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Abstract

In high-granularity calorimetry, as proposed for detectors at future Higgs factories, the require-
ments on electronics can have a strong impact on the design of the detector, especially via the cool-
ing and acquisition systems. This project aims to establish the typical fluxes in the calorimeters:
deposited energy, number of cells above the electronics threshold, additional heat, and associated
data, etc. Here, a software package is presented which outputs histograms for different selections
of the calorimeter components from fully simulated physics and background events. The ILD
calorimeter system is taken as a specific example, upon which different histograms are obtained
for representative parts of the calorimeter and for various machine configurations. Examples of
histograms are shown, along with all details of the data used and the simulation.

1 Introduction

One of the ways to improve the performance of the detectors for future Higgs, Electroweak or top fac-
tories (such as the ILC, CLIC, CEPC and FCC-ee) is to make use of the Particle Flow Algorithms [1];
this is the approach adopted for e.g. the SiD [2], ILD [3], CLICdet [4], CEPC baseline [5] and CLD [6]
detector concepts. The PFA performance relies on imaging calorimeters, able to distinguish the in-
dividual contributions from neutral and charged particle showers, associated with a precision tracker
system. The required granularity is typically below the centimetre scale for the ECAL, and slightly
above for the HCAL [7, 5], resulting in 10 to 100 million channels for each of them.

The original designs, SiD and ILD, have been made for the ILC running conditions, with center-of-
mass (CM) energy of 250 to 1000GeV, and bunch rate of 5Hz. Since then, other colliders have been
proposed with widely different running conditions: CLIC can reach a much higher CM energy (3TeV)
and repeating rates. FCC-ee and CEPC would have continuous operation with huge luminosity for
the Z-boson peak at a CM energy of 91.2GeV.

Given the need to potentially adapt the calorimetric system to various conditions, estimating the
static and dynamic behaviour of particle energy deposition became necessary. The former can be
represented by the energy distribution along with its spatial derivatives (radius, azimuthal angle), and
the latter can be represented by the time distribution along with its derivatives. These distributions
will serve as a guide to the power needed from the electronics to optimize the electronics and prevent
them from overshooting the target, thereby ensuring they do not adversely affect the calorimeter’s
physics.

This paper presents a software package 1 that enables obtaining the desired distributions for any
chosen part of the calorimeter from a full simulation of the main expected physics processes. We
apply it here first on the simulated ILD calorimeter, which is a very suitable choice because the ILD
calorimeter is divided into logical coordinates, which facilitates the selection of various parts of the
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calorimeter.

The paper is divided into four parts, starting with an introduction that presents the terminology
used, in detail. In the next part, the produced sets of histograms are explained, including their
description and classification. The used data sample is then detailed, and finally, we present some
results along with preliminary conclusions.

2 Terminology

The calorimetric system of ILD is composed of 11 systems; some are redundant as options. Two
options are proposed (and simultaneously simulated) for the ECAL, named after their sensor’s tech-
nology: ScECAL for the scintillators and SiW-ECAL for the Silicon. Also, two options are available
for the HCAL. The AHCAL is based on tiles of scintillators, while the SDHCAL’s sensors are seg-
mented Resistive Plate Chambers. Both the ECAL and HCAL have two main parts: the Barrel for
the central region and the Endcaps for the forward and backward regions. The Barrel has an inner
shape of an octagonal prism, closed by 8 ”Staves”. The Endcaps inner shape is a square, formed by
4 quadrants. They are complemented by “rings” filling the gaps between the Barrel and Endcaps for
the HCAL, and between the Endcaps and the beam tube for the ECAL. Each system may be divided
into a hierarchy of sub-regions: stave or quadrant, modules, towers, layers, cells, each addressed by
a logical coordinate: C:S:M:T:L:I:J2. This segmentation follows that foreseen for the electronics, and
therefore might be a bit complex in terms of geometry.

A hit is defined as a cell whose energy exceeds the electronics threshold defined for the system.
The threshold is set at 1/3rd or 1/4th of a ”MIP” energy scale, defined as the most probable value
of the energy distribution yielded by a minimum ionizing particle (in practice medium energy muons)
crossing the sensor with a normal incidence.

2.1 Direct and Indirect Selections

In our analysis, we distinguish between what we call direct selections and indirect selections. The
former is given by directly stating the calorimeter coordinates. For example, the selection {system =
ScEcalBarrel, Stave = 1, Module = 2, Tower = 5} is a direct selection of the calorimeter coordinates.
An indirect selection will be given through what we call Boolean complex functions. For instance, the
selection {all modules and layers satisfying the equation: 2Module+ 2Layer = 10} is an indirect selec-
tion because the choices of modules and layers depend on each other through an equation (the same
as specifying a boolean function that is true if and only if the coordinates satisfy the given equation).
If no selection is imposed on a coordinate, all such coordinates will be included. For instance, in the
direct selection example above, no condition is requested on the layers; this means that all the layers
are included. The same applies to the indirect selections.

The introduction of these indirect selections was necessary in some special cases to restore the
symmetry in some distributions as the direct selections were not enough in providing a separation of
distributions, as will be shown later.

2.2 Primary and Secondary histograms

The histograms in which we store direct information from the hits and events are called primary, while
the histograms that are built from other histograms are called secondary. For example, one important
histogram is that of energy. The primary histogram would have the unit of the X-axis to be in GeV.
On the other hand, one secondary histogram would be exactly the same, but with the unit being a
MIP. This secondary histogram is just a scaling of the X-axis of its primary counterpart.

2C stands here for the calorimeter System, S for the Stave, M for the module, T for the tower, L for the layer, I and
J for the logical coordinates
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2.3 1D and 2D histograms

For practical reasons, the primary histograms are 1D, meaning the Y-axis represents the number of
hits, events, or energy-weighted hits, while the X-axis corresponds to a physics quantity such as energy,
time, or number of hits. To enhance clarity, multiple 1D histograms are combined into a single 2D
histogram, where each bin represents a 1D histogram. For example, consider the energy distribution
of the following direct selection: {System = ScEcalBarrel, Module = 1, Layer=(0-9)}. This selection
will give the energy distribution for the system ScEcalBarrel in its module 1 and the first 10 layers
(and indirectly for all staves and cells). Considering the same distribution, but with the layers being
from 10 to 19 and another one with the layers ranging between 20 and 29, will produce 3 different 1D
histograms. We can put them together in one 2D histogram with 3 bins, such that each 1D histogram
represents a single bin. The 1D Y-axis becomes the 2D Z-axis, while the 1D X-axis transitions to the
2D Y-axis. This will give an aid in visualization and will show the angular distribution. An illustrative
example is shown in figure 1.
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Figure 1: Time distributions of shooting muons in the RPCHCalBarrel system, for verification pur-
poses. The three 1D histograms represent the energy-weighted time distribution for three sequential
groups of 16 layers each. The 2D histogram is the collection of the 1D histograms in one plot. The
2D histograms can be very helpful in visualizing the angular distribution. It can be seen clearly that
there is a time shift because the muons travel in the layers in order.

3 Histogram Sets

As indicated in the introduction, the software is versatile in that it can be easily adapted to produce
any types of desired histograms. For our current analysis, we are concerned with mainly 8 histograms:
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5 of primary type and 3 of secondary type.

3.1 Primary Histograms

Some distributions are split into low-scale and high-scale parts; the low-scale part uses fixed, high-
density binning, while the high-scale part starts at the end of the low-scale and is automatically
re-scaled upwards to capture all the tails. The binning is defined so that a complete spectrum can be
rebuilt by regrouping bins from the low-scale part.

The following primary histograms have been defined:

1. Lower-Scale Energy: This is the histogram of the energy distribution of simulated calorimeter
cells. It can be used to define the MIP of a system, and check the incidence of the thresholds
variations on the number of hits. Depending on the type of sensor, it will peak near 0 or at MIP
scale.

2. Upper-Scale Energy: This histogram capture the high energy tails of the cells. After calibra-
tion, it will give access to the dynamic range required for the electronics.

3. Lower-scale Number of Hits: This histogram stores the number of hits until a certain value.
This aids in identifying which events contribute most to data flux and the power consumption
from conversion (ADC and TDC), under various hypotheses of noise, and electronics treatments,
emulated by the digitization. The X-axis is the number of hits and the Y-axis is the number of
events.

4. Upper-Scale Number of Hits: This histogram captures the high number of hits tails. Com-
bined with the lower-scale part, it allows calculating the average number of hits per event, hence
the data rates when scaled by the luminosity and cross-section.

5. Weighted Time: This histogram presents the time distribution of simulated calorimeter sub-
hits, with each weighted by its energy. This will end up with the energy plotted as a function of
time. This histogram give the overall timing behaviour, which is useful to design the electronics
making use of the timing in the particle showers reconstruction.
Currently, this corresponds to the lower-scale part (up to 20 ns). A higher-scale part would be
useful to estimate the contribution from neutrons of previous events, and will be implemented.

3.2 Secondary Histograms

1. Scaled Upper-Scale Energy: This is just scaling the Upper-Scale-Energy X-axis’ histogram
by dividing it by the MIP. It is helpful to see the trailing effect as a function of the MIP instead of
the normal GeV unit that is not always illuminating. The maximum range of this histogram give
the dynamic range of the electronics, when divided by the precision needed on the low-energy
scale (i.e. the precision on the MIP).

2. Lower-Scale Power: The power histogram is always a function of the primary histogram, but
the exact function form depends on the electronics implementation. Usually, it is one of two
things: either expressed through the following equation: Power = a×Energy+ b where a and b
are real positive numbers with a representing the proportionality constant between the power and
energy and b is the power-on offset of the electronics or Power = a×#hits-above-given threshold.
The latter case is for when ADCs are only triggered at some energy with a constant power
consumption.

3. Upper-Scale Power: This is just applying the power equation to the upper-scale-energy his-
togram to cover all the power required from the electronics.

4 Geometric Selections

This section features geometric plots generated by shooting medium-energy muons. These plots display
the hits’ geometric coordinates on the x-axis and y-axis, while a colour bar on the z-axis represents
properties such as staves, modules, etc.
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4.1 Direct Geometric Selections

Figure 2: Staves numbering of cells of the
SiECalBarrel system in the x-y plane

Geometric selections should be made such that dif-
ferent selections would be grouping obvious symmet-
ric regions, while yielding distributions illustrating the
evolution of asymmetric ones. Taking the Silicon-
ECAL-Barrel system as an illustrative example, the
figure 2 shows how the staves are distributed in an
azimuthal symmetric manner as the beam originates
from the origin. Thus, there is no need to make
a selection on a specific stave as they all yield the
same distributions. Additionally, because there are
30 layers, it is impractical to select each layer in-
dividually; doing so would result in many similar
distributions, which is not useful. The categoriza-
tion here is that the layers are always categorized
into three blocks with each block containing 10 lay-
ers.

Referring to figure 3a, it is clear that the layers’ number is an indicator of the depth or the radial
profile. To get the polar-angle profile, the extension of one of the staves (arbitrarily chosen as all the
staves yield the same behaviour) is shown along the Z-axis in figure 3b. The central module (module
3) is the one at θ = 90◦ and the other modules present deviations from this right angle. To study
the evolution of the distributions along the polar angle, different selections must be made on different
modules. It is true that module 2 and 4 are symmetric, and the same applies to modules 1 and 5;
however, making a selection on each of them would serve as a cross-check with the prediction that the
yielded distributions are to be symmetric. In conclusion, to study the radial profile, three selections
are made on the layers, with each selection corresponding to one block of 10 layers. To study the
polar-angle profile, five selections are made on the modules, with each selection corresponding to one
module. In total, this approach results in 3× 5 = 15 selections.

(a) Layers geometry (b) Modules geometry

Figure 3: Layers and modules geometry of the Silicon-ECAL-Barrel system

4.2 Indirect Geometric Selections

In certain systems, direct selections alone are insufficient, necessitating the use of indirect methods.
Taking the scintillator-HCAL-Barrel system as an illustrative example, as in the previous one, the
system has a symmetry of 8 in polar angle and the radial profile can be studied through the layers.
The HCAL comprises 48 layers, which, as in the previous example, are categorized into three blocks,
each containing 16 layers. This is directly addressed by the direct selection on Layers, and indirectly
grouping the Staves. Refer to figure 4.
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(a) Staves geometry (b) Layers geometry

Figure 4: Layers and modules geometry of the scintillator-HCAL-Barrel system

However, for the evolution of the azimuth-angle profile, selections of modules and towers are not
appropriate: the modules indices are presented for stave 5 in figure 5a. The HCAL barrel has only
2 modules, symmetric regarding their azimuthal angle. Each stave has 2 towers, displayed for the
stave 5 in figure 5b, symmetric in polar angle. Therefore, applying an indirect selection to cell indices
becomes necessary.

(a) Modules geometry (b) Towers geometry

Figure 5: Layers and modules geometry of the scintillator-HCAL-Barrel system

A combination of M and J is defined by the equation MJ = 2J(M−1.5)+38, where J is the logical
position of the cell along z and M is the module index. MJ takes values between 0 and 76, symmetric
in z, as shown in figure 6.

Figure 6: MJ coordinate geometry

MJ values are categorized into three groups:
0-29, 30-59, and 60-76. Thus, the total number
of selections is 3+3=6 selections. From a coding
perspective, a Boolean function includes hit in-
formation only if the MJ value falls within the
selected block, returning ’True’ in these cases.
For this function, we choose the arbitrary name
to be complex happy.

In this example, the radial profile is studied
by the direct selection of three groups of layers
and the polar-angle profile is looked at by an in-
direct selection imposed on the coordinate MJ,
also by grouping them in three categories.
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5 Simulated Data Samples

The generated histograms described above count events and timed energy distributions for a given
process simulated sample. To estimate the total event rates, hit rates or power, the histograms must
be properly scaled and then summed for all (or at least the main) possible contributing physics pro-
cesses or machine background.

For physics processes, the histogram scaling is σ × Lint./Nevt, where σ is the cross-section, Lint.is
the instantaneous luminosity, and Nevt is the number of simulated events.

In the case of machine background, simulations are conducted over a specified number of bunch-
crossings. The histogram scaling must then be fBX/NBX, where fBX and NBX are the frequency of
colliding and the number of simulated bunch-crossings.

For the FCC studies, the simulated data are run at four collider configurations, defined by a center-
of-mass (CM) energy, and an instantaneous luminosity, display in figure 7

Figure 7: Luminosity of the different energy scales.
At 91.2GeV, the considered run is FCC-ee (4 IPs).

1. 91.2 GeV: The Z pole;

2. 162.5 GeV: W+W− threshold;

3. 240 GeV: The resonance energy of the
ee → ZH decay channel;

4. 365 GeV: Above the tt̄ threshold.

(The details of the simulation are shown in ap-
pendix A):

5.1 Physics Data

For each CM energy, we simulate the dominant physics processes with the smallest biases. At 91.2GeV,
the simulated Z-decay channels are (a) ee → qq and (b) ee → ll where q = u, c, s, b, d and l = µ, τ . At
162.5GeV, we simulate the channels (a) and (b) as for 91.2GeV and add the channel (c) ee → WW
since we are around the resonance energy of the W production. At 240GeV, we simulate channels
(a), (b), and (c) and add channel (d) ee → ZH. At 365GeV, (a), (b), (c), and (d) are simulated and
added to channel (e) ee → tt.

Cross-section as per decay channels

The ee → ee is treated separately, due to the
interference between the production and scatter-
ing processes, and the domination of the Bhabha
cross-section at low angle. An angular cut of 10
degrees is applied on the resulting electron and
positron to avoid the huge forward and backward
scattering at low angle. The simulation phase
space domain is partitioned into two parts based
on the mass of the outgoing electron-positron sys-
tem, set at a value of 30GeV. This partitioning
allows simulating fewer events from the channel
with a smaller cross-section and to save simula-
tion time if needed. It also aids in the visualiza-

tion. Since Bhabha scattering can be used in calibration and cross-check, this might be helpful.

The simulated data for each decay channel at each energy scale comprise 10,000 events, for which
the cross-section is calculated. The data are summarized in tables (1 - 4).
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5.2 Machine Background

A sizable amount of the contribution in the calorimeters can find an origin in the beam-induced
backgrounds, either directly, for the parts close to the beam pipe, or indirectly via back-scattered
particles on the elements at low radius. Several beam-induced backgrounds must be modelled [3]
(section 6.5), [8] (section 1.3.1), [9]:

• Bremsstrahlung: the strong in-beam electric fields near the interaction region will produce pho-
tons and ”incoherent” electron-positron pairs, mostly in the direction of the beams, but which
might interact with neighbouring materials and scatter back in all the detector. They are highly
dependent on the beam bunches geometry. It is simulated using the Guinea-Pig++ package[10].

• Synchrotron Radiation: arise from the beam focusing and steering in the final stages near the
detector. It is usually shielded to avoid illuminating any part of the detector, but back-scattering
is hard to avoid completely. It is highly dependent on the detailed implementation of elements
along the beamline, and can then be estimated by e.g., the BBBrem and GuineaPig++ packages.
It was not considered in this study.

• Muons: at linear colliders, non-Gaussian tails of the beam can interact with nearby material,
creating muon pairs, which will follow the beam line all the way to the detector. They can be
deflected by toroidal magnets. They are not considered here.

• Neutrons: A flux of neutrons will be produced by all the above sources hitting heavy elements.
Previous estimations show it must be low and can be neglected [11].

Table 1: 91.2GeV
(N = 10000, Lint. = 1.4× 10−3 fb−1s−1)

Channels σ σ × Lint./N
(105 fb) ( s−1)

ee → qq 344 4.82
ee → ll 34.6 0.484
ee → ee

(Mee < 30GeV) 1.01 0.0141
ee → ee

(Mee > 30GeV) 57.8 0.809

Table 2: 162.5GeV
(N = 10000, Lint. = 2.14× 10−4 fb−1s−1)

Channels σ σ × Lint./N
(105 fb) ( s−1)

ee → qq 1.55 3.32× 10−3

ee → ll 0.241 5.16× 10−4

ee → WW 0.0504 1.08× 10−4

ee → ee
(Mee < 30GeV ) 0.240 5.14× 10−4

ee → ee
(Mee > 30GeV ) 12.9 2.76× 10−2

Table 3: 240GeV
(N = 10000, Lint. = 6.9× 10−5 fb−1 s−1)

Channels σ σ × Lint./N
(105 fb) ( s−1)

ee → qq 0.550 3.80× 10−4

ee → ll 0.100 6.88× 10−5

ee → WW 0.167 1.15× 10−4

ee → ZH 0.00204 1.41× 10−6

ee → ee
(Mee < 30GeV) 0.120 8.29× 10−5

ee → ee
(Mee > 30GeV) 5.92 4.09× 10−3

Table 4: 365GeV
(N = 10000, Lint. = 1.2× 10−5 fb−1s−1)

Channels σ σ × Lint./N
(105 fb) ( s−1)

ee → qq 0.228 2.74× 10−5

ee → ll 0.0430 5.16× 10−6

ee → WW 0.111 1.33× 10−5

ee → ZH 0.00123 1.47× 10−7

ee → tt 0.00372 4.46× 10−7

ee → ee
(Mee < 30GeV) 0.0499 5.99× 10−6

ee → ee
(Mee > 30GeV) 2.58 4.65× 10−6
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6 Results

The histograms are obtained for 11 different systems with various direct and indirect selections; just
a few of them are displayed here as an illustration3. The plots shown in this section correspond to all
the merged physics processes at a specific energy, each scaled by its weight according to tables (1-4)
along with the weighted machine background.

6.1 Angular Distribution

The number-of-hits histograms for the ECAL Barrel at angle θ = 90◦ (module 3) show that most of
the hits are in the first 2 layer blocks (the first 20 layers).

(a) Lower-scale (b) Upper-scale

Figure 8: Lower and upper scales of the number-of-hits-above-(MIP/4) histograms for 3 different layers
blocks in module 3 of the silicon-ECAL-Barrel system at

√
s = 91.2 GeV

To study the polar-angular behaviour, the same histogram types are shown but for the first layer
block (It is one of the blocks with most of the hits) with all the modules as further selections.

(a) Lower-scale (b) Upper-scale

Figure 9: Lower and upper scales of the number-of-hits-above-(MIP/4) histograms for 5 different
modules in the first 10-layer block of the silicon-ECAL-Barrel system at

√
s = 91.2 GeV

3The full set of histograms can be found here: https://github.com/LLR-ILD/CalorimeterFluxes/tree/main/

Histograms
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The conclusion is that there is no significant angular dependence as all the modules exhibit similar
statistics except for the central module. The uniqueness in the central-module behaviour traces back
to the fact that at 91.2GeV, the output particles are produced back-to-back, giving more hits near
θ = 90◦.

In contrast, the analysis of the HCAL Endcap leads to different conclusions. First, like the ECAL,
most of the hits are not recorded in the third layers block (the last 16 layers). This can be seen from
the central towers (towers 4-7 are chosen). Central towers are the closest to the beam pipe, and hence
they get most of the hits.

(a) Lower-scale (b) Upper-scale

Figure 10: Lower and upper scales of the number-of-hits-above-(MIP/4) histograms for 3 different
layers blocks in towers 4-7 of the scintillator-HCAL-Endcap system at

√
s = 91.2 GeV

Referring to Figure 11, the right side is roughly symmetrical to the left side in the lower and upper
scale plots, consistent with the prediction that the line of symmetry here originates from the beam
pipe. However, if our analysis is limited to one side only (i.e., the first 8 towers or the last 8 towers), it
becomes evident that the tower selections are asymmetric, and the angular dependency is significant
here, unlike in the case of the ECAL Barrel, where all modules exhibited symmetric distributions
except for the central module, as discussed. This difference is attributed to the fact that the central
towers (i.e., towers 4-7 or towers 8-11) are closer to the beam pipe than the other towers, and hence,
they receive more hits.

(a) Lower-scale (b) Upper-scale

Figure 11: Lower and upper scales of the number-of-hits-above-(MIP/4) histograms for 4 different
towers selections in the first 16-layer block of the scintillator-HCAL-Endcap system at

√
s = 91.2 GeV
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6.2 Dynamic Range

Another important result that can be extrapolated from these plots is the dynamic range represented
by the maximum energy in the unit of MIP. The questions that need to be answered are what is the
maximum energy to be covered by the electronics and if it also depends on the beam energy. Thus,
the histogram type that is needed here is the scaled upper-scale energy.

It can be seen that the maximum energy falls in the same range for both
√
s = 91.2 GeV and√

s = 240 GeV. The example chosen is tower 0 (θ = 90◦) in the silicon-ECAL-Endcap system;
however, different tower selections would yield similar results.

(a)
√
s = 91.2 GeV (b)

√
s = 240 GeV

Figure 12: Scaled upper-scale energy distributions in the MIP unit of 3 different layer blocks at tower
0 of the silicon-ECAL-Endcap system at

√
s = 91.2 GeV and

√
s = 240 GeV

This behaviour is not obeyed in the RPC. Figure 13 shows 2 things:

1. The energy range is much bigger for the RPC compared to the silicon. The maximum energy
was around 800MIP for the silicon, whereas for the RPC system, it reached 11000MIP and
25000MIP for beam energy of 91.2 GeV and 240 GeV, respectively.

2. The beam energy makes much difference in the dynamic range for the RPC.

(a)
√
s = 91.2 GeV (b)

√
s = 240GeV

Figure 13: Scaled upper-scale energy distributions in the MIP unit of 3 different layer blocks at towers
4-7 of the RPC-HCAL-Endcap system at

√
s = 91.2GeV and

√
s = 240GeV
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Conclusion

In this project, a versatile software package was introduced to produce different sets of histograms of
different parts of the calorimeter. At four different energy scales and different runs, dominating physics
processes and machine background were simulated in ILD to capture the full output of the calorimeter
distributions. Different results were shown of applying the package on the output physics.

The future work will entail an extension of this package to other parts of the ILD detector, such
as the tracker. Additionally, an expansion can be applied on the calorimeters of other detectors rather
than the ILD. Finally, on the technical side, LCIO [12] package is to be replaced with EDM4hep [13]
which is the common event-data model of key4HEP stack software [14] aiming for more coherence with
other HEP detectors and experiments.
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Appendix A: Physics Data Simulation

At the generator level, the data is simulated by Whizard 3.0.3 [15]. The hadronization is simulated by
Pythia6 [16]. Whizard and Pythia are integrated together using EventProducer package [17].

At the detector level, iLCSoft software framework [18] is used. The used version is v02-02-02. DD4hep
[19] is the common detector geometry description in iLCSoft which is component based. DDG4 [20] is
the component affiliated with the full simulation, which relies on Geant4 [21]. Thus, the ILD geometry
is described using DD4hep as explained above. Afterward, a python program called ddsim, being a
part of DD4hep, is used to run the full simulation. The detector geometry has multiple versions. The
one used here is ILD l5 v02.

The output of the full simulation is given in LCIO format, which is the common event-data model
of iLCSoft. Our software package starts operating by decoding the slcio files (LCIO files format) and
retrieving the information to be fed into the selected histograms.
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The observation of gravitational waves from binary neutron star mergers offers insights into prop-
erties of extreme nuclear matter. However, their high-frequency signals in the kHz range are often
masked by quantum noise of the laser light used. Here, we propose the “quantum expander with
coherent feedback”, a new detector design that features an additional optical cavity in the detector
output and an internal squeeze operation. This approach allows to boost the sensitivity at high fre-
quencies, at the same time providing a compact and tunable design for signal extraction. It allows
to tailor the sensitivity of the detector to the specific signal frequency range. We demonstrate that
our design allows to improve the sensitivity of the high-frequency detector concept NEMO (neutron
star extreme matter observatory), increasing the detection rates by around 15%. Our approach
promises new level of flexibility in designing the detectors aiming at high-frequency signals.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the first detection of gravitational waves (GWs)
from a binary black hole merger in 2015 [1], the field of
gravitational-wave observation has entered a new phase
where events are detected every few days [2–5]. The an-
ticipated new generation of GW detectors, such as Ein-
stein Telescope [6] and Cosmic Explorer [7], will be so
sensitive, that they are predicted to sense multiple events
per minute. These detectors, like the current genera-
tion [8–10], focus on detecting signals at frequencies be-
low 1 kHz. At frequencies above, the detectors are not
sensitive enough to observe the post-merger effects that
produce signals in the several kHz frequency range. This
information, however, is crucial for understanding the
fundamental properties of the ultra-dense matter in neu-
tron stars [11–13] or possible deviations from general rel-
ativity [14, 15].

The sensitivity of detectors at high frequencies is lim-
ited by the optical bandwidth of cavities used to enhance
the light and signal powers. Modern detectors feature
arm cavities, as well as additional cavities to enhance
the light power (power recycling cavity, PRC) and in-
crease the detection bandwidth (signal extraction cav-
ity, SEC). The signal is enhanced by cavities within the
detector bandwidth up to ∼ 500Hz, but suppressed at
high frequencies above ∼ 1 kHz (HF). In order to fur-
ther increase the sensitivity, current detectors employ
frequency-dependent quantum squeezed light [16] sup-
pressing quantum noise in a broad frequency band [17].
This approach however does not increase the detection
bandwidth [18]. One way to overcome this limitation is to
design a detector specifically targeting HF range by cre-
ating an additional optical resonance at kHz frequencies.
This can be achieved by three different ways: by detun-
ing the detector from its resonance [19, 20], by increas-
ing the length of the SEC, as planned for the proposed

∗ mkorobko@physnet.uni-hamburg.de

neutron star extreme matter observatory (NEMO) [21],
and by adding a second long SEC in a detuned detec-
tor [22–24]. With the HF resonance, the energy exchange
between the SEC and arm cavities occurs at the charac-
teristic frequency of a few kHz (called the sloshing fre-
quency [25]), and the signal at these frequencies is res-
onantly enhanced. Long SEC promises high sensitivity
at HF, but also comes at a price of increased complexity
and costs of the experiment. At the same time, it restricts
the peak operation range to 1-3 kHz signals, limiting the
sensitivity towards lower frequency signals.

Several alternative approaches appeared in the recent
years, which enhance the detection bandwidth by em-
ploying active elements directly inside the detector. This
can be achieved in a variety of ways [26–31], and we fo-
cus on the internal squeezing approach, where quantum
correlated light is produced directly inside the detector,
either in a degenerate [32–36] or non-degenerate way [37].
In order to enhance the detection bandwidth, internal
squeezing should be combined with the use of HF slosh-
ing resonance, creating a quantum expander (QE) con-
figuration [38]. It can be effectively used both with short
and long SEC [39], but in the latter case suffers from the
challenges of long SEC.

In this work, we increase the flexibility of the long
SEC when used with QE using coherent feedback ap-
proach [40–43]. Coherent feedback allows to modify
quantum state of the detector without using any addi-
tional measurements. In our proposal, is realized via an
additional short optical cavity at the output of the de-
tector. The combined Quantum Expander with coherent
feedback (QECF), shown in Fig. 1 keeps the expanded
detection bandwidth feature of the QE but provides bet-
ter flexibility in choosing the frequency at which the sen-
sitivity is maximally enhanced. Importantly, it signifi-
cantly decreases the required SEC length by optimizing
the resonance condition in the two cavities. We demon-
strate how our approach allows to tailor the sensitivity
of the detector to a specific signal frequency range. We
compare our approach to the NEMO configuration and
show the potential amplitude sensitivity gain of ∼ 15%
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FIG. 1: Conceptual setup of the Quantum Expander
with coherent feedback realized by the additional co-
herent feedback mirror. Internal squeezing is generated
by pumping the nonlinear χ(2) crystal with frequency
doubled light. External squeezing is injected into the
detector through a Faraday isolator (FI). The differen-
tial change in length of the arm cavities due to a grav-
itational wave, going into the page, is measured on the
signal port with a photodiode (PD).

at the optical resonance, and the increase of detection
band towards lower frequencies. We perform a statisti-
cal analysis of the expected detection rates for neutron
star mergers and find that the overall improved sensi-
tivity in the kilohertz-band leads to a median gain in
detection rates of ∼ 15% compared to NEMO. Improved
low-frequency sensitivity allows QECF to contribute to
the detection of pre-merger signals in a global detector
network of LIGO [8], Virgo [9], KAGRA [10] and other
planned detectors.

II. QUANTUM EXPANDER WITH COHERENT
FEEDBACK

In this section we analytically study the response of
a GW detector to quantum noise. The detector tuned
close to the dark port opertation, when no carrier light
exits the signal port, reflects all quantum noise entering
this port directly back. In this case, the response of the
detector to quantum noise is the same as of an equiva-
lent system of coupled cavities, which we study here [44].
Arm cavity is formed by the input and end test masses,

Coherent feedback
cavity

Signal Extraction
cavity

Arm cavity

CFM
Rcf ,Tcf ψ ɸ

χ  (2)

SEM
Rs ,Ts

ITM
Ri ,Ti

ETM
Re ,Te

FIG. 2: Simplified theoretical setup for the Quantum
Expander with coherent feedback. Rcf,s,i,e and Tcf,s,i,e
are amplitude reflectivities and transmissivities of the
coherent feedback (CFM), signal extraction (SEM),
input (ITM) and end mirrors (ETM) respectively.
τarm,SE,cf = Larm,SE,cf/c is the single trip time in the
arm cavity of length Larm, SEC of length LSE and CFC
of length Lcf . ψ is the single trip tuning of the coher-
ent feedback cavity and ϕ is the single trip tuning of
the signal extraction cavity.

signal extraction cavity (SEC) is formed by the input test
mass, and coherent feedback cavity (CFC) is formed by
the signal extraction and coherent feedback mirrors, see
Fig. 2. All cavities are tuned in a specific way, either
on resonance or off resonance. The signal is generated as
the phase modulation at the end mirror of the arm cavity,
resonates in the cavities (depending on their tuning) and
is then detected together with quantum noise at the out-
put of the detector. The sensitivity of the detector is then
characterised as the noise spectral density normalized by
the signal power transfer function, representing the noise-
to-signal ratio at every Fourier frequency. The QECF
allows sensitivity enhancement at HF, where the detec-
tor is predominantly limited by photon shot noise. Here,
we present the main analytical result without considering
the effects of quantum radiation pressure noise (QRPN)
and optical losses. Full treatment including these effects,
which was used to produce the sensitivity curves in this
paper, follows the derivation in [45] and can be found in
the Supplementary Material.
We start by writing the input-output relations for the

fields inside the cavity, and focus on the phase quadrature

containing the signal b̂ [46], which is split into quantum
noise and signal contributions:

b̂ = Ra(Ω)â+ Tx(Ω)x, (1)

where Ra(Ω) is the quantum noise optical transfer func-
tion for each signal frequency Ω = 2πf , and Tx(Ω) is
the signal optical transfer function. In order to gain a
physical picture of the effect, we use a single-mode ap-
proximation, which assumes that the signal frequency is
well contained within one longitudinal resonance of each
cavity. The full derivation of the input-output relations
and transfer functions is presented in Appendix A 1 and
transition to the single mode approximation explained
in A 1 a. We achieve the QECF regime by setting ϕ = 0
and ψ = π/2 and also assume the transmissivities of SE
and CF mirrors to be very close to each other.
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In the single-mode approximation, the noise transfer
function and signal transfer function with respect to the
GW strain h(Ω) = x(Ω)/Larm are given by

Ra(Ω) =
(γcf − χγ̃) Ω + i

(
Ω2 − ω2

s,−
)

(γcf + χγ̃) Ω− i
(
Ω2 − ω2

s,+

) , (2)

Th(Ω) =
1

2

√
(χ+ 1)(1− χ)ξ

[γcf + χγ̃] Ω− i
[
Ω2 − ω2

s,+

] . (3)

We introduced several effective optical parameters that
define the behaviour of the system. In a standard inter-
ferometer, the SEC and arm cavities exchange energy at a
specific coupling rate, also called the sloshing frequency:

ωs,stand. =

√
c2T 2

i

4LSELarm
=

√
γarm
τSE

, (4)

where γn = (T 2
nc)/(4Ln), n ∈ {arm, s, cf} are the arm

cavity, SEC and CFC bandwidths respectively, with cor-
responding amplitude transmissivity and cavity length.
This sloshing frequency is modified by introducing the
crystal and the CFC:

ωs,± = ωs,stand.

√
τSE

(
γs
τSE
τcf

± χγcf

)
, (5)

where the bandwidth of the interferometer is also modi-
fied:

γ̃ = γarm + γs
τSE
τcf

. (6)

Both of them depend on the effective gain parameter,

χ =
e2q − 1

1 + e2q
, (7)

where q is an amplification factor on the single pass
through the nonlinear crystal. The acquired signal
strength is proportional to the effective optical power in
the arms.

ξ =

√
τSE√

τarmτcf
4Ekp

√
γarm

√
γsγcfLarm, (8)

where E is the large classical amplitude of the carrier
light field inside the arm cavity and kp is the wave vector
of the carrier light field.

The double-sided spectral density of the output noise
is given by the spectral density of the input field Sin(Ω)
modified by the optical transfer function:

Sout(Ω) = Sin(Ω)|Ra(Ω)|2, (9)

For the purposes of understanding the fundamental be-
havior of the setup, we assume the incoming light field
to be in the vacuum state, Sin(Ω) = 1 [18, 47], which

will be changed to a squeezed state [48] in the next sec-
tion. The strain sensitivity is calculated by comparing
the noise power to the response of the readout field to
the strain signal,

Sh(Ω) =

√
Sout(Ω)

|Th(Ω)|2
=

√
|Ra(Ω)|2

|Th(Ω)|2
. (10)

From Eqs. 2, 3, we can compute the strain sensitivity

Sh(Ω) = 2

√
(γcf − χγ̃)

2
Ω2 +

(
Ω2 − ω2

s,−
)2

(χ+ 1)(1− χ)ξ2
. (11)

The behaviour of the QECF can be understood in
terms of coupling between the cavities leading to dif-
ferent resonance conditions for the cavities at different
frequencies. At low frequencies, the SEC is off resonance
(i.e. the field inside is suppressed), and the CFC is on
resonance, creating an effective compound mirror with
very low reflectivity since the CFC is almost impedance
matched, i.e. Ts ≈ Tcf . The vacuum field entering the
signal port of the interferometer is squeezed very mildly
inside the SEC by the nonlinear crystal, since the field
is suppressed in the anti-resonant condition. The result-
ing LF sensitivity of QECF resembles the sensitivity of a
standard interferometer, with a small suppression of shot
noise:

Sh(Ω) ≈ 2
(
γcf − χγ̃

)√ Ω2 + γ2det
(χ+ 1)(1− χ)ξ2

(12)

with the new detection bandwidth defined as γdet =
ω2
s,−/(γcf − χγ̃).
Without internal squeezing, the LF sensitivity is lim-

ited by the detector’s bandwidth γbaseline:

Sbaseline
h (Ω) =

2

ξ

√
γ2cfΩ

2 +
(
Ω2 − ω2

s,baseline

)2

≈ 2γcf
ξ

√
Ω2 + γ2baseline,

(13)

ωs,baseline = ωs,stand.τSE

√
γs
τcf

, (14)

γbaseline =
ω2
s,baseline

γcf
. (15)

At HF around Ω ≈ ωs,−, the SEC becomes resonant,
and the CFC goes off resonance, thus creating a highly
reflective compound mirror (similar to the Khalili etalon
effect [49]). In this regime, the field inside the SEC is
highly amplified, and the nonlinear crystal creates strong
squeezing, thus enhancing the sensitivity:

Sh(Ω) ≈ 2
(γcf − χγ̃)ωs,−

ξ
√
(χ+ 1)(1− χ)

. (16)
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At the parametric oscillation threshold, χ → γcf/γ̃, the
sensitivity becomes maximally improved, Sh(ωs,−) → 0.
If another ratio between the CF and SE mirror trans-

missivities are chosen (i.e. they are not close to each
other), the QECF loses the ability to generate squeez-
ing simultaneously at LF and HF.

We note that the resonance condition for the CFC and
the SEC depends both on the tuning phases ψ, ϕ and
on the relation between the transmissivities of the mir-
rors, Tcf , Ts (i.e. the reflection phase for the field cs off
Ts). Our choice of ψ, ϕ is defined by the requirement
of specific conditions to create the desired effect. Other
combination of phases are possible: when both the SEC
and the CFC are anti-resonant at LF, the effective re-
flectivity of the CFC is high, and the optical linewidth
of the detector is very low; at HF significant squeezing is
created, similarly to the QECF. When the SEC is reso-
nant at LF, squeezing is generated at low frequencies too,
which is not the case that is relevant to us. Finally, the
cavities could also be detuned, thus shifting the optical
resonance. This would also create the optical spring ef-
fect from quantum radiation pressure, which enhances LF
sensitivity [50, 51]. This effect can be further enhanced
by internal squeezing [52, 53]. The study of a detuned
QECF falls beyond the scope of this paper, where we
focus on expanding the bandwidth towards high frequen-
cies.

III. RESULTS

A. Simultaneous squeezing at low and high
frequency

One of the main features of the QECF is its ability to
generate simultaneous squeezing at LF and HF despite
the presence of detuned cavities. Here, we consider the
case without optical losses and QRPN to highlight this
feature. Fig. 3 shows the sensitivity of the QECF for a
fixed SEM transmissivity of Ts =

√
0.499 and different

CFM transmissivities. As discussed before, the closer the
transmissivities are to each other the closer is the CFC
to being impedance matched. At LF, more vacuum field
is transmitted through the CFC and squeezed inside the
SEC. Thus, the photon shot noise at LF is more squeezed.

B. QECF compared to the Quantum Expander

Conceptually, the QECF corresponds to the QE with
an SE mirror with very high transmissivity, on the order
of 95%, which might pose additional challenges for cavity
control. The main advantage of the QECF over the QE
is the flexibility in choice of the high-frequency resonance
where the sensitivity is maximised. Fig. 4 shows the sen-
sitivity of QECF plotted for different lengths of the CFC
compared to the QE.We can see that increasing its length
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FIG. 3: Strain sensitivity of the Quantum Expander
with coherent feedback (QECF), plotted for different
transmissivities of the coherent feedback mirror, com-
pared to the coherent feedback detector (CF). The
CF shows the sensitivity of the QECF without inter-
nally squeezed light. Here, we can see the feature of the
QECF to generate simultaneous squeezing at low and
high frequency.

TABLE I: Parameters of the Quantum Expander with
coherent feedback (QECF) to demonstrate the simulta-
neous squeezing at low and high frequency.

Parameter QECF
Laser wavelength 1550 nm
Arm circulating power 4MW
Test mass weight 200 kg
Input test mass power transmission 7%
Signal extraction mirror power transmission 49.9%
Coherent feedback mirror power transmission 45% or 30%
Arm cavity length 20 km
Signal extraction cavity length 56m
Coherent feedback cavity length 56m

decreases the detection bandwidth but improves the sen-
sitivity in a certain frequency range, and vice versa. By
shortening the CFC, we can obtain the same sensitivity
as the QE. While the high-frequency resonance of the
QE could also be tuned by macroscopically changing the
SEC length, in the QECF this effect can be achieved by
smaller changes in length, as we show in Appendix A 1b.
Moreover, tuning the SEC length is potentially challeng-
ing in practice due to the crystal and central beam split-
ter being present inside.

C. QECF compared to NEMO

The QECF features the high-frequency resonance with
a target of observing neutron-star mergers. This relates it
to the proposed NEMO detector, which targets the same
sensitivity range. We use NEMO design as a benchmark
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FIG. 4: Demonstration of the flexibility in choice of the
high-frequency resonance of the Quantum Expander
with coherent feedback (QECF) compared to the Quan-
tum Expander (QE). The sensitivity of the QECF is
plotted for different lengths of the coherent feedback
cavity. The coherent feedback detector (CF) shows the
sensitivity of the QECF without internally squeezed
light, while the Baseline GWO is the sensitivity of the
QE without internally squeezed light. Both the reso-
nance’s frequency and the sensitivity improvement at
that frequency scales inversely with the length, disap-
pearing almost entirely in the last plot.

TABLE II: Parameters of the Quantum Expander
(QE) and Quantum Expander with coherent feedback
(QECF).

Parameter QE QECF
Laser wavelength 1550 nm 1550 nm
Arm circulating power 4MW 4MW
Test mass weight 200 kg 200 kg
Input test mass power transm. 7% 7%
End test mass power transm. 5 ppm 5ppm

Combined power transm. of
the coherent feedback cavity compared to
QE’s signal extraction mirror

35% 34.8%

Signal extraction mirror power transm. 35% 29.9%
Coherent feedback mirror power transm. - 3.7%
Arm cavity length 20 km 20 km
Signal extraction cavity length 56m 56m
Coherent feedback cavity length - 100m
Loss inside the signal extraction cavity 1500 ppm 1500 ppm
Photodiode detection efficiency 99.5% 99.5%

for our sensitivity optimization. First, in Fig. 5 we com-
pare the two designs, matching the parameters of the
coherent feedback detector (CF), which corresponds to
the QECF without internal squeezing, to NEMO as close
as possible to follow the sensitivity of NEMO. We show
that we can obtain the same sensitivity as NEMO with
the CF. While NEMO plans for 354m long SEC, the com-
bined length of the SEC and the CFC in the QECF and
CF is 82.5m (56m and 26.5m respectively). This po-
tentially reduces costs and simplifies experimental setup
and operation of the detector. Furthermore, the multiple
cavity structure makes it easier to tune the CF sensitvity.
The LF and peak sensitivity can be improved but at the
expanse of a smaller HF resonance.

The CFC gives freedom in optimizing the cavity
lengths and reflectivities of the mirrors while maintain-
ing the same HF resonance frequency. Such optimization
allows to enhance the sensitivity compared to NEMO in
a broad band, as we show in Fig. 6. For this optimiza-
tion we also take into account that internal loss inside the
SEC is increased compared to NEMO due to addition of
the crystal and associated bulk material absorption and
reflections at the sides of the crystal. To account for these
additional losses, we increase the intra-cavity loss from
1400 ppm assumed by NEMO by 400 and 800 ppm. A
loss estimate comes from the known value for the mate-
rial absorption on the level of 10 ppm/cm [54] and anti-
reflective coating with reflectivity of 100 ppm [55]. We
assume that the crystal is only a few millimeters in size
and thus, that we can neglect the loss due to absorp-
tion, which would result in ≈ 400 ppm loss in double
pass. We leave room for additional losses and show that
in the worst-case scenario the QECF still has the capa-
bility to outperform NEMO in a broad band. Of course,
the internal squeezing approach can be used in NEMO
as well [39], but we don’t discuss this case in detail here
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of internal squeezing in QECF. A+ [56] sensitivity is
plotted for the reference.

since we could achieve the resulting sensitivity with the
QECF as well.

In Fig. 7, we demonstrate the improved detection rates
of neutron star mergers. We simulated one year of obser-
vation of kHz GWs (1−4 kHz) from neutron star merg-
ers [12, 57] by running Monte-Carlo simulations for dif-
ferent source parameters and a given equation of state
(see the details in the Appendix A 2). As we can see in
Fig. 7a, both NEMO and the QECF significantly improve
the detection probability of kHz GWs compared to A+.
Here, we assume the detection threshold for a GW event
to be a signal-to-noise ratio (SNR) of 5. While no event
has an SNR above the threshold for A+, all events have
an SNR above the threshold for the QECF and NEMO.
The increased sensitivity of the QECF improves the me-
dian of the SNRs from 6.94 (NEMO) to 7.98 (QECF).
This improvement also depends on the actual amount of
loss inside the SEC, which we demonstrated in Fig. 7b.

Since the QECF improves the sensitivity at low fre-
quencies as well, it also enhances the cosmological reach
for binary black hole mergers by a factor ≈ 1.5 in the
volume of the Universe. It is worth mentioning that im-
proved SNRs alone won’t make a big difference. A good
sky localisation of the source is still needed to boost the
multimessenger astronomy [58, 59].

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Coherent feedback is commonly used in the context
of quantum networks for modifying the response of the
plants generating quantum correlated states. In our work
we used this approach for gravitational wave detection,
modifying the spectral shape of the quantum noise in the
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FIG. 6: Strain sensitivity of the Quantum Expander
with coherent feedback (QECF), plotted for different
amounts of loss inside the signal extraction cavity λs,
compared to NEMO. The coherent feedback detector
(CF) shows the sensitivity of the QECF without in-
ternally squeezed light and for the same loss inside the
signal extraction cavity as NEMO. A+ sensitivity is
plotted for the reference.

detector. We demonstrated the benefits of QECF for de-
tecting high-frequency GW signal in a realistic setting,
where the detection and intra-cavity losses limit the im-
pact of quantum enhancement [60]. Our analysis of dif-
ferent cases, including the added loss due to the nonlinear
crystal inside the detector, demonstrated the broadband
enhancement to the sensitivity of a HF detector, com-
pared to NEMO or QE. The demonstrated gain in sen-
sitivity, which corresponds to an increase in light power
inside NEMO’s arm cavities by about 32%, significantly
expands the volume in which binary black hole mergers
are detectable by a factor ≈ 1.5. We believe that in-
creased complexity due to the additional mirror and non-
linear crystal is within current technological capabilities.
The intra-cavity loss, which is one of the main limitations
of quantum enhancement, is not greatly increased by the
additional nonlinear crystal according to our estimates.
However, even in the case of a significant added intra-
cavity loss QECF still provides the sensitivity gain. The
detailed implementation of the crystal inside the detector
shall remain the goal of future studies. Other technical
challenges, associated with phase noise [17, 61], dephas-
ing [62], mode mismatch [63, 64] and parametric ampli-
fication process will need to be addressed.

Our new design demonstrates the promise of using co-
herent feedback cavities with quantum enhancement for
flexible tuning of the detector sensitivity. Such tuning
allows to optimize the detector between the observation
runs to enhance its sensitivity to particular GW sources,
based on the advances in understanding of their prop-
erties. Our approach can extend beyond gravitational-
wave detection towards other large-scale dark matter or
gravity sensors [65, 66].
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TABLE III: Parameters NEMO, coherent feedback detector (CF) and Quantum Expander with coherent feedback
(QECF).

Parameter NEMO CF
QECF

matched to NEMO
QECF

optimized
Laser wavelength 2000 nm 2000 nm 2000 nm 2000 nm
Arm circulating power 4.5MW 4.5MW 4.5MW 4.5MW
Test mass weight 74.1 kg 74.1 kg 74.1 kg 74.1 kg
Input test mass power transmission 1.4% 1.4% 1.4% 1.4%
End test mass power transmission 5 ppm 5ppm 5ppm 5ppm

Combined power transmission of the coherent feedback cavity
compared to NEMO’s signal extraction mirror

4.8% 4.8% 4.8% 6.36%

Signal extraction mirror power transmission 4.8% 29.9% 29.9% 46%
Coherent feedback mirror power transmission - 0.435% 0.435% 1%
Arm cavity length 4 km 4km 4km 4km
Signal extraction cavity length 354m 56m 56m 56m
Coherent feedback cavity length - 26.5m 26.5m 45m
Loss inside the signal extraction cavity without crystal 1400 ppm 1400 ppm 1400 ppm 1400 ppm
Additional loss due to the crystal - - 400 ppm 400 ppm
Photodiode detection efficiency 99.7% 99.7% 99.7% 99.7%
Detected external squeezing 7 dB 7dB 7dB 7dB
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Appendix A: Appendices

1. Input-Output relations

The steady-state input-output relations of the phase
quadrature of the light field of the QECF are as follows:

ĉ = d̂e2iΩτarm + 2ikpExe
iΩτarm , (A1a)

d̂ = Tiâs +Riĉ, (A1b)

âs = d̂se
−qeiϕeiΩτSE , (A1c)

b̂s = −Riâs + Tiĉ, (A1d)

ĉs = b̂se
−qeiϕeiΩτSE , (A1e)

d̂s = Tsâcf +Rsĉs, (A1f)

âcf = d̂cfe
iψeiΩτcf , (A1g)

b̂cf = −Rsâcf + Tsĉs, (A1h)

ĉcf = b̂cfe
iψeiΩτcf , (A1i)

d̂cf = Tcf â+Rcf ĉcf , (A1j)

b̂ = −Rcf â+ Tcf ĉcf , (A1k)

where Ri,s,cf , Ti,s,cf are the amplitude reflectivity and
transmissivity of the input, signal extraction and coher-
ent feedback mirror; q is an amplification factor on the

single pass through the crystal; τarm,SE,cf = Larm,SE,cf/c
is the single trip time in the arm cavity of length Larm,
SEC of length LSE and CFC of length Lcf , with c be-
ing the speed of light; the arm cavity is resonant at zero
signal frequency (Ω = 0), ϕ is the single trip tuning of
the SEC and ψ is the single trip tuning of the CFC; x is
a small displacement of the end mirror due to the GW
signal; E is the large classical amplitude of the carrier
light field inside the arm cavity and kp is the wave vector
of the carrier light field.

By solving Eqs. A1, we get an expression for the out-

put b̂, which can be split into a noise part and signal
part, where Ra(Ω) is the noise optical transfer function
and Tx(Ω) is the signal optical transfer function:

b̂ = Ra(Ω)â+ Tx(Ω)x, (A2)

Ra(Ω) =
e2q

(
−1 + e2iΩτarmRi

) (
Rcf + e2i(ψ+Ωτcf )Rs

)
cden

+
e2i(ϕ+ΩτSE)

(
e2iΩτarm −Ri

) (
e2i(ψ+Ωτcf ) +RcfRs

)
cden

,

(A3)

Tx(Ω) = −2ieq+i(ϕ+ψ+Ω(τarm+τSE+τcf ))EkpTiTsTcf
cden

,

(A4)
where we defined

cden = e2i(ϕ+ΩτSE)
(
e2iΩτarm−Ri

)(
e2i(ψ+Ωτcf )Rcf+Rs

)
+ e2q

(
−1 + e2iΩτarmRi

)(
1 + e2i(ψ+Ωτcf )RcfRs

)
. (A5)

Both transfer functions depend, amongst other parame-
ters, on the properties of the cavities.
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FIG. 7: Histogram for the SNR of the loudest events
for 100 Monte-Carlo simulations of neutron star merg-
ers in the kHz GW regime. (a) shows the results of one
realization where we compared the Quantum Expander
with coherent feedback (QECF), NEMO and A+. (b)
shows the results of another realization where we com-
pared QECF for different amounts of loss inside the
signal extraction cavity λs.

a. Single mode approximation

The expressions of the noise and signal transfer func-
tions (Eqs.A3,A4) can be simplified by doing a single-
mode-approximation, which assumes that the signal fre-
quency of interest is well contained within one free spec-
tral range of the longitudinal resonances of each cavity.
Therefore, we assume Ωτarm,SE,cf ≪ 1 and Ti,s,cf ≪ 1,
so that eiΩτarm,SE,cf ≈ 1 + iΩτarm,SE,cf and Ri,s,cf ≈
1−T 2

i,s,cf/2. The assumptions made simplify the numer-
ator and denominator of the transfer functions to polyno-
mials of Ω. The coefficients of the polynomials can be fur-
ther simplified by dropping higher order terms until only
the lowest order term or two lowest order terms are left.
We monitored the correctness of this method by com-
paring the roots of the numerator of the noise transfer
function with the high-frequency resonance of the actual
solution since they should be identical. In this regime,
the noise transfer function and signal transfer function
with respect to the GW strain h(Ω) = x(Ω)/Larm are

given by Eqs. 2, 3.

b. Scaling of the high-frequency resonance

Fig. 9 compares the efficiency of tuning the high-
frequency resonance of the QECF and QE. Here, we de-
termined the high-frequency resonance of both systems
without optical losses and QRPN. For the QE we changed
the length of the signal extraction cavity, while for the
QECF we kept the length of the signal extraction cav-
ity constant (56m) and only changed the length of the
coherent feedback cavity. The efficiency of the tuning of
the QECF is significantly better, especially between 56m
and ∼ 400m.

2. Astrophysical analysis

Here we present the details of the astrophysical analy-
sis. The analysis focuses on binary neutron star mergers
and follows the method described in [67, 68]. The event
rate is estimated to be 1Mpc−3 Myr−1 and the searching
distance to be 1Gpc. We ran 100 Monte-Carlo simula-
tions each with 1000 samples. Based on the event rate
and search distance, this corresponds to one year of ob-
servation. The mass of each neutron star is assumed to
follow a Gaussian distribution centered at 1.33M⊙ with
variance 0.09M⊙. Here, we exclude binary neutron stars
with a total mass larger than 3.45M⊙ because they will
quickly collapse into a black hole. The sky position, incli-
nation and polarization angles are taken into account by
multiplying the gravitational wave amplitude (Eq. A6)
by a sky-averaged reduction factor [67]. The distribu-
tion of the source distance follows a uniform distribu-
tion between 50Mpc and 1000Mpc [68]. We approximate
the post-merger waveform as the damped oscillation of
a single mode, the parameters of which depend on the
neutron-star equation of state. The amplitude in the fre-
quency domain is given by:

h(f) =
2

5

50

π d
hp
Q
[
2fpQ cos(ϕ0)− [fp − 2ifQ] sin(ϕ0)

]
f2p − 4iffpQ− 4Q2(f2 − f2p )

,

(A6)
where d is the distance to the source in Mpc, hp is the
peak value of the wave amplitude, Q is the quality factor
of the post-merger oscillation, ϕ0 is the initial phase of
the source, fp is the peak frequency of the waveform and
2/5 is the sky-averaged reduction factor for a L-shaped
GW detector. The equation of state of the neutron star is
assumed to be relatively stiff [69] and therefore, Q = 23.3
and hp = 5× 10−22. The peak frequency is given by:

fp = 1kHz

(
m1 +m2

M⊙

)[
a2

(
R

1 km

)2

+ a1
R

1 km
+ a0

]
,

(A7)
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FIG. 9: Scaling of the high-frequency resonance versus
total length of the extraction cavities. For the Quan-
tum Expander (QE) we changed the length of the sig-
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the signal extraction cavity constant (56m) and only
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where R = 14.42 km is the radius of each neutron star
with masses m1,2 and the parameters a2 = 0.0157, a1 =
−0.5495, a0 = 5.503 [70]. The signal-to-noise ratio is
defined as:

SNR = 2

√∫ fmax

fmin

df
|h(f)|2

Shh(f)
, (A8)

where Shh(f) is the single-sided noise spectral density of
the detectors and fmin = 1kHz and fmax = 4kHz are the
integration limits. For each Monte-Carlo simulation, we
selected out the loudest event.

SUPPLEMENTARY: FULL CALCULATION OF THE STRAIN SENSITIVITY

Optical loss is a huge problem for gravitational wave observatories (GWOs). Any source of optical loss reduces the
sensitivity of a GWO due to the mixing with vacuum. In this section, we compute the strain sensitivity including
optical losses, radiation pressure and injection of external squeezed light by using a transfer matrix approach. The
following calculations mirror those in [45].

a. Input-output relation

The setup of the Quantum Expander with coherent feedback (QECF) and quantum fields inside the system with
losses are shown in Fig. 10.

We define a vector â(Ω) = {âphase(Ω), âamplitude(Ω)}T to describe the phase and amplitude quadrature. We will start
by writing down the input-output relations and solving them. The coherent feedback and signal extraction cavity
can rotate the quadratures due to its detuning from resonance. The parametric amplification process squeezes and
rotates the quadratures. We introduce a rotation matrix:

O(ϕ) =

(
cos(ϕ) − sin(ϕ)
sin(ϕ) cos(ϕ)

)
,∀ϕ (A9)
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and squeezing matrix:

S =

(
eq 0
0 e−q

)
, (A10)

where q is an amplification factor on the single pass through the crystal.
The equations for the coherent feedback cavity are as follows:

âcf = N(ψ)d̂cf , (A11a)

b̂cf = −Rsâcf + Tsĉs, (A11b)

ĉcf = N(ψ)b̂cf , (A11c)

d̂cf = Tcf â+Rcf ĉcf , (A11d)

where we have defined

N(ψ) = O(ψ)eiΩτcf (A12)

and Rcf,s, Tcf,s are the amplitude reflectivities and transmissivities of the coherent feedback and signal extraction
mirror, τcf = Lcf/c is the coherent feedback cavity global delay and ψ is the phase delay due to the cavity detuning.
The system of equations Eqs. A11 can be solved and we find the following solutions:

âcf = N(ψ)A (Tcf â+RcfTsN(ψ)ĉs) , (A13a)

b̂cf = A (−RsTcfN(ψ)â+ Tsĉs) , (A13b)

ĉcf = N(ψ)A (−RsTcfN(ψ)â+ Tsĉs) , (A13c)

d̂cf = A (Tcf â+RcfTsN(ψ)ĉs) , (A13d)

where we have defined

A =
(
I+RcfRsN2(ψ)

)−1
. (A14)

The solutions can be used to obtain the input-output relations for the coherent feedback cavity:

b̂ = −Rcf â+ Tcf ĉcf = −R̃bâ+ T̃bĉs, (A15a)

d̂s = Tsâcf +Rsĉs = R̃dĉs + T̃dâ, (A15b)

where

R̃b = Rcf I+RsT
2
cfN(ψ)AN(ψ), (A16a)

R̃d = RsI+RcfT
2
sN(ψ)AN(ψ), (A16b)

T̃b = TcfTsN(ψ)A, (A16c)

T̃d = TsTcfN(ψ)A (A16d)

are the transfer matrices for the fields.
For the signal extraction cavity, we get the following set of equations:

âs =
√
1− λsM [φ, ϕ] d̂s +

√
λsM [φ, ϕ] n̂1, (A17a)
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FIG. 10: Quantum fields inside the Quantum Expander with coherent feedback. Rcf,s,i,e and Tcf,s,i,e are ampli-
tude reflectivities and transmissivities of the coherent feedback, signal extraction, input and end test mirror. ψ is
the phase delay due to the detuning of the coherent feedback cavity. ϕ and φ are the phase delays due to the sig-
nal extraction cavity detuning before and after the crystal. Intra-cavity loss is represented by a beamsplitter with
power reflectivity λs.
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b̂s = −Riâs + Tiĉ, (A17b)

ĉs =
√
1− λsM [ϕ, φ] b̂s −

√
λsn̂2, (A17c)

d̂s = Tsâcf +Rsĉs, (A17d)

where we have defined

M [φ, ϕ] = O(φ)O(θ)SO†(θ)O(ϕ)eiΩτSE (A18)

and Ri, Ti are the amplitude reflectivity and transmissivity of the input test mirror, τSE = LSE/c is the signal
extraction cavity global delay, ϕ and φ are the phase delays due to the cavity detuning before and after the crystal,
λs is the power loss inside the signal extraction cavity and θ is the squeezing angle.

The next step is to insert d̂s from Eq. A15b into the Eqs. A17. We obtain the input-output relations for the system,
which consists of the coherent feedback and signal extraction cavity:

b̂ = −R̀bâ+ T̀bĉ+ L̀b1n̂1 + L̀b2n̂2, (A19a)

d̂ = R̀dĉ+ T̀dâ+ L̀d1n̂1 + L̀d2n̂2, (A19b)

where we have defined the following transfer matrices

R̀b = R̃b +Ri(1− λs)T̃bM [ϕ, φ]GaM [φ, ϕ] T̃d, (A20a)

R̀d = RiI+ T 2
i (1− λs)GaM [φ, ϕ] R̃dM [ϕ, φ] , (A20b)

T̀b =
√
1− λsT̃bM [ϕ, φ]

(
TiI−RiTi(1− λs)GaM [φ, ϕ] R̃dM [ϕ, φ]

)
, (A20c)

T̀d = Ti
√

1− λsGaM [φ, ϕ] T̃d, (A20d)

L̀b1 = −Ri
√
1− λs

√
λsT̃bM [ϕ, φ]GaM [φ, ϕ] , (A20e)

L̀d1 = Ti
√
λsGaM [φ, ϕ] , (A20f)

L̀b2 = Ri(1− λs)
√
λsT̃bM [ϕ, φ]GaM [φ, ϕ] R̃d −

√
λsT̃b, (A20g)

L̀d2 = −Ti
√
1− λs

√
λsGaM [φ, ϕ] R̃d, (A20h)

Ga =
(
I+Ri(1− λs)M [φ, ϕ] R̃dM [ϕ, φ]

)−1

. (A20i)

The equations for the arm cavity are as follows:

ê = P(δ)d̂, (A21a)

f̂ = Reê+ Tev̂ + 2kpReO(π/2)Ex̂(Ω), (A21b)

ĉ = P(δ)f̂ , (A21c)

d̂ = Riĉ+ Tiâs, (A21d)

where we have defined

P(δ) = O(δ)eiΩτarm (A22)

and Re, Te are the amplitude reflectivity and transmissivity of the end test mirror, τarm = Larm/c is the arm cavity
global delay, kp is the wave vector of the light field, E is the classical amplitude of the light field and x̂(Ω) is a small
mirror displacement due to the gravitational wave signal. We make the assumption that the gravitational wave signal
appears only in the equations for the phase quadrature:

E =
√
2Eampl

(
1
0

)
, (A23)

where the amplitude Eampl which is connected to the arm cavity light power

Parm =
ℏkpc
2

|Eampl|2. (A24)
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We repeat the last step and insert d̂ from Eq. A19b into the Eqs. A21 to obtain the input-output relations for the
entire system:

b̂ = −Râ+ Tv̂ + Zx̂(Ω) + L1n̂1 + L2n̂2, (A25)

where we have introduced the transfer functions

R = R̀b −ReT̀bLcP2(δ)T̀d, (A26a)

T = TeT̀bLcP(δ), (A26b)

Z = 2kpReT̀bLcP(δ)O(π/2)E, (A26c)

L1 = L̀b1 +ReT̀bLcP2(δ)L̀d1, (A26d)

L2 = L̀b2 +ReT̀bLcP2(δ)L̀d2, (A26e)

Lc =
(
I−ReP2(δ)R̀d

)−1

. (A26f)

b. Radiation pressure

Radiation pressure is the effect that electromagnetic radiation applies a force to an object from which it is reflected
[71]. Radiation pressure causes a constant displacement of a test mirror, which can be compensated with an active
feedback control, and a random displacement due to the uncertainty in the amplitude quadrature of the light. This
uncertainty leads to the quantum radiation pressure noise.
Light, which is reflected by a perfectly reflective mirror, exerts the radiation pressure force Frp on this mirror [71]:

Frp =
2P

c
, (A27)

where P is the power of the light. From Eq. A27, we can see that the impact of the radiation pressure force only
plays a role for the input and end test mirror. This is because we have a high light power inside the arm cavities and
therefore a high radiation pressure force acting on the mirrors of the arm cavities. The impact of the radiation pressure
force on the signal extraction mirror can be neglected since we have a low light power inside the signal extraction
cavity. We assume the radiation pressure force acting on the input and end test mirror to be equal. This allows us
to assume the input test mirror to be fixed and instead twice the back action applied on the end test mirror [44].
This approximation holds as long as the amplitudes of the fields acting on the input test mirror and end test mirror
are almost equal, which is the case in the single-mode-approximation. With this approximation, we can calculate the
radiation pressure force (also called back-action force):

Fba = ℏkp
(
E†ê(Ω) +ReE

†f̂(Ω)
)
. (A28)

We can split the back-action force into a noise part Ffl(Ω) and an optical spring force, which depends on the mirror
displacement x̂(Ω) and a spring constant κ(Ω). With the solutions from the previous Section A2 a, we obtain the
following equations:

Fba = Ffl(Ω)− κ(Ω)x̂(Ω), (A29a)

Ffl(Ω) = ℏkp(1 +R2
e)E

†BP(δ)
(
T̀dâ+ L̀d1n̂1 + L̀d2n̂2

)
+ ℏkpTeE†Lv v̂, (A29b)

B = I+ReP(δ)R̀dLcP(δ), (A29c)

Lv = ReI+ (1 +R2
e)P(δ)R̀dLcP(δ), (A29d)

κ(Ω) = −2ℏk2pReE†
(
ReO(π/2)E + (1 +R2

e)P(δ)R̀dLcP(δ)O(π/2)E
)
. (A29e)

This leads to the following equation of motion for the end test mirror:

x̂(Ω) = χeff(Ω)Ffl(Ω), (A30)

where we have defined an effective susceptibility

χeff(Ω) =
(
χ−1(Ω) + κ(Ω)

)−1
(A31)

with χ(Ω) = (−mΩ2)−1 being the mechanical susceptibility and m being the mass of the end test mirror.
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c. Detection

The sensitivity of a gravitational wave observatory is reduced by detection loss. Similar to the intra-cavity loss, the
detection loss is modelled by a beamsplitter with amplitude transmissivity

√
η and reflectivity

√
1− η:

ˆ̃
b(Ω) =

√
ηb̂(Ω) +

√
1− ηn̂. (A32)

The output
ˆ̃
b is measured by a balanced homodyne detector at homodyne angle ζ. We obtain the following values:

ŷ(Ω) = HTˆ̃b(Ω) =
HT (−Râ+ Tv̂ + L1n̂1 + L2n̂2)

HTZ
+

√
1− ηHT

√
ηHTZ

n̂+ x̂(Ω) (A33)

which we normalized to the mirror displacement and where H is the homodyne detection transfer vector

H =

(
cos(ζ)
sin(ζ)

)
. (A34)

The sensitivity can be improved by the injection of squeezed light. In this case, the input field â reads as follows:

â = Sext(ϕext)âvac, (A35)

where we have introduced the external squeezing matrix

Sext(ϕext) = O(ϕext)

(
eqext 0
0 e−qext

)
O(−ϕext) (A36)

and âvac is the vaccum field before squeezing, qext is the external squeezing factor and ϕext is the external squeezing
angle. The remaining fields v̂, n̂, n̂1, and n̂2 are in the vacuum state.
We get the power spectral density:

Sx(Ω) = Sxx(Ω) + 2Re [χ∗
eff(Ω)SxF (Ω)] + |χeff(Ω)|2SFF (Ω), (A37)

where we have defined

Sxx(Ω) =
HT

(
RSextS†extR† + TT† + L1L†

1 + L2L†
2

)
H

|HTZ|2
+

1− η

η|HTZ|2
, (A38)

SxF (Ω) =
ℏkp
HTZ

[
(1 +Re)

2HT
(
−RSextS†extT̀

†
d + L1L̀†

d1 + L2L̀†
d2

)
P†(δ)B†E + TeHTTL†

vE
]
, (A39)

and

SFF (Ω) = ℏ2k2p(1 +R2
e)

2E†BP(δ)
(
T̀dSextS†extT̀

†
d + L̀d1L̀†

d1 + L̀d2L̀†
d2

)
P†(δ)B†E

+ℏ2k2pT 2
eE

†LvL†
vE. (A40)

From Eq. A37, we can compute the power spectral density normalized to the gravitational wave strain yielding, where
we take into account the effects of high-frequency corrections [72]:

Sh(Ω) = Sx(Ω)
4

m2L2
armΩ

4|χeff(Ω)|2
Ω2τ2arm

sin2(Ωτarm)
. (A41)
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[35] M. Korobko, J. Südbeck, S. Steinlechner, and R. Schnabel, Mitigating quantum decoherence in force sensors by internal
squeezing, Phys. Rev. Lett. 131, 143603 (2023).
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The design, manufacture and characterisation of an inexpensive, temperature controlled vacuum chamber with mil-
likelvin stability for electrical transport measurements at and near room temperature is reported. A commercially
available Peltier device and high-precision temperature controller are used to actively heat and cool the sample space.
The system was designed to minimise thermal fluctuations in spintronic and semiconductor transport measurements but
the general principle is relevant to a wide range of electrical measurement applications. The main issues overcome are
the mounting of a sample with a path of high thermal conductivity through to the Peltier device and the heat-sinking
of said Peltier device inside of a vacuum. A copper slug is used as the mount for a sample and a large copper block is
used as a thermal feedthrough before a passive heatsink is used to cool this block. The Peltier device provides 20 W
of heating and cooling power achieving a maximum range of 30 K below and 40 K above the ambient temperature.
The temperature stability is within 5 mK at all set points with even better performance above ambient temperature. A
vacuum pressure of 10−8 hPa is achievable. As a demonstration, we present experimental results from current-induced
electrical switching of a CuMnAs thin film. Transport measurements with and without the Peltier control emphasise
the importance of a constant temperature in these applications. The thermal lag between the sample space measurement
and the sample itself is observed through magnetoresistance values measured during a temperature sweep.

I. INTRODUCTION

Electrical transport measurements are ubiquitous in mate-
rials research, such as in the study of electronic, thermoelec-
tric and spintronic devices1–6. In most cases, these devices
are used at or near to ambient conditions, with the device en-
cased in a protective case, such as under potting compound.
The characterisation measurements performed in the pursuit
of such devices, however, are typically performed in atmo-
sphere, lacking effective temperature control, or in cryostats
which often do not perform well near to room temperature.

Here, the design, manufacture and characterisation of an
inexpensive, stable temperature controlled vacuum chamber
for electrical transport measurements at and near room tem-
perature are reported. This system uses a Peltier device (also
known as a thermo-electric heat pump, thermo-electric gener-
ator, or thermo-electric cooler) to control the sample temper-
ature and has a short thermal path between the sample and a
thermal reservoir to aid in the removal of waste heat from the
sample.

A Peltier device is a bi-directional heat pump capable of
high precision temperature control within a ∼ 50 K range
relative to room temperature. They are therefore a popular
solution for temperature control near ambient temperature in
many non-vacuum applications7. A Peltier device can rapidly
switch between heating and cooling to achieve stable and high
precision temperature control. Only a few other systems have
been developed which utilise Peltier devices to control tem-
perature inside vacuum chambers, for example for x-ray8 and
neutron scattering9, and material processing applications10. In
Ref. 11, Raihane et al. report on a system in which a Peltier
device, mounted outside a vacuum chamber, is used to control
the temperature for measurements of the glass transition tem-

perature in thin film polymers. Their design is effective for
their specific requirements, however for transport measure-
ment applications, several features could be optimised.

In Ref. 11, the vacuum chamber is sealed with copper gas-
kets making swapping samples expensive and difficult; the
sample cell is separately sealed introducing more complex-
ity; and the number of electrical connections to the sample
is fewer than required for more general transport measure-
ments. Our aim was to create a system that is more generally
applicable to condensed matter research and to also include
the following performance criteria: pressure < 10−6 hPa, sta-
bility within ±10−2 K and range of -5–50 ◦ C. The sample
should have up to 12 electrical connections and there must be
a good thermal path between the Peltier device and the sam-
ple. Additionally, the Peltier power wires should be electri-
cally shielded from the measurement wires to avoid interfer-
ence.

The resulting design, photographed in Fig. 1, utilises a large
mass of high purity copper as a thermal feedthrough, to which
the Peltier device and sample space is attached. This copper
is then cooled external to the vacuum using a conventional
passive method. The system has since become a staple in our
research and so we hope to share our insights with the reader
now. In the following, the key design features are explained
with some important compromises being highlighted before
the performance in terms of vacuum and temperature control
are reported. To demonstrate a typical application and high-
light the significance of stable temperature control, we present
as an example some current-induced switching measurements
of an antiferromagnetic CuMnAs thin film. Finally some sug-
gestions and possible improvements are provided for others
wishing to produce a similar system who may have slightly
different requirements or expectations.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.03745v1
mailto:Peter.Wadley@nottingham.ac.uk
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FIG. 1. Photograph of the fully assembled system. The beige cable runs from the power feedthrough (D) to connect the Peltier device and
PT100 sensor to the temperature control unit (E) which is in a housing with the mains AC to DC converter, screen and connectors. The black
cable connects the external thermocouple (F), which is embedded in the thermal feedthrough (G), to the temperature control unit. The grey
cable connects the signal feedthrough (A) to the breakout box (H) which provides convenient access to each of the 12 sample wires using either
the central pin of a BNC connector or a 4mm banana plug. The heatsink assembly (B) can be seen and the main chamber (C) which contains
the sample space and Peltier device (within the vacuum chamber) is also shown.

II. DESIGN

The system comprises a T-shaped vacuum chamber, as
shown in the computer aided design (CAD) drawing of
Fig. 2(a), with a pumping port on top and a sealed bottom
achieved by vacuum brazing a copper cylinder inside it. This
copper cylinder acts both as a mounting point and as a ther-
mal feedthrough. The two arms of the T are used for sig-
nal feedthroughs. The Peltier device is sandwiched between
a copper sample space and the bottom copper cylinder of the
vacuum chamber, with a bracket to tidy the wiring and keep
the Peltier device central. Four holes in the copper cylin-
der below the vacuum chamber allow L-shaped heat pipes to
conduct heat between the Peltier device and heatsinks. The
heatsink acts as a heat source for the Peltier device when heat-
ing the sample space, and as a radiator to expel waste heat
when the device is cooled. A two-part copper bracket sand-
wiches the pipes. A large passive heatsink was chosen over
more common, small, fan assisted heatsinks because the vi-

brations of a fan may induce additional noise to sensitive mea-
surements. The signal feedthroughs facilitate a 12-pin header
on one side and the two power pins of the Peltier device and
four pins of a PT100 platinum resistor on the other. The
stand was made from extruded aluminium for the base and
aluminium plate for the bracket. Stainless steel threaded rod
was used to secure the heatsink to the stand and regular nuts
and machine screws were used to apply mounting pressure
to the copper bracket and heatsink contact areas. A thermo-
couple is inserted into the copper cylinder as centrally and as
close to the Peltier as possible to provide heatsink temperature
monitoring.

The sample space houses the resistor and the 12-pin sample
header’s matching socket as shown in Fig. 2(b). The sample is
attached to a copper slug which runs through the center of the
sample header, using thermally conductive varnish or silver
conductive paste, before bonding wires are used to connect
the sample to the pins of the header. The header can then be
put into the socket, The lid and the raised stem of the sample
space are designed to apply a small amount of pressure onto
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FIG. 2. Exploded views of the 3D CAD drawings for the system excluding wiring and most fasteners. a) shows the assembly of the whole
system while b) focuses on the smaller parts of the sample space. The letter labels match those in Figure 1: A is the signal feedthrough, B is
the heatsink, C is the sample space sub-assembly, D is the power feedthrough, F is the external thermocouple and G is the thermal feedthrough.
The red boxes in (a) correspond to the components drawn in panel (b).

the header to ensure good thermal contact between the sam-
ple and the Peltier device through the raised stem. The spacer
block is simply the admission of a miscalculation whereby
the pipes could not be inserted unless the sample space was
raised by a centimetre. The sample socket is mounted to the
sample space using two machine screws made from polyether
ether ketone (PEEK), a machinable polymer suitable for high
vacuum applications. The sample space, Peltier bracket and
space block are all fastened to the copper cylinder of the vac-
uum chamber using steel screws.

To control the temperature, an off the shelf 20 W, 20 mm
× 20 mm Peltier device was controlled by a Meerstetter
EngineeringTM TEC-1089 precision Peltier temperature con-
troller. This reads both the sample space temperature and
the external copper block temperature and has a range of fea-
tures including protections against over-current when chang-
ing from heating to cooling and auto-tuning of the propor-
tional integral derivative (PID) parameters.

III. MANUFACTURE

The main body of the vacuum chamber was manufactured
by LewVac by welding the tubes and flanges to make the Tee
shape and then vacuum brazing the copper cylinder into the
large tube. The body is a 50.8 mm outer diameter (OD) stain-
less steel tube with one 40 mm OD tube and one 19 mm OD
tube. The 50 mm tube has a Klein flange for quick and easy
access while the other two flanges are copper flanges for a
better and more permanent seal. The 19 mm tube is expanded
with an adapter to accommodate a 19-pin signal feedthrough
and the 40 mm tube has a 6-pin power feedthrough. Four of
these pins are used for the PT100 sensor and the remaining
two for the Peltier device itself. Any internal thermal contact-
ing face is joined with, vacuum-safe thermally conductive var-
nish while all external thermal contacts are joined with ther-
mal paste.
The in-house workshop’s computer numerically controlled
(CNC) milling machines and manual lathes are the primary
tools for the manufacture of the three custom parts and to
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drill the four holes in the copper cylinder. These machines
are also utilised to manufacture the proprietary headers. All
the mounting holes were drilled using the CNC mill and the
heatpipe holes in the thermal feedthrough were first drilled
and then reamed to enable a press fit.

The sample space and lid were first turned on a lathe be-
fore the internal geometries were milled. Through holes were
drilled for bolting to the vacuum chamber and holes were
drilled and tapped for attaching the lid and sample socket.
The Peltier bracket, sample socket body and sample header
bodies are made from PEEK. The pins and sockets were press
fitted to their respective bodies. The Peltier device is inserted
into the bracket with its wires fed through holes in the outer
cylindrical face to be fed to the power feedthrough. The cop-
per heatpipe brackets were made by first drilling four holes
in a block of copper and then splitting the block in half us-
ing a slitting saw on the mill. The meeting face of one bracket
and the heatsink were polished, removing the anodising on the
heatsink, to maximise thermal conduction. The stand mem-
bers are made from extruded aluminium and the clamp halves
were made by milling a 50.8 mm hole in a piece of 10 mm
thick aluminium and then splitting it in twain. One half has a
through hole to clear the threaded rods and the other is tapped
to a matching thread.

The wiring was done using vacuum safe solder to connect
single core enamelled wires to the 12-pin sample socket and
the PT100 sensor. The Peltier power wires were multi-core
wires protected with ceramic beads. The feedthroughs have
been designed such that the feedthrough can be removed from
the wires on the inside and outside. The signal feedthrough
uses crimp connectors to make a plug that can be inserted to
the feedthrough as one piece. The power feedthrough uses
double-ended copper screw terminals to make it possible to
disconnect the wires so no solder is needed on these connec-
tions. On the outside, mil-spec connectors are typical and so
these were used. The Peltier controller and necessary power
supply and connectors are all housed in one box. The external
thermocouple is press fitted into the copper cylinder with ther-
mal paste to improve thermal conductivity and the thermocou-
ple has its own connector on the controller housing (the thin
black cable in Fig. 1)

IV. PERFORMANCE CHARACTERISATION

The key performance criteria are vacuum pressure, temper-
ature control range, thermal stability and sample thermal re-
sponse. Pressures of 10−6 hPa are readily achieved just by
pumping with a turbo pump. If lower pressures are required,
by heating the sample space using nothing but the Peltier de-
vice, it is possible to reduce the pressure to 10−8 hPa. The
turbo pump can be run continuously. If vibrations are found
to introduce measurement noise then a valve can be closed
to isolate the chamber. The leak rate was estimated to be
10−6 hPa s−1 and so high vacuum will be lost within an hour.

The maximum temperature range was found to be -8 ◦C to
+65 ◦C with an ambient temperature of 22 ◦C. The stability
was tested and can be seen in Fig. 3 (a-c). The stability was
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FIG. 3. a-c) Plots of thermal stability over time for a) T =−5◦C, b)
T = 21◦C and c) T = 60◦C with a room temperature of around 18 ◦C.
d) Stabilisation portion of a ramp from T = 21◦C to T = 60◦C with
a target ramp rate of 0.01 ◦C/s.

measured at (a) -5 ◦C, (b) 21 ◦C and (c) 60 ◦C, yielding root-
mean-square deviations from the setpoint of 1.6 mK, 0.7 mK
and 0.7 mK respectively. Figure 3 (d) shows the amount of
overshoot when ramping the temperature from 21 ◦C to 60 ◦C
using the ramp rate suggested by the autotuning. The max-
imum overshoot is 4 mK. The system is fully stable within
about a minute after reaching the target temperature.

V. APPLICATION EXAMPLE

CuMnAs is an antiferromagnetic material in which the
magnetic order parameter can be switched using electrical
current pulses12,13. Above a threshold pulse current den-
sity, CuMnAs thin films exhibit a resistive switching signal
that relaxes to equilibrium over a time-scale of several min-
utes at room temperature14–16. The signal amplitude and de-
cay rate display strong temperature dependence, providing an
ideal study of the temperature stability in the Peltier controlled
transport system.

A room-temperature switching experiment was carried out
following the procedures from Refs.12,14,16. An 8-arm device,
with 10 µm arm width, was fabricated from a 46 nm layer
of CuMnAs epitaxially grown on GaP(001) using established
methods17. Figure 4(a) shows an optical micrograph of the
patterned device. The device was secured onto the sample
header using GE varnish and wire bonds were made between
the device contact pads and the sample header pins. Once the
device was loaded into the system sample socket, situated in
the sample chamber as shown in Fig. 2(b), the system was
evacuated to 10−6 hPa pressures.

Current pulses of 51 mA amplitude, 1 ms duration, were
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FIG. 4. Current-induced resistive switching experiment conducted in the Peltier-controlled system. a) Optical micrograph of the 8-arm
CuMnAs device, with an arm width of w = 10 µm. b) Schematic of the pulse and probe geometry with the arm width, w, illustrated. 51 mA
electrical pulses were applied along the diagonal arms of the device (red and blue arrows corresponding to red circles and blue crosses in c)).
After each pulse a continuous probe current was applied along the vertical arm of the device (black arrow) and the longitudinal voltage, Vxx,
and transverse voltage, Vxy, were measured. c) Switching measurements were carried out with the Peltier controller turned off (left column)
and turned on with set temperature 21 ◦C (right column). The top two plots show the sample space temperature measured by the PT100 sensor.
The middle and bottom plots show the respective Rxy and Rxx measured during a sequence of 10 pairs of pulses. As shown comparing the
left and right plots, stable temperature is crucial for achieving reproducible switching data. The size of the Rxy signal increases as the system
temperature increases and the base Rxx value follows the temperature drift.
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applied alternately along the diagonal arms of the device, as
shown by the red and blue arrows in Fig 4(b). After each
pulse, a continuous 1 mA probe current was applied along
the vertical arm of the device and the longitudinal voltage,
Vxx, and transverse voltage, Vxy, were measured for the fol-
lowing ∼ 200 s. The plots in Fig. 4(c) show the measured
sample space temperature (top row), Rxy (middle row), and
Rxx (bottom row) during a pulsing sequence conducted with
the Peltier controller turned off (left column) and set to 21 ◦C
(right column). Note that the Rxy signals are centred on zero
by subtracting the mean of the final 100 points in each trace.

Both the Rxy and Rxx signals exhibit appreciable tempera-
ture dependence. With the Peltier controller turned off, a sam-
ple space temperature drift of ∼ 1.5 ◦C caused a change in the
Rxy signal amplitude of ≈ 30 %, indicated by the dashed lines,
and an Rxx base value drift of 1 %, following the behaviour
of the sample temperature. When the Peltier controller was
turned on, a stable sample temperature of 21.000± 0.003 ◦C
was achieved. The Rxy amplitude was consistent for the com-
plete pulsing set, as shown by the dashed horizontal lines. The
Rxx base value was stable within an 0.02 % variation.

In order to test the thermal conductivity between the sample
and the copper chamber, the transverse and linear resistances
were measured during a temperature sweep in the system. The
8-arm device used for this study was fabricated from a 60 nm
layer of CuMnAs0.9Sb0.1 epitaxially grown on GaAs(001).
The Sb doping of this sample changes the strain but leaves
the conductivity and magnetic properties largely unaffected18

and so the sample can be considered the same as pure CuM-
nAs for the sake of this test. A current was applied along the
[110] easy axis and the transverse and linear voltages were
measured using the geometry shown in Fig. 4(b). Figure 5
shows the resulting Rxx and Rxy values (red points) and tem-
perature readings (black line) as a function of time during
the temperature sweep. The difference between the Rxx val-
ues and the temperature in panel (a) suggests a thermal lag
of ≈ 100 s while the Rxy values in panel (b) track the tem-
perature changes almost exactly. The linear resistance value
has a direct dependence on the temperature and so this result
should be considered to be a more accurate measure of the
sample temperature and shows some thermal lag between the
sample and the Peltier device readout value. The transverse
resistance measurements should not have a large temperature
dependence and so this changing value is indicative of mixing
between the linear and transverse voltage measurements, as a
result of deviations from the perfect device geometry in fabri-
cation, and the delayed response may be hidden by the scatter
of the points.

VI. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

A smaller thermal mass, and therefore more rapid thermal
response and reduced costs, may appear attractive, however
our experiments often include applying high current, short
electrical pulses to a sample repeatedly. Because of this, a
large thermal mass is preferable to diffuse the generated heat
as quickly as possible. It is also helpful simply by increasing

the heat capacity and thus reducing the effect of convection
on the external side of the Peltier device. It is also for ther-
mal stability reasons that we chose to place the Peltier device
inside the vacuum chamber instead of having it exposed to
air. Finally, we chose to cool the heatsink passively to avoid
vibrations which may introduce noise in sensitive electrical
measurements.

It may seem preferable for the system to be designed
such that a heatsink could be directly attached to the ther-
mal feedthrough, eliminating the need for heatpipes. This
approach, however, necessitates added complexity in either
manufacturing the system or changing the sample, since the
system would either need to be designed with a complex
shape of thermal feedthrough or be upside down to mount
the heatsink to (what is currently) the bottom of the thermal
feedthrough. This was deemed worse than the chosen solution
for this application.

In its current form, a magnetic field can only be applied
along one axis (the in plane axis perpendicular to the arms of
the tee) but the system cannot be rotated between the poles of
a magnet for full in plane measurements because the arms get
in the way. The design could be adapted to enable the use of
magnetic fields along more than one axis.

With some adaptation, the sample space could be used for
many applications requiring this temperature range, however,
if there is no need for a large number of signal wires or a
small bore, it may be possible to find a simpler solution such
as the one used by Raihane et al.11 There are many configu-
rations possible for a Peltier controlled vacuum system, each
with different priorities and drawbacks. In our case, thermal
stability, ease of sample swapping and mitigation of electrical
noise are our three top priorities in the design of the system.

Overall, this system has provided a relatively cheap and
convenient way to ensure minimal thermal fluctuations oc-
cur in our transport measurements at and near to room tem-
perature, without the need for cryogens. This was achieved
through the combination of a Peltier device placed inside a
vacuum chamber, a thermal path almost entirely made of high-
purity copper and the used of a high-performance temperature
controller. The system allows our samples to be protected
from oxidation while under testing and has since become a
staple in our research. With some modifications we are con-
fident that most researchers requiring transport measurements
would benefit from such a system in their repertoire. The hope
is that this design inspires and helps readers looking for a such
a solution to discover their ideal system.
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Two-level systems (TLS) are an important, if not dominant, source of loss and noise for superconducting
resonators such as those used in kinetic inductance detectors and some quantum information science platforms.
They are similarly important for loss in photolithographically fabricated superconducting mm-wave/THz trans-
mission lines. For both lumped-element and transmission-line structures, native amorphous surface oxide films
are typically the sites of such TLS in non-microstripline geometries, while loss in the (usually amorphous) di-
electric film itself usually dominates in microstriplines. We report here on the demonstration of low TLS loss
at GHz frequencies in hydrogenated amorphous silicon (a-Si:H) films deposited by plasma-enhanced chemical
vapor deposition in superconducting lumped-element resonators using parallel-plate capacitors (PPCs). The val-
ues we obtain from two recipes in different deposition machines, 7×10−6 and 12×10−6, improve on the best
achieved in the literature by a factor of 2–4 for a-Si:H and are comparable to recent measurements of amorphous
germanium. Moreover, we have taken care to extract the true zero-temperature, low-field loss tangent of these
films, accounting for temperature and field saturation effects that can yield misleading results. Such robustly
fabricated and characterized films render the use of PPCs with deposited amorphous films a viable architecture
for superconducting resonators, and they also promise extremely low loss and high quality factor for photolitho-
graphically fabricated superconducting mm-wave/THz transmission lines used in planar antennas and resonant
filters.

©2023. All rights reserved.

I. INTRODUCTION

The standard tunneling model (STM) is the reference model
used to describe the properties of amorphous dielectrics at
low temperatures (below a few Kelvins) [1, 2]. According to
this model, amorphous dielectrics have defect states with two
physical configurations (e.g., locations of an atom or groups of
atoms) with different energies, forming a quantum two-state
(“two-level”) system with inter-state tunneling [1, 3]. When
the two-level systems (TLSs) present in amorphous dielectrics
have an electric dipole moment, they can couple to an os-
cillating electric field present in the dielectric (in supercon-
ductive resonators used in qubits or kinetic inductance detec-
tors, for example) and convert some of the energy stored in
the electric field into phonon emission, resulting in dielectric
loss and noise. In superconducting qubits, dielectric loss is
a major source of decoherence, as first inferred by Martinis
et al. [4]. In kinetic inductance detectors, dielectric loss adds
noise and can degrade responsivity and multiplexability [5, 6],
especially in parallel-plate capacitor (PPC) geometries that
are desirable in some applications. In superconducting trans-
mission line used in photolithographically fabricated planar
antennas and resonant bandpass filters at mm-wave/THz fre-
quencies, dielectric loss determines attenuation length [7] and
limits spectral resolution [8]. Therefore, low-loss dielectrics
are highly desirable for diverse low-temperature applications.

∗ fabien.m.defrance@jpl.nasa.gov

Crystalline dielectrics have very low dielectric loss because
of their low density of defects [9], but incorporation of crys-
talline dielectrics into elements like PPCs or superconducting
microstripline transmission lines requires complex fabrication
techniques [10, 11]. When simpler techniques are used to
fabricate the single-layer equivalents (transmission line res-
onators using coplanar waveguide (CPW), lumped element
resonators using interdigitated capacitors (IDCs), supercon-
ducting CPW transmission line), they exhibit TLS loss due to
the formation of oxide at the exposed surfaces of the super-
conducting material and substrate [12–14]. Choosing super-
conducting materials having a weak reactivity with oxygen,
and thus producing a very thin oxide layer, yields interesting
results with materials such as rhenium or nitrides (TiN, NbN,
etc.) [13–15]. However, this solution limits designs to use of
a few superconductive materials.

By contrast, multi-layer structures incorporating an easily
deposited, low-loss, amorphous dielectric would have the ben-
efit of confining the electric field inside the dielectric, drasti-
cally limiting the participation of surface oxides that enhance
the loss of CPW and IDC structures on crystalline dielectric.
Such multi-layer structures would enable significant progress
in a wide range of low-temperature applications. KID de-
velopment would benefit from the option of replacing large
IDCs limited by poorly controllable surface-oxide loss with
order-of-magnitude smaller PPCs limited by well-controlled
bulk dielectric film loss. Microstripline KID designs would
become less challenging to implement (cf. [16]). Low-loss
microstripline would also enable more sophisticated planar
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antennas, higher resolution filters in superconductive spec-
trometers, and microstripline-based traveling-wave paramet-
ric amplifiers using kinetic inductance. (The films discussed
in this paper have already been successful for the last applica-
tion [17].)

The main amorphous dielectrics whose GHz–THz electro-
magnetic behavior — believed to be due to electric-dipole-
coupled TLS — has been explored to date in the literature are
AlOx, SiO2, SiOx, SiNx, and hydrogenated amorphous silicon
(a-Si:H) (see [18] for an exhaustive review). Very recently,
hydrogenated amorphous silicon carbide (a-SiC:H; [19]) and
amorphous germanium (a-Ge [20]) have been explored.1

Prior studies [19, 23–27] show that a-Si:H dielectric loss can,
in general, be at least an order of magnitude lower than that
of AlOx, SiO2, SiOx, and SiNx (though low loss has been
achieved for SiNx [28], albeit with high stress). Loss in a-
Ge films are the lowest seen in the literature to date [20]. In
this paper, we demonstrate a-Si:H films with low-power loss
tangent 7 and 12 × 10−6. These films improve on the best,
previous, robust measurements for a-Si:H [23] by a factor of
2–4 2, and are comparable to measurements for a-Ge given
their uncertainties [20].

There is significant, potentially relevant literature on a-Si
and a-Si:H in three different contexts: as a photovoltaic, as an
example of sub-electronic-bandgap optical absorption, with
impact on its use as a mirror coating in laser-interferometric
gravitational wave detectors; and, as an exemplar of universal
STM behavior. We review this literature in Appendix A, leav-
ing it out of the body of the paper because it is not likely to be
relevant for reasons explained there, with the exception of the
results of Molina-Ruiz et al. [29]. We do offer a caveat to this
conclusion in §VII.

Demonstrations of low loss have not usually addressed ro-
bustness: stability of the deposition recipe over time, trans-
ferability between deposition machines, and suitability of the
recipe for combination with other fabrication steps. For ex-
ample, films made using the [23, 24] recipe in the same ma-
chine a decade later yielded much higher loss tangent, and
low-loss SiNx suffers high stress [28], rendering it challeng-
ing to incorporate in complex circuits. We demonstrate here
≈ 10−5 low-power loss tangent using two different combina-
tions of deposition technique and machine, and our recipes
are, by construction, consistent with inclusion in PPCs and
microstripline [17].

Another challenge with measurements of such low loss is
systematic uncertainties. As described in Section III, the loss
tangent at 0 K and weak electric field, tanδ 0

T LS, character-
izes the intrinsic TLS loss of the film, with none of the two-
level systems saturated by temperature or power. Most previ-

1 We neglect epitaxially grown films (e.g., Al2O3 [21, 22], Si [20]) because
epitaxy requirements on the substrate or the base film present significant
constraints on use in PPCs or microstripline.

2 The films presented in [19, 26] could, after corrections and with measure-
ments at lower power, yield comparable low-power loss tangent, but pre-
cise numbers at low power are not available. The most robust numbers
available for the same deposition process are in [27], 3.6 × 10−5 (see Sec-
tion VI).

ous studies of a-Si:H loss tangent characterized the resonator
quality factor Qi and inferred from it the loss tangent via
tanδ = Q−1

i . The quantity tanδ can be smaller than tanδ 0
T LS

because of the above saturation effects. It can also be larger
because it may include additional non-TLS losses (tanδother).
Moreover, for a-Si:H loss tangent studies using CPW res-
onators, separating the TLS loss of a-Si:H from that of surface
oxide layers can add systematic uncertainty to the measure-
ments of tanδ 0

T LS (e.g., [18, 30]). We present in this article
measurements of tan δ 0

T LS that avoid these inaccuracies by
design and by measurement technique 3: our LC resonator de-
vice design uses PPCs to ensure surface oxide contributions
are negligible; and, our measurement technique fits for the
dependence of resonant frequency fres on temperature and of
inverse quality factor Q−1

i on readout power, two independent
techniques that yield broadly consistent results, with the for-
mer being more robust.

II. TEST DEVICE DESIGN AND FABRICATION

A. Design

Each test device hosts 6 niobium (Nb) LC resonators induc-
tively coupled to a 50 Ω Nb coplanar waveguide (CPW) feed-
line that is used for readout. Each resonator is composed of
two parallel plate capacitors (PPCs) in series with an inductor,
as described in Figure 1. To facilitate their identification, the
six resonators are grouped in frequency into two triplets, cen-
tered on 0.85 GHz and 1.55 GHz. Within each triplet, the res-
onators are designed to have resonant frequencies separated
by 5%. The physical dimensions of the resonator compo-
nents and their predicted/simulated electrical values are listed
in Table I. Because we initially had a conservative expectation
of obtaining TLS loss tangent tanδ ≈ 10−4 and thus inter-
nal quality factor Qi ≈ 104, we designed the coupling quality
factor, Qc, to also be close to 104 to maximize the coupling
efficiency [5]. Qc and fres were designed and simulated us-
ing Sonnet software and the very useful method developed
by Wisbey et al. [33]. The unexpectedly high values of mea-
sured Qi led to Qi ≫ Qc, causing very deep, overcoupled res-
onances.

3 The utility of PPCs has been known for some time [4] and was emphasized
in [23] and, more recently, in [30]. The applicability of the frequency-
shift technique was first pointed out in [14, 31, 32], with [31, 32] both:
1) explaining that readout power saturation of TLS does not impact fre-
quency shift vs. temperature because it is sensitive to the full ensemble of
TLS while quality factor is only sensitive to TLS within a linewidth of fres
(temperature saturation is of course the means by which the frequency shift
data yield the low temperature loss tangent); and, 2) recognizing the conve-
nience of the frequency shift technique relative to measuring quality factor
at low power. [18] reiterated these points. This technique is, however, only
usable when the superconducting film has high enough Tc that the depen-
dence of kinetic inductance on temperature does not dominate over the TLS
effect, a caveat that may explain the prevalence of Qi measurements in the
literature. In particular, half of the literature results cited in Section VI use
Al superconductor, which can suffer this effect.
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FIG. 1. a) Exploded view, not to scale, showing the geometry of the LC resonators used to measure the loss tangent and internal quality factor
of a-Si:H. The CPW feedline is composed of a center conductor on the top Nb layer and ground electrodes on the bottom Nb (“ground plane”)
layer separated by the a-Si:H dielectric film to be characterized. The resonator consists of an inductor that runs parallel to the feedline center
conductor on the top Nb layer and a series pair of PPCs formed by plates on the Nb top layer and the ground plane. (The a-Si:H layer is only
800 nm thick while the inductor-top plate gap is 22 µm and the CPW center conductor and gap are 20 µm and 12 µm wide, respectively, so
the structure is approximately planar in spite of the vertical separation of the center conductor and ground plane.) A 44 µm gap separates the
ground plane plate from the surrounding ground plane, though this gap is not strictly necessary because this electrode acts as a virtual ground.
The inductor couples the CPW feedline to the LC circuit, and a gap in the ground plane below the inductor mitigates magnetic screening that
would reduce the inductance value and feedline coupling. The gap also limits parasitic capacitance with the ground plane. b) Lumped element
circuit equivalent. The CPW feedline has an impedance Z0 = 50Ω, the two capacitances C0 correspond to the two PPCs, L is the inductance,
and k represents the mutual inductance with the CPW.

PPCs Inductor fres Qc

w ℓ C0 w ℓ L
[µm] [µm] [pF] [µm] [µm] [nH] [MHz]

Lower 265 1236 42 20 2920 1.84 810 8×103

frequency 245 1223 39 20 2920 1.84 844 8×103

triplet 225 1210 35 20 2920 1.84 882 8×103

Higher 265 1236 42 20 760 0.54 1489 2×104

frequency 245 1223 39 20 760 0.54 1554 2×104

triplet 225 1210 35 20 760 0.54 1627 2×104

TABLE I. Designed dimensions and electrical parameters of the six resonators present on each device. For the PPCs, w and ℓ correspond
respectively to the width and length of the top plates, while, for the inductor, w and ℓ are the width and length of the inductor line. C0 is the
capacitance of each of the two PPCs, so the total capacitance is C =C0/2 (C0 is calculated using the capacitor dimensions and the permitivity
of silicon). The distance between the inductor and the CPW feedline is set to 22 µm to obtain Qc ∼ 104.

B. Fabrication

We fabricated the devices at the NASA Jet Propulsion Lab-
oratory’s MicroDevices Laboratory (MDL) and at the Caltech
Kavli Nanoscience Institute (KNI) clean room facility. For
each recipe, we fabricated four devices simultaneously on the
same 4-inch high resistivity silicon wafer. In the rest of this ar-
ticle, we will identify each of the four devices (for each recipe)
with an index going from 1 to 4. Figure 2 describes the main
fabrication steps.

Previous studies demonstrated that TLS impacting res-
onator behavior reside primarily in oxide layers localized
at interfaces (metal-vacuum, metal-dielectric, and dielectric-
vacuum) [12–14, 34, 35]. In our PPC geometry, the electric
field created by the resonator is confined between the capaci-
tor plates and only the metal-dielectric interfaces are relevant.

Therefore, we took particular care to eliminate any oxide lay-
ers at these interfaces: we used buffered oxide etch (BOE)
on all silicon surfaces prior to metal-film deposition, we pre-
ceded depositions of a-Si:H in the JPL ICP-PECVD machine
by Ar+ ion milling (not possible in the KNI PECVD machine),
and we did the same with depositions of Nb on a-Si:H.

We tested many different recipes for a-Si:H, mainly vary-
ing the gas composition, gas flow, RF power, temperature, and
deposition technique. The two recipes (A & B; Table II) we
present here are among those giving the lowest TLS loss val-
ues. A more detailed review of all the recipes we have tested,
with in-depth analysis of a-Si:H structure and composition in
addition to measurements of loss tangent, will be published
separately.
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Recipe Gas ratio Temperature Gas pressure Gas flow RF Power ICP Power Deposition time Process Facility
(SiH4/Ar) [°C] [mTorr] [sccm] [W] [W]

A 5% / 95% 350 800 250 10 N/A 27’11” PECVD KNI
B 100% / 0% 350 10 30 50 300 26’06” ICP-PECVD JPL

TABLE II. Deposition recipes for a-Si:H. The gas ratio (SiH4/Ar) corresponds to the relative flow rate of the 2 gases. The two recipes use
two different machines and deposition processes. Recipe A uses an Oxford Plasmalab System 100 at Caltech KNI for PECVD while Recipe B
uses an Oxford Plasmalab System 100 ICP 380 at JPL MDL for ICP-PECVD. Safety restrictions prevented the use of a pure SiH4 atmosphere
at Caltech KNI.

FIG. 2. Schematic showing main device fabrication steps. 1) De-
position and patterning (etch-back) of a 190 nm thick Nb film on
a 375 µm thick, 100 mm diameter, high resistivity silicon wafer,
forming the ground plane (also including the return conductors of
the CPW feedline) and the bottom plate of the PPCs. 2) Deposition
of a 800 nm thick layer of a-Si:H using Plasma-Enhanced Chemical
Vapor Deposition (PECVD; Caltech KNI) for recipe A and Induc-
tively Coupled Plasma PECVD (ICP-PECVD; JPL MDL) for recipe
B. 3) Deposition and patterning (etch-back) of a 400 nm thick Nb
film on top of the a-Si:H layer, forming the CPW feedline center
conductor, the inductor, and the PPC top plates. We deposit all the
metal films using RF magnetron sputtering at JPL MDL with a 6-
inch target.

III. THEORETICAL MODEL FOR THE EFFECT OF
TWO-LEVEL SYSTEMS ON RESONATOR PARAMETERS

TLS present in dielectrics can couple to a time-varying
electric field via their electric dipole moments. They can also
emit phonons. The transfer of energy from the electric field
to phonon emission is a form of loss for the dielectric. The
circuit’s total loss can be expressed as [36]:

tanδ = tanδother +∑
j

Fj tanδ j. (1)

with tanδ the total loss tangent, tanδ j the loss tangent of each
lossy dielectric, Fj the filling factor of each lossy dielectric
(indicating the portion of the device’s total energy stored in
each dielectric material), and tanδother representing additional
non-TLS loss mechanisms. The circuit loss tangent, tanδ , is
equivalent to Q−1

i , the inverse of the internal quality factor,
which is a quantity easily measurable when the electric circuit
is a resonator. In the rest of this article, all loss tangents are
small compared to unity, so we use the approximation tanδ ≈
δ .

The dielectric loss tangent δ j is not a single number, how-
ever, because saturation effects cause it to depend on electric
field strength (i.e., stored energy in the resonator, which is de-
termined by readout power) and temperature. Moreover, TLS
affect not just the imaginary part of the dielectric constant —
i.e., cause loss — but they also affect the real part — i.e.,

cause a frequency shift. At microwave frequencies and low
temperatures, the standard tunneling model (STM) yields the
following expressions for these two effects (e.g., [31]):

Q−1
i = δother +∑

j
Fj δ

0
j,T LS

tanh
(

h fres

2kBT

)
1+

(
|E⃗ j|
Ec, j

)2
β j

, (2)

fres(T )− fres(0)
fres(0)

=

∑
j

Fj δ 0
j,T LS

π

[
Re
[

Ψ

(
1
2
− h fres(0)

2 jπkBT

)]
− ln

(
h fres(0)
2πkBT

)]
,

(3)

with δ 0
T LS the “intrinsic” or “asymptotic” (zero temperature,

low electric field) loss tangent, h and kB the Planck and Boltz-
mann constants respectively, T the temperature of the dielec-
tric, E⃗ j the electric field inside the jth dielectric film under
consideration, Ec, j the critical electric field for TLS saturation
for the jth dielectric film, Ψ the complex digamma function,
and β j an exponent determined by the TLS density of states
in dielectric film j. This exponent is 0.5 for a logarithmically
uniform density of states [1], but the experimental literature
yields values between 0.15 and 0.35 [29, 37].

Variants on Equation 3 are seen in the literature. The sign
of h fres(0)/(2 jπkBT ) can be either − or + because Ψ(z) =
Ψ(z), and therefore Re[Ψ(z)] = Re[Ψ(z)]. The denominator
of the last fraction is sometimes written as kBT only. The ab-
sence of 2π arises from the underlying TLS theory [1], but it
results in a frequency offset. A careful demonstration of this
formula by J. Gao ([31] Appendix G) shows that the denomi-
nator of the last fraction must be 2πkBT in order for the right
part of the equation to be equal to zero when T = 0 K.

Since TLS couple via electric fields, only capacitive ele-
ments contribute to TLS loss [30, 38]. Because we use PPCs,
the electric field is confined between the capacitor plates. We
assume no oxides, and therefore no TLS, remain at the metal-
substrate interfaces given the aforementioned oxide-removal
steps. Though [30] argued for the importance, in PPC mea-
surements, of accounting for TLS residing in the parasitic ca-
pacitance of the inductor, we argue our geometry differs sub-
stantially from the one they present, leading to a much smaller
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participation of surface oxides. Specifically, considering the
half of the resonator that is at positive voltage during a par-
ticular half period: 1) the vast majority of field lines ema-
nating from the inductor (present because it is not a virtual
ground along its entire length) terminate on the ground plane
or the PPC bottom plate, passing through the same a-Si:H be-
ing tested with the PPC, because the adjacent PPC top plate
sits at a larger voltage; 2) field lines emanating from the PPC
top plate strongly prefer to terminate on the PPC bottom plate
rather than on the inductor because the former is much closer
(800 nm vs. 22 µm); and, 3) any field lines that do travel from
the PPC top plate to the inductor primarily pass through the
higher ε a-Si:H rather than through surface oxides. The same
arguments can be made for the half of the resonator that is at
negative voltage. Together, these points imply that: the bulk
of the inductor’s parasitic capacitance is subject to the same
TLS as the PPC; and, the fraction of field lines terminating
on the inductor and passing through surface oxides is a small
fraction of the already fractionally small parasitic capacitance
of the inductor.

We thus assume the entirety of the resonator stored energy
resides inside the a-Si:H film, which gives a filling factor F =
1 and allows us to rewrite Equations 2 and 3 as:

Q−1
i = δother +δ

0
T LS

tanh
(

h fres

2kBT

)
1+

(
|E⃗|
Ec

)2
β

, (4)

fres(T )− fres(0)
fres(0)

=

δ 0
T LS
π

[
Re
[

Ψ

(
1
2
− h fres(0)

2 jπkBT

)]
− ln

(
h fres(0)
2πkBT

)]
. (5)

Equation 4 implies that, due to their low energy, TLS satu-
rate at high temperature (h fres ≲ 2kBT ) and under high electric
field (|E⃗|≳ Ec), reducing the dielectric loss [32]. A measure-
ment of Q−1

i as a function of temperature and/or electric field
can, in principle, be fit to Equation 4 to determine δother, Ec,
δ 0

T LS, and β . Equation 5 indicates that the frequency shift suf-
fers no field dependence and has a characteristic temperature
dependence — behaviors of great practical utility for robustly
determining δ 0

T LS, as we will show.
While fitting to Equation 4 may seem the most straightfor-

ward approach to finding δ 0
T LS, it can be challenging. Doing

so requires determining Qi, which can be difficult if the com-
plex S21( f − fres) trajectory deviates significantly from ideal
behavior and/or if Qi ≫ Qr (the total quality factor Qr of a
resonator is related to its internal quality factor Qi and its cou-
pling quality factor Qc by the relation Q−1

r = Q−1
i + Q−1

c ).
More importantly, such a fit requires extensive and sensitive
data: |E⃗| must be swept from |E⃗| ≪ Ec to |E⃗| ≫ Ec to fit
the |E⃗|-dependence, these data must show clear plateaus at
high and low |E⃗| to determine δother and the normalization
of the |E⃗|-dependence, and either the data must be taken at

FIG. 3. Log-log plot illustrating Equation 4. Q−1
i converges to-

wards δother + δ 0
T LS tanh(h fres/(2kBT )) at low |E⃗|/Ec and towards

δother at high |E⃗|/Ec. The exponent β only changes the steepness
of the dependence on |E⃗|; β = 0.5 was used here, corresponding
to a log-uniform TLS density of states. The different curves corre-
spond to different values of h fres/(2kBT ). The plot illustrates that
taking data in the fully unsaturated (in T and |E⃗|) limit yields the
best lever arm on determining the true value of δ 0

T LS from Q−1
i data

and that taking T -saturated data necessitates applying a correction
factor tanh(h fres/(2kBT )). For reference, h fres/(2kBT )≈ 0.96 (and
tanh(0.96) = 0.74) for fres = 1 GHz at T = 25 mK. Our data probe
the range h fres/(2kBT ) ∈ [0.08,0.16], requiring a factor of roughly
6–13 correction for T saturation.

T ≪ h fres/kB so the TLS are unsaturated or one must ap-
ply a correction for the tanh(h fres/(2kBT )) dependence. Data
over a wide range in T would maximize the robustness of the
temperature correction, but taking such data is experimentally
time-consuming and not usually done in the literature. It may
also be difficult to obtain sufficient signal-to-noise at the low
readout power required for |E⃗| ≪ Ec, and it may not be pos-
sible to reach the |E⃗| ≫ Ec regime before the superconductor
becomes nonlinear (when the current approaches the critical
current) or pair-breaking takes place due to dissipation in the
superconductor arising from δother.

In this article, we take the approach — which have not seen
in the literature — of fitting both Equations 4 and 5 and com-
paring the results in order to better understand the systemat-
ics associated with the two methods. We conclude that the
frequency-shift approach (Equation 5) is far more robust.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

We cooled the devices using a Chase Cryogenics closed-
cycle 3He/3He/4He sorption cooler mounted to the second
stage of a Cryomech PT415 cryocooler. Each device resided
in its own box sealed to prevent optical radiation from break-
ing quasiparticles or heating the substrate. A magnetic shield,
residing at 4 K and consisting of two layers of Amuneal A4K
material, enclosed the devices to limit the impact of Earth’s
magnetic field. A combination of stainless steel and NbTi
semi-rigid coaxial cables carried the readout signal to the de-
vices, with 30 dB and 10 dB in-line attenuators at 4 K and
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0.35 K, respectively, to block 300 K thermal noise. Similar
NbTi coax carried the signal exiting each device to a cryogenic
low-noise amplifier (LNA) at 4 K, with a noise temperature of
approximately 5 K, followed by stainless steel coax back to
300 K. Additional LNAs at 300 K ensured the cryogenic LNA
dominated the system noise. We monitored the device temper-
ature using a Stanford Research System (SRS) SIM921 read-
ing a Lakeshore Germanium Resistance Thermometer (GRT)
located next to the devices. The temperature was varied be-
tween 240 mK and 450 mK using a SRS SIM960 analog PID
controller supplying a current to a 10 kΩ heater on the me-
chanical stage holding the devices. A Copper Mountain Tech-
nologies SC5065 Vector Network Analyzer (VNA) performed
measurements of S21( f ) using the above signal chain. We
used the Python module SCRAPS [39] to fit the S21( f ) data
to standard forms (e.g., [5]) to extract the resonance frequency
fres and quality factors Qr, Qi, and Qc for each value of T and
readout power (electric field).

We varied the readout power applied by the VNA to the
feedline, Pread , over the approximate range −150 dBm to
−70 dBm. Because the SNR decreases with readout power,
we had to compensate by reducing the IF bandwidth of the
VNA, which results in a proportional increase in measurement
time. Each factor of 10 decrease in IF bandwidth yielded a
10 dB reduction of noise floor and a factor of 10 increase in
measurement time. We used an IF bandwidth of 1 kHz above
−100 dBm, reducing it to 10 Hz at the lowest readout powers.

V. RESULTS

Figure 4 shows fits of the measured fres(T ) and Q−1
i (|E⃗|) to

Equations 5 and 4, respectively. Table III shows the inferred fit
parameters δ 0

T LS, δother, Ec, and β . Figure 5 summarizes and
compares the δ 0

T LS values from all the fits for all the devices.
To calculate the electric field |E⃗| from the readout power,

we use the following equation, which is derived in Ap-
pendix B:

|E⃗|=
√

1
ε A0 d

√
Pread

2π fres

Q2
r

Qc
, (6)

where A0 is the top plate area, ε is the permitivity of a-Si:H,
d = 800 nm is the distance separating the plates of the capac-
itors, and Pread is the readout power at the device. We calcu-
lated A0 = w× ℓ from the dimensions in Table I. We assumed
ε/ε0 = 11.68, the experimental value found for crystalline sil-
icon, for the a-Si:H relative permitivity because the systematic
uncertainty due to any deviation from this value is negligi-
ble given the large logarithmic range in |E⃗|. Across multiple
chips (those presented in this article and others), we measured
fres variations smaller than 4%. Since fres = 1/(2π

√
LC)

and C = C0/2 = εA0/2d, the corresponding variation in ε/d
would be less than 8%. Inductance variations could also affect
fres, but simulations indicate that such variations could only
occur if the position of the inductor and/or its width varied by
more than 2 µm, ruled out by the photolithography accuracy.

A. δ 0
T LS

The best-fit values of δ 0
T LS range from 6.4×10−6 to 21.5×

10−6 for Devices A(1) and A(2) and from 3.5×10−6 to 8.9×
10−6 for Devices B(1) and B(2). The values obtained from
frequency shift and quality factor data are within a factor of
two of one another.

Among the resonators fabricated using a given recipe (both
across resonator frequency and across chips), the frequency-
shift values of δ 0

T LS are generally more consistent than the
quality-factor values. This difference arises because there
are a number of systematic deviations from expected behav-
ior present only in the quality-factor data and fits while the
frequency-shift data seem to follow the model well. Figure 4
shows the δ 0

T LS (low power) plateau is generally visible but the
δother (high power) plateau is not always, and in some cases,
the data are independent of power. While we can eliminate
some of these systematic deviations by excluding the last 5–
15 data points, some remain. We consider three different types
of deviations in turn.

In the cases of the Device B(1) resonances at 824 MHz and
895 MHz, we see quality factor independent of readout power
over the regime where the model fits the data. This behavior
makes the data insensitive to δ 0

T LS, so we consider the δ 0
T LS

values for these resonators unreliable and we mark them with
an asterisk in Table III.

The other resonators on Devices B(1) and B(2) show
Q−1

i rising at high power (field), presumably due to read-
out power generation of quasiparticles [24]. In the cases of
the B(1) 855 MHz and B(2) 847 MHz resonances, the in-
verse quality factor shows a significant decrease at high power
before the rise, while the other Device B(1) and B(2) reso-
nances do not (excluding B(1) 824 MHz and B(1) 895 MHz,
already discussed above). We find the δ 0

T LS values for the
B(1) 855 MHz and B(2) 847 MHz resonance quality factor
fits are more consistent with their frequency-shift fits, suggest-
ing this difference in behavior causes these resonators’ quality
factor fits to be more reliable (smaller systematic uncertainty).

The Device A(1) and A(2) resonators display no high-
power plateau and in fact show a downward deviation from
the expected saturation behavior. This behavior could be
an effect of readout power too, now due to the modifica-
tion of the quasiparticle distribution function f (E) by read-
out power [40]. Independent of the explanation, this behavior
makes it impossible to fit for δother.

Overall, it is also not known for certain why Devices A(1)
and A(2) show primarily a drop in Q−1

i with field while De-
vices B(1) and B(2) show a rise, though we may speculate that
variations in Nb film properties are the cause.

Our conclusion from the above results and discussion is that
the frequency-shift data and fits determine δ 0

T LS far more reli-
ably than do quality factor data and fits. After averaging these
values for each recipe, we obtain δ 0

T LS ≈ 12 ×10−6 for recipe
A and δ 0

T LS ≈ 7 ×10−6 for recipe B.
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FIG. 4. a), b) Data and best-fit TLS model (Equation 5) for ( fres − fres(0))/ fres(0) as a function of temperature. c), d) Data and best-fit
TLS model (Equation 4) for Q−1

i data as a function of electric field. a), c) Devices A(1) and A(2); b), d) Devices B(1) and B(2). Much of
the literature uses photon number instead of |E⃗|; Figure 6 in Appendix B shows plots c) and d) as a function of photon number to facilitate
comparison with published results. Table III lists the best-fit parameters. Disagreements between the model and the data are discussed in the
text, in particular how we extract δ 0

T LS and δother in the presence of such disagreements.

The fres(T ) data were taken at a readout power (at the device) of approximately -100 dBm (|E⃗| ≈ 500 V/m). The Q−1
i (|E⃗|) data were taken at

246 mK.

B. δother

The fitted values of δother are only valid when a high read-
out power plateau is visible. For Devices A(1) and A(2),
only the A(1) 786 MHz and A(1) 818 MHz resonances show
this plateau, yielding, respectively, values of 7.8× 10−6 and
7.9× 10−6. For Devices B(1) and B(2), all resonances show
the plateau and yield values of 0.2× 10−6 to 28× 10−6. We
see that non-TLS losses vary enormously, even within a single
device, and are often non-negligible compared to TLS loss,
even at low readout powers. We do not know for certain the
cause of this variation, but we again may propose film prop-
erty variations. Certainly, at the low values of δ 0

T LS obtained
here, it is clear that non-TLS sources of loss may become im-
portant or dominant and thus they deserve future investigation.

C. Evolution of δ 0
T LS and δother with time

We fabricated Devices A(1) and A(2) in October, 2017, and
Devices B(1) and B(2) in March, 2020. We measured De-
vices A(1) and B(1) twice: first in June, 2018, and September,
2020, respectively, and second in March, 2022. (We did not
remeasure Devices A(2) and B(2).) Between measurements,
we stored the devices in the ambient laboratory atmosphere:
air rather than N2 atmosphere; standard air conditioning with
generally stable humidity and temperature but no specific ad-
ditional humidity or temperature control; and, no use of dessi-
cant.

Table IV shows the δ 0
T LS measurement evolution. We see a

19% increase for Device A(1) and a 6% increase for Device
B(1) (both averaged over the resonators on the device). We
can translate these changes to rates of increase per unit time
of 0.36×10−6/month for Device A(1) and 0.33×10−6/month
for Device B(1). We thus observe that δ 0

T LS increases with
time and that the rate of increase is remarkably consistent
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Dataset fres(T ) Q−1
i (|E⃗|) fres(T ) Q−1

i (|E⃗|)

fres δ 0
T LS δ 0

T LS δother Ec β fres δ 0
T LS δ 0

T LS δother Ec β

[MHz] (×10−6) (×10−6) (×10−6) [V/m] [MHz] (×10−6) (×10−6) (×10−6) [V/m]

Device A(1) Device A(2)

786 12.0 8.7 7.9 2.5 0.30 785 11.0 21.5 *4.8 *2.8 *0.10
818 12.0 6.4 7.8 6.4 0.49 817 12.0 21.0 *4.7 *2.6 *0.10
859 12.0 16.2 *8.2 *5.7 *0.10 857 12.0 21.0 *5.1 *6.1 *0.10

1506 12.0 15.3 *6.2 *4.8 *0.10 1505 11.0 15.1 *3.1 *2.5 *0.10
1565 13.0 16.3 *4.8 *2.4 *0.10 1564 11.0 15.7 *3.3 *2.6 *0.10
1652 13.0 16.1 *4.5 *4.4 *0.11

Device B(1) Device B(2)

824 8.3 *7.1 28.0 *4.2 *0.46 809 7.9 8.9 0.9 3.4 0.20
855 8.3 8.7 0.2 5.8 0.27 847 8.6 8.2 0.3 5.4 0.33
895 3.5 *4.8 13.7 *5.3 *0.35 893 8.4 6.9 0.6 7.3 0.40

1545 5.0 8.1 4.1 7.2 0.27
1603 8.1 7.9 0.8 8.3 0.32 1583 4.4 5.7 2.4 9.4 0.60
1685 8.3 7.3 4.1 8.2 0.35 1680 8.3 6.0 0.6 15.4 0.60

TABLE III. Best-fit parameters for fits to data shown in Figure 4. Two resonances are missing in Devices A(2) and B(2) due to fabrication
yield. The values with an asterisk (∗) are considered unreliable. The text explains the fits in more detail and assesses the reliability of the fitted
parameters. Of particular interest is the consistency of δ 0

T LS obtained from the frequency-shift and quality-factor data.

FIG. 5. Values of δ 0
T LS obtained from quality-factor data (orange)

and frequency-shift data (blue) for a) Device A(1), b) Device A(2),
c) Device B(1), d) Device B(2). The relative difference between the
two fitted values of δ 0

T LS is indicated in the grey box above.

between the two devices, with an average value of 0.35 ×
10−6/month. We may speculate that exposure to laboratory
air results in uncontrolled uptake of oxygen, hydrogen, or wa-
ter by the a-Si:H films that gives rise to an increase in TLS
density, but it is also possible that an increase in TLS density
arises from evolution of the physical structure of the amor-
phous films simply due to thermal activation. We would need
to undertake comparisons to a set of devices stored in more
controlled environments (vacuum, dry N2 atmosphere, dry air
atmosphere, finer temperature control) to narrow down the
cause. These changes are fairly modest, but it is sensible to

Device A(1) Device B(1)

fres new δ 0
T LS old δ 0

T LS fres new δ 0
T LS old δ 0

T LS
[MHz] (×10−6) (×10−6) [MHz] (×10−6) (×10−6)

786 12.0 10.0 824 8.3 7.5
818 12.0 9.9 855 8.3 7.7
859 12.0 9.5 895 3.5 4.0

1506 12.0 11.0 1545 5.0 4.5
1565 13.0 N/A 1603 8.1 7.5
1652 13.0 11.0 1685 8.3 7.6

TABLE IV. Degradation of δ 0
T LS with time as evidenced by δ 0

T LS
measurements from frequency-shift data taken at different dates. For
Device A(1), the old and new measurements are separated by 53
months, while, for Device B(1), they are separated by 18 months.

take simple precautions (e.g., storage with dessicant) to try to
prevent such degradation in the future.

Concerning δother, the evolution with time seems more ran-
dom. In September, 2020, we measured the high power Q−1

i
for Device B(1). Compared to the δother fits obtained from
March, 2022, data and presented in Table III, four resonators
show differences smaller than a factor of 2 while two res-
onators (at 824 MHz and 895 MHz) show increases by fac-
tors of 16 and 3, respectively. We observe that the resonators
that show the largest degradations are the ones for which the
values of δother are largest, absolutely, and large compared to
δ 0

T LS.
The dramatic differences between both the values and the

degradation of δother for resonators on the same device sug-
gest that the cause is not general atmospheric or thermal con-
ditions. Local changes in film properties, such as stress, per-
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haps aggravated by thermal cycling during test, seem a more
likely culprit. Diagnostic measurements sensitive to local film
properties — profilometry or AFM — may be useful in iden-
tifying a specific cause. It remains to be seen whether these
seemingly occasional large absolute values and degradations
of δother will prove to be a significant practical issue for large
arrays of such resonators (i.e., resonator yield).

Jointly, the variations of δ 0
T LS and δother with time imply

that one must take care to fully re-characterize all resonators
during each cooldown: values from previous cooldowns may
not be sufficiently accurate.

D. Measurements of Ec and β

Recall that β is related to the TLS density of states; β = 0.5
corresponds to a log-uniform density of states. The values of
β seen in the literature, varying from 0.15 to 0.35 [29, 37],
motivate us to also fit for β rather than assume the naive value
of 0.5. We require β ∈ [0.10,0.60] to cover both the naive
value and the prior literature values.

The position and slope of the |E⃗|-dependent region of the
Q−1

i (|E⃗|) data between the two plateaus (see Figures 3 and
4) determines the values of Ec and β , respectively, via Equa-
tion 4. As noted previously, the plateaus are not cleanly vis-
ible in all the data, resulting in unreliable values of Ec and
β . We note these cases with an asterisk in Table III. Consid-
ering only the reliable fits, we find 0.2 < β < 0.6, with the
β = 0.6 values potentially limited by the allowed range for β .
The median values of Ec and β for Devices B(1) and B(2) for
the reliable fits are 7.3 V/m and 0.33, respectively. The β val-
ues are thus consistent with the literature. (Ec values are not
available from the literature in general, presumably because,
for non-PPC geometries, determining it requires sophisticated
modeling of the variation of |E⃗| over the resonator at a given
Pread .) However, we find Ec and β to be fairly degenerate, po-
tentially giving rise to the large variation in β we see. Recall
that our data only probe values of h fres/(2kBT )≲ 0.075, well
away from saturation of the temperature dependence. Data at
lower temperature may thus provide a larger sloped region,
improving the determination of β and Ec. We thus conclude
that our results are consistent with prior data but that we would
need lower-T data to constrain β more tightly than prior work.

VI. COMPARISON TO LITERATURE RESULTS;
DISCUSSION

To provide context for our results, we review the literature
on comparably low-loss, depositable dielectrics.

Comparing these δ 0
T LS results with previously published

measurements is not always straightforward, in large part be-
cause prior measurements rely almost exclusively on Q−1

i
rather than fres data. Considering resonator design, a non-
PPC geometry (e.g., CPW, microstripline) results in a design-
specific value of F , the TLS fill factor, which is generally cal-
culated and reported to obtain a value of δ 0

T LS. Less frequently,

if ever, reported is the Ec value because, as noted above, de-
termining it requires somewhat sophisticated modeling of the
variation of |E⃗| over the device and how the variation in field
saturation with position determines the overall Q−1

i . Consid-
ering measurement technique, determining the true value of
δ 0

T LS requires either data taken over a sufficiently broad range
of |E⃗| (usually done) as well as data taken at sufficiently low T
such that the temperature dependence saturates (generally but
not always possible) or data taken at a wide enough range of
T that the temperature-dependence can be fitted for (possible
but rarely done).

We consider in turn other studies of a-Si:H and of other
depositable low-loss dielectrics (a-SiC:H and a-Ge).

A. a-Si:H

Among the existing studies of dielectric loss in a-Si:H, the
one from O’Connell et al. [23] is most straightforward to
compare because they used PPCs also. They found Q−1

i ∈
[22 − 25]× 10−6 for resonance frequencies close to 6 GHz
and at 100 mK. A plot shown in the article also indicates that
δother ≪ δ 0

T LS and that |E⃗| ≪ Ec. We apply a modest correc-
tion for incomplete temperature saturation (from Equation 4,
Q−1

i (|E⃗| ≪ Ec) ≈ δ 0
T LS tanh(h fres/(2kBT ))) to their values of

Q−1
i to obtain δ 0

T LS ∈ [25−28]×10−6.
Mazin et al. [24] used Al microstrip resonators. Be-

cause they operated below 100 mK and at about 9 GHz,
tanh(h fres/(2kBT )) ≈ 1. Their data show a clear low-power
plateau, indicating δother ≪ δ 0

T LS. We thus extract from their
data the value δ 0

T LS ≈ 60×10−6.
Bruno et al. [25] used Nb lumped-element LC resonators.

While measurement details are lacking, it is reasonable to in-
fer that δT LS = 25×10−6 was obtained at T = 4.2 K for fres =
10.5 GHz. The correction for tanh(h fres/(2kBT )) ≈ 0.06 is
large, yielding δ 0

T LS ≈ 420×10−6.
Molina-Ruiz et al. [29] measured Al CPW resonators on

a-Si at 10 mK and 4-7 GHz. While this material is not hydro-
genated (H is undetectable, with an upper limit of < 0.1%), we
include it in discussion of a-Si:H because it can be considered
to be on a continuum with a-Si:H. They also used Q−1

i mea-
surements across a wide range of readout powers to extract
δ 0

T LS. They tried to correct for the contribution to δ 0
T LS of TLS

loss of oxide layers at exposed surfaces or at film interfaces by
measuring resonators of the same geometry fabricated directly
on a bulk crystalline Si substrate, introducing a systematic un-
certainty. The value obtained for their lowest-loss deposition
recipe, δ 0

T LS = 3.3±3.5×10−4, is interestingly low, but it has
a large fractional uncertainty for this reason. We note that this
film has low acoustic loss tangent, 21 × 10−6, though Molina-
Ruiz et al. [29] also show that acoustic and RF loss have dif-
ferent microscopic sources, with a thinner film showing lower
acoustic loss and higher RF loss, so there is no guarantee that
the true RF loss is comparable to the low acoustic loss.

Buijtendorp et al. [19, 26] and Hähnle et al. [27] provide
the most recent results on a-Si:H loss. While Buijtendorp et
al. [19, 26] provide the more extensive study of a-Si:H, their
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range of readout power is not large enough to identify the
low- and high-power plateaus, so δ 0

T LS cannot be accurately
determined. They also make significant corrections for sur-
face oxides that introduce scatter and make it difficult to iden-
tify a single number or robust upper limit. Hähnle et al. [27],
by contrast, provide Qi data covering the full range needed,
yielding δ 0

T LS = 3.6 ± 0.5 × 10−5 (after subtracting δother;
tanh(h fres/(2kBT )) ≈ 1 for fres = 6 GHz and T = 60 mK).
Hähnle et al. [27] references [26] for deposition parameters,
so we assume the former used the lowest loss recipe from the
latter.

It is clear from the above summary that many authors have
demonstrated a-Si:H films with δ 0

T LS < 10−4. It is of obvious
interest to identify under what conditions these results can be
obtained and what causes the remaining variability. We sum-
marize in Table V deposition recipes and measured δ 0

T LS for
our devices and the above literature results. It is clear that
δ 0

T LS < 10−4 seems achievable with a variety of PECVD tech-
niques and recipes and that these various recipes exhibit less
than an order of magnitude variation in δ 0

T LS. However, no
patterns connecting δ 0

T LS to PECVD deposition technique or
parameters readily emerge.

Due to the large uncertainty on δ 0
T LS for e-beam evaporated

a-Si films, it is not yet clear whether such films offer compa-
rably low δ 0

T LS. Molina-Ruiz et al. [29] show that a lower sub-
strate temperature during deposition dramatically increases
both RF and acoustic loss, while we do not observe a similar
dependence for PECVD films, so it does seem that PECVD is
a more robust process for achieving δ 0

T LS < 10−4 for a-Si:H.
(We note that PECVD films of SiO2 and SiNx exhibit signif-
icantly higher loss tangents, with the previously noted excep-
tion of the high-stress film in [28], so PECVD alone is not
sufficient.)

This comparison with the previously published measure-
ments shows that the average value of a-Si:H δ 0

T LS for our
recipe B is about 4 times lower than that measured by
O’Connell et al. [23], 8 times lower than that measured by
Mazin et al. [24], of order a decade lower than that measured
by Molina-Ruiz et al. [29], and 5 times lower than that mea-
sured by Hahnle et al. [27]. We thus believe we have obtained
the lowest-loss a-Si:H films in the literature. Moreover, the
modestly poorer loss obtained from recipe A implies our δ 0

T LS
is fairly robust against changes in deposition machine and
recipe.

B. Other Depositable Low-Loss Dielectrics: a-SiC:H and a-Ge

While our focus in this paper has been on a-Si:H because,
out of the widely studied depositable dielectrics AlOx, SiO2,
SiOx, SiNx, and a-Si:H, it generally gives the lowest loss tan-
gents, there are other depositable dielectrics with comparably
low loss and thus of potentially comparable utility.

Buijtendorp et al. [19] studies hydrogenated amorphous sil-
icon carbide, a-SiC:H, deposited using PECVD. They mea-
sure δ 0

T LS = 30±0.4×10−6 at fres = 7.4 GHz and T = 60 mK,
requiring no tanh(h fres/(2kBT )) correction. These results are
comparable to the same authors’ results for a-Si:H in Hähnle

et al. [27], noted above.
Kopas et al. [20] have demonstrated similar low loss tan-

gents for a-Ge. They use Nb CPW resonators deposited
on a 1 µm thick a-Ge film deposited by thermal evapora-
tion. The temperature (40 mK) and resonance frequency
(6.3 GHz and 7.3 GHz) of their measurements ensure that
tanh(h fres/(2kBT ))≈ 1. Their range of readout power reaches
the low-power plateau, so their low-power loss tangent mea-
surement Q−1

i = [11−13]×10−6 corresponds to δ 0
T LS+δother.

Their data do not clearly reach the high-power plateau that
would yield δother, so the measurements are an upper limit
on δ 0

T LS. Because the measured loss tangent is so low, they
subtract contributions from TLS at various interfaces and
in the substrate based on calculated fill factors and litera-
ture values [34]: 5.8 × 10−6, 1.1 × 10−6, 0.8 × 10−6, and
2.6 × 10−7 for the metal-substrate, substrate-air, and metal-air
interfaces and silicon substrate loss, respectively. They obtain
δ 0

T LS + δother = [4.7− 4.9]× 10−6 for a-Ge alone, which we
interpret as an upper limit on δ 0

T LS. However, no uncertainties
on these large subtractions are provided, and it is not clear that
these subtractions are valid, as [34] employed TiN resonators
on crystalline Si while these authors consider Nb resonators
on an a-Ge film on crystalline Si. Thus, δ 0

T LS < 11× 10−6 is
the more robust result.

VII. CONCLUSION

We have reported low-field, low-temperature TLS loss
(δ 0

T LS) values of 7×10−6 and 12×10−6 for two similar but
far from identical deposition recipes, obtained in two different
CVD deposition systems at two different sites. These values
are robust and subject to minimal modeling uncertainty thanks
to the use of PPCs, multiple resonators spanning a factor of 2
in frequency, and frequency-shift data. We have also deter-
mined δ 0

T LS from quality-factor data and found those values
to be broadly consistent with the frequency-shift results, but
we have explained why quality-factor data is more difficult
to model and thus the resulting values subject to greater sys-
tematic uncertainty. Our lowest frequency-shift values of TLS
loss are a factor of 4 lower than the best previously published,
robust results for a-Si:H and are comparable to results for a-
Ge [20]. They also depend only modestly (factor of ≈1.5) on
deposition machine and details of deposition technique. Com-
parison to the literature reveals no clear reason for the very
low observed δ 0

T LS values, though it does suggest that CVD
is a robust process for achieving δ 0

T LS < 10−4 with a-Si:H. A
variety of fields employing superconducting devices with di-
electric film capacitors may benefit from this development.

We have also characterized, with varying levels of robust-
ness, the other parameters δother, Ec, and β that impact the
quality factor of resonators using these films. We observed
degradation of both δ 0

T LS and δother with time when no spe-
cial storage measures are taken, motivating more precautions
in the future.

Lastly, we have demonstrated that the technique of using
frequency-shift data with PPC resonators is a highly robust
way to study TLS loss and that the use of quality-factor data
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Ref / Facility Process Gas ratio Temperature Gas pressure Gas flow Deposition time Thickness δ 0
T LS

(SiH4/Ar) [°C] [mTorr] [sccm] [nm] (×10−6)

Caltech KNI PECVD 5% / 95% 350 800 250 27’11” 800 ≈ 12
JPL MDL ICP-PECVD 100% / 0% 350 10 30 26’06” 800 ≈ 7

O’Connell et al. [23] HD PECVD 66% / 33% 100 2 45 3’15” unknown ≈ 26
Mazin et al. [24] HD PECVD 66% / 33% 100 2 45 3’15” 200 ≈ 60
Bruno et al. [25] PECVD 100% / 0% 250 200 unknown unknown unknown 420
Molina-Ruiz et al. (no H) [29] e-beam evap N/A 50 / 225 / 450 < 5×10−6 N/A 19’-106’ 59-317 ≥ 330±350
Hähnle et al. [27] PECVD 5% / 95% 350 1000 500 7’0” 250 ± 15 36±5

TABLE V. Summary of a-Si:H deposition recipes and measured δ 0
T LS for our devices and previously published results. a-Si:H films measured

by Mazin et al. and O’Connell et al. were both fabricated at University of California Santa Barbara (UCSB) using a recipe identical or very
close to the one detailed by E. Lucero in his PhD thesis [41], Appendix B.4.6 (private communication from B. Mazin). HD PECVD stands for
High-Density Plasma-Enhanced Chemical Vapor Deposition. While most of the above publications use PECVD to deposit a-Si:H, Molina-
Ruiz et al. use e-beam evaporation instead to deposit a-Si and thus gas ratio and gas flow are not applicable. O’Connell et al. do not provide
precise film thicknesses but indicate their films are hundreds of nm thick, comparable to the other films presented in this table. As noted in the
text, Buijtendorp et al. [19, 26] and Hähnle et al. [27] use the same deposition parameters, but the former do not provide precise δ 0

T LS values,
while the latter does not provide deposition details. We assume Hähnle et al. [27] used the lowest loss recipe from Buijtendorp et al. [26].

requires careful attention to the temperature and field values
at which the data are taken. In the latter case, to infer δother,
Ec, and β — the latter two of which inform us about the
microscopic nature of the TLS — a large dynamic range in
|E⃗| must be probed, covering both the low and higher power
plateaus. Other effects (quasiparticle loss and/or heating) may
make such analyses challenging.

Future publications in preparation will study: the depen-
dence of the above TLS and non-TLS parameters on deposi-
tion parameters in the machines used for this work; and, cor-
relations of TLS loss and TLS noise for these recipes. Future
work underway will include: comparisons of these parame-
ters for resonators fabricated using other machines at other
sites but with efforts made to mimic deposition recipes; corre-
lation of TLS loss, noise, and room-temperature film-quality
diagnostics; and, correlation of RF (∼ 1 GHz) and mm-wave
(∼ 100–400 GHz) loss.

Future work will study: the dependence of the above TLS
and non-TLS parameters on deposition parameters in the ma-
chines used for this work; comparisons of these parameters
for resonators fabricated using other machines at other sites
but with efforts made to mimic deposition recipes; correlation
of RF (∼ 1 GHz) and mm-wave/THz (∼ 100–400 GHz) loss;
correlation of RF loss and RF noise; and, correlation of RF
loss and noise with film properties measured at 300 K (O/IR
refractive index and absorption, density, H content and ele-
mental composition including binding state, bond types and
angles, film strain, short-range and medium-range order, dan-
gling bond density, and perhaps others) and with cryogenic
acoustic loss. These efforts will have both practical and funda-
mental consequences. At a practical level, the study of depo-
sition conditions will test the robustness of our recipes and en-
able reproduction by other investigators. The correlation with
300 K diagnostics will offer a means to understand the funda-

mental reasons for the low RF loss from underlying material
properties as well as a practical way to monitor and tune depo-
sition processes to maintain the low loss (and perhaps further
improve it). Noise measurements will test whether, at a practi-
cal level, low loss a-Si:H films also will enable low-noise PPC
KIDs while also offering another empirical constraint on the
fundamental tunneling model explanation of a-Si:H behavior.
Mm-wave/THz measurements will test the material’s practical
utility in that frequency regime as well as probe the electric-
dipole-couple TLS density of states at 100× higher energies.
Cryogenic acoustic loss measurements will test whether the
conclusion of Molina-Ruiz et al. [29], that two types of TLS
are present in a-Si, is valid at the 25–50× lower RF loss levels
observed here; perhaps, there is one species of electric-dipole-
coupled TLS that do not interact acoustically while the acous-
tically active species is also electric-dipole-coupled but more
weakly than the former.
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Appendix A: Literature on a-Si and a-Si:H

As noted in §I, there is significant, potentially relevant lit-
erature on a-Si and a-Si:H in three different contexts: as a
photovoltaic, as an example of sub-electronic-bandgap op-
tical absorption, with impact on its use as a mirror coating
in laser-interferometric gravitational wave detectors (GWDs);
and, as an exemplar of universal STM behavior. The common
thread in the literature of relevance to our work is the impact
of dangling bonds in the nominally four-fold coordinated a-
Si material, quantifiable via electron paramagnetic resonance
measurements. While the photovoltaic studies (see [42] for
a review) devote significant attention to the importance of
dangling bonds to photovoltaic efficiency and the role of hy-
drogenation in both improving and degrading that efficiency
through its effect on the dangling bond density, the electro-
magnetic behavior studied is at optical frequencies, where the

processes involved are energetically disparate from those rel-
evant here (eV vs. µeV–meV). The same holds for GWDs:
the concern is with optical absorption in the 1–2 µm (150–
300 THz; 0.5-1 eV) regime. While there are studies corre-
lating this absorption with dangling bond density at high ab-
sorption (extinction coefficient ≳ 10−3), the absorption at the
lower levels of practical interest for GWDs appears to be due
to sub-electronic-bandgap states, not dangling bonds [43].

The third context, the study of a-Si and a-Si:H as an exam-
ple of the STM is, in contrast, quite qualitatively relevant: the
modern introduction of a-Si/a-Si:H for GHz superconducting
device applications by O’Connell et al. [23] identified a-Si/a-
Si:H as the most promising easily deposited material from the
extensive database of thermal conductivity and acoustic at-
tenuation data in amorphous materials presented in Pohl et
al. [44], whose goal was to assess the universality of the low-
energy excitations on which the STM is based. However, even
there, it is now clear the connection to that extensive prior
literature is tangential: Molina-Ruiz et al. [29] demonstrated
that, at least in some regimes of TLS density, there appear
to be two types of TLS: some that couple strongly to elastic
strain (phonons) and some that couple strongly via electric-
dipole interaction to electromagnetic fields. We are of course
interested in the latter, while the literature on a-Si/a-Si:H prior
to Molina-Ruiz et al. [29] was primarily concerned with the
former. At the moment, this two-TLS model suggests the
extensive prior literature is not quantitatively relevant for the
work here, though we offer a caveat in §VII.

Appendix B: Electric field and photon number calculations

The total energy stored in a resonator at a frequency f can
be expressed as [5, 6, 45]:

W =
1

1+4Q2
r x2

Pread

π fres

Q2
r

Qc
, (B1)

with x = ( f − fres)/ fres, and Pread the readout power at the
device. At f = fres (x = 0), this equation simplifies to:

W =
Pread

π fres

Q2
r

Qc
. (B2)

The total time-averaged stored energy W is composed of time-
averaged magnetic and electric energies, respectively, which
are identical and half of the total energy: We = Wm = W/2.
Only the electric energy We should be considered for calcu-
lating the rms electric field magnitude (which we denote, for
brevity, by |E⃗|) between the parallel plates of the capacitor.
The generic formula for a single parallel-plate capacitor is:

|E⃗|=
√

2We

εAd
, (B3)

where ε is the permitivity of the dielectric between the capac-
itor plates, A is the area of each capacitor plate, and d is the
separation of the plates (the thickness of the dielectric film).
However, in our specific case, because we have two identical
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FIG. 6. a), b) Data and best-fit TLS model (Equation 4) for Q−1
i data as a function of photon number. The data shown on this plot are the

same as in Figure 4 c) & d) but |E⃗| has been converted to photon number N using Equation B5.

capacitors in series, the electric energy stored in each of them
is We/2, so we can rewrite Equation B3 as:

|E⃗|=
√

⟨V 2⟩
d

=
1
d

√
We

C0
=

√
1

εA0d

√
Pread

2π fres

Q2
r

Qc
, (B4)

where A0 is the top plate area and C0 is the capacitance of each
of the two capacitors in series. We use the above formula to
convert the applied Pread to the |E⃗| values used for our plots
and fits.

The energy stored in a resonator can also be converted into

a number of stored photons. In the literature, photon number
is frequently reported in place of readout power. The relation
between the two is (also used by Molina-Ruiz et al. [29]):

N =
W

h fres
=

Pread

πh f 2
res

Q2
r

Qc
, (B5)

where W =We +Wm is the total electric and magnetic energy
stored in the resonator and h is the Planck constant. We use it
to plot Q−1

i data as a function of photon number in Figure 6
to enable comparisons on that basis. Photon number has no
special relevance in this work, as we believe Ec is a more fun-
damental microscopic parameter.
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Abstract

We developed machine learning algorithms for distinguishing scintillation signals from a plastic-

liquid coupled detector known as a phoswich. The challenge lies in discriminating signals from

organic scintillators with similar shapes and short decay times. Using a single-readout phoswich

detector, we successfully identified γ radiation signals from two scintillating components. Our

Boosted Decision Tree algorithm demonstrated a maximum discrimination power of 3.02 ± 0.85

standard deviation in the 950 keV region, providing an efficient solution for self-shielding and

enhancing radiation detection capabilities.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Organic scintillators are indispensable tools across diverse technological and scientific

realms, from environmental monitoring to the investigation of rare nuclear events [1–3].

Their light-emitting property, activated when constituent molecules undergo deexcitation

from ionizing radiations such as alphas, betas, gamma-induced electrons, neutron-induced

protons, and cosmic-ray muons makes them vital in radiation detection, medical imaging,

and nuclear physics research [4, 5]. Particularly, they are crucial elements in the quest to

detect particles like dark matter and neutrinos, demanding highly sensitive detectors for the

detection of ultra-low levels of radiation [6, 7]. The appeal of organic scintillators lies in

their fast decay time, ease of fabrication, and scalability, distinguishing them as a preferred

choice in comparison to other scintillator options [5]

Dark matter particles and neutrinos, ubiquitous yet weakly interacting, pose significant

challenges in measurement due to their elusive nature and poorly understood physical prop-

erties. Therefore, large-scale experiments are essential to study these particles compre-

hensively. Organic scintillators play a crucial role in rare decay experiments, enhancing

detector capabilities through improved positioning of particle interactions. For instance, in

dark matter direct detection experiments, precise positioning aids in background rejection

by distinguishing radioactivity in the surrounding environment from that of the main tar-

get material [7]. Segmentation concepts, particularly beneficial in short baseline neutrino

experiments, exploit variable oscillation baselines within a single experiment [8, 9].

This study introduces a novel single-readout detector called a phoswich (phosphor sand-

wich) [10] where plastic scintillator (PS) serves as the inner target, and liquid scintilla-

tor (LS) acts as the outer guard. Traditional light sensors such as Photomultiplier Tubes

(PMTs), containing a significant amount of natural U/Th/K radioactivities, tend to elevate

the background level, particularly when placed in close proximity to the target material.

The phoswich target-guard approach can improve the target’s background contamination

by physically distancing PMTs and identifying interactions detected in the guard material,

which also serves as a light guide. In addition to pinpointing interactions, the identifica-

tion of particles such as gammas, alphas, and neutrons with signal shape analyses could

enhance detector sensitivity with a reduced number of PMTs per target volume. Despite

the challenge posed by the similar decay times of a few nanoseconds for the two organic

2



scintillators within the phoswich setup, this study utilizes machine learning techniques to

effectively discriminate gamma signals between the two scintillators, marking an important

first step towards a large-scale position-sensitive low-background detector concept.

II. MATERIALS AND METHODS

A. Experimental setup

In our setup, a phoswich configuration is implemented, wherein two scintillators with

distinct pulse shapes are optically coupled and share a common readout system through

PMTs. The implementation of pulse shape discrimination (PSD) serves to segregate signals

originating from each scintillator, facilitating the identification of radiation interaction types

and, consequently, their source locations.

The primary objective in designing the detector for this analysis is to efficiently collect

scintillation photons from the two scintillators. To achieve this, we utilize a plastic scin-

tillator as the inner material and a liquid scintillator as the guard material. The detector

configuration comprises a reflective polytetrafluoroethylene (PTFE) cylinder which houses

the inner plastic scintillator, encapsulated by a thin polymethylmethacrylate (PMMA) case

positioned in the middle of the main cylinder. Importantly, the PMT photocathodes are in

direct contact with the liquid scintillator, eliminating the need for any intermediate optical

interfaces.

The PS [24] component is precision-machined into a cylindrical shape with dimensions

of 45.7 mm in diameter and 49 mm in length. The surfaces of the PS cylinder undergo

a polishing process using lapping films to achieve high transparency. To protect PS from

chemically reacting with LS, a cylindrical container is fabricated with a diameter of 50.3 mm,

a length of 59 mm, and a thickness of 2 mm. Two 1 mm-thick lids made of PMMA are

prepared for sealing. The PS cylinder is placed within the PMMA container, and its surfaces

are optically coupled by filling small gaps with silicon grease [25]. Subsequently, the container

is sealed by attaching the lids using optical cement and adhesives.

For the main container, two cylindrical tubes made of 22 mm-thick PTFE are prepared,

each with an inner diameter of 76 mm and a length of 120 mm. One end of these tubes fea-

tures a 53 mm hole where the PMT rear glass part is fitted and sealed with an O-ring, while

3



FIG. 1: Phoswich detector. (a) The photo of the setup for the detector and the dark box, (b) The

drawing of the detector with internal area exposed. The 3-inch PMTs are attached to both sides of

the detector to measure the photons emitted from the guard liquid and inner plastic scintillator. LS

is introduced into and removed from the chimney, which also prevents overflow caused by thermal

expansion.

the other end is left open to align with the second half of the assembled structure. When

the PMMA cylinder is centered within the PTFE container, the outer PTFE components

are connected using an O-ring and six long connecting bolts through PTFE flanges. A small

PMMA support piece stabilizes the inner PS assembly at the center of the PTFE tube. The

inner surface of the PTFE container serves as a diffusive light reflector. The container is

filled with LS through the hole under the chimney.

The properties of the LS counter have been extensively examined in experiments requiring

detectors with substantial volume or irregular shapes [11]. Linear alkylbenzene (LAB),

chosen for its non-toxic and cost-effective attributes, is used as the LS solvent. For initial

fluorescence, a concentration of 3 g/L of 2,5-diphenyloxazole is dissolved in the solvent, and

for a wavelength shift, 30 mg/L of p-bis(o-methylstyryl) benzene is added [12].

The detector assembly features two three-inch PMTs manufactured by Hamamatsu

(R12669SEL). These PMTs show a typical gain of 1.0×106, a spectral response range of 300

to 650 nm, and a peak wavelength of 420 nm. The entire assembly is placed within a dark

box with lead shielding averaging 50 mm in thickness. Figure 1 illustrates the completed

experimental setup and a schematic drawing of the detector.
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B. Readout system and data collection

The data acquisition process involves passing signals through an analog-to-digital con-

verter (FADC), specifically employing a 500 Megasamples/s FADC with a 2.5 V, 12-bit

dynamic range. The custom Data Acquisition (DAQ) system, provided by the local com-

pany Notice Korea, has a proven track record in various experiments [13].

For event construction, an 8000 ns readout window is established when both PMTs reg-

ister coincidence pulses within 200 ns, each requiring a discrimination threshold of 10 ADC

(where 1 ADC corresponds to approximately 0.6 mV). Utilizing delay settings, the positive

pulse starting position is set near 2400 ns, and pedestals are subtracted on an event-by-

event basis by averaging the first 500 ns region where no signal is present. High voltages are

carefully adjusted such that the PMT signal pulses with less than about 2 MeV energy are

not saturated. Synchronization of the two PMT gains is achieved through fine-tuning each

high voltage using the Compton edges of the 60Co gamma peaks. The raw data in binary

format are subsequently converted into ROOT format for post-processing [14].

Regular gamma calibration data are obtained using 60Co (1173.2 and 1332.5 keV) and

137Cs (661.7 keV) sources. This calibration ensures the accuracy and reliability of the col-

lected data throughout the experimental duration.

C. Pulse Shapes

Typical organic scintillator pulses are fast having a decay time less than 5 ns and rising

time of about 2 ns. The decay time for PS is 2.1 ns [15] while that of LAB-based LS is

4.0 ns [16]. With a convolution of PMT transit time of 60 ns (9.5 ns rise time and 13 ns

spread), the shape discrimination of output signal waveforms from two scintillators are non-

trivial problem, requiring a careful analysis.

Figure 2 shows the average waveform distributions of the PS (red dashed line) and the

LS (blue solid line), normalized by the area and for the same energy region. These separate

measurements are done by two independent detector assemblies with a 60Co source where

the target materials are directly coupled with two PMT photocathods. The start time (t0)

of the waveform is defined as the time at which a pulse crosses 6-ADC threshold. The

distributions show that the leading edge and trailing edge of the PS waveform are relatively
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steeper than those of the LS waveform. Therefore, we explored this shape characteristics by

developing various discriminating variables.

FIG. 2: Pulse shape distributions of each scintillator. The red dashed line indicates the PS average

waveform as a probability density distribution while the blue solid line is for LS. The black dotted

and solid lines are PS-candidate and LS-candidate events, respectively from the phoswich data.

The PS waveforms show a faster rise and decay in time than LS.

Additionally, we examined representative candidate events from the phoswich data. One

candidate event (depicted by the black solid line) originates from the liquid segment of the

phoswich, while the other (depicted by the black dotted line) is derived from the plastic

component, as superimposed in Figure 2. The signal shape of the phoswich-PS part exhibits

noticeable degradation, especially at the leading edge, when compared to the PS-only mea-

surement. This degradation suggests a potential scenario where early scintillation photons

might have encountered scattering and/or reabsorption by the guard LS before reaching a

PMT. Nonetheless, the shape information of the phoswich detector remains intact, and we

delved into the subtle yet conceivable shape differences by formulating various parameters.

D. Discrimination Variables

The objective of parameter development is to effectively discern the pulse shape differ-

ences between two scintillators utilizing measurements from the 60Co source. Given that

6



the primary characteristic of the waveforms is the time-amplitude structure, our focus is on

fractions of amplitudes in different parts of the waveform, average times, their variances,

and the degree of template matches.

We use the balance of the deposited charge from two PMTs, Charge Asymmetry (Eq. 1

also shown in (a) of Fig. 4) [12], the ratio Rhead of the integrated charge in the 10 ns to 30 ns

time window (head) to the total collected charge in the first 150 ns time span (Eq. 2 also

shown in (b) of Fig. 4) [17], the ratio Rtail of the integrated charge in the 25 ns to 150 ns time

window (tail) to the total collected charge in the first 150 ns time span (Eq. 3 also shown in

(c) of Fig. 4) [18], the charge–weighted mean time MT of pulses within first 25 ns and 150 ns

(Eq. 4 also shown in (d) and (e) of Fig. 4) [19], the variance of the charge–weighted mean

time MV (Eq. 5 also shown in (f) and (g) of Fig. 4) [20], the likelihood ratio parameter LR

using PS and LS waveform templates in first 150 ns (Eq. 6 also shown in (h) of Fig. 4) [17],

and the total charge QC (Eq. 7 also shown in (i) of Fig. 4). The LS waveform with diagrams

for understanding these variables is shown in Fig. 3. The definitions of each variable used

in the PSD algorithms are following,

Charge Asymmetry = (Q1 −Q2)/(Q1 +Q2) (1)

Rhead =
30ns∑
10ns

qi/
150ns∑
0ns

qi (2)

Rtail =
150ns∑
25ns

qi/
150ns∑
0ns

qi (3)

MTL =
25ns∑
0ns

qiti/
25ns∑
0ns

qi and MT =
150ns∑
0ns

qiti/
150ns∑
0ns

qi (4)

MV L =
25ns∑
0ns

qit
2
i /

25ns∑
0ns

qi −MTL2 and MV =
150ns∑
0ns

qit
2
i /

150ns∑
0ns

qi −MT 2 (5)

LR = lnLps − lnLls, where Lps(ls) =
150ns∑
0ns

(Ti −Wi +Wi ln
Wi

Ti

) (6)

QC =
150ns∑
0ns

qi, (7)

where Q1,2 indicates individual PMT integrated charges, and qi and ti are waveform ampli-

tudes and times for each 2 ns bin, respectively. Ti and Wi are the heights of the ith time

bin in the template and the data waveform, respectively. With the exception of the Charge

Asymmetry and QC parameters, an average value is used for the calculations of all other
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parameters, considering both PMTs.

FIG. 3: Variable calculation methods for a waveform. An example LS waveform and the diagram

for representing the parameters and the time range of the variables are displayed.

The LR parameter is derived through the use of templates for each scintillator shown

in Fig. 2. After obtaining the normalized waveform for a single event, the heights of the

normalized waveform and the corresponding template for each time bin are incorporated into

the Poisson-based likelihood (Lps(ls) in Eq. 6). The template preferences for each scintillator

are established, and the difference between them is employed as the LR variable. For

example, in the case of an LS candidate event normalized to have the same area as the

templates in Fig. 2, closely resembling the LS template, the LR value is situated within the

LS region, notably distant from the plastic scintillator (PS) region (plot (h) of Fig. 4).

III. RESULTS WITH THE BOOSTED DECISION TREE ALGORITHM

Boosted Decision Trees (BDTs) were trained using above-mentioned eight variables ex-

cept QC within TMVA packages [21]. BDT is an ensemble learning method that combines

the outputs of multiple weak learners (decision trees) to create a stronger, more accurate

model. We use a BDT with 850 trees, each with a maximum depth of 3 levels, and Ad-
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FIG. 4: Discrimination variables. These variables are labeled as (a) Asymmetry, (b) Rhead, (c)

Rtail, (d) MTL, (e) MT, (f), MVL (g) MV, (h) LR, and (i) QC. Please see the text for the

variable descriptions.

aBoost [22] with a learning rate of beta=0.5. A constraint on the minimum number of

samples for node splitting is set to 2.5% of the total samples. We use a total of 9940 and

9984 events in the BDT input as PS and LS sample, respectively. These samples are further

divided in half for training and testing process. The resulting training shows no overtrain-

ing when evaluated with the Kolmogorov-Smirnov (KS) test between training and testing

sample [23]. The PS sample shows the KS probability value of 9.7% and it is 38.9% for LS.

The MVL parameter shows the best performance out of the training. The electron/gammas

signal models for each scintillator is obtained from the 60Co calibrations of the separate
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measurements. The training shows a clear separation for PS and LS training samples as

shown in Fig. 5.

FIG. 5: BDT and DNN result distributions of scintillators. (a) BDT result of the PS training

data, (b) BDT result of the LS training data and (c) BDT result of the phoswich detector. (d)

represents the DNN results, the red cross for the PS, the blue star for the LS, and the black dot

for the phoswich. Please note that the BDT response in the phoswich data is different from the

training data especially for the PS part because the light from the phoswich PS part is attenuated

more than that of the training setup.

The trained machine is, then, applied to newly acquired 60Co data for the phoswich

detector showing the separation between PS and LS originating signals within the phoswich

detector. To quantify the discriminating power, we calculated significance of separation
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FIG. 6: Figure of merit as a function of QC. The maximum figure of merit is reached at QC

between 20,000 ADC and 25,000 ADC. Note that the distribution has a slight charge dependence

due to t0 variations in waveforms.

FIG. 7: Distribution of (a) Rhead, (b) BDT score, and (c) DNN response of the phoswich from

20,000 ADC to 25,000 ADC. For the Rhead and BDT parameters, Gaussian fit lines are provided

on the data points where smaller bumps indicate the PS part of the phoswich data. Note that the

middle part of the y-axis of the right plot has been suppressed to increase the readability.

using the figure of merit (FoM) as

FoM =
|⟨mLS⟩ − ⟨mPS⟩|√

σ2
LS + σ2

PS

, (8)

where ⟨mLS(PS)⟩ indicates the means of each distribution and σLS(PS) for widths obtained

from a Gaussian fit respectively for PS and LS after selecting sections of the QC energy

proxy. The FoM distribution calculated from Eq. 8 as a function of the total charge (QC)
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is shown in Fig. 6.

The best separation power, FoM=3.02±0.85 as a standard deviation is obtained at the

QC region between 20,000 ADC and 25,000 ADC which is the LS energy range equivalent

between 859 keV and 1036 keV. The power is degraded as the energy is decreased due to

small signals having lack of information. By comparing with a single variable FoM using

popular PSD parameter Rhead (FoM=1.59) shown in Fig. 7, BDT based method improves

the separation by a factor 1.90. We checked and confirmed that the target volume ratio

between PS and LS of 3.38±0.01 matches with the selected event count ratio of 3.41±0.17.

The standard deviation reaches to 1 unit at the threshold of 297 keV below which pulses

are not distinguishable with the current method.

We conducted tests using alternative machine learning algorithms on the same PSD data,

using identical input parameters to assess algorithmic stability. In Fig. 5 (d), it is evident

that the PS-only and LS-only data are well-differentiated towards the extremes (0 or 1)

of the Deep Neural Network response. However, the phoswich data displays a distribution

where the majority of events are distinctly assigned to either the PS or the LS region, yet

some events in between are not effectively separated. Moreover, Fig. 7 (c) indicates that

a significant proportion of events are misclassified as LS events, mismatching the target

volume ratio. Consequently, the BDT method is more suitable for effectively distinguishing

signals from the phoswich.

IV. DISCUSSION

In the phoswich detector, while the pulse shape of the guard LS closely resembles the

training dataset, the pulse shape from the inner PS differs from the training data. Con-

sequently, the BDT scores for PS are attenuated in the phoswich setup. This discrepancy

arises because the training data for PS is acquired by directly attaching the PMTs to the

surface of the PS material before the phoswich assembly, where LS is present between PS

and PMT photocathodes. Consequently, scintillation light from PS must traverse through

LS, with some photons being either reabsorbed by LS or excessively scattered and reflected

within the phoswich, resulting in a loss of the original shape information.

To enhance the separation power, we anticipate that improvements in the light atten-

uation quality of LS would be beneficial. Therefore, the energy threshold defined at the
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moment would be improved. Specifically, refining the light attenuation characteristics of LS

could potentially mitigate the impact of signal distortion within the phoswich setup, leading

to a more accurate and reliable discrimination of scintillation signals from the inner PS. We

have examined the improved LS spectra in resolutions and gains when the nitrogen bubbling

is performed to remove oxygen impurities in LS. The method was effective to improve the

quality of LS for a short term.

Employing a single-readout phoswich detector, we successfully identify γ radiation signals

from two distinct scintillating components. The BDT algorithm demonstrates a discrimi-

nation power of 3.02 σ between the two scintillators. Our exploration of signal separation

using the DNN algorithm indicates that the BDT is better suited for this task. Future efforts

will focus on enhancing the detector to have a possible neutron versus γ classification in a

phoswich detector.
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1 Introduction

Of all the associated production of a top-quark pair with one electroweak gauge boson (pp → tt̄V, V =

Z,W±, γ) at the LHC, the pp → tt̄γ process has the largest cross section [1, 2] and is the most
interesting to model. First of all, already at the lowest order in the perturbative expansion, the
pp → tt̄γ process requires various cuts to keep the prompt photon well isolated and render the whole
process infrared (IR) finite, even in the presence of stable top quarks. Secondly, due to its massless
nature, the photon can be emitted from all stages of the process, i.e. in the production of tt̄ and top-
quark decays. In the latter case, prompt photons can originate not only from top quarks, but also from
their decay products, including the bottom quarks, W± gauge bosons and charged leptons. In addition,
they can be radiated from incoming partons. It is a well-known fact that a large fraction of isolated
photons comes from radiative decays of top quarks [3, 4]. With fairly inclusive cuts applied on the
finale states, that are currently used in measurements of inclusive and differential cross sections of tt̄γ
production, the contribution of photons at the decay stage reaches almost 50%. Consequently, proper
modeling of pp → tt̄γ is very challenging. The pp → tt̄γ process probes the t− γ electroweak coupling
and provides a direct way to measure the top quark electric charge [5]. The latter is known to be
consistent with the Standard Model (SM), although it was measured only indirectly in the production
of tt̄ [6, 7]. Precise measurements of the t − γ coupling at the LHC serve as an additional test of the
SM. However, any deviations from the SM prediction, for example in the pT spectrum of the photon,
could point to new physics through anomalous dipole moments of the top quark [8–12]. In addition,
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the pp → tt̄γ process plays an important role in studies of the top-quark charge asymmetry (At
C) [13–

16]. Indeed, it provides complementary information to the measured asymmetries in tt̄ production,
where At

C appears for the first time at next-to-leading order (NLO) only. Contrary, for the pp → tt̄γ

process this asymmetry is present already at LO in quark-induced subprocesses due to the interference
effects between Feynman diagrams in which the photon is emitted from quarks in the initial state and
diagrams in which it is emitted from quarks in the final state. The overall asymmetry in the pp → tt̄γ

process at the LHC with
√
s = 13 TeV has a negative value and is of the order of 1%−2% depending on

the fiducial phase-space regions that are scrutinised [15, 16]. However, At
C can be modified by beyond

the SM (BSM) physics. Indeed, substantial deviations from the SM prediction can be expected in the
case of BSM models with a light colour octet [17–20] or an additional Z ′ [21]. In both BSM cases, the
absolute value of At

C is predicted to be much smaller [13].

In the case of the pp → tt̄γγ process, the situation is only somewhat similar to the case of tt̄γ.
Among all the associated production of a top-quark pair with two gauge vector bosons, i.e. tt̄W+W−,
tt̄ZZ, tt̄γγ, tt̄W±γ, tt̄W±Z and tt̄Zγ, the pp → tt̄γγ process is the second largest [1]. The importance
of pp → tt̄γγ stems from the fact that it is the main (irreducible) background process in SM Higgs-
boson studies for the pp → tt̄H signal process in the H → γγ decay channel. However, the similarities
to the production of tt̄γ are due to the distribution of photons in the pp → tt̄γγ process and the
importance of the contribution, which is not entirely related to the production stage of the process.
The effect of photon bremsstrahlung in the pp → tt̄γγ process has recently been studied in detail [22].
It has been shown that the so-called mixed contribution, in which two photons occur simultaneously in
the production and decay of the tt̄ pair, is the dominant contribution at the integrated and differential
fiducial cross-section level.

Evidence for the production of a top-quark pair in association with an isolated photon has already
been reported in pp̄ collisions at the Tevatron collider at

√
s = 1.96 TeV by the CDF Collaboration [23].

The production of tt̄γ final states has been observed for the first time at the LHC at
√
s = 7 TeV by the

ATLAS Collaboration [24]. To date, both ATLAS and CMS have observed the production of tt̄γ at the
LHC at

√
s = 8 TeV and

√
s = 13 TeV [25–30], respectively. So far, no significant deviations from the

SM predictions have been found, even though the measured cross sections are larger than theoretical
predictions. In addition, within the current and still rather large uncertainties also, the analysed
differential cross-section distributions have been fairly well described by the NLO theory predictions.
The measurements in the pp → tt̄γ process have also been interpreted in the framework of the standard
model effective field theory, where rather stringent limits on the two relevant Wilson coefficients have
been found. Furthermore, the measurement of the top-quark charge asymmetry in pp → tt̄γ has
recently been performed by the ATLAS collaboration [31]. Also in this case the measurement is
compatible with the SM predictions within the present uncertainties. However, in all these cases,
current precision is still limited, mainly due to statistical and various systematic uncertainties, leaving
room for potential future improvements. Finally, the pp → tt̄γγ process has not yet been experimentally
observed at the LHC.

On the theory side, NLO QCD corrections to the pp → tt̄γ production process with stable top
quarks have been calculated over ten years ago [32, 33] and calculated afresh in Ref. [1]. The results
with NLO electroweak (EW) corrections have also been delivered later [34]. The results presented there
have shown that for differential cross-section distributions the NLO EW corrections are significant in
the high energy region due to the EW Sudakov effect. Recently, the so-called complete NLO predictions
for pp → tt̄γ have been calculated [16], again for stable top quarks only. In addition to the NLO QCD
and EW corrections at O(α3

sα) and O(α2
sα

2) respectively, various subleading contributions, along
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with their higher-order effects, have been taken into account to form the complete NLO result. In
detail, the set of all the possible contributions at O(α2

sα), O(αsα
2) and O(α0

sα
3) at LO, where the

middle one results from the interference of the other two results at the amplitude level and from the
photon initiated partonic process gγ → tt̄γ, as well as at O(α3

sα), O(α2
sα

2), O(αsα
3) and O(α0

sα
4) at

NLO is what is denoted as the complete NLO result. Finally, the approximate NNLO cross section,
with second-order soft-gluon corrections added to the NLO result including QCD and EW corrections,
has been calculated in Ref. [35]. On top of the stable top-quark approximation, various predictions
that take into account top-quark decays are available in the literature. First, NLO QCD theoretical
predictions for tt̄γ have been matched with the Pythia parton shower program [36]. In this approach
top-quark decays have been treated in the parton-shower approximation omitting tt̄ spin correlations
and photon emission in the parton-shower evolution. More realistic predictions at NLO in QCD have
been presented in Ref. [3]. In this case, top-quark decays in the Narrow Width Approximation (NWA)
have been included, maintaining tt̄ spin correlations in the top-quark decay products. In addition,
photon radiation off charged top-quark decay products has been incorporated. A complete description
of the pp → tt̄γ process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel at NLO in QCD has also been finally
provided [37]. This calculation is based on matrix elements for the e+νeµ

−ν̄µbb̄γ final state including
all resonant and non-resonant Feynman diagrams, interferences and off-shell effects of the top quarks
and W gauge bosons. Finally, a dedicated comparison between the full off-shell calculation and the
results in the NWA has also been carried out [4]. For the pp → tt̄γγ process the situation is much
more simpler. NLO QCD predictions for the process with stable top quarks have already been known
for some time and have been further matched to parton shower programs [1, 38–40]. In addition to
higher-order QCD effects, NLO EW corrections for tt̄γγ have recently been reported [16], but again
only for stable top quarks. Finally, very recently NLO QCD corrections in the NWA for the di-lepton
and lepton + jet top-quark decay channels have been calculated for the pp → tt̄γγ process [22].

From the above description, we can quite clearly see a rather diverse picture for pp → tt̄γ and
pp → tt̄γγ. On the one hand, we already have the complete NLO result for tt̄γ, albeit only for stable
top quarks. On the other hand, no such predictions exist for tt̄γγ. In both cases, the complete NLO
result with more realistic final states is still missing. With this article, we want to mitigate the current
situation and to calculate for the first time the complete NLO predictions for both pp → tt̄γ and
pp → tt̄γγ in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel.

The aim of our work is, therefore, manifold. Firstly, we perform a detailed study of the predictions
with complete NLO corrections included for pp → tt̄γ and pp → tt̄γγ in the di-lepton top-quark decay
channel. Secondly, as we calculate these higher order effects within the same framework, while using
the same input parameters, we want to examine whether there are common features or significant
differences between the theoretical predictions for pp → tt̄γ and pp → tt̄γγ. Thirdly, we plan to
analyse the impact of subleading NLO corrections on integrated and differential fiducial cross sections
and systematically study the theoretical uncertainties due to missing higher orders. Finally, we are
going to scrutinise the individual size of each subleading contribution and investigate the origin of the
main subleading corrections. For this purpose, we perform alternative calculations for both processes
in which the subleading NLO corrections are included only in the production of tt̄γ(γ).

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. All leading and subleading contributions at LO and
NLO are carefully defined in Section 2. In Section 3 we describe the framework of the calculations and
discuss various changes as well as cross-checks that have been performed. All input parameters and
fiducial cuts that have been used to simulate detector response are outlined in Section 4. Numerical
results for the integrated and differential cross sections for the pp → tt̄γ process at the LHC are
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Figure 1. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to LO1. All Feynman diagrams in this paper
were produced with the help of the FeynGame program [48].

presented in detail in Section 5. Our results for the pp → tt̄γγ process, on the other hand, are
discussed in Section 6. We summarise our findings in Section 7.

2 Definition of the leading and subleading contributions

We calculate the full set of leading and subleading LO contributions and NLO corrections to top-
quark pair production with one and two isolated photons at the LHC. We consistently include photon
bremsstrahlung as well as QCD and EW corrections in both the production and decay of the top-
quark pair. Decays of unstable top quarks and W gauge bosons are treated in the NWA preserving
spin correlations, i.e. in the limit when Γt/mt → 0 (ΓW /mW → 0). In this approximation all
contributions without two resonant top quarks (and W gauge bosons) are neglected and the Breit-
Wigner propagators lead to delta-functions which force the unstable particles to be on-shell, see e.g.
Ref. [4, 41–47] for more details. We consider the di-lepton top-quark decay channel leading to the
following decay chains

pp → tt̄(γ) → W+W− bb̄(γ) → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ +X,

pp → tt̄(γγ) → W+W− bb̄(γγ) → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ +X,

(2.1)

with ℓ± = µ±, e± and where the brackets indicate that photon bremsstrahlung is allowed at each stage
of the process. For brevity, we refer to these processes as pp → tt̄γ and pp → tt̄γγ in the di-lepton top-
quark decay channel, respectively. At LO there are in total 5 (15) possibilities or resonance histories
from which the photons can be radiated off in the decay chain of tt̄γ(γ). At NLO, the number of
resonance histories increases to 15 (35) for real radiation with an additional photon and to 15 (45) for
additional QCD radiation.

2.1 LO contributions

At LO, both processes get contributions from three different orders of αs and α. The dominant
contribution is at the order O(α2

sα
4+nγ ), where nγ is the number of photons appearing in the Born-

level process, and we call it LO1, following the notation in Ref. [49, 50]. At this order, we encounter
the typical QCD production of a top-quark pair, which leads to the following partonic subprocesses

gg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) ,

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) ,
(2.2)

with q = u, d, c, s. Example Feynman diagrams for the LO1 contribution are shown in Figure 1. We
work in the five-flavour scheme and consistently include in the initial state all PDF suppressed channels
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Figure 2. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to LO2.

Figure 3. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to LO3.

from bottom quarks as well as photons in all subleading contributions. The LO1 contribution can be
obtained from the square of matrix elements at the order O(g2sg

4+nγ ). The qq̄ and bb̄ subprocesses
provide additional contributions to the amplitudes at the order O(g6+nγ ). The interference of both
types of matrix elements gives rise to the first subleading LO contribution at O(α1

sα
5+nγ ) which we

refer to as LO2. This interference is exactly zero for the qq̄ initial state due to color algebra, but does
not vanish for the bb̄ subprocess due to additional t-channel Feynman diagrams with an intermediate
W boson, as shown on the right in Figure 2. Similar Feynman diagrams do not exist for qq̄ because
we keep the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa (CKM) mixing matrix diagonal. In addition, at this order
we encounter for the first time photon-induced channels with the gγ initial state, as illustrated on the
left in Figure 2. Thus, the partonic subprocesses of LO2 can be summarised as

gγ/γg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) . (2.3)

The third and last subleading LO contribution, LO3, is the purely EW induced production of a top-
quark pair at the order O(α6+nγ ). Example diagrams are depicted in Figure 3. Again, only the qq̄ and
bb̄ channels are present, as well as the highly suppressed γγ channel. Therefore, the following reactions
must be taken into account for LO3

γγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) ,

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) .
(2.4)

With respect to LO1, this contribution is not only suppressed by the power coupling, but also the
gluon PDF does not enter this contribution at all. Finally, we denote as LO the the sum of all three
LO contributions

LO = LO1 + LO2 + LO3 . (2.5)
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Figure 4. LO and NLO contributions for pp → tt̄γ(γ) with nγ = 1(2).

Figure 5. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to NLO1.

2.2 NLO contributions

At NLO, we obtain corrections of QCD and/or EW nature to all LO contributions, as demonstrated
in Figure 4. The dominant higher-order corrections at NLO, denoted as NLO1, arise from the QCD
corrections to LO1 at order O(α3

sα
4+nγ ). We call the sum of the two NLOQCD with

NLOQCD = LO1 +NLO1 , (2.6)

and use it as a starting point to quantify the size of all subleading LO and NLO contributions. While
the partonic subprocesses for the virtual corrections in NLO1 are identical to those of LO1, for the
real emission part additional reactions due to extra QCD radiation have to be taken into account. In
particular, all partonic subprocesses can be obtained by adding an additional gluon and all possible
crossings of partons, leading to

gg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g ,

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g ,

gq/qg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q , gq̄/q̄g → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q̄ ,

gb/bg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b , gb̄/b̄g → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b̄ .

(2.7)

Example Feynman diagrams for the real emission part of NLO1 are shown in Figure 5. The real
corrections also consistently include additional photon and gluon radiation in all stages, i.e. in the tt̄

production and the decays of top quarks and W gauge bosons.
The next contribution, NLO2, at the order O(α2

sα
5+nγ ), cannot be completely separated into

parts with only QCD or EW corrections. When calculating the corresponding virtual corrections we
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have on the one hand, the interference of tree-level diagrams at O(g6+nγ ) with one-loop diagrams at
O(g4sg

4+nγ ) and on the other hand, the interference between tree-level diagrams at O(g2sg
4+nγ ) and

one-loop diagrams at O(g2sg
6+nγ ). The first contribution can be seen as a part of the NLO QCD

corrections to LO2. For the second contribution, no clear distinction is possible, since it can be seen
as either the NLO QCD corrections to LO2 or the NLO EW corrections to LO1. Finally, for the
gγ channel, we have the interference of tree-level diagrams at O(g1sg

5+nγ ) with one-loop diagrams at
O(g3sg

5+nγ ). Compared to NLO1, the real corrections in NLO2 include more partonic subprocesses,
involving QCD and QED-like singularities. The first set of real corrections is obtained by additional
QCD radiation to LO2, which leads to

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g ,

gq/qg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q , gq̄/q̄g → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q̄ ,

gb/bg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b , gb̄/b̄g → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b̄ .

(2.8)

In this case, we have the interference of tree-level diagrams at order O(g3sg
4+nγ ) and O(g1sg

6+nγ ).
Although the qq̄ channel is exactly zero in LO2, its NLO QCD corrections no longer vanish, and the
corresponding virtual and real corrections must be taken properly into account. In particular, the
interference of initial- and final-state gluon radiation gives rise to the non-vanishing contribution, as
explained in Refs. [51, 52]. The latter contribution induces singularities that are of soft nature only.
Consequently, there are no collinear singularities in the qq̄ channel and gluon radiation still vanishes
in top-quark decays. It also follows that the gq and gq̄ channels contain no collinear singularities
and turn out to be IR finite. Therefore, no dipole subtraction is required for these channels and the
naive usage of it can even affect the efficiency of the phase-space integration. In the Nagy-Soper [53]
subtraction scheme, which is used in our calculation, the corresponding collinear subtraction terms
vanish by construction if the underlying Born-level matrix element is exactly zero, since they are
directly proportional to it. This is, however, not a general feature of dipole subtraction schemes. For
example, in the Catani-Seymour subtraction scheme [54, 55], the corresponding subtraction term is a
sum of the dipole terms Dai

k involving color-correlated matrix elements. These dipole terms and the
momentum mapping to the underlying Born-level process depend on the spectator parton k. Therefore,
the sum of the dipole terms vanishes only in the exact collinear limit, where the dependence on the
spectator parton k vanishes and the sum becomes proportional to the Born-level matrix element. In
principle, it is possible for such initial-state singularities to choose exactly one spectator parton and
to substitute the color correlator Tk ·Tai → −T2

ai in Dai
k . In this way the corresponding subtraction

term is always proportional to the Born-level matrix element and would vanish as in the Nagy-Soper
case. On the other hand, collinear singularities are present in the bottom-quark induced channels. In
this case, gluon radiation in top-quark decays must be consistently included. Furthermore, additional
partonic subprocesses, which originate from LO1 with additional photon radiation, have to be included,
leading to

gg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) ,

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) .
(2.9)

Similar to the calculation of NLO QCD corrections to the pp → tt̄j(j) process in the NWA [44, 56],
photons can appear simultaneously in the production and decays, as illustrated in Figure 6. Therefore,
the relevant dipoles must be consistently included at each stage of the decay chain. Finally, we have new
photon-induced partonic subprocesses which are constructed by gluon radiation from the gγ channel
in LO2 and by crossing from the processes listed in Eq. (2.9), resulting in
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Figure 6. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to NLO2.

gγ/γg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g ,

γq/qγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q , γq̄/q̄γ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q̄ ,

γb/bγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b , γb̄/b̄γ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b̄ .

(2.10)

While the gγ channel clearly contains only QCD singularities due to gluon radiation, for the remaining
partonic processes we simultaneously encounter QCD and QED initial-state singularities arising from
the γ → qq̄ and q → gq splittings, as shown in Figure 6. This clearly illustrates that even real
corrections cannot be divided into those of QCD or EW origin, as we have already seen in the calculation
of virtual corrections.

The next subleading NLO contribution at the order O(α1
sα

6+nγ ), NLO3, features a similarly wide
range of virtual and real corrections with respect to NLO2. This contribution is obtained from EW
corrections to LO2 and QCD corrections to LO3. Thus, EW corrections to the qq̄ channel in LO2

vanish again, since with respect to the Born level the color structure remains unchanged by these
corrections. The virtual corrections consist of the interference of tree-level diagrams at O(g2sg

4+nγ )

with the one-loop amplitude at O(g8+nγ ) and the tree-level matrix element at O(g6+nγ ) with one-loop
diagrams at O(g2sg

6+nγ ). The first contribution can be seen as part of the NLO EW corrections to
LO2, and thus it vanishes for qq̄ as explained before, and only has to be included for the bb̄ initial
state. In the second term again no distinction between QCD and EW corrections is possible for the qq̄

and bb̄ channels, while for the γγ channel this contribution consists of pure QCD corrections to LO3.
Finally, for gγ we have the interference of tree-level diagrams at O(g1sg

5+nγ ) with one-loop diagrams
at O(g1sg

7+nγ ). The real corrections can be summarised as follows. First, we have the NLO QCD
corrections to LO3, which can be obtained by additional gluon radiation, bringing about the following
contributions

γγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ)g ,

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ)g , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) g .
(2.11)

The crossing of initial- and final-state partons leads to the additional set of partonic subprocesses

gq/qg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q , gq̄/q̄g → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q̄ ,

gb/bg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b , gb̄/b̄g → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b̄ ,
(2.12)

which again contain simultaneously QCD and QED initial-state singularities, as illustrated in Figure
7. Next, we obtain additional contributions from photon radiation off the partonic subprocesses in
LO2, as exemplified in Figure 7. Together with all possible crossings of partons and photons we obtain
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Figure 7. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to NLO3.

gγ/γg → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) ,

γb/bγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b γb̄/b̄γ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b̄ .
(2.13)

In addition, qq̄ and γq/γq̄ subprocesses vanish due to color, as additional photon radiation does not
change the color structure already present in LO2.

Since in NLO3 we find for the first time EW 1-loop corrections in photon-initiated subprocesses, in
particular in the gγ channel, we briefly mention here the choice of the renormalisation scheme for the
electromagnetic coupling α, which will be explained in detail later in the article. As we are interested in
the experimental signature with at least one (two) isolated photon(s), we do not consider the γ → ff̄

splitting for final state photons. Therefore, the electromagnetic coupling constant connected with
final state photons has to be renormalised in the on-shell scheme to obtain IR finite results, see e.g.
Refs. [16, 57]. However, the electromagnetic coupling associated with initial state photons must be
renormalised in a MS-like scheme, because γ → ff̄ splittings are included in the evolution of the
proton PDF. Thus, we use the Gµ scheme in this case and the remaining IR ϵ poles from the sum of
real and virtual corrections are absorbed into a redefinition of PDFs, as for all other QCD and QED
collinear initial state singularities. This leads to a collinear factorisation counterterm of the form

α

2π

1

Γ(1− ϵ)

1

ϵ

(
4πµ2

R

µ2
F

)ϵ

Pγγ(x), (2.14)

which has to be convoluted with the corresponding Born-level cross section. The one-loop Altarelli-
Parisi QED kernel Pγγ(x), see e.g. Ref. [50] for more details, is given by

Pγγ(x) = −2

3
δ(1− x)

∑
f

Nc,f Q
2
f , (2.15)

where the summation runs over all massless, charged fermions, Nc,f is a color factor, which is 3 for
quarks and 1 for leptons, and Qf is the charge of the fermion f . Unlike all other QCD and QED
splitting functions, Pγγ(x) contains only a virtual contribution given by the delta distribution.

Finally, we have the NLO EW corrections to LO3, called NLO4, and all new partonic subprocesses
can simply be obtained from additional photon radiation and crossing, leading to

γγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) ,

qq̄/q̄q → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) , bb̄/b̄b → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γγ(γ) ,

γq/qγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q , γq̄/q̄γ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) q̄ ,

γb/bγ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ
−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b , γb̄/b̄γ → ℓ+νℓ ℓ

−ν̄ℓ bb̄ γ(γ) b̄ ,

(2.16)
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Figure 8. Example Feynman diagrams for pp → tt̄γ contributing to NLO4.

where example Feynman diagrams are shown in Figure 8.
We denote the complete result at NLO, including all subleading contributions, as NLO. The latter

result is given by the following sum

NLO = LO1 + LO2 + LO3 +NLO1 +NLO2 +NLO3 +NLO4. (2.17)

We refrain from dividing our complete NLO calculation into different resonant contributions based on
the origin of photon emission, as already done at NLO QCD for the pp → tt̄γ process in Refs. [3, 4] and
for pp → tt̄γγ in Ref. [22]. It is because additional photon radiation introduces further complications
due to mixing of Born-level processes with different photon radiation patterns at LO. This issue has
already been examined in detail in the case of the calculation of NLO QCD corrections to pp → tt̄jj

[56]. Instead, we perform an alternative calculation, labelled as NLOprd, which we define according to

NLOprd = LO1 + LO2 + LO3 +NLO1 +NLO2,prd +NLO3,prd +NLO4,prd, (2.18)

where the subscript prd indicates that photon bremsstrahlung and subleading NLO corrections are
only included in the production stage of the pp → tt̄γ(γ) process. In detail, in NLOprd, all LO (LO1,
LO2, LO3) contributions as well as NLO1 are fully included in both the tt̄γ(γ) production and decays
of the top-quark pair. On the other hand, the subleading NLO corrections (NLO2, NLO3, NLO4) are
only included in the production stage of the tt̄γ(γ) process when the photon (the two photons) are
also present there. In this way, we investigate the origin of the main subleading corrections. This
approximation is motivated by the fact that, on the one hand, it leads to an enormous simplification of
the calculations, especially for the real emission part, and ultimately in the matching to parton shower
programs. On the other hand, the largest subleading NLO contributions are expected to originate
from EW Sudakov logarithms in the tails of dimensionful observables. However, it is known that high
pT phase-space regions are dominated by the case where all photons are produced in the tt̄ production
[3, 4, 22], which should directly reduce the relevance of including subleading NLO corrections in other
radiation patterns. With the calculation of NLOprd we would like to confirm that this is the case for the
pp → tt̄γ(γ) process for various differential cross-section distributions. For the sake of completeness,
we will also show the NLOprd result for the tt̄γ(γ) integrated fiducial cross section.

3 Computational framework

As we have already alluded to in Section 2 the calculation of real corrections is performed with the
Nagy-Soper subtraction scheme [53], which has recently been extended to NLO QCD calculations in
the NWA involving internal on-shell resonances [56]. To check the validity of the results, we also use
the Catani-Seymour subtraction scheme [54, 55]. Furthermore, for additional cross-checks in both
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cases we utilize the phases-space restriction on the subtraction terms [58–61]. For the purposes of this
study, both subtraction schemes, that are implemented in the Helac-Dipoles MC program [62], have
been extended to deal with soft and collinear singularities of QED origin that plague the real radiation
contributions of NLO EW calculations. In the following we describe both extensions in detail and
discuss how the calculation of virtual corrections is organised for the purposes of our study.

3.1 Real corrections

At NLO QCD, we have to deal with contributions of different origin, on the one hand with virtual
corrections due to the interference of one-loop and tree-level amplitudes, and on the other hand with
real corrections arising from the emission of additional QCD partons. However, both contributions
themselves are divergent, and only the sum of them is finite for IR safe observables. A standard
approach nowadays is the use of a subtraction scheme, where an auxiliary cross section is introduced,
which is designed to locally mimic the singular limits of the real-correction cross section. Moreover, this
auxiliary cross section has to be simple enough so that the integration over the one-parton subspaces,
which cause the soft and collinear divergences, is possible either analytically or numerically, leading to
the so-called integrated subtration terms and/or dipoles. These can then be combined with the virtual
corrections to cancel all IR divergences. In general, the subtraction term in QCD can be written as

AD =
n+1∑

i,j,k=1

AB({p̃}ijkn )⊗D(ijk)({p̃}(ijk)n , {p}n+1) (Tij ·Tk) , (3.1)

where AB is the tree-level matrix element of the underlying Born-level process which results from the
recombination of the two partons i and j. The terms D(ijk) are the so-called dipoles and {p̃}(ijk)n is
the new set of momenta for the underlying Born-level process, which is obtained by a momentum
mapping from the initial momenta {p}n+1. Spin correlations between the squared Born-level matrix
element and the dipoles are indicated by the symbol ⊗. Finally, Tk are color operators according to
the definitions given in Ref. [54]. The indices i, j, k indicate that in general the dipoles as well as the
momentum mapping depend on the two splitting partons i, j and potentially also on the spectator
parton k. The QED subtraction scheme can be obtained from the QCD one by simple substitutions.
In particular, the color operators have to be replaced by charge operators according to

Tij ·Tk → QijQk, (3.2)

where Qk is the charge of the particle with a relative minus sign between final- and initial-state
particles, and possible further simple replacements of color factors. However, this cannot be applied
to the case where the splitting pair is recombined into a photon (Qij = 0). Instead, in this case we
perform the following substitution

Tij ·Tk → −wkQ
2
i with

∑
k

wk = 1. (3.3)

The particular choice of these weights wk is completely arbitrary and, in our case we simply set it to
δk,k0 , which implies that we choose exactly one spectator particle. In general, this spectator particle
must be the same in the actual subtraction and in the calculation of the integrated dipoles, since the
momentum mapping and dipoles terms depend on k. We note that in the Nagy-Soper subtraction
scheme, both the momentum mapping and the collinear dipole terms are independent of the spectator
particle, so that the choice of k0 plays no role in the calculation. Finally, the structure of Helac-
Dipoles has been modified to simultaneously keep track of different orders in αs and α and to allow
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the reweighting to different renormalisation and factorisation scale settings on the fly. To verify the
new modifications, we have reproduced the results of Ref. [51] at the integrated and differential cross
section level. In detail, we have calculated afresh NLO EW corrections to the pp → tt̄+X process in
the di-lepton top-quark decay channel for the LHC Run II center-of-mass energy of

√
s = 13 TeV. In

this calculation all finite-width effects, resonant and non-resonant contributions of the top quark and
W±/Z gauge bosons as well as interference effects have been included.

Next, we discuss the changes in the Nagy-Soper subtraction scheme for calculations involving
resonant particles. These modifications are to a large extent independent of QCD or QED-like singu-
larities. To this end, we first briefly recall the notation and main aspects of the Nagy-Soper subtraction
scheme which were presented in detail in Ref. [53]. We focus on the case of final-state splittings since
initial-state splittings remain unaffected. We first introduce the following definitions

Q = p1 + p2 =
n+1∑
l=3

pl, (3.4)

Pij = pi + pj and K = Q− Pij , (3.5)

where Q is the total momentum of the process, Pij is the momentum sum of the splitting partons and
K is the so-called collective spectator. The momentum mapping from {p}n+1 to {p̃}(ij)n is then defined
by the condition that the momentum of the splitting parton p̃i should lie in the Q-Pij plane according
to

Pij = βp̃i + γQ, (3.6)

where β and γ are uniquely fixed by the following two conditions

Q̃ = Q , (3.7)

K̃2 = K2 . (3.8)

From Eq. (3.7) it is clear that the momentum mapping from K to K̃ is given by a Lorentz transfor-
mation (kµi = Λ(K, K̃)µν k̃νi ), which is defined as [53, 63]

Λ(K, K̃)µν = gµν − 2(K + K̃)µ(K + K̃)ν

(K + K̃)2
+

2KµK̃ν

K2
. (3.9)

Next, the dipole terms D(ijk) in Eq. (3.1) are decomposed into diagonal terms W (ii,j) containing soft
and collinear singularities and interference terms W (ik,j) including only soft singularities according to

D(ijk)
s̃1s̃2

= W
(ii,j)
s̃1s̃2

δik +W
(ik,j)
s̃1s̃2

(1− δik) , (3.10)

where s̃1 and s̃2 are the helicity values of the splitting parton. The diagonal and interference terms
are further split into a sum of so-called splitting functions v(ij) as specified by

W
(ii,j)
s̃1s̃2

=
∑
si,sj

v
(ij)
s̃1sisj

(
v
(ij)
s̃2sisj

)∗
, (3.11)

W
(ik,j)
s̃1s̃2

=
∑
si,sj

v
(ij),eik
s̃1sisj

(
v
(kj),eik
s̃2sisj

)∗
, (3.12)

where v(ij),eik is the eikonal approximation of these splitting functions. In QCD the v(ij),eik function
reduces to a much simpler expression given by

v
(ij),eik
s̃isisj

=
√
4παs δs̃isi

ϵ(pj , sj)
∗ · pi

pi · pj
. (3.13)
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The splitting functions are obtained by factorising the splitting p̃i → pi+pj from the divergent matrix
element in the following way Mdiv

n+1 = Mn ⊗ v(ij). The exact form for the different QCD splittings for
final- and initial-state splittings can be found in Ref. [63].

The original Nagy-Soper subtraction scheme can directly be used in the case of unresolved partons
in the production process. However, if an unstable particle is part of the emitter pair, then we use
the spin-averaged versions of the dipole terms D(ijk) in Eq. (3.1). In addition, we use the eikonal
approximation for the splitting functions in the diagonal term W (ii,j) given in Eq. (3.11) when a W

gauge boson is part of the emitter pair. These modifications are also applied to unstable particles in
nested decay chains, such as W gauge bosons in radiative top-quark decays. Further modifications
are required for the dipole subtraction in decay processes. The first change concerns the momentum
mapping which is required to preserve the total momentum of the decay process, i.e. the momentum
of the decaying mother particle. This is achieved by replacing the total momentum Q in the original
momentum mapping with the momentum of the mother particle, which is called Qdec in analogy. By
definition Qdec is then preserved under the momentum mapping according to the condition defined
in Eq. (3.7). The dipole terms D(ijk) also have an explicit and an additional implicit dependence
on Q by the axial gauge with Q as reference vector used for the polarisation vectors of gluons and
photons. Thus, to reuse all the results of the original subtraction scheme, we have to perform the
replacement Q → Qdec also in all the dipole terms D(ijk) and apply a gauge transformation to the
external polarisation vectors entering the splitting functions v(ij). The mother particle is excluded from
the list of possible emitters in the dipole subtraction, but it is still included as a possible spectator
particle. To properly account for all soft singularities associated with the mother particle, we replace
W (ik,j), defined in Eq. (3.11), in the case where the mother particle is the spectator k, by W

(ik,j)
dec ,

which we define as

W
(ik,j)
dec = W (ik,j) +W (ki,j) −W (kk,j),eik. (3.14)

For the calculation of the corresponding integrated dipoles we closely follow the semi-numerical ap-
proach of Ref. [53]. In this case, the spin-averaged diagonal and interference terms are cast in the
following form

W
(ii,j) −W

(ik,j)
dec =

(
W

(ii,j) −W
(ii,j),eik

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Dii

+
(
W

(ii,j),eik −W
(ik,j)
dec

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Iik,dec

, (3.15)

where Dii can only have collinear singularities by construction and are already known from the original
formulation. The second term can have soft and collinear singularities and can be further simplified to

Iik,dec = 4παs
−((pj · pk)pi − (pi · pj)pk)2

(pi · pj)2(pj · pk)2
. (3.16)

We have calculated and implemented this new dipole in the case of massless and massive splitting
partons p̃i. The latter case is required for the calculation of EW corrections to top-quark decays,
i.e. for W± → W±γ splittings. In addition, it can also be used for e.g. NLO QCD corrections
with massive bottom quarks inside top-quark decays. In summary, our implementation of the Nagy-
Soper subtraction scheme allows us to calculate QCD and EW radiative corrections for any number of
coloured, charged, massive and massless particles in nested decay chains.

We have carried out several tests to confirm the correctness of the modifications we have made.
First of all, we have already used this new extension for the calculation of the NLO QCD corrections to
the pp → tt̄jj process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel in the NWA [56]. These results, were
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cross-checked with an alternative calculation using the Catani-Seymour subtraction scheme and its
extension to the NWA case [4, 44, 64]. In addition, we have recalculated the NLO QCD corrections of
the top-quark width with massive bottom quarks [65, 66] as well as the corresponding real corrections,
which are presented in the appendix of Ref. [45]. Finally, we have reproduced the calculation of the
NLO electroweak corrections to the top-quark decay width while treating the internal W boson in the
NWA [67].

In our current calculation of the pp → tt̄γ(γ) process in the NWA, we have computed the real
correction part of the NLO calulations with the Nagy-Soper subtraction scheme. We have utilised two
different values of the phase-space restriction on the subtraction terms and found excellent agreement
for the obtained results within the corresponding MC errors. Finally, we have reproduced the results of
NLOi,prd with i = 1, 2, 3, 4 using the Catani-Seymour subtraction scheme. A full comparison with the
Catani-Seymour subtraction is not yet possible as our implementation is currently limited to massless
emitters in decay processes.

3.2 Virtual corrections

The calculation of the virtual corrections is organized using reweighting techniques [60, 68]. In practice,
partially unweighted events [69] that are generated at the Born level, are then used to calculate the one-
loop corrections. The phase-space integration is performed using the programs Parni [70] and Kaleu
[71]. The combined tree-level and one-loop results are then stored in modified Les Houches Event
Files (LHEFs) [72, 73], which have been extended to save, for each event, the necessary information
for all contributions at different orders of αs and α. This allows us, among other things, to reweight
our results to different renormalisation and factorisation scale settings. Tree-level and one-loop matrix
elements are obtained with the help of the Recola matrix element generator [74, 75]. We have
modified the calculation of the matrix elements in Recola to incorporate the random polarisation
method [53, 76, 77] which leads to significant performance improvements in the phase-space integration.
Following the notation of Ref. [74], every one-loop amplitude can be written as a linear combination
of tensor integrals

A1−loop =
∑
t

c(t)µ1...µrt
T
µ1...µrt

(t) +ACT , (3.17)

where ACT include the counterterms, c
(t)
µ1...µrt

are the tensor coefficients that do not depend on the
loop momentum q, t classifies the different tensor integrals needed for the process and rt labels the
rank of the tensor integral. Furthermore, the tensor integrals are given by

T
µ1...µrt

(t) =
(2πµ)4−D

iπ2

∫
dDq

qµ1 . . . qµrt

D
(t)
0 . . . D

(t)
kt

, D
(t)
i = (q + p

(t)
i )2 − (m

(t)
i )2 , (3.18)

where kt is the number of propagators. The tensor coefficients are calculated by Recola similarly
to the tree-level amplitudes by recursive construction of loop off-shell currents [75, 78]. The relevant
tensor integrals are computed with the Collier library [79] which implements the reduction techniques
of [80, 81] and the scalar integrals of [82]. Alternatively, we have implemented the reduction to scalar
integrals with CutTools [83]. The resulting scalar integrals are computed with OneLOop [84]. The
CutTools program implements the OPP reduction method [85], which is based on double, triple and
quadruple cuts. A similar approach has already been employed in the OpenLoops program [86]. In
our case, the OPP reduction and the evaluation of the scalar integrals are performed with quadruple
precision, while the tensor coefficients are calculated with double precision. Not only do we use this
second reduction scheme for additional cross-checks of our framework, but also for phase-space points
containing tensor integrals that have been flagged by Collier as possibly unstable.
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As explained in Ref. [74] the Recola program offers the possibility to select the resonant parts of
the amplitude, and can therefore be employed to calculate matrix elements in the pole approximation.
In this approximation, only the resonant parts of the amplitude are kept, thus, the complex squared
mass of the resonant particle (µ2 = m2− iΓm) is replaced by its real part (ℜ(µ2) = m2) everywhere in
the amplitude except for the denominators of resonant propagators where the width Γ of the unstable
particle is still present. The NWA matrix element is then obtained by performing the usual limit
Γ/m → 0 in the Breit-Wigner propagators. Finally, we correct the symmetry factor calculated in
Recola for processes involving identical particles in the final state but originating from different
subprocesses in the decay chain, as explained in Ref. [87].

As an alternative, we have implemented a second fully automatic method for the construction of
one-loop matrix elements in the NWA, which is based on the calculation of the on-shell amplitudes for
the individual contributions needed in e.g. the pp → tt̄(γγ) process in the di-lepton top-quark decay
channel. To this end, we compute separately the subamplitudes for pp → tt̄(γγ), t → W+b(γγ), t̄ →
W−b̄(γγ), W+ → ℓ+νℓ(γγ) and W− → ℓ−ν̄ℓ(γγ) with Recola and then combine them appropriately
in color and helicity space to obtain the full one-loop amplitude. This alternative implementation is
particularly useful for cross-checking because in this case we can switch on and off one-loop corrections
for specific contributions. We note here, that we have already used both approaches in Ref. [56] where
NLO QCD calculations for the pp → tt̄jj process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel have been
carried out.

We have performed various cross-checks between Recola and Recola2 [88] for all partonic
subprocesses. Specifically, for each subprocess and for several phase-space points we checked the finite
remainders as well as the coefficients of the poles in ϵ of the virtual amplitudes. For testing purposes
we utilised the Background-Field-Method (BFM) as implemented in Recola2 [57, 89, 90]. The BFM,
which is an alternative formulation for the quantisation of gauge fields that can be seen as a different
gauge, can be used as a complementary method in the calculation of one-loop matrix elements besides
the usual formulation.

The proper description of unstable particles like W± gauge bosons and top quarks in perturbation
theory requires the introduction of the complex-mass scheme (CMS), which was first proposed for
lowest-order calculations in Ref. [41] and then generalised to higher orders in Refs. [42, 91]. In this
scheme, complex masses are introduced at the level of the Lagrangian by splitting the bare masses
into complex renormalised masses and complex counterterms. This corresponds to a rearrangement of
the perturbative expansion without changing the underlying theory and preserving gauge invariance.
Unitarity is respected up to higher orders as long as unstable particles are excluded from the final
states. Renormalisation must nevertheless be treated carefully as not to spoil these properties of the
bare theory. To this end, the standard on-shell scheme has been generalised in Ref. [42] to the complex-
mass case by requiring unit residues of propagators at complex poles and by taking into account the
imaginary parts of the self-energies in the renormalisation constants. This necessitates, however, the
calculation of the self-energies for complex squared momenta. This complication can be avoided by
expanding the self-energies present in the renormalisation constants about real arguments such that
one-loop accuracy is preserved. In case of the W± gauge boson and top-quark, extra constants must
be added to the expanded self-energies in order not to spoil the one-loop accuracy of the results due to
the presence of branch cuts introduced by infrared divergences. The simplified version of the complex
renormalisation is described in detail in Refs. [42, 57], where all renormalisation constants are provided
as well. These renormalisation constants are implemented in Recola and employed in our calculation
of NLO QCD and EW corrections to the pp → tt̄γ(γ) process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel

– 15 –



without any modifications.
As already mentioned in Section 2.1, the presence of final-state photons in the Born-level process

requires special care in the renormalisation of the electromagnetic coupling constant α. In particular,
we split the total power of αn into α

n−nγ

Gµ
α(0)nγ where nγ = 1 (nγ = 2) for the underlying Born-level

process pp → tt̄γ(γ). The powers of the electromagnetic coupling constant associated with final-state
photons are renormalised in the on-shell scheme (the α(0) scheme) [16, 42, 57]. The remaining powers
of α are renormalised in the Gµ scheme, where the renormalized electromagnetic coupling α is derived
from the Fermi constant GF , measured in muon decays, and the masses of the W and Z bosons. The
renormalisation in this mixed scheme is realised by first performing the complete renormalisation of all
powers of α in the Gµ scheme. The renormalisation scheme is then changed for α(0)nγ by introducing
a new counterterm which is given by

2nγ Re
(
δZe

∣∣
α(0)

− δZe

∣∣
Gµ

)
dσLO = nγ Re

(
∆r(1)

)
dσLO, (3.19)

where ∆r(1) are the NLO EW corrections to the muon decay [92–95] and δZe

∣∣
α(0)

as well as δZe

∣∣
Gµ

are the renormalisation constants of the electric charge e in the on-shell and Gµ scheme, respectively.
We note that in Eq. (3.19) and in general in the whole calculation, the electromagnetic coupling is
always set to α = αGµ and the final result is then rescaled by (α(0)/αGµ)

nγ . This also implies that the
relative EW corrections are always calculated with α = αGµ . In order to test the consistency of the
calculation in this mixed approach we have explicitly checked the cancellation of all IR singularities
in the sum of virtual corrections and integrated dipoles for a few phase-space points for all partonic
subprocesses.

4 LHC Setup for numerical predictions

The calculations of complete NLO corrections for pp → tt̄γ and pp → tt̄γγ in the di-lepton top-
quark decay channel are performed for proton-proton collisions at the LHC with a center of mass
energy of

√
s = 13 TeV. When both higher-order QCD and EW corrections as well as photon-initiated

subprocesses are considered, the PDFs with QED effects and the photon content of the proton are
essential. To this end, we use the NLO NNPDF3.1luxQED PDF set [96–99] with αs(mZ) = 0.118,
where photons are properly taken into account in the PDF evolution, at LO and NLO. The PDF set
as well as the running of the strong coupling constant with two-loop accuracy is obtained using the
LHAPDF interface [100]. As already explained in the last section, for α a mixed scheme is considered.
In particular, α is first calculated in the Gµ-scheme according to

αGµ =

√
2

π
Gµm

2
W

(
1− m2

W

m2
Z

)
, Gµ = 1.1663787 · 10−5 GeV−2 , (4.1)

with mW = 80.379 GeV and mZ = 91.1876 GeV. However, α associated with Born-level final-state
photons is treated in the on-shell scheme, where we use α−1 = α−1(0) = 137.035999084 [101] as the
input parameter. Additional photon radiation from the real emission part of the NLO calculation is
evaluated with αGµ . We use the following input values for the masses and widths of the unstable
particles

mt = 172.5 GeV , ΓW = 2.0972 GeV ,

mH = 125 GeV , ΓH = 4.07 · 10−3 GeV ,

The width of the Z boson is set to zero to avoid artificial higher-order terms that would otherwise
appear due to the complex-mass scheme, since the width of the W boson is assumed to be zero
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everywhere except in the propagators, as explained in Ref. [51]. All other particles are assumed to be
massless. We use the same top-quark width at LO and NLO. Taking into account NLO QCD and EW
corrections, the latter width is given by

ΓNLO
t = 1.3735727 GeV, (4.2)

where we adapt the conventions given in Ref. [102], while the NLO QCD corrections are obtained from
Ref. [65] for µR = mt. We note here that, contrary to what is usually done when calculating NLO
QCD corrections, in this study we use the same PDF set as well as top-quark width for both LO and
NLO predictions. This should help us to directly examine the relative magnitude of the subleading
contributions, while simultaneously separating out the effects coming from the use of different settings
at LO and NLO. The NLO EW corrections are computed numerically with the help of Helac-Dipoles
and Recola. As already indicated in Eq. (2.18), in this scheme, the LO and NLO contributions can
simply be added to give the complete result.

The event selection and scale choice are based on our previous work on NLO QCD corrections to
the pp → tt̄γγ process [22]. All final-state partons with pseudo-rapidity |η| < 5 are clustered into jets
with separation R = 0.4 in the rapidity azimuthal-angle plane via the IR-safe anti-kT jet algorithm
[103]. We require two oppositely charged leptons, at least two b-jets and at least one (two) photon(s)
for tt̄γ(γ), respectively. The IR safety of the tt̄γ(γ) cross section involving jets and prompt photon(s)
is ensured by using the smooth photon isolation prescription as described in Ref. [104]. Therefore, the
event is rejected unless the following condition is fulfilled before the jet algorithm is applied

∑
i

ET iΘ(R−Rγi) ≤ ϵγ ET γ

(
1− cos(R)

1− cos(Rγj)

)n

, (4.3)

for all R ≤ Rγj with Rγj = 0.4 and ϵγ = n = 1. The transverse energy of the parton i/photon is
denoted by ET i/ET γ and Rγi is given by

Rγi =
√

(yγ − yi)2 + (ϕγ − ϕi)2 . (4.4)

In subleading NLO corrections we also encounter partonic processes with an additional photon in
the final state with respect to the Born-level subprocesses. In this case, the smooth photon isolation
prescription can be extended to additionally require the isolation of photons with charged leptons and
photons, as suggested in Ref. [16]. In this approach, after the smooth photon isolation, charged leptons
and partons are recombined with only non-isolated photons based on a jet clustering algorithm. In
general, the use of the smooth photon isolation prescription is not required in this case. Alternatively,
it is sufficient to perform the photon recombination directly with charged leptons and partons, where
additionally the following recombination rule γ + γ → γ is allowed. Similar schemes have already
been applied in associated photon production processes, see e.g. Refs. [105, 106]. We have used both
approaches for the calculation of higher-order corrections to the pp → tt̄γ process, where the photon
recombination has also been performed with the anti-kT jet algorithm with the radius parameter
R = 0.4. We have found no phenomenologically relevant differences even at the differential cross-section
level. Therefore, we remain with the second approach, not using the smooth isolation prescription in
these contributions. After the jet algorithm/photon recombination, the prompt photons are defined
with the following conditions

pT, γ > 25 GeV , |yγ | < 2.5 , ∆Rγγ > 0.4 . (4.5)
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In order to ensure well-observable isolated b-jets and charged leptons in the central-rapidity region, we
require

pT, b > 25 GeV , |yb| < 2.5 , ∆Rbb > 0.4 ,

pT, ℓ > 25 GeV , |yℓ| < 2.5 , ∆Rℓℓ > 0.4 .
(4.6)

In addition, charged leptons and photons need to be well separated from any b-jet in the rapidity-
azimuthal angle plane as well as from each other

∆Rlγ > 0.4 , ∆Rlb > 0.4 , ∆Rbγ > 0.4 . (4.7)

Finally, there are no restrictions on the kinematics of the extra light jet/photon (if resolved by the jet
algorithm) and the missing transverse momentum, pmiss

T = |p⃗T, νℓ + p⃗T, ν̄ℓ |. Based on the findings in
Ref. [22] we set the factorisation and renormalisation scale to a common dynamical scale setting, µ0,
given by

µR = µF = µ0 =
ET

4
, (4.8)

with

ET =
√

m2
t + p2T, t +

√
m2

t + p2
T, t̄

+

nγ∑
i=1

pT, γi , (4.9)

where pT, t and pT, t̄ are the transverse momenta of the on-shell top quarks. In addition, for dimensionful
cross-section distributions constructed from the photon kinematics, we present results for the fixed scale
setting, µ0 = mt. Theoretical uncertainties due to missing higher orders are estimated by a 7-point
scale variation, where the factorisation and renormalisation scales are independently varied in the range

1

2
µ0 ≤ µR , µF ≤ 2µ0 ,

1

2
≤ µR

µF
≤ 2 , (4.10)

which leads to the following pairs(
µR

µ0
,
µF

µ0

)
=

{
(2, 1) , (0.5, 1) , (1, 2) , (1, 1), (1, 0.5), (2, 2), (0.5, 0.5)

}
. (4.11)

By searching for the minimum and maximum of the resulting cross sections we obtain the displayed
uncertainty bands. We use the 7-point scale variation both at the integrated and differential cross-
section level.

5 Top-quark pair production with one isolated photon

5.1 Integrated fiducial cross sections

Now we turn to the discussion of the numerical results. We begin with our findings for the pp → tt̄γ

process at the integrated fiducial cross-section level. In particular, in Table 1 we present the results
for LO, NLO, NLOQCD and NLOprd, as defined in the last section, with the corresponding theoretical
uncertainties obtained by scale variation. In addition, we display the decomposition of the LO and
NLO results into the individual LOi and NLOi contributions calculated at the different orders in αs and
α. Finally, the relative size of all results with respect to the dominant LO contribution, LO1, is given
in the last column. We find that both subleading LO contributions, LO2 and LO3, are below 0.5% of
LO1. In addition, LO3 is slightly larger than LO2 due to cancellations in LO2 between the gγ and bb̄

subprocesses. It turns out that the latter channel gives a negative result that can be attributed to the
interference between the different orders in αs and α. Although, the bb̄ initial state is PDF suppressed
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σi [fb] Ratio to LO1

LO1 O(α2
sα

5) 55.604(8)+31.4%
−22.3% 1.00

LO2 O(α1
sα

6) 0.18775(5)+20.1%
−15.4% +0.34%

LO3 O(α0
sα

7) 0.26970(4)+14.3%
−16.9% +0.49%

NLO1 O(α3
sα

5) +3.44(5) +6.19%

NLO2 O(α2
sα

6) −0.1553(9) −0.28%

NLO3 O(α1
sα

7) +0.2339(3) +0.42%

NLO4 O(α0
sα

8) +0.001595(8) +0.003%

LO 56.061(8)+31.2%
−22.1% 1.0082

NLOQCD 59.05(5)+1.6%
−5.9% 1.0620

NLOprd 59.08(5)+1.5%
−5.9% 1.0626

NLO 59.59(5)+1.6%
−5.9% 1.0717

Table 1. Integrated fiducial cross section for the pp → tt̄γ + X process in the di-lepton top-quark decay
channel at the LHC with

√
s = 13 TeV. Results are shown for LO, NLO, NLOQCD and NLOprd with the

corresponding scale uncertainties. Additionally, all LOi and NLOi contributions and the ratio with respect to
LO1 are displayed. MC integration errors are given in parentheses. Results are provided for µ0 = ET /4 and the
NLO NNPDF3.1luxQED PDF set.

with respect to the qq̄ one, it provides the dominant contribution to LO3, and is more than three times
larger than the qq̄ channel, due to the presence of additional t-channel Feynman diagrams that do not
appear in the qq̄ subprocess. The γγ initiated contribution is smaller than the MC integration error
of the LO result and thus completely negligible. Consequently, at the integrated fiducial cross-section
level, the subleading LO contributions are phenomenologically insignificant, especially when compared
to the scale uncertainties of the complete LO result (or the dominant LO1 contribution for that matter).
The theoretical errors of both LO and LO1 are of similar size and amount to 31%.

As expected, the dominant NLO corrections originate from the NLO QCD corrections (NLO1) to
LO1 and lead to an increase of the integrated fiducial cross section by about 6.2%. All subleading NLO
contributions are again found to be less than 0.5% of LO1. In more detail, NLO2 and NLO3 are of the
same order of magnitude and NLO4 is completely negligible compared to the NLO scale uncertainties
and even MC integration errors. We note that in all the contributions we used the same top-quark width
(ΓNLO,QCD+EW

t = 1.3735727 GeV). In particular, if the LO top-quark width (ΓLO
t = 1.4806842 GeV)

has been used instead for LO1 and the NLO QCD one (ΓNLO,QCD
t = 1.3535983 GeV) for NLOQCD, as it

is often done in higher-order QCD calculations, we would obtain NLO QCD corrections of about 27%.
Furthermore, we note that the sum of all subleading LO and NLO contributions increases the NLOQCD

result by about 1% and therefore plays only a minor role at the integrated fiducial cross-section level
compared to the NLOQCD scale uncertainties that are of the order of 6%. The scale uncertainties
themselves remain unchanged by the inclusion of the subleading higher-order contributions, and are
thus completely driven by the NLOQCD part. Finally, we can observe that NLOprd and NLOQCD agree
within the MC errors, which results from the cancellation of subleading LO contributions (0.8%) and
the subleading NLO corrections to the production of pp → tt̄γ (−0.7%). In addition, the difference
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between NLO and NLOprd, and thus the subleading NLO corrections involving radiative top-quark
decays (including photon radiation and/or QCD/EW corrections), is of similar (absolute) size as the
other two effects (0.9%).

5.2 Differential fiducial cross sections

While at the integrated fiducial cross-section level the effects of the subleading LO and NLO contribu-
tions are small, it is expected that these effects might be enhanced for particular observables in certain
phase-space regions. To this end, in Figure 9 we present the differential cross-section distributions for
the transverse momentum of the hardest photon, pT,γ1 , the invariant mass of the two hardest b-jets,
Mb1b2 , as well as their transverse momenta, denoted as pT,b1 and pT,b2 , respectively. In the upper
panels we provide the absolute predictions for LO, NLO, NLOQCD and NLOprd. The middle panels
show the ratio of the three NLO results to NLOQCD. In addition, both panels display the NLOQCD

theoretical uncertainties obtained from scale variation. Finally, the lower panels present the relative
size of all subleading LOi and NLOi contributions with respect to LO1.

For pT,γ1 we find that the largest NLO corrections arise from NLO1 and lead in the tail of the
distribution to an increase of the LO1 cross section by about 25%. The inclusion of all subleading LO
and NLO contributions reduces the NLOQCD prediction by up to 4% due to EW Sudakov logarithms
induced by NLO2. All other subleading contributions remain below 1%. The NLOprd contribution,
where the subleading NLO corrections are only included in the production stage of tt̄γ, underestimates
the full calculation by about 2%. The overall picture remains the same for the Mb1b2 observable. In
particular, we again find that NLO2 is the dominant subleading contribution, leading to a reduction in
the NLOQCD prediction of about 5%. This reduction is about half the size of the corresponding scale
uncertainties. On the other hand, NLOprd recovers the full calculation correctly in the tails and only
small differences up to 1.5% are found at the beginning of the spectrum. In the case of the transverse
momenta of the hardest and second hardest b-jet, pT,b1 and pT,b2 , the relative size of NLO2 with respect
to LO1 is increased to 10%. On the contrary, the impact of all subleading contributions on the final
NLO result seems to be very different. Indeed, we find for pT,b1 that NLO3 is enhanced in the tail
and amounts to 3% − 4%, thus partially cancelling the EW Sudakov logarithms in NLO2. Moreover,
we find large NLO QCD corrections to LO1 of up to 95%, which further suppress the importance of
the subleading contributions. However, both effects, the enhancement of NLO3 and the large NLO1

contribution, have the same origin and arise from large NLO QCD real corrections to LO1 and LO3,
induced by hard jet recoil against the tt̄ system. This can be seen by inspecting the size of the NLO
scale uncertainties, which increase continuously towards the tail of the distribution and become closer
in size to those at LO. Thus, the relative size of the subleading corrections is highly dependent on the
fiducial phase space and might be enhanced if a more exclusive event selection and/or jet vetos are
applied. On the other hand, for pT,b2 the subleading contributions have a more significant impact on
its spectrum, reducing the NLOQCD prediction by up to 10%. The scale uncertainties of NLOQCD are
about 15% and therefore comparable in size. Moreover, we find that the larger size of the subleading
contributions can also affect the scale uncertainties, which in this case increase to about 20% for the
complete NLO case. Finally, we can observe that, for both b-jet transverse momentum spectra the
NLOprd predictions fully recover the complete NLO result.

Following the findings of our previous work on the calculation of the NLO QCD corrections to the
pp → tt̄γγ process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel [22], where a traditional fixed scale setting,
µ0 = mt, led to a reduction of NLO QCD corrections and scale uncertainties for photonic observables,
in the following we reexamine the pT,γ1 observable also for this scale choice. To this end, in Figure 10
we present pT,γ1 afresh for µ0 = mt. We find that for this fixed scale choice the NLO1 contribution
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Figure 9. Differential cross-section distributions for the observables pT,γ1 , Mb1b2 , pT,b1 and pT,b2 for the
pp → tt̄γ+X process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel at the LHC with

√
s = 13 TeV. The upper panels

present absolute predictions for LO, NLO, NLOQCD and NLOprd together with the NLOprd uncertainty bands.
Middle panels show the ratio of all NLO results with respect to NLOQCD and the lower panels display the relative
size of all subleading LOi and NLOi contributions compared to LO1. Results are provided for µ0 = ET /4 and
the NLO NNPDF3.1luxQED PDF set.

is reduced from 25% to 13%. Moreover, while for the default scale setting, µ0 = ET /4, the largest
NLO QCD corrections are present in the tail, for µ0 = mt the LO and NLOQCD predictions coincide
in this phase-space region. Furthermore, the differences of up to 13% are found at the beginning of
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Figure 10. Same as Figure 9 but for the observable pT,γ1 . The result is shown for µ0 = mt.

the spectrum. The relative size of the subleading LO and NLO contributions is basically unchanged
and leads to a reduction of the complete calculation of about 5% compared to 4% for µ0 = ET /4. In
addition, the scale uncertainties are slightly reduced to 7% − 9% compared to 10% − 11%. Thus, for
the scale setting µ0 = mt, the subleading contributions become more important, since the subleading
effects and the scale uncertainties are of similar size.

We continue the discussion and present in Figure 11 other differential cross-section distributions.
In detail, we display the transverse momentum of the b1b2 and ℓ+ℓ− systems, denoted as pT,b1b2 and
pT,ℓ+ℓ− , respectively. Furthermore, we show the angular separation between γ1 and ℓ+ as well as
γ1 and b1, denoted as ∆Rℓ+γ1 and ∆Rb1γ1 , respectively. The two dimensionful observables, pT,b1b2
and pT,ℓ+ℓ− , are affected by huge NLO QCD corrections to LO1 of about 450% and 200%. These
corrections arise from a kinematical suppression at LO [47, 102, 107–109]. Indeed, at the LO level the
two top quarks are predominantly produced in the back-to-back configuration, so that the transverse
momentum of both b-jets or leptons may separately be large, but they largely cancel each other out in
the combined system. At NLO, however, this suppression is weakened due to hard jet recoil against
the tt̄ system. This leads, on the one hand, to huge NLO QCD corrections to LO1, and on the other
hand, also to an enhancement of the NLO QCD corrections with respect to LO3 as part of NLO3. In
particular, for pT,b1b2 we find that NLO3 is about 10% of LO1. The NLO2 contribution is of similar
magnitude but has the opposite sign. Consequently, NLO3 and NLO2 cancel each other out, and the
NLOQCD and NLO predictions coincide. Since the two NLO subleading contributions are of different
origins, this cancellation is too a large extend accidental and highly dependent on the event selection
and for example jet vetos. Especially, vetoing undesired additional jets would drastically reduce the
size of NLO1 and NLO3. Also for pT,ℓ+ℓ− we find a similar but less pronounced cancellation of NLO2

(−5%) and NLO3 (2%). The NLOprd approximation is again able to fully recover the complete NLO
calculation.
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Figure 11. Same as Figure 9 but for the observables pT,b1b2 , pT,ℓ+ℓ− , ∆Rℓ+γ1
and ∆Rb1γ1

.

For angular distributions such as regular rapidity distributions, ∆R separations or (azimuthal)
opening angles between two final states, we find no significant effects from any of the subleading LO
or NLO contributions. Indeed, they are individually in the range of 0.5% − 1.0% when compared to
LO1. Only for the ∆R separation between a photon and a b-jet or charged lepton, such as ∆Rℓ+γ1

and ∆Rb1γ1 , we find a small enhancement for the NLO3 contribution when comparing to LO1. This
enhancement, of about 2%, is visible for large values of the ∆R separation. However, these phase-
space regions are generally not only less populated but also characterized by substantial NLO scale
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σi [fb] Ratio to LO1

LO1 O(α2
sα

6) 0.15928(3)+31.3%
−22.1% 1.00

LO2 O(α1
sα

7) 0.0003798(2)+25.8%
−19.2% +0.24%

LO3 O(α0
sα

8) 0.0010991(2)+10.6%
−13.1% +0.69%

NLO1 O(α3
sα

6) +0.0110(2) +6.89%

NLO2 O(α2
sα

7) −0.00233(2) −1.46%

NLO3 O(α1
sα

8) +0.000619(1) +0.39%

NLO4 O(α0
sα

9) −0.0000166(2) −0.01%

LO 0.16076(3)+30.9%
−21.9% 1.0093

NLOQCD 0.1703(2)+1.9%
−6.2% 1.0690

NLOprd 0.1694(2)+1.7%
−5.9% 1.0637

NLO 0.1700(2)+1.8%
−6.0% 1.0674

Table 2. Same as Table 1 but for the pp → tt̄γγ +X process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel.

uncertainties up to 15%. Such theoretical uncertainties are induced by large NLO QCD corrections to
LO1. Thus, this small enhancement of NLO3 is still negligible.

In summary, subleading LO and NLO contributions are generally only important in the tails of
dimensionful observables. In particular, the presence of EW Sudakov logarithms in NLO2 can reduce
differential predictions by up to 10%. In addition, we have found that for observables affected by
large NLO QCD corrections due to real radiation, the NLO3 contribution can be enhanced. This can
lead to an accidental cancellation with NLO2 since the origin of both contributions is vastly different.
Furthermore, the cancellation might be heavily influenced by the event selection and a possible jet
veto. Finally, the NLOprd prediction is able to mimic the complete NLO calculation for hadronic
observables, while it underestimates the complete prediction by up to 1%− 2% for non-hadronic ones.
Nevertheless, such small effects are well within the theoretical uncertainties due to scale dependence.
Thus, the NLOprd theoretical prediction can be safely used to model various differential cross-section
distributions in phenomenological studies at the LHC for the pp → tt̄γ + X process in the di-lepton
top-quark decay channel taking into account the current theoretical precision for this process.

6 Top-quark pair production with two isolated photons

6.1 Integrated fiducial cross sections

Next we continue with the pp → tt̄γγ process and start with the discussion of the integrated fiducial
cross section, again focusing our attention on the di-lepton top-quark decay channel. In particular,
we are interested in any differences between this process and pp → tt̄γ. In Table 2 we present the
integrated fiducial cross section for LO, NLO, NLOQCD and NLOprd as well as the corresponding scale
uncertainties. We also present the numerical results for all individual LOi and NLOi contributions.
We find again that all subleading LO contributions amount to less than 1% of LO1 and are therefore
negligible when comparing to the LO scale uncertainties. The NLO1 contribution is similar in size with
6.9% compared to 6.2% for pp → tt̄γ. As expected, this contribution yields the largest higher-order
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corrections at the NLO level. The biggest difference between the two processes is found for NLO2.
Indeed, the NLO2 contribution increases from −0.3% to −1.5%, which is consistent with the findings
in the literature for the process at hand but with stable top quarks [16]. The NLO3 contribution
remains at the level of 0.4%. Finally, NLO4 contributes at the level of 0.01% only. This contribution
is therefore smaller than the MC integration error and phenomenologically completely irrelevant. Due
to the increase in size of NLO2, there are larger cancellations between the individual contributions, so
that the difference between the NLOQCD and NLO predictions decreases and both results agree within
their coresponding MC errors. As for the pp → tt̄γ process, also in this case the scale uncertainties at
the integrated fiducial cross-section level are barely affected by the subleading contributions. Including
all subleading LO contributions and subleading NLO corrections to the production of pp → tt̄γγ in
NLOprd leads to a decrease of the NLOQCD result by about −0.5%. Similar to the previous process,
we again have cancellations between the subleading LO contributions (0.9%) and the subleading NLO
corrections (−1.4%). The differences between NLO and NLOprd are reduced to 0.4% compared to
0.9% for the pp → tt̄γ process, implying that subleading NLO corrections involving radiative top-
quark decays are less important, at least at the integrated fiducial cross-section level.

6.2 Differential fiducial cross sections

Similarly to tt̄γ production, also for the pp → tt̄γγ +X process we are investigating the impact of all
subleading contributions and subleading higher-order corrections on various differential cross-section
distributions. In Figure 12 we show the observables pT,γ1γ2 , Mγ1γ2 , pT,γ1 and pT,b1 . As in the case
of pp → tt̄γ + X, here we again present in the upper panels the absolute predictions for LO, NLO,
NLOQCD and NLOprd. The middle panels display the ratio with respect to NLOQCD, including the
scale uncertainties of NLOQCD, and the lower panels show the size of the subleading contributions
compared to LO1.

First, we focus on pT,γ1γ2 and Mγ1γ2 . Their importance stems from the fact that both differential
cross-section distributions can be seen as the direct and irreducible background to the kinematics of
the Higgs boson in pp → tt̄H production with the H → γγ decay. For both observables we find
that NLO1 is the dominant source of NLO corrections, leading to an increase of LO1 of up to 30% in
the tails. The subleading LO and NLO contributions are dominated by NLO2, due to EW Sudakov
logarithms, which amounts to −8% for pT,γ1γ2 and −5% for Mγ1γ2 with respect to LO1. This results
in a decrease of the full calculation by about 5% and 3%, respectively. At the same time, in these
phase-space regions, the NLO scale uncertainties are larger by a factor of 2 for pT,γ1γ2 and 4 for Mγ1γ2 .
The NLOprd prediction fully recovers the complete calculation for pT,γ1γ2 and differences of only about
1% can be found for Mγ1γ2 . Thus, NLOprd is more than sufficient to properly describe the shape of
the two observables in the presence of subleading LO contributions and subleading NLO corrections.

We then turn to the pT,γ1 differential cross-section distribution, where NLO QCD corrections up to
25%−30% can be found. The subleading contributions reduce the NLO calculation by about 5%−6%

and are therefore slightly larger than those found for the pp → tt̄γ process. Indeed, in the latter case
the difference is about 4%. This small rise is due to the increase in the NLO2 contribution that we
have already observed at the integrated cross-section level. In the case of pT,b1 the difference between
NLOQCD and NLO is somewhat enlarged in the tails from 4% for pp → tt̄γ to 6% for the pp → tt̄γγ

process. This can again be attributed to the increase of the NLO2 corrections from −10% to −13%,
while the size of NLO3 is slight reduced to 2% − 3% from to 3% − 4% for pp → tt̄γ. In general, the
presence of a second photon already at LO affects the kinematics of the tt̄ system in such a way that
the large NLO QCD corrections in NLO1 are reduced for several observables such as pT,b1 or pT,b1b2
compared to the pp → tt̄γ process. In particular, for pT,b1 we find a reduction from 95% to 55%. It
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Figure 12. Same as Figure 9 but for the pp → tt̄γγ +X process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel and
for the observables pT,γ1γ2

, Mγ1γ2
, pT,γ1

and pT,b1 .

follows directly that the enhancement of NLO3 in such observables is also reduced. Therefore, the
accidental cancellations between NLO2 and NLO3, which occurred in the pp → tt̄γ case, although still
present, are substantially reduced.

For comparison purposes and similar to what we have done for photonic observables in case of
the pp → tt̄γ process, also here we show differential cross-section distributions with the alternative
scale choice. In detail, in Figure 13 we display pT,γ1γ2 , Mγ1γ2 and pT,γ1 for µR = µF = mt. For
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Figure 13. Same as Figure 9 but for the pp → tt̄γγ +X process in the di-lepton top-quark decay channel and
for the observables pT,γ1γ2

, Mγ1γ2
and pT,γ1

. Results are shown for µ0 = mt.

pT,γ1γ2 and Mγ1γ2 , we again find that this scale choice leads to a reduction in the size of the NLO
QCD corrections in NLO1 from about 30% to 10% − 12%. In addition, the scale uncertainties are
changed from 12% − 13% to 8% − 10%. Thus, the fixed scale setting not only decreases higher-order
corrections in NLO1, but also provides improved scale uncertainties. The reduction of higher-order
effects in NLO1 has also a direct impact on the significance of the subleading NLO corrections. In
particular, because the relative size of the subleading NLO2 corrections with respect to LO1 does not
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change for µ0 = mt, the overall NLO2 contribution becomes larger with respect to the complete NLO

result. Indeed, we observe the rise of NLO2 from 5% to 8% as well as from 3% to 4% for pT,γ1γ2 and
Mγ1γ2 , respectively. Furthermore, for pT,γ1γ2 the subleading NLO corrections become as large as the
corresponding scale uncertainties of NLOQCD, which are also equal in size to those of the complete
NLO result. The same can be observed for the third differential cross-section distribution, namely for
pT,γ1 . In this case the NLO1 contribution is reduced in the tails from 20% for µ0 = ET /4 to 5% for
µ0 = mt. This increases the importance of the NLO2 contribution again and leads to a reduction of the
difference between NLO2 and NLO by about 8% compared to 5%− 6% for µ0 = ET /4. Consequently,
the subleading contributions are of similar size as the scale uncertainties of the NLOQCD result, and
are at the level of 10%. Lastly, for all three photonic observables, the complete NLO predictions for
the two scale settings differ by at most 4% in the tails and are therefore within the respective scale
uncertainties.

7 Summary

We have presented the first calculation of the complete set of NLO corrections to pp → tt̄γ +X and
pp → tt̄γγ + X including top-quark decays at the LHC with

√
s = 13 TeV. In order to study the

di-lepton top-quark decay channel we have employed the Narrow Width Approximation that works in
the Γ/m → 0 limit and preserves spin correlations. In this approximation all contributions without two
resonant top quarks and W gauge bosons are simply neglected. In our calculations we have included
the dominant LO contribution at O(α2

sα
5) for pp → tt̄γ + X and O(α2

sα
6) for pp → tt̄γγ + X as

well as the corresponding NLO QCD corrections. Furthermore, all subleading LO contributions and
all remaining NLO corrections are also taken into account. In addition, NLO corrections, as well as
photon radiation are consistently included in the production phase as well as in all decay stages of
the process. Even if we have considerd the di-lepton decay channel of the top quark, the extension to
hadronic decays of the W boson can be straightforwardly incorporated into our framework.

On the technical side, to perform these calculations, we have extended the Nagy-Soper subtraction
scheme as implemented in the Helac-Dipoles Monte Carlo program for calculations with QED-like
singularities and modified the structure of the program to allow the simultaneous calculation of all
contributions at different orders in αs and α.

The main findings of this paper apply to both processes and can be summarised as follows. At
the integrated fiducial cross-section level, as well as for all the angular distributions we examined, the
subleading LO contributions and subleading NLO corrections are negligibly small with respect to the
NLO scale uncertainties of the complete result. On the other hand, the dominant NLO1 contribution
is essential for precise predictions, as it leads to a reduction in scale uncertainties from about 30% to
6%. Furthermore, it also introduces a change in the normalisation as well as in the shape of various
differential cross-section distributions. In general, the inclusion of the subleading contributions has
been found to be essential only in the tails of dimensionful observables due to one-loop EW Sudakov
logarithms. Indeed, the presence of the EW Sudakov logarithms in NLO2 leads to a reduction in
the tails of up to 10% compared to the NLOQCD result. Moreover, the NLO2 contribution can be
as large as the NLOQCD scale uncertainties, potentially affecting the comparison between theoretical
predictions and experimental measurements. In addition, for certain observables affected by large
higher-order real-emission QCD corrections, e.g. for pT,b1b2 , the NLO3 contribution can be enhanced
from a few percent up to 10% with respect to LO1. As the origins of the subleading NLO2 and NLO3

contributions are very different and there are random cancellations between them, they should always
be considered together. We note here, that both the accidental cancellations between NLO2 and NLO3
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as well as the size of real-emission QCD corrections depend on the exact event selection and can be
substantially affected, for example, by applying a veto on an additional jet. Finally, the subleading LO
contributions and the NLO4 contribution are negligibly small at the integrated and differential fiducial
cross-section level with respect to the NLO scale uncertainties.

An important finding of the paper is that the NLOprd approximation models the complete NLO

result very well. Indeed, differences of up to 2% only are found for some leptonic and/or photonic
observables, but these are negligible compared to the NLO scale uncertainties of the complete result.
We remind the readers that in NLOprd, all LO contributions as well as NLO1 are fully included in both
the tt̄γ(γ) production and decays of the top-quark pair. However, the subleading NLO corrections
(NLO2, NLO3, NLO4) are only included in the production stage of the tt̄γ(γ) process. The same
applies to photon radiation for these three NLO contributions. The NLOprd approximation not only
provides a great simplification of higher-order calculations, especially when it comes to the real emission
corrections, but will ultimately also be of great benefit when matching NLOprd predictions to parton
shower programs.
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Universidad de Salamanca, E-37008 Salamanca, Spain
3Departamento de Sistemas F́ısicos, Qúımicos y Naturales,
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The Υ(10753) state has been recently observed by the Belle and Belle II collaborations with enough
global significance to motivate an assessment of the high-energy spectrum usually predicted by any
reasonable näıve quark model. In the framework of a constituent quark model which satisfactorily
describes a wide range of properties of conventional hadrons containing heavy quarks, the quark-
antiquark and meson-meson degrees of freedom have been incorporated with the goal of elucidating
the influence of open-bottom meson-meson thresholds into the Υ states whose masses are within the
energy range of the Υ(10753)’s mass. It is well known that such effects could be relevant enough
as to generate dynamically new states and thus provide a plausible explanation of the nature of
the Υ(10753) state. In particular, we have performed a coupled-channels calculation in which the
bare states Υ(4S), Υ(3D), Υ(5S) and Υ(4D) are considered together with the threshold channels
BB̄, BB̄∗, B∗B̄∗, BsB̄s, BsB̄

∗
s and B∗

s B̄
∗
s . Among the results we have described, the following

conclusions are of particular interest: (i) a richer complex spectrum is gained when thresholds
are present and bare bound states are sufficiently non-relativistic; (ii) those poles obtained in the
complex energy plane do not have to appear as simple peaks in the relevant cross sections; and (iii)
the Υ(10750) candidate is interpreted as a dressed hadronic resonance whose structure is an equally
mixture of a conventional bb̄ state and B∗B̄∗ molecule.

I. INTRODUCTION

The so-called Υ-family, also known as bottomonia, are
bound states made of a b-quark and its antiquark, b̄,
with quantum numbers JPC = 1−−. They were iden-
tified for the first time by the E288 Collaboration at Fer-
milab in 1977 while studying proton scattering on Cu
and Pb targets in an energy regime of muon-antimuon
invariant mass larger than 5GeV [1, 2]. The three ob-
served states were called Υ(1S), Υ(2S) and Υ(3S); later,
they were better studied at various e+e− storage rings
and through their radiative decays into the χbJ(2P ) and
χbJ(1P ) states, with J = 0, 1, 2, in a series of experi-
ments in the 1980s [3–6]. Despite such early experimen-
tal efforts, during the next two decades there were no
significant contributions to the spectrum of the Υ-family,
except the presumably radial excitations of S-wave na-
ture Υ(4S), Υ(10860) and Υ(11020) [7, 8]. This has been
largely because the B-factories were not considered ideal
facilities for the study of the bottomonium system since
their beam energy was tuned to peak at the Υ(4S) mass,
10579MeV, which decays in almost 100% of cases to a
BB̄ pair.
The situation has changed dramatically in the last

twenty years with more than two dozens of unconven-
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tional charmonium- and bottomonium-like states, the
so-called XYZ mesons, observed at B-factories (BaBar,
Belle and CLEO), τ -charm facilities (CLEO-c and BE-
SIII) and also proton–(anti-)proton colliders (CDF, D0,
LHCb, ATLAS and CMS). For an extensive presentation
of the status of heavy quarkonium physics, the reader is
referred to several reviews [9–29].
Within the Υ-family, the Belle collaboration [30] re-

ported in 2019 a cross section measurement of the
e+e− → π+π−Υ(nS), with n = 1, 2, 3, at energies from
10.52 to 11.02GeV, observing a new structure, Υ(10753),
with Breit-Wigner parameters:

M =
(
10752.7± 5.9+0.7

−1.1

)
MeV , (1)

Γ =
(
35.5+17.6

−11.3
+3.9
−3.3

)
MeV , (2)

where the first error is statistical and the second is sys-
tematic. The global significance of the new resonance
was 5.2 standard deviations, including systematic un-
certainty. Later on, the Belle II collaboration [31] re-
ported in 2022 the first observation of ωχbJ(1P ) (J =
0, 1, 2) signals at

√
s = 10.745GeV. By combining

Belle II data with Belle results at
√
s = 10.867GeV, they

find energy dependencies of the Born cross sections for
e+e− → ωχb1,b2(1P ) to be consistent with the shape of
the Υ(10753) resonance; this time, the Breit-Wigner pa-
rameters were

M =
(
10753± 6

)
MeV , Γ =

(
36+18

−12

)
MeV , (3)

and the suggested quantum numbers JP = 1−.
Note also that experimentalists have been able to

distinguish the Υ(13D2) state of the triplet Υ(13DJ),
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with J = 1, 2, 3 [32, 33]. In Ref. [33], the Υ(13D2)
was observed through the Υ(3S) → γγΥ(13DJ) →
γγπ+π−Υ(1S) decay chain with a significance of
5.8σ, including systematic uncertainties, and a mass
of (10164.5 ± 0.8 ± 0.5)MeV. For the other two
almost-degenerate members of the Υ(13DJ) spin-triplet,
Υ(13D1) and Υ(13D3), the significances were much
lower, 1.8 and 1.6 respectively, and thus no experimental
observation could be claimed.

An enormous theoretical effort has followed the exper-
imental discoveries; in particular, focusing on the bot-
tomonium sector, one can highlight the work done us-
ing Lattice-regularized QCD [34, 35], functional meth-
ods [36–39], QCD sum rules [40–42], effective field the-
ories [43–46] and quark models [47–51]. Most of the
mentioned references focus on the description of con-
ventional bottomonium. This is because the first open-
bottom threshold is higher in energy than the corre-
sponding one in the charmonium sector and thus a larger
number of conventional states are expected below BB̄-
threshold. Moreover, the only experimentally discovered
excited states which are above the BB̄-threshold, and so
they have the ability to be strongly influenced by meson-
meson thresholds, are Υ(4S), Υ(10860) and Υ(11020),
besides the unconfirmed state Υ(10753).

Herein, we study the high-energy spectrum of the Υ-
family in the framework of a constituent quark model [52]
which satisfactorily describes a wide range of properties
of conventional hadrons containing heavy quarks [53, 54].
The quark-antiquark and meson-meson degrees of free-
dom are incorporated with the goal of elucidating the
influence of open-bottom meson-meson thresholds in the
conventional states but, above all, to shed some light
on the nature and structure of the Υ(10753) state. We
should briefly mention that charged bottomonium-like
states Zb(10610)

± and Zb(10650)
± were identified by the

Belle Collaboration [55] as peaks in the invariant mass
distribution of the π±hb(mP ) (m = 1, 2) and π±Υ(nS)
(n = 1, 2, 3) subsystems when the Υ(10860) resonance
decays into two pions plus an hb or Υ. The quantum
numbers of the Zb’s were analyzed to be IG(JPC) =
1+(1+−) [56] and so they belong to the isospin I = 1
sector of bottomonium-like particles, disconnected from
the conventional bottomonium states of isospin I = 0. In
fact such exotic mesons were studied by us in Ref. [57].

A variational formalism based on a highly efficient nu-
merical approach named the Gaussian expansion method

(GEM) [58] is used to solve the bottomonium Hamil-
tonian. Moreover, this Gaussian expansion allows us
to compute effective meson-meson interactions from the
original quark–(anti-)quark potentials in a simplified way
through the so-called Resonating Group Method [59, 60].
Finally, within our approach, the coupling between the
quark-antiquark and meson-meson sectors requires the
creation of a light quark-antiquark pair. Therefore, the
associated operator should be similar to the one de-
scribing open-flavor meson strong decays and we adopt
the 3P0 transition operator described in, for instance,
Ref. [61]. This theoretical formalism has the advantage
of easily introducing the coupling with all meson-meson
partial waves and the straightforward computation of the
probabilities associated with the different Fock compo-
nents of the physical state.
The manuscript is organized as follows. After this in-

troduction, the theoretical framework is briefly presented
in section II. Section III is mainly devoted to the analy-
sis and discussion of our theoretical results. Finally, we
summarize and draw some conclusions in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. CONSTITUENT QUARK MODEL

Among the wide range of chiral quark models devel-
oped in the last 50 years [62], our theoretical framework
is a QCD-inspired constituent quark model (CQM) pro-
posed in Ref. [52] and extensively reviewed in Refs. [53,
54]. Moreover, the CQM has been recently applied with
success to conventional mesons containing heavy quarks,
describing a wide range of physical observables that con-
cern spectra [63–66], strong decays [67–70], hadronic
transitions [71–73] as well as electromagnetic and weak
reactions [74–76].
The main pieces of our CQM are spontaneous chi-

ral symmetry breaking of the QCD Lagrangian together
with perturbative one-gluon exchange (OGE) and non-
perturbative color confining interactions. In the heavy
quark sector, chiral symmetry is explicitly broken and
Goldstone-boson exchanges do not appear. Thus, OGE
and confinement are the only interactions remaining.
The OGE potential contains central, tensor and spin-

orbit contributions given by



3

V C
OGE(r⃗ij) = +

1

4
αs(λ⃗

c
i · λ⃗cj)

[
1

rij
− 1

6mimj
(σ⃗i · σ⃗j)

e−rij/r0(µ)

rijr20(µ)

]
, (4a)

V T
OGE(r⃗ij) = − 1

16

αs

mimj
(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj)

[
1

r3ij
− e−rij/rg(µ)

rij

(
1

r2ij
+

1

3r2g(µ)
+

1

rijrg(µ)

)]
Sij , (4b)

V SO
OGE(r⃗ij) = − 1

16

αs

m2
im

2
j

(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj)
[

1

r3ij
− e−rij/rg(µ)

r3ij

(
1 +

rij
rg(µ)

)]
×
[
((mi +mj)

2 + 2mimj)(S⃗+ · L⃗) + (m2
j −m2

i )(S⃗− · L⃗)
]
, (4c)

where r0(µ) = r̂0
µnn

µij
and rg(µ) = r̂g

µnn

µij
are regulators

which depend on µij , the reduced mass of the qq̄-pair;
for example, µnn = mn/2 with mn the mass of the light
quark with n = u- or d-quark. The contact term of the
central potential has been regularized as follows

δ(r⃗ij) ≈
1

4πr20

e−rij/r0

rij
. (5)

The wide energy range needed to provide a consistent
description of light, strange and heavy mesons requires an
effective scale-dependent strong coupling constant. We
use the frozen coupling constant of Ref. [52],

αs(µij) =
α0

ln
(

µ2
ij+µ2

0

Λ2
0

) , (6)

in which α0, µ0 and Λ0 are parameters of the model de-
termined by a global fit to the meson spectra.

The different pieces of the color confining potential are

V C
CON(r⃗ij) =

[
−ac(1− e−µcrij ) + ∆

]
(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj) , (7a)

V SO
CON(r⃗ij) = −(λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj)

acµce
−µcrij

4m2
im

2
jrij

×
[
((m2

i +m2
j )(1− 2as)

+ 4mimj(1− as))(S⃗+ · L⃗)

+ (m2
j −m2

i )(1− 2as)(S⃗− · L⃗)
]
, (7b)

where the mixture between scalar and vector Lorentz
structures of the color confinement is controlled by as.
Besides, this potential presents at short inter-quark dis-
tances a linear behavior with an effective confinement
strength given by σ = −ac µc (λ⃗

c
i · λ⃗cj), while it becomes

constant at very large inter-quark distances showing a
threshold defined by

Vthr = (−ac +∆) · (λ⃗ci · λ⃗cj) ; (8)

viz. there is no qq̄ bound states with eigenenergies
higher than this threshold; the system suffers a transi-
tion from a color string configuration between two static
color sources into a pair of static mesons due to the break-
ing of the color string and the most favored decay into
hadrons.

Among the different theoretical formalisms to solve
the Schrödinger equation, in order to find the quark-
antiquark bound states, we use the Rayleigh-Ritz vari-
ational method in which the wave function solution of
the Schrödinger equation is expanded as indicated by
the Gaussian Expansion Method (GEM) [58]. It has also
been proven to be quite efficient on solving the bound-
state problem of a few-body system [77–82], providing
enough accuracy and simplifying the evaluation of ma-
trix elements.

The radial wave function is then expressed as

Rα(r) =

nmax∑
n=1

cαnϕ
G
nl(r) , (9)

where α refers to the channel quantum numbers. The
coefficients, cαn, and the eigenvalue, E, are determined
from the Rayleigh-Ritz variational principle:

nmax∑
n′=1

[
(Tα

nn′ − ENα
nn′) cαn′ +

channels∑
α′=1

V αα′

nn′ cα
′

n′ = 0

]
,

(10)

where Tα
nn′ , Nα

nn′ and V αα′

nn′ are, respectively, the matrix
elements of the kinetic energy, the normalization and the
potential. Tα

nn′ and Nα
nn′ are diagonal, whereas the mix-

ing between different channels is given by V αα′

nn′ .

Following Ref. [58], we employ Gaussian trial functions
with ranges in geometric progression. This enables the
optimization of ranges employing a small number of free
parameters. Moreover, the geometric progression is dense
at short distances, so that it enables the description of
the dynamics mediated by short range potentials. The
fast damping of the Gaussian tail does not represent an
issue, since we can choose the maximal range much longer
than the hadronic size.
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B. COUPLED-CHANNELS CALCULATION

It is well known that conventional mesons must be
influenced in a non-perturbative way by meson-meson
thresholds when these are close. In order to take into
account this effect within the bottomonium sector, we
perform a coupled-channels calculation in which the to-
tal hadron wavefunction is described by a combination
of conventional bb̄ states and open-bottom meson-meson
channels:

|Ψ⟩ =
∑
α

cα|ψα⟩+
∑
β

χβ(P )|ϕAϕBβ⟩ , (11)

where |ψα⟩ are bb̄ eigenstates of the two-body Hamil-
tonian, ϕM is the wavefunction associated with meson
M = A,B, |ϕAϕBβ⟩ is the two meson state whose quan-
tum numbers are β and χβ(P ) is the relative wave func-
tion between the two mesons.

Under the above assumption, two sources of interaction
emerge. On one hand, the two- and four-quark sectors
can be coupled via the creation of a light-quark-antiquark
pair. On the other hand, there is a residual interaction,
derived from the microscopic quark–(anti-)quark poten-
tial described by the CQM, among the two mesons. To
derive the latter, we use the Resonating Group Method
(RGM) [59, 60] (see also Refs. [26, 83] for further details).

Within RGM, the wave function of a system composed
of two mesons with distinguishable quarks is given by

⟨p⃗Ap⃗BP⃗ P⃗c.m.|ϕAϕBβ⟩ = ϕA(p⃗A)ϕB(p⃗B)χβ(P⃗ ) , (12)

where, e.g., ϕA(p⃗A) is the wave function of the meson A
with p⃗A the relative momentum between its quark and

antiquark. The wave function χβ(P⃗ ) takes into account
the relative motion between the two mesons.

A general process AB → A′B′ can be described by
means of either direct or exchange potentials; the last
ones appear due to the possibility of having to consider
quark exchanges between clusters. In this study we do
not have this case, so we only have direct potentials,
which can be written as

RGMV ββ′

D (P⃗ ′, P⃗ ) =
∑

i∈A,j∈B

∫
dp⃗A′dp⃗B′dp⃗Adp⃗B

× ϕ∗A(p⃗A′)ϕ∗B(p⃗B′)V ββ′

ij (P⃗ ′, P⃗ )ϕA′(p⃗A)ϕB′(p⃗B) . (13)

where β(′) labels the set of quantum numbers needed to

uniquely define a certain meson-meson partial wave, P⃗ (′)

are the initial (final) relative momentum of the meson-

meson pair, and V ββ′

ij (P⃗ ′, P⃗ ) are the microscopic quark–

(anti-)quark potentials from the CQM and the sum runs
over the constituent particles inside each meson cluster.

The coupling between the bottomonia and the open-
bottom meson-meson thresholds requires the creation of
a light quark-antiquark pair. For that purpose, we use
the 3P0 transition operator which was originally intro-
duced in the 1970s to describe strong decays of mesons

and baryons [61, 84, 85]. The associated non-relativistic
operator can be written as [67, 70]:

T = −
√
3
∑
µ,ν

∫
d3pµd

3pνδ
(3)(p⃗µ + p⃗ν)

gs
2mµ

√
25π

×
[
Y1

(
p⃗µ − p⃗ν

2

)
⊗
(
1

2

1

2

)
1

]
0

a†µ(p⃗µ)b
†
ν(p⃗ν) . (14)

where µ (ν) are the spin, flavor and color quantum num-
bers of the created quark (antiquark). The orbital an-
gular momentum and spin of the pair are both equal to
one. Note that Ylm(p⃗ ) = plYlm(p̂) is the solid harmonic
defined in function of the spherical one. The unique pa-
rameter of the decay model is the strength of the quark-
antiquark pair creation from the vacuum, γ = gs/2m,
where m is the mass of the created quark (antiquark).
The values of γ can be constrained through meson

strong decays. A global fit to charmed, charmed-strange,
hidden-charm and hidden-bottom sectors was performed
in Ref. [67], finding a running of the strength parameter
given by

γ(µ) =
γ0

log
(

µ
µ0

) , (15)

where γ0 and µ0 are free parameters, whereas µ is the
reduced mass of the constituent quark-antiquark pair of
the decaying meson. In this work, we use the value of γ
corresponding to the bottomonium sector, i.e. γ = 0.205.
From the operator in Eq. (14), we define the meson to

meson-meson transition potential hβα(P ) as

⟨ϕM1
ϕM2

β|T |ψα⟩ = δ(3)(P⃗cm)P hβα(P ), (16)

where P is the relative momentum of the two-meson
state. In order to soften the 3P0 production vertex at
high momenta, we follow the suggestion of Ref. [86] and
used a Gaussian-like momentum-dependent form factor
to truncate the vertex,

hβα(P ) → hβα(P )e
− P2

2Λ2 , (17)

with Λ = 0.84GeV. This cut-off’s value is taken from
similar analysis [87, 88], so no fine-tuning of parameters
is employed in the present work.
Finally, within the formalism explained above, the

coupled-channels equations can be written as

cαMα +
∑
β

∫
hαβ(P )χβ(P )P

2dP = Ecα , (18)

∑
β

∫
Hβ′β(P

′, P )χβ(P )P
2dP+

+
∑
α

hβ′α(P
′)cα = Eχβ′(P ′) , (19)

whereMα are the masses of the bare bb̄ mesons and Hβ′β

is the RGM Hamiltonian for the two-meson states ob-
tained from the naive CQM interaction. In order to ex-
plore states above and below meson-meson thresholds,
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e+

e−

A

B

qq̄

FIG. 1. Production of open-bottom mesons denoted by the
AB-pair through a qq̄ resonance with JPC = 1−−. In this
case a conventional state of the Υ-family is produced that
decays later on in a pair of open-bottom mesons.

the former coupled-channels equations should then be
written as a set of coupled Lippmann-Schwinger equa-
tions,

T β′

β (E; p′, p) = V β′

β (p′, p) +
∑
β′′

∫
dp′′ p′′2 V β′

β′′(p
′, p′′)

× 1

E − Eβ′′(p′′)
T β′′

β (E; p′′, p) , (20)

where V β′

β (p′, p) is the projected potential that contains

the sum of direct potentials, Eq. (13), as well as the effec-
tive potential which encodes the coupling with the two-
quark sector:

V β′β
eff (P ′, P ;E) =

∑
α

hβ′α(P
′)hαβ(P )

E −Mα
. (21)

The Eβ′′(p′′) is the energy corresponding to a momentum
p′′, which in the nonrelativistic case is

Eβ(p) =
p2

2µβ
+∆Mβ . (22)

Herein, µβ is the reduced mass of the meson-meson sys-
tem corresponding to the channel β, and ∆Mβ is the
difference between the meson-meson threshold and the
lightest one, taken as a reference.

Once the T -matrix is calculated, we determine its on-
shell part which is directly related to the scattering ma-
trix in the case of non-relativistic kinematics:

Sβ′

β = 1− 2πi
√
µβµβ′kβkβ′ T β′

β (E + i0+; kβ′ , kβ) , (23)

with kβ the on-shell momentum for channel β. All the
potentials shall be analytically continued for complex mo-
menta; this allows us to find the poles of the T -matrix in
any possible Riemann sheet.

C. Production in annihilation e+e− through a
resonance

For later convenience, our objective herein is to cal-
culate cross section of the process e+e− → AB (repre-
sented in Fig. 1), with A or B denoting open-bottom

mesons, through an arbitrary set of bb̄ resonances with
quantum numbers JPC = 1−−. For that purpose we use
the extended Van Royen-Weisskopf formalism for meson
leptonic decays, considering non-zero momentum distri-
bution for the quark (antiquark) inside the meson [89]. It
should be noticed that the Feynman diagram in Fig. 1 can
be used when the quark-antiquark pair acts as free parti-
cles and has a certain momentum, in this case weighted
with the corresponding Υ meson’s wave function, ϕ(p⃗),
which gives the probability amplitude of finding a quark
with momentum p⃗ inside the bb̄ meson.
The process to be studied is ⟨e+e−|AB⟩β through one

or few |qq̄⟩α resonances. This process can be factorized
as,

⟨e+e−|AB⟩β =
∑
α

⟨e+e−|qq̄⟩α α⟨qq̄|AB⟩β . (24)

In the center-of-mass reference system, the S-matrix
of the process ⟨e+e−|qq̄⟩α can be written as

S = −ie2eq(2π)4
∫
d3p

δ(4)(Pi − Pf )mlmq

(2π)3Ep(2π)3Eq

×
∑

M1M2µLµS

⟨LµLSµS |JµJ⟩ ⟨
1

2
M1

1

2
M2|SµS⟩ϕ(p⃗)

gµν
s

× [ūl(q, ξ1)γ
µvl(−q, ξ2)] [v̄q(−p,M2)γ

νuq(p,M1)] ,
(25)

where {ml, e, Eq, q⃗, ξ} represents the mass, charge, en-
ergy, momentum and spin projection of the incoming
electron (positron); {mq, eq, Ep, p⃗,M} the same for the
created quark (antiquark), bound in a JPC = 1−− state
with quantum numbers {J, L, S} and {µJ , µL, µS} pro-
jections. We express the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients as
⟨j1m1 j2m2|j3m3⟩. The virtual photon’s four-momentum
verifies k2γ = s.
The above S-matrix expression can be simplified and

written in terms of the invariant amplitude M,

S = −2πiδ(4)(
∑

pf −
∑

pi)M , (26)

so we arrive at

M = e2eq
1

(2π)3/2
ml

Eq

2

3s
Ψ(0)(−1)1/2+ξ2

Eq +ml

2ml[(
1 +

q2

(Eq +ml)2

)
⟨1
2
ξ1

1

2
ξ2|1µJ⟩

− 2

(Eq +ml)2

∑
n

(−1)n⟨1
2
ξ1

1

2
ξ2|1n⟩q−nqµJ

]
, (27)

where we have defined

Ψ(0) =

[
Ψ(0)δL,0 −

√
2

6π

√
2L+ 1⟨L010|10⟩I4

]
. (28)
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Here, Ψ(0) is the Υ meson wave function at the ori-
gin. The second term encodes the contribution of L = 2
states, where

I4 ≡
∫

p4dpRr(p)

Ep(Ep +mq)
. (29)

It is worth noticing that this definition of Ψ(0) allows
the contribution of both Υ 3S1 and Υ 3D1 states due
to the non-zero quark momentum distribution inside the
meson.

Concerning the decay of the Υ meson into two mesons,
we can extract the α⟨qq̄|AB⟩β amplitude from the cou-
pled channels formalism [83], and it is given by

α⟨qq̄|AB⟩β =
∑
α′

h̄α′β(
√
s; k)∆α′α(

√
s)−1 , (30)

with k the relative on-shell momentum of the two mesons
and ∆α′α the full resonance propagator, given by

∆α′α(E) = (E −Mα)δα′α + Gα′α(E) (31)

with Gα′α the mass-shift function

Gα′α(E) =
∑
β

∫
h̄αβ(E; q)hβα′(q)

q2/2µ+mA +mB − E
q2dq . (32)

The function h̄βα can be interpreted as the 3P0 vertex
dressed by the meson-meson interaction

h̄βα(E;P ) = hβα(P )−
∑
β′

∫
T ββ′

V (P, q;E)hβ′α(q)

q2/2µ+mA +mB − E
q2dq ,

(33)

where T β′β
V (P ′, P ;E) is the T matrix of the RGM poten-

tial excluding the coupling to the qq̄ pairs.
The expression for the total cross section e+e− → bb̄→

AB in the center-of-mass reference system is given by

dσβ = (2π)4
EAEB√
sk0

δ(k − k0)
Eq

2|q| |Mβ |2d3k , (34)

where the on-shell momentum is

ko =

√
[s− (mA +mB)2] [s− (mA −mB)2]

2
√
s

. (35)

AveragingM over the polarizations of the initial states
and sum over final states, we arrive at

σβ =
4π2

3
e4e2q

√
k2o +m2

A

√
k2o +m2

Bko
s5/2

×
∣∣∣∑
ν,ν′

ϕν′β(ko;
√
s)∆ν′ν(

√
s)−1Ψν(0)

∣∣∣2 , (36)

which only depends on the on-shell momentum of the
mesons in the final state.

TABLE I. Quark model parameters.

Quark masses mn (MeV) 313

ms (MeV) 555

mb (MeV) 5110

OGE r̂0 (fm) 0.181

r̂g (fm) 0.259

α0 2.118

Λ0 (fm−1) 0.113

µ0 (MeV) 36.976

Confinement ac (MeV) 507.4

µc (fm−1) 0.576

∆ (MeV) 184.432

as 0.81

TABLE II. Masses, in MeV, of the bottomonium states with
quantum numbers JPC = 1−− (the so-called Υ-family) pre-
dicted by our constituent quark model. nL identifies the
radial excitation, being n = 1 the ground state, and the
dominant orbital angular momentum component in each wave
function.

State JPC nL The. (MeV) Exp. (MeV) [90]

Υ 1−− 1S 9502 9460.40± 0.10

2S 10015 10023.4± 0.5

1D 10117 -

3S 10349 10355.1± 0.5

2D 10414 -

4S 10607 10579.4± 1.2

3D 10653 -

5S 10818 10885.2± 3.1

4D 10853 -

6S 10995 11000± 4

5D 11023 -

III. RESULTS

The relevant parameters of our näıve CQM are shown
in Table I, and they are the same used in, e.g., Ref. [54].
Table II shows the predicted bottomonium states with
quantum numbers JPC = 1−− as well as the world av-
erage masses reported in the Review of Particle Physics
(RPP) [90] provided by the Particle Data Group. It is
inferred from Table II that a global description of the
Υ-family is obtained by our CQM.

It is also evident that the model does not provide a
conventional state compatible with the experimentally
observed Υ(10753) state. One would be tempted to as-
sert that our CQM has some major deficiency; however, it
is well known that any reasonable quark model describes
well the bottomonium sector, providing a comparable
spectrum and having very similar characteristics. This
fact may imply that the Υ(10753) cannot be explained
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TABLE III. Masses, in MeV, of the isospin-averaged BB̄,
BB̄∗, B∗B̄∗, BsB̄s, BsB̄

∗
s and B∗

s B̄
∗
s thresholds, from

PDG [90].

Channel BB̄ BB̄∗ B∗B̄∗ BsB̄s BsB̄
∗
s B∗

s B̄
∗
s

Mass 10558.8 10604.1 10649.4 10733.8 10782.7 10831.6

TABLE IV. Masses and widths, in MeV, of the poles pre-
dicted by our constituent-quark-model-based meson-meson
coupled-channels calculation. Theoretical uncertainties have
been estimated by modifying the most relevant model param-
eters within a range of 10%.

State Mpole Γpole

1 10562± 1 29± 5

2 10601± 5 3± 2

3 10645± 1 23± 1

4 10694± 1 8± 1

5 10712± 5 41± 4

6 10835± 2 52± 7

7 10859± 2 13± 3

8 10888± 1 3± 1

as a conventional bottomonium system and thus it has
an exotic origin. In other words, there should be another
important mechanism in the dynamics of the Υ(10753)
that is not implemented in our, even any, näıve CQM.
The lowest open-bottom meson-meson threshold is

BB̄, with a non-interacting mass of about 10.56GeV.
Moreover, the dominant open-bottom meson-meson
strong decay channels of the Υ-family are considered to
be BB̄, BB̄∗, B∗B̄∗, BsB̄s, BsB̄

∗
s and B∗

s B̄
∗
s

1. Their
non-interacting mass thresholds are shown in Table III
and they belong to an energy range between 10.56 to
10.83GeV. In order to assess agreement between the-
ory and experiment, we should include those coupled-
channels effects that may play an important role in our
description of the Υ-family, at least, for the Υ(4S) up to
the Υ(4D) which fall within the range of energies of the
most important open-flavor meson-meson thresholds.

The coupling of bare bb̄ states with open-bottom
meson-meson channels depends on the relative position of
the bb̄ mass and the non-interacting meson-meson energy
threshold. One may infer from Sec. II that when the value
of threshold energy, E, is far from the bb̄ mass, M , the
coupling effects are small. Moreover, when M < E the
effective potential is repulsive and it is unlikely that the
coupling can generate relevant non-perturbative emer-
gent phenomena; in fact, one usually obtains the same
but dressed state due to the influence of near thresholds,
moving to lower masses. However, if M > E the effec-
tive potential becomes negative and a variety of emergent

1 For now on, we denote B(s)B̄
∗
(s)

≡ B(s)B̄
∗
(s)

+h.c.

0
0.5
1

1.5
2

2.5
3

3.5
4

4.5
5

10.5 10.6 10.7 10.8 10.9

σ
(e

+
e−

→
B

(∗
)

(s
)
B

(∗
)

(s
)
)
[n
b
]

Energy [GeV]

FIG. 2. Production cross section, in nb, of the Υ states when
annihilating a pair of electron-positron and measuring in the

final state one of the B
(∗)
(s) B̄

(∗)
(s) channels. The vertical black

dashed lines indicate the open-bottom meson-meson thresh-
olds which, from left to right, are BB̄, BB̄∗, B∗B̄∗, BsB̄s,
BsB̄

∗
s and B∗

s B̄
∗
s . Theoretical uncertainties have been es-

timated by modifying the most relevant model parameters
within a range of 10%.

phenomena such as dynamically generated states with a
dominant molecular structure may appear.
We perform a coupled-channels calculation in which

the bare states Υ(4S), Υ(3D), Υ(5S) and Υ(4D) are con-
sidered together with the threshold channels BB̄, BB̄∗,
B∗B̄∗, BsB̄s, BsB̄

∗
s and B∗

s B̄
∗
s . In order to compensate

for the large mass-shifts that higher thresholds add to the
bare states, which are already coded in the screened con-
finement potential, we move up the masses of the bare
states 35 MeV. Our results are shown in Tables IV, V
and VI. First mentioned table shows the pole position in
complex energy plane characterized by mass and width
(E = M − iΓ/2), the second one gives the probabil-
ity of each channel that compose the wave function of
the dressed hadron and the third table provides hadron’s
decay branching fractions to the different open-bottom
meson-meson channels considered herein.
Concerning Table IV, eight poles in the complex energy

plane are predicted; all of them are resonances, i.e. they
are singularities that appear in the physical sheet. It may
seem like there are many, al least more than observed ex-
perimentally. However, as shown in Fig. 2, only three
peaks are present in the most common production pro-

cess of Υ states: e+e− → B
(∗)
(s) B̄

(∗)
(s) . The two dominant

peaks appear at around the masses of well-established
Υ(4S) and Υ(10860) states, the small bump at approxi-
mately 10.7GeV is our assignment of the Υ(10750) signal
observed in e+e− → π+π−Υ(nS). If our interpretation
is correct, we have learned from Table IV and Fig 2 that
(i) a richer complex spectrum is gained when thresholds
are present and bare bound states are sufficiently non-
relativistic; (ii) those poles obtained in the complex en-
ergy plane do not have to appear as simple peaks in the
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TABLE V. Probability, in %, of each channel that compose the wave function of the poles predicted by our constituent-quark-
model-based meson-meson coupled-channels calculation. Theoretical uncertainties have been estimated by modifying the most
relevant model parameters within a range of 10%.

State PΥ(4S) PΥ(3D) PΥ(5S) PΥ(4D) PBB̄ PBB̄∗ PB∗B̄∗ PBsB̄s
PBsB̄∗

s
PB∗

s B̄∗
s

1 40+3
−4 16± 5 1.5+0.4

−0.3 1.5+0.6
−0.5 33± 8 1.9+0.6

−0.5 5.2+0.4
−0.6 0.141+0.002

−0.006 0.05± 0.01 0.24+0.01
−0.03

2 19+3
−5 1.1± 0.4 0.13+0.02

−0.04 0.04± 0.01 48+1
−2 28+6

−2 4± 1 0.017+0.005
−0.007 0.11± 0.04 0.10± 0.04

3 22+5
−4 9± 1 0.07± 0.01 0.14+0.01

−0.02 6± 1 34.1+0.4
−0.6 28+1

−2 0.14± 0.02 0.102+0.004
−0.006 0.193+0.008

−0.009

4 1.7+0.1
−0.2 40± 2 0.027+0.001

−0.004 0.007+0.002
−0.001 12.0+0.8

−0.7 16± 1 29.6± 0.1 0.32+0.05
−0.04 0.32+0.07

−0.06 0.029+0.005
−0.004

5 36± 5 8.8+0.8
−1.0 3.3± 0.2 0.166± 0.003 4.5+1.0

−0.9 2.74+0.09
−0.04 43+4

−5 0.9± 0.2 0.22+0.03
−0.02 0.55+0.06

−0.07

6 4± 1 0.71+0.06
−0.04 80+2

−3 1.4± 0.1 1.3+0.4
−0.3 2.1+0.5

−0.4 6± 1 0.4± 0.1 1.2+0.4
−0.3 3± 1

7 0.4+0.3
−0.2 0.03± 0.01 53.7+0.0

−0.9 0.2+0.2
−0.1 1.9± 0.1 4.4+0.2

−0.1 5.7± 0.8 1.33+0.06
−0.04 2.1± 0.4 30± 1

8 0.004± 0.002 0.005± 0.002 0.05+0.03
−0.02 50.23+0.00

−0.02 16.6± 0.1 16.1+0.2
−0.3 2.80+0.05

−0.04 4.9± 0.1 8.5± 0.2 0.8+0.2
−0.1

TABLE VI. Decay branching fractions, in %, to the different open-bottom meson-meson channels of the poles predicted by
our constituent-quark-model-based meson-meson coupled-channels calculation. Theoretical uncertainties have been estimated
by modifying the most relevant model parameters within a range of 10%.

State BRBB̄ BRBB̄∗ BRB∗B̄∗ BRBsB̄s
BRBsB̄∗

s
BRB∗

s B̄∗
s

1 100± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0

2 100± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0

3 6± 1 94± 1 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0

4 23± 1 14+1
−2 63.2+0.1

−0.2 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0

5 8+2
−1 3.0+0.4

−0.2 90± 1 0± 0 0± 0 0± 0

6 7.4+0.1
−0.3 4.3+0.3

−0.1 5.5+0.6
−0.1 2± 0 4± 1 77+0

−2

7 4.1+0.3
−0.4 8± 0 2.2+0.1

−0.2 3.0± 0.1 1.8+0.6
−0.4 81.4+0.1

−0.2

8 33.9+0.4
−0.3 32.9+0.3

−0.5 5± 0 9.8+0.3
−0.2 17.3± 0.3 0.8± 0.1

relevant cross sections due to many reasons such as their
distance from the energy real-axis, coupling with the cor-
responding final channel, etc; and (iii) when comparing
with experiment, the so-called Υ(4S) and Υ(10860) sig-
nals are clearly identified but there should be another
small one, corresponding to the Υ(10750) case, whose
origin cannot be traced back to any bare quark-antiquark
bound state.

It is convenient to analyze Tables V and VI together.
The first pole has a mass, 10562MeV, and a total decay
width, 29MeV, compatible with those values collected in
the PDG for the Υ(4S) state. Moreover, its wave func-
tion has as the dominant channel the Υ(4S), i.e. a canon-
ical bottom-antibottom 4S bound state; followed by BB̄
and Υ(3D) components; moreover, its decay branching
fraction of BB̄ is 100%. Therefore, the natural assign-
ment to this dressed state is the experimentally observed
Υ(4S) state.

The following two poles seems to be singularities pro-
duced dynamically in the complex energy plane due to
the coupling between conventional bottomonium states
and meson-meson thresholds. In fact this coupling makes
them mostly BB̄−BB̄∗ and BB̄∗−B∗B̄∗ molecules, re-
spectively; having also measurable traces of Υ(4S) and
Υ(3D) components in their wave functions. Neverthe-
less, as one can see in Fig. 2, these structures do not
materialize in the production cross section.

We assign the fourth pole to the so-called Υ(3D) state.
Our predictions for the mass and total decay width are
10645MeV and 23MeV. Its wave function exhibit a dom-
inant 3D bb̄ constituent, followed by important BB̄, BB̄∗

and B∗B̄∗ components. Table VI shows that the decay
branching fractions of this state into the BB̄, BB̄∗ and
B∗B̄∗ final channels are 23%, 14% and 63%, respectively.
As one can see in Fig. 2, this state takes part on the sec-
ond bump observed in production cross section; however,
its contribution is small because it depends on the value
of I4 in Eq. (29), which is small compared to the contri-
bution of S-wave Υ states.

The last observation is connected with our interpreta-
tion of the fifth pole as the Υ(10750) candidate because,
as one can see in Table V, its corresponding wave func-
tion shows a large Υ(4S) component which provides the
leverage for its production. Note also that the wavefunc-
tion’s B∗B̄∗ channel is of the same order of magnitude
than the former, encouraging us to conclude that this
dressed hadronic state is in fact a resonance whose struc-
ture is an equally mixture of a conventional bb̄ 4S state
and B∗B̄∗ molecule. Looking at Table IV, its theoretical
mass and width are 10712MeV and 41MeV, respectively,
which are in reasonable agreement with the experimen-
tal data, Eq. (3). Finally, Table VI shows that this state
decays 90% of the time into B∗B̄∗ followed by the BB̄
final state with a branching fraction of 8%.
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Concerning the bump that can be seen in the pro-
duction cross section (Fig. 2) at around 10.85GeV, it
is mostly produced by the sixth pole because, as shown
in Table V, its wave function exhibits a very dominant
5S bb̄ component, with a probability of 80%; being the
rest channels an order of magnitude less probable. With-
out changing our attention from Table V, the other two
poles are constituted by an equally mixture of canonical
bottomonium structure and open-bottom meson-meson
molecule. Table VI shows the branching fractions of these

three dressed states to B
(∗)
(s) B̄

(∗)
(s) channels. For our ten-

tative assignment of the Υ(5S) state as Υ(10860), the
theoretical mass and width are in fair agreement with
experiment; our mass value is a bit lower than the ex-
perimental one, 10885MeV, whereas our width is higher
than the PDG’s figure, 37MeV. This may be explained
by the projection in real-axis of the singularities shown in
the complex energy plane at the relevant energy, which is
the only measurable feature. It is also worth to note that
we provide correct orders of magnitude for the branching
fractions of the B(∗)B̄(∗) state whereas unfortunately the
one corresponding to the B∗

s B̄
∗
s channel is far larger than

experiment.

IV. SUMMARY

The Υ(10753) signal seems to be a potential candi-
date of the Υ-family. It was firstly observed by the Belle
collaboration in 2019 and, later on, by the Belle II col-
laboration in 2022. The joint significance is 5.2 standard
deviations; moreover, its mass, total decay width and
quantum numbers are also determined: M = 10753MeV,
Γ = 36+18

−12 MeV and JP = 1−. Since this new state does
not fit into the spectrum predicted by any reasonable con-
stituent quark model, everything points that it may be
an exotic state whose nature is explained by some mech-
anism that goes beyond the simple quark-antiquark in-

teraction. The most logical extension to the naive quark
model is the coupling of bare bottomonia with their clos-
est open-bottom thresholds in order to assess if emergent
non-perturbative dynamical states could be produced.
We have analyzed the predicted spectrum of the Υ-

family, within an energy range around the Υ(10753)’s
mass, in the framework of a constituent quark model [52]
which satisfactorily describes a wide range of properties
of conventional hadrons containing heavy quarks [53, 54].
The quark-antiquark and meson-meson degrees of free-
dom have been incorporated with the goal of elucidat-
ing the influence of open-bottom meson-meson thresh-
olds into the concerning bare states and to shed some
light on the nature and structure of the Υ(10753) state.
In particular, we have performed a coupled-channels cal-
culation in which the bare states Υ(4S), Υ(3D), Υ(5S)
and Υ(4D) are considered together with the threshold
channels BB̄, BB̄∗, B∗B̄∗, BsB̄s, BsB̄

∗
s and B∗

s B̄
∗
s .

Among the results we have described, the following
conclusions are of particular interest: (i) a richer complex
spectrum is gained when thresholds are present and bare
bound states are sufficiently non-relativistic; (ii) those
poles obtained in the complex energy plane do not have to
appear as simple peaks in the relevant cross sections; and
(iii) the Υ(10750) candidate is interpreted as a dressed
hadronic resonance whose structure is an equally mixture
of a conventional bb̄ state and B∗B∗ molecule.
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Recently, the BESIII Collaboration performed a precise measurement of the e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section.
It is puzzling that the resonance parameters of the reported Y(4230) show a substantial divergence from the
previously measured results in both the open-charmed and hidden-charmed decay channels, and the line shape
asymmetry of the data approaching 4.2 GeV also suggests that it might be difficult to characterize the details
of the structure around 4.2 GeV by a single resonance. This has motivated our great curiosity about how the
charmonium states are distributed in the measured energy range and how they shape the puzzling data of the
e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section. In this work, we use five theoretically constructed charmonia in the range of
4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV, i.e. ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220), ψ(4380), and ψ(4415), to apply a combined fit to the data, in
which their calculated decay ratios into ηJ/ψ via hadronic loop mechanism are taken as input. The fit results can
reproduce the measured cross section data well, especially for the subtle line shape around 4.2 GeV, showing
that the structure around 4.2 GeV is possible from the contribution of both ψ(4160) and ψ(4220).

I. INTRODUCTION

With the continuous accumulation of data, an increasing
number of charmoniumlike XYZ states have been documented
in various experimental endeavors, such as Belle, BESIII,
LHCb, and CMS. This surge in reported states has invigo-
rated the field of hadron spectroscopy, giving it a remarkable
level of activity and importance (see review articles [1–9] for
more details). This research landscape has led to significant
advances in our construction of hadron spectroscopy. In par-
ticular, it has advanced our understanding of the intricate non-
perturbative dynamics associated with the strong interactions,
which is a central frontier of contemporary physics research.

Recently, the BESIII Collaboration made a remarkable dis-
covery by measuring the e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section over
a center-of-mass energy range of

√
s = 3.808 − 4.951 GeV

[10]. This measurement was made by analyzing a data sam-
ple with an integrated luminosity of 22.42 fb−1 [10]. To de-
pict this data, BESIII introduced three resonant structures,
i.e., the charmonium state ψ(4040) and two charmoniumlike
states, namely Y(4230) and Y(4360). The resonance param-
eters of these introduced states were determined. For the
Y(4230) state, the resonance mass was found to be mY(4230) =

4219.7 ± 2.5 ± 4.5 MeV, and the corresponding width was
measured to be ΓY(4230) = 80.7± 4.4± 1.4 MeV. Similarly, the
Y(4360) state showed a mass of mY(4360) = 4386±13±17 MeV,
accompanied by a width of ΓY(4360) = 177±32±13 MeV [10].
It is worth noting that the observed width of the Y(4230) state,

∗Electronic address: pengtc20@lzu.edu.cn
†Electronic address: baizy15@lzu.edu.cn
‡Electronic address: wangjzh2022@pku.edu.cn
§Electronic address: xiangliu@lzu.edu.cn

as reported, exceeds those found in other hidden-charm and
open-charm decay channels. These include processes such as
e+e− → π+π−J/ψ [11, 12], π0π0J/ψ [13], ψ(2S )π+π− [14],
π+π−ψ(3686) [15], hcπ

+π− [16], χc0ω [17], K+K−J/ψ[18],
and D0D∗−π+[19]. This difference in width hints at some dis-
tinct nature of this reported Y(4230) structure in e+e− → ηJ/ψ
[10].

As collected by the Particle Data Group (PDG) [20], the
family of charmonium encompasses two well-established en-
tities, namely ψ(4160) and ψ(4415), in addition to ψ(4040).
However, upon meticulous examination of the experimental
data reported by BESIII, a conspicuous absence is observed
within the cross section distribution of e+e− → ηJ/ψ, per-
taining specifically to the aforementioned charmonium states,
ψ(4160) and ψ(4415). Remarkably, the established charmo-
nium ψ(4160) possess sizable decay fractions into ηJ/ψ chan-
nel according to the theoretical calculation [21]. Moreover, if
carefully checking the BESIII’s data, we may find an asym-
metric line shape, associated with the resonance structure de-
noted as Y(4230). Confronted by this puzzling phenomenon
existing in the cross section data of e+e− → ηJ/ψ [10], a
pressing need arises for the formulation of a cogent resolution
to address this perplexing issue. We should mention the dis-
tinct characterized energy level structure of higher charmonia
within the framework of the unquenched picture, a contribu-
tion credited to the diligent efforts of the Lanzhou group [22–
24]. In the newly constructed J/ψ family, there are six vector
charmonium states in the energy range of 4 ∼ 4.5 GeV, i.e.,
ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220), ψ(4380), ψ(4415), and ψ(4500)
[22]. In this work, we reveal how these characterized higher
charmonia shape the puzzling data of the e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross
section.

This paper is organized as follows. After the introduction,
we briefly review the status of these higher charmonia in the
range of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV, which are used to solve the puzzles
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appearing in the cross section data of the e+e− → J/ψη in Sec.
II. We then illustrate the calculation details of these charmo-
nium decays into ηJ/ψ via the hadronic loop mechanism in
Sec. II A. Based on these results, we perform a combined fit
to show how these characterized higher charmonia shape the
puzzling data of the e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section in Sec. II B.
The paper ends with a short summary in Sec. III.

II. AN ANALYSIS TO THE CROSS SECTION OF
e+e− → ηJ/ψ

The continued accumulation of the experimental data in the
range of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV has deepened our understanding of
the spectrum of higher vector charmonium above 4.0 GeV.
Recently, the BESIII Collaboration performed a precise mea-
surement of the e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section over a center-
of-mass energy range of

√
s = 3.808 − 4.951 GeV, and ob-

tained the charmonium state ψ(4040) and the other two char-
moniumlike states named Y(4230) and Y(4360) from a Breit-
Wigner fit, but the extracted resonance parameters of the ob-
served Y(4230) state against other measurements of the open-
charmed and hidden-charmed decay channels [11–19]. And
the line shape of the observed Y(4230) looks asymmetric and
irregular, and could not be formed by the contribution of just
one resonance. It seems that the structure around 4.2 GeV
from the measured cross section data of e+e− → ηJ/ψ may
have some substructures.

In order to fully understand these puzzling data, the the-
oretical inputs of the vector charmonia located in the range
of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV are crucial. Besides the well constructed
charmonia, i.e., ψ(4040), ψ(4160) and ψ(4415) in the range
of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV, the Lanzhou group indicated that there
should exist a narrow charmonium ψ(4220) corresponding
to Y(4220) reported in the processes of e+e− → J/ψπ+π−,
e+e− → hcπ

+π−, e+e− → χc0ω and e+e− → ψ(3686)π+π−

[25–28]. In Ref. [22], the Lanzhou group used an unquenched
potential model with ψ(4220) as the scaling point and pre-
dicted another two more charmonium states named ψ(4380)
and ψ(4500). The information of these charmonia is summa-
rized in Table I. It is worth mentioning that the BESIII exper-
iment recently indeed found a new structure around 4.5 GeV
in the measurement of e+e− → K+K−J/ψ [18], which just
can relate to our predicted charmonium ψ(4500). With these
six vector charmonia, theoretically established in the range of
4.0 ∼ 4.5, they have shown that the experimental cross section
measurements of e+e− → ψ(2S )π+π− [22], e+e− → K+K−J/ψ
[23] and e+e− → π+D0D∗− [24] can be explained in a unified
framework. In this work, we aim to show that the newly mea-
sured e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section data can also be understood
by the contributions of the same characterized energy level
structures, and how they shape the puzzling e+e− → ηJ/ψ
cross section data.

The contribution of genuine intermediate charmonium to
e+e− → ηJ/ψ can be described by a phase space corrected

Breit-Wigner function, i.e.,

Mψ(s) =

√
12πΓe+e−

ψ B(ψ→ ηJ/ψ)Γψ

s − m2
ψ + imψΓψ

(1)

×

√
Φ2→2(s)
Φ2→2(m2

ψ)
,

where mψ, Γψ and Γe+e−
ψ are the mass, total width and the di-

electron width of the intermediate charmonium, respectively.
Φ2→2 is the phase space and s donates the center-of-mass en-
ergy. The only remaining unknown term BR(ψ → ηJ/ψ) is
the branching ratio of the associated charmonium decay into
ηJ/ψ, we will present the details of the calculation for the
ψ→ ηJ/ψ decay next.

TABLE I: The theoretical mixing angles, assignments, masses, total
widths, and dielectron widths of higher charmonia in the range of
4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV, which are obtained from the theoretical predictions
[22–24] and some experimental values which are close to the theo-
retical predictions.

States θ Assignment Mass (MeV) Γ (MeV) Γe+e−
ψ (keV)

ψ(4040) 20◦ ψ′3S−2D 4039 ± 1 [20] 80 ± 10 [20] 0.830 [29]
ψ(4160) 20◦ ψ′′3S−2D 4159 ± 20 [30] 78 ± 20 [30] 0.480 [29]
ψ(4220) 34◦ ψ′4S−3D 4222 44 0.290
ψ(4380) 34◦ ψ′′4S−3D 4389 80 0.257
ψ(4415) 30◦ ψ′5S−4D 4414 33 0.230
ψ(4500) 30◦ ψ′′5S−4D 4509 50 0.113

A. Calculating the branching ratios of higher charmonium
decays into ηJ/ψ

In Ref. [22], an S -D mixing scheme was proposed to con-
struct the energy level structure of vector charmonia in the
range of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV, as shown below,

(
|ψ′⟩
|ψ′′⟩

)
=

(
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

) (
|ψ(nS )⟩

|ψ((n − 1)D)⟩

)
, (2)

where θ denotes the mixing angle.
In this scheme, ψ(4220) was assigned to a 4S -3D mix-

ing state while its partner ψ(4380) was predicted. The well-
established ψ(4415) was assigned into a 5S -4D mixing state
while its partner ψ(4500) was predicted and was found to ex-
ist in the BESIII measurement of e+e− → K+K−J/ψ [23].
The assignment of ψ(4040) and ψ(4160) with a 3S -2D mix-
ing scheme has also been proposed in Ref. [23] to match the
experimental di-electron width of ψ(4160) [29]. The mix-
ing angles are listed in Table I. Next, we will utilize the
hadronic loop mechanism to calculate the branching ratios of
the hidden-charm decays of ψ→ ηJ/ψ for the above charmo-
nia.

The hadronic loop mechanism has been widely used to
study the hidden-flavor decays of heavy quarkonia above the



3

open-flavor thresholds [31–52] and the calculated branching
ratios are usually comparable to the experimental measure-
ments. In the framework of the hadronic loop mechanism, the
higher charmonium ψ′/ψ′′ within an S -D mixture first decay
into a pair of charmed mesons D(∗)D̄(∗), and reach the ηJ/ψ
final states by exchanging a D or D∗ meson as shown in Fig.
1. The general expression for the amplitude mediated by the
charmed meson loop is

M =

∫
d4q

(2π)4

V1V2V3

P1P2PE
F 2(q2,m2

E), (3)

where Vi(i = 1, 2, 3) are interaction vertices, and Pi(i =
1, 2, E) denote the corresponding propagators of intermediate
charmed mesons. The form factor F (q2,m2

E) is introduced to
compensate for the off-shell effect of the exchanged D(∗) me-
son and to depict the structure effect of the interaction vertices.
In our calculation, the monopole form factor is taken as

F (q2,m2
E) =

Λ2 − m2
E

Λ2 − q2 , (4)

where mE and q are the mass and four momentum of the ex-
changed intermediate meson, respectively. The cutoff Λ can
be parameterized asΛ = mE+αΛQCD, withΛQCD = 220 MeV
[31–33], α is usually of order of 1 and depends on the specific
processes [52].

The effective Lagrangian approach is used to give the con-
crete expressions for the decay amplitudes defined in Eq. (3).
The Lagrangians of the concrete interactions involved in Fig.
1 are listed below [48],

Lψ(S )D
(∗)D(∗) =igψ(S )DDψ

µ(∂µD†D−D†∂µD) (5)

+ gψ(S )DD
∗εµναβ∂

µψν(D∗α†∂νD−D†∂β⃗D∗α)

+ igψ(S )D
∗D∗ψ

µ(∂νD∗†µ D
∗ν −D∗ν†∂νD

∗
µ

+D∗ν†∂µD
∗
ν),

Lψ(D)D
(∗)D(∗) =igψ(D)DDψ

µ(∂µD†D−D†∂µD) (6)

+ gψ(D)DD
∗εµναβ∂

µψν(D∗α†∂νD−D†∂β⃗D∗α)

+ igψ(D)D
∗D∗ψ

µ(∂νD∗†µ D
∗ν −D∗ν†∂νD

∗
µ

+ 4D∗ν†∂µD∗ν),

LD(∗)D∗η =igDD∗η(D∗†µ D−D
†D∗µ)∂µη (7)

− gD∗D∗ηεµναβ∂µD∗†ν∂αD∗βη

withD(∗)† = (D(∗)0,D(∗)+) andD(∗) = (D̄(∗)0, D̄(∗)−)T .
With the above preparations, we can write down the am-

plitudes of ψ(4040) and ψ(4160) decays into ηJ/ψ within the
3S -2D mixing scheme defined in Eq. (2), as shown in Fig. 1,

MTotal
ψ(4040)

= 4
6∑

i=1

M
(i)
ψ(4040)

, (8)

MTotal
ψ(4160)

= 4
6∑

i=1

M
(i)
ψ(4160)

, (9)

ψ
D

D̄∗

D∗

η

J/ψ

(2)

�q
ψ

D∗

D̄

D

η

J/ψ

(3)

�q

ψ
D∗

D̄∗

D∗

η

J/ψ

(6)

�q
ψ

D∗

D̄∗

D

η

J/ψ

(5)

�q
ψ

D∗

D̄

D∗

η

J/ψ

(4)

�q

ψ
D

D̄

D∗

η

J/ψ

(1)

�q

FIG. 1: The schematic diagrams illustrate the decay of higher char-
monium into ηJ/ψ via the hadronic loop mechanism.

where the fourfold factor comes from the charge conjugation
transformation (D(∗) ↔ D̄(∗)) and the isospin transformations
(D(∗)0 ↔ D(∗)+ and D̄(∗)0 ↔ D(∗)−) of the bridged D(∗) mesons.
The concrete expressions ofM(i)

ψ(4040) andM(i)
ψ(4160) are given

in Appendix A, the amplitudes of the others are similar to the
group of ψ(4040) and ψ(4160) with different coupling con-
stants and mixing angles.

TABLE II: The coupling constants of the gψD(∗)D(∗) and S values
recommended in Table III of Ref. [23], where gψ(4040)D(∗)D(∗) and
gψ(4160)D(∗)D(∗) are determined by the theoretical partial widths of
ψ(4040)/ψ(4160)→ D(∗)D̄(∗) listed in Table III.

Charmonia θ gψDD gψDD∗ (GeV−1) gψD∗D∗ S

ψ(4040) 20◦ 0.378 0.462 8.607 1.140

ψ(4160) 20◦ −2.730 −0.070 −1.881 −0.762

ψ(4220) 34◦ 0.760 0.054 1.220 1.471

ψ(4380) 34◦ 0.570 −0.150 −0.410 −1.077

ψ(4415) 30◦ 0.680 0.003 0.430 1.705

ψ(4500) 30◦ 0.440 −0.076 −0.015 −33.989

TABLE III: The partial width of ψ(4040)/ψ(4160)→ D(∗)D̄(∗) calcu-
lated by the quark pair creation (QPC) model, the parameters are in
agreement with Ref. [22].

Charmonia DD̄ (MeV) DD̄∗ + c.c. (MeV) D∗D̄∗ (MeV)

ψ(4040) 0.433 17.187 40.893

ψ(4160) 35.620 0.919 51.223

Finally, the branching ratio of the charmonium decay into
ηJ/ψ can be obtained by

BR[ψ→ J/ψη] =
1
3
| p⃗1|

8πm2
ψ

∑
spin

∣∣∣∣Mψ
Total

∣∣∣∣2/Γψ, (10)

where mψ and Γψ are the mass and total width of the initial
charmonium listed in Table I, p⃗1 is the three-momentum of
the η meson in the rest frame of the initial state. The coeffi-
cient 1/3 and the sum

∑
spin

come from the averaging over the

polarizations of the initial state and summing up the polariza-
tions of the final state.
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TABLE IV: The fitting parameters in Scheme I, and the solutions A, B and C in Scheme II. The g and a are parameters for the background,
and BRi and ϕi (rad) are decay branching ratios into J/ψη and phases for five ψ states (successively ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220), ψ(4380) and
ψ(4415)), respectively.

Parameters Scheme I Scheme II

Fit I Solution A Solution B Solution C

BR1 5.086 × 10−3 (2.627 ± 0.305) × 10−3 (6.708 ± 0.344) × 10−3 (3.256 ± 0.232) × 10−3

BR2 1.516 × 10−3 (2.598 ± 0.626) × 10−3 (6.853 ± 0.259) × 10−3 (9.461 ± 0.361) × 10−3

BR3 1.970 × 10−3 (4.332 ± 0.359) × 10−3 (5.343 ± 0.226) × 10−3 (2.299 ± 0.052) × 10−2

BR4 4.063 × 10−4 (1.370 ± 0.129) × 10−3 (1.663 ± 0.152) × 10−3 (2.145 ± 0.182) × 10−3

BR5 1.746 × 10−3 (2.971 ± 0.570) × 10−4 (3.047 ± 0.621) × 10−4 (3.147 ± 0.681) × 10−4

ϕ1 (rad) 2.347 ± 0.294 3.075 ± 0.179 3.841 ± 0.031 3.440 ± 0.045

ϕ2 (rad) 0.665 ± 0.199 2.698 ± 0.049 1.647 ± 0.029 3.746 ± 0.020

ϕ3 (rad) 2.413 ± 0.094 4.391 ± 0.086 3.646 ± 0.053 1.311 ± 0.017

ϕ4 (rad) 5.107 ± 0.128 0.279 ± 0.116 0.070 ± 0.055 6.035 ± 0.051

ϕ5 (rad) 4.264 ± 0.196 0.217 ± 0.207 0.047 ± 0.237 6.049 ± 0.223

χ2/d.o. f . 1.653 0.817 0.811 0.806

Below is a brief description of the method for determining
the relevant coupling constants, as they appear in the concrete
amplitudes outlined in Appendix A.

The coupling constants of gD(∗)D∗η are given in Ref. [48],

gD∗Dη
√

mDmD∗
= gD∗D∗η =

2gH

fπ
α, (11)

with α = 1
√

6
cos (−19.1◦) and fπ = 131 MeV, and gH = 0.569

is determined by the measured decay width of D∗+ → D0π+

[43]. gJ/ψDD = 7.44, gJ/ψDD∗ = 3.84 GeV−1 and gJ/ψD∗D∗ =

8.00 are obtained by the vector meson dominance model [53,
54].

Taking the 3S −2D mixing charmonia ψ(4040) and ψ(4160)
as examples, the coupling constants of gψ(4040)D(∗)D(∗) and
gψ(4160)D(∗)D(∗) are defined by

{
gψ(4040)D(∗)D(∗) = gψ(3S )D(∗)D(∗) cos θ + gψ(2D)D(∗)D(∗) sin θ
gψ(4160)D(∗)D(∗) = −gψ(3S )D(∗)D(∗) sin θ + gψ(2D)D(∗)D(∗) cos θ

,

(12)
The values are determined by the theoretical partial widths
of ψ(4040)/ψ(4160)→ D(∗)D(∗) calculated by the QPC model
[55–57], in which the mixing angle θ = 20◦ is considered [23].
The other parameters required by the model are in agreement
with Ref. [22], and the calculated partial widths associated
with ψ(4040) and ψ(4160) are listed in Table III. Other cou-
pling constants of gψ(4220)D(∗)D(∗) , gψ(4380)D(∗)D(∗) , gψ(4415)D(∗)D(∗)

and gψ(4500)D(∗)D(∗) have been calculated in Table III of Ref.
[23], which were determined by the corresponding experi-
mental or theoretical partial widths of ψ → D(∗)D(∗). Both
of them are listed in Table II. In addition, for convenience, the
S factors in the decay amplitudes of Appendix A are defined

as 
Sψ(4040) =

gψ(3S )D∗D∗ cos θ + 4gψ(2D)D∗D∗ sin θ
gψ(3S )D∗D∗ cos θ + gψ(2D)D∗D∗ sin θ

Sψ(4160) =
−gψ(3S )D∗D∗ sin θ + 4gψ(2D)D∗D∗ cos θ
−gψ(3S )D∗D∗ sin θ + gψ(2D)D∗D∗ cos θ

. (13)

 y(4220)
 y(4380)
 y(4415)
 y(4500)

FIG. 2: The α parameter dependence of the predicted branch-
ing ratios, including BR(ψ(4040) → ηJ/ψ),BR(ψ(4160) →

ηJ/ψ),BR(ψ(4220) → ηJ/ψ),BR(ψ(4380) → ηJ/ψ),
BR(ψ(4415)→ ηJ/ψ), and BR(ψ(4500)→ ηJ/ψ).

With the determined coupling constants discussed above,
we calculate the branching ratios of the six theoretically con-
structed charmonia, i.e., ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220), ψ(4380),
ψ(4415) and ψ(4500) decays into ηJ/ψ, which depend on the
cutoff parameter α introduced by the form factor of Eq. (4) in
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FIG. 3: Our fit to the higher vector charmonium contribution in the
cross section distribution of e+e− → ηJ/ψ within scheme I. Here, the
data points are from BESIII measurement [10], the five dashed lines
represent the contributions of the higher charmonium states, the blue
line represents the background, and the red line represents the total
contribution.

the range of [1, 5], as shown in Fig. 2. It can be seen that the
branching ratios associated with ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220)
and ψ(4380), ψ(4415) can reach the order of 10−4 ∼ 10−2 and
10−4 ∼ 10−3, respectively, while BR(ψ(4500) → ηJ/ψ) is
only of order of 10−6 ∼ 10−5.

B. A combined fit to the cross section data of e+e− → ηJ/ψ

With the input of the branching ratios BR(ψ → ηJ/ψ) pre-
dicted by the hadronic loop mechanism as shown in Fig. 2, we
can now obtain the contribution of each vector charmonium to
the cross section of e+e− → ηJ/ψ from Eq. (1), and apply a
combined fit to the experimental data.

Since the branching ratio of ψ(4500) → ηJ/ψ is at least
two orders of magnitude smaller than the others, and there
is indeed no signal of structures around 4.5 GeV in the mea-
sured data of e+e− → ηJ/ψ, we believe that the contribution
of ψ(4500) to the cross section of e+e− → ηJ/ψ can be safely
dropped. In the following, we will use the left five theoreti-
cally constructed charmonia, i.e. ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220),
ψ(4380), ψ(4415), as well as their theoretical branching ratios
of decays into ηJ/ψ, dependent on the α parameter, to perform
a combined fit to the cross section data of e+e− → ηJ/ψ.

The total amplitude of e+e− → ηJ/ψ can be written as

MTotal(s) =M0(s) +
∑

i

eiϕiMψi (s), (14)

with an exponentially parameterized background formulated
as

M0(s) = g(
√

s − mη − mJ/ψ)2e−a(
√

s−mη−mJ/ψ)2
, (15)

where ϕi is the phase angle between the resonance amplitude
Mψi (s) and the background M0(s), g and a are two free pa-
rameters.

BESIII@2023

Solution A

Background

ψ(4040)
ψ(4160)
ψ(4220)
ψ(4380)
ψ(4415)

3.8 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.6

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

s (GeV)

σ
(e

+
e-

η
J/
ψ
)
(p
b)

BESIII@2023

Solution B

Background

ψ(4040)
ψ(4160)
ψ(4220)
ψ(4380)
ψ(4415)

3.8 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.6

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

70

s (GeV)

σ
(e

+
e-

η
J/
ψ
)
(p
b)

BESIII@2023

Solution C

Background

ψ(4040)
ψ(4160)
ψ(4220)
ψ(4380)
ψ(4415)

3.8 4.0 4.2 4.4 4.6

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

s (GeV)

σ
(e

+
e-

η
J/
ψ
)
(p
b)

FIG. 4: Our fit to the cross section of the e+e− → ηJ/ψ process be-
tween Ecm=3.808 to 4.600 GeV by Scheme II. Here, the five dashed
lines represent the contributions of the higher charmonium states, the
blue line represents the background, and the red line represents the
total contribution. The inset plots represent the α values correspond-
ing to the fitted branching ratios in Table IV by the results of the
hadronic loop predictions in Fig. 2, where the central values and the
errors are represented by the solid black lines and the coloured bands,
respectively.

The total cross section can be represented by

σ(s) = |MTotal(s)|2. (16)

Here, we employ two fitting schemes. In the first scheme,
we assume a same α parameter for all charmonium states. The
best fitting result in Scheme I, represented by a red curve, is
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shown in Fig. 3, with χ2/d.o. f = 1.65. The relevant fitting
parameters in Scheme I are listed in Table IV.

A direct observation in Fig. 3 shows that the line shape
around 4.0 GeV is not well reproduced in Scheme I. This is
mainly due to the scarcity of cross section data points around
4.0 GeV, which puzzles us in determining the contribution
of the resonance state ψ(4040). Our analysis suggests two
resonance contributions from ψ(4160) and ψ(4220) around
4.2 GeV, and also reveals a significant resonance signal from
ψ(4415) in e+e− → ηJ/ψ, which should be a focus of future
BESIII and Belle II experiments. In particular, we found that
the interference effect plays a crucial role in broadening the
distribution of the resonance signal associated with Y(4230),
explaining its large width of 80.4 ± 4.4 ± 1.4 MeV in the ex-
perimental fit and the line shape puzzle around 4.2 GeV in the
e+e− → ηJ/ψ cross section.

In Scheme II, we consider a range of α parameters [1, 5]
for the five charmonium states without extra limit. The three
solutions A, B and C in scheme II, represented by red curve,
are shown in Fig. 4 with χ2/d.o. f around 0.81, which is ob-
viously improved compared to that of scheme I. The relevant
fitting parameters in Scheme II are listed in Table IV.

Similar to Scheme I, our analysis in Scheme II shows
the significant role of the interference effects in broaden-
ing the distribution of the resonance signal associated with
ψ(4160) and ψ(4220), which naturally explains the asymmet-
ric line shape associated with the resonance structure denoted
as Y(4230). Of the three solutions, ψ(4040) gives different
contributions to the cross section, and we hope that the ex-
periment will complement the data points around in this part
and clarify the contribution of ψ(4040). And around 4.4 GeV,
each solution in Scheme II shows an unremarkable resonance
signal of ψ(4415) in e+e− → ηJ/ψ. Further investigation in
future BESIII and Belle II experiments is indeed necessary to
solve the broad width puzzle associated with the resonance
structure denoted as Y(4360).

III. SUMMARY

Recently, the BESIII Collaboration measured the Born
cross section of e+e− → ηJ/ψ from 3.808 to 4.951 GeV, and
reported three structures, the charmonium ψ(4040) and two
other charmoniumlike states, named Y(4230) and Y(4360)
[10]. It is curious that the measured width of Y(4230) is so
large and has a large difference from the other open-charm
and hidden-charm measurements, and the more subtle details
of the line shape around 4.2 GeV with asymmetry suggest that
the structure of the observed Y(4230) may not be formed by a
single resonance.

In order to understand the puzzles arising in the measured
data, the energy levels structures of the charmonia from the-
oretical inputs are crucial. In this work, we focus on the six
charmonia constructed by an unquenched potential model in
the range of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV, i.e., ψ(4040), ψ(4160), ψ(4220),
ψ(4380), ψ(4415), ψ(4500). Using the hadronic loop mecha-
nism, we are able to quantitatively calculate the branching ra-
tios of the higher charmonium state decays into ηJ/ψ. The re-
sults indicate that the contribution of ψ(4500) to the cross sec-
tion of e+e− → ηJ/ψ is negligible, which is in agreement with
the measured data, while others have sizable contributions.
We then perform a combined fit with the left five charmonia
to the newly measured cross section data of e+e− → ηJ/ψ,
the corresponding branching ratios of these charmonia decay-
ing into ηJ/ψ are constrained within a reasonable range, sug-
gested by the hadronic loop mechanism. We have made two
attempts with different cut-off parameter constraint schemes.
Both fitting results show that the newly measured cross sec-
tion of e+e− → ηJ/ψ can be reproduced by the five charmo-
nia from the theoretical inputs, the puzzling large width and
asymmetric line shape of the 4.2 GeV structure can be natu-
rally explained by the contributions of the neighbouring char-
monia ψ(4160) and ψ(4220). Moreover, the introduction of
ψ(4380) predicted by the theory in the combined fit is compat-
ible with the experimental data, which together with ψ(4415)
can reproduce the third broad enhancement structure around
4.4 GeV reported by BESIII. More importantly, the results
support the characterized energy level construction of higher
vector charmonia in the range of 4.0 ∼ 4.5 GeV.

With the increasing accumulation of experimental data on
the varieties of final states in this particular charmonium en-
ergy range, as well as the continuing attention of experimen-
talists and theorists, our understanding of the inner nature of
higher charmonium states is becoming more mature and pro-
found.
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Appendix A: The decay amplitudes of hadronic loop mechanism

M
(1)
ψ(4040) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4040)DD × ϵ
µ
ψ(q2µ − q1µ)(−gDD∗η)pα1 gJ/ψDD∗ελγβρpλ2ε

γ
J/ψ(qρ2 − qρ) (A1)

× (−gβα + qαqβ/m2
D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(2)
ψ(4040) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4040)DD∗ενµαβϵ
µ
ψ(qβ2 − qβ1)(−gD∗D∗η)ερηλθqρqλ1(gJ/ψDD∗ )εδθτγϵθJ/ψpδ2(qγ − qγ2) (A2)

× (−gαη + qα1 qη1/m
2
D∗ )(−gτσ + qτqσ/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(3)
ψ(4040) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4040)DD∗ενµαβϵ
µ
ψpν(qβ2 − qβ1)(gD∗Dη)pγ1(gJ/ψDD)ϵρJ/ψ(qρ − q2ρ) (A3)

× (−gαγ + qα1 qγ1/m
2
D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D

,

M
(4)
ψ(4040) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4040)DD∗ενµαβϵ
µ
ψ(qβ2 − qβ1)(gD∗Dη)pγ1(gJ/ψD∗D)ϵρJ/ψ[gσρq2η − gηρq1σ + gθη(qρ − q2ρ)] (A4)

× (−gασ + qα2 qσ2 /m
2
D∗ )(−gηγ + qγqη/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(5)
ψ(4040) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4040)D∗D∗ϵ
µ
ψ[gβµq2α − gαµq1β + S · gαβ(q1µ − q2µ)](−gD∗D∗η)ερσληqλ1qρ(gJ/ψDD∗ ) (A5)

× ϵ
γ
J/ψ[gτγq2θ − gθγq1τ + gτθ(qγ − q2γ)]

× (−gαη + qα1 qη1/m
2
D∗ )(−gτβ + qτ2qβ2/m

2
D∗ )(−gσθ + qσqθ/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(6)
ψ(4040) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4040)D∗D∗ϵ
µ
ψ[gβµq2α − gαµq1β + S · gαβ(q1µ − q2µ)](gD∗Dη)pγ1(gJ/ψDD∗ )ελησρϵ

η
J/ψpλ2(qρ − qρ2) (A6)

× (−gαγ + qα1 q1γ/m2
D∗ )(−gβσ + qβqσ/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(1)
ψ(4160) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4160)DD × ϵ
µ
ψ(q2µ − q1µ)(−gDD∗η)pα1 gJ/ψDD∗ελγβρpλ2ε

γ
J/ψ(qρ2 − qρ) (A7)

× (−gβα + qαqβ/m2
D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(2)
ψ(4160) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4160))DD∗ενµαβϵ
µ
ψ(qβ2 − qβ1)(−gD∗D∗η)ερηλθqρqλ1(gJ/ψDD∗ )εδθτγϵθJ/ψpδ2(qγ − qγ2) (A8)

× (−gαη + qα1 qη1/m
2
D∗ )(−gτσ + qτqσ/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(3)
ψ(4160) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4160)DD∗ενµαβϵ
µ
ψpν(qβ2 − qβ1)(gD∗Dη)pγ1(gJ/ψDD)ϵρJ/ψ(qρ − q2ρ) (A9)

× (−gαγ + qα1 qγ1/m
2
D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D

,

M
(4)
ψ(4160) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4160)DD∗ενµαβϵ
µ
ψ(qβ2 − qβ1)(gD∗Dη)pγ1(gJ/ψD∗D∗ )ϵ

ρ
J/ψ[gσρq2η − gηρq1σ + gθη(qρ − q2ρ)] (A10)

× (−gασ + qα2 qσ2 /m
2
D∗ )(−gηγ + qγqη/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,
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M
(5)
ψ(4160) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4160)D∗D∗ϵ
µ
ψ[gβµq2α − gαµq1β + S · gαβ(q1µ − q2µ)](−gD∗D∗η)ερσληqλ1qρ(gJ/ψD∗D∗ ) (A11)

× ϵ
γ
J/ψ[gτγq2θ − gθγq1τ + gτθ(qγ − q2γ)]

× (−gαη + qα1 qη1/m
2
D∗ )(−gτβ + qτ2qβ2/m

2
D∗ )(−gσθ + qσqθ/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

,

M
(6)
ψ(4160) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4 gψ(4160)D∗D∗ϵ
µ
ψ[gβµq2α − gαµq1β + S · gαβ(q1µ − q2µ)](gD∗Dη)pγ1(gJ/ψDD∗ )ελησρϵ

η
J/ψpλ2(qρ − qρ2) (A12)

× (−gαγ + qα1 q1γ/m2
D∗ )(−gβσ + qβqσ/m2

D∗ )
F 2(q2,m2

B∗ )

q2 − m2
D∗

.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the main goals of studying relativistic heavy-ion collisions is to explore the structure of the QCD phase
diagram. Fluctuations of observed particles carrying quantum numbers of conserved charges, baryon number (B),
electric charge and strangeness, represent a powerful tool for this endeavor as the cumulants of their distributions
measure the derivatives of the grand-canonical partition function, and thus the pressure (P ), with respect to the
associated chemical potentials. For example, for a thermal system of volume V and temperature T , the cumulants of
the net baryon number distribution, within the Grand Canonical Ensemble (GCE), are given by [2]

κn[B] =
∂n(lnZ)

∂ (µB/T )n
=

V

T

∂nP

∂ (µB/T )n
,

where Z is a GCE partition function and µB is a baryon chemical potential. Any nontrivial structures in the equation
of state such as a possible phase transition [3–6] will result in potentially large derivatives of the pressure and thus in
large values of the cumulants of conserved charges. In addition, as cumulants are derivatives of the pressure, they are
accessible (at vanishing or small values of chemical potential) to Lattice QCD calculations [7, 8], which in principle
enables a direct comparison of results from ab initio QCD calculations with experiment. For example, as pointed out
in Ref. [9], the measurement of higher-order cumulants close to vanishing chemical potential may test the remnants
of chiral criticality.

Measurements of fluctuations have meanwhile been carried out by many experiments. The STAR collaboration has
measured cumulants of the net-proton number up to sixth order over the entire energy range available at RHIC [10, 11].
The HADES experiment has measured cumulants of proton number up to forth order at the low energy of

√
sNN =

2.4GeV [12] and ALICE has measured the second- and third-order net-proton number cumulants at
√
sNN = 2.76

and 5.02TeV [13, 14].
When comparing cumulants measured in experiment with those obtained from lattice QCD or other field theoretical

calculations [15] one needs to be aware of several key differences. While theoretical calculations are typically done
in the grand canonical ensemble where charges can be exchanged with a heat bath and are only conserved on the
average, in experiment charges are explicitly conserved on event by event basis and one has to account for global as
well as local charge conservation [16–20]. Also, in experiments one usually is restricted to the measurement of net
protons whereas theory can only calculate cumulants of the net baryon number. In the presence of many pions this
difference can be corrected for [21]. Finally, and this will be the topic of the present paper, in experiment the size of
the particle emitting system is not constant. Even under the tightest centrality selection criteria, this gives rise to
so-called volume fluctuations [22] or, equivalently, fluctuations of the number of wounded nucleons [23]. Moreover,
centrality is a concept assuming a strict correlation of event activity, i.e., charged particle multiplicity in a broad
region around mid rapidity, with the size of the system. This requires a strict separation of the particles used to
determine the fluctuation of conserved charges from the ones used for centrality determination. The effects due to
volume fluctuations may be sizable, especially at lower energies where the charged particle multiplicity is dominated by
the primordial protons, limiting the achievable resolution of the centrality selection. In Ref. [1] a novel and promising
method based on event mixing has been proposed to experimentally determine and subtract the contributions to the
cumulants caused by volume fluctuations. In the present work we will further elaborate on this topic, generalize the
results, and provide the formulas for corrections of any higher-order cumulants.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next section we define the notation. We then present an analytical
formulation of event mixing as proposed in Ref. [1]. We find that the cumulants of the the mixed events have
additional bias terms which were assumed to vanish in the original work of [1], and we discuss the magnitude of
these corrections for various scenarios. Next we extend our study to cumulants of higher order before we discuss and
summarize our results.

II. NOTATION

In this paper we will mostly work within the wounded-nucleon model [24] to discuss volume or participant fluctua-
tions. We would like to point out that this model has its limitations when applied to low collision energies because of
the moderate separation of projectile and target rapidity and a multiplicity of created particles per wounded nucleon
much smaller than unity. However, as we shall show later, the formalism can be easily applied also to the situation
where one has generic volume fluctuations, as for example discussed in Refs. [22, 23]. Let us start with the expression
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of the particle number cumulants κj [N ] in the presence of wounded-nucleon fluctuations (for details see Appendix A):

κ1[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κ1[n] = ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨n⟩ = ⟨N⟩ (1)

κ2[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κ2[n] + ⟨n⟩2 κ2[Nw] = κ̄2[N ] + ⟨N⟩2 κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
(2)

κ3[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κ3[n] + 3 ⟨n⟩κ2[n]κ2[Nw] + ⟨n⟩3 κ3[Nw] = κ̄3[N ] + 3 ⟨N⟩ κ̄2[N ]
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+ ⟨N⟩3 κ3[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩3
(3)

κ4[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κ4[n] + 4 ⟨n⟩κ3[n]κ2[Nw] + 3κ2
2[n]κ2[Nw] + 6 ⟨n⟩2 κ2[n]κ3[Nw] + ⟨n⟩4 κ4[Nw]

= κ̄4[N ] + 4 ⟨N⟩ κ̄3[N ]
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+ 3κ̄2

2[N ]
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+ 6 ⟨N⟩2 κ̄2[N ]

κ3[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩3
+ ⟨N⟩4 κ4[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩4
(4)

Here N refers to the particles of interest, say protons, and n to the number of these particles arising from one wounded
nucleon; thus ⟨n⟩ is the average number of particles per wounded nucleon. The cumulants of the wounded-nucleon
distribution are denoted by κj [Nw] while the cumulants for the distribution of particles stemming from one wounded
nucleon are κj [n]. The corresponding relations for cumulants of any order can be obtained with the provided software
package [25].

The cumulants of interest are those at a fixed number of wounded nucleons. They reflect the true density fluctuations
in a system at constant volume. We denote these cumulants for a system with fixed, i.e. non-fluctuating, number of
⟨Nw⟩ wounded nucleons as

κ̄j [N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κj [n],

Below we will also deal with factorial cumulants, which we shall denote by Cj . Factorial cumulants, which measure
the deviation from Poisson statistics, tell us about the true correlations in the system. As discussed in the Appendix B,
they are linear combinations of the regular cumulants. For the first four orders we have

C1[N ] = κ1[N ] = ⟨N⟩ ,
C2[N ] = −κ1[N ] + κ2[N ],

C3[N ] = 2κ1[N ]− 3κ2[N ] + κ3[N ],

C4[N ] = −6κ1[N ] + 11κ2[N ]− 6κ3[N ] + κ4[N ].

The expressions for the particle number factorial cumulants are similar to Eqs. 1- 4

C1[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩C1[n] = ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨n⟩ = ⟨N⟩ , (5)

C2[N ] = C̄2[N ] + ⟨N⟩2 κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
, (6)

C3[N ] = C̄3[N ] + 3 ⟨N⟩ C̄2[N ]
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+ ⟨N⟩3 κ3[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩3
, (7)

C4[N ] = C̄4[N ] + 4 ⟨N⟩ C̄3[N ]
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+ 3C̄2

2 [N ]
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+ 6 ⟨N⟩2 C̄2[N ]

κ3[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩3
+ ⟨N⟩4 κ4[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩4
. (8)

Similar to the cumulants, we denote by

C̄k[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩Ck[n]

the factorial cumulants for a system at constant volume or number of wounded nucleons, ⟨Nw⟩.

III. MIXED EVENTS

In Ref. [1] a mixed event is constructed such that it has the same total multiplicity as a given real event but each
particle (track) is drawn from a different event, so that, by construction, the mixed events follow the same total
multiplicity distribution as the original events. This is done in order to preserve volume flucutations as in real events.
Since each particle (track) is chosen randomly from a random event, the distribution of particle species will follow a
multinomial distribution with the Bernoulli probabilities pi = ⟨Ni⟩ / ⟨M⟩ for particles of type i. Here ⟨Ni⟩ denotes
the mean number of particles of type i and ⟨M⟩ the mean total multiplicity. Hence, the probability to find A particles
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(successes) of type A and B particles of type B is given by the trinomial probability B3(A,B,M ; pA, pB) and so on.
Here M denotes the multiplicity of the event under consideration. Thus the distribution, Pmix (A,B), of particles of
species A and B in the mixed events is obtained by folding the multiplicity distribution PM (M) with a trinomial (in
general multinomial) distribution:

Pmix (A,B) =
∑
M

B3(A,B,M ; pA, pB)PM (M)

with

pA =
⟨A⟩
⟨M⟩

, pB =
⟨B⟩
⟨M⟩

.

and

B3(A,B,M ; pA, pB) =
M !

A!B!(M −A−B)!
pAA pBB (1− pA − pB)

M−A−B (9)

The factorial-cumulant generating function for this distribution is

gF,mx (zA, zB) = ln

∑
A,B

Pmx (A,B) (zA)
A(zB)

B


= ln

[∑
M

[h3 (zA, zB)]
M

PM (M)

]
= GF,M (h3 (zA, zB)) (10)

where

h3 (zA, zB) =
∑
A,B

B3(A,B;M = 1; pA, pB)(zA)
A(zB)

B = (1− pA − pB + pAzA + pBzB)

is the factorial-moment generating function for the trinomial distribution with one trial (M = 1), and GF,M (z) is
the factorial-cumulant generating function for the multiplicity distribution, PM (M) (see Eq.(B2)). The factorial
cumulants are then obtained via

Cmix
i,j [mix] =

∂i∂j

∂(zA)i∂(zB)j
GF,M (h3 (zA, zB))

∣∣∣∣
zA=zB=0

= piAp
j
BCi+j [M ]

with Ck[M ] being the kth-order factorial cumulant. Using the expression for the factorial cumulants of the multiplicity
distribution derived in Appendix C, Eq. C5, we get within the wounded-nucleon model

Cmix
1 [A] = κmix

1 [A] = pA ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨m⟩

Cmix
2 [A] = p2AC2[M ] = p2A

[
κ2 [Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩C2[m]

]
Cmix

1,1 [A,B] = pApBC2[M ] = pApB

[
κ2 [Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩C2[m]

]
. (11)

For the corresponding cumulants up to second order we get accordingly

κmix
1 [A] = Cmix

1 [A] = pA ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨m⟩

κmix
2 [A] = Cmix

2 [A] + Cmix
1 [A] = p2A

[
κ2 [Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩ (κ2[m]− κ1[m])

]
+ pA ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨m⟩

= p2A

[
κ2 [Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩ (κ2[m]− ⟨m⟩)

]
+ pA ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨m⟩

covmix [A,B] = Cmix
1,1 [A,B] = pApB

[
κ2 [Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩ (κ2[m]− ⟨m⟩)

]
. (12)

With ⟨m⟩ denoting the mean number of total particles emitted by a wounded nucleon, we get ⟨a⟩ = pA ⟨m⟩ and
⟨b⟩ = pB ⟨m⟩ for the mean number of particles per wounded nucleon of type A and B, respectively, and recover the
results of Ref.[1]. For that we have to assume that the multiplicity distribution per wounded nucleon is Poissonian,
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i.e. that C2[m] = κ2[m] − ⟨m⟩ = 0. This has been an implicit assumption in Ref. [1], which however is not valid in
general as we shall discuss below.

The main benefit of the event mixing is to be able to relate the factorial cumulants of the various multiplicity
distributions, as can be seen from Eq.11. All that enters is the second-order factorial cumulant, C2[M ]. The binomial
probabilities, pA and pB, are in the sense trivial as they can be determined without any mixed events. Thus we
may express the fluctuations of the wounded nucleons in terms of the factorial cumulant of the track multiplicity
distribution

⟨N⟩2 κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
=

⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
(C2[M ]− ⟨Nw⟩C2[m]) =

⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
(
C2[M ]− C̄2[M ]

)
, (13)

where C̄2[M ] = ⟨Nw⟩C2[m] is the second-order factorial cumulant for a system of ⟨Nw⟩ wounded nucleons without
wounded nucleon fluctuations and N stands now for the multiplicity of the particles of interest, i.e., either A or
B. While the factorial cumulant of the multiplicity distribution, C2[M ], is accessible to experiment, that of a non-
fluctuating system, C̄2[M ], is not. Let us, therefore define a bias term, ∆2, as

∆2 ≡ ⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
C̄2[M ]. (14)

In case of a Poissonian multiplicity distribution for one wounded nucleon the bias term vanishes, i.e., ∆2 = 0, since
C̄2[M ] = ⟨Nw⟩C2[m] = 0 in this case, and we recover the results of Ref. [1]. Let us furthermore define the corrected
cumulant, κcorr

2 [N ], which is based on measurable quantities only

κcorr
2 [N ] = κ2[N ]− ⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
C2[M ]. (15)

Following Eq. 2 and using Eq. 6, the cumulant of the system without wounded nucleon fluctuations, κ̄2[N ], is given
by

κ̄2[N ] = κ2[N ]− ⟨N⟩2 κ2[NW ]

⟨NW ⟩2
= κcorr

2 [N ] + ∆2. (16)

The bias, ∆2, while not directly measurable, may be constrained by a fit to the track multiplicity distribution
within the wounded-nucleon model [24], as it is commonly done [11, 26, 27]. In addition, we note that for protons at
very high collision energies we have ⟨Np⟩ ≪ ⟨M⟩ so that ∆2 is suppressed parametrically. This behavior can indeed
be illustrated with simulations as presented in Sec. V. Since cumulants scale with the system size, or in our case with
the number of wounded nucleons, ⟨Nw⟩, it is instructive to scale the (factorial) cumulants with the mean number of
particles

κ̄2[N ]

⟨N⟩
=

κ2[N ]

⟨N⟩
− ⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩

(
C2[M ]

⟨N⟩
− C̄2[M ]

⟨N⟩

)
=

κcorr
2 [N ]

⟨N⟩
+

∆2

⟨N⟩
(17)

The scaled bias is then given by
∆2

⟨N⟩
=

⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

c̄2[M ]. (18)

Typically, the scaled cumulants are of order unity, κj [N ]/ ⟨N⟩ ∼ O(1). In addition, the scaled factorial cumulants,
Ck[N ]/ ⟨N⟩, are expected to depend only weakly on the multiplicity. Therefore, the scaled bias should be much
smaller than one, ∆2/ ⟨N⟩ ≪ 1, for the volume correction to be reliable.

Finally, one may express the bias term ∆2 also in terms of cumulants by using the relation between cumulants and
factorial cumulants (see Appendix B), C2[M ] = κ2[M ]− ⟨M⟩ and and so forth. This gives,

∆2 =
⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
(κ̄2[M ]− ⟨M⟩) (19)

A note of caution may be useful in this context. One might be inclined to express the fluctuations of the wounded
nucleon directly using the cumulants of the multiplicity distribution, in which case one would get

⟨N⟩2 κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
=

⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
(κ2[M ]− ⟨Nw⟩κ2[m]) .

And since ⟨NW ⟩κ2[m] = κ̄2[M ] is not directly accessible to experiment, one may further assign the bias to be
∆2 = ⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2 κ̄2[M ]. This, however, would considerably overestimate its true value, Eq. 19, as cumulants always contain
a “trivial” component proportional to the number of particles, which in principle is measurable.
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IV. HIGHER-ORDER RESULTS

Let us now discuss the corrections for volume fluctuations up to fourth order. Given the discussion in the previous
section the strategy is straightforward. First we express the fluctuations of the wounded nucleons in terms of factorial
cumulants of the multiplicity distribution. Then we identify the parts which are experimentally accessible and those
which are not. The latter will be the bias while the former will be subtracted from the expression for the cumulants
in order to remove most of the effect of volume fluctuations. The terms involving cumulants of the wounded-nucleon
distribution as they appear in the expressions for the cumulants as κj [Nw]/ ⟨Nw⟩j , see Eqs. (6-8) are:

κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
=

C2[M ]− C̄2[M ]

⟨M⟩2
(20)

κ3[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩3
= −3

C̄2[M ]

⟨M⟩2
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+

C3[M ]− C̄3[M ]

⟨M⟩3
(21)

κ4[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩4
= −6

C̄2[M ]

⟨M⟩2
κ3[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩3
− 4C̄3[M ]⟨M⟩+ 3C̄2[M ]2

⟨M⟩4
κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2
+

C4[M ]− C̄4[M ]

⟨M⟩4
(22)

We note that binomial efficiency corrections do not affect the results as both, numerators and denominators of the
right hand side of the above expressions, scale with the same power of the efficiency.

Inserting these expressions into Eqs. (2-4) for the cumulants κj [N ], we can solve for the cumulants of the system
with fixed number of wounded nucleons, namely the κ̄j [N ]. The results are given in the following general form

κ̄j [N ] = κcorr
j [N ] + ∆j [N ] (23)

with κ̄j [N ] the cumulant of order j for a system with fixed Nw nucleons, κcorr
j [N ] the cumulant including the mea-

surable corrections for volume fluctuations, and ∆j the corresponding bias due to quantities that are not measurable.
The second-order result we already derived in Sec. A, Eqs. (15) and (14), namely

κcorr
2 [N ] = κ2[N ]− ⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
C2[M ]

∆2 =
⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
C̄2[M ]. (24)

For the third order we have

κcorr
3 [N ] = κ3[N ]− 3C2[M ]κ2[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2
+

3C2[M ]2⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩4
− C3[M ]⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩3

∆3 = C̄2[M ]

(
3κ2[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2
− 3C2[M ]⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩4

)
+

C̄3[M ]⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩3
. (25)

And the fourth order result reads

κcorr
4 [N ] = κ4[N ]−

(
6κ2[N ]⟨N⟩2

(
C3[M ]⟨M⟩ − 3C2[M ]2

)
⟨M⟩4

+
4C2[M ]κ3[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2

+
3C2[M ]κ2(N)2

⟨M⟩2
+

⟨N⟩4
(
−10C3[M ]C2[M ]⟨M⟩+ 15C2[M ]3

)
⟨M⟩6

+
C4[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩4

)

∆4 = C̄2[M ]

(
−18C2[M ]κ2[N ]⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩4
+

15C2[M ]2⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩6
− 4C3[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩5
+

4κ3[N ]⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩2

+
3κ2[N ]2

⟨M⟩2

)
+ C̄3[M ]

(
6κ2[N ]⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩3
− 6C2[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩5

)
+

C̄4[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩4
. (26)

The corresponding relations for correction and bias terms of any order can be obtained with the provided software
package [25].
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Equivalent expressions for the factorial cumulants, Cn[N ], and their related biases, ∆n,F , may then be obtained by
using the relation between factorial cumulants and regular cumulants Eq. B6:

Ccorr
n [N ] =

n∑
j=1

Bn,j

(
1,−1, 2, . . . , (−1)j−1(n− j + 1)!

)
κcorr
j [N ]

∆n,F =

n∑
j=1

Bn,j

(
1,−1, 2, . . . , (−1)j−1(n− j + 1)!

)
∆j [N ]

The results for the corrected factorial cumulants, Ccorr
k and ccorrk , and the associated biases, ∆k,F and δk,F , are given

in Appendix E.

V. SIMULATIONS

Experimental data are usually analyzed in centrality percentiles, i.e. event classes corresponding to the n% most
central collisions, by introducing selection criteria on e.g. the energy deposited in a forward detector system covering
typically the projectile (target) spectator region or the multiplicity of charged particles emitted from the mid-rapidity
region, with an acceptance reaching close to the projectile (target) rapidity regions in case of low beam energies [26, 27].
For the latter, care must be taken to ensure that the evaluated particles are not simultaneously used to determine the
critical fluctuations [28]. The respective distributions, like e.g., the forward energy deposit or the charged particle
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Figure 1. NBD adjusted to HADES (a), STAR (b) and ALICE (c) charged-particle multiplicity distributions (blue line), shown
together with a Poisson distribution for the HADES and STAR data (red lines), the parameters used are listed in Table I.

multiplicity, are commonly modelled using the Glauber Monte Carlo Model [29]. The model provides event by event
and for a given impact parameter the number of projectile/target nucleons which are “wounded” and responsible for
the event activity (multiplicity), and those, which proceed nearly undisturbed into the phase space region covered
by the forward detectors. To determine centrality using charged particle multiplicity the respective distribution is
generally modelled assuming that particles are “produced” independently from distinct sources following a negative
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Figure 2. Distribution of wounded nucleons in Au+Au collisions at
√
sNN = 2.4 GeV for four selected centrality classes, as

obtained from the Glauber Monte Carlo simulations.

binomial distribution (NBD). Its probability mass function is defined as

P (n;µ, k) =
Γ(n+ k)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(k)

(µ
k

)n (µ
k
+ 1
)−(n+k)

, (27)

where µ denotes the mean of the NBD, while the combination of µ and k determines its higher-order cumulants

κNBD
n =

∂n lnM(t)

∂tn

∣∣∣∣
t=0

, (28)

with

M(t) =

∞∑
n=0

etnP (n;µ, k) =

(
k

k + µ(1− et)

)k

(29)

being the moment-generating function of the NBD. The first four cumulants read

κNBD
1 = µ, (30)

κNBD
2 =

µ(k + µ)

k
, (31)

κNBD
3 =

µ(k + µ)(k + 2µ)

k2
, (32)

κNBD
4 =

µ(k + µ)(k2 + 6kµ+ 6µ2)

k3
, (33)

The parameters of the NBD are fixed in each experiment by the fitting procedure. In a first step the number of
particle-emitting sources ns is determined according to [11, 27]

ns = fNw + (1− f)Ncoll, (34)



9

where NW and Ncoll are the numbers of wounded nucleons and binary collisions, respectively. Sampling impact
parameters according to dσ = b db a list of number of sourses,ni

s, is generated, with i ∈ [1, · · · , NEvent]. Then, for each
event i, NBD is sampled ni

s times and the parameters of the NBD, µ, k and f , are adjusted such that the obtained
multiplicity distribution agrees with the corresponding experimental one. The mixing parameter f is introduced to
improve the description by accounting also particles produced in hard (prompt) processes.

A. Rustamov, 786 WE-Heraeus-Seminar on “The QCD Phase Transition”, 03 – 05 April 2023, Physikzentrum Bad Honnef, Germany

Intricacies of participant/volume fluctuations
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Figure 3. Simulation of particle production within the model of independent sources. The circles indicate the individual sources
sampled according to Eq. 34. n1 and n2 show particle species used to sample emission from a single source. The distributions
per single source can be chosen arbitrarily. See models A and B discussed below.
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Figure 4. Left panel: Mean number of simulated protons used in Model A as a function of centrality. Right panel: Second-order
cumulants of protons in Model A including volume fluctuations (black stars), corrected with Eq. 24 (blue stars) and reconstructed
with Eq. 23 (open red stars). The results are normalized to κ̄2[p]sim, corresponding to the second-order cumulants of protons
in the absence of volume fluctuations.

Panel (a) of Fig. 1 represents the NBD distribution as observed by the HADES experiment for Au+Au collisions at√
sNN = 2.4GeV, with parameters µ = 0.24, k = 20.34, and f = 1 taken from [26]. For comparison, we also present a
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Figure 5. Left panel: Third order cumulants of protons in Model A including volume fluctuations (black stars), corrected with
Eq. 25 (blue stars) and reconstructed with Eq. 23 (open red stars). The results are normalized to κ̄3[p]sim, corresponding to
the second-order cumulants of protons in the absence of volume fluctuations. Right panel: Fourth order cumulants of protons
in Model A including volume fluctuations (black stars), corrected with Eq. 26 (blue stars) and reconstructed with Eq. 23 (open
red stars). The results are normalized to κ̄4[p]sim, corresponding to the fourth order cumulants of protons in the absence of
volume fluctuations.
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Figure 6. The normalised bias terms in Model A.

Poisson distribution with the same mean, µ. Similar distributions from the STAR [11] and ALICE [27] experiments
are presented in panels (b) and (c). Figure 1 shows that at the HADES energy the fitted NBDs are very close to
Poisson distributions. Quantitatively this can be seen by evaluating the cumulants of the HADES NBD (µ = 0.24,
k = 20.34)

κNBD
1 (HADES) = 0.24 (35)

κNBD
2 (HADES) = 0.2428, (36)

κNBD
3 (HADES) = 0.2486, (37)

κNBD
4 (HADES) = 0.2602. (38)

For a Poisson distribution all cumulants are equal to its mean and the HADES data are indeed close to fulfilling this
condition. The statement, to a lesser extent, is also valid for the STAR Au+Au data at 3 GeV (see Fig. 1). The
corresponding ALICE distribution, however, is much wider compared to the Poisson baseline, but the ALICE NBD is
obtained for very different acceptance than that used for the cumulant analysis. In Table I we also provide the NBD
parameters as obtained by the STAR and ALICE collaborations for Au+Au and Pb+Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 3GeV

and 2.76 TeV, respectively.
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experiments µ k f

HADES 0.24 20.34 1
STAR 0.31 5.66 0.94
ALICE 29.3 1.6 0.8

Table I. NBD parameters as extracted from Glauber fits to particle distributions observed in different experiments. For
simulations, the distributions should be folded within the experimental acceptance in which the cumulants are measured.

In the following we test the proposed method using two different simulations referred to as Model A and Model B.
While the sampling of wounded nucleons is the same for both models, in Model A we sample different particle species
independently while in Model B we introduce correlations between pions and protons via cluster production and decay.
We will concentrate on the HADES data. For both methods, we use the Glauber model to extract the distributions
of wounded nucleons corresponding to four different centrality classes in Au+Au collisions at

√
sNN = 2.4GeV. They

are presented in Figure 2.
In both models particles are produced from independent sources (cf. Eq. 34). For the HADES data the extracted

number of binary collision is zero (f = 1, see Table I ), the number of sources per event are sampled exclusively from
the wounded nucleon distributions presented in Fig. 2. The simulation process is schematically illustrated in Fig. 3.
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Figure 7. Number of wounded nucleons (left panel) and binary collisions (right panel) as generated with a Glauber Monte Carlo
simulation using input from the ALICE experiment [27]. The selection corresponds to the 5% most central Pb-Pb collisions at√
sNN = 2.76 TeV.

VI. MODEL A

In model A we first generate the charged-particle multiplicity for individual events using the NDB distribution as
extracted by experimental measurements. In doing so we sample the NBD distribution ns times. Different particle
species are then taken as fractions of the total number of charged particles. For example, from a randomly sampled
NBD distribution a respective fraction is assigned to protons. From the remaining charged particles another fraction
is assigned to positively charged pions and the rest is taken as negatively charged pions. These fractions are chosen
such that the overall probability of having protons, positively and negatively charged pions correspond to 75%, 9%
and 16 % of all charged particles, respectively, based on the actual HADES measurement in Au+Au collisions (see [30]
and references therein). In addition, we account for acceptance effects, because the NDB parameters are obtained in
different acceptance than that used for the fluctuation analyses. We therefore fold the entire NDB distribution with
a binomial distribution such that the experimentally measured mean multiplicities of particles in the acceptance used
for fluctuation analysis are reproduced. Volume fluctuations are naturally accounted for as for each event the number
of sources ns are randomly sampled from the corresponding distributions.
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The simulated mean numbers of protons are shown in the left panel of Fig. 4 for the four centrality classes. In the
right panel of Fig. 4 the reconstructed second-order cumulants of protons are presented, normalized to the expected
true cumulant, κ̄2[p]sim. The black stars represent the results which include volume fluctuations. The values κcorr

2

as calculated using Eq. 15 are shown with blue stars, while the red stars correspond to κ̄2[p] = κcorr
2 [p] + ∆2[p]. The

results for the third and fourth order cumulants are shown in Fig. 5. The corresponding normalized biases ∆n/κ̄n are
presented in Fig. 6. We find the normalized biases to be very small, of the order of a few present, so that the corrected
cumulants, κcorr

n are very close to their expected true values, κ̄n. As already discussed, this is to be expected since
the multiplicity distribution per wounded nucleon in the present Model is close to Poisson.

A. High energy limit

In this section we apply the method to high energy collisions using ALICE data. In doing so we first run Glauber
Monte Carlo simulations for Pb-Pb collisions at

√
sNN = 2.76 TeV. The input parameters are taken from Ref. [27].

Following the ALICE experiment [27], different centrality classes are chosen by introducing sharp cuts on the charged-
particle distributions. The distributions of wounded nucleons and binary collisions corresponding to the 5% most
central collisions are presented in Fig. 7 [23]. The reconstructed mean number of wounded nucleons and binary
collisions, corresponding to the 5% most central collisions are ⟨NW ⟩ ≈ 382 and ⟨Ncoll⟩ ≈ 1685, respectively, consistent
with the numbers given in [27]. With these numbers one can estimate a mean number of particle emitting sources,
yielding ⟨ns⟩ ≈ 642 (see Eq. 34). The corresponding mean number of charged particles can be estimated as ⟨Nch⟩ =
⟨ns⟩ × µNBD ≈ 18811. On the other hand, the total number of charged particles measured inside the ALICE
acceptance is about 1601 [31]. We thus folded the ALICE NBD distribution with a binomial with the acceptance
factor of ϵ = 1601/18811 ≈ 8.5% to obtain the distribution within the experimental acceptance.1 The so obtained NDB
distribution from ALICE is presented in Fig. 8. We further note that only the acceptance in rapidity is considered.
Fluctuation analyses are performed within a finite momentum range. Inclusion of the latter will further reduce the
discrepancy between NBD and the corresponding Poisson distribution shown with the red histogram in Fig. 8.

Finally using the NBD distribution presented in Fig. 8, and measured proton number, ⟨Np⟩ ≈ 35 [31], we estimated
∆2[p] ≈ 1.2. This corresponds to a bias of ∆2[p]/κ̄2[p] ≈ 3.3%.

VII. MODEL B

In model B we introduce correlations between charged particles, specifically pions and protons by generating clusters
(or rather resonances). Especially for HADES energies most of the observed pions are believed to originate from decays
of Delta resonances. Therefore, the effect of such decay correlations, while no treated quantitatively here, needs to
be taken into account. Specifically, this is done by generating clusters of particles (e.g., resonances) from each source
and letting them decay into two different particle species. Moreover, the clusters are generated from a Poisson
distribution. In addition we produce independent particles from each source as well, sampled also from a Poisson
distribution. Schematic illustration of the model for a single source is given in Fig. 9. Fluctuations of sources are
introduced like in the model A. The input parameters for model B are given in Table II.

particles mean numbers per source

clusters 0.03
independent protons 0.23

other particles 0.21

Table II. Parameters for model B are mean numbers of different particles species per source (see [30] and references therein).
In addition, each cluster decays into one proton and one pion. Numbers of clusters, independent protons and other particles
are sampled from independent Poisson distributions.

By construction the simulated protons, pions and clusters follow a Poisson distribution. However the distribution
of the total number of particles does not, due to the correlation between pions and protons introduced via the cluster
decay (see Appendix F).

1 We note that binomial folding of the NDB distribution, with the acceptance factor ϵ, changes only the parameter µ of the original NDB
distribution (µ → ϵµ), while the parameter k stays unchanged.
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within the experimental acceptance 8.5% (see the text for details). The red histogram corresponds to a Poisson distribution
with the same mean, µ as the folded NBD distribution. The original NBD distribution from ALICE is presented in the panel
(c) of Fig. 1.
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Figure 9. Left panel: Schematic illustration of model B. From a single source two clusters and three protons are produced.
The clusters further decay to protons and pions. In simulations both, clusters and independent protons are sampled from
Poisson distributions. The corresponding mean values of clusters and independent protons are provided in Table II. Right
panel: Schematic rapidity distributions for different particles in order to study acceptance effects.

In experiments measurements are performed inside the finite acceptance by imposing selection criteria in momentum
space, e.g., on rapidity and/or transverse momentum of particles. Moreover, such conditions typically lead to different
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acceptances for different particle species. In order to study the impact of the finite acceptance on the presented
formalism, we introduce arbitrary rapidity distributions for protons, pions and other particles as illustrated in the rigth
panel of Fig. 9. To this end we generate rapidity values for protons, pions and other particles from the corresponding
distributions presented in Fig. 9.

In the left panel of Fig. 10 we present mean multiplicities of protons produced via clusters (red circles) and
independently (blue circles), while the black circles correspond to the total number of protons. In addition, we
produce pions from clusters, and, by construction, their mean values are equal to those of protons from clusters.
The right panel of Fig. 10 shows the second-order cumulants of protons divided by the expected value κ̄2[p]sim.
The black stars represent those including participant (volume) fluctuations, κ2[p]/κ̄2[p]sim. The corrected cumulants
κcorr
2 [p]/κ̄2[p]sim (see Eq. 24) are shown with blue symbols, while the open red stars represent the true reconstructed

values of fluctuations of protons κ̄2[p]/κ̄2[p]sim as calculated using Eq. 23. Similar results for the third and fourth
order cumulants of protons are presented in Fig. 11 (see Eqs. 25, 26, 23). In Fig. 12 the normalized cumulants as a
function of cumulant order are presented for the 10% most central collisions. The right panel of Fig. 12 corresponds
to the full acceptance, while in the right panel the results in the finite acceptance, delimited as |y| < 1, are presented.
One clearly observes that in the finite acceptance the precision of the method is significantly better. In Fig. 13
we show the magnitude of the corresponding normalized biases, ∆n/κ̄n, for the full acceptance (left panel) and for
|y| < 1 (right panel). While the biases for the full acceptance may at first sight appear rather large (∼ 40% ) one
should realize that for the most central events the uncorrected fourth order cumulant is more than a factor of 50
larger in magnitude than the true cumulants. In other words the proposed corrections, while not perfect are a huge
improvement of the measurement. The situation gets better for the limited acceptance.
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Figure 10. Left panel: Mean number of protons produced via clusters and independently are presented with the red and blue
circles respectively. The black circles represent total multiplicity of protons. Pions are produced only via clusters. Right
panel: Reconstructed second-order cumulants of protons including participant fluctuations (black stars). Corrected values for
cumulants κcorr

2 [p], i.e., without the bias term ∆2[p] are presented with blue stars, while red stars represent fully corrected,
against volume fluctuation. The results are normalized to the true second order cumulant, κ̄2[p]sim.

VIII. SOFTWARE PACKAGE

A Python package is provided to derive analytical formulas for both mixed and pure cumulants of multiplicity
distributions, including participant/volume fluctuations. The correction formulas and their bias terms can be derived
as well. The dedicated graphical user interface is presented in Fig. 14 and can be downloaded via Ref. [25].

IX. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

• We have shown that using mixed events to determine the contributions of wounded nucleon or volume fluc-
tuations is equivalent to extracting the latter from the track multiplicity distribution. However event mixing
may offer an advantage since it allows to generate an almost arbitrarily large event ensemble with the same
multiplicity distribution, and thus eliminate possible constraints due to limited event statistics.
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Figure 11. Left panel: Reconstructed third-order cumulants of protons including participant fluctuations (black stars) for
model B. Corrected values for cumulants κcorr

3 [p], i.e. without the bias term ∆3[p] are presented with blue stars, while red stars
represent fully corrected, against volume fluctuations, values κ̄3[p]=κcorr

3 [p] + ∆3[p]. Right panel: Similar to the left panel
but for the fourth-order cumulants. Note that the values for the fourth-order cumulants with volume fluctuations (black stars)
need to be multiplied by 50 for the first three centrality classes. The results are normalized to the true third or fourth order
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In either case, not all contributions can be accessed by a direct measurement. The remaining terms lead to
biases, ∆k, which depend on the multiplicity distribution per wounded nucleon. These biases are, however,
parametrically suppressed by powers of ⟨N⟩ / ⟨M⟩ depending on the order of the cumulants. The biases are also
small if the multiplicity distribution per wounded nucleon is close to Poisson. In addition, we suggest to con-
strain these biases in experiment with fits to the observed multiplicity distribution within the wounded-nucleon
model.

• We have worked here within the wounded nucleon model to formulate volume fluctuations. Alternatively, one
may introduce generic volume fluctuations as done e.g. in [22]. It is easy to show (see Appendix D) that the
resulting expressions for the corrected cumulants, κcorr

j , and the biases, ∆j , are identical to those derived here,
i.e. Eqs. (24-26).

• We note that one gets similar expressions for the fluctuations from the wounded nucleons, Eqs. (20-22), in terms
of the factorial cumulants of, for example, pions instead of the total track multiplicity. This has the advantage
that the corrections do not involve the particles of interest, protons, in our case. Of course, this approach
requires that sufficiently many pions are produced and thus may be limited to collisions at higher energies.
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Figure 13. The bias terms for model B, in the full (left panel) and finite (right panel) acceptances. The acceptance, |y| < 1 is
introduced using rapidity distributions of pions and protons as shown in Fig. 9.

Figure 14. The GUI for deriving analytic formulas.

• We have checked that the proposed method also works if the multiplicity distribution is determined for a
different acceptance than the particle distribution of interest. In this case all quantities in the expression for the
corrected cumulants, Eqs.(24-26) involving the multiplicity should be evaluated in the multiplicity acceptance
while all quantities involving the particles of interest, such as ⟨N⟩ or κj [N ] should be determined in the particle
acceptance.

• We have verified that the proposed method is not affected by potentially different rapidity distributions for
different particle types.
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• We note that the correction term and bias for the second-order cumulant depends on the properties of the
multiplicity distribution only while those for higher-order cumulants also involve the (uncorrected) cumulants
of interest (at a lower order), κn[N ] (see Eq. (25,26).

• The proposed method is also applicable for mixed cumulants, such as the covariance between two particle species.
The relevant formulas for mixed cumulants between species A and B up to κ2,2[A,B] are given in Appendix G.

The corresponding relations for correction and bias terms for mixed cumulants of any order can be obtained
with the provided software package [25].

• Here we have not explicitly discussed corrections for net proton cumulants. However, those can be easily obtained
using the corrections to the mixed cumulants provided in Appendix G. For example, the second-order cumulant
of the net proton distribution is given by

κ2[N − N̄ ] = κ2[N ] + κ2[N̄ ]− 2κ1,1[N, N̄ ] (39)

The corrected cumulant is the (using Eqs. (24, G8)

κcorr
2 [N − N̄ ] = κ2[N − N̄ ]−

(
⟨N⟩ −

〈
N̄
〉)2

⟨M⟩2
C2[M ] (40)

with the bias

∆ =

(
⟨N⟩ −

〈
N̄
〉)2

⟨M⟩2
C̄2[M ] (41)

For systems at vanishing baryon number chemical potential, such as those created at very high collision energies,
⟨N⟩ =

〈
N̄
〉

so that the corrected cumulant is identical to the measured one (as discussed in [22] ) and the bias
vanishes.

In summary, we have presented a method to correct experimentally measured particle number cumulants for the
effect of participant or volume fluctuations. The essential idea is to extract the contribution from the volume fluc-
tuations from the distribution of charged particles which, after appropriate re-scaling, may be subtracted from the
measured cumulants of interest. Our proposed method is not exact as there remains a bias or remnant which can
not be accessed directly from experiment. However, we have shown by model calculations that this bias is very small
compared to the contribution from participant fluctuations and we hence consider our method an important step
towards measuring the true dynamical fluctuations of the system.
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Appendix A: Wounded-nucleon model

Here we briefly discuss the wounded-nucleon model following the Appendix of Ref. [32]. The wounded-nucleon model
assumes that particles are produced by independent sources, called wounded nucleons or participants. Therefore, the
probability to find A particles of type A and B particles of type B can be written as

P (A,B) =
∑
w

W (w)
∑

a1,···aw

∑
b1,···bw

p (a1, b1) · · · p (aw, bw) δA,
∑w

k=1 ak
δB,

∑w
k=1 bk . (A1)
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Here W (w) denotes the probability to have w wounded nucleons, and p(a, b) is the probability to have a particles of
type A and b particles of type B from one wounded nucleon. The moment-generating function, h (tA, tB) is then

H (tA, tB) =
∑
A,B

etAAetbBP (A,B)

=
∑
w

W (w)
∑

a1,···aw

∑
b1,···bw

p (a1, b1) · · · p (aw, bw) etA
∑w

k=1 aketB
∑w

k=1 bk

=
∑
w

W (w)
∑
a1,b1

p (a1, b1) e
tAa1+tbb1 · · ·

∑
aw,bw

p (aw, bw) e
tAaw+tBbw

=
∑
w

W (w)

∑
a,b

p (a, b) etAa+tBb

w

=
∑
w

W (w) [hw (tA, tB)]
w

=
∑
w

W (w) ew gw(tA,tB) (A2)

where hw (tA, tB) =
∑

a,b p (a, b) e
tAa+tBb is the moment generating function and gw(tA, tB) = ln [hw (tA, tB)] the

cumulant-generating function for one wounded nucleon, respectively. The cumulant-generating function, G (tA, tB) =
ln (h (tA, tB)), is then given by

G (tA, tB) = ln [H (tA, tB)] = ln

[∑
w

W (w) ew gw(t1,t2)

]
= GW (gw(tA, tB)) (A3)

where GW (t) = ln [
∑

w W (w) ew t] in the cumulant-generating function for the wounded-nucleon distribution, W (w).
We note, that gw(0, 0) = GW (0) = 0 by construction. The cumulants are then obtained as

κj,k[A,B] =
∂j∂k

∂tA∂tB
g (tA, tB)

∣∣∣∣
tA=tB=0

. (A4)

For example:

κ1[A] =
∂

∂tA
G(tA, 0)|tA=0 =

dGw

dgw

dgw(tA, 0)

dtA

∣∣∣∣
tA=0

=
dGw

dgw

∣∣∣∣
gw=0

dgw(tA, 0)

dtA

∣∣∣∣
tA=0

= κ1[Nw]κ1[a] = ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨a⟩ (A5)

where κ1[n] = ⟨a⟩ denotes the mean number of particles of type A per wounded nucleon and κ1[w] = ⟨Nw⟩ the mean
number of wounded nucleons. The second-order cumulant is

κ2[A] =
∂2

∂t2A
G(tA, 0)|tA=0

=
d2Gw

dg2w

(
dgw(tA, 0)

dtA

)2
∣∣∣∣∣
tA=0

+
dGw

dgw

d2gw(tA, 0)

dt2A

∣∣∣∣
t1=0

= κ2[Nw]κ1[a]
2 + κ1[Nw]κ2[a] = κ2[Nw] ⟨a⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩κ2[a] (A6)

The covariance is

cov[A,B] =
∂

∂tA∂tB
G(tA, tB)|tA,tB=0 =

∂

∂tB

(
dGw

dgw

∂gw(tA, tB)

∂tA

)∣∣∣∣
tA,tB=0

=
d2Gw

dg2w

∂gw(tA, tB)

∂tA

∂gw(tA, tB)

∂tB

∣∣∣∣
tA,tB=0

+

(
dGw

dgw

∂2gw(tA, tB)

∂tA∂tB

)∣∣∣∣
tA,tB=0

= κ2[NW ]κ1[a]κ1[a] + κ1[Nw]cov[a, b]

= κ2[Nw] ⟨a⟩ ⟨b⟩+ ⟨Nw⟩ cov[a, b] (A7)
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Using the relation between the cumulant and factorial cumulant generating function, Eq. B3 , the factorial cumulant
generating function is given by

GF (zA, zB) = G (ln(zA), ln(zB)) = GW (gw (ln(zA), ln(zB))) = GW (gF,w (zA, zB)) , (A8)

with

gF,w (zA, zB) =
∑
a,b

p (a, b) zaAz
b
B

the factorial cumulant generating function for the distribution of one wounded nucleon, p (a, b). The structure is
the same as for the cumulant generating function, except that now the argument of the wounded-nucleon cumulant-
generating function is the factorial cumulant generating function, gF,w. Thus the factorial cumulants are easily
obtained by simply replacing all the cumulants of the particle distribution for a given wounded nucleon, κi,j [a, b] with
the corresponding factorial cumulants, with C1[X] = κ1[X] = ⟨X⟩

C1[A] =
∂

∂zA
gF (zA, 1)|zA=1 = κ1[Nw]C1[a] = ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨a⟩

C2[A] = κ2[Nw] ⟨a⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩C2[a]

C1,1[A,B] = cov[A,B] (A9)

Appendix B: Cumulant and factorial cumulant generating functions

Given a multiplicity distribution for particles of type A and B, P (A,B) the generating functions for cumulants,
g(tA, tB), and factorial cumulants. gF (tA, tB) are given by

g (tA, tB) = ln[
∑
A,B

P (A,B) etAAetBB (B1)

gF (zA, zB) = ln[
∑
A,B

P (A,B) (zA)
A(zB)

B . (B2)

By construction, g (tA = 0, tB = 0) = 0 and gF (zA = 1, zB = 1) = 0. Cumulants of order (i, j), κj,k[A,B], are then
obtained through

κj,k[A,B] =
∂j∂k

∂tA∂tB
g (tA, tB)

∣∣∣∣
tA=tB=0

,

while the factorial cumulants, Cj,k[A,B], are given by

Cj,k[A,B] =
∂j∂k

∂zA∂zB
g (zA, zt)

∣∣∣∣
zA=zB=1

.

The generating functions are related through

gF (zA, zB) = g [ln(zA), ln(zB)] (B3)

or vice versa

g (tA, tB) = gF
(
etB , etB

)
(B4)

These relations may also be used to convert cumulants into factorial cumulants and vice versa. For example, for
the diagonal cumulants, κn[A] we have

κn[A] =

n∑
j=1

S (n, j)Cj [A] (B5)

where S(n, j) denotes the Sterling numbers of the second kind. The inverse relation is
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Cn[A] =

n∑
j=1

Bn,j

(
1,−1, 2, . . . , (−1)j−1(n− j + 1)!

)
κj [A] (B6)

with Bn,j being Bell polynomials. For the first four orders this evaluates to

κ1 = C1

κ2 = C1 + C2

κ3 = C1 + 3C2 + C3

κ4 = C1 + 7C2 + 6C3 + C4 (B7)

and

C2 = κ2 − κ1

C3 = 2κ1 − 3κ2 + κ3

C4 = −6κ1 + 11κ2 − 6κ3 + κ4 (B8)

Appendix C: Multiplicity Distribution

The multiplicity distribution, P (M), is given by summing over all (charged) particles,

PM (M) =
∑

A,B,X

P (A,B,X) δM,A+B+X , (C1)

where

P (A,B,X) =
∑
w

W (w)
∑

a1,···aw

∑
b1,···bw

∑
x1.···xw

p (a1, b1, x1) · · · p (aw, bw, xw) δA,
∑w

k=1 ak
δB,

∑w
k=1 ak

δX,
∑w

k=1 xk

is the distribution of particles of type A, B and all others, denoted by X. The distribution for particles A and B
defined in Appendix A are then given by P (A,B) =

∑∞
X=0 P (A,B,X) while that for the particles per wounded

nucleons are given by p (a, b) =
∑∞

x=0 p (a, b, x)
The moment generating function is then given by (proceeding analogously to Eq. A2:

HM (t) =
∑
M

PM (M) etM =
∑

M,A,B,X

P (A,B,X)δM,A+B+X etM =
∑

A,B,X

P (A,B,X) et(A+B+X)

=
∑
w

W (w)
∑

a1,···aw

∑
b1,···bw

∑
x1.···xw

p (a1, b1, x1) · · · p (aw, bw, xw) e
t
∑w

k=1 aket
∑w

k=1 bket
∑w

k=1 xk

=
∑
w

W (w)
∑
a1

∑
b1

∑
x1

p (a1, b1, x1) e
t(a1+b1+c1) · · ·

∑
aw

∑
bw

∑
xw

p (aw, bw, xw) e
t(aw+bw+cw)

=
∑
w

W (w)

[∑
a

∑
b

∑
x

p (a, b, x) et(a+b+c)

]w
=
∑
w

W (w) [hm,w(t)]
w

=
∑
w

W (w) ewgm,w(t)

where, hm,w(t) the moment generating function and gm,w(t) = ln [hm,w(t)] the cumulant generating function of
the multiplicity distribution for one wounded nucleon, p(m) =

∑
a,b,x p(a, b, x)δm,a+b+c. The cumulant generating

function, GM (t), for the multiplicity distribution, P (M), is then given by

GM (t) = ln [HM (t)] = ln

[∑
w

W (w) ewgm,w(t)

]
= GW (gm,w(t)) (C2)
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The cumulants of the multiplicity distribution are given by (following the analogous Eqs. A5 and A6)

κ1[M ] = ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨m⟩
κ2[M ] = κ2[Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩κ2[m] (C3)

where κi[m] denote the cumulants of the multiplicity distribution of one wounded nucleon and κi [NW ] those of the
wounded nucleon distribution. Analogous to Eq. A8 the factorial cumulant generating function is readily obtained

GF,M (z, ) = GM (ln(z)) = GW (gm,w (ln(z))) = GW (gF,m,w (z)) , (C4)

with

gF,m,w(z) =
∑
m

p(m)zm

the factorial cumulant generating function for the multiplicity distribution of one nucleon, p(m). Again, the factorial
cumulants are obtained by replacing the cumulants of the distribution p(m), κi[m] with the corresponding factorial
cumulants, Ci[m], in Eq. C3 by the factorial cumulants

C1[M ] = ⟨Nw⟩ ⟨m⟩
C2[M ] = κ2[Nw] ⟨m⟩2 + ⟨Nw⟩C2[m] (C5)

Appendix D: Wounded Nucleon vs Volume Fluctuations

Here we will discuss the relation between wounded nucleon fluctuations and so-called volume fluctuations as they
are discussed e.g. in [22]. Following Ref. [22] the cumulant generating function is given by

Φ(t) = ln

[∫
dV P (V )eV ξ(t)

]
=χV (ξ(t)) (D1)

with χV (t) the cumulant generating function for the distribution of volumes, P (V ), and

ξ(t) =
1

V
ln

[∑
N

p(N ;V )eNt

]
(D2)

the generating function for scaled cumulants, κ/V , given for the distribution of particles at fixed volume, p(N ;V ).
Then, for a fixed volume V , the scaled cumulants are given by

κj

V
=

∂j

∂ tj
ξ(t)|t=0 . (D3)

For the wounded nucleon model we have (see Appendix A)

G(t) = ln

[∑
w

W (w) ew gw(t)

]
= GW (gw(t)) (D4)

with GW (t) the cumulant generating function for the wounded nucleon distribution, W (w), and

gw(t) = ln

[∑
n

p(n)ent

]
(D5)

the generating function for the distribution of particles for one wounded nucleon. The cumulants per wounded nucleons
for a fixed number of wounded nucleons, Nw, are given by

κj [N ]

Nw
= κj [n] =

∂j

∂ tj
gw(t)|t=0 . (D6)
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Comparing the above expressions, one finds that the cumulants for volume fluctuations can be obtained from those
for the wounded-nucleon number by the following replacements

κj [Nw] → κj [V ]

κ̄j [N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κj [N ] → ⟨V ⟩ κj

V

Indeed comparing the second-order cumulants for both scenarios we have

κ2[N ] = ⟨Nw⟩κ2[n] + ⟨n⟩2 κ2[Nw] = κ̄2[N ] + ⟨N⟩2 κ2[Nw]

⟨Nw⟩2

κ2[N ] = ⟨V ⟩ κ2

V
+
(κ1

V

)2
κ2[V ] = κ̄2[N ] + ⟨N⟩2 κ2[V ]

⟨V ⟩2

where in the second line we used κ1 = ⟨N⟩ and κ̄2 = ⟨V ⟩ κ2

V . Obviously, analogous replacements also hold for the
factorial cumulants

C̄j [N ] = ⟨Nw⟩Cj [n] → ⟨V ⟩ Cj

V

with Cj/V the volume scaled factorial cumulants.

Appendix E: Results for factorial cumulants

Here we provide the formulas for the corrected factorial cumulants, Ccorr
k and ccorrk , and the the associated biases,

∆k,F and δk,F . Both the factorial cumulants and the biases are related to the corresponding cumulants via the linear
relation Eqs. B7 and B8. The corrected factorial cumulants and the associated biases are

Ccorr
2 = C2[N ]− ⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
C2[M ] (E1)

Ccorr
3 = C3[N ]− 3C2[M ]C2[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2
+

3C2[M ]2⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩4
− C3[M ]⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩3
(E2)

Ccorr
4 = C4[N ]−

(
6C2[N ]⟨N⟩2

(
C3[M ]⟨M⟩ − 3C2[M ]2

)
⟨M⟩4

+
4C2[M ]C3[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2
(E3)

+
3C2[M ]C2[N ]2

⟨M⟩2
+

⟨N⟩4
(
−10C3[M ]C2[M ]⟨M⟩+ C4[M ]⟨M⟩2 + 15C2[M ]3

)
⟨M⟩6

)
(E4)

∆2,F =
⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩2
C̄2[M ] (E5)

∆3,F = C̄2[M ]

(
3C2[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2
− 3C2[M ]⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩4

)
+

C̄3[M ]⟨N⟩3

⟨M⟩3
(E6)

∆4,F = C̄2[M ]

(
4C3[N ]⟨N⟩

⟨M⟩2
+

3C2[N ]2

⟨M⟩2
− 18C2[M ]C2[N ]⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩4
− 4C3[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩5
+

15C2[M ]2⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩6

)
(E7)

+ C̄3[M ]

(
6C2[N ]⟨N⟩2

⟨M⟩3
− 6C2[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩5

)
+

C̄4[M ]⟨N⟩4

⟨M⟩4
(E8)

For the scaled factorial cumulants we have
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ccorr2 = c2[N ]− ⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

c2[M ] (E9)

ccorr3 = c3[N ]− 3
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

c2[M ]c2[N ] +

(
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

)2 (
3c2[M ]2 − c3[M ]

)
(E10)

ccorr4 = c4[N ]− ⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

(
3c2[M ]c2[N ]2 + 4c2[M ]c3[N ]

)
(E11)

+

(
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

)2 (
18c2[M ]2c2[N ]− 6c3[M ]c2[N ]

)
(E12)

+

(
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

)3 (
−15c2[M ]3 + 10c2[M ]c3[M ]− c4[M ]

)
(E13)

δ2,F =
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

c̄2[M ] (E14)

δ3,F = 3
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

c2[N ]c̄2[M ] +

(
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

)2

(c̄3[M ]− 3c2[M ]c̄2[M ]) (E15)

δ4,F =
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

(
3c2[N ]2c̄2[M ] + 4c3[N ]c̄2[M ]

)
(E16)

+

(
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

)2

(6c2[N ]c̄3[M ]− 18c2[M ]c2[N ]c̄2[M ]) (E17)

+

(
⟨N⟩
⟨M⟩

)3 (
15c2[M ]2c̄2[M ]− 6c2[M ]c̄3[M ]− 4c3[M ]c̄2[M ] + c̄4[M ]

)
(E18)

Appendix F: Particle production through clusters

Let us assume that particles are produced via clusters and that each cluster further decays into two particles.
Moreover, clusters are generated from a Poisson distribution. As each cluster decays into two particles the probability
of measuring k particles is equivalent to measuring k/2 clusters and can be presented as:

p (k; ⟨Ncl⟩) = e−⟨Ncl⟩ ⟨Ncl⟩k/2

(k/2)!
(F1)

The corresponding moment generating function reads:

M(t) =

∞∑
k/2=0

etke−⟨Ncl⟩ ⟨Ncl⟩k/2

(k/2)!
= e⟨Ncl⟩(e2t−1), (F2)

where ⟨Ncl⟩ denotes mean number of clusters produced.
The cumulants of total particle number k can be computed as:

κn[k] =
∂ln(M(t))

dt

∣∣∣∣
t=0

(F3)

For the first two cumulants one gets:

κ1[k] = 2⟨Ncl⟩ (F4)

κ2[k] = 4⟨Ncl⟩ (F5)
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One clearly sees from Eqs. F4 and F5 that κ1(k) ̸= κ2(k), i.e the total number of particles does not follow a Poisson
distribution, although the clusters do. Moreover, one observes that particle production through clusters enhances
fluctuations. In general, for clusters following a Poisson distribution and decaying into m particles, the cumulants of
total particle number can be written as:

κn[k] = mn⟨Ncl⟩ (F6)

Appendix G: Mixed Cumulants

Here we provide the relevant formulas for mixed cumulants. Given the generating function, Eq. A3, the mixed
cumulants for particles of type A and B are given by (see Eq. A4)

κj,k[A,B] =
∂j∂k

∂tA∂tB
g (tA, tB)

∣∣∣∣
tA=tB=0

(G1)

The explicit formulas for the four lowest-order mixed cumulants are:

κ1,1[A,B] = κ̄1,1[A,B] + ⟨A⟩⟨B⟩κ2 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 2
(G2)

κ2,1[A,B] = κ̄2,1[A,B] + (2⟨A⟩κ̄1,1[A,B] + ⟨B⟩κ̄2,0[A,B])
κ2 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 2
+ ⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩κ3 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 3
(G3)

κ1,2[A,B] = κ̄1,2[A,B] + (⟨A⟩κ̄0,2[A,B] + 2⟨B⟩κ̄1,1[A,B])
κ2 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 2
+ ⟨A⟩⟨B⟩2κ3 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 3
(G4)

κ2,2[A,B] = κ̄2,2[A,B] +
(
⟨A⟩2κ̄0,2[A,B] + 4⟨A⟩⟨B⟩κ̄1,1[A,B] + ⟨B⟩2κ̄2,0[A,B]

) κ3 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 3

+
(
2⟨A⟩κ̄1,2[A,B] + 2⟨B⟩κ̄2,1[A,B] + 2κ̄1,1[A,B]2 + κ̄0,2[A,B]κ̄2,0[A,B]

) κ2 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 2

+ ⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2κ4 [NW ]

⟨NW ⟩ 4
(G5)

where, analogous to the notation for the regular cumulants, κ̄j,k[A,B] denotes the mixed cumulant for constant
number of wounded nucleons ⟨NW ⟩. Note, that κj,0[A,B] = κj [A] and κ0,j [A,B] = κj [B] correspond to the regular
cumulant for particles of type A and B respectively. The firs order mixed cumulant, κ1,1[A,B] = cov[A,B] is also
referred to as the co-variance between the distributions of particles A and B. In order to obtain the corrected mixed
cumulants we proceed in the same fashion as for the regular cumulant. We express the terms involving cumulants of
the wounded nucleons, κi [NW ] / ⟨NW ⟩i in terms of the factorial cumulants of the multiplicity distribution (See Eqs.
20-22) and solve for the the mixed cumulants with fixed number of wounded nucleons, κ̄j,k[A,B]. Again, the results
are given in the form

κ̄j,k[A,B] = κcorr
j,k [A,B] + ∆j,k (G6)
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where κcorr
j,k [A,B] are the cumulants including the measurable corrections and ∆j,k are the corresponding biases due

to quantities which are not directly measurable.

κcorr
1,1 [A,B] = κ1,1[A,B]− ⟨A⟩⟨B⟩

⟨M⟩2
C2[M ] (G7)

∆1,1 =
⟨A⟩⟨B⟩
⟨M⟩2

C̄2[M ] (G8)

κcorr
2,1 [A,B] = κ2,1[A,B]− ⟨B⟩C2[M ]κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
− 2⟨A⟩C2[M ]κ1,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
+

⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩
(
2C2[M ]2 − ⟨M⟩C3[M ]

)
⟨M⟩4

(G9)

∆2,1 =
1

⟨M⟩4
[
2⟨A⟩⟨M⟩2C̄2[M ]κ1,1[A,B] + ⟨B⟩⟨M⟩2C̄2[M ]κ̄2,0[A,B]

−⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩
(
C̄2[M ]

(
C̄2[M ] + C2[M ]

)
− ⟨M⟩C̄3[M ]

)]
(G10)

κcorr
1,2 [A,B] = κ1,2[A,B]− ⟨A⟩C2[M ]κ̄0,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
− 2⟨B⟩C2[M ]κ1,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
+

⟨B⟩2⟨A⟩
(
2C2[M ]2 − ⟨M⟩C3[M ]

)
⟨M⟩4

(G11)

∆1,2 =
1

⟨M⟩4
[
2⟨B⟩⟨M⟩2C̄2[M ]κ1,1[A,B] + ⟨A⟩⟨M⟩2C̄2[M ]κ̄0,2[A,B]

−⟨A⟩⟨B⟩2
(
C̄2[M ]

(
C̄2[M ] + C2[M ]

)
− ⟨M⟩C̄3[M ]

)]
(G12)

κcorr
2,2 [A,B] = κ2,2[A,B] +

2⟨A⟩2C2[M ]2κ̄0,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
+

2⟨B⟩2C2[M ]2κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩4

− C2[M ]κ̄0,2[A,B]κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
− ⟨A⟩2C3[M ]κ̄0,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩3
− ⟨B⟩2C3[M ]κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩3

+
12⟨A⟩⟨B⟩C2[M ]2κ1,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
− 2C2[M ]κ1,1[A,B]2

⟨M⟩2
− 2⟨A⟩C2[M ]κ1,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩2

− 2⟨B⟩C2[M ]κ2,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
− 4⟨A⟩⟨B⟩C3[M ]κ1,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩3
− 10⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2C2[M ]3

⟨M⟩6

+
8⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2C3[M ]C2[M ]

⟨M⟩5
− ⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2C4[M ]

⟨M⟩4
(G13)

∆2,2 = C̄2[M ]2
(
−⟨A⟩2κ̄0,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
− ⟨B⟩2κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
+

3C2[M ]⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩6

)
+ C̄2[M ]

(
−C2[M ]⟨A⟩2κ̄0,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
− C2[M ]⟨B⟩2κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
+

κ̄0,2[A,B]κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩2

− 2C̄3[M ]⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩5
− 12C2[M ]⟨A⟩⟨B⟩κ1,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩4
+

2⟨A⟩κ1,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
+

2κ1,1[A,B]2

⟨M⟩2

+
2⟨B⟩κ2,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩2
+

6C2[M ]2⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩6
− 2C3[M ]⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩5

)
+ C̄3[M ]

(
⟨A⟩2κ̄0,2[A,B]

⟨M⟩3
+

⟨B⟩2κ̄2,0[A,B]

⟨M⟩3
+

4⟨A⟩⟨B⟩κ1,1[A,B]

⟨M⟩3
− 4C2[M ]⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩5

)
+

C̄2[M ]3⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩6
+

C̄4[M ]⟨A⟩2⟨B⟩2

⟨M⟩4
(G14)
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Exposure of nitrogen doped diamond to high energy, heavy ions induces formation of va-

cancy related color centers aligned along the trajectories of the ions. Quasi 1D chains

of coupled NV centers with lengths of a few tens of microns can be building blocks for

quantum information processing and they provide insights into harsh radiation-matter in-

teractions. Here, we report on color center formation in diamond (1 ppm nitrogen) with 1

GeV gold and uranium ions. Using depth-resolved photoluminescence, we observe direct

formation of single vacancy related color centers (GR1 centers) along the ion tracks. Mo-

bile vacancies can form NV-centers with native nitrogen atoms during thermal annealing.

Molecular dynamics simulations indicate that both isolated vacancies and defect clusters

form along ion trajectory through electronic stopping processes, leading to broad color

center profiles that range from the sample surface to a depth of about 25 microns. We

quantify the spin properties of NV-centers formed by swift heavy ions through optical de-

tection of magnetic resonance (ODMR) and validate the feasibility of using swift-heavy-

ion-generated NV− along quasi 1D chains (for isolated tracks from low fluence irradia-

tions) or in thin sheets of coupled 1D spin chains (formed with higher ion fluences) for

NV-based magnetometry and for the exploration of quasi 1D and 2D spin textures in dia-

mond.
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Negatively charged nitrogen-vacancy (NV−) color centers in diamond possess an optical ac-

cessible spin-1 triplet ground state with up to millisecond longitudinal relaxation time T1 and

coherence time T2 at room temperature1. Optical selective optical transitions enable utilizing nega-

tively charged nitrogen vacancy (NV−) centers for quantum sensing via optical detected magnetic

resonance (ODMR), often with superior sensitivity compared to conventional magnetometers2.

Thanks to the technical simplicity, radiation robustness, chemically inertness, and nanoscale ge-

ometry, diamond-NV sensing can be deployed in harsh radiation, biochemical, and geoscience-

related environments3–6. Enabling control of multiple coupled NV− centers7–9 is essential to real-

ize a variety of functionalities of diamond-NV architects and unitary fidelity of quantum protocol

operations10–15. Recent studies indicate self-aligned quasi 1D chains of coupled NV− centers

along a length of several tens of microns. This effect is promising for the development of a novel

type of quantum register and a building block for NV-based quantum information processing16–18.

Such quasi 1D chain of NV− centers can be realized by swift heavy ion (SHI, e.g. 1-2 GeV

gold/uranium ions) irradiation of single crystal diamonds, which leads to the conversion of native

nitrogen atoms to NV centers along the ion trajectories. Adjusting the nitrogen concentration, and

the energy and species of the ions allows engineering the average NV− spacing on the few nanome-

ter scale along ion trajectories and resulting spin chain on the scale of a tens of microns19–21.

The quasi 1D aligned NV− centers are promising for the physical implementation of spin chains,

which could also be isolated in a later processing step for studies of Ising model spin dynamics

and explorations spin textures, spin transport and spin registers22. Formation of GR1 centers and

NV centers in diamond by SHI also supports the development of diamond-based single ion track

detectors21,23 and methods for directional detection of highly energetic dark matter candidates24.

Further, the optical readout of NV centers along ion tracks also enables experimental benchmark-

ing for molecular dynamics (MD) simulations of the interaction between SHI and the diamond

lattice25.

In this study, we report on GR1 and NV center generation along the tracks of SHI in diamond

and quantify the spin properties of NV-centers. Diamond with 1 ppm N density was chosen in

order to suppress decoherence induced by the nitrogen spin bath9. By using confocal laser scan-

ning fluorescence microscopy19, we characterized GR1, NV0 and NV− centers and the conversion

from GR1’s to NV-centers. We show that the NV center formation dynamics by SHI can follow

the well established two-step process of vacancy formation followed by capture of mobile va-

cancies by substitutional nitrogen atoms. The SHI induced vacancies can act as optically active
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GR1 centers, when presented as individual isolated neutral vacancies. Vacancies form predomi-

nantly along the incoming path of SHI where the electronic stopping power is highest. They can

further combine with the nearby nitrogen atoms to form NV centers during the latent track cool

down. NV− center formation is further enhanced during thermal annealing after SHI irradiations.

The micrometer-resolved optical analysis on the NV formation dynamics provides experimental

benchmarking data for Monte Carlo simulations of ion track structures and micro-dosimetric mod-

els. We probe the spin properties of SHI-induced NV− via ODMR, which shows that SHI-induced

NV− centers along quasi 1D chains or in thin sheets (about 30 µm) can be used for applications in

high-sensitivity magnetometry and for studies of spin textures in diamonds. Irradiation with SHI

is a method for NV-center formation, complementary to more common irradiation with MeV elec-

trons and protons, with the additional feature of alignment of NV centers along the latent tracks of

SHI with lengths of tens of microns.

Type IIa diamonds (Element 6) were used in this study with about 1 ppm nitrogen introduced

during the chemical vapor deposition growth. 1×1013 cm−2 180 keV Er were implanted into the

samples first. One of the purposes of Er implantation26 is to creates shallow NV centers at the

surface distributed within the top 100 nm as estimated by the stopping and range of ions in matter

modeling (SRIM-2008)27. We did not observe optical emission from Er atoms or signatures of

NV-Er coupling in optical spectra or in ODMR. Emission from NV-centers near the surface serves

as a reference of the sample surface for depth dependent PL measurements. Sample A and sample

B were irradiated at the linear accelerator UNILAC at GSI Helmholtzzentrum, Darmstadt, Ger-

many) using 1.1 GeV U ions (a fluence of 1× 1012 U ions/cm2) and 0.95 GeV Au ions (2.2×1012

Au ions/cm2), respectively. Though we used two species of heavy ions in this study, their en-

ergy, ranges and the magnitudes of their respective electronic stopping powers were similar (as

estimated by SRIM simulations) allowing us to observe common SHI related effects and trends.

The samples were covered by a thick honey-comb shaped mask with millimeter sized openings

(90% transparency), which allows direct comparison between irradiated and nonirradiated regions

during the PL measurements. After irradiation, to enhance the formation of NV− centers, we

performed thermal annealing on sample B in two steps and compared the optical properties after

the 1st and the 2nd annealing step. The 1st annealing step was for 1 hour at 800 °C in vacuum

(10−6 mbr), the 2nd annealing step was for 1 hour at 1000 °C in argon atmosphere. We performed

secondary ion mass spectrometry (SIMS) measurement on sample B after the thermal annealing

steps ( See figure S1 in the Supplementary Material). SIMS depth profiles show accumulation of
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nitrogen to concentrations of up to 1×1019 cm−3 (∼ 60 ppm) within the top 100 nm depth and

then a concentration of 3×1016 cm−3 ( 0.2 ppm), lower than the nominal concentration of 1 ppm

indicated by the supplier, Element 6, and also affected by the absolute calibration in SIMS mea-

surements. Er profile is distributed within the 300 nm with an apparent areal density of 4.1×1012

cm−2, lower than the nominal implant fluence and potentially affected by the SIMS calibration.

Firstly, we performed depth-dependent PL on sample A (after SHI irradiation with U ions,

and without thermal annealing) to characterize the interaction between nitrogen and SHI-formed

vacancies along the ion trajectories. Figure 1 (a) shows the PL spectra as a function of the probe

depth (refractive index corrected19) from the surface (marked as red) to the internal depth of 30 µm

(marked as blue) in the area with SHI irradiation. In the area with Er implantation and without SHI

irradiation, we observe a weak GR1 ZPL signal (see figure S2 in the Supplementary Material) that

is visible near the sample surface, within the Er ion range. When we probe deeper regions, spectra

are dominated by weak emission from native NV− centers that are present in the as-received sam-

ple. The luminescence of GR1 centers is known to originated from individual neutral vacancies28,

which evidences that the SHI irradiation generated individual isolated vacancies along the swift

ions trajectories by dislodging carbon (or nitrogen) atoms from lattice positions. Meanwhile, weak

luminescence from NV− and NV0 center can be observed at the ZPLs of 637 nn and 573 nm, re-

spectively. This phenomenon is different from our previous experiment where NV− centers were

preferentially formed in diamond that contained 100 ppm nitrogen following irradiation with SHI

(1012 cm−2 1 GeV Au)19. The major difference in the present experiment is the more than 2 orders

of magnitude reduced intrinsic nitrogen concentration of 1 ppm, while SHI conditions are similar.

Figure 1(b) shows the depth-dependent PL spectrum of sample B in the swift Au irradiated areas

after thermal annealing. Here, the spectra are dominated by the typical ZPL of NV0 at 573 nm

and NV− at 637 nm, with spectral signatures of GR1 centers now absent. The annihilation of GR1

luminescence in sample B after the annealing shows that the SHI-irradiation induced vacancies

either combining with nitrogen atoms to form NV centers or annihilated e.g. via recombination

with carbon interstitials.

To quantify the PL intensity and analyze conversion between GR1 and NV− along the swift

ion trajectories, Fig. 1 (c) shows an example of deconvolution of the spectra into NV− and GR1

luminescence component of sample A (at depth = 14 µm in the SHI irradiated area)29,30. The

deconvolution approach is explained in the Supplementary Material. The GR1 PL intensity is

more than one order of magnitude higher than the NV− intensity after exposure to SHI and be-
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FIG. 1. (a) Color center PL spectrum of sample A (no annealing) as a function of depth from the sample

surface to a depth of 30 µm in the area irradiated with 1× 1012 U ions/cm2 fluence of 1.1 GeV energy.

(b) Color center PL spectrum of sample B (after two annealing steps) as a function of depth from the

sample surface to a depth of 30 µm in the area irradiated with 2.2× 1012 Au ions/cm2 fluence of 0.95 GeV

energy. (c) Deconvolution of the PL spectra into NV− and GR1 luminescence component probed in the

SHI irradiated area of sample A at depth = 14 µm (roughly half the SHI range). The red and black spectra

show the deconvoluted spectrum resulted from GR1 and NV−, respectively. The blue spectrum is the full

spectrum. (d) Deconvolution of PL spectra of sample B probed in the SHI irradiated area at a depth of 14

µm after annealing. The black and grey spectrum shows the decomposed spectrum resulted from NV− and

NV0, respectively.

fore annealing. This indicates that only small portion of SHI-irradiation-created vacancies further

combing with nitrogen atom to form NV− centers at the relatively low nitrogen concentration of

nominally 1 ppm. This is in contrast to earlier experiments, where strong NV− center emission
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was observed directly after SHI irradiations and before thermal annealing. At the lower nitrogen

concentration, SHI induced vacancies have to move farther to find a nitrogen atom for NV-center

formation. At a nitrogen concentration of 100 ppm, the average distance between N atoms is about

5 nm, while it is 20 nm at 1 ppm. Vacancies can diffuse during the cooldown of the (latent) ion

track, forming NV’s if enough N atoms are present in the track volume and near the track.

As shown in figure 1(d), in the SHI irradiated area, the ratio of the NV− spectral area to that

of NV0 is enhanced after the 2nd thermal annealing step compared to the 1st annealing step (see

figure S3 in the Supplementary Material). NV0 centers form first during thermal annealing and the

charge state balance shifts to NV− via NV0 + e− ⇌ NV− during longer annealing times, when

vacancy centers dissolve and electrons from the relatively sparse N density can be picked up by

thermally activated charge transfer31. Performing a 2nd annealing step allows us to thermally drive

this process by promoting the ionization of nitrogen donors and to transfer the electron charge to

the site of NV0 centers, consequently converting NV0 to NV−.

Figure 2 (a) compares depth profiles of normalized PL intensity of sample A with the GR1

luminescence to that of sample B with dominant NV− center emissions after annealing. The two

PL intensity profiles in figure 2 (a) show a similar plateau up to a depth of 15 µm where the ion

energy loss is dominated by electronic stopping process19. However, at the end of electronic stop-

ping range from 20 to 30 µm depth, the GR1 PL intensity in sample A drops more drastically than

the NV− PL in sample B, presenting two orders of magnitude difference in the GR1 PL intensity

between sample surface and the regime of end-of-range ion track. The drastically decrease of

GR1 PL intensity at the end of electronic stropping can be related to the clustering of vacancies,

which can render them to be optically inactive. The vacancies complexes formation can be further

enhanced by nuclear stopping process at end of ion track19, which causes increase of lattice dam-

age. Differently, in sample B, the reduction of PL intensity of NV− center emission from sample

surface to the end of ion range is less than 1 order of magnitude. We infer that the post annealing

convert the extra vacancies into NV− centers at the end-of-range ion track. These results show that

SHI efficiently introduce vacancies along their trajectories in areas of high electronic stopping, in

addition to vacancy production at the end of their range where elastic collisions dominate. It also

indicates that the NV center formation dynamics by SHI can be governed by a two-step process

that depending on the available nitrogen atoms around the track, the SHI-induced vacancies can be

in the form of individual neutral vacancies or further combine with the neighboring N to form NV

centers. The strong GR1 luminescence introduced directly by SHI irradiation (without thermal
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FIG. 2. (a) Comparison of depth-resolved normalized PL intensity (logarithmic scale) of GR1 in sample

A (no annealing) and NV− in the annealed sample B. (b) The simulated concentrations of vacancies in

the form of isolated vacancies and vacancy clusters along the ion trajectory from electronic energy loss

processes. The contribution from elastic collisions as estimated by SRIM is about 0.5 vacancies/nm in the

top 15 microns. (c) Electronic and nuclear stopping powers along the ion trajectory for 1.1 GeV U ions in

diamond (right axis). The left axis shows the contour lines of the initial energy density of 10 eV/nm3 and

100 eV/nm3 after ion impact in the electronic subsystem as estimated as using the delta-ray dose formulas

(See supplementary material). (d) Visualization of the MD simulation cells at different depth so that atoms

are drawn as gray dots. The arrow on the left shows the ion propagation direction. The left two subfigures

show the zoom-in area with defect clusters at 7 µm and 19 µm depth.
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annealing) as well as damage repair and re-crystallization via thermal annealing can be unique

advantages for applications of diamond as fluorescent nuclear track detector in extreme radiation

environments20,21.

To gain insight into vacancy formation resulting from electronic stopping processes for 1.1

GeV U ion, we performed two-temperature MD simulations in pure diamond using the Tersoff

potential32. The detailed model is described in Ref.33 and also in the Supplementary Material.

The simulations here exclusively consider the electronic component, omitting nuclear stopping

power effects. To circumvent the computation limits, the observed up to 30 µm ion trajectory was

segmented into ten small simulations depicting small slabs along the path, each with dimensions

of 23×23×11 nm (XYZ). The trajectory is centered in X and Y directions and penetrates through

the cell along the Z axis. Figure 2(b) presents vacancies concentrations along the trajectory deter-

mined using the Wigner-Seitz analysis. The plot shows that the concentration of isolated vacancies

(Voronoi cells) slightly increase from 0.5 nm−1 to 1 nm−1, as the ion track extends from surface to

the internal depth of 20 µm. In comparison, the vacancies density in the form of clusters (empty

Voronoi cells connected to other cells) increases drastically from 0 to 7 nm−1 from the surface to

a depth of 20 µm). It is surprising to witness this dramatic increase of vacancy clustering in the

range of electronic stropping, while the electronic stopping power decreases monotonically from

the surface as shown in 2(c) . We tentatively ascribe the enhanced vacancy clustering near 20 µm

to the ion velocity effect. Our simulation of the delta-ray radial dose distribution in figure 2(c)

reveals that the initial energy density near the trajectory increases due to the decreased velocity of

the ion34 until about 20 µm, which leads to strong damage production. Focusing on the role of

electronic stopping processes, we exclude contributions to vacancy production from elastic col-

lisions in these summations. From SRIM we estimate the rate of vacancy formation to be ∼0.5

vacancies/nm form the surface to a depth of 20 microns.

Figure 2(d) shows the visualization atomic disorders along the ion trajectory by the MD sim-

ulation at different depth, where atoms are drawn as gray dots. The arrow on the left shows the

ion propagation direction. The details of isolated defects and clusters can be seen in the enlarged

visualization of the cell at 7 µm and 19 µm depth. The MD simulation results clearly reveal that

in the beginning of the ion trajectory (distance to the surface of < 10 µm), the damage consists of

both isolated interstitial-vacancy (Frenkel) pairs and small defect clusters. The size of the defect

clusters tends to gradually increase as the depth of the ion trajectory is greater than 13 µm and less

than or equal to 20 µm. In particular, we observe graphitization of the diamond structure showing
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amorphous defect clusters near 20 µm depth. In the 20-25 µm range, there is a sharp decrease in

the defect concentration, until no defects form at depths greater than 25 µm. Such a velocity effect

with graphitization and a sharp decrease of vacancy concentration in the 20-25 µm range can well

explain the experimentally observed drastic drop of GR1 emission in this depth range. However,

the simulation does not account for nuclear stopping power, due to the calculation complexity.

The nuclear stopping power component also becomes significant at the end of the ion ranges, po-

tentially leading to further vacancy defects. Potential synergies of elastic and inelastic energy loss

processes on defect kinetics will be explored in future studies35.

We performed ODMR measurements to characterize the electron spin properties of the SHI-

induced NV− after thermal annealing (sample B). The inset in figure 3 shows the example of

FIG. 3. An example of Rabi oscillations of NV− spins (ms = +1) probed in the SHI irradiated area of sample

B after thermal annealing. The inset shows the ESR signal of the spin state ms = +1 of the NV−, with an

external magnetic field of 100 Gauss was aligned to the <111> crystallographic orientation. Blue curves

correspond to the Gaussian fitted individual resonances, while the red curve corresponds to the accumulative

of the fit to multiple resonances.

electron spin resonance (ESR) signal of ms = +1 under 100 Gauss magnetic field, aligned with

<111> crystallographic orientation. It mainly exhibits equal contrast on the three hyperfine reso-
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nance lines with a splitting of about 2.2 MHz, which is the typical feature of NV− electron spins

coupled to 14N nuclear spins36,37. The linewidths of the three hyperfine resonance lines is about

1 MHz extracted by Gaussian fitting. The well resolving of 14N hyperfine splitting shows that the

SHI approach to NV− formation preserves a relatively low homogeneous broadening. Addition-

ally, we also observe two well known resonances at both sides of the main peaks with a separation

of 12 MHz in Fig. 3(a), and these can be attributed hyperfine interactions with 13C nuclear spins.

Fig 3 shows Rabi oscillations of the SHI-induced NV−38. We derived an effective dephasing time

τ = 0.75 µs from the decay of amplitude of Rabi oscillation signal, which is comparable to dephas-

ing times reported from NV− ensembles present in diamonds containing nitrogen concentration

in the ppm range39,40. Since the dephasing mechanism of NV− is mainly governed by the spin

bath40,41, the dephasing of NV− in our sample is affected by a relatively high surface nitrogen

concentration as well as other surface charged states. Depth dependent dephasing kinetics can be

probed in future studies.

In conclusion, we investigated NV−center formation dynamics along the trajectories of swift

gold and uranium ions in the kinetic energy range of ∼1 GeV in nitrogen doped diamond. By

using confocal laser scanning fluorescence microscopy, we study the interaction between native

nitrogen atoms and SHI-induced vacancies during the non-equilibrium process of (latent) ion track

formation, and thermal annealing effects on the structural and charge state conversion dynamics

between GR1, NV0 and NV− centers. We report strong optical emission signals after direct for-

mation GR1 centers along the ion tracks. This direct GR1 formation by SHI through electronic

stopping processes can be utilized for the development of diamond-based detectors and methods

for dark matter searches with candidates in the extremely high mass range. The NV center forma-

tion dynamics by SHI can be a two-step process that is sensitive to the concentration of available

nitrogen atoms around the ion trajectory. Molecular dynamics simulations of the diamond lattice

subjected to energy deposition through electronic stopping processes from SHI show formation of

vacancies. Vacancies can combine with nitrogen atoms in their vicinity forming NV centers during

thermal annealing in a well established NV-formation process. MD simulations indicate that that

both isolated vacancies and defect clusters form along the ion trajectories. Our simulations further

reveal a velocity effect on the rate of vacancy formation that leads to significantly enhanced defect

clustering in a depth range where the electronic stopping power is decreasing. We observed that

NV0 is more preferentially formed in diamond with about 1 ppm nitrogen density by SHI excita-

tion, converting to NV− during consecutive thermal annealing steps. Moreover, we observed an
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uplift of NV− PL profile near the end-of-range of the ions, which indicates additional NV− centers

are activated due to the enhanced nuclear stopping process, providing experimental evidences for

future validation of Monte Carlo simulations of ion track structures.We probe the spin properties

of the SHI-induced NV− via ODMR, observing known hyperfine splittings and Rabi oscillations

validating that NV− centers formed by irradiations with SHI are suitable for applications in mag-

netometry. The presence of NV− centers in quasi 1D strings along the trajectories of SHI and the

formation of 2D sheets of NV− centers enables studies of spin textures that are complementary

to those of NV− centers formed by more conventional methods, such as irradiation with MeV

electrons or protons.
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APPENDIXES

Figure S1 shows the layers in sample B after 2ed annealing as measured by SIMS measurement

on the depth profile of the native nitrogen and implanted-Er concentration.
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FIG. S1. SIMS measurement of native nitrogen (left) and implanted Er (right) concentration distribution as

a function of depth in sample B.

Figure S2 shows the series of PL spectra in the area with only Er implantation and without SHI

irradiation of sample A. The spectra probed near the surface (red), where is implanted by Er ions,
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FIG. S2. Depth dependent PL spectrum in the area with only Er implantation and without SHI irradiation

of sample A .

reveals stronger GR1 ZPL around 740 nm than the NV− ZPL at 637 nm. It suggests that GR1

center, as isolated neutral vacancies, tends to be more preferentially formed by Er or other species

of heavy ion in the diamond with relative low nitrogen concentration (e.g. 1 ppm). As comparison,

as the probing the interior, where beyond the Er ion track range, the spectra (blue) is dominated
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by the native NV− emission.

Deconvolution of spectra: For sample A, the decomposed GR1 spectrum is obtained by sub-

traction of overall spectrum by an intrinsic NV− dominated spectrum, which is probed in the

internal depth larger than the ion track range. As to sample B, we observed the PL spectra stem

from the sample surface are dominated by the NV0 emission, showing strong 573 nm ZPL and its

related phonon side, without appearing any of NV− ZPL, which can be due to the surface state

favorably forming NV0. This fortuitous feature allows us to decompose the overall spectrum into

NV0 and NV− component, separately.

Figure S3 shows the deconvoluted the overall spectrum into NV− and NV0 components of the

sample B in the SHI irradiated area (after 1st annealing, at depth = 14 µm). We observed that

FIG. S3. Deconvolution of PL spectra of sample B probed in the SHI irradiated area at depth = 14 µm by

1st annealing

the NV0 luminescence is the major component contributed to the overall spectrum, instead of the

NV−, which evidence the higher conversion yield of nitrogen atom to NV0 by 1st annealing. It

is likely due to the limited nitrogen atom (1 ppm) in this sample, which acts as donor to provide

electron for NV− formation. In addition, the parasitic formation of divacances (V2) along ion

tracks may act as deeper acceptors, which can trap electrons and cause the NV centers mainly

as a form of the neutral charge state42. Such NV−/NV0 ratio variation depending on nitrogen

concentration were recently observed in electron-beam irradiated diamond: for the diamond with
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a few ppm of nitrogen concentration, electron-beam radiations lead to co-existence of NV− and

NV0 centers43.

MD-simulations: The two-temperature MD model used for the simulations is the same as in

Ref.33 except for the modification in the electronic heat diffusivity. In Ref.33, the authors demon-

strated the difference between fullerene and gold ions. However, the results revealed a minor

deviation in the track formation threshold stopping power for fullerene ions, as a continuous ion

track was formed in the simulations at the low velocity regime (0.05 MeV/u), which was, how-

ever, not observed experimentally. To improve simulation the accuracy, we adjusted the electronic

diffusivity value from 1.3 cm2/s to 2.4 cm2/s, resulting in improved agreement. With the revised

value, no continuous ion track is produced at the electronic stopping power 20 keV/nm, whereas

a continuous ion track of about 4 nm in diameter forms at 40 keV/nm, which is consistent with

the experimental observations. The resulting vacancy and interstitial concentrations in the cell

were determined using Wigner-Seitz analysis performed with the Voro++ library44 and visualized

with the OVITO software45. Each simulation is repeated 4 times for statistics. On the other hand,

several semi-empirical expressions for the radial dose distribution from delta-rays have developed

in the literature46,47. Chunxian et al.47 developed a dose formula by combining empirical electron

energy-range relation in aluminum with the Rutherford delta-ray production formula. While it

was originally developed for microdosimetry, this equation offers a satisfactory level of precision

when compared with more complex Monte Carlo simulations also in inorganic materials48. The

energy density in Fig 2 (d). was estimated using the delta-ray dose formula of Chunxian et al.

so that it was normalized with the electronic stopping power at a given depth as predicted by the

SRIM 2010 software33,48. The resulting energy density is used in the two-temperature MD model

to estimate the initial electronic temperature. Similar approach has been extensively used in prior

studies34.
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Abstract. In this paper we describe the development of a streamlined frame-
work for large-scale ATLAS pMSSM reinterpretations of LHC Run-2 analyses
using containerised computational workflows. The project is looking to as-
sess the global coverage of BSM physics and requires running O(5k) computa-
tional workflows representing pMSSM model points. Following ATLAS Anal-
ysis Preservation policies, many analyses have been preserved as containerised
Yadage workflows, and after validation were added to a curated selection for the
pMSSM study. To run the workflows at scale, we utilised the REANA reusable
analysis platform. We describe how the REANA platform was enhanced to en-
sure the best concurrent throughput by internal service scheduling changes. We
discuss the scalability of the approach on Kubernetes clusters from 500 to 5000
cores. Finally, we demonstrate a possibility of using additional ad-hoc public
cloud infrastructure resources by running the same workflows on the Google
Cloud Platform.

1 Introduction

We have developed a streamlined framework for large-scale pMSSM reinterpretations of AT-
LAS analyses of LHC Run-2 using containerised computational workflows. The project is
looking to assess the global coverage of BSM physics and requires running numerous com-
putational workflows representing pMSSM model points. The framework builds upon the
idea of RECAST-ing analyses [1] and takes into account the experiences with the previous
ATLAS pMSSM reinterpretations from LHC Run-1 period [2].

Following the ATLAS analysis preservation policies, many ATLAS analyses have been
preserved as containerised Yadage workflows. After validation they are added to a curated
selection of analyses suitable for the pMSSM study. Figure 1 shows one such repository for
the supersymmetry searches.

One typical pMSSM computational workflow is presented in Figure 2. The workflow
consists of three time-consuming ntupling steps that process data files and run in parallel.
The workflow ends with a latter fitting steps that run afterwards. The dependency of steps in
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Figure 1. A screenshot of the ATLAS SUSY group analyses preserved on GitLab. Each repository is
labeled with the internal ATLAS analysis identifier and contains both workflow files and additional data
files needed for the computational processing.

Figure 2. A typical pMSSM workflow. The computational runtime is about 10 minutes without sys-
tematics (test payload) and about 10 hours with all systematics (real payload).

the computational graph is rather simple. The complexity of the problem lies in having to run
several thousands of these workflows in order to cover a sufficient number of pMSSM model
points.

It was the goal of the present work to study the feasibility of running several thousands
of these containerised workflows in parallel in an automated way in order to facilitate typical
pMSSM studies.
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Figure 3. The sequence diagram showing how REANA schedules incoming workflows after submis-
sion. The submitted workflows are announced via message queue that is later processed by the workflow
scheduler in Figure 4.

2 Method

The computational workflows were run at scale using the REANA reusable analysis plat-
form [3]. The computational backend was the Kubernetes cluster of various sizes (from 500
cores up to 5000 cores). We have been varying several parameters of the cluster such as the
number of nodes and the required memory and studied the maximum number of pMSSM
workflows that the platform can handle concurrently. After performing several such compu-
tational experiments, we have improved the scheduling efficiency of REANA to increase the
running bandwidth for the pMSSM style of workflows.

Figure 3 shows the sequence diagram of the workflow submission stage. The incoming
workflows are stored in a queue that is later processed by the scheduler. The first task was
to improve the performance of the REANA platform’s server submission end points to allow
many concurrent workflow starting requests.

Figure 4 shows the next stage of the process, namely how the submitted workflows are
being consumed from the incoming queue. The scheduler first checks whether the incoming
workflow does not exceed the limits on the total number of workflow the system could handle
as well as currently available free memory on the Kubernetes cluster. If the checks succeed,
the workflow is accepted for execution. In the opposite case the incoming workflow is being
rescheduled and attempted to be accepted for execution several times whilst waiting for the
Kubernetes cluster resources to liberate. If the workflow cannot be scheduled for a substantial
amount of time, a failure is declared.

Figure 5 shows the stage of the running of the workflow after it has been accepted for ex-
ecution. Note the interplay of the REANA platform with the underlying Kubernetes cluster:
the job is scheduled using the Kubernetes native job scheduler mechanism which include ad-
ditional scheduling delays that needed to be taken into account for optimisation. The progress
of the workflow is monitored until the workflow execution terminates. The workflow steps are
launched when the worker nodes are free to run the workload. The status of jobs is published
in the message queue.

Figure 6 shows the termination stage of the workflow. When all the steps are finished and
the results are produced, the system has to delete the Kubernetes pod and update the status
of the workflow in both the message queue and the database. This constituted another layer
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Figure 4. The sequence diagram showing how REANA schedules queued workflows. The sys-
tem checks for available resources before allowing workflow runs for execution. The checking and
rescheduling workflow offers several possibilities for optimisations. The workflows accepted for exe-
cution are further processed in Figure 5.

of optimisations in order to handle any status handling processes in an asynchronous manner
whilst the platform is starting the new incoming workflows.

3 Results

We have improved the REANA platform scheduling performance in order to maximise the
scheduling throughput of incoming workflows at the various stages of the workflow life cycle
as described in Section 2. A special attention was paid to measure the CPU and Memory
usage of the cluster nodes.

Figure 7 shows a typical snapshot of the status of cluster nodes running the pMSSM work-
loads. We have used nodes of the m2.xlarge flavour which consist of 16 GiB of available
memory and 8 virtual cores. One can see the efficient use of cores of the cluster resulting
from tuning REANA parameters such as the number of nodes running workflow orchestra-
tion tasks, the number of nodes running the pMSSM workflow step jobs themselves, as well
as the memory request limits for each ntupling job of the first pMSSM workflow stages.

Figure 8 shows the results of one of our scalability experiment that consisted of submitting
200 new pMSSM workflows every 10 minutes. A cluster with 448 cores presented on the left
cannot keep up with such a workload: note the increasing scheduling waiting times (plotted
in the orange colour) as well as increasing workflow run times (plotted in blue). The overflow
happens because the cluster is allowing more workflows than it can hold. However, note how
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Figure 5. The sequence diagram showing how the REANA executes scheduled workflows. Note the
interplay between the scheduler and the Kubernetes cluster. The pod creation offers another space
for optimisations. The workflow execution status monitoring is carried out by a watching loop. The
workflow jobs are started for each workflow step. The termination procedures are further illustrated in
Figure 6.

the same cluster with 1072 cores presented on the right of the Figure holds the same workload
very comfortably.

Figure 9 shows the same kind of experiment executed over a longer period of time. This
helped to ensure that the platform can sustain the constantly increasing stream of incoming
workloads.

We have run several benchmarking experiments in the CERN Computer Centre and, to
test the portability, performed a few runs also on the Google Cloud Platform. This allowed
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Figure 6. The sequence diagram showing how REANA updates workflow statuses and terminates
finished workflows. The procedure involves consuming the message queue, closing the Kubernetes
pods, and updating the database about the status of the workflow run. In case of launching several
thousands of concurrent workflows, these processes also have to be optimised.

$ kubectl top nodes
NAME CPU(cores) CPU% MEMORY(bytes) MEMORY%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-15 7858m 98% 12033Mi 82%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-16 7848m 98% 12083Mi 83%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-17 7846m 98% 12210Mi 83%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-18 7773m 97% 8995Mi 61%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-19 7864m 98% 11516Mi 79%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-20 7843m 98% 12177Mi 83%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-21 7376m 92% 8698Mi 59%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-22 7817m 97% 11201Mi 77%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-23 7748m 96% 9978Mi 68%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-24 7854m 98% 12161Mi 83%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-25 7868m 98% 12293Mi 84%
reanaatlas1-3slyowp42qex-node-26 7787m 97% 10991Mi 75%

Figure 7. An example of the benchmark tests running in the CERN Computer Centre. The REANA
scheduling parameters were optimised to maximise the CPU utilisation and the Memory consumption
on the cluster for the typical pMSSM ntupling job parallelism (see Figure 2). Note the very good
efficiency of CPU cores in the above screenshot.

Figure 8. A scalability test submitting 200 workflows every 10 minutes. A cluster with 448 cores (left)
cannot keep up with the load. A cluster with 1072 cores (right) can comfortably hold the incoming
workload.



Figure 9. The workload burndown throughput rate is sustainable over a long period of time.

to prove the applicability of the approach on various compute backends, facilitating future
reproducibility of containerised workflows irrespective of their original computing environ-
ments.

4 Conclusions

ATLAS searches for new physics are being effectively preserved together with container-
ised computational workflow recipes as part of the ATLAS RECAST project. This enables
their future reuse and reinterpretation and greatly facilitates the running of efficient pMSSM
studies over a large collection of individual analyses.

We have launched several ATLAS pMSSM workflows on the REANA reproducible anal-
ysis platform and studied the performance from workflow scheduling up to workflow execu-
tion and termination procedures with the aim of allowing running several thousands of these
workflows to cover a sufficient number of pMSSM model points.

The REANA platform has been internally optimised to allow faster workflow schedul-
ing, processing and terminating procedures on an individual workflow level as well as un-
der the stressing conditions of processing many incoming concurrent workloads. A set of
benchmarking experiments allowed to optimise and tune the REANA system for the pMSSM
workloads on the Kuberentes clusters ranging from medium to large sizes (from 500 to 5000
cores). It was essential to adjust REANA scheduling parameters to the type of the pMSSM
workload in order to ensure the best throughput and the efficient cluster CPU and memory
resource utilisation.

The developed system was tested on the CERN Computer Centre as well as on the Google
Cloud Platform in order to ensure the reproducibility of the approach and is fully ready to run
large-scale ATLAS pMSSM reinterpretations of LHC Run-2 analyses. The first results by the
ATLAS collaborations are being published [4].
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Abstract

Understanding the environmental impact of professional activities is becoming paramount in current times, especially within sec-
tors that historically have had significant resource utilisation, such as High Energy Physics (HEP) and related fields. The young
High Energy Physicists (yHEP) association launched the Know your footprint (Kyf) campaign to evaluate the CO2-equivalent
emissions generated by HEP-related research. This study delves into the carbon footprints associated with four distinct categories:
Experiments, tied to extensive collaborations with substantial infrastructure; Institutional, representing the resource consumption of
research institutes and universities; Computing, focusing on simulations and data analysis; and Travel, covering professional trips
such as to conferences, meetings, and workshops. The findings in this assessment are integrated into a tool for self-evaluation, the
Know-your-footprint (Kyf) calculator, which allows colleagues to assess their personal and professional footprint, and optionally
share their data with the yHEP association. The aim of the Kyf campaign is to heighten awareness, foster sustainability, and inspire
the community to adopt more environmentally-responsible research methodologies.

Keywords: High Energy Physics, CO2 emissions, Know your footprint, yHEP

1. Introduction

The impact of the atmospheric presence of CO2 on the
ground temperature of the Earth was first predicted in 1896 [1],
indicating temperature variations as a function of the amount of
CO2 (at the time denoted as carbonic acid), the time of the year
and the latitude. For Europe, the prediction for doubling the
atmospheric CO2 content amounted to an average temperature
increase of around 6 ◦C.

In 2023, the measured CO2 content in the atmosphere has
reached nearly 425 ppm [2], compared to a maximum of about
300 ppm over the last 800 000 years before industrial age. The
CO2 content in the atmosphere has thus increased by a factor of
about 1.4 compared to the maximum, and around 1.9 compared
to the mean over the last 800 000 years [3]. The average temper-
ature in Europe in 2023 has climbed up by 1.90 ◦C compared to
pre-industrial levels (reference years: 1850-1900) [4], which is
also used as reference for temperature differences in the follow-
ing. The year 2023 is in direct competition with the year 2020
which was the warmest year on record in Europe with a 2.07 ◦C
increase. Globally, 2023 surpassed the previously warmest year
2016 (1.32 ◦C increase), reaching an increase of 1.48 ◦C.

Scientific research has thus been drawing a consistent picture
for more than 100 years, with continuously refined measure-
ments and scenario predictions. Decisive actions counteract-
ing the changes to the atmosphere and the planetary ecosystem,
however, have been and are still lacking.

∗Corresponding author
1Email: valerie.lang@physik.uni-freiburg.de

According to the Sixth Assessment Report (AR6) by the In-
tergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), Summary
for Policymakers (SPM) [5], “[i]t is unequivocal that human
influence has warmed the atmosphere, ocean and land”, lead-
ing to changes across the climate system that are “unpreceden-
ted over many centuries to many thousands of years”.

Relevant for changes of the climate are the cumulative CO2
emissions. Part of the CO2 emissions are re-absorbed by carbon
sinks on land and ocean, but the higher the cumulative CO2
emissions are, the lower is the fraction of absorption by land
and ocean carbon sinks. This results in higher contributions for
both the fraction and the absolute amount that remain in the
atmosphere.

The IPCC AR6 SPM estimates historical cumulative anthro-
pogenic CO2 emissions from 1850 to 2019 to (2390±240) Giga-
tonnes of CO2 (GtCO2). In order to achieve a likelihood of
67 % to limit human-induced global warming to a maximum
increase of 1.5 ◦C (2.0 ◦C), which are the two thresholds expli-
citly mentioned in the Paris Agreement 2015 [6] to reduce risks
and impacts of climate change, only 400 GtCO2 (1150 GtCO2)
remain to be emitted. This remaining carbon budget is defined,
starting from the beginning of 2020 until global net zero CO2
emissions are reached.

Using the most naive assumption of equal yearly emissions
until 2050, i.e. for 30 years, and a static population of 8 bil-
lion people, which was reached on 15 November 2022 [7],
the remaining carbon budget per person per year accumulates
to 1.7 tCO2 (4.8 tCO2) for a maximum temperature increase of
1.5 ◦C (2.0 ◦C).

In Germany, the average CO2 emissions accumulate to
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around 10–11 tCO2 per person per year [8, 9], i.e. more than
a factor of two above what is required for the scenario limiting
global warming to an increase of 2.0 ◦C. This, however, only
summarises emissions from private life. For researchers in the
area of high energy physics (HEP), emissions resulting from
research activities need to be added on top.

The first step for reducing emissions is to quantify current
emissions and raise awareness. The Know your footprint (Kyf)
campaign by the young High Energy Physicists (yHEP) associ-
ation [10] targets these aspects for the professional footprint
of researchers in the area of HEP and related fields. While
scientific research and development activities contribute only
a fraction of the carbon footprint compared to industrial activ-
ities, it is crucial for the scientific community to understand
and mitigate the environmental impact of their research. Know-
ledge of the own carbon footprint will allow to identify areas re-
quiring most urgent action and indicate possible starting points
for action to reduce the footprint. This paper discusses the
data sources and calculations conducted to evaluate the CO2-
equivalent emissions for researchers in HEP for yHEP’s Kyf
campaign and Kyf calculator.

2. General setup

The Kyf campaign by the yHEP association evaluates the car-
bon footprint of researchers in HEP, mostly in, or associated to,
Germany. For emissions of private life in Germany, we refer
to the Carbon Calculator by the German Federal Environment
Agency (Umweltbundesamt - UBA) [8, 9, 11].

For the professional footprint, we target four distinct categor-
ies: Experiments, Institutions, Computing and Travel.

The experimental footprint comprises the emissions from
(large) research infrastructures, collaborations or research pro-
jects, i.e. especially in experimental physics, the experimental
setup. The institutional footprint summarises the emissions
from the home university or research centre of the individual
researcher, which should be understood as the institution where
the researcher spends the larger part of her/his working time.
Computing focuses on the individual researcher’s footprint of
running simulations and data analysis, optionally considering
data storage impacts as well. Travel covers the individual’s pro-
fessional trips such as to conferences, meetings, or workshops.

The footprints in each category are broken down to the level
of the individual researcher so that they can be placed in rela-
tion to each other as well as to the individual’s emissions for
private life. Several options in each category allow adjusting
to the researcher’s individual situation, although some simpli-
fications are needed to allow for sufficient user-friendliness and
manageable scope of the first version of the Kyf calculator by
the yHEP association. Refinements are considered possible in
the future. The Kyf calculator is published on the webpage of
the yHEP association [10].

The calculations that form the basis of the Kyf calculator are
discussed in detail in Sections 3 to 6. An example footprint
is given in Section 7. The Kyf calculator provides feedback
to individual researchers regarding their own professional car-

bon footprint, and optionally allows to share the data anonym-
ously with the yHEP association. This data will be used by
the yHEP association to obtain and later publish an overview
of the professional footprint of researchers in HEP and related
fields in, and associated to, Germany. The focus on Germany
implies that numbers for the German electricity grid, German
institutions, etc. will be used in the calculations, where applic-
able. Other institutions or interest groups are encouraged to
transfer the considerations by yHEP’s Kyf campaign to differ-
ent countries, citing this publication as basis for their consid-
erations. In case of questions, contact can be established with
us as authors directly, or with the yHEP association through the
webpage [10].

3. Experiment, collaboration or project footprint

The experiment, collaboration or project footprint strongly
depends on the corresponding experiment, collaboration or pro-
ject. In order to provide a rough estimate, we use the ex-
periments at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) as benchmark
for large HEP experiments, DESY electricity consumption (ex-
cluding the European XFEL) as benchmark for smaller HEP
experiments and the European Southern Observatory (ESO) as
benchmark for experimental research in astronomy.

To evaluate the per-researcher environmental footprint, two
numbers are needed: an estimate of the total amount of emis-
sions by the experiment, collaboration or project in tonne-CO2-
equivalent (tCO2e), and the number of people that the footprint
should be distributed over. The ratio of these two numbers
provides the per-person benchmark footprint.

The design of experimental setups in HEP has traditionally
been driven, mainly, by the scientific question that is to be
answered, without systematic consideration for minimising its
carbon footprint. The scientific output is credited to the authors
of the scientific publications. In the area of HEP, authorship
on the publications typically requires membership in the exper-
imental collaboration. We therefore assign the carbon footprint
of the experiment to the members of the experimental collabor-
ation, or the users (and operators) of the experimental facility,
where corresponding numbers are available.

More indirect beneficiaries of the knowledge gained in the
experiment, collaboration, or project, such as the industry or
the public, are not considered here. These categories are too
vague to provide a good reference for the carbon footprint of an
experimental collaboration, and do not allow for well-defined
boundaries of the organisation, i.e. the experiment, collabora-
tion or project. In contrast to a company, where the footprint
could alternatively be assigned to the “product” of the company
and could thus be attributed to the “consumer”, knowledge as
a “product” of scientific experiments is not easily quantifiable
and thus not distributable to “consumers”. In order to maintain
the responsibility for the emissions with those who can impact
their reduction, we estimate the per-researcher footprint without
consideration of such indirect benefits. This approach is not in-
tended to scrutinise scientists for the environmental impact of
their research, but rather aims to highlight key areas where the
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scientific community can focus its sustainability efforts, ensur-
ing a more environmentally responsible approach to advancing
knowledge.

3.1. LHC experiments
The LHC [12] is the largest particle accelerator housed at

CERN [13] colliding proton beams at the location of four ma-
jor particle detectors: ATLAS [14], CMS [15], ALICE [16] and
LHCb [17]. While ATLAS and CMS are large general-purpose
detectors, ALICE and LHCb are specialised for specific invest-
igations. Due to different sizes of the detectors, it is expected
that the larger experiments also have higher annual CO2 emis-
sions compared to the two smaller experiments. Hence, the Kyf
calculator aims at estimating separate values for annual emis-
sions per person for the larger (ATLAS and CMS) and smaller
(ALICE and LHCb) LHC experiments.

Since 2017, CERN publishes a biennial environmental report
listing its CO2 emissions. In order to estimate the annual foot-
prints for this benchmark scenario, the environmental reports
for 2017–18 [18], 2019–20 [19] and 2021–22 [20] were used to
get an estimate of years with, as well as without, the LHC in
operation. In addition, the latest technical design report from
the LHCb collaboration, which includes a section on environ-
ment protection and safety, was used to estimate the difference
in CO2 emissions between the larger and smaller LHC experi-
ments [21]. In this section, the annual emissions are distributed
into two phases: Run phase (2017, 2018 and 2022) and Shut-
down phase (2019–21).

CERN categorises its CO2 emissions into three scopes:
scope 1 for direct emissions from sources such as detector op-
erations and heating, scope 2 for indirect emissions primarily
arising from electricity consumption, and scope 3 for emissions
from other indirect sources such as travel, commute, waste, ca-
tering and procurement. For the estimation of the footprint for
affiliation to the LHC experiments, only scopes 1 and 2 are rel-
evant with the following corrections applied:

• Scope 1: CERN includes the emissions from heating, non-
LHC experiments and others into scope 1. Since this es-
timate is only for LHC experiments, the corrected scope 1
value, corresponding to LHC experiments (particle detec-
tion and cooling) are extracted using PlotDigitizer [22]
(see Appendix A) from the figure: CERN scope 1 emis-
sions for 2017–2022 by category, on page 18 in CERN’s
environmental report 2021–2022 [20]. These total and cor-
rected scope 1 values for all years are listed in Table 1.

• Scope 2: The scope 2 contribution of CERN’s CO2 emis-
sions include the electricity consumption of the Meyrin
and Prevessin sites, which do not correspond to the con-
sumption for powering the LHC and should be correc-
ted for. CERN’s environmental report 2021–2022 men-
tions that powering the CERN campus corresponds to
5% of the total energy consumption which was used as
the correction factor for the scope 2 values [20]. Since,
the scope 2 emissions for 2017–20 were recalculated for
the 2021–22 environment report, but given only in a fig-
ure without the final values, they were extracted using

PlotDigitizer [22] from the figure: CERN scope 2
emissions for 2017–2022, on page 19 in CERN’s envir-
onmental report 2021–2022 [20]. The values for 2021 and
2022 were directly listed in the same report. The total and
corrected scope 2 values are listed in Table 2.

Year Total Corrected

R
un

2017 193 600 168 293
2018 192 100 162 718
2022 184 173 152 444

Mean - 161 151

Sh
ut

do
w

n 2019 78 169 56 446
2020 98 997 75 958
2021 123 174 89 547

Mean - 73 984

Table 1: Total and corrected scope 1 contribution to CERN’s total emissions for
the various years in Run and Shutdown phases [18, 19, 20]. The corrected val-
ues were extracted using PlotDigitizer [22] from the figure: CERN scope 1
emissions for 2017–2022 by category, on page 18 in CERN’s environmental
report 2021–2022 [20]. All emission values are provided in tCO2e.

Year Total Corrected

R
un

2017 66 667 63 333
2018 74 884 71 140
2022 63 161 60 003

Mean - 64 825

Sh
ut

do
w

n 2019 28 527 27 101
2020 26 202 24 891
2021 56 382 53 563

Mean - 35 185

Table 2: Total and corrected scope 2 contribution to CERN’s total emissions
for the various years in Run and Shutdown phases [20]. Values for 2017–20
were not given and were extracted using PlotDigitizer [22] from the figure:
CERN scope 2 emissions for 2017–2022, on page 19 in CERN’s environmental
report 2021–2022 [20]. The corrected value is 95% of the total value. All
emission values are provided in tCO2e.

The technical design report of the LHCb experiment lists
their total emission for 2022 to be 4400 tCO2e of which 51%
is assigned to scope 1 [21], i.e.

S1Run
Small = 0.51 × 4400 tCO2e
= 2244 tCO2e .

Since the LHC was operating in 2022, S1Run
Small is defined as the

scope 1 contribution for the smaller experiments in the Run
phase. In order to estimate the scope 1 contribution for the
smaller experiments in the Shutdown phase (S1SD

Small), it is as-
sumed that the emissions for larger and smaller experiments
scale by the same factor between the two phases. This factor
(S1Run/SD) can be calculated from the mean corrected scope 1
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contribution for the two phases from Table 1 as

S1Run/SD =
161 151
73 984

= 2.18 .

This results in S1SD
Small being estimated as

S1SD
Small =

S1Run
Small

S1Run/SD

=
2244 tCO2e

2.18
= 1030 tCO2e .

The scope 1 contribution for the larger experiments (S1Large)
for each phase can be estimated using the mean corrected
scope 1 contribution for all LHC experiments (S1All) from
Table 1 and S1Small. This is done by assuming an equal con-
tribution from both the smaller experiments and an equal con-
tribution also from the two larger experiments and calculated
as

S1All = 2 × S1Small + 2 × S1Large (1)

S1Large =
S1All − 2 × S1Small

2
. (2)

The resulting values for the larger experiments are

S1Run
Large = 78 332 tCO2e and

S1SD
Large = 35 962 tCO2e .

To estimate the scope 2 contribution of individual experi-
ments, it is assumed that all four experiments share an equal
contribution to the mean corrected scope 2 emissions of all ex-
periments (S2All) given in Table 2. This assumption is based on
the premise that the dominant scope 2 emissions come from the
electricity consumption for running the entire accelerator com-
plex, up to and including the LHC, which is equally necessary
for all four experiments. In reality, the electricity consumed
by the four experiments might vary and could be refined in the
future if more data becomes available. The scope 2 contribu-
tions for the smaller (S2Small) and larger (S2Larger) experiments,
calculated individually for the Run and Shutdown phases, are
given as

S2Small = S2Large =
S2All

4
. (3)

Using this relation, the scope 2 contributions for the Run and
Shutdown phases can be calculated as

S2Run
Small = S2Run

Large =
64 825 tCO2e

4
= 16 206 tCO2e ,

and

S2SD
Small = S2SD

Large =
35 185 tCO2e

4
= 8796 tCO2e .

After summing the contributions from scopes 1 and 2 to ob-
tain the total footprint of smaller and larger experiments in the
Run and Shutdown phases, a weighted mean of the two phases
is taken assuming a Run phase of 4 years and Shutdown phase
of 3 years,

Overall annual emission =
4 × TotalRun + 3 × TotalSD

7
. (4)

The values for the individual scopes in the Run and Shut-
down phases for smaller and larger experiments are summar-
ised in Table 3 along with the total values for each phase and
the overall values calculated using Equation 4.

Phase Scope 1 Scope 2 Total

Sm
al

l Run 2244 16 206 18 450
SD 1030 8796 9826

Overall - - 14 754

L
ar

ge Run 78 332 16 206 94 538
SD 35 962 8796 44 758

Overall - - 73 204

Table 3: Contribution from individual scopes in the Run and Shutdown phases
for smaller and larger experiments along with the total values for each phase,
calculated as Total = Scope 1+Scope 2, and the overall values calculated using
Equation 4.

Finally, to calculate the per person annual footprint for
someone affiliated with one of the smaller (larger) LHC ex-
periments, the overall contribution from Table 3 is divided by
the mean of total members listed on the public webpages of
ALICE [23] and LHCb [24] (CMS [25] and ATLAS [26]) ex-
periments. These values are listed in Table 4. The overlap of
members between the four experiments is assumed to be negli-
gible. The annual emission per person for smaller (larger) LHC
experiments are estimated to be 8.76 tCO2e (11.91 tCO2e).

Experiment Members Mean Emissions

Sm
al

l ALICE 1968 [23]
1684 8.76 tCO2e

LHCb 1400 [24]

L
ar

ge CMS 6288 [25]
6144 11.91 tCO2e

ATLAS 6000 [26]

Table 4: Total members affiliated to the four LHC experiments. The values in
the Mean column is calculated independently for the two smaller and two larger
LHC experiments. The Emissions column lists the per person annual emission
for the smaller and larger LHC experiments. This is calculated by dividing the
Overall emissions from Table 3 by the respective values in the Mean column.

3.2. DESY
The research centre Deutsches Elektronensynchrotron

(DESY) in Hamburg, Germany, is the German national
laboratory for accelerator development and operation, photon
science, particle physics and astroparticle physics. Due to the
presence of a significant accelerator and experimental complex,
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emissions from DESY are used as proxy for emissions from
smaller HEP experiments.

The first DESY sustainability report for 2019–2021 [27] has
been published in 2022, but does not include detailed numbers
on the emissions from scope 1, 2 or 3 sources as provided in the
CERN environmental reports [18, 19, 20]. The DESY webpage,
however, provides a figure on the energy consumption at DESY
in 2021 [28] which is reproduced in Figure 1.

Electricity consumption in the year 2021 at DESY, exclud-
ing the electricity needed for the European XFEL, amount to
152.5 GWh. This includes: the accelerator complex with the ac-
celerators: PETRA, FLASH, LINAC, HERA and DESY (55%),
cryogenics (25%), as well as offices, workshops and labor-
atories, computing centre, cooling centre, canteen and others
(20%). Subtracting the contribution from offices, workshops
and laboratories, canteen and others as institute footprint, and
the computing centre as computing footprint, which are treated
separately in the Kyf calculator, the remaining experimental
electricity consumption is 128.3 GWh for 2021, which is con-
sidered as representative for the annual consumption.

Two conversion factors for electricity consumption to CO2
emissions are employed, based on data of Ref. [29]: The spe-
cific CO2 emissions averaged over the German grid in 2023
correspond to 416 gCO2e/kWh; emissions from green energy
production assume 100 % photovoltaic (PV)-based electricity
production with a footprint of 35 gCO2e/kWh. Emissions from
wind- (13 gCO2e/kWh) and water- (11 gCO2e/kWh) based
production are lower, so 100 % PV-based production is con-
sidered to be a conservative estimate for green electricity pro-
duction.

The number of guest scientists using the DESY facilities is
listed as 3000 in the DESY environmental report [27], which is
complemented by an additional 200 accelerator operators. The
latter is based on an internal estimate by one accelerator oper-
ator, and is considered reasonable given the size of the DESY
facilities. Refinements of these numbers are possible in a future
version of the Kyf calculator.

Based on the above conversion factors and the number of
scientists and operators, the total emissions from DESY are
53 372.8 tCO2e (4490.5 tCO2e) for conventional (green) elec-
tricity production, corresponding to 16.68 tCO2e (1.40 tCO2e)
emissions per person per year, given a conventional (green)
electricity supply. DESY itself switched to a green electricity
contract at the start of 2023, significantly reducing its environ-
mental footprint.

3.3. European Southern Observatory

Since 2020, the annual reports for ESO include a section on
the environmental impact of the observatory [30, 31, 32]. In or-
der to estimate the annual CO2 emissions per person, only the
emissions for 2021 were used to stay with the most up-to-date
values. This, however, involves contributions from business
travels, commute and waste, which do not fit well under this cat-
egory and need to be subtracted. The breakdown for the various
categories was extracted using PlotDigitizer [22] from the
figure: ESO CO2 emissions 2018–2021, on page 111 in ESO’s

annual report 2022 [32] and is shown in Table 5. The over-
all emission after correcting for the contributions from business
travels, commute and waste is estimated to be 19 363 tCO2e.

Category Emission

Energy (E) 8599
Purchase (P) 5924
Freight (F) 2675
Travel (T) 191
Commuting (C) 1083
Capital Goods (CG) 2166
Waste (W) 127

Total 20 764

Corrected 19 363

Table 5: Breakdown of the total CO2 emissions of ESO for 2021. The contri-
bution of the various categories are extracted using PlotDigitizer [22] from
the figure: ESO CO2 emissions 2018–2021, on page 111 in ESO’s annual report
2022 [32]. The corrected value is calculated as Corrected = Total − T − C −W.
All emission values are provided in tCO2e.

The public webpage of ESO lists more than 22 000 users
of the observatory who share this overall emission [33]. The
average annual emission per person is hence estimated as
19 363 tCO2e/22 000 = 0.88 tCO2e.

More refined evaluation of individual ESO facilities and ex-
periments would be very interesting for future versions of the
Kyf calculator, if additional information becomes available.

4. Institute or research centre footprint

Institutes within universities or research centres, as key aca-
demic institutions, are an integral part of a researcher’s envir-
onmental footprint. As benchmarks, the University of Freiburg,
Leibniz University Hannover, and CERN are considered. The
choice is based on the location of the universities in Germany,
or CERN as central European HEP laboratory, and the publica-
tion of environmental reports by the institutions with sufficient
information for a calculation.

In the Kyf calculator, the estimate from the University of
Freiburg is used as proxy for a German university, the estim-
ate for CERN is used as proxy for a research centre. Our ana-
lysis is based on the respective environmental reports, covering
the years 2017–2019 for the Leibniz University Hannover, the
years 2019–2020 for the University of Freiburg, and the years
2021–2022 for CERN. We base our estimate of the institutional
footprint on one example year each (outside of the COVID-19
pandemic), and consider this to be representative for the annual
footprint. Future assessments will test this assumption.

The carbon footprint of the institutions is assessed across
several categories including electricity, heating/cooling, water,
waste, and procurement. The section offers a detailed compar-
ison between these entities, highlighting the diversity and scale
of their emissions. Special attention is given to the significant
role of procurement in contributing to the overall carbon foot-
print of universities and research centres.
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Figure 1: DESY energy consumption in 2021 [28]. Electrical power consumption (yellow) is split into consumption by the European XFEL (brown) and DESY
(yellow). Heat consumption (orange) contains a contribution from heat recovery from cryogenics plants which is provided for heating and hot water supply to
buildings on the DESY campus.

4.1. University of Freiburg

The environmental footprint for the University of Freiburg
is based on the environmental report for 2019/2020 [34], pub-
lished in 2021. The numbers for 2019 are used as the most
recent, pre-pandemic numbers considered to be representative
for the annual consumption of the university.

Emissions of the University of Freiburg are included for the
categories: Electricity, heating/cooling, water, waste, and pro-
curement. Numbers for vehicle fleet and business travel are
provided as well, but are considered separately in the Kyf cal-
culator and are therefore not listed here. The numbers provided
for each of the used categories are reproduced in Table 6. Ad-
ditional detail on the numbers for procurement can be found in
Appendix B.

Category Emissions [tCO2e ]

Electricity 2431 (19 224)
Heating/Cooling 13 584
Water 14
Waste 577
Procurement 14 486

Total 31 092 (47 885)

Table 6: Breakdown of the total CO2 emissions of the University of Freiburg for
2019 [34], summing all categories except Vehicle fleet + business travel which
is considered separately in the Kyf calculator. Electricity values are provided
nominally using green electricity supply. The values in brackets provide the
numbers using electricity produced with the German electricity mix. The con-
versions to tCO2e are conducted by the University of Freiburg.

The total annual footprint of the University of Freiburg, ex-
cluding vehicle fleet and business travel which are considered

separately in the Kyf calculator, is estimated as 31 092 tCO2e
(47 885 tCO2e) using green electricity (the German electricity
grid mix). The University of Freiburg obtains green electricity
from certified water-power plants [34]. The largest individual
contributor for the University of Freiburg, when considering
green electricity supply, is procurement which corresponds to
87 % of the emissions from other categories (excl. vehicle fleet
+ business travel).

The environmental footprint of the University of Freiburg is
distributed over the members of the university (students and
employees) which are determined as 31 147 from the environ-
mental report [34]. The institutional footprint per person per
year therefore amounts to 1.00 tCO2e (1.54 tCO2e) using green
electricity (the German electricity grid mix).

4.2. Leibniz University Hannover

The environmental footprint of the Leibniz University Han-
nover is estimated based on the environmental report for 2017–
2019 [35], using numbers from 2019 for direct comparison to
the numbers from the University of Freiburg in Section 4.1.
Numbers for the Leibniz University Hannover, provided in the
environmental report, largely specify the original consumption,
hence the conversion to tCO2e is performed in this study.

Emissions for the Leibniz University Hannover are provided
for the categories: Electricity, Heating/Cooling, Water, and
Waste. Numbers for procurement are not provided. While the
total footprint is therefore not comparable to the one from the
University of Freiburg, for the categories except procurement,
the numbers from the Leibniz University Hannover provide an
interesting cross-check.

Consumption numbers, as provided by the Leibniz Uni-
versity Hannover, conversion factors and CO2 emissions
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are listed in Table 7. The conversion factors for
green (conventional) electricity are used as 35 gCO2e/kWh
(416 gCO2e/kWh) [29] as in Section 3.2. The conversion factor
of 98.7 kgCO2e/MWh [36] (including green house gas emis-
sions other than CO2) for heating is obtained from the energy
provider enercity of the Leibniz University Hannover, which is
specified to use district heating. The climate impact for water
consumption assumes that the used water is drinking water, and
the conversion factor of 0.35 gCO2e/l is obtained from a study
comparing the climate impact of bottled vs. tap water [37]. The
total amount of waste in 2019, as well as the amount of toxic
waste (Sonderabfall) in 2019, are read off from two figures con-
tained in the environmental report 2017–2019 by the Leibniz
University Hannover [35]. The conversion factors for the CO2
emissions for waste are not provided in that report, however, in
the environmental report by the University of Freiburg [34] suf-
ficient information is provided to calculate conversion factors2.

The total emissions for the Leibniz University Hannover are
estimated to be 8001 tCO2e (30 351 tCO2e), with green (con-
ventional) electricity production. Comparing only the equival-
ent categories, the emissions of 8001 tCO2e in case of green
electricity are in contrast with 16 606 tCO2e for the University
of Freiburg. The main difference results from the emissions for
heating/cooling, where district heating for the Leibniz Univer-
sity Hannover generates significantly fewer emissions than the
heating/cooling used at the University of Freiburg. In the latter
case, the usage of ground water for cooling is specified, but no
information on the type of heating by the University of Freiburg
is provided.

The number of students at the Leibniz University Hannover
is given in the environmental report 2017–2019 [35] as 29 781,
and the number of employees as 4948, summing to 34 729
members of the Leibniz University Hannover. This results in
emissions per person per year of 0.23 tCO2e (0.87 tCO2e) with
green (conventional) electricity supply, with the caveat of not
accounting for procurement.

Given the lack of information on procurement for the Leibniz
University Hannover, the larger emissions for heating/cooling
by the University of Freiburg and approximate similarity in the
required other numbers, the values obtained for the University
of Freiburg are used as conservative estimate for the institu-
tional footprint of a university.

4.3. Research centre CERN

The environmental footprint for CERN as research centre
is based on the values for 2022 (post-pandemic), listed in
the newest environmental report for 2021–2022, published in
2023 [20].

2For the University of Freiburg, 88 t of toxic waste are specified to corres-
pond to 24 % of the total amount of emissions from waste, which are given as
577 tCO2e. This results in a conversion factor of 1.57 tCO2e/t for toxic waste.
The remaining 1019 t of waste for the University of Freiburg are specified to
generate 76 % of the emissions, resulting in a conversion factor of 0.43 tCO2e/t
for other waste. These conversion factors are transferred to the waste of the
Leibniz University Hannover, assuming implicitly a similar waste composition
within the two categories and a similar treatment by the two universities.

The categories considered are similar to the ones for Univer-
sity of Freiburg and Leibniz University Hannover: Electricity,
Heating (gas+fuel) and Other (scope 1), Water purification,
Waste, Procurement. A value for business travel is provided as
well, but will be considered separately in the professional foot-
print of the Kyf calculator and is therefore dropped here. Values
for catering and personal commutes are provided by the CERN
environmental report, in addition; however, in the Kyf calcu-
lator, food, diet choices and commute are considered as part of
the personal footprint, and are therefore removed from the in-
stitutional footprint to avoid double counting. The numbers for
each of the employed categories are provided in Table 8.

Emissions for electricity correspond to 5 % of the total
electricity-related emissions for 2022, which is specified in the
CERN environmental report 2021–2022 [20] as electricity com-
ponent required for powering the campus. Though not expli-
citly specified in the report, the effective conversion factor for
electricity consumption to CO2 emissions can be derived as
52 tCO2e/GWh(= gCO2e/kWh) from the total electricity con-
sumption in 2022 of 1215 GWh, corresponding to emissions
of 63 161 tCO2e, specified for scope 2 in 2022. Electricity at
CERN largely comes from low-carbon nuclear-power plants
from France, resulting in a conversion factor significantly lower
than the one from the conventional German grid mixture, but
still slightly larger than electricity based on renewables, dis-
cussed in Section 3.2. The numbers for Heating (gas+fuel) and
Other (scope 1) are obtained from the total scope-1 emissions
minus emissions for LHC experiments: Particle detection and
LHC experiments: Detector cooling as well as Other experi-
ments, where the LHC-related emissions are considered as part
of the experimental contribution, discussed in Section 3.1. The
value for the sum of the LHC and non-LHC experimental con-
tributions has been obtained using PlotDigitizer [22] (also
see Appendix A). Additional detail on the composition of the
procurement category are given in Appendix B.

The total emissions for CERN as a research centre in 2022
sum to 121 433 tCO2e (16 459 tCO2e) including (excluding)
procurement. They are dominated by the footprint of procure-
ment, followed by heating (gas+fuel), where heating reaches
a similar level as for the University of Freiburg. A split up
of the emissions from procurement is provided by the CERN
environmental report 2021–2022 [20], and discussed further in
Appendix B. It is important to note that the emissions from pro-
curement at CERN do not only cover those related to CERN as
an institute, but also those related to the experiments, acceler-
ator facilities, as well as future accelerator developments. Some
procurement categories such as Civil engineering, building and
technical services appear more related to the infrastructure of
the accelerator and experimental complex; different categories
such as Other that includes office supplies, furniture, etc. seem
more related to CERN as an institute. A clear separation of the
procurement categories belonging to CERN as an institute is
however not possible. In the future, improved assignment can
be done if more granular information becomes available. For
the moment, procurement is fully assigned to the CERN insti-
tute footprint.

Emissions from electricity and waste play a smaller role in
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Category Consumption Conversion factor Emissions [tCO2e ]

Electricity 58.66 GWh 35 gCO2e/kWh (416 gCO2e/kWh) [29] 2053 (24 403)
Heating/Cooling 50.01 GWh 98.7 kgCO2e/MWh [36] 4936
Water 696 000 m3 0.35 g/l [37] 244
Waste 1620 t
... Toxic waste 63 t 1.57 tCO2e/t [34] 99
... Other waste 1557 t 0.43 tCO2e/t [34] 670

Total 8001 (30 351)

Table 7: Breakdown of the total CO2 emissions of the Leibniz University Hannover. Consumption values are taken from the environmental report 2017–2019 [35].
Electricity values are provided nominally using green electricity supply. The values in brackets provide the numbers using electricity produced with the German
electricity mix. Sources for the conversion factors are indicated, and further explained in the text. Note that the sums are calculated with more decimal places than
indicated, resulting in small differences to the sums of the listed values.

Category Emissions [tCO2e ]

Electricity 3158
Heating (gas+fuel) + Other 11 250
Water purification 176
Waste 1875
Procurement 104 974

Total 121 433
Total without Procurement 16 459

Table 8: Breakdown of the total CO2 emissions of CERN as research insti-
tute for 2022 [20]. The categories Business travel and Personnel commutes are
considered separately in the Kyf calculator, and thus not listed here. The con-
versions to tCO2e are conducted by CERN.

the carbon footprint of CERN as an institute. Differences in
the electricity consumption to the university footprints can be
primarily attributed to different conversion factors for the type
of used electricity. The electricity consumption of the CERN
campus in GWh is comparable to that of the University of
Freiburg and the Leibniz University Hannover3.

The evaluation of an effective CERN population needs to
consider that at any time during the year, a certain fraction of
CERN users is present at CERN, using electricity, water, heat-
ing, etc. and thus contributing to the institutional footprint. The
total number of CERN personnel employed by CERN (Em-
ployed Members of Personnel - MPE) in 2022 amounts to
NMPE = 3558 [38], including staff and CERN fellows. The
total number of Associated Members of Personnel (MPA), in-
cluding CERN users as largest subcategory, corresponds to
NMPA = 13 376 in 2022 [38]. The average presence for MPAs
at CERN is evaluated as a weighted average of the Yearly Pres-
ence of CERN users at CERN, using the midpoint of the per-
centage bins in Table 11 of Ref. [38] for weighting. This results
in an average presence p̄ = 27.9 % for MPAs at CERN. The
effective CERN population, Neff, is thus calculated as:

Neff = NMPE + p̄ · NMPA ,

3The electricity consumption for the CERN campus is 5 % of 1215 GWh
in 2022, corresponding to 60.75 GWh vs. about 50 GWh for the University of
Freiburg and 58.66 GWh for the Leibniz University Hannover

and, numerically, determined to be Neff = 7295.
The institutional footprint per person per year for CERN as

research institute is estimated to be 16.65 tCO2e (2.26 tCO2e)
including (excluding) procurement. This is, also excluding pro-
curement, larger than the institute footprint of the University
of Freiburg, discussed in Section 4.1. Given the larger exper-
imental facilities at the research centre, higher per-researcher
emissions at a research centre compared to a university are
expected. The impact of procurement at CERN as an insti-
tute is artificially increased, since it also includes contributions
relevant to the experiments, accelerators and future develop-
ments, which cannot be separated at the moment. The estim-
ate of emissions from procurement at CERN are based on the
Greenhouse Gas Protocol spend-based method, which – though
already rather advanced – is acknowledged in the CERN envir-
onmental report 2021-2022 [20] to have limitations and variable
degrees of uncertainty. CERN started the Environmentally Re-
sponsible Procurement Policy Project (CERP3) in September
2021, to improve the environmental impact of procurement in
the future.

5. Computing footprint

Most of research in physical sciences today relies on having
High Performance Computing (HPC) Clusters to enable break-
throughs and make advancements within the various sub-fields
of physics. Hence, it is essential to consider the environmental
impact of such computing clusters. Sustainable research and
accelerating scientific progress is very much dependent on rise
of awareness of our resource usage [39].

Typical HPC usage involves researchers submitting jobs to
computational clusters via a scheduler or interactively. For each
job, specific requirements are defined, including the number of
CPU-cores or GPUs 4 needed and a defined time window for
execution. For a carbon footprint, average idle times as well as

4We do not detail GPU power consumption by individual CUDA cores [40]
for two main reasons: the standard power specification of 250W for a PCIe
A100 GPU offers a reliable estimate, and the real-world application of GPUs
does not involve partitioning by CUDA cores, rendering such a breakdown im-
practical here.

8



surplus-power, e.g. due to HPC cooling, need to be considered
as well.

The carbon footprint averaged over a year is thus estimated
as:

Total Footprint [tCO2e ] = fPUE · foverh · nWPC · fconv , (5)

where fPUE denotes the HPC’s Power Usage Effectiveness
(PUE) [41], foverh is an overhead factor to account for power
consumption of the HPC when its computing cores are idle5,
nWPC accounts for the Workload Power Consumption (WPC),
and fconv is the conversion factor from kWh to gCO2e.

The yearly WPC is estimated taking into account the usage
of CPUs and GPUs separately as:

nWPC = pCPU-core · lcore-h, CPU + pGPU · lh, GPU , (6)

where pCPU-core is the power consumption in kW for each CPU
core and lcore-h, CPU is the CPU workload measured in core
hours. GPU usage is calculated with pGPU representing the
power consumption in kW per GPU and lh, GPU is the total num-
ber of hours the GPU is used for.

For the Kyf calculator, the following values are used as de-
fault values for an individual researcher’s computing footprint.
For fPUE, a value of 1.5 has been chosen, which is listed in
the CERN environmental report 2021–2022 [20] as global av-
erage PUE for large data centres, and which has been declared
as the target to be reached by 1 July 2027 for computing centres
starting operations before 1 July 2026 in the German law for
the improvement of energy efficiency (Energieeffizienzgesetz -
EnEfG, §11(1)) [42]. The idle-time overhead factor foverh has
been estimated by comparing the system power consumption of
the Hawk supercomputer at the HPC Stuttgart [43] at full load
(LinPack operation) (4.1 MW) to normal operation (3.5 MW).
The resulting factor of 1.17 is used as default idle-time over-
head factor. As conversion factor fconv, the same values as
discussed in Section 3.2 are employed, based on Ref. [29]:
416 gCO2e/kWh (35 gCO2e/kWh) for a conventional (green)
electricity provision at the HPC. Finally, 7.25 W is the default
value set for the CPU power consumption per core along with
a default power consumption of 250 W per GPU. The CPU
value is obtained from the DESY Maxwell cluster with AMD
EPYC 75F3 CPU cores [44]. The GPU value is the median of a
range, 150–350 W, reported on a forum of NVIDIA GPU users
[45]. Both these systems are fairly recent, so the power usages
should be representative of newer HPC processing units. The
usage load in core-hours for CPU and GPU usage, lcore-h, CPU
and lh, GPU, needs to be provided by the researcher when using
the Kyf calculator.

The computing footprint estimate can be further personalised
by adjusting fPUE, if calculations have been done, for example,
at the very new CERN computing centre which targets a PUE

5Generally, an HPC has to estimate the number of cores it operates by pre-
dicting the requirements by its users. If too few cores are operated, it leads to
long waiting times for jobs to start, but no idle operation time. It too many
cores are available, idle times become too large. HPCs will thus aim for a small
fraction of idle time, which needs to be considered in the carbon footprint.

value of 1.1 [20], or by changing foverh to a different value, if
better or worse HPC load factors have been obtained. It can also
be switched to green electricity, with conventional electricity
being used as default.

In recent years, HPC centres have been implementing
system-generated reports that inform their users about their us-
age with high transparency. Resources like the Production and
Distributed Analysis (PanDA) client [46] or API [47] can also
be used by users or software developers to monitor group or in-
dividual workload on a system. If the annual carbon footprint is
thus known precisely, this can also be entered directly in tCO2e.

For convenience, four scenarios discussed in the following
are provided, based on the estimated usage level: low, medium,
high and extremely high. Several factors come into play when
deciding whether to utilise a CPU or a GPU for a particular
computational task. These factors include the availability of
suitable software and libraries, memory requirements, consider-
ations related to parallelisation, as well as potential bottlenecks
in data transfer rates. As a result, simulations and analyses are
tailored to the specific needs and research objectives of indi-
vidual researchers. The provided examples thus serve as rough
approximations only, and CPU vs. GPU usage cannot necessar-
ily be interchanged easily.

• Case for low usage

Example: A graduate student submits several jobs per
week each needing between one to four CPU cores.
The consumption corresponds to an an average of
4000 CPU core-h used per month resulting in an annual
footprint as follows:

Footprint = 1.5 × 1.17 × 0.007 25 kW
× 12 × 4000 CPU core-h/month
× 416 gCO2e/kWh
= 0.25 tCO2e

• Case for medium usage

Example: A doctoral student or post-doctoral researcher,
involved in data analysis 70-100% of their time, submits
jobs over the year. For this case, the top five ranked users
at the Uni-Freiburg HPC called the Black-Forest Grid
(BFG) are used as a blueprint, giving 30 000 CPUcore-h
per month. The resulting annual footprint is as follows:

Footprint = 1.5 × 1.17 × 0.007 25 kW
× 12 × 30 000 CPU core-h/month
× 416 gCO2e/kWh
= 1.91 tCO2e

• Case for high usage

Example: An accelerator scientist studies accelerator per-
formance with particle tracking codes and semi particle-
in-cell (PIC) codes. The studies are both memory and
computationally demanding. We assume 2500 GPU h
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used per month with code optimised for GPUs (equival-
ent to 80 000 CPU core-h per month).

Footprint = 1.5 × 1.17 × 0.25 kW
× 12 × 2500 GPU h/month
× 416 gCO2e/kWh
= 5.48 tCO2e

• Case for extremely high usage

Example: A researcher runs PIC simulations or high-
resolution imaging analysis. This corresponds to a usage
of 8000 GPU h per month (equivalent to 300 000 core-h
per month on CPUs).

Footprint = 1.5 × 1.17 × 0.25 kW
× 12 × 8000 GPU h/month
× 416 gCO2e/kWh
= 17.52 tCO2e

It is important to acknowledge that the calculations presen-
ted here are based on the assumption of optimal core utilisation
in HPCs. In practice, however, it is often the case that not all
cores are used efficiently, leading to unnecessary energy con-
sumption.

The environmental costs associated with data centres for
long-term storage require significant amounts of electricity and
water to operate servers and cooling systems. The large scale
resources used by experimental collaborations or at institutes
are assumed to be accounted for within their respective cat-
egories. Within the individual computing footprint, the envir-
onmental contribution of data storage is assumed to be small
compared to that of actively running jobs and is therefore neg-
lected. If we obtain data that such costs for an individual are
high, we will include this contribution in future iterations. If
significant amounts of data are stored at a location other than
the institute, such as on a commercial cloud, e.g. Microsoft
OneDrive [48] or Google Drive [49], an additional CO2 emis-
sion contribution can however be added, based e.g. on the Mi-
crosoft emissions impact dashboard [50], or the Google’s Car-
bon Footprint app [51].

6. Business travel footprint

Travel constitutes another crucial component of High Energy
Physics (HEP). The importance of in-person events became
notably evident during the COVID-19 pandemic, where their
absence made discussions and collaborations more challenging,
prompting a reconsideration of our methodologies. In light of
this realisation, a meticulous assessment of travel-associated
CO2 emissions is imperative. Business travel, including trans-
portation and accommodations, significantly contributes to CO2
footprints. Efforts to comprehend and mitigate these emissions
involve scrutinising various transportation modes, such as long-
distance buses, trains, personal cars, and air travel, each ex-
erting diverse impacts on our environmental footprint [11, 52].

Comparison of CO2 emissions from various modes of transport
are briefly discussed in Appendix C. Additionally, the emis-
sions from factors such as accommodation and event venues
play a role, emphasising the need to evaluate the average CO2
emissions of hotel rooms per night and event venues per day
for an individual [53]. Benchmark values used for the Kyf cal-
culator are documented in Table 9. These values are estimated
using travel, hotel stay and meeting room usage scenarios in
Germany. The footprint corresponding to the event venue as-
sumes an area of 4 m2 per person.

Source of Emission Emission Factor

Long-distance Buses 0.031 kgCO2e/km
Long-distance Trains 0.031 kgCO2e/km
Personal Car 0.17 kgCO2e/km
Flights within Europe 130 kgCO2e/h
Transcontinental Flights 170 kgCO2e/h
Hotel room 12 kgCO2e/night
Event venue 0.19 kgCO2e/day

Table 9: List of dominant contributors to the CO2 footprint of a business trip
with the respective CO2-equivalent emission value for an average individual in
the German scenario.

It is important to note that some institutes, such as the Univer-
sity of Freiburg, compensate for all flights taken by its employ-
ees for business trips. The Kyf calculator provides an option
for showing the amount of carbon footprint, which was com-
pensated. This might be extended to other sections of the Kyf
calculator in future iterations.

Using the values from Table 9, it is possible to obtain a rudi-
mentary estimate for a business trip. Three benchmark scen-
arios are presented here.

6.1. Train travel within Europe

For someone in Freiburg attending a conference in Hamburg
lasting 5 days and travelling by long-distance trains, the total
CO2 emissions are a sum of the following three contributions:

• Travel: Given a one-way distance of 800 km, the footprint
for the travel with long-distance trains (both ways) is:

Footprint (travel) = 2 × 800 km × 0.031 kgCO2e/km
= 49.6 kgCO2e .

• Hotel: For a conference from Monday to Friday, a hotel re-
servation of 5 nights with check-in on Sunday and check-
out on Friday is assumed. The footprint for the hotel room
is:

Footprint (hotel) = 5 nights
× 12 kgCO2e/night
= 60 kgCO2e .

• Venue: Assuming that the conference venue is occupied
for 8 hours on all 5 days of the conference, the footprint
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for the event venue is:

Footprint (venue) = 5 days × 0.19 kgCO2e/day
= 0.95 kgCO2e .

The total CO2 emission for this benchmark scenario is given
by the sum of the three contributions:

Total Footprint = Footprint(travel + hotel + venue)
= 49.6 kgCO2e + 60 kgCO2e + 0.95 kgCO2e
≈ 111 kgCO2e .

6.2. Flight travel within Europe

Considering the same scenario as in the previous benchmark,
but changing the mode of transport from train to flight, which
requires 1.5 hours for the same distance of 800 km one way, the
travel contribution increases to:

Footprint (travel) = 2 × 1.5 h × 130 kgCO2e/h
= 390 kgCO2e .

The change to flight as transport mode therefore yields a travel
footprint that is 5.4 times larger compared to travel by train.
The total footprint for the entire business trip in this case is
estimated as:

Total Footprint = 390 kgCO2e + 60 kgCO2e
+ 0.95 kgCO2e
≈ 451 kgCO2e .

To consider an example where travelling by train would not
be considered practical, another scenario for a person based in
Freiburg attending a conference lasting 5 days in Thessaloniki,
Greece is considered. A direct flight from Basel to Thessaloniki
takes about 2.5 hours for one way. This results in a travel con-
tribution of:

Footprint (travel) = 2 × 2.5 h × 130 kgCO2e/h
= 650 kgCO2e .

Taking the same contributions for hotel and venue calculated
in Section 6.1, the total footprint for the entire business trip in
this case is estimated as:

Total Footprint = 650 kgCO2e + 60 kgCO2e
+ 0.95 kgCO2e
≈ 711 kgCO2e .

6.3. Flight travel across continents

This benchmark scenario considers a person travelling to
Seoul (South Korea) from Freiburg for a summer school last-
ing 2 weeks. As in the previous benchmark scenarios, the three
contributions are estimated as follows:

• Travel: A one-way travel requires a long-distance train
from Freiburg to Frankfurt (275 km) followed by an
transcontinental flight from Frankfurt to Seoul (12 hours).
The footprint of the return trip is estimated as:

Footprint (travel) = 2 × (275 km × 0.031 kgCO2e/km
+ 12 h × 170 kgCO2e/h)
= 4097 kgCO2e .

• Hotel: For a summer school lasting 2 weeks, a Hotel reser-
vation of 14 nights is assumed. The footprint for the hotel
room is:

Footprint (hotel) = 14 nights
× 12 kgCO2e/night
= 168 kgCO2e .

• Venue: Assuming that the conference venue is occupied
for 8 hours on all 10 business days of the summer school,
the footprint for the event venue is:

Footprint (venue) = 10 days × 0.19 kgCO2e/day
= 1.9 kgCO2e .

The total footprint for the entire trip is estimated as:

Total Footprint = 4097 kgCO2e + 168 kgCO2e
+ 1.9 kgCO2e
≈ 4267 kgCO2e .

The duration of this trip is extended from the typical 5 day
duration observed in other scenarios to recognise that longer-
distance trips often require more justification to be funded, e.g.
longer educational programs. It must be noted however, that the
footprint of hotel stay and event venue remains small compared
to that of the travel itself. This implies that the carbon footprint
of a shorter trip would be similar as long as the footprint of
the flight travel is not compensated. Note that hotel and venue
footprints are based on German numbers and are assumed to
be valid in the international context as well. This assumption
might be refined in a future version of the Kyf calculator.

7. Professional footprint example

An example professional footprint of an early-career re-
searcher in Germany is calculated for a benchmark doctoral stu-
dent working on one of the large LHC experiments at CERN,
being employed by a university in Germany, which is supplied
with conventional electricity, medium computing level, where
the HPC also uses conventional electricity, and who does two
1-week trips in Germany by train (for example, a DPG spring
meeting and a national collaboration meeting), one flight travel
within Europe for a week (for example, a conference in Thes-
saloniki, Greece), and one two-week flight travel across con-
tinents (for example, a summer school in Seoul, South Korea)
during one particular year. The combined professional footprint
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is listed in Table 10, and shown in Figure 2, in comparison with
the personal footprint and the remaining carbon budget per per-
son per year, given the climate warming limitation goals dis-
cussed in Section 1.

Category Emissions [tCO2e ]

Large LHC experiment 11.91
University (German electricity mix) 1.54
Computing (medium) 1.91
Travel (2xT, 1xF(E), 1xF(C)) 5.20

Total 20.56

Table 10: Professional CO2 footprint of a benchmark doctoral researcher, work-
ing on one of the large LHC experiments, employed by a German university,
with medium computing usage level and two intra-Germany travels by train
(T), one intra-Europe flight travel (F(E)) and one cross-continental flight travel
(F(C)) per year.

Figure 2: Professional CO2 footprint of a benchmark doctoral researcher, work-
ing on one of the large LHC experiments, employed by a German university,
with medium computing usage level and travel as discussed in the text, in com-
parison with the average personal footprint in Germany, as well as the remain-
ing carbon budget per person per year of 1.7 tCO2e (4.8 tCO2e) for a maximum
temperature increase of 1.5 ◦C (2.0 ◦C).

The annual professional footprint of the benchmark doctoral
researcher amounts to 20.56 tCO2e, which can be compared to
the average private footprint of 10–11 tCO2e per person per year
in Germany [8, 9, 11]. The professional footprint is clearly
dominated by work in a large LHC experiment, followed by
travel. Work on a smaller HEP experiment using a green elec-
tricity supply or an astronomy experiment would have resulted
in a smaller experimental footprint, leaving the travel footprint
dominant. Several cross-continental business travels per year
also would result in a significantly larger travel footprint, turn-
ing it into the leading contribution. A high or extremely high us-
age computing level would significantly increase the computing
footprint, making it instead the leading contribution. Similarly,
employment at a research centre with larger laboratory facilities

could result in the institutional footprint becoming dominant.
For the benchmark doctoral researcher and several other

scenarios, the professional footprint thus exceeds the personal
footprint, both of which by far exceed the remaining carbon
budget per person per year of 1.7 tCO2e (4.8 tCO2e) for a max-
imum temperature increase of 1.5 ◦C (2.0 ◦C), as discussed in
Section 1 and displayed in Figure 2. It is therefore crucial, that
not only personal consumption patterns, including the societal
boundaries and incentives, are adjusted, but that also the way
research is performed is transformed towards a more sustain-
able and environmentally friendly practice. The Kyf calculator
provides a first idea for an individual researcher where these
transformations have to happen first and most urgently, such
that the biggest and easiest contributions are addressed first,
immediately followed by tackling the more challenging ones.
Environmental reports by universities, research centres, exper-
iments, computing centres, etc. provide key information for
this purpose, and should become mandatory as soon as pos-
sible, followed by action (plans) for the reduction of the car-
bon footprint. It is clear that changes towards a more sustain-
able research practice require resources, both financially and
personnel-wise. This fact needs to be considered by funding
agencies in their future decision-making. The costs for inac-
tion will eventually be higher than those for coordinated and
targeted action now.

8. Conclusions

Know your footprint is an essential early step in tackling cli-
mate change and for motivating sustainable behaviour. This
holds both in the personal as well as in professional life.

In an energy-hungry sector, such as High Energy Physics
(HEP) and related fields, awareness is key to start moving to-
wards a more sustainable research practice. The young High
Energy Physicists (yHEP) association launched the Know your
footprint (Kyf) campaign to evaluate the CO2-equivalent emis-
sions generated by HEP-related research.

In the four categories: Experiments, Institutes, Computing
and Travel, we have evaluated the carbon footprint of research
activities. A user-oriented tool is provided [10] to allow for
the simple evaluation of the professional footprint of an indi-
vidual researcher in, or associated to, Germany. The results
show that for various combinations, the professional footprint
significantly exceeds the personal footprint of an average cit-
izen in Germany, which already exceeds the maximal remain-
ing carbon budget per person per year, allowed for a maximum
temperature increase of 1.5 ◦C (2.0 ◦C), by factors of around 6
(around 2). Targeted and prompt action is therefore essential.
Every gram of CO2 saved makes a difference.

While it is encouraging to see a growing awareness among
individuals and institutions of their carbon footprint, our study
shows that significant work in the HEP-related research lies
before us. Given that the next 10–20 years will be crucial
to mitigate global warming, this work needs to start now.
Carbon-footprint accounting provides us with the data to shape
strategies and target measures in order to effectively reduce
our carbon footprint. Scientific research, starting now, needs
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to ensure that our pursuit of scientific and technological pro-
gress aligns harmoniously with a strong commitment to envir-
onmental sustainability.
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Appendix A. Digitisation of CERN scope 1 emissions

Numbers from the digitisation of the figure: CERN scope 1
emissions for 2017–2022 by category, from page 18 of the
CERN environmental report 2021–2022 [20], reproduced in
Figure A.3, can be found in Table A.11. The total scope 1
emissions from 2022 determined with PlotDigitizer [22]
agree within 0.05 % with the numerical value for the total 2022
scope 1 emissions stated in the environmental report. Given
resolution precision, this is considered sufficiently close.

Appendix B. Emissions from procurement

Procurement is a major source of emissions, in particular for
organisations such as a university, whose core functionalities:
research, teaching and knowledge transfer, can be assigned to
the services sector.

The procurement-related emissions by the University of
Freiburg, discussed in Section 4.1 and obtained from the en-
vironmental report 2019/2020 [34], are based on procurement
data from 2017, analysed in a master thesis [54], which is unfor-
tunately not available online. A subsequent report is accessible
in Ref. [55], for which the relevant figure has been reproduced.
Figure B.4 displays the scope 3 procurement distribution of the
categories Goods and services and Capital goods, contained in
Ref. [55]. The combined emissions listed as 15 100 tCO2e do

Figure A.3: CERN scope 1 emissions for 2017–2022 by category [20]. The
category Other includes air conditioning, electrical insulation, emergency gen-
erators and the fuel consumption of the CERN vehicle fleet.

not exactly equal the value of 14 486 tCO2e, quoted in the envir-
onmental report 2019/2020 by the University of Freiburg [34],
but are very close. The displayed split-up can therefore be seen
as representative of the value, quoted in the environmental re-
port 2019/2020.

Largest contributors to the emissions from procurement
are the categories: Chemicals (3700 tCO2e), Medical & Pre-
cision Instruments (3000 tCO2e), Furniture & Goods n.e.c.
(1700 tCO2e), and Machinery n.e.c. (1200 tCO2e), which
amount to about 64 % of the procurement-related emissions.

The large number of categories gives an idea of how difficult
it is to address the reduction of procurement-related emissions;
due to its large overall contribution, it remains critical though.
Two approaches are possible for this purpose: demand manage-
ment by the university, and green procurement. The choice of
the best approach might differ depending on the category.

Details on procurement-related emissions by CERN are
provided in the environmental report 2021–2022 [20]. The fig-
ure Emissions by procurement family 2021–2022 from page 23
of the CERN environmental report 2021–2022 [20] is repro-
duced in Figure B.5.

The largest contributors to procurement-related emissions in
2022 are the following categories: Civil engineering, building
and technical services, Permanent services on the CERN site,
and Mechanical engineering and raw materials. These could be
related to construction regarding buildings or machinery, which
can be seen either as part of the infrastructure of the acceler-
ator complex, usual construction and maintenance of buildings
of an organisation, or engineering work, which could also be
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Category Cumulative emissions [tCO2e ]

LHC experiments: Particle detection 101 981
LHC experiments: Detector cooling 152 444
Other experiments 172 923
Heating (gas+fuel) 181 857
Other 184 090

Total (specified in the report) 184 173

Table A.11: Digitised values for 2022 of the CERN scope 1 emissions, extracted with PlotDigitizer [22] from Figure A.3. The values correspond to the upper
edge of the bar including the specified category. The value for Other should therefore correspond to the total scope 1 emissions value specified in the CERN
environmental report 2021–2022 [20], listed under Total (specified in the report), which - given resolution precision - is sufficiently close.

Figure B.4: Distribution of scope 3 greenhouse gas emissions of the two cat-
egories Goods and services and Capital goods for the University of Freiburg in
2017 [55]. Construction is listed as separate scope 3 category for comparison,
but it is unclear which category in the environmental report 2019/2020 [34] this
has been added to.

performed at a university. It is not possible to explicitly assign
the procurement categories to the footprints of accelerators, ex-
periments, upgrade activities, or CERN as an institute.

A direct comparison of the procurement categories to those
of the University of Freiburg is not possible.

Appendix C. Emissions for various transportation modes

The German Federal Environtment Agency (Umweltbundes-
amt - UBA) provides a comparison of CO2 emissions for vari-
ous modes of transport per person per kilometre in a table on
their webpage [52]. This table represents the data collected for
2022 and is reproduced in Table C.12. For the calculation of
the average emission values, an average occupancy is also es-
timated to obtain a comparable value for an individual across
all modes of transport.

For the first version of the Kyf calculator, only long-distance
trains (Eisenbahn, Fernverkehr), long-distance buses (Linien-
bus, Fernverkehr) and personal car (Pkw) were considered.
The CO2 emissions for intra-Europe and transcontinental flights
were obtained from Ref. [11] in order to have the emission val-
ues corresponding to the duration of the flight rather than the

distance covered by it. This was considered to be more user-
friendly for the Kyf calculator. Other modes of transportation
listed in Table C.12 are primarily relevant for short-distance
commute and were therefore not incorporated in the first ver-
sion of the Kyf calculator. These could potentially be included
in future iterations.
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Abstract

Different dark matter (DM) candidates could have different types of DM-lepton and/or DM-

quark interactions. For direct detection experiments, this leads to diversity in the recoil spectra,

where both DM-electron and DM-nucleus scatterings may contribute. Furthermore, kinematic

effects such as those of the inelastic scattering can also play an important role in shaping the

recoil spectra. In this work, we systematically study signatures of the light exothermic inelastic

DM from the recoil spectra including both the DM-electron scattering and Migdal effect. Such

inelastic DM has mass around (sub-)GeV scale and the DM mass-splitting ranges from 1keV

to 30keV. We analyze the direct detection sensitivities to such light inelastic DM. For different

inelastic DM masses and mass-splittings, we find that the DM-electron recoil and Migdal effect can

contribute significantly and differently to the direct detection signatures. Hence, it is important to

perform combined analysis to include both the DM-electron recoil and Migdal effect. We further

demonstrate that this analysis has strong impacts on the cosmological and laboratory bounds for

the inelastic DM.
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1. Introduction

The origin and nature of dark matter (DM) have remained largely unknown so far after decades of

dedicated efforts through the direct, indirect and collider searches. Such detection methods depend on

how the DM interacts with the standard model (SM) particles. The DM models have provided various

DM-SM interactions and are under close inspection via distinct direct search strategies. The searches

for nuclear recoil (NR) have set stringent limits on the DM-nucleon scattering cross sections [1–5] on

the GeV-TeV scale DM. For lighter dark matter, the nuclear recoil energy falls below the detection

threshold. In contrast, an electron acquires much more recoil energy from its direct scattering with

light DM particles [6–9]. The electron recoil (ER) signal is thus an important target for searching

the (sub-)GeV DM candidates [10]. The electron recoil signal can also probe DM-nucleon interaction

through Migdal effect [11][12]. When the DM scatters with an atomic nucleus, the nucleus gains a

velocity relative to the electron cloud and may induce atomic ionization and excitation. For sub-

GeV DM, this process can generate keV-scale electron recoil signals that are detectable in the direct

detection experiments [13–18].

Conventionally, the DM-nucleon and DM-electron interactions are constrained independently. For

DM-nucleon spin-independent (SI) interactions, constraints are usually derived by assuming identical
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contributions from neutron and proton. This enhances the DM-nucleus scattering cross section by

a coherence factor of A2, where A is the number of nucleons. However, these assumptions may be

violated in various DM models. First, the DM particle in general may interact with both nucleons

and electrons. Second, the DM-neutron and DM-proton interactions may not be identical or coherent

within the nucleus, so they may induce a coherence factor other than A2, which will change not only

the overall DM-nucleon event rates, but also the relative strength between DM-electron and DM-

nucleon interactions. These may significantly change the constraints on different DM models.

Potential kinematic effects, such as those induced by exothermic inelastic dark matter [19–23],

may further complicate the direct detection signals. In such a scenario, the DM particles consist

of more than one mass eigenstates. The heavier eigenstate could be cosmologically stable when the

mass-splitting between it and the lightest state is O(keV) for GeV-scale DM. When a heavier DM

state scatters with a target atom, it converts to the lighter state and deposits energy from the mass-

splitting into the kinetic energy of final states. For GeV-scale DM much heavier than the electron,

such inelastic DM-electron scattering results in a peak-like ER spectrum. If the DM couples to both

the electron and nucleons, this signal can be comparable to the electron recoil signal from the Migdal

effect by DM-nucleus scatterings. Hence a joint analysis including both effects is important. The

recent direct detection experiments already published the electron recoil data with low threshold

and high sensitivity [6–8]. It is ideal to use these datasets and analyze such kinematic effects in DM

interactions.

In this work, we study direct detection signatures of the light exothermic inelastic DM with

keV-scale mass-splitting. Since electrons, neutrons, and protons may couple differently to the dark

sector, we consider various combinations of typical couplings in the present analysis. For each case,

we compute the inelastic DM-electron and DM-nucleus scattering rates, including the induced Migdal

effect. We demonstrate that the DM-electron scattering spectrum is highly dependent on the mass-

splitting, whereas the Migdal effect induced by DM-nucleus scattering is enhanced by the energy

injection from the de-excitation of the heavier DM state. We further derive the bounds for each case

by confronting the XENONnT ER data [7] and XENON1T S2-only data [9] with the joint effects of

DM-electron and DM-nucleon interactions. These results are then applied to concrete DM models.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present a generic effective theory formulation

of the light exothermic inelastic DM interactions. We consider both the DM-electron scattering and

DM-nucleus scattering with Migdal effect. For this we will present the benchmark scenarios of the

dark charge assignments. In Section 3, we study the electron recoil signatures from both the direct

DM-electron scattering and the Migdal effect (induced by DM-nucleus scattering). In Section 4, we

demonstrate how direct detection experiments (such as XENON1T and XENONnT) can constrain

the parameter space of the light inelastic DM. We present an explicit minimal model realization of the

light inelastic DM in Section 5, and analyze constraints from both the cosmological and laboratory

measurements. Finally, we conclude in Section 6.
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2. Inelastic Dark Matter Interactions for Exothermic Scattering

In this section, we present a generic effective theory formulation of the light inelastic DM interac-

tions. With this, we will study the interplay between the DM-nucleon and DM-electron interactions.

We consider a two-component dark matter with a mass-splitting ∆m. We denote the lighter

(heavier) component X (X ′) for scalar dark matter and χ (χ′) for fermionic dark matter. Here X

and X ′ are real scalar fields and form a complex scalar X̂ ≡ (X+ iX ′)/
√
2 in the limit ∆m→ 0.

Similarly, χ and χ′ are Weyl spinors and can form a pseudo-Dirac spinor χ̂ ≡ (χ1, χ
†
2)

T , where

χ1,2 ≡ (χ ∓ χ′)/
√
2 . When the situation is not sensitive to the spin-statistics of the DM, we will

only use the notation (X, X ′) for both the scalar and fermionic DM. Consider that the DM particles

interact with the visible sector through a vector mediator whose effect can be described by the generic

dimension-6 effective operators at low energy,

O =
c

M2
JXµJ

µ
vis , (2.1)

where the mediator mass M serves as the cutoff scale and the operator O is invariant under the SM

gauge group. In the above, we denote the dark current JXµ for scalar DM (X, X ′), and this notation

is replaced by Jχµ for the fermionic DM (χ, χ′). The two dark currents J µ
X and J µ

χ take the following

forms:

J µ
X = i(X̂∗∂µX̂−X̂∂µX̂∗) = (X ′∂µX−X ′∂µX), (2.2a)

J µ
χ = χ̂γµχ̂ = i(χ′†σ̄µχ−χ†σ̄µχ

′). (2.2b)

The mass-splitting between the dark components can be induced by the spontaneous symmetry-

breaking mechanism that generates the mass of the vector mediator. This will be shown by a concrete

UV completion model in Sec. 5. The current for the visible sector can be separated into leptonic and

hadronic parts, Jµ
vis=Jµ

ℓ +Jµ
q , and takes the general form:

Jµ
ℓ = cLL̄γ

µL+ ceēRγ
µeR , (2.3a)

Jµ
q = cQQ̄γµQ+ cuūRγ

µuR + cdd̄Rγ
µdR , (2.3b)

where (cL, ce) and (cQ, cu, cd) denote respectively the lepton and quark couplings to the vector

mediator. For the direct detection analysis, we express the general currents (2.3) for electron and

(u, d)-quarks as follows:

Jµ
e = cVe ēγ

µe+ cAe ēγ
µγ5e , (2.4a)

Jµ
q = cVq q̄γ

µq + cAq q̄γ
µγ5q , (2.4b)

where the quark field q= u, d. Hereafter, we will only consider the vector current of quarks in the

DM-nucleon scattering for the following reasons. The nuclear expectation value of the quark axial

current is proportional to the spin fractions in the target nucleus [24] and is much smaller than the

nuclear expectation value of the quark vector current in general cases because the latter is enhanced

by the number of nucleons. Besides, the DM current in the effective operator is chosen to be a vector
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current, and its couplings with quark (electron) axial currents only contribute to the DM-nucleus

(electron) scattering amplitudes with terms suppressed by the small DM-velocity. Hence, we will

work at the leading order of the small momentum transfer and neglect the quark or electron axial

current in the direct detection analysis. The DM-quark interaction matches to the spin-independent

DM-nucleon interactions [25]:
c

M2
JXµ(qp p̄γ

µp+ qnn̄γ
µn) , (2.5)

where the coupling coefficients (dark charges) for protons and neutrons are qp=2cVu+ cVd and qn=

cVu+2cVd . In the limit of ∆m→ 0 , the DM-nucleon scattering cross section for X ′+(n, p)→X+(n, p)

can be expressed as

σn,p ≃
|c|2q2n,pµ2

n,p

πM4
=

4αq2n,pµ
2
n,p

Λ4
, (2.6)

where µn,p = mn,pmX/(mn,p+mX) is the reduced mass. In the second step of Eq.(2.6), we have

defined an effective cutoff scale Λ≡M (e/|c|)
1
2 , where α=e2/4π denotes the fine structure constant

and e is the unit of electric charge. Then, the DM-nucleus (N) spin-independent scattering cross

section takes the form:

σN ≃
4αq2Nµ2

N

Λ4
, (2.7)

where the DM-nucleus effective coupling qN (A,Z) =Zqp + (A−Z)qn [25][26][27], and the reduced

mass µN =mNmX/(mN +mX). The quantities A and Z denote the nucleon number and the electric

charge of the nucleus, whereas mN denotes the nucleus mass. We can ignore the nuclear form factor

because for the parameter space considered in the present study, the momentum transfer in a DM-

nucleus scattering is always small as compared to the inverse of the nuclear radius. We can also

ignore the nuclear excitations as the energy transfer is relatively small. In parallel, the DM-electron

scattering cross section is given by

σe ≃ 4αq2eµ
2
e

Λ4
, (2.8)

where the dark charge of electron is qe= cVe . For the case mX ≫ me , the reduced mass is µe≃ me .

Taking the ratio of cross sections of Eqs.(2.7)-(2.8), we have

σe
σN

≃
(

qeµe

qNµN

)2
. (2.9)

Eq.(2.9) shows that the interplay between DM-electron scattering and (spin-independent) DM-

nucleus scattering can be encoded into the charge ratio between qe and qn,p . Although this work

is motivated by studying a dark sector with a vector mediator, the parameterization of the signal

cross sections (σe, σn, σp) applies to general spin-independent interactions. Hence, the analysis of

the electron recoil spectrum in the following sections can be applied to other models with modified

matching conditions between quark-level and nucleon-level interactions. In the following, we will con-

sider several benchmark combinations of qe,n,p=0,±1 as shown in Table 1. Note that the sign of qe

does not affect the signals. In the same table, we also indicate the corresponding colored curve for

each scenario as to be shown in the figures presenting the electron recoil spectra of Section 4. The
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Benchmark Scenarios (e). (qe, qn, qp) = (1, 0, 0), (black solid)

(a). (qe, qn, qp) = (0, 0, 1), (green dashed) (f). (qe, qn, qp) = (1, 0, 1), (green solid)

(b). (qe, qn, qp) = (0, 1, 0), (blue dashed) (g). (qe, qn, qp) = (1, 1, 0), (blue solid)

(c). (qe, qn, qp) = (0, 1, 1), (red dashed) (h). (qe, qn, qp) = (1, 1, 1), (red solid)

(d). (qe, qn, qp) = (0, 1,−1), (purple dashed) (i). (qe, qn, qp) = (1, 1,−1), (purple solid)

Table 1: Benchmark scenarios with different dark charge assignments of (qe, qn, qp) as discussed in
text, which correspond to the colored curves (indicated in this Table) as shown the relevant figures.
The charges are expressed as (qe, qn, qp) = (cVe , 2c

V
u+cVd , c

V
u+2cVd ).

benchmark scenarios (a)-(d) have qe = 0, so the electron recoil signal arises only from the Migdal

effect of DM-nucleus scattering. The benchmark (e) has qn,p = 0 and its signal comes exclusively

from the DM-electron scattering. For benchmarks (f)-(j), the signals arise from both DM-nucleus and

DM-electron scattering.

3. Electron Recoil Signals from Exothermic Inelastic Dark Matter

In this section, we proceed to discuss the electron recoil signals of exothermic inelastic DM

scattering, in which a heavier DM component X ′ de-excites to a lighter component X, and deposits

the energy from the mass-splitting into the kinetic energy of the final states. The electron recoil

signatures may arise from direct DM-electron scattering or from the Migdal effect following the

DM-nucleon scattering.

3.1. Inelastic DM-Electron Scattering

For the present study of the inelastic DM-electron scattering, we have mX ≫me and pX ≫ pe .

Thus, the range of momentum transfer lies in the range, q−⩽ q ⩽q+, with

q±
mX

=

∣∣∣∣∣vDM ±

√
v2DM− 2

(
ER−∆m

mX

)∣∣∣∣∣ , (3.1)

where vDM stands for the DM velocity [20]. As shown in [22][28][29], the atomic form factors are

peaked at q∼O(10keV). Thus, most of the observed events satisfy q−<O(10keV), which constrain

the width of the electron recoil signal:

|ER−∆m| < vDM×O(10keV) ∼ 0.01keV. (3.2)

This means that the electron recoil spectrum is sharply peaked at ER =∆m .

The differential event rate of the DM-electron scattering with respect to the recoil energy ER is

given by [10][22]:

dRER

dER

=
ρDM

mX

σe
8m2

e

∫
d3v

f(v⃗+v⃗e)

v

∑
n,ℓ

1

ER−Enℓ

∫
dq q|fnℓ(ER, q)|2, (3.3)
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where ρDM≃0.3GeV/cm3 is the local DM density, f(v⃗) the local DM velocity distribution function in

the galactic frame, v⃗e the velocity of Earth, Enℓ the energy level of atomic electron, and |fnℓ(ER, q)|2

the atomic form factor. Here for simplicity we assume that the local DM consists of only the heavier

DM component.

With the approximation that the out-going electron behaves like free plane wave [10][22], the

atomic form factor can be estimated as

|fnℓ|2 =
2ℓ+1

2π3

me(ER−Enℓ)

q

∫ k+

k−

dk k|χnℓ(k)|2 , (3.4)

where the momenta k± = |
√
2me(ER−Enℓ) ± q| and χnℓ denotes the radial wave function. In this

work, we adopt the numerical results for the radial wave functions given in [30]. Beyond the plane

wave approximation, the wave function of the ionized electron is affected by the attractive potential

near the nucleus. This induces an additional enhancement to the above plane wave approximation,

similar to the Sommerfeld enhancement. Following [10], we multiply |fnℓ|2 by a Fermi factor which

takes the following form in the non-relativistic limit,

FFermi =
2πη

1− e−2πη
, (3.5)

where η = Zeffαme/
√
2me(ER−Enℓ) with Zeff=1.

The DM velocity is assumed to follow a Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution in the galactic frame

and truncated at the galactic escape velocity, vesc ≃ 0.00181 [31],

f(v) ∝

{
exp(−v2/v20)− exp(−v2esc/v

2
0), v ⩽ vesc ,

0, v > vesc ,
(3.6)

where v0 ≃ ve ≃ 0.00073 is the circular speed of the solar system around the galactic center. The

minimum DM velocity for a scattering event to occur with electron recoil energy ER and momentum

transfer q is given by vmin= |q2+2mX(ER−∆m)|/(2qmX). Since the integral

ξ(ER, q) ≡
∫ ∞

vmin

d3v
f(v⃗ + v⃗e)

v
(3.7)

has an analytic form [31, 32] as a function of the recoil energy ER and momentum transfer q , it is

practically more convenient to evaluate the following integral for the recoil spectrum,

dRER

dER

=
ρDM

mX

σe
8m2

e

∑
n,ℓ

1

ER−Enℓ

∫
dq q ξ(ER, q)|fnℓ(ER, q)|2 . (3.8)

3.2. Inelastic DM-Nucleus Scattering

For the inelastic DM-nucleus scattering with mX≪mN , we can approximate q ∼mXvDM and

ENR ∼ q2

mN

+
mX

mN

∆m. (3.9)
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Its contribution to the electron recoil is further suppressed by a quenching factor L ,

ENR→ER = LENR . (3.10)

As will be discussed in Section 4, for the present study we focus on the case with DM mass range

(0.1−10)GeV, thus the ENR→ER contributions are always below the detection threshold, whereas the

direct nuclear recoil signals are significant only when mX is large.

In a DM-nucleus scattering event, the recoiled nucleus acquires a small velocity relative to its

surrounding electron cloud; this may lead to ionization of electrons in the outer orbits, as described

by the Migdal effect [11][12]. Exothermic scattering may enhance the Migdal effect [21][33][34] by

releasing the extra energy ∆m into the ionized atomic electrons,

1

2
µNv2DM +∆m =

1

2
µNv′2 + EER , (3.11)

where vDM is the DM velocity in the laboratory frame, v′ the relative velocity after scattering, and

EER =Enℓ+Ee the total electronic energy release, including the atomic ionization energy Enℓ and

the kinetic energy of the ionized electron Ee . The kinematics determines the nuclear recoil energy,

ENR =
µ2
Nv2DM

mN

[
1+

∆m−EER

µNv2DM

−

√
1+

2(∆m−EER)

µNv2DM

cosθ

]
, (3.12)

where θ is the scattering angle in the center-of-mass frame. For a given EER>∆m, there is a minimal

DM velocity imposed by kinematics,

vmin
DM =

√
2(EER−∆m)

µN
. (3.13)

We see that the minimal DM velocity is reduced due to the energy release ∆m. The inelastic scattering

is always kinematically allowed so long as EER⩽∆m since this condition removes the lower bound

(3.13) on vDM.

The differential electron recoil rate of the Migdal effect per unit target mass with respect to EER

is related to the nuclear recoil rate,

dRMIGD

dEER
≃
∫
dENRdv

 dRNR

dENRdv

∑
n,ℓ

1

2π

dP c
qe
(n, ℓ→Ee)

dEER

, (3.14)

where P c
qe
(n, ℓ→Ee) is the probability of exciting an electron of level-(n, ℓ) to a free electron with

kinetic energy Ee [12]. The momentum transfer to the excited Migdal electron is qe= 2m2
eENR/mN .

Note that here 1/qe is much larger than the typical orbital radius of the atomic electron, and thus

P c
qe
∝ q2e [12]. Hence, the enhanced qe due to the exothermic scattering with DM enhances the

excitation probability. The differential nuclear recoil rate per unit target mass is given by

dRNR

dENRdv
≃

ρDM

mX

σXe

2µ2
N

f(v+ve)

v
. (3.15)
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The nuclear recoil also contributes to the detected electronic energy Edet= LENR+EER , where

L ≈ 0.15 is the quenching factor parametrizing the transfer of nuclear recoil energy to the measurable

electronic excitations. For the sub-GeV DM and an electron recoil detection threshold around 0.1 keV,

the contribution from the quenching of nuclear recoil would be negligible. Nevertheless, we include

this effect in our numerical analysis.

4. Limits from Direct Detection Experiments

In this section, using published data from the DM direct detection experiments, we analyze the

electron recoil spectrum described in Section 3 and derive constraints on the inelastic DM.We consider

the light inelastic DM in the mass range (0.1−10)GeV with a mass-splitting around (1−30) keV in

the following analysis.

4.1. Constraints by XENONnT Electron Recoil Data

The XENONnT experiment recently published the low-energy electron recoil data from its first

science run [7]. The data can be used to set bounds on the scale Λ for the inelastic interaction

introduced in Section 2. We extract the electron recoil data, background model B0, and detection

efficiency feff(E) from Ref. [7]. The detector smearing of the electron recoil spectrum is approximated

by a skew-Gaussian distribution [35],

f(Ed, E) =
1√
2π w

e−
(Ed−ξ)2

2w2

[
1+ erf

(
α
Ed−ξ√

2w

)]
, (4.1)

where E is the physical energy, Ed the detected energy, and

α(E) = 2.41E−0.30 , (4.2a)

w(E) = 0.374
√
E + 0.005E , (4.2b)

ξ(E) = E −
√

2

π

αw√
1+α2

. (4.2c)

The function α(E) should not be confused with the fine structure constant α= e2/4π used in this

paper. Thus, the event number detected per keV per ton-year is given by

dN

dEd

= NT

∫
dR

dER

f(Ed, ER)feff(ER)dER , (4.3)

where NT is the number of target xenon atoms per ton, ER the (physical) recoil energy and E

the detected energy. The physical rate dR/dER for DM-electron scattering and the Migdal effect are

given in Eqs.(3.8) and (3.14), respectively. Given that the DM mass mX⩽10GeV, the mass-splitting

∆m⩽ 30 keV, and the quenching factor L= 0.15 [cf. Eq.(3.10)], the nuclear recoil contribution to

the electron recoil data [as shown in Eq.(3.10)] is below the detection threshold and thus can be

neglected.
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Figure 1: Electron recoil signals for XENONnT detection as induced by the inelastic DM scattering. The
solid curves arise from the Migdal effect, and the dashed curves are contributed by the DM-electron scattering.
We set the cutoff scale Λ = 500GeV, and choose the dark charges (qe, qn, qp) = (1, 1,−1). Plot-(a): The
input mass-splitting is set as ∆m=10keV. The (red, blue, green) curves present results for the DM mass
mX = (0.1, 1, 10)GeV, respectively. Plot-(b): The input DM mass is set as mX =1GeV. The (red, blue, green)
curves present results for ∆m = (5, 15, 25)keV, respectively.

In Fig. 1, we present the predicted electron recoil spectra for XENONnT detector. (The color of

each curve in this figure is not related to those for the benchmark scenarios defined in Table 1 of

Section 2.) We see that the shape and position of the spectrum generated by the Migdal effect are

almost fixed, whereas the overall normalization depends on the DM mass mX and mass-splitting

∆m. As for the signals from the DM-electron scattering, their heights are proportional to 1/mX due

to the local DM number density, and their shapes are always a sharp peak around ∆m. This shows

that for larger DM mass, the Migdal effect gives the leading contribution to the electron recoil events,

while for smaller DM mass, the DM-electron scattering becomes dominant.

Throughout this analysis, we do not fluctuate the background, because its normalization is fixed

by the electron recoil data at ER=(0−140) keV, far beyond the range affected by DM scattering. We

calculate the χ2 value for the background model B0 [7] with ER⩽ 30 keV and obtain χ2
bkg=19.84.

Thus, at the 95%C.L., we set χ2 ⩽ 19.84 + 3.84, which corresponds to one degree of freedom (the

free parameter Λ). We plot the resulting limits in Fig. 2. The (top,middle, bottom) rows correspond

to the DM mass mX = (10, 1, 0.1)GeV, respectively. For each selected mX , we present the limits

on the cross sections of the DM-electron (DM-nucleon) scattering in the left (right) panels, and

the corresponding limits on the cutoff scale Λ. The color of each curve matches the corresponding

benchmark scenario as defined in Table 1 of Section 2.

The different impacts from the DM-electron scattering and from the Migdal effect can be seen

by comparing the black curve (with qn= qp=0) to the colored curves (with qn ̸=0 and/or qp ̸=0) in

the left panels of Fig. 2. We note that some exclusion contours are smooth curves whereas others are

twisty curves. The smoother ones correspond to the scenarios with the Migdal effect dominating the

signal, i.e., when the DM mass is large (in the top panels except the black curve) and/or qe=0 (the

dashed curves). This is because in such cases the shape of the total electron recoil spectrum is almost
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Figure 2: Limits on the DM-electron and DM-nucleon scattering cross sections from the XENONnT ER
data, presented in the left and right panels respectively. The panels from top to bottom correspond to the
DM masses mX = (10, 1, 0.1)GeV. The color of each curve matches the corresponding benchmark scenario
(as indicated) in Table 1 (Section 2), i.e., dashed curves for qe = 0 and solid curves for qe = 1, whereas green
curves for (qn, qp) = (0, 1), blue curves for (qn, qp) = (1, 0), red curves for (qn, qp) = (1, 1), purple curves for
(qn, qp)=(1,−1), and black curves for (qn, qp)=(0, 0). The region above each curve is exceluded.
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Figure 3: Limits on the DM-electron and DM-nucleon scattering cross sections from the XENONnT ER data,
presented in the left and right panels respectively. The upper (lower) panels correspond to ∆m=3keV (30keV).
The color of each curve matches the corresponding benchmark scenario (as indicated) in Table 1 (Section 2),
i.e., dashed curves for qe=0 and solid curves for qe=1, whereas green curves for (qn, qp)=(0, 1), blue curves
for (qn, qp) = (1, 0), red curves for (qn, qp) = (1, 1), purple curves for (qn, qp) = (1,−1), and black curves for
(qn, qp)=(0, 0). In plots (b) and (d), the gray curves from top to bottom correspond to Λ=(0.2, 0.5, 1.0)TeV,
respectively. In all plots the region above each curve is excluded.
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fixed, and the height of the peak is a smooth function of ∆m. Since most Migdal events are in the

region of ER<3keV, a low detection threshold for electron recoil is crucial to its detection. On the

other hand, when DM-electron scattering is dominant (the solid curves in the bottom panels or the

black curves), the total electron recoil spectrum has peak-like structure whose peak positions depend

on ∆m. Thus, the fluctuations among the data bins make each contour curve exhibit a distinctive

twisty shape. A sufficiently high resolution in the electron recoil detection is required to determine

the mass-spiltting ∆m.

We see that the Migdal effect generally dominates the recoil signals for mX ≳ 1GeV (top and

middle panels of Fig. 2) if the DM couples to nucleons. Even for smaller mX , the Migdal effect can

still be significant if the mass-splitting ∆m is large and increases the electron ionization probability

through the enhanced energy release to electrons. This feature is evident in Fig. 3. For large mass-

splitting such as ∆m = 30 keV in Fig. 3(c)-(d), the DM-electron scattering contribution is always

subleading, so that the colored curves (qn ̸=0 and/or qp ̸=0) always give much stronger constraints

than the black curve (qn = qp = 0) in Fig. 3(c), and the differences between dashed curves (qe= 0)

and solid curves (qe=1) in Fig. 3(d) is negligible. In Fig. 3(a)-(b) with ∆m=3keV, the DM-electron

scattering becomes dominant for mX≲1GeV. This makes the colored curves coincide with the black

one in the region mX ≲ 1GeV of Fig. 3(a), whereas large differences between the dashed and solid

curves appear in the region mX ≲ 1GeV of Fig. 3(b). Such observation signifies the necessity of

analyzing the contributions of both DM-electron and DM-nucleus scattering simultaneously because

it is nontrivial to determine the relative impacts of the two contributions.

4.2. Constraints by S2-Only Data of XENON1T

The S2-only data of XENON1T [9] can also set non-trivial constraints on the DM models. In

this study, we use the datasets, response matrices, and background models provided by XENON1T

collaboration [9]. According to [9], we will use the ER data and CEvNS background models for the

present analysis, whereas the cathode backgrounds is ignored.

The physical spectra of the electron recoil events include the DM-electron scattering and the

Migdal effect, which are given by Eqs. (3.8) and (3.14) respectively. To extract the S2 signals, we first

apply the energy cutoff at 0.186 keV, and then convert the physical event rate to the binned S2 rate

using the response matrix. In Fig. 4, we present a sample of the predicted S2 rates for the XENON1T

detector with DM mass values, mX=(0.1, 1, 10)GeV, respectively. Here the color of each curve does

not correspond to the benchmark models (a)-(i) defined in Table 1. Note that the maximum S2 area

is 3000 PE which translates to about 4 keV, thus for the current analysis of this subsection the DM

mss-splitting ∆m varies in the range (0.1−5) keV.

The nuclear recoil contribution is always negligible for mX = 0.1GeV and mX = 1GeV, with a

detection threshold of O(keV). As for mX =10GeV, the nuclear recoil signal is significant and the

XENON1T collaboration has derived a bound, σN <4×10−45cm2 for the elastic DM case [9]. For the
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Figure 4: Recoil signals from inelastic DM scattering by using the XENON1T S2-only data. The solid
curves present contributions by the Migdal effect, and the dashed curves are given by contributions from
the DM-electron scattering. We set the cutoff scale Λ = 500GeV, and choose the dark charges (qe, qn, qp) =
(1, 1,−1). Plot-(a): The mass-splitting is set as ∆m = 3keV. The (red, blue, green) curves correspond to
mX=(0.1, 1, 10)GeV, respectively. Plot-(b): The DM mass is set as mX =1GeV. The (red, blue, green) curves
correspond to ∆m=(1, 3, 5)keV, respectively.

inelastic DM case with ∆m<5keV, we always have

mX

mN

∆m < keV, and
∆m

mXv2DM

< 1. (4.4)

This implies that the contribution from ∆m to nuclear recoil is always below the threshold and sub-

dominant as compared to the contribution from the kinetic energy of the incoming DM particle. Thus,

the bound set by the XENON1T experiment [9] should remain unchanged for the case of ∆m<5 keV.

To derive the constraint for each model and each parameter set of (mX ,∆m), we choose a custom

S2 region of interest (ROI) before analyzing the search data of XENON1T. As required in Ref. [9],

the lower (upper) end of an ROI must lie between the 5th and 60th (40th and 95th) percentile of

the S2 spectrum to contain sufficient signals, and should never be below 150PE. We first scan over

all such ROIs on the training dataset and determine the optimized ROI that gives the lowest bound.

Then, we apply this ROI on the search dataset (which is independent of the training dataset). The

exclusion region (at 95%C.L.) for the parameter θ of a general probabilistic model is determined by

the formula:

p(θ) ≡
nobs∑
n=0

µ(θ)n

n!
e−µ(θ) ⩽ 0.05 , (4.5)

where µ is the expected event number in the chosen ROI including the background and signal

events, and nobs denotes the observed event number in the chosen ROI. In the excluded region,

the probability that more events would have been produced than what are actually observed (i.e.,

n> nobs) is above 95%. For our scenario under consideration, there is only one free parameter θ = Λ .

In Fig. 5, we present the results from analyzing the XENON1T S2-only data with inputs of

mX=(0.1, 1, 10)GeV, respectively. The plots are arranged in the same way as in Fig. 2. In addition,

we derive the constraints for ∆m= 3keV over the DM mass range of 0.1GeV ⩽ mX ⩽ 10GeV, as
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Figure 5: Limits on the DM-electron cross section (left panels) and on the DM-nucleon scattering cross
sections (right panels) by using XENON1T S2-only data. The plots from top to bottom choose the DM mass
mX = {10, 1, 0.1}GeV, respectively. The color of each curve matches the corresponding benchmark scenario
(as indicated) in Table 1 (Section 2), i.e., dashed curves for qe = 0 and solid curves for qe = 1, whereas green
curves for (qn, qp) = (0, 1), blue curves for (qn, qp) = (1, 0), red curves for (qn, qp) = (1, 1), purple curves for
(qn, qp)=(1,−1), and black curves for (qn, qp)=(0, 0). The region above each curve is excluded. The red dotted
curve in plot-(b) is taken from Ref. [9]. It shows the 90%C.L. upper limit on spin-independent DM-nucleon
cross section by NR signals at mX =10GeV.
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Figure 6: Limits on the DM-electron cross section (left panel) and on the DM-nucleon scattering cross sections
(right panel) by using XENON1T S2-only data. The color of each curve matches the corresponding benchmark
scenario (as indicated) in Table 1 (Section 2), i.e., dashed curves for qe=0 and solid curves for qe=1, whereas
green curves for (qn, qp)= (0, 1), blue curves for (qn, qp)= (1, 0), red curves for (qn, qp)= (1, 1), purple curves
for (qn, qp) = (1,−1), and black curves for (qn, qp) = (0, 0). In plot-(b), the gray curves from top to bottom
correspond to Λ=(0.2, 0.5, 1.0)TeV, respectively. The red dotted curve is taken from Ref. [9]. It stands for the
90%C.L. upper limit on spin-independent DM-nucleon cross section given by NR signals. In both plots the
region above each curve is excluded.

shown in Fig. 6. We see that the same pattern appears as in the results from the XENONnT ER

data, namely, the dashed curves are smooth, whereas for small DM mass mX the solid curves are

twisty. Because the S2-only event numbers of XENON1T are much smaller than that in the ER data

of XENONnT, the statistic fluctuations are more significant. This also leads to the non-smoothness

of the ROI choices, which further enlarges the fluctuations in these curves.1 As we have confirmed,

the Migdal effect is more important than DM-electron scattering for larger mX and/or larger ∆m.

The red dotted curves in Fig. 5(b) and Fig. 6(b) are the 90%C.L. upper limit on spin-independent

DM-nucleon cross section taken from Ref. [9]. We use red color for the dotted curves because this limit

corresponds to the qn= qp=1 case. This limit is determined solely by elastic nuclear recoil signals,

which is neglected in this study. As discussed in Eq. (4.4), the limits are unchanged for inelastic

DM with ∆m<5 keV. In Fig. 6(b) we see that this limit gets weakened rapidly as mX decreases. In

consequence, for larger DM mass (mX≳5GeV), the nuclear recoil signals dominates over that of the

electron recoils, whereas for mX≲5GeV, the nuclear recoil effects are negligible.

5. Probing Inelastic DM with Dark Photon Mediator

Based upon the above model-independent study, we further construct an inelastic DM model

with dark photon mediator via kinetic mixing, which can exhibit the features as we studied in the

previous sections. Then, we systematically derive the cosmological bounds and laboratory bounds on

1Most notably in Fig. 5(f), for 2keV≲∆m ≲ 4keV, the ROIs for the solid curves (chosen by the training dataset)
are in regions with higher S2 area. The search dataset in this region contains slightly more observed events above the
backgrounds and imposes weaker limits than the dashed curves, whose ROIs are in the regions with lower S2 area which
contains zero events in the search dataset [9].
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this minimal inelastic DM model.

5.1. Model Realization: Inelastic DM with Dark Photon Mediator

In this model the SM is extended with a dark U(1)X gauge group, which connects to the SM

through kinetic mixing between the dark U(1)X gauge field Ā′
µ and the SM U(1)Y gauge field Bµ .

Thus, the kinematic terms of the dark U(1)X and the SM U(1)Y are given by

L ⊃ − 1

4
Ā′

µνĀ′µν− 1

4
BµνB

µν− κ

2
Ā′

µνB
µν , (5.1)

where the dark gauge field strength Ā′
µν=∂µĀ

′
ν−∂νĀ

′
µ . The dark U(1)X gauge group is spontaneously

broken by the vacuum expectation values (VEVs) of two singlet scalar fields S and ϕ,

∆L ⊃ |DµS|2+M2
S |S|2−λS |S|4+|Dµϕ|2−M2

ϕ|ϕ|2+
(
λSϕS

3ϕ+ h.c.
)
, (5.2)

where the dark charges of S and ϕ are 1/3 and −1, respectively. This generates a mass term for Ā′
µ

through the Higgs mechanism,

m2
Ā′ = 2g2X

(
v2ϕ + 1

9 v
2
S

)
, (5.3)

where gX is the U(1)X coupling, and the VEVs are vS =MS/
√

2λS and vϕ=λSϕv
3
S/M

2
ϕ . Taking

Mϕ≫vS , we have vϕ≪vS . This further gives, m
Ā′ ≃

√
2gXvS/3 and vϕ= 27λSϕm

3
Ā′/(2

√
2g3XM2

ϕ).

After the spontaneous breaking of the electroweak gauge group SU(2)L⊗U(1)Y , the neutral

gauge boson component W 3
µ of SU(2)L and the U(1)Y gauge boson Bµ form their mass eigenstates,

Āµ = Bµ cos θW +W 3
µ sin θW and Z̄µ = W 3

µ cos θW −Bµ sin θW , where θW is the weak mixing angle.

Thus, including the W 3
µ part and all mass terms, we can rewrite the kinetic terms (5.1) as follows:

L ⊃− 1

4
Ā′

µνĀ′µν− 1

4
ĀµνĀµν− 1

4
Z̄µνZ̄µν− κ

2
Ā′

µν

(
ĀµνcosθW−Z̄µνsinθW

)
+

1

2
m2

Ā′Ā
′
µĀ

′µ +
1

2
M2

Z̄Z̄µZ̄
µ , (5.4)

where the gauge field strengths Āµν=∂µĀν− ∂νĀµ and Z̄µν=∂µZ̄ν− ∂νZ̄µ . Then, we can write the

interaction terms of the gauge fields (Ā′
µ, Āµ, Z̄µ) with matter currents:

LInt ⊃ gXĀ′
µJ

µ
X + eĀµJ

µ
em +

g

cosθW
Z̄µJ

µ
Z , (5.5)

where Jµ
X is the dark current as in Eq. (2.1), Jµ

em the electromagnetic current, and Jµ
Z the weak

neutral current.

To diagonalize these kinetic mixing terms and mass terms in Eq.(5.4), we transform the gauge

fields from the basis (Ā′
µ, Āµ, Z̄µ) to the non-mixing mass-eigenbasis (A′

µ, Aµ, Zµ). For the present

study, we consider kinetic mixing parameter κ ≲ O(10−3) and dark photon mass m
Ā′ ≲ O(GeV).

Thus, to the leading order of the mixing parameter κ and the mass ratio m2
Ā′/M

2
Z̄
, we derive

Ā′
µ

Āµ

Z̄µ

 ≃


1 0 κsW

−κcW 1 0

−m2
Ā′

M2
Z̄

κsW 0 1


A′

µ

Aµ

Zµ

, (5.6)
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where we denote (sW , cW )=(sin θW , cos θW ). Accordingly, we derive the mass spectrum of the neutral

gauge bosons (A′
µ, Aµ, Zµ) as follows:

mA′ ≃ mĀ′

(
1+κ2c2W

)1
2 , mA = 0 , M2

Z ≃ MZ̄

(
1+κ2s2W

)1
2 . (5.7)

After the diagonalization of the gauge bosons, the interaction Lagrangian (5.5) becomes:

LInt ⊃ gX
(
A′

µ+ κsWZµ

)
Jµ
X + e

(
Aµ− κcWA′

µ

)
Jµ
em

+
g

cW

(
Zµ−

m2
Ā′

M2
Z̄

κsWA′
µ

)
Jµ
Z +O(κ2) , (5.8)

In the following, we define ϵ = κ cos θW as the mixing parameter.

The inelastic DM consists of two nearly degenerate long-lived states. These states can be formu-

lated by either a pseudo-complex scalar X̂=(X+iX ′)/
√
2 or a pseudo-Dirac spinor χ̂=(χ1, χ

†
2)

T ,

which are charged under the dark gauge group U(1)X with dark charge +1 for X̂ or dark charge +1
2

for χ̂ . (This means that the Weyl spinors χ1 and χ2 have dark charges +1
2 and −1

2 respectively.)

The mass-splitting ∆m between the two DM components can be generated naturally by a seesaw

mechanism. For the scalar dark matter X̂, the DM Lagrangian takes the following form:

∆LDM ⊃ |DµX̂|2−m2
X̂
|X̂|2− λX |X̂|4+

(
λδX̂

2ϕ2+h.c.
)

− λXϕ|X̂|2|ϕ|2− λXS |X̂|2|S|2 . (5.9)

The DM mass is mainly determined by the DM quadratic mass term and the DM couplings to |S|2

and |ϕ|2, so the DM mass term is given by

∆LDM ⊃ − 1
2

(
m2

X̂
+λXSv

2
S+λXϕv

2
ϕ

)
(X2+X ′2)+λδv

2
ϕ (X

2−X ′2)

= − 1
2 m

2
X(X2+X ′2) + 1

2 δm
2(X2−X ′2) , (5.10)

where the mass parameters mX =(m2
X̂
+λXSv

2
S+λXϕv

2
ϕ)

1/2 and δm2 = 2λδv
2
ϕ ≪ m2

X . The mass-

splitting ∆mX between the two DM components is determined by the unique quartic interaction

X̂2ϕ2 which gives rise to the mass-squared difference δm2 , as shown above. Since vϕ≪ vS ,mX and

thus δm2≪m2
X , we have

mX,X′ ≃ mX ∓ δm2

2mX

. (5.11)

With these, we derive the scalar DM mass-splitting as follows:

∆mX ≃ δm2

mX

≃
729λδλ

2
Sϕm

6
A′

4g6XM4
ϕmX

. (5.12)

By setting the sample inputs (λδ, λSϕ) = O(1), gX = O(10−2), (mX , mA′) = O(GeV), and Mϕ =

O(102TeV), we can readily achieve a naturally small mass-splitting ∆mX=O(keV).

For the fermionic DM χ̂, the scalar potential (5.2) remains the same and the fermionic DM has

the following gauge-invariant Lagrangian terms:

∆L ⊃ χ†
1iσ̄

µDµχ1 + χ†
2iσ̄

µDµχ2 − (mχ̂χ1χ2+ h.c.)
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+
(
yϕχ1

χ1χ1ϕ+ yϕχ2
χ2χ2ϕ

∗+ h.c.
)
, (5.13)

where the Majorana mass mχ̂ and Yukawa couplings (yϕχ1
, yϕχ2

) are positive after proper phase

rotations of ϕ and (χ1, χ2). The small VEV vϕ induces additional Majorana masses for (χ1, χ2)

through the Yukawa interactions in Eq.(5.13). Thus, we have the following DM mass terms:

Lχ1χ2
⊃ −mχ̂χ1χ2+ δm1χ1χ1 + δm2χ2χ2+ h.c., (5.14)

where (δm1, δm2)=(yϕχ1
vϕ, yϕχ2

vϕ). To transform (χ1, χ2) into the mass-eigenstates (χ, χ′), we make

the following decompositions:

χ1 =
1√
2

(
χ−iχ′), χ2 =

1√
2

(
χ+iχ′). (5.15)

Since vϕ≪mχ̂ , we derive the following Majorana masses for the DM mass-eigenstates (χ, χ′):

mχ ≃ mχ̂− (δm1+δm2) , (5.16a)

mχ′ ≃ mχ̂+ (δm1+δm2) , (5.16b)

which have a mass-splitting,

∆mχ ≃ 2(δm1+δm2) . (5.17)

We choose the sample input parameters, λSϕ, yϕχ1
, yϕχ2

=O(0.01), vS=O(20)GeV, and Mϕ=O(TeV).

With these, we can readily derive a small VEV vϕ= O(0.1)MeV, and thus realize the desired mass-

splitting ∆mχ= O(keV).

From Eq.(5.9), we deduce the U(1)X gauge interactions for the scalar DM fields (X, X ′):

Lint ⊃ gX
(
X†∂µX

′−X ′†∂µX
)
Ā′µ , (5.18)

which is consistent with the effective theory formulation in Section 2. We note that the diagonal

vertices X -X -A′µ and X ′-X ′-A′µ vanish, whereas the above non-diagonal vertices can induce the

desired inelastic scattering. Similar behavior holds for the case of fermionic inelastic DM.

At leading order, the cross sections of DM-electron and DM-nucleon scattering are mediated by

the dark photon A′
µ. The contribution from Z-boson exchange is suppressed by m4

A′/m4
Z . Thus, we

derive the following cross section formulas:

σXN = Z2 4αg
2
Xϵ2µ2

m4
A′

, (5.19a)

σXe =
4αg2Xϵ2m2

e

m4
A′

. (5.19b)

This should correspond to the scenario-(f) in Table 1 of Section 2, where qn = 0 and |qp|= |qe|= 1,

and the effective cutoff scale is given by

Λ = mA′/
√
gX ϵ . (5.20)
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In the above formula, we have considered that the momentum transfer q2≪m2
A′ . This is always true

in the DM-electron scattering for mA′ > O(MeV), because the atomic form factors are peaked at

q∼O(10keV) as we discussed earlier. But, for the DM-nucleon scattering, we have |q| ∼ mXvDM∼
10−3mX . Thus, we will focus on mA′ >10−2mX in the following analysis.

5.2. Cosmological and Laboratory Constraints on Inelastic DM

Such exothermic inelastic scattering of DM particles with target atoms in the detector requires

a significant local abundance of the heavier DM component X ′. The conversion between X ′ and

X is mainly due to X ′ decay, of which the only kinematically allowed channels are X ′→Xγγγ

and X ′→Xνν̄. Since the 3γ decay channel is one-loop suppressed, the dominant decay channel is

X ′→ Xνν̄ , which occurs through the A′/Z exchange due to the neutral gauge boson mixings in

Eq.(5.6). We can estimate the X ′ decay width as follows:

ΓX′→Xνν̄ =
e2

1260π3M4
Z cos4θW

g2X ϵ2

m4
A′

∆m9

≈
(
4×1034yrs

)−1
(

Λ

100GeV

)−4( ∆m

10keV

)9
, (5.21)

where we have included the contributions of the final state neutrinos from all three families of the SM.

Note that this width is much narrower than that in our previous model [21], because in this model the

coupling between A′ and ν ν̄ is suppressed by m2
A′/M2

Z and cancels the contribution from Z exchange

at leading order, resulting in a tiny factor ∆m4/M4
Z ≃10−28 in the decay width for ∆m= 10 keV.

This makes the lifetime of X ′ much longer than the age of the universe. Hence, assuming equal initial

abundance of X and X ′, we have ρX =ρX′ =ρDM/2 at the present. Consequently, the limits on the

cutoff Λ in Figs. 2-3 and Figs. 5-6 should be rescaled by a factor of 2−1/4≃ 0.84.

This minimal inelastic DM model is also constrained by cosmological observations. The Planck

Collaboration measured the present DM relic abundance [36], ΩXh2= 0.120 ± 0.001, which can be

achieved through the freeze-out mechanism. Since ∆m≪mX , the inelastic DM componentsX andX ′

are equally abundant in the thermal bath before exiting the equilibrium. For mX>mA′ , the dominant

annihilation channel is X̂†X̂→A′A′. The annihilation cross section scales as g4X and is independent

of mixing parameter ϵ, hence the bounds on Λ∝ (gX ϵ)−1/2 from direct detection experiments are

irrelevant to the annihilation process. In fact, we can in turn derive the bounds on ϵ by combining the

gX values required by the DM relic density and the bounds on Λ from direct detection experiments.

But for mX <mA′ , the leading annihilation channel is X̂†X̂→A′∗→f f̄ , where f and f̄ are charged

SM fermions. The relic abundance of the DM can be estimated as follows [37–39]:

ΩXh2 ≃ 0.1

(
xf
20

)(
10−8GeV−2

σX

)
, (5.22)

where xf ≡ Tf/mX with Tf the freeze-out temperature. The DM annihilation cross section σX ∼
αm2

X/Λ
4 is highly constrained by direct detection experiments, since the green solid curves in Figs. 2-
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Figure 7: Allowed parameter space of (mX , Λ) as given by imposing the DM relic density bound together with
XENONnT electron recoil bounds of Fig. 3. The parameter space of the black and blue curves can provide the
observed DM relic density today, whereas the green region displays the excluded parameter space at 95%C.L.
The blue dashed (solid) curve corresponds to the sample inputs of mA′/mX =0.5 and ϵ =10−5 (ϵ =10−6 ).
The black dashed (solid) curve corresponds to the sample input of mA′/mX = 1.5 (mA′/mX = 3); and the
green dashed (solid) curve corresponds to the sample input of ∆m=3keV (∆m=30keV) for XENONnT ER
bounds with the green shaded area being excluded.

3 and Figs. 5-6 have set Λ≳O(102GeV). This always results in an overproduction of DM, so that the

case of mX<mA′ is disfavored.

To demonstrate this, we present in Fig. 7 the Λ values required by the inelastic DM relic density

and compare them to the constraints from direct detection experiments. The green dashed (solid)

curve corresponds to the sample inputs of ∆m=3keV (∆m=30keV) for XENONnT ER bounds with

the green shaded area being excluded. We compute the DM relic density numerically by using the

package MicrOMEGAs [40]. We see that for the case of mX<mA′ , the sample input of mA′/mX=1.5

(mA′/mX = 3) is excluded by XENONnT bounds, as shown by the black dashed (solid) curve. As

mentioned earlier, the bounds on Λ ∝ (gXϵ)−1/2 are irrelevant to the case of mX> mA′ . In order

to translate the values of gX given by imposing DM relic density to Λ, we choose sample inputs of

ϵ=10−5 and 10−6 which correspond to the blue dashed and solid curves in Fig. 7, respectively. Since

ϵ does not receive any lower bound, we can always choose small enough values of ϵ such that the

blue curve is fully above the green shaded region of Fig. 7 and thus escape the constraints.

Another cosmological constraint comes from the CMB anisotropy [41][42]. After the DM freezes

out, the annihilation is largely diluted but not completely shut down. The electron/positron injec-

tion from A′ decay contributes to the CMB anisotropy, which is already constrained by the CMB

measurements including Planck [36]. The leading annihilation channel X̂†X̂→A′A′→ℓℓ̄ℓℓ̄ is s-wave

dominant. Its thermally averaged cross section receives an upper bound from the Planck data [36]:

feff
⟨σv⟩
mX

< 3.2×10−28cm3 s−1GeV−1, (5.23)

21



where the efficiency factor feff is the fraction of the DM rest mass energy deposited into the gas [42].

In general, feff≳0.1 and it depends on the lepton energy injected into the gas. This excludes the full

parameter space determined by the freeze-out analysis, and would exclude the minimal model for the

inelastic DM scenario with dark photon mediator (via kinetic mixing). The same conclusion applies

to the case of fermionic DM.

But we note that the dark sector may contain several species of particles and mediators like

the visible sector. Thus in this case the CMB anisotropy constraint can be readily relaxed if A′

predominantly decays into light particles in the dark sector (rather than leptons) [23]. For instance,

the dark sector may contain a light Dirac fermion f ′ charged under a new gauge group U(1)X′ with

gauge field A′′
µ. The gauge boson A′′

µ obtains a mass mA′′ through either the Higgs mechanism or the

Stueckelberg mechanism, of which the detail is irrelevant to the discussion below. The kinetic mixing

between U(1)X′ and U(1)Y induces a small coupling between the electromagnetic current and A′′
µ

as parameterized by ϵ′e≪1. The dark fermion f ′ is charged under both U(1)X and U(1)X′ , with a

mass that satisfies mA′ >2mf ′ . The interactions of various currents takes the form,

L ⊃ −gX f̄ ′γµf ′A′
µ− gX′ f̄ ′γµf ′A′′

µ − ϵ′eA′′
µJ

µ
em , (5.24)

where gX′ denotes the gauge coupling of U(1)X′ . There is possible mixing between U(1)X and U(1)X′ ,

which is set to be small (or vanishing), so the coupling between X̂ and A′′ is always suppressed and

thus has negligible effect. In this setup, the ratio between the branching fractions Br[A′→ ℓℓ̄] and

Br[A′ → f ′f̄ ′] is suppressed by the tiny factor of ϵ2, thus this setup can readily evade the stringent

bound from the CMB measurements.2 Regarding the density of the stable particles f ′, it is depleted

by the efficient freeze-out process f ′f̄ ′→A′′→ℓℓ̄.3 This leads to nf ′ ≪nX , so f ′ contributes to neither

the DM abundance nor the CMB anisotropy. Also, this setup brings a new annihilation channel

X̂†X̂→ A′∗→ f ′f̄ ′ . For mX >mA′ , since it is p-wave dominant, i.e., suppressed by xf ∼ 1/20 as

compared to X̂†X̂ → A′A′, it barely affects the DM relic density. But for mX < mA′ , it becomes

the dominant channel because it receives no suppression by ϵ2, as compared to X̂†X̂ →A′∗→ f f̄ .

Hence, unlike the minimal model, this setup allows the mX<mA′ case to produce the correct DM

relic density, as well as avoiding the CMB anisotropy constraint. Hence, in this simple setup of the

dark sector, the interesting interplay between the constraints of the DM relic density and the direct

detection still holds as in the minimal model, whereas the cosmological bounds from CMB and BBN

are satisfied.

We use the the package MicrOMEGAs [40] to compute the inelastic DM relic density for this setup.

To be concrete, we choose the inputs mX>mA′>50MeV,mf ′ =15MeV, andmA′′=45MeV. Hence the

freeze-out ends before the BBN at which T∼1MeV. We set the coupling input gX′=
√
2π (and thus

αX′=g2X′/4π=0.5) and the mixing parameter ϵ′=10−4 (which is allowed by the NA64 bound [43]).

2The annihilation cross section of XX ′→ℓℓ̄ℓℓ̄ through two virtual A′ is suppressed by ϵ4 and satisfies the constraint
(5.23) easily.

3The annihilation f ′f̄ ′→ℓℓ̄ through a virtual A′ is insufficient to deplete the f ′ density based on a similar relation
to Eq.(5.22).
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Figure 8: Plot-(a): Predicted U(1)X coupling gX versus the dark photon mass mA′ as derived by imposing
today’s DM relic abundance Ωh2 = 0.120. Plot-(b): Bounds in the (ϵ, mA′) plane. The (green, red, blue)
colors denote the DM masses mX =(10, 1, 0.1)GeV, respectively. The solid (dashed) curves are derived from
combining the DM direct detection and the DM relic density, with input ∆m=30keV (1keV).

In Fig. 8(a), we present the gX values that can give the correct DM relic density. Fig. 8(b) shows the

constraints on the dark photon from the direct detection experiments and cosmological observations.

In this figure, the (green, red, blue) curves correspond to the DM mass mX=(10, 1, 0.1)GeV, respec-

tively. They are derived from ϵ=g−1
X m2

A′Λ−2, where the coupling gX is constrained in Fig. 8(a) as a

function of mA′ , and the cutoff scale Λ is constrained by the direct detection constraints as in Fig. 2.

The solid (dashed) curves corresponds to ∆m=30 keV (1keV). Note that the green curves only cover

the mass region 10−2mX<mA′<mX as is required in Section 5.1. Throughout the parameter space,

we affirm that the relic abundance of f ′ is always small, Ωfh
2<10−3 .

We see that for a given DM mass, the dark coupling gX is a nonzero constant as mA′ → 0. Thus,

we derive the bound on ϵ [shown as solid and dashed curves in Fig. 8(b)] which scales as m2
A′ for

small dark photon mass. This ensures a high sensitivity to the mixing parameter ϵ, and allows a

probe towards the parameter space 10−7< ϵ < 10−3 and 0.01GeV < mA′ < 10GeV, where a large

portion is previously viable as it is not constrained by other experiments such as the fixed-target

experiments [44, 45] and the collider searches [46].

Before concluding this subsection, we also comment on an inelastic DM model with dark pho-

ton mediator as introduced in Ref. [21]. In this model, the inelastic DM and the right-handed first

generation SM fermions are charged under a U(1)R gauge group. The electroweak symmetry is spon-

taneously broken by two Higgs doublets, whose VEVs (v1, v2) satisfy vh=
√

v21+v22 ≃ 174GeV and

v21≪v22 . The dark photon mass is generated by the U(1)R symmetry breaking.

The DM relic abundance can be provided by the freeze-out mechanism. To obtain the observed

DM relic density, a proper DM annihilation rate is needed. Since ∆m ≪ mX , X and X ′ are equally

abundant in the thermal bath before exiting the equilibrium. Thus, the dominant annihilation channel

is XX ′ →A′A′ when mA′ <mX and XX ′ →A′ → ff̄ when mA′ >mX . Since the interactions are

suppressed by Λ, the annihilation rate is sufficient only when the channel XX ′ →A′A′ is near the
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resonance during freeze-out. This requires mA′ ≳ 2mX .

After the freeze-out, the total DM abundance is already fixed, but the ratio between X and X ′

can still evolve. As discussed in [21], the leading channel for the conversion X ′→ X is the decay

X ′→Xνν̄ decay, which has the decay width,

Γ ≃
q2DMg4X
160π3

v41∆m5
X

v4hm
4
A′

. (5.25)

Ref. [21] sets the mass-splitting around 2.8 keV, whereas in the present study we allow the mass-

splitting to vary up to 30 keV, which reduces the value of v1 to O(1)GeV scale and requires a high

VEV ratio tanβ ∼102.

Although the bounds in this work as imposed by current direct detection experiments are stronger

than that of [21], the collider constraints remain unchanged. As is discussed in [21], the case of mA′>

2mX is disfavored by collider searches. Since it is the only allowed case by the DM relic density

constraint, so most parameter space in this model is excluded.

6. Conclusions

The origin and nature of dark matter (DM) remain largely unknown so far except its participation

in the gravitational interaction. It is therefore important to probe the DM particles in both large and

small mass ranges, and through all possible means including the direct detection, indirect detection,

and collider searches.

In this work, we focus on studying the light inelastic DM with mass around (sub-)GeV scale. In

Section 2, we gave a generic parameterization of the light inelastic DM interactions. For studying both

the DM-electron scattering and DM-nucleus scattering (with Migdal effect) as well as their interplay,

we presented the benchmark scenarios of the dark charge assignments as shown in Table 1. Then, in

Section 3, we studied the electron recoil signatures from both the direct DM-electron scattering and

the Migdal effect (induced by DM-nucleus scattering).

In Section 4, we analyzed the nature of the exothermic inelastic DM scattering process and demon-

strated how direct detection experiments (such as XENON1T and XENONnT) can distinguish the

signals from the light inelastic DM, as shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 4. For the different benchmark scenar-

ios of the dark charge assignments, we derived the experimental bounds on the light inelastic DM from

the XENONnT ER data and the XENON1T S2-only data as shown in Figs. 2-3 and Figs. 5-6. These

bounds depend sensitively on the dark charges (qe, qn, qp) and the mass parameters (mX ,∆m). We

found that for larger DM mass mX and/or vanishing dark charge qe, in which case the DM-nucleon

scattering dominates, the bounds are set mainly by the amplitudes of Migdal effect with the electron

recoil energy around (1−2)keV range, whereas in the case with direct DM-electron scattering being

dominant, the signals are concentrated around the ER=∆m region. These facts suggest that a lower

energy threshold in the detector can benefit the sensitivity for the DM-nucleon scattering with Migdal

effect, and a higher energy resolution can increase the sensitivity to the DM-electron scattering. The
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Migdal effect dominates over the direct electron scattering for larger mX or larger ∆m. But, for a

general input of (mX ,∆m), we demonstrated that it is highly nontrivial to determine which of the

two effects is dominant. Hence, it is important to perform a combined analysis of both effects.

Finally, in Section 5, we studied a model realization of such light inelastic DM with the dark

photon mediator, and applied the bounds of our benchmark scenarios to constrain this model as

shown in Figs. 7 and 8. We further studied the cosmological and laboratory constraints on the inelastic

DM.
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1 Introduction

Rare decays of b hadrons involving flavour-changing neutral currents, such as b→ sℓ+ℓ−

and b→ sγ transitions, are forbidden at tree level in the Standard Model and further
suppressed at loop-level through the GIM mechanism. As a consequence, these decays
are very sensitive to potential new particles that can enter virtually through loop-level
processes or allow tree-level diagrams, affecting properties of these decays such as branching
fractions and angular distributions. The measurements of these processes can probe higher
energy scales than those accessible via direct searches.

Thanks to the abundant production of b baryons at the LHC, precision measurements
of rare b-baryon decays have become possible for the first time. For example, the LHCb
collaboration has performed tests of lepton universality using Λ0

b→ pK−ℓ+ℓ− decays1 in
the dilepton invariant-mass squared range 0.1 < q2 < 6.0 GeV2/c4 and the pK− invariant-
mass range mpK− < 2.6 GeV/c2 [1]. Moreover, the LHCb collaboration has searched for
CP violation in Λ0

b → pK−µ+µ− decays [2] and measured the branching fraction of the
Λ0

b → Λ(1520)µ+µ− decay [3]. Direct interpretations of these results regarding models for
physics beyond the Standard Model are difficult given the lack of detailed knowledge of the
resonant structure of the pK− spectrum in different regions of the dilepton invariant-mass
spectrum.

An observation of the Λ0
b→ pK−γ decay was first reported unofficially in a thesis using

Run 1 data (taken during 2011 and 2012) without giving a significance [4]. This paper
presents an amplitude analysis of the Λ0

b→ pK−γ decay which constitutes the first official
observation of this mode. This analysis measures Λ0

b → pK−γ decay properties for the
first time and characterises the pK− spectrum at the photon pole of the recoiling system.
Theoretical knowledge of the pK− spectrum from Λ0

b decays, in particular the modelling
of form factors, is limited to quark-model calculations [5,6]. Predictions obtained from
lattice QCD [7,8], HQET [9] and dispersive bounds analyses [10] are only available for
the decay via the Λ(1520) state. The different Λ resonances in the pK− spectrum have
been studied using fixed target experiments with incident kaons [11,12]. An amplitude
analysis of Λ0

b → J/ψpK− decays, which led to the discovery of states compatible with
pentaquarks [13], studied the pK− spectrum from Λ0

b decays at the J/ψ resonance in
the dimuon invariant-mass spectrum. Additionally, if the amplitudes of the Λ0

b→ pK−γ
decay are known precisely, this measurement could constitute useful input to a future
measurement of the photon polarisation, involving polarised Λ0

b baryons, for example from
Z boson decays [14].

The Λ0
b→ pK−γ decay provides an opportunity to complement the knowledge of the

pK− spectrum, including unique access to heavier states with masses larger than about
2 GeV/c2 that cannot be accessed with Λ0

b→ J/ψpK− decays due to the restricted phase
space. Measurements of resonance properties are vital inputs to the theoretical description
of low-energy QCD as discussed in Ref. [15]. Employing data collected by the LHCb
detector in pp collisions during the years 2011–2012 (Run 1) and 2015–2018 (Run 2),
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of about 9 fb−1, this paper presents the first
amplitude analysis of Λ0

b→ pK−γ decays.

1The inclusion of charge-conjugate processes is implied throughout the text.

1



2 Detector and selection

The LHCb detector is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the pseudorapidity
range 2 < η < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or c quarks. The detector
includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-strip vertex detector
surrounding the proton-proton interaction region, a large-area silicon-strip detector located
upstream of a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4 Tm, and three stations
of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream of the magnet. The
tracking system provides a measurement of the momentum of charged particles with
a relative uncertainty that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0% at 200 GeV/c.
The minimum distance of a track to a primary proton-proton collision vertex (PV), the
impact parameter (IP), is measured with a resolution of (15 + 29/pT) µm, where pT is
the component of the momentum transverse to the beam, in GeV/c. Different types of
charged hadrons are distinguished using information from two ring-imaging Cherenkov
detectors. Photons, electrons and hadrons are identified by a calorimeter system consisting
of scintillating-pad (SPD) and preshower detectors, an electromagnetic (ECAL) and a
hadronic calorimeter. In addition, a muon system allows the identification of muons.

Samples of simulated events are used to optimise selection requirements and estimate
the efficiencies of the signal and backgrounds. The simulated proton-proton collisions
are generated using Pythia [16] with a specific LHCb configuration [17]. Decays of
hadronic particles are described by EvtGen [18], in which final-state radiation is generated
using PHOTOS [19]. The interaction of the generated particles with the detector, and
its response, are implemented in the Geant4 toolkit [20] as described in Ref. [21]. The
Λ0

b → pK−γ decay is generated uniformly in phase space without assumptions on the
decay dynamics.

The online event selection is performed by a trigger [22, 23], which consists of a
hardware stage, based on information from the calorimeter and muon systems, followed
by a software stage, which applies a full event reconstruction. The trigger exploits the
presence of a high energy photon reconstructed from clusters in the ECAL. In order to
reduce background and improve the mass resolution for the Λ0

b and two-body invariant
masses, clusters are required to have a transverse energy of ET > 2.5–2.96 GeV in Run 1
and ET > 2.11–2.7 GeV in Run 2, respectively, at the hardware trigger level. Moreover,
the hardware trigger selects only events with fewer than 600 (450) hits in the SPD for
Run 1 (2) to facilitate the reconstruction in the software trigger. In the software trigger,
the candidate must contain two high-pT hadrons that are significantly displaced from the
interaction point, as well as a high-ET photon. During Run 2, a multivariate classifier
based on topological criteria complements the cut-based software trigger selection [24].
The Run 1 software trigger requires the di-hadron invariant mass, assuming both hadrons
are kaons, to be below 2 GeV/c2. This severely affects the shape of the efficiency as a
function of the proton-kaon invariant mass, resulting in the need for separate treatment
of Run 1 and Run 2. In addition to this cut in the Run 1 trigger, the large threshold
for the photon energy results in low efficiency at high proton-kaon invariant mass. As a
consequence, the considered phase space is reduced to a proton-kaon invariant mass of up
to 2.5 GeV/c2.

The reconstructed Λ0
b candidate is required to have good-quality track and vertex fits.

Two tracks, compatible with the kaon and proton hypotheses, are required to have an
impact parameter larger than 0.1 mm, a transverse momentum larger than 1 GeV/c as
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well as momentum larger than 5 GeV/c. The photon must have ET > 3 GeV. The Λ0
b

decay vertex isolation is used to reject partially reconstructed backgrounds. Specifically,
an upper limit is applied on the χ2 increase in the Λ0

b decay vertex fit when adding the
most compatible additional track, referred to in the following as ∆χ2

vtx(Λ0
b). The Λ0

b

momentum is further required to point back to the associated primary vertex.
Background candidates resulting from combinations of unrelated protons, kaons, and

photons can be suppressed using kinematic variables. A Boosted Decision Tree classifier
(BDT) [25] is trained on simulated events as signal proxy and on data candidates with
m(pKγ) > mΛ0

b
+ 300 MeV/c2 as background proxy, to suppress combinatorial background

by exploiting mainly kinematic variables. The input variables to the classifier are the
momentum, pseudorapidity η, flight distance (FD), ∆χ2

vtx of the Λ0
b baryon, IP and pT of

the hadrons, and IP, momentum, and pT of the proton-kaon combination. Additionally,
the difference in the vertex-fit χ2 of the PV associated with the Λ0

b baryon reconstructed
with and without the Λ0

b candidate is used. A further input to the BDT in Run 2 is the
isolation variable

IpT =
pT(Λ0

b) −
∑
pT

pT(Λ0
b) +

∑
pT

(1)

for which the sum is taken over tracks that are not part of the signal candidate but are
associated to the same PV and fall within a cone of half-angle ∆R < 1.7 rad. The half-
angle of a track is defined as (∆R)2 = (∆θ)2 +(∆ϕ)2, where ∆θ and ∆ϕ are the differences
in the polar and azimuthal angles of each track with respect to the Λ0

b candidate direction.
The optimal BDT working point is determined by maximising the ratio S/

√
S +B, where

S is the number of expected signal candidates estimated from simulation samples and
B is the number of background candidates in the signal region estimated based on the
background-dominated regions on either side of the Λ0

b peak.
Requirements on the particle identification variables decrease backgrounds stemming

from misidentification. Nevertheless, a large amount of misidentified B0
s → ϕ(→ K+K−)γ

decays passes all particle identification selections and pollutes the sample. These are
suppressed by vetoing candidates with a K+K− invariant mass, calculated by interpreting
the proton candidate as a kaon, between 1.01 and 1.04 GeV/c2. Remaining contribu-
tions from misidentified B0

s →K−K+ γ and B0 →K−π+ γ decays are estimated to
contribute less than 0.5% of the signal yield and are therefore not included in the baseline
model. Background stemming from photon misidentification, such as Λ0

b → pK−π0 or
Λ0

b → pK−η, is difficult to quantify due to their unknown resonant structures. Estimates
using simulation samples assuming a uniform distribution in the respective phase space
indicate a contamination of 1–2% relative to the signal decay. Limiting the analysis to a
proton-kaon invariant mass of 2.5 GeV/c2 removes at least the contributions from potential
proton-photon and kaon-photon resonances of these backgrounds which would be the most
distorting. Potential contamination from Ξ0

b → pK−γ decays are investigated and found
to be negligible. The data are checked for remaining misidentified backgrounds by applying
higher thresholds to the proton and kaon particle identification selection requirements, and
by comparing different two-body invariant mass distributions under various alternative
mass hypotheses. This reveals misidentified D0 → K+K− and D0 → K+π− decays
combined with an unrelated photon, which populate the low mass side band of the signal
Λ0

b mass peak. A veto on these decays has a strong impact on the shape of the signal
acceptance in the Dalitz plane. For this reason, the candidates are retained and treated
as part of the combinatorial background. The effect of this treatment is considered as
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Figure 1: Distribution of the three-body invariant mass of the candidates in the (left) Run 1
and (right) Run 2 data sets. The results of the fits are overlaid.

a systematic uncertainty. Partially reconstructed decays, such as Λ0
b →pK∗−(→K−π0)γ,

where the pion is not reconstructed, are also a source of background, which is included in
the fit to the three-body invariant-mass distribution described in the following.

3 Invariant mass fit

The three-body invariant mass distribution of the candidates fulfilling all selection criteria
is shown in Fig. 1. An unbinned maximum-likelihood fit to these candidates is performed.
Following the sPlot technique [26], a signal weight (sWeight) is assigned to each candidate
to statistically disentangle the signal and background components in the subsequent
amplitude analysis. The invariant mass fit is performed separately for Run 1 and Run 2,
due to differences in the trigger configurations that affect the Dalitz plane distributions
and hence require a separate treatment in the amplitude fit.

The signal is modelled by a double-sided Crystal-Ball [27] function comprising a
Gaussian core with asymmetric tails. The tail parameters are determined using Λ0

b→ pK−γ
simulation samples. The remaining background due to random combinations of particles
is modelled using a decreasing exponential function where the slope and yield are allowed
to vary freely in the fit to data. The shape of the background from partially reconstructed
decays is taken from simulation samples of Λ0

b →pK∗−(→K−π0)γ decays generated
uniformly in phase space, reconstructed as signal candidates, and modelled using a kernel
density estimator [28] with Gaussian kernels.

Figure 1 also shows the result of the invariant-mass fits to the Run 1 and Run 2 data
sets. The signal yields are determined to be 6855 ± 93 and 45558 ± 247, in Run 1 and
Run 2, respectively.

The observed width of the Λ0
b mass peak is large compared to the width reconstructed

using, for example, Λ0
b → J/ψpK− decays [13]. This is a consequence of the large

uncertainty in the photon momentum reconstruction, which is based on the ECAL cluster
providing only limited directional information. Repeating the vertex fit while fixing the
invariant mass of the Λ0

b candidate to the known Λ0
b mass value [29] reduces the uncertainty

in the photon momentum for correctly identified Λ0
b→ pK−γ candidates given the excellent

precision of the reconstructed proton and kaon momenta [30]. The background-subtracted
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Figure 2: Distribution of the Λ0
b→ pK−γ candidates in the Dalitz plane, defined by m2

Λ0
b
(pK−)

and m2
Λ0
b
(pγ), after background-subtraction using the sPlot method for (left) Run 1 and (right)

Run 2.

data in the Dalitz plane are shown in Fig. 2. The two-body invariant masses displayed
here, and used in the amplitude fit later, are calculated using the Λ0

b mass constraint as
indicated by the Λ0

b subscript.
As a cross-check for the combination of data within a single run period, the fit to the

three-body invariant mass is performed on the full data set and the data set of each year
individually. No significant discrepancies between the fit results are observed. In order to
validate the sPlot technique, fits to the three-body invariant mass are also performed in
bins of the proton-kaon and the proton-photon invariant masses; these fits yield compatible
results.

4 Amplitude model

The structures in the data shown in Fig. 2 are described using an amplitude model following
the prescription of Ref. [31]. The intermediate Λ resonances decaying to pK− are modelled
assuming Breit–Wigner lineshapes, while their spin-dependent angular distributions are
described by the helicity formalism.

The three-body decay of a particle with non-zero spin results in five independent
phase-space dimensions. Given that the Λ0

b baryons observed by LHCb are produced
unpolarised [32], the dimensionality of the phase space relevant to this analysis is reduced
from five to two [31]. In the following, the phase-space position is denoted D. This
position can be expressed in terms of the Dalitz variables [33] as shown in Fig. 2 for the
background-subtracted data. Equivalently, the phase-space position can be given by the
proton-kaon invariant mass, m(pK−) and the cosine of the proton helicity angle, cos θp, as
is used in Ref. [34]. The helicity angle of the proton, θp, is the polar angle of the proton
momentum in the proton-kaon rest frame where the z axis coincides with the Λ resonance
polarisation axis. This angle can be calculated using two steps. First, the proton and
resonance momentum are boosted into the Λ0

b rest frame where the coordinate system is
defined such that the resonance momentum direction coincides with the z axis. Second,
the proton momentum is boosted into the proton-kaon rest frame. The magnitude of
the z component of the obtained proton momentum, p⃗, defines the cosine of the proton
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helicity angle

cos θp =
pz
| p⃗ | . (2)

The amplitude of the decay chain Λ0
b → Λ(→ pK−)γ with resonance spin JΛ and

particle helicities denoted by λi is

AΛ
λγ ,λΛ,λp

= dJΛλΛλp
(θp)H

Λ
λΛ,λγ

hΛλp
XJΛ

(
m(pK−)

)
. (3)

The function XJΛ (m(pK−)) represents the resonance dynamics. The Wigner d-matrix
elements, dJΛλΛλp

(θp) [35], describe the rotation of spin states from the Λ helicity frame
into the proton helicity frame. The helicity-coupling amplitudes H and h contain the
information about the dynamics of the decays Λ0

b → Λγ and Λ→ pK−, respectively.
Given that the kaon has spin-0, its helicity is also zero and is omitted in the index of the
Λ→ pK− helicity amplitude, h.

Helicity conservation, defined as λb = λΛ − λγ, must be fulfilled. As a result, the
resonance helicities can only take the values λΛ = ±1

2
for JΛ = ±1

2
and λΛ = ±1

2
,±3

2

for JΛ ≥ 3
2
. Moreover, the resonance and photon helicities must have the same sign.

Subsequently, there are two (four) helicity couplings for each resonance with spin-1
2

(≥ 3
2
). Standard parametrisations of resonance dynamics depend on the orbital angular

momentum between the children in a decay requiring a transformation of Eq. (3) from
the helicity to the canonical basis

AΛ
λγ ,λΛ,λp

= dJΛλΛλp
(θp)

|JΛ+s|∑
l=|JΛ−s|

|Jp+JK |∑
s=|Jp−JK |

CΛ
lsh

Λ
ls

×
|Jb+S|∑

L=|Jb−S|

|JΛ+Jγ |∑
S=|JΛ−Jγ |

CΛ
LSH

Λ
LSX

Λ
Ll

(
m(pK−)) , (4)

where the angular dependence remains unchanged. This transformation couples the spins
of the child particles in a decay to a total spin which is then coupled with their orbital
angular momentum. The factors CΛ

LS and CΛ
ls are the products of the Clebsch-Gordan

coefficients required in the spin-spin and spin-orbital-angular-momentum coupling for the
resonance-photon and proton-kaon systems, respectively. In the resonance-photon system,
the total spin, S, and orbital angular momentum, L, can take different values such that
the product of the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients is

CΛ
LS =

√
2L+ 1

2Jb + 1
⟨JΛ, λΛ; Jγ,−λγ|S, (λΛ − λγ)⟩ · ⟨L, 0;S, (λΛ − λγ)|Jb, λb⟩ . (5)

The total spin of the pK− system is s = 1
2
, as the kaon carries no spin. The orbital angular

momentum between the proton and the kaon, l, is fixed for a given spin-parity combination
due to angular momentum and parity conservation in the strong decay Λ→ pK−. The
corresponding Clebsch-Gordan coefficients in the proton-kaon system are

CΛ
ls = 1 · ⟨l, 0; Jp, λp|JΛ, λp⟩ . (6)

Hence, the summation over the spin and orbital angular momentum of the pK− system
can be dropped and only one coupling hΛls remains and is absorbed into the HΛ

LS couplings:

AΛ
LS = HΛ

LSh
Λ
ls . (7)
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A standard parametrisation of resonance dynamics as employed in previous amplitude
analyses (for example in Refs. [13, 36]) is used:

XΛ
Ll(m) =

( |q⃗|
q0

)L

BL(|q⃗|, q0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Λ0
b→Λγ

( |p⃗|
p0

)l

Bl(|p⃗|, p0)︸ ︷︷ ︸
Λ→pK−

BW(m) , (8)

where q⃗ (p⃗) is the momentum of the resonance (proton) in the Λ0
b (Λ) rest frame and

Bl and BL are Blatt–Weisskopf form factors [37]. Accordingly, the magnitudes of the
momenta at the nominal resonance mass are q0 and p0. The resonance is modelled using
a Breit–Wigner (BW) distribution [38]

BW(m) =
1

m2
0 −m2 − im0Γ(m)

, Γ(m) = Γ0

(
p

p0

)2l+1
m0

m
[Bl(p, p0)]

2 , (9)

with resonance mass m0 and width Γ0. For the Λ(1405) resonance, with a pole-mass below
the pK− threshold, a similar approach as the amplitude analyses of Λ0

b→ J/ψpK− [13]
and Λ+

c → pK−π+ [39] is employed, i.e. using a two-component width equivalent to the
Flatté parametrisation [40]. The barrier factors, (|q⃗|/mΛ0

b
)L and (|p⃗|/m0)

l, suppress high
orbital angular momenta compared to low ones, which will be exploited to simplify the
model later on. The Blatt–Weisskopf form factors are equal to one at the resonance pole
and shape the resonance peak depending on the orbital angular momentum. This analysis
uses the same parametrisation of the Blatt–Weisskopf functions as Ref. [13]. Following
the choice made in Ref. [36], the radius of the Λ0

b baryon is taken to be 5 (GeV/(cℏ))−1

and the radius of the Λ resonances is taken to be 1.5 (GeV/(cℏ))−1.
The final decay rate is the sum over all appearing Λ resonances and their possible

helicities, λΛ, as well as the initial and final state helicities, λb, λγ, λp

dΓ

dD =
1

2

∑
λb,λγ ,λp

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑
Λ

∑
λΛ

dJΛλΛλp
(θp)C

Λ
ls

|Jb+S|∑
L=|Jb−S|

|JΛ+Jγ |∑
S=|JΛ−Jγ |

CΛ
LSA

Λ
LSX

Λ
Ll

(
m(pK−)

)∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (10)

The decay is assumed to be CP -conserving such that the amplitudes of the decay
Λ0

b → pK−γ and Λ0
b → pK+γ have the same helicity couplings. As a consequence of

isospin suppression, investigated experimentally in Ref. [41] and theoretically in Ref. [42],
the Λ0

b → pK−γ decay is dominated by the Λ states and therefore Σ resonances, which
have the same quark content but different isospin, are not considered in this analysis.
Additionally, resonances in the proton-photon and kaon-photon invariant masses are not
included as they almost exclusively populate the phase space at m(pK) > 2.5 GeV/c2.

Besides resonances, additional nonresonant components may be necessary to achieve a
satisfactory description of the data. Such nonresonant contributions are modelled similarly
to the resonances, where the Breit–Wigner peak is replaced by an exponential function or
a constant

XNR,exp
Ll (m) =

( |q⃗|
q0

)L( |p⃗|
p0

)l

︸ ︷︷ ︸
barrier factors

exp
(
−α(m2 −m2

NR)
)
,

XNR,const
Ll (m) =

( |q⃗|
q0

)L( |p⃗|
p0

)l

︸ ︷︷ ︸
barrier factors

.

(11)
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The mass parameter used in the computation of p0 and q0 of the nonresonant component
is set to the centre of the possible proton-kaon invariant-mass range: mNR = 3.5 GeV/c2.
The parameter α is determined by the fit. To incorporate this into the decay rate, the
sum over all resonances in Eq. (10) needs to include the nonresonant component. The
corresponding coherent sum over the helicity states resembles the sum of a resonant
contribution where only the lineshape in Eq. (8) is replaced by the one in Eq. (11).

Finally, the transformation into the LS basis must conserve the number of degrees
of freedom (two (four) helicity couplings for each Λ with spin 1

2
(≥ 3

2
)). However, given

that the angular momentum coupling is a purely mathematical transformation and lacks
physics knowledge such as λγ ̸= 0, there are four (six) LS combinations for spin 1

2
(≥ 3

2
)

resonances. Translating H±1/2,0 = 0 into a combination of LS couplings is non trivial. An
approximation omitting all dynamical terms in Eq. (4) is obtained by expressing the two
couplings with highest S in terms of the other two or four:(

AΛ
Lmax,Smax

AΛ
Lmax−1,Smax

)
= −

(
C+

Lmax,Smax
C+

Lmax−1,Smax

C−
Lmax,Smax

C−
Lmax−1,Smax

)−1 ∑
L,S<Smax

AΛ
L,S

(
C+

LS

C−
LS

)
. (12)

The constants C±
LS are the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients CΛ

LS with resonance helicity
λΛ = ±1

2
and photon helicity λγ = 0. In the case of a spin-3

2
resonance for example, there

are six LS combinations: (0, 1
2
), (1, 1

2
), (1, 3

2
), (2, 3

2
), (2, 5

2
), (3, 5

2
). The transformation in

Eq. (12) replaces the latter two and ensures that the amplitude vanishes exactly at the
nominal mass of the resonance.

Two interesting quantities that can be extracted from the model are the fit fraction,
the relative contribution of a single resonance to the determined full amplitude computed
by

FF(n) =

∫
D

(
dΓ(n)
dD

)
dD∫

D

(
dΓ
dD

)
dD , (13)

and the interference fit fraction

IFF(n,m) =

∫
D

(
dΓ(n,m)

dD

)
dD∫

D

(
dΓ
dD

)
dD − FF(n) − FF(m) . (14)

Here, dΓ(n)/dD is the decay rate for a single state n, i.e. where the sum in Eq. (10) only
contains the state n. Similarly, dΓ(n,m)/dD is the decay rate of two states n,m, i.e.
where the sum in Eq. (10) only contains the states n and m. In contrast, dΓ/dD is the
decay rate containing all states of a given model.

5 Amplitude fit

A simultaneous, unbinned, maximum-likelihood fit of the amplitude model to the Run 1
and Run 2 data sets determines the LS couplings ALS. The negative logarithm of the
likelihood function (NLL) is defined as [43]

NLL ≡ − log(L) = −
∑
Run 1

log (f1 (D))ws −
∑
Run 2

log (f2 (D))ws . (15)
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Table 1: List of well-established Λ resonances and their properties as given in Ref. [29]. J and P
are spin and parity of the resonance. The mass m0 and width Γ0 correspond to the Breit–Wigner
parameters and are given in MeV/c2 and MeV respectively. The possible mass and width ranges,
∆m0 and ∆Γ0, are also given. If a measurement of mass and width is available, the uncertainties
are given instead of a range. The columns σm0 and σΓ0 contain the σ values used to estimate
the systematic uncertainty related to the resonance parameters. The rightmost columns contain
the allowed values of l and L.

Resonance JP m0 Γ0 ∆m0 ∆Γ0 σm0 σΓ0 l L

Λ(1405) 1/2− 1405 50.5 ±1.3 ±2 1.3 2 0 0, 1
Λ(1520) 3/2− 1519 16 1518 – 1520 15 – 17 1 1 2 0, 1, 2
Λ(1600) 1/2+ 1600 200 1570 – 1630 150 – 250 30 50 1 0, 1
Λ(1670) 1/2− 1674 30 1670 – 1678 25 – 35 4 5 0 0, 1
Λ(1690) 3/2− 1690 70 1685 – 1695 50 – 70 5 10 2 0, 1, 2
Λ(1800) 1/2− 1800 200 1750 – 1850 150 – 250 50 50 0 0, 1
Λ(1810) 1/2+ 1790 110 1740 – 1840 50 – 170 50 60 1 0, 1
Λ(1820) 5/2+ 1820 80 1815 – 1825 70 – 90 5 10 3 1, 2, 3
Λ(1830) 5/2− 1825 90 1820 – 1830 60 – 120 5 30 2 1, 2, 3
Λ(1890) 3/2+ 1890 120 1870 – 1910 80 – 160 20 40 1 0, 1, 2
Λ(2100) 7/2− 2100 200 2090 – 2110 100 – 250 10 100 4 2, 3, 4
Λ(2110) 5/2+ 2090 250 2050 – 2130 200 – 300 40 50 3 1, 2, 3
Λ(2350) 9/2+ 2350 150 2340 – 2370 100 – 250 20 100 5 3, 4, 5

The weights ws are the sPlot weights presented in Sec. 3 normalised to the effective sample
size [44]. The probability distribution functions fi correspond to the normalised rate in
Eq. (10), multiplied by the efficiency map εi(D) of Run 1 or Run 2:

fi(D) =
εi(D)

Ii

dΓ

dD , (16)

where the normalisation factor is calculated as

Ii =

∫
D
εi(D)

dΓ

dDdD . (17)

The efficiency maps, obtained from simulation samples, are implemented as interpolated
histograms. The fit is performed using the TensorFlowAnalysis package [45].

Table 1 lists all Λ resonances whose existence ranges from very likely to certain
according to Ref. [29]. Such states are rated three or four stars and are derived from
analyses of data sets that include precision differential cross sections and polarisation
observables, and are confirmed by independent analyses. The allowed values of the orbital
angular momenta between the proton and the kaon, l, and the resonance and the photon,
L, are given explicitly in the rightmost columns.

The fit parameters are the couplings AΛ
LS, resulting in 45 independent complex variables

when including all listed Λ resonances. A baseline fit comprising these contributions
determines Λ(1800) as the largest component. To fix the overall phase and magnitude
of the full amplitude, its coupling with lowest L is therefore set to |A1800

0,1/2| = 1 and

arg(A1800
0,1/2) = 0.
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Due to the complexity of the amplitude model, the NLL function has many local
minima. Depending on the exact combination of initial values, the fit may converge to
different minima. When determining the best model, the fit is repeated ten times starting
from randomised initial values. Only the result with the lowest NLL out of these ten is
compared to the other models. This procedure reduces the risk of choosing the wrong best
model based on convergence to a local minimum. While the different minima correspond
to different values of the couplings, the values for the fit fractions and interference fit
fractions are similar for different minima. As a result of this instability with respect to the
couplings, this analysis treats them as nuisance parameters while the derived fit fractions
and interference fit fractions are the observables.

The quality of the fit is determined using a binned χ2 test comparing the two-
dimensional weighted data histogram in (mΛ0

b
(pK−), cos θp) with the fit result. The latter

is obtained by generating a large sample of 6×106 data points — more than 100 times
the combined signal yield — from the fitted pdf. Because some regions of the phase space
are only sparsely populated, the histogram is defined using a non-uniform binning with at
least 100 observed signal events in each bin. Due to the differences in the Run 1 and Run
2 acceptance shapes, this binning is calculated separately for the two subsets.

The initial model contains all well-known Λ resonances (see Table 1) and no other
components. This gives an good description of the major structures in the data. This
model is referred to as the reduced model. The distribution of the proton-kaon invariant-
mass in Run 1 and Run 2 is shown in Fig. 3. The projection of the reduced model including
all its components is overlaid. While the reduced model overall describes the data spectrum
well, the model is not satisfactory in the region mΛ0

b
(pK−) > 2 GeV/c2. As the heavy Λ

states are poorly known, the mass and width of different combinations of heavy states are
floated with Gaussian constraints of 100 MeV/c2 around the values obtained from Ref. [29]
in order to improve the fit quality. Allowing the mass and width of the Λ(2100) and
Λ(2110) states to vary, while keeping those of the Λ(2350) state fixed, yields the biggest
improvement.

Another option to improve the fit quality is the addition of nonresonant contributions.
The nonresonant components can affect the entire region of the phase space, and are
especially important in regions where resonances with the matching spin-parity may
interfere. Nonresonant components with spins up to 5

2
and both parities, using an

exponential or constant lineshape (see Eq. 11), are tested. Both lineshape functions tested
yield very similar results for a given set of quantum numbers and the constant one is taken
as the default lineshape. The model including a nonresonant component with quantum
numbers JP = 3

2

−
results in the best fit quality for either lineshape. The fit quality of this

model is better than the fit quality of the reduced model with floating resonance masses
and widths.

As a result, the best model used to determine the default result consists of the reduced
model containing all Λ states with mass and width fixed to the values given in Table 1
and a nonresonant component with quantum numbers JP = 3

2

−
. Figures 4 and 5 contain

projections of the data and the model with its components onto all two-body invariant
masses as well as the proton helicity angle for Run 1 and Run 2. Appendix A shows
the projections onto the proton-kaon invariant mass using a logarithmic vertical axis.
The same set of plots is provided in Appendix B for the fit with floating resonances
representing the second best model.

The statistical uncertainties on the fit fractions and interference fit fractions are
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Figure 3: Background-subtracted distribution of the proton-kaon invariant-mass (black dots) for
the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data samples. Also shown is a sample generated according to
the result of a simultaneous fit of the reduced model to the data (red dots) and its components
(lines) as well as the contributions due to interference between states with the same quantum
numbers JP (shaded areas).

determined by bootstrapping the data 250 times. This means that the data set is
resampled and a new set of sWeights is calculated from a fit to the three-body invariant
mass of each bootstrap sample. Running the amplitude fit on each sample with its
respective sWeights results in a distribution for each observable. The value for the
statistical confidence interval given later is obtained by finding the shortest 68% interval
around the maximum of this distribution.

6 Systematic uncertainties

Systematic uncertainties arise from four major categories: the choice of amplitude model,
the acceptance model, the invariant-mass fit model, and potential remaining backgrounds.
The individual uncertainties are listed in Table 2 and outlined in the following.

6.1 Amplitude model

In the default fit, the masses and widths of the resonances are set to their world averages
and fixed in the fit. To assess the impact of this choice, alternative masses and widths are
sampled from Gaussian distributions. The widths of the Gaussians are given in Table 1
as σm0 and σΓ0 and are chosen based on the ranges ∆m0 and ∆Γ0. Pseudoexperiments,
generated using these alternative mass and width values, are fitted with the default model.
The shortest 68% interval around the maximum of the distribution of the difference
between the generated and fitted values is taken as a systematic uncertainty.

Similar to the treatment of the masses and widths, also the Λ0
b and Λ radii used in the

Blatt–Weisskopf functions are fixed to dΛ0
b

= 5 ( GeV/(cℏ))−1 and dΛ = 1.5 ( GeV/(cℏ))−1

in the default fit. The impact of this choice is assessed by generating samples with
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Figure 4: Background-subtracted distribution of the (top) proton-kaon and (bottom) proton-
photon invariant-mass (black dots) for the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data samples. Also
shown is a sample generated according to the result of a simultaneous fit of the default model to
the data (red dots) and its components (lines) as well as the contributions due to interference
between states with the same quantum numbers JP (shaded areas).

dΛ0
b

= 3, 5, 7 (GeV/(cℏ))−1 and dΛ = 0.5, 1.5, 2.5, 3.5 and 4.5 (GeV/(cℏ))−1. These samples
are fitted with the default model. The bias and standard deviation of the differences
between the generated and fitted values for each combination of dΛ0

b
and dΛ is taken as

systematic uncertainty.
Besides the default model, several other models result in a good description of the

data. The systematic effects due to choosing certain components and shapes over others
are quantified by generating samples using an alternative model and fitting the default
model to the generated pseudosample. The five alternative models are:

- removing the nonresonant component and instead floating mass and width of the
Λ(2100) and Λ(2110) states using Gaussian constraints (this is the second best
model);

- using an exponential function instead of a constant for the lineshape of the nonreso-
nant component;

- employing a sub-threshold Breit–Wigner for the lineshape of the Λ(1405) state
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Table 2: Systematic uncertainties on the fit fractions (top part of the table) and interference fit
fractions (bottom part of the table). The values are given in %. The subscripts “BW”, “radius”,
“amp.”, and “res.” refer to the systematic uncertainty due to fixing the resonance mass and width,
fixing the radius of the hadrons, the choice of amplitude model, and the neglected resolution in
the amplitude fit, respectively. The subscripts “finite”, “acc.”, and “kin.” refer to the systematic
uncertainties due to the finite simulation sample used to determine the acceptance model, the
choice of acceptance model, and the kinematic reweighting respectively. The subscripts “pK”,
“pγ”, and “comb.” refer to the systematic uncertainty due to calculating the sWeights in bins of
the proton-kaon invariant mass, the proton-gamma invariant mass, and the choice of model for
the combinatorial background in the three-body invariant mass fit respectively.

Amplitude model Acceptance model Mass fit model

Observable σΛ
BW σΛ

radius σamp. σres. σfinite σacc. σkin. σpK σpγ σcomb.

Λ(1405) +1.2
−0.7

+0.0
−0.0

+0.9
+0.2

+0.0
−0.4

+0.2
−0.2

+0.2
−0.2

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1520) +1.0
−1.3

+1.1
−1.1

+0.3
+0.0

+0.0
−0.1

+0.2
−0.2

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.3
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

Λ(1600) +3.6
−4.5

+1.8
−1.8

+0.5
+0.0

+0.3
−0.2

+0.3
−0.3

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.1

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1670) +1.1
−0.3

+0.2
−0.2

+0.2
−0.2

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1690) +4.1
−0.3

+2.0
−2.0

+1.5
+0.2

+0.6
−0.5

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1800) +3.0
−5.9

+1.1
−1.1

+0.1
−0.8

+0.8
−1.5

+0.3
−0.3

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.6
−0.0

+0.4
−0.0

Λ(1810) +3.7
−0.7

+1.1
−1.1

+1.5
+0.1

+0.5
−1.4

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.2
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1820) +1.8
−4.9

+0.2
−0.2

−0.0
−0.9

+0.3
−0.4

+0.3
−0.3

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.3

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

Λ(1830) +1.3
−0.9

+0.6
−0.6

+0.3
−0.4

+0.3
−0.5

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.2
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1890) +4.2
−5.1

+0.8
−0.8

+0.4
−0.4

+0.1
−0.4

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(2100) +1.0
−2.6

+0.8
−0.8

+0.9
−0.7

+0.2
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

Λ(2110) +5.0
−0.6

+1.5
−1.5

+1.5
−0.1

+0.3
−0.2

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.2

+0.0
−0.0

+0.2
−0.0

Λ(2350) +0.0
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.6
−0.2

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

+0.1
−0.0

NR(3
2

−
) +2.9

+0.3
+0.4
−0.4

+1.0
−2.4

+0.0
−0.6

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

+0.0
−0.3

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1405), Λ(1670) +0.4
−0.7

+0.3
−0.3

+0.2
−0.0

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

Λ(1405), Λ(1800) +0.5
−3.6

+0.3
−0.3

+0.1
−1.9

+1.7
−0.4

+0.2
−0.2

+0.2
−0.2

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.3

+0.1
−0.0

Λ(1520), Λ(1690) +0.3
−2.3

+0.9
−0.9

−0.1
−0.7

+0.5
−0.4

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1520), NR(3
2

−
) +1.2

−2.4
+1.5
−1.5

+0.5
−0.5

+0.8
−0.4

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

Λ(1600), Λ(1810) +4.1
−2.8

+0.6
−0.6

+1.5
−0.7

+0.9
−0.4

+0.3
−0.3

+0.2
−0.2

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.4

+0.0
−0.4

Λ(1670), Λ(1800) +1.5
−1.9

+0.4
−0.4

+0.3
−0.2

+0.4
−0.4

+0.1
−0.1

+0.1
−0.1

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.0

+0.0
−0.1

Λ(1690), NR(3
2

−
) +0.9

−2.2
+1.1
−1.1

+0.2
−2.7

+0.2
−0.5
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Figure 5: Background-subtracted distribution of (top) the kaon-photon invariant-mass and
(bottom) the proton helicity angle (black dots) for the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data
samples. Also shown is a sample generated according to the result of a simultaneous fit of the
default model to the data (red dots) and its components (lines) as well as the contributions due
to interference between states with the same quantum numbers JP (shaded areas). See Fig. 4
for the legend.

instead of the Flatté shape;

- adding a second nonresonant component with constant lineshape and JP = 5
2

+
;

- adding a second nonresonant component with constant lineshape and JP = 1
2

+
.

The systematic uncertainty due to the model choices is calculated based on the mean and
spread of the results obtained using the five alternative models.

Because the resolution is much smaller than the width of the resonances in all regions of
the Dalitz plane, the amplitude model does not include resolution effects in the two-body
invariant masses, mΛ0

b
(pK) and mΛ0

b
(pγ). The systematic impact of this choice is tested

by generating samples with the default model and smearing the masses according to the
resolution determined on simulation samples. Both the unsmeared and smeared samples
are fit with the default model which does not account for the resolution. The shortest
68% interval around the maximum of the distribution of the difference between the two
results is taken as a systematic uncertainty.
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6.2 Acceptance model

The acceptance map is created using a simulation sample generated uniformly in phase
space. The finite size of the sample, the choices regarding particle identification and
kinematic modelling, as well as the number of bins in the acceptance histogram are varied
individually to assess their impact on the observables. The fit to data is repeated with
each alternative acceptance map and the difference between the default and alternative
result calculated. The spread of the differences for the acceptance-related systematic
effects, namely the finite sample size, the acceptance model, and the kinematic weights
are taken as individual systematic uncertainties. The uncertainty associated with the
particle identification weights is found to be negligible.

6.3 Mass fit model

In order to quantify systematic effects due to choices in the fit to the Λ0
b invariant mass,

the analysis is performed for each of these alternatives:

- modelling the combinatorial background using a polynomial instead of an exponential
function;

- modelling the partially reconstructed background using an Argus function [46]
instead of a kernel density estimator obtained from simulation samples;

- letting the signal tail parameters vary in the fit to data using a Gaussian constraint
instead of fixing them;

- calculating the sWeights in bins of mΛ0
b
(pK−) and mΛ0

b
(pγ) to account for possible

correlations between the Dalitz variables and the three-body invariant mass.

Only changing the shape of the combinatorial background and calculating the sWeights
in bins of the two-body invariant masses results in a difference with respect to the default
result; this difference is added as a systematic uncertainty.

6.4 Additional background contamination

After the selection, a small number of candidates from misidentified D0 → K+K− and
D0 → K+π− decays combined with a random photon remain in the data sample. In the
three-body invariant mass, they are predominantly located below the Λ0

b mass peak. The
full analysis chain is repeated vetoing both D0 decays in order to determine the systematic
effect of this choice and no difference is observed.

The contamination due to misidentified B0
s → K+K−γ and B0 → K+π−γ decays

is estimated to not exceed 0.5% of the signal yield. The resulting structures are wide
and spread across large parts of the phase space. Nevertheless, the two backgrounds are
included in the mass fit constraining their yield to 0.5% of the signal yield. The amplitude
fit is repeated using the obtained alternative set of sWeights. No difference to the default
result is observed.
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6.5 Systematic uncertainty combinations

Table 2 contains all individual systematic uncertainties considered for the final result.
Sources of systematic uncertainty found to have no impact on the default values are
neglected: the limited simulation sample size and the particle identification weights used to
determine the acceptance model, the shape of the signal and combinatorial background in
the fit to the three-body invariant mass, and the consideration of additional misidentified
B0

s and B0 backgrounds in the mass fit as well as vetoing misidentified backgrounds from
D0 decays. All acceptance-related systematic uncertainties are assumed to be Gaussian
and centred around the default value. All mass fit systematic uncertainties are also
assumed to be Gaussian and centred around the default value, however only allowing
values on either the positive or negative side as the nature of these systematic effects is a
one-sided bias instead of a double-sided uncertainty. The systematic uncertainty related
to the amplitude model is considered to be Gaussian but biased with respect to the default
value. Similarly to the statistical uncertainty, the systematic uncertainty due to fixing the
resonance parameters and neglecting the resolution are neither centred around the default
value nor symmetric.

As a consequence of asymmetric non-Gaussian behaviour of these distributions, the
uncertainties can not be combined by taking the square root of the sum of the individ-
ual uncertainties squared. Instead, they are combined by numerically convolving the
distributions and taking the shortest 68% interval around the maximum of the resulting
distribution as the combined uncertainty interval. The uncertainty due to the poorly
known Λ resonance parameters dominates the combination. In order to differentiate
between the uncertainty due to this external input and the systematic uncertainty related
to the analysis choices, the combination is performed once for all sources of systematic
uncertainty and once for all but σΛ

BW and σradius. The two external uncertainties σΛ
BW and

σΛ
radius are combined to give σexternal

syst .

7 Results and conclusion

The results of this analysis, including statistical and systematic uncertainties, are presented
in Fig. 6 and Table 3. The statistical correlations between the observables are given in
Appendix D. The data and model projections on the invariant masses and proton helicity
angle are shown in Figs. 4 and 5. The largest resonant contributions to the Λ0

b→ pK−γ
decay are found to arise from the Λ(1800), Λ(1600), Λ(1890) and Λ(1520) states, in
decreasing order. The largest interference term involves the Λ(1405) and Λ(1800) baryons.

The uncertainties for most observables are dominated by external inputs, specifically
the masses and widths of the Λ states. A future measurement including improved
knowledge of the different Λ baryons and more data will result in a significant reduction
of the uncertainties.

The analysis of Λ0
b→ pK−γ decays provides information about the composition of the

pK− spectrum with unique access to the heavier Λ states. A comparison between the
composition of the spectrum in Λ0

b → pK−γ and Λ0
b → J/ψpK− decays, see Ref. [13], is

complicated due to the different phase space and the prominent pentaquark contributions in
the latter. Three notable differences are explained in the following. First, the contribution
of the sub-threshold resonance Λ(1405) is much smaller in the radiative mode. Second,
the Λ(1810) state appears small in decays to a photon but large in the J/ψ case; the
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Figure 6: Final results for the fit fractions and interference fit fractions. The vertical line
separates the fit from the interference fit fractions. The error bars represent the different sources
of uncertainty.

neighbouring Λ(1820) state behaves in the opposite way. This observation reveals a
potential ambiguity between the two resonances also echoed in the systematic uncertainties
on their fit fractions presented in this paper. Third, the heavy resonances Λ(1890), Λ(2100),
Λ(2110), and Λ(2350) are much larger in the radiative case which is in part due to the
phase space enhancement.

In conclusion, an amplitude analysis of the decay Λ0
b→ pK−γ is presented for the first

time, based on the helicity formalism. A sample of around 50 000 signal candidates is
selected from proton-proton collisions recorded by the LHCb experiment at centre-of-mass
energies of 7, 8 and 13 TeV. The default fit model comprises all known Λ resonances as well
as a nonresonant contribution with quantum numbers JP = 3

2

−
. The presented amplitude

model provides a detailed description of the Λ0
b→ pK−γ decay with possible applications

ranging from searches for beyond the Standard Model physics in Λ0
b→ pK−ℓ+ℓ− decays

to QCD studies and a possible measurement of the photon polarisation in Λ0
b → pK−γ

decays using polarised Λ0
b baryons from Z decays at future e+e− colliders.
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Table 3: Fit fractions (top) and interference fit fractions (bottom) determined using the amplitude
model. The values are given in %. The uncertainties from internal and external sources,
determined by the numerical convolution procedure are labelled σinternal

syst and σexternal
syst .

Observable Value σstat σinternal
syst σexternal

syst σsyst

Λ(1405) 3.5 +0.3
−0.4

+0.9
−0.0

+1.3
−0.6

+1.9
−0.3

Λ(1520) 10.4 +0.4
−0.2

+0.7
−0.0

+1.7
−1.6

+2.2
−1.2

Λ(1600) 15.6 +0.6
−0.9

+0.8
−0.2

+3.9
−5.0

+4.3
−4.6

Λ(1670) 1.3 +0.2
−0.2

+0.3
−0.2

+1.2
−0.3

+1.3
−0.2

Λ(1690) 7.7 +0.4
−0.8

+1.8
−0.1

+5.1
−1.0

+6.2
−0.2

Λ(1800) 18.3 +1.3
−1.6

+1.4
−1.1

+3.2
−6.0

+3.2
−6.2

Λ(1810) 0.1 +0.9
−0.4

+1.7
−0.4

+4.0
−0.7

+4.8
−0.7

Λ(1820) 8.3 +0.4
−0.7

−0.2
−1.4

+1.9
−4.8

+1.0
−5.7

Λ(1830) 0.3 +0.4
−0.4

+0.6
−0.5

+1.5
−0.9

+1.6
−0.9

Λ(1890) 11.2 +0.7
−0.6

+0.5
−0.6

+4.3
−5.1

+4.6
−4.9

Λ(2100) 7.3 +0.5
−0.5

+1.1
−0.6

+1.1
−2.8

+1.4
−2.9

Λ(2110) 6.5 +0.6
−0.7

+1.7
−0.0

+5.4
−0.9

+6.3
−0.2

Λ(2350) 1.0 +0.2
−0.1

+0.8
−0.0

+0.0
−0.2

+0.8
−0.1

NR(3/2−) 2.8 +0.5
−0.4

+0.2
−1.9

+3.0
+0.3

+2.4
−1.3

Λ(1405), Λ(1670) −0.7 +0.1
−0.2

+0.2
−0.2

+0.5
−0.8

+0.5
−0.9

Λ(1405), Λ(1800) 7.6 +0.7
−0.8

+1.2
−2.0

+0.6
−3.5

+0.9
−4.6

Λ(1520), Λ(1690) 0.5 +0.5
−0.3

+0.3
−0.9

+0.6
−2.6

+0.5
−3.0

Λ(1520), NR(3/2−) −0.6 +0.4
−0.4

+1.0
−0.6

+1.6
−3.2

+2.1
−3.0

Λ(1600), Λ(1810) −1.9 +1.5
−1.0

+1.3
−1.5

+4.1
−2.9

+3.9
−3.6

Λ(1670), Λ(1800) −4.8 +0.5
−0.4

+0.4
−0.6

+1.5
−2.0

+1.5
−2.1

Λ(1690), NR(3/2−) 3.9 +0.4
−0.4

+0.1
−3.0

+1.2
−2.7

+0.3
−4.7

Λ(1820), Λ(2110) 1.1 +0.7
−0.5

+0.2
−2.1

+2.5
−3.9

+1.9
−4.8
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Appendices

A Logarithmic scale plots of mΛ0
b
(pK−)

The plots in Fig. 7 are equivalent to the top plots in Fig. 4 with a logarithmic vertical axis
in order to make all components visible. This means the plots contain the background
corrected data distributions in the proton-kaon invariant mass. The plots also contain
the full fit model and the individual components. Note that there are regions where the
interference terms become negative but this cannot be displayed on a logarithmic scale.
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Figure 7: Background-subtracted distribution of the proton-kaon invariant-mass (black dots) for
the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data samples on a logarithmic scale. Also shown is a sample
generated according to the result of a simultaneous fit of the default model to the data (red
dots) and its components (lines) as well as the contributions due to interference between states
with the same quantum numbers JP (shaded areas).

B Projections for the reduced and second best models

The reduced model consists of the Λ resonances in Table 1. The best and second best model
are based on the reduced model. Contrary to the best model, the second best model has
no nonresonant component but instead the mass and width of the Λ(2100) and Λ(2110)
states are floated in the fit.

Figure 8 shows the fit projections on the proton-photon and kaon-photon invariant-
mass, as well as the proton helicity angle for the reduced model. Figure 9 shows the fit
projections on the two-body invariant masses and the proton helicity angle for this fit.
Figures 10 and 11 show the projections on the proton-kaon invariant mass for the reduced
model and the second best model using a logarithmic scale.
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Figure 8: Background-subtracted distribution of (top) the proton-photon invariant-mass, (middle)
the kaon-photon invariant-mass, and (bottom) the proton helicity angle (black dots) for the
(left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data samples. Also shown is a sample generated according to
the result of a simultaneous fit of the reduced model to the data (red dots) and its components
(lines) as well as the contributions due to interference between states with the same quantum
numbers JP (shaded areas). See Fig. 3 for the legend.
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Figure 9: Background-subtracted distribution of (top three rows) the two-body invariant-masses
and (bottom row) the proton helicity angle (black dots) for the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run
2 data samples. Also shown is a sample generated according to the result of a simultaneous
fit of the second best model to the data (red dots) and its components (lines) as well as the
contributions due to interference between states with the same quantum numbers JP (shaded
areas). See Fig. 3 for the legend.
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Figure 10: Background-subtracted distribution of the proton-kaon invariant-mass (black dots)
for the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data samples on a logarithmic scale. Also shown is a
sample generated according to the result of a simultaneous fit of the reduced model to the data
(red dots) and its components (lines) as well as the contributions due to interference between
states with the same quantum numbers JP (shaded areas).
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Figure 11: Background-subtracted distribution of the proton-kaon invariant-mass (black dots)
for the (left) Run 1 and (right) Run 2 data samples on a logarithmic scale. Also shown is
a sample generated according to the result of a simultaneous fit of the second best model to
the data (red dots) and its components (lines) as well as the contributions due to interference
between states with the same quantum numbers JP (shaded areas).
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C Couplings at the best fit point

Tables 4 and 5 give the value of the couplings, ALS, obtained from the fit of the default
model to data. These values serve primarily to construct the model and cannot be
interpreted as measurements. Uncertainties for the couplings are not calculated as they
generally are unstable such that minor changes (as are done when estimating systematic
uncertainties) can result in very different couplings. The rightmost column indicates which
couplings are dependent on the others via Eq. 12.

D Statistical correlations

Table 6 provides the statistical correlations between the observables.
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Table 4: Magnitude, |ALS |, and phase, arg(ALS), of the couplings at the best fit point of the
default model for resonances Λ(1405), Λ(1520), Λ(1600), Λ(1670), Λ(1690), Λ(1800), Λ(1810),
and Λ(1820).

Resonance 2L 2S |ALS| arg(ALS) additional comment

Λ(1405)

0 1 2.890 −0.672
2 1 2.137 −2.633
2 3 1.511 0.509 dependent via Eq. 12
4 3 2.044 2.470 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1520)

0 1 0.400 −0.016
2 1 0.542 0.147
2 3 2.063 1.649
4 3 1.142 2.083
4 5 0.590 −0.607 dependent via Eq. 12
6 5 0.773 −0.944 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1600)

0 1 7.000 0.970
2 1 4.127 3.057
2 3 2.918 −0.085 dependent via Eq. 12
4 3 4.950 −2.171 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1670)

0 1 0.182 2.694
2 1 0.394 0.549
2 3 0.279 −2.592 dependent via Eq. 12
4 3 0.129 −0.447 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1690)

0 1 0.371 −2.977
2 1 2.426 0.694
2 3 1.328 0.263
4 3 2.918 0.648
4 5 1.225 −2.599 dependent via Eq. 12
6 5 1.418 0.824 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1800)

0 1 1.000 0.000 fixed in the fit
2 1 4.418 −1.498
2 3 3.124 1.643 dependent via Eq. 12
4 3 0.707 3.142 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1810)

0 1 1.453 −2.702
2 1 0.374 −1.129
2 3 0.264 2.012 dependent via Eq. 12
4 3 1.027 0.440 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1820)

2 3 0.692 −2.965
4 3 3.166 −1.937
4 5 2.258 −1.733
6 5 3.023 −1.299
6 7 0.931 2.510 dependent via Eq. 12
8 7 2.157 −1.984 dependent via Eq. 12
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Table 5: Magnitude, |ALS |, and phase, arg(ALS), of the couplings at the best fit point of the
default model for resonances Λ(1830), Λ(1890), Λ(2100), Λ(2110), Λ(2350), and the non-resonant
component.

Resonance 2L 2S |ALS| arg(ALS) additional comment

Λ(1830)

2 3 0.646 2.337
4 3 0.881 −2.763
4 5 0.894 0.643
6 5 0.764 −2.560
6 7 0.536 2.018 dependent via Eq. 12
8 7 0.931 −2.707 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(1890)

0 1 2.070 −1.103
2 1 1.312 0.175
2 3 1.449 3.118
4 3 3.918 1.441
4 5 2.724 −1.376 dependent via Eq. 12
6 5 1.455 0.109 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(2100)

4 5 2.378 −0.537
6 5 5.087 1.139
6 7 3.192 1.384
8 7 6.932 1.924
8 9 3.088 −0.778 dependent via Eq. 12
10 9 3.946 1.106 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(2110)

2 3 2.093 2.382
4 3 6.217 −2.358
4 5 2.348 −1.664
6 5 6.899 −1.546
6 7 3.044 2.015 dependent via Eq. 12
8 7 4.810 −2.427 dependent via Eq. 12

Λ(2350)

6 7 0.509 −1.829
8 7 0.670 −0.946
8 9 1.751 −1.344
10 9 0.848 −0.286
10 11 0.471 −2.076 dependent via Eq. 12
12 11 0.396 −0.711 dependent via Eq. 12

NR(3/2−)

0 1 1.368 0.598
2 1 8.811 3.131
2 3 7.525 −0.006
4 3 5.694 −2.808
4 5 2.895 0.426 dependent via Eq. 12
6 5 9.075 3.132 dependent via Eq. 12
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Table 6: Statistical correlations between the observables in percent obtained from bootstrapping the data. In the interest of space, the JP

specification of the nonresonant component of the best model, NR(32
−
), is dropped and the resonances are only referred to by their mass. A

single mass refers to the fit fraction of a state, two masses refer to the interference fit fraction of the given combination.

1405 1520 1600 1670 1690 1800 1810 1820 1830 1890 2100 2110 2350 NR 1405, 1670 1520, 1690 1405, 1800 1670, 1800 1600, 1810 1820, 2110 1520, NR 1690, NR
1405 100
1520 8 100
1600 11 -14 100
1670 -37 -9 -33 100
1690 -7 25 -33 30 100
1800 -24 -13 -8 34 14 100
1810 21 -3 13 -20 -31 -41 100
1820 2 3 2 3 6 -11 3 100
1830 16 20 -8 -20 -27 -36 33 -11 100
1890 -3 4 11 -3 -25 -33 50 1 14 100
2100 -21 -14 -16 21 -24 -0 8 9 28 3 100
2110 -10 20 -5 -9 -2 27 15 -3 -9 23 -26 100
2350 -10 -14 -15 14 4 36 14 -14 -12 -4 -3 19 100
NR 5 7 -9 -6 -36 -2 7 -28 28 3 4 5 9 100

1405, 1670 15 5 47 -52 -7 -19 -5 -6 -5 -8 -31 -20 -21 -23 100
1520, 1690 -2 -11 34 -11 -53 -26 5 2 17 2 22 -28 -18 2 36 100
1405, 1800 -40 -13 -45 18 10 -11 -15 -11 6 -9 26 -8 12 16 -34 2 100
1670, 1800 45 14 26 -93 -27 -58 36 2 26 11 -19 2 -17 2 44 12 -20 100
1600, 1810 -3 -3 -16 5 21 -0 -66 -18 -39 -35 -30 -22 -32 -13 20 -13 -9 -4 100
1820, 2110 22 -18 2 -3 5 -37 -12 -5 11 -34 2 -73 -31 -16 19 20 1 12 31 100
1520, NR 8 -6 -6 1 2 -39 45 -5 9 20 -21 -6 6 -22 -8 -7 -4 16 -12 19 100
1690, NR -17 -28 -12 17 9 -5 -31 2 -22 -33 2 -54 -3 -8 14 12 13 -14 40 35 -15 100
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P. Naik58 , T. Nakada47 , R. Nandakumar55 , T. Nanut46 , I. Nasteva3 ,
M. Needham56 , N. Neri27,n , S. Neubert73 , N. Neufeld46 , P. Neustroev41,
R. Newcombe59, J. Nicolini17,13 , D. Nicotra76 , E.M. Niel47 , N. Nikitin41 , P. Nogga73,
N.S. Nolte62 , C. Normand10,29 , J. Novoa Fernandez44 , G. Nowak63 , C. Nunez79 , H.
N. Nur57 , A. Oblakowska-Mucha37 , V. Obraztsov41 , T. Oeser16 , S. Okamura23,k,46 ,
R. Oldeman29,j , F. Oliva56 , M. Olocco17 , C.J.G. Onderwater76 , R.H. O’Neil56 ,
J.M. Otalora Goicochea3 , T. Ovsiannikova41 , P. Owen48 , A. Oyanguren45 ,
O. Ozcelik56 , K.O. Padeken73 , B. Pagare54 , P.R. Pais19 , T. Pajero61 ,
A. Palano21 , M. Palutan25 , G. Panshin41 , L. Paolucci54 , A. Papanestis55 ,
M. Pappagallo21,h , L.L. Pappalardo23,k , C. Pappenheimer63 , C. Parkes60 ,
B. Passalacqua23,k , G. Passaleva24 , D. Passaro32,r , A. Pastore21 , M. Patel59 ,
J. Patoc61 , C. Patrignani22,i , C.J. Pawley76 , A. Pellegrino35 , M. Pepe Altarelli25 ,
S. Perazzini22 , D. Pereima41 , A. Pereiro Castro44 , P. Perret11 , A. Perro46 ,
K. Petridis52 , A. Petrolini26,m , S. Petrucci56 , J. P. Pfaller63 , H. Pham66 ,
L. Pica32,r , M. Piccini31 , B. Pietrzyk10 , G. Pietrzyk13 , D. Pinci33 , F. Pisani46 ,
M. Pizzichemi28,o , V. Placinta40 , M. Plo Casasus44 , F. Polci15,46 , M. Poli Lener25 ,
A. Poluektov12 , N. Polukhina41 , I. Polyakov46 , E. Polycarpo3 , S. Ponce46 ,
D. Popov7 , S. Poslavskii41 , K. Prasanth38 , C. Prouve44 , V. Pugatch50 ,
G. Punzi32,s , W. Qian7 , N. Qin4 , S. Qu4 , R. Quagliani47 , R.I. Rabadan Trejo54 ,
B. Rachwal37 , J.H. Rademacker52 , M. Rama32 , M. Ramı́rez Garćıa79 ,
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sUniversità di Pisa, Pisa, Italy
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Abstract

The Λ0
b → D+D−Λ decay is observed for the first time using proton-proton collision

data collected by the LHCb experiment at a center-of-mass energy of 13TeV,
corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 5.3 fb−1. Using the B0 → D+D−K0

S

decay as a reference channel, the product of the relative production cross-section
and decay branching fractions is measured to be

R =
σΛ0

b

σB0

×
B(Λ0

b → D+D−Λ)

B(B0 → D+D−K0
S)

= 0.179± 0.022± 0.014,

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. The known
branching fraction of the reference channel, B(B0 → D+D−K0

S), and the cross-
section ratio, σΛ0

b
/σB0 , previously measured by LHCb are used to derive the branch-

ing fraction of the Λ0
b → D+D−Λ decay

B(Λ0
b → D+D−Λ) = (1.24± 0.15± 0.10± 0.28± 0.11)× 10−4,

where the third and fourth contributions are due to uncertainties of
B(B0 → D+D−K0

S) and σΛ0
b
/σB0 , respectively. Inspection of the D+Λ and D+D−

invariant-mass distributions suggests a rich presence of intermediate resonances in
the decay. The Λ0

b → D∗+D−Λ decay is also observed for the first time as a partially
reconstructed component in the D+D−Λ invariant mass spectrum.
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1 Introduction

Beauty baryons containing at least one b quark have rich phenomenology, but most of
them have not been fully explored yet. The large sample of beauty baryons produced at
the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) provides an unprecedented opportunity to enrich our
knowledge of beauty baryons and better understand strong and weak interactions. The
b→ c transition underlies the main decay modes of beauty baryons. From the late 1990s
to the early 2010s, beauty baryon decays involving charmed baryons in the final state
were almost exclusively known and long considered dominant [1–3]. Since 2014, however,
decays with a c quark hadronizing into a meson instead of a baryon have been commonly
discovered by the LHCb experiment, with sizable branching fractions as well [4–6]. Among
these, b → ccs transitions provided the place to observe the first decays into systems
made of a baryon and a charmonium resonance [7–10]. For such final states, a significant
contribution due to intermediate pentaquark states has been established [11–14]. Another
class of decays that originate from b→ ccs transitions is the decay of a Λ0

b baryon into a
charmed baryon and an anti-charmed meson [15], which allows a precise measurement of
the Λ0

b baryon mass to be performed due to the limited phase space of the reaction.
This paper presents the first observation of the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay,1 referred to
hereafter as the signal channel. This decay is of interest as it can proceed via two types of
two-body intermediate states: one involving a charmed baryon and an anti-charm meson,
and the other through charmonium(-like) states. As discussed in Ref. [16], a D+D− bound
state can be produced near the D+D− mass threshold, and open-charmed pentaquark
states with quark content csudd might be present in the D−Λ final state. Figure 1 shows
the example diagrams resulting in these intermediate states that might contribute to the
Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay, which originates from a b→ ccs transition. These include the Ξc
∗∗+

baryon decaying to D+Λ, the X(3700) state decaying to D+D− and pentaquark states
Pcs decaying to D−Λ.

This analysis is performed using proton-proton (pp) collision data collected by the
LHCb experiment from 2016 to 2018 at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV, corresponding
to an integrated luminosity of 5.3 fb−1. The branching fraction B of the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ
decay is determined by taking the B0 → D+D−K0

S decay as a reference channel. The latter
has a decay topology similar to that of the signal channel, allowing for the cancellation
of some systematic uncertainties in the branching fraction measurement. The primary
measured quantity is the product of the relative production cross-section between Λ0

b and
B0 hadrons and their decay branching fraction ratio, defined as

R ≡
σΛ0

b

σB0

× B(Λ0
b → D+D−Λ)

B(B0 → D+D−K0
S)
, (1)

where σΛ0
b

(σB0) is the production cross-section of the Λ0
b (B0) hadron, and B denotes the

branching fractions. The branching fraction of the Λ0
b → D+D−Λ decay is then derived

using the value of the cross-section ratio, σΛ0
b
/σB0 , previously measured at the LHCb

experiment [17] and the known branching fraction of the reference channel [18].

1The inclusion of charge-conjugate modes is always implied.
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Figure 1: Example diagrams resulting in intermediate states that might contribute to the
Λ0
b → D+D−Λ decay.

2 Detector and data samples

The LHCb detector [19, 20] is a single-arm forward spectrometer covering the
pseudorapidity range 2 < η < 5, designed for the study of particles containing b or
c quarks. The detector includes a high-precision tracking system consisting of a silicon-
strip vertex detector surrounding the pp interaction region, a large-area silicon-strip
detector located upstream of a dipole magnet with a bending power of about 4 Tm, and
three stations of silicon-strip detectors and straw drift tubes placed downstream of the
magnet. The tracking system provides a measurement of the momentum, p, of charged
particles with a relative uncertainty that varies from 0.5% at low momentum to 1.0%
at 200 GeV/c. The minimum distance of a track to a primary pp collision vertex (PV),
the impact parameter, is measured with a resolution of (15 + 29/pT)µm, where pT is
the component of the momentum transverse to the beam, in GeV/c. Different types of
charged hadrons are distinguished using information from two ring-imaging Cherenkov
detectors. Photons, electrons and hadrons are identified by a calorimeter system con-
sisting of scintillating-pad and preshower detectors, an electromagnetic and a hadronic
calorimeter.

The online event selection is performed by a trigger, which consists of a hardware stage,
based on information from the calorimeter and muon systems, followed by a software
stage, which applies a full event reconstruction. At the hardware trigger stage, events are
required to have a hadron with a transverse energy above 3.5 GeV in the calorimeters. The
software trigger requires a two-, three- or four-track secondary vertex with a significant
displacement from any PV. At least one charged particle from the secondary vertex must
have a pT > 1.6 GeV/c and be inconsistent with originating from any PV.

Simulation samples are required to model the effects of the detector acceptance and
the imposed selection requirements, and to study the invariant mass distributions of

2



reconstructed Λ0
b → D+D−Λ and B0 → D+D−K0

S decays. The simulation samples are
generated with Λ0

b or B0 signal decays uniformly distributed in the D+D−Λ or D+D−K0
S

phase space. In the simulation, pp collisions are generated using Pythia [21] with a specific
LHCb configuration [22]. Decays of unstable particles are described by EvtGen [23],
in which final-state radiation is generated using Photos [24]. The interaction of the
generated particles with the detector, and its response, are implemented using the Geant4
toolkit [25] as described in Ref. [26].

3 Selection of candidates

In the offline reconstruction, charged tracks of kaons, pions and protons are combined to
form D+ → K−π+π+, Λ→ pπ− and K0

S → π+π− decays, which are then used to build
the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ and B0 → D+D−K0
S candidates. It is worth noting that the Λ and

K0
S candidates (collectively referred to as the V 0 particles) are reconstructed according to

two different categories. In the LL category, they decay closely enough to the PV such
that the final-state particles are reconstructed using the full tracking system. In the DD
category, the V 0 particles decay downstream of the vertex detector. Consequently, the V 0

candidates have better momentum, mass and vertex resolution in the LL category than in
the DD one, while the V 0 candidates in the DD category have higher efficiency.

A series of selection criteria are applied to the formed beauty-hadron candidates to
suppress the background. The selection starts with loose requirements on kinematics,
particle identification (PID) and variables that exploit the relatively long lifetime of beauty
hadrons. Firstly, all final-state particles are required to have good track-fit quality and
be displaced from any PV. Furthermore, these particles must have pT > 0.1 GeV/c and
p > 2 GeV/c, and be identified with a high significance as a pion, a kaon or a proton, using
information from the tracking system and PID detectors. The scalar sum of pT of the
D± candidates’ decay products must be larger than 1.8 GeV/c, with at least one of these
having pT > 0.5 GeV/c and p > 5 GeV/c. The D+ and V 0 candidates are required to have
a good-quality decay vertex that is significantly displaced from any PV. The invariant
mass of D+ candidates should lie within 25 MeV/c2 of the known mass [18]. Moreover, V 0

candidates should have pT > 250 MeV/c and an invariant mass within 6.6 (5.4) MeV/c2 of
the known masses [18] for the DD (LL) category. The beauty hadron candidate formed
by combining the D± and V 0 hadrons must have a good decay vertex displaced from its
associated PV, which is defined as the PV that is the most compatible with the flight
direction of the beauty candidate. Additionally, its decay time is required to be greater
than 0.2 ps, and its momentum must point back to the associated PV. The final-state
tracks of the Λ0

b baryon must have a scalar pT sum larger than 5 GeV/c, and at least one
of the final-state particles must have pT larger than 1.7 GeV/c and p larger than 10 GeV/c,
and at least two of them must have pT larger than 0.5 GeV/c and p larger than 5 GeV/c.
A kinematic fit to the whole decay chain is performed with the D+ and V 0 constrained to
their known masses [18] and the beauty-candidate momentum constrained to point back
to the associated PV [27], which helps to improve the beauty-candidate mass resolution.

To further suppress the combinatorial background, a Boosted Decision Tree
(BDT) [28,29] classifier implemented in the TMVA toolkit [30] is employed. Given
the similar topology of the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ and B0 → D+D−K0
S decays, the BDT classifier

is trained using Λ0
b → D+D−Λ samples and is applied to both decay modes, helping to

3



cancel certain systematic uncertainties associated with the efficiency determination in the
branching fraction measurement. The BDT classifier training uses candidate Λ0

b decays in
the high mass sideband (5.80 < m(D+D−Λ) < 6.15 GeV/c2) in data, which serves as a
proxy for the background, and simulated Λ0

b → D+D−Λ signal decays. The training is
performed separately for the LL and DD categories. The BDT classifier combines vari-
ables including the beauty-hadron decay topology, PID information of final-state particles
and kinematic properties of the Λ0

b , D
±, Λ and final-state candidates, to discriminate

between the signal and the background. The optimal requirement on the BDT response is
determined by maximising the Punzi figure of merit ϵ/(5

2
+
√
B) [31], where ϵ is the signal

efficiency and B is the background yield in the data signal region. The signal region is
chosen as ±25 MeV/c2 around the known Λ0

b mass [18]. The signal efficiency ϵ is estimated
from simulated samples, and the background yield B is estimated by a linear extrapolation
of the yield in the high-mass data sideband to the signal region. The requirements on the
BDT response are optimized separately for the signal and the reference channels but are
found to be similar. The optimal requirement on the BDT response rejects about 99% of
the combinatorial background while maintaining a signal efficiency of about 80%.

The background from the K0
S → π+π− decay, which may be reconstructed as the

Λ → pπ− decay due to misidentification of a pion as a proton, is investigated. This
cross-feed background is suppressed by imposing a tight PID requirement on the proton
track if the pπ− invariant mass under the π+π− hypothesis is consistent with the K0

S

meson mass. The remaining cross-feed background in the B0 → D+D−K0
S decay is found

to be negligible. The background from Λ0
b → D+K+π−π−Λ, Λ0

b → K−π+π+D−Λ and
Λ0

b → K−π+π+K+π−π−Λ decays is referred to hereafter as the non-double-charm (NDC)
background. This background involves the same set of final-state particles as the signal
decays but there is only one or no intermediate D± meson. The NDC background is
largely suppressed by the imposed requirement on the D± invariant mass. However, any
residual NDC background can produce a peak in the D+D−Λ invariant mass distribution,
and its yield is estimated using the same method as in Refs. [32,33], based on the number
of candidates in the D± mass sidebands, positioned within a range of 35 to 90 MeV/c2

from the known D± mass. The fraction of the NDC background in the Λ0
b sample is

estimated from a fit to the D+D−Λ invariant mass distribution in the D± mass sidebands
and is found to be (6 ± 7)% and (6 ± 3)% for the LL and DD categories, respectively.
Similar results are measured for the B0 → D+D−K0

S decay channel. The obtained NDC
yield is subtracted from the beauty-hadron yield.

4 Signal yield determination

The invariant mass distributions of the Λ0
b and B0 candidates after applying all the

aforementioned selection requirements are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively. The
distributions are characterized by three significant peaking structures, one for the signal
decay and the other two for partially reconstructed beauty-hadron decays, and a wide
smooth combinatorial background. These components are fit with an extended unbinned
maximum-likelihood method to determine the Λ0

b and B0 signal yields.
The signal peak is described by the sum of two Gaussian functions sharing the same

mean value. The common mean and the average resolution of the two Gaussian functions
are free parameters in the fit, while the relative fractions of the two components and the

4
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Figure 2: Invariant mass distribution of Λ0
b → D+D−Λ candidates near the signal region with

the fit results superimposed, for the (left) LL and (right) DD categories, respectively.
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Figure 3: Invariant mass distribution of B0 → D+D−K0
S candidates with the fit results super-

imposed, for the (left) LL and (right) DD categories, respectively.

ratio of their widths are fixed to the values obtained from the simulation. In Fig. 2, the
peaking background closer to the signal peak originates from the Λ0

b → D+D−Σ0(→ Λγ)
decay where the γ is not included. The left peaking background is consistent with
Λ0

b → D∗±(→ D±π0)D∓Λ decays with the π0 not included. In Fig. 3, the partially
reconstructed backgrounds in the B0 → D+D−K0

S mass spectrum are consistent with
the B0 → D∗+D∗−K0

S and B0 → D∗±D∓K0
S decays, where the π0 in the D∗± → D±π0

decay is not included. The shapes of the partially reconstructed backgrounds are ob-
tained from a fast simulation [34], and convolved with the experimental resolution. The
combinatorial background is modelled empirically by slowly varying functions, namely
the ARGUS function [35] for the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ mode and a second-order polynomial
for the B0 → D+D−K0

S mode, with all parameters free in the fit. The fit of m(D+D−Λ)
distribution is performed over a larger range than what is shown in Fig. 2 to better
constrain the combinatorial background. The fit is performed simultaneously for the LL
and DD samples, and the mean of the signal Gaussians is shared.
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The fit results are shown in Fig. 2 for Λ0
b → D+D−Λ candidates and in Fig. 3 for the

B0 → D+D−K0
S candidates. The signal yields for the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ and B0 → D+D−K0
S

decays are determined to be 19 ± 5 and 143 ± 13 for the LL category, 73 ± 9 and 309 ± 18
for the DD category, respectively. The statistical significance of the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay
evaluated using the likelihood-ratio test [36] is 16 standard deviations (σ). Thus, this
represents the first observation of the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay mode. The left peaking
structure in the D+D−Λ invariant mass distributions exhibits a statistical significance of
9σ using the same method as above. This structure is consistent with the Λ0

b → D∗+D−Λ
decay, being thus observed for the first time in the D+D−Λ invariant mass spectrum.

5 Branching fraction measurement

The branching fraction of the Λ0
b → D+D−Λ decay is measured with respect to that of

the B0 → D+D−K0
S decay as

R =
N corr

Λ0
b

N corr
B0

× B(K0
S → π+π−)

B(Λ→ pπ−)
, (2)

where N corr
Xb

is the efficiency corrected yield of the Xb = Λ0
b or B0 decay. The branching

fractions B(Λ → pπ−) and B(K0
S → π+π−) are taken from Ref. [18]. The efficiency

corrected yield is determined as

N corr
Xb

=
∑
i

wi

ϵi
, (3)

where the sum runs over all the selected candidates in the signal or reference channel.
The weight wi assigned to each candidate is calculated using the invariant mass fit result
following the sPlot technique [37], which is used to statistically subtract the background
contribution in the data sample. The ϵi denotes the total experimental efficiency, which
is calculated as a function of the final-state phase-space coordinates, represented by
the two-dimensional plot of the two-body invariant mass distributions m(D+D−) and
m(D+V 0), and it is estimated for the LL and DD categories separately. The efficiency
function is determined using simulated samples, which have been calibrated such that
the distributions of several key variables match the data, including the PID response,
Λ0

b kinematics and the total charged-track multiplicity. The relative variation of the
total experimental efficiency across the phsp space is around 20% for both the signal and
reference channels in the LL and DD categories.

After the subtraction of the aforementioned NDC background, R is determined to
be 0.172 ± 0.047 and 0.181 ± 0.025 for the LL and DD categories, respectively, where the
uncertainties are statistical.

6 Systematic uncertainties

The systematic uncertainties on the branching fraction measurement, apart from external
inputs, are generally related to either the signal yields or the efficiencies. Due to the similar
topology of the signal and reference decays, many sources of systematic uncertainties are
either cancelled or largely suppressed in the ratio of branching fractions. The remaining
systematic uncertainties are outlined below and summarized in Table 1.
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The determination of the signal yields in the Λ0
b and B0 decay channels is affected

by the choice of the fit models for the various components, which in turn influences the
branching fraction measurement. To test the signal model, alternative fits are performed
by either fixing all the shape parameters to those obtained from the simulation or by using
a Hypatia function [38] with the parameters of mean and resolution floated in the fit. In
order to study the systematic uncertainty associated with the combinatorial background
modelling, the range of the beauty-hadron invariant mass used in the fit is modified. The
relative deviation of the branching fraction obtained in these alternative fits from the
baseline result is found to be 3.4% at most, which is taken to be the systematic uncertainty
due to the invariant mass modelling.

The distributions of the discriminating variables used in the BDT classifier are found
to be consistent between the simulation and background-subtracted data of the reference
channel. Additionally, given the overlap of the distributions of discriminating variables
between the signal and reference channels in simulation, no corresponding systematic
uncertainties are quoted. To validate the effect of the possible overtraining of the BDT
classifier on the beauty-hadron invariant mass distribution, a fit is performed excluding the
candidates used in the BDT training. The relative difference of the new branching fraction
with respect to the baseline result is found to be 2.5% and is taken as the corresponding
uncertainty.

The estimated NDC background fractions in the signal and reference channels suffer
from the limited size of the data samples. These uncertainties are propagated to the
branching fraction measurement causing a relative uncertainty of 4.5%.

The efficiencies are estimated from simulated samples, so systematic contributions
arise due to the limited size of the samples, and due to the imperfect simulation of the
detector response and particle kinematics. The relative uncertainty due to the limited
size of the simulation samples is 3.9%. Corrections of the simulation samples for their
different PID response and beauty-hadron kinematic distributions than in data are subject
to uncertainties. Specifically, the systematic uncertainty associated with the corrections of
the PID response is evaluated using alternative correction templates [39] and measuring
the relative change of efficiencies, which is found to be negligible. The uncertainties on the
corrections of the Λ0

b distributions are propagated to the branching fraction measurement
using pseudoexperiments. For every pseudoexperiment, the correction factor in each bin
of the Λ0

b transverse momentum and rapidity is varied following a Gaussian distribution.
The mean and width of the Gaussian function are taken as the baseline correction factor
and its uncertainty. Also, the branching fraction is calculated for each pseudoexperiment,
and then a set of branching fractions is obtained, whose standard deviation is taken as
the systematic uncertainty, calculated to be 1.5%.

The hardware-trigger response is approximately modelled in the simulation, therefore,
a data-driven calibration is performed to align the efficiency in the simulation with that in
the data [40]. The uncertainties on the calibration factors are propagated to the branching
fraction measurement, resulting in a relative uncertainty of 0.5%.

The experimental efficiency is measured in bins of the final-state phase space. The
choice of the binning scheme introduces another source of systematic uncertainty. The
efficiency, recalculated using coarser bins, results in a relative change in the branching
fraction of 2.6%. This value is thus quoted as a systematic uncertainty.

Besides the contributions outlined above, there are also further uncertainties due to
the external inputs. They come from the limited knowledge of the branching fractions
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Table 1: Summary of relative systematic uncertainties on the branching fraction measurement.

Source Relative uncertainty (%)
Modelling of the invariant mass distribution 3.4
BDT classifier training 2.5
Subtraction of NDC background 4.5
Size of simulation samples 3.9
Corrections to simulation samples 1.5
Trigger efficiency 0.5
Binning scheme of two-body invariant mass 2.6
Total systematic uncertainty 7.8

of the intermediate decays Λ → pπ−, K0
S → π+π− and that of the reference channel

B0 → D+D−K0 [41]. Finally, another source is the uncertainty from the measurement of
the beauty-hadron production cross-section ratio performed by LHCb, which is 9.1% [17].
The total uncertainty due to the external inputs is 24.7%, which is the dominant uncertainty
compared with the statistical and systematic ones.

7 Results and summary

The product of the ratio of branching fractions and the corresponding beauty-hadron
production cross-section is measured to be

R =
σΛ0

b

σB0

× B(Λ0
b → D+D−Λ)

B(B0 → D+D−K0
S)

= 0.179 ± 0.022 ± 0.014, (4)

where the first uncertainty is statistical and the second is systematic. This result represents
a weighted average of the LL and DD samples, with weights calculated using the statistical
uncertainties.

The relative production cross-section σΛ0
b
/σB0 is equal to the ratio of hadronization

fractions, fΛ0
b
/fB0 , which has been measured by LHCb as a function of the pT of the

Λ0
b baryon [17]. Averaging over the pT distribution of the Λ0

b baryon in data gives
σΛ0

b
/σB0 = 0.541 ± 0.048. Using the known branching fraction of B(B0 → D+D−K0) [41]

and assuming equal probabilities for observing a K0 meson as a K0
S or K0

L mass eigenstate,
the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ absolute branching fraction is determined to be

B(Λ0
b → D+D−Λ) = (1.24 ± 0.15 ± 0.10 ± 0.28 ± 0.11) × 10−4, (5)

where the first uncertainty is statistical, the second is systematic, and the third and
fourth come from the uncertainties on the B0 → D+D−K0

S branching fraction and the
beauty-hadron production cross-section ratio [17], respectively.

As emphasized in Figs. 4 and 5, where the invariant mass distributions m(D+D−),
m(D+V 0) and m(D−V 0) are shown, these decays are particularly noteworthy for their
potential in probing possible resonant structures. These invariant mass distributions, in
which the combinatorial background is subtracted using the sPlot technique, strongly
depart from the phase space distributions obtained in simulation. Such deviations suggest
the presence of a variety of resonant structures, which are likely to include excited Ξ+

c
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states, the DD bound state X(3700), and possibly pentaquarks. These open the door to
future discoveries in upcoming studies with larger datasets.

In summary, the Λ0
b → D+D−Λ decay is observed for the first time using proton-

proton collision data collected by the LHCb experiment at a center-of-mass energy of
13 TeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of 5.3 fb−1. The branching fraction of
the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay is determined, which is a key step towards probing potential
intermediate resonant states. The peaking structure in the D+D−Λ invariant mass
distribution, which is consistent with the Λ0

b → D∗+D−Λ decay, is also reported. Future
studies will be needed to measure the branching fraction of the Λ0

b → D∗+D−Λ decay.
The indications of various resonant structures in the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay also call for
future exploration in similar decay channels, like the Λ0

b → D0D0Λ decay.
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Figure 4: Normalized and background-subtracted invariant mass distributions of the (left) D+Λ,
(right) D−Λ and (bottom) D+D− systems in the Λ0

b → D+D−Λ decay, compared with the
distributions in simulation samples.
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[21] T. Sjöstrand, S. Mrenna, and P. Skands, A brief introduction to PYTHIA
8.1, Comput. Phys. Commun. 178 (2008) 852, arXiv:0710.3820; T. Sjöstrand,
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jUniversità di Bologna, Bologna, Italy
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Based on (2712.4± 14.1)× 106 ψ(3686) events collected with the BESIII detector, we study the
decays hc → 3(π+π−)π0, hc → 2(π+π−)ω, hc → 2(π+π−)π0η, hc → 2(π+π−)η, and hc → pp̄
via ψ(3686) → π0hc. The decay channel hc → 3(π+π−)π0 is observed for the first time, and its
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branching fraction is determined to be (9.28± 1.14± 0.77) × 10−3, where the first uncertainty is
statistical and the second is systematic. In addition, first evidence is found for the modes hc →
2(π+π−)π0η and hc → 2(π+π−)ω with significances of 4.8σ and 4.7σ, and their branching fractions
are determined to be (7.55 ± 1.51 ± 0.77) × 10−3 and (4.00± 0.86± 0.35) × 10−3, respectively.
No significant signals of hc → 2(π+π−)η and hc → pp̄ are observed, and the upper limits of the
branching fractions of these decays are determined to be < 6.19 × 10−4 and < 4.40 × 10−5 at the
90% confidence level, respectively.

I. INTRODUCTION

Studies of charmonium decays play an important role
in understanding the structure of quantum chromody-
namics (QCD). Despite the success of QCD in describing
many aspects of the strong interaction, some applications
in charmonium decay mechanism remain challenging and
inconsistencies between experimental results and theoret-
ical predictions have been reported [1].

Since the discovery of the spin-singlet charmonium
state hc(

1P1) in 2005 [2, 3], many theoretical and experi-
mental efforts have been made to understand its prop-
erties. Kuang predicted the branching fraction (BF)
B(hc →light hadrons) to be (8.8 ± 0.8)% and (48 ± 7)%
with the perturbative QCD(PQCD) and non-relativistic
QCD (NRQCD) models [4], respectively. Godfrey made
a prediction of B(hc → ggg) = 57% based on QCD calcu-
lations [5]. The significant differences between the results
of these calculations arise from the use of different com-
putational methods based on various theoretical models
and the consideration of different effects. Recently BE-
SIII reported the BF of the electric dipole (E1) transition
to be B(hc → γηc) = (57.66+3.62

−3.50 ± 0.58)% [6], which is
reasonably close to some theoretical predictions [4, 5].
This implies that nearly half of hc decays are non-E1
modes. However, the sum of the BFs of the known hc
non-E1 decays is only about 4% [7, 8], indicating that
the search for new hc decay modes is well motivated.

In massless QCD models, the hc(
1P1) decay into pp̄ is

forbidden due to the helicity selection rule [9]. However,
the observation of the decays ηc/χc0 → pp̄ [7] and the
observation of hc formation in the pp̄ annihilation [10] in-
dicate substantial contributions from the effects of finite
masses. These observations have stimulated theoretical
calculations for the decay hc → pp̄, arising from which a
large BF of the order of 10−3 is suggested [11, 12]. How-
ever, searches until now have not observed a significant
signal [13]. Further experimental study of this decay is
highly desirable to understand better the underlying dy-
namical mechanism in hc → pp̄ decay.

In this paper, we report searches for the undiscovered
decay channels of hc → 3(π+π−)π0, hc → 2(π+π−)ω,
hc → 2(π+π−)π0η, hc → 2(π+π−)η, and hc → pp̄
via ψ(3686) → π0hc, performed through the analysis of
(2712.4 ± 14.1) × 106 ψ(3686) events [14] collected with
the BESIII detector in 2009, 2012 and 2021.

II. BESIII DETECTOR AND MONTE CARLO
SIMULATION

The BESIII detector [15] records e+e− collisions pro-
vided by the BEPCII storage ring [16] in the center-of-
mass energy range from 2.0 to 4.95 GeV, with a peak lu-
minosity of 1×1033 cm−2s−1 achieved at

√
s = 3.77 GeV.

BESIII has collected large data samples in this energy re-
gion [17–19]. The cylindrical core of the BESIII detector
covers 93% of the full solid angle and consists of a helium-
based multilayer drift chamber (MDC), a plastic scintil-
lator time-of-flight system (TOF), and a CsI(Tl) electro-
magnetic calorimeter (EMC), which are all enclosed in
a superconducting solenoidal magnet providing a 1.0 T
magnetic field (0.9 T in 2012). The magnet is supported
by an octagonal flux-return yoke with modules of resis-
tive plate muon counters (MUC) interleaved with steel.
The charged-particle momentum resolution at 1 GeV/c
is 0.5%, and the dE/dx resolution is 6% for the electrons
from Bhabha scattering. The EMC measures photon en-
ergy with a resolution of 2.5% (5%) at 1 GeV in the barrel
(end-cap) region. The time resolution of the TOF barrel
part is 68 ps, while that of the end-cap part is 110 ps.
The end-cap TOF system was upgraded in 2015 using
multi-gap resistive plate chamber technology, providing
a time resolution of 60 ps, which benefits ∼ 83% of the
data used in this analysis [20–22].

Monte Carlo (MC) simulated data samples produced
with a geant4-based [23] software package, which in-
cludes the geometric description [24] of the BESIII de-
tector and the detector response, are used to optimize
the event selection criteria, to estimate the signal effi-
ciency and the level of background. The simulation mod-
els the beam-energy spread and initial-state radiation in
the e+e− annihilation using the generator kkmc [25, 26].
The inclusive MC sample includes the production of the
ψ(3686) resonance, the initial-state radiation production
of the J/ψ meson, and the continuum processes incorpo-
rated in kkmc. Particle decays are generated by evt-
gen [27, 28] for the known decay modes with BFs taken
from the Particle Data Group (PDG) [7] and lund-
charm [29, 30] for the unknown ones. Final-state radi-
ation from charged final-state particles is included using
the photos package [31].

For the exclusive MC simulation samples, the five
channels of interest are generated using a phase-space
(PHSP) model for each signal mode.
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III. EVENT SELECTION

Charged tracks reconstructed in the MDC are required
to originate from a region within 10 cm from the nominal
interaction point (IP) along the symmetry axis of the
MDC (z axis), and within 1 cm in the perpendicular
plane. The track polar angle θ measured with respect to
the z axis must be within the fiducial volume of the MDC,
|cos θ| < 0.93. The tracks are assumed to be protons for
hc → pp̄ decay and pions for other decay modes. Finally,
a vertex fit constraining all charged particles to originate
from a common vertex is performed.

Photon candidates are reconstructed from isolated
electromagnetic showers produced in the crystals of the
EMC. The deposited energy of each shower must be
greater than 25 MeV in the barrel region (|cos θ| < 0.80)
or greater than 50 MeV in the end-cap region (0.86 <
|cos θ| < 0.92). To suppress electronic noise and energy
depositions not associated with the event, the EMC clus-
ter timing is required to be within 700 ns of the start time
of the reconstructed event. To form a π0 candidate, the
invariant mass of the selected γγ pair is constrained to
the known π0 mass [7] by a one-constraint (1C) kinematic
fit, and the χ2

1C is required to be less than 20. To form
an η candidate, the invariant mass of the selected γγ pair
is constrained to the known η mass [7], and the χ2

1C is
required to be less than 200.

To further suppress background, a (4+N)C kinematic
fit is performed, which constrains the 4-momentum of the
final state to that of the initial system, while the masses
of all π0 and η candidates (denoted by N) are constrained
to their nominal masses. The kinematics of the final state
tracks are updated through the above kinematic fit. A re-
quirement is placed on the χ2

(4+N)C value of the (4+N)C

fit depending on the final state (see Table 1). The value
of the requirement is determined by maximizing the fig-
ure of merit (FOM), defined as S/

√
S +B. Here, S and

B are the expected numbers of signal and background
events, respectively, obtained from the MC simulation.
If there is any excess of photon candidates in an event,
then all combinations are considered and the one with
the smallest χ2

(4+N)C is kept.

To suppress contamination from decays with unex-
pected numbers of photons, such as ψ(3686) → γχc2
with χc2 decaying to the same final states as the hc,
we require χ2

4C,nγ < χ2
4C,(n−1)γ for hc → 3(π+π−)π0,

hc → 2(π+π−)ω, and hc → 2(π+π−)π0η. Here χ4C,nγ is
obtained from a 4C kinematic fit including n photons
expected for the signal candidate, while χ2

4C,(n−1)γ is

determined from an additional 4C fit with one missing
photon compared to the signal decay, respectively. Sim-
ilarly, in the hc → 2(π+π−)π0η mode, the background
of ψ(3686) → 2(π+π−)3π0 is suppressed by requiring
χ2
7C

(
2π0η2(π+π−)

)
< χ2

7C

(
3π02(π+π−)

)
.

The J/ψ-related background is vetoed by the re-
quirements on the π0π0, π+π−, and η recoil-mass win-
dows. The mass windows are listed in Table 1, where

RM denotes the recoiling mass, defined as RM(X) =√
(pψ(3686) − pX)2, where pψ(3686) and pX are the four

momenta of ψ(3686) and X, respectively. For the
hc → pp̄ reconstruction the background from lepton pairs
originating from J/ψ decays is suppressed by requiring
|cos θp(p̄)| < 0.8, where θp(p̄) is the polar angle of the pro-

ton (antiproton) candidate. The energy of the π0 from
the hc decay is typically larger than the energy of the
bachelor π0 from ψ(3686) → π0hc. In events with two
neutral pions, that one with smaller energy is denoted
π0
L while the other is denoted π0

H . The bachelor π0
L

should not form any resonance in combination with other
final-state particles. Therefore, additional vetoes, sum-
marized in Table 1, are applied to suppress background
from η, ω → π+π−π0

L.

In the case of candidate hc → 3(π+π−)π0 decays,
we examine the invariant-mass spectrum of π+π−π0

H
to check for the presence of an ω intermediate state.
The ω signal region for hc → 2(π+π−)ω is set to be
|M(π+π−π0

H) − mω| < 20 MeV/c2 and the ω sideband
region is set to be 60 < |M(π+π−π0

H) − mω| < 100
MeV/c2, where mω is the known ω mass [7], as shown
in Fig. 1. All mass windows are determined to account
for the respective mass resolutions.

Table 1. Requirements on χ2
(4+N)C, mass windows and the

polar angle of the proton or antiproton (cos θp(p̄)) for different
signal decays. M and m denote the measured invariant mass
and the known mass [7] of the indicated particle, respectively.

Mode χ2
(4+N)C Veto (MeV/c2)

3(π+π−)π0 < 35
∣∣RM(π+π−)−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 12∣∣RM(
π0π0

)
−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 30∣∣M (
π+π−π0

L

)
−mη

∣∣ > 17
2(π+π−)π0η < 20

∣∣RM(π+π−)−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 8∣∣RM(
π0π0

)
−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 18∣∣RM(η)−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 7∣∣M (
π+π−π0

L

)
−mη

∣∣ > 12∣∣M (
π+π−π0

L

)
−mω

∣∣ > 26
2(π+π−)η < 25

∣∣RM(π+π−)−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 15∣∣RM(η)−mJ/ψ

∣∣ > 10∣∣M (
π+π−π0

L

)
−mη

∣∣ > 15∣∣M (
π+π−π0

L

)
−mω

∣∣ > 26
pp̄ < 15 |cos θp(p̄)| < 0.8

The invariant-mass distributions for the four hc decay
modes and the intermediate process hc → 2(π+π−)ω,
after all selection criteria, are shown in Fig. 2. The po-
tential backgrounds are investigated with the inclusive
ψ(3686) MC events, using the event-type analysis tool
TopoAna [32]. It is found that for the hc → 2(π+π−)π0η
selection there are peaking background contributions
from ψ(3686) → π0hc, hc → γηc, ηc → 2(π+π−)η or
ηc → 2(π+π−π0), and for the hc → 2(π+π−)η selection
there are peaking background contributions from hc →
γηc, ηc → π+π−η

′
, η

′ → π+π−γ or ηc → 2(π+π−)π0.
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Fig. 1. TheMπ+π−π0
H

distribution of the accepted candidates

in data. The dotted error bars represent the distribution of
different π+π−π0

H combinations overlaid. The pair of red ar-
rows shown the ω signal region, and the pair of green arrows
show the ω sideband region.

Misidentification of photons as π0/η in these background
processes can contaminate the signal region. The size
of these background contributions is estimated through
MC studies and included in the fit. The BF of the decay
ηc → 2(π+π−)π0 is currently unknown, which is reflected
in the assignment of the systematic uncertainities. Ad-
ditionally, the BFs for the other mentioned background
processes are taken from the PDG [7].

To investigate contamination from continuum back-
ground, the same selection criteria are applied to the
data samples collected at the center-of-mass energy of
3.65 GeV, corresponding to an integrated luminosity of
454 pb−1. No hc candidates are found. Therefore, con-
tinuum background is considered to be at a negligible
level.

IV. SIGNAL YIELDS

The number of hc signal events Nobs
hc

for each sig-
nal decay mode is determined from maximum likeli-
hood fits to the corresponding mass spectra, as shown
in Fig. 2. For the channels where a signal is observed,
the signal shape is described by a convolution of the
MC-simulated shape and a Gaussian function account-
ing for the difference in mass resolution between data
and MC simulation, where the width of the Gaussian
function is a free parameter in the fit. For the channels
with no significant signals observed (hc → 2(π+π−)η and
hc → pp̄) only the MC-simulated shapes are used. In
the fit to the hc → 2(π+π−)π0η decay, two additional
normalized peaking background components from hc →
γηc, ηc → 2(π+π−)η and hc → γηc, ηc → 2(π+π−π0)
are included with fixed background contributions of 3.9
and 35.4 events, respectively. Additionally, for the hc →
2(π+π−)η mode, a contribution of 20 events is included

from hc → γηc, ηc → π+π−η
′
background. The remain-

ing non-peaking background shape is described by an
ARGUS function [33], with endpoint fixed at the kine-
matic threshold of 3.551 GeV/c2. The statistical signifi-
cance of the hc → 3(π+π−)π0 decay is greater than 5σ,
and that of the intermediate process hc → 2(π+π−)ω
in the 3(π+π−)π0 final state is 4.7σ. The significance
for the hc → 2(π+π−)π0η mode is determined to be
4.8σ. For each signal decay mode, the significance is
estimated from the likelihood difference with and with-
out signal component included in the fit, taking into ac-
count the change in the number of degrees of freedom.
The systematic uncertainties are considered in determin-
ing the final signal significance. The signal yield for
hc → 2(π+π−)ω is evaluated by performing a simulta-
neous fit to the M(3(π+π−)π0) spectra for the events
in both ω signal and sideband regions using the signal
and background shapes described above. The width of
the Gaussian function used for smearing is fixed to the
value obtained from the fit for the hc → 3(π+π−)π0 de-
cay. The hc yield in the ω sideband region is scaled by
a factor fω = 0.50, which takes into account the rela-
tive difference in the number of events between ω signal
and sideband regions, as shown in Fig. 1. Specifically,
in the fitting of the π+π−π0 invariant mass spectrum,
the signal component is modeled with a double Gaus-
sian function. The remaining combinatorial background
shape is described by a first-order polynomial function.
Since no significant signals of hc → 2(π+π−)η and

hc → pp̄ are observed, the upper limits of the signal yields
for these decays are determined to be 33.7 and 12.4, re-
spectively. The upper limit has already incorporated the
systematic uncertainty, and the corresponding method is
discussed in Section V.
The BFs of the hc decay channels are calculated with

B (hc → X) =
Nobs
hc

Nψ(3686)·B(ψ(3686)→π0hc)·
∏
iBi·ε

. (1)

Here, Nobs
hc

is the number of observed hc signal events,
Nψ(3686) is the total number of ψ(3686) events, X denotes
a given final state, Bi is the BF of the i-th intermediate
state taken from the PDG [7], and ε is the detection
efficiency. The results and related numerical information
are given in Table 2.

V. SYSTEMATIC UNCERTAINTIES

The sources of systematic uncertainties in the BF mea-
surements are associated with the tracking efficiency,
photon-detection efficiency, π0 or η reconstruction effi-
ciency, kinematic fit, signal-yield extraction, choice of
theoretical model, etc. The evaluated contributions to
the systematic uncertainties are listed in Table 3 and
discussed below.

(i) Tracking efficiency: The tracking efficiency of
charged pions is estimated by studying the control
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Fig. 2. Fits to the invariant-mass distributions of (a) hc → 3(π+π−)π0, (b) hc → 2(π+π−)π0η, (c) hc → 2(π+π−)η, (d) hc → pp̄
, (e) hc → 2(π+π−)ω in the ω signal region and (f) hc → 3(π+π−)π0 in the ω sideband region. The green histogram shows
the scaled hc peak obtained from the fit to the events inside the ω sideband region. The lower panels of each plot show the fit
residuals expressed in number of standard deviations.

sample of J/ψ → π+π−π0 decays. The MC simu-
lation is re-weighted in two-dimensional (cos θ, pt)
intervals according to the efficiencies obtained from
the control sample, where θ is the polar angle and
pt is the transverse momentum of the charged pion.

The observed change in the selection efficiency is as-
signed as the systematic uncertainty. The system-
atic uncertainties associated with the tracking effi-
ciencies of protons (antiprotons) are estimated with
the control samples J/ψ → pp̄π+π− decays [35].
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Table 2. The number of observed signal events Nobs
hc , the detection efficiency, the product BF B(ψ(3686) → π0hc)×B(hc → X),

and the absolute BF B(hc → X). The first and second uncertainties are statistical and systematic, respectively.

Final state (X) Nobs
hc ϵ(%) B(ψ(3686) → π0hc)× B(hc → X) B(hc → X)

This study Previous BESIII result
3(π+π−)π0 834.7± 102.3 4.64± 0.01 (6.79± 0.83± 0.56)× 10−6 < 7.56× 10−6 [7] (9.28± 1.14± 0.77)× 10−3

2(π+π−)π0η 154.4± 30.8 2.68± 0.01 (5.33± 1.10± 0.56)× 10−6 – (7.55± 1.51± 0.77)× 10−3

2(π+π−)η < 33.7 7.05± 0.01 < 4.53× 10−7 – < 6.19× 10−4

pp̄ 12.4 14.35± 0.02 < 3.22× 10−8 < 1.3× 10−7 [13] < 4.40× 10−5

2(π+π−)ω 236.9± 50.9 3.42± 0.01 (2.93± 0.63± 0.26)× 10−6 – (4.00± 0.86± 0.35)× 10−3

An uncertainty of 1.0% per track is assigned.

(ii) Photon-detection efficiency: The photon-
detection efficiency is studied using a control sam-
ple of e+e− → γµ+µ− events. The difference in
the photon detection efficiencies between data and
MC simulation, 0.5%, is assigned as the systematic
uncertainty for each photon.

(iii) π0 and η reconstruction efficiency: Based on a
control sample of e+e− → ωπ0 events at

√
s =

3.773 GeV, the difference of the π0 reconstruc-
tion efficiencies between data and MC simulation
is studied and found to have the following depen-
dence on momentum: (0.06 − 2.41 · p [GeV/c])%.
The systematic uncertainty associated with this dif-
ference is calculated by averaging this function over
the π0 momentum distribution in each signal decay
mode. The uncertainty due to the choice of η mass
window is determined to be 1.0% per η, from stud-
ies of a high purity control sample of J/ψ → pp̄η
decays [36].

(iv) Kinematic fit: The systematic uncertainty as-
sociated with the kinematic fit is estimated by
comparing the efficiencies with and without a he-
lix parameter correction applied to the signal MC
events [37]. The assigned systematic uncertainties
are (2.1-3.2)% for the different signal decay modes.

(v) Signal-yield extraction:

• Mass window: To evaluate the systematic uncer-
tainty associated with the choice of mass window,
we perform a Barlow test [38] to examine the de-
viation in significance (ζ) between the baseline fit
and that performed for the systematic test. The
deviation in significance is defined as

ζ =
|Vnominal − Vtest |√
|σ2
V nominal − σ2

V test |
, (2)

where V represents the BF; σV is the statisti-
cal uncertainty on V . For each signal decay, the
mass window is varied by up to one times the cor-
responding mass resolution, with a step of 0.25
times the mass resolution. If the ζ value is not

greater than 2, its effect is assumed to be negli-
gible. For the decays where no significant signal is
observed, the corresponding systematic uncertainty
is assigned as the maximum difference within the
various test ranges mentioned earlier (unless other-
wise specified, similar situations are estimated us-
ing the same method). Additionally, the system-
atic uncertainty associated with the choice of ω
mass window is estimated from a control sample
of ψ(3686) → K+K−ω decays. The differences in
the acceptance efficiencies between data and MC
simulation are taken as the corresponding system-
atic uncertainties.

• Fit range: The systematic uncertainty arising
from the choice of fit range is similarly investi-
gated using the Barlow test. To determine the
corresponding ζ distribution, we systematically ad-
just the fit range by shrinking the interval (3480,
3551) MeV/c2 to (3500, 3551) MeV/c2, with a step
size of 2 MeV/c2.

• Signal shape: To estimate the systematic uncer-
tainty associated with the choice of signal shape, we
use an alternative MC-simulated shape convolved
with a double Gaussian function. The difference
relative to the nominal fit is taken as the system-
atic uncertainty.

• Background shape: The uncertainties due to
the choice of background shape is estimated by re-
placing the ARGUS function with a second-order
Chebychev polynomial function. The change in the
fitted signal yield is taken as the systematic uncer-
tainty.

• ηc peaking background: The uncertainty asso-
ciated with the knowledge of the ηc peaking back-
ground is estimated according to the uncertainty
of the corresponding BF measurements [7, 39] or
by including this contribution in the fit, assum-
ing B(ηc → 2(π+π−)π0) is equal to B(ηc →
2(π+π−)η), and assigning the largest differences
between these and the baseline results as the sys-
tematic uncertainty.

• Wrong-combination background: The uncer-
tainty due to the wrong-combination background
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(WCB) in the π0 reconstruction is investigated by
studying the matching angle between generated
and reconstructed momenta. Events containing
candidates with matching angles greater than 10◦

are classified as the WCB background. The possi-
ble bias due to WCB is estimated by comparing the
signal yields with and without including the WCB
contribution in the fits. The difference in the fitted
signal yield is taken as the systematic uncertainty.

• Normalization factor: The systematic uncer-
tainty related to the normalization factor in cal-
culating the non-ω contribution in extracting the
number of the hc → 2(π+π−)ω signal events is es-
timated by producing multi-dimensional Gaussian
random numbers with the covariance matrix from
the fit as input. A group of normalization factors
is obtained from this procedure and the standard
deviation of the corresponding distribution is taken
as the systematic uncertainty.

• ω sideband: The systematic uncertainty due to
the choice of ω sideband region is determined by
widening and narrowing the range by one standard
deviation of the ω mass resolution. The largest
change relative to the fitted signal yield for hc →
2(π+π−)ω is taken as the corresponding systematic
uncertainty.

(vi) Theoretical model: There is a potential system-
atic bias associated with the choice of theoretical
model for the primary decay of ψ(3686) → π0hc
and the sequential decay hc → hadrons, since these
decays are not understood well at present. The dif-
ference in reconstruction efficiencies between simu-
lated events generated with the PHSP model and
the model proposed in Refs. [27, 28] is assigned as
the systematic uncertainty for ψ(3686) → π0hc.
The difference in efficiencies between events gen-
erated with the PHSP model and the mixed model
including additional intermediate states is taken as
the systematic uncertainty for hc → hadrons.

(vii) MC sample size: The statistical uncertainty in
the reconstruction efficiency associated with the fi-
nite MC sample size can be calculated as ∆ϵ =√
ϵ(1− ϵ)/N , where ϵ is the reconstruction effi-

ciency and N is the total number of generated
events. The relative uncertainty from this source
is ∆ϵ/ϵ.

(viii) Input BFs: The uncertainties in the knowledge of
the BFs of B(ψ(3686) → π0hc), B(η → γγ), and
B(ω → π+π−π0), which are 5.6% [39], 0.5% [7],
and 0.8% [7], respectively, are assigned as individ-
ual systematic uncertainties.

(ix) Nψ(3686): The total number of ψ(3686) events in
the sample is determined from inclusive hadronic
ψ(3686) decays with an uncertainty of 0.5% [14].

The systematic uncertainties are summarized in Ta-
ble 3. For each signal decay mode the total systematic
uncertainty is obtained by adding all contributions in
quadrature under the assumption that they are indepen-
dent.
The systematic uncertainty from the upper limit of

signal events Nobs
hc

at 90% confidence level includes ad-
ditive sources and multipicative sources. To account for
the additive systematic uncertainties related to the fits,
several alternative fits are performed. These alternative
fits involve signal shape, background shape, ηc peaking-
background shape as well as different fit ranges and the
one resulting the most conservative upper limit is chosen.
Then, the multiplicative systematic uncertainty is incor-
porated in the calculation of the upper limit via [40, 41]

L′(N) =

∫ 1

0

L(S
Ŝ
N) exp

[
− (S−Ŝ)

2σ2
S

]
dS, (3)

where, L(N) is the likelihood distribution as a function

of signal events, N ; S is the expected efficiency and Ŝ is
the nominal efficiency; σS is its multiplicative systematic
uncertainty coming from Table 3. Following these steps,
the corresponding likelihood distribution can be obtained
as shown in Fig. 3. The assumed yields for processes
hc → 2(π+π−)η and hc → pp̄ at 90% confidence level are
set as upper limits, and the corresponding BF calculated
using Equation 1 is the upper limit BF, as shown in Table
2.

VI. SUMMARY

By analyzing (2712.4± 14.1)× 106 ψ(3686) events col-
lected in the BESIII experiment, we report the observa-
tion of hc → 3(π+π−)π0, as well as evidence for the de-
cays hc → 2(π+π−)π0η and hc → 2(π+π−)ω. We have
also searched for hc → 2(π+π−)η and hc → pp̄, but no
significant signal is observed for either decay. The mea-
sured BFs or upper limits at the 90% confidence level
are listed in Table 2. The upper limit on B(hc → pp̄)
is a factor of three lower than that set in previous stud-
ies [13]. Furthermore, the limit is a factor of 100 lower
than the predictions found in Refs. [11, 12], which indi-
cates the need for improved theoretical calculations as
well as more sensitive measurements.
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Table 3. Relative systematic uncertainties (in percent) for each hc decay channel. The dash indicates that the systematic
uncertainty is not applicable. Asterisk denotes that the additive systematic uncertainty values are invalid.
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Photon efficiency 2.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 2.0
π0 reconstruction 2.1 2.2 0.5 0.5 1.6
η reconstruction – 1.0 1.0 – –
Kinematic fit 2.1 2.3 2.5 3.2 2.3
Mass window negligible 1.2 6.8 – 1.1
Signal shape 0.8 0.3 * * 2.1
Background shape 2.6 4.1 * * 2.5
ηc peaking-background shape – 1.8 * – –
WCB 1.3 1.9 – – negligible
Fit range negligible negligible negligible
Normalization factor – – – – 0.5
ω sideband – – – – 3.8
Theoretical model 3.1 5.0 0.1 negligible 0.6
MC sample size 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4
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ABSTRACT
With current and planned gravitational-wave (GW) observing runs, coincident multimessenger timing of Resonant Shattering
Flares (RSFs) and GWs may soon allow for neutron star (NS) asteroseismology to be used to constrain the nuclear symmetry
energy, an important property of fundamental nuclear physics that influences the composition and equation of state of NSs. In
this work we examine the effects of combining multiple RSF detections on these symmetry energy constraints, and consider
how realistic uncertainties in the masses of the progenitor NSs may weaken them. We show that the detection of subsequent
multimessenger events has the potential to substantially improve constraints beyond those obtained from the first, and that this
improvement is insensitive to the mass of the NSs which produce the RSFs and its uncertainty. This sets these asteroseismic
constraints apart from bulk NS properties such as radius, for which the NS mass is highly important, meaning that any
multimessenger RSF and GW events can equally improve our knowledge of fundamental physics.

Key words: dense matter – stars: neutron – stars: oscillations – neutron star mergers – gravitational waves – equation of state

1 INTRODUCTION

Neutron stars (NSs) provide a unique environment in which to study
fundamental physics, as they consist of matter that is both extremely
dense and neutron-rich without having the high temperatures re-
quired to produce these conditions in terrestrial experiments. There
is a well established link between the composition and structure of
NSs and the zero temperature equation of state (EOS) of bulk nuclear
matter (Lattimer & Prakash 2001; Li et al. 2019), which describes
the binding energy of nuclear matter as a function of density and
asymmetry (proton-to-neutron ratio). In particular, the neutron-rich
matter found in NSs is sensitive to the asymmetry dependence of the
nuclear EOS, which is encapsulated by the nuclear symmetry energy:
the difference in binding energy between symmetric (N=Z) and pure
neutron (N=A) matter. The symmetry energy is also important for
various properties of nuclei, such as the thickness of neutron skins
(the neutron-rich layer that surrounds the more symmetric core of a
neutron-rich nucleus) (Chen et al. 2010; Piekarewicz et al. 2012) and
certain giant resonances (which excite collective oscillations of nu-
cleons within nuclei, some of which produce relative displacements
between the protons and neutrons) (Trippa et al. 2008; Roca-Maza
et al. 2013). Of particular interest are recent precision measurements
of the neutral weak form factors of 48Ca and 208Pb (Adhikari et al.
2021, 2022), from which the neutron skin can be extracted, which
have been shown to in tension with each other for the majority of
nuclear energy-density functionals (Reed et al. 2022; Zhang & Chen
2022; Reinhard & Nazarewicz 2022; Yüksel & Paar 2023). Further-
ing our understanding of the symmetry energy using probes inde-
pendent from current nuclear experimental techniques is important

★ E-mail: dn431@bath.ac.uk

to resolve these tensions and learn more about fundamental physics
and improve our ability to model dense matter.

Various methods exist to infer structural or compositional prop-
erties of NSs from astronomical observations (Lattimer & Prakash
2007; Raithel 2019), which can subsequently be used to impose con-
straints on the nuclear symmetry energy through NS modelling. Of
particular interest are the transient gravitational waves (GWs) de-
tected from Neutron Star-Neutron Star (NSNS) (Abbott et al. 2017,
2020b) and Black Hole-Neutron Star (BHNS) (Abbott et al. 2021b)
binary mergers, which have opened the way to a new era of multi-
messenger NS astronomy involving GWs and electromagnetic coun-
terparts (e.g. Smartt et al. 2017; Margalit & Metzger 2017; Radice
et al. 2018; Troja et al. 2018; Abbott et al. 2018). While at this
time only a small number of such transients have been detected, the
O4 LIGO GW observing run has already detected multiple BHNS
merger candidates, and with the increased sensitivity of LIGO and
Virgo in this and future runs we can expect to observe many more
mergers involving NSs in the near future.

Other methods to measure NS properties include pulse-profile
modelling of X-ray emission (Riley et al. 2019; Miller et al. 2019; Ri-
ley et al. 2021; Miller et al. 2021), measuring the relativistic Shapiro
delay of radiation from pulsars in binary systems (Fonseca et al.
2021), and modelling outbursts from low-mass X-ray binaries (Gal-
loway et al. 2008; Özel et al. 2016; Nättilä et al. 2017). However, a
common theme of these methods is that they constrain NS properties
which are sensitive to the nature of matter within the NS core (Essick
et al. 2021), where most of the star’s mass is located. Matter within
the ultra-dense NS core may transition to an exotic phase, but the type
of matter it becomes and the density at which the transition occurs are
highly uncertain, meaning that while constraints on core-dependent
properties are useful for testing various exotic models they can not

© 2015 The Authors

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

03
79

8v
1 

 [
as

tr
o-

ph
.H

E
] 

 6
 M

ar
 2

02
4
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reliably be used to constrain properties of nucleonic matter, such as
the symmetry energy. Instead, we must look for ways to probe the
lower density – but still very dense and neutron-rich – NS crust, were
matter can more confidently be assumed to be nucleonic.

Perhaps the most compelling methods to probe specific properties
of matter within NSs are those that involve asteroseismic normal
modes. Different families of modes are sensitive to different NS
properties (McDermott et al. 1988), some of which are dominated by
the composition and structure of the NS crust. Various NS phenom-
ena that may contain signatures of modes have been identified (Lai
1994; Kokkotas & Schafer 1995; Andersson 1998; Duncan 1998; Is-
rael et al. 2005; Strohmayer & Watts 2005; Levin 2007; Tsang et al.
2012; Sotani 2024), which could allow for features of these modes
and the NS properties on which they depend to be constrained.

Tsang et al. (2012) proposed the existence of resonant shattering
flares, and that coincident detection of such a flare alongside gravi-
tational waves could allow a measurement of the frequency at which
the crust-core interface mode oscillates. Resonant shattering flares
(RSFs) are brief flares of gamma-rays produced when a NS normal
modes is resonantly excited by the tidal field of its inspiralling binary
partner and reaches an amplitude sufficient to deform the NS crust
beyond its breaking strain (Tsang et al. 2012). This causes the crust to
repeatedly fracture while the mode is near resonance, resulting in a
build-up of seismic energy that eventually causes the crust to shatter
upon reaching its elastic limit, scattering the seismic waves to higher
frequencies. A strongly magnetised NS can then have its magnetic
field couple to these high frequency waves, resulting in the emission
of a fireball. During a mode’s resonance multiple such fireballs can
be emitted (Neill et al. 2022), and collisions between them will pro-
duce internal shocks capable of scattering electrons to high energies,
resulting in non-thermal synchrotron emission detectable as a brief
flare of gamma-rays: a RSF. Multimessenger detection of GWs and
a RSF from an inspiralling binary would allow us to measure the
frequency of the resonant mode, as the GW frequency directly in-
forms us of the orbital frequency, which at the time of the RSF will
be around half the frequency of the (quadrupolar) resonantly excited
mode.

As a mode must be strongly excited in order to shatter the NS
crust, resonant shattering flares can only be triggered by modes that
become resonant shortly before a NSNS or BHNS merger, when the
tidal forces between a NS and its binary partner are strong. Addition-
ally, the mode must primarily displace matter within the NS crust
in order to reach its breaking strain efficiently. In previous works
the crust-core interface mode (𝑖-mode) was identified to satisfy these
requirements (Tsang et al. 2012) and its frequency was found to be
sensitive to the shear speed at the base of the NS crust (Neill et al.
2021). The shear speed is sensitive to the proton fraction of the crust
and thus in turn depends on the nuclear symmetry energy. A measure-
ment of the 𝑖-mode’s frequency obtained from multimessenger GW
and RSF timing could therefore be used to constrain the symmetry
energy at around half nuclear saturation density.

Neill et al. (2023) examined these symmetry energy constraints
by performing Bayesian inference of the parameters of a NS meta-
model using injected 𝑖-mode frequency data, and found that a single
multimessenger event would provide constraints similar in strength
to those from terrestrial nuclear experiments. However, that work
fixed the mass of the NS from which the 𝑖-mode frequency was
measured, ignoring any consequences of mass uncertainty. Given
that other prominent NS observables – such as radius or tidal de-
formability – can have strong dependences on the NS’s mass, we
wish to examine the mass-dependence of the 𝑖-mode frequency, to
determine its effect on the nuclear constraints obtainable from RSFs.

It was also suggested in Neill et al. (2022) that RSFs might not be
uncommon, in which case we may be able to obtain multiple mea-
surements of the 𝑖-mode frequency in the near future.The first aim of
this work is therefore to investigate whether accounting for realistic
uncertainty in the mass of a NS (inferred from the GW signal of its
binary merger) significantly affects the symmetry energy constraints
obtained from a measurement of its 𝑖-mode frequency. The second
is to determine whether those symmetry energy constraints could be
improved by combining data from multiple multimessenger GW and
RSF detections, as subsequent events will reduce the effect of statisti-
cal uncertainties in the data and allow us to probe the mass-frequency
relationship.

We will begin in Section 2 by briefly describing the NS meta-
model we use to generate NS models from a set of nuclear physics
parameters, and then will examine the relationship between NS mass
and 𝑖-mode frequency. After that, in Section 3 we will construct an
artificial set of merging NSNS and BHNS binaries and use standard
GW analysis methods to obtain realistic uncertainties for the masses
of the objects in these binaries.These masses and their uncertainties
will then be used in Section 4 along with injected 𝑖-mode frequency
measurements – which include estimates of the uncertainty resulting
from coincident RSF and GW timing – to investigate how combining
multiple multimessenger RSF and GW events could affect symmetry
energy constraints. In Section 5 we will discuss the results and what
they mean for how 𝑖-mode frequency measurements could be used
in the future, as well as some of the limitations of this work. Finally
in Section 6 we will give our conclusions.

2 MODELLING NEUTRON STARS

2.1 Neutron star meta-model and choice of injected model

Our method for generating NS models from a set of nuclear physics
parameters has been described in several previous works (Newton
et al. 2013; Balliet et al. 2021; Neill et al. 2021), so here we shall
only give a brief overview. The binding energy of bulk nuclear matter
can be expanded in isospin asymmetry (𝛿 = 1 − 2𝑥p, with 𝑥p being
the proton fraction) to give

𝐸 (𝑛, 𝛿) = 𝐸0 (𝑛) + 𝛿2𝐸sym + . . . , (1)

with the symmetry energy 𝐸sym being the energy required to deviate
from an equal concentration of neutrons and protons. The symmetry
energy can further be expanded in density around nuclear saturation
(𝑛sat ∼ 0.16 fm−3) with expansion parameters (𝐽,𝐿,𝐾sym,𝑄sym,. . .).
We model the strong force between nucleons in bulk matter using a
Skyrme type phenomenological effective potential with an extended
density dependence (Skyrme 1958; Davesne et al. 2016; Zhang &
Chen 2016; Lim & Holt 2017). The phenomenological parameters of
this model can be related to the symmetry energy parameters, with
the extended density dependence allowing three symmetry energy
parameters (𝐽, 𝐿 and 𝐾sym) to be chosen independently, rather than
just two which is the case in most Skyrme models (Dutra et al. 2012).
In the NS inner crust this model’s energy density functional is used
with the compressible liquid droplet model (CLDM) to obtain the
equilibrium structure of spherical nuclear clusters and pure neutron
fluid (Newton et al. 2013; Balliet et al. 2021; Newton et al. 2022),
while in the core it is used to obtain the composition of uniform
matter. The transition between these regions is located where the
energy density of uniform matter matches the energy density obtained
from the CLDM. This meta-model produces NS crusts and cores
that are connected in a consistent way, allowing for simultaneous
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systematic exploration of how core and crust-dependent neutron star
observables inform us of nucleonic matter properties.

As the Skyrme model describes nucleonic matter, it might not be
valid at the very high densities found within the cores of massive NSs,
where exotic phases of matter may appear. To avoid assumptions
about the nature of matter in NS cores we therefore switch to a
polytropic NS EOS model at 1.5𝑛sat, with a piecewise transition
at 2.7𝑛sat to allow more freedom in the core model (Read et al.
2009; Steiner et al. 2010). This gives us two additional parameters:
the polytropic indices 𝛾1 and 𝛾2. These polytropes gives us sufficient
model freedom explore a wide range of NS cores, and the restrictions
they place on the core model and the lack of information they provide
about its composition should not be important in this work, as the 𝑖-
mode is insensitive to the core. While they do not have the freedom to
explore in detail the range of possible cores introduced when allowing
for exotic matter, they do reproduce the consequence of exotic matter
that is most significant for this work, which is that properties of matter
within the NS core will not be directly dependent on the symmetry
energy parameters.

The parameters of this meta-model are therefore 𝐽, 𝐿, 𝐾sym, 𝛾1
and 𝛾2. For any set of values for these parameters we can construct
a unique NS EOS including relevant compositional properties of
the crust, such as the shear modulus. Such an EOS can then be
used in the TOV equations (Oppenheimer & Volkoff 1939; Tolman
1939) to obtain equilibrium NS structures, which can in turn be
used with Yoshida & Lee (2002)’s linearised relativistic pulsation
equations to calculate (in the Cowling approximation) the frequency
of the quadrupolar 𝑖-mode ( 𝑓2𝑖). The TOV equations can also be
augmented to calculate NS tidal deformability (Hinderer et al. 2010)
(the degree to which a NS is deformed by an external tidal field),
which is relevant for GWs.

For the purpose of this work we choose a set of parameter val-
ues to inject, which we will attempt to recover using 𝑖-mode fre-
quency measurements. For the symmetry energy parameters we
choose values that are generally consistent with experimental con-
straints: 𝐽 = 31 MeV, 𝐿 = 50 MeV and 𝐾sym = −100 MeV. For the
core polytrope parameters meanwhile we choose 𝛾1 = 𝛾2 = 3.0, as
for our chosen symmetry energy parameter values they result in a
mass-radius relationship (shown in Figure 1) which broadly agrees
with astrophysical constraints (Özel et al. 2016; Abbott et al. 2018;
Riley et al. 2019; Miller et al. 2019; Riley et al. 2021; Fonseca et al.
2021), with 𝑅1.4 = 12.2 km and 𝑀max = 2.17 M⊙ .

2.2 Relationship between NS mass and i-mode frequency

In Figure 1 we plot the relationship between 𝑖-mode frequency and
NS mass for our injected NS model, and the relationships obtained
by individually changing each of the injected parameters by a small
amount. To provide some context for how varying the meta-model
parameters affects the resulting NS model, we also plot the relation-
ships between NS mass and radius and between NS mass and tidal
deformability, to show how changing the parameter values affects
these more commonly considered NS properties. We can see that the
mass-frequency relationship is near-linear and has a shape that only
changes slightly for different sets of parameters.

The changes are small when compared to the sensitivity of the
mass-radius relationship to those parameters, and from the wider
range of relationships shown in grey it is clear that there is much
more freedom in the shape of the mass-radius relationship than the
mass-frequency relationship. For a given EOS, the mass-frequency
relationship is nearly linear with the difference in 𝑖-mode frequency
across the full range of NS masses being similar to changes caused
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Figure 1. The 𝑖-mode frequency, radius, and tidal deformability as func-
tions of NS mass for various NS models, showing the dependences of these
properties and their relationships with NS mass on the choice of model. The
𝑖-mode frequency’s mass dependence appears to be similar for all of the
models, in contrast to the radius’s more complex dependence. Six models
are highlighted, with the solid black lines being for the model generated
with our injected meta-model parameter values (𝐽 = 31 MeV, 𝐿 = 50 MeV,
𝐾sym = −100 MeV, 𝛾1 = 3.0, 𝛾2 = 3.0). The dashed lines give some indica-
tion of how significant the model parameters are for these NS properties by
changing one of the parameters by a small amount while keeping the others
at our injected values: blue has 𝐽 = 32 MeV, red has 𝐿 = 60 MeV, green has
𝐾sym = −50 MeV, orange has 𝛾1 = 4.0, and purple has 𝛾2 = 4.0.

by small variations of the meta-model parameters and less than the
frequency uncertainty we may expect from coincident timing (Tsang
et al. 2012). It is therefore unclear whether uncertainty in NS mass
will have a significant effect on any parameter constraints inferred
from measurements of the 𝑖-mode frequency, and whether combin-
ing multiple measurements to probe the mass-frequency relationship
would be useful, and motivates our work in this study.

MNRAS 000, 1–13 (2015)



4 D. Neill et al.

3 MASSES OF NSS AND BHS IN MERGING BINARIES

3.1 Artificial set of binary mergers

To investigate whether combining 𝑖-mode frequency measurements
from several multimessenger RSF and GW events could allow us
to constrain neutron star structure and the nuclear symmetry energy
better than with a single measurement, we must first construct an
artificial set of binary systems to serve as the progenitors of injected
events. The rate at which we may observe multimessenger RSF and
GW events is unclear. The upper limit estimated by Neill et al. (2022)
was ∼ 3 events per year (combining those from BHNS and NSNS
binaries). This suggests that while they may not be rare, we should not
expect a very large number of these mergers, in agreement with the
current absence of any such multimessenger detections. We therefore
choose to have 5 binaries in our set of artificial systems: a small
number that is not too unreasonable a hope for observations in the
next decade or so.

Assuming that there is a single NS EOS and that all NSs have
time to spin down and cool to negligible temperatures prior to binary
merger, any differences between the 𝑖-modes of NSs will be related
to their masses, and so we shall focus on the masses of the NSs in
our binary systems. To have our injected events be consistent with
currently known mergers, we draw these masses from the extragalac-
tic NS mass distribution inferred by Landry & Read (2021) from
observed GW signals produced by compact binary mergers involv-
ing NSs (specifically, their “FLAT” model). While the small number
of such events means that this distribution is unlikely to accurately
predict future detections, it will be sufficient for this work. Using
a NS population inferred from GW observations will bias our NS
masses towards larger values since they produce louder GW signals,
but that is appropriate for this work as we are only interested in binary
mergers that could be detected in GWs. We do not know of any cor-
relation between RSF detectability and NS mass, as their emission
mechanism has not been studied in detail.

The mass of the binary companion to a NS RSF progenitor will
strongly affect their GW signal and thus influence the uncertainty in
the NS’s mass, so we must also select masses for the companions in
each binary we use. We will consider both BHNS and NSNS binaries,
as – unlike SGRBs or Kilonovae – RSFs can be produced by NSs
in BHNS binaries as easily as those in NSNS binaries (Neill et al.
2022). The binary population synthesis of BPASS (Eldridge et al.
2017; Stanway & Eldridge 2018) finds that there is approximately
one BHNS for every four NSNS systems, and while GW signals from
more massive binary mergers are detectable at greater distances, the
luminosities of RSFs may not have such a strong dependence on mass.
As the distances at which RSFs may be visible (Neill et al. 2022) are
similar to the current GW detection range for NSNS mergers (Abbott
et al. 2020a), we therefore assume that RSFs produced by BHNS
mergers beyond the NSNS range will not be detected. This means
that approximately 20% of multimessenger events will originate from
BHNS binaries, and so we will have one of our five random binaries
be a BHNS system. While we draw NS masses from Landry & Read
(2021)’s extragalactic NS mass distribution, for the BH’s mass we
randomly select a value from the range 3-30 M⊙ . We ignore any
correlations that may exist between the masses of the two objects in
a binary.

Aside from combining 𝑖-mode frequency measurements for NSs
that have a realistic distribution of masses, we shall also examine
the extreme case where multimessenger RSF and GW events are de-
tected for NSs with very high and low masses. Combining frequency
measurements from these extremes will provide the strongest dis-
criminating power for small differences between the slopes of the

(near-linear, see Figure 1) mass-frequency relationships of differ-
ent NS models. This case will therefore maximise the benefit of a
obtaining second measurement for probing the mass-frequency rela-
tionship. The NS with the lowest known mass is the binary partner
of the pulsar J0453+1559, which has a mass of 1.174+0.004

−0.004 M⊙
(Martinez et al. 2015). Lower mass NSs would be physically sta-
ble (Haensel et al. 2002), but it is doubtful that a much lower mass
NS could be produced, as most formation channels will favour pro-
ducing white dwarfs for masses well below the Chandrasekhar limit.
The maximum NS mass is a topic of much interest as it is important
for the NS population and is closely related to the high density be-
haviour of NS EOS. The most massive NS with a well-determined
mass is the pulsar J0740+6620 with mass 2.08+0.07

−0.07 M⊙ (Fonseca
et al. 2021), and other astrophysical constraints typically place the
limit between 2.0 and 2.3 M⊙ (see, e.g. Margalit & Metzger 2017;
Rezzolla et al. 2018). For our extreme NS masses we choose to use
binaries with 𝑚2 = 1.0 M⊙ and 𝑚2 = 2.0 M⊙ NSs, where 𝑚2 is the
mass of the lighter object in the binary. We shall not investigate how
the masses of their companions affect the results and simply set them
to 𝑚1 = 𝑚2 + 0.1 M⊙ .

It may be possible for both of the NSs in a NSNS binary to produce
a RSF, resulting in two RSFs separated by a duration determined by
how the difference in their masses affects their 𝑖-mode frequencies.
However, mechanisms by which a bright flare could be produced
when the NS crust resonantly shatters typically require the NS to
have a strong surface magnetic field (Tsang et al. 2012; Neill et al.
2022). Most NSNS systems will have been born and evolved as a
binary, and for a binary to merge within the Hubble time it must be
fairly tight, meaning that the first star to collapse and become a NS
will likely accrete a significant amount of matter during the evolution
of its binary partner. NSs that accrete a significant amount of matter
will have their magnetic fields buried (Alpar et al. 1982; Bhattacharya
& van den Heuvel 1991; Cumming et al. 2001), making it unlikely
that they will be capable of producing RSFs. In the majority of NSNS
binaries the NS that formed first will be the more massive one, and so
we shall assume that the less massive NSs in our binaries are always
the ones to produce the RSFs, while the more massive ones do not.
Two RSFs could be produced by a binary that formed dynamically
in a dense stellar environment (Ye et al. 2020), or from a binary that
initially had a large separation such that no accretion took place but
was later ’kicked’ (Ghodla et al. 2022) into a closer orbit, but these
scenarios will be rare and so we shall not consider them here.

3.2 NS mass uncertainty from GW inference

For a real multimessenger event the masses of the objects in the
binary will not be well known, as while GWs allow for a precise
measurement of the binary’s chirp mass,

M =
𝑚

3/5
1 𝑚

3/5
2

𝑚
1/5
1 + 𝑚1/5

2

, (2)

they do not strongly constrain the masses of the individual objects.
However, the dependence of 𝑖-mode frequency on NS mass shown
in Figure 1 is strong enough that the frequency range corresponding
to a large mass uncertainty could be comparable to the uncertainty
in 𝑖-mode frequency values measured using coincident GW and RSF
timing (Tsang et al. 2012). When inferring the parameters of our NS
meta-model using such frequency measurements we should therefore
account for the uncertainty in the mass of the NS which produced
the RSF.

We could try to estimate reasonable mass uncertainties by examin-
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ing the results of real GW analyses, but currently only a small number
of binary mergers involving NSs have been detected (Abbott et al.
2019, 2020b, 2021b) and so such estimates might not be representa-
tive of all mergers. Instead, to get estimates of the uncertainties in the
masses of objects involved in binary mergers, we use Bilby (Ashton
et al. 2019) to obtain realistic posterior probability distributions for
the analysis of those binary’s GW signals. Bilby is a Python module
for performing Bayesian inference, with its main focus being GW
binary parameter inference. It also contains functionality to gener-
ate synthetic GW signals from a provided set of binary parameters,
allowing us to inject our artificial binaries and then investigate the
precision to which their masses can be recovered.

We assume that preliminary analysis of a GW signal will allow for
a strong prior on its chirp mass and consequently determine whether
it originates from a NSNS binary with reasonable confidence. To
generate the synthetic GW signal for a binary and perform parameter
recovery we must inject a set of extrinsic and intrinsic parameters
(i.e. parameters that are and are not dependent on the observer’s
position relative to the binary system). The full parameter space of
this is very large, and so rather than recovering every parameter we
reduce computation times by fixing some parameters that we do not
expect to have significant degeneracy with NS mass to their injected
values. The parameter which we do not fix are listed in Table 1,
alongside the priors we use for their recovery. As is typical for GWs,
rather than directly inferring the separate masses of the objects in
the binary we infer the mass ratio and chirp mass, as they more
directly affect GW signals. When generating synthetic GW signals,
we assume detections involving the LIGO (Livingston and Hanford)
and Virgo interferometers, and use estimates of their O4 sensitivities
(Abbott et al. 2020a)1. Note that, in light of current detector status,
these sensitivities might only be achieved in the second half of O4
or during O5.

Aside from the mass ratio and chirp mass, the other intrinsic
parameters we recover are spin and tidal deformability. The spin of
the more massive object in the binary is included in our inferences
with the same low-spin prior as Abbott et al. (2017), which is based
on not having observations of NS in close binaries with high spins.
We do not include the spin of the less massive object, because in order
to produce a bright RSF it must have a strong magnetic field (Neill
et al. 2022) and such a field will cause its spin to decay to near-
zero long before merger. It is worth noting that in GWs there can be
significant degeneracy between mass and spin, and so broader spin
priors could increase mass uncertainty (e.g. Abbott et al. 2017), but
we do not concern ourselves with that here. For simplicity we also
assume that the spin and orbit axes are perfectly aligned.

Tidal deformability is the property of NS matter that has the lowest-
order effect on GW emission. For each of our NSs we use our injected
EOS to calculate its injected value, which scales with NS mass as
𝑚−5. This strong mass-dependence means that the reasonable range
for tidal deformability values varies by up to an order of magnitude
for different NS masses, and so using the same prior at all masses
would result in it being either too tightly constrained at low mass
or a too broad at high mass, making the posteriors sensitive to the
choice of prior. We therefore choose to use a mass-dependent tidal
deformability prior. Using a large selection of samples from our NS
meta-model over wide parameter ranges, we find that the range of
mass-tidal deformability relationships is contained within the bounds

500𝑚−4−𝑚 ≤ Λ(𝑚) ≤ 10000𝑚−4−𝑚 (3)

1 https://dcc.ligo.org/LIGO-T2000012/public

where 𝑚 is the NS mass in units of solar masses. The distribution
of mass-tidal deformability relationships from these samples is non-
uniform and might be better fit by a truncated normal distribution,
but for simplicity we shall just use a uniform prior between these
bounds. We use equation (3) for both Λ1 and Λ2, ignoring that their
values should be correlated for two NSs that share the same EOS. Λ1
is of course fixed to zero for BHs.

The injected tidal deformability values are obtained from our in-
jected EOS, but for the other parameters listed in Table 1 we randomly
draw values to inject from their priors. Aside from the parameters
we sample, other properties such as the binary inclination, sky lo-
cation and luminosity distance need injected values, which we draw
from uninformed probability distributions: the isotropic 𝑝(𝑖) = sin(𝑖)
for binary inclination, uniform-in-sky for sky location, uniform-in-
volume for luminosity distance, and so on. However, the extrinsic
parameters – in particular luminosity distance and binary inclination
– strongly affect the GW signal-to-noise ratio (SNR). Therefore, as
we are only interested in mergers that are detected in GWs and not
those that are too weak to be clearly detected, for each injected event
we repeatedly sample sets of extrinsic parameters until we find a set
for which the SNR is ≳ 8 in all three LIGO and Virgo interferome-
ters, comfortably above the threshold for a GW trigger (Abbott et al.
2021a). We also restrict the luminosity distance to below 200 Mpc,
as beyond this distance NSNS mergers will rarely have high SNRs.

We use the IMRPhenomPv2_NRTidal and IMRPhenomNSBHwave-
form models to inject and recover NSNS and BHNS mergers, respec-
tively. For computational expediency we useBilby’s implementation
of the relative binning method (Krishna et al. 2023) with the preci-
sion parameter 𝜖 = 0.001 radians, which allows for the inferences to
be completed in hours instead of days or weeks. Posteriors for one of
our artificial binaries, which consists of NSs with masses 1.167 and
1.342 M⊙ , are shown in Figure 2. Comparing these to the posteriors
of an inference for the same GW signal without relative binning, the
difference is small, so this precision seems reasonable. As expected,
the chirp mass of the binary is well constrained while the mass ratio
(and thus the separate masses of the NSs) is more uncertain. Some
uncertainty is introduced to the chirp mass through its correlation
with the poorly recovered spin 𝜒1, but it is still very accurately de-
termined. However, if a prior were used which allowed higher spins
– which would be more reasonable in the case of, for example, a
dynamically formed NSNS binary – then this correlation could be
more impactful. Our other injected binaries result in posteriors that
are qualitatively similar to those shown in Figure 2.

We convert the mass ratio and chirp mass posterior samples used
in Figure 2 into the masses of the individual NSs, which are shown in
Figure 3. These are reasonably well constrained, having uncertainties
of ∼ 0.1 M⊙ , and the inferences for our other injected binaries give
similar uncertainties. From Figure 1 we can see that over a range of a
few times 0.1 M⊙ the change in 𝑖-mode frequency is not large relative
to changes from small variations of our meta-model’s parameters,
which could indicate that mass uncertainty will not affect the results
of parameter inference using 𝑖-mode frequency measurements. In the
next section we shall perform such inferences to see if this is the case.

4 PARAMETER INFERENCE USING MASS-DEPENDENT
I-MODE FREQUENCY MEASUREMENTS

4.1 Prior parameter distribution and current constraints

We begin constructing our prior by selecting broad parameter ranges:
25 < 𝐽 < 43 MeV, 5 < 𝐿 < 158 MeV, −520 < 𝐾sym < 200 MeV,
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Intrinsic parameter Symbol Prior distribution

Mass ratio 𝑞 Uniform from 0.125 to 1.0
Chirp mass M Uniform in component masses from Min − 0.2 M⊙ to Min + 0.2 M⊙

Tidal deformability of 1st object Λ1 Uniform from 500𝑚−4−𝑚1
1 to 10000𝑚−4−𝑚1

1
Tidal deformability of 2nd object Λ2 Uniform from 500𝑚−4−𝑚2

2 to 10000𝑚−4−𝑚2
2

Higher mass object’s aligned spin 𝜒1 Uniform from 0 to 0.05

Extrinsic parameter Symbol Prior distribution

Polarisation angle 𝜓 Uniform from 0 to 𝜋
Orbital phase at coalescence 𝜙 Uniform from 0 to 2𝜋

Time of coalescence 𝑡𝑐 Uniform from 𝑡𝑐,in − 0.1 to 𝑡𝑐,in + 0.1

Table 1. The parameters included in our Bayesian analyses of NSNS merger GW signals with Bilby, and their prior probability distributions. The subscript
“in” indicates the injected value of the parameter. The prior for Λ1 is only for NSNS binaries, as its value is fixed to zero for BHNS binaries. In addition to these
parameters, the prior is shaped by separate constraints on the masses of each object in the binary (see text).

1.001 < 𝛾1 < 20 MeV and 1.001 < 𝛾2 < 20 MeV. We reject any
section of this parameter space which produces an unstable nuclear
matter equation of state. To this we add the constraint that the NS
maximum mass must satisfy 2.1 < 𝑀max < 2.5 M⊙ . The lower
bound of 2.1 M⊙ is above the mass ranges we obtain from GW
inference for all of our artificial binaries, meaning that our prior
already contains all of the maximum NS mass information these GW
analyses would provide. Our inferences using 𝑖-mode frequency data
in this Section will therefore not be contaminated by also containing
new information about the NS maximum mass, isolating the benefit
of probing the 𝑖-mode frequency. The upper bound sits comfortably
above the values suggested by current observations (Fonseca et al.
2021; Romani et al. 2022) and helps to limit the parameter space
of our meta-model that produces more improbable models. These
maximum mass constraints mainly affect the ranges of our meta-
model’s core polytrope parameters, as the maximum mass is sensitive
to the high-density equation of state.

The polytropes that we use in the core result in the speed of
sound (𝑐𝑠) continually increasing with density, and have no physical
content to prevent it from becoming greater than the speed of light.
To ensure that this most basic of physical requirements is satisfied, if
the parameter values of a sample from the prior would result in the
speed of sound becoming greater than the speed of light at a density
that can be found in NSs – i.e. anywhere below the central density of
the maximum mass NS – then we simply set its prior probability to
zero. This approximately translates to rejecting samples with 𝛾1 ≳ 5,
and with high 𝛾2 when 𝛾1 is not very low.

The prior we have constructed is very wide, and our knowledge of
the symmetry energy is better than that as multimessenger RSF and
GW events are of course not the only way to constrain the symmetry
energy parameters. We shall therefore also consider various experi-
mental constraints on NSs and nuclear matter, to which we can then
add information from RSFs. We list the nuclear physics constraints
we consider in Table 2. These constraints are from combining the
results of various experimental in quadrature (Newton & Crocombe
2021), and so the errors given in the Table’s caption are optimistic
lower bounds. We use each of the listed values as the mean of a nor-
mal distribution, with its error as its standard deviation. Our nuclear
physics likelihood for a sample from the prior is then the product of
all of the normal distributions at the values produced by that sample.

The main effect of this nuclear physics data is to constrain the lower
order symmetry energy parameters, and in particular 𝐽. This can be
seen from the results plotted in grey in Figure 5, where the 𝐽 range
is substantially smaller than the 25 to 43 MeV range chosen for our

Nucleus 𝐸𝐵 (MeV) 𝑟𝑐ℎ (fm) 𝑟𝑛𝑝 (fm) 𝛼𝐷 (fm3)

16O 127.62 2.699
40Ca 342.05 3.478
48Ca 415.99 3.477 0.195 2.07
56Ni 483.99 3.477

132Sn 1102.85 4.709
208Pb 1636.43 5.501 0.178 19.6

Table 2. Nuclear data we include in our inferences to incorporate our current
understanding of the symmetry energy parameters. From left to right: binding
energies, charge radii, neutron skin thicknesses, and dipole polarisabilities.
We take the errors on the binding energies and charge radii to be 3 MeV for all
binding energies, 0.02fm for all charge radii. We 0.013 and 0.011 fm (0.22
and 0.6 fm3) for the neutron skins (dipole polarisabilities) of 48Ca and 208Pb,
with the neutron skin errors from a number of measurements compiled in
Newton & Crocombe (2021, and references therein).

prior. We can also see that correlations appear between the 𝐽 and 𝐿
parameters, and between the 𝐿 and 𝐾sym parameters. Nuclear masses
give their most stringent constraints a little above half saturation
density. If 𝐽 is higher, then in order to reach the same value of the
sub-saturation symmetry energy, the slope of the symmetry energy
must be steeper - i.e. 𝐿 must be larger. Likewise, for a given value
of 𝐽, if we increase 𝐿, then the slope must change more rapidly to
maintain the same value of the sub-saturation symmetry energy. This
results in the positive correlations seen in Figure 5 (Lattimer & Lim
2013).

4.2 Injected i-mode frequency measurements

Now that we have results for current constraints, we can add measure-
ments of NS properties from multimessenger GW and RSF events to
examine how they might improve our understanding of NSs and nu-
clear matter. Multimessenger RSF and GW events allow for measure-
ments of the 𝑖-mode frequency within their progenitor NSs, which can
be used to infer the structure and composition of the NS crust (Neill
et al. 2023). A RSF occurs when a NS’s (quadrupolar) 𝑖-mode is res-
onant with the binary orbit, and the frequency of (quadrupolar) GWs
is twice the orbital frequency, meaning that the GW frequency at the
time at which a RSF occurs ( 𝑓RSF) will be approximately equal to the
frequency of that NS’s 𝑖-mode ( 𝑓2𝑖). However, the finite duration of a
RSF means that a measurement of the 𝑖-mode frequency from coinci-
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Figure 2. Example posteriors for a NSNS binary’s parameters recovered using Bayesian inference of an injected GW signal with Bilby, showing the scale of the
uncertainties we can expect from such a signal. The first four parameters describe the masses and tidal deformabilities of both objects in the binary, and the fifth
is the spin of the more massive one. The remaining three are extrinsic (observer-dependent) parameters. Other parameters could be relevant to GW inference,
but for computational expediency they have been fixed to their injected values during this inference. The injected values of the inferred parameters are shown as
red lines or markers on each plot. The priors used are given in Table 1.

dent GW and RSF timing will include some uncertainty, on the order
of the change in GW frequency over the duration of the flare. For
each injected binary system we therefore estimate this uncertainty to
construct a probability distribution for the 𝑖-mode frequency.

We choose to use a normal distribution for each frequency mea-
surement, centred on the value calculated using our injected NS
model for a NS with mass 𝑚2 (i.e., that NS’s “true” 𝑖-mode fre-
quency). We calculate 𝑖-mode frequency values by combining the
outputs of the TOV equations with Yoshida & Lee (2002)’s rela-
tivistic pulsation equations. For the 𝑖-mode frequency distribution’s
standard deviation, we use the change in GW frequency during the

𝑖-mode’s resonance (Tsang et al. 2012):

𝛿 𝑓 ∼ 𝑡res
𝜕 𝑓GW
𝜕𝑡

����
𝑓RSF

∼ 11.19Hz
(

M
1.2 M⊙

) 5
6
(
𝑓RSF

200 Hz

) 11
6
. (4)

The likelihood that a NS with mass 𝑚NS following the EOS corre-
sponding to the parameter values 𝜃 ≡

{
𝐽, 𝐿, 𝐾sym, 𝛾1, 𝛾2

}
produced

an injected RSF is therefore

𝐿 ( 𝑓RSF |𝜃, 𝑚NS) = exp

(
−1

2
( 𝑓2𝑖 (𝜃, 𝑚NS) − 𝑓RSF)2

𝛿 𝑓 2

)
(5)

where for our injections 𝑓RSF = 𝑓2𝑖 (Φ, 𝑚2), withΦ being the injected
parameter values.
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Figure 3. The NS mass posteriors corresponding to the chirp mass and mass
ratio posteriors from Figure 2. This 𝑚2 posterior is the mass uncertainty we
use for this NS in our meta-model parameter inferences in Section 4.

In Figure 4 we combine the uncertainty in 𝑖-mode frequency from
coincident timing with the uncertainty in 𝑚2 from GW analysis to
show how our 5 injected mergers with random masses inform us of
the injected mass-frequency relationship. We can see that the BHNS
binary (orange) gives qualitatively different mass and frequency in-
formation to the NSNS binaries (red, green, blue, cyan). The BHNS
has a larger frequency uncertainty because its higher chirp mass
causes a higher rate of change of orbital frequency during resonance,
while the NSNS binaries’ mass distributions have sharp cutoffs at
half their total masses. This is because total mass is well constrained
by GW analysis, meaning that there is a strong upper limit on the
mass of the less massive object in a binary. The NSNS binaries are
all close enough to being equal mass that this affects their posteriors,
while the BHNS binary is clearly not near equal mass. However,
the changes in the mass-frequency relationship across the mass un-
certainty ranges are small for all of these binaries. Given that this
relationship is similar for all of the NS models shown in Figure 1, we
therefore expect that the relative likelihoods of different NS models
will be similar to the relative likelihoods obtained when fixing the
masses to their injected values.

Each 𝑖-mode frequency measurement included in an inference that
is taken from a different RSF introduces additional parameters: the
parameters of the binary that can affect the NS 𝑖-mode frequency.
In this work we assume that the NS’s mass is the only one of these
parameters that could significantly affect the 𝑖-mode, as while prop-
erties such as the NS’s spin and temperature can affect the 𝑖-mode we
expect that they will be negligible (approximately zero in the cases
of spin and temperature) for any NS that produces a RSF. However,
adding even one extra parameter per 𝑖-mode frequency measurement
means that the computation time required to sample the parameter
space will increase significantly as more measurements are consid-
ered. To keep our computation times reasonable for this work, we
avoid increasing the parameter space by not fully including the NS
masses as parameters to be inferred. Instead, for each measurement
we marginalise over the mass parameter in Bayes equation to find the
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Figure 4. The injected data we use for the masses and 𝑖-mode frequencies
of five NSs, showing the sort of information we can expect to obtain from
multimessenger RSF and GW events. The evidence from each merger is
shown in a different colour, with darker shades indicating greater evidence.
The injected 𝑖-mode frequency and mass values are shown as markers (with
the same colours as their evidences), which lie along the injected NS model’s
mass-frequency relationship.

likelihood function:

𝐿
(
𝑓RSF,i |𝜃

)
=

∫
𝐿

(
𝑓RSF,i |𝜃, 𝑚2,𝑖

)
𝜋

(
𝜃, 𝑚2,𝑖

)
𝑑𝑚2,𝑖 , (6)

where the integral is over the range of Bilby’s posterior for 𝑚2 in
this binary (𝑝GW (𝑚2)), and 𝜋 is the probability distribution given by

𝜋
(
𝜃, 𝑚2,𝑖

)
=

{
𝑝GW (𝑚2) if 𝑚2 ≤ 𝑚max (𝜃)

0 if 𝑚2 > 𝑚max (𝜃).
(7)

This marginalisation over mass means that the posteriors from our
inferences will not show any correlations that might exist between
the masses and the other parameters, but the weakness of the mass-
frequency relationship means that such correlations are unlikely to
be significant.

When combining measurements of the 𝑖-mode frequency from
several multimessenger RSF and GW events, the total likelihood
function for our Bayesian inference is simply the product of likelihood
functions for each event,

𝐿
(
𝑓RSF,1, . . . , 𝑓RSF,N |𝜃

)
=

𝑁∏
i=1

𝐿
(
𝑓RSF,i |𝜃

)
, (8)

since we can safely assume that binary mergers are isolated from
each other. This total likelihood can then be used alongside the prior
probability distribution

𝜋(𝜃) = 1
𝐴𝛾1𝛾2 (𝐽, 𝐿, 𝐾sym) (9)

which we introduced in Section 4.1 to obtain the posterior distri-
bution. To do this, we use the Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC)
method via the emcee python module (Foreman-Mackey et al. 2013).

4.3 Recovering the injected NS meta-model parameter values

We first examine whether the mass uncertainty from GW analysis
can affect the results of meta-model parameter inferences that use 𝑖-
mode frequency measurements. The posteriors of an inference using
no frequency measurements (i.e., only including the experimental
nuclear data) and of inferences using the measurement shown in
green in Figure 4 with and without its mass uncertainty are shown in
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Figure 5. Posteriors probability distributions from Bayesian inferences of our
NS meta-model’s parameters using different data, showing that 𝑖-mode fre-
quency measurements from multimessenger RSF and GW events can improve
on symmetry energy constraints from nuclear physics, and that including re-
alistic uncertainty in NS mass has only a small impact on the results. The
grey posteriors are for an inference using data from nuclear experiment and
a constraint on the maximum NS mass, while the red and blue posteriors are
for inferences that also included a single 𝑖-mode frequency measurement (the
green one in Figure 4) with and without mass uncertainty (respectively). The
injected values are indicated by the orange markers and dashed lines.

Figure 5. From this we can see that mass uncertainty has little effect
of the posteriors, even in the relatively extreme case of this particular
data where the injected mass value is far from the center of the mass
range inferred with Bilby. This Figure confirms that marginalising
over mass in our likelihood function does not lose much information,
as two different mass distributions giving almost identical posteriors
indicates that correlations between the model parameters and the NS
mass are insignificant.

As found by (Neill et al. 2023), Figure 5 shows that a single 𝑖-mode
frequency measurement can improve symmetry energy constraints
obtained from nuclear experiment. We next examine how combin-
ing measurements from several multimessenger events could further
strengthen these constraints: posteriors for inferences using 1 and 5
injected frequency measurements (with mass uncertainty) are shown
in Figure 6. From this we see that little information is gained about
the core as the polytrope parameters change little with additional 𝑖-
mode frequency data, but the symmetry energy is better constrained
with additional measurements. While the posteriors for 𝐽 are similar
as it is already well constrained by nuclear experiment, the 𝐿 and
𝐾sym posteriors are substantially improved.

Figure 6 includes data from four NSNS binaries and one BHNS
binary, but in Figure 4 we saw that these different types of binary can
give qualitatively different 𝑖-mode frequency measurements. There-
fore, to investigate whether symmetry energy constraints obtained
from a RSF depend the type of binary which produced it, we com-
pare the results of inferences using 𝑖-mode frequency measurements
from a single NSNS binary and from a single BHNS binary. To
eliminate other variables we inject two new binaries with identical
extrinsic parameters and the same NS mass of 𝑚2 = 1.4M⊙ , but
that have different masses for the binary partner: 𝑚1 = 1.6M⊙ or
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Figure 6. Similar to Figure 5, but for the posteriors of inferences using 1 (red)
and 5 (blue) of the 𝑖-mode frequency measurements from Figure 4, showing
that measurements after the first continue to improve the symmetry energy
constraints. Both inferences included NS mass uncertainty. The labels give the
injected masses of the compact binary mergers for which the measurements
were constructed.

𝑚1 = 7.0M⊙ . The posteriors of their meta-model parameter infer-
ences are shown in Figure 7. Both noticeably improve over the prior
for 𝐿 and 𝐾sym, but the NSNS binary gives better constraints.

Much of the benefit of measuring the masses and radii of multiple
NSs comes from the increased knowledge of the mass-radius rela-
tionship, the shape of which can vary significantly for different EOSs.
Compared to posteriors for a single measurement, the posteriors for
five frequency measurements shown in Figure 6 may similarly ben-
efit from having information about the mass-frequency relationship,
but this systematic benefit is combined with statistical improvements
from having more data. To separate these effects, we compare pos-
teriors of an inference using two frequency measurements from NSs
with very different masses – which maximises the influence of the
(near-linear) mass-frequency relationship – to posteriors of infer-
ences using two identical measurements. From this Figure however
we can see that there is little benefit to probing the mass-frequency
relationship, as two frequency measurements from identical NSs can
be just as good for constraining the symmetry energy parameters as
two measurements from NSs with very different masses. Any multi-
messenger RSFs and GW events detected after the first will therefore
be useful for constraining the symmetry energy, not just those that
probe a new section of the mass-frequency relationship.

5 DISCUSSION

From Figures 5, 6, 7 and 8 we can see that there is some benefit
to having measurements of the 𝑖-mode frequency from multiple dif-
ferent multimessenger events, and that the mass of the NS which
produced a RSF has little impact on the symmetry energy constraints
that can be obtained from it. This does not mean that NS mass is
irrelevant for RSFs, as it may still have an effect on the RSF emission
mechanism that could make it easier to detect RSFs from higher or
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Figure 7. Similar to Figure 5, but comparing posteriors of inferences using
𝑖-mode frequency and NS mass measurements from a single BHNS merger
(red) and from a single NSNS merger (blue). The NSNS merger appears to
give better constraints, indicating that frequency uncertainty from coincident
RSF and GW timing is more significant than how the 𝑖-mode frequency may
change over realistic mass uncertainties. All properties of the injected binaries
are identical except for the primary mass.
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Figure 8. Similar to Figure 6, but isolating the benefit of probing the mass-
frequency relationship, which is shown to be negligible as the blue posteriors
do not recover the injected parameters significantly better than the other pos-
teriors. Each inference uses 𝑖-mode frequency measurements from two RSFs,
with grey (red) using two identical low mass (high mass) NS progenitors,
while blue uses one low mass and one high mass progenitor. All three require
a stable EOS and reasonable maximum mass, and include various nuclear
data.

lower mass NSs, but once a RSF is detected alongside GWs it is as
useful as any other.

Figure 6 also shows that there is little change in the inferred values
of the core polytrope parameters when using additional 𝑖-mode fre-
quency measurements, which is due to the 𝑖-mode frequency having
little dependence on the NS core (as found in Neill et al. 2023). This
sets it apart from bulk properties such as NS radius and tidal de-
formability, and means that it can be used to probe the composition
of the NS crust and outer core without concern for the type of matter
present deeper within the core, which is currently uncertain.

Higher-order terms in the symmetry energy expansion control
the EOS further away from saturation density. In our model the
expansion coefficients of the symmetry energy at higher order than
𝐾sym are correlated with the lower order parameters, but it has been
shown that the size of the effects of the fourth-order term 𝑄sym may
not be negligible down to 0.5𝑛sat and up to 1.5𝑛sat, with the crust
composition showing some sensitivity to that parameter (Carreau
et al. 2019). It is therefore important to extend the model to include
freedom in that parameter in future studies, as degeneracies between
it and the 𝐽, 𝐿 and 𝐾sym parameters considered in this work may
affect their posteriors.

The symmetry energy expansion is around nuclear saturation, but
the 𝑖-mode frequency is sensitive to neutron star properties at the crust
core transition around half that density. Model dependencies arise in
our posteriors for the parameters of the expansion from how the
symmetry energy may evolve between these densities in our model.
Therefore, while the symmetry energy parameters at saturation are
more commonly considered in the literature, it may be more useful
to examine posteriors on the symmetry energy itself. Figure 9 shows
posteriors for the nuclear symmetry energy that, for our meta-model,
correspond to the posteriors for its first three parameters shown in
Figure 6, incorporating effects of the higher-order parameters that
are not free within our model. Figure 9 therefore shows what the
symmetry energy parameter posteriors actually mean in the context
of our meta-model, and we see that 𝑖-mode frequency measurements
mainly inform us of the symmetry energy around half saturation
density (highlighted in the inset). Freedom in how the symmetry
energy varies with density for any particular sample is also limited
by model-dependencies, but that is not shown in here.

One should interpret the symmetry energy constraints above nu-
clear saturation density in Figure 9 with care. Although they appear
improved with 𝑖-mode measurements, the lack of freedom for the
terms at higher order than 𝐾sym in our model reduces the freedom
to explore density dependencies at higher densities and leading to an
over-optimistic constraint there. The density to which the constraints
from our model are robust should be explored further. However, the
constraints up to saturation density are on a firmer footing, as that is
where the 𝑖-mode is sensitive to.

The NSNS binary used for Figure 7 had higher mass uncertainty
and lower frequency uncertainty than the BHNS binary, so its bet-
ter parameter recovery indicates that the frequency uncertainty has
a more significant effect on these posteriors. The frequency uncer-
tainty from equation (4) is lower for the NSNS binary because of its
lower chirp mass, so applying this result more broadly would sug-
gest that binaries with lower masses are slightly better for RSF and
GW coincident timing. The difference between the posteriors for two
high and two low mass NSNS binaries in Figure 8 appears to support
this. However, as equation (4) is only a rough approximation, binary
mass might not actually be a primary contributor to RSF duration,
and variables unrelated to the binary – such as the configurations of
instruments involved in a detection – could be more important for
the uncertainty in the duration of real multimessenger events.
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Figure 9. Nuclear symmetry energy posteriors corresponding to the posteriors
for its parameters shown in Figure 6, showing how they are related within
our model-dependent setup. At any given density the shaded regions contain
the central 90% of symmetry energy values for samples in the posteriors, and
the same colours are used as in Figure 6. The inset highlights the density
range that 𝑖-mode frequency measurements inform us of (indicated by the
yellow box), which is around the crust-core transition density. The vertical
line indicates the density beyond which the symmetry energy has no effect
on our models since we switch to a polytropic model for the NS EOS. As
we have seen in Figures 5-8, the nuclear data constrains the magnitude of the
symmetry energy at a density of around 0.1 fm−3. Resonant shattering flares
meanwhile constrain the slope and curvature of the symmetry energy at that
density: differences that show up at higher densities where the improvement
from the astrophysical data is more apparent.

The mass-frequency relationships shown in Figure 1 are all very
similar and near-linear, meaning that when we measure mass and fre-
quency we are effectively just constraining the intercept of a linear re-
lationship. Measurements from different NSs therefore all effectively
inform us of the same one property. This is supported by Figure 8,
which shows that constraining the mass-frequency relationship does
not provide much advantage over measuring a single point along it.
The changes we see in Figure 6 when adding more multimessenger
measurements are therefore primarily due to the statistical improve-
ments of measuring the same property multiple times. It is possible
that the similarity of the mass-frequency relationships shown in Fig-
ure 1 is particular to our meta-model and that methods of generating
NS models that have more freedom could allow for more variety, in
which case it would be more beneficial to detect RSFs from NSs with
a variety of different masses.

While in this work we have not carried forward any informa-
tion about tidal deformability from GW analysis to the meta-model
parameter inference, combining tidal deformability inferences with
𝑖-mode frequency measurements could be extremely interesting, as
the former is sensitive to the properties of whichever type of matter
exists in the NS core while the latter depends on the nucleonic crust.
An 𝑖-mode frequency measurement from a multimessenger RSF and
GW event could be used to confidently constrain the properties of
nucleonic matter in NSs at a low density, which could then be ex-
panded up to higher densities to compare to the properties inferred
from tidal deformability. Inconsistency between the properties of nu-
cleonic matter inferred at high and low densities would indicate that
matter is not nucleonic in the core or that current nucleonic models
are insufficient to explain both high and low density matter, giving
some insight into the mysterious nature of extremely dense nuclear
matter.

All of the posteriors we have shown are for inferences which in-

cluded the experimental nuclear data listed in Table 2. Without this
data to reduce the size of the symmetry energy parameter space subse-
quent frequency measurements are much less useful, as degeneracies
between the different parameters would be much more significant. It
is therefore important to not just analyse this astrophysical data in a
vacuum, but rather combine it with terrestrial nuclear physics.

5.1 Model dependence and caveats

The Skyrme model is one model for the nuclear interaction and has
different density dependencies than, for example, relativistic mean-
field models. However, extended Skyrme models increase the free-
dom in the density dependence and offset this problem. Nevertheless,
the possibility remains that systematically different predictions of the
EOS and crust composition may be made by different nuclear models,
and should be explored in the future.

Our inferences using Bilby in Section 3.2 contain several sim-
plifications to make them quicker. For example, while the tidal de-
formability prior we used in Section 3.2 was roughly based on our
meta-model it did not exactly follow it, and in particular we did
not account for how the tidal deformabilities of two NSs with the
same EOS and different masses should be correlated. Inferring the
meta-model parameters and then calculating the tidal deformability
would be a more complete way to account for our choice of model, or
alternatively a different tidal deformability prior could be used that
considers a wider variety of NS models than just those produced by
our meta-model. We also fixed several extrinsic and intrinsic proper-
ties, such as the sky position and luminosity distance of the binary,
and for real data these would be included, making these inferences
significantly longer and possibly increasing NS mass uncertainty
through correlations with these extra parameters. However, even if
mass uncertainty were significantly higher, from Figure 5 it does
not seem likely that it would strongly affect the symmetry energy
parameter inferences.

It is worth noting that for a real multimessenger event it would be
better to perform a single parameter inference incorporating both the
GW signal and coincident timing, rather than separating them into
two as we have done in this work. It would allow for complementary
information from these data to be combined in a statistically con-
sistent way, and help to avoid losing relevant information, such as
how we did not carry forward the tidal deformability posteriors from
Bilby to our meta-model parameter inferences. In this work it has
not been a significant problem and separating it into two steps made
it our inferences simpler to perform, but when working with real data
we should be more cautious.

We chose to construct our prior for the meta-model parameters to
be uniform in the viable 𝐽 − 𝐿 − 𝐾sym − 𝛾1 − 𝛾2 parameter space.
However, as we have constructed the core with polytropes that cause
the sound speed to monotonically increase with density, fixed the
density of the transition to the polytropic model (to 1.5𝑛sat), and
required that viable EOSs remain causal at least until the central
density of their most massive NSs, this prior will be somewhat biased
towards combinations of 𝐽, 𝐿 and 𝐾sym that result in lower sound
speeds at the polytropic transition density, since lower sound speeds
allow wider viable spaces for 𝛾1 and 𝛾2. This is not necessarily
physical, as other models – such as those that include exotic matter
in the NS core – can have sound speed vary more freely throughout
the core and so do not need to have low values at low densities in
order to remain causal.

Figure 10 is similar to Figure 9 but attempts to remove the bias
towards low sound speeds at the polytropic transition density by using
a prior that is uniform in the 3D 𝐽-𝐿-𝐾sym space obtained when
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Figure 10. Similar to Figure 9, but for posteriors obtained when using a prior
designed to reduce the impact of how we chose to construct models for the NS
core. The posteriors informed by several 𝑖-mode frequency measurements are
similar to those in Figure 9, indicating that while the choice of prior has some
influence it is not very important when considering a reasonable amount of
data.

marginalising over the core polytrope parameters. This is done by
giving any 5D sample a prior probability that is inversely proportional
to the area of the viable 𝛾1 − 𝛾2 space at its 𝐽-𝐿-𝐾sym values. This
causes the prior to artificially favour NS EOSs that are soft above
1.5𝑛sat, rather than soft below 1.5𝑛sat as the prior used in the rest
of this work does. However, by comparing Figures 10 and 9 we can
see that the posteriors informed by 𝑖-mode frequency data are similar
regardless of the choice of prior, indicating that it is not of great
importance. This means that, so long as a reasonable prior is used,
the quantitatively meaningful results for real data should not be too
sensitive to the choice of prior.

The frequency uncertainty obtained from coincident RSF and GW
timing is significant. By comparing Figures 1 and 4 we can see that
the uncertainty we assumed with equation (4) is not small when
compared to the effects of changing the meta-model parameters, so
reducing it could help to further constrain the parameters. Equa-
tion (4) uses a rough approximation for the duration of the resonance
and does not involve any consideration of the uncertain strength of
the neutron star crust, and so the actual range of GW frequencies
during which the 𝑖-mode is sufficiently excited to shatter the NS
crust may be significantly longer or shorter. However, coincident
RSF and GW timing might not be the only way to infer the 𝑖-mode
frequency from a detected RSF. Other methods involving analysis of
the RSF lightcurve – its duration, luminosity, variability timescale,
etc. – could provide additional insight into the 𝑖-mode and the NS
crust, which could be used to improve a frequency measurement or
obtain one where no GWs are detected.

6 CONCLUSION

The mass of a neutron star is important for its bulk properties such
as radius and tidal deformability. In particular, the relationships be-
tween these properties and mass are sensitive to the equation of state
of the neutron star core, so probing them by obtaining measurements
from several neutrons stars with known different masses provides
new insights into the physics of dense matter. In this work, we have
investigated whether having multiple measurements of the crust-core
interface mode’s frequency – as could be obtained from coincident
timing of resonant shattering flares and gravitational waves – would

provide a similar improvement for our understanding of matter within
neutron stars. Using realistic uncertainties in neutron star masses in-
ferred with gravitational wave analysis and conservative uncertainties
in 𝑖-mode frequency measurements obtained from coincident timing,
we found that combining frequency measurements from NSs with
different masses noticeably improves the nuclear symmetry energy
constraints obtained from them. We found that this is not so much
due to the mass-dependence of the 𝑖-mode frequency – as it is only
a weak dependence and is similar across the range of neutron star
models we considered – but rather is the general statistical improve-
ments from having multiple measurements of the same property. This
means that any additional frequency measurements could be useful,
not just those from NSs with masses that are well-determined or that
have not been seen previously.

While obtaining multiple 𝑖-mode frequency measurements from
coincident RSF and GW timing could strengthen constraints on the
NS model and the nuclear symmetry energy parameters, it is just as
important to combine these constraints with those from other sources
to break degeneracies between the symmetry energy parameters.
Bulk NS properties – which are more commonly inferred from NS
observations – might not be reliable for this as the nature of the NS
core is unknown, but other NS asteroseismic observables and data
from nuclear experiment can fill this role, as NS meta-models such
as the one used in this work allow us to consistently connect neutron
star structure to the fundamental properties of nucleonic matter. In
light of the results of the recent PREX-II (Adhikari et al. 2021) and
CREX (Adhikari et al. 2022) experiments, combining data from new
methods of probing nuclear matter is particularly interesting as it
opens new ways to explore the tension between them.

Efforts to probe NSs with astrophysical observables are progress-
ing at a steady pace, with constraints on masses, radii and tidal de-
formabilities (e.g. Abbott et al. 2017, 2019; Riley et al. 2019, 2021;
Fonseca et al. 2021) giving us an increasing amount of insight into
their structure. While a multimessenger RSF and GW event has yet
to be observed, the findings of Neill et al. (2023) – that coincident
timing of these events allows us to probe a different region of the
NS to most observables – and of this work – that even with realistic
uncertainties we only require a single such detection to obtain strong
constraints – makes them highly interesting. However, this work has
also shown that observing several multimessenger events is beneficial
for our understanding of nuclear matter, particularly when combined
with data from experimental nuclear physics.

Multimessenger detections of binary mergers are of great interest
to the astrophysical community, and we remain optimistic about the
possibility of observing multimessenger RSF and GW events in the
remainder of the O4 LIGO/Virgo observing run, or early in O5.
We have shown such observations with the sensitivity of those runs
would allow us to obtain strong astrophysical constraints on NS crust
composition and the nuclear symmetry energy, meaning that they are
interesting for nuclear physics as well.
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We present an extensive study of hexadecapole correlations in the rare-earth region around N =
90 and the effects these correlations have on various nuclear properties, such as the low-energy
spectra, as well as quadrupole, hexadecapole and monopole transition strengths. In order to examine
hexadecapole correlations, we employ a mapped sdg interacting boson model, with parameters
derived from a self-consistent mean-field calculations with a relativistic energy density functional.
We apply this model to even-even isotopes of Nd, Sm, Gd, Dy and Er (Z = 60 − 68) with the
neutron number N = 84 − 96. The obtained results show a good agreement with the experiment.
By comparing the results with the ones obtained from a simpler mapped sd interacting boson
model, we show that the inclusion of hexadecapole, g boson is necessary to improve the results of
the Jπ ≥ 6+ yrast energies in the nuclei with N = 84 and 86, being near the neutron shell closure.
The sdg interacting boson model increases the quadrupole transition strengths between yrast states
in the N = 90 and 92 well deformed nuclei, which is in good agreement with the experiment for
most of those isotopes. The presence of g bosons does have an important effect on hexadecapole
transition strengths, although experimental data for such transitions are limited. The obtained
monopole transition strengths do not differ significantly from the ones obtained from the simpler sd
model.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear deformations play an important role in de-
scribing various nuclear properties [1, 2], e.g. excitation
energies and decays. The dominant deformations in nu-
clei, the quadrupole ones, have been extensively stud-
ied. More and more attention is recently being paid to
higher-order deformations, such as the octupole and hex-
adecapole ones. The effects of hexadecapole correlations
are often overshadowed by large quadrupole effects. Nev-
ertheless, they have been found to exist in a wide spec-
trum of nuclei, ranging from light nuclei [3] to heavy
nuclei [4]. The main effect of hexadecapole correlations
on the low-lying energy spectrum of the nucleus is the
appearance of the low-lying K = 4+ band with an en-
hanced B(E4; 4+ → 0+) transition strength. Another ef-
fect can be observed in even-even rare-earth nuclei near
N = 82 shell closure, where the ratio of the ground-state
band energies R4/2 = Ex(4

+)/Ex(2
+) becomes less than

2. Besides that, hexadecapole deformations were shown
to play a significant role in heavy ion collisions [4], fission
[5], and are predicted to have an influence on the neutri-
noless double beta decay matrix elements in open shell
nuclei [6]. All of this provides us with a good reason to
study hexadecapole correlations in nuclei and their effects
on the low-lying excitation spectra and transitions.

A useful framework for studying the effects of nuclear
deformations is the interacting boson model (IBM) [7].
In the simplest version of the IBM, the nucleus can be

∗ llotina.phy@pmf.hr
† nomura@sci.hokudai.ac.jp

viewed as a system composed of a doubly-magic core nu-
cleus, and valence nucleons grouped into s (Lπ = 0+)
and d (Lπ = 2+) bosons. The main assumption of the
model is that the main contribution to the low-lying ex-
citation energy spectra comes from the pairing correla-
tions between aforementioned bosons. In the version of
the model called IBM-1, it is assumed that the neutron
and proton bosons are identical [7]. This model has been
successfully used to study the effects of deformations in
nuclei [8]. Since the IBM is a phenomenological model,
in recent times, a method was developed that derives the
parameters of the IBMHamiltonian from a self-consistent
mean-field (SCMF) model with energy density function-
als (EDFs) [9]. This method has been successfully ap-
plied in studying quadrupole [9–12] and octupole correla-
tions [13, 14] in nuclei. The inclusion of the hexadecapole
degree of freedom in the IBM is done by the inclusion of
g boson with Lπ = 4+, whose importance in the IBM
has been extensively studied [8, 15–21]. While the sdg-
IBM has been extensively studied as a phenomenological
model, it is useful to study the model through a more
microscopic picture, e.g. the aforementioned mapping
method, since that could lead us to a better understand-
ing of the microscopic origin of the hexadecapole collec-
tivity in nuclei.

In the preceding article [22], we have explored the hex-
adecapole collectivity in 148−160Gd isotopes by using the
sdg-IBM-1 with the Hamiltonian parameters being de-
rived by the mapping method of Ref. [9], and have showed
the validity and usefulness of such approach. The aim of
the present article is to extend the study to a wider range
of even-even rare-earth isotopes, 144−156Nd, 146−158Sm,
148−160Gd, 150−162Dy and 152−164Er. We choose the rare-
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earth isotopes for our study due to the fact that hexade-
capole correlations were observed in that region [1, 23–
27], as well as due to the fact that triaxiality does not
play a significant role in these isotopes, as evident from
the SCMF calculations with the Skyrme force [10] and
Gogny force [28]. By comparing our model with a simpler
mapped sd-IBM-1, we explore the effects of hexadecapole
correlations on the low-lying excitation energy spectra of
these isotopes, and also on the monopole, quadrupole and
hexadecapole transition strengths.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we de-
scribe our model. Section III gives the quadrupole-
hexadecapole potential energy surfaces for the stud-
ied nuclei. Results of the spectroscopic properties, in-
cluding the excitation spectra of low-lying states, elec-
tric quadrupole, hexadecapole, and monopole transition
properties, are discussed in Sec. IV. Summary of the main
results and some perspectives for future work are given
in Sec. V.

II. MODEL DESCRIPTION

We begin our analysis with the SCMF calculations.
The model employed for SCMF calculations is the multi-
dimensionally constrained relativistic mean-field (MDC-
RMF) model [29–31], which allows one to set constraints
on various deformation parameters. For our analysis, we
carried out the SCMF calculations for axially symmetric
shapes in the (β2, β4) plane, by setting the constraints
on the mass quadrupole Q20 and hexadecapole Q40 mo-
ments. The dimensionless quadrupole β2 and hexade-
capole β4 deformation parameters are related to the mass
moments through the relation:

βλ =
4π

3ARλ
⟨Q̂λ0⟩ (1)

with R = 1.2A1/3 fm. The quadrupole-hexadecapole
constrained potential energy surfaces (PESs) are calcu-
lated within the relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov (RHB)
framework [32, 33], with the chosen energy density func-
tional being the density-dependent point-coupling (DD-
PC1) interaction [33, 34], combined with the separable
pairing interaction of finite range developed in Ref. [35].
A detailed description of the MDC-RMF model can be
found in Refs. [30, 31].

Due to the fact that SCMF calculations necessarily
break several symmetries, these calculations alone cannot
be used to study excited states and transitions in the
nucleus. To study those properties of the nucleus, we use
the sdg-IBM-1 model. A simple version of the sdg-IBM-1
Hamiltonian is given by the following relation, similar to
the one from [20]:

Ĥsdg = ϵdn̂d + ϵgn̂g + κ2Q̂
(2) · Q̂(2) + κ4Q̂

(4) · Q̂(4). (2)

The first two terms represent the d and g boson num-
ber operators, n̂d = d† · d̃ and n̂g = g† · g̃. The second

term represents the quadrupole-quadrupole interaction
with the quadrupole operator defined as

Q̂(2) =(s†d̃+ d†s) + χ
(2)
dd (d

† × d̃)(2)+

χ
(2)
dg (d

† × g̃ + g† × d̃)(2) + χ(2)
gg (g

† × g̃)(2),
(3)

while the last term represents the hexadecapole-
hexadecapole interaction, with the hexadecapole oper-
ator defined as:

Q̂(4) =(s†g̃ + g†s) + χ
(4)
dd (d

† × d̃)(4)+

χ
(4)
dg (d

† × g̃ + g† × d̃)(4) + χ(4)
gg (g

† × g̃)(4).
(4)

Since this Hamiltonian is too complex, due to the number
of parameters it contains, a simplification can be made
by assuming three symmetry limits, U(5) ⊗ U(9), SU(3)
and SO(15), which leads to a Hamiltonian [21]:

Ĥsdg = ϵdn̂d+ϵgn̂g+κQ̂(2)·Q̂(2)+κ(1−χ2)Q̂(4)·Q̂(4), (5)

with

Q̂(2) =(s†d̃+ d†s) + χ
[11√10

28
(d† × d̃)(2)

− 9

7
(d† × g̃ + g† × g̃)(2) +

3
√
55

14
(g† × g̃)(2)

] (6)

and

Q̂(4) = s†g̃ + g†s (7)

being the quadrupole and hexadecapole operators, re-
spectively.
The parameters ϵd, ϵg, κ and χ are determined by

the mapping procedure [9]. The first step is connect-
ing the IBM to the geometric model by calculating the
expectation value of the Hamiltonian in a coherent state

|ϕ⟩ ∝ (1 + β̃2d
†
0 + β̃4g

†
0)

NB |0⟩, with NB representing the
number of bosons, i.e., the number of pairs of valence nu-
cleon, and |0⟩ representing the boson vacuum [21]. For
Nd, Sm, Gd and Dy isotopes, the boson vacuum corre-
sponds to the double shell closures (N,Z) = (82, 50), i.e.,
the doubly magic nucleus 132Sn, while for the Er isotopes,
since the valence neutrons are considered hole-like, the
corresponding boson vacuum is taken to be (N,Z)=(82,

82). The expectation value, ⟨ϕ|Ĥ|ϕ⟩ / ⟨ϕ|ϕ⟩, gives us the
PES of the IBM, and is denoted EIBM(β̃2, β̃4), with β̃2

and β̃4 being boson analogues of the quadrupole β2 and
β4 deformations, respectively. The parameters of the
Hamiltonian are fitted so that the energy surface of the
IBM approximates the PES obtained from the SCMF
calculations, ESCMF(β2, β4), in the vicinity of the mini-
mum:

ESCMF(β2, β4) ≈ EIBM(β̃2, β̃4). (8)

Following the method of Refs. [9, 14], the relation be-
tween bosonic and fermionic deformation parameters is



3

assumed to be linear, β̃2 = C2β2, β̃4 = C4β4. This
leaves us with 6 parameters in total to be determined.
In the case of lighter rare-earth isotopes, Nd and Sm,
the Hamiltonian from Eq. (6) is shown to be inadequate
to reproduce the SCMF PES, due to the obtained ratios
βmin
4 /βmin

2 being larger than in heavier rare-earth iso-
topes. To solve this problem, an independent parameter
σ was introduced in the quadrupole operator of Eq. (6)
as:

Q̂(2) =(s†d̃+ d†s) + χ
[11√10

28
(d† × d̃)(2)

− 9

7
σ(d† × g̃ + g† × g̃)(2) +

3
√
55

14
(g† × g̃)(2)

]
,

(9)
with constraint −1 ≤ χσ ≤ +1. If χ = σ = +1, the
quadrupole operator corresponds to the generator of the
SU(3) algebra [36]. It should be noted that, while the
hexadecapole terms and the (g† × g̃)(2) are included in
the Hamiltonian, their contribution to the IBM PES, as
well as to the excitation energies, is minimal, and they
could, in principle, be omitted from the Hamiltonian.

In order to study the effects of hexadecapole correla-
tions in nuclei, the sdg IBM has to be compared with a
simpler sd IBM, with a Hamiltonian given by the relation
[7]:

Ĥsd = ϵdn̂d + κQ̂(2) · Q̂(2), (10)

with

Q̂(2) = s†d̃+ d†s+ χ(d† × d̃)(2) (11)

being the quadrupole operator. The mapping is per-
formed so that the energy of the sd IBM approximates
the SCMF PES along the β4 = 0 line in the vicinity of
the minimum [22]:

ESCMF(β2, β4 = 0) ≈ EIBM(β̃2), (12)

while the relation between the bosonic and fermionic
quadrupole deformation parameters is again assumed to
be linear, β̃2 = Csd

2 β2.
The transition strengths are defined as [14]:

B(Eλ; J → J ′) =
1

2J + 1
| ⟨J ′| |T̂ (Eλ)| |J⟩ |2, (13)

with |J⟩ and ⟨J ′| being the wave functions of the initial
and final states, respectively. The operators considered
are the quadrupole operator

T̂ (E2) = esdg,sd2 Q̂(2), (14)

with Q̂(2) corresponding to the quadrupole operator of
the sdg- or sd-IBM [Eqs. (2), (6), and (10)], the hexade-
capole operator, defined as

T̂ (E4) = esdg4

[
s†g̃ + g†s+ (d† × d̃)(4)

]
(15)

for the sdg-IBM, and

T̂ (E4) = esd4 (d† × d̃)(4) (16)

for the sd-IBM, and the monopole operator, defined as
[37]

T̂ (E0) = (enN + epZ)

(
η
n̂d

NB
+ γ

n̂g

NB

)
(17)

for the sdg-IBM, and

T̂ (E0) = (enN + epZ)η
n̂d

NB
(18)

for the sd-IBM. The esdg,sd2 coefficients are fitted for each
isotope so that the experimentally measured transition
strength B(E2; 2+1 → 0+1 ) from the first 2+ state to the

ground state should be reproduced. Similarly, the esdg,sd4

coefficients are fitted to the B(E4; 4+1 → 0+1 ) transition
strength. In the case of monopole transitions, following
Ref. [37], monopole strengths are defined as

ρ(E0) =
⟨J ′| T̂ (E0) |J⟩

eR2
, (19)

with R = 1.2A1/3fm being the nuclear radius. The pa-
rameters ep,n are chosen to be en = 0.50e, ep = e, follow-
ing Ref. [37]. However, a different choice from the one in
Ref. [37] is made for these parameters, η = γ = 0.75 fm2.
This is due to the fact that the Hamiltonians used in this
paper are different from ones used in the aforementioned
paper. Most of the experimental data are taken from the
National Nuclear Data Center (NNDC) database [38].

III. MAPPING THE SCMF RESULTS ONTO
THE IBM SPACE

Figures 1-5 show the PESs of the even-even Nd, Sm,
Gd, Dy and Er isotopes with the neutron number within
the range N = 84 − 94, up to 2.7 MeV in energy. The
PESs for the N = 96 nuclei are not shown due to their
similarity to those of the N = 94 ones. In addition, the
PESs for the Gd isotopes, have already been presented
in Ref. [22], but are depicted in Fig. 3 for completeness.
From the figures, one can notice that both the quadrupole
and hexadecapole deformation parameters increase with
the neutron number. The saddle point in the oblate
(β2 < 0) area is lower in energy for the N ≤ 90 nu-
clei and can be seen in the PES. For heavier isotopes,
the saddle point becomes higher in energy and cannot
be seen in the figures. Quadrupole deformations have a
similar structural evolution in all isotopes, starting from
βmin
2 = 0.1 at N = 84, except for the oblate deformed

148Gd (βmin
2 = −0.05), with the maximum βmin

2 = 0.35
calculated for those nuclei with N = 94 and 96. It should
be noted that, while 148Gd is predicted to be oblate de-
formed in the ground state, the PES of this nucleus shows
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FIG. 1. Axially-symmetric quadrupole (β20) and hexadecapole (β40) constrained energy surfaces for the 144−154Nd isotopes
calculated within the relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov method using the DD-PC1 energy density functional and the pairing force
of finite range. Energy difference between neighboring contours is 0.1 MeV, and the absolute minimum is indicated by an open
triangle.

FIG. 2. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for 146−156Sm

a significant softness with respect to both quadrupole and
hexadecapole deformation. The structural evolution of
hexadecapole deformations is also similar in all isotopes.
Larger hexadecapole deformations in the minimum are
obtained for lighter nuclei, Nd and Sm, the largest being

βmin
4 = 0.25 (152,154Nd,154 Sm). In Gd, Dy and Er iso-

topes, the largest hexadecapole deformation in the min-
imum is βmin

4 = 0.15, present in the N ≥ 90 region. In
Dy and Er isotopes, it can be seen that the energy min-
ima for the nuclei in the deformed region (with N ≥ 90)
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FIG. 3. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for 148−158Gd.

FIG. 4. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for 150−160Dy

become softer in the β4 direction compared to those for
the N = 86 and 88 nuclei.

The corresponding sdg-IBM PESs are shown in Figs. 6-
10. One can see that the mapping procedure reproduces
some of the basic properties of the SCMF PES, such as
the position of the absolute minimum and the saddle
point in the N = 84 − 90 nuclei. The IBM surface is
significantly larger from the SCMF surface, which is a

general feature of the IBM due to the restricted boson
space of the model. This was already discussed in the
case of quadrupole - octupole mapping [14]. The “tail
- like” structure that can be seen in the SCMF PES at
N = 88 in each isotopic chain, is also not reproduced
by the IBM due to the complexities of the SCMF model,
which cannot be reproduced by a simple Hamiltonian.
While three-body terms would provide an improvement
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FIG. 5. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for 152−162Er

FIG. 6. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for the mapped sdg-IBM energy surfaces of 144−154Nd

to the IBM PES, such terms are rarely included in the
Hamiltonian and are beyond the scope of this study. In
the case of the sd-IBM mapping, the goal was to ap-
proximately reproduce the energy as a function of the β2

parameter, with the focus on reproducing the position
of the energy minimum, the energy at β2 = 0, and the
saddle point in the oblate region.

The parameters of the sdg- and sd-IBM are shown in

Figs.11 and 12. The value of parameter σ from Eq. (9),
not shown in Fig. 11, is set to σ = 3.5 for 144,146Nd and
146,148Sm, and σ = 2.8 for other Nd and Sm isotopes,
while for Gd, Dy and Er isotopes, it is set to σ = 1.0 [see
the quadrupole operator in Eq. (6)]. In both the sdg-
and sd-IBM, the parameter ϵd has a maximum value in
the near shell-closure region, and its value decreases as
we move towards the deformed region. The same hap-
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FIG. 7. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for the mapped sdg-IBM energy surfaces of 146−156Sm

FIG. 8. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for the mapped sdg-IBM energy surfaces of 148−158Gd

pens with the parameter χ. In the sd-IBM, on the other
hand, the parameter starts from a positive value in the
near shell-closure region and decreases more sharply as
we move into the deformed region, achieving significantly
lower values from the χ parameter in the sdg-IBM. The
C2 parameter also shows similar evolution in both mod-
els. The κ parameter in the sdg-IBM tends to decrease
when moving to the deformed region and increase at the

end of the deformed region. This is also the case in the
sd-IBM, except in the case of Gd and Dy isotopes, for
which κ increases when moving into the deformed re-
gion. As for the parameters only present in the sdg-IBM,
g boson energy ϵg values fluctuate between ϵg = 1.0 and
ϵg = 1.3 MeV, while the C4 parameter behaves similarly
to the C2 parameter, the difference being that the C4 pa-
rameter values tend to be smaller than the C2 values for
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FIG. 9. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for the mapped sdg-IBM energy surfaces of 150−160Dy

FIG. 10. Same as the caption for Fig. 1, but for the mapped sdg-IBM energy surfaces of 152−162Er

the same boson number NB . Previous phenomenological
sdg-IBM calculations on 152,154Sm have set the g boson
energy to be ϵg = 1.4 MeV and 1.5 MeV, respectively
[39], We note, however, that with those values we are
not able to reproduce the desired βmin

4 obtained through
the SCMF calculations.

IV. RESULTS OF THE SPECTROSCOPIC
CALCULATIONS

In this section, we show the excitation energies and
transition strengths. The computer program ARB-
MODEL [40] is employed to obtain these quantities. The
results of the sdg-IBM are compared with the results of
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FIG. 11. Parameters of the sdg - IBM Hamiltonian (5) as functions of the boson number NB .

FIG. 12. Parameters of the sd - IBM Hamiltonian (10) as functions of the boson number NB .
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FIG. 13. Calculated excitation energies of the yrast band
states up to spin Jπ = 14+ as functions of the neutron number
N within the mapped sdg-IBM (left column) and sd-IBM
(right column), represented by solid symbols connected by
solid lines. Experimental data are taken from Ref. [38], and
are depicted as open symbols connected by dotted lines.

the sd-IBM to show the effects of g bosons. The results
obtained from both models are also compared with the
experimental data available at the NNDC database [38].

A. Excitation energies

Figure 13 shows the calculated excitation energies of
the yrast band states with spin Jπ = 2+ − 14+. As

can be seen from the figure, the sdg-IBM significantly
improves the description of the Jπ ≥ 6+ states in the
N ≤ 88 nuclei. This can be explained by looking at the
expectation value of the g boson number operator, which
is for those states calculated to be ⟨n̂g⟩ ≥ 1. The energies
of the yrast band states in the near shell-closure region
are lowered due to the presence of g boson.

TABLE I. Energy ratios R4/2 = Ex(4
+
1 )/Ex(2

+
1 ) for the

nearly spherical nuclei with N=84 and 86, calculated with
the mapped sd- and sdg-IBM, as compared to the experi-
mental values [38].

Nucleus sd-IBM sdg-IBM Experiment
144Nd 2.11 1.78 1.89
146Nd 2.25 2.05 2.02
146Sm 2.12 1.83 1.85
148Sm 2.20 1.98 2.14
148Gd 2.13 1.86 1.81
150Gd 2.18 2.15 2.02
150Dy 2.15 1.71 1.81
152Dy 2.21 2.16 2.05
152Er 2.14 1.54 1.83
152Er 2.24 2.17 2.07

We also summarize the energy ratios R4/2 for the N =
84 and 86 nuclei in Table I. In the N = 84 nuclei, the
sdg-IBM predicts the ratios to be R4/2 < 2, which is in
agreement with the experiment. This is also an effect of
the g boson presence, since this cannot be obtained with
sd-IBM calculations. A significantly low ratio, R4/2 =

1.54, is obtained for 152Er, compared to the experimental
value of R4/2 = 1.83. This is due to the fact that the

sdg-IBM predicts the 4+1 state somewhat lower in energy
from the experimental value. This could be improved by
considering the values of the parameter σ to be σ > 1.0
for this nucleus. The calculated R4/2 ratio that is lower
than 2 nevertheless agrees with experiment qualitatively,
which however cannot be realized in the sd-IBM, giving
R4/2 = 2.14 > 2. In the N = 86 nuclei, there is no
significant difference between ratios obtained with the
sdg- and sd-IBM. The two exceptions are 146Nd, where
the sdg-IBM predicts a lower ratio, which is closer to
the experimental value, and 148Sm, where the sdg-IBM
predicts a R4/2 < 2 value, which does not agree with the
experiment.
Figure 14 compares the calculated and experimental

excitation energies of the 0+2 , 2
+
3 and 4+3 states, which

may be associated with the Kπ = 0+ band usually
present in the deformed region. Note that for 160Dy,
the observed 0+ level at 1280 keV, which is suggested to
the bandhead of the first excited K = 0+ band, is shown
in the plot [Figs. 14(g) and 14(h)], while there are addi-
tional two excited 0+ levels at 681 keV and 703 keV, but
with spin and parity not firmly established. As one sees
in Fig. 14, the sdg-IBM does not provide an improved de-
scription of the 0+2 states compared to the sd-IBM, since
the expectation value of the g boson number operator for
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FIG. 14. Same as Fig. 13, but for the 0+2 , 2
+
3 , and 4+3 states.

the 0+2 state is calculated to be ⟨n̂g⟩ ≈ 0. On the other
hand, the sdg-IBM predicts a significantly lower 2+3 and
4+3 states for N ≤ 88, which is in agreement with the
experiment. However, in the nuclei with N = 84 and
86, the two states are almost equal in energy, and in the
N = 88 nuclei, the 4+3 state becomes lower in energy from
the 2+3 state, which contradicts the experiment. In the
N ≥ 90 deformed region, both sdg- and sd-IBM yield
similar results. Overall, the 2+3 and 4+3 states, calculated
by the sdg-IBM, are closer in energies to the correspond-
ing experimental values in the near shell-closure region.
The sdg-IBM, however, predicts the 4+3 energy level to be
so low as to be close to or even below the 2+3 one, which

FIG. 15. Same as Fig. 13, but for the 2+2 , 3
+
1 , and 4+2 states.

does not agree with the experiment. The description of
0+2 states is not improved in the sdg-IBM.

Figure 15 shows the excitation energies of the 2+2 , 3
+
1 ,

and 4+2 states, associated with the γ vibrational band.
The effect of including g bosons on the states 2+2 and
3+1 is minor, with only some small improvements in the
N ≤ 88 Nd and Sm. The 4+2 energy level is, however,
significantly low compared to the one obtained with the
sd-IBM and to the observed level. In the N = 84 nuclei,
the 4+2 state is predicted to be almost equal in energy to
the 2+2 state, contrary to the experiment. In the N ≥ 90
deformed region, there are no significant differences be-
tween the sdg- and sd-IBM. The fact that the sdg-IBM
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predicts a significantly lower 4+2 state compared to the ex-
periment, points to the fact that the chosen Hamiltonian
may not be suitable for the description of such states
in the region near shell closures. A Hamiltonian with
more independent parameters could potentially solve this
problem. However, the inclusion of more independent
parameters would make the mapping procedure more in-
volved. We also note that the choice of the EDF, as well
as the choice of the pairing interaction, affects the cal-
culated spectrum. We leave those two problems for a
separate study.

B. Transition strengths

1. Quadrupole transitions

Figure 16 shows the B(E2; J → J − 2) transition
strengths in the ground state bands of the well deformed
N = 90 and 92 isotopes. We consider these isotopes
due to the fact that most of the data on E2 transi-
tions is available in these isotopes, which makes them
the ideal cases to examine when comparing the E2 tran-
sition strengths between the sdg- and sd-IBM. The ef-

fective charges esdg,sd2 are fitted to reproduce the experi-
mental data on the first B(E2; 2+ → 0+) transition [38].
One can notice a significant difference between the be-
havior of the ground state band E2 transitions in Nd
and Sm isotopes, compared to heavier ones. In Nd and
Sm, the predicted transition strengths for states Jπ ≥ 6+

are significantly larger than the sd-IBM calculated tran-
sitions, which is not the case in other isotopes. This
can be explained by the fact that in those isotopes, the
(d† × g̃+ g† × d̃)(2) term of the quadrupole operator Q̂(2)

contributes more to the calculated transitions due to the
larger values of the parameter σ > 1.0. The calculated
transition strengths, especially in the 152,154Sm seem to
correspond to the axial rotor calculations [20, 39]. It
can be seen that the sdg-IBM in the shown Nd and Sm
isotopes improves the results of the B(E2; J → J − 2)
strengths for J = 6+, 8+, 10+. In Gd, Dy and Er iso-
topes, the sdg-IBM only slightly increases the E2 transi-
tion strengths from Jπ ≥ 6+ states compared to the sd-
IBM, which can be attributed to the fact that the value
of the parameter σ = 1.0 is chosen. At N = 90, both
models underestimate the measured transition strengths,
while at N = 92, both models reproduce the measured
strengths well. Due to the fact that the margins of error
are quite large in N = 92 Dy and Er isotopes, it cannot
be concluded whether the sdg-IBM improves the descrip-
tion of higher E2 transition strengths in those isotopes.

2. Hexadecapole transitions

Figure 17 shows the B(E4; 4+n → 0+1 ) (n = 1, 2, 3, 4)

transition strengths. The esdg,sd4 effective charges are fit-
ted to experimental data on the B(E4; 4+1 → 0+1 ) from

FIG. 16. B(E2) transition strengths in the ground state band
of the well-deformed N = 90 (left) and N = 92 (right) nuclei
as functions of spin J , calculated with the mapped sdg-IBM
(solid curves) and sd-IBM (dotted curves). The experimental
data, represented by solid circles, are adopted from Ref. [38].

the first 4+ state to the ground state [25–27, 38]. For
isotopes with no available experimental data, effective
charge values are chosen so that they start from lower val-
ues, peak around N = 92 and then decrease again. These
transition strengths are shown in Figs. 17(a) and 17(b).
In Figs. 17(c)-(h), E4 transition strengths from higher 4+

states are shown. The sdg-IBM predicts several large E4
transition strengths from these states in certain isotopes,
which is expected in the case of hexadecapole deformed
nuclei with a K = 4+ band. The sd-IBM predicts all of
these transition strengths to vanish, which points to the



13

FIG. 17. B(E4) strengths in W.u. for the transitions of the
first [panels (a) and (b)], second [panels (c) and (d)], third
[panels (e) and (f)], and fourth [panels (g) and (h)] 4+ state
to the 0+1 ground state as functions of the mass number A, cal-
culated with the mapped sdg-IBM (left column) and sd-IBM
(right column). Experimental data are taken from Refs. [25–
27, 38], and are indicated by solid circles in the plots.

necessity of considering the g boson in the description of
E4 transitions from higher 4+ states. Unfortunately, due
to the lack of experimental data on these E4 transitions,
it is not possible to see how well the mapped sdg-IBM
predicts the values of these transition strengths.

3. Monopole transitions

Figure 18 shows the monopole strengths ρ2(E0; 0+i →
0+j ), with i = 2, 3 and j = 1, 2, for isotopes of Sm and Gd.
We choose to show these isotopes, since the experimen-
tal data on monopole strengths is only available for these
isotopes [38, 41]. The choice of η = γ = 0.75 fm2 is made
to reproduce most of the available experimental data.
The sdg-IBM does not significantly improve the calcu-

FIG. 18. ρ2(E0; 0+i → 0+j ) values as functions of the neu-
tron number N for Sm and Gd isotopes, calculated with the
mapped sdg-IBM (left column) and sd-IBM (right column).
Experimental values are adopted from Refs. [38, 41], and are
plotted as solid circles.

lated monopole strengths compared to the sd-IBM. Both
models overestimate the strengths of 0+2 → 0+1 transi-
tions in 150,152Sm and underestimate the same strength in
154Gd. The calculated strengths of 154Sm and 152,156Gd
are within the margins of error of the measured strengths.
The sdg-IBM does slightly improve the description of the
0+3 → 0+2 transition in 154Sm and the 0+3 → 0+1 transi-
tion in the 158Gd. Overall, the sdg-IBM does not differ
significantly from the sd-IBM in the description of the
monopole strengths, which is expected, since the sdg-
IBM calculations do not predict a presence of g boson in
0+ states up to 0+3 . For example, in 154Sm, the lowest
0+ state that contains one g boson, with the expectation
value ⟨n̂g⟩ ≈ 1, is the 0+5 state. In principle, it is possible
to fit η and γ separately for each isotope. However, since
our goal was to see the effect of g boson in monopole
transitions, we follow the method of [37] and set fixed
values of η and γ parameters.

V. SUMMARY

We have shown an extended analysis of the impact of
hexadecapole deformations on the excitation energy spec-
tra and transition strengths in even-even rare-earth nu-
clei, ranging from the near spherical to the well deformed
ones. The quadrupole-hexadecapole constrained SCMF
PES has been mapped onto the corresponding PES of
the IBM, and this procedure completely determines the
parameters of the sdg-IBM Hamiltonian, based on the
microscopic calculations. The inclusion of g boson has a
significant effect on Jπ ≥ 6+ yrast states in the N ≤ 88
nuclei near neutron magic number N = 82. The mapped
sdg-IBM lowers the energies of aforementioned states to
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agree with the observed spectra. In the case of nonyrast
states and corresponding bands, the sd-IBM seems to be
sufficient in the description of such states, with the sdg-
IBM making only a minor contribution, e.g. 2+3 and 4+3
states of the Kπ = 0+ band in the N = 84 and 86 nuclei.
As for the transitions, in the well deformed nuclei with
N = 90 and 92, the sdg-IBM calculation yields higher
B(E2; J → J −2) values for Jπ ≥ 6+ yrast states, which
does seem to be an improvement of the results, especially
in the case of 150,152Nd and 152,154Sm. In the case of
monopole transitions between 0+ states, the effect of the
g boson seems to be minor. In the well deformed region,
the sdg-IBM predicts the existence of the Kπ = 4+ band
with an enhanced B(E4; 4+ → 0+) hexadecapole tran-
sition to the ground states. The fact that the sd-IBM
cannot predict larger hexadecapole transition strengths
from higher 4+ states, points to a necessity of including
the g boson in the description of the hexadecapole tran-
sitions. Unfortunately, due to the lack of experimental

data on such transitions, it is not possible to see how
well the sdg-IBM reproduces such transitions. Now that
we have shown the usefulness of the mapped sdg-IBM,
we can expand our study to the even-odd and odd-odd
rare-earth nuclei, as well as extend our model to the more
complex sdg-IBM-2 to study properties such as scissors
modes in rare-earth nuclei. It could also be interesting
to systematically study how sensitive the parameters are
to the choice of the EDF in the SCMF calculations.
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The relation between the pion’s quark distribution function, q(x), its light-front wave function,
and the elastic charge form factor, F (∆2) is explored. The square of the leading-twist pion wave
function at a special probe scale, ζH , is determined using models and Poincare covariance from
realistic results for q(x). This wave function is then used to compute form factors with the result
that the Drell-Yan-West and quark counting relationships are not satisfied. A new relationship
between q(x) and F (∆2) is proposed.

INTRODUCTION

The structure of the pion continues to be of interest
to many physicists. There are plans to measure the pion
electromagnetic form factor at JLab and at the planned
EIC [1]. There are also plans to re-measure the quark
distribution of the pion, q(x) via a new Drell-Yan mea-
surement [2]. Much recent and old theoretical attention
has been devoted to determining and understanding the
behavior of the valence pion quark distribution function,
qv(x), at high values of Bjorken x, see e.g. the review [3].

Much of the recent interest stems from efforts to un-
derstand the behavior at high x. While many use the pa-
rameterization qv(x) ∼ xα(1− x)β there is a controversy
over the value of β and its dependence on the variables
x and the resolution scale, Q2. See, for example, the dif-
fering approaches of [4],[5] and [6, 7]. Ref. [4] finds that
β = 1 at low resolution scales, rising to 1.5 at Q2 = 27
GeV2, while [7] finds that β = 2+ γ(Q2) with γ positive
and increasing at Q2 rises. Both sets of authors claim
agreement with the available data set. The small values
of β result from perturbative QCD and the larger values
from non-perturbative techniques. Indeed, [5] finds that
the value of β can lie between 1 and 2.5 depending on
the technique used to resum the contributions of large
logarithms in computing the relationship between q(x)
and the measured Drell-Yan cross section data. It would
be beneficial to find the relation (if any) between the be-
havior at large values of x and the underlying dynamics.

The wide interest in the form factor and distribution
function originates in the early hypotheses of the con-
nection between the two observable quantities. Drell &
Yan [8] and West [9] suggested a relation between q(x) for
large values of x and the elastic proton’s Dirac form fac-
tor F1(∆

2), where ∆2 is the negative of the square of the
four-momentum transfer to the target hadron, at large
values of ∆2. Different aspects of the wave function are
used to compute distribution functions and form factors,
so the following relation is very surprising, namely

lim
x→1

q(x) = (1− x)nH (1)

leads to the result

lim
∆2→∞

F1(∆
2) ∝ 1

(∆2)(nH+1)/2
, (2)

with nH the number of partons in the hadron. The F1

form factor is the matrix element of the plus-component
of the electromagnetic current operator between proton
states of the same spin. So the proof would provide the
same relations for the pion. The original papers are heav-
ily quoted now despite the ancient nature of these rela-
tions.

Another relationship between structure functions and
form factors is obtained from the use of perturbative
QCD and leads to quark counting rules for the proton
and pion obtained in [10–13] and reviewed in [14]. These
are

lim
x→1

q(x,Q2) ∝ (1− x)2nH−3+2|∆s|+∆γ , (3)

lim
∆2→∞

FH(∆2) ∝ 1

(∆2)nH−1
, (4)

with ∆γ a correction accounting for evolution that van-
ishes at a starting scale ζ2H , nH is the minimum num-
ber of elementary constituents of the hadron, and we
have taken the number of spectators to be nH − 1. The
quantity ∆s is the difference between the z-components
of the quark and hadron spin. Thus for a proton the
dominant term at high x has |∆Sz| = 0 and for a pion
|∆Sz| = 1/2. The two sets of relations (Eq. (1), Eq. (2))
and (Eq. (3), Eq. (4)) are approximately the same for the
proton at ζ2H : namely, q(x) ∼ (1 − x)3 and F1 ∼ 1/∆4

with nH = 3. There are two sets of predictions for the
pion q(x) ∼ (1− x)2, F (∆2) ∼ 1/∆3 for Drell-Yan West,
and q(x) = (1− x)2, F (∆2) ∼ 1/∆2 for the quark count-
ing rules. We now focus on the pion.

The current literature tells us that the relation between
the high-x behavior of q(x) and the pion form factor is
interesting. In other words, what can the value of β
be used for? We aim to study the connection between
q(x) and the square of the pion valence light-front wave
function.

ar
X

iv
:2

40
3.

03
35

6v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 5

 M
ar

 2
02

4



2

LIGHT-FRONT ANALYSIS

Hadronic wave functions depend on a factorization
scale, ζ at which the hadron is probed. It has been
widely argued that [7, 15, 16] there is a scale at which the
hadron consists of only valence quarks linked to quarks
of the quark-parton model as an object dressed by quark-
gluon QCD interactions as obtained from the quark gap
equation. Gluon emission from valence quarks begins
at ζH [17]. Thus, at ζH the dressed valence u and d̄
quarks carry all of the momentum of the π+ and each
constituent (of equal mass) carries 1/2 of the pion mo-
mentum. The result of every calculation of pionic prop-
erties that respects Poincare covariance, and the Ward-
Green-Takahashi identities along with the consequences
of dynamical symmetry breaking inherent in the quark
gap-equation has these features. See e.g. Ref. [18].

The relation between the light-front wave function,
evaluated at the hadron scale ζ2H . is given by

q(x) =
1

π

∫
d2k⊥

x(1− x)
|Φ(x, k⊥)|2 (5)

where Φ(x, k⊥) is the wave function of the qq̄ component.
The function Φ represents the leading-twist component
of the pion wave function, in which the quark and an-
tiquark spins combine to 0. This component dominates
computations of the high-momentum transfer form fac-
tor and the high x behavior of q(x). The normalization

is
∫ 1

0
dx q(x) = 1. We drop the explicit dependence on

ζ2H to simplify the equations.

There is a special feature of the wave function at ζH .
Rotational invariance requires that Φ(x, k⊥) is a func-

tion of a single variable, Φ(M2
0 ), with M2

0 ≡ k2
⊥+M2

x(1−x) ,

and M is the constituent quark mass [19, 20]. The key
point is that in the two-body sector one may construct a
self-consistent representation of the Poincare generators.
Both k2⊥ and M2 are dimensionless variables measured in
terms of an appropriate intrinsic momentum scale, Λ2.
Then changing variables to z = M2

0 leads to the exact

result,

q(x) =

∫ ∞

M2

x(1−x)

dz|Φ(z)|2. (6)

A curious feature is that ifM = 0, q(x) = 1 in disagree-
ment with realistic extractions of q(x) at the hadronic
scale [7]. Moreover, the idea that there is a scale ζH
goes along with the feature that spontaneous symmetry
breaking causes M to be significantly larger than its cur-
rent quark value. Thus we do not expect that q(x) is
constant when evaluated at ζH .
The next step is to take x to be near unity so that

qx→1(x) ≈
∫ ∞

M2

1−x

dz|Φ(z)|2. (7)

The lower limit is large M2/(1 − x) ≫ 1. This shows
immediately the connection between the large x behav-
ior and the high-momentum part of the light front wave
function. An interesting relation can be obtained by dif-
ferentiating Eq. (7) with respect to x:

q′x→1(x) = − M2

(1− x)2
|Φ( M2

1− x
)|2. (8)

Given a model wave function one can obtain the high x
behavior of q′(x) and thus also that of q(x) at ζ2H . Then
DGLAP evolution can be used to obtain the structure
functions at larger values of probe scales.
Moreover, the finite nature of q′(x) at x → 1 immediately
gives information about the high momentum behavior of
the pion wave function. Namely,

lim
x→1

|Φ( M2

1− x
)|2 = c(1− x)2f(1− x), (9)

where c is a finite number and f(1−x) is finite as x → 1.
Thus the high x behavior of q(x) tells us about specific
features of the pion wave function. Can one say more?
Form factors are matrix elements of a conserved cur-

rent and so are independent of the factorization scale [21]
so that one may evaluate the form factor using the con-
straint at ζH . Then the form factor is given by the ex-
pression

F (∆2) =
1

π

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
d2k⊥

x(1− x)
Φ(

k2⊥ +M2

x(1− x)
)Φ(

(k⊥ + (1− x)∆)2 +M2

x(1− x)
), (10)

where the plus-component of the space-like momentum
transfer to the proton is taken as zero, so that the mo-
mentum transfer, (∆) is in a transverse (⊥)direction.

To see if there is a connection between F (∆2) and q(x)
we use model wave functions to compute both quantities.

The connection between wave functions and q(x) is given
by Eq. (6).

It is convenient to use a flexible power law (PL) form:

|ΦPL(z)|2 → K

(z)n+1
, qPL ∼ (1− x)n (11)
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with n ≥ 1. This form does not build in the asymptotic
behavior predicted by using perturbative QCD. However,
the applicability of perturbative QCD to exclusive pro-
cesses at non-asymptotic, experimentally realizable val-
ues of the momentum transfer has been questioned [22–
26] for a variety of reasons including lack of knowledge of
the non-perturbative part of the wave function, conver-
gence issues, higher twist effects and those of Sudakov
supression. Radyushkin [23] wrote, “for accessible en-
ergies and momentum transfers the soft (nonperturba-
tive) contributions dominate over those due to the hard
quark rescattering subprocesses”. Much of the problems
are related to the importance of the high-x region in
computing the form factors that Feynman argued [27]
was dominant. Despite progress in understanding non-
perturbative aspects using lattice QCD (see e.g. [28],
and Dyson-Schwinger techniques (see e.g. [7, 29], we
believe that it is worthwhile to examine models of non-
perturbative wave functions.

With n = 1, F (∆2) ∼ 1/∆3 with Drell-Yan-West and
F ∼ 1/∆2 with quark counting. These predictions can be
checked by doing the exact model calculation. We thus
expect the asymptotic form factor to behave as ∼ 1/∆2 ,
Eq. (4), if quark counting is correct. We now check to see
if the quark counting relations are respected if Eq. (11)
describes the wave function.

Note that in the non-relativistic limit that the integral
appearing in Eq. (10) is dominated by values of x near
1/2, and if ∆2 ≫ (M2) then FNR(∆

2) ∼ Φ(1/2∆2) ∼
(1/∆2)(n+1)/2 in accord with Eq. (2). This result is sim-
ilar to the non-relativistic arguments presented by Brod-
sky & Lepage [30]. However, the region of x near unity
is very important because the effects of a large value of
∆ are mitigated.

To understand this, let’s compute the form factor using
Eq. (11) in Eq. (10) with m ≡ (n + 1)/2. Combining
denominators using the Feynman parametrization and
integrating over the transverse momentum variable leads
to the result

Fm(∆2) = CKm

∫ 1

0
dx

∫ 1

0
du (x(1−x))2m−1(u(1−u))m−1

(1+∆2(1−x)2u(1−u))2m−1 ,

(12)

with ∆2 expressed in units of M2, and CKm =
Γ(4m)Γ(m+1)
Γ(m)2Γ(2m) . A brief look at the integrand of Eq. (12)

shows why it is difficult to determine the asymptotic be-
havior of F (∆2). The value of ∆2 can be taken to be
large, but the multiplying factor, (1 − x)2u(1 − u) can
be very small. One must do the integral first and then
take ∆2 to be large. Closed form expressions for Fm

can be obtained for values of m between 1 and 3, and
the asymptotic forms of Fm for n = 1, 2, 3 are shown in
Table I.

n lim∆2→∞ Fm(∆2)

1 6

(
log2(∆2)−4 log(∆2)+8

2∆2 − 2(log(∆2)+2)
∆4

)
2 180

√
π

(
(∆2−6) log

(√
∆2+

√
∆2

4
+1

)
(∆2)5/2

+
16−5

√
∆2+4

2∆4

)
3 840

(
3(log2(∆2)−3 log(∆2)+7)

∆6 +
3 log(∆2)−14

6∆4

)
TABLE I. Asymptotic behavior of Fm. The two leading
terms are kept, and n = 2m− 1.

The results in Table I and Eq. (11) show that the Drell-
Yan-West relations Eq. (1) and Eq. (2) are violated by
the logarithms, which are not related to those of per-
turbative QCD that involve the strong coupling constant
αS . If one uses the quark counting relations Eq. (3),
Eq. (4) with ∆γ = 0 from using the hadronic scale, and
n = 2ns, nH = ns +1 = n/2+ 1 the powers of ∆2 do not
match. In particular, if n = 2 quark counting rules would
say F ∼ 1/∆2 instead we observe that F ∼ log∆/∆3.
Moreover, the appearance of logarithms in Table 1 shows
that the approach to asymptotic limit is extremely slow.
Power law wave functions are not consistent with quark
counting rules, but nevertheless are relevant. This is be-
cause terms like ∆2(1−x)2u(1−u) appear in the integrals
resulting from the evaluation of Feynman diagrams and
the values of x and u approach unity when evaluating
integrals.
REALISTIC FORM FACTORS
The next step is to see if the power law form has any

phenomenological relevance. To this end, we note that
q(x) at ζ2H is described as a parameter-free prediction of
the pion valence-quark distribution function in Ref. [7,
29]:

q(x) = 375.32x2(1− x)2

[1− 2.5088
√
x(1− x) + 2.0250x(1− x)]2,

≡
∑8

N=4 CN (x(1− x))N/2. (13)

This distribution is defined as Model 1. The correspond-
ing pion wave function can then be written in a more
general form than Eq. (11) as

Φ(z) =
1√
π

5∑
n=3

An

zn/2
. (14)

Then, using Eq. (5)

q(x) = =

5∑
n=3

8∑
N=4

2

N
AnAN+2−n(x(1− x))N/2.(15)

Then An is determined by equating Eq. (15) with
Eq. (13). The result is

q(x) =

5∑
n=3

8∑
N=4

C̃(n,N + 2− n)(x(1− x))N/2, (16)
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with C̃(3, 3) = C4, C̃(3, 4) = C5, C̃(3, 5) =

3C6 − (7/4)2C2
7/C8, C̃(4, 4) = (7/4)2C2

7/C8, C̃(4, 5) =

7/4C7, C̃(5, 5) = 4C8, and C̃(n,m) = C̃(m,n).
The form factor is obtained from Eq. (10) and is given

by

F (∆2) =
∑5

m,n=3 C̃(n,m)Inm(∆2) (17)

Inm ≡ δn+m,N+2

B(n/2,m/2)

∫ 1

0
dx(x(1− x))N/2−1

∫ 1

0
du un/2−1(1−u)m/2−1

(1−∆2(1−x)2u(1−u))

(18)

with B the beta function. The results are shown in Fig. 1.
The units of ∆2 are converted to GeV2 by introducing a
mass scale. We useM = 134 MeV to reproduce measured
data.

An alternative model, Model 2 is presented in Ref. [18]:

q̃(x) = 213.32(x(1− x))2

×(1− 2.9342
√

x(1− x) + 2.2911x(1− x)). (19)

This quark distribution can be rewritten in a form con-
sistent with Φ2(M2/x(1− x)):

q̃(x) =
C

(Λ2 + M2

x(1−x) )
α
. (20)

The constants are given by M2

Λ2 = 0.0550309 and α =
3.26654703. and C is for normalization. Note that the
end-point behavior of the two expressions Eq. (19) and
Eq. (20) are very different with latter ∼ (1 − x)3.27 in-
stead of an exponent of 2. Nevertheless, the first 11 mo-
ments are reproduced to better than 1%. The next 5 to
better than 2%. The two distributions are experimen-
tally indistinguishable, showing the elusive behavior of
the end-point behavior of q(x).
Using Eq. (6) yields the square of the wave function to

be

Φ2(z) =
αC

Λ2α(1 + z)1+α
. (21)

Then using Eq. (10) the form factor is found to be

F̃ (∆2) = K
∫ 1

0
dx

∫ 1

0
du (x(1−x))α(u(1−u))

1
2
(α−1)

[x(1−x)+M2+∆2(1−x)2u(1−u)]α

(22)

Integration over u leads to the generalized parton distri-
bution H(x,∆2):

H(x,∆2) ∝
((1−x)x)2β−1

2F1

(
1
2 ,2β−1;β+ 1

2 ;
(1−x)2∆2

(1−x)2∆2+4(M2+(1−x)x)

)
(4(M2+(1−x)x)+∆2(1−x)2)1−2β (23)

where β = (1+α)/2 and 2F1 is the hypergeometric func-
tion and H(x, 0) = q̃(x). Both M2 and ∆2 are given in
units of Λ2. We choose Λ2 = 0.36 GeV2 to reproduce
data. The corresponds to M = 140 MeV.

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5
Δ2 (GeV2)

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

F(Δ2)

FIG. 1. F (∆2) Solid - Model 1, F (∆2) of Eq. (10). Dashed

- Model 2, F̃ (∆2) of Eq. (22). The data for ∆2 ≤ 0.253GeV2

are from CERN Ref. [31]. The data for higher values are from
JLab [32].

10 20 30 40
Δ2 (GeV2)

0.2

0.4

0.6

Δ2F(GeV2)

FIG. 2. ∆2F (∆2) in units of GeV2. Solid - Model 1, F (∆2)

of Eq. (10). Dashed - Model 2, F̃ (∆2) of Eq. (22). The pro-
jected error bars for the data points between ∆2 = 0.375 and
6 Ge V2 are from [33] and G. M. Huber (private communica-
tion). The projected error bars for the data points between
∆2 = 8.50 and 15 GeV2. are from [34] and show what might
be possible at a 22 GeV facility at JLab. The projected error
bars for higher values of ∆2 are from G. M. Huber (private
communication) and [35]. In each case the values of F (∆2)
are arbitrary.

The result for both form factors are shown in Fig. 2.
There are significant differences in the region that is not
yet experimentally explored.

CONCLUSIONS

If the non-perturbative pion wave function can be mod-
eled as a power-law form, or if the high-x behavior is
important for computing the form factor, both the Drell-
Yan & West relations and quark counting rules for the
pion are not correct. Based on our calculations we pro-
pose that the Drell-Yan-West relations should be modi-
fied to

lim
x→1

q(x) = (1− x)nH → F1(∆
2) ∼ log(∆2)

(∆2)(nH+1)/2
, (24)

with q(x) evaluated at the hadron scale ζ2H , and with
the log not accompanied by a factor involving the strong
coupling constant, αS .
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Proton-133Cs elastic scattering at low momentum transfer is performed using an in-ring reaction
technique at the Cooler Storage Ring at the Heavy Ion Research Facility in Lanzhou. Recoil protons
from the elastic collisions between the internal H2-gas target and the circulating 133Cs ions at 199.4
MeV/u are detected by a silicon-strip detector. The matter radius of 133Cs is deduced by describing
the measured differential cross sections using the Glauber model. Employing the adopted proton
distribution radius, a point-neutron radius of 4.86(21) fm for 133Cs is obtained. With the newly
determined neutron radius, the weak mixing angle sin2θW is independently extracted to be 0.227(28)
by fitting the coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scattering data. This work limits the sin2θW value
in a range smaller than the ones proposed by the previous independent approaches.

The weak mixing angle, sin2θW , is a fundamental pa-
rameter in the SU(2)L × U(1)Y electroweak theory of
the Standard Model (SM) [1]. Any deviation from the
expected sin2θW value in SM may serve as an indicative
signature of new physics. Historically, the masses of top
quark and Higgs boson were successfully predicted by
the higher order diagram calculations with the measured
sin2θW [1].

To precisely constrain the sin2θW value, various meth-
ods are developed to measure the dependence of sin2θW
on the transferred momentum [2, 3]. At very low mo-
mentum transfer, for instance, one uses the atomic par-
ity nonconservation (PNC) measurements of 133Cs [4, 5].
However, as pointed out in Ref. [6], the sin2θW determi-
nation via the PNC depends on many theoretical correc-
tions. There is an obvious difference for the PNC ampli-
tude correction associated with neutron skin effects [7].
The effects of the unknown neutron distribution radius of
133Cs on the PNC were addressed about 25 years ago [8].

Recently the coherent elastic neutrino-nucleus scat-
tering (CEνNS) was observed using a CsI[Na] detec-
tor at the Oak Ridge National Laboratory [9]. The
CEνNS measurement provides a clear method to con-
strain sin2θW at low momentum transfer [10] and conse-
quently allows one to investigate neutrino nonstandard
interactions [11], dark matter [12], and light vector Z

′

mediator [13] (see Refs. [6, 14] for details). Although ma-
jority of observables were experimentally measured, there
was still a lack of precision neutron radii of 133Cs and
127I [11, 13, 15] in interpreting the CEνNS-CsI data. As
underscored by the COHERENT collaboration [11], the
uncertainty in the CEνNS-CsI cross section calculations

is dominated by the neutron distributions of 133Cs and
127I. The influence of the neutron radii on the CEνNS-CsI
data interpretation was also addressed by other indepen-
dent investigations [15]. In a word, inaccurate or biased
treatment of the neutron radii of 133Cs and 127I would
lead to the misidentification of possible signals of new
physics [15]. Usually, sin2θW can be deduced through
a fit to the CEνNS-CsI data by fixing neutron radii
from theoretical predictions of various models [11, 16–
18]. Alternatively, the neutron radii can be deduced by
assuming a fixed sin2θW value [19]. Up to date, the re-
ported (average) neutron radii of 133Cs spread from 4.6
fm through 6.6 fm [10, 16, 17, 19–26].

The accurate determination of the neutron radius
for 133Cs has garnered significant attention across the
atomic, nuclear, and particle physics communities owing
to its significance in fundamental researches. However,
it is challenging to experimentally measure the neutron
radius of 133Cs in normal kinematics, due to the low melt-
ing point of 28◦C and spontaneous ignition in air. In this
Letter, we introduce an innovative approach to determine
the neutron radius of 133Cs by measuring the proton elas-
tic scattering at low momentum transfer using an in-ring
reaction technique and inverse kinematics. We elucidate
the impact of this determination on the sin2θW extrac-
tion from the recent CEνNS-CsI data.

The novel in-ring reaction experiment was carried out
at the experimental Cooler Storage Ring (CSRe) of the
Heavy Ion Research Facility in Lanzhou (HIRFL) [27].
Such kinds of experiments are especially suited for the
small-angle differential cross section measurements at low
momentum transfer [28, 29]. CSRe, which is equipped

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.03566v1
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with the electron cooler [30] and the internal H2-gas-jet
target [31], was operated for an in-ring reaction exper-
iment at a magnetic rigidity of about 5.205 Tm. The
133Cs27+ beam with an energy of 204 MeV/u from the
main storage ring (CSRm) was stripped off all bound
electrons utilizing an aluminum foil with a thickness of
0.21 mm at the radioactive ion beam line (RIBLL2).
Then the 133Cs55+ ions with an energy of about 199.4
MeV/u were transported through RIBLL2, and injected
into CSRe. The stored 133Cs55+ ions in CSRe inter-
acted repeatedly with the H2-gas target of about 1012

atoms/cm2 thickness [31]. The electron cooling at CSRe
was operated to compensate for the energy loss of the ions
caused by the collisions with the gas target and residual
gas. The recoil protons from the p-133Cs elastic scatter-
ing within angular range from about 85◦ to 90◦ in the lab-
oratory system were measured by a double-sided silicon-
strip detector (DSSD) with a typical energy resolution of
better than 1%. The employed 1000 µm thick DSSD had
an active area of 64 × 64 mm2 and was segmented into 32
× 32 strips. The proton energy and detection efficiency
were calibrated by radioactive sources [29]. Figure 1 illus-
trates the scatter plot of the recoil proton energy versus
the strip number of DSSD. Further experimental details
were described in our previous works [29, 32, 33].

FIG. 1. Scatter plot of the recoil proton energy versus the
strip number of DSSD. The solid (red), dashed (green), and
dash-dotted (pink) lines denote the calculated proton energies
for elastic and two inelastic scattering channels, respectively.
For more details see text.

Given the fact that the flight paths and energies of
recoil protons are hardly altered by secondary collisions
with the thin gas target, the relative small-angle differen-
tial cross sections dσ

dΩ(θ) of p-
133Cs elastic scattering are

determined via [29]

dσ

dΩ
(θ) =

1

sin θ

(

∆Nall

∆θ
−

∆Nbg

∆θ

)

, (1)

where ∆Nall is the number of all measured events in the
scattering angle interval ∆θ in the center-of-mass (c.m.)
frame, and ∆Nbg is the corresponding background esti-
mated by the measured events in the rectangles enclosed
by the yellow solid lines, see Fig. 1. The scattering an-
gles θ were determined by the proton kinematic energies
Klab via the relation of 2mpKlab = 2p2(1 − cos θ), with
mp and p being the proton rest mass and the c.m. mo-
mentum, respectively. The uncertainties of θ are smaller
than the used ∆θ value of 0.1◦. To reduce the effects
of solid angle and detection efficiency [29], only single
coincidence events between X and Y strips within the
energy range of about 0.6 MeV through 3.6 MeV were
considered. As shown in Fig. 1, the events of elastic
scattering are mixed, to some extent, with those of in-
elastic scattering associated with the low-lying 0.08- and
0.16-MeV excited states [34]. Nevertheless, according to
the FRESCO calculations [35] with the phenomenologi-
cal optical model [36], the inelastic scattering cross sec-
tions are several orders of magnitude smaller than those
of the elastic scattering in the measured small angular
range and, especially, the trend of obtained dσ

dΩ(θ) val-
ues agrees well with the FRESCO calculations, see the
insert of Fig. 2. Therefore, the contribution of the in-
elastic scattering can be safely ignored. The measured
small-angle dσ

dΩ(θ) values are shown in Fig. 2.

It is well known that the small-angle elastic dσ
dΩ(θ)

distributions are sensitive to matter distribution ra-
dius [28, 29, 37–40]. Especially, the reaction mecha-
nism is relatively simple at small angles and thus cor-
rection terms of reaction models are negligible compared
to the cases of large angle scattering [41, 42]. In addi-
tion, the model-dependent errors related to the hadronic
probes [43] can also be effectively reduced through cali-
brating the input parameters of reaction models using the
well-known nuclear radii [29, 44–46]. Therefore, many
experimental setups at various facilities are developed
to determine the matter radii by measuring the small-
angle dσ

dΩ(θ) of p-nucleus elastic scattering [28, 29, 32, 37–
39]. In the present work, a well established proce-
dure [41, 46, 47] based on the Glauber multiple-scattering
theory [48] is employed to extract the matter radius of
133Cs through describing the measured dσ

dΩ(θ). The
dσ
dΩ(θ)

values are expressed in the Glauber model as a function
of the matter density distribution ρ(r) and the proton-
nucleon scattering amplitude fpi(q) with i = n or p, see
Ref. [47] for details. To reduce the model-dependent
errors of matter radius, the scattering amplitude pa-
rameters were calibrated at 200 MeV [45] to be σpp =
1.788(20) fm2, σpn = 3.099(27) fm2, αpp = 0.893(17),
αpn = 0.325(23), and βpp = βpn = 0.528(41) fm2, which
are adopted here to calculate the fpi(q). Note that these
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values can reproduce the well-known matter radius of
16O [45].
In the radius fitting procedure, the ρ(r) is described

by the two-parameter Fermi model as

ρ(r) =
ρ(0)

1 + exp [(r −R)/a]
, (2)

with ρ(0), R, and a being the density normalization fac-
tor, half-density radius, and diffuseness parameter, re-
spectively. Although the R and a values cannot be
simultaneously constrained by dσ

dΩ(θ) in small angular
range [29], the matter radius is almost independent of
a for the medium-heavy nuclei [47]. Thus, following the
methods in [29, 47, 49, 50], we set a = 0.53(3) fm, which
was deduced from the neighbouring 116,124Sn and 208Pb
nuclei [47]. Additionally, a free cross section normaliza-
tion factor L0 is introduced as in Refs. [29, 40, 47] to
reduce the radius uncertainty from the absolute dσ

dΩ(θ)
normalization. Subsequently, R and L0 are freely ad-
justed to fit the experimental dσ

dΩ(θ) with the Glauber
model.

FIG. 2. The measured dσ

dΩ
(θ) for p-133Cs elastic scattering

and the 2σ distribution of fit curves (red). The insert shows
the calculated elastic and inelastic differential cross sections
using FRESCO [35]. Conveniently dσ

dΩ
(θ) are normalized to

the FRESCO calculations.

As shown in Fig. 2, the measured dσ
dΩ(θ) are well de-

scribed with the Glauber model by adjusting R and L0.
With the obtained R and fixed a, a root-mean-square
(rms) point-matter radius Rpm for 133Cs is determined
to be

Rpm =

(
∫

ρ(r)r4dr
∫

ρ(r)r2dr

)

1

2

= 4.811± 0.127 fm , (3)

where uncertainties from statistics, input parameters,
and Glauber model are about 0.12 fm, 0.03 fm, and

0.03 fm, respectively. The radius uncertainties caused
by statistics and input parameters are estimated by us-
ing the randomly sampled experimental dσ

dΩ(θ) and input
parameters within 2σ band [47], respectively. The model-
dependent error at 200 MeV is estimated by comparing
the well-known proton radii with the matter radii of the
N = Z nuclei [45], where similar proton and matter radii
are expected. To check the effects of background, only re-
coil protons with energies > 1 MeV were analyzed, and a
consistent radius of 4.825 fm is obtained. Details and re-
liability considerations about radius determinations can
be found in Refs. [29, 47].
With the obtained Rpm, a point-neutron distribution

radius Rpn of 133Cs is determined to be

Rpn =

√

A

N
R2

pm −
Z

N
R2

pp = 4.86± 0.21 fm, (4)

where N , Z, and A are the neutron, proton, and mass
number, respectively. The adopted point-proton radius
Rpp of 4.740(5) fm for 133Cs is deduced from charge ra-
dius [29, 51].
We extract the neutron skin of 133Cs to be Rpn−Rpp =

0.12(21) fm. Meanwhile, using the linear relation-
ships, established by various effective interactions [52],
we also derive the neutron skin to be 0.14 fm from
the Parity-violating electron scattering data of 48Ca and
208Pb [53, 54]. The two values are consistent with each
other, and agree to the value of 0.13 fm calculated by the
empirical linear relationship from the antiprotonic atom
experiment [55]. The latter was adopted to estimate the
PNC amplitude correction associated with the neutron
skin effects [56].
Now we discuss the impact of the neutron radius

on the sin2θW determination employing the CEνNS-CsI
data [11]. For the description of the CEνNS-CsI data
in SM, sin2θW and the neutron distribution form fac-
tor Fn(q

2) are involved, see Ref. [26] for details. The
folded-neutron radiiRfn(Cs) andRfn(I) for

133Cs and 127I
are indispensable to determine the corresponding Fn(q

2).
Previous analyses indicated that different parameteriza-
tions of nuclear form factors would not lead to different
sin2θW [10, 13, 26]. In this work, the Helm form factor
is adopted to calculate the expected CEνNS-CsI signal
event number, which is related to Rfn through the diffrac-
tion radius R0 defined as [26]

R0(K) =
√

5/3[Rfn(K)2 − 3s2], (5)

where s = 0.9 fm is the surface thickness and K = I or
Cs. The Rfn can be directly determined from the point-

neutron radius via
[

R2
pn + (0.864 fm)2

]1/2
[18].

Figure 3 depicts the CEνNS-CsI signal event num-
ber as a function of the photoelectron number ex-
pected with different Rfn(Cs). In this work, the ra-
dius Rfn(I) is determined using the Rfn(Cs) value via
Rfn(Cs)−Rfp(Cs)+Rfp(I) considering that

133Cs and 127I
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FIG. 3. The expected CEνNS-CsI signal event number as a
function of the photoelectron number calculated by using dif-
ferent neutron radii of 133Cs. The gray area is obtained by
using the reported (average) neutron radii of 133Cs ranging
from 4.6 fm [17] to 6.6 fm [26], see Fig. 4(b). The red values
are calculated with the presently deduced radius. The in-
sert shows a correlation between Rfn(Cs) and sin2θW , where
the blue area is the uncertainty caused by the CEνNS-CsI
data [11].

have almost the same neutron skin thicknesses [55], where
the folded-proton radius Rfp(K) is determined by the
well-known charge radius [18, 51]. It is evident that the
shape of the expected event spectrum is significantly af-
fected by the adopted neutron radius of 133Cs, which is
similar as addressed in Ref. [15]. As indicated in the
inset of Fig. 3, there exists a strong correlation between
the values of Rfn(Cs) and sin2θW in the CEνNS-CsI data
analysis. An incorrect neutron radius can thus introduce
significant shift in the estimation of sin2θW .

Previously, a method was used combining the CEνNS
and PNC data to precisely constrain sin2θW [26]. How-
ever, possible new physics in either the CEνNS or PNC
process may be ignored in such analysis due to the as-
sumption that the two processes give the same sin2θW
value. In addition, the PNC amplitude corrections de-
pend on theory [6], which may result in different values
of sin2θW [26].

To avoid any improper input of neutron radius and
sin2θW , we performed an independent two-dimensional
(2D) fit as Refs. [10, 26] using both Rfn and sin2θW as
free adjustable parameters. The sin2θW value from the
best fit is shown in Fig. 4 as the blue symbol. The blue
curves represent the distributions of the sin2θW values
obtained from fitting procedures under different confi-
dence levels (CL). Because of the strong correlation of
the two free parameters, the independent 2D fit can not
yield a well-constrained sin2θW value, nor the realistic

neutron radius, as shown in Fig. 4. Therefore accurate
neutron radius is essential to deduce the sin2θW value
and then to search for new physics beyond SM.

FIG. 4. (a) The χ2

all contours in the plane of Rfn versus
sin2θW . The blue curves and point represent results when
both Rfn and sin2θW are free variables in the CEνNS-CsI
data fitting. The black curves and point add the constraint
imposed by the presently deduced radius. (b) The distribu-
tion of reported neutron radii of 133Cs [10, 16, 17, 19–26]
deduced from the CEνNS-CsI data [9, 11].

To show the impact of our newly determined neutron
radius on the sin2θW value, the expected CEνNS events
are fitted to the experimental events by adjusting sin2θW
and Rfit

fn (Cs) via the chi-square function defined here as

χ2
all = χ2

CsI

(

Rfit
fn (Cs), sin

2θW
)

+

(

Rfit
fn (Cs)−Rexp

fn (Cs)

σexp

)2

,

(6)

where σexp is the uncertainty of Rexp
fn (Cs). The χ2

CsI was
constructed (see Ref. [26] for details) and used for the
free two-dimensional fit as mentioned above. The used
Rexp

fn (Cs) of 4.936(210) fm is obtained by the presently
deduced point-neutron radius. Now, for the first time
we fix the range of neutron radii in the second term of
Eq. (6). As a consequence, sin2θW of 0.227(28) is inde-
pendently extracted from the best fit to the CEνNS-CsI
data [11] as shown with the black symbol in Fig. 4, the
uncertainty of which is mainly caused by the CEνNS-
CsI data [11] (see the red symbol and blue area in the
inset of Fig. 3). The black curves represent the distri-
butions of the sin2θW values obtained from fitting pro-
cedures for different CL. Compared to the sin2θW value
of 0.309+0.078

−0.063 determined by the free independent 2D fit,
our analysis well constrains the sin2θW value and im-
proves its precision by a factor of about 2.5.
Our determined value sin2θW = 0.227(28) agrees

within error bars with the SM prediction of 0.23857(5) at
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low momentum transfer [57]. We note that our central
value is marginally lower than the SM prediction. This
is consistent with the trend observed in the PNC sin2θW
estimation by Particle Data Group at 0.2367(18) [57]. In
order to study the significance of the possible deviation
from the SM prediction, it deserves to further improve
the precision of sin2θW .

In conclusion, the proton elastic scattering off 133Cs
at 199.4 MeV/u was investigated in inverse kinematics
at HIRFL-CSR. Combined with the proton distribution
radius, a point-neutron radius of 4.86(21) fm for 133Cs
was extracted. For the first time we fix the range of
neutron radii of 133Cs in the CEνNS-CsI data analysis,
and consequently the weak mixing angle was extracted
independently with high accuracy. Our work constitutes
a new approach for the interpretation of high precision
CEνNS-CsI data in the near future.
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