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Uniformity of Response to Cosmic Muons
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The cells uniformity is well below 4%.
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Tile Cell Response Uniformity in Collision Data

Average Tile Calorimeter cell energy as a function of pseudorapidity n and azimuthal angle ¢ in collision candidate events at 7 GeV. Only cells energies above 500 MeV
at the EM scale are considered. Non—diffractive minimum bias Monte Carlo events with the same energy cut are superimposed with the collision candidate events.
Nice match between MC and data is seen.

Tile Cell Response in Collision Data

The distributions of Tile Calorimeter cell response from collision data at 7 TeV, 2.36 TeV,
900 GeV are superimposed with Pythia minimum bias Monte Carlo and randomly triggered
events. Each distribution is normalized by the number of events.

Good agreement between data and MC was observed.
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Time Validation with
Collision Data

Time distribution of the Tile Calorimeter cells.
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