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Fig. 3. Occupancy versus cos(Theta) after event selection for five representative source positions per PMT type. resolution of Dynode PMTs enables a higher signal-to-noise ratio in time-based event selection.
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This poster presents a method for measuring the liquid scintillator attenuation length and validates it using JUNO 430 nm laser simulation data. The attenuation deployed sources.Journal of Instrumentation. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-
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