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Status

e So far we collected data with two different T2 configuration

(an approximate scheme below)
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Status

1. We will continue collecting data possibly at nights and during the weekend when there are no other activities
and when the beam status is interesting

2. Main priority now: Full reconstruction of the neutrino-candidate events to demonstrate the proof-of-principle
(status of the developments will be presented by Ciaran)
a. TP rate comparison for the different configurations ongoing by Dario and Hamza

b. Prepare a filter to save a sub-sample of high quality data (two parallel activities ongoing by Hamza, Ciaran, Dario,
Emanuel, Parshathi)

i.  From raw data and at TP level
ii.  Filter trigger record in synchronisation with the spill time (ON) and OFF.
iii.  How many triggers have we recorded for both? What is the percentage of “good data”?
iv. Further filter based on selecting interactions inside the volume, no Ground-shake events,... (from last
weekend data these events are not recorded)

v.  Use both TPs and raw-waveform to identify shower like candidate events within very short time-window
(20K ticks)

vi.  Can we exploit the PDS?
c. Verify that are good spills, extraction.
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Status

e \We would like to organise an in-person meeting at CERN in November
(potential date November 27th). We have created the following poll in case

this date is not convenient for most of the people:
https://www.when2meet.com/?27168048-w8URA
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