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Analysis Details
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« The electrons are selected using RICH, Electromagnetic Calorimeter (EMCal) and HBD. The 2009 p+p data was
collected using a cut off of 600 MeV on the energy deposited in EMCal and so referred to as Trigger data set.

« The data is then corrected for various effects such as reconstruction efficiency, elD efficiency pair efficiency,
detector dead areas and Trigger efficiency using a full Monte Carlo simulation of the PHENIX detector
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/ Signal Extraction

* The signal is extracted using the like-sign technique, after the like-sign pairs are
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«Charm and beauty contributions were
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Hadron Cocktam

«Fit the T° and m* data using the
modified Hagedorn functional form:
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« Fix the normalization using
the existing data measured
using hadronic/leptonic
channels
« Put the Ideal PHENIX
acceptance filter.

/ Comparison to previously
ublished p+p results
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* The two results agree and the
difference in the yields is due to
different acceptance, because of the
different magnetic field configuration.

corrected for the acceptance difference for ++ and -- pairs. This relative acceptance
acceptance correction a is defined as:
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