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BESS Detector






BESS Detector
aerogel(n=1.02) trigger
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Analysis



Trigger mode
Muon selection
Background estimation

Normalization & Corrections
— Geometrical acceptance
— Selection efficiency

Error estimation
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Fiducial volume
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Non-interacted event selection
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Particle identification
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Backgrounds 1n u

* Pions
— mass 1/

wflux  mflux

~2 % @1GeV/c ~10 % @10GeV/c
S.A.Stephens

* Electrons and positrons
* Protons (positive only)
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u flux calculation
Flux
F = A
T, xexAP
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Error estimation
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MC simulation
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