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Channel 36 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAQ Channel 36 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Large DAG
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Channel 42 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAGQ
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Channel 44 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAQ
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Channel 46 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAGQ
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Channel 42 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Large DAG
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Channel 48 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAQ Channel 48 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Large DAG
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Channel 54 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAGQ
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Channel 56 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAQ
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Channel 58 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAGQ
0.28—

0.27

0.26

0.25

0.24

0.23

0.220

0.21

0.2

L L .
L 6300 6350 6400

58

MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 54 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Large DAG
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Channel 58 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Large DAG
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Channel 60 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Large DAQ Channel 60 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Large DAQ
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C Small DAQ Room Analysis Graphs

C.1 Uncorrected

Channel 0 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ Channel 0 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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Channel 6 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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Channel 8 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ
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Channel 6 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 8 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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Channel 10 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 12 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 12 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 14 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ Channel 14 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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Channel 18 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 18 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 24 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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Channel 26 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ
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Channel 24 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 26 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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Channel 28 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 30 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 30 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 32 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ Channel 32 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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Channel 36 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 36 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 42 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 42 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 48 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 48 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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Channel 54 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 54 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAGQ
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 60 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ Channel 60 Uncorrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
0.28 : : : : : e g -
f : § 3 — Entries 16
0.27 o
° f Mean  0.2212
2.5
0.26 C RMS  0.00815
0.25 . Integral 16
0.24 B
0.23T, 150
021 :
= 0.5
0.2 L
T\ P P P PN PN P sl B B e B T i e B i B B
'1%00 1050 1100 1150 1200 1250 1300 1350 H.Z 0.21 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.25 0.26 0.27 0.28 0.29 0.3

Tagging Efficiency

70



C.2 Corrected

Channel 0 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ
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Channel 0 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 6 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAQ Channel 6 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAQ
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 12 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 12 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 18 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 18 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 24 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 24 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 30 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 30 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 36 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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Channel 38 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Mumber for Small DAQ
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Channel 40 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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Channel 36 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 38 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 40 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 42 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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Channel 44 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Mumber for Small DAQ
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Channel 46 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 42 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 44 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 46 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 48 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 48 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 54 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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Channel 56 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Mumber for Small DAQ
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Channel 58 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG
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MAX-lab May09 Tagging-Efficiency Measurements

Channel 54 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 58 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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Channel 60 Corrected Tagging Efficiency vs. Run Number for Small DAG Channel 60 Corrected Tagging Efficiency Histogram for Small DAG
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