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n Pin|u) Pt Finfinen ) R
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' 0155 0. 0,224 (8326 3 v
3 0.216 . 0.224 0,963 2 v,
4 (.159 1. 0. 195 1. Sy 1 W
5 0.132 2, 0,175 0.753 4 ¥,
6 0.077 3, 0.161 0.480 7 J
7 0.039 i, 0.14% 0.259 Vv
g 0.017 5. 0.140 0.121 J
9 0.007 6. 0.132 0.050 v
10 0.002 7. 0.125 0.018 Y,
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Figure 2: Comparison of our diserete probability for eo (shown as a histogram, see eqn
(11}} and Gaussian {continuous curve) for the case ¢ = 1+ 0.1.
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Figure 3: Comparison of our likelihood (dashed, see eqn (12)) and Gaussian {solid) for
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Figure 4: Posterior densities p{s|n,8) vs s for n =1, 3, 5, 10. In each case, b =3 and
¢=1+0.1 (ie. x = 100 and m=599).
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Figure 1: Coverage as a function of the true signal rate # for Bayes 90% limits, for the
gimple case of no background and no uncertainty on ¢ = 1.
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uncertainty of the subsidiary measurement of ¢, and & = 3 background expected.
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