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Results

A Vac-win ;
—— ra4 97 V5.06 Improvement

RURIEET) mainly from better
OF s NT00...... treatment of material

s B Lenatl downstream of
: vacuum window.

1 99 , v7.00 |
FA (27(0 regmatch)

O FAA 99  v7.00

(with 0.90 for MC)

posres:




Data-MC Comparisons

J

J

Z.4(data)- |Z,,(data)-
Sample (Z.,(MC) |Z,(MC) | Z-stretch
1997 |1.25)  [[1.8(2) cﬂ 3.0(5) cm
1999  |-0.2(4) +1.0(2).X 1.2(4)
1997  |-1.2(5) +1.1(2) \ 2.3(5)
1999  |-0.2(4) +0.7(2) \0.9(4)
1997 [-0.8(4) [+2.5(2) \+3.3(5)

\

v7.00 with
K, —2x°
regmatch

v7.00 with
0.90

posres

v5.06
(published)

[ Better treatment of ]
Material at vac-window




Another Crosscheck with

Fit each event for
6 photon energies:
4 kKinematic
constraints

=> 2 dof.

(for 9 regions
shown at right)
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Hadronic 27° Results with
Correction from K, — 3750
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» E-scale correction from K, — 3n® does
not help hadronic 2x° .

 These corrections will at least be used
for systematic studies.



