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In the experiment E12-14-012 at Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator
Facility (JLab) an electron beam with an energy of 2.2 GeV was aimed at
gaseous argon and solid titanium, respectively. The resulting particles
were detected using a proton and an electron spectrometer. The difference

Indicating that there i1s no large
bias. The peak energy positions
and their distribution widths all
match within uncertainty with
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Table 4: Spectroscopic factors of E, fit on
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Incoming angles were used to sample different missing momentum. =g using all priors at 0.95.
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Figure 6: Missing energy distribution
for kinematics 2
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Figure 3: (e,e’p) scattering

Figure 5: Partial momentum distribution
for the missing energy range of 0-30 MeV
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Figure 4: Experimental set-up



