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Calorimeter cut efficiency
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Error calculation: Wilson score interval https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Binomial_proportion_confidence_interval
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Tracking Efficiency
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Cross Section Models 2222@15.541
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Archive data: http://faculty.virginia.edu/qges-archive/data/12C.dat
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Cross Section Comparison
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Archive data: http://faculty.virginia.edu/qges-archive/data/12C.dat
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