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Bad regions

@ HV groups with high gain: ¥
» Top, x=2,3 E
» Top, x=8,9

» Bottom, x=10,11 =
» Bottom, x=-8,-9 e
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E over P — afirst look at gain

@ Lots of caveats, but the high-gain groups are visible

8 060 ECal

[« Ecal track match # dY <50.0 Cluster track match pos Cluster track unmatched pos

-20 0 20

mura ECal performance

EoverP vs c X top Eoverp vs dl X sel top EoverP vs ¢ X Pz>1GeV top

EoverP vs cl X bottom EoverP vs cl X sel bottom EoverP vs cl X Pz> 1GeV bottom

June 12,2012

3/4



Hit energy distributions

@ Left plot is of all hits; right is of hits above 150 “MeV”
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