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Magnetic field in decay pipe measurement
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Bx = 0.1 Gauss, By = -0.3 Gauss, Bz = -0.07 Gauss
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Data vs simulation
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FHC
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prediction
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Simulation vs data
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ratio at pixels ( mm1)
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Compare sim with data
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Ratios = data / sim
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Related change
(RHC vs FHC)



Simulation
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Simulation
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FHC
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X_mean = 36.4 mm
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y_mean =1.5mm
(5*5 pixels)

09/20/22

FHC

pixels ( mm1)

QR o2 o3 [ ons o262 [FEAEE]
- - 0.447 0.564 0.615 0.573 0.474 0.335
N . 0.442 0.654 - 0.516 -
" - 0.546 .wm 0.583 0.347
<¢-0.325 0.558 mm 0.643 0.362
- 0.538 @W 0.646 0.343
- 0.468 -w- 0.528 -

0.322 0.49 0.669 0.655 0.607 0.529 0363

oo- -0391 0.37 0343-m

0 2 3

Yiding Yu | ML based on sim

-

.0

-0.6

o

-0.4

o

18



Horn focus effect
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Muon Monitors
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