First 3 slides: 2018-01 data, e+e- p
exclusive reaction. Irying to recreate
Lubomir’s plot of the omega and phi.
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2018-01 Data
yp — ete”p reaction filter
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Lubomir says that the peak “is shifted because it assumes electron mass

instead of pion which is what you are actually seeing without the cuts.”
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Now we are looking at missing
oroton 2018-08 data, post MVA
analysis: these are all good electron

events.
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ProdZ_vs_tkin
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