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Tasks

● Compare three different sensors:
○ FUSION BT
○ FUSION QUEST
○ THORIT (naked FLASH)

● Tasks
○ Noise study  DONE
○ Linearity DONE
○ Efficiency ON-GOING TODAY
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The noise/background presented 
during the NRAD and the ER 
data taking seems different
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SUBTRACTION

For the lower energy region we are more 
susceptible to noise/background.

However it seems that there is a consistent 
increase of noise/background in the ER dataset 

when compared to NRAD

???? 

QUEST analysis (0.3 keV to 6 keV)



● For low energy measurements, we could not 
completely subtract the noise/background 
events

● We are still trying to understand it

● We have two solutions in mind:
○ Try more complex cuts
○ Try to use ER dataset only and fit two curves

Partial conclusions


