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Trackposution <-> Energy
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Trackposutlon <-> Energy
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Trackposmon <-> Energy
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Residual
RMS-value as uniformity
measurement

for all runs RMS is better
than 0.8%
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Combination of runs Il

£25F M =

e Combination of all runs after B0k 15 2000410000 -
_normalization” sk E
(all energies & positions) ok E
e RMS value is the weighted mean of all runs ;f —|—|I E
e RMS value is better than 0.45 % S s D
0.02 -0.01 0 0.01 A EO/OE

iﬁ tile edges (covering 3-4 tiles)

LLJ 0.1
- B
L -
< 005 |
o [ h,
-0.05 :—
0.1 . .. I : : I I I

480 500

Uniformity of the response of the AHCAL to pions
Mathias Gotze

520

540 560

position in X [mm]

Calorimeter for |



Check Beamprofile
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Conclusion

e Single Runs no anomaly within 0.8%

e Combine energies no anomaly within 0.6%

e Combination of all Runs no anomaly within 0.45%

e Only centre part of tiles, RMS value better than 3.6%

e Note currently in editorial board (will upload new draft soon)
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