Pion cross-sections from HARP-CDP

or from the HARP Collaboration?

The HARP experiment at CERN was to provide )

inclusive cross-sections of the production of p, " The HARP detector and its performance
and ™, by p, T and ™ beams with momenta

between 1.5 and 15 GeV/c, on target nuclei

ranging from hydrogen to lead.
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Our conclusion that analysis techniques and cross-
sections from the HARP Collaboration are
seriously flawed, is supported by two Review
Committees (Refs. [17-19]).
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