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Tools: SPDRoot + Pythia 6 - https://git.jinr.ru/grias/spdroot

Data: Hybrid Solenoidal and Toroidal SPD set-up with 1 000 000 RS
. . . ECAL
events; p — p collision with Vs = 26 GeV.
* Minimum bias MAGNET
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Geometry changes: Rho-Z
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Particles distributions
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: pt
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: y
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: v
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Hybrid: p
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Hybrid: n
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Hybrid K
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Hybrid: A — pm -
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Conclusion

Particles
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: p ‘
Solenoid Toroid . Hybrid
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: p
Solenoid Toroid Hybrid
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: n ‘
Hybrid
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: n ‘
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: * ‘
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: *
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: K*
Solenoid

—Vertex —ECAL —RS

I !
p(GeVik) p(GeVie) p(GeVre)

gT(Gt?WCJ ;,(GeWCJ 0 PT?GBV/C)
Detector Solenoid % Toroid % Hybrid %
ECAL 63.60 53.46 57.36
04.06.2018 Geometry comparison




Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: K*
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: T ‘

Solenoid Toroid yb rid

—Vertex —ECAL —RS —Vertex—ECAL—

I !
p(GeVik) p(GeVie) p(GeVre)

E "m{‘t WIHIJ]J]L[IJIIIIII ‘ le]ﬂhlll.lﬂ. L

il

6 ] 6 0 6
P, (GeVic) P, (GeVie) P, (GeVie)
Detector Solenoid % Toroid % Hybrid %

ECAL 55.92 46.41 59.7
04.06.2018 Geometry comparison

—_—

=
u.




Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: K® — z*7 -
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: A — prm - ‘
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Solenoid vs Toroid vs Hybrid: A — pm -
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Conclusion
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