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Figure 6. Selected proton-proton observables around Elab = 143 MeV: Differential cross section d�/d⌦
at Elab = 144.1 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [134] and Ref. [141]. The data sets
have been corrected for their estimated norms of 0.988 and 1.001, respectively. Analyzing power P at
Elab = 142 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [142]. The data have been floated and multiplied
by an estimated norm of 0.942. Depolarization D, rotation parameter A, polarization transfer coefficient
Dt and spin-correlation parameter Ckp at Elab = 143 MeV with experimental data taken from Refs. [143]
and [144]. The light- (dark-) shaded green, blue and red bands depict the 68% (95%) DoB truncation errors
at N2LO, N3LO and N4LO+, respectively. Open circles show the predictions of the Nijmegen partial-wave
analysis [129].

the spectroscopic LECs. If we now divide the contact LECs obtained in the fit by their expected sizes in
Eq. (46), we consequently should obtain values of unit magnitude. Fig. 7 shows the absolute values of the
LECs at N4LO+ in these natural units for all considered values of the cutoff ⇤ using ⇤b = 650 MeV. As
can be seen, all LECs are indeed of natural size with D1S0 and D3S1 being among the largest in magnitude.
This is especially true for the softest cutoff ⇤ = 400 MeV, for which also most of the other-Q4 LECs turn
out to be slightly larger than at higher values of the cutoff. This indicates that at ⇤ = 400 MeV and below,
finite-cutoff artifacts start to increase, leading to a lower effective breakdown scale compared to the other
considered cutoffs. Notice further that the values for the Q6 LECs Ei included at N4LO+ turn out to be of
a perfectly natural size. Therefore, even though we have emphasized their importance in describing some
high-precision proton-proton data and achieving a �2/datum ⇠ 1 description of the database, their actual
contributions agree with the expectations from naive dimensional analysis (i.e. Weinberg) power counting,
and there is no need to promote them to a lower order.

In addition to the absolute of the central values, Fig. 7 also shows the statistical uncertainties of the
contact LECs as determined from the covariance matrix of the fit (expressed in their natural units). When
going from C̃i, Ci, Di to Ei the statistical relative errors tend to increase. This is in accordance with the
decreasing importance of higher-order contributions as predicted by power counting. One also notices
that errors are smaller for LECs entering isovector partial waves, because these parameters are mainly
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at Elab = 144.1 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [134] and Ref. [141]. The data sets
have been corrected for their estimated norms of 0.988 and 1.001, respectively. Analyzing power P at
Elab = 142 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [142]. The data have been floated and multiplied
by an estimated norm of 0.942. Depolarization D, rotation parameter A, polarization transfer coefficient
Dt and spin-correlation parameter Ckp at Elab = 143 MeV with experimental data taken from Refs. [143]
and [144]. The light- (dark-) shaded green, blue and red bands depict the 68% (95%) DoB truncation errors
at N2LO, N3LO and N4LO+, respectively. Open circles show the predictions of the Nijmegen partial-wave
analysis [129].

the spectroscopic LECs. If we now divide the contact LECs obtained in the fit by their expected sizes in
Eq. (46), we consequently should obtain values of unit magnitude. Fig. 7 shows the absolute values of the
LECs at N4LO+ in these natural units for all considered values of the cutoff ⇤ using ⇤b = 650 MeV. As
can be seen, all LECs are indeed of natural size with D1S0 and D3S1 being among the largest in magnitude.
This is especially true for the softest cutoff ⇤ = 400 MeV, for which also most of the other-Q4 LECs turn
out to be slightly larger than at higher values of the cutoff. This indicates that at ⇤ = 400 MeV and below,
finite-cutoff artifacts start to increase, leading to a lower effective breakdown scale compared to the other
considered cutoffs. Notice further that the values for the Q6 LECs Ei included at N4LO+ turn out to be of
a perfectly natural size. Therefore, even though we have emphasized their importance in describing some
high-precision proton-proton data and achieving a �2/datum ⇠ 1 description of the database, their actual
contributions agree with the expectations from naive dimensional analysis (i.e. Weinberg) power counting,
and there is no need to promote them to a lower order.

In addition to the absolute of the central values, Fig. 7 also shows the statistical uncertainties of the
contact LECs as determined from the covariance matrix of the fit (expressed in their natural units). When
going from C̃i, Ci, Di to Ei the statistical relative errors tend to increase. This is in accordance with the
decreasing importance of higher-order contributions as predicted by power counting. One also notices
that errors are smaller for LECs entering isovector partial waves, because these parameters are mainly
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at Elab = 144.1 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [134] and Ref. [141]. The data sets
have been corrected for their estimated norms of 0.988 and 1.001, respectively. Analyzing power P at
Elab = 142 MeV with experimental data taken from Ref. [142]. The data have been floated and multiplied
by an estimated norm of 0.942. Depolarization D, rotation parameter A, polarization transfer coefficient
Dt and spin-correlation parameter Ckp at Elab = 143 MeV with experimental data taken from Refs. [143]
and [144]. The light- (dark-) shaded green, blue and red bands depict the 68% (95%) DoB truncation errors
at N2LO, N3LO and N4LO+, respectively. Open circles show the predictions of the Nijmegen partial-wave
analysis [129].

the spectroscopic LECs. If we now divide the contact LECs obtained in the fit by their expected sizes in
Eq. (46), we consequently should obtain values of unit magnitude. Fig. 7 shows the absolute values of the
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can be seen, all LECs are indeed of natural size with D1S0 and D3S1 being among the largest in magnitude.
This is especially true for the softest cutoff ⇤ = 400 MeV, for which also most of the other-Q4 LECs turn
out to be slightly larger than at higher values of the cutoff. This indicates that at ⇤ = 400 MeV and below,
finite-cutoff artifacts start to increase, leading to a lower effective breakdown scale compared to the other
considered cutoffs. Notice further that the values for the Q6 LECs Ei included at N4LO+ turn out to be of
a perfectly natural size. Therefore, even though we have emphasized their importance in describing some
high-precision proton-proton data and achieving a �2/datum ⇠ 1 description of the database, their actual
contributions agree with the expectations from naive dimensional analysis (i.e. Weinberg) power counting,
and there is no need to promote them to a lower order.

In addition to the absolute of the central values, Fig. 7 also shows the statistical uncertainties of the
contact LECs as determined from the covariance matrix of the fit (expressed in their natural units). When
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decreasing importance of higher-order contributions as predicted by power counting. One also notices
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