Regge-pole model, G. V. Dass et al., Nuclear Physics B 151, 10 (1969)

Krip— K ™1 p

From Shankar’s note Krp — K*(892)p (= K7 p)
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Regge-pole model generator has been parepared.
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Figure 7: Reconstruction and selection efficiency of four momentum transfer

(left plot) and Ktm—

detected in final state.

invariant mass (right plot) from the analysis of proton



