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1 Conclusions from Report (Sep 29, 2009) [1]

The committee does not believe the excess of events in the MMy, missing mass rep-
resents a robust signal that can be used to claim a discovery. Neither the modeling of
the interference process (Section 7), nor the modeling of significance through variation
in cuts (Section 5.3) have shown evidence to support the ODU claims. We conclude
by specifically addressing each of the main questions in the charge:

1. Are all the analysis cuts applied justified? No. There is no convincing evidence
that the use of the tx analysis cut should enhance an interference signal.

2. Could the claimed signal be an artifact of the analysis procedure used? Yes.
The excess of events above background in the MMy, spectra depend on strong
analysis cuts which enhance the peaking structure in a manner that is not
expected from an interference signal.

3. What is a significance of the signal, if any. The excess of events in the MMg,
missing mass spectra corresponds to a maximum significance of 4¢ if interpreted
as an interference signal.

2 Conclusion from Report Addendum (December
22, 2009) [2]

The committee feels that the new interpretation for the validity of the t-cut presents
a completely new context for claiming a pentaquark signal from this data set. Instead
of answering all concerns related to this selection in the analysis, it opens up major
new questions:

1. If direct © production is comparable to the interference signal, why should
one select the narrow region around the ¢ for the analysis? Why would this
particular analysis be competitive with existing CLAS limits that data over a
much larger kinematic range?



2. The claim that we can be sensitive to interference effects that vary though the
Mg mass range needs to carefully studied and justified, as our experimental
resolution is likely to wash out any signal.
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