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1.1 FHERIxAY

WRITITFHAR & PREN D BURHRDY L2 S X TRV IEVTW S, HRIZEET S
FHMDIFL AL L, 2XFHBEMPEND EDOTH D, 2 XFEHRRIE, SRNTEENI LK
5 1 IRFHARD, HERKKP DR BB 222 UTERI NS, DD
. T, AU TAA VRS T BT ERA A VR ESENRR T TH
%, 2 FEHROEFEREOBRAX % Figure 1.1 1R T, 2 KFEHIRD 5 & HFKICH]E
THMERFDOHSEZEDEZONI a4V THE, IaAVIFAL VA 1/2, BRI
#105.7MeV/c2 DL T b I HBI NS RK T TH D, BRIZIEA L DL DOEEL,
HWZRK T OBIRIZH 5, FHMRI 24 Vid, 1 IRFHERPKRED 7O R 7% & M EAME
I UBRICHET DT A A RN A VDU TD &L S e THIE L AR I b,

= pttu,
T = p U,
K*— p"+v,
K= p +v,

FHMI A VDT RIVF —ART MLIE, B+ MeV 225 TeV BLEEFTIEWT
FINF—HIIBLATVWS, T/, MRV ARVOFHMI 2 A VO EH T I LF—1X
2—-3GeVREETHHEZAINT—HKINERITHS, £/, FAIaAYDTTY
A%, IFIEFRIUCTHY, MiFEE2EDLEZT7 Ty 7 A 1 /em? /min TH 5, FHHE
RaAVITIRIEA L OEMEFOEDOPWAEEN, TDT7 I v 7 AZFEHLCTH S,
F 7. 2 REHARO RIEM DA LB, cos™ O IZED L EbNT WD, n i3k 7O
FIZoTREDNITA—R—THYH, FHMI 2 A DHEn=2 45,

FHMI 2 A VDART FILFHIET IV & U T Miyake O [1]. Gaisser D [2] 7 &
DETNPIFHET D, o612, BFNE LY I ab—ya vEAWEBIEFEICXD



Primary Cosmic rays
(Protons)

Figure 1.1: Schematic view of cosmic-ray muons production by primary cosmic rays.

The muons are generated as a result of reactions of the primary cosmic rays with

atmospheric atoms as a part of hadron shower.

2IRFHMD 7 T v 7 AW BMANE LI NTWD [3]-6], =& XX, S
X DRI N TV FEHMARS FILFHIET IV PARMA (PHITS-based Analytical
Radiation Model in the Atmosphre)[5], [6] I&. K F#iEEY T AV Ialb—Ya v
a— K PHITS (Particle and Heavy Ion Transport code System)[7] Z X—ZX & L7z 2
RFHR D ART PVEHET IV THS, PARMA TIHMERDOME, RES L UH
EERIBEET DI LT, TOMBTOFHMARZ MLEFHITE S, T 5I12E, HS %2
EYHI L TETDOHDOKRGHIIZ L 2 MEROFELZEE S LI LHARHTD D,

12 IaAxT9574

1.2.1 #=E

FHEI A VERZNEALEZS YA T T 70 MDD 1 D22 0T, 24757 1 EFE
HEHZEDTWS, HRTHOTYENEZEEST S o -7 U TFEEHRI A VE



R U 726125, 1955 4EIZ George IZ K D iThN/=FERTH 5 (8], ZDEERTIE, SALD
FYANVRIZHA T =D v X2 —%FBE L., 2D LMOKBEDOEA%Z FRILZ, ZDLS
2 R EDRBBELRNRTH>TH, FHBRI A YOV EE L L EERIZL ST
ZTOWNEEEZHEET DD TES, ZORMEIZXVESETIE. KL [9) PEIT IV R
[10] 72 & REUFEEY) O IS E OB 72 EIEH I T3, Figure 1.2 ICHFI 512 & -
TirbNEERE SO R 2 =9 (9, KIINHOBEELEHZ2 ) TVEALTES
RV ITTBHILITRILTED, EAFHIREDH ERE L TIIRFENTWS,
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Figure 1.2: Real-time muography monitoring of magma movement in Satsuma-Iwo
Jima by H.K.M.Tanaka et al (2014).

T, 32X T 710V YN TURCT 2 Wz T VAT 57 1 Hiffiz g L
=86, NTAREZ AT T ICHEMIERED TR WO RV H 5, NTHREZMHT 5
Ger. TR IEDBLA S Z DA A OTEENCHIR AR I N D, —H T, FH
BISHER FO X ZTH, FIF—ED 77 v 7 ABDENTWS, TD7H, Mz &RE
TEEFTHERONTEEZBEMTHIEeNTES, LT, ANLRIFEZHHT 254
&, T OMSREE ATREZRHIPH CERIBIRTE 5, LA L, FEHMRIIFEED T T v o
AZATUDBEDFEWT ZRWZOEHINCRF AR 2 WS T A Y v NEFET 5,



1.2.2 [RIE

2aFTITT74TBITBAA YT KU TRIGE L BELEIC D T oD, AIH
T, BIE, #ELEZNZNOFHIREIZ S KT 5,

1.2.2.1 MRINE

BHGEIZ LD I a AT T 7 101F, HREFRFIZANTEHMZLZI 24V 7T v IR
YN I TSV RIaF YT Ty I ARMELT, TOERRTH U IHMEER A %
KDBFETH 2, BNEE OHEYBRESEE CFET 2HHRTAY 2759 VR
Ao 72 BADI a4 VOFHNE BUTFO LS I2RT Z A TE S [11],

o0

NEE(0, ) = V5 - S,11(6, ) / (0, $, E)AE (1.1)
Eq

O FRIEMA, ¢ EAMNA. 7IFFHIRETH S, 72, By I3RS NICFET 2
YEEHBETE2I 24 VOR/NTXVF—TH5B, ©0, 0, E) 1%, HRIZE 5FHMR
a2 A VOREM, AUAKCZRVF—IZETIMD 7Ty 7 A, S0, @) 1FHE
DHRHZNRIZBET 25 TH 5, S 40, 9) 1 FVWLK ONDERIZHET LI L NTE S,

Seff(ev ¢) =S AQ(@, ¢) ’ 6(07 ¢> (12)

DT, S ERBHEORITEIR. AQ0, ¢) 1 V(6, d) 110D K H 5 BN T
€(0,0) 13, R A—HEDF = RUERD Ty R LA L7 ¥ %2R L7 R o)
RIS BHETH B,

I B B O BIBF I A G & AN BB OBRIENC £ B 3 24 VO NP 13,

oo

NP0, ¢, p) = 7°° - Sy(0, ) / (0, ¢, E)AE (1.3)
E

LRED, ZIT. plEAAV(0,p) ITHAET DRI ROV EENHTH D, Fiz,

Epn BNRZEHBETELI 2 VORNIXNVF—TH D, N, MILEHROAE, P

BHOEE p. HEV(0,d) ZHETIMEDEAIL>THREDNRTIA—X—TbH 5,
Equation 1.1 & Equation 1.3 X D A FDOREKZEL Z &2 TE 5,

1 NP6,¢,0) Sy, ®0,¢,E)E
C NEO,¢) 20,0, E)AE

(1.4)

ZIZT CREHIDERMEPSIRET 2EMTH S, ZIT, Nv 77 I7 7 NEHHlENR
FHUCH— DMt ZHHT 5 LET D, ZDHE. Sy HD S B LT AQ IEHIFH
TEHELULS D, 7z, —MINIZT —ZIERD A XY MREUZHEDS Ty R & A Ak, FH

4



SR & AT 2 LB TEBIELAE D, koT, S,p PEETRTHBN LS

W, GRS K S TH C U

,7_ob

The

C= (1.5)

b, FHIEFMOIZ & > TEREIND, Equation 1.4 O IEFH NG %2E®EL T <L
5Iak 0EE, ThbLbEBREEZELTWS, L, AIFMRESRIZE > TEHIlX
N ELIFHHETLRY I a2l —Y a3 K RO EITHIET 5, SO
BE NI IEREIZ D D> TWBIGEIZIE, Equation 1.4 3% 0 322, LA L, EEIZIZ
EBRCEHHT 2R ROBESFIIRMTH, GUAFHZT S 212 & > TEHEITR
DEENMIERDZLEHNE L TVWAHEANIELAETHD, ZOHEOMBEDG
BEHLIZUEER T™ L,

1 N6, )

Tm<9a ¢) = 6 N’Bg<9, ¢>

(1.6)
&%, £7-. Equation 1.4 OFALMHEIE, BHERETNREIC Lo TEBINEZT TV D
ADOEBEINDMETH D, 72720, FRINDEHISRDOEE N p(0, ¢) & FMHITE
BETODBENRD D, FHINZERE TIIUTDOLSITRINS,

Jo. ®(0,¢,E)E

5U&¢m%=£§éwmemE

Z O, HxHEER R %
_ T, 9)

wauﬁ—Twﬁﬁﬁ
CEETD, Tk, AAV(0,9) IZDO2VWT R>1DHAIZ, ¥YIalb—Yar®
HERETMZED PRILAZMEE D, XI5T 2 HAOMHBOFHPRENI L ERLT
W5, 2F0, PHEE D G V(0,¢) EITFEETIWEENDRL, BAPHRE
DEAELTWD I EDIFEL D,
T, PHISN/ZBER A BEXOEIIZXE2BER A IUTFTO LRI NS,

[P ®(0, ¢, B)AE

(1.7)

A0, ¢)=1—T™ (1.8)

WEEP ORNRDOEAB L OCELICHET 512, A~ A" PR ILDEEIT E
DEEL S 2BEBIVEAZTRTIXI N,

min



1.2.2.2 #ELE

24T 7 0 1ziE, BIUEDOHUZEELIE E FHEN D FIEH AT 5, I a4 VIXERM
1 DB+ TH D BWHENEHDOREEE2%T 5, TDD, GRTES DR Iz
HELUZBRICKAEEELZEZ S, Zhz2FHL T AR &5 0WEZEHIY 2 FER
BELIETH 5, FEREEIE, 2200DI a4V Ty 7 —TiHN S % HEA Z AKX % @ L
T-BOEELAZENT 52 L TEHHINROYEOEES L2 DEEE2RET 5,

1.23 EFOHEEHHE

RINEZHWZIaA 7 I 7413 KIPET Iy FREKBOBEYICHEHAI NS
ZeME, KILOBHIZHA 9], [12]) 28D LT, 1 XV 7 [13], [14. 7TF VA
[15]-[17] 7 ETRAIZITONT WS, —Hl& LT, Tioukov 62 &> TiFbN1 XY

\Zd % Stromboli &® Stromboli K[l|7 L —X —%&EMH L 72#1% Figure 1.3 IZxRT
[14], Strombori KL 1 HIZE 100 EOHREDOEKAEZ > TH O, KIUTEHHIEE
IZIEFRTH D, &oT. TONEEEZFHMIZAIS Z 212 & b KB K O G2 &%
FHNZESTE 5, 2. 1 m M5 OE LGRS 72 B E W 5 2 H
D fTbiiz, FHOMER, BEHEK LR EBOHEE 2.2 g/cm® Kb 7 L —X—HOEE
2 1.4 g/em?® LARNZ DD o7z, ZHE, [14] CBVWTEAMDELR 7L — & —
MEIZEZ LS EENTVWE DL ERINT VS

PRI HCELIE 2 F W 7212521 owtzt%@%mbiféo%ﬂ&@iﬁ&-fvba
RLDIZ, BRFERSMEOHBITH S, TDd, BiktFa )T 181 5BWEREE
(18] PHBEEMIDE=2 ) » 7 [19], [20]. F/-WEHE-HFEDFLEA A -V J [21]
mEERAIN T WS,

5L, METIEI AT T 7 1 DIRALDEZRREBEA TWS [22]-[24], #iIRD 5
LMz bWk 2 > T F O [25]. CO, Rritiak DBl [26]. JESERELEY) (BB
HILY) OB 27, REZIBIZD5HEIRESNT NS, Sk, FICHiZERE,
KNP ET Iy FREORIUEEY 2R UTHRINTE 20, HEMidgidd 512
DONT & 0 AL R A /NI 22 £ DIZEHAT R ER L TWB E E X 5,

1.2.4 A4 V7IRIEOHILIEE

ZITHRAEFE I2aATTT7 4 DAL ZGHETICHEBIEREZITS Z L&A TE
WO HEMIZER U, A, BEEIE, 792 b, BRBR YDA VT T ERmD S L
WZIaA T T 7 14 BHERT AMEEIT > TEZ, HARIZBEWT, EERA V7 T3
1950 A0 5 70 EROFSERFREMICSL Q@RI Nz, 2021 Fe o724, 1o
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Figure 1.3: The result of muography measurement of Strimboli volcano by Tioukov et
al (2019). (a) Rock thickness and mountain profile as seen by the detector, given with
10 x 10mrad? binning. The color scale is the rock thickness in meters. The white
profile gives the statistical sensitivity limit, as defined in the text. (b) Difference
between the observed muon flux and the one expected from Monte Carlo simulation
over an angular range centered at crater region. Color scale represent muons counts.

The average density ranges in between 1.4 and 2.2 g/cm?® above the sensitivity limit.

DEEYNIFBE I NTH S 70-50 ERE L TE O EMLEA TR EEZ 5NS, FHT:
BB DO 28] 12 & B & 2030 4 Z A I HARENOEEEE® b > 3 L7 &OEHDLE
DR S0 EEZBAD L RED ONT WD, EFLL TV EEY OMRFEED 72D 121X,
B RGP ML L TWAEM 2 B R UBET 5 Z e AR ERAIRTH 5,
A2 7 T B D IR DNTNLIEHLIF 2B HIIF 7 &R DR D SN DD B MDD
AE 2T 1L X2 252\ OWHER 7R EXFIET B, 72 & ZUE, BEEF I — R % = 1L U 72
Gia. BEEICETARMP IO A MR BIIREL, SHER 2T N EE
LW, LU, BEEIFZ S8 E I NTWBHEN AKX 7 NI O Kb A3 E iR o BE
H 722 & o THOEB D S B A TERT 5, TD7=0, (it KINEET O BERES % R
T A5 DICERNITBREF 2 E 1L U SR 2 BET 2081 H D, ZOEEEZI AT T
7 14 TEHlT 2 LA ML T E L, M A SR RICHER L O DBEEREEE= XY
Y7 U, YR KBS DR AL A 2 e BN TES, ZDL DA VT T
ANDIaATTT 1 DIFRITTEMNIIERZL DD L E X5,



1.3 HITHRE
1.3.1 7OKNY A THREIORERE

FRD L SICFHKLIEZ, I 2aAT T 71 %427 THRMOHIBEEICIGHT 2058 % 17 -
T&h, 32347774 FALREZ VT ICHREREZITS 2LV TE LD T, H
AEIAKRO SNE A V7 T (B, WA, 77 2 b R 7)) OBBEEIC
MU TWBEEZ25, BAEINET, 1V 7 TR MHEHTHAE S0 b XA TSI a4
Z 7 1 Muhds [29], [30] ZRAFE L 7=,

Z DM TIRRINEEZAWCEHZITS 2 2R LTW5E, RS, 1 V7T
BRIFOKREZIZ, BROLSHBH T cm DEDOL S, BHFOLS BB+ A - LHEH
DETREZIDENIE, KBDEDIZH D &R % HEAAATHEZEHRT 5 8ELIE
EATE R, Ko T, BNEEFA L BT, Mg omtimEz gz U, fES
fiRRE & 4 fRRE 2 FHID N RIZ K > TITE BRI L7z, 2tk b, —H O
i CHE A W RDOFHANZ IR T E 5,

T bNRATIaATTT7 o RELEIZ 2 DD Muon Position Sensitive Detector
(Mu-PSD) oI nT b, Mu-PSD Ok % Figure 1.4 1Z/x9, Mu-PSD (&
2 x 2 mm? 4 ® Plastic Scintillating Fiber (PSF) 4 A%z #HQzE DL, Z DI Multi
Pixel Photon Counter (MPPC) ZHUD fIF7-EMBEOEFE O THEINTWSE, £
LT, Rz 1 IRoG AT 16ch W7z 1 otk E % 2 DEFS ¥ TERS I LT
2 RGLH 7R D AFHLE DRFE Z ATREIZ LT WD, T 512, 2 IRoG DAL EH A A ] g 78
Mu-PSD % 2 W5 Z & TASRL 7D 3 IRTCHIRTRK M 2 RE L T\ 5,

TuNZA T IaFT T T 4 BIEHEDZOMORESIR L, Mu-PSD 2EET 5 7
=24, NV F 2RI K BHEEFHEEHE, MPPC ON1 7 ABIFHA S L U7 — X
AHUMHE Y 2 —)V EASIROC[31]. / 1 ABRED7ZDH DI N ) A —fiti#f, wEn»o
MRS N T WD, FFMARIERSER [30] 22D Z &,

1.32 BRFE

B4 ORFE LRI EEDO Mu-PSD OHE 7 2L (2,y,) BETFED
Mu-PSD ORI E 7 LI (x4, y,) DFEHRPS I 2 A v ORKAMZRET 5, TNEN
DETVIVDIEIZ, 0> x1,Y,,Tq,Ys > 15 DIEZE E D LT 5, TDHHE, Equation 1.1
FUTDESITHEESET I ENTE S,

o0

b
Nug(w1ayl7ﬂ327y2):Tbg'Seff(331ay17332792)/ D(xy,Y,,%0,Ys, B)dE (1.9)
Eq



Figure 1.4: Schematic view of the mu-PSD structure



H UL, BRI RDPMIBER 2 S oIl T WA 5EIE. FREO Mu-PSD % milgiid:
EALLTEN, ZDD, RGN V(Az, Ay) = V(e —21,ys —yp) DEIIZ
Fzws, ZnzHviE, Equation 1.9 IZUTFO LS ICEESHMR LN TE B,

NYE(Az, Ay) = 709 - S Az, Ay) / T oAz, Ay, B)YE  (L10)
EO

BB#RIZIZY v F U= —%2HL T O BN+ —RICEE 2D, 207D, 7n
NRA THREBETIE, TI9AF VI UF L= N T—2FHHL TS,
MES N D =& Mu-SPD —ED a1 VT VA% L5 LI &0 FHEUADLT 2L
¥ BB OME LKL TS, L L, FEHEET - BETFIE 412 Mu-SPD
“HEHEBETELIANT 2 oTED, INOHITEBE NI TRV EPRALT
Wb enEZONS, TI T, sHlIREA iz kEL (32 V=1 50 cm, # 10
cm F2E) FHRET - BETVPHRIITRTENE N KNET B, ZOHE, Ny
779y REHIZ O AFHMRET - BETHPEALTWSIEEZ NS, TDD, &1
RYMIEOLZFHMET - BETOEAE p, ZFE LT, NI T3V Fhr6Ihs
DHEEFIET 5, Z LT, PARMA[5), [6] 2 V7221 EORER, p, ~20% CTH 5B &
Mahrotz, MELXD, 70 bR THHEHRIZE > TEHAIE N5 o B o N EBER
Apgp HATFD &S IZRT I ENTES,

£ (1.11)

133 RERROER - ER

MR OMREEIED 72012 7 a b & A THlidgz HWT, fixRKoiZk->TA 75
B % GHT 2 EERPM T b Nz [32], FHAIRIZIJFE 20 V=7V UV IDBRET 5 T A
BEENAR DRRBEABRE A O HE A A &2 b (JbfdE 35.49 &, BURE 139.69 &, & 2.8 m) T
Hb, AR THLIHAAX Y S DEEE Figure 1.5a 12, MBS EN E DR [X %
Figure 1.5b 1289, Figure 1.5b T/RIN TS, LW-10G 8 LT CS-15P &4 27 b
IZBASIN TV AM KM E K OMEFTH 2,

Figure 1.5 (2R U72HEA AKX 2 b 2 B2 W7z 5H %2 292 FefE, EfEZR A B W T
FFIZI 2 A V2 BEIE DL LS BEEMBR LR WEFTONNY 775y v NEHIlZ 239
REf1T o 72 GHAKE SR 5 L O KM DEA % Figure 1.6a 12, HEH AKX 7 M D
S S A L 72 KA DJEA % Figure 1.6 12739, FEERIZB T B0 KW DE Al
Equation 1.8 IZX W EH L 7zER%2 cicBH L TW5,

At & D RO T HKERITIT IR OREE D, FEERFER O KIEMA DK S WiHIZHER TE 5,
Z i, Figure 1.6b OFBEIIEFHHERE UFZHEH AR 7 FOALPED TWRWZH

10



Thd, FEBIZIE, BETAX T SPSMZE ERAOMOEE L EBHIFIZ A>T WD, ©
ZIZ, EBRFERTIIEAPBAIMENTHS, UL, M8 LUOERIZL DRk
i K DEADHE LEADE S LK ZDMEAIF—H LTS, koT, AFELAEZTE b
RATIaxT 771 REEEZANT, 127 TRMEDHBD T ARETH 5 & FEIFX
iz,

HHRE IR

(a) Measured object. Exhaust gas duct of the (b) Location of the detector (LW-10G and CS-
combustion test facility of a waste incinerator 15P are fire-resistant and heat-resistant)
owned by JEF Engineering

Figure 1.5: Muography experiment of infrastructure facilities using prototype detec-

tors.
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(Wo) P HE[ DG [

(a) Thickness of the fire-resistant and heat- (b) Thickness of the fire-resistant and heat-
resistant in the exhaust gas duct calculated from resistant material calculated from the design
the experimental measurement data. drawing of the exhaust gas duct.

Figure 1.6: Comparison of thickness of fire-resistant and heat-resistant between the

result in the experiment and calculated values with the design drawing.
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1.4 TRIRDERE

A ROSIZEBHEHAXR 7 S DFHANIH 12 Hizhbihz, ZHZX DA AR 2 - D%
BeBEBILZOMAKYDOEAEZHSPIZTEZ, HOFEKREL LT, ROV 7 ) —NE
W% K U 72588k DEHIIEBR BV NRIZ K D77z 33, iR IXEZ 18 cm a3 v 2
) — bz @G, B K OB EE L2 10 cn EOFRWAF O — )L ERHEDAEN
TW5, ZORBRE OGN 41 HiffTbNnz, U U, HI2EHE L 7250 OH Ik
TERDPo7z, DF D, RHRNIDFHLR E 2R 2121380 H A — X — D+l
MDRBRBEIZRDENVWSZETHD, 1 DOMIBERTA V7 IRMFEEEZ T LI LE2ERYG
By —HEICBDPFUNAE Z ENTERY, £/, BFRE=X) V7235546 TH. &
PHANYTUDSEHRTE RN E WD T 2Tk 5,

Z 2 CTH&IFEHIRE O RME D 720125 2 AT SR Z BT L 72 [34], 26 2 AW
WMOEAME X, 70 MR TREZLFAUTH S, 72720, MHHEREI 5 512785 T
W5, ZHZ kD, mERIET e b &A1 TOK 4512757,

T oz, FHURFMZEHET 272D DT FIEL LTI AL F -1 VR I ax T
714 (EWM) %% U7 [33], ZHid, TICHVEFHEI 24 DT RV F— %2 (K
IANF—FITKS Z L TRl 2 i 2 FETH S, LHAL, EWM TIEI oA
75 7 4 R &R T OV —AH ORISR 2 BT A MELND B,

¥ 7-. Section 1.3 TRRZERDETFIETIZ, RRLBREBHEIHDICEN TS &
RE L TWiz, —H, EWM TIdZ %)V F — i H Of 45 TR SR %2 B4 Z S B
HO., MR HROMEFHEINEL BB, Lo T, RO FIEEZHCTHRE A A—Y
VITBEIENTERN, UMEXD, HihA A=YV I FERERT EHENEL T,

[H U < Section 1.3 TR 7@ FiETIX, PARMA IZX kD721 XY bdhDFE
T -BETOEEE p, LT, Ny I T IV REHIZ—HT1l—p, 20T 5H I &I
FOFEHBET - BETORELZBREL TV, UL, FHEETFVLIOICERTES
INBIZ2 0 R 2 G U 72356 S REHIIOFERIZ & FHGE TR AT 2, SRFHINCEA
U-FHMETFDT =R/ A XA A=YV THIRDMRRE 2 B EDHERA &
25, ZORAREZHSMTT 21T, FHGMZ EMICHEELZY Iab—Ya V&7
LRITFNER ST, BHENTIERY, £oT A"—=RNYzT7I2&ko>TIaAty - B2l
HMTEDHMY AT LZFARKT Z2HEND 5,

1.5 BB
Section 1.4 THSMZ U-RIES L BURONE S L O R X% Table 1.1 12
ANE I

13



Table 1.1: HER & £ DNKS KOS N ZE

[l SRR INOPSE AR
& I I ] 0D i R O K RAL (1) =%V — 3050 Fl DR 2 B 78
EWM (2) 4 A=YV T FHEORTE
THERE T OFRE (3) BT - I a4 IR AR OB ¥

AHETIE, (1) BLO (3) OREZMRIRT 270D FEL LT, Fx b a7kt
EHHLEZZANVF RIS EITI oAy - ETHIVARRI AT I T VAT L%
fREL. ¥Iab—Ya yeHWEEBEE L @i FEOM 2 B3, T LT, DB&EZ
DY AT % Mu-SCHEME (Muography-system combined with CHerenkov detector
for Energy window and Muon-Electron identification) &IFFFd 5, £7z. (2) DiFE
ZIRIRS B 7o DT A MBI & W - BB IE R IR T B,

Lo TAMEDOHNZ L TFDZRE T 5,

e Mu-SCHEME (2 & 58T - BRETFDRRE L FHHIRHEOME R Z > I 2 b —2 3 v
DR,
o ZHEHHE W EEREIC X DIEHRHN RO A A -V Y T FEEZHALT 5,

1.6 AR DB

AL T, 1 BIZTTTCREREHNERRZ, LT, 2 ETlX EWM, Mu-
SCHEME (2 & 24 Ry MEROFE, BLUOAMEICBVWTHEEL~ZYIaL—Va
VOHBEISIZOWTHRARS, 3ETIEF =L v a 7HRHEBOHFE S L OEEL - #ge
DFEEIZOWTE S, 43 TlE, Mu-SCHEME D FBEMREED/ZdDY I 2L — 3
VORI, M TPIRICBE L TERR S, 5FETIE, YIal—vavoiEReEREIRT
%, WBEIZ, 6 ETARMXOMFE KT,
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28

TRy

3

=3 IE

Jinl
1l

AREETIE, BOIICFHUIRM 2 T 2 720D FIETHE T AVF—T VRT3 a
F275 714 (EWM) OFHIZDOWTIRRS, RKIZ, Mu-SCHEME O#ffEe 7256 F = L
YATHHFORHEICOWTE DB, £ U T, Mu-SCHEME 128515 1 XY M #EIRODJF
BB LIUOHETEF oLy I 7MESROFEREMIZOVWTERT 5, mEIZ, AIFSETH
FlLzyIalb—yarolu@ifscEL CGlikd 5,

21 IRINFX—94VRIIaATS5T74

MR ECHERE UTHEL T WA A V7 &R HR IR, kI aAx o774
HAINTEZ KR E L HRE LN REZR 5, TONILRHEOLHE I 2
FTT 74X DPSPITT BGEE, DI PRI aA VT Ty I ADENS YHEERF %
MRS 2 0EDRH D, ZDGHE, AL EFROBE 2 2KHEE LD S EZITHI
T2, WNRIZE > TIB»HOFHHIBEF A BB 25582005, TRTOD
fE% g2 B LU CERE=Z2Y V732503 A MUZHEERTIER WL, o
T, FHUREE O KM 1d — € M & 72 0 1IZEHIlZ T E 23O ERET 5, LK D, G
HIRF M O KEAE T EEARREED 1 D MED T oS, TITHRLIEE, 1AV VIO
BT AV E—I a4 v DAEMHT S Z LT, MM Z G 5 5T % Energy
Window Muography (EWM) %% L 7= [33].

211 EWM DJR#E

EWM DFEIZDOWTRR S, Figure 2.1 IZ5RT X512, @IT RV F— 3 274 VA%
HEIZAF UGS B EOERIZ» P06 T, HREIFLACHEBLTLED, —A.
B2V F— I a4 UDFHEDGIZ AS U5 E 1%, /5o P08 B2 38 W I BUB I IS
T3, TOME, BZANVF—FHBEI A VDOAZHEHLTAI AV 727528
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T, S IEF OB AP E N5,

High Energy Low Energy

High Contrast

"< '"w"’/ .

Image

Low Contrast

Degradation \

Object — : ’ /

Detector — AL

Image

Figure 2.1: Schematic images of normal and energy window muography. High energy
muons can pass through the object regardless of degradation, while low energy muons
are sensitive to penetration depending on degradation. This results in an increase in

imaging contrast.

BIANF—IaAVDOAREMHATDIE, A AV Y IIMHAT 2 I 24 v OFHIX
Dle IR DIREHEREN KR E LS 2D, L L, ZOMGHEEDOHREI D BELALF -3 2
AVDOARE[MS ZLIZLDHEHEIY N T A O EORED AR ENGE, FHUIRH
DRIHEH LD 5,

e ZIE, IR 2 A VX —HE B, FTKRDLT 5, ZOGLADHER
Apw(0, ) BAFD & 5 I27E 5,

E L ax E in
s <I>(9,¢,E)dE_fEO (0, ¢, E)IE

E .« T E
Jp. " @0, 6, EYAE [ (0, ¢, E)AE

min

A (0, 6) = 1 — (2.1)
Equation 2.1 TRI N5 =LKL Equation 1.7 TRENSI BT RV F —FEEEHH L 7-
MERLDEEOMEINNELKRE, £oT, RITHD BRI NI a4 v DOEEGMN
RKELRD, Agw > A DBRDBEKDID, DD, AULIaAVORINKTH-TH,
fRITIZMHHT 2 I2aA VDI ANVF R BRI A NLTF—ITHE I L TRERNPKE R
%, £72. BEOEIINTIHWELRDOLERELL LD, TDD, HLHE EEHD
BERDEMDREL R, BEEEAA -V VIHEHBKE LEZBARIZZENSDI Y NT A
A BT 5,

2.1.2 EHAIRFE DL

EWM (2 & % IR ke 2 2 BRI FHINS % 72012 1&, GHAIRG R O 2 3% 2 B2 9
LMEND D, T I TR, MIEPEBER O RDOWES AL 2 HH S 5 72 D17 6 B0 5 1A
ZEAMET B HACHHOZRMIE EHRER S PSS EEER A & KO
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A, LOMIZEEL D LERICERDBHEI, BN HZLHBTES, ZOWH
B Ay EATOE S ICERT B,

Agitr = (Apre — Am) £ Taige (2.2)

odlff FIHEREDRAETD V. Ogipp = Oy Ostar £ alHERICHKIFT B RMAE o ZH
FHEAZE Oy DT HIRIND, FEHFREDKRDIENY 2777V R EEEIRD
Rl AR ROGHH O HRHATRT 7 TEHELWETHEUTDOLSITRES, 72
ZU, FHESNIHREHIL 725G OFHRE 1, (Ax, Ay). FHOGGOGRHEERZ

I, (Ax, Ay). Ny 227502 REHITOREERE I, (Az, Ay) £ T 5,

1
O-stat(Axa Ay) = W_ ’ \/E (23)
B = PTG(A:E’ Ay> + I (A.CU, Ay> { pre<Ama Ay) (Ama Ay>}2
Ibg(Aw7 Ay) Ibg(Ax7 Ay>3

£ o T, HALHRBNC BB FHAGE] 7 XL T DR TRE N D,

213 #iErIal—vav

FATHIZE [33] 1I2& > T EWM OFEHMGED 72D I a b —Y a vdftbiz, %fT
M3ETld. EVYTFAMBRFHNLY I 2L —Y 3 >3 — KN PHITS[7] B & CFHFREARY
MV TRl TV PARMA[5], [6] ZHWzY I alb—yavickh EWM OFMMEERL
72o YIab—Ya URRITTE XA TRIBSREZER L. SRR, EX 20 cm T
WERIZJE X 15 cm OZEAAH B a7 ) — MRZBELZ, ZOYIalb—r 3 ViER
XU, AT AV -2 2T U7z, iz {iTozo V¥ —#idk, &
IR F—, TNLH 1000, 500, 200, 100 MeV L FTdH %, Equation 2.4 12 & D FF
fifi U 7z 5HHIEE# %2 Table 2.1 1I2R8F, 2T XX —%2{HL 725&0OFHIREMZ 1 £ U7z
MRETR Uz, TANF—HE2EI 2V F—flIZK-> TV Z &2k D, Equation 2.4
TRl E 72 FHUIREIZE S R o TV B D15

Table 2.1: Relative measurement time with and without energy window. Note that

the measurement time is normalized to 1 for normal muography.

Energy range [MeV]  All  0-1000 0-500  0-200  0-100

Measurement time [-] 1 0.225 0.0974 0.0253 0.0251
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JeATHTSE [33] 12 & W iTb Nz, Figure 22 (R$ AV 27 ) — bk 23242757«
WWEDBHUEZY I ab—Ya ViR % Figure 2.3 1237, Figure 2.2 (2R3 5HA &
X, YRR TERBICEAETA2BROa Y 7)) — MERZEB LU ZABRA TH 5, Eicay
70— b THERENTES D, NEITIRER, #5. BB L 725X F 1 — )L aDiA
FNTW3, Figure 2.3b 1% 200 MeV A FD I a4 YDA ZMFHUTCHEE U ZBERT
Hb, MIANVF—HOAZM > CTHELRLZRLT 5 I & TEHHEN R O A HIKIZ
A=YV ITINTWVWE, £, BEORVWHEEAF I —LARHDIAENTVWEEHS S 1

A=YV TR ETHRTE 5,

AXFO—)N
arvy)—+4r

037
AR

Figure 2.2: Outline of measured object by means of Energy Window Muography. The

object which has artificial degradation parts was prepared for verification of EWM.
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(a) Attenuation rate calculated with all energy. (b) Attenuation rate calculated with limited en-
ergy range (0-200 MeV).

Figure 2.3: Results of simulations for EWM verification.

19



22 Fxl Y7

ARIETIX, Mu-SCHEME ORfEr 5 F c LYy a 7SIz ODWThRS, Fo L O
TS 13D BEFRDONEL O REVEEDOMHER FH, £ OBE 2@l U 7zBR I
HFDPHHEINLBHR{THD, £oT, Nz e, MENFOEEZ v, HEDEHFIEZ
n&dde, WEBDOKEIX c/n &BDBDT, KPR INDE:ME c/nv>1 &
XNB, TRED, Frl YIRS ENBET AL E— By BATOL S K
N,

1
Eth:mc2< 1+n2_1—1> (2.5)

ZZT. mc? FAHR T O#IEER (MeV/c?2) TH5, Figure 24 IZE L Iat Y
DRFTRIZN T BB T2V F—DBERE R,

Fx b razdeld, MrEk 7O G2 95 PRI E NS, SO S
NEMHEDOHLA 0, FATFORTRI NS,

1
np
72U, BIRILHE ¢ LIFER T OBE v O v/c ThH B, £z, FrL ATz & o
TERINBHRTHNIET TV 7= LDR [35]

-1

6. = cos (2.6)

d®*N  27mz? 1
- 77204( )7 (2.7)

dxdz ~ A2 - B2n2
TRIND, ZIT, z FAFKTOEM NIIRBETLIHTOWRE. o (SHHIRELEE
THY a=e?/hc LREIN5, Equation 2.7 2 H 2P EHFA N\, <\ <\, THATS
EUTRD LD IZH 5,

AN (1 1N o (1 ( 1 )
e 2oz (>\1 )\2) sin® 0, = 2mwaz (>\1 )\2> 1 522 (2.8)
Equation 2.8 (Z & W EFIZH 1T 5D UK EHFEOREN T ERKDE I LN TE

%, oz, M I N D HFOREEDMIE Figure 2.5 1TRT X512, RFERIZRDIFER
BAD2FIIKHHUTNE L moTWNL,
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Figure 2.4: Relation between refractive index and threshold energy of Cherenkov

emission for electrons and muons.
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Figure 2.5: Probability density distribution of wavelength of Cherenkov light generated
by 1000 MeV electrons in water.
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2.3 Mu-SCHEME IC& %14 XY M ER
231 ANV MNERORE

Bxld, TANF—BAHOKRHEERL I 2477 7 1« RH R TEHI R %2 A Z A5
Rz, RIS AV F— I a4 v OAZMH LU TEHIIKRRE % fiHE <& %5 EWM
EIREURZ, 72, WERFPIETIIY I 2L —v 3 I & 2 Hfl2 6 IE CHEME T DM E
ERELUTCOWZDN, K0E/ A X LGHIT— 2 282720123 N— Y = 7 CFEEHMRE
TERSBERD 572, T TARAETIE, ZRVF—RHE I aAy - BTN EITS
2HODF L yIATHRMBERERAET S, LT, F Ly TRBERE I a AT T T 4R
MRz fHAGLE /NN RETHDOI 2475 74 VAT L2 RET S, ZOFHIY
AT L%, Mu-SCHEME (Muography-System combined with CHerenkov detector for
Energy-window and Muon-Electron identification) & FY 5,

Fz LY ATHEEP OGNS YIEL, T OBHMAE 0, IR N, THY, Z
NOIFR T OREIKFELTWDE, FLT, MTOEEIX, KO x)L¥F— e EHEITK
FLTWS, TDkH, KHTOBMME 0, LFNE N, 25§52 L TRTFOT AL
F— AT B ENTE S,

F Ly a7NHOBHEFD» S+ BN ALE IR EZEE TS, Fo LY
27N ) Y IRIZRIT B EATES, TLT, ZDY Y I7DRESE L VEA AL
HR AR OFEBED ST O ML EZ R T S5 Z A TE S, Mu-SCHEME (& 22705
Bom<FEHEgzeT sz, Fobyaz) v 72T 21 XEERARD T HIE
BB E2BEGFEDLIBENH S, UL, Mu-SCHEME TlxF L > a7tide I 2
AT 7 A MU TRAREEAZ L2, EHAEDO T HITHEEY VD5 Z L IFEELL
BN, RS, BERMAL I 2405 T 1 Mg O NS Z & T FHIlV AT A2
DT 722 TR APINELK BB PoTHD, £7-, MkREEROBIZEHIS LIS DR E
VIDEHET 52, NTOBELZFRTAI L EZONE, Lo T, BHAETIERFH
HENPOAXRY N Z T B5FEL LS, UATICZOMMOFMZ R,

RaAVOBERIFETOERIZLTHN 207 TH S, £D7-®, Figure 2.6 IR 7 &
MBI ANVF—HIZBVTIE, A—DZANLF—ThHoTHENTNDOHEITIFKE
mENEL S, £ LU T, Equation 2.8 IZ/R T L5, EPTOF = L >3 7HFERIE
WEINAKIFET B, ZDD, MIANF—HIIEVWTET L I a4 Vv ORENTHERE
BANELD, BFLIaAVEINTNOIRINLF—IZHNTEKFIZETS 1 ecm D
F L ya7FtEE%E Figure 2.7 1IZ5RF, 72720, HEEHPFIX 350 nm < A < 600 nm
THALTWS, Zhid, —BNAEE FHEEPRE 2R ORRENTH D, Ia4 Y
DFHARIFF =L VA THHIET AV F—TH S 50 MeV 226305 EAD . 200 MeV
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i cal, TNUBIIRARNETH S 240 KFITHHELTWE, — ., BFOH
HHET AV F—1F IMeV AT TH 5, TDDE MeV DT R ILF —CTHRAFIEEITEL
TW3, LT, 88X% 400 MeV A RO TE L I 24 Y ORNBIZAERLRED
MRTE 5,

AW TIX, Figure 2.7 IR T LI REF LI aA VORMEDEVEFHTLZ &
T, TRIVF—FRE X Ok il T 2 FEE2RET 5, Figure 2.7 IZRT & D IZH T
R UTHDEME Ny, 28ET 5, ZZTE—Fle LT, KFTHRELEZFzLVIT
JEATH LT 200 HFEBMEE LTWa, TUT, BEM EORNEEZE DT RV N ER
. BMEMA T DA R N 2ZETE, TOARY MERIZE > T, KEHDBEFBLUNH
100 MeV BLED I a4 v Z&FREL, 100 MeV LFDOEZ AL F—I 24 v DA% E
NI 2 ePNTEE, EBRITIE, HTIEEETFHEGEE ROtz AW TEHIIT 5 4
WRH D, TUT, HEFBEEE IRB SN FBICHMIL - E 2 OBERES 2 H
9%, ULizdioT, HAHMEFTHRELEZF oLy a7 N2 RSB THTIL, ZDH
HEBIZH U TCHIMEEZRETEIIETIRY M ZITS> 2N TE S,

Bl

ool -==- Electron
i — Muon
O i 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 I 1 1 1
0 200 400 600 800 1000
ENERGY [MeV]

Figure 2.6: Velocity of muons and electrons as a function of kinetic energy

232 FlLrvIaTJHHE

AIETIE., Mu-SCHEME T T3 F = L v a 7B OEAREMSE 2 EHT S, ZHHH
K1, Section 1.3 TEHIFERZRUAEZHATAXZ b &Sk, a2V 27V — b NEEDEE
(p~2.0g/cm3) T, 10-30 cm lZFEDEADEDERET 5, SHEMETLF oL >3
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Figure 2.7: Number of photons produced by Cherenkov radiation in water (n = 1.33)

for muons and electrons.

7 g%, Mu-SCHEME DS D 72 DI B/ET 2l CchH 5, Do, FE
FAL 2T Z D BR/NRORER Ci%at 35, £/, FxL a7 lladbdsIat
77 7 4 ARG, SAFRE TR L 258 2 ARAR 2 T 5,

Mu-SCHEME Ti&, Fx LY I 7RHBO N AIZIa AT T 7 1 HBRE2HRET 5,
FoT, HH#REF o LA THRIBEO T AIZMOMNITS . Fo b ryaTBitide
2aAT 5T 4 RHEEBROIEEESEENGH Y AT L 2D T 28 TR U ADNSL 2B, E
7z. 2 DOMHARHNICTESHMA N OREM DFE T 5 LR T OMEL R EZ2FERT S5, Th
SOMME KD, EHEOMMENIZEMEERZED 1. T4 M1 Rk > TRk ERAE
W B T 5, EHADIRIZEL D W DESH X 25 2Bk e U, Oz BRIk
DIA MAA FEEEL RS AENT S, LT, ARSI LHREETREL T
W BB IS QR b =2 A H6410(36) 2T 2, 72, IaA0 57 1l
AROMULZNRIFIRE /NS o & K<, REMAPKE L RDIFERBRNRIZFEDT 5,
Ik, RIETHEMHSEROEVRELHDOA XY M EFHIITES LD12, FL v
I 7MHER DO KR E X35 2 AR OB & FRED 30 cm PUAIZ L2, £L T,
EHARANTHRELZF =L v 3 7RI TR E R T BOMEN R Z K< T57
O, BRPHATHE TNV IFEIZLDERT S, D EOEMZITLIZELL 72 Mu-SCHEME
DHAB X % Figure 2.8 IZ/R7F,

Sk, a2V —MEEOEET, EX 10-30 cm FEEOYKRE FHHIG G & LT

24



LTz, ZOFHENRZEETS I a4 YORNTRLF—1E, #70-200 MeV TH 5,
FoT, ZOZANF—REEFTIaAVEETORNRICEND DEHNKEZEET S
BEDRDH L, ZOEMERTIEAAD 1 22 LTT7 27 VAT S5 Nn5, Figure 2.9 12
Equation 2.8 Z HWTCEIR Lz 1 cm H720DF = Ly aT73EERT, 72720, FE
IR, — MR REE TS OB RRMEIRTH 5 350 nm < A < 600 nm TS L 7=,
a2 VDOF L YATRNMETANVF—1ET 27V IHTH 37T MeV TH D, 250 MeV
REFTETLIAAVORMREIZENLOND, TZVIVESZE, TVROBEHIZ
ERENCIERFTEE 1.01-1.1 REXTHETEZ2 YV 17070V 37 AR ED
EHIZEENETH D, LU, SHEIFEAERE WS 22 dh 0| [EIR» DL THLD
HELRTWVWTZVINNERHLUZ, 72, ZOBIA M1 NOMES T2 V)L e L, S
HEBE T4 MAA FiEE — (KBl OMidR & T 5,

EEMADER, T4 b HA FHOEZIZNTA =X =2 L, $ o5& EHTORENRMN
FWEREZZNENY I 2L —Ya v eBELRE L, ThoDNNITA—X—DHRE
F7:1% Section 3 IZBWTHRT B,

Cherenkov Detector

-, = .

PMT PMT

Object

Muography |
Detector

Figure 2.8: Setup of Mu-SCHEME
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Figure 2.9: Relation between energy and number of photons produced by Cherenkov

radiation in acrylic (n=1.49)

24 Geantd Ial—3a v

AT, AFRICBVWTHERELEZYIab—Yary @ UTHHLTWAYHE
TV ESNERFEIZE L TR B,

241 #EETIL

Mu-SCHEME DG - FHEMRGEZ 1T S 72012, Rffky Iab—rary—ib¥y
FCTH2 Geantd 2TV Iab—Yarveizorz, AHTIEX, FxlLva7ilsy
Sab—yaryTHWEYHE T VIZBEL TRARS,

Geant4[38]-[40] (XM T4 ze86kE (CERN) TR I -k FHiXE > 7 v H
YIalb—=varyY—)L¥vy hThHb, Geantd DIGHL L, ST RILF P, FHT
REBR, B, NHARERD X OFEYHELR L IIC 025 [41], Tud T I v I 55ER
C+-+11 (ISO/IEC 14882:2011) MMiHI N, A7V =7 MM Tw s I I v 72D
SHEIEN TS, £D72D, Geantd TlE¥ I alb—Ya VEEHDOAS VX =T A1 A
EUTELKDOMBR Y T AVGFEET S, 22—V =3RRI I AZMAL, HSDFEELZW
BEEZ MHAAA T B S A2 RET HI L TT IV r—y a VERET 5,

7TV — a YNTHAT 2@ X GAVUserPhysicsList ZkA L 72 Bk 5
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ATHHIYHMETIVY A NMIBMNT S THEMIRS, KFETIEX, EF BEF. E
SaAvEREE UTHALE, ZhZENOR FI2DWT, BRI U 7= B EIERIC
FAfRd 2 W H#FE 7 T A% Table 2.2 IZ/RS, ZNENDOR FIZDWTELEIKEL, HlEHHK
BF. BHHELZAMIILTWS, 72, BEIIHHER. EI o4 23084 faE e % 8 i
LTW5,

Geantd TIIFNF 2O %S EF I & LT G40pticalPhysics RHEINTWS,
Geant4d DHITHFH T L1E, eV RBEDVEIAINT—HTDI L THD, KT
K& T, AR EDRE LY EERTH S, HLU T, GIALF—DHXTFTH D v #P
X KRk, HoEE PR A OMHEERZEZ T, 20X 5 2PN RI3 5 FVOEND
72012, Geantd TIENFENT & v RS I X EPEIZXKHILTH->TW5S, 5
FzbLya7RoFEL#HEEZY I 2L —a v E3-00WBES AL LT, Fx
Ly azghic X374 (G4Cerenkov). WX (G4OpAbsorption), L - Y —#L
(G40pRayleigh)., I —#EL (G40pMieHG) & & O #EFE (G40pBoundaryProcess)
ZHHAL TV,

Table 2.2: Classes of physics process resistered for each particles.

Particle Physics Process

€ G4eMultipleScattering
G4eIonisation

G4eBremsstrahlung

et G4eMultipleScattering
G4elonisation
G4eBremsstrahlung
G4eplusAnnihilation

ut GAMuMultipleScattering
G4Mulonisation
G4MuBremsstrahlung

G4MuPairProduction
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242 IRHEEEK

YIalb—yaryNTERLZBHEEROMEIZ DWW T Figure 2.10 IZ/RF, IaF
757 4 BHERERE LT, 296 x 296 x 4 mm?> O K E X &K OHROA KIS E 2 D
EHE Uz, 2 DOAKEISIEF 2 DB L7258 2 HHARMHESIZHE U KREXITH D, xy
EEIZWATIZRE L. 2OHbE 2l Uk, £72. EAOFBHEIE 2 = 0 mm. N/A
X 2 =319 mm IZFLE L 7z, Z OHEEEEKE OB E X Section 3 TR 2 KR IZH
DETHRE L7z, REZRIFET2ICHES, ARUZN T2 RECHELTE DL EEZA S NB W
Zeno, MERZESRE UTEHRRHOEMZ M > 7z, £ LU T, AREREEIZN 72 A L
TAEZREL, by MUY RILVESZHAL T,

Fx LY aT7REHROEEIK, T4 ML NIZ7 2V e U, xy FHEIZAA T, % z
AL U7z, F oLy a 7MHEO T 1 X S L TH, Section 3 THBT 5, i
AL T4 M4 RIZeh2EEX 0.028 mm OT7 NV IEDOKFMTE-7-, Fzlbva
7 AR TS S X PMT (H6410) 28E LT, 71 M AHA NOKIFIZER
5cm, JFE 2 mm OFRBMEIEZHEL -, F72, Table 2.3 1IZ5HDY I 2L —Ya v T
EHELUIZMEORMEIZOWTE 2D B,

Table 2.3: Material definition of simulation. The percentage of element indicate mass

ratio. Parcentage indicates mass ratio.

Material Components density [g/cm?]
Air N 75.5%, O 23.2%, C 0.123%, Ar 1.28% 0.00120
Al foil A1 98.0%, Fe 1.3%, Si 0.25%, Zn 0.2%,  2.27

0 0.2%, Cu 0.05%
Acrylic CsHgOy 1.19

Concrete O 52.9%, Si 33.7%, Ca 4.4%, Al 3.4%, 2.3
Mg 2.0%, Na 1.6%, Fe 1.4%, K 1.3%,
H 1.0%, C 0.1%

Lead Pb 11.35
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Figure 2.10: Overview of detector construction in the Geant4 simulation
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243 NFHFHE

Geantd THFEFEZELD ATVEFEH T2 LT 256 1%, BIFE, BINER YD
Rz TN T noYEIZH U TNETI2HERD S, TNFNOYEIZNS U R
M:% Table 2.4 IZ/R 7,

Table 2.4: Materials optical properties implemented in the simulation. When tow
values are specified, the coresponding optical properties with photon energies that
range from 2.034 to 4.136 eV (284-600 nm).

Optical properties Values

Refractive index of air Refractive index 1.0 1.4896-1.5337

of acrylic Absorption length of actylic 20.00 m
Refractive index of Al foil Reflectivity of 1.771-1.812
Al foil 0.950-0.935

Tz KA RS SORNS EOYMEOERTE Z 5t FEEE Y Ialb—Ya v g
57-DIZEHRORMIREEZIREE T 5, REREBOEEIZIE, HHELEZFRY 2 —L0KREIR
&% —{5TIBE T 5 Hik (G4LogicalSkinSurface) LfEELZ 2 DDKRY 2 —LDE
RILIZRMMREZIEET 5 i1k (G4LogicalBorderSurface) MdH 5, SHIDY I a
L'— 3 v Tl&. G4LogicalBorderSurface Z L. 71 A A NP —{RiZh 727
IV IVEEEHA L KEIM DT IV I, 40 A A FOKEEE PMT 2 85E U 726 &K D
R TRAREZIRE L,

VIalb—YavNT, HBETILENDH L ZDMDANT A —X—%, HFEREYHE
7 )V (G40pticalSurfaceModel), K X 1 7 (G40pticalSurfaceType). &Ml EIF
(G40pticalSuefaceFinish) 2% %, HFLEREYHE TV Unified U < 1% Glisur
ETADSEIRTLHZ M TE S, Unified ETIVIE, BEEKE. BAEKIL. 73— h
S & O R EHEFED S Y] e O 2 EIN L CHIFLAaRE 2 EHE 9 5, Glisur €7V T,
XAV T 7y b EMENSHMAREEH? S RAPHERINT VWS LRET S, ¥ 1
o077y MRS BEMAMIE, BERTFAREAEET 57207 VX LIZEHAEZ
hd, BEHKPFOLAIE, 2O 2787 782y hOFRWTWSAMIZE>TRkES, £
XA 7%, dielectric-dielectric ® L < | dielectric-metal DWW & fEAE
T5, £ LT, REAL EIFIIFES NZRE, RORARERAOREBIZEDEZLE D%
RET DI ENTED, Geantd DHFHRTETIVDOI SITFHEL WVEAIK, [42] 22D
Ze, SHREELZY I ab—Ya VIZBWTHRE L7288 RE % Table 2.5 129, 7z
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72U, T2 VN EEROBEFIZET B KHERIX 0, MERIRIEL 100% & LTW5,

Table 2.5: Optical surface properties in the simulation.

Surface Model Finish Type
Acrylic-Al foil Uified polished dielectric-metal
Acrylic-Air Glisur polish dielectric-dielectric
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FxlLrvaATJ7EISIDRET - 2HE

A# Tl Section 1.2.2 THAR7=F o L v a3 7SO EARE M % 5012, Mu-SCHEME
THHETAEF L YA T7TRHEBEDIEHNEODEAB LV TA A REHOEX %2, VI
L=y a itk k@ L7z, ZLU T, &EHIEODWTEIEL ZMHEB ORIz DWW TR
N5,

3.1 %5
3.1.1 EEHHADEH

YR GEEHADEAZFARD 12D, 727 VLDEA%Z 1, 3. bem EZHL, TNEFN
WKOWTENLBIVBETFLIaAVYORINZEIrDLYIaL—Ya v ifioTz, Z
DT A M HA FEBOEZIZ 10 cm CTHEE L7, £ LT, XAETFHEEOER 2 T
U7-ARISIE, ERES comES 2 mm OMRTERE L7z, 710 M A NI & EEGHAES &
DEEERI, EHAR L EEOEMAL U, K3 A RRERIZEET 57203 ecm x4 cm &
U7z, 72720, TEHRAEDEARN 1 cm DBED T A M HA ROMKIGE 1 cm x 4 cm TH
5, TZVUNKDEAZ 3cem & ULEADYIalb—2aryDOYA4 A MY % Figure 3.1
RS, BEPIRICEAE T BROEN Y I 2L —va vy THRELEZF o Ly a7k
LTWBkTThb, AFHRITIX. 500 MeV DET T, 72 VLD HRARE S [FIZ
AU 72,

FEEDAER T, FNE 50, 100, 110, 120, 130, 140, 150, 200, 250, 300 MeV D
ITANF—%2Ro-BFBLOIaAVET 7 VIO R IIZERE G AL S5 ASHT 55
Bx 1000 1 XY hroTz, FUT, T2 VIR TF by a 7MEHT & 0 FHE LT
e, T4 MAA NERENGIZEE U2 B BEBRANZE LT o8 E Y v s U,

9. 300 MeV DI 2t A UZGAEDENEn 2RD D, EHRIFFENT
BEBMHATFBONMGZ TV XIRMETT 4 v T 1427 L, TNTNOEHEE p1y0,-
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Paer £ T B0 TOEEHNEE N = pgoi/tgen EEET D, 727UND 1, 3, 5cm i
3 B8N HE % Table 3.1 ITRT,

Figure 3.1: Simulation geometry to determine appropriate radiator thickness under

fixed thickness (3 cm) and light guides length (10 cm).

Table 3.1: Light collection rate for each thickness of acrylic.

Thickness of acrylic [cm] Light collection ratio [%]
1 2.3
3 8.9
5) 0.8

BT L I aA v ORBINEEGTHETT 5729 Figure of merit (FOM) ZMFD & 5 IZEH

ERP
A

FOM = FWHM, + FWHM,,

A FETFE I 24OV — 7M. FWHM, ,, 3T ZnEFL I 24 OE—=7D
PPEETH S, FOM > 1 DFE, 2 20— R+2Il#inTnws LYl d 5, —fl
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E LT, 3cm DEADESRIZ 120 MeV DETF & I a4V 2HBRAALELGG. 20T
NOM ST HI 1 % Figure 3.2 IZR T, ZOMOT R NVF—DEEBFRKIZLT, &
T2 I a2t VOMERT I EMER L, FOM OEZFEL 72, DR % Figure 3.3
WZRT,

EHRFIZBL T, 3om D& E—FEMEINEH N, SEOY I alb—Ya Tl #HiE
HraprohiF2 AHLTEY, FoLYa 7RI TFANHIN ETICKF LD SH
TSI EET 5, DD, 1em D& ik, KFT HEEDE K DT DEENS
{725, 72, KEMIETVIEEZANTE DR TII RN EZRI Lot ng,
o T, AR FDREET E20EIXIT A CEMERNZMEICE>TRES, 5
cm DEE. T4 MAA ROMEARIZHERID D 2 Z & THRFIFRTAICKF I NN, Th
&0, HREHIBANZRET 2T BUIIAD LR BARPMMEL B oz ERZO6ND,

F72. 1em OEADE Zid, 3. 5 cm &KL T FOM 2VUNE < FFHIERENZ & A3
Db, 3cem & 5 em DEATIE, FOM 2B 1 A FIZARS T 32)V¥F—I% 120 MeV &
T, RELZEDbBR,

F Ly aTHOFERIL, AR T RS A Z @ U RSO R T IZHHIT 5, &Ko
T, WHARDEADN 5 cm DG, 3 cm OHE L KLU THRHIEENIN 1.7 /KL 05, £
7z, Table 3.1 TRUZ& D2, WHHKDEAD 3 cm DHBAEDOENEKIL, 5 cm DHED
W1 Th s, LoT, BEAENPEL LI LIZXEZHBERTHROMEMOMEI D .
BHEDOHEDIZOINKEL, 5em DHELD 3 cm DEGHEDIFE D BHDETFEUEZ <
AN

EDZ ens, 77VNUHRDEAZ, 3cm DL EVNENREKBIVOEFLIaA VD
FHMEEBNT WS EFEZ 5, £ T, TZVNMRDEAIZ 3 cm &35,

312 4 MHARDORSE

FrlLYaT7MEHEDEAIZ3Icm & UT, 74 NAA RHORIZ2RETE7-HDDY
Ralb—¥3arv%ifo7z, Section 2.3 THRAR/ZL 512, T4 M HA NHBOBRIZARE
ThHh, RI 222 MOAENEALNETORMNIIKESZEL525, £
oo Fx LYy a7ROMMAFIZIZERAELED O, R F2MESRIC AR U7ZMEIZ L 5T
EHENLAT 5, BETHF = L ¥ a 7TRESRIIREE T8 5 AGTR 7 OREH L — %
WX —ZWETZ2EHDOTHY, sHFERO —FEITEWVIZEHEEN EVE L5215, o
T, BRHETFE L AR BRI 2 #2251 A1 FROFETO - DI EE T 5, %
UT. ASMIEMFEAIVNS <. KOBRETEL LT A MIA FEEZFRAL -,

HLTA MHA REZFETA7-2DIIvIalb—Yarvezitol, £/ 44
A RDOIRIE Section 3.1.1 L[HBRKT, TDEI%Z 5cm 25 30 cm £ T 5 cm %A TE
HL7z, ZOB, BEIKRDEMA, T4 80714 NOEALEIZ3 ecm & Uz, AR,
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Figure 3.2: Distribution of number of detected photons when 120-MeV muons and

electrons travel in acrylic radiator which thickness is 3 cm.
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Figure 3.3: Figure of merit for each acrylic radiator thickness and particles energy.

A indicates difference of most probable value in each distributions.
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300 MeV @ X 2% % Figure 3.4 TRIAMEIH BIAATL, MIBABROEBRITIFANRTDH
5728, MHEED 45D 112H =5k % A8 L7,

ENETNDTA M AA FRICHT D, & AFALE T ORI FBDFIE% Figure 3.5
R, 7z ARALE D & OMHEE T O EIEOREHER 22 % Figure 3.6 12K,

ZNEND T A MTA RIS T 2L TROFEEEIX. 510 MM NREADH
Bizhd, TniE, REINDETONRBENRLS LEHOTHB, LT, k1D ALH
NMEERFMEZ, 740 MPATA FEA S ecm DL EWRMUDGE L HIRL TREL, ZOMIXIF
E—EDEZRLTWS, ZNE, 71 MM REBMIRIZELS R5 2, 710 71 Rl
HDOAENPREL LD, BAFPRIAIIKHN LR 25D TH S,

PAEDFERD O, ALEMERFMEINE K MEETHEAR B350 10 ecm DT A M A
1 FE2EHT 5,

Sensitive 30 cm Sensitive
Area h - Area

(0,100 @ (10100 @@

Muons (0,5) (5.5)
300 MeV ® ®

1000 events (000 @ (50 @ (10,0) @

Light Guide Acrylic Board Light Guide

Figure 3.4: Simulation setup for determination of light guide length.

3.2 ={E

Section 3.1 THRE L 7ZHHEDEA 3 ecm, 74 b A FE1I0ecm 2H & IZF =L v
a7 EEIEL 7z, BIEL72F = L v a7 iE#R % Figure 3.7 129, MEIZTA
TENERT 27V NVTHY, BEHIKRE T4 M TA Rig—KIiZR>TWwW5b, iHLZT 2
VD 15 mm H7z 0 DEHE%E Figure 3.8 1IZmR7, MIHEBEDEZ L35+ 2 mm TH5S,
iz, REIJWFEHEOEHDH 30x30cm? THYH, 74 bHA ROEXIX 10 cm T,
KL 3 x4 cm? THD, TLUT, BFEHNS cm ONBEBHZHFONBEFHHEEL I b
A RiE Ay T V7 B0 DERHAI Mo Tnwa, LT, Bl xR
WTHRHSEREKFMTHET NIV TR ENETE>TH 5,

BELEF oLy a 7B e B 2RI AT I 7 Ml EZ W THEEL 7.
Mu-SCHEME D £E{k% % Figure 3.9 IZ/RT, I 2427 7 1 BRHIZOMKH ZRMEEE
13 319 mm. /DO Mu-PSD 226 F = L > a7 Nl TOHEEA 463 mm,
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Figure 3.5: Average number of detected photons at each incident positions for each

light guide length
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Figure 3.6: Standard deviation of the average number of detected photons at each

incident positions for each light guide length
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FlLYya7MHEEEZHREL TWAIEEDEIH 120 mm TH 5, EEAEROEAX %
Figure 3.10 12”9,

Figure 3.7: Fabricated Cherenkov detector.
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Figure 3.8: Transmittance of acrylic per 15 mm thicness
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(a) Overview of experimental setup. A cube (b) Cherenkov detector is placed on a frame.
object covered with black cloth is 2nd gen. A measured object is placed under the frame.
muoguraphy detector. The Cherenkov detec-
tor is placed on a table with height ajustment

frame.

Figure 3.9: Experimental setup of Mu-SCHEME.
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600 mm

Cherenkov detector

SN 500 mm
~ : :
h 300 mm
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PMT ——- I —— 1 -—- PMT
Light guidev 1120 mm
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Figure 3.10: Schematic view of the experimental setup for Mu-SCHEME
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AETIE, Mu-SCHEME IZ 81 2 FIEICDWTIRARN S, HDIZ, R TRET
BIFMFEOEI DN TR S, RIZ, M FEOMEED7=2DIZHWE T —XE2y b %
BT %720DY I alb—YaviZoWTihRs, LT, ¥YIab—yarvi—k%%
T U7z, KT K54 XY MBI DOFE, ZHEIBE W 7- BB FIEICE L T6
RSN

41 Mu-SCHEME>Xalb—>Y3V

FEEROEBRERIZE L BRI Ialb—Ya v 2B L, M2 57
BDTF—=REEF U, YIalb—Yay ECHALUEYEE T IVE X OOFEREE,
Section 2.4 TRUZEHY TH B, ¥Ialb—yarDIL A MY % Figure 4.1 1217,
Frlya7BREBEOREIFEELEZF oL ya7RBEIcadbErz, £/, 32472
T 7 4 AR T Y S E THRIFE L 7226 2 RN ER 2 BE U 72, B L 72BiEld, F =
Ly arBscetll SN e REI R FOIRANLY—, S2aA47 577141
HEROMH Y 7 2V TH B, Section 1.3 TRz K S ITHMBEETHAE LI 47T
7 1 BRI, 2 MO EME S Mu-PSD 2 HWT 2kt y hEZ vV, (24, y1)
(x9,y) ZHAT S, T I Tl Figure 4.1 HITRT KD, (21,Yq, Tg,Ys) EENTE
N (i,5,k,1) L LTRRLT 5,

FHBARY MLEBER LN T2 Ialb—Y 3y ETHBRAE O PARMA %1
U7z, Figure 4.2 1233 £ D12 60 cm O¥EREZEZHEL., TOHNMTFEMRARY
FIVIZHE S TR T DD S KD ITHEZ R E Lz, ZOMIEZMAL, EI oAy, &
T, BETZHBHAA, Table 4.1 ITRTHE TR F2EAI LT — X2 FH L, Z
OB, EAI 2L D779 7 ARNFIERA— L ARELDT, EAIaLtVEdbHbEY
TV I ADEERTZTIEI aA Y DT —REWA L, Nv o779 Y R AREHIZEN
Z, EIaAdVORERE 101XV e L, 2T dEHEDETLEET%
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BAZHEZ, JISGEHUTHA L 72358 % Table 4.2 12/, TNE N xy ‘FH I EATTH
DME z iz H O, FHEHOD z B 2 = 343 mm Th 5,

Incident Particle

Cherenkov ' '
Detector N —
463 mm
Mu-PSD 1 N =j
_ Y z=0
X1 = i
319 mm
Mu-PSD 2 ; > =1 |
X = k

Figure 4.1: Geometry of systematical simulation for Mu-SCHEME

Table 4.1: Flux and occupancy ratio in u* and e*.

Particle Flux [/cm? /s Ratio [%]
ut 0.00754 75.8
e 0.00281 15.2
e’ 0.00167 9.0
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Figure 4.2: Concept image of PARMA radiation source. PARMA radiator source
generates particles according to the angular distribution and energy spectrum of

secondary cosmic rays in hemisphere.
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Table 4.2: Measured objects in the Mu-SCHEME simulation. These objects are placed
above 343 mm from the upper Mu-PSD.

Object Size (z x y X 2z [em?]) Remarks
Lead Block 20 x 20 x 10
(Objectl)
Lead Block 10 x 10 x 10
(Object2)
Concrete Block 10 x 10 x 10
(Object3)
Concrete Block 10 x 10 x 10 Void size: 5 x 5 x 5 ¢cm?
with void Position: center
(Object4)

42 HFHRICLDARY MNER

Section 2.3 TRU7z & 512, Mu-SCHEME Tl3F = L v a 7Kg CTHRE S -t F
BELHLIZARY FERETD, A XY MEFUL, REETBICH U TH BT N,
EHETBHIETITS, LU, MFOF oLy 7BHEEEAD ASATE 2 750
WFd 5, £o T, BINFB N, BF =L >3 7THRIBEAD AFHALE Z 2 ICHRET B 26
%35, Mu-SCHEME (2B W\W T, Fx L v a 7RI ERHETIZR WO THEEK
TARAEZHBNTEZEIFETERN, £2T, 32477 71 BEBTOREBY 7R
P(i,j,k, 1) TR 2T WEDE P RO ERGFEZME L, BDETE N, (¢, 7, k, 1)
ERET D,

Y 72l P(i, j, k,1) T OBDEFROMIEE W,y 2RDE2DI, Fx v
I T7REBRIZB I AT RO ERD LY Iab—varvEizok, ¥YIalb—Y3
Y DYF ANV IL Section 4.1 TRUZEY TH S, 72, —4H 1120 mm D EF IR
MHARIRZ z @202 LT, xy EHICETICERE L2, MEOESIZF Ly a7l
PO LS 2mm EIZEEL, FUTIORENS, 10 GeV DIEI a4V &2 )
WZ—HAENA (0—50°) THRAEZXEE, ZOYIal—YarTiRk, &REEZxL
P(i,5,k, 1) ZNZTNOMIEAT B A OHMNEREZ KD D, TDd, HAITEWF
Lya7FtR2B00, BILOFEEZZ T VWEIRALF—DRF2HIAAR, £
72, MIRDOKRE I L ENMORA, BMEIX, I 2427771 REBOFH2EZ 5 &
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DIZHHBEL T WD, ZOmME, S 20 MIEDK 2 FESTE, MEKFH N, BLU
Mu-PSD TOMIMY 7wV P(i, 7, k, 1) ZE{F L7z,

B T8 N, (4, 5, k, 1) 2RKDZFIEERT, £, HBHNTFH N, 2HRET 2,
ZOMEIXIaA T T 74 tEOey NEZ R P(i,j, k) ICE5RVW—EOEE T
%5, TLUTC, FxlbryaryBEomizey U EORELTFEOHOY -2 E%
HIEIZ LT, BRIE 7 2V T OBDEFBOWMEM W, 2HHHT 5, BRLFEOHM
EEW (i, 5,k 1) DY Iab—3a VEER»P S OBAKNREN AEEZRT, £9. Ia%
7774 BIEIBIF oy bEZ RV P(i, 4, k, 1) X OBRESEFBAH by, (N,)
ERDD, TUT, hyp(N,) D=2tz NS 235, 2LT, FxLvaghul
BOFNMZIEY PUBEARVYMNELT, 224777 4 BEROFNMIHAEIZH 572 &
Mwrcxs, P(7,7,7,7),P(8,8,8,8), P(7,8,7,8), P(8,7,8,7) D¥—Z{HD ¥
% Nyorm £9%. 20 &0, BEFEROMIEM W, ), &

Wijk:l ;g:kl/Nnorm (4'1)
YhB, LT, MR NG, Gk, 1) 13
Nth<i>ja k, l) = NthO ’ Wijkl (4-2)

LRTIENTES,

TUT. P(i, 4,k 1) 12y F LA XY MZBWT, N, < Ny, (i, 4, k, 1) DEED
ARY NOAEZENT S, 2k, Fobya7REBHOMNERTEERZHEL, 17X
Y NERZTS ZNTE S,

4.3 EHEHICE 2 EEKE

Mu-SCHEME Tl&, Fx LY a 7ML I a4 57 4 B THEER 2 BAZ
At E T 2BENRD 5720, HEEFIETT o TOIZBEFIEVNFEHATE RV, EkFIE
Tl&, Figure 4.3 1ZR T X512, FHANR L I 24275 7 « EEEA+o#hTWB e L
THAZEDWEREZHEHL TWz, LU, SRIOMERATIIMRESE & FHIDESANTE 72
b, FHZEDARY M2 FOTUIT S &, HUHRTE ISR ZE#ET 5 0ED
RKELED, TOMT % Figure 4.4 12R9, Ko T, ZOMEZBERT L7012, KT
DRKFH T LT TlERL, I 2475 7 BT SNz E 7 2 ILIER
FEHBHAWCERE 21T TEARET S, ZOTETIE, 24277 7B Tcokt
Vo2vLZTeDHhT Y VPSS, BV T HANOETRO-LZHMEREZHNT, EEOEX
IZERE U B I E R T S

SRR T 22 MBERE AW EERPIETIE, £93247 77 THRlHEI K
JRNVAT VN L ITHBRERET AT ERKRT D, £I T, LHO Mu-PSD %
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SEROEE z ODMNEICEREE S(2) D2 LINET 5, HEHOREIIE, @I 21
BIIE2Ia2aA7 77 1 BMEBOHRBFEORETILEZELWVWE TS, B 20A7 ) —VE—
AW Ly DIEFE, Mu-PSD OFEHEHEDOKE X% L. 28D Mu-PSD [ OE# % d,

9B E,
dy/2+d,

d,/2

LERTIENTES, SROAKRTIE, Ly =296 mm, d; =319 mm, z =463 mm
EU7z, zIZF oz LY T7MHEESHRD EHOEITHY, Ly ~ 1155 mm &85, £ LT,
A1) =% Mu-PSD DY 7 )Y A ZLFEEDODE 7 vV THETE, Z0LE, HY
HDELEZFME LT, x. yHEIAHOEY 7L ESEZ2ZENT N n,m & U, &¥HED
HBHETEILVE S(n,m) LXKILT 5,

RaXT T 7 BT E 2wVl P(i, 5, k, 1) BRI NZHBE., TOA XV MR
BH Lo sV S(n,m) Z@E LA XY N THEMEERE a(P,n,m) £KT,
L, ZOEEHER a(P,n,m) ZEYTANVEBY Ialb—YarvEHWTER L,
Section 4.1 & FRkOMHEZAR T, FTEHD Mu-PSD ZHARIHE U, EAIZHEIITTYEE
OHEMEMZRZ X720 % 1000 fE1 X2 b FRAEXE, BFEERGE2HE L, 20
B, AESAEIZ0ENS 50 EO—FENHE L7z, 50 X3 2425 7 1 HEDORHIR
RAETHD, TL T, IaA7 7 74 REBTOREE 7L e BEH Loy b
ELVERE Uz, YIalb—YaVIilkVRERLEZI AT T 7 MHEROKMHEI Y S
CADHY Y NE N(i,j, k1), TDS>BHRFEHED S(n,m) 2k y b$5B1 2 b
@ﬁvybﬁ%NmW@$kwtﬁéop®t% RaXT T 74 MIBERTE Z LM
P(i, 7, k, 1) DM S NBEIT, BEREOY 2 2L S(n, m) 2887 2R IX

L2:L1'

N™™ (4,3, k, 1)

P —
olPynm) = =5 S0

(4.3)

ERTIENTED, 2D a(P,n,m) z BEHERY DO DEHEBEEEHET 5, TOZE
HEABUE VT, #&H EOY 7 X)L S(n,m) TOEAMIE AT Y NI N(n,m) 1

N(n,m) = [Z[Z[Z[Z (P, m.m) <i,j,k,z>]m (4.4

1=0

ERTIENTES, UEOTFHEEZHNWSEZ LT, 247771 RHEBTOREZ I
MDAV NI ST BB 21T 2N TE S,

ZULT, Nv 2759y RENRFHOBOREEYE 72 NDHD > b EE W
HRDMM A o(n,m) BATOMIZRT Z LN TE S,

Nob(n’ m)

A _obr 2/
Nbg(na m)

pro(n7 m) =1- (45)
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[ Approximate to a point detector

Detector { K | N

Figure 4.3: Schematic diagram of measuring an object at a sufficient distance

Object

Detector {

Figure 4.4: Schematic diagram of measuring an object at a close distance
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Section 4.1 TR~V I ab—Ya voiERZ2RT, AR A2k T (I a4,
BYGETF). IaAV0A BT BEFOAZTNZTNGED, AR FOIZXLF—
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IR W, 2R U7z, T UT, 4 RY MEROBITE, Equatlon 42 TRINS
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Figure 5.1: Relation between incident energy and number of detected photons in

simulation results for all particles.
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Table 5.1: Ratio of events that are muon events with energies below the respective

value in total events.

Energy [MeV Occupancy rate [N/ N,
E/NVan

100 0.010
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