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Motivation - The energy scan case
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KLOE large angle
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KLOE small angle
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KLOE forward—backward asymmetry
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Open questions

e How can we improve the modeling of the forward—backward asymmetry?
e Will GVMD differ from FsQED?

e Isthe model actually better at describing KLOE data?

e What about applying GVMD to FSR?

e Can we give a theoretical error estimate steaming from pion modelling?

THANKS!



