Discussion on Kp2 energy
resolution

Based on ntuples on bnlku7:/e949dsk/towal4/benjil/ntuples/kp2l
( All ntuples are used in thisdirectory. )

Kumac script files are available from
bnlku7:~mizouchi/public/kp21 _kumac.tar.gz

Updated version



Dependency to the Range in Target
(etot vsrtg)
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Let’s Play Slly Game...

c Let’ s estimate the h

new target energy
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[ Kp2 energy with new etg }
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{ Energy resolution is much improved ... J




Summary

Asyou know, the width of range stack energy (Ers)
Itself 1s much narrower than that of etot, if proper
correction based on rtg is applied.

That iswhy | thought that we could get narrower etot if
etg was modified to the value which is gotten somewhat
based on rtg.

And | did atest, the correction in thistest have no reliable
basis, however we could get narrower distribution...

What do you think of it ?
Comments are welcome .
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energy in targel (elg)

Difference between etg and
estimated etg fromrtg

{ What is different between etg and estimated etg fromrtg ? }

| Entries 12796 |

¢/ ndf 175.2 / 13-

25 [ AD 1364 |

Al _ 09453
20 |
15 :
10 |
S

0

5 10 15 20 25 3

range based estimated energy (est elg)

energy in larget (etg)

40 |

| ENTRIES 12796

0O 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

o 1_?';{::1[!151: in targel (rig)



Difference between etg and
estimated etg fromrtg
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