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Many non-flow subtraction methods on the market, but they have a similar framework.

1) Assume low multiplicity (LM) events have larger non-flow contribution than high multiplicity (HM) events.
2) Assume that shape of non-flow contributions does not change between LM and HM.
3) Different scaling / fitting assumptions then applied.

We have followed up on previous “closure” tests, where the methods are applied to various
By definition these tests are model dependent.

Monte Carlo generators.
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significant over-subtraction for p;>1.5
GeV. Future high statistics measures
with large n coverage will be useful.
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