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Ring RMS vs Hit position in GEM
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Difference of ring center from GEM and PMT’s vs Nhit

Gem Proj. X0 - PMT X0
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Ring RMS vs Nhit
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Single photon angular resolution

Single photon hit: PMT(x,y) - GEM(x0,y0)
Comparison of PMT’s with and w/o UV window
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Ring RMS vs

Nhit
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Ring RMS vs Nhit

o [mm]

3.5

2.5

1.5

n=1.04 2cm

} { ——— w/0 uv window [ 5.8242 ]

....................................................................................................................................................

—e— all PMT’s [ 6.8584]

—— with uv window [ 7.3100 |

4

6

8

10 12 14 16 18 20 22
N hits

RICH Meeting, 14.02.2013 7



DATA / MC Comparison
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DATA / MC Comparison
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