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for CPA at the center of TPC (x=0) and parallel to APAs  
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7M tracks sample —> 60k ACA tracks (crossing and distributed over the CPA plane)  
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for CPAs tilted and/or shifted L/R  
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tL
1st

tL
Last

ΔtLeft
̂t

tR
Last

tR
1st

ΔtRight

̂t

Âz
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beam runs (Sept-Nov) 2018 vs CRT runs Nov 2019: Similar features observed [here 5cm bins are used along Z, earlier plots had ~0.5cm 
bins.
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