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Abstract

A sim plepartialwaveam plitudeanalysisofpp ! �� �+ hasbeen perform ed

fordatain therangeplab = 360 {1000 M eV/c.Rem arkably few partialwaves

are required to � t the data,while the num ber ofrequired J values barely

changes over this energy range. However,the resulting set ofpartialwave

am plitudesisnotunique. W e discusspossible m easurem ents with polarized

beam and target which willseverely restrict and help resolve the present

analysis am biguities. New data from the reaction pp ! �0�0 alone, are

insu� cientforthatpurpose.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Although the reactions N N ! �� �+ and N N ! K � K + only account for less than

one percent ofthe N N totalannihilation cross section, they are two ofthe m ore basic

annihilation and subsequent hadronization reactions. Therefore a carefulstudy ofthese

reactions can revealdetails ofthe underlying m echanism s and m ay clarify the nature of

the degrees offreedom necessary to describe these short range hadronic processes. The

new low energy data forpp ! �� �+ (and pp ! K � K + )from LEAR [1]com plim entand

extend theearlierdata [2{4]and show a ratherrich energy and spin dependence.Thedata

below plab = 1.3 GeV/c show considerable angular structure at each energy for both the

di�erentialcrosssection and theanalyzing power.In addition,thereisconsiderablechange

in theangulardependenceoftheobservableswith increasing energy attheselowerenergies.

This is in contrast to the region above plab = 1.3 GeV/c where there is considerably less

energy dependencein theangularstructureofthesetwo observables.Severalanalysesofthe

data ofthisreaction havebeen perform ed [5{9]with thepre-LEAR data.In thispaperwe

willconcentrateon thereaction pp! �� �+ .

The recently published LEAR data were included in the newest Durham analysis [10]

which,liketheolderanalysis,writesthetwoam plitudes(non-spinip and spinip)asonean-

alyticfunction ofw = ei� where� isthescatteringangle.Thisfunction isthen param etrized

by a �nitenum berofBarreletzerosin thecom plex w plane.TheBarreletzeroscloseto the

physicalregion show up aslocalm inim a in the angulardependence ofthe spin dependent

crosssections.Theinvariantm assregion oftheiranalysiscovers1910{2273M eV,and they

require 8 { 10 com plex zerosto �tthe data ata given energy. The energy dependence of

theresulting param etrization showsa rich resonancestructurein severalpartialwaves.

Them ostrecentanalysisofthisreaction by Hasan and Bugg [11]startsfrom theansatz

that each partialwave am plitude ofgiven L and J is a sum ofup to fourresonances (of

the sam e J) ofdi�erent m ass and width. The m axim um J value is J = 5,so there are

roughly one hundred param eters in their �t. The m any resonance param eters are then
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�tted sim ultaneously to allavailable data in the energy region of1930 { 2530 M eV.Due

to theaboveansatz,theresulting partialwaveam plitudesexhibitcounter-clockwisem otion

in the Argand plots. However,they �nd only clearpeaksforthe J = 4 and 5 am plitudes.

In Ref.[11]itisstated thattheobservablesareapproxim ately sym m etric aboutcos� = 0.

Aswe see it,thisstatem entdoesnotreectthe data. Forexam ple,the d�=d
 isforward

peaked atlow energy (plab = 360M eV/c)and backward peaked atenergiesaboveplab = 800

M eV/cand no sym m etry aboutcos� = 0 isapparent.

II.A N A LY SIS

In thispaper we reporton a di�erent butvery sim ple am plitude analysis ofthe sam e

databutwerestrictouranalysistothem om entum rangeplab = 360{988M eV/c,thelowest

m easured m om enta.Thisplab rangecorrespondsto an invariantm assregion of1910 { 2078

M eV.W e reduce the theoreticalinput ofthis analysis to a m inim um . One m ain working

hypothesis willbe that very few partialwaves contribute to this particular annihilation

reaction.Thishypothesisisbased on theexperiencegained by reproducing theobservables

ofthisreaction with asim pleblack spherem odelathigherenergies(plab > 1GeV/c)[12].In

term softhetwo independenthelicity am plitudesf+ + and f+ � forthisannihilation reaction,

thetwo m easured observablesarethedi�erentialcrosssection

d�=d
= (jf+ + j
2 + jf+ � j

2)=2; (1)

and theanalyzing powerA on,de�ned by

A ond�=d
= Im (f+ + f
�

+ � ): (2)

W euseheretheconvention thatn̂ isthespin direction norm alto thescattering plane.The

unit-vector n̂ is along ~p x ~q,where ~p is the antiproton center-of-m ass (CM ) m om entum

and ~q isthe CM m om entum of�� . There are additionalspin observables. W e de�ne the

longitudinalspin direction l̂along~p,and thetransversespin direction ŝisde�ned tobealong
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n̂ � l̂. The analyzing powers A ol and A os both vanish due to parity conservation. Som e

spin-correlation observablesA ij,forthisreaction arehowevernon-zero.Oftheseobservables

A nn = 1,butA ll,A ss,A sland A ls arenontrivial,with theidentitiesA sl= A ls and A ss = {A ll.

TheobservablesA ss and A ls can beexpressed in thehelicity am plitudesby respectively

A ssd�=d
= (jf+ + j
2
� jf+ � j

2)=2; (3)

and

A lsd�=d
 = Re(f+ + f
�

+ � ): (4)

Unfortunately no data on spin correlationsare asyetavailable. Aswe shalldiscuss later,

it is necessary to m easure at least a third observable ofthe reaction pp ! �� �+ (and

pp ! K � K + )to restrictfurtherthe am plitude analysis. The two helicity am plitudesare

expanded in J 6= L spin-tripletpartialwave am plitudes.

f+ + =
1

p

X

J

s

J+
1

2
(
p
JfJJ�1 �

p
J+ 1fJJ+ 1)PJ(cos�) (5)

and

f+ � =
1

p

X

J

s

J+
1

2
(
1
p
J
fJJ�1 +

1
p
J+ 1

fJJ+ 1)P
0

J(cos�)sin�; (6)

whereP0

J denotesthe�rstderivativeoftheLegendrepolynom ialPJ.

In our analysis ofthe existing data ofpp ! �� �+ ,we param etrize the partialwave

am plitudesateach energy as

fJL = R LJ e
i�LJ: (7)

where R LJ and �LJ are ourfree param eters. Ateach energy we choose the m axim um J to

be included in our�2 search and we letthe com putersearch forthe m inim al�2 sum fora

�tto both d�=d
 and A on. In our�tswe choose �10 = 0 forthe 3P0 partialwave whereas

R 10 isa free param eter. ForallotherLJ values both phase and am plitude in Eq.(7)are

allowed to vary,to obtain thebest�t.W hen thecom plex am plitudesforthepartialwaves
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3P0,
3S1,

3D 1,etc.aredeterm ined by them inim al�
2 search,wecalculateasa testthetotal

reaction crosssection with theseam plitudesand com parewith them agnitudeoftheangular

integrated experim entalcrosssection

� = 2�

Z 1

�1

d�=d
d cos� (8)

Due in partto the incom pletenessofthe setofm easured observables,we do not�nd a

uniquesolution,i.e.,a uniquesetofpartialwaveam plitudesin our�2 search.Thedi�erent

solutionsdepend on theinput-startvaluesoftheam plitudeparam etersR LJ and �LJ and on

theway the�2 search isperform ed.However,them inim alvalueof�2 found in thevarious

possible �tsare the sam e. Ifwe had available data on the reaction pp ! �0�0 oron other

spin observablesitwould bepossibletorestrictthechoiceam ongthevariousam plitude-sets

with equally good �2.

The data forallm easured energiesstarting from plab = 360 M eV/c up to 1 GeV/ccan

be�tted with partialwaveam plitudeswith totalangularm om entum J � 3.Oncewehave

determ ined theam plitudevaluesin Eq.(7)atoneenergy,weusetheseasstartvaluesin our

�2 search atthe neighboring energies. W e have also �tted the data with a m axim alJ = 4

using thesam eprocedure.Itappearsthatforp m om enta,plab,above988 M eV/cthetotal

�2 doesbecom e som ewhatbetterwhen we include the J = 4 partialwave am plitudes,but

below 988 M eV/c the im provem ent is m arginal. Asexam ples we show two �ts in Figs.1

and 2 forplab = 360 and 988 M eV/c.By including theJ = 4 am plitude,weintroducefour

m ore param eters,butthe �2 perdegree offreedom hardly im proves. Itissurprising that

so few partialwaveswith Jm ax = 3 aresu�cientin orderto geta satisfactory � 2 �tto the

data.

At the sam e tim e we note that both J = 2 and J = 3 partialwave am plitudes are

essentialeven atthelowestm easured energiesdueto theshapeoftheasym m etry A on.The

data forA on versuscos� show two m inim a even atthe lowestenergy,plab = 360 M eV/c,

and a localm axim um closeto cos� = 0.Previously [13]ithasbeen noted thatatleastthe

J=2 contribution isneeded to reproducetheshapeofA on.
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In Table Iwe show the �2 perdegree offreedom forone setofpartialwave am plitude

param eters with Jm ax = 3 as wellas the case where Jm ax = 2 or 4. Listed are the ten

m om enta between plab = 360 and 988 M eV/c,where there are available LEAR data. In

TablesIIand IIIwegivean exam pleofa setofvaluesforthepartialwaveam plitudesR LJ

and theirphases�LJ found by our�
2 �tto thedata.Thenorm alization ofR LJ issuch that,

ifthe m om entum p in Eqs.(5-6)isexpressed in GeV/c,the crosssection de�ned in Eq.(1)

isin �b/srad.Thecorresponding �2 valuesarethoseofTableIforJm ax = 3.

In Figs.3and 4weshow theenergy behaviourofourpartialwaveam plitudeparam eters,

R LJ and�LJ forallLJ with Jm ax = 3.Theenergydependenceindicatesagrowingim portance

ofJ = 2 and 3 with increasing energy forallsolutions. W ith respectto the J = 0 and 1

am plitudes,wenotethatthe 3D 1 rem ainsim portantthrough theentireenergy rangewhile

the 3P0 and
3S1 am plitudes dim inish in im portance with increasing energy for one set of

solutions. An interesting observation isthatfora given J the L = J+1 contribution isat

least as im portant as the L = J{1 contribution. As discussed above the J = 2 and to a

lesserextend J = 3 am plitudesalready play a signi�cantroleatthelowestm om entum 360

M eV/c. The energy dependence ofthe phases is rather sm ooth. Due to the am biguities

presentin thisanalysis,weem phasizethatthesetofparam etersdiscussed here,and shown

in TablesIIand III,isoneofm any possiblesolutionsthatgivea good �tto thedata.

To indicate the levelofthe am biguities in ouranalysis,we give in Tables IV and V a

di�erentsetofam plitudeparam eters.Thisparam etersetisawholenew fam ilyofam plitudes

and theseam plitudeshavetheirown energy behaviour.Itisrem arkablethatatallenergies

thecorresponding valuesforthe�2 arepractically identicalto the�2 tabulated in TableI.

Thisexam plebearsouttheam biguity ofthepresentanalysis,and illustratesourpointthat

alllocal�2 m inim a ofour di�erent searches lead to equally good �ts to the data. Only

new data atthe sam e energies ofother spin observables like,for exam ple,A ss or A ls,can

constrain these am biguitiesforpp ! �� �+ . Otheranalyseshave used data ofthe reaction

pp! �0�0,which unfortunately willonly putconstraintson theeven J (I= 0)am plitudes.

In Fig.5 we show the totalcrosssection forthisreaction asa function ofplab when we
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use the am plitudes found in the �2 search. For both the param eter set ofTables IIand

III,and the alternative setofTables IV and V,the totalcrosssection forpp ! �� �+ as

a function ofplab agreeswith the totalcrosssection ofHasan etal. within a few percent.

The m om entum orenergy dependence ofeach individualJ-value contribution to the total

cross section is shown in Fig.5 for the solution corresponding to Tables IIand III.The

alternative param eter set gives,as expected,a di�erent distribution ofindividualJ-value

contributionsbutleadsto the sam e totalcrosssection. Forboth param etersetsthere isa

considerablecontribution from J = 2atthelowestm om entum ,plab = 360M eV/c.TheJ =

3 contribution to thetotalcrosssection,issm allat360 M eV/c,buthasbecom esubstantial

at500 M eV/c.

Finally,in Fig.6weshow exam plesofArgand plotsfortheam plitudes3P2;
3F2;

3D 3;
3G 3.

The am plitudes in this �gure are taken from Tables IIand III.One should bear in m ind

thatthelargestJ valueequals3 in the�tproducing theseam plitudes.In addition,weare

considering a very lim ited energy range. Therefore,we cannot draw any �rm conclusions

aboutevidence forresonancesin any ofthesesetsofam plitudes.

III.D ISC U SSIO N O F R ESU LT S

Itisclearfrom allour�tsthatatallm om enta below 1 GeV/c very few partialwaves

su�ceto�tthedata.Partialwaveam plitudeswith J = 0,1,2,and3areadequateinallcases.

Adding the J = 4 partialwave am plitude doesnotim prove the �2 perdegree offreedom

in ouranalysis,exceptform om enta close to 1 GeV/c.Thisstatem entcan be m ade,while

no theoreticalbiasasto the energy-and analytical-behaviourofthe am plitudeshasbeen

im posed on our�ts.Theseresultsarenotinconsistentwith thesim plem odelanalysisatthe

higherenergies[12].Thisearlierwork [12]used a di�ractivescattering m odelfrom a sim ple

black orgrey spherewhich could explain m ostofthefeaturesofthehigherenergy data(plab

above1.5 GeV/c,and above1.0 GeV/cforpp! K � K + ).In thatm odeldescription ofthe

data,the spin dependent forceswere assum ed to actin the surface region only. The idea
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was that since the centralregion was \black" no detailed inform ation would escape from

thecentralinteraction region.Only them oretransparentsurfaceregion would provide the

spin-forces giving the asym m etries ofthis annihilation reaction. No apparent resonances

wereneeded in thatsim plem odeldescription.

In our analysis the data forA on with an apparent localm axim um close to cos � = 0,

and the presence oftwo m inim a even atthe three lowestenergies,requiresthe presence of

theJ = 2 and J = 3 am plitudes.Them inim al�2 valuewith Jm ax = 2 ism uch largerthan

forany ofthe Jm ax = 3 searches. Therefore,we conclude thatboth the J = 2 and J = 3

am plitudesarenecessary.Asm entioned before,adding J = 4 doesnotim prove the�2 per

degreeoffreedom .

ForA on theexperim entalerrorsarevery largeatbackward anglesforthelowestenergies

and this prevents us from distinguishing between the solutions that include the J = 4

am plitudes from those that only include the J � 3 am plitudes. Note that at the lowest

energiestheJ = 4am plitudestend toreducethebackward localm axim um ofA on com pared

to the Jm ax = 3 analysisasindicated in Figs.1 and 2. M ore accurate data are needed to

settletheissueofthenecessity ofJ = 4 am plitudesattheseenergies.From a pure�2 point

ofview theJ = 4 am plitudesarenotreally needed forenergiesbelow 900 M eV/c.

The observed forward peaking in d�=d
 at 360 M eV/c, occurs because ofa strong

cancellation between the even and odd J am plitudes forbackward angles(� � 1800). At

ourhighest energies a backward peak develops,due in partto a constructive interference

forbackward scattering angles.One notesthatatthe two highestenergiesin thisanalysis

(plab = 886and 988M eV/c),theforward peak in d�=d
 ism uch sm allerin m agnitudethan

thebackward peak.

From theam plitudesetofTableII(and TableIII)itcan beseen thatthe 3P0 am plitude

becom eslessim portantwith increasing energy whereasforthealternativeam plitudesetof

TablesIV and V the3P0 am plitudestaysim portant.In addition,observethatatthehighest

energies of this analysis the am plitudes R J+ 1;J are often larger than the corresponding

R J�1;J .W elooked forindicationsthattheinitialN N tensorcoupled partialwaveswould be
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tensor-eigenstatesasproposed by Doverand Richard [15].Thiscan bechecked by looking

atthephasecorrelation offJJ�1 and fJJ+ 1,Eq.(7).From theTablesIIthrough V weonly �nd

a phasedi�erencej�JJ�1 � �JJ+ 1jof0
� or180� atvery few energies.Therefore,in generalthe

initialN N statesarenotpure tensoreigenstatesand the fJJ�1 and fJJ+ 1 are notcorrelated

in phase.W e should m ention thatadding the two J = 4 am plitudesofcourse changesthe

phases and am plitudes ofthe lower J am plitudes found by im posing Jm ax = 3 in our �2

search. The reason is thatthe J = 4 am plitudes can m im ic partofthe behaviour ofthe

lowerpartialwaveam plitudes.

Atplab = 783 M eV/c we tested severalaspects ofouranalysis and also exam ined the

hypothesisofBowcock and Hodgson [9]thatonly afew partialwaveson theperiphery ofthe

interaction region are active,and thatthe centralpartialwave am plitudesare very sm all.

Forthispurpose we have m ade a �2 search excluding the J = 0 am plitude and including

theJ = 4 am plitudes.In essenceweusethepartialwaveam plitudesJ = 1,2,3,4 in our�t.

Thispartoftheanalysis,inspired by theBowcock and Hodgson conjecture,issum m arized

in Fig.7 where �ts for the three cases J = 0,1,2,3; J = 0,1,2,3,4; and J = 1,2,3,4 at

plab = 783 M eV/c are shown on the sam e graph. Allthree casesofJ-value com binations

havecom parabletotal�2 perdegreeoffreedom ,which arerespectively 1.49,1.47,and 1.50.

Ofcourse,the standard case ofJm ax = 3 has the sm allest num ber ofparam eters because

the J = 0 am plitude involves only two param eters instead ofthe usualfour for the J 6=

0 am plitudes. This phenom enon does not extend to other com binations ofJ values (e.g.

excluding both J = 0 and J = 1 partialwaves), and we �nd no clear evidence for the

hypothesisthatonly the m ostperipheralpartialwavesare active. In factwith only three

partialwave am plitudes non-zero like J = 1,2,3 or J = 2,3,4,the total�2 per degree of

freedom isfarworsethan whatisshown in TableIforJm ax = 3.Thispeculiarphenom enon

holdsalso atotherenergies.
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IV .C O N C LU SIO N

The fact that very few partialwaves are needed in the analysis, indicates that this

annihilation reaction isa very centralprocess. In contrast,to describe the elastic pp ! pp

scattering atthesam eenergiesrequiresthecontributionsfrom partialwavesofJ = 9 (and

higher)dueto thelong rangepion exchangepotential.

As opposed to Oakden and Pennington [10],we �nd no com pelling evidence for reso-

nancebehaviourofourpartialwave am plitudeswhen plotted in an Argand diagram in the

energy range considered,see Figs.3 and 6. The approach ofOakden and Pennington has

som esim ilaritieswith oursin thesense thatboth m ethodsdo notassum ea speci�cenergy

dependence oftheam plitudesand both m akea sharp truncation ofthepartialwave series.

A di�erentapproach istaken by Hasan and Bugg [11]who by starting from a description in

term sofa towerofresonancesassum e a speci�c energy dependence. A further,unbiased,

m ore re�ned analysis ofthese very good data,with the additionalconstraints ofa third

m easured observable,isneeded to settlethequestion ofpossibleresonancebehaviourofthe

am plitudes.

A possibletheoreticalconstrainton theam plitudesbehaviourcould com efrom theana-

lyticcontinuation ofthe�N ! �N scattering am plitudesasisdoneby H�ohlerand Pietari-

nen [14]. So farthis type ofanalytic continuation from �N ! �N elastic scattering am -

plitudes to pp ! �� �+ am plitudes is very involved and has only been perform ed for pp

sub-threshold energies[16].SeehowevertheanalysisofM artin and Oades[8]who did m ake

useofthecrossed channel�N elasticscattering data.W ebelievethatfurtherexperim ental

investigation ofthereaction pp! �� �+ isa m orestraightforward alternative.

In sum m ary,the present experim entaldata and severalrecent analyses ofthese data

forboth pp ! �� �+ and pp ! K � K + reactionsprom isesa betterunderstanding ofthese

sim ple,butfundam entalannihilationreactions.Theanalysisdescribed inthispapersuggests

thefollowing futureexperim entsnecessary in ordertoclarify theunderstanding ofthepp!

�� �+ annihilation reaction:
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(i)First,m easurem entsofthisannihilation reaction should be m ade atantiproton m o-

m enta closerto threshold. Atvery low energieseven fewerpartialwave am plitudeswould

contributeand theam biguitiesofan analysiswould bereduced.However,am biguitieswould

rem ain attheenergiesweconsidered.

(ii)Second,data in theexactsam em om entum rangeforthereaction pp! �0�0,which

isdescribed by the isoscalaram plitudes 3P0;
3P2;

3F2;
3F4;

3H 4,etc.,would certainly be ex-

trem ely useful. They would im pose further constraints on the analysis ofpp ! �� �+ .

However,from thepointofview ofam plitudeanalysis,each helicity am plitude would have

then an I=0 and I=1 part,and only the I=0 (J even) am plitudes are restricted by this

reaction.

(iii)Third,a di�erentand m oredirectconstrainton theanalysisofthisreaction would

com e from data on the other spin observables for pp ! �� �+ with longitudinaland/or

transverse polarized beam and target,for exam ple data on A ss or A ls. To illustrate the

sensitivity ofthese two observableswe have given in Fig.8 the predictionsforA ls and A ss

forthetwoparam etersetsofTablesII,IIIandTablesIV,V.Asisobviousfrom the�guresthe

two predictionsdi�ersigni�cantly in theforward hem isphere wherewebelieveexperim ents

can be perform ed m ore accurately. Som e spin correlation observables have already been

m easured forpp elastic and charge-exchange scattering atLEAR,and we proposehere the

use ofpolarized antiprotonsto obtain data on the observablesA ls orA ss forpp ! �� �+ .

Such an experim ent would settle the debate about the possible resonances inferred from

analysisofthisreaction.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. d�=d
 and Aon atplab = 360 M eV/c. The solid curvesgive the � tforJm ax = 3 and

the dashed curvesarethe � tforJm ax = 4.

FIG .2. d�=d
 and Aon atplab = 988 M eV/c. The solid curvesgive the � tforJm ax = 3 and

the dashed curvesarethe � tforJm ax = 4.

FIG .3. The am plitudesR LJ ofour� t(Jm ax = 3)versusplab. The curvesare only m eantto

guide theeye.Theuppersolid curve isJ = 0,dashed curvesare J = 1,dotted curvesare J = 2,

lowersolid curvesare J = 3. Foreach J the curve with starsisthe L = J+ 1,the curve without

starsisL = J-1.

FIG .4. The phases �LJ ofthe am plitudes ofour � t (Jm ax = 3) versus plab. The curves are

labeled asin Figure 3.

FIG .5. The totalcross section (upper solid curve) for pp ! �� �+ as a function ofplab for

the solution from Table IIand III.Data pointsare from Ref.[1]. Contributionsfrom J = 0,1,2,3

are shown asrespectively dashed,dotdashed,dotted,and solid curves.Again the curvesare only

m eantto guide theeye.

FIG .6. Argand diagram sforthe partialwave am plitudes3P2 (solid with stars),3F2 (solid),

3D3 (solid with stars),3G 3 (solid). These am plitudes are taken from a �2 � t with Jm ax = 3,

described in Table IIand III.Theopen circlesindicate the lowestenergy in allthe plots.

FIG .7. Fitsofd�=d
 and Aon at783 M eV/c forvarioussets ofJ valuesasdescribed in the

text.Solid curvesareforJ = 0 { 3,dashed curvesareforJ = 0 { 4,and dotted curvesareforJ =

1 { 4.Thethreecurvesarealm ostindistinguishableexceptforA on atthepeak and in theextrem e

backward direction.

FIG .8. PredictionsforA ls and A ss at783 M eV/c. Solid line isforregularsolution (Table II

+ III).Dashed curve isforalternative solution (Table IV + V).
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TABLES

TABLE I.Exam plesof�2 perdegree offreedom ateach energy.

plab (M eV /c) �2(Jm ax= 2) �2(Jm ax = 3) �2(Jm ax = 4)

360 1.96 1.77 1.74

404 1.38 1.12 1.12

467 1.98 1.31 1.18

497 3.04 1.50 1.45

523 2.63 1.45 1.43

585 1.96 1.51 1.57

679 2.17 1.50 1.53

783 2.50 1.49 1.47

886 3.21 1.23 1.13

988 4.39 1.85 1.55

TABLE II.Energy dependenceofparam etersofR LJ and �LJ forJm ax = 3.

plab (M eV /c) R 10 �10 R 01 �01 R 21 �21

360 1.60 0 0.50 120 0.80 0

404 1.44 0 0.78 140 0.62 20

467 1.68 0 0.88 115 0.64 30

497 1.60 0 0.74 115 0.70 15

523 1.96 0 0.90 105 0.78 35

585 1.62 0 1.08 125 0.68 75

679 1.42 0 1.22 105 0.88 70

783 1.22 0 1.10 105 1.08 95

886 0.60 0 0.80 95 1.32 100

988 0.14 0 0.48 175 1.50 185
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TABLE III.Energy dependenceofparam etersR LJ and �LJ forJm ax = 3.

plab (M eV /c) R 12 �12 R 32 �32 R 23 �23 R 43 �43

360 0.28 35 0.34 -20 0.10 -125 0.06 135

404 0.16 70 0.48 5 0.22 -55 0.08 125

467 0.28 95 0.64 0 0.28 -50 0.20 85

497 0.46 85 0.48 -10 0.32 -110 0.36 100

523 0.34 100 0.38 -25 0.26 -160 0.40 110

585 0.34 135 0.74 0 0.28 -115 0.34 120

679 0.44 100 0.92 -20 0.32 -155 0.42 115

783 0.58 130 1.02 -25 0.52 -165 0.48 125

886 0.56 140 1.14 -15 0.72 -175 0.60 135

988 0.58 225 1.06 60 0.66 -105 0.60 215

TABLE IV. Energy dependenceofalternative param etersetofR LJ and �LJ.

plab (M eV /c) R 10 �10 R 01 �01 R 21 �21

360 1.38 0 0.92 150 0.44 -30

404 1.12 0 0.94 140 0.46 -10

467 1.16 0 1.06 115 0.34 -35

497 0.82 0 0.96 115 0.52 -40

523 0.82 0 1.24 115 0.64 -50

585 0.84 0 1.26 150 0.60 -70

679 0.74 0 1.30 160 0.72 -65

783 0.66 0 1.22 220 1.34 -5

886 1.42 0 0.82 235 1.18 35

988 1.24 0 0.66 230 1.04 40
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TABLE V. Energy dependenceofalternative param etersetR LJ and �LJ.

plab (M eV /c) R 12 �12 R 32 �32 R 23 �23 R 43 �43

360 0.42 90 0.14 -105 0.14 100 0.14 -210

404 0.52 105 0.28 -40 0.06 0 0.24 -180

467 0.76 95 0.42 -25 0.20 25 0.28 -195

497 0.74 100 0.44 -10 0.36 0 0.28 -160

523 0.54 80 0.52 5 0.42 -10 0.26 -115

585 0.64 115 0.68 45 0.32 30 0.30 -90

679 0.70 120 0.92 65 0.40 25 0.36 -60

783 0.50 180 0.88 145 0.46 80 0.56 20

886 0.54 225 0.92 215 0.50 120 0.94 75

988 0.38 225 0.92 240 0.46 130 1.06 95
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