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——— Otimizando Bin 3 [6.00 - 8.68] GeV~2 ——-
[J/psi] Optimal Delta m = 0.190 GeV (Fracdo: 4.45%)
[Psi(2S)] Optimal Delta m = 0.000 GeV (Fracdo: 0.00%)

——— Otimizando Bin 5 [10.09 - 12.86] GeV"2 ——-
[J/psil Optimal Delta m = 0.080 GeV (Fracao: 4.99%)
[Psi(2S)] Optimal Delta m = 0.040 GeV (Fracdo: 4.63%)

——— Otimizando Bin 7 [14.18 - 16.00] GeV"2 ——-
[Comb] Optimal Delta m = 0.085 GeV (Fragao Sum: 0.95%)
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