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Figure 16: Simulated, cross-section weighted, Møller
and ep electron rates.

Figure 17: Superimposed azimuthal and radial bins
(detector locations) in one toriodal sector (indicated
by the dotted black line).

main Møller scattering asymmetry as well as the background asymmetries that result from elastic and in-
elastic scattering of electrons from the target protons, as shown in Fig. 15. A discussion of this optimization
can be found in Sec. 4.5. Each azimuthal sector defined by one of the toroids is further divided into 4
sub-sectors, so that there are 28 total azimuthal channels at each radial bin. The exception to this is the
Møller radial bin, which is further divided into 3 additional bins, resulting in a total of 84 channels. This
arrangement is illustrated in Fig. 17. Additionally, a “shower-max” quartz/tungsten sandwich detector will
provide a second independent measurement of the flux in the main Møller “peak”. This detector will be less
sensitive to soft photon and charged hadron backgrounds.

In the current design, the quartz active volume of each detector is connected to a PMT by an air-core
light guide. This is done to remove all PMTs from the envelope of scattered electrons and backgrounds
as much as possible while, at the same time, reducing sensitivity to background (the latter resulting in the
choice for the air-core, rather than a solid material). The integrated response of the PMT to the collected
light yield is then the experiment’s measure of the scattered electron flux [50]. Photoelectrons (defined as
electrons created at the PMT cathode, due to incident light) represent the actually collected signal, as a result
of the light created by each event in the active material (quartz) and all noise properties of the detectors are
determined by the average and root-mean-square (RMS) of the photoelectron count distribution for single
detector events!

The total number of photoelectrons depends on the amount of light, due to a single electron event in the
quartz, that is actually incident on the cathode, and the quantum efficiency of the cathode. After emission
of the Ĉerenkov light from the quartz, the amount of light hitting the cathode is a strong function of the
diffractive and reflective properties of the interface between the quartz and the light guide and the light
guide surfaces, as well as the length of the light guide. The orientation of the light guide with respect to
the quartz and the shape of the light guide largely determine the number of reflections the Ĉerenkov light
undergoes, before hitting the PMT cathode. Each reflection reduces the probability for detection at the
cathode. The careful orientation of the entire detector assembly (quartz, light guide, and PMT) with respect
to the envelope of scattered electrons has the potential to reduce the accidental detection of events from the
light guide and reduce backgrounds.

The production of showers inside the quartz, suboptimal geometry, and poor light collection efficiency
typically lead to an increase in excess noise (because they produce additional variation in photoelectron
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