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Data LA

» Tagged Photons
- Beam Energy: 05-1- 15-25 GeV
- Beam Angle: 0O - 30 -48 deg

- FullBrems

- Beam Energy: 2.5 GeV
- Beam Angle: 0 - 30 -50 deg
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Beam Position and Geometry | | 7
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Event Selection |1/{
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Energy Distributions
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EVCHT Selection I |

Tagged Photons:
- Only 1 Hit in each
Si Taggers

FullBrems Photons:

-Geometrical Cut on
Impact Point:

Vix Position

extrapolated from beam
direction (No Bias) =G
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Direction Error

PSF front: 1150 MeV, 0 degrees -Data
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Tag ger +CU Ener'gy AL

Tag Eenergy + CU Energy
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CU Energy Tagger y Energy

| EvtEnergyCorr | [_Tag gamma Energy |

= 500 -
450 — =
= 450 —
400 — =
— 400 =
350 3 350
300 300
2501 250
2001 200F
150 150
100 100F-
50 505
| I—_— A l 1 L 1 J 1
% 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000 % 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
EviEnergyCorr [MeV] Energy [MeV]
Beamtest VRVS 22/08/06 C. Cecchi - S. Germani — M. Pepe

Universita di Perugia and INFN



Tagged PSF 68% (0 deg) .. i4h

PSF 68% [deg]
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Tag Energy or EvtEnergyCorr? | | i
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TagMode vs FullBremMode | | 1
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Tagged vs FullBrem AT
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FullBrem Beam Data vs Mc 11 AR

O deg Beam — FullBrem Beam
T r
§ - — FullBrem Mc
BQ 3.5 _—_._
Q :
© ~
L 33—
g_J C |
25
2
1.5
- —t
1= -
- B e —————
05—
0 :I 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 1 | 1 1 L 1 | L L 1 1 I 1 1 1 1
500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Energy [MeV]
Beamtest VRVS 22/08/06 C. Cecchi - S. Germani — M. Pepe

Universita di Perugia and INFN



PSF 68% [deg]

Tagged vs Mc
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Impact Point Cut for Tagged

YIn vs Xin
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Impact Point Cut 1L
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Impact Point Cut AT
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Conclusions 10 1

- Basic Distributions and Events selection

- Some distributions shaw differencies wrt Mc

- Diffferencies and Event Selections have to be investigated
much further

» Tagged Photons PSF

- Difference between Beam data and Mc to be understood

- Optimal events selection and geometrical cuts have to be
studied and uderstood

- FullBrems PSF

- Shaw agreement with Tagged Photons but not with Mc

- Optimal events selection and geometrical cuts have to be
studied and uderstood

Beamtest VRVS 22/08/06 C. Cecchi - S. Germani — M. Pepe
Universita di Perugia and INFN



	Outline
	Data
	Beam Position and Geometry
	Event Selection
	Energy Distributions
	Event Selection
	Direction Error
	Tagger+CU Energy
	Tagged Photons Energy Range
	Tagged  PSF 68% (0 deg)
	Tag Energy or EvtEnergyCorr?
	Beam Angle Effect
	TagMode vs FullBremMode
	Tagged vs FullBrem
	FullBrem Beam Data vs Mc
	Tagged vs Mc
	Impact Point Cut for Tagged
	Impact Point Cut
	Impact Point Cut
	Conclusions

