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» | don't remember how | got the data points. For demonstration
purpose, | ignore the errors, and ignore LHC, and only show 0-5%.

» My denominator is dN/dn, while Liao/Paul uses dN/dn*(2/N,,n).
They should roughly have the same energy dependence, since
Noart almost does not change with energy.

» Left and right panels look pretty much the same shape, or dip.



Data manipulation: v; instead of v;2
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