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* Systematic iterative tuning of simulation parameters. .
Light yield at different source Comparison for each layer of

*Tuned categories: geometry, LS optics, PMT response, Dositions PMTs and for different source LS non linearity Muon angular distribution
water properties, electronics responsel4l. position
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Light yield and PMT response agreement better than 5%.
.S non linearity consistency is better than £1%.
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