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» There are more clear distinction
between good and bad fills
« Weekend fills:

mostly smooth at the beginning
Lifetime(p) ~ 400h !

— Some degrading towards the end
of the fill, but minor effect to eff.
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 Behaviour of the C5 rate
IS somewhat rough

« But glad to see two good

fills
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28/0Oct — today

Good fills except for
one on 29/0ct

Much less particle
background, with
less fluctuation
lifetime ~ 400h

Somewhat less
spikes from protons

Good setting found?
Hope the reason is
understood and we
continue to see.



