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...a short summary of the meeting last week
for more info see presentation by S. Paganis 7 Feb. 06

see also: W. Lampl thesis (not shown here)



Reminders of MC-setup (periods 5+6)

Athena 10.5.0
— LArG4TBBarrel-00-00-15
— CTB-G4Sim-00-02-43
— RecExTB-00-00-94
Several configurations in the MC:
— 13.35mm of Aluminum far upstream +
e 15mm of Aluminum in front of the calo
e Omm of Aluminum in front of the calo
— Runs with/without charge corrections
— 6 Energies: 9, 20, 50, 100, 180, 250 GeV

Throughout PS-energy is multiplied by 11/13
Problem: do not know cross-talk between strips -> strip normalisation ?
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No material added (on top of 15mm ,far Al)
In MC: E1*0.89
MC-scale: 0.957 (overall)
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No material added (on top of 15mm ,far Al)
In MC: E1 * 0.89

E=20 GeV .
MC-scale: 0.957 (overall)
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No material added (on top of 15mm far” Al)
In MC: E1 *0.89

MC-scale: 0.957 (overall)
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Edata/Emc without extra material

assumpion: — 11/13 *E, 0.89*E,  EM = 0.957 *ED"

E=180/250 GeV
has phi impact
point close to Phi=0
(PS-module crack)

To get agreement need 10% cross-talk...too much ?



Edata/Emc with (1.5cm Ar) extra material in front of PS

Assumption: 11/13 *E 093h* E1 :(/)\f - (098 * Sﬁr'ra

cross-talk more resonable...L1/L2 better, but PS off ? May be material between
PS/Strips ?
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Summary

MC/Data comparison not too bad (much better than some time ago...),
but convincing solution not yet found

Adding extra material gives better description of L1/L2/L3,
but PS normalisation and energy dependence a bit off

Current hypothesis:
Some material missing between PS/strips ??
(TBO2 taken at Phi=11, CTB at phi=0 more difficult region)
-> study energy response vs phi to make progress



