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Abstract: Water Cherenov detector is a vital part in most of neutrino or cosmic ray research.
As detectors grow in size, the water attenuation length (WAL) becomes increasingly essential for
detector performance. It is essential to measure or monitor the WAL. While many experiments
have measured WAL in the lab or detector, only the Super-Kamiokande experiment has achieved
values exceeding 50 meters in the detector with a moving light source. However, it is impractical
for many experiments to place a moving light source inside the detector, necessitating an alternative
method for investigating long WAL. A novel system has been proposed to address the challenge of
investigating long WAL. This system focuses on ample water Cherenkov detectors and features a
fixed light source and photomultiplier tubes (PMTs) at varying distances, eliminating the need for
moving parts. The static setup demands high precision for accurate measurement of long WAL.
Each component, including LED, diffuse ball, PMTs, and fibers, is introduced to explain uncertainty
control. Based on lab tests, the system’s uncertainty has been controlled within 5%. Additionally,
camera technology is also used during the evaluation of the system uncertainty, which has the
potential to replace PMTs in the future for this measurement. Monte Carlo simulations have shown
that the system can achieve a 5% measurement uncertainty at WAL of 80 meters and 8% at WAL of
100 meters. This system can be used in experiments with large Cherenkov detectors such as JUNO
water veto and Hyper-K.
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1 Introduction

In high-energy physics experiments, the water Cherenkov detector plays a crucial role. With
the development of detecting reactor neutrino, astroneutrino and primary cosmic ray, the water
Cherenkov detector is becoming larger and larger, the water attenuation length (WAL, also known
as water transparency) is the most critical parameter for monitoring and verifying the quality of
water. In previous experiments for measuring water or liquid scintillator (LS) attenuation length,
one kind of experimental setup usually is built in the lab, and the other is built directly in the liquid
detector.

For the setup in the lab, the general method is using an LED and a focus lens to generate
parallel light that passes through a vertical tube filled with liquid at different depths, such as the
LS attenuation length measured in Daya Bay (DB) [1] and in JUNO [2–4], the WAL measured in
LHAASO [5, 6] (Method 1 in Tab. 1). Usually, the light is detected by a PMT at the bottom and
the attenuation lengths are measured at a few tens of meters. There also has a WAL measurement
device in CHIPS [7], which uses a vertical tube with 3 meters, a laser as a light source, a photodiode
as a photosensor, and the WAL can be measured up to 139 meters, but the uncertainty is large, ±
42 m (Method 2 in Tab. 1). These vertical tube devices are usually put in the lab, just to test the
water sample. To get the more precise WAL, a longer vertical tube is needed. But it will be harder
to increase the height of the vertical tube and control the device to measure a longer attenuation
length, like 80 m - 100 m long scale. In recent years, a WAL test device has been developed with a
horizontally placed water container (length of 8 m) in the experiment of LHAASO [8], which had
multiple light sources with a collimator to make the light parallel. The device measured WAL in 20
meters with an uncertainty of about 3%, and the deduced WAL 100 m with an uncertainty of 20%
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(Method 3 in Tab. 1). For the long WAL measuring, as long as the ultrapure water is sampled from
the detector, the WAL will be quickly decreased in the container or vertical tube. It is not easy to
get the real WAL of the detector in time.

For the setup in the detector, only the Super-Kamiokande (Super-K) experiment [9] gave a
precise measurement. It used an LED plus diffuse ball (also known as a diffuser) as the light source
and a camera as the photosensor. It depends on the diffuser moving up and down to get the different
light propagation distances. The WAL reaches nearly 100 meters, 97.9 ± 3.5 m, which shows
excellent ultrapure water circulation and operation (Method 4 in Tab. 1). Besides in ultrapure water,
the WAL is required to be measured in a deep sea, for example in TRIDENT [10] and ANTARES
[11] experiments. The diffuser and photosensors are immersed in the sea and pulled by a long cable.
The WAL of the sea is generally about 20 - 40 meters, with a maximum of 60 meters (Method 5 in
Tab. 1). Also, a method for measuring the attenuation length of liquid material using a camera has
been developed [9, 10, 12]. The camera can replace the PMT to be the photosensor.

These measurements are summarized in Table 1. The light source has two different styles of
lenses with parallel light or diffuse balls with point-like (spherical isotropic) light. The container
is a vertical tube, horizontal box or the direct Cherenkov detector. For the vertical tube devices in
the lab, the lens needs to be adjusted to focus the light and make the light spot glow in the sensitive
area of the photosensor when changing the water depth. It is hard to increase the height of the tube
(> 8 m) to give a more precise measurement of long WAL. The device in the lab can’t test the long
WAL in time either. For the devices in the Cherenkov detector, the moving operation of the light
source or photosensors is not easy to operate to monitor the water quality online all the time. The
moving facility should make sure always waterproofing and working. The mechanical structure is
complex and difficult to maintain. In this paper, we proposed a novel device that can be directly
fixed in the water Cherenkov detector to give online monitoring and does not need the moving
operation of both light source and photosensors (Method 6 in Tab. 1). The detail of the proposal
is introduced in section 2; the device R&D is introduced in section 3; the system performance
anticipation is introduced in section 4; and section 5 is the conclusions.

Table 1: Summary of the water or LS attenuation length measurements.

Method Light Source Photosensor Container Work for Work in Characteristic WAL (m) Exp. (e.g.)
1 LED + Lens PMT Vert. tube Water/LS Lab Change water depth 0 - 30 DB[1], LHAASO [6]

or Camera JUNO [2–4, 12]
2 Laser + Lens Photodiode Vert. tube Water Lab Change water depth 139 ± 42 CHIPS [7]
3 LEDs + Clmt. PMT Hori. box Water Lab Multi light source 17 ± 0.5 LHAASO [8]
4 Laser + Diffuser Camera Vert. in pool Water Detector Move diffuser 97.9 ± 3.5 Super-K [9]
5 LED + Diffuser 2 Cameras Vert. in sea Water Detector Move PMTs 20 - 60 TRIDENT [10]

or PMTs ANTARES [11]
6 LED + Diffuser 8 PMTs Hori. in pool Water Detector Static Proposed here

or cameras
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2 A proposal of WAL measurement and monitor in ultrapure water

We propose for the first time a static device for measuring the WAL using a light-diffusing ball
and several PMTs (8 PMTs here) placed at varying distances (Fig. 1). The LED serves as the light
source at one end, while the PMTs are positioned at different distances from the LED. To ensure
that all PMTs receive the LED pulse light simultaneously, they are placed along a circle, rather than
in a straight line, when viewed from the light source. The uniformity of the light source is essential
for the success of the measurement, and a point-like source is required because the circle radius
exceeds the size of the light source. Therefore, a diffuse ball is necessary to cover the LED and
produce more uniform light. This ensures that if the group of circled PMTs are placed at the same
distance, they will all be covered by the same light density. The non-uniformity of the diffuse ball
is expected to be better than 2%.

For the PMTs at varying distances, if the device is in air, the light density will decrease
according to the inverse-square law, 𝑑−2, where 𝑑 represents the distance from the LED to the PMT.
This can be utilized to validate the system error. When the device is submerged in water, the light
also follows an exponential decay function, resulting in the overall function obeying the equation:

𝑄(𝑑) = 𝐴𝑑−2𝑒−𝑑/𝜆, (2.1)

where 𝑄 is the charge collected by the PMT; 𝜆 is the WAL; 𝐴 is the charge coefficient. For the real
data taking, each PMT has its own 𝑑 and gets its 𝑄. Then we can use this function to fit out the
WAL, 𝜆.

Since the different PMTs have different performances, such as quantum efficiency, collection
efficiency, gain, and so on, they need to be calibrated in advance. But, for a long time working in the
water, PMT performance will change with time like aging. We proposed the other LED be used to
calibrate. The calibration LED was packed and connected to a group of fibers. The photons are just
allowed to go into the fiber, and then arrive at each PMT cathode through each fiber. The fibers have
the same length to get the relatively same photon number when light arrives at the PMT. Although
the fibers have the same length, the fiber will be calibrated by a PMT to get the fiber differences.
The PMTs and their electronics also will be calibrated by a fiber to get the PMT plus electronics
differences. In the formal data analysis, the difference will be eliminated by the calibration data.

To measure longer attenuation lengths requires that the measurement device is also longer. We
propose the total length can be 30 m, which can be used in the large water Cherenkov experiment,
such as Hyper-K, and JUNO. The whole system has been simulated with the toy Mont Carlo
(toyMC). When the total system uncertainty is within 5%, the WAL is the order of a hundred
meters, the measurement uncertainty can be 8% (see section 4).

In recent years, with the development of the camera, it has become more and more popular and
has a potential to instead of PMT for attenuation length measurements (Experiments with cameras
in table 1). We introduce it in this paper, also because it is used in our testing to verify the optical
testing comparison with the PMTs. The study and understanding of the camera performance provide
an important experience for the camera application to WAL measurement.
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Figure 1: The proposed device of measurement.

3 The WAL device R&D

3.1 Diffuser uniformity test

The camera imaging technology was used to study the diffuser uniformity for convenient operation.
A CCD camera (brand WORK POWER) [13] was selected in our laboratory since its larger size
of photosensor and the low noise than Complementary Metal-Oxide-Semiconductor Transistor
(CMOS) [14, 15]. The characteristics of different cameras are different, such as the phenomenon
of phototropic supersaturation [16], the light intensity response characteristics, etc. First, they need
to be studied to reduce the measurement error.

We build a camera system to image the diffuse ball when the LED is turned on (Fig. 2). The
LED covered with the diffuse ball is put at one end of the dark box. The camera is put on the
other side facing the diffuser. The camera lenses need to be adjusted in focus before imaging. The
diffuser image is blue color because the LED light wavelength is about 400 nm (Fig. 3).

Dark Box

Pulse
Generator

Diffuse Ball

LED

Camera

Figure 2: Diagram of the CCD imaging system. The diffuser and the camera are put in the dark
box.

Due to the camera pixel being small, its charge potential well is limited, and it is easy to reach
saturation and affect the charge linearity of the camera [17]. For a color camera, the light intensity
values of three channels R, G, B (Red, Green, Blue) are independent of each other [18]. The blue
value is extracted in the image study. We exposed the different times from 1 ms to 10 s in the
camera linearity study. When the blue channel is saturated, the maximum digitized value is 256.
From Fig. 4 we can see, in the time range 0.1 s to 2.5 s, the camera has a good linearity because the
slope error is smaller than 0.5%; after 2.5 s, the blue channel is saturated since the charge leakage
[19]. Although the camera tries to compensate for the overexposure in 6 s to 9 s it still can’t be
used. In the following studies, the camera has been operating in the linearity region all the time.
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Figure 3: The image of a light source by the CCD camera. The total pixel size is 1360 × 1024.
Exposed time is 0.2 s.

0 2 4 6 8 1 0
0

5 0

1 0 0

1 5 0

2 0 0

2 5 0

3 0 0

Blu
e v

alu
e

T i m e  E x p o s u r e  /  s

E q u a t i o n y  =  a  +  b * x
I n t e r c e p t 0 . 4 2  ±  0 . 4 6
S l o p e 1 0 0 . 3 9  ±  0 . 3 6
R - S q u a r e  ( C O D ) 1

Figure 4: The blue light intensity versus exposure time. The camera working linearity range is
from 0.1 s to 2.5 s, fitted with linearity.

The photons of the camera-exposed image come from the LED light source, which are emitted
from the LED, and undergo refraction, scattering, and reflection multiple times in the diffuse ball
and then emit at the surface of the diffuse ball. The uniformity of the diffuser is affected by
the position of the LED, the emission angle, and the materials of the ball. However, the optical
properties of the diffuse ball remain unchanged [20].

The ball is three-dimensional, but the image is two-dimensional. The small area in the image
center with a radius of 1 cm (more like a point-like light source), can be approximated as the flat
area compared with the ball radius of 4 cm. The image is obtained as Fig. 2 and is processed to
obtain the value of non-uniformity by the equation:

𝛿 = (𝜎/𝑀) × 100% (3.1)

Where 𝜎 is the standard deviation and 𝑀 is the average light intensity of pixels in the selected
area.

– 5 –



h
Entries  96637
Mean      235
Std Dev     2.443

 / ndf 2χ  1801.4 / 20

Prob       0
Constant  71.9± 16204 
Mean      0.01± 235.01 
Sigma     0.0071± 2.3349 

220 225 230 235 240 245 250 255
Blue Value

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

14000

16000

18000

P
ix

el
 C

ou
nt

s h
Entries  96637
Mean      235
Std Dev     2.443

 / ndf 2χ  1801.4 / 20

Prob       0
Constant  71.9± 16204 
Mean      0.01± 235.01 
Sigma     0.0071± 2.3349 

h
Entries  96637
Mean      225
Std Dev      5.83

 / ndf 2χ  3079.1 / 18
Prob       0
Constant  49.1± 13255 
Mean      0.02± 224.96 
Sigma     0.0098± 5.6329 

180 200 220 240 260 280
Blue Value

0

2000

4000

6000

8000

10000

12000

P
ix

el
 C

ou
nt

s h
Entries  96637
Mean      225
Std Dev      5.83

 / ndf 2χ  3079.1 / 18
Prob       0
Constant  49.1± 13255 
Mean      0.02± 224.96 
Sigma     0.0098± 5.6329 

Figure 5: Statistics results of diffuser blue values lighted by straw-hat LED (left) and lamp-bead
LED (right), and fit with the Gaussian function.

Table 2: Diffuser non-uniformity results for different materials and different LED positions in the
diffuse ball. The ‘R’ in the third column means the ball radius and the LED is put in the center of
the ball.

Class Diffuser Dia. LED position Non-uniformity
(mm) (mm) (%)

Nylon66 80 R 0.99
Nylon1010 80 R 0.95

PTFE-1 80 R 3.40
PTFE-2 63 1/3R 2.39
PTFE-3 63 2/3R 6.48
PTFE-4 63 R 3.77

In the laboratory, two different blue LEDs, straw-hat type and lamp-bead type, are selected
from the electronic market [21]. The lamp-bead LED luminous angle is 60 degrees smaller than the
straw-hat’s 120 degrees, but the power is higher than the straw-hat LED. The two LEDs are placed in
the same diffuse ball with material of Nylon, respectively. The LED light uniformity was measured
by the camera (Fig. 3) and the image was analyzed by equation (3.1). The results are shown in
Fig. 5. The pixel data histogram was fitted by the Gaussian function. The non-uniformity is 0.99%
for straw-hat LED and 2.5% for lamp-bead LED. The straw-hat LED has smaller non-uniformity
and was finally selected.

Six different diffuse balls are tested. They are two types of Nylon material and polytetra
fluoroethylene (PTFE) material with four different sizes or LED positions (Tab. 2). The three balls
with a diameter of 80 mm are Nylon with serial 66, 1010 and PTFE respectively. The three PTFE
balls with a diameter of 63 mm are dug the different hole depths to put the LED. The same straw-hat
LED was used when testing the different diffusers. (Fig. 3).

Compared with PTFE-2,3,4, the LED position at ‘1/3R’ is the best, but the image is distorted
due to the excessive light on the side of the ball, indicating that the hole is too near the surface
of the ball. Except for the ‘1/3R’ configuration, when the LED is in the center position (R), the
non-uniformity is smaller than the ‘2/3R’ position. When comparing different materials with the
same diameter size of 80 mm, the non-uniformity of Nylon1010 and Nylon66 is at the same level,
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Figure 6: Eight channels of PMT and electronics are calibrated by 7 fibers (left). Each colored line
expresses one fiber. Eight fibers are calibrated by 4 PMTs (right). Each colored line expresses one
PMT.

smaller than 2%, and much smaller than PTFE. Given that Nylon66 is the more common material,
it was ultimately selected.

3.2 System uncertainty estimation

The uncertainty of the proposed system is the key to the experiment’s success. In the lab, a dark
box is built; eight 3-inch PMTs are purchased from HZC Photonis [22]; 8 fibers with each length
8 m are from XINRUI [23]; the PMT data acquisition is by Flash ADC [24]. Besides the LED and
the diffuse ball selected above, each part is integrated to verify the whole system’s uncertainty and
stability. The testing system is just like the setup in Fig. 2. The difference is the camera is replaced
by PMT.

The PMTs are calibrated by LED and adjusted high voltage to let the PMTs work at the gain
3 × 106. To ensure that all 8 channels are identical, we need to calibrate the system. The system
is divided into two parts. One is fibers, and the other is PMTs and electronics. The 8 fibers were
tested one by one with the same PMT and electronic channel. They are tested in total 4 times by 4
PMTs (Fig. 6, right). We observe that the colored lines are nearly parallel, indicating the stability
of the test. The variation in charge suggests non-uniformity in the fiber, but this can be rectified
using the calibrated data. Additionally, the PMTs and electronics are individually tested with the
same fiber, with a total of 7 tests using 7 fibers (Fig. 6, left). The parallel colored curves further
demonstrate the stability of the test. The charge fluctuation across different channels encompasses
differences in PMT detection efficiency, gain, and electronic channel, all of which can be adjusted
using the calibrated data for subsequent corrections.

During the calibration process, the charge measured for each PMT over the 7 tests can be
averaged, providing the averaged data for each PMT. Subsequently, the data from the eight PMTs
can be normalized to the total average, enabling the calculation of each PMT’s relative difference
(𝑑𝑝). Similarly, each fiber’s relative difference (𝑑 𝑓 ) can be obtained by averaging the 4 times
measurements. After each fiber is matched with its own PMT, the LED is lit by a pulse generator,
and photons go through 8 fibers to fire the PMTs, then all 8 PMTs can get the signal at the
same time. For each PMT, more than 20,000 waveforms with multi-photoelectron (multi-PE) are
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collected. After integrating the waveform charge, we can get the average charge of each PMT
channel (𝑄𝑎). The difference of each channel can be corrected by the equation:

𝑄 = 𝑄𝑎/𝑑𝑝/𝑑 𝑓 (3.2)

After getting 8 channels’ corrected charge (𝑄), the deviation of each channel can be calculated
through 𝑄 divided by the average of 8 channel’s 𝑄 (Fig. 7). The system error is expressed by the
difference between the maximum and minimum values, which is within ± 3%.
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Figure 7: The deviation of 8 channels. The maximum and minimum error band is drawn by
backslash.

3.3 The system validation by point-like light source

Because the proposed device is a large-scale design (∼30 m), it is easy to realize in the large
Cherenkov detector, however, it is difficult to achieve in the laboratory. But, we can do the principle
verification in the laboratory. So, the device in the air with a point light source verification is done.
In the future in water, only the medium is different, but the performance of each part of the detector
does not depend on the medium. When the light flies in the air, this corresponds to the WAL (𝜆) is
infinitely long and the equation is simplified into a simpler form:

𝑄(𝑑) = 𝐴𝑑−2, (3.3)

This right is the form of inverse-square law. Similar to the test in the dark box (Fig. 2), an experiment
is set up to verify the principle of the proposed device in the air. Both a PMT and a camera are
positioned at the same distance from the diffuser (Fig. 8). The straw-hat LED is enclosed within
the Nylon66 diffuse ball. The diffuser was covered with black ABS plastic, leaving only a 5 mm
diameter hole facing the PMT and camera. This hole acts as a point-like source. During the test,
the PMT and camera were positioned at varying distances to validate the inverse-square law of the
light intensity of the system.
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Figure 8: The setup to test the inverse-square law of the point-like source. The PMT and camera
are put in the dark box and at different places facing to the diffuser.

The PMT and camera are positioned directly facing the light source at six locations, with
distances ranging from 50 cm to 300 cm at 50 cm intervals. (Fig. 9). Approximately 20,000
events were triggered by a pulse generator for each point, and PMT waveforms were recorded by
Flash ADC. The PMT PE number is calculated by integrating the waveforms and dividing by the
calibrated gain, resulting in a statistical error of less than 1%. Considering the system error in
section 3.2, the position and angle facing error, a total error of 5% is set. To verify whether different
distance points adhere to the inverse-square law, the fit function is expressed using the exponential
equation

𝑄(𝑑) = 𝐴𝑑𝐵 (3.4)

Where 𝑄(𝑑) is the photosensor collected charge; 𝐵 is the exponent, which should be close to -2 for
the point-like light source.

The PMT and camera data were taken in the dark box with the wall of black high-density
polyethylene (HDPE), corresponding to the red dots in Fig. 9, while the black dots correspond
to the black cloth of dark box. The red and black curves show the exponential fit results by the
equation (3.4). Ideally, the value of B should be close to -2, however, B2 from the red curve is -1.48
(Fig. 9, left), which deviates significantly from -2. The reason is identified as the smooth surface
of the black HDPE film reflecting light with mirror reflection at a certain angle. When the black
HDPE was replaced by the black cloth material, the mirror reflection disappeared and the fit result
of B1 was -1.96, which is close to the ideal case. For the camera measurement (Fig. 9, right), it can
be seen that reflections do not have a significant impact on the camera data, because the camera’s
imaging principle is by focusing the imaging light and the stray light can not be focused.

While the uniformity of the luminescent spot itself has been validated by camera image, it also
requires testing at different angles. In the black cloth configuration, we further studied the different
facing angles to verify that the inverse square law is still followed (Fig. 10). For better comparison,
the black dots and curve (fg1) are the same as the black-colored data in Fig. 9. The red and green
dots correspond to the PMT and the camera rotated about 3 degrees around the light source for the
left and right sides, respectively. Although the different angles, the data are consistent within the
error. Both the PMT and the camera can fit well on the 𝑑−2 decay curve.

To eliminate the influence of reflection and stray light around, shutters were designed to cover
the PMT and only let direct light in (Fig. 11, left). Each shutter has a diameter of 7 cm and a length
of 3 cm. There is a plate as a light blocker in the middle of the shutter with a hole of diameter
3 cm. Each shutter can be screwed together, in the experiment we found 5 shutters can give the
best stray light elimination (Fig. 11, right). The fit parameter B1 is -2.02 which is close to the ideal
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Figure 9: Inverse square law of the point-like light source verification by PMT (left) and camera
(right). The red dots and black dots correspond to different experimental configurations of the wall
of the dark box, which are HDPE and black cloth, respectively.
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Figure 10: The point-like source test by PMT (left) and camera (right) under the black cloth
configuration and the corresponding fit results. The black dots and curves correspond to the
photosensors directly facing to the light source; red dots and curves correspond to the photosensor’s
3-degree left shift; green dots and curves correspond to the 3-degree right shift.

value -2. The design of the shutter is related to the situation of the detectors used in the future. If
some detectors are black inside, it may not be necessary to use a shutter or a complicated design. If
the detectors have more reflections in the future, it is necessary to consider a better design for the
shutter.

4 The system performance anticipation

The most critical aspect of WAL research is controlling overall measurement device errors. Mea-
surement errors include the uniformity error of the LED’s diffusing sphere, non-uniformity of the
fiber, PMT detection efficiency error, PMT gain calibration error, and non-linearity of the PMT
at different light intensities. Section 3.1 studies showed the non-uniformity error of the LED dif-
fusing sphere is less than 2%. In the actual measurement process of the PMT, the non-uniformity
error of the fiber and the PMT detection efficiency error are coupled together. By setting different
measurement conditions, we can separately measure their differences and ultimately obtain the
overall system error, which is controlled within a range of 3% as shown in Fig. 7. Additionally,
relevant measurement results (< 2%)[25] for the error caused by the non-linearity of the PMT at
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Figure 11: A frontal view of a shutter (left). The point-like source test by PMT using 5 shutters fit
results (right).

different light intensities (< 600 PEs) are available. Different types of PMTs and the base design
give different non-linearity [26]. Therefore, the overall error is estimated to be less than 5% after
calibration and correction.

Based on the various errors measured in the experiment, predictions about the entire attenuation
length device’s performance were made, and simple Monte Carlo (MC) simulations were conducted.
Assumed distances from 8 PMTs to the LED source are 3 m, 7 m, 11 m, 15 m, 19 m, 23 m, 27 m, and
31 m, respectively. We assumed the expected measurement capabilities and measurement errors if
the device were placed in water with attenuation lengths of 30 m, 40 m, 60 m, 80 m, and 100 m.

5 10 15 20 25 30
Distance from PMT to diffuser / m

10

210

PM
T

 P
E  / ndf 2χ  6.106 / 6

    0C  107.5±  6665 
  λ  8.274± 102.1 

 / ndf 2χ  6.106 / 6
    0C  107.5±  6665 

  λ  8.274± 102.1 

Figure 12: Simulated WAL test result, assumed the water attenuation length is 100 m.

Following the simulation, the distribution of photoelectrons received by the PMT at each layout
position, along with their respective errors can be obtained. By employing exponential decay, the
attenuation length curve for each assumed value can be fitted. As Fig. 12 shown, it’s the case for
100 m fitting results. The fitting results reveal varying uncertainties for different attenuation length
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Table 3: The expected water attenuation length and the uncertainties by toyMC simulation.

WAL Results Uncertainty
30 m 30.4 ± 0.7 m 2.4%
40 m 39.3 ± 1.2 m 3.1%
60 m 59.4 ± 2.4 m 4.1%
80 m 78.5 ± 4.2 m 5.3%
100 m 102.1 ± 8.3 m 8.1%

values listed in Tab. 3. Specifically, if the WAL is 30 m, after fitting the data of 8 PMTs, the
uncertainty of the WAL fit result can be controlled to approximately 2.4%, and for a WAL of 80 m,
the test result for WAL is approximately 5.3%. For the super-long attenuation length, 100 m, it still
can be measured with the uncertainty in 8.1%.

5 Conclusions

A novel water attenuation length measurement device is proposed, which could be directly put in
the large Cherenkov detector to give online monitoring without moving operation. The light non-
uniformity of the light source and diffuse ball are studied and showed that the overall non-uniformity
of the diffuser is less than 2%. The camera study indicated that the camera should operate in its
linear range. A comparative experiment was conducted between the camera and the PMT and the
PMT found that the PMT is more susceptible to stray light. Through the prototype study, the system
uncertainty can be controlled in 3% and the verification of the exponential function of the point light
source showed a good agreement with a factor of -2 concerning the diffuse reflection of the black
wall. If the wall has high reflection, the light shielding should be employed to cover the PMT and
avoid the stray light influence. After integrating each part of the detector in our model, the toy MC
showed the overall system error is less than 5%, within the expected error range. The WAL at 40 m
can be tested by the device within uncertainty ∼ 3%. Even the WAL super-long at ∼ 100 m still
can be tested by the device within uncertainty 8.1%. This project has identified materials that yield
better results for measuring the WAL, aiming to improve the accuracy of long WAL measurements.
This has significant guiding implications for the WAL measurement on the large scale (> 30 m) of
ultrapure Cherenkov detectors, such as JUNO and Hyper-K.
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