Pi0 Mass in MeV

Pi0 Mass (after nonlinear energy corrections) as a function of Run Number
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Looking into the stability of pi0 mass ratio for various channels for different batches
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Channel Number in Layer2
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Channel Number in Layer3

Variation of Pi0 mass in Layer3 Channel as a function of Batch Number
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Should we do the
calibrations on a batch by
batch basis ?
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Nonlinearity corrections for B1-B3
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