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Abstract

Photomultiplier tubes (PMT) are widely deployed at neutrino and dark matter
experiments for photon counting. When multiple photons hit a PMT consecu-
tively, their photo-electron (PE) pulses pile up to hinder the precise measurements
of the count and timings. We introduce Fast Stochastic Matching Pursuit (FSMP)
to analyze the PMT signal waveforms into individual PEs with the strategy
of reversible-jump Markov-chain Monte Carlo. We demonstrate that FSMP
improves the energy and time resolution of PMT-based experiments, gains accel-
eration on GPUs and is extensible to microchannel-plate (MCP) PMTs with

jumbo-charge outputs. In the condition of our laboratory characterization of 8-

inch MCP-PMTs, FSMP improves the energy resolution by up to 12 % from the
long-serving method of waveform integration.

Keywords: waveform analysis, MCP-PMT, energy resolution, time resolution, GPU
acceleration
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ABSTRACT

To meet the challenges of high-resolution molecular spectroscopy, increasingly sophisticated spectroscopic techniques
were developed. For a long time FTIR and laser-based spectroscopies were used for these studies. The recent development
of dual-comb spectroscopy at high-resolution makes this technique a powerful tool for gas phase studies. We report on the
use and characterization of the IRis-F1, a tabletop mid-infrared dual-comb spectrometer, in the newly developed step-
sweep mode. The resolution of the wavenumber axis is increased by step-wise tuning (interleaving) and accurate
measurement of the laser center wavelength and repetition frequency. Doppler limited measurements of N,O and CH4
reveal a wavenumber accuracy of 10 cm™ on the covered range of > 50 cm. Measured half-widths of absorption lines
show no systematic broadening, indicating a negligible instrument response function. Finally, measurements of nitrogen
pressure broadening coefficients in the v, band of methane show that quantum cascade laser dual-comb spectroscopy in
step-sweep mode is well adapted for measurements of precision spectroscopic data, in particular line shape parameters.

1. INTRODUCTION

High-resolution molecular spectroscopy has both fundamental and applied interests. It allows understanding intra- and
inter-molecular interactions in gas phase, and is a powerful tool to study planetary atmospheres. On Earth, atmospheric
pollution and global warming are challenges for all societies around the world [1, 2]. Different instruments installed on
various platforms (space satellites, stratospheric balloons, ground-based stations) are continuously monitoring the
atmosphere to characterize it and unravel the mechanisms occurring. The retrieval of atmospheric spectra relies on the
computation of the radiative transfer that in turn requires many chemical and physical parameters, among them the
spectroscopic parameters and their temperature evolution. The recent improvements of remote sensing mission instruments
have pushed the need for high accuracy spectroscopic data [3, 4], as the quality of the retrieved information depends on
the precision of the spectroscopic parameters [5] for which the line-shape parameters are the largest sources of uncertainties
[6-8].

High-resolution infrared spectrometers, such as high-resolution dual-comb spectrometers, are able to provide precise
spectroscopic parameters. This data is also very important for the development and improvement of theoretical models
describing molecular interactions. For decades, theoretical models have been developed and used [9] to describe the
molecular interactions and to compute line-shape parameters. The models rely on intermolecular potentials that must be
validated by accurate measurements. Theoretical models and laboratory measurements complement, challenge and boost
each other in this quest to understand chemical and physical phenomena that occur in the gas phase. In particular, the mid-
infrared spectral region is very interesting since the fundamental vibrational bands of many molecules are located in this
spectral domain. At room temperature, these bands are the most intense; this allows a great precision in the measurements
of spectroscopic data.

To meet the challenges of molecular spectroscopy, increasingly sophisticated spectroscopic techniques have been
developed. They compete in a variety of often conflicting parameters such as good spectral resolution and large coverage,
accurate absolute frequency calibration, and high signal-to-noise ratio at short measurement times. For a long time, Fourier
transform spectroscopy (Ref. [10] and therein) was the workhorse for mid-infrared studies providing a lot of accurate line
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Abstract: The Module-0 Demonstrator is a single-phase 600 kg liquid argon time projection cham-
ber operated as a prototype for the DUNE liquid argon near detector. Based on the ArgonCube
design concept, Module-0 features a novel 80k-channel pixelated charge readout and advanced
high-coverage photon detection system. In this paper, we present an analysis of an eight-day data
set consisting of 25 million cosmic ray events collected in the spring of 2021. We use this sample to
demonstrate the imaging performance of the charge and light readout systems as well as the signal
correlations between the two. We also report argon purity and detector uniformity measurements,
and provide comparisons to detector simulations.

1. Introduction

Charge readout in liquid argon time projection chambers (LArTPCs) has traditionally
been accomplished via a set of projective wire planes, as successfully demonstrated e.g.
in the ICARUS [1], ArgoNeuT [2], MicroBooNE [3] and ProtoDUNE-SP [4,5] experiments,
and as planned for the first large detector module of the DUNE experiment currently in
preparation at the Sanford Underground Research Facility (SURF) underground laboratory
in South Dakota [6]. However, this approach leads to inherent ambiguities in the 3D
reconstruction of charge information that present serious challenges for LArTPC-based
near detectors, where a high rate of neutrino interactions and an associated high-intensity
muon flux cannot be avoided. In particular, 3D reconstruction becomes limited by overlap
of charge clusters in one or more projections, and the unique association of deposited
charge to single interactions becomes intractable.

To overcome event pile-up, a novel approach has been proposed and is being devel-
oped for the LArTPC of the Near Detector (ND) complex of the DUNE experiment, close
to the neutrino source at Fermilab. This technology implements three main innovations
compared to traditional wire-based LArTPCs: a pixelated charge readout enabling true
3D reconstruction, a high-performance light readout system providing fast and efficient
detection of scintillation light, and segmentation into optically isolated regions. By achiev-
ing a low signal occupancy in both readout systems, the segmentation enables efficient
reconstruction and unambiguous matching of charge and light signals.

This paper describes the first tonne-scale prototype of this technology, referred to
as Module-0, and its performance as evaluated with a large cosmic ray data set acquired
over a period of several days at the University of Bern. Section 2 provides an overview
of the detector, as well as of its charge and light readout systems. Section 3 discusses the
performance of the charge readout system in detail, and Section 4 does the same for the
light readout system. Section 5 then reviews several analyses performed with reconstructed
tracks from the cosmic ray data set collected during the Module-0 that allow to assess the
performance of the fully-integrated system. Important metrics for successful operation
are addressed, such as electron lifetime, electric field uniformity, and the ability to match
charge and light signals, among others. Section 6 offers some concluding thoughts.

2. The Module-0 Demonstrator
2.1. Detector Description

The Module-0 demonstrator is the first fully integrated, tonne-scale prototype of the
DUNE Liquid Argon Near Detector (ND-LAr) design. That detector will consist of a 7 x 5
arrayof 1 x1x 3 m? detector modules [7] based on the ArgonCube detector concept [8],
each housing two 50 cm—drift TPC volumes with 24.9% optical detector coverage of the
interior area. Module-0 has dimensions of 0.7 m x 0.7 m x 1.4 m, and brings together the
innovative features of LArPix [9,10] pixelated 3D charge readout, advanced ArCLight [11]
and Light Collection Module (LCM) [12] optical detectors, and field shaping provided by
a low-profile resistive shell [13]. This integrated prototype also tests the charge and light
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ABsTRACT: Following the Phase-II upgrade during Long Shutdown (LS3), the LHC aims to reach a

257!, which corresponds to an average of around 200

peak instantaneous luminosity of 7.5x103 cm ™
inelastic proton-proton collisions per beam-crossing (every 25 ns). To cope with these conditions,
the ATLAS Inner Detector will be replaced by a new all-silicon system — the Inner Tracker (ITk).
The ITk will be operational for more than ten years, during which time ATLAS is expected to
record approximately 4000 fb—! of data. The ITk’s pixel sub-system is based on hybrid pixel
modules with new silicon sensors and readout chips. These studies focus on testbeam campaigns
undertaken to study the spatial resolution and efficiencies of hybrid pixel detector modules based
on the first large-structure prototype front-end readout chip — the RD53A — using planar silicon
sensors. These devices have been irradiated to replicate the effect of the high radiation environment
present during operation in the ATLAS detector. Results for devices using sensors with different
punch-through bias structures and using different readout chips are summarised. Those with sensors
incorporating a punch-through bias structure are found to exhibit systematically lower efficiency
than those without, as a result of local areas of relative inefficiency around the punch-through
dots. Despite this, all devices measured are found to satisfy the requirement of 97% efficiency at
Vbias = 400V after being irradiated to end-of-life fluence.

Keyworbs: Hybrid detectors, Radiation-hard detectors, Particle tracking detectors (Solid-state
detectors), Performance of High Energy Physics Detectors
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ABsTrACT: TRoplcal DEep-sea Neutrino Telescope (TRIDENT) plans to incorporate silicon
photomultipliers (SiPMs) with superior time resolution in addition to photomultiplier tubes (PMTs)
into its detection units, namely hybrid Optical Digital Modules (hDOMs), to improve its angular
resolution. However, the time resolution significantly degrades for large-area SiPMs due to the
increased parasitic capacitance, posing significant challenges for the readout electronics of SiPMs in
hDOM. We designed the front-end readout electronics for large-area SiPM arrays dedicated to high-
precision time measurements, which consists of a high-speed pre-amplifier based on transformers
(MABA-007159) and radio frequency (RF) amplifiers (BGA2803), a series-parallel combination
SiPM array with reduced capacitance, and an analog multi-channel summing circuit. We measured
the single photon time resolution (SPTR) of a 4 x 4 SiPM (Hamamatsu S13360-3050PE) array
(12 x 12 mm?) of approximately 300 ps FWHM with a power consumption of less than 100 mW.
This front-end readout design enables the large-area SiPM array to achieve high-precision SPTR
with low power consumption.
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Abstract

Aging and stability of gaseous ionization detectors are intricately related to charging up, accumulation of
space charge and formation of discharges. All these phenomena, in their turn, depend on the dynamics of
charged particles within the device. Because of the large number of particles involved and their complex
interactions, the dynamic processes of generation and loss of charged particles, and their transport within
the detector volume are extremely expensive to simulate numerically. In this work, we propose and evaluate
possible algorithms / approaches that show some promise in relation to the above-mentioned problems.
Several important ionization detectors having parallel plate configurations, such as GEM, Micromegas,
RPCs and THGEMsS, are considered for this purpose. Information related to primary ionization is obtained
from HEED, while all the transport properties are evaluated using MAGBOLTZ. The transport dynamics
have been followed using two different approaches. In one, particle description using neBEM-Garfield+-+
combination has been used. For this purpose, the neBEM solver has been significantly improved such that
perturbations due to the charged particles present within the device are considered while estimating electric
field. In the other approach, the transport is simulated following hydrodynamic model using COMSOL
during which the electric field is also provided by COMSOL where it is easy to set up space charge effects.
A comparison between these possible approaches will be presented. Effect of different simulation parameters
will also be demonstrated using simple examples.

Keywords: Gaseous detector, Aging, Stability, Space charge, Charging up, Discharge, Simulation,

1. Introduction particles within the active gas volume before they
are collected at suitable electrodes. Existence of

Charging up is a phenomena commonly observed space charge can distort the applied electric field
in gaseous detectors having dielectric materials ex- configuration, make detector response non-uniform
posed to the active volume of gas mixture where pri- and unstable, and has the potential to lead to dis-
maries and secondaries are generated, and electron charges [2], affecting detector performance signifi-
multiplication occurs. They can affect long-term cantly. Besides making a detector lose its stability
stability of a detector and lead to response non- in the immediate time scale, formation of discharges
uniformity [I]. Space charge accumulation occurs has the capability of accelerating detector aging and
in gaseous detectors due to the presence of charged damaging it for good. Thus, it is important to un-

derstand these phenomena using both experimental
and numerical tools. However, these topics, and the
associated discharge formation process, are com-
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Highlights

e A simple and rapid method for assessing neutron irradiation on a reactor vessel is proposed
e Queuing theory is used to estimate the lifetime of the reactor vessel walls

e The behavior of radiation defects is modeled by a random process of death and birth

e For assessments, information about neutron fluence and fast neutron energy is needed

Abstract

A simple and rapid method is proposed for assessing the reduction in the lifetime of steel walls of the
reactor vessel under neutron irradiation. The method is based on modeling the number of radiation defects
by the behavior of a general time-dependent random process of death and birth and queuing theory.
Necessary data for assessments: the estimated operating time of the reactor (in years), the actual operating
time of the reactor, the accumulated fluence depending on time, the temperature on the walls of the
reactor vessel, the neutron absorption cross section of the steel of the reactor walls, the energy of fast
neutrons striking the walls. The main problem: getting this accurate data.

Keywords: neutron irradiation, reactor vessel lifetime, process of death and birth

1. Introduction

The impact of neutron irradiation on the duration of the steady state of the walls of the reactor vessel
(RV) is one of the main issues in nuclear energy. The safety and reliability of the operation of a nuclear
power plant are associated with the reliability of predicting changes in the viscosity characteristics of the
reactor vessel material. This problem is presented in detail in many studies [1-32]; it is associated with
issues of safe operation of the reactor, extending the life of the reactor, and many other tasks. The
procedure usually performed when considering problems of this kind is to measure the dependence of the
change in the shift of the critical brittleness temperature (or radiation embrittlement coefficient) on the
temperature of the witness samples.

Thus, a large amount of data was accumulated on the radiation embrittlement of low-alloy vessel
steels, on the relationship between the critical temperature of embrittlement and the resulting fluence, and
on other aspects of the problem under consideration, which was then used in predicting changes in the
lifetime of RV materials. Probabilistic approaches to solving this problem have been considered; recent
works have used Bayesian methods, approaches related to machine learning, etc.

This article proposes a simplified probabilistic approach to solving the problem of changing the
lifetime of the walls of the RV under the influence of irradiation. This is an integral approach that does
not take into account many details that do not have a decisive influence on the final result. As in
experimental work, the influence of neutron fluence is considered important. Lattice atoms directly
displaced by incident particles are defined as a primary knocked-out atom (PKA). PVAs have an energy
spectrum even in the case of monochromatic irradiation; their energy varies from zero to a certain
maximum value Mmax. Getting into a solid body, a fast particle is involved in a complex process of
interaction with electrons and atomic nuclei in the crystal lattice. The statistical approach is based on
determining the probability of the interaction process occurring. The emerging defects in the crystal
lattice and crystalline crystals are considered as a statistical system, subject to the general laws of the
theory of random processes, statistical physics and nonequilibrium thermodynamics. It is assumed that at
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Abstract

Radiation detection is vital for naturally occurring radioactive material detection,
port and border monitoring, and homeland security operations. SiPM-based single-
volume scintillator detectors offer a cost-effective and robust solution that enables
timely radioactive site surveys, while retaining accuracy and sensitivity sufficient
for isotope identification. Enhanced site surveying can be achieved by optimising
scintillator detector design. In this work, a detailed GAGG:Ce, CLLBC:Ce, BGO,
Nal:T1, and CsI:T1 SiPM-based scintillator detector simulation platform was devel-
oped with the Monte Carlo radiation transport toolkit, Geant4, and experimentally
benchmarked. This simulation platform successfully predicted the spectral features for
selected gamma ray emitting isotopes with energies between 30 keV to 2 MeV. The full
width half maximum (FWHM) and normalised cross-correlation coefficient (NCCC)
between simulated and experimental energy spectra were also compared. The major-
ity of simulated FWHM values reproduced the experimental results within 2% and
the NCCC values demonstrated agreement between the simulated and experimental
energy spectra. Discrepancies in these figures of merit can be attributed to detec-
tor signal processing electronics modelling, geometry approximations, and multiple
Compton scattering within the detector and surrounding environment.

Keywords: GAGG, CLLBC, BGO, Nal, Csl, Geant4 optical physics

1. Introduction

Uncontrolled radiological and nuclear (R&N) material dispersion pose a significant
threat to civil and military environments [I1, 2, 3]. Radiation detection capabilities play
an important role in large-area R&N surveying as they provide first responders with
prompt situational awareness. Recent developments in new scintillator crystals, such
as CLLBC:Ce [4, 5], and silicon photomultiplier (SiPM) technology allow for compact,
lightweight, and rugged detectors that are suitable for large-area radiation detection.
An important aspect of detector design is optimising the scintillator geometry and ma-
terial for accurate radiation measurements given different R&N surveying modalities
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Microscopic parametrization of the near threshold oscillations
of the nucleon time-like effective electromagnetic form factors
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We present an analysis of the recent near threshold BESIII data for the nucleon time-like effec-
tive form factors. The damped oscillation emerging from the subtraction of the dipole formula is
treated in non-perturbative-QCD, making use of the light cone distribution amplitudes expansion.
Non-perturbative effects are accounted for by considering Q*-dependent coefficients in such expan-
sions, whose free parameters are determined by fitting to the proton and neutron data. Possible
implications and future analysis have been discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The theoretical impossibility of describing the nucleon
internal structure in terms of strongly interacting quarks
and gluons, which are the fundamental fields of quantum
chromodynamics, enhances the electromagnetic form fac-
tors (EMFFs) to the role of unique and privileged tools
to unravel the dynamics underlying the electromagnetic
interaction of nucleons. They provide the most effec-
tive description of the mechanisms that determine and
rule the dynamic and static properties of nucleons. In
specific reference frames, EMFFs represent the Fourier
transforms of spatial charge and magnetic momentum
densities.

Recently, the BESIII [I] experiment measured the
time-like nucleon form factors (FFs) at center-of-mass
energies between 2.0 GeV and 3.5 GeV [2H6]. These data
present an oscillating behavior [{HI2], which manifests it-
self as a periodic, exponentially dumped component over
the typical dipolar carrier, usually identified as the only
contribution. The nature of such an oscillating compo-
nent is still unknown. Possible explanations rely either
on the final state interaction between the baryon and the
antibaryon, or in a phenomenon intrinsic to the baryon
structure. In the latter case, the invoked phenomenon
would be encoded by the EMFFs of nucleons.

In order to investigate this eventuality we propose a
parametrization for the EMFFs defined by considering
the nucleons as triplets of collinear quarks lying at light-
like distances in the light-front framework [13].

The matrix element of the “4” component of the
hadronic current J*, which depends directly on the
EMFFs, evaluated between the baryon and antibaryon
particle states, can then be expanded using the Lorentz

* francesco.rosini@studenti.unipg.it

invariance of the three quark Fock state’s matrix ele-
ments.

The resulting form depends on a set of functions of
the four momentum squared fractions, called light cone
distribution amplitudes (LCDAs), and a deep knowledge
of their expression can provide further information about
the form factors shape. Using the Lqgcp conformal sym-
metry [14], the LCDAs are expanded on a polynomial
basis, the most common choice being represented by the
orthonormal Appell polynomials, defined on the triangle
T (z1,23) = {(z1,23) € R:21 > 0,23 > 0,21 + z3 < 1},
where z; = k;7/P* are the quark’s light front momen-

tum fractions along is the () direction and so the fol-

lowing relation holds: Zle x; = 1. The only unknown

quantities now are the expansion coefficients, which have
to be determined considering the phenomenology of the
problem. The nonperturbative coefficients admit an evo-
lution equation in the conformal symmetry framework,
and their values can be determined theoretically by QCD
sum rules. On the other hand, we are considering a cen-
ter of mass energy of the system between 2.0 GeV and 3.5
GeV, so we are not allowed to use perturbative methods.
What we propose then is to perform a truncated Lau-
rent expansion of the non-perturbative coefficients over
the negative powers of the four momentum squared, sub-
sequently performing a fit over the recent BESIII exper-
imental data to determine these coefficients. The final
goal of this description is to find whether the oscillations
of the EMFFs can be described by the model functions.

II. THE MICROSCOPIC MODEL

One of the most effective ways to describe subnuclear
processes is to work on a light front framework, expand-
ing the involved particle states in a free particle state
basis, commonly known as Fock states. For a baryon we
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Rare B and K decays in a scotogenic model
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Abstract

A scotogenic model can radiatively generate the observed neutrino mass, provide a dark matter
candidate, and lead to rare lepton flavor-violating processes. We aim to extend the model to
establish a potential connection to the quark flavor-related processes within the framework of
scotogenesis, enhancing the unexpectedly large branching ratio (BR) of BT — KTvw, observed
by Belle II Collaboration. Meanwhile, the model can address tensions between some experimental
measurements and standard model (SM) predictions in flavor physics, such as the muon g — 2
excess and the higher BR of By — pu~put. We introduce in the model the following dark particles:
a neutral singlet Dirac-type lepton (N); two inert Higgs doublets (7;2), with one of which carrying
a lepton number; a charged singlet dark scalar (x*), and a singlet vector-like up-type dark quark
(T). The first two entities are responsible for the radiative neutrino mass, and x™ couples to right-
handed quarks and leptons and can resolve the tensions existing in muon g — 2 and Bs — p~u™.
Furthermore, the BR of BT — KTvi can be enhanced up to a factor of 2 compared to the SM
prediction through the mediations of the dark 7" and the charged scalars. In addition, we also

study the impacts on the K — wvv decays.
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We introduce the concept of “macroscopic neutrinoless double beta decay” (MDBD) for Majorana
neutrinos. In this process an antineutrino produced by a nucleus undergoing beta decay, X —
Y + e~ + ve, is absorbed as a neutrino by another identical X nucleus via the inverse beta decay
reaction, v. + X — e~ + Y. The distinct signature of MDBD is that the total kinetic energy of the
two electrons equals twice the endpoint energy of single beta decay. The amplitude for MDBD, a
coherent sum over the contribution of different mass states of the intermediate neutrinos, reflects
quantum coherence over macroscopic distances, and is a new macroscopic quantum effect. We
evaluate the rate of MDBD for a macroscopic sample of “X” material, e.g., tritium, acting both
as the source and the target. The accidental background for MDBD originating from two separate
single beta decays, which contains two final state neutrinos, can be readily rejected by measuring
the energy of the detected two electrons. We discuss the similarities and differences between the

MDBD and conventional neutrinoless double beta decay.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

The neutrino, if a Majorana rather than a Dirac
fermion, would be its own antiparticle. A key experi-
mental signature distinguishing Majorana neutrinos from
Dirac neutrinos is nuclear neutrinoless double beta decay
(0vDBD),

(A, Z) > (A Z+2) +e +e . (1)

Despite the importance of determining whether neutrinos
are Majorana or Dirac, and despite a major experimen-
tal effort, only upper limits for 0OvDBD have so far been
obtained [1-3]. Ongoing and future experiments with
multi-ton detectors will further improve the sensitivity
in these searches [4].

The existence of a Majorana neutrino implies lepton-
number non-conservation, hence physics beyond the
Standard Model. Majorana neutrinos have only two spin
states: when massless the left-handed state is a neutrino
and the right-handed an antineutrino. The “sea-saw”
mechanism for Majorana neutrinos can then provide a
natural explanation for the very light neutrino masses
inferred from tritium beta decay (TBD) and neutrino os-
cillation experiments [5].

The standard picture of neutrinoless double beta decay
is that the antineutrino emitted from a neutron in a nu-
cleus is absorbed as a neutrino on a neutron in the same
nucleus. But there is in general no requirement in neu-
trinoless double beta decay that the second neutron be
in the same nucleus (or indeed that the second nucleus
be the same nuclide as the first, or even that the two
down quarks undergoing weak interactions be in differ-
ent neutrons). In this paper, we introduce the concept of
“macroscopic neutrinoless double beta decay” (MDBD),
in which a Majorana neutrino emitted from one nucleus
is absorbed in a second nucleus. For example, in the sin-

FIG. 1: Tlustration of macroscopic neutrinoless double beta
decay, with time running to the right. The first nucleus, X
undergoes a beta decay emitting an electron and a Majorana
antineutrino, which is absorbed as a neutrino by a second
nucleus X’ in an inverse beta decay. The sum of the energies
of the two electron emitted is just the sum of the individual
endpoint energies in the beta decays of X and X'.

gle beta decay (XBD) from parent nucleus X = (4, 2)
to daughter nucleus Y = (A, Z + 1),

X —->Y+e +7,, (2)

the antineutrino produced is, for Dirac type neutrinos,
distinct from v, and cannot participate in the inverse
beta decay (IXBD) reaction

Ve+ X e +Y; (3)

the nucleus X can only absorb an electron neutrino, v,
to reach the final state e~ 4+ Y. If neutrinos are Majo-
rana however, then the neutrino and antineutrino are not
distinct particles, and the antineutrino in the XBD can
then participate in the IXBD. The combination of these
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We report on a measurement of astrophysical tau neutrinos with 9.7 years of IceCube data. Using
convolutional neural networks trained on images derived from simulated events, seven candidate v,
events were found with visible energies ranging from roughly 20 TeV to 1 PeV and a median expected
parent v, energy of about 200 TeV. Considering backgrounds from astrophysical and atmospheric
neutrinos, and muons from ﬂ'i/ K?* decays in atmospheric air showers, we obtain a total estimated
background of about 0.5 events, dominated by non-v, astrophysical neutrinos. Thus, we rule out
the absence of astrophysical v, at the 50 level. The measured astrophysical v, flux is consistent
with expectations based on previously published IceCube astrophysical neutrino flux measurements
and neutrino oscillations.

In 2013 IceCube discovered a flux of neutrinos of astro-
physical origin [1-3]. The astrophysical neutrino (vst%)
flux normalization and index 7 carry information about
neutrino sources and their environments [4-15]. Different
v®t° production mechanisms lead to different v, : Vyilsr
ratios at the sources but, after standard neutrino oscilla-
tions over astrophysical distances, detectable numbers of
all three neutrino flavors are expected at Earth [16-24].
Previous measurements at lower energies, using neutrinos
produced at accelerators and in the atmosphere (™)
have detected v, produced directly [25] and through neu-
trino oscillations [26-28]. At the much higher energies
accessible to this analysis, 3™ are strongly suppressed

T

relative to v25t™° [29], while an unexpected level of pres-

ence of v2%° in the v*%° flux could be an indication of

new physics [30-43].

9

Previous analyses [44-47] by IceCube to detect v2str°
included searches for double-cascade signatures, such as
the distinctive “double bang” [16] in the full detector
or “double pulse” (DP) waveforms in one or two indi-
vidual photosensors. The DP signature is produced by
the distinct arrival times of light signals at one or more
photosensors from the v, interaction and 7 decay ver-
tices. IceCube previously observed two candidate v25°,
ruling out the null hypothesis of no v at 2.80 [46].
The analysis presented in this Letter reports on the low-
background, high-significance detection of seven v2st*©
candidate events through the use of convolutional neu-
ral networks (CNNs).

IceCube [48] is a neutrino observatory with 5160 Dig-

ital Optical Modules (DOMSs) on 86 strings [48, 49] in a
cubic kilometer of ice at the South Pole. Charged par-
ticles produced in neutrino interactions emit Cherenkov
light [50] while propagating through the ice; photomul-
tiplier tubes in the DOMs convert this light into electri-
cal pulses that are digitized in situ. Light is deposited
in the detector in several distinct patterns: long tracks,
single cascades, and double cascades. Tracks are pro-
duced by muons from, e.g., v, charged-current (CC) in-
teractions, and can start or end inside, or pass through,
the detector. Single cascades arise from electromagnetic
and/or hadronic particle showers produced by deep in-
elastic neutrino-nucleon interactions in or near the detec-
tor, or by 7, via the Glashow Resonance [51, 52]. Double
cascades are formed by high-energy v, cc interactions in
or near the detector that produce a hadronic shower and
a 7 lepton at the interaction vertex, followed by a sec-
ond electromagnetic or hadronic shower at the 7 decay
vertex (BR[T — (e, h)] ~ 83%). With a decay length of
~ 50 m/PeV, the T can travel a macroscopic distance in
the ice. For v, energies satisfying £, 2 1 PeV and favor-
able geometric containment, the double-bang signature
can be created, with two energetic and well-separated
cascades. Such events are intrinsically rare. In contrast,
for lower E,_ between roughly 50 TeV — 1 PeV, the v,
flux is expected to be higher but in CC interactions the
two cascades are closer together. Two cascades as close
as about 10 m can produce distinctive patterns corre-
lated across multiple DOMs and strings as the light from
each cascade passes by, as well as DP waveforms in one
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Expedition to the Zeptouniverse

Flavour experiments promise insights into energy scales as high as 200 TeV and
distances as small as 10> meter and offer the chance to identify New Physics.

Andrzej J. Buras

The Large Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN will directly
probe distance scales as short as 10" m, corresponding
to energy scales at the level of a few TeV. Presently,
higher resolution can only be achieved with the help of
quantum fluctuations caused by new particles and new
forces that act at very short distance scales and modify
the predictions of the Standard Model of particle phy-
sics for very rare processes. In this context, weak decays
of mesons and leptons play the prominent role besides
the transitions between particles and antiparticles in
which flavours of quarks and leptons are changed. In
this manner, information about the Zeptouniverse
corresponding to energy scales as high as 200 TeV or
distances as small as 107" m can be obtained.

32 Physik Journal 19 (2020) Nr. 8/9

cause Antoni van Leeuwenhoek discovered the
empire of bacteria. He called these small creatures
animalcula (small animals). His discovery was a milestone
in our civilization for at least two reasons: He discovered
creatures invisible to us which have been killing humans for
thousands of years, often responsible for millions of deaths
in one year. While Antoni van Leeuwenhoek did not know
that bacteria could be dangerous for humans, his followers
like Louis Pasteur, Robert Koch and other ,,microbe hun-
ters “realized the danger coming from these tiny creatures
and also developed weapons against this empire [1].
Van Leeuwenhoek was the first human who looked at
short distance scales invisible to us and discovered thereby

T he year 1676 was very important for humanity, be-

© 2020 Wiley-VCH GmbH
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No massive black holes in the Milky Way halo
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The gravitational wave detectors have unveiled a population of massive
black holes that do not resemble those observed in the Milky Way [1-3].
They may have formed due to the evolution of massive low-metallicity stars
[4], dynamical interactions in dense stellar environments [5, 6], or density
fluctuations in the very early Universe (primordial black holes) [7-9]. If
the latter hypothesis is correct, primordial black holes should comprise
from several to 100% of dark matter to explain the black hole merger
rates observed by gravitational wave detectors [10—12]. If such black holes
existed in the Milky Way dark matter halo, they would cause long-timescale
gravitational microlensing events lasting years. Here, we present the results
of the search for the long-timescale microlensing events among the light
curves of 78.7 million stars located in the Large Magellanic Cloud (LMC)
that were monitored for 20 years (2001-2020) by the Optical Gravitational
Lensing Experiment (OGLE) survey [13]. We did not find any events with
timescales longer than one year. The properties of all thirteen microlensing
events with timescales shorter than one year detected by OGLE toward the
LMC can be explained by astrophysical objects located either in the LMC
itself or in the Milky Way disk, without the need to invoke dark matter

in the form of compact objects. We find that compact objects in the mass
range from 1.8 x 1074 M, to 6.3 M cannot compose more than 1% of dark
matter, and compact objects in the mass range from 1.3x107° M, to 860 M,
cannot make up more than 10% of dark matter. This conclusively rules out
primordial black hole mergers as a dominant source of gravitational waves.

Gravitational microlensing was proposed by [14] as a promising tool for searching
for dark matter in the Milky Way halo. This idea prompted extensive searches by
the first-generation microlensing surveys [15-18]. Here, we analyze the longest digital
photometric data set to search for extremely long-timescale microlensing events. The
data were collected for nearly 20 years during the third (OGLE-III; 2001-2009; [19])
and fourth (OGLE-IV; 2010-2020; [13]) phases of the OGLE project. Since OGLE-III
and OGLE-IV had similar observing setups, it was possible to merge the observations
to create a 20-year-long photometric time-series dataset. We developed a new method
of reductions of photometric observations, which enabled us to obtain homogeneous
light curves. The design of the survey, extraction of photometry, and methods used to
search for microlensing events and calculate the event detection efficiency are described
in detail in a companion paper [20].

About 33 million objects are detected in the overlapping OGLE-III/OGLE-IV
region, and an additional 29 million objects are observed by OGLE-IV only. The
number of stars that may be microlensed is even higher because of blending, which
occurs when two or more stars cannot be resolved in ground-based seeing-limited
images. We used the archival high-resolution images from the Hubble Space Telescope
[21] to correct the star counts for blending. After removing the contribution from
foreground Milky Way stars, we found that the survey monitored for microlensing
about 78.7 million source stars in the LMC brighter than I = 22 mag [20].

We searched for microlensing events using a variation of the method described by
[22]. The algorithm tries to identify a flat portion of the light curve, and then searches
for consecutive data points that are magnified with respect to the flat part. Then, a
standard point-source point-lens microlensing model [14] is fitted to the light curve,
and the goodness-of-the-fit statistics are evaluated. The events are selected on the
basis of a series of selection cuts. This procedure enabled us to find thirteen events
that fulfill all detection criteria. Additionally, three events were identified by a manual
inspection of the light curves, although they did not meet all selection criteria. The
sample of thirteen events is used for a later statistical analysis [20].

We also carried out extensive light curve simulations to measure the event detection
efficiency as a function of the event timescale [20]. To this end, we created synthetic
light curves of microlensing events by injecting the microlensing signal into the light
curves of constant stars observed by the project. Then, we measured the fraction of
simulated events that passed all selection criteria. This procedure enabled us to take
into account the noise in the data, as well as the effects of irregular sampling, gaps in
the data, outliers, etc.

The contribution of primordial black holes (PBHs) and other compact objects to
dark matter is often parameterized by f = Qppu/Qpm, where Qppy is the density of
dark matter in the form of PBHs and Qpy is the density of dark matter. Note that
we expect to detect some gravitational microlensing events even if f = 0: they come



arXiv:2403.02272v1 [nucl-th] 4 Mar 2024

Study of forbidden [ decays within the realistic shell model

G. De Gregorio,"»2 R. Mancino,>*5 L. Coraggio,"? and N. Itaco'?

! Dipartimento di Matematica e Fisica, Universita degli Studi della Campania “Luigi Vanvitelli”,
viale Abramo Lincoln &5 - I-81100 Caserta, Italy
2 Istituto Nazionale di Fisica Nucleare,
Complesso Universitario di Monte S. Angelo, Via Cintia - I-80126 Napoli, Italy
3 Institute of Particle and Nuclear Physics, Faculty of Mathematics and Physics,
Charles University, V HoleSovickdch 2, 180 00 Prague, Czech Republic
4 Institut fir Kernphysik (Theoriezentrum), Fachbereich Physik, Technische Universitdt Darmstadt,
Schlossgartenstrasse 2 - 64298 Darmstadt, Germany

> GSI Helmholtzzentrum fiir Schwerionenforschung, Planckstrasse 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany

For the first time, half-lives and energy spectra of forbidden S decays are calculated within
the realistic shell model. Namely, we approach this issue starting from a realistic nucleon-nucleon
potential and deriving effective Hamiltonians and decay operators. Our goal is to explore the
sensitivity of the shape of calculated energy spectra to the renormalization of forbidden B-decay
operators, an operation that allows to take into account those configurations that are not explicitly
included in the chosen model space. The region that has been considered for this investigation
are nuclei outside the "®Ni core, more precisely we have studied the second-forbidden S decays of
9Nb and “°Tc, and fourth-forbidden 3 decays of 1'3Cd and '°In, that are currently of a renewed
experimental interest in terms of novel spectroscopic techniques. Our results evidence that the
introduction of a renormalized [3-decay operator leads to a marked improvement of the reproduction
of experimental half-lives. As regards the spectra of both second-forbidden and fourth-forbidden
decays, we have found that their calculated shapes are in good agreement with the observed ones,
even if scarcely responsive to the renormalization of the decay operator. We carry out also a detailed
inspection of the different components of the calculated spectra for a deeper insight about their role

in reproducing the experimental shapes.

PACS numbers: 21.60.Cs, 21.30.Fe, 27.60.+j

I. INTRODUCTION

The understanding of the renormalization mechanisms
of electroweak currents is nowadays a cornerstone of the
nuclear structure research. The attention to this issue
is motivated by the need of calculating reliable nuclear
matrix elements M for the Ov383 decay, and relating

the inverse half-life [T{)/”Q} of such a rare process to
the neutrino effective mass.

As a matter of fact, the accurate calculation of the
wave functions of parent and grand-daughter nuclei does
not ensure a trustable M%, since most nuclear models
are based on the reduction of the dimension of the Hilbert
space where the nuclear Hamiltonian is defined. Then,
a sound knowledge of the renormalization of the elec-
troweak currents, to account for the configurations that
are not explicitly included in the components of the nu-
clear wave function, is crucial to enhance the predictivity
of the calculated M"s.

The ability of nuclear models to reproduce S-decay ob-
servables is, consequently, the better way to validate both
wave functions and renormalization procedures, and such
an issue is connected to the so-called “quenching puzzle”
of the axial coupling constant, namely the need by most
nuclear structure models to resort to a reduction of ga
to reproduce the observables directly linked to Gamow-
Teller (GT) transitions [IH3]. However, this is an em-
pirical procedure, and it cannot be generalized to any

[-decay operator that depends on the value of the axial
coupling constant.

The realistic shell model (RSM) provides a consistent
approach to derive effective Hamiltonians and decay op-
erators, the only parameter that is involved being the
nuclear force one starts from. In such a framework,
single-particle (SP) energies and two-body matrix ele-
ments (TBMEs) of the effective shell-model Hamiltonian
H.g, as well as every matrix element of decay operators,
are derived from a realistic free nucleon-nucleon (NN)
potential Vyx by way of the many-body theory [4], 5].
The bare matrix elements of the NN potential, and of
any transition operator, are renormalized with respect to
the truncation of the full Hilbert space into the reduced
shell-model (SM) model space, to take into account the
neglected degrees of freedom without resorting to any
empirical parameter [6]. In other words, this approach
does not apply effective charges to calculate electromag-
netic transition strengths, and empirical quenching of g4
to reproduce the -decay matrix elements.

We have successfully employed RSM to study the
2vBB-decay of ¥¥Ca, 6Ge, 82Se,19°Mo, 139Te, and 36Xe
[THIO], and then extended it to predict the nuclear ma-
trix elements of their Ov35-decay [9, [11]. Now, in order
to validate the RSM in predicting S-decay observables,
in the present work we investigate the sensitivity to the
renormalization of SM forbidden [-decay operators de-
scribing the energy spectra of the emitted electrons.

To this end, we have considered the second-forbidden
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Abstract: We describe the pioneering contributions of Thomas K. Gaisser to
the birth and development of particle astrophysics, a new field of research at
the intersection of cosmic ray physics, astronomy, astrophysics, and particle
physics that has emerged in the last few decades. We will especially focus on
his studies of natural beams of neutrinos: those generated by the interactions
of cosmic rays in the Earth’s atmosphere and those emitted by astrophysical
sources. Tom actively participated in the discovery of these cosmic neutrinos as
well. His contributions also extend to gamma-ray astronomy, the study of the
cosmic ray spectra and composition, and the modeling of cosmic ray interactions
in the atmosphere and in astrophysical environments. Tom invariably focused
his research on the theoretical and phenomenological problems of greatest in-
terest at the time, producing frameworks that transparently interpreted often
complex data. These studies have been very influential and have shaped the
development of the field.

Starting in the late 1960s, the scientific life of Thomas K Gaisser spans more
than five decades. This period saw the emergence and development of particle
astrophysics, a new field of research at the intersection of cosmic ray physics,
astronomy, astrophysics, and particle physics. If anyone could lay claim to the
title of father of this new field of particle astrophysics, Tom could; he was also a
true pioneer in gamma-ray and neutrino astronomy. His early career prepared
him well, with research in particle and cosmic ray physics. He was a master of
extracting science from the indirect information collected by air shower arrays, a
skill he successfully applied in his later career to other particle astrophysics en-
deavors, most prominently the modeling of the atmospheric muon and neutrino
fluxes. Tom’s contributions to cosmic ray physics are reviewed in Ref. @]

Early on, Tom studied the extensive air showers that are created when high-
energy cosmic rays reach Earth. His contributions included the Gaisser-Hillas
profile of longitudinal air showers developed in collaboration with Michael Hillas
and the SIBYLL Monte Carlo for simulating air showers. He thus laid much of
the groundwork for large experiments such as Auger and IceCube, and for how
to use their data to probe fundamental questions in particle physics.
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We report on a search for a resonance X decaying to a pair of muons in e

te~ — putpu~ X events

in the 0.212-9.000 GeV/c? mass range, using 178 fb~! of data collected by the Belle IT experiment at
the SuperKEKB collider at a center of mass energy of 10.58 GeV. The analysis probes two different
models of X beyond the standard model: a Z’ vector boson in the L, — L, model and a muonphilic
scalar. We observe no evidence for a signal and set exclusion limits at the 90% confidence level on
the products of cross section and branching fraction for these processes, ranging from 0.046 fb to
0.97 b for the L, — L, model and from 0.055 fb to 1.3 fb for the muonphilic scalar model. For masses
below 6 GeV/c?, the corresponding constraints on the couplings of these processes to the standard
model range from 0.0008 to 0.039 for the L, — L model and from 0.0018 to 0.040 for the muonphilic
scalar model. These are the first constraints on the muonphilic scalar from a dedicated search.

PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION

The standard model (SM) of particle physics is a highly
predictive theoretical framework describing fundamental
particles and their interactions. Despite its success, the
SM is known to provide an incomplete description of na-
ture. For example, it does not address the phenomenol-
ogy related to dark matter, such as the observed relic
density [1]. In addition, some experimental observations
show inconsistencies with the SM. Prominent examples
include the long-standing difference between the mea-
sured and the expected value of the muon anomalous
magnetic-moment (g —2),, [2-4], possibly reduced by ex-
pectations based on lattice calculations [5], and the ten-
sions in flavor observables reported by the BaBar, Belle,
and LHCb experiments [6-8]. Some of these observa-
tions can be explained with the introduction of additional
interactions, possibly lepton-universality-violating, medi-
ated by non-SM neutral bosons [9-11]. Examples include
the L, — L, extension of the SM and a muonphilic scalar
model.

The L, — L, extension of the SM [12-14] gauges the
difference between the muon and the 7-lepton numbers,
giving rise to a new massive, neutral vector boson, the
Z'. Among the SM particles, this particle couples only
to u, 7, vy, and v, with a coupling constant ¢g’. The
7' could also mediate interactions between SM and dark
matter.

The muonphilic scalar S is primarily proposed as a
solution for the (g — 2),, anomaly [15-18]. This parti-
cle couples exclusively to muons through a Yukawa-like
interaction, which is not gauge-invariant under the SM
gauge symmetry and may arise from a high-dimension
operator term at a mass scale beyond the SM. In con-
trast to the L,, — L, model, the muonphilic scalar model
needs a high-energy completion.

Searches for a Z' decaying to muons have been re-

ported by the BaBar [19], Belle [20], and CMS [21] Col-
laborations. An invisibly decaying Z’ has been searched
for by the Belle II [22, 23] and NA64-e [24] experiments.
The Belle II experiment also searched recently for a Z’
decaying to 777~ [25]. Constraints on the existence of
a muonphilic scalar have been obtained by reinterpre-
tations of Z' searches into muons [18]. However, im-
portant experimental details may be unaccounted for in
these reinterpretation studies, including the significantly
different kinematic properties of the signal and the cor-
responding variation of the efficiency.

Here we report a search for the process ete” —
putp~X, with X — pTp~, where X indicates Z' or
S. The signal signature is a narrow enhancement in the
mass distribution of oppositely charged muons M (uu)
inete™ — uTu ptp~ events. We use data collected by
the Belle IT experiment at a center-of-mass (c.m.) energy
/s corresponding to the mass of the T(4S5) resonance.
The L, — L; model is used as a benchmark to develop
the analysis; we then apply the same selections to the
muonphilic scalar model and evaluate the performance.
In both models, the X particle is at leading order emit-
ted as final-state radiation (FSR) from one of the muons,
as shown in Fig. 1. For the range of couplings explored
in this study, the lifetime of X is negligible compared
to the experimental resolution. The analysis techniques
are optimized using simulated events prior to examining
data.

We select events with exactly four charged particles
with zero net charge, where at least three are identified as
muons, with an invariant mass M (41) close to \/s/c?, and
with negligible extra energy in the event. The dominant,
non-peaking background is the SM ete™ — utp~ptu~
process, whose main production diagrams are shown in
Fig. 2. The analysis uses kinematic variables combined
with a multivariate technique to enhance the signal-to-
background ratio. A kinematic fit improves the dimuon
mass resolution. The signal yield is extracted through a
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The observation of the electroweak production of a W boson and a photon in association with
two jets, using pp collision data at the Large Hadron Collider at a centre of mass energy of
v/s = 13 TeV, is reported. The data were recorded by the ATLAS experiment from 2015 to
2018 and correspond to an integrated luminosity of 140 fb~!. This process is sensitive to
the quartic gauge boson couplings via the vector boson scattering mechanism and provides a
stringent test of the electroweak gauge symmetry breaking of the Standard Model. Events
are selected if they contain one electron or muon, missing transverse momentum, at least one
photon, and two jets. Multivariate techniques are used to distinguish the electroweak Wy j
process from irreducible background processes. The observed significance of the electroweak
Wyjj process is well above six standard deviations, compared to an expected significance
of 6.3 standard deviations. Fiducial and differential cross sections are measured in a fiducial
phase space close to the detector acceptance, which are in reasonable agreement with leading
order Standard Model predictions from MAaDGrAPHS+PYTHIAS and SHERPA. The results are
used to constrain new physics effects in the context of an effective field theory.
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1 Introduction

The scattering of two vector bosons, e.g. WZ — Wry, is sensitive to both the triple and quartic
electroweak-boson self-interactions [1, 2]. Consequently, vector boson scattering (VBS) provides an
excellent opportunity to probe the nature of the electroweak (EW) gauge symmetry breaking of the Standard
Model (SM).

In proton—proton (pp) collisions, the W+ j final state can be produced via many different mechanisms,
as shown in Figure 1. Electroweak Wvjj production concerns exclusively electroweak interactions of
order a4EW at tree level [3], where agw is the electroweak coupling constant. Although the contributions of
interest are VBS interactions involving quartic gauge couplings (QGCs), these cannot be distinguished
from other electroweak contributions in a gauge-invariant manner. Thus, the signal process studied in
this paper is the combination of all processes of order aéw shown in Figures 1(a)-1(c). The dominant
background for EW Wvyjj production concerns processes of order aéaéw at tree level in Figure 1(d),
where ag is the strong coupling constant and the jets are produced via strong interaction vertices; these
processes are collectively referred to as strong Wy jj production in this paper. Triboson diagrams, such
as the one shown in Figure 1(b), do contribute to EW Wy j production. However, due to their distinct
topology they require separate signal selection and background estimation methods and are thus generally
the subject of separate studies.
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Measurements of inclusive, differential cross-sections for the production of events with missing
transverse momentum in association with jets in proton—proton collisions at \/s = 13 TeV
are presented. The measurements are made with the ATLAS detector using an integrated
luminosity of 140 fb~! and include measurements of dijet distributions in a region in which
vector-boson fusion processes are enhanced. They are unfolded to correct for detector resolution
and efficiency within the fiducial acceptance, and are designed to allow robust comparisons
with a wide range of theoretical predictions. A measurement of differential cross sections for
the Z — vy process is made. The measurements are generally well-described by Standard
Model predictions except for the dijet invariant mass distribution. Auxiliary measurements
of the hadronic system recoiling against isolated leptons, and photons, are also made in
the same phase space. Ratios between the measured distributions are then derived, to take

advantage of cancellations in modelling effects and some of the major systematic uncertainties.

These measurements are sensitive to new phenomena, and provide a mechanism to easily set
constraints on phenomenological models. To illustrate the robustness of the approach, these
ratios are compared with two common Dark Matter models, where the constraints derived

from the measurement are comparable to those set by dedicated detector-level searches.
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Abstract

Cosmic ray muons prove valuable across various fields, from particle physics experiments to non-invasive tomography,
thanks to their high flux and exceptional penetrating capability. Utilizing a scintillator detector, one can effectively
study the topography of mountains situated above tunnels and underground spaces. The Hankuk Atmospheric-muon
Wide Landscaping (HAWL) project successfully charts the mountainous region of eastern Korea by measuring cosmic
ray muons with a detector in motion. The real-time muon flux measurement shows a tunnel length accuracy of 6.5 %,
with a detectable overburden range spanning from 8 to 400 meter-water-equivalent depth. This is the first real-time

portable muon tomography.

Keywords: Muon tomography, Plastic scintillator, Portable radiation detector

1. Introduction

A cosmic-ray muon is an elementary particle generated
when a primary cosmic-ray particle collides with atmo-
spheric nuclei|Workman et al.|(2022). Cosmic-ray muons,
in abundance, can traverse high-density materials non-
destructively, and their unique energy loss in a material
renders them valuable in various applications, from par-
ticle physics experiments to muon tomography. In parti-
cle physics experiments, a high spatial and temporal res-
olution muon counter can measure muon flux, track fi-
nal state particles in an accelerator beam |[Hewes et al.
(2021), and reveal yearly modulations with zenith angle
dependence|Tilav et al.[(2020). Muon tomography has un-
covered unknown spaces within pyramids [Procureur et al.
(2023b)) and is employed to assess the condition of nuclear
power plants |Procureur et al.| (2023a). Furthermore, re-
cent advancements in high-resolution muon imaging tech-

Email address: chha@cau.ac.kr (C. Ha)

Preprint submitted to Radiation Physics and Chemistry

nology and portable detectors have broadened their ap-
plications, notably in volcanic activity detection [Tioukov
et al. (2019) and archaeological site investigations /Avgitas
et al.[(2022).

The primary goal of this research is to map the land
forms and features above the underground spaces quickly
and non-invasively using a moving muon detector. To re-
construct mountainous topography using measured muon
flux, we launched the Hankuk Atmospheric-muon Wide
Landscaping (HAWL) project. HAWL precisely gauges
changes in muon flux within tunnels situated above the
Seoul-Yangyang highway and Yangyang Underground
Laboratory (Y2L) |Adhikari et al.| (2018a) in South Ko-
rea while moving in high speed as schematically shown
in Fig.[T} With data collected by the HAWL detector, we
measured the muon flux as a function of elevation, and
the detector sensitivity in terms of depth and length reso-
lutions for the tunnels.
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We report a measurement of decay-time dependent charge-parity (CP) asymmetries in B® —
KOKOKY decays. We use 387 x 10° BB pairs collected at the T (4S) resonance with the Belle
II detector at the SuperKEKB asymmetric-energy electron-positron collider. We reconstruct 220
signal events and extract the CP-violating parameters S and C from a fit to the distribution of the
decay-time difference between the two B mesons. The resulting confidence region is consistent with
previous measurements in B° — KSKSKS and B® — (cé)K° decays, and with predictions based

on the standard model.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the standard model (SM), the charmless three-body
decay B® — KYKYK? is mediated by the b — sqq quark
transition, which is dominated by a one-loop process, the
so-called penguin amplitude. Charge-conjugate decays
are implied hereafter unless specified otherwise. Pen-
guin amplitudes are suppressed in the SM, e.g, B(B" —
KYK3K2) = (6.0+0.5) x 107° [1], and imply exchanges
of virtual particles where SM particles can be replaced by
a broad class of non-SM particles. These features make
these decays sensitive to possible contributions from non-
SM physics [2]. A key probe of such contributions is
provided by decay-time dependent C'P-violating asymme-
tries of the B® and BY decay rates. These asymmetries
arise from interference between amplitudes for direct de-
cay and decay following flavor oscillations, due to the
irreducible phase in the Cabibbo-Kobayashi-Maskawa
(CKM) quark-mixing matrix [3]. Precise measurements
of these asymmetries using B°B° pairs are a primary
goal of experiments in electron-positron collisions at the
T(4S) resonance. If one of the neutral B mesons, Bep,
decays into a CP eigenstate fop at proper time ¢cp and
the other, Biag, decays into a flavor-specific final state
frag at proper time ti,s, the probability density for ob-
serving a By, with flavor gy at At = top — trag is [4-6)

e~ 15t /750

P(At,qjc) = 47_30

(1 + g7 [Ssin(Am,At)
(1)
-C cos(AmdAt)D,

where the flavor gf is +1(—1) for By = B°(BY), 750
is the BC lifetime, Amy is the mass difference between
the two mass eigenstates of the B°-B° system, and the
CP asymmetries S and C express mixing-induced and
direct CP violation, respectively[7]. The SM predicts
that § = —sin2¢; — 0.02 and C = —0.007 for decays
into the CP-even final state KOK9K? [8]. The mix-
ing phase ¢1 = arg[—VeqV}/ViaVy;) is a combination of

CKM matrix-elements. The uncertainty in the SM pre-
diction for S is smaller than 0.01; hence, a large devia-
tion in BY — KJK?K? decays would indicate non-SM
physics. The Belle [9] and BaBar [10] experiments re-
ported these asymmetries with comparable uncertainties
dominated by the sample size, yielding world-average val-
ues S = —0.83 £0.17 and C' = —0.15 + 0.12 [11]. While
these agree with the SM predictions, the large uncertain-
ties limit the sensitivity to non-SM sources. Additional
measurements are needed.

We report a measurement of S and C in B° —
KYK2K? decays using electron-positron collisions at the
T (4S) collected by the Belle II experiment. We recon-
struct signal (Bep) BY — KYKYK? decays followed by
K9 — 77~ decays and suppress background using two
multivariate classifiers. We then measure gy using the
remaining charged particles in the event and At from
the distance between the decay positions of Bop and
Biag. We divide the B — K2KYK? events into two
classes based on the quality of the At information: time-
differential (TD) events use At and determine S and C,
while time-integrated (TI) events do not use At and con-
tribute to the determination of C' only. Fits to signal-
discriminating observables and decay time (when appro-
priate) determine the signal yield and CP asymmetries.
We use the decay BT — KYKYK™ as a control channel
to constrain the fit model from data.

II. THE BELLE II DETECTOR AND DATA
SAMPLE

The Belle II experiment is located at SuperKEKB,
which collides electrons and positrons at and near the
T(4S) resonance [12]. The Belle II detector [13] has
a cylindrical geometry and includes a six-layer sili-
con detector (VXD) and a 56-layer central drift cham-
ber (CDC). These detectors reconstruct trajectories of
charged particles (tracks). The VXD consists of two lay-
ers of silicon-pixel detectors (PXD) surrounded by four
layers of double-sided silicon-strip detectors [14]. Only
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Summary. — The two-particle angular correlations in the Ay,Ay space provide
valuable insights into the properties of hadronization mechanisms and quark—gluon
plasma properties. The correlation functions are influenced by several physical
sources, including mini-jet correlations, Bose—Einstein quantum statistics, resonance
decays, conservation of energy and momentum, and other factors. Each correlation
source has unique properties, and therefore each correlation function has a distinct
form depending on transverse momentum and/or multiplicity. Previous results from
angular correlation analysis of pp collisions at the LHC energies indicate an anti-
correlation for pairs of baryons of the same sign in An, Ay space. This contradicts
the predictions of Monte Carlo models, such as PYTHIA8 and EPOS.

This study aims to investigate this behavior by exploring the correlation functions
of different charge combinations of the detected particles (specifically, 7%, K*, and
pp) and multiplicity classes in the Ay, Ay space for pp and p—Pb collisions at LHC
energies. In addition, the study includes a comparison of the results obtained from
both collision systems.

1. — Introduction

The lack of a clear understanding of the production processes of one of the most
abundant and fundamental particles in the universe, the proton, is one of the open and
unresolved questions in the field of nuclear physics. Angular correlations are a powerful
tool used to describe the mechanism of particle production in high-energy heavy-ion
collisions. They are influenced by multiple effects such as (mini)jets, Bose—Einstein or
Fermi-Dirac quantum statistics (in the case of identical bosons or fermions), resonance
decays, Coulomb interactions, conservation of energy and momentum, and others, all of
which contribute with some structure to the overall shape. Moreover, each correlation
shows a unique behavior with its shape, and its individuality, as already observed in
studies of proton—proton (pp) collisions at /s = 7 TeV by the ALICE Collaboration at
LHC [1]. In particular, correlations of baryon—baryon pairs (combined with antibaryon—

© CERN on behalf the ALICE Collaboration 1
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experiment
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The search for supersymmetry with the ATLAS experiment at the CERN Large Hadron
Collider intensified after the discovery of the Higgs boson in 2012. The search programme
expanded in both breadth and depth, profiting from the increased integrated luminosity and
higher centre-of-mass energy of Run 2, and gaining new sensitivity to unexplored areas of
supersymmetry parameter space through the use of new experimental signatures and innovative
analysis techniques. This report summarises the supersymmetry searches at ATLAS using up to
140 fb~! of pp collisions at v/s = 13 TeV, including the limits set on the production of gluinos,
squarks, and electroweakinos for scenarios either with or without R-parity conservation, and
including models where some of the supersymmetric particles are long-lived.
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1 Introduction

One of the most significant contributions of the CERN Large Hadron Collider (LHC) [1] to high-energy
physics comes through the particles that the ATLAS [2] and CMS [3] collaborations have not found. Both
collaborations have pursued an unprecedented programme of searches for phenomena not predicted by the
Standard Model (SM). The wide variety of signatures explored, and the richness of the models considered,
has had a powerful influence on community’s paradigms of physics beyond the Standard Model.

Among these paradigms, supersymmetry (SUSY) [4-9] is one of the most closely examined. The approach
of imposing symmetries on Lagrangians led to the construction of electroweak theory, the unification of
the weak and electromagnetic interaction and, eventually, the development of the Standard Model. The
phenomenology of SUSY stems from requiring the Lagrangian to be invariant under an operator that
maps fermionic fields into bosonic ones, and vice versa. It was found that only additional space-time
symmetry could be added to the Poincaré group [5]. To impose this symmetry, one needs to add many
new superpartners of the Standard Model particles. The much richer particle content, and some of the
free parameters that one needs to add to make SUSY a broken symmetry (for example, it is known that
there is no superpartner of the electron with mass m = 0.511 MeV), makes SUSY an ideal framework to
accommodate many of the shortcomings of the Standard Model. The quantum corrections to the Higgs
boson mass coming from the fermions are counterbalanced by those coming from their superpartners,
stabilising the mass to a value near the electroweak scale in a natural way. On top of that, the modified
particle content changes the evolution of the running gauge couplings of the SM, potentially allowing
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ABSTRACT

We summarize the Fermilab Accelerator Complex Evolution (ACE) Science Workshop, held on June 14-15, 2023. The
workshop presented the strategy for the ACE program in two phases: ACE Main Injector Ramp and Target (MIRT) upgrade
and ACE Booster Replacement (BR) upgrade. Four plenary sessions covered the primary experimental physics thrusts:
Muon Collider, Neutrinos, Charged Lepton Flavor Violation, and Dark Sectors. Additional physics and technology ideas
were presented from the community that could expand or augment the ACE science program. Given the physics framing,
a parallel session at the workshop was dedicated to discussing priorities for accelerator R&D. Finally, physics discussion
sessions concluded the workshop where experts from the different experimental physics thrusts were brought together to
begin understanding the synergies between the different physics drivers and technologies. In December of 2023, the P5
report was released setting the physics priorities for the field in the next decade and beyond, and identified ACE as an
important component of the future US accelerator-based program. Given the presentations and discussions at the ACE
Science Workshop and the findings of the P5 report, we lay out the topics for study to determine the physics priorities and
design goals of the Fermilab ACE project in the near-term.
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Abstract

Relativistic beams of heavy ions interacting with various nuclear targets allow to study a broad
range of problems starting from nuclear equation of state to the traditional nuclear structure. Some
questions which were impossible to answer heretofore — can be addressed nowadays by using inverse
kinematics. These includes the structure of short-lived nuclei and the precision study of exclusive
channels with production of residual nuclei in certain quantum states. Theoretical understanding
such processes is so far based on factorization models which combine the single-step amplitude
of the reaction on a bound nucleon or nuclear cluster with a certain wave function of its relative
motion with respect to the residual nucleus. The nuclear structure information is encoded in the
spectroscopic amplitude, calculable within nuclear many-body theories. In this work, we use for
this purpose the translationally-invariant shell model with configuration mixing and demonstrate
that it successfully reproduces the single-differential and integrated cross sections of the quasielastic
proton knockout, '2C(p, 2p)'' B, with outgoing !'B in the ground state and low-lying excited states

measured at GSI at 400 MeV /nucleon.
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We present results of simulations of directed flow of various hadrons in Au+Au collisions at
collision energies of /syny = 3 and 4.5 GeV. Simulations are performed within the model three-
fluid dynamics (3FD) and the event simulator based on it (THESEUS). The results are compared
with recent STAR data. The directed flows of various particles provide information on dynamics
in various parts and at various stages of the colliding system depending on the particle. However,
the information on the equation of state is not always directly accessible because of strong influence
of the afterburner stage or insufficient equilibration of the matter. It is found that the crossover
scenario gives the best overall description of the data. This crossover EoS is soft in the hadronic
phase. The transition into QGP in Au+Au collisions occurs at collision energies between 3 and 4.5
GeV, at baryon densities np > 4no and temperatures ~ 150 MeV. In-medium effects in the directed

flow of (anti)kaons are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The directed flow is one of the most sensitive quan-
tities to the dynamics of nucleus-nucleus collisions and
properties of the matter produced in these collisions. It
provides information about the stopping power of the
nuclear matter, its equation of state (EoS), transition to
quark-gluon phase (QGP) and more. All these issues
were addressed in the analysis of the STAR data [I] ob-
tained within Beam Energy Scan (BES) program at the
Relativistic Heavy-Ion Collider (RHIC). The analysis was
performed within various approaches [2HI4], which in-
clude both hydrodynamic and kinetic models. An impor-
tant conclusion of these studies is that the transition to
the quark-gluon phase is most probably of the crossover
or weak-first-order type and it stars at collision energies
of \/syn < 8 GeV in Au+Au collisions. A promising re-
cent development is prediction of correlation between the
directed flow and the angular momentum accumulated in
the participant region of colliding nuclei [8] T5HI9], which
allows a deeper insight into collision dynamics.

The STAR-FXT (fixed-target) data on the directed
flow of identified particles at energies /syn = 3 and
4.5 GeV were recently published in Refs. [20, 2I]. These
data were also analyzed within various, mostly kinetic
models [IT], T4, 22H33] in relation to various problems:
the hyperon production [14] [26] 33], the production of
light (hyper)nuclei [30, B1], etc. The EoS of the matter
produced in the nucleus-nucleus collisions was the prime
topic of the above theoretical considerations. It was dis-
cussed mostly in terms of softness and stiffness of the
EoS [11], 22H24) 26, 29]. These studies were performed
within different transport models: The relativistic ver-
sion of the quantum molecular dynamics implemented
into the transport code JAM [II], the hadronic trans-

*e-mail: yivanov@theor.jinr.ru
Te-mail: kozhevnikova@jinr.ru

port code SMASH [22] 29], the Ultrarelativistic Quan-
tum Molecular Dynamics (UrQMD) [23]24], and a multi-
phase transport model [20].

All the aforementioned papers [111, 22H24] 26] 29] re-
ported that stiff (to a different extent) EoS’s are prefer-
able for the reproduction of the directed flow (vq) at
Vsnn = 3 GeV, while the v; data at 4.5 GeV require
a softer EoS. The latter was interpreted as indication of
onset of the phase transition into QGP. This conclusion
about preference of the stiff EoS at the energy of 3 GeV
appears to contradict the earlier findings. The analy-
sis of KaoS [34] and FOPI [35] data at collision energies
Eiap < 2A GeV ({/sny < 2.7 GeV) within the Isospin
Quantum Molecular Dynamics model led to the conclu-
sion that the soft EoS with the incompressibility K =
210 MeV is strongly preferable [35H38]. Although, this
energy range is somewhat below of the STAR-FXT one.

The energy range of the BNL Alternating Gradient
Synchrontron (AGS), Ejp = 2 — 10.7 A-GeV (/syn =
2.7-4.9 GeV), practically coincide with the currently ex-
plored STAR-FXT range. The results of the analysis
of the AGS data [39, 0] are more controversial. Strong
preference of the soft EoS was reported in Refs. [3] 4] 41}
43]. In Refs. [3| 4], the EoS additionally softens at
VSNN > 4 GeV because of onset of the deconfinement
transition. However, in Ref. [44] it was found that the
best description of the data on the transverse flow is pro-
vided by a rather stiff EoS at 2A4-GeV (NL3) while at
higher bombarding energies (4-8 A-GeV) a medium EoS
(K =300 MeV) leads to better agreement with the data,
while the differences in the soft-EoS and stiff-EoS trans-
verse flows become of minor significance at 4-8 A-GeV.
In Ref. [45], the proton flow was found to be also inde-
pendent of stiffness of the EoS, however provided the mo-
mentum dependence in the nuclear mean fields is taken
into account.

As recent studies [111, 22H26 29, [32] of the STAR-FXT
vy data deduced comparatively stiff EoS’s at \/syy = 3
GeV, some of them predicted comparatively low baryon
densities (np) for onset of the denfinement transition.
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This paper presents our project and perspectives to measure for the first time beam spin asymmetries
from Double Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering in the eP — e’P’u*u~ reaction at Jefferson
Lab. Our goal is to constrain the so-called Generalized Parton Distribution (GPDs) in a kinematic
region that isn’t accessible from other reactions, such as Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering,
to allow for their extrapolation to "zero skewness", i.e. at a specific kinematic point enabling
for tomographic interpretations of the nucleon’s partonic structure. We are discussing DDVCS
phenomenology and our approach, as well as our experimental project aimed at complementing

the SoLID experiment at JLab Hall A with a new muon detector.
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Double Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering at Jefferson Lab Hall A Marie Boér

1. Introduction

The so-called Generalized Parton Distribution (GPDs) [1, 2] are matrix elements parametrizing
the soft structure of the nucleon in “Hard Exclusive” reactions [3, 4]. GPDs contain information on
the longitudinal momentum versus transverse position of the partons (quarks and gluons) [5, 6]. We
have been studying GPDs for the last ~30 years as we are looking to move towards multidimensional
images of the nucleon structure. One of the interesting interpretations of GPDs is the possibility
to access tomographic views of the nucleon, where we can relate the transverse position of the
partons to the quark and gluon densities [7]. This kind of interpretation relies on extrapolations
of GPDs to certain kinematics that can’t be accessed experimentally, and on models, referred to as
“zero skewness” [8], i.e. reactions where all the momentum transferred to the nucleon is purely
transverse. Our goal is to study Double Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering to constrain the GPDs
at this limit.

“Hard Exclusive” reactions refers to: a “hard scale” of at least 1 GeVZ2, allowing for factorization
between a soft part parametrized by the GPDs, and a hard part, calculable [9]; “exclusivity” refers
to all products of the reaction being known, enabling measurement of the total momentum transfer
to the nucleon (we use Mandelstam variable “t”, the squared momentum transfer). Fig.l is the
general Compton-like process, where a photon is scattered off a quark in the nucleon. We display
the factorization lane, the bottom part representing the GPDs. The incoming and scattered photons
have to be of different virtuality to allow for a non-zero momentum exchange to the nucleon. We
can distinguish between 3 particular cases of “Compton Scattering”: Deeply Virtual Compton
Scattering (DVCS), where the incoming photon is virtual (spacelike) and the outgoing one is real;
Timelike Compton Scattering (TCS), where the incoming photon is real and the outgoing one is
virtual, subsequently decaying into a lepton pair; and Double Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering
(DDVCS), where both photons are virtual. DVCS has been measured at multiple facilities [10-25],
TCS has recently been measured for the first time at JLab [26], DDVCS has never been measured.

There are several GPDs, for quarks and gluons, and to account for relative helicity states of the
quark-nucleon system. At leading order and leading twist (lowest order in photon’s virtuality related
to extra-gluon exchanges), for a spin 1/2 nucleon, we have 4 (x2 for quarks and gluons) chiral-even
GPDs, and 4 (x2) chiral-odd GPDs (with quark helicity flip), i.e. 16 total (see for instance [5, 27]).
These GPDs depend on 3 variables: t, x (nucleon’s longitudinal momentum fraction carried by the
parton), & (“skewness”, related to the longitudinal momentum transfer to the quark in light cone
frame). We will neglect here their evolution with the photons’ virtuality (namely Q*=-q* and/or
Q’?=q’? for incoming and outgoing photons, respectively, defined from their squared 4-momenta).
GPDs can’t be measured directly: we measure Compton Form Factors (CFFs), functions of the
GPDs, accessible from fits of cross sections and asymmetries of the various reactions. Most models
are currently constrained by measurements of DVCS only, where GPDs can only be accessed at
specific kinematic points, for x=+£. TCS being the “time-reversal” equivalent of DVCS at leading
order and leading twist [28], it accesses GPDs at the same kinematics. On the other hand, we can
vary the relative virtualities of the two photons in DDVCS to access different kinematics, such as
|x| < &[5, 29, 30]. It is essential to deconvolute these 2 variables and extrapolate the GPDs to
&=0 [8], which is needed for tomographic interpretations.
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Generalized parton Distributions (GPDs) are important functions to understand the three dimen-
sional structure of the nucleon. Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering is one of the reaction accessing
GPDs, and has been measured for the past ~20 years. However, to move forward, we need to look
for other reactions, such as Timelike Compton Scattering (TCS), its "time-reversal” equivalent.
Indeed, accessing GPDs from both DVCS and TCS independently will allow us, for instance, to
study their universality. Any assesment on GPD’s universality would be a milestone in our field.
In this article we discuss our preliminary studies on the feasibility of measuring unpolarized and
beam polarized cross sections and beam spin asymmetry for TCS in the dilepton photoproduction
reaction. For that purpose, we use a polarized photon beam and an unpolarized target at JLab Hall
C. We will discuss our Geant4 simulations, with a dedicated detector setup along with the use of

the SBS magnet for separating outgoing e*, e~ pairs.
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1. Introduction

This article discuss our preliminary studies for measuring Timelike Compton Scattering (TCS,
displayed Fig 1) at Jefferson Lab Hall C, off an unpolarized Liquid Hydrogen target and a circularly
polarized high intensity photon beam. Measuring TCS cross sections and beam spin asymmetries
with an unpolarized target, is very important to constrain the Generalized Parton Distribution
(GPDs) [1, 2] . GPDs are sensitive to the longitudinal momentum versus transverse position
structure of partons (quarks and gluons) in the nucleon [3]. They can’t be accessed directly from
experiments: we are actually measuring functions of GPDs, called Compton Form Factors (CFFs).
There are several GPDs corresponding to different possible relative orientations of the helicity of
particles involved in the reaction [4]. In our case, the observables we aim to measure are most
sensitive to the GPD "H", the one which is insensitive to the quark and to the nucleon’s helicities.
GPD H is currently well constrained from DVCS measurements, and this is why we would like to
obtain similar measurements from TCS, for a comparison, and for universality studies. Furthermore,
GPDs are real functions, but CFFs that we are measuring are complex functions: from DVCS
measurements, we better constrain the imaginary part of the CFFs. Our equivalent measurement
with TCS is sensitive to both real and imaginary parts, and thus will bring more constraints on the
real part of the amplitudes in a multi-channel CFF extraction approach. We refer to articles [5, 6]
for the phenomenology of TCS off the proton and projections of observables.
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Figure 1: Time Like Compton Scattering (leading order and leading twist, CC not represented).

TCS is measured in the reaction yP — e*e™ P/, where P is a nucleon (a proton here) and e is
a lepton (an electron here). It interferes with another process, called Bethe-Heitler (BH) where the
lepton pair is produced by a splitting of the incoming photon in the nucleon’s field. BH is insensitive
to the GPDs. It is parametrized by Form Factors. What we want to measure ("observables") is
cross sections (o) and beam spin asymmetries (Agy is mostly sensitive to the interference term in



