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in China (EicC), high-performance calorimetry is essential for exploring the internal structure of
nucleons and studying the dynamics of quarks and gluons within quantum chromodynamics (QCD).
This paper presents the optimized design and performance simulation of the EicC ECAL system.
The ECAL consists of three specialized sections tailored to distinct detection environments: (1) an
electron-Endcap employing high-resolution pure Cesium lodide (pCsl) crystals, (2) a central barrel,
and (3) an ion-Endcap, both adopting a cost-effective Shashlik-style sampling calorimeter with
improved light yield. Each segment’s geometry and material composition have been systematically
optimized through Geant4 simulations to achieve excellent energy and position resolutions as well
as strong electron—pion discrimination. The simulated performance indicates that the ECAL can
achieve energy resolutions of 2%/VE for pCsI crystals and 5%/VE for Shashlik modules, meeting
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1 Introduction

The Electron-Ion Collider in China (EicC) [1], proposed as a new facility at the High Intensity
Heavy-ion Accelerator Facility (HIAF) [2] in Huizhou, aims to advance our understanding of
quantum chromodynamics (QCD). Through high-energy electron-ion collisions, it will investigate
the internal structure of nucleons, the dynamics of quarks and gluons, and the fundamental nature
of the strong force.

A schematic view of the EicC spectrometer is shown in the left of Fig. 1. The detector provides
nearly 4 coverage for scattered particles. Fig. 2 illustrates the momentum and pseudorapidity
distributions of scattered electrons and 7° mesons in electron—proton (ep) scattering events generated
with PytHia [3], assuming 3.5 GeV electrons colliding with 20 GeV protons. The broad distributions
highlight the need for uniform and high-resolution calorimetry across a wide angular range.

The Electromagnetic Calorimeter (ECAL) of EicC is responsible for detecting electrons and
photons within a pseudorapidity range of || < 3, corresponding to approximately 99% of the total
solid angle. To achieve the required performance across this coverage, the ECAL is divided into three
segments: the electron-endcap (e-Endcap), the central barrel, and the ion-Endcap. Each segment
adopts a calorimeter technology optimized for its specific physics and geometrical constraints.

The main performance requirements of the ECAL are as follows:

* Efficient reconstruction of scattered electrons and reliable separation from the pion back-
ground.

* Accurate reconstruction of photons with excellent energy and position resolutions.

+ Capability to reconstruct high-energy 7° mesons from their two-photon decays.
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Figure 2. Momentum and pseudorapidity distributions of scattered electrons (left) and neutral pions (right)
from EicC ep scattering events. The data are obtained from Pythia simulations of 3.5 GeV electrons colliding
with 20 GeV protons, with a kinematic requirement of Q% > 1 GeV? applied.

To meet these goals, the e-Endcap employs a high-resolution pure CsI (pCsl) crystal calorimeter,
targeting an energy resolution better than 2.5%/+/E(GeV) for electrons up to 4 GeV. The barrel
and ion-Endcap regions utilize a Shashlik-style sampling calorimeter, optimized for light yield
and uniformity, with an energy resolution of about 5%/+E(GeV) for photons and electrons up to
15 GeV. A position resolution better than 6 mm/+/E(GeV) and a timing precision below 1 ns are
also required to suppress pile-up and improve particle identification.

Careful consideration has therefore been devoted to the design and optimization of each
calorimeter segment. A combination of homogeneous crystal and sampling technologies provides
a balanced solution between energy resolution, particle identification (PID), and cost, ensuring that
the ECAL can fully support the precision physics program of the EicC.

2 Electromagnetic Calorimeter Design

Based on the detection requirements across different kinematic regions at EicC, the e-Endcap,
barrel, and ion-Endcap sections of the ECal are configured to cover pseudorapidity intervals of
(=3,-1), (=1,1.5), and (1.5,3), respectively. The segments and corresponding coverages are
illustrated in Fig. 1. The e-Endcap is designed for precise detection of scattered electrons, utilizing
a homogeneous crystal calorimeter with excellent energy resolution. For the calorimeter in barrel
and ion-Endcap, where the energy resolution is not a critical factor and the e/n identification



Table 1. The parameters of Electromagnetic Calorimeter design for different segments.

Segment Type zorr Length Pseudorapidity Front Size

[m] [cm] (m [cm?]

e-Endcap Csl -1.8 (163(;(0) (-3.0, -1.0) 4 x4

Barrel Shashlik 0.9 48 (-1.0, 1.5) Axd
ion-Endcap  Shashlik 3.5 (16 Xp) (1.5,3)

performance will be a challenge, a Shashlik-style sampling calorimeter [4-6] is adopted as a
compromise between the performance and the budget constraints.

The geometry of the ECAL is illustrated in Fig. 3. The inner radius of the ECAL barrel is
designed to be 0.9 m. Due to the differing measurement requirements between the electron and ion
endcaps, the angular coverage in the barrel region is asymmetric, resulting in different barrel lengths
on the electron and ion sides.The front planes of the e-Endcap and ion-Endcap are positioned at
distances of 1.8 m and 3.5 m from the interaction point (IP), respectively. All ECAL modules are
designed with a projective geometry and are oriented approximately toward the IP.

MY

Figure 3. Left: Overall design of the electromagnetic calorimeter, where the CsI crystal modules are shown
in purple and the Shashlik modules in blue. Right: Barrel module arrangement in a single row; modules of
the same color (blue or yellow) have identical geometry.

It should be noted that these geometric parameters are not yet finalized, as they remain highly
dependent on the dimensions of the inner detector systems. A summary of the key parameters of
the current ECAL design is provided in Table 1.

2.1 CsI Module Design

For the R&D of the e-Endcap, two types of homogeneous Cesium lodide (CsI) crystal materials are
under consideration: pure Csl (pCsl) [7] and thallium-doped CsI (CsI (T1)) [8]. Both materials offer
comparable costs and exhibit excellent intrinsic energy resolution, typically around 2%/+/E (GeV).
The main properties and differences between pCsl and Csl (T1) are summarized in Table 2.

The light yield of Csl (TI) is approximately ten times higher than that of pCsl. However,
simulation studies indicate that this increased light yield does not significantly improve the energy
resolution, as the statistical uncertainty due to the photon count is already sufficiently small. One
drawback of CsI (TI) is its long scintillation decay time, which could potentially lead to event
pile-up, especially under high-rate conditions. Another limitation is its relatively short attenuation
length, measured to be about 30 cm for photons with a wavelength of 550 nm [10], which can cause



Table 2. The property comparison of pCsl and CsI (T1) [9].

Parameters pCsl  CsI(T))
Density [g/cm?’] 4.51
Radiation length X [cm] 1.86
Moliere radius [cm] 3.57
Refractive index (peak) 1.95 1.79
Hygroscopicity Slightly  Slightly
Emission spectrum peak [nm] 310 550
light yield rel. to Nal [%] 5.6 45
Decay time [ns] 35 1300
Absorption length of peak [cm] 100 30
Preferred photon detector APD PD

variations in photon collection efficiency depending on the depth of energy deposition within the
crystal.

In contrast, pCsl provides superior timing performance owing to its much shorter scintillation
decay time. However, its emission peak at 310 nm lies in the ultraviolet region, and its relatively
low light yield necessitates the use of photodetectors with high quantum efficiency in the UV range.
Taking these factors and the demand for precise timing capability into account, pCsl has been
selected as the crystal material for the e-Endcap.

The pCsl modules in the e-Endcap are designed with a projective trapezoidal geometry, featur-
ing a total longitudinal length of 30 cm, equivalent to approximately 16X, radiation lengths. Each
module has a lateral dimension of 4 x 4 cm? at the front face, expanding to a maximum of about
4.7 x 4.7 cm? at the rear face. Scintillation photons are collected by two large-area, UV-sensitive
avalanche photodiodes (APDs), model Hamamatsu S8664-1010 [11], which offer a large dynamic
range and relatively high quantum efficiency in the ultraviolet region. A schematic of the pCsl
module design is shown in Fig. 4.

< Carbon fiber
Teflon
— WLS painting
pCsl APD
Optical silicone
grease

Figure 4. The pCsl module design.

The light yield is enhanced by coating the surface of the pCsl crystal with the wavelength-
shifting (WLS) material NOL9 [12]. NOL9 converts the ultraviolet scintillation light emitted
by pCsl into yellow wavelengths, where the APDs exhibit higher quantum efficiency. The crystal
module is further wrapped with Teflon tape, providing high reflectivity, particularly in the ultraviolet
region. Optical silicone grease is applied between the APDs and the crystal surface to remove any
air gap, as an air layer could cause total internal reflection and reduce photon collection efficiency.
For mechanical stability and to maintain a light-tight enclosure, the entire assembly is housed within



a carbon-fiber shell.

2.2 Shashlik Module Design

The Shashlik-style calorimeter is a sampling calorimeter consisting of alternating layers of active
and absorbing materials, with wavelength-shifting (WLS) fibers penetrating through each layer
to collect scintillation light. It provides moderate energy resolution and has been adopted as a
cost-effective solution for the ECAL calorimeters in both the barrel and ion-endcap regions. Recent
beam tests have demonstrated that the Shashlik calorimeter can achieve an energy resolution of
approximately 4.5%/~+/E (GeV) [13], which is sufficient to meet the requirements for high-energy
photon measurement and e/m PID. The design parameters of the Shashlik calorimeter, including
the sampling ratio, the number of layers, and the lateral cell size, can be adjusted to meet ECAL’s
specific performance requirements. For example, the longitudinal structure primarily affects the
energy resolution, whereas the lateral dimension influences the position resolution.

In the current design, the alternating layers of the Shashlik module have been carefully op-
timized to balance performance requirements and engineering constraints. Based on simulation
studies and experience from previous Shashlik calorimeter designs [4—6], a configuration com-
prising 240 layers of 1.5 mm thick plastic scintillator as the active material and 0.35 mm thick
lead plates as the absorber has been selected, the design of which has a sampling ratio of 0.33, as
illustrated in Fig. 5. This configuration provides a total thickness of approximately 16 Xy, enabling
effective photon detection for energies up to 15 GeV.

While simulation results indicate that increasing scintillator thickness and additional layers
improve energy resolution through more complete energy deposit collection, these advantages are
offset by longer module dimension and heightened light attenuation. The chosen configuration
balances these opposing considerations to optimize detector performance and practical implemen-

tation.
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Figure 5. Longitudinal (left) and transverse (right) structural schematics of the Shashlik module.

The Shashlik module features a lateral size of 4 x 4 cm?. Each module is equipped with 16
double-cladding WLS fibers, with a diameter of 1.2 mm, which penetrate longitudinally through
the holes in each layer to collect both scintillation and Cherenkov photons. The collected light from
the WLS fibers is read out by a 6 x 6 mm? SiPM mounted at one end of the module. To keep all
layers firmly compressed together, four stainless-steel rods are used to apply adequate mechanical
pressure.

To enhance the light yield, a 65 pm thick 3M™ ESR mirror film, with a typical reflectivity
greater than 98% for visible light, is inserted between the scintillator and lead plates as a reflective
layer. The ESR film is also attached to the distal end of each WLS fiber, serving as a mirror reflector.



Additionally, the outer surface of the module is coated with TiO, paint to improve light collection
further and keep module light-tight.

The design of the Shashlik calorimeter in the barrel region faces a significant challenge: the
rear end of each module is substantially larger than the front end due to the relatively long module
length compared with the small barrel radius. The front face of each barrel module is positioned at
a radius of 90 cm and has a lateral dimension of 4 x 4 cm?. Given a module length of 50 cm, the
rear face expands to approximately 6.2 cm in width. This pronounced difference between the front
and rear dimensions results in a non-uniform light collection efficiency along the module, which in
turn can degrade the overall energy resolution. To mitigate this effect, additional WLS fibers are
inserted at the rear end of each barrel module to enhance light collection uniformity. The resulting
frustum-shaped design of the barrel Shashlik modules will be further studied and optimized in
future work.

3 Simulation Result and Detector Design Optimization

To evaluate the performance of the modules, Geant4 [14] simulations were conducted using a
7 x 7 module array for both the pCsl and Shashlik calorimeters. This configuration is sufficient to
contain the majority of the lateral energy deposition from electromagnetic showers. The simulations
focus on both the energy deposition in sensitive materials and the photon transmission processes
within the calorimeter. The evaluation and optimization of the detector design focus on several key
performance metrics, including energy resolution, position resolution, and e/ PID capability.

3.1 Energy Reconstruction and Resolution

The energy resolution of both the pCsl and Shashlik calorimeters at a fixed incident energy is
obtained by fitting the energy deposition spectrum with a Gaussian function. However, for the pCsI
crystal module, the energy deposition does not follow a purely Gaussian distribution due to the
presence of asymmetric low-energy tails caused by energy leakage or photons escape. Instead, the
distribution is well described by the Crystal Ball function [15], which combines a Gaussian core
with a power-law low-end tail. For the pCslI crystal, the energy resolution is approximated by the
full width at half maximum (FWHM) divided by 2.35.

The energy resolution as a function of incident energy is fitted using a function with the
electronic noise term ignored for the simulations [16]:

dE__ 4 4. 3.1)

E  \JE(GeV)
where a is the stochastic term, which dominates the energy resolution at low energies, and c is the
constant term, typically associated with energy leakage and calibration uncertainties. The symbol
@ denotes a quadratic sum of the two components.

The simulated energy resolution for both electrons and photons are shown in Fig. 6, illustrating
three stages of evaluation: the intrinsic energy deposition (Edep), the photoelectron statistics
(NPE), and the reconstructed cluster energy obtained from NPE after applying the neural-network
and cellular-automata clustering algorithm [17]. The pCslI crystal calorimeter achieves an energy
resolution of 1.76%/VE for electrons, while the Shashlik calorimeter reaches 5%/VE. The photon



energy resolution is slightly worse than that for electrons, primarily because photons have a smaller
interaction cross section with matter, leading to a deeper shower start position and consequently a
higher probability of energy leakage. For the Shashlik calorimeter, the energy resolution based on
NPE is significantly degraded compared with the Edep case, mainly due to the non-uniformity of
light collection in the scintillator, particularly its dependence on the transverse position of energy

deposition.
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Figure 6. Simulation results of the energy resolution for electron and photon in the CsI (left) and Shashlik
(right) module array.

3.2 Position Reconstruction and Resolution

The hit position in the ECAL is reconstructed using the logarithmic energy-weighted average
method [18], and also considers the positions of modules with energy deposition requirement. The
reconstructed position is calculated as:

_ i WiXi
Zi Wi

where x; (y;) is the central coordinate of i-th module in the x (y) direction, w; is the logarithmic

E;
Xre , Wi = max {0, Wo + In ( )} , 3.2)
total

weight factor, E; and E; .4 is the energy deposit of single module and the sum of all modules, Wy
is a constant related to energy and shower shape and used as a threshold to discard the blocks with
energy deposition below E;y;q; - e W,

Based on simulation studies of position reconstruction, the optimized values of Wy are found
to be 4.0 for the CslI calorimeter and 3.5 for the Shashlik calorimeter. The simulated position
resolution results are shown in Fig. 7. The results indicate that the impact of energy resolution
on position resolution is small. For both types of calorimeters with the same transverse size, the

position resolution at 1 GeV is approximately 5 mm.

3.3 Electron and Pion Identification

One of the key performance requirements of the EicC ECAL is to provide additional hadron rejection
capability, particularly for distinguishing pions from electrons, while simultaneously maintaining
high efficiency for electron detection. Electrons typically deposit nearly all of their energy in the
calorimeter via the development of an electromagnetic shower. In contrast, high-energy hadrons
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Figure 7. Simulation results of the position resolution for electrons and photons in the CslI (left) and Shashlik
(right) arrays, fitted with Eq. (3.1) in the same way as the energy resolution.

primarily behave as Minimum Ionizing Particles (MIPs), depositing only a fraction of their kinematic
energy in the calorimeter. This difference can be exploited using the E/p ratio, defined as the energy
deposited in the calorimeter divided by the momentum measured by the tracking detector. For this
simulation, the momentum p is taken from the Monte Carlo truth information.

As shown in the left panel of Fig. 8, the E/p ratio for electrons is around value 1, while most
pions have a ratio less than 1. By applying an E/p requirement, the majority of pion contamination
can be suppressed, thereby improving electron purity. However, it should be noted that a fraction
of pions can undergo hadronic interactions within the calorimeter and deposit energy up to their
energy. In such cases, these pions mimic the response of electrons and can contaminate the electron
events, particularly when the /e production ratio is large.

Additional discrimination between electrons and pions can be achieved by exploiting the
difference in the spatial development of their showers. In general, hadronic showers tend to be
broade r and exhibit a larger lateral spread compared to the more compact electromagnetic showers
induced by electrons. This characteristic can be quantified using the second moment of the hit
position distribution, referred to as the shower dispersion D [18]. The total dispersion D, which
accounts for both the x and y directions, is defined as:

[ wa(x: — 2 (v, — 2
D = DJZ\’ + D%} — \/Zl le(xzw xre) + Zz Wzé}ilw. yre) (33)

Similar to Eq. (3.2) for position reconstruction, x; and y; denote the central coordinates of each

module, w; represents the same logarithmic weight factor, and the x, and y. correspond to the
reconstructed positions of the cluster.

Both the E/p and dispersion (D) requirements are applied to achieve high electron efficiency
while ensuring effective pion rejection. The right panel of Fig. 8 shows the distribution of dispersion
D versus the E/p ratio for electrons and pions in the Shashlik array. A circular requirement is
employed to optimize hadron rejection, effectively suppressing pion contamination while maintain-
ing high electron detection efficiency. After applying the combined E/p and D requirements, the
performance reaches a pion rejection factor of about 100:1 with an electron efficiency exceeding
99%, as summarized in Table 3.
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Figure 8. Simulation results of the E/p ratio for electrons and pions at various momenta (left) and the
electron—pion identification method based on the shower dispersion D versus E/p (right). A circular
requirement, shown in blue, is applied to distinguish electrons from the pion background.

Table 3. The PID performance for 2 GeV electrons and pions after applying the selection criteria shown in
the right panel of Fig. 8. Equal numbers of electrons and pions are simulated. Each column represents the
PID efficiency: for example, in the first column, 99.25% of electrons are correctly identified as electrons,
while 0.75% are misidentified as pions. The contamination rate is shown in the rows of table, representing
the fraction of misidentified particles in the final sample. For instance, in the electron sample, about
0.7/(99.25 + 0.7) =~ 0.7% of pions remain as contamination after the PID selection.

Real PID
Percentage[ %] cd
e by
e [ 9925 | 0.7
PID 1t
e 075 1993

In our e/ PID study, an equal number of electrons and pions with a momentum of 2 GeV/c are
simulated. Inrealistic experimental conditions, however, the 7r/e ratio can be much larger, potentially
reaching values as high as 10*. This highlights the stringent requirements for PID performance.
A promising strategy to further enhance e/n discrimination, particularly at low momentum, is to
combine the calorimeter energy-deposit information with complementary measurements from other
PID detectors, such as Cherenkov and Time-of-Flight (TOF) detectors.

3.4 Design Optimization

The calorimeter design was optimized through detailed simulations, with particular emphasis on
energy resolution, which is strongly influenced by the longitudinal radiation length and sampling
structure. For the pCsl module, performance can be tuned by adjusting the total crystal length,
while the Shashlik module allows further flexibility by varying both the number and thickness of its
alternating absorber—scintillator layers. In addition, the lateral size of the module plays a crucial role
in determining position resolution, whereas the impact of energy resolution on position resolution
is relatively minor.

As shown in Fig. 9, increasing the total radiation length improves the energy resolution,
especially for high-energy electrons. However, the module length is constrained by the available
space in the barrel region and by cost considerations. After evaluating different configurations,
a Shashlik module with 240 layers, corresponding to about 15.8 Xy, was chosen as a balanced



solution between energy resolution and compactness. This configuration ensures adequate energy
containment while maintaining manageable detector dimensions.
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Figure 9. Left: The energy resolution as a function of energy for different N layers. The energy resolution
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The thickness of the lead absorber layers also affects performance. Thicker absorber layers
improve the energy resolution for high-energy electrons, which may benefit the ion-Endcap region
where higher energies are expected. However, this comes at the cost of degraded resolution for
low-energy photons, which are more sensitive to finer sampling. Therefore, the absorber thickness
must be optimized according to the physics goals and energy spectrum of each detector segment,
rather than adopting a single uniform design.

The lateral size of the module is another critical parameter. As indicated in Fig. 10, smaller
modules yield better position resolution by offering finer spatial granularity. Nevertheless, reducing
the module size increases the number of channels, which complicates the readout system and may
introduce additional noise, affecting the shower reconstruction. A trade-off is therefore required
between spatial resolution and system complexity.
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4 Neutral Pion Reconstruction

Another essential function of the ECAL is the reconstruction of 7° mesons. Since 7° decays into
two photons in about 99% of cases, detecting both photons and separating those with small opening
angles is crucial. The precision and efficiency of 7° reconstruction depend on multiple factors,
including energy and angular resolutions, detector acceptance, and shower separation capability.
These factors reflect the combined performance of both the calorimeter and the reconstruction
algorithm.

The 7° event distribution from EicC ep collisions has shown in the right panel of Fig. 2.

O events are abundant in the barrel region, while high-momentum events are

Low-momentum 7
concentrated in the ion-Endcap. These two regimes place different demands on detector design and
reconstruction strategies.

In the 7 rest frame, the two decay photons are emitted back-to-back with an opening angle of
180°. When the photon emission direction is perpendicular to the 7% boost direction, the opening
angle observed in the laboratory frame reaches its minimum. Assuming that the 7° moves along

the z axis, the opening angle between the two photons can be expressed as

in 6* 1
0y, =260 = 2 tan”! (#) =2tan"! (—) =2tan”" (@) . 4.1)
y(cos 6 + ) vB Pao

where 6 is the angle between each photon and the 7° momentum direction in the laboratory frame
after Lorentz transformation, and 6™ is the photon emission angle in the rest frame (taken as 90° to
yield the minimal opening angle). The Fig. 11 shows the distribution of the opening angle between
the two decay photons for different 7° momenta, obtained from Geant4 simulations, which is found
to be consistent with Eq. (4.1).
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Figure 11. Angular distributions between the two decay photons from 7° mesons with different momenta

obtained from Geant4 simulation.

In the relativistic limit, where the 7° momentum is much greater than its rest mass (p 0 > m ),
Eq. (4.1) can be approximated by 6,, =~ 2m ,0/p 0. This approximation clearly illustrates that the
opening angle between the two photons decreases rapidly with increasing energy of 7°, leading
to a higher probability of cluster overlap in the calorimeter. This effect is particularly significant

0

in the ion-Endcap region, where high-momentum 7° mesons are predominant. To mitigate the

—11 =



overlap and improve the reconstruction efficiency, the calorimeter geometry can be optimized by
increasing the distance between the ion-Endcap and the interaction point and by refining the cluster
reconstruction algorithms.

Simulation results show there are three main factors can reduce the 7 reconstruction efficiency.
Firstly, the energy of each decay photon must exceed the electronic threshold to suppress noise and
ensure reliable detection. Secondly, one of the photons may escape through the beam hole or
hit the detector edge, resulting in a loss of geometric acceptance. This effect corresponds to
the geometric acceptance efficiency, as illustrated in the left panel of Fig. 12. Thirdly, when
the opening angle between the two photons is small, their electromagnetic showers may overlap,
leading to the reconstruction of only a single cluster. This effect is associated with the cluster
reconstruction efficiency, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 12, where high-momentum 7%s exhibit
lower reconstruction efficiency. Improving the angular resolution, for example by increasing the
distance between the detector and the IP, together with enhancing reconstruction algorithm, can
effectively mitigate this third source of inefficiency.
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Figure 12. Left: The 7° geometry detection efficiency as a function of pseudorapidity for different
momenta, which requires both photons hitting on ECAL. Right: The cluster reconstruction efficiency with
a 110 — 160 MeV n¥ invariant mass requirement. All photons must satisfy the minimum 10 MeV cluster
energy requirement.

5 Conclusions

A comprehensive design and optimization study of the Electromagnetic Calorimeter for the EicC
has been presented. The ECAL integrates two complementary technologies to meet distinct physics
and geometric requirements: a pCsl crystal calorimeter for the e-Endcap and a Shashlik sampling
calorimeter for the barrel and ion-Endcap regions.

Simulation results demonstrate that both systems achieve the target energy and position resolu-
tions essential for precise electron and photon measurements. The pCsl modules provide excellent
energy resolution and timing performance, benefiting from their high light yield and ultraviolet
response. The Shashlik modules, optimized for radiation length, sampling structure, and light
collection uniformity, deliver reliable performance and efficient /7 separation in a cost-effective
design.

— 12—



Together, the two calorimeter technologies provide comprehensive coverage across the detector
acceptance, supporting precise energy measurement, particle identification, and 7° reconstruction.
Future work will focus on prototype construction, experimental validation, and integration into the
EicC detector system.
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