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• Crate 1 (pi1,2,3,4) : B3, B4


‣ BB4OS cable issue (to be replaced)


• Crate 2 (pi5,17,18,19): B5, B6


• Crate 3 (pi9,10,11,12): B0, B7


‣ BB7IS: not connected


• Crate 4 (pi13,14,15,15): B1, B2


‣ BB1IS: connected, no oil


‣ BF1IS: disconnected, no circuit


‣ BF1OS: no oil

Muon ID efficiencies
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KLM Sectors
BKLM: 16 sectors
BB0-BB7 and BF0-BF7

EKLM: 8 sectors
EB0-EB3 and EF0-EF3

Each DC (i.e. PCIe40 link) 
corresponds to one sector:

e.g. 
BF0 ⇄ DC13 ⇄ link #6

DC crate

Barrel

Endcap
(Forward)

Endcap 
(Backward)
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• MC14_rd does not improve agreement between data and simulation (except for exp7)

• I had a look at the ntuples used for KLM offline calibration, containing the  sector/

layer/plane efficiencies used to correct the simulation for exp{7..24}6Physics Meeting,  20 June 2022P. Rados  

Muon ID efficiency

• Recall that during the B2GM performance session we saw a comparison of muon ID 
efficiency in MC14ri and MC14rd using ee→eeµµ events.

• Those results were based on a subset of the MC14rd collection:  bucket 16 and bucket 25 only.

• NEW:  the study has since been updated to full MC14rd collection:  proc12 + buckets 16-25    (excl. exp12 due to TSIM issue)
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⇒ Better agreement in exp7 using run-dependent MC. No clear improvement from exp8 onwards.

K. Uno (Niigata Uni)Link to slides

exp 10, 12 &14

45<theta(BKLM)<125 [0.78<theta(BKLM)<2.18]

20<theta(EKLM)<155 [0.34<theta(EKLM)<2.7]

[0.82<theta<2.22]

From P. Rados talk at Physics Meeting (slide 6):  https://indico.belle2.org/event/7088
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• Replacement of supply-side panels 
more involved than return side (see 
pictures in the next slides)


‣ At worst not able to read 5/32 supply-
side


• Could use spare panels at ISU to 
replace problematic return-side panels 
(BB5IR, BB5OR …)

Return lines monitoring

Backward sectors

Results from ~1 week of data:

- Green: working channels
- Red: no measurable flow

Ongoing activities:

- Channel -> RPC mapping 
- Comparison with oscilloscope 

measurements

S. Mitra

BB0 BB1 BB2 BB3 BB4 BB5 BB6 BB7
1
3
5
7
9
11
13
15
17
19
21
23
25
27
29
31

Table 1: Return side, barrel backward, inner RPCs.

BB0 BB1 BB2 BB3 BB4 BB5 BB6 BB7
1
3
5
7
9
11
13
15
17
19
21
23
25
27
29
31

Table 2: Return side, barrel backward, outer RPCs.
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BB1 INNER BB1 OUTER
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BF1 OUTERBF1 INNER
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BB2 OUTERBB2 INNER
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BF2 OUTERBF2 INNER


