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RGK ¢-Analysis
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¢ Invariant Mass 3-pass : Yield(£30)=1432
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¢ Invariant Mass 4-pass : Yield(£30)=1372
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Summary
Data looks promising for ¢-meson electroproduction.
¢-peak is at the right position (1.019 GeV).
1432 possible phi-candidates with given 4 runs with
6.395 GeV beam energy.
1372 possible phi-candidates with given 4 runs with
8.478 GeV beam energy.
RGK+RGA comparison will provide energy variation for

studying ¢-production across different beam energies.
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