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Measurements of the electric and magnetic form factors of the neutron for time-like
momentum transfer
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We present the first measurements of the electric and magnetic form factors of the neutron in the
time-like (positive ¢*) region as function of four-momentum transfer. We explored the differential
cross sections of the reaction eTe™ — fn with data collected with the BESIII detector at the
BEPCII accelerator, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 354.6 pb™! in total at twelve
center-of-mass energies between /s = 2.0 — 2.95 GeV. A relative uncertainty of 18% and 12% for
the electric and magnetic form factors, respectively, is achieved at /s = 2.3935 GeV. Our results
are comparable in accuracy to those from electron scattering in the comparable space-like (negative
q?) region of four-momentum transfer. The electromagnetic form factor ratio Rem = |Gg|/|Ga| is
within the uncertainties close to unity. We compare our result on |Gg| and |G| to recent model
predictions, and the measurements in the space-like region to test the analyticity of electromagnetic
form factors.

Proton and neutron are the fundamental building blocks of atomic nuclei. Their complex internal struc-



ture emerges from Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD)
but is not accessible from ab initio calculations in the
non-perturbative regime of QCD governed by quark con-
finement [1] and gluon self-coupling [2]. On the other
hand, measurements of the electromagnetic form factors
(EMFFs) of the nucleon are straightforward [3]. EMFFs
have long since served as a testing ground for the under-
standing of QCD at low momentum transfer ¢?. Since
Hofstadter’s groundbreaking measurements [4], various
experiments at different facilities successfully measured
nucleon EMFFs [5] in electron scattering with increas-
ing precision, providing important input for theoretical
calculations of nucleon properties [6, 7], in particular the
size of the neutron charge radius [8]. A spin—% particle,
such as the nucleon, is described by two EMFFs, G g(q¢?)
and G (q?), which are Fourier-transforms of the intrin-
sic electric and magnetic distributions of the nucleon in
the Breit frame [9]. Depending on the sign of ¢ of the
virtual exchange photon, we can distinguish two types
of reactions. The space-like (SL) region of negative ¢?
can be accessed in lepton scattering, the time-like (TL)
region of positive ¢ in annihilation reactions (see Fig. 1).
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FIG. 1. The lowest order Feynman diagram for the SL pro-
cess (left) e n — e~ n and the TL process (right) ete™ — nn.
Here, v* represents the virtual photon transferring the four-
momentum squared ¢> of the reaction. The gray circle rep-

resents the internal nucleon structure parameterized by the
EMFFs.

Precise measurements of scattering of leptons with
neutrons [10-13] are far more difficult than with protons
due to the absence of free neutron targets. Possible alter-
natives like deuterons inevitably introduce uncertainties
from nuclear binding corrections. On the other hand, free
protons and neutrons are directly accessible in the TL re-
gion. Measurements of the TL EMFFs of the proton have
significantly gained precision over recent years [14, 16—
20]. However, data with large statistics from eTe™ anni-
hilation reactions has been rare. The first measurements
of the neutron TL EMFFs were reported in the 1990s
by the FENICE [21] and the DM2 [22] experiments and
two other measurements were reported by the SND ex-
periment [23, 24]. A precise measurement of the neutron
effective form factors |G| was recently published by the
BESIII collaboration [1]. However, so far no separate re-
sult for Gg and Gy is available due to the difficulties in
(anti-)neutron detection and efficiency calibration. These
difficulties have prevented a detailed analysis of angular-
dependent differential cross sections.

In this letter we report the first measurement of sepa-
rate neutron EMFF moduli |Gg| and |G| in the TL
regime by exploring the differential cross sections of
the reaction eTe™ — fn with the data collected by
the BESIII [26] experiment at the BEPCII [27] collid-
er. Compared with the total cross sections, the differen-
tial cross sections provide more information to determine
scattering amplitudes of distinguished partial waves [28]
in order to verify the analyticity of EMFFs and to test
various nucleon models. The data analyzed in this work
corresponds to a total integrated luminosity L;,; = 354.6
pb~1 [29, 30] at twelve center-of-mass energies (c.m.) be-
tween /s = 2.0 and 2.95 GeV, and is grouped into five
energy intervals to extract the EMFFs. An additional
dataset with 10087 444 million J/1 events [31] has been
used for a precise data-driven calibration of the n(n) de-
tection efficiency with the processes J/¢ — prn(prii),
and an investigation of identification and reconstruc-
tion of neutral particles using the processes J/¢¥ — nn,
J/p = ntnn%(— vy) and ete™ — 7.

The moduli of the electric and magnetic form factors of
the neutron can be obtained by comparing the theoreti-
cal prediction to the experimentally accessible differential
Born cross section as discussed in [32]:

Nbin _ / 77(1260
bin
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2s e (1)
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Here, s = ¢? represents the c.m. energy squared of the
electron-positron system, M,, the neutron mass, 8 =
V1 — 7 its velocity, and C' the Coulomb enhancement
factor accounting for the electromagnetic interaction be-
tween the outgoing baryons, which is equal to 1 for neu-
tral baryons. Furthermore, cosf; is the cosine of the
n polar angle along the positron beam direction in the
electron-positron c.m. frame, |G| the modulus of the
magnetic form factor, and Re,, = |Gg|/|G | the ratio
of the moduli of the electric and magnetic form factors.
The differential Born cross section Eq. (1), is calculated
using the luminosity £, the signal reconstruction efficien-
cy EMC and its correction £°°7, the next-to-leading-order
radiation and vacuum-polarization correction (14¢), and
the signal yield N”" per cos6, bin. We integrate over
the bin width in accordance to histograms of angular dis-
tribution as will be discussed below.

The final state of the signal process contains one
antineutron and one neutron. Hence our data anal-
ysis strategy is based on the rejection of events with
charged tracks in the multilayer drift chamber (MDC).
For each event, the most energetic shower in the elec-
tromagnetic calorimeter (EMC) within the polar angle
range of | cosf| < 0.7 and a deposited energy within (0.5,
2.0) GeV is considered as a fi candidate. This show-
er is further associated with a response in the time-of-
flight (TOF) system aggregating all hits within an az-
imuthal angle span of 6 TOF plastic scintillators along



the 7 momentum. To avoid a potential bias and to pro-
vide a cross-check, events are classified into three cate-
gories (i = A,B,C) depending on the detector responses
to nn particles. Events with responses from knockoff
protons interaction in the TOF plastic scintillators from
both particles and one associated hadronic shower regis-
tered in the EMC from the antineutron are classified as
category A. Events with showers in the EMC from both
particles, but only one measured knockoff proton inter-
action in the TOF from the anti-neutron are assigned to
category B. Events lacking any TOF responses but with
reconstructed hadronic showers in the EMC from both
particles are classified as category C. Each event belongs
to not more than one category. These categories not only
provide a reliable cross-check but also guarantee a better
precision using an inverse-variance weighting technique.
The selection method for the three categories is described
in details in Ref. [1].

With surviving events passing aforementioned selec-
tions per category, cosf; of the antineutron is filled in
histograms of 7 equidistant bins within —0.7 < cos 05 <
0.7. For category A, signal events are characterized by
the time difference between the time measured with the
TOF and the expected flight time calculated from the
neutron’s momentum and flight path, respectively. For
category B and C, signal events are characterized by
the opening angle <% between neutron and antineutron
as measured with the EMC. Since the surviving events
still contain contributions coming mainly from the beam-
related background and the ete™ — ~~v background, we
use a composite model taking into account the back-
ground (M?®) and signal (M?) distributions to fit data
and determine the number of reconstructed signal events
NP (cos ;) (i = A,B,C) at a given cos 6 bin:

Mi(x) = NP M3 () + Nf M (), 9
x = ATy, or <}, Vcosbn € (—0.7,0.7). ( )
The signal (background) distribution are modeled with
the MC simulation samples of the signal (background)
process generated with CONEXC event generator or
control samples. The fit optimization is performed
for each category by minimizing a global negative log-
likelihood (NLL) with the MIGRAD [33] routine, taking
into account local NLLs from each data set (i=A,B,C)
and using a modified version of the David-Fletcher-
Powell method [34]. Following, a HESSE and a MINOS
algorithm [33] improve the uncertainty determination of
the model parameters, which describe the yields of both
signal and background. Note that, background distribu-
tions are shared among all energies for the same cate-
gory. The asymmetrical uncertainties associated to N2
are from the Poisson distribution to take into account the
low statistics at most bins. As an example, Fig. 2 shows
the extraction of signal yield NY" at /s = 2.1250 GeV
for category A.

The signal reconstruction efficiency &;(cos8) for each
category is determined by a dedicated Monte Carlo (MC)
simulation for the process eTe™ — nfi at each /s using
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FIG. 2. Fit to the AT, distribution at /s = 2.1250 GeV in
7 cos 05 bins. Data are shown as black dots with error bars,
the total fit as the black line, the signal component as the red
dashed line, the e"et — v background components as the
magenta dashed line, and the beam-related background com-
ponents as the blue dashed line. The asymmetrical uncertain-
ties for the data are determined from the Poisson distribution
to take into account the low statistics in most bins.

the MC generator CONEXC [35] up to the next-to-leading
order, followed by a GEANT4 [36]-based simulation pro-
cedure, which mimics the response of various particles in
the BESIII detector. A data-driven efficiency calibration
C4™(cos 0) is achieved for both n and 7 by using the pro-
cess J/1 — prn(pra). A trigger correction C'9(cos )
describing the probability of EMC-based online trigger
capturing neutral processes is also applied. In addition,
(1 + 6);(cos ) is the initial state radiation and vacuum
polarization correction. All corrections are multiplied to
be £ (cos0) = C#™ - C/™9. The details about these cor-
rections are given in Ref. [1].

With the above numbers for the three categories, |G|
and R.,, are determined by minimizing the negative
logarithm of the likelihood function (NLL) based on
the Poisson probability density function. For example,
Fig. 3 illustrates a simultaneous fitting to data of cos 6z-
dependent cross sections at /s = 2.3864 and 2.396 GeV.
The fitting results and associated parameters are sum-
marized in Table I. Note that data collected at 12 c.m.
energies is grouped into five c.m. energy intervals to max-
imize the statistical precision of the results. The details
on the fitting procedure and values of differential cross



sections for the other energy points are listed in Ref. [37].
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FIG. 3. A simultaneous fitting to the differential cross sections
at /s = 2.3864 and 2.3960 GeV for three event categories.
Data are shown as black dots with error bars, the total fit as
a red line and a gray band (68% CL.), the |G ar|® component
as the blue line, and the 7|G'x|? component as the green line.
The asymmetrical uncertainties for the data are determined
from the Poisson distribution to take into account the low
statistics in most bins. Total uncertainties are represented
with boxes.

Various sources of systematic uncertainties are con-
sidered for the determination of |Ggl|, |G|, and Rep,
including the uncertainties from the luminosity, the
category-specific signal event selections, the MC mod-
el, the Born cross section input for the signal efficiency
determination, the trigger efficiency, and the fit proce-
dure. The uncertainty from the integrated luminosity
is determined with large-angle Bhabha scattering to be
1% [29, 30]. The uncertainty from the signal event se-
lection is taken into account by using the efficiency cor-
rections for the differences between data and signal MC.
By varying C9™ within 1o, the difference on the differen-
tial cross section is taken as the systematic uncertainty.
The uncertainty in the efficiency determination stemming
from the form factor input model to the MC Born cross
section is reduced to 1% by iterative efficiency determina-
tion and fitting. The uncertainty from the signal event
extraction arises from three sources: the signal shape,
the background shape, and the fitting range. By chang-
ing the signal and background shapes and varying the
fitting range, the systematic uncertainty from the signal
yield extraction is determined as the largest deviation
from the nominal results. The uncertainty from the trig-
ger efficiency is studied with a different parametrization
of the detector response, as discussed in Ref. [1]. The

TABLE I. The integrated luminosity £, form factor ratios
Rem = |GE|/|Gum|, electric |Gg| and magnetic |Gas| form
factors. The first uncertainties are statistical and the second
systematic. The nominal energy for each energy interval is
weighted by luminosity and c.m. energy of the corresponding
data sample. The lower (upper) energy uncertainty is taken
as the difference between the nominal energy and the lowest
(highest) energy among the group.

V5 (GeV) | £ (pb™1) Rem |Gar| (x1072)  |Gr| (x1072)
2.0000 10.1
50500 vy 0.940.740.4 18.6+5.043.1  17.248.3+4.7
2.1250 108
2.1500 2.84 1.3+0.4+0.3 8.7+1.24+0.8 11.2+1.7+1.1
2.1750 10.6
2.2000 13.7
o 119 1.5+0.64+0.2  6.5+1.5+0.4  9.841.94+0.6
2.3094 21.1
2.3864 22.5
2.9960 6.9 0.940.340.2  8.340.940.4  7.3+2.14+1.0
2.6454 67.7
59500 159 0.64+0.940.7  4.440.8+0.3 2.542.942.9

overall systematic uncertainties at each bin are summa-
rized in Ref. [37]. The variation of mean values of R,
and |G| with/without including systematic uncertain-
ties during fitting angular distributions is taken as a sys-
tematic uncertainty. In total, three categories are used to
determine the final results of | Ry, | and |G| by taking
into account correlations of systematic uncertainties at
different bins. The uncertainties of |G| are propagated
from uncertainties of Rep, |G| and their correlations.
Table I lists values of the total systematic uncertainties.

In conclusion, values of |Gg|, |G|, and R.,, have been
extracted at five c.m. energy intervals in the TL region.
The results for Re,, are consistent to unity considering
systematic uncertainties in a wide range of ¢?.

Compared with the FENICE results, the values for
|G| from this work are smaller by a factor of ~ 2-
3 in the range of /s = 2.0 ~ 2.5 GeV, as shown in
Fig. 4. The measured |Gg| and |G| can be used to
test various nucleon models to provide a more compre-
hensive picture of the nucleon structure. Among models
such as a parametrization obtained from the pQCD [38],
a modified dipole model based on the quark counting
rule and analytical extension (MD) [39], a Vector Meson
Dominance model (VMD) [40], and a model based on
Dispersion Relations (DR) [41-43], our results show the
best agreement with the DR-based model (long-dashed
line). Note that the modified dipole parametrization
(dot-dashed line) is re-analyzed with the experimental
results from this work. The free parameters of the DR-
based model are optimized by a fit to the TL |G| data,
which are extracted for the neutron under the hypothesis
that |Gg| = |Ga|. The free parameters of the MD mod-
el are optimized with a fit to the TL effective FFs. The
pQCD based parametrization was initially developed for
|GE| and |G ], legitimizing the use of these models also
for a comparison with |Gg|. In contrast, the VMD model
predicts different values for |Gg| and |Gyy].
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FIG. 4. Results for the separated form factors of the neu-
tron. (Top) Electric and (Bottom) magnetic form factors from
this work (black dots with uncertainties) are shown togeth-
er with results from the FENICE experiment [21] extracted
under the hypothesis |Gg| = 0 (blue rectangles) and four dif-
ferent parametrizations [2, 38, 41]. The vertical red dotted
line indicates the production threshold.

The EMFFs derived from data of unpolarized exper-
iments empirically scale like Gy ~ (—¢?)72 [44] in
case of g2 — —oo in the SL region. It is interesting
to check whether the TL form factors show any asymp-
totic behavior. Our results show |G% 5/ ~ (¢°)7% in
the TL region. It is important to test the analyticity
of EMFFs as a direct consequence of micro causality and
unitarity. As stated in the Phragmen-Lindel6f (P-L) the-
orem [45], EMFFs in the TL region can be extended to
any direction of the ¢ complex plane. As a result, the
numerical values of EMFFs should approach each other

G (a®) | 1220 | piy s
Gl () F e
shows that the TL |Gg| (|G ]) has no intersections with
the SL Gg (Gar), using an extrapolation with current
fitting parameters for the neutron. The measured ratios
are R¥ = 5.18 £ 1.18 > 1 for the electric form factors
and RM = 1.72 £0.14 > 1 for the magnetic form fac-
tors. We further check the analyticity of effective form
factors |G| as shown in Fig. 6. The neutron TL |G,
have no intersection with its SL G7%; multiplied by its
magnetic moment p,, when following the parameterized
formula F; in Ref. [37]. Note that the illustrated fitting
(black dot-dashed line) makes use of data of effective FFs
from both BESIII (black dots) and SND (green circles).
A refit with the parameterized formula F3 shows an in-
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FIG. 5. Testing analyticity of (Top) Electric and (Bottom)
Magnetic form factors from this work (red dots with uncer-
tainties) shown together with results from the world data of
SL ones. The fit to TL (SL) data is represented with a red
(blue) line and a gray band (95% CI.). The related formulas
are listed in table II. The vertical red dotted line indicates the
production threshold.

tersection around 47+41 GeV2. The proton TL |G,|,
which have been normalized to the reciprocal of a dipole
FF, has an intersection around 1846 GeV? with its SL
G%, multiplied by its magnetic moment j, when using
the parameterized formula F5. Note that the illustrated
fitting (black dot-dashed line) used only BABAR data.
The related fitting results are listed in table IT and III.

TABLE II. Fitting results corresponding to Fig. 5. Numbers
in top 5 rows corresponds to the top plot, numbers in bottom
5 rows corresponds to the bottom plot.

|GE|
- TL (¢ > 0) SL (¢% < 0)
formula (1742?0,71)2 (1f;7) (17(12}0,71)2 7= —q2/4mi
parameters | A=3.39+0.43 A=1.4240.08, B=2.17 + 0.39
x?/ndf 0.4/4 25/36
|Gum|
- TL (¢ > 0) SL (¢% < 0)
formula m m
parameters | A=3.2740.28 A=1.899+0.008
x?/ndf 8.8/4 82/31

In summary, we have separated |Gg| from |G| for the
neutron within a wide range of ¢? from 4 to 9 GeV? with
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FIG. 6. The world data set of magnetic form factors in the SL
region (blue down triangles). The full gray lines represent the
formula Fy. (Top) measurements of the neutron effective fac-
tors from BESIII (black) and SND (green) in the TL region.
The dashed black lines represent the formula F; in Ref. [37],
and the dashed gray lines represent the formula Fy. (Middle)
The dashed black lines represent the formula F3, and the
dashed gray lines represent the formula F2. (Bottom) mea-
surements of the proton effective form factors from BESIII
(hollow circle, triangle) and BABAR (solid circle) in the TL
region. The dashed black lines represent the formula F3, and
the dashed gray lines represent the formula Fo.

relative uncertainty around 12% for the modulus of the
magnetic form factor. This is comparable in accuracy to
results from electron scattering in a similar SL region of
four-momentum transfer. In the future, further efforts
will be made not only at electron accelerators [47, 48]
but also at electron-positron [49] and proton-antiproton
colliders [50] to obtain a global picture of all data in
the TL and SL regions which will further deepen our
understanding of the nucleon structure.

TABLE III. Fitting results corresponding to Fig. 6, the second
column to bottom, the third column to middle, and the fourth
column to top.

parameters | proton (Fp) neutron (F;) neutron (Fs)

A 9.7940.78 4.27+0.32 3.76+0.07
7712 7.08+£1.43 39.19£25.40 -

Aose 0.061+0.01 0.084+0.02 0.10£0.02
B 0.88+0.19 0.9840.18 1.15+0.18
C 5.40£0.17 3.3240.21 3.2740.23
D 6.33+0.19 5.5040.29 5.4740.28

x2/ndf 38.9/31 27.5/27 30.9/27
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Supplemental Material for “Measurements of the electric and magnetic
form factors of the neutron for time-like momentum transfer

Appendix A: MAXIMUM LIKELTHOOD FITTING

The predicted cross-section o? "ed at i-th bin for each category X (=A,B,C) can be obtained as below:

do
pred _ dcos 6 Al
7i /bm dcosg " (A1)
with the theoretical formula,
do 2 2 2 2
Toosd = M| (1 + cos” 0 + TRZ,, sin“ 0), (A2)

2
where 7 = %, |G| and Rer = |GE|/|Gar| are two free parameters shared by 3 categories to be determined with
the following minimization.
We minimize a negative logarithm likelihood as below:

Npred)N;’(bse Ng’(rfd
LL = —log( ] H N ) (A3)
X=A,B,Ci=1 Xt
ﬁUpTed(gMCCdmCtrg(l + (S))AJ,
N;;f;d = { Lo (EMCC Yy CrrgCruue(1+6)) B4, (A4)

(
U‘med(gA{CCdmCtrgCeeCmuc(l + 6))C,i7

where N3 and Ng’(rfd represent number of observed events and number of predicted events, £ is the luminosity,

EMC s the signal efficiency, (Cypn, Cirg, Cee, Cmuc) are four types of efficiency corrections, (1 + ¢) is the initial-

state-radiation and vacuum polarization correction determined by the signal MC generator, at i-th bin for category
X.

The systematic uncertainty at each bin is calculated to be Ap,; = /A2 .+ A?

’U.C’L CZ’

where A, = N x/R% + R?

18T

represents the uncorrelated uncertainty, and A, = N°* x R, the correlated one. Here, R, is the relative systematic
uncertainties Wthh are quoted from Ref. [1]. Ry, is directly calculated with Cy,, values, for example Cy,,, = 1.2340.10
yields a Rgm = T Qg, so are the others.

Thus the negative logarithm likelihood becomes:

LL = —log( H H/P ® By), (A5)

X=A,B,Ci=1
(Nf(r‘?d)N;lﬁe*N)p(ifd
i

Pa = - Ng(b'ls- ! ) (AG)
P, =ce NO S*R)“ , (AT)

using a convolution between a Poisson probability (P,) and a Gaussian probability (F;) which describes the systematic
uncertainties per bin per category.

Appendix B: FITTING ELECTROMAGNETIC FORM FACTORS

Figures 6 illustrates the fitting to data of the effective form factors with the following formulas [1, 2]:

Fo=A, Fi=A+ Agseexp(—ByBvV¢?) x cos(CyBVq? + D)(1 — ¢%/0.71),

4 B+ Apeexp(— BBV x cos(CrAV/E + D)(1 — /0.7

fzi, =
Colwgmy TP A+q?/md
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Appendix C: SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

Tables II, IIT and IV lists systematic uncertainties of antineutron angular distributions per cos @y bin at 12 c.m.
energies for three categories: luminosity (U7'), antineutron and neutron selections (Uy';), To and Ty misalignment

(Uj‘i‘0 ), angular distribution (U4 _,.;), antineutron and neutron misidentification (Uy;), time resolution of the neutron

7 m
(UA,), event-level selections (UZ,), signal yields extraction (U f‘it), Conexc generator iteration (Uy ), trigger efficiency

(UA,). Table V lists values of R, = |Gg|/|Gml, electric |Gg| and magnetic |G| form factors together with their
systematic uncertainties.

Two steps are performed to extract the free parameters, and their uncertainties. Firstly angular distributions of
the antineutron are analyzed only considering the statistical uncertainties per bin. The values of R.,, and |G| can
be estimated directly using the open source packages: RooFit and TMinuit. Secondly angular distributions of the
antineutron including the systematic uncertainties per bin are further analyzed. The values of R.,, and Gj; are
obtained and compared to previous ones. The differences between central values obtained with/without including
systematic uncertainties of angular distributions of the antineutron is also considered as a source of systematic uncer-
tainty as summarized in Table V. From these numbers, the statistical uncertainties are dominant and the systematic
uncertainties are much smaller than the statistical uncertainties, because main sources of systematic uncertainties are
correlated among bins. Considering the relation o oc |Gps|? [(1+ 7R2,,) + (1 — TR2,,) cos? 0], the power 2 means
uncertainties of form factors are half discounted compared to uncertainties of cross sections of the process ete™ — nf
after the error propagation. Since |G| is strongly anti-correlated to |Gys|, the uncertainties of |G| are estimated
with both uncertainties of |G| and uncertainties of Re,,, and values of the correlation coefficient between |G| and

R, in Table V in the error propagation. (Ref: https://root.cern/download/doc/RooFit_Users_Manual 2.91-33.pdf)

TABLE II. Summary of all systematic uncertainty sources in Category A. The last column is the summary of the total
uncertainties.

Vs GeVIUZ Uiy Uqf}o Unodet Umis Utes U;‘Ait Ufsp Ufsra Utys Total (%)
2.0000 1.0 3.1 02 108 0.1 50 42 1.0 0.3 4.6 13.9
2.0500 1.0 27 02 103 0.1 50 35 1.0 0.6 4.6 13.2
2.1000 1.0 24 02 7.8 0.1 5.0 121 1.0 1.2 4.6 16.2
2.1500 1.0 23 02 95 0.1 50 40 1.0 14 46 12.7
2.1250 1.0 23 02 8.1 0.1 5.0 123 1.0 1.7 4.6 16.5
2.1750 1.0 2.2 0.2 88 0.1 5.0 109 1.0 1.8 4.6 15.9
2.2000 1.0 21 02 8.0 0.1 50 83 1.0 2.2 45 13.8
2.2324 1.0 2.1 0.2 8.0 0.1 50 88 1.0 2.2 4.5 14.1
2.3094 1.0 20 02 8.7 0.1 50 57 1.0 1.4 4.2 12.6
2.3864 1.0 1.8 02 9.0 0.1 50 28 1.0 1.6 4.1 11.8
2.3960 1.0 1.8 02 9.0 0.1 50 32 10 1.8 4.1 11.9
2.6440 1.0 1.4 02 5.1 0.1 5.0 11.0 1.0 1.6 3.0 13.7
2.9000 1.0 1.5 02 1.3 0.1 50 66 1.0 3.2 26 9.6
2.9500 1.0 1.5 02 1.3 0.1 5.0 81 1.0 3.7 26 81.3
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TABLE III. Summary of all systematic uncertainty sources in Category B. The last column is the summary of the total

uncertainties.

Vs (GeV) U, UL, UBpyr UR, UR 4 URiy Ulspi Ufspe UP Total (%)
2.0000 3.3 6.6 6.0 3.1 5.2 5.1 1.0 0.3 1.0 12.5
2.0500 2.2 5.2 6.0 6.4 9.2 5.0 1.0 0.6 1.0 14.8
2.1000 1.7 5.4 6.0 0.4 9.6 4.6 1.0 1.2 1.0 13.6
2.1250 1.7 5.0 6.0 1.0 9.6 4.5 1.0 1.4 1.0 13.5
2.1500 1.5 6.4 3.8 1.6 9.6 4.3 1.0 1.7 1.0 13.4
2.1750 1.5 6.4 3.8 1.1 6.5 4.6 1.0 1.8 1.0 11.4
2.2000 1.3 6.5 3.8 0.8 10.3 4.2 1.0 2.2 1.0 13.8
2.2320 1.3 6.2 3.8 2.4 9.7 4.2 1.0 2.2 1.0 13.4
2.3090 1.3 6.4 3.8 1.4 8.5 3.2 1.0 1.4 1.0 12.1
2.3860 1.1 3.4 3.6 1.6 10.4 2.8 1.0 1.6 1.0 12.2
2.3960 1.1 34 3.6 0.6 7.1 3.1 1.0 1.8 1.0 9.6
2.6440 0.8 9.5 3.9 1.7 7.3 2.1 1.0 1.6 1.0 13.1
2.9000 0.6 9.5 4.8 1.5 7.3 1.7 1.0 3.2 1.0 13.6
2.9500 1.0 9.7 4.8 4.3 7.3 1.4 1.0 3.7 1.0 14.4

TABLE IV. Summary of all systematic uncertainty sources in Category C. The last column is the summary of the total

uncertainties.

Vs GeV 65 68061 61% 5Sodel 6gg 61%R1 61%112 Total (%)
2.0000 [1.0 6.6 11.8 188 53 1.0 0.3 23.8
2.0500 [1.0 4.1 103 168 43 1.0 0.6 20.6
2.1000 [1.0 42 95 156 40 1.0 1.2 19.3
21250 {1.0 3.2 11.1 100 39 1.0 1.4 15.9
2.1500 [ 1.0 3.5 155 9.6 3.8 1.0 1.7 19.1
2.1750 |1.0 39 119 83 4.0 1.0 1.8 15.7
2.2000 [1.0 39 114 83 3.8 1.0 2.2 15.3
22324 |10 3.1 120 9.2 3.8 1.0 2.2 16.1
2.3094 |1.0 3.9 6.4 7.6 29 1.0 1.4 11.2
2.3864 [ 1.0 3.4 5.5 6.3 25 1.0 1.6 9.6
2.3960 (1.0 34 7.2 6.3 25 1.0 1.8 10.7
2.6454 | 1.0 3.5 16.8 9.8 1.9 1.0 1.6 20.0
2.9000 |1.0 55 11.9 9.3 1.7 1.0 3.2 16.5
2.9500 [1.0 6.4 779 122 16 1.0 3.7 79.2
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TABLE V. The form factor ratios Rem = |GEg|/|Gum|, electric |Gg| and magnetic |G| form factors. The results are obtained
by fitting angular distributions of the antineutron w/o systematic uncertainties at each bin. The center shifts of results w/o
considering systematic uncertainties per cos 0z during the fitting is also taken as a systematic uncertainty added to final results.
The label ”stat. only” represents results obtained from the fitting to data of antineutron angular distributions with statistical
errors. The label "stat. + sys.” represents results obtained from the fitting to data of antineutron angular distributions with
both statistical errors and systematic errors.

RG’VTL

s (GeV center total sys.
Vs ) stat. only stat. 4 sys. Y

shift  uncertainty

2.0000,2.0500 0.74£0.69 0.93+0.78 0.19 0.40
2.1250,2.1500 1.32+0.37 1.29+0.45 0.02 0.25
2.1750,2.2000,2.2324, 2.3094 | 1.53+0.64 1.514+0.67 0.03 0.19
2.3864,2.3960 0.8940.34 0.884+0.38 0.02 0.16
2.6454,2.9500 0.90+0.77 0.56+£0.99 0.34 0.70
|Gl (1072)
Vs( GeV) center  total sys.

stat. only stat. + sys.
shift  uncertainty

2.0000,2.0500 20.3£5.0 18.6+5.6 1.8 3.1
2.1250,2.1500 8.7+1.2 8.7+1.5 0.0 0.8
2.1750,2.2000,2.2324, 2.3094 6.61+1.5 6.5+1.6 0.1 0.4
2.3864,2.3960 8.440.9 8.3+0.9 0.0 0.4
2.6454,2.9500 4.240.8 4.440.9 0.2 0.3
Gl (102)
Vs( GeV) correlation stat. only center total
coefficients shift  uncertainty

2.0000,2.0500 -0.984 17.248.3 - 4.7
2.1250,2.1500 -0.990 11.241.7 - 1.1
2.1750,2.2000,2.2324, 2.3094 -0.992 9.84+1.9 - 0.6
2.3864,2.3960 -0.979 7.3+2.1 - 1.0

2.6454,2.9500 -0.968 2.5+2.9 - 2.9




Appendix D: DATA

TABLE VI. Differential cross-sections for category A, in unit of pb.

2.1500
2.1750
2.2200
2.2324
2.3094
2.3864
2.3960
2.6450

20.9738-8 £ 3.0
14.0T 2% £1.7
83151 +£12
0.07324+0.0
44757 +£06
42135 405
9.073% 4+ 0.8
2.670 4 £0.4

38.67530 £3.0
94135 +£1.7
41158 +1.2
05752 +0.0
6.6757 +0.6
10.0735 +£0.5
791729 +0.8
14709 £0.4

4755 +£1.2
9.077 T +0.0
7.274% + 0.6
10.0732 £ 0.5
76119 +£0.8
2.2700 +0.4

35.67%5°5 £3.0
13.003% + 1.7

0.073%Y £3.0
102725 £1.7
29755 +1.2
16.4752 £0.0
111755 £0.6
62738+ 0.5
8.6721 +0.8
24704 £0.4

16.2730-0 £ 3.0
64155 +1.7
75755 £1.2
10.5182 +0.0
13.2755 £ 0.6
6.0755+0.5
6.9718 +0.8
14709 £0.4

Vs GeV binl bin2 bin3 bin4 bin5 bin6 bin7
2.0000 [18.97:%7 £3.0[35.47159 £3.0[30.27170 £3.0[37.3770 7 £3.0[29.97152 £3.0[ 30.97 58 £3.0 (264775 £3.0
2.0500 | 0.073%3+£0.0 | 0.0772+£0.0 [42.97395 £0.0/16.77570 £ 0.0|12.77753 £ 0.0|100.0735°5 £ 0.0|25.27755 £ 0.0
2.1250 | 94723 +£1.3 | 167752 +£1.3 | 166755 +£1.3 | 178730 £1.3 | 14375 £1.3| 127758 £1.3 | 124755+ 1.3
2.1500 [15.2723-2 £2.5/16.17780 £ 2.5| 0.0700 £2.5 [29.07528 £2.5| 0.070%° £2.5 | 5147552 £2.5 | 0.077 8 £25
2.1750 | 9.1732 £1.5 [13.971%° +1.5| 0.0755 £ 1.5 (3087705 £1.5| 8.7 L +1.5 | 1287 %  + 1.5 | 08775 +£1.5
2.2200 | 28720 +£04 | 6.9752+£04 | 0.0750 £0.4 (1897053 + 04| 7.67,5+04 | 09752 4+04 | 29755404
2.2324 | 36753 +£0.5 | 3.3705+£05 (13873 +0.5) 15771 £05 |16.17 51 +0.5) 0.0755 £05 | 95755 +£05
2.3094 | 3.7757+£0.5 | 14.0785 +£0.5 [ 175725 £0.5 | 82757 £0.5 | 133705 +0.5 | 111752 +£05 | 45755 +£05
2.3864 | 86750 +£1.1 |11.3755+1.1 | 32757 £1.1 (11570 +1.1| 3.6755£1.1 | 152750 £1.1 | 74751 +£1.1
2.3960 | 10.273% £1.3|10.6753+1.3| 68755 £1.3 | 147735 +1.3| 70755 +13 | 96732+13 | 98722 +13
2.6450 | 3.2771+£0.5 | 26773 +£05 | 0.0705+£05 | 99733 +05 | 43728 +£05 | 3.0735+£05 | 397332405
2.9500 | 0.0755+£0.0 | 0.0755+£0.0 | 0.0755£0.0 | 0.0735 £0.0 | 24755 +0.0 | 42%574+0.0 | 00755 +0.0

TABLE VII. Differential cross-sections for category B, in unit of pb.

Vs GeV binl bin2 bin3 bin4 binb bin6 bin7
2.0000 |24.87980 +3.1]75.3755 7 £3.1[45.8750 2 +3.1[38.7753 0 £ 3.1[55.57 555 £3.1] 0.0755,7 £3.1 [55.175. 5 £3.1
2.0500 | 0.075%! +0.0 [55.67532 £0.0] 0.075%7 £ 0.0 | 0.073%2 + 0.0 | 0.073%" + 0.0 | 0.073%% +0.0 | 0.073%7 +0.0
2.1250 | 109731 + 15136728 +1.5 | 127727 +£1.5 | 11.6758 £ 1.5 | 101735 £1.5 | 93120 +£1.5 | 145755 +£1.5

11.37253 1+ 3.0
6.8750 +£1.7
3.675F £1.2
111183 0.0
52123 4 0.6
127735 £0.5
87720+ 0.8
22109404

4247558 +£3.0
1057435 £1.7
20.371%5 +1.2
1517%5 £ 0.0
87757 +0.6
71759+ 0.5
10.2755£0.8
22100 +04

TABLE VIII. Differential cross-sections for category C, in unit of pb.

Vs GeV

binl

bin2

bin3

bin4

binb

bin6

bin7

2.0000
2.0500
2.1250
2.1500
2.1750
2.2200
2.2324
2.3094
2.3864
2.3960
2.6450
2.9500

93.8T0 0 +24.4
+69.0
54.37590 +12.1

103723 +1.7
9.672%50£1.9
74750 +£1.2
61755 +1.0
317341405
124738+ 15
9.273% 4 1.0
6.2717 +0.7
11707 +0.3
0.0755 +0.0

221780 +24.4
+45.2
19.71152 + 121

9.071 8 +1.7
0.0750+£1.9
6.5;3% +1.2
7.9735+1.0
6.37514+0.5
74TS T+ 15
36726 4+1.0
44711+ 0.7
1.073¢ +0.3
0.0755 +0.0

0.070%7 £24.4
0.073%% +12.1
92718+ 1.7
2737200+ 1.9
21718 +1.2
109751 +1.0
50757 4+0.5
0.6722+£1.5
9.7735+1.0
7.971% +0.7
21708 +0.3
0.0 +0.0

1487105 £24.4
734755 £12.1
78710 +1.7
1957307 £ 1.9
12.3755 +1.2
1133 +1.0
8.27%2 05
35735 +1.5
54757 41.0
6.0715+0.7
027505 +0.3
2.572240.0

0.013%% £ 12.1
84718417
737203 + 1.9
45758 +1.2
2.3732 41,0
1.3735 4+ 0.5
7SS £ 15
35728 +1.0
7271 +0.7
03705 +03

1.075 % £0.0

2317105 £24.4

0.0155+£1.9

46725 +1.0
79 1" 107
2.070% +£0.3
1.9717 +0.0

72.27555 £ 244
8.013%5 £12.1
124732417

120750 +1.2
152752 + 1.0
10.675% £ 0.5
114755 +1.5

86728 +1.7
0.07570£1.9
49759 +1.2
59735 +1.0
56750 +£0.5
1.6731+15
6.7732+1.0
84115407
08705 +03
0.0755 +0.0

92.0733 1 £24.4
48.417501 £12.1
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TABLE IX. DATA: Ngignai @CatA

/s |BIN1 errL errH BIN2 errLi errH BIN3 errL errH BIN4 errL errH BIN5 errL errH BING errL errH BIN7 errL errH| tot

NN NNNNNN

0000| 4.3 2.2 29 6.6 27 34 70 25 33 63 29 36 6.5 29 36 64 26 3.3 57 25 3.2|[47.1
0500 0 0 2.1 0 0 0.5 3.2 1.6 23 1.0 0 2.1 0.7 0 1.4 7.3 25 32 22 15 22| 14.4
1250| 22.8 5.0 5.7 37.6 6.4 7.1 324 6.2 6.9 342 6.9 7.7 29.2 6.2 6.9 28.6 58 6.4 30.2 5. 6.5 |237.8
1500 0.9 0.7 1.4 1.0 1.0 1.6 0 0 0.5 1.3 0 2.2 0 0 0.5 3.3 1.7 2.4 0 0 0.5 7.4

1750 1.9 1.2 1.9 2.8 1.5 2.1 0 0 1.0 53 2.8 35 14 1.2 19 27 15 22 0.2 0 1.5 | 16.2
2000| 0.8 0 1.5 1.6 1.2 1.9 0 0 0.6 4.2 20 2.7 21 1.3 2.0 0.2 0 2.1 0.8 0.8 1.4 |10.5
2324| 1.0 0.7 1.4 0.8 0 1.7 26 1.7 25 0.3 0 1.7 3.4 1.8 24 0 0 0.8 2.7 1.7 24 |11.8
3094/ 1.5 1.1 1.8 59 22 29 6.0 25 33 27 21 29 52 23 30 45 26 3.3 22 21 29295
3864| 4.6 2.1 2.8 5.0 21 28 1.5 14 22 52 26 34 14 21 22 73 29 3.7 41 22 3 33.7
3960| 16.5 3.8 4.5 14.1 3.9 46 9.4 3.4 4.2 175 5.0 5.7 87 3.5 4.2 139 3.9 4.6 153 3.9 4.6 |111.9
6454| 3.5 1.6 2.3 2.0 1.1 1.8 0 0 0.5 6.1 23 3.0 35 1.6 23 25 1.6 2.3 4.0 1.7 2.4 |25.1
9500 0 0 0.5 0 0 0.5 0 0 0.5 0 0 0.5 0.5 0 1.4 1.1 1.1 1.8 0 0 0.5 0

TABLE X. DATA: Niignai @CatB

/s |BIN1 errL errH BIN2 errL errH BIN3 errL errH BIN4 errL errH BIN5 errL errH BING errL errH BIN7 errL errH| tot

NONNNNNN N NN NN

0000| 1.3 1.0 2.4 3.3 1.7 3.0 2.0 1.3 2.6 1.5 1.1 2.5 2.0 1.3 2.6 0 0 1.0 2.5 1.5 2.8 | 12.8
0500 0 0 1.0 1.7 1.2 2.5 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 1.7

1250| 19.3 4.4 5.5 33.6 58 6.9 31.4 56 6.7 28.8 53 6.4 24.6 4.9 6.0 22.2 4.7 58 259 5.1 6.2 (2050
1500 1.3 1.0 24 29 16 29 3.0 1.6 29 0 0 1.0 1.3 1.0 24 09 08 23 26 1.5 28]12.2
1750( 3.5 1.8 3.0 29 16 29 41 19 3.2 32 1.7 3.0 20 13 26 20 1.3 26 23 14 27]235
2000, 3.0 16 29 1.8 1.2 26 21 13 27 13 1.0 241 33 1.7 30 16 1.1 25 74 27 3.8|23.5
2000 0 0 1.0 0.2 0.2 20 36 1.8 31 6.6 25 3.7 4.1 1.9 32 43 20 3.2 4.7 2.1 3.3 ]|235
3094 29 16 29 4.7 21 33 5.1 22 34 79 28 39 96 3.0 4.2 3.8 1.9 3.12 52 221 3.4 |42.1
3864| 3.7 1.8 3.1 10.6 3.2 4.4 103 3.2 43 6.1 24 36 6.5 25 3.7 13.3 3.6 4.7 6.5 2.5 3.7 |60.7
3960| 23.7 4.8 5.9 23.7 4.8 5.9 227 4.7 5.8 258 5.1 6.1 21.7 4.6 5.7 26.7 5.1 6.2 26.7 5.1 6.2 |195.0
6454 9.5 3.0 42 59 24 36 86 29 41 93 3.0 4.2 58 23 35 90 29 41 79 28 3.9 |655
9500 0 0 1.0 1.0 0.8 2.3 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 1.0 0.8 23 41 1.9 32| 6.1

TABLE XI. DATA: Nsignai @CatC

Vs |BIN1 errL errH BIN2 errL errH BIN3 errL errH BIN4 errL errH BIN5 errL errH BING6 errL errH BIN7 errL errH| tot

NN NNNNNNNNN

0000| 3.9 1.9 3.1 1.4 1.0 2.4 0 0 1.0 0.8 0.7 22 1.4 1.0 24 50 22 34 6.3 24 3.6]|18.8
0500/ 2.1 1.3 2.7 1.0 0.8 2.3 0 0 1.0 3.2 1.7 3.0 0 0 1.0 04 04 2.1 22 1.4 27| 89
1250| 29.7 5.4 6.5 32.7 57 6.8 346 59 6.9 245 49 6.0 31.4 56 6.7 43.7 6.6 7.7 27.7 5.2 6.3 |254.0
1500| 0.9 0.8 2.3 0 0 1.0 3.0 1.6 29 20 1.3 26 0.8 07 2.2 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 | 6.7
i750( 3.1 1.7 29 32 1.7 30 10 08 23 49 21 34 21 13 27 51 22 34 21 13 2.7]|24.6
2000/ 3.5 1.8 3.0 53 22 34 6.6 25 37 07 06 22 15 1.1 25 105 3.2 43 39 1.9 3.1|35.5
2324 1.8 1.2 26 39 19 31 3.1 1.7 29 43 20 3.2 08 07 22 6.8 25 3.7 34 1.8 3.0|259
3094| 12.4 3.5 46 7.8 2.7 39 06 06 21 31 1.7 29 76 27 39 127 3.5 4.7 1.7 1.2 2.5 |58.3
3864| 10.5 3.2 4.3 4.5 20 3.3 11.6 3.4 45 6.3 24 3.6 4.3 2.0 3. 6.4 2.5 3.7 86 29 4.1|62.7
3960 20 4.4 5.6 17.0 4.1 5.2 283 5.3 6.4 21.0 4.6 5.7 258 5.1 6.1 31.8 56 6.7 32.2 56 6.7 |196.0
6454| 5.2 2.2 34 59 24 36 122 34 46 09 08 23 1.7 1.2 25 10.5 3.2 4.3 4.2 2.0 3.2 |45.8
9500 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 0 0 1.0 34 1.8 30 1.5 1.1 25 3.2 1.7 3.0 0 0 1.0 | 8.1




Vs BIN1 BIN2 BIN3 BIN4 BINS BING BINT7
2.0000 0.0238 0.0232 0.0232 0.0230 0.0234 0.0239 0.0246
2.0500 0.0250 0.0230 0.0227 0.0209 0.0208 0.0232 0.0242
2.1250 0.0224 0.0214 0.0195 0.0183 0.0200 0.021 0.0221
2.1500 0.0217 0.0194 0.0192 0.0177 0.0183 0.0220 0.0217
2.1750 0.0206 0.0188 0.0169 0.0167 0.0170 0.0195 0.0205
2.2000 0.0194 0.0176 0.0163 0.0162 0.0180 0.0187 0.0207
2.2324 0.0209 0.0188 0.0160 0.0171 0.0180 0.0183 0.0209
2.3904 0.0226 0.0219 0.0186 0.0179 0.0201 0.0210 0.0232
2.3864 0.0254 0.0234 0.0223 0.0230 0.0224 0.0248 0.0264
2.3960 0.0271 0.0242 0.0224 0.0207 0.0224 0.0244 0.0255
2.6454 0.0124 0.0108 0.0111 0.0096 0.0112 0.0109 0.0123
2.9500 0.0108 0.0126 0.0101 0.0096 0.0111 0.0122 0.0116
TABLE XII. DATA: Eye @CatA
Vs ‘ BIN1 BIN2 BIN3 BIN4 BINS BIN6 BINT7
2.0000 0.0066 0.0062 0.0064 0.0061 0.0058 0.0060 0.0069
2.0500 0.0095 0.0142 0.0136 0.0139 0.0134 0.0141 0.0099
2.1250 0.0187 0.0269 0.0278 0.0280 0.0277  0.0264 0.0192
2.1500 0.0226 0.0282 0.0327 0.0306 0.0321 0.0312 0.0233
2.1750 0.0250 0.0323 0.0342 0.0346 0.0343 0.0323 0.0231
2.2000 0.0284 0.0364 0.0374 0.0374 0.0371 0.0365 0.0293
2.2324 0.0283 0.0372 0.0381 0.0396 0.0383 0.0373 0.029
2.3094 0.0349 0.0397 0.0408 0.0412 0.0417 0.0419 0.0324
2.3864 0.0420 0.0515 0.0511 0.0496 0.0535 0.0513 0.0435
2.3960 0.0426 0.0489 0.0503 0.0500 0.0523 0.0506 0.0417
2.6454 0.0427 0.0530 0.0527 0.0518 0.0554 0.0520 0.0425
2.9500 0.0424 0.0533 0.0577 0.0523 0.054. 0.0557 0.0428
TABLE XIII. DATA: £yc @CatB
Vs ‘ BIN1 BIN2 BIN3 BIN4 BINS BING6 BIN7
2.0000 0.0051 0.0072 0.0077 0.0067 0.0071 0.0079 0.0058
2.0500 0.0130 0.0161 0.0162 0.0149 0.0166 0.0167 0.0138
2.1250 0.0233 0.0289 0.0315 0.0274 0.0309 0.0299 0.0246
2.1500 0.0258 0.0326 0.0337 0.0323 0.0343 0.0359 0.0295
2.1750 0.0293 0.0366 0.0371 0.0322 0.0377 0.0331 0.0285
2.2000 0.0301 0.0383 0.0364 0.0406 0.0396 0.0406 0.0332
2.2324 0.0356 0.0419 0.0434 0.0384 0.0446 0.0428 0.0359
2.3094 0.0381 0.0429  0.0441 0.0405 0.0434 0.0430 0.0372
2.3864 0.0464 0.0523 0.0510 0.0496 0.0529 0.0564 0.0480
2.3960 0.0432 0.0527 0.0508 0.0498 0.0515 0.0536 0.0475
2.6454 0.0567 0.0671 0.0659 0.0592 0.0639 0.0661 0.0568
2.9500 0.0489 0.0604 0.0605 0.0561 0.0600 0.0633 0.0511
TABLE XIV. DATA: &y @CatC
NG BIN1 Errl BIN2 Err2 BIN3 Err3 BIN4 Err4 BIN5 Err5 BIN6 Err6 BINT7 Err7
2.0000 1.23 0.10 1.04 0.09 1.29 0.12 0.95 0.08 1.20 0.10 1.11 0.09 1.13 0.09
2.0500 1.00 0.07 1.10 0.07 1.17 0.09 0.97 0.07 0.97 0.07 1.11 0.08 1.27 0.08
2.1250 1.01 0.06 0.99 0.06 0.95 0.06 1.00 0.06 0.97 0.06 1.02 0.06 1.03 0.06
2.1500 0.95 0.05 1.05 0.06 0.92 0.05 0.88 0.05 0.92 0.06 0.99 0.06 1.02 0.06
2.1750 0.94 0.05 0.99 0.06 1.03 0.06 0.97 0.06 0.90 0.05 1.02 0.06 0.94 0.05
2.2000 0.98 0.05 0.93 0.05 0.93 0.05 0.98 0.06 1.08 0.06 0.97 0.05 0.94 0.05
2.2324 1.01 0.05 1.03 0.06 0.99 0.05 0.93 0.05 1.00 0.06 0.95 0.05 1.09 0.06
2.3904 0.92 0.05 0.98 0.05 0.96 0.05 0.95 0.05 0.99 0.05 0.98 0.05 1.04 0.05
2.3864 0.98 0.05 0.91 0.04 1.03 0.05 0.97 0.05 0.87 0.04 0.94 0.05 0.98 0.05
2.3960 0.94 0.04 0.89 0.04 1.01 0.05 0.94 0.04 0.90 0.04 0.95 0.04 0.96 0.04
2.6454 0.91 0.04 0.80 0.03 0.89 0.03 0.74 0.03 0.85 0.03 0.84 0.03 0.85 0.04
2.9500 0.80 0.03 0.81 0.03 0.75 0.03 0.73 0.03 0.77 0.03 0.78 0.03 0.86 0.04
TABLE XV. DATA: Cyy, @CatA
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TABLE XIX. DATA: Cirg @all categories AND C., @QCatC

Vs BIN1 Errl BIN2 Err2 BIN3 Err3 BIN4 Errd BIN5 Errb5 BING6 Err6 BIN7 Err7
2.0000 0.92 0.01 0.82 0.01 0.79 0.01 0.74 0.01 0.72 0.01 0.73 0.01 0.76 0.01
2.0500 0.67 0.01 0.69 0.01 0.68 0.01 0.67 0.01 0.67 0.01 0.68 0.01 0.69 0.01
2.1250 0.79 0.01 0.78 0.01 0.76 0.01 0.76 0.01 0.75 0.01 0.77 0.01 0.78 0.01
2.1500 0.84 0.04 0.82 0.05 0.80 0.05 0.79 0.05 0.78 0.05 0.79 0.05 0.80 0.04
2.1750 0.86 0.04 0.83 0.05 0.81 0.05 0.80 0.05 0.80 0.05 0.80 0.05 0.81 0.04
2.2000 0.83 0.04 0.81 0.05 0.81 0.05 0.80 0.05 0.80 0.04 0.81 0.05 0.81 0.04
2.2324 0.86 0.04 0.84 0.05 0.83 0.05 0.82 0.05 0.82 0.05 0.82 0.05 0.83 0.04
2.3094 0.88 0.04 0.86 0.04 0.85 0.04 0.85 0.04 0.84 0.04 0.84 0.04 0.86 0.04
2.3864 0.88 0.01 0.89 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.89 0.01
2.3960 0.88 0.01 0.89 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.89 0.01
2.6454 0.86 0.01 0.84 0.01 0.84 0.01 0.83 0.01 0.83 0.01 0.83 0.01 0.84 0.01
2.9500 0.80 0.01 0.79 0.01 0.80 0.01 0.80 0.01 0.80 0.01 0.80 0.01 0.81 0.01

TABLE XVI. DATA: Cq4,, @QCatB

Vs BIN1 Errl BIN2 Err2 BIN3 Err3 BIN4 Errd BIN5 Errb5 BING6 Err6 BIN7 Err7
2.0000 1.23 0.13 1.33 0.12 1.38 0.14 1.22 0.12 1.29 0.13 1.32 0.12 1.78 0.18
2.0500 1.21 0.07 1.29 0.07 1.27 0.07 1.19 0.07 1.28 0.07 1.22 0.07 1.34 0.08
2.1250 1.24 0.06 1.28 0.06 1.22 0.06 1.17 0.06 1.24 0.06 1.20 0.06 1.31 0.07
2.1500 1.30 0.07 1.24 0.06 1.18 0.06 1.16 0.06 1.16 0.06 1.19 0.06 1.35 0.07
2.1750 1.31 0.08 1.24 0.06 1.17 0.06 1.16 0.06 1.15 0.06 1.19 0.06 1.35 0.08
2.2000 1.31 0.08 1.23 0.06 1.17 0.06 1.16 0.06 1.15 0.06 1.19 0.06 1.35 0.08
2.2324 1.29 0.05 1.20 0.04 1.17 0.04 1.13 0.04 1.13 0.04 1.21 0.04 1.33 0.05
2.3094 1.27 0.07 1.21 0.06 1.18 0.06 1.11 0.06 1.13 0.06 1.28 0.06 1.34 0.07
2.3864 1.14 0.06 1.15 0.05 1.13 0.05 1.13 0.05 1.11 0.05 1.18 0.05 1.24 0.06
2.3960 1.15 0.05 1.15 0.05 1.13 0.05 1.13 0.05 1.12 0.05 1.18 0.05 1.24 0.06
2.6454 0.95 0.03 1.03 0.03 1.07 0.03 1.03 0.03 1.0 0.03 0.96 0.03 1.01 0.03
2.9500 1.09 0.06 1.06 0.05 1.08 0.05 1.01 0.05 1.0 0.05 1.05 0.05 1.09 0.06

TABLE XVII. DATA: C4,, QCatC
Vs BIN1 Errl BIN2 Err2 BIN3 Err3 BIN4 Err4 BINS Errb BING6 Err6 BIN7 Err7
2.0000 0.983 0.007 0.981 0.007 0.982 0.007 0.978 0.007 0.982 0.007 0.985 0.007 0.984 0.007
2.0500 1.079 0.008 1.074 0.008 1.072 0.008 1.079 0.008 1.075 0.008 1.081 0.008 1.079 0.008
2.1250 1.244 0.009 1.227 0.009 1.222 0.009 1.218 0.009 1.220 0.009 1.221 0.009 1.243 0.009
2.1500 1.279 0.010 1.270 0.010 1.261 0.010 1.249 0.010 1.255 0.010 1.267 0.010 1.288 0.010
2.1750 1.310 0.010 1.291 0.010 1.279 0.010 1.268 0.010 1.273 0.010 1.287 0.010 1.315 0.010
2.2000 1.316 0.010 1.286 0.010 1.278 0.010 1.266 0.010 1.271  0.010 1.287 0.010 1.319 0.010
2.2324 1.287 0.010 1.248 0.010 1.247 0.010 1.223 0.010 1.231 0.010 1.256 0.010 1.281 0.010
2.3094 1.147 0.009 1.124 0.009 1.106 0.009 1.097 0.008 1.115 0.009 1.123 0.009 1.155 0.009
2.3864 1.112  0.008 1.082 0.008 1.070 0.008 1.063 0.008 1.071  0.008 1.085 0.008 1.109 0.008
2.3960 1.118 0.009 1.093 0.009 1.079 0.009 1.078 0.009 1.082 0.009 1.095 0.009 1.122 0.009
2.6454 1.532 0.013 1.439 0.013 1.380 0.012 1.374 0.012 1.369 0.012 1.434 0.012 1.526 0.013
2.9500 2.114 0.021 1.845 0.019 1.784 0.018 1.698 0.018 1.701 0.018 1.842 0.019 2.132 0.022
TABLE XVIII. DATA: (1 + ) @all categories

Vi |efy scf, | B, scBg | cf, 5SS scS,

2.0000 0.78 0.01 0.87 0.03 0.89 0.03 0.75 0.02

2.0500 0.78 0.01 0.87 0.02 0.91 0.02 0.75 0.02

2.1250 0.80 0.01 0.89 0.01 0.93 0.01 0.80 0.01

2.1500 0.81 0.01 0.90 0.01 0.93 0.01 0.83 0.01

2.1750 0.79 0.01 0.84 0.01 0.92 0.01 0.86 0.02

2.2000 0.80 0.01 0.85 0.01 0.92 0.01 0.88 0.02

2.2324 0.81 0.01 0.85 0.01 0.93 0.01 0.89 0.02

2.3904 0.83 0.01 0.88 0.01 0.95 0.01 0.90 0.02

2.3864 0.85 0.01 0.95 0.01 0.96 0.01 0.90 0.02

2.3960 0.85 0.01 0.94 0.01 0.96 0.01 0.90 0.02

2.6454 0.93 0.02 0.96 0.01 0.97 0.01 0.90 0.03

2.9500 0.95 0.02 0.98 0.01 0.98 0.01 0.90 0.05
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