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Basic formalism
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Procedure: measure ܶ ߣ 	 fit with Hunt formula  extract Λ஺ and Λௌ



Comparing “old’’ (3cm) tiles before and 
after 3 month of exposure to air
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Status of new Russian 2cm tiles
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Comparing new tiles (2cm)
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Comparing new tiles (2cm)
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Comparing new tiles (2cm)
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Comparing new (2cm) with old (3cm) tiles
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Comparing new (2cm) with old (3cm) tiles
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Conclusions
• Exposure to air (humidity) has an impact on the absorption length
• New 2cm Russian tiles (for use in prototype) were tested in Ferrara
• Basically all of them show clusters of bubbles on one face
• Some of them have defects (at edges or on the surfaces) or cracks
• The absorption length varies a lot among different tiles and, for 

each tile, among different positions
• The overall performances at 400nm in terms of absorption length 

are poorer than the “old” 3cm tiles (even after exposure to air).


