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C om parison of large-angle production of charged pions w ith
incident protons on cylindrical long and short targets

HARP Collaboration

The HARP collaboration has presented m easurem ents of the doubledi erential production
cross—section In the range of mom entum 100 M &v=c p 800 M &V=c and angle

035 rad 215 rad w ith proton beam s hitting thin nuclear targets. ITn m any applications the
extrapolation to long targets is necessary. In this paper the analysis of data taken w ith long (one
Interaction length) solid cylindrical targetsm ade of carbon, tantalim and lead is presented. T he
data were taken w ith the lJarge acceptance HARP detector in the T9 beam line of the CERN
Proton Synchrotron. T he secondary pions were produced by beam s of protons w ith m om enta
5GeVv=c,8GeV=cand 12 G&V=c. The tracking and identi cation of the produced particles were
perform ed using a an allradius cylindrical tim e pro ction chamber (TPC ) placed Inside a
solenoidalm agnet. Tncident protons were denti ed by an elaborate system of beam detectors.

R esults are obtained for the doubledi erential yields per target nuckon d? =dpd . The

m easuram ents are com pared w ith predictionsof theM AR S and GEANT 4 M onte C arlo sin ulations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Them ain ob fctives of the HARP experin ent E| ]are to m easure charged pion production yields to help design the
proton driver of a future neutrino factory @], to provide m easurem ents to in prove calculations of the atm ospheric
neutrino ux B, Q, E, @] and to m easure particle yields as nput for the ux calculation of accelerator neutrino
experin ents ﬂ], such asK 2K E,EJ,M niBooNE @J and SciBooN E E]}. In addition to these speci c aim s, the data
provided by HARP are valuable for valdating hadron production m odels used in sinm ulation program s. The HARP
experin ent has taken data with beam s of pions and protons with mom enta from 1.5 GeV=c to 15 G &V =c hitting
targets m ade of a Jarge range of m aterials. To provide a large angular and m om entum coverage of the produced
charged particles the experin ent com prises tw o spectrom eters, a forw ard spectrom eter built around a dipole m agnet
and a large-angle spectrom eter constructed in a solenoidalm agnet.

A large am ount of data collected by the HARP experin ent with thin (5% of nuclear interaction length) and
cryogenic targets have already been analyzed and published E,E,@,E,@,m,@,@,@,ﬂl, covering all the
physics sub fcts discussed above. C ross-sections for som e of these data—sets based on the sam e raw data have been
published by a di erent group ]. W e disagree w ith the analysis ofR ef. ] (see Ref. ] for di erences in detector
calibration).

In this paper e ective m easurem ents of the double-di erential production cross-section,d? =dpd for produc—
tion vald for solid cylindrical long targets (one interaction length) m ade of carbon, tantalum and lead are presented.
T he secondary pionsw ere produced by beam s of protons in a m om entum range from 5G &V=c to 12 G €V =c In pinging
perpendicularly on one of the at surfaces of the target rods. In earlier papers the m easurem ents of the double-
di erential production cross-sections were presented for data taken using protons hitting thin beryllium , carbon,
alum Inium , copper, tih, tantalum and lead thin targets of 5% nuclear interaction length. Final results can be found
in Ref. ] for the proton beam data. The results presented In this paper provide a m eans to check the ability of
hadron production m odels to sin ulate pion production w ith realistic extended targets by com paring short} and
long target data taken w ith the sam e experin ent. T he choice of target m aterdals covers an often used low A m aterial,
carbon, and exam ples of large A targets lke tantalum and lead. W e have lim ited ourselves to the m om entum range
of the incom ing beam w here the m ost statistics is available (5 G &V =c{12 G &V =c).

E ective m easurem ents of particle production using extended targets are not unam biguously de ned. In this case
the results have to be understood as follow s. T he absorption and re-interactions of the beam proton in the target are
not corrected for, thus the m easuram ents encom pass the filll behaviour of the beam particle in the one interaction
length ( 1) of the target. This hods eg. when the proton is (elstically) scattered or when protons or pions are
produced In a relatively an all forward cone (up to 200 m rad). A s long as particles are produced w ithin this forw ard
cone they are regarded as part of the beam . Particles em itted outside this cone are regarded as \products". The
e ect of absorption and interactions of these secondary pions and protons em itted outside this cone are corrected for
as losses of the produced pions or as background in the case of production of tertiaries. T hus, the analysis procedure
aim s to correct for these e ects such that the e ective target is transparent for the secondary \product" pions and
one 1 long for the \beam particles". Som e am biguities still persist, and for the precise, quantitative interpretation
of the results it is In portant to take into account the consequences of this procedure. O ne should note that the
diam eter of the targets is 30.3 mm both for the long and short targets. T he relevant target param eters are listed in
Tablk[d. Nevertheless, we believe that this de nition is the m ost usefiil one to provide input for the sinulation of
the production targets of superfeam s and neutrino factories. A nother procedure could be envisaged if one would
know the target characteristics for a given installation exactly. In that case m easurem ents on a replica target could
bem ade and the particles em erging from the target could be registered w ithout bothering what happened inside the
target. Since these m easuraem ents are ain Ing at design studies for future installations, the latter approach cannot be
followed.

TABLE I:Param eters of the long targets. A 1l targets have a diam eter of 303 mm .

Target m aterial C Ta Pb
Length (cm ) 38.01 11.14 17.05
D ensity (g/cm ) 1.72 1667 11.34

Data were taken In the T9 beam of the CERN PS. Contrary to the shorttarget data, no interaction trigger was
applied whilk taking data w ith long targets. A 1l good beam triggers were recorded, regardless of the activity in the
dow nstream trigger detectors. T he collected statistics for the di erent nuclear targets are reported in Tabl[d. The
analysis proceeds by selecting tracks in the Time Progction Chamber (TPC) In events w ith an incident proton.
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FIG .1: Scheam atic layout of the HARP detector. T he convention for the coordinate system is shown in the lowerxright comer.
T he threem ost downstream (unlabelled) drift cham berm odules are only partly equipped w ith electronics and are not used for
tracking. T he detector covers a total length of 135 m along the beam axis and hasamaxinum width of 6.5 m perpendicular
to the beam . The beam muon denti er is visble as the m ost dow nstream detector (white box).

M om entum and polar anglem easuram ents and particle identi cation are based on the m easurem ents of track position
and energy deposition in the TPC . An unfolding m ethod is used to correct for experim ental resolution, e ciency
and acceptance and to obtain the doubledi erential pion production yields. O therw ise, the analysis follow s the sam e
m ethods as used for the determ ination of production by protons on short targets. T hese analysis m ethods are
docum ented in Ref. ]wji'h In provem ents described in R ef. ] and w illbe only brie y outlined here.

T he longtarget data were taken w ith relatively high beam intensities (typically 5000 particles per spill). Under
these circum stances a space charge due to ions built up inside the drift volum e of the TPC . T hese charges were
regponsible for a tim edependent (\dynam ic") distortion of the track im agesm easured by the TPC . These e ects are
m ore severe for the long-target data than for the shorttarget data due to the high interaction rate. A rst set of
results on pion production at large angles by protons using shorttarget data had been published @ ,@ ,@ ]based on
the analysis of the data lim ited to the beginning of each accelerator gpill for this reason. Tt was no longer necessary
to lin it the analysis of the shorttarget data set to the events taken in the beginning of each spill after corrections
had been developed ]. These corrections were fully applied in the analysis ofR ef. ]. However, in the case of the
long-target data the distortion e ects are lJarger, and the corrections could only be reliably applied to a part of the
400 m s spill, so that typically 30% {50% of the statistics are available for the analysis reported In this paper. M ore
details w ill be given in Section [IIA].

II. EXPERIM ENTAL APPARATUSAND DATA SELECTION

The HARP detector is shown in Fig.[ll and is described in detail in R ef. ]. T he forward spectrom eter, m ainly
used In the analysis for the conventional neutrino beam s and atm ospheric neutrino ux, com prises a dipole m agnet,
large planar drift cham bers (NDC ) @], a tim eof- ght wall (TOFW ) @], a threshold Cherenkov counter (CHE)
and an electrom agnetic calorin eter (ECAL). In the largeangle region a cylindrical TPC with a radiuisof 408 mm is
positioned inside a solenodalm agnetwith a eld of0.7 T. The TPC detector was designed to m easure and dentify
tracks in the angular region from 0.25 rad to 2.5 rad w ith respect to the beam axis. T he target is placed inside the
Inner eld cage (IFC ) ofthe TPC such that, in addition to particles produced in the forw ard direction, backw ard-going
tracks can be m easured. The TPC is used for tracking, m om entum determ ination and m easurem ent of the energy
deposition dE =dx for particle denti cation ]. A set of resistive plate cham bers (RPC ) form s a barrel inside the
solenoid around the TPC to m easure the arrival tin e of the secondary particles @ ]. Charged particle denti cation
(PID ) can be achieved by m easuring the jonization per unit length in the gas (dE =dx) as a function of the total
m om entum of the particle. Additional PID can be perform ed through a tin e-of- ight m easurem ent w ith the RPCs;
thism ethod is used to provide an independent calibration of the PID based on dE =dx.



TABLE II: Totalnum ber of events and tracks used in the various nuclear 100% : target data sets taken w ith the proton beam
and the num ber of protons on target as calculated from the prescaled incidentsoroton triggers.

D ata set C Ta Pb
TotalDAQ events 5GeV=c 768202 875079 1034775
8 GeVv=c 708144 1312215 871706

12 G eV=c 236362 1375923 1085263

A ccepted beam protons 5Ge&V=c 253888 296512 341120
8 G eV=c 339968 729728 490048

12 GeV=c 175232 1046464 822016

Fraction of triggers used 5 Ge&V=c 032 031 033
8 GeV=c 0.49 0.29 0.30

12 Gev=c 0.55 027 0.28

selected w ith P ID 5Gev=c 10550 7020 8185
8 Gev=c 31110 32590 20336

12 GeV=c 22269 65346 44498

selected w ith P ID 5Gev=c 15496 9008 9851
8 GeV=c 41252 37747 23097

12 GevV=c 27362 75389 49725
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FIG .2: The position distributions of the incidentbeam particles in the x{y plane in the 5 G eV =c beam (left panel), 8 G &V =c
beam (m iddle panel) and 12 G &V =c beam (right panel). T he outline of the target is shown as a shaded circle.

In addition to the data taken with the solid targets of 5% and 100% 1 runs were also taken with an em pty
target holder to check backgrounds. D ata taken with a Iiquid hydrogen target at 3 GeV=c, 5 GeV=c and 8 G&V=c
Incidentdbeam m om entum togetherw ith cosm icray data were used to provide an absolute calbration ofthe e ciency,
mom entum scale and resolition of the detector.

Themom entum of the T9 beam is known w ith a precision of the order of 1% [30]. The beam pro les profcted to
the target position asm easured by the beam M W PC s are shown for the three di erent beam m om enta in Fig.[2d. The
absolute nom alization of the num ber of iIncident protons is perform ed by just counting the incom ing beam particles
w ith the sam e trigger as used for the analysis of the secondary particles. This is possible since no selection on the
interaction is perform ed in the trigger for the data sets used in the present analysis. The din ensions and m ass of
the solid targets were carefully m easured. T he purity of the target m aterials exceeded 99.9% . T he uncertainties in
thickness and density of the targets are wellbelow 1% .

Beam instrum entation provides iddenti cation of the incom ing particle, the detemm ination of the tin e when it hits
the target, and the In pact point and direction of the beam particle on the target. Tt isbased on a set of fourm ultiw ire
proportional cham bers M W PC ) to m easure the position and direction of the incom ing beam particles and tin e-of-

ight (TOF') detectors and two N ,— lled C herenkov counters to dentify incom ing particles. Several trigger detectors
are Installed to select events w ith an interaction and to de ne the nom alization. T he beam of positive particles used



for thism easurem ent consists m ainly of positrons, pions and protons, w ith sm all com ponents of kaons and deuterons
and heavier lons. Its com position depends on the selected beam m om entum . T he proton fraction in the incom ing
positive particle beam varies from 35% at 3G eV /cto 92% at 12 GeV /c. At the rst stage of the analysis a favoured
beam particle type is selected using the beam tin eof- ight system and the two Cherenkov counters. A value of the
pulse height consistent w ith the absence of a signal in both beam Cherenkov detectors distinguishes protons (and
kaons) from electrons and pions. W e also ask for tin e m easuram ents to be present which are needed for calculating
the arrival tin e of the beam proton at the target. Thebeam TOF system isused to refct ions, such asdeuterons, and
to separate protons from pionsat low m om enta. In m ost beam settings the nitrogen pressure in the beam Cherenkov
counterswas too low for kaons to be above the threshold. K aons are thus counted in the proton sam ple. H ow ever, the
fraction of kaons has been m easured in the 12.9 G €V =c beam using a dedicated com bination of the pressure setting
of the two Cherenkov counters and are found to contrbute less than 0.5% , and hence are negligble in the proton
beam sam ple. E lectrons radiate in the C herenkov counters and would be counted as pions. M ore details on the beam

particle selection can be found in Refs. 25]and [12,113,[14].

T he length of the accelerator spill is 400 m s w ith a typical intensity of 5000 beam particles per spill. T he average
num ber of events recorded by the data acquisition rangesup to 450 per spill for the data taken w ith long targets. T he
analysis proceeds by st selecting a beam proton not accom panied by other beam tracks. A fter the event selection
the sam ple of tracks to be used for analysis is de ned. Tabl show s the num ber of events and the num ber of

selected In the analysis. T he large di erence between the rst and second set of rows (\TotalDAQ events" and
\A coepted beam protons") isdue to the relatively lJarge fraction of pions in the beam and to the num ber of calbration
triggers used. T he entry \Fraction of triggers used" show s the part of the data for w hich distortions in the TPC could
be calbrated reliably as explained below .

A . D istortions in the TPC

Besides the usual need for calbration of the detector, a num ber of hardw are shortfalls, discovered m ainly after
the end of data-taking, had to be overcom e to use the TPC data reliably in the analysis. The TPC isa ected by a
relatively Jarge num ber of dead or noisy pads and static and dynam ic distortions of the reconstructed tra fctories.
T he corrections applied to the m easurem ents are dentical to the ones used for our analysis of shorttarget data taken
w ith Incom ing protons and a description can be found in Ref. [17,124] [44].

T he size of the corrections for dynam ic distortions grow s as function of the tim e w ithin each accelerator spill and
for each data set the part of the spill which can be reliably corrected is checked. The fraction of events usable for
the analysis is typically 30% {50% , but varies ©r the di erent data sets (see Table [[). The presence of a possble
residualm om entum bias in the TPC m easuram ent due to the dynam ic distortions was investigated using a large set
of calibbration m ethods. A dedicated paper [23]addresses this point and show s that our estin ation of the know ledge of
the absolutem om entum scale is better than 3:5% . D ue to the large event rate in the data taken w ith the long targets,
the dynam ic distortions are m ore severe than for the shorttarget data. It is possible to correct only a relatively
an all fraction of the data reliably, ie. the rst 30% of the Ta and Pb data and the zst half of the C data. The
track In pact distance|49]w ith respect to the tra fctory of the incom ing beam particle, d8 , Is a very sensitive probe to
m easure the distortion strength [24]. A s an exam ple of the e ect of the distortions and the quality of the corrections
the distributions ofd8 in the 12 G &V =cC and Pb data are shown in Fig.[3, as exam ples of a better and w orse situation,
respectively.

Figure[d show s as a further check the distrdbution in g=pr , where q is the m easured charge of the particle and pr
its transverse m om entum . Tracks have been divided Into six groups depending on the num ber N ,+ of their event In
the spill. T he six groups correspond to 50n < No,+  50(n + 1) (forn rangihg from zero to wve), thus displaying the
distrdbution of tracks from early events in the spill separately from tracks in events m easured later in the spill. To
m ake the absolute nom alization m eaningful, the distributions have been scaled to an equal num ber of Incidentdoeam
particles com pared to the st group of 50 events. In the left panel, no dynam ic distortion corrections have been
applied and a clear di erence of the distrdbbutions is visble especially for Pb. O ne should note that the m om entum
m easuram ent as well as the e ciency ism odi ed by the distortions. The right panel show s the distrdbutions after
the corrections. T he distributions are m ore equal, although especially for the Pb data still in portant di erences are
observed at the end of the gpill. To understand the asym m etry of positively and negatively charged tracks, one should
keep In m Ind that no particle identi cation was perform ed. T hus both protons and pions contribute to the positives
while the 's are the only com ponent of the negative particles. Since the statistical errors in this analysis are am aller
than the system atic errors a conservative approach was chosen, and only the rstpart of the spillwhere the dynam ic
distortion corrections could be applied wasused. For the case of the 12 G e&V=cC and Pb data shown in the exam pls,
only the st 250 and 150 events of the spill were used, respectively. For the 12 G &V =c Pb data Figs.[3 and [4 show
very large e ects In the uncorrected results. T hese are am ong the data sets w here the largest dynam ic distortions are
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FIG .3: Averaged] ( lkd circles for reconstructed positive tracks, open squares for reconstructed negative tracks) as a finction
of event num ber in spill for 12 G €V =c C data in the top panelsand for 12 G €V =c Pb data in the bottom panels. T he left panels
(a: p{C;c: p{Pb) show uncorrected data and in the right panels (b: p{C ;d: p{Pb) dynam ic distortion corrections have been

applied. A fter the \default" correction for the static distortions (equal for each setting) a sm allresiduale ect at the beginning
of the spill is visibble at Neye = 0 (left panel). This is due to the fact that the inner and outer eld cages are powered w ith
IndividualHV supplies. A setting-y-setting correction com patible w ith the reproducibility of the pow er supplies is applied for
the data of the right panel together w ith the dynam ic distortion correction. T he value of h:lg iatNeye = 0 In the right panel
has a sm all negative value as expected from the fact that the energy-loss is not described in the track-m odelused in the t.
The di erence observed in the results for the two charges show s that the m odel can correct the distortion in the 12 GeV=c C

data to within about 2 mm . In the bottom left panel (12 G eV =c Pb data) one observes a steep (aln ost linear) behaviour
from Neye 50 events,while the data early In the spillare practically nota ected. In this case the distortion can be corrected
up to about 3 mm ,asmeasured by dg . However, beyond Ney: 150 events other benchm arks show thatm om entum biases
are not kept under control.
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FIG .4: Distrbution in g=pr for the 12 G &V =c C data (top panels) and for the 12 G eV =c Pb data (bottom panels), where q is
the m easured charge of the particle and pr its transverse m om entum . T he six curves show six regions in event num ber In spill
(each in groups of 50 events in spill). G roups are labelled w ith the last event num ber accepted in the group, eg. \50" stands
for the group w ith event num ber from 1 to 50. T he six groups are nom alized to the sam e num ber of incom ing beam particles,
taking the rst group as reference. Left panels (a: p{C; c: p{Pb): without dynam ic distortion corrections; right panels (b:
p{C;d: p{Pb): with dynam ic distortion corrections. In the top left panelonly the st three groups of 50 events In spill are
equivalent, while in the top right panel the groups are nearly indistinguishable. In the bottom Ileft panel (Pb) a very large
di erence between the groups of 50 events in spill are observed (only the rst two groups are equivalent). T he very large loss
of tracks at high event num bers is due to the fact that particles no longer point back to the incidentdbeam particle and are
refcted by this selection criterion. In the (bottom ) right panelthe st ve groups are nearly indistinguishable.
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FIG .5: The averagem om entum as a function of N o+ observed for protons selected w ithin a high dE =dx region for the p{Pb
data at 12 GeV=c. The angl of the particles is restricted in a range with sin 09. The data are corrected for dynam ic
distortions and stay stable w ithin 3% up to about 150 N ¢yt . T he corrections becom e too large to be corrected reliably beyond
150 events (30% of the spill). T he shaded band showsa 3% variation.

observed. T his is explained by the relatively high interaction rate using the long target and high m ultiplicity in p{Pb
interactions w ithout su cient reduction of the beam intensity during data taking.

Tt cannot be taken for granted that no residualm om entum bias is incurred when corrections have to be applied
corresponding to h:igi values larger than 15 mm . T herefore, the results of the corrections have to be checked using
a benchm ark which ensures good m om entum reconstruction. A direct test of the e ect of the correction on the
m easurem ent of mom entum is shown in Fig.[d for the worst case (12 GeV=c Pb). A sample of relatively high
m om entum protons was selected setting a xed w indow w ith relatively high values of dE =dx in the TPC . This high
dE =dx w indow ensured that the particlesw ere correctly denti ed asprotonsand sim ultaneously selected a m om entum
band. It is visble that them om entum m easurem ent starts to show deviations beyond event num ber 150 nside spills.
W hereas the other estim ators do not reveal a problem , the m om entum estin ator using dE =dx reveals a deviation
beyond the accepted system atic error of 3% . This explains the relatively sm all part of the full spill used in the
analysis.

III. DATA ANALY SIS

Only a short outline of the data analysis procedure is presented here, for further details see R efs. , ]. The
doubledi erential yieldper target nucleon for the production ofa particle oftype can be expressed in the lJaboratory
system as:

d? 1 A X M1 I\]_O (1)
= {5 1050 0 040 7
dpid 5 NpoeNa t, 173 >

3% °

w here —d‘ijd - is expressed In bins of truem om entum (p;), angle ( 5) and particle type ( ).
The raw yield’N iogo is the num ber of particles of observed type in bins of reconstructed m om entum (py ) and

angle ( j). T hese particles m ust satisfy the event, track and PID selection criteria. A lthough, ow ing to the stringent

0
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PIDD Oselecijon, the background from m isidenti ed protons in the pion sam ple is am all, the pion and proton raw yields
(N jo40, fOT 0= ; 7 ;p) have been m easured sinm ultaneously. Tt is thus possible to correct for the am all rem aining
proton background in the pion data w ithout prior assum ptions conceming the proton production cross-section.

Them atrix M i 1'103'0 » corrects for the e ciency and the resolution of the detector. Tt unfolds the true variables ij

from the reconstructed variables i°  w ith a Bayesian technique [32]and corrects the observed num ber of particles
to take into account e ects such as trigger e ciency, reconstruction e ciency, acceptance, absorption, pion decay,
tertiary production, PID e ciency, PID m isidenti cation and electron background. T he m ethod used to correct for
the various e ects is descrbed In m ore detailin Ref. [19].

In order to predict the population of the m gration m atrix element M ;5 ;040 o, the resolution, e ciency and ac—
ceptance of the detector are obtained from the M onte Carlo. This is accurate provided the M onte C arlo sin ulation
describes these quantities correctly. W here som e deviations from the control sam ples m easured from the data are
found, the data are used to Introduce (sn all) ad hoc corrections to the M onte Carlb. U sing the unfolding approach,
possble known biases In the m easurem ents are taken Into account autom atically as long as they are described by
the M onte Carlo. In the experim ent sim ulation, which is based on the GEANT4 tookit [33], the m aterials In the
beam —line and the detector are accurately described as well as the relevant features of the detector response and the
digitization process. T he tin edependent properties of the TPC , such as pulse-height calibration per channeland the
presence of dead channels w ere reproduced for each ndividual data set by running a dedicated set of high-statistics
sim ulations corresponding to each data set. In general, the M onte Carlo sin ulation com pares well w ith the data,
as shown in Ref. [19]. For all In portant issues physical benchm arks have been used to valdate the analysis. The
absolute e ciency and the m easuram ent of the angle and m om entum was determ ined w ith elastic scattering. T he
mom entum and angular resolution was determ ined exploiting the two halves of cosm icray tracks crossing the TPC
volum e. The e clency of the particle denti cation was checked using two Independent detector system s. O nly the
latter needs a sm all ad hoc correction com pared to the sin ulation.

The factor f ¢ In Eq.[ is the inverse of the num ber of target nuclei per unit area (A is the atom icm ass, N, is the
Avogadro num ber, and tare the target density and thickness). A s explained above, we do notm ake a correction for
the attenuation of the beam in the target, so that theyieldsarevald fora 1= 100% target. T he result is nom alized
to the num ber of incident protons on the target N ;... T he absolute nom alization of the result is calculated in the

rst Instance relative to the num ber of incidentbeam particles accepted by the selection. A fter unfolding, the factor
Nf - Isapplied. The beam nom alization has uncertainties sm aller than 2% for allbeam m om entum settings.

T he background due to interactions of the prim ary pions outside the target (called Em pty target background’) is
m easured using data taken without the target m ounted in the target holder. O w ing to the selection criteria which
only accept events from the target region and the good de nition of the interaction point this background is negligible
(< 10 ?). To subtract backgroundsgenerated by °’sproduced in hadronic interactions of the incident-beam particle,
the assum ption ism ade that the ° spectrum is sin ilar to the spectrum of charged pions. In an iterative procedure
the production spectra are used for the subtraction, w hile thedi erence between * and production isused to
estin ate the system atic error. In the region below 125 M &V =c a large fraction of the electrons can be unam biguously
denti ed. T hese tracks are used as a relative nom alization between data and sin ulation. An additional system atic
error of 10$ is assigned to the nom alization of the ° subtraction using the identi ed electrons and positrons. T he
absorption and decay of particles is sin ulated by the M onte Carlo. T he generated single particle can re-interact and
produce background particles by hadronic or electrom agnetic processes. T hese processes are sin ulated and additional
particles reconstructed in the TPC in the sam e event are taken into account in the unfolding procedure as background.
In the Iow m om entum and large angle region the corrections for tertiary particles am ount to 10% {15% .

The e ects of the system atic uncertainties on the nal results are estin ated by repeating the analysis w ith the
relevant nput m odi ed within the estim ated uncertainty intervals. In m any cases this procedure requires the con—
struction ofa set of di erentm igration m atrices. T he correlations of the variations betw een the cross-section bins are
evaluated and expressed in the covariance m atrix. Each system atic error source is represented by its own covariance
m atrix. The sum of these m atrices describes the total systam atic error. T he m agnitude of the overall systam atic
errors w ill be described in Section [IV].

Iv. EXPERIM ENTAL RESULTS

The m easured doubledi erential yields per target nucleon for the production of * and in the laboratory
system as a function of the m om entum and the polar angle for each incidentdbeam m om entum are shown in Figures
[@ to [ for the three long targets studied here. The error bars shown are the syuareroots of the diagonal elem ents
in the covariance m atrix, where statistical and system atic uncertainties are com bined In quadrature. Correlations
cannot be shown in the gures. T he correlation of the statistical errors (introduced by the unfolding procedure) are
typically am aller than 20% for adpcentm om entum bins and sm aller for ad pcent angular bins. T he correlations of
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TABLE III: Experin ental uncertainties for the analysis of the data taken w ith carbon and tantalum targets in the 5 G &V /c,
8GeV /cand 12 G &V /c beam s. T he num bers represent the uncertainty in percent of the cross-section integrated over the angle
and m om entum region indicated. T he system atic errors for the Pb data are very sin ilar to the Ta data.

p (G eV =c) 01{03 03{05 05{0.7

A ngle (m rad) 350{950 950{1550 1550{2150|350{950 950{1550 1550{2150|350{950 950{1550

5 G eV =c

Total syst. (C) 124 7.0 8.8 52 5.7 114 9.0 139
(Ta) 244 14 .6 148 76 52 9.1 8.9 134

Statistics (C) 14 13 1.7 1.0 1.7 34 13 2.7
(Ta) 19 15 19 11 15 2.7 13 23

8 G eV =c

Total syst. (C) 132 72 9.1 54 5.6 105 8.2 133
(Ta) 245 139 141 7.7 49 8.2 8.4 121

Statistics (C) 15 13 18 1.0 1.7 35 12 26
(Ta) 14 11 14 08 11 2.0 09 1.7

12 G eV=c

Total syst. (C) 136 74 9.0 54 52 103 8.0 128
(Ta) 24 2 140 140 7.8 49 7.6 8.3 122

Statistics (C) 1.6 15 2.0 11 18 3.7 13 2.7
(Ta) 09 0.7 09 05 0.7 12 0.5 1.0

TABLE IV :Contrbutions to the experin entaluncertainties for the carbon and tantalum targetdata. T he num bersrepresent the
uncertainty in percent of the cross-section integrated over the angle and m om entum region indicated. T he overallnom alization
has an uncertainty of 2% , and is not reported in the table.

p (G eV =c) 01{03 03{05 05{0.7
A ngle (m rad) 350{950 950{1550 1550{2150|350{950 950{1550 1550{2150|350{950 950{1550
12 GeV=cp{C
A bsorption 1.1 0.1 06 06 04 0.7 0.1 11
Tertiaries 29 12 08 2.5 03 25 0.8 21
Target region cut 8.8 58 6.3 338 33 39 42 43
E ciency 1.7 22 59 13 21 6.1 13 26
Shape of 25 0.7 03 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
N orm alization of ° 1.7 02 02 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Particle ID 01 02 05 12 0.6 02 5.7 4.8
M om entum resolition 4.0 03 03 0.2 05 09 0.6 09
M om entum scale 8.4 3.8 2.0 21 31 6.6 33 102
Angle bias 0.6 04 14 05 14 1.6 0.8 21
12 GeV=cp{Ta

A bsorption 2.7 13 09 2.0 02 0.6 1.0 0.7
Tertiaries 32 12 12 52 04 19 3.1 1.7
Target region cut 175 100 98 4.7 338 438 42 4.8
E ciency 22 25 41 13 13 24 12 2.7
Shape of ° 49 19 038 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
N omm alization of ° 13 0.0 05 0.0 0.0 01 0.0 0.0
Particle ID 03 0.6 06 06 0.1 0.6 438 43
M om entum resolition 8.9 42 41 09 04 04 15 1.7
M om entum scale 124 79 79 24 21 438 36 96
Angle bias 0.8 0.2 11 0.1 11 13 09 14
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TABLE V:Correlation coe cients of the system atic errors for m om entum bins in an angular range and angular bins in a
m om entum range for the 12 G €V =c p{C data.

m om entum bins for 350 m rad < 950 m rad
Pn in (G &V =c) pm ax (G &V =c) fractional error|correlation coe cients
0.20 0.25 0.094 1.00
0.25 0.30 0.079 096 1.00
0.30 035 0.070 0.96 099 1.00
035 0.40 0.059 0.93 095 097 1.00
0.40 045 0.051 0.88 092 095 094 1.00
045 0.50 0.055 0.64 064 068 065 0.85 1.00
0.50 0.55 0.063 049 049 053 049 0.74 097 1.00
0.55 0.60 0.071 020 020 0.24 021 0.51 085 0.95 1.00
angular bins for 300 M eV=c< p 500M eV =c
m i (mrad) m ax (mrad) |fractional error|correlation coe cients
0.35 0.55 0.068 1.00
0.55 0.75 0.059 0.89 1.00
0.75 0.95 0.055 0.65 091 1.00
095 1.15 0.070 042 0.78 0.95 1.00
1.15 135 0.082 026 065 0.89 097 1.00
135 1.55 0.096 0.18 057 0.83 093 0.99 1.00
1.55 1.75 0.095 0.09 047 0.74 085 0.94 098 1.00
1.75 195 0.116 035 066 0.85 090 090 091 0.89 1.00
195 2.15 0.182 035 056 0.71 069 068 0.71 069 091 1.00

the system atic errors are larger, typically 90% for ad pcent bins. T he correlation betw een system atic errors is shown
in Tablk[] for selected bins in the carbon data taken w ith the 12 G &V =c beam . T he overall scale error (< 2% ) isnot
shown. The doubledi erential results of this analysis are also tabulated in Appendix A .

Theintegrated / * ratio in the forward direction isdisplayed in Fig.[dasa function of the secondary m om entum .
T he ratios are very sim ilar to the ones observed In the data w ith the short targets [17]. In the part of the m om entum
range shown in most binsmore ¥ ’s are produced than 's. The / ¥ ratio is larger for higher incom ing beam
m om enta than for lower m om enta and drops w ith increasing secondary m om entum . T he large / * ratio In the
lowest bin of secondary m om entum (100 M €V =c{150 M &V =c) for the heavy nuclar targets (Pb and Ta) in the beam s
with 8 GeV=cand 12 G&V=cm om entum had already been observed in the shorttargetdata. The E 910 collaboration
had m ade a sin ilar observation for their lowest m om entum bin (100 M &V=c { 140 M &V=c) In p{Au collisions at
123 GeV=c and 175 G&V=c incom Ing beam momentum [34]. A plausble explanation has been put forward in
Ref. [35], where it was shown that this e ect is due to an asymm etry In the production of resonances given the
large neutron excess in these heavy nuclki.

T he experin ental uncertainties are sum m arized in Tablk[II for the C and Ta targets. T he system atic error break—
down is shown in Table[lV] for the C and Ta data taken w ith the 12 G eV =c beam . T he num bers for the otherm om enta
are very sin ilar. The errors for the Pb target are very sin ilar to the ones for the Ta target. T he relative sizes of
the di erent system atic error sources are very sin ilar for and ¥ (only * isshown) and for the di erent beam
energies. G oing from lighter (C ) to heavier targets (Ta, Pb) the corrections for ° (conversion, concentrated at low
secondary m om entum ), absorption, tertiaries and target pointing uncertainties are bigger. T he discussion and gures
shown in [17]give a reliable indication of them om entum and angular dependence of the system atic error com ponents.

O ne observes that the statistical error is an all com pared to the system atic errors. T he statistical error is calculated
by error propagation as part of the unfolding procedure. It takes into account that the unfolding m atrix is obtained
from the data them selves [46] and hence also contributes to the statistical error. This procedure aln ost doubles
the statistical error, but avoids an im portant system atic error which would otherw ise be introduced by assum ing a
cross-section m odel calculating the corrections.

T he Jargest system atic error corresponds to the uncertainty in the absolute m om entum scale, which was estim ated
to be around 3% using elastic scattering [19]. T his errordom inates at largem om enta w here the resolution isworse and
in the bins w ith the largest angles w here the distributions are steep. At low m om entum in the forward direction the
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uncertainty in the subtraction of the electron and positron background due to  ° production islarge ( 6 10% ). This
uncertainty is split betw een the variation in the shape ofthe ° spectrum and the nom alization using the recognized
electrons. The target region de nition and the uncertainty in the PID e ciency and background from tertiaries
(particles produced in secondary interactions) are of sin ilar size and are not negligble ( 2 3% ). Relatively small
errors are Introduced by the uncertainties In the absolute know ledge of the angular and the m om entum resolution.
T he correction for tertiaries is relatively large at low m om enta and large angles. Its uncertainty is responsible for a
system atic error of 3 5% in these regions. Com pared to the data taken w ith the shorter targets the system atic
errors related to the e clency of the cut requiring pions to point to the beam particle tra fctory are m uch larger,
egpecially for the Ta and Pb targets. T his is not surprising given the large energy loss of these particles, especially in
the forward direction when traversing a large part of the target.

A s already m entioned above, the overall nom alization has an uncertainty of 2% , and is not reported in the table.
Tt ism ainly due to the uncertainty in the e ciency that beam particles counted in the nomm alization actually hit the
target, w ith sm aller com ponents from the target density and beam particle counting procedure.

A's a crosscheck of the experin ental procedures a com parison of the * production yield m easured w ith the rst
0.1 1 ofthe Iong carbon target and the f11110.05 1 ofthe short carbon target wasm ade. T he carbon target is optin al
for this crosscheck ow Ing to its lower density which favours the ratio of the resolution of the z m easurem ent of the
origin of the secondary particles and the Interaction length. N evertheless, an additional system atic error is introduced
by selecting the outgoing particles from the partialtarget. T he dow nstream boundary of the selection has to bem ade
in a region w ith high particle population. The 8 G €V =c carbon data were chosen for their relatively high statistics.
T he choice to select the st 10% rather than the st 5% of the long target wasm ade as a com prom ise between the
reduced statistics, the additional system atic error due to the track selection near the boundary and the aim to rem ain
as close as possible to the 5% 1 target. D ue to the lin ited statistics once only 10% of the particles are selected, the
com parison is only m eaningfulfor * production and for the rst eight out of nine angular bins. T he result is shown
in Fi.[I0. T he ratio is com patble w ith unity w ithin the relatively large uncertainties.

A . Com parisons w ith short target data

Our nal results, obtained using the long targets can be com pared w ith the previously presented data on short
targets [17]. W e stress here that the data sets using the two sets of targets have been analysed w ith m ethods which
are as equal as possible. The results are shown in Figs.[II{I9. The error bars are an estin ate of the uncertainties
of the ratios, taking into account the correlation of the com m on errors, such asm om entum scale and assum ptions on
background subtraction.

T he ratio of the long over short+target data can reveal the e ect of the \degrading" of the incom ing beam particles
in the target. If all interacting protons would be absorbed in each interaction, the ratio would be roughly 0.65 [47].
If, on the other hand, the beam particles would continue unchanged, the ratio would be unity. O ne observes that in
m ost cases the value of the ratio stays between the two lin its m entioned above (0.65{1.0). It is closer to unity for
the C data, especially at 12 G eV =c. In som e part of the phase-space the C data digplays a ratio above one. The Ta
and Pb data are closer to 0.65. T he behaviour as function of target m aterial is perhaps understood by the fact that
the p{C pion production cross-section at large angles is nearly independent of incom ing m om entum between 5G &V =c
and 12 G €V =c w hile the production cross-sections increase w ith beam m om entum in thism om entum range for heavier
nucled, as shown in Ref. [17]. Thus for p{C forward scattered protons w ith lower m om entum are aln ost as e ective
in producing pions as the originalbeam proton. T his is not the case for the heavier nuclei.

In Figs.[II{I9 we also show com parisons of the ratio of the long—target data and the corresponding 1= 5% targets
w ith a selected list of M onte C arlo generators of GEANT 4 [33]and theM AR S [3d]m odel. W hen a range of incident
energies has to be sinulated, GEANT4 o ers the possibility to de ne a \physics list" of m odels allow Ing the user
to describe the di erent energies w ith optin ized m odels. T he physics list de ned for the present com parisons uses
an intra-nuclear cascade m odel (the \Bertinim odel" [37,/38]) for the lower energies. T he Bertinim odel is based on
the cascade code reported In [39] and hadron collisions are assum ed to proceed according to free-space partial cross
sections corrected for nuclear eld e ects and nal state distrbutions m easured for the incident particle types. At
higher energies, instead, a parton stringm odel (QG SP ) [40]isused. TheM AR S code system [3d]uses as basicm odel
an Inclusive approach m ultifparticle production originated by R . Feynm an. Above 5 G €V phenom enological particle
production m odels are used, while below 5 G&V a cascade-exciton m odel [41] com bined with the Ferm i break-up
m odel, the coalescence m odel, an evaporation m odel and a m ultifragm entation extension are used Instead.

An extra curve is shown for the C and Ta data representing the fraction of pions produced by the original (\ rst
generation") beam proton com pared to the overallnum ber of pions produced by the beam . M ore explicitly, w e repeat
here that all particles produced by the prin ary beam proton w ithin a forward cone w ith halfangle 0 2 rad are regarded
as \beam particles".
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T he com parison, between data and m odels is good for the heavier nuclei, but discrepancies for carbon are visble
for the com parison with M ARS.Here M AR S predicts a lower ratio than observed experin entally, while GEANT 4
provides a m ore accurate description of the data. From an inspection of the line representing the ratio of pions
produced by \beam particles" and all produced pions as calculated by M AR S it appears that in the sim ulation the
large m a prity of secondary pions are generated by the prin ary protons of the beam .

T he ratio increases for all target m aterdals w ith Increasing beam m om entum . This trend can be investigated by
looking at the distrdbution of the the origin of pion tracks as a fiinction of the longitudinal coordinate z. Figure[2Q
show s these distrbbutions as a function of nomm alized z, zy , which runs from -1 to + 1 over the length of the target.
W e de ne z as the value of the longitudinal coordinate of the point of closest approach of the secondary pion track
and the beam particle [48]. T he slopes of the zy distrdbutions are steeper for the lower beam mom enta. O ne also
observes that there is a shower e ect for the higherbeam m om enta, ie. them axin um is not at the very beginning of
the target indicating that som e of the secondary particles are still e cient In producing high angle pions. Since the
resolution is constant in absolute space coordinates, the resolution tail is longer for the higher density targets in the
variable zy .

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

An analysis of the production of pions at large angles w ith respect to the beam direction for incom ing protons of
5GeV=c,8 GeV=c and 12 Ge&V=c beam momentum inpinging on long (100% interaction length) carbon, tantalum
and lead targets is described. The secondary pion yield is m easured In a large angular and m om entum range and
e ective doubledi erential cross-sections are obtained. T he present m easuram ents are in portant to understand the
sim ulations needed to design realistic pion production targets, eg. for a neutrino factory [44]. T he choice has been
m ade to correct the absorption and re-interaction of secondary pions to m ake the results m ore universally usable for
di erent target geom etries. T hus the e ect of the long target on the prin ary beam is highlighted.

The data are com pared w ith corresponding results obtained with thin (5% 1) targets using the sam e detector
and analysis technigques. It is observed that the e ective attenuation of the incom ing particle beam is larger for
heavier targets than for carbon. This e ect m ay have its origin In the stronger energy dependence of the production
cross-section for the high-A targets.

T he hadronic production m odels used for the com parison of the ratio com pare wellw ith the data for tantalum and
lead. The GEANT 4 m odel provides a good description for carbon,while M AR S does not describe the relatively high
ratio observed in the carbon data.
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APPENDIX A:PION PRODUCTION YIELD DATA

TABLE VI: HARP results for the doubledi erential ' production yield per target nuclon in the laboratory system ,
a2 +=(dpd ) for p{C interactions. Each row refers to a di erent (Ehjn P < Pmaxi min < max) bin, where p
and  are the pion mom entum and polar angle, respectively. The central value as well as the squareroot of the diagonal
elem ents of the covariance m atrix are given.

min Max  Ppin  Pmax d@? " =@dpd )
(rad) (rad) (Ge&V=c) (Ge&V=c) (bam=(GeV=c rad))
G eV =c G eV =c G eV =c

035 0.55 0.5 0.20|0.126 0.028 0.121 0.031 0.164 0.041
0.20 0.25/0.156 0.019 0215 0.027 0239 0.031
0.25 0.30(0.187 0.019 0232 0.023 0294 0.029
0.30 0.35/0.199 0.020 0275 0.026 0295 0.032
0.35 0.40(0210 0.018 0269 0.024 0333 0.029
0.40 045/0221 0.017 0287 0.022 0342 0.028
045 05010223 0.013 0297 0.021 0368 0.027
0.50 0.60(0213 0.015 0.295 0.020 0371 0.025
0.60 0.70{0.178 0.021 0264 0.029 0343 0.037
0.70 0.80|0.119 0.023 0.210 0.032 0279 0.044
055 0.75 0.10 0.15/0.086 0.28 0.087 0.029 0.09 0.037
0.15 0.20/0.140 0.012 0.170 0.019 0.198 0.019
0.20 0.25(0.187 0.018 0224 0.019 0273 0.030
0.25 0.30{0203 0.017 0265 0.021 0307 0.024
0.30 0.35/0.197 0.014 0.255 0.019 0297 0.023
0.35 0.40(0.189 0.014 0237 0.013 0280 0.017
040 045]0.192 0.012 0233 0.012 0293 0.017
045 0.50(0.160 0.010 0.224 0.014 0264 0.019
0.50 0.60(0.127 0.011 0.183 0.015 0228 0.017
0.60 0.70{0.087 0.013 0.138 0.018 0.175 0.024
0.70 0.80/0.050 0.011 0.097 0.019 0.115 0.024
0.75 095 0.10 0.15/0.100 0.22 0.092 0.021 0.097 0.024
0.15 0.20/0.153 0.012 0190 0.017 0218 0.023
0.20 0.25(0.188 0.017 0213 0.019 0233 0.019
0.25 0.30(0.178 0.010 0222 0.015 0252 0.024
0.30 0.35/0.154 0.009 0.189 0.010 0236 0.013
0.35 040(0.141 0.007 0179 0.009 0223 0.011
0.40 0.45/0.109 0.006 0.160 0.09 0.189 0.011
045 0.50(0.092 0.007 0132 0.008 0.160 0.010
0.50 0.60(0.067 0.007 0.095 0.010 0.120 0.012
0.60 0.70{0.038 0.007 0.062 0.010 0.073 0.013
095 1.15 0.10 0.15/0.086 0.015 0.110 0.021 0.115 0.021
0.15 0.20(0.158 0.017 0199 0.019 0210 0.022
020 0.25/0.166 0.012 0.184 0.012 0217 0.015
0.25 0.30{0.140 0.008 0.167 0.009 0.186 0.012
0.30 0.35/0.107 0.006 0.136 0.007 0.160 0.009
0.35 0.40(0.092 0.006 0.105 0.006 0.133 0.008
0.40 0.45/0.072 0.005 0.088 0.006 0.105 0.008
045 0.50{0.051 0.006 0.075 0.007 0.085 0.007
0.50 0.60(0.029 0.004 0.046 0.007 0.059 0.007
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M max  Ppin  Pmax d® " =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (Ge&V=c) (Ge&V=c) (bam/(GeV=c rad))
G eV =c G evV=c G eV=c
115 135 0.10 0.15/0.101 0.015 0.113 0.020 0.146 0.024
0.15 0200164 0.015 0.161 0.019 0188 0.023
0.20 0.25/0.136 0.013 0.152 0.011 0181 0.014
0.25 0.30/0.097 0.007 0.124 0.009 0136 0.010
0.30 0.35/0.071 0.004 0.095 0.007 0102 0.008
035 040(/0.054 0.004 0.071 0.005 0.077 0.005
040 045/0.040 0.004 0.052 0.004 0.056 0.005
045 0.50(/0.024 0.004 0.038 0.005 0.042 0.005
135 1.55 0.10 0.15/0.102 0.016 0.140 0.021 0.140 0.022
0.15 0.20/0.138 0.012 0.152 0.013 0.194 0.016
0.20 0.25/0.102 0.007 0139 0.011 0155 0.012
0.25 0.30(/0.072 0.006 0.091 0.008 0.108 0.009
0.30 0.35/0.044 0.004 0.064 0.005 0.081 0.006
035 040(/0.031 0.003 0.045 0.005 0.055 0.006
0.40 0.45/0.023 0.003 0.030 0.004 0.038 0.005
045 0.50(0.015 0.002 0.018 0.003 0.024 0.004
155 1.75 0.10 0.15/0.100 0.015 0.122 0.019 0125 0.022
0.15 0.20(0.123 0.012 0.141 0.013 0155 0.015
0.20 0.25/0.095 0.008 0.107 0.009 0.114 0.010
0.25 0.30/0.055 0.006 0.062 0.006 0.080 0.008
0.30 0.35/0.032 0.003 0.041 0.003 0.046 0.004
035 0.40/0.023 0.002 0.027 0.004 0034 0.004
0.40 045/0.013 0.002 0.017 0.003 0.025 0.003
045 0.50(0.007 0.001 0.010 0.002 0016 0.003
175 195 0.10 0.15/0.101 0.018 0.122 0.018 0126 0.022
0.15 0.20(0.116 0.013 0.130 0.017 0153 0.019
0.20 0.25/0.080 0.008 0.082 0.010 0.096 0.011
0.25 0.30/0.047 0.007 0.047 0.006 0.063 0.008
0.30 0.35/0.023 0.004 0.028 0.004 0.040 0.005
035 040/0.013 0.002 0.021 0.003 0.029 0.004
0.40 0.45/0.007 0.001 0.011 0.002 0017 0.003
045 0.50/0.005 0.001 0.005 0.002 0.009 0.002
195 215 0.10 0.15/0.110 0.021 0.131 0.025 0134 0.027
0.15 0200129 0.017 0.132 0.018 0.146 0.020
0.20 0.25/0.067 0.012 0.090 0.015 0.088 0.015
0.25 0.30/0.037 0.006 0.048 0.009 0068 0.011
0.30 0.35/0.023 0.004 0.024 0.004 0.028 0.006
035 040(/0.012 0.003 0.014 0.003 0.016 0.003
0.40 0.45/0.006 0.002 0.010 0.003 0011 0.003
045 0.50(0.003 0.001 0.004 0.001 0.005 0.002
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TABLE VII: HARP results for the doubledi erential production yield per target nuclon in the laboratory system ,
d? =(dpd ) for p{C interactions. Each row refers to a di erent (g i, P < Pmaxi pin < max) bin, where p
and  are the pion mom entum and polar angle, respectively. The central value as well as the squareroot of the diagonal
elem ents of the covariance m atrix are given.

min Mmax Pnin  Pmax d =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (Ge&V=c) (bam=(G eV=c rad))
G eV =c G eV =c G eV =c

035 0.55 0.15 0.2010.099 0.023 0.160 0.035 0.202 0.049
020 0.25/0.108 0.014 0175 0.023 0244 0.031
0.25 0.30(0.121 0.013 0.189 0.018 0275 0.030
0.30 0.35/0.132 0.012 0192 0.019 0286 0.025
0.35 040(0.124 0.010 0.180 0.014 0236 0.018
0.40 0.45/0.115 0.009 0.183 0.016 0238 0.019
045 0.50(0.114 0.007 0180 0.012 0235 0.017
0.50 0.60(0.104 0.007 0172 0.012 0237 0.016
060 0.70/0.094 0.010 0.157 0.014 0231 0.021
0.70 0.80{0.078 0.011 0.147 0.019 0206 0.026
055 0.75 0.10 0.15(0.073 0.024 0.102 0.033 0.114 0.040
0.15 0.20/0.100 0.010 0.140 0.014 0200 0.019
020 0.25/0.130 0.012 0177 0.018 0218 0.019
0.25 0.30{0.109 0.008 0.168 0.012 0230 0.017
0.30 0.35(0.117 0.010 0170 0.013 0204 0.015
0.35 0.40(0.118 0.007 0.148 0.008 0.183 0.011
040 0.45/0.09 0.006 0.139 0.007 0.178 0.009
045 0.50{0.083 0.005 0.139 0.008 0.180 0.010
0.50 0.60(0.075 0.005 0.128 0.008 0.176 0.011
060 0.70/0.063 0.007 0.103 0.010 0.144 0.014
0.70 0.80{0.047 0.07 0.086 0.013 0.118 0.021
0.75 095 0.10 0.15/0.064 0.012 0.080 0.14 0.093 0.019
0.15 0.20(0.104 0.009 0.144 0.015 0.166 0.016
020 0.25/0.115 0.009 0.165 0.015 0.181 0.018
0.25 0.30(0.116 0.008 0.135 0.009 0.172 0.011
0.30 0.35/0.091 0.005 0.123 0.009 0.164 0.009
035 0.40|/0.090 0.005 0.123 0.007 0.146 0.009
0.40 0450077 0.004 0.111 0.006 0.138 0.008
045 0.50{0.067 0.004 0.094 0.006 0.123 0.007
0.50 060(0.048 0.005 0.074 0.006 0.096 0.008
060 0.70{0.031 0.004 0.059 0.07 0.075 0.009
095 1.15 0.10 0.15/0.066 0.011 0.081 0.011 0.082 0.015
0.5 0.20(0.122 0.011 0128 0.012 0.167 0.016
0.20 0.25(0.101 0.007 0139 0.011 0.158 0.013
025 0.30/0.083 0.005 0.127 0.006 0.159 0.010
0.30 0.35/0.069 0.004 0.106 0.006 0.131 0.008
0.35 0.40(0.062 0.004 0.082 0.05 0.103 0.007
0.40 0.45/0.048 0.004 0.064 0.004 0.079 0.005
045 0.50{0.038 0.003 0.054 0.004 0.065 0.005
0.50 060{0.026 0.003 0.042 0.004 0.053 0.005
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min Mmax Pnin  Pmax d? =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (Ge&V=c) (Ge&V=c) (bam/(GeV=c rad))
G eV =c G evV=c G eV=c
115 135 0.10 0.15{0.063 0.008 0.088 0.012 0.100 0.015
0.15 020{0.090 0.008 0136 0.013 0.154 0.018
020 0.25/0.080 0.005 0.120 0.008 0.145 0.010
0.25 030{0.077 0.005 0096 0.006 0.110 0.008
0.30 035{0.052 0.004 0.066 0.005 0.092 0.007
035 040/0.040 0.003 0.051 0.004 0.072 0.005
040 045/0.029 0.003 0.041 0.003 0.056 0.004
0.45 050{0.023 0.002 0.032 0.003 0.044 0.004
135 155 0.10 0.15{0.077 0.009 0085 0.013 0113 0.015
0.15 0.20/0.089 0.008 0.118 0.010 0.142 0.013
020 0.25/0.076 0.006 0.092 0.007 0.124 0.010
025 030{0.058 0.004 0075 0.006 0.087 0.008
0.30 035{0.043 0.003 0.052 0.004 0.068 0.005
035 040/0.031 0.003 0.037 0.004 0.056 0.005
0.40 0.45({0.022 0.002 0.026 0.003 0.039 0.005
045 050{0.014 0.002 0.021 0.002 0.029 0.003
155 1.75 0.10 0.15{0.057 0.007 0080 0.012 0.096 0.015
0.15 0.20/0.081 0.008 0.107 0.011 0.123 0.013
020 025{0.067 0.006 0.087 0.007 0093 0.009
025 030{0.043 0.005 0.055 0.005 0.063 0.006
0.30 035{0.025 0.002 0.036 0.003 0.047 0.004
035 040/0.019 0.002 0.029 0.003 0.036 0.004
0.40 0.45{0.012 0.002 0.022 0.002 0.023 0.003
045 050{0.009 0.001 0016 0.002 0.014 0.002
175 195 0.10 0.15{0.068 0.007 0093 0.013 0.101 0.017
0.15 0.20/0.084 0.008 0.105 0.011 0.118 0.013
020 025{0.057 0.006 0076 0.008 0.088 0.010
025 030{0.035 0.004 0.052 0.006 0.059 0.007
0.30 0.35{0.022 0.003 0.029 0.005 0.035 0.005
035 040|/0.016 0.002 0.018 0.002 0.024 0.003
0.40 0.45{0.009 0.002 0.014 0.002 0016 0.003
045 050{0.005 0.001 0.010 0.002 0.010 0.02
195 215 0.10 0.15{0.082 0.016 0.099 0.019 0.105 0.020
0.15 0.20/0.084 0.012 0.103 0.014 0113 0.016
020 025{0.059 0.010 0.086 0.013 0.097 0.015
025 030{0.032 0.005 0.043 0.007 0.053 0.009
030 0.35/0.019 0.004 0.028 0.006 0.042 0.008
035 040(/0.011 0.002 0.018 0.004 0.024 0.005
0.40 0.45{0.006 0.002 0.010 0.003 0.017 0.004
0.45 0.50(/0.003 0.001 0.006 0.002 0011 0.003
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TABLE VIII: HARP results for the doubledi erential * production yield per target nuclon in the laboratory system ,
a? : =(dpd ) for p{Ta Interactions. Each row refers to a di erent (g i, P< Pmaxi pin < max) bin,where p and
are the pion m om entum and polar angle, respectively. T he central value as well as the squareroot of the diagonal elem ents of
the covariance m atrix are given.

M Max  Ppiyp  Pmax d@? " =@dpd )
(rad) (rad) (G&Vv=c) (G&V=c) (bam=(G eV=c rad))
GeV=c GeV=c Gev=c
035 0.55 0.15 0.20{069 028 098 040 135 0.54
0.20 025|082 0.17 136 030 196 042
025 030{0.83 0.14 142 023 218 035
0.30 035|083 0.13 135 020 2.08 0.30
035 040{0.78 0.11 1.37 0.18 2.00 027
0.40 045|082 009 135 0.16 199 024
045 0.50{0.80 0.07 1.33 0.13 2.00 0.19
0.50 060{068 0.06 124 0.10 195 0.16
0.60 0.70{050 0.06 1.04 012 1.75 0.19
0.70 0.80{043 0.07 0.87 0.14 145 022
055 0.75 0.10 0.15{054 036 0.62 043 0.82 0.58
0.15 0.20{0.71 022 098 0.36 135 048
0.20 025|088 0.13 147 022 2.09 032
025 0.30{093 0.0 147 013 222 020
0.30 035|084 0.07 137 0.12 2.00 0.6
035 0.40{0.77 006 136 009 190 0.12
0.40 045|080 005130 0.08 187 0.11
045 0.50{0.76 004 1.20 006 1.75 0.08
0.50 060{057 0.051.02 007 151 011
0.60 0.70{034 0.04 0.72 0.0 1.08 0.15
0.70 0.80{027 0.05 048 0.09 0.76 013
0.75 095 0.10 0.15|{056 030 0.61 032 0.85 044
0.15 0.20{0.77 0.18 1.08 027 147 037
0.20 025|096 0.08 158 0.16 219 021
0.25 0.30{097 0.06 149 0.09 2.06 0.13
0.30 035|081 0.05 130 0.08 1.72 0.10
035 040|066 0.04 1.12 006 146 0.08
0.40 045|055 0.04 097 0.04 133 0.06
045 050{046 0.04 0.78 005 1.11 006
0.50 0.60{031 0.03 056 0.050.80 0.08
0.60 0.70{017 0.03 035 0.05 049 0.07
095 115 0.10 0.15{065 026 0.75 030 1.07 043
0.15 020{080 0.151.20 024 159 032
0.20 025|095 0.07 156 0.12 2.07 0.15
0.25 0.30{0.77 0.05 133 0.08 1.76 0.10
0.30 035|060 0.03 097 0.06 134 0.07
035 040|046 0.02 0.77 0.04 1.06 0.05
0.40 045|035 0.02 061 0.04 086 0.04
045 0.50{026 0.03 045 0.04 0.68 0.05
0.50 060{015 0.02 028 0.03 041 0.05
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M max  Ppi  Pmax d® " =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (GeV=c) (bam/(GeV=c rad))
G evV=c G evV=c G evV=c
115 135 0.10 015|062 019 088 030 119 039
015 020/0.78 011 125 021 166 027
0.20 025|084 0.06 141 0.09 187 0.12
0.25 030|054 0.04 098 0.07 133 0.08
0.30 035|039 0.02 068 0.04 094 0.05
035 040|028 0.02 051 0.03 067 0.04
0.40 045|022 0.02 039 0.03 051 0.04
0.45 050|016 0.02 027 0.03 036 0.04
135 1,55 0.10 0.15/0.73 023 099 033129 044
015 020|0.77 012125 019 161 024
0.20 025|0.74 0.06 1.13 0.08 1.59 0.10
0.25 030|044 0.04 071 0.04 101 0.6
0.30 035|028 0.02 049 0.03 067 0.04
035 040|019 0.02 036 0.03 049 0.04
0.40 045|013 0.02 023 0.02 033 0.03
0.45 0.50/0.08 0.01 015 0.02 021 0.03
155 1.5 0.10 0.15|0.76 024 102 031131 039
015 020/0.73 010 119 0.15146 0.19
0.20 025|064 0.04 092 0.06 133 0.08
0.25 030|039 0.03 054 0.04 0.77 0.05
0.30 035|024 0.02 034 0.03 048 003
035 040|0.14 0.02 024 0.02 033 0.03
0.40 045|/0.09 0.01 016 0.02 021 0.03
0.45 0.50/0.05 0.01 010 0.02 013 0.02
175 195 0.10 0.15/0.73 022 098 028 122 035
015 020|066 0.08 107 014 131 0.7
0.20 025|048 0.03 0.73 0.06 1.00 0.07
0.25 030|028 0.02 036 0.03 053 0.05
0.30 035/0.18 0.02 023 0.02 032 0.02
035 040|010 0.01 015 0.01 021 0.2
0.40 045|/0.05 0.01 009 0.01 012 0.02
0.45 0.50/0.02 0.01 006 0.01 007 001
195 215 0.10 0.15/0.70 022 095 0.28 115 035
015 020|062 0.09 095 0.15117 0.19
0.20 025|039 0.05 064 0.07 085 0.09
0.25 030/0.18 0.02 028 0.04 039 0.05
0.30 035|/0.10 0.01 016 0.02 020 0.02
035 0.40/0.05 0.01 009 0.01 012 0.02
0.40 045/0.03 0.01 005 0.01 007 001
0.45 050/0.01 0.01 003 0.01 004 001
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TABLE IX:HARP results for the doubledi erential production yield per target nucleon in the lhboratory system ,
d? =(dpd ) for p{Ta interactions. Each row refers to a di erent (g, i P < Pmaxi i < max) bin, where p
and  are the pion mom entum and polar angle, respectively. The central value as well as the squareroot of the diagonal
elem ents of the covariance m atrix are given.

min max Ppin Pmax d®  =@dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (Ge&V=c) (bam=(G eV=c rad))
GeV=c GeV=c GeV=c
035 0.55 0.15 020(0.89 031137 052201 0.74
0.20 025(0.81 018 150 033 224 047
0.25 030(0.77 012 148 023 214 032
0.30 035(065 009 137 018 195 0.27
0.35 0.40(060 008 119 014 1.74 021
0.40 045(056 006 106 0.12 162 0.8
045 050{054 005096 0.10 148 0.5
0.50 0.60{047 004 089 007 137 0.11
0.60 0.70{0.34 004 0.79 0.08 127 0.2
0.70 0.80({0.28 0.04 0.73 0.0 118 0.5
055 0.75 0.10 0.15({090 045125 0.71 187 1.06
0.15 020(0.80 023 131 038 196 0.54
0.20 025(0.79 011 143 020 213 0.27
0.25 030({0.72 007 131 012 195 0.7
0.30 035(063 005116 0.10 169 0.3
0.35 0.40({057 004 1.09 008 155 0.11
0.40 045(049 003 095 0.05 139 0.07
045 050{044 003 085 0.04 130 0.06
0.50 0.60(038 002 0.75 0.04 1.14 0.06
0.60 0.70{0.26 0.03 063 0.06 096 0.09
0.70 0.80({0.21 0.03 051 0.07 080 0.10
0.75 095 0.10 0.15(0.89 031 130 055181 0.77
0.15 020(0.82 018 131 028 194 040
0.20 025(0.77 007 137 0.11 199 0.15
0.25 030{067 005117 007 1.71 0.10
0.30 035(057 004 099 0.06 138 0.07
0.35 0.40({052 003 085 0.04 120 0.06
0.40 0.45(045 002 0.73 0.04 106 0.5
045 050{037 002 065 0.03 093 0.04
0.50 0.60{0.27 002 050 0.04 0.74 0.05
0.60 0.70{0.18 002 035 0.04 054 0.06
095 1.15 0.10 015(097 033138 045192 0,65
0.15 020({086 014 129 020190 0.30
0.20 025(0.75 005124 0.08 180 0.10
0.25 030{0.60 003 096 0.05 144 0.08
0.30 035(048 003 0.77 0.04 114 0.05
0.35 040(039 002 064 003 091 0.04
0.40 0.45(032 002 050 0.02 0.74 0.03
0.45 050{0.24 002 043 0.02 061 0.03
0.50 0.60{0.17 002 031 0.03 044 0.03
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min Mmax Ppin Pmax d? =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (GeV=c) (bam/(GeV=c rad))
G evV=c G evV=c G evV=c
115 135 0.10 0.15/1.08 034 168 049 212 066
015 020|082 012132 017181 024
0.20 025|065 0.04 1.09 0.06 155 0.08
0.25 030|044 0.03 0.77 005116 005
0.30 035|035 0.02 058 0.03 091 0.04
035 040|029 0.02 047 0.02 067 0.03
0.40 045|022 0.02 038 0.02 050 0.03
0.45 050|015 0.02 030 0.02 039 0.03
135 1,55 0.10 015/1.02 025169 046 200 053
015 020]0.73 0.09 129 0.16 160 020
0.20 025|050 0.03 100 0.06 126 0.07
0.25 030|036 0.02 065 0.04 084 0.05
0.30 035|029 0.02 047 0.03 063 003
035 040|022 0.02 034 0.02 047 0.03
0.40 045|016 0.02 025 0.02 035 0.03
0.45 050|010 0.01 016 0.02 025 0.02
155 1.75 0.10 0.15/1.02 028 1.50 040 187 049
015 020|064 0.08 108 0.2 137 0.15
0.20 025|042 0.03 0.78 0.05 099 0.6
0.25 030|030 0.02 050 0.03 062 0.04
0.30 035|020 0.02 035 0.03 045 0.03
035 040/0.14 0.01 025 0.02 035 0.02
0.40 045/0.09 0.01 017 0.02 025 0.02
0.45 0.50/0.06 0.01 012 0.01 018 0.02
175 195 0.10 015|092 022130 0351.70 044
015 020|057 0.06 087 0.10 115 013
0.20 025|033 0.03 055 0.04 0.71 0.05
0.25 030|022 0.02 034 0.02 042 003
0.30 035|/0.14 0.01 022 0.02 030 0.02
035 040/0.09 0.01 0.14 0.01 023 0.2
0.40 045|/0.06 0.01 010 0.01 047 001
0.45 0.50/0.04 0.01 007 0.01 022 001
195 215 0.10 015|086 026 134 038 167 045
015 020|055 0.08 0.78 0.1 107 015
0.20 025|026 0.03 041 0.05 058 0.06
0.25 030/0.14 0.02 023 0.02 033 0.03
0.30 035|0.09 0.01 014 0.02 021 0.2
035 0.40|/0.06 0.01 009 0.01 015 0,01
0.40 045|/0.03 0.01 006 0.01 009 0.01
0.45 050/0.02 0.01 005 0.01 006 0.01
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TABLE X: HARP results for the doubledi erential ' production yied per target nuclon in the lboratory system ,
a? +=(dpd ) for p{Pb Interactions. Each row refers to a di erent (R i, P < Pmax; min < max) bin, where p
and  are the pion mom entum and polar angle, respectively. The central value as well as the squareroot of the diagonal
elem ents of the covariance m atrix are given.

M Max  Ppiyp  Pmax d@? " =@dpd )
(rad) (rad) (G&Vv=c) (G&V=c) (bam=(G eV=c rad))
GeV=c GeV=c Gev=c
035 0.55 0.15 020{064 024 1.01 043 117 051
0.20 0.25|0.79 016 151 030 1.89 038
025 030{0.84 0.13 150 022 2.01 029
0.30 035|083 0.0 133 0.16 183 022
035 040{084 0.09 135 015190 021
0.40 045|0.79 007 139 013 189 0.17
045 0.50{0.77 005140 011 194 015
0.50 060{0.74 006 144 0.11 198 0.15
0.60 0.70|{065 0.08 1.27 0.151.78 0.19
0.70 0.80{050 0.09 097 0.17 152 023
055 0.75 0.10 0.15{058 030 0.65 042 0.68 047
0.15 0.20{0.70 0.18 1.06 030 1.31 0.37
0.20 025|091 0.0 1.58 0.17 2.06 023
025 030{0.89 0.07 1.53 0.12 2.02 0.15
0.30 035|088 0.06 142 0.11 185 0.13
035 040|086 0.05148 009 191 012
0.40 045|076 0.04 148 0.08 1.89 0.09
045 0.50{0.70 0.051.29 0.08 1.77 0.09
0.50 060{057 005111 0.08 150 0.12
0.60 0.70{040 0.06 0.86 0.1 1.18 0.4
0.70 0.80{029 0.05 059 0.12 089 0.16
0.75 095 0.10 0.15|{062 026 0.73 035 0.76 0.40
0.15 0.20{0.80 0.14 123 022 158 028
0.20 0.25|1.04 008 1,65 0.12 217 0.15
0.25 030{0.89 0.06 153 0.0 1.82 0.11
0.30 035|088 0.051.34 007 1.68 0.10
035 040{0.72 0.051.15 007 149 0.08
0.40 045|056 0.04 1.02 006 134 0.07
045 0.50{044 0.03 085 0.06 1.12 0.07
0.50 060{031 0.03 064 0.06 0.83 0.08
0.60 0.70{0.18 0.03 042 0.07 056 0.08
095 115 0.10 0.15{068 021 094 032 096 035
0.15 020{089 0.12 142 018 1.75 022
0.20 0.25/1.03 0.08 154 0.11 2.00 0.4
0.25 0.30{0.81 0.051.23 0.08 1.55 0.09
0.30 035|063 0.04 096 005129 0.06
035 040{051 0.03 0.74 0.04 1.02 0.05
0.40 045|036 0.03 060 0.04 081 0.04
045 0.50{025 0.03 050 0.04 0.66 0.05
0.50 060{015 0.02 034 0.04 043 005
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M max  Ppi  Pmax d® " =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (GeV=c) (bam/(GeV=c rad))
G evV=c G evV=c G evV=c
115 135 0.10 0.15/0.73 020 111 033115 038
015 020|089 041154 017180 021
0.20 025|089 0.06 137 0.09 1.75 0.11
0.25 030|/0.64 0.04 088 0.06 122 0.07
0.30 035|041 0.03 063 0.04 090 0.04
035 040|033 0.03 049 0.03 065 0.04
0.40 045|024 0.03 040 0.03 049 0.04
0.45 050|016 0.02 028 0.03 034 0.04
135 1,55 0.10 015|081 020114 029120 034
015 020|090 010137 013161 0.17
0.20 025|0.76 0.06 1.13 0.07 143 0.9
0.25 030|045 0.03 0.72 0.05 096 0.6
0.30 035|030 0.02 049 0.04 062 005
035 040|024 0.02 036 0.03 042 0.04
0.40 045|016 0.02 023 0.03 026 0.03
0.45 050|011 0.01 017 0.03 019 003
155 1.5 0.10 0.15/0.88 020 116 027 122 030
015 020|082 0.07 122 012134 013
0.20 025|066 0.05 097 0.07 114 0.07
0.25 030|037 0.03 057 0.5 0.70 0.05
0.30 035|023 0.02 036 0.03 045 0.03
035 040|017 0.01 026 0.02 030 0.03
0.40 045|012 0.01 019 0.02 020 0.02
0.45 0.50/0.07 0.01 011 0.2 0411 0.02
175 195 0.10 015|088 021 113 028119 031
015 020|0.76 0.07 110 0.0 119 0.0
0.20 025|053 0.04 0.79 0.06 087 0.06
0.25 030|025 0.02 039 0.04 050 0.04
0.30 035|0.14 0.02 022 0.02 029 0.02
035 0.40/0.08 0.01 0.14 0.02 018 0.02
0.40 045|/0.05 0.01 009 0.01 009 0.02
0.45 0.50/0.03 0.01 005 0.01 006 001
195 215 0.10 015|096 027 113 031130 037
015 020|083 014 110 018 126 020
0.20 025|052 0.09 0.76 013 090 015
0.25 030|022 0.04 040 0.07 049 0.9
0.30 035|011 0.02 020 0.04 023 0.5
035 040/0.07 0.01 011 0.02 012 0.02
0.40 045/0.03 0.01 007 0.02 008 0.02
0.45 050/0.02 0.01 004 0.01 004 001
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TABLE XI: HARP results for the doubledi erential production yield per target nucleon in the lhboratory system ,
d? =(dpd ) for p{Pb interactions. Each row refers to a di erent (g i P < Pmaxi min < max) bin, where p
and  are the pion mom entum and polar angle, respectively. The central value as well as the squareroot of the diagonal
elem ents of the covariance m atrix are given.

min max Ppin Pmax d®  =@dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (Ge&V=c) (bam=(G eV=c rad))
GeV=c GeV=c GeV=c
035 0.55 0.15 020(0.83 026 138 046 1.89 0.0
0.20 025(0.82 015137 027 208 037
0.25 030({0.73 010 148 0.19 196 0.26
0.30 035(062 008 123 013183 0.21
0.35 0.40(0.60 007 116 0.12 165 0.16
0.40 045(063 006 110 0.10 154 0.3
045 050{055 004 105 009 155 0.12
0.50 0.60{050 003102 008 148 0.11
0.60 0.70{041 004 090 009 131 0.2
0.70 0.80({036 005 0.76 0.11 113 0.15
055 0.75 0.10 0.15({095 040 161 0.70 167 0.75
0.15 020{0.85 020 140 032 186 042
0.20 025(0.84 008 141 0.5 203 0.20
0.25 030(0.78 006 139 0.0 188 0.3
0.30 035(0.70 005120 008 1.72 0.11
0.35 0.40(062 004 112 007 148 0.08
0.40 045(057 003 1.07 005140 0.07
045 050{051 003 1.00 005139 0.07
0.50 0.60{043 003 0.88 0.06 127 0.08
0.60 0.70{033 003 0.71 0.08 1.00 0.11
0.70 0.80{0.24 004 057 0.09 083 0.2
0.75 095 0.10 0.15(0.88 031 151 053150 057
0.15 020(092 014 148 021 184 0.27
0.20 025(0.85 006 144 0.10 193 0.2
0.25 030({0.78 005130 0.08 169 0.10
0.30 035(065 004 1.09 0.06 143 0.07
0.35 0.40({055 003 0.88 0.04 120 0.5
0.40 0.45(046 002 0.77 0.04 1.02 0.04
045 050{040 002 0.72 0.04 093 0.04
0.50 0.60(0.28 002 059 0.04 0.76 0.05
0.60 0.70{0.19 002 044 0.05 060 0.07
095 1.15 0.10 015(1.00 026 158 043 161 047
0.15 020{098 011 147 015185 0.9
0.20 025(0.77 005137 009 1.72 0.10
0.25 030{061 004 119 0.08 141 0.08
0.30 035(048 003 091 005112 0.05
0.35 040(041 002 069 0.04 092 0.04
0.40 0.45(035 002 056 0.03 0.76 0.04
0.45 050(0.26 002 047 0.03 061 0.04
0.50 0.60(0.18 002 037 0.03 046 0.04
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min Mmax Ppin Pmax d? =(dpd )
(rad) (rad) (GeV=c) (GeV=c) (bam/(GeV=c rad))
G evV=c G evV=c G evV=c
115 135 0.10 015|/1.07 026 164 040 184 047
015 020|093 0.08 139 0.131.74 0.16
0.20 025|068 0.04 125 0.08 141 0.08
0.25 030|056 0.03 095 0.06 1.08 0.6
0.30 035|041 0.03 065 0.04 080 0.04
035 040|030 0.02 050 0.02 063 0.03
0.40 045|022 0.02 040 0.02 050 0.03
0.45 050|017 0.02 033 0.03 039 0.03
135 1,55 0.10 0.15/1.02 020 166 038 191 042
015 020|081 0.06 130 0.1 153 013
0.20 025|060 0.04 094 0.05 111 0.05
0.25 030|046 0.03 069 0.05 086 0.05
0.30 035|034 0.02 052 0.03 059 0.03
035 040|024 0.02 039 0.03 042 0.03
0.40 045|015 0.02 028 0.02 032 0.02
0.45 0.50/0.09 0.01 021 0.02 025 0.02
155 1.75 0.10 0.15/1.00 020159 036 1.74 037
015 020|069 0.06 113 0.09 133 0.11
0.20 025|051 0.03 0.73 0.04 091 0.6
0.25 030|032 0.02 051 0.04 064 0.04
0.30 035|023 0.01 036 0.03 042 0.03
035 040|017 0.01 023 0.02 030 0.02
0.40 045|011 0.01 017 0.01 022 0.02
0.45 0.50/0.07 0.01 013 0.01 0417 001
175 195 0.10 015/1.02 022145 034 160 038
015 020|060 0.05 099 0.08 117 0.10
0.20 025|036 0.03 054 0.04 068 0.05
0.25 030|021 0.02 034 0.03 043 003
0.30 035|013 0.01 025 0.02 030 0.02
035 040/0.10 0.01 016 0.02 020 0.2
0.40 045|0.06 0.01 011 0.01 024 001
0.45 0.50/0.04 0.01 008 0.01 010 0.01
195 215 0.10 015|119 031 167 045 1.79 050
015 020|068 010 1.10 0.19 127 022
0.20 025|035 0.06 056 0.09 069 011
0.25 030/0.18 0.03 033 0.05 039 0.06
0.30 035|011 0.02 021 0.04 023 0.04
035 0.40|0.06 0.01 013 0.03 015 0.03
0.40 045|/0.04 0.01 008 0.02 010 0.2
0.45 050/0.03 0.01 005 0.01 007 0.2
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