; (9)

where

� d
2
�
�

dpd

(p;�) is the cross-section in m b/(G eV=c sr) for secondary pions as a function ofm om entum p (in

G eV=c)and angle� (in radians)ofthe secondary particles;

� pbeam isthe beam m om entum in G eV=c;

� c1,...,c8 arefreeparam etersobtained from �tsto m eson production data.

The param eter c1 is an overallnorm alization factor,the four param eters c2;c3;c4;c5 can be interpreted as

describingthem om entum distribution ofthesecondary pionsin theforward direction,and thethreeparam eters

c6;c7;c8 asdescribing the angulardistribution for�xed secondary and beam m om enta,p and pbeam .

Thisem piricalform ula hasbeen �tted to them easured �+ and �� production spectra in p{C,�+ {C and �� {C

reactionsat12 G eV=creported here.Asinitialvaluesforthese �tsthe param etersofthe Sanford-W ang �tof

the p{AlHARP analysis at 12.9 G eV=c are taken from [9]. The originalSanford-W ang param etrization has

been proposed to describe incom ing proton data. W e apply the sam e param etrization also to the �+ {C and

�� {C datasets.

In the�2 m inim ization procedurethefullerrorm atrix isused.Forthese�tstheSanford-W angparam etrization

has been integrated over m om entum and angular bin widths ofthe data. However,the results are nearly

identicalto the �tresultswithoutintegration overindividualbins.Concerning the param etersestim ation,the

best-�tvaluesoftheSanford-W ang param etersetdiscussed abovearereported in Tables6 and 8,togetherwith

theirerrors.Since forsom e �tsthe c3 param etertendsto zero,we decided to �x thisparam eterand to setit

to zero. Forthese �tsthe c4 and c5 param etersare irrelevant(see Eq.9). The correlation coe�cientsam ong

theSanford-W ang param etersareshown in Tables7 and 9.The�tparam etererrorsareestim ated by requiring

�� 2 � �2 � �2m in = 8:18 (5.89),corresponding to the 68.27% con�dence levelregion forseven (�ve)variable

param eters.Som eparam etersarestrongly correlated resulting in largeerrorsofthe extracted param eters.
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Table7:Correlation coe�cientsam ong the Sanford-W ang param eters,obtained by �tting the p{C dataset.

��

Param eter c1 c2 c3 c4 = c5 c6 c7 c8

c1 1.000

c2 -0.433 1.000

c3 -0.041 -0.548 1.000

c4 = c5 -0.113 -0.535 0.950 1.000

c6 -0.535 0.622 -0.035 0.127 1.000

c7 -0.837 0.121 0.024 0.050 0.214 1.000

c8 -0.206 -0.316 0.028 -0.025 -0.360 0.611 1.000

�+

Param eter c1 c2 c3 c4 = c5 c6 c7 c8

c1 1.000

c2 0.151 1.000

c3 0.061 -0.151 1.000

c4 = c5 -0.461 -0.860 0.351 1.000

c6 -0.544 0.248 -0.373 0.065 1.000

c7 -0.790 -0.004 -0.168 0.115 0.333 1.000

c8 -0.083 -0.275 0.092 0.080 -0.416 0.488 1.000

The m easurem ents for �� and �+ in p{C,�+ {C and �� {C reactions are com pared to the Sanford-W ang

param etrizationsin Figs.8,9 and 10,respectively. O ne notes thatthe Sanford-W ang param etrization is not

able to describe som e ofthe data spectralfeatures especially at low and high m om enta. The goodness-of-�t

ofthe Sanford-W ang param etrization hypothesis can be assessed by considering �2 per num ber ofdegreesof

freedom (NDF)given in Tables6 and 8.Especially forthe�� data one�ndsa high valueof�2.Thism ay not

besurprising sincetheparam etrization wasdeveloped forpion production by incom ing protonsratherthan by

incom ing pions.The�� data with theirhigh statisticsarem orelikely to revealdiscrepanciesthan the�+ data

which havem uch lowerstatisticalsigni�cance.

Fortuning and m odifying m odels,often a param etrization ofdata liketheSanford-W ang form ula isused.This

can be a suitable m ethod to interpolate between m easured energy and phase space regions. However,this

m ethod hassom eshortcom ings.By construction,thereliability ofparam etrizationsforextrapolating to energy

Table8: Sanford-W ang param etersand errorsobtained by �tting the �+ {C and �� {C datasets.

�+ {C �� {C

Param �� �+ �� �+

c1 41.448 � 45.572 109.24� 114.73 156.49 � 56.132 78.963 � 34.332

c2 1.8316 � 0.61113 1.2130 � 0.57892 1.1673 � 0.17019 1.3561 � 0.21690

c3 0.(�xed) 0.(�xed) 0.(�xed) 7.1493 � 28.024

c4= c5 | | | 5.1098 � 7.2508

c6 10.074 � 1.8426 5.7823 � 1.9875 5.6525 � 0.54217 8.0965 � 0.73121

c7 0.22877 � 0.098638 0.25667 � 0.17396 0.19908 � 0.06052 0.21960 � 0.055566

c8 18.056 � 15.934 36.139 � 25.437 30.368 � 9.9403 25.561 � 9.1022

�2/NDF 37.4/31 18.5/31 133.6/31 136.7/29
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and phasespaceregionswhereno data areavailableislim ited (see[33]fora m oredetailed discussion).

Detailed inspection ofFigs.8,9 and 10 allowsusto conclude thatathigh m om enta and in particularatlarge

angles the param etrization does not describe the data wellenough. Especially for �+ m om entum spectra at

angleslargerthan 0.18 rad,theSanford-W ang �tdeviatesconsiderably from thedata and itshould notbeused

in the angularrangeabove0.18 rad.

3.2 C om parison ofp{C H A R P data at 12 G eV /c w ith m odelpredictions

A com parison of�� and �+ production in p{C reactions at 12 G eV=c with di�erent m odelpredictions is

shown in Figs.11 and 12.The three hadronicinteraction m odelsused forthiscom parison areG HEISHA [38],

UrQ M D [39]and DPM JET-III [40]. These are the m odels typically used in air shower sim ulations. The

G HEISHA and UrQ M D are im plem ented in CO RSIK A [36]as low energy m odels (below 80 G eV),whereas

the DPM JET-IIIis m ostly used at higher energies but it is also able to m ake predictions at lower energies.

Com paringthepredictionsofthesem odelstothem easureddata,distinctdiscrepanciesatlow and high m om enta

becom e visible. Especially the decrease ofthe cross-section atvery low m om enta isnotwelldescribed by the

m odels.For�+ ,the prediction ofthe DPM JET-IIIseem srelatively good,however,thism odelunderestim ates

the �� production atlow m om enta.Atlargem om enta the predictionsofthe three m odelsare sim ilarto each

other,butnone ofthem providesan acceptabledescription ofthe data.

W e have also com pared our m easurem ents with predictions ofG EANT4 [31]m odels relevant in the energy

dom ain studied here (FTFP [41],Q G SP [41,42]and LHEP [31,43]). The corresponding plots are presented

in Figs.13 and 14 (for incom ing protons),in Figs.15 and 16 (for incom ing �+ ) and in Figs.17 and 18 (for

incom ing �� ). From these plotsone can conclude thatthe predictionsofFTFP and Q G SP m odelsare closer

to the HARP data com pared to the LHEP m odel. Forthe �� and �+ data the DPM JET-IIIm odelisshown

in the sam e�gure.The predictionsofthe latterm odelarevery closeto those ofthe FTFP m odel.

W ehavem adea �2 com parison between the HARP data and allthem odelsshown here.ThefullHARP error

m atrix hasbeen used,and M C statisticalerrors(sm allbutnon-negligible)have been also taken into account.

The conclusions ofthis study are given below. None ofthe m odels describe our data accurately. However,

in generalthese m odels tend to describe the �+ production m ore correctly than �� production for allthree

incom ing particletypes.Di�erentm odelsarepreferable,depending on projectiletypeand on thechargeofthe

pion produced.In particular,

� forproton projectilesand �+ production,UrQ M D,FTFP and G HEISHA givethe bestresults;

� forproton projectilesand �� production,FTFP ispreferable;

� for�+ projectilesand �+ production and for�� projectilesand �� production,DPM JET-IIIisbest;

� for�+ projectilesand �� production and for�� projectilesand �+ production,Q G SP describesthedata

best.

4 Sum m ary and conclusions

Theresultsreported in thisarticlecontributetotheprecisecalculationsofatm osphericneutrino
uxesand tothe

im provem entofourunderstanding ofextended airshowersim ulationsand hadronicinteractionsatlow energies.



4 Sum m ary and conclusions 29

Figure11: Com parison ofthe m easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�� in p{C reactionsat

12 G eV=c(pointswith errorbars)with G HEISHA,UrQ M D and DPM JET-IIIm odelpredictions.Seven panels

show di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 240 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each

panel).
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Figure12: Com parison ofthe m easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�+ in p{C reactionsat

12 G eV=c(pointswith errorbars)with G HEISHA,UrQ M D and DPM JET-IIIm odelpredictions.Seven panels

show di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 240 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each

panel).
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Figure13: Com parison ofthe m easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�� in p{C reactionsat

12 G eV=c (pointswith errorbars)with predictionsofrelevantG EANT4 m odels. Seven panelsshow di�erent

angularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 240 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each panel).
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Figure14: Com parison ofthe m easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�+ in p{C reactionsat

12 G eV=c (pointswith errorbars)with predictionsofrelevantG EANT4 m odels. Seven panelsshow di�erent

angularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 240 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each panel).
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Figure15: Com parison ofthem easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�� in �+ {C reactionsat

12 G eV=c(pointswith errorbars)with predictionsofrelevantG EANT4 and DPM JET-IIIm odels.Six panels

show di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 210 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each

panel).
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Figure16: Com parison ofthem easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�+ in �+ {C reactionsat

12 G eV=c(pointswith errorbars)with predictionsofrelevantG EANT4 and DPM JET-IIIm odels.Six panels

show di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 210 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each

panel).
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Figure17: Com parison ofthem easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�� in �� {C reactionsat

12 G eV=c(pointswith errorbars)with predictionsofrelevantG EANT4 and DPM JET-IIIm odels.Six panels

show di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 210 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each

panel).
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Figure18: Com parison ofthem easured double-di�erentialproduction cross-section of�+ in �� {C reactionsat

12 G eV=c(pointswith errorbars)with predictionsofrelevantG EANT4 and DPM JET-IIIm odels.Six panels

show di�erentangularbinsfrom 30 m rad to 210 m rad (the corresponding angularintervalisprinted on each

panel).
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A detailed description ofuncertaintiesin atm osphericneutrino 
ux calculationsdue to hadron production can

be found in e.g.[44].

Sim ulations show that collisionsofprotons with a carbon targetare very sim ilarto proton interactionswith

air.Thatiswhy these datasetscan be used fortuning m odelsneeded in astroparticlephysicssim ulations.

In this paper we presented m easurem ents ofthe double-di�erentialproduction cross-section ofpions in the

collisionsof12 G eV=cprotonsand charged pionswith a carbon 5% nuclearinteraction length target.Thedata

werereported in binsofpion m om entum and anglein thekinem aticrangefrom 0:5G eV=c� p� < 8 G eV=cand

0:030 rad � �� < 0:240 rad. A detailed erroranalysishasbeen perform ed yielding integralerrors(statistical

+ system atic)of6.1% and 7.0% for�+ and �� in p-C interactions(10.2% and 8.5% for�+ and �� in �+ -C

interactions;6.5% and 8.2% for�+ and �� in �� -C interactions)and an overallnorm alization errorof2% for

the proton beam and 3% forthe pion beam s.

W e should stress that the HARP incom ing charged pion data are the �rst precision m easurem ents in this

kinem aticregion.

To check the reliability ofhadronic interaction m odels which are used for air showersim ulations,the HARP

m easurem entshave been com pared to predictionsofthese m odels. O urconclusion isthatnone ofthe m odels

isable to describe satisfactorily and in detailthe m easured spectra. Discrepanciesare found especially atlow

and high m om enta.

Severalm odelsrely on param etrizationsofexistingacceleratordata.ThereforeaSanford-W angparam etrization

isgiven forallm easured spectra. The param etrization is,however,nota good description ofthe data in the

fullphasespaceregion.From thecom parison oftheSanford-W ang �tswith m odelpredictionswecan conclude

thatsuch param etrizationshaveto be used with caution,especially ifthese param etrizationsare extrapolated

to regionswhereno data areavailable.
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Table9:Correlation coe�cientsam ong theSanford-W ang param eters,obtained by �tting the� + {C and �� {C

datasets.

�+ {C ! ��

Param eter c1 c2 c6 c7 c8

c1 1.000

c2 -0.680 1.000

c6 -0.592 0.891 1.000

c7 -0.821 0.199 0.200 1.000

c8 -0.445 -0.134 -0.093 0.819 1.000

�+ {C ! �+

Param eter c1 c2 c6 c7 c8

c1 1.000

c2 -0.753 1.000

c6 -0.638 0.909 1.000

c7 -0.804 0.263 0.205 1.000

c8 -0.129 -0.372 -0.372 0.626 1.000

�� {C ! ��

Param eter c1 c2 c6 c7 c8

c1 1.000

c2 -0.765 1.000

c6 -0.489 0.796 1.000

c7 -0.834 0.374 0.259 1.000

c8 -0.240 -0.218 -0.240 0.611 1.000

�� {C ! �+

Param eter c1 c2 c3 c4 = c5 c6 c7 c8

c1 1.000

c2 -0.584 1.000

c3 -0.024 -0.250 1.000

c4 = c5 -0.088 -0.254 0.973 1.000

c6 -0.545 0.668 -0.018 0.097 1.000

c7 -0.849 0.195 0.013 0.077 0.314 1.000

c8 -0.429 -0.168 -0.024 0.000 -0.116 0.753 1.000
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A C ross-section data

Table10:HARP resultsforthedouble-di�erential�+ and �� production cross-section in thelaboratorysystem ,

d2��=(dpd
),forp-C interactionsat12 G eV=c. Each row refersto a di�erent(p m in � p < pm ax;�m in � � <

�m ax)bin,where p and � are the pion m om entum and polarangle,respectively. The centralvalue aswellas

the square-rootofthe diagonalelem entsofthe covariancem atrix aregiven.

�m in �m ax pm in pm ax d2��
+

=(dpd
) d 2��
�

=(dpd
)

(m rad) (m rad) (G eV/c) (G eV/c) (m b/(G eV/c sr)) (m b/(G eV/c sr))

30 60 0.5 1.0 198:5 � 40:8 135:4 � 30:5

1.0 1.5 245:8 � 35:0 212:5 � 30:8

1.5 2.0 248:2 � 31:1 230:6 � 32:1

2.0 2.5 227:9 � 31:0 113:6 � 21:9

2.5 3.0 331:6 � 34:2 122:6 � 22:6

3.0 3.5 258:2 � 31:4 98:1 � 18:9

3.5 4.0 214:1 � 30:5 82:3 � 14:8

4.0 5.0 133:5 � 15:1 57:5 � 10:4

5.0 6.5 102:6 � 11:0 23:2 � 6:2

6.5 8.0 45:2 � 7:8 5:1 � 4:3

60 90 0.5 1.0 191:7 � 29:1 151:3 � 24:9

1.0 1.5 243:2 � 25:4 180:6 � 22:0

1.5 2.0 284:9 � 27:9 191:6 � 21:3

2.0 2.5 284:4 � 24:3 158:2 � 18:0

2.5 3.0 214:9 � 19:8 101:7 � 14:0

3.0 3.5 163:1 � 15:8 85:1 � 12:0

3.5 4.0 148:4 � 15:2 64:5 � 12:2

4.0 5.0 91:4 � 9:3 37:2 � 5:5

5.0 6.5 36:9 � 5:0 12:5 � 2:8

6.5 8.0 15:6 � 2:7 1:8 � 1:0

90 120 0.5 1.0 204:0 � 27:8 217:4 � 31:2

1.0 1.5 243:7 � 26:2 204:7 � 23:2

1.5 2.0 269:4 � 27:7 185:1 � 21:0

2.0 2.5 221:3 � 23:4 132:1 � 16:5

2.5 3.0 168:0 � 17:0 91:8 � 13:8

3.0 3.5 140:5 � 15:2 60:5 � 9:2

3.5 4.0 94:8 � 15:6 30:7 � 5:1

4.0 5.0 50:2 � 6:3 24:4 � 5:2

5.0 6.5 18:0 � 2:9 3:1 � 1:1

6.5 8.0 4:7 � 1:2 0:1 � 0:1
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�m in �m ax pm in pm ax d2��
+

=(dpd
) d 2��
�

=(dpd
)

(m rad) (m rad) (G eV/c) (G eV/c) (m b/(G eV/c sr)) (m b/(G eV/c sr))

120 150 0.5 1.0 218:8 � 30:6 230:5 � 34:5

1.0 1.5 200:6 � 23:4 198:9 � 23:7

1.5 2.0 271:3 � 28:5 130:7 � 17:4

2.0 2.5 194:3 � 21:6 79:7 � 12:7

2.5 3.0 115:7 � 15:6 66:7 � 11:3

3.0 3.5 71:0 � 10:7 52:5 � 9:6

3.5 4.0 43:4 � 7:4 24:9 � 5:2

4.0 5.0 29:9 � 5:0 14:0 � 3:5

5.0 6.5 7:9 � 2:1 3:1 � 1:3

6.5 8.0 1:1 � 0:4 0:3 � 0:2

150 180 0.5 1.0 238:9 � 34:1 193:4 � 28:9

1.0 1.5 257:5 � 26:9 142:8 � 20:0

1.5 2.0 173:7 � 20:8 137:6 � 19:3

2.0 2.5 121:3 � 16:7 82:1 � 13:1

2.5 3.0 67:9 � 11:8 60:2 � 11:2

3.0 3.5 39:7 � 7:4 27:3 � 6:2

3.5 4.0 28:9 � 6:3 17:9 � 5:0

4.0 5.0 14:1 � 3:5 9:8 � 3:3

5.0 6.5 3:1 � 1:2 0:8 � 0:7

6.5 8.0 0:5 � 0:3 |

180 210 0.5 1.0 280:1 � 38:2 242:0 � 35:1

1.0 1.5 121:0 � 18:2 134:0 � 19:8

1.5 2.0 91:8 � 14:2 107:6 � 16:8

2.0 2.5 42:0 � 9:1 63:7 � 11:9

2.5 3.0 29:3 � 7:1 28:4 � 7:2

3.0 3.5 22:2 � 6:1 14:4 � 4:6

3.5 4.0 15:1 � 4:5 7:4 � 3:4

4.0 5.0 8:9 � 2:9 2:0 � 1:3

5.0 6.5 5:6 � 2:3 0:3 � 0:4

6.5 8.0 0:7 � 0:6 |

210 240 0.5 1.0 175:8 � 29:2 119:4 � 21:3

1.0 1.5 87:9 � 16:8 85:4 � 14:9

1.5 2.0 82:8 � 17:1 92:6 � 18:4

2.0 2.5 49:1 � 11:7 40:3 � 10:6

2.5 3.0 29:9 � 8:2 15:5 � 5:4

3.0 3.5 18:3 � 6:1 8:7 � 4:2

3.5 4.0 7:0 � 3:1 3:1 � 2:3

4.0 5.0 3:5 � 2:2 1:6 � 1:6

5.0 6.5 0:8 � 0:8 0:2 � 0:4

6.5 8.0 0:1 � 0:2 |
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Table11:HARP resultsforthedouble-di�erential�+ and �� production cross-section in thelaboratorysystem ,

d2��=(dpd
),for� + -C interactionsat12 G eV=c.Each row refersto a di�erent(pm in � p < pm ax;�m in � � <

�m ax)bin,where p and � are the pion m om entum and polarangle,respectively. The centralvalue aswellas

the square-rootofthe diagonalelem entsofthe covariancem atrix aregiven.

�m in �m ax pm in pm ax d2��
+

=(dpd
) d 2��
�

=(dpd
)

(m rad) (m rad) (G eV/c) (G eV/c) (m b/(G eV/c sr)) (m b/(G eV/c sr))

30 60 0.50 1.50 191.5 � 85.0 136.7 � 66.4

1.50 2.50 173.0 � 65.1 177.6 � 71.3

2.50 3.50 354.0 � 88.4 193.3 � 70.2

3.50 5.00 302.1 � 63.6 129.0 � 47.4

5.00 6.50 177.8 � 46.9 106.1 � 38.3

6.50 8.00 196.8 � 48.5 94.8 � 34.4

60 90 0.50 1.50 259.1 � 70.7 161.9 � 60.5

1.50 2.50 337.1 � 65.8 166.2 � 50.2

2.50 3.50 243.0 � 53.9 140.6 � 42.4

3.50 5.00 179.4 � 37.4 88.2 � 26.4

5.00 6.50 149.7 � 32.9 54.1 � 18.8

6.50 8.00 49.7 � 15.3 12.6 � 10.0

90 120 0.50 1.50 268.2 � 64.9 197.6 � 57.5

1.50 2.50 332.0 � 65.3 107.3 � 34.6

2.50 3.50 237.4 � 47.4 222.3 � 55.1

3.50 5.00 153.1 � 34.5 35.8 � 15.5

5.00 6.50 60.2 � 18.9 34.4 � 15.2

6.50 8.00 23.0 � 9.7 10.1 � 7.0

120 150 0.50 1.50 178.9 � 54.8 147.4 � 57.8

1.50 2.50 264.2 � 61.8 146.7 � 51.6

2.50 3.50 178.2 � 46.3 88.3 � 33.0

3.50 5.00 73.0 � 26.3 54.3 � 28.1

5.00 6.50 31.8 � 15.5 3.7 � 5.9

6.50 8.00 7.8 � 7.0 |

150 180 0.50 1.50 181.1 � 56.3 213.8 � 66.6

1.50 2.50 165.7 � 53.6 173.5 � 53.7

2.50 3.50 136.2 � 44.0 44.0 � 28.4

3.50 5.00 25.7 � 16.0 9.5 � 14.2

5.00 6.50 21.3 � 17.0 3.8 � 10.2

6.50 8.00 4.5 � 7.3 |

180 210 0.50 1.50 219.0 � 73.4 248.5 � 76.1

1.50 2.50 77.1 � 35.6 127.8 � 49.5

2.50 3.50 81.2 � 42.1 40.9 � 32.6

3.50 5.00 29.6 � 24.6 4.4 � 11.6

5.00 6.50 8.4 � 13.8 0.0 � 0.3

6.50 8.00 0.4 � 3.0 |
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Table12:HARP resultsforthedouble-di�erential�+ and �� production cross-section in thelaboratorysystem ,

d2��=(dpd
),for� � -C interactionsat12 G eV=c.Each row refersto a di�erent(pm in � p < pm ax;�m in � � <

�m ax)bin,where p and � are the pion m om entum and polarangle,respectively. The centralvalue aswellas

the square-rootofthe diagonalelem entsofthe covariancem atrix aregiven.

�m in �m ax pm in pm ax d2��
+

=(dpd
) d 2��
�

=(dpd
)

(m rad) (m rad) (G eV/c) (G eV/c) (m b/(G eV/c sr)) (m b/(G eV/c sr))

30 60 0.50 1.50 198.1 � 28.7 189.6 � 28.7

1.50 2.50 206.8 � 24.2 284.9 � 31.4

2.50 3.50 182.0 � 22.2 263.8 � 27.1

3.50 5.00 138.0 � 15.3 242.0 � 19.6

5.00 6.50 98.4 � 11.4 257.7 � 22.1

6.50 8.00 74.4 � 10.4 260.9 � 17.4

60 90 0.50 1.50 201.9 � 21.7 249.0 � 26.6

1.50 2.50 189.2 � 18.1 302.4 � 24.5

2.50 3.50 163.1 � 14.6 247.5 � 18.8

3.50 5.00 94.6 � 9.1 200.3 � 13.6

5.00 6.50 58.5 � 7.1 129.2 � 9.4

6.50 8.00 18.4 � 3.6 81.1 � 8.2

90 120 0.50 1.50 254.2 � 26.1 317.1 � 33.1

1.50 2.50 226.4 � 20.4 325.5 � 27.5

2.50 3.50 169.0 � 16.0 263.9 � 22.0

3.50 5.00 88.4 � 10.0 146.9 � 12.6

5.00 6.50 24.4 � 4.1 70.1 � 7.3

6.50 8.00 3.0 � 0.8 29.0 � 4.3

120 150 0.50 1.50 195.2 � 21.6 267.8 � 29.9

1.50 2.50 177.4 � 19.0 235.3 � 22.1

2.50 3.50 97.1 � 11.9 159.9 � 16.6

3.50 5.00 56.2 � 7.7 87.1 � 10.3

5.00 6.50 10.1 � 2.8 29.6 � 5.0

6.50 8.00 1.1 � 0.5 8.7 � 2.3

150 180 0.50 1.50 198.9 � 23.2 267.8 � 30.7

1.50 2.50 173.1 � 19.3 233.1 � 23.7

2.50 3.50 82.6 � 11.8 89.4 � 12.0

3.50 5.00 19.0 � 4.6 48.9 � 7.4

5.00 6.50 1.5 � 1.0 11.8 � 2.9

6.50 8.00 | 3.6 � 1.3

180 210 0.50 1.50 175.1 � 22.0 246.9 � 29.6

1.50 2.50 112.6 � 15.5 106.1 � 14.3

2.50 3.50 43.7 � 9.0 51.4 � 8.7

3.50 5.00 9.1 � 3.3 17.2 � 3.8

5.00 6.50 1.2 � 1.1 7.4 � 2.4

6.50 8.00 | 2.4 � 1.0
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