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Note that CDF luminosity seems at least 10% higher
in these stores.
CDF and D@ are using the same inputs for lum. calc. All (known)

major luminosity dependent effects are taken into account.
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AC Component: Beams Division

Several detailed studies performed.
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Conclusion: AC components exist but at the few % level.
Has to be a problem with the experiments.
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Similar studies
J /1 yields,
W — ev yields...

plus very detailed
studies/simulations at
the detector level of
response versus

luminosity

Conclusion: CDF

luminosity is fine.
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g AC Component: CDF
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yield versus luminosity
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P. Murat, R. Rossin

W yield versus luminosity (electron)
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ore Cross C e s

Only known luminosity dependent problem was order % effect from
silicon detector readout noise.

Luminosity would change by about % when we started reading out
silicon at very high luminosities.

o study this re uired plugging and unplugging things into the
electronics at high luminosity during a store: never done before for

obvious reasons.
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relative shift in cross section
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